
HST203 – United States History 
 

Primary Source Document Assignment 
 

Students are randomly assigned two PSD Assignments to complete during the term.  Only one assignment, 
whichever earns the higher score, will count towards your final grade in this course. 
 
 
PSD #3 

<--------------------------------------------------------|------------------------------------------------------->  
pro Communist                                                                                                      anti Communist  
 
In the post-WWII, Cold War world, being anti-Communist was a political, economic, social, and even 
personal necessity for many Americans. Using your knowledge of the war and its aftermath, compare 
primary source documents C1, C2, and C3. What are the different views proposed and/or taken by the 
nation's leaders concerning "being anti-Communist". Where, on the spectrum, do you believe each of 
these authors/documents should be correctly placed?  
 

 
 



PSD – C1 
 
Memorandum to President Truman. 
Clark Clifford - special counsel to the President 
1946 
 

As long as the Soviet government maintains its 
present foreign policy, based upon the theory of an 
ultimate struggle between communism and 
capitalism, the United States must assume that the 
USSR might fight at any time for the two–fold 
purpose of expanding the territory under 
Communist control and weakening its potential 
capitalist opponents. The Soviet Union was able to 
flow into the political vacuum of the Balkans, 
Eastern Europe, the Near East, Manchuria and 
Korea because no other nation was both willing and 
able to prevent it. Soviet leaders were encouraged 
by easy success and they are now preparing to take 
over new areas in the same way… 

The main deterrent to Soviet attack on the 
United States, or to attack on areas of the world 
which are vital to our security, will be the military 
power of this country. It must be made apparent to 
the Soviet government that our strength will be 
sufficient to repel any attack and sufficient to defeat 
the USSR decisively if a war should start. The 
prospect of defeat is the only sure means of 
deterring the Soviet Union. 

The Soviet Union's vulnerability is limited due 
to the vast area over which its key industries and 
natural resources are widely dispersed, but it is 
vulnerable to atomic weapons, biological warfare, 
and long–range power. Therefore, in order to 
maintain our strength at a level which will be 
effective in restraining the Soviet Union, the United 
States must be prepared to wage atomic and 
biological warfare … 

In addition to maintaining our own strength, the 
United States should support and assist all 
democratic countries which are in any way menaced 
or endangered by the USSR. Providing military 
support in case of attack is a last resort; a more 
effective barrier to communism is strong economic 
support. Trade agreements, loans and technical 
missions strengthen our ties with friendly nations 
and are effective demonstrations that capitalism is 
at least the equal of communism. The United States 
can do much to ensure that economic opportunities, 
personal freedom and social equality are made 
possible in countries outside the Soviet sphere by 
generous financial assistance . . . . Our efforts to 

break down trade barriers, open up rivers and 
international waterways, and bring about economic 
unification of countries, now divided by occupation 
armies, are also directed toward the reestablishment 
of vigorous and healthy non–Communist 
economies. 

In conclusion, as long as the Soviet government 
adheres to its present policy, the United States 
should maintain military forces powerful enough to 
restrain the Soviet Union and to confine Soviet 
influence to its present area. All nations not now 
within the Soviet sphere should be given generous 
economic assistance and political support in their 
opposition to Soviet penetration. Economic aid may 
also be given to the Soviet government and private 
trade with the USSR permitted provided the results 
are beneficial to our interests… 
 
 
PSD – C2 
 
The Truman Doctrine 
Harry S Truman – President of the United States 
1947  
 

At the present moment in world history nearly 
every nation must choose between alternative ways 
of life. The choice is too often not a free one.  

One way of life is based upon the will of the 
majority, and is distinguished by free institutions, 
representative gov- ernment, free elections, 
guaranties of individual liberty, freedom of speech 
and religion, and freedom from political oppression.  

The second way of life is based upon the will of 
a minority forcibly imposed upon the majority. It 
relies upon terror and oppression, a controlled press 
and radio, fixed elections, and the suppression of 
personal freedoms.  

I believe that it must be the policy of the United 
States to support free peoples who are resisting 
attempted sub- jugation by armed minorities or by 
outside pressures.  

I believe that we must assist free peoples to 
work out their own destinies in their own way.  

I believe that our help should be primarily 
through economic and financial aid, which is 
essential to economic sta- bility and orderly 
political processes.  

The world is not static, and the status quo is not 
sacred. But we cannot allow changes in the status 
quo in viola- tion of the Charter of the United 
Nations by such methods as coercion, or by such 



subterfuges as political infiltration. In helping free 
and independent nations to maintain their freedom, 
the United States will be giving effect to the 
principles of the Charter of the United Nations. . . .  

The seeds of totalitarian regimes are nurtured by 
misery and want. They spread and grow in the evil 
soil of poverty and strife. They reach their full 
growth when the hope of a people for a better life 
has died.  

We must keep that hope alive.  
The free peoples of the world look to us for 

support in maintaining their freedoms.  
If we falter in our leadership, we may endanger 

the peace of the world-and we shall surely endanger 
the welfare of our own Nation.  
 
 
PSD – C3 
 
Speech Delivered to the Women’s Club  
Joseph R. McCarthy 
Wheeling, West Virginia (1950)  
 

Five years after a world war has been one, 
men’s hearts should anticipate a long peace, and 
men’s minds should be free from the heavy weight 
that comes from war. But this is not such a period-
for this is not a period of peace. This is a time of the 
“cold war.” This is a time when all the world is split 
into two vast, increasingly hostile armed camps. . . .  

The reason why we find ourselves in a position 
of impotency is not because our only powerful 
potential enemy has sent men to invade our shores, 
but rather because of the traitorous actions of those 
who have been treated so well by this Nation. It has 
not been the less fortunate or members of minority 
groups who have been selling this Nation out, but 
rather those who have had all the benefits that the 
wealthiest nation on earth has to offer-the finest 
homes, the finest col- lege education, and the finest 
jobs in Government.  

This is glaringly true in the State Department. 
There the bright young men who are born with 
silver spoons in their mouths are the ones who have 
been the worst. . . . In my opinion, the State 
Department, which is one of the most impor- tant 
government departments, is thoroughly infested 
with Communists.  

I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals who 
would appear to be either card carrying members or 
certainly loyal to the Communist Party, but who 

nevertheless are still helping to shape our foreign 
policy. . . .  

As you know, very recently the Secretary of 
State proclaimed his loyalty to a man guilty of what 
has always been considered as the most abominable 
of all crimes-of being a traitor to the people who 
gave him a position of great trust. The Secretary of 
State in attempting to justify his continued devotion 
to the man who sold out the Christian world to the 
atheistic world, referred to Christ’s Sermon on the 
Mount as a justification and reason therefor, and the 
reaction of the American people to this would have 
made the heart of Abraham Lincoln happy.  

When this pompous diplomat in striped pants, 
with a phony British accent, proclaimed to the 
American people that Christ on the Mount endorsed 
communism, high treason, and a betrayal of a 
sacred trust, the blasphemy was so great that it 
awakened the dormant indignation of the American 
people.  

He has lighted the spark which is resulting in a 
moral uprising and will end only when the whole 
sorry mess of twisted, warped thinkers are swept 
from the national scene so that we may have a new 
birth of national honesty and decency in 
government.  
 
 
 


