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Collapse of the Soviet Empire

Arms race and pressures on the Soviet economy and society


Economic equality – equality in poverty


Soviet socialism and the state of permanent war


A multi-ethnic empire, dominated by ethnic Russians

Gorbachev and Glastnost

Peristroika – or “restructuring” – better socialism through moral appeal


Glastnost – or “openness” – attempting to open up Soviet Union to outside ideas



Chernobyl (1986) – ecological and political fallout


Reykjavik and INF Treaty (1987)


START treaties (begun in 1982, signed in 1991)


Withdrawal from Afghanistan (1988)

Disintegration of an Empire


The Baltics (Lithuania, Estonia, and Latvia) and ethnic conflict


East European reformers and the “Sinatra Doctrine”



Hungary and the open border (1989)



East Germany and the fall of the Berlin Wall (1989)



Romania, Ceauşescu, and bloodshed


End of the Soviet Union



Coup against Gorbachev (1991) and end of Soviet Union



Economic crisis and collapse, second coup attempt (1993)



Ethnic warfare on the margins – Transdnistria and Chechnya

Creation of a “New World Order”


The United Nations and the Persian Gulf War (1991)


NAFTA (1994), World Trade Organization (1995) and globalization



Economic boom led by banking and technology



Outsourcing and manufacturing employment



“McJobs” and the rise of the service sector


Rise of the European Union (1992) and the birth of the Euro (2002)

The Clinton Years

“It’s the Economy Stupid” Clinton


Newt Gingrich and the “Contract With America” (1994)



Cooperation with Republican majority



Welfare reform and deficit reduction


The New Right versus the Clinton Administration



“Travelgate,” “Whitewater,” and special prosecutors



Monika Lewinsky and impeachment


Clinton and “nation building”



The Yugoslavian Civil War (1991-1995)




Bosnia, Sarajevo, and Srebrinicia massacre



Somalia (1993-1995) and “Blackhawk Down”



Kosovo (1999)


The Dot Com Economy



Growth of the internet



“On demand” warehousing and inventories



Worker productivity and inflation



“Downsizing” and bureaucracy

Guide to Citations for the Final Paper
Historians typically use Chicago Style to cite sources in their work.  This is for three reasons.  First, historians often either have multiple sources for a sentence or paragraph.
  Second, historians often discuss debates that are not directly related to their work in endnotes as not to distract from the overall argument or offer additional information to clarify a point.
  Finally, historians often use sources which are archival or irregular in nature.
  The three footnotes below illustrate each of these instances.  The final footnote is from the Brandenburg Main State Archives (Brandenburgisches Landeshauptarchiv [BLHA]), documents of the Socialist Unity Party (C Rep 332), folder 711.  Each of these citations would appear awkward using MLA style.  Historians prefer to use footnotes or endnotes to keep the text clear and easy to read.

Because Chicago Style is rarely used in other disciplines, I will allow you to cite in MLA style as well.  If you are going into the humanities, however, you might wish to use this opportunity to familiarize yourself with this style of citation.  Also, Chicago has the stylistic advantage of not cluttering sentences and paragraphs with citations and you may wish to try it out.

In any case, it is important to remember that when you cite, your citation must reflect the individual article or text you are reading and not the book from which you draw, unless that book is a monograph.  So if you were citing Michael Hunt’s “Wages of War” in the Problems in American History book an in-text citation using MLA style would look like this (Hunt 340) and not like this (Griffith and Baker, 340).  A Chicago citation would look like this.
  If you repeated the source, it would use the word ibid with a page number.
  If you came back to it after other citations, you would simply use the last name.

In the bibliography, you must have complete entries for both the article or source and the book from which it came.  For example, this is how it would look for Chicago Style:

Hunt, Michael. “The Wages of War.” In Major Problems in American History, edited by Robert Griffith and Paula Baker, 338-342. Boston and New York: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2007.

Griffith, Robert and Paula Baker, eds. Major Problems in American History. Boston and New York: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2007.

A problem I saw in some papers was that only quotes from the text were cited.  Be sure to remember that you need to cite any specific fact mentioned in your paper that is not common knowledge.  This means that facts that are not directly quoted also need proper citation.  

� See Reinhard Allings Monument und Nation - Das Bild vom Nationalstaat im Medium Denkmal - zum Verhältis von Nation und Staat im deutschen Kaiserreich 1871-1918, (New York and Berlin: de Gruyter , 1996), and Friedmann Schmoll Verewigte Nation.  Studien zur Errinerungskultur von Reich und Einzelstaat im würrtemberegischen Denkmalkult des 19. Jahrhunderts, (Tübingen-Stuttgart: Silberburg Verlag, 1995). 


� Heimat is roughly translated as “homeland,” but there is no direct English equivalent as the term Heimat incorporates various elements of local identity such as language, history, architecture, traditions, dress, folklore and food.


� BLHA C Rep 332/711, p. 126, Copy - letter to the Märkische Volksstimme from Gen. Paul, replying to “Offener Brief an dem Oberbürgermeister.”


� Michael Hunt, “The Wages of War” in Major Problems in American History, ed. Robert Griffith and Paula Baker (Boston and New York: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2007), 341.


� Ibid, 342.


� Hunt, 340.





