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OVERVIEW
Soon after World War II, former Prime Minister Winston Churchill of Great Britain warned
of the danger of Eastern Europe falling under the influence of the Soviet Union. Invited by
President Harry S Truman, Churchill visited the United States in March 1946. In a speech
delivered in Fulton, Missouri, he introduced the phrase "iron curtain." This phrase would
describe Soviet policy in Europe from 1945 to 1989.
GUIDED READING As you read, consider the following questions:
• What does Churchill fear the most?
• What did Churchill hope to accomplish with this speech?
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EITHER THE SURE PREVENTION of

war nor the continuous rise of world
organization will be gained without what I have called the fraternal
association of the English-speaking peoples. This means a special relationship
between the British Commonwealth and Empire and the United States.
This is no time for generalities. I will venture to be precise. Fraternal
association requires not only the growing friendship and mutual
understanding between our two vast but kindred systems of society but the
continuance of the intimate relationships between our military advisers,
leading to common study of potential dangers, similarity of weapons and
manuals of instruction, and interchange of officers and cadets at colleges. It
should carry with it the continuance of the present facilities for mutual
security by the joint use of all naval and airforce bases in the possession of
either country all over the world. This would perhaps double the mobility of
the American Navy and Air Force. It would greatly expand that of the British
Empire forces, and it might well lead, if and as the world calms down, to
important financial savings. Already we use together a large number of islands;
many more will be entrusted to our joint care in the near future. . . .
A shadow has fallen upon the scenes so lately lighted by the Allied victory.
Nobody knows what Soviet Russia and its Communist international
organization intends to do in the immediate future, or what are the limits, if
any, to their expansive and proselytizing tendencies. I have a strong admiration
and regard for the valiant Russian people and for my wartime comrade
Marshal Stalin. There is sympathy and goodwill in Britain—and I doubt not
here also—toward the peoples of all the Russias and a resolve to persevere
through many differences and rebuffs in establishing lasting friendships.
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We understand the Russians need to be secure on her western frontiers
from all renewal of German aggression. We welcome her to her rightful place
among the leading nations of the world. Above all we welcome constant,
frequent, and growing contacts between the Russian people and our own
people on both sides of the Atlantic. It is my duty, however, to place before
you certain facts about the present position in Europe—I am sure I do not
wish to, but it is my duty, I feel, to present them to you.
From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has
descended across the Continent. Behind that line lie all the capitals of the
ancient states of central and eastern Europe. Warsaw, Berlin, Prague, Vienna,
Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest, and Sofia, all these famous cities and the
populations around them lie in the Soviet sphere and all are subject in one
form or another, not only to Soviet influence but to a very high and increasing
measure of control from Moscow. Athens alone, with its immortal glories, is
free to decide its future at an election under British, American, and French
observation. The Russian-dominated Polish government has been encouraged
to make enormous and wrongful inroads upon Germany, and mass expulsions
of millions of Germans on a scale grievous and undreamed of are now taking
place.
The Communist parties, which were very small in all these Eastern states
of Europe, have been raised to preeminence and power far beyond their
numbers and are seeking everywhere to obtain totalitarian control. Police
governments are prevailing in nearly every case, and so far, except in
Czechoslovakia, there is no true democracy. . . .
At the end of the fighting last June, the American and British armies
withdrew westward in accordance with an earlier agreement to a depth, at
some points, 150 miles on a front of nearly 400 miles to allow the Russians to
occupy this vast expanse of territory which the Western democracies had
conquered. If now the Soviet government tries, by separate action, to build up
a pro-Communist Germany in their areas, this will cause new serious
difficulties in the British and American zones and will give the defeated
Germans the power of putting themselves up to auction between the Soviets
and Western democracies. Whatever conclusions may be drawn from these
facts—and facts they are—this is certainly not the liberated Europe we fought
to build up. Nor is it one which contains the essentials of permanent peace.
The safety of the world, ladies and gentlemen, requires a new unity in
Europe from which no nation should be permanently outcast.
It is impossible not to comprehend—twice we have seen them drawn by
irresistible forces in time to secure the victory but only after frightful slaughter
and devastation have occurred. Twice the United States has had to send
millions of its young men to fight a war, but now war can find any nation
between dusk and dawn. Surely we should work within the structure of the
United Nations and in accordance with our Charter. That is an open course of
policy. . . .
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On the other hand I repulse the idea that a new war is inevitable; still more
that it is imminent. It is because I am so sure that our fortunes are in our own
hands and that we hold the power to save the future that I feel the duty to
speak out now that I have an occasion to do so. I do not believe that Soviet
Russia desires war. What they desire is the fruits of war and the indefinite
expansion of their power and doctrines. But what we have to consider here
today, while time remains, is the permanent prevention of war and the
establishment of conditions of freedom and democracy as rapidly as possible in
all countries.
Our difficulties and dangers will not be removed by closing our eyes to
them. They will not be removed by mere waiting to see what happens; nor will
they be relieved by a policy of appeasement. What is needed is a settlement,
and the longer this is delayed the more difficult it will be and the greater our
dangers will become. From what I have seen of our Russian friends and allies
during the war, I am convinced that there is nothing they admire so much as
strength, and there is nothing for which they have less respect than for military
weakness. For that reason the old doctrine of a balance of power is unsound.
We cannot afford, if we can help it, to work on narrow margins, offering
temptations to a trial of strength. . . .
If the population of the English-speaking Commonwealth be added to that
of the United States, with all that such cooperation implies in the air, on the
sea, and in science and industry, there will be no quivering, precarious balance
of power to offer its temptation to ambition or adventure. On the contrary,
there will be an overwhelming assurance of security. If we adhere faithfully to
the Charter of the United Nations and walk forward in sedate and sober
strength, seeking no one’s land or treasure, or seeking to lay no arbitrary
control on the thoughts of men, if all British moral and material forces and
convictions are joined with your own in fraternal association, the highroads of
the future will be clear, not only for us but for all, not only for our time but
for a century to come.
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