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with a new in tro duc tion at some point, one that more force fully states 
all  that is new in Janis’s per spec tive on a di verse, wom enled, bot tom
up, global sol i dar ity move ment for the right to land that was launched 
by Greater Ireland. If so, they would do a ser vice to World History and 
to Janis him self, who has writ ten a care fully researched, deeply thought 
out po lit i cal and so cial his to ry. It de serves to be read not merely by 
spe cial ists.
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If the “or i gins of the Cold War” is a welltrod sub ject for his to ri ans, 
Masuda Hajimu of fers an in no va tive ap proach to the top ic. The Cold 
War, he ar gues, was not “some thing that existed as an ob jec tive sit u a
tion im me di ately fol low ing World War II.” Instead, the Cold War was 
an “imag ined re al i ty” that “existed . . .  be cause peo ple thought that it 
existed.” Cold War Crucible is “a his tory of the fan ta sy of the Cold War, 
fo cus ing on its imag ined and constructed na ture as well as the so cial 
need for such an imag ined re al i ty” (p. 2). According to Masuda, the 
“imag ined re al i ty” of the Cold War ini tially took hold in the United 
States, East Asia, and Europe—ar eas that had po tent re cent mem o ries 
of war time ex pe ri ences. (Africa and Latin America would be slower to 
adopt the “Cold War” con struct be cause they tended to view in ter na
tional events through a post co lo nial lens.) But even in ar eas where the 
“Cold War” re al ity took hold, it was as much a prod uct of lo cal con
di tions as it was the re flec tion of a global con flict be tween the United 
States and the Soviet Union.

In the im me di ate post–World War II years, the United States, Japan, 
and China ex pe ri enced pe ri ods of in tense so cial and po lit i cal con flict. 
In the United States, a grassroots con ser va tive move ment attacked 
groups or in di vid u als per ceived to be “unAmer i can.” In Japan, con ser
va tives pushed back against post war oc cu pa tion re forms intended to 
re shape Jap a nese so ci e ty. In China, an ger at America’s “re verse course” 
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in Japan led to grow ing sup port for the Chi nese Communist Party and 
vo cal de nun ci a tions of America’s Guomindang allies. While all  of these 
dis putes would later be iden ti fied as part of the early Cold War, Masuda 
sees them as out growths of lo cal po lit i cal and so cial con di tions.

It was not un til the out break of the Ko rean War in June 1950 that 
peo ple in the United States, Japan, and China—and in other parts of 
the world—be gan to in ter pret do mes tic pol i tics through a Cold War 
lens. Particularly in ar eas af fected by World War II, peo ple came to see 
the Ko rean War as the be gin ning of a new global con flict—the first 
salvo in World War III. In this height ened at mo sphere, the po lit i cal 
dif fer ences that had emerged af ter 1945 in ten si fied and hard ened. 
Moreover, po lit i cal and so cial con flicts took on a dis tinctly “Cold War” 
cast, reflecting the grow ing per cep tion of a global con flict be tween com
mu nism and cap i tal ism.

The Ko rean War has long been un der stood as a key event in the 
hard en ing of Amer i can and Chi nese Cold War pol i cies. Masuda ech
oes this view, though he ex plains the re la tion ship dif fer ent ly. In both 
the United States and China, com mon peo ple reacting to the con flict in 
Korea pres sured their gov ern ments to re spond firm ly. On the Amer i can 
side, Masuda ar gues that pub lic opin ion influ enced the Truman ad min
is tra tion’s de ci sions to cross the 38th par al lel and to adopt NSC68. On 
the Chi nese side, the Chi nese Communist Party sim i larly responded to 
grow ing pub lic pres sure to in ter vene in the con flict on the Ko rean pen
in su la. Both cases il lus trate “the en croach ment of the so cial into the 
sphere of high pol i tics” (p. 143). They also show that “the Cold War 
was not nec es sar ily a prod uct cre ated through policymakers’ con duct 
and mis con duct; nu mer ous name less peo ple were, more or less, also par
tic i pants in the mak ing of such a world” (p. 144).

Cold War Crucible con cludes with a sec tion de scrib ing the sup pres
sion of dis sent—of ten vi o lent ly—dur ing the Ko rean War. In Korea itself, 
mas sa cres of ci vil ians were per pe trated un der the guise of elim i nat ing 
Communists or class en e mies. Masuda sug gests that a sim i lar dy namic 
was at work else where: at roughly the same time, “China cracked down 
on counterrevolutionaries; Taiwan implemented the White Terror; the 
Philippines suppressed ‘un Fil i pi no’ ac tiv i ties; Japan conducted its Red 
Purge; Britain launched vig or ous an tila bor ini tia tives; and the United 
States allowed Mc Car thy ism to take root” (p. 200). In these cases, 
“lo cal ac tors . . .  uti lized the logic of EastWest con fron ta tion in their own 
so cial con flicts. . . .  Viewed in this way, these lo cal con flicts were not 
so much re sults of the Cold War, as is usu ally as sumed; rath er, each was 
itself part of the en gine, a core com po nent, of the Cold War, con trib ut
ing to the re al i za tion of a gi gan tic so cial con struc tion, with the par tic
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i pa tion of or di nary peo ple in their own do mes tic ‘wars’ fought for the 
sake of or der in each so ci e ty” (pp. 7–8).

Cold War Crucible is an am bi tious book that cov ers nu mer ous coun
tries and at tempts to un tan gle the com pli cated re la tion ship be tween 
pub lic at ti tudes and for eign pol i cy. Masuda relies on an im pres sive col
lec tion of pri mary and sec ond ary sources, in clud ing ar chi val sources 
from nine dif fer ent countries. While at times the nar ra tive can be a 
bit fragmented, Masuda suc ceeds in reevaluating some of the com mon 
as sump tions about the or i gins of the Cold War. To many ob serv ers, 
so cial man i fes ta tions of the Cold War—such as the Red Scare—can be 
un der stood as con se quences of the Cold War. In other words, be cause 
the “Cold War” existed, Amer i cans searched for Communists in their 
midst. Masuda, how ev er, ar gues that the truth is just the op po site: The 
very fact that Amer i cans tried to root out com mu nism at home helped 
to cre ate the re al ity of the Cold War. As Masuda ex plains, “This book 
does not treat pop u lar myths, ru mors, and emo tions among ev ery day 
peo ple merely as ef fects of the Cold War; rath er, it casts light on them 
as fac tors cre at ing the ‘re al i ty’ of the con flict” (p. 4).

Historians of the Vietnam War have spent years an a lyz ing Ameri
ca’s in ter ven tion in Vietnam and its sub se quent de ci sion to es ca late the 
con flict. In Hanoi’s Road to the Vietnam War, Pierre Asselin up ends this 
tra di tional ap proach, fo cus ing on of fi cials in the Democratic Republic 
of Vietnam (the DRV, or North Vietnam) and their role in the even tual 
out break of hos til i ties be tween the United States and North Vietnam. 
According to Asselin, in the de cade be fore 1965, of fi cials in Hanoi 
aban doned their “cau tious ap proach cen tered on nonvi o lent po lit i cal 
strug gle” in fa vor of a “risky, even reck less strat egy pred i cated on ma jor 
com bat op er a tions and de ci sive vic tory over en emy forces” (p. 1). 
While their de ci sion was based largely on their as sess ment of con di tions 
in the south, it also reflected Hanoi’s per cep ti ble shift to ward China in 
the midst of the SinoSoviet split.

Asselin’s nar ra tive cen ters on the post–Geneva Convention de bates 
be tween “mod er ates” and “militants” in the Viet nam ese Workers’ Party 
(the VWP, as the Communist Party in North Vietnam was known). The 
mod er ate camp in cluded such lu mi nar ies as Ho Chi Minh, Vo Nguyen 
Giap, and Truong Chinh (though Truong Chinh would even tu ally 
break from the mod er ates). As Asselin ex plains, they gen er ally fa vored 
ad her ing to the stip u la tions of the Geneva agree ment and fo cus ing on 
build ing so cial ism in North Vietnam. The militants, led by southerner 
Le Duan, General Nguyen Chi Thanh, Le Duc Tho, and Pham Hung, 
pre ferred a more ag gres sive strat egy of us ing mil i tary means to lib er ate 
South Vietnam and reunify the coun try.
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After the Geneva Convention, the DRV ini tially followed the mod
er ate path of build ing so cial ism in the North and pre par ing for peace ful 
reunification of Vietnam, as had been stip u lated in the Geneva Agree
ments. Hoping to avoid the re sump tion of war, the DRV also di rected 
south ern cad res to re nounce mil i tary ac tiv i ties against the Ngo Dinh 
Diem gov ern ment. Diem’s re fusal to hold na tional elec tions in 1956 
undermined the mod er ate po si tion and led to the as cen sion of militants 
to sev eral key po si tions in the Politburo. Still, the mod er ate ap proach 
was not im me di ately aban doned.

Over the next few years, militants in the Politburo grew in creas ingly 
concerned about Diem’s in creas ing strength in South Vietnam. At 
the same time, they were com ing un der pres sure from south ern Com
munists who felt as if they had been aban doned by the “North First” 
strat egy fa vored by the mod er ates. In re sponse to these con di tions, in 
Jan u ary 1959 the Fifteenth Plenum of the VWP Central Committee 
adopted Resolution 15, which called for more ag gres sive tac tics against 
the Diem gov ern ment. Resolution 15, Asselin ar gues, was “one of the 
piv otal pol icy state ments in the course of events that pro pelled Hanoi 
into the Vietnam War” (p. 53). Nevertheless, it did not sig nal fullscale 
sup port for mil i tary rev o lu tion in the south, and its im por tance “has thus 
been overstated by his to ri ans” (p. 66).

In Asselin’s es ti ma tion, 1963 was the cru cial year in Hanoi’s road 
to the Vietnam War. Because mod er ates and militants tended to align 
with the Soviet Union and China, re spec tive ly, the deep en ing Sino
Soviet split led to in creased ten sions in Hanoi. Moreover, events in 
1962–1963, in clud ing the Cuban Missile Crisis, the Battle of Ap Bac, 
the grow ing rad i cal i za tion of the Chi nese Communist Party, and po lit i
cal un rest in Laos, led militants in the VWP to “re vise its rev o lu tion ary 
strat egy and es ca late armed strug gle in the South” (p. 155).

Hanoi’s Road to the Vietnam War is thor oughly researched. Asselin 
in cor po rates the most uptodate schol ar ship in En glish and Viet nam ese 
and uses ar chi val ma te ri als from the United States, Vietnam, France, 
Canada, and Great Britain. He also makes an im por tant con tri bu tion 
to the his to ri og ra phy of the Vietnam War and the larger in ter na tional 
con text of the Cold War. Hanoi’s Road to the Vietnam War chal lenges the 
com monly held view that the United States was re spon si ble for the es ca la
tion of the con flict. Indeed, Asselin ti tles the pen ul ti mate chap ter in his 
book—the one outlining Hanoi’s de ci sions in 1963—“Choosing War.” 
This may have been a notsosub tle nod to Fredrik Logevall’s book of 
the same name, which places re spon si bil ity for the war squarely on the 
shoul ders of Lyndon Johnson and his ad vi sors. The re al i ty, of course, is 
that the United States and North Vietnam both made choices that led 



Book Reviews 347

to war—as did the South Viet nam ese, the Chi nese, the Soviets, and 
the French. What makes Hanoi’s Road to the Vietnam War in dis pens able 
is that it pro vi des a de tailed ac count of the cru cial North Viet nam ese 
de ci sions that have of ten been left out of the sto ry.
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This is a pathbreak ing book, rich in in sights and ex traor di narily well 
researched. There is to be a sec ond vol ume, cov er ing the years from 1735 
to 1905, while this one cov ers the years from 1300 to 1735. The pur
pose un der ly ing the two vol umes is to en rich the study of race in Eu ro
pean thought by turn ing away from the fo cus on Eu ro pean en coun ters 
with Af ri cans and Am er in di ans, which has tended to dom i nate the his
tory of ra cial thought in Europe, and looking in stead at en coun ters 
with Jap a nese. As Kowner points out, Eu ro pe ans tended from early on 
to per ceive Jap a nese as civ i lized, tech no log i cally ad vanced, and mil i
tarily pow er ful, and this con trasts with how they per ceived many other 
peo ples else where, with the ex cep tion of China. “China did not dif fer 
greatly [from Japan] in this re spect,” he ad mits, “but as is land ers the 
Jap a nese could be more eas ily per ceived as a sin gle en tity with clearly 
marked po lit i cal and eth nic bound aries” (p. 22). This ar gu ment is 
intended to jus tify his ex clu sive fo cus on Japan but it seems an un con
vinc ing dis tinc tion. After all , Japan was def i nitely not a sin gle po lit i cal 
en tity for much of the early pe ri od, at least up to 1600, and Eu ro pean 
per cep tions of a dis tinct Jap a nese eth nic ity were slow to de vel op, as he 
shows. In fact, Kowner help fully makes fre quent com par a tive ref er ences 
to per cep tions of Chi nese.

The end point of this vol ume is the pub li ca tion of Linnaeus’s Sys-
tema Naturae (1735), which marked a turn ing point in Eu ro pean bi o log
i cal thought. Kowner di vi des the cen tu ries up to that point into three 
dis crete pe ri ods, the first of which he terms the phase of spec u la tion, 
cov er ing 1300–1543. During this pe ri od, it is pos si ble that Eu ro pe ans 
en coun tered Jap a nese at Malacca or other ports in Southeast Asia but 
the ev i dence is weak, so we are forced to turn to Marco Polo for a dawning 
aware ness of Japan in the Eu ro pean mind. As is well known, Marco Polo’s 
de scrip tion of Cipangu, as he termed Japan, re ferred to the Jap a nese 




