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Baker.Kari

Kari Baker  Topic Question #3  Begin Anti-Communist    After WWII, the Cold War between capitalism and communism began. The people of the world would once again be WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    divided into two hostile camps. The ‘inevitable’ battles between theses two ideological camps were seen in the Berlin Crisis, the nuclear arms race, and the Korean War. During the Cold War, numerous figures would communicate their feelings POOR WORD CHOICE  , opinions, and reasons for the Cold War. In the three primary source documents, Clark Clifford, President Truman, and Joseph McCarthy, gave their ideas, requests, and beliefs about the Cold War and communism.    Clark Clifford’s Memorandum to President Truman, basically summarized the positions of both President ‘S Roosevelt and Truman. Roosevelt wanted to allay the fears of Stalin by giving economic assistance to the Soviet Union (Faragher, 487). Truman’s position of ‘hard-line’ aggression against the spread of communism was stated in the Truman Doctrine, ‘a doctrine uniting military, economic, and diplomatic strategies’ in the suppression and containment of communism. (Faragher, 487) Clifford believed that United States must contain POOR WORD CHOICE    the Communist Party to Eastern Europe and stop the growth of communism. The United States must ‘resist vigorously and successfully any efforts of the USSR to expand into areas vital to American Security.’ (Clifford, 380)    Clark Clifford, when reviewing Memorandum, plainly showed that his view could be found on the right side of the spectrum. AWKWARD WORDING   He states WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE     that for peace with the Soviet Union to occur that not just words like ‘accord’ can be used to negotiate with the USSR RUN ON SENTENCE    but also be backed up with military might of the United States.  He conveyed to President Truman the importance of future trade and alliance agreements between friendly nations [later seen in NATO and GATT], as well as the economic assistance needed for nations [later found in the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank]. (Clifford, 379) He is not radical in his ideas but cautious and conservative of AWKWARD WORDING   ideologies that appear harsh, a threat to the ‘free world,’ and most especially to the United States.    President Truman, in his address to the Congress, takes WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    the ultimate step by marking ‘a new course in American foreign policy by asserting a responsibility to stop the spread of communism anywhere in the world.’ (Truman, 383) He never actually uses the word communism RUN ON SENTENCE    instead he says totalitarian regimes to describe the regime that Greece and Turkey must be kept free of AWKWARD WORDING   . He requested $400 million in aid for both Greece and Turkey to ‘help free peoples to maintain their free institutions and their national integrity against aggressive movements that seek to impose on them totalitarian regimes.’(Truman, 384) Truman wanted the United States to ‘assist free peoples to work out their own destinies in their own way.’ (Truman, 384) He firmly believed that Communism relied ‘upon terror and oppression, a controlled press and radio, fixed elections, and the suppression of personal freedoms.’ Thus, Communism was a threat to the free world and the to United States. For this, he is placed farther right on the spectrum than Clifford.     The ultra-conversative, Joseph McCarthy is truly an anti-communist. His Speech at Wheeling, West Virginia, left a lot of people shocked, scared and added ‘a new level of hysteria and debate over the Communist threat.’ (McCarthy, 393) He saw the Cold War as ‘all-out battle between communistic atheism and Christianity.’ (McCarthy, 393) He believed that if you NO FIRST PERSON  were a  communist or sympathetic to communism, you were seen as Godless and basically the anti-Christ. McCarthy goes WENT on to say that the Secretary of State was a traitor and he endorsed communism, high treason, and betrayal of a sacred trust. (McCarthy, 393) He claimed with this speech that ‘a new birth of national honesty and decency in government’ would result from the moral uprising of the people of the U.S. (McCarthy, 393) For his hysteria inducing propaganda, he is given the distinction of being way far right past Truman on the spectrum.    Biblography:    Clifford, Clark, Memorandum to President Truman (1945), Out of Many: A History of American People. Vol. 2, 3rd Ed., Prentice Hall: New Jersey, 2001: pages 379-380.    Faragher, et al. Out of Many: A History of American People; 3rd Ed., Prentice Hall: New Jersey, 2001.    Mc Carthy, Joseph. Speech at Wheeling, West Virginia (1950). Out of Many A History of American People. Vol. 2, 3rd Ed., Prentice Hall: New Jersey, 2001: pages    Truman, Harry S., The Truman Doctrine (1947), Out of Many: A History of American People. Vol. 2, 3rd Ed., Prentice Hall: New Jersey, 2001: pages 383-384

IT IS NOT ENTIRELY CLEAR FROM YOUR PAPER WHY YOU PLACED THE PSD’S IN THE ORDER YOU DID.  INSTEAD, YOU GIVE A BRIEF NARRATIVE OF WHAT THE DOCUMENT SAID, WITHOUT INCLUDING A CLEAR ANALYSIS OF EACH IN RELATION TO THE OTHER.
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Griffin.Merredith

Merredith Griffin  United States History 203  #3 Primary Source Document Response                                                                                                                                                                                                                 Truman Clifford    McCarthy     LIBERAL                                                         CONSERVATIVE        There can be no doubt from their respective speeches that Clark Clifford, Harry Truman and Joseph McCarthy are all severely anti-communist, but the degree to which they are and the solutions they prescribe are different.  Both of these issues must be considered when attempting to place these men and their words on a spectrum.  NICE INTRO  McCarthy takes the hardest approach in the spirit with which he speaks of communism, Clifford is only slightly less hard-line because he uses less inflammatory language, and Truman takes the softest approach with his focus on the virtues of America rather than the evils of the Soviet Union.  VERY GOOD  Truman also has the most liberal solution: to send our NO FIRST PERSON  people and our money to threatened areas.  This is a form of internationalism and is less conservative REACTIONARY?.  Clifford is again in the middle (YOU MEAN IN THE MIDDLE OF TRUMAN AND MCCARTHY, NOT IN THE MIDDLE AS A MODERATE IN THE CENTER OF THE SPECTRUM, RIGHT?  with his armament stockpile and show of force idea, and McCarthy is most conservative because he suggests weeding out communism at home (isolationist, a more conservative option) in order to stop it.    Truman champions containment as the solution to the communist problem.  Containment is the most liberal of all the solutions due to its internationalist nature, and Truman uses the least emphasis on communism as a threat, which places the Truman Doctrine the furthest left of all the documents.  Instead of condemning communism he focuses on the virtues of the American way of life.  Democracy and capitalism are the vehicles of freedom, a concept frequently referred to in his speech.  Truman stresses the importance of direct United States involvement in Turkey and Greece, creating the idea that America is the only hope for the future of the free world.  America is a sort of Lone Ranger NO CLICHE/COLLOQUIAL PHRASES  , obliged by moral righteousness to protect those who cannot protect themselves.  Truman is WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    later said to be ‘soft on communism’ (Escobar, May 13 class*) and this document can be considered a harbinger of that because of its comparatively liberal premise.    The memorandum to President Truman by Clark Clifford is based on the assumption that the Soviet Union will inevitably attack the U.S. if America does nothing to prevent it.  Clifford stresses the notion that the USSR must not be appeased as it continues to build up its military might and widen its sphere of influence.  This notion of appeasement is directly related to the rise and initial success of Nazi Germany.  After World War 2 it was generally felt that had the nations of the world not let Germany get away with so much early on the war could have been mostly avoided. (MAYBE NOT ENTIRELY AVOIDED, BUT I KNOW WHAT YOU MEAN)  Clifford’s document should be placed slightly to the right of Truman’s because of the strength with which he insists that the USSR will attempt war with the U.S. eventually, and because of the solution he proffers.  It is a ‘fact’ that ‘...the Soviet government will never be “easy to get along with’’ and according to Clifford ‘The language of military power is the only language which disciples of power politics understand.’ (Clifford, 380).  His solution is the inflation of the United States military and its weapons in an attempt to intimidate the USSR, an act the does not require any American forces or supplies to leave home, making it a slightly more isolationist idea.  ??? UNCLEAR  THE FIRST PART OF THIS SENTENCE IS TRUE, BUT I’M NOT SO SURE ABOUT THE LAST TWO PARTS  For this reason as well Clifford’s memorandum is the more conservative document compared to Truman’s.    Joseph McCarthy is easily the most vocally anti-communist individual of the three.  He uses the most inflammatory language in his speech and makes leaps of logic in order to further condemn communism.  He takes advantage of the religious roots of the American people by siding Christianity with capitalism and atheism with communism.  He is out to make people angry and paranoid.  His speech is placed the farthest to the right on the spectrum because of the vivacity with which he condemns communism but also because he is the most isolationist (THE ISOLATIONIST ARGUMENT IS NOT THE BEST HERE)  in his views.  He only concentrates on the home front.  He speaks of the state department as being ‘...thoroughly infested with communists’ and claims that all the problems with the government ‘...will end only when the whole sorry mess of twisted, warped thinkers are swept from the national scene...’ (McCarthy, 393-4).  There is no mention of the communist world outside of the U.S, making his speech the least internationalist and therefore most conservative document.    All three men clearly position themselves firmly against communism but the degree to which they do so and the proposed solutions of each differentiate how conservative, or how far right in the spectrum, they are.  Truman, with his policy of containment and precious few harsh words against communism, is the most liberal of the three, while Clifford with his basic assumption that the USSR is out to destroy America and his anti-appeasement solution is slightly more conservative.  McCarthy is the farthest to the right due to his concentration solely on the home front and the fact that he is obviously the most fanatical and paranoid of them all.  Each man appeals to a different set of emotions in the American people, but they are all out to achieve basically the same end:  a capitalistic victory over communism.    *Note: All quotes with the exception of Escobar May 13 are drawn from Volume Two of the documents set for this class.

VERY WELL WRITTEN

I AGREE WITH YOUR PLACEMENTS

MCCARTHY PARAGRAPH IS THE WEAKEST OF THE THREE

THE ISOLATIONIST ARGUMENT IS A BIT AWKWARD… HOW ABOUT THE FACT THAT MCCARTHY’S WITCH HUNT TOOK PLACE AT HOME, IN THE U.S., THEREBY AFFECTING MORE U.S. CITIZENS THAN EITHER TRUMAN OR CLIFFORD’S PROPOSALS?
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Zepeda.Noah

Noah Zepeda  May 19, 2003  HST 203  Primary Source Document Response Assignment (topic 3)     Anti-Communist                                                                                   Communist relationship         Joseph McCarthy’s speech              The Truman Doctrine              Clark Clifford’s memorandum  at Wheeling, West Virginia                                                                    to President Truman      In the post WWII ‘cold war’ many Americans were anti-communist.  In comparing the three primary source documents by nationalist leaders concerning ‘being anti-communist’; Joseph McCarthy’s speech at Wheeling, West Virginia falls on the spectrum as most anti-communist. In the middle of the anti-communist spectrum is the Truman Doctrine.  Last Clark Clifford’s memorandum to President Truman falls on the spectrum as least anti-communist.    Joseph McCarthy’s speech was placed on the spectrum as the most anti-communist because he used scare tactics to get Americans against communism and to believe that there are WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    traitors in the U.S. government. In the third paragraph (EITHER DIRECT QUOTE OR PARAPHRASE IN ESSAYS) he used a quote saying democracy is destroyed from enemies from within.  IS THERE ANY TRUTH TO THIS CLAIM? In the sixth paragraph he says that there are 57 individuals who are card caring members of the communist party in the government. Last McCarthy talked about the Secretary of the State being loyal to a man convicted of treason. EXPLAIN All of these things he said where to bash the communist party in the U.S. and make people dislike the communist party. IT WENT FAR BEYOND THE COMMUNIST PARTY ITSELF  McCarthy’s document was more anti-communist than the other two documents because he attacked the actual communist party and the people associated with the party.  The other two documents concentrated on nations rather than the actual party.  ??? UNCLEAR      The Truman Doctrine is when AWKWARD WORDING   President Truman appealed to the congress for $400 million in foreign aid to Greece and Turkey in the fight against communism.  On the anti-communist spectrum it falls in the middle because it is more toned down than McCarthy’s document. The document doesn’t flat out bash communism like McCarthy, RUN ON SENTENCE    it is more of an act of assistance to these country COUNTRIES  to help them be more of a self-supporting and self-respecting democracy. It is more anti-communist than Clifford’s document because the Truman Doctrine makes a stand on communism where Clifford is more willing to compromise with communists.   Clark Clifford’s memorandum was placed on the spectrum as the least anti-communist because even though he said that the communist was a threat to the United States, in the memorandum he stated that the two countries need to seek a system of cooperation. Clack says WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    in the eleventh paragraph that it is not in the best interest to employ atomic warfare with the Soviet Union. Clifford wants to break down barriers, open up rivers, international waterways, and bring about economic unification of countries.  In the fourteenth paragraph of the memorandum Clifford wants to send financial support to the soviet sphere and even set up trade with the Soviet Union. Clifford by far is more willing to set up relations with the communist countries rather than McCarthy and Truman who are not willing to give in to the communists at all.    I think NO FIRST PERSON  that all of the three Primary Source Documents are anti-communist.  There are little things NO CLICHE/COLLOQUIAL PHRASES  that sets them apart from one another on the spectrum.  You NO FIRST PERSON  have to look very close to see that McCarthy is the most anti-communist because of his attack of the communist party in the U.S. Followed by Truman in the middle with the aid to Greece and Turkey but not coming out with a full out attack to help the countries against communism. Last Clifford falls on the spectrum as the least anti-communist of the three because of hi SPELLING  want to try and set up trade with the communist part. SPELLING 

PAPER LACKS A DEPTH OF ANALYSIS   

THE FOCUS ON THE COMMUNIST PARTY IS UNCLEAR… DO YOU MEAN THE AMERICAN COMMUNIST PARTY??? THIS PART WAS NOT WELL EXPLAINED

ALTHOUGH I CAN AGREE WITH YOUR SPECTRUM PLACEMENT THERE WAS LITTLE OR NO MENTION OF THE DOCUMENT/QUOTES   
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Wing.Nick

Nick Wing            History203           1:00-2:20           Document 3     After WWII the United States had become anti-communist. A majority of Americans today are anti-communist. I DON’T SEE THE CONNECTION HERE – MOST PEOPLE IN THE USA DON’T KNOW ABOUT THE PACT (PERHAPS THIS EXPLANATION GOES TO FAR BACK IN HISTORY)  this started in 1939 when the communist Soviet Union signed the Nazi-Soviet Pact of 1939, with Germany. This treaty divided Poland in two, giving The Soviet Union half and Germany the other. This treaty also promised a peace between The Soviet Union and Germany.  Which gave Germany the benefit of avoiding a two front war. NOT A SENTENCE    After this happened the Soviet Union would never be looked kindly upon again in the eyes of the United States.   Out of WWII two world powers emerged. One being the United States. The other being the Soviet Union. The United States having a democracy government contrast to the Soviet Union’s form of government which happened to be communism. NOT A SENTENCE    These two forms of governments are complete opposites, and in this case the opposites didn’t attract. NO CLICHE/COLLOQUIAL PHRASES     The Truman doctrine was a way to deal with those power hungry NOT YET PROVEN OR SUPPORTED communists. Even though the Truman doctrine doesn’t come out and attack the Soviet Union, it does a good job at implying that the ‘totalitarian regimes’ are the Soviet Union. The Truman doctrine claims WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    that ‘the second way of life’ can be defeated by economic movements by the United states. Truman says, ‘I believe that our help should be primarily through economic and financial aid which is essential to economic stability and orderly political processes.’ Before Truman states the solution of communism he first states the problem saying, ‘The second way of life is based upon the will of the 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.’ The Truman Doctrine states anti-communist ideas, but it suggest SPELLING  to solve them primarily through economic and financial moves.      Clark Clifford’s Memorandum to President Truman was a bit different than The Truman Doctrine. Clark Clifford’s Memorandums describes the communist movement as a disease. He also raises the anti-communist bar. He says the cure for communism is a whole lot POOR WORD CHOICE    of weapons. Not just the use of economic means like Truman suggested but gathering military weapons. NOT A SENTENCE    This way the Soviet Union won’t mess with NO CLICHE/COLLOQUIAL PHRASES us because we NO FIRST PERSON  would simply blow them out of the water. This WHERE? is where the arms race begins.    Joseph McCarthy leaves the spectrum. This guy is WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    a radical POOR WORD CHOICE     anti-communist. He doesn’t just say communism is evil, but he says communism is the arch rival of Christianity. This in the 1950’s had to be a bold claim, since church was a thing most families did in that day. AWKWARD WORDING   He also uses numbers to try to describe how the soviet Union  and communism are taking over the world in population.    I NO FIRST PERSON  found that all three of these documents were anti-communism. There is a difference between each and everyone of them. ***  The Truman Doctrine calls for the least amount of fighting power against the communist. Clark Clifford takes economic means and goes a step farther by suggesting a military solution. Then Joseph McCarthy says ‘one communist is to SPELLING  many’ and suggested finding these communist imposters and weed them out of the government. All three are anti-communist they just each have a different way of dealing with it.    I think these three people have different ways of dealing with communism because of  the role they play in the government. Truman is a democrat and him being in the powerful position of president knows he can’t make statements like McCarthy because that could label him as a radical OOPS, COMPLETELY WRONG WORDING and the United States is a anti-radical country. You see a lot of Presidents try to solve things economically especially after WWII. The United States was very anti-communist but I doubt the average American was ready to fight and die in a bloodier WWIII.     Clifford belongs on a more anti-communist side of the spectrum than Truman. This is because Clifford is ready to build up the military and prepare for war if necessary. As one of the president’s adviser and not being the president he can tell the president this and not be worried about being looked at as a radical anti-communist like McCarthy.   American natives is exposed in a different way by McCarthy. McCarthy uses Americas anti-radical DOESN’T THIS CONTRADICT WHAT YOU WERE SAYING ABOVE? ways to his political benefit. He’s able to lead a witch trial with support because America is very anti-radical. The cold war period and the McCarthy era do an excellent job at proving America’s anti-radical nativism.  THIS SEEMS TO BE ANSWERING A DIFFERENT QUESTION HERE        My spectrum    rollback      containment               26-7McCarthy                   26-1Cliffard  26-3Truman

POOR GRAMMAR MADE PAPER DIFFICULT TO READ     

IT IS NOT ENTIRELY CLEAR FROM YOUR PAPER WHY YOU PLACED THE PSD’S IN THE ORDER YOU DID.  INSTEAD, YOU GIVE A BRIEF NARRATIVE OF WHAT THE DOCUMENT SAID, WITHOUT INCLUDING A CLEAR ANALYSIS OF EACH IN RELATION TO THE OTHER.

SEE *** FROM THIS POINT FORWARD, YOUR PAPER SIMPLY RESTATES WHAT YOU SAID BEFORE, AND IT DOES NOT RESTATE THINGS THAT WELL
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Marcott.Matthew

PRIMARY SOURCE DOCUMENT RESPONSE NO. 3      Communism is a shadow that has loomed over the entire world since WWII.  It has struck a sense of fear and unease in many of the world’s nations.  The beliefs that make up the Communist way of life go against the Democratic ideals that the United States, as well as other freedom-loving countries, has fought to uphold throughout the decades.  The Communist threat during the post-WWII, Cold War years was viewed as a force that would be the undoing of the economic, social, and political freedoms that so many Americans had known and enjoyed.  It is no surprise that the American public was anxious to rid the United States, as well as the rest of the civilized world, of the dark and foreboding presence of communistic forces. EXCELLENT INTRO   White House Special Council Clark Clifford brought the Communist threat to national security to the attention of President Truman in 1946.  He believed that the Soviet government’s foreign policy, which was based upon the theory of an ultimate struggle between communism and capitalism, might possibly cause the USSR to start a conflict with the United States in an attempt to expand its Communist controlled territory, and weaken any potential Capitalist opponents.      It was his belief that the military was the key factor that would deter the Soviet Union’s possible attack on the United States.  The sheer power of this country’s military force would be able to suppress a Soviet attack, and help bri*ng about the defeat of a large Communist regime.  Clark felt that military strength was the only language that the Soviet leaders would understand, and that the United States must speak with such a language in order to show the Soviet Union that they would not surrender the interests of its citizens and the rights of more vulnerable nations.  Clark also believed that United States must be prepared to deploy the use of atomic and biological weapons in order to restrict the USSR’s capacity to use similar weapons.    But Clark also believed that strong economic assistance and political support for nations outside the black sphere of the Soviet Union would help to stifle the wave of communism that was trying to breech the wall of democracy.  The combined efforts of the United States and its allies might prove to be the path to convincing the Soviet government that they should change their ways of thinking, and come to a peaceful and beneficial agreement.    In 1947, President Truman went before Congress to ask for 400 million dollars in foreign aid.  At the time, Greece was infected with the Communist parasite in the form of thousands of armed men conducting terrorist activities led by Communists.  Truman noted that the Greek Army was small and poorly equipped, and that they were in desperate need of supplies and equipment.  It was up to the United States to render aid to a country whose ability to become a self-supporting and self-respecting democracy was being hindered by the choking grip of Communism.      While Greece was dealing with its inner problems, another country was facing difficulties of its own.  Turkey, who had received material aid from the United States and Great Britain, was now in need of additional financial assistance that was required for the modernization that was necessary to maintain national integrity.  Since Britain was no longer able to lend economic or financial aid to Turkey, the responsibility to assist this anti-communist country rested upon the shoulders of the United States.  Truman believed that this aid was vital to maintaining the integrity that was essential to the preservation of order in the Middle East.      Truman saw how important it was for the United States to assist both these countries.  He knew how critical it was that Greece not fall under communist rule, since it would lead to the downfall of its neighbor, Turkey, which in turn would produce a domino affect NICE, rendering the entire Middle East confused and disoriented.  The loss of Greece as an independent state would have a tragically devastating effect on the other European countries that were struggling to hold on to their freedoms and independence.  Truman believed that the United States must assist free countries through economic and financial aid so that they may maintain economic stability and orderly political processes that would allow them to work out their destinies on their own.    Of all the anti-Communists that arose in the beginning of the cold war era, none of them were as predominant as Senator Joseph McCarthy.  He was an extremely brutal and manipulative politician who made a huge impact on the American people when he spoke out against the communist threat in the United States during his speech in 1950.  McCarthy told everyone that certain branches of the government, including the State Department, the Democratic Party, and even the Army, were crawling with Communist traitors.  He claimed to have fifty-seven names of individuals who were somehow involved with the Communist party.  According to McCarthy, these individuals held high-ranking positions that allowed them to shape foreign policy while they conspired to keep the Communist movement going.  He believed that it was necessary to remove these people from their positions so that the Communist cancer could be kept from spreading.  McCarthy was an extremist who felt that the whole thing POOR WORD CHOICE    was a religious battle between the supposedly (COMMUNISM IS INDEED AN ATHEISTIC DOCTRINE) Communist Atheists and Christians.    When looking back at these three anti-Communist supporters, it is fairly obvious what positions on the anti-Communism spectrum they hold.  President Truman was probably the farthest left of the three.  He supported helping other countries maintain democracy and freedom more than using force to combat Communism.  Clark Clifford was probably in the centermost position of the spectrum.  He too felt that assisting other Communist-free countries was a good method for deterring Communism, but he definitely believed that the United States should be fully prepared to use its military power against the Soviet Union.  Finally, at the right side of the spectrum lies Joseph McCarthy.  This Republican Senator was very adamant about how the seeds of Communism were sown, and how the United States must weed its garden of the evil interlopers that want to ruin the foundations of this free, Christian nation.  It’s interesting to see how President Truman and Clark Clifford thought so similarly, while Joseph McCarthy was off on another tangent all by himself.  These gentlemen are just a small representation of how individuals who are for or against the same thing can have totally different WERE THEY TOTALLY DIFFERENT? OR WAS THAT JUST POLITICAL DIFFERENCE – DEM VS REPUB  perspectives on the subject.

VERY WELL WRITTEN PAPER, CONVINCINGLY SO

THE ONLY PROBLEM WAS THE ANALYSIS ON THE SPECTRUM

WHERE I AGREE WITH YOUR PLACEMENT, YOU ONLY INCLUDE ONE SENTENCE ON EACH DOCUMENT TO SUPPORT WHERE YOU PLACE IT.  THE FIRST PART, WHICH WAS A GOOD, CRITICAL NARRATIVE, COULD HAVE BEEN A BETTER PLACE IN YOUR ESSAY TO “PLACE” THEM ON THE SPECTRUM

CAN I USE YOUR PAPER AS AN EXAMPLE FOR FUTURE HST203 STUDENTS ON HOW TO DO A PSD?  LET ME KNOW.
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Alexander.Adam

PSD ? #3       In Primary Source Document 26-1, Clark Gifford SPELLING  Presents a Memorandum to President Harry Truman.  In this document he said that we NO FIRST PERSON  need to keep the Soviet Union where they are currently at and not let communism spread any further.  We wanted to try to come to an understanding with the leaders of the Soviet Union but they insisted that a war was inevitable due to the fact that they wouldn’t let anything stop them and the U.S. had weapons that proved it to be the strongest nation in the world.  ??? UNCLEAR  One of the biggest concerns the U.S. had was the increased ability of the USSR to initiate an offensive war against the U.S.     In the Truman Doctrine, Harry Truman asks Congress for money to help the countries of Greece and Turkey which are in danger of being taken POOR WORD CHOICE    by communism.  Without our NO FIRST PERSON  help, these two countries would be overrun and they might not ever be a full self-governing state again.  The reason that we were the ones that needed to help them was because we were the only nation that could.  The British government was helping them but they were trying to rid themselves of commitment to other countries around the world.  Truman asked for a sum of $400,000,000.  He also asked for permission to send military forces over to Turkey and Greece at their request.  The United States spent $341,000,000,000 to win World War II.  Basically what Truman is WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    saying to Congress is, you can give me $400,000,000 now to help these countries from being taken, or you can give upwards of $300,000,000,000 later when there is another war that must be fought.   Primary Source Document 26-7 is a speech from Joseph McCarthy at Wheeling, West Virginia.  In this speech he accused people from the State Department of being traitors.  He said this is why we are in the position that we are in and not because the enemy has sent their troops to our shores.  He said that he had a list of 57 names that were members of the Communist party or were very much loyal to their causes.  Although he said he had this list, nobody ever saw it.  Nonetheless, they did an intense search to find out if anyone was a communist spy. EXAMPLES? Some people left to not be searched, AWKWARD WORDING   and some people were found to be Communist.  It only ended up to be one tenth of one percent WHICH GOVERNMENT ACT DID THIS?  that were Communist but as Joseph McCarthy said if there was just one Communist in the world, that would be one too many.    Communist                                                                                                          Democratic  Ñ≤---------------------------------------------------|----------------------------------|-----|--------|-Ñ≥                                                                                                                    26-1 26-3    26-7        These three Primary source documents are all very close in their beliefs that communism is a bad thing and it must be stopped.  Joseph McCarthy’s speech, however, is by far the most right sided one out of the three.  He could not be farther from communism.  The other two are pretty close as to wanting to stop communism from spreading and keeping it where it is RUN ON SENTENCE    but the Truman Doctrine was taking action, so I think it was more right sided then the Memorandum of Clark Gifford.

THIS ENTIRE PAPER IS SIMPLY A NARRATIVE OF THE DOCUMENTS. 

PAPER LACKS ANALYSIS AND PLACES DOCS ON THE SPECTRUM IN THE LAST SHORT PARAGRAPH

THE PAPER WAS TOO SHORT.  LESS THAN MINIMUM NUMBER OF PAGES.   

POOR GRAMMAR MADE PAPER DIFFICULT TO READ     
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Koller.Christopher

There are many different views on communism, how to approach communism, how to fight communism, and how to contain it within it's boundaries.  These views were dominant at the time these documents were written.  Primary source document 26-1, written to President Truman in 1946 from White House Special Counsel Clark Clifford talked POOR WORD CHOICE    about his concerns for the growing ability of the USSR  to wage an offensive war  against the United States.  In Clifford's opinion, the USSR's foreign policy was on a direct course of war with all capitalist, and democratic nations, particularly the United States.  Mr. Clifford believed that the only deterrent to the Soviets’ expansion was to arm ourselves NO FIRST PERSON  heavily.  On the spectrum, I NO FIRST PERSON  would put Mr. Clifford on the far left (radical) OOPS, I DON’T THING ANY OF THESE MEN WERE RADICAL/LEFT for his views on using atomic weapons against the Soviets.  THIS IS THE ONLY REASON CLIFFORD IS BEING PLACED HERE?  ??? UNCLEAR  The views that Mr. Clifford took on being "anti-communist", were at the very least "liberal". NO      The views on communism presented in the Primary Source Document 26-3,"The Truman Doctrine", a speech given to congress in March 1947, puts WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    forth the United States policy on communism for decades to come.  Truman's policy on communism is very similar to that of his White House Special Counselor, Clark Clifford.  He viewed communism as a security threat to the United States, and the "free world".  Truman believed it was out SPELLING  obligation as the most powerful, free, Democratic, and capitalist nation in the world, to aid any and all countries that were at risk of being overthrown to POOR WORD CHOICE    a communist regime.  The overwhelming theme of these documents is not to overthrow the communist regimes already in place, but rather to "contain" them to the nations were they had already been established.  On the spectrum, I would place my mark right in the middle.  Truman at least in his speech did not mention radical ideas, like using the Atomic bomb on the Soviets.   OOPS, SORRY      In Primary Source Document 26-7, Joseph McCarthy takes a bold stand on communism.  Mr. McCarthy takes a different approach to communism, than the other two men.  He discusses WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    communist infiltration within our NO FIRST PERSON  own borders and government.  His speech, made at Wheeling, West Virginia in 1950, put fear into many Americans’ minds and made some Americans very uneasy about the concept that communism was alive in out SPELLING  own government.  Mr. McCarthy claimed that there were 57 cases of individuals that were card members or loyal to the communist government.  His stand on communism was considerably radical, and therefore, I would place my mark on the far left of the spectrum, for this document.  YIKES, WRONG SIDE… MCCARTHY WAS DEFINITELY NOT A LEFT/PINKO/COMMY     In conclusion, the documents on this topic, all of which deal with our nations leaders views on being "Anti-communist", are similar.  Mr. Clifford's views were radical on the spectrum as a result of his ideas to "nuke" the Soviets.  Mr. Truman's overall policies of giving economic and materialistic aid to countries at risk of being overthrown by communist regimes, was the United States policy for many years to come.  My mark on the spectrum for his views were right in the middle.  Mr. Truman's ideas weren't as radical as Mr. Clifford's.  Joseph McCarthy took a bold stand on communism within our own country.  The tactics he used and the fear that he spread through the American people, have lead me to place my mark, on the spectrum,  to the far, very far radical left side of the spectrum.  All of these men had some things in common.  They all believed that communism was a threat to our country, and that the spread of communism would only bring oppression and economic despair to the people who they ruled.

FOR THE MOST PART, YOUR PAPER COVERS THE FACTS, BUT THE DEPTH OF ANALYSIS IS LACKING

MORE IMPORTANTLY, THE SPECTRUM IS COMPLETELY WRONG.

NONE OF THESE DOCUMENTS IS ON THE LEFT SIDE OF THE SPECTRUM (LEFT/COMMUNISM)

NONE ARE EVEN AT THE CENTER (OR MODERATE)

ALL ARE ON THE RIGHT SIDE OF THE SPECTRUM, AND IT IS UNCLEAR WHICH IS MORE ANTI-COMMUNIST THAN THE OTHER, CLIFFORD OR MCCARTHY?
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Snook.Tessi

Tess Snook  May 22, 2003  PSD #3 (26:1,3,7)      &#65532;    While Truman, Clifford, and McCarthy each perpetuated the anti-Communist sentiment of the American society after World War II, each man in his own right was searching for different yet similar solutions to the ‘Red Scare.’  Though their reasons were varied, they each felt the fear that was sweeping the nation over the Communist ideology and it’s IMPLIED threat towards the American way of life.  They each also believed in sometimes similar, sometimes completely opposite, OKAY, I WANT TO SEE IF YOU CAN PROVE THIS CLAIM solutions.  While Truman and Clifford arguably applied their logic to similar means concerning foreign policy, McCarthy was solely concerned with the domestic issues surrounding the Communist threat, and not so much as mentions the affects or necessary actions to be taken upon foreign policy issues.  VERY GOOD INTRO  In Truman’s doctrine to the Congress he is all but completely concerned with foreign policy.  Asking for monetary aid for the countries of Turkey and Greece, Truman was presenting a plan to help prevent Communist infiltration into democratic societies as well as protecting the Untied States’ foreign interests by doing so.  Truman’s arguments range from the duty of the United States to intervene and protect the poor and miserable as to bring them hope so as they may stand up against totalitarianism, to the need to preserve ‘order’ within democratic nations, though he never makes a clear mention of military WHAT WILL THE MONEY BE USED FOR?  necessity or other forms of aid to give to Turkey and Greece or any other country for that matter.    THAT’S ONE LONG SENTENCE  For Clifford, the issue of the Communist scare across the globe was not to be solved only by money.  While his document puts less stress on the issue of economic support and the necessity thereof, he considered it very much ‘a more effective barrier to Communism,’ then his overwhelming idea of military improvement.  Throughout his document Clifford emphasizes WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    his belief that the answer to stopping the spread of Communism is military superiority.  He discusses the need of more money and time to be applied to building up and arming the US military and applying government funds to improving and increasing the nuclear arsenal, as well as the need for a plan of attack against Soviet aggression which appeared imminent.  Here again is the discussion of the need for financial aid concerning countries vital to US business - in it’s many forms.  As for Joseph McCarthy, a paranoiac of immense capacity, OR WAS IT JUST A REELECTION PLOY? McCarthy though lacking any real evidence to back up his claims of Communist infiltration throughout the highest ranks of the United States government, was convincing because of his overly vocal standpoints against Communism which resounded with an American public who felt exactly the same without voice to say so.  The difference in McCarthy’s campaigns against the Red Scare are far different from Truman and Clifford in the sense that not only were his comments often unfounded, they were derogatory, usually personal attacks emphasizing the need for an increased domestic policy rather than foreign as Truman and Clifford were arguing.    This domestic policy the SPELLING  McCarthy so believed in was not only anti-Communist, it was anti-Atheist, as his arguments presented here are often of religious context.  His policy was also (at least according to him) to improve the American society as Clifford’s and Truman’s was, but his policy was one of outright prejudice of all that was associated with Communism or could have been construed as so.    NICE  While each of these men were hoping to protect themselves and the American people from the ‘threat’ of Communism, they each hoped to do so in very different ways.  For Truman, that answer lay in financial aid to countries tied to the United States who were threatened by their proximity to the Soviets and their ‘vulnerability’ without financial aid.  Clifford also believed that financial aid was a way in which the Communist threat could be contained but moreover believed in the need of the United States military and it’s preservation and increase so as to be a formidable foe against the Soviets.  And for McCarthy the answer lay at home, not abroad, believing that the end of Communism had to begin within the United States, particularly the Government.  Whether any of them were truly ‘right,’ they each affected and emulated the tone of American society at the time.  Truman, Clifford, and McCarthy, all anti-Communist politicians with varying degrees of fear and paranoia, were more simply, just like any other American: hoping to survive and to one day no longer live their lives in terror.

NICELY WRITTEN PAPER WHICH DEFINITELY GETS TO A GOOD LEVEL OF ANALYSIS, BUT…

WHERE DOES IT FALL ON THE SPECTRUM?   

THE SPECTRUM ISSUE IS COMPLETELY ABSENT HERE.  WHAT HAPPENED?
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Brown Silverstein.Zachary

Zachary Brown-Silverstein, Escobar, Primary document #3      A THREATENED LAND      The era of the early Cold War in the U.S. is a time of resurgent right wing     ideals.  Never in this century since the first Red Scare of the late twenties     and thirties have we NO FIRST PERSON  seen such a powerful tide of conservative ideals.      From 1945 to mid 1950 and beyond, the U.S. visualizes WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    itself as a land     under siege from Communist ideologies.  Soviet acquisitions in Eastern     Europe and the Baltic regions justify an attack on liberal rights within the     U.S. and other Western countries.  America truly envisions itself as a land     under siege from totalitarian Communist control.  In this threatening     setting it is not unexpected to see a shift in government pollicies SPELLING  toward     the right.  Never before has the American way of life seemed so     threatened.      However, not all American politicians view the Communist threat in the     same light.  While containment is widely accepted as the proper course of     action, the gusto NO CLICHE/COLLOQUIAL PHRASES  with which it should be enforced varies between political     thinkers.  Indeed, in America, "many business leaders even looked to the     Soviet Union as a potential trading partner." (Out of Many, Pg. 486.)  In     examining Clark Clifford’s Memorandum to President Truman, The Truman     Doctrine of 1947, and Joseph McCarthy’s speech at Wheeling, West     Virginia, we NO FIRST PERSON  can note a progressively more restrictive and right wing     approach to the problem.  The understanding, yet cautious tone of Clark     Clifford differs greatly from Joseph McCarthy's ethnocentric POOR WORD CHOICE, HOW ABOUT XENOPHOBIC  and paranoid     synopsis of Communism’s threat to America and Democracy abroad.    ***  Because I am attempting to place these three documents on a political     spectrum, a disclaimer seems in order.  In attempting to classify these     texts we must understand that we view these ideas through a modern     lens and that what might seem right or left wing in 1950 might be     drastically different than how we would see these ideas today.      Additionally I am a self-proclaimed liberal, so I am unable to judge these     documents without bias. *** FROM *** TO *** IS NOT NECESSARY.  OF COURSE WE ALL HAVE A BIAS, AND I’LL SEE IT WHEN YOU PLACE THEM ON THE SPECTRUM.  OF COURSE YOU’LL NEED TO BACK YOUR CLAIMS WITH EVIDENCE.  AS FOR THE TIME PERIOD, YOU ARE TO LABEL THEM AS YOU THINK THEY SHOULD BE IN THE 1950’S.  ANY ATTEMPT TO DEAL WITH MCCARTHY IN 2003 WOULD NOT BE RELEVANT TO THIS ASSIGNMENT.  With that said I would continue.      Clark Clifford’s synopsis of Stalin’s threat to the U.S. is slightly left of     middle on the political spectrum.  While he views Stalin’s Russia as the     most powerful military and ideological threat to the U.S. he does not go     so far as to say Communism is evil.  While warning Truman of the treat SPELLING      that the Soviet Union poses, it appears that he views Communism as a     legitimate form of government.  It is not Communism, but rather Stalin     that threatens the Western way of life.  DOES CLIFFORD BELIEVE THIS?  QUOTE?  Clifford advocates a policy of     containment against the USSR because they refuse to "participate in a     system of world cooperation" (Clark Clifford, Memorandum to President     Truman.)  He continues by claiming that "there are no fundamental     causes for war between our two nations" (C.C., Memorandum to P. T.)       Clifford goes as far as to discuss his desire for compatibility and     cooperation with the Stalin’s Communism but ultimately decides that this     is impossible.  Indeed, his political stance is dramatically different from     the hostile right wing stance taken up by Joseph McCarthy.       However, we can not be deluded into thinking Clifford advocates or     accepts Communism.  He continues to state that only "the language of     military power [can Stalin] understand.  The U.S. must use that language     in order that Soviet leaders will realize that [the U.S.] is determined to     uphold the interests of our citizens" (C.C. Memorandum to P.T.)  While     clearly not being soft on Communism an interpretation of Clifford’s     Memorandum is clearly left of the Truman Doctrine, and especially of the     speeches of McCarthy.  Clifford advocates a disciplined and unyielding     defense of Capitalist interests but draws the line before advocating an     assault on the ideals of the Soviets.      Truman’s address in 1947 sees a move toward the right of the spectrum.      Indeed, before his speech he is told by Vandenburgh that he must "scare     the hell out of the country"  (Out of Many, Pg. 488.)  Domino theory     becomes U.S. policy with Truman’s speech.  His rhetoric advocates the     unyielding response of Clifford and extends it to political dogma. NICELY STATED "At the     present moment ... every nation must choose ... [a] way of life. ...One is     based on the majority ... The second ... relies on terror and oppression"     (The Truman Doctrine.)   The USSR is no longer the unfriendly neighbor     that Clifford describes, but rather a nation devouring entity.  In Truman’s     support for Greece’s "right-wing military [to] crush the rebel movement"     (Out of Many pg. 488) we NO FIRST PERSON   can see a shift to the right from the     memorandum by Clifford.   Truman claims that should Greece fall then     Turkey would be next.  Soon the entire Mediterranean could capitulate to     the Soviets.  To ‘American’ sensibilities Communism is shifting from a     backward form of government to a true monster.  In this shift toward the     right of the spectrum the U.S. can no longer grudgingly accept     Communism; it has truly become the enemy.      While the president’s speech clearly draws the line between the free and     slave worlds, his rhetoric lies far to the left Joseph McCarthy’s.  Indeed, I     would argue that much of McCarthy’s agenda was to attack the policies     of the Democrats rather than uproot an internal Communist threat.   FANTASTIC INCLUSION HERE, THE ONLY STUDENT TO DO SO   McCarthy makes many bold statements, yet falls short of describing any     course of action.  Modern speculation reveals McCarthy as a lowly     slanderer.  In attempting to gain support for the Republican party from     low and middle class voters he resorts to blaming the "traitorous actions     of ... young men who are born with silver spoons in their mouths" (Joseph     McCarthy, Speech at Wheeling.)  The base rhetoric of McCarthy relies on     character assassination and playing upon resentment for the rich and     foreign born.  McCarthy lies far on the right of the political spectrum.  He     engages in sensationalist and secular ideologies to harness the public.      "Today we are engaged in a final, all out battle between communistic     atheism and Christianity.  ...  ladies and gentlemen, the chips are down"     (McCarthy, Speech at Wheeling.)   While highlighting the fear Americans     feel towards a Communist take over, McCarthy only manages to move the     U.S. away from the freedoms and liberties it stands strives to protect.       Clearly the treat of Communism in the Americas was real.  From a modern     standpoint we can see that many of the precautions taken by our leaders     might have been unnecessary.  Yet in the dark days of the Cold War we     lacked 20/20 hindsight.  With the fall of the Soviet Union in the 1990’s     we finally felt free from the treat of communism.  However, the Truman     doctrine remains in practice to this day.  The threat of a nuclear powered     North Korea and hostile China remains very real.  The final chapter of     America’s struggle with communism remains to be written.

VERY CONVINCINGLY WRITTEN PAPER

YOUR ANALYSIS WAS TERRIFIC

YOUR BIGGEST PROBLEMS WERE TWO:

WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    

NO FIRST PERSON 

CAN I USE YOUR PAPER AS AN EXAMPLE FOR FUTURE HST203 STUDENTS ON HOW TO DO A PSD?  LET ME KNOW.
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Knaebel.Denise

Denise Knaebel  Joe Escobar  History 203  5/19/03    PSD #3  The Cold War   And The Effort To End Communism   With the end of World War Two the American people, along with many other democratic countries were full of worry and anxiety due to the unknown economic state that the world would fall into. People anticipated a recession because the only event that ended the Great Depression was the war, so with the war over no one knew what was to be expected.( Faragher,495) President Roosevelt did not want to see the economy fall back into a depression, and so in 1944 he met with representatives from forty four allied nations and developed the International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (World Bank) and the International Monetary Fund. (Faragher, 486) These were banks that entire countries could take out loans from and Roosevelt hoped these establishments would help bring word peace by expanding international trade, helping with currency conflicts and give countries more political stability. (Escober-class notes)     However, Joseph Stalin of the Soviet Union was not willing to join the World Bank or the IMF because he believed the United Nations were attempting to end all communism, by promoting democracy throughout the world. By refusing to join these organizations Stalin economically isolated his country and created economic instability for his people. He refrained from including himself in the united nations because he had intentions of spreading his political belief of communism to as many countries as he could. President Truman replaced Roosevelt at this time and was forced to tackle Stalin and his communist goals.  The aggression between the democratic United Nations and the communist’s Soviet Union and Eastern Europe began the Cold War. Winston Churchill, of the British Empire, describes the situation as, ‘an iron curtain has descended upon the continent’ (Faragher, 487). President Truman believed that to ensure the stability of democratic countries America must put forth it’s full effort to contain communism.   *** THIS INTRODUCTION IS TOO LONG AND GOES TOO FAR BACK IN TIME FOR THIS PAPER  (>4.5 PAGES, MAX WAS 3)  In 1946, Clark Clifford, a white house special council member, addressed a memorandum to president Truman to express his perception of the cold war and what kind of action needed to be taken. Clifford would be considered to be at the firm right of the spectrum, being very anti-communists and militaristic. Clifford advised the president that building up military power was essential to containing communism because Stalin had already begun to focus on his military force . He Claims WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE   that, ‘ Stalin has declared his intention of sparing no effort to build up the military strength of the Soviet Union’ (Faragher-Documents, 379).  Clifford sees that while the United Nations would like to create peace between the two sides, it is not possible because, ‘these same leaders with whom we hope to achieve an understanding on the principals of international peace appear to believe that a war with the United States and other capitalistic nations is inevitable’ (Faragher-Documents, 379). Clifford realizes that attempting to create peace with a country that is only looking for war is impossible, so therefore we NO FIRST PERSON  must construct an army that is unable to be defeated and will give the Soviet Union no hope of victory.   Clifford also sees that economic stability within America and it’s allied nations is essential to containing the communists where they are because it will not allow them to spread to weaker nations. President Truman shows his awareness of the importance of economic stability in weaker countries in his speech to the Congress in 1947. The Truman Doctrine, which was approved by Congress, asked for 400 million dollars in foreign aid to give to Greece and Turkey. (Faragher-Documents, 383) Truman was very adamant in the importance of assisting Greece and Turkey at this time because they were in direct danger of being taken over by an army of communists. Truman knew that overpowering weaker countries  was the communists AWKWARD WORDING   tactics of gaining ground in Europe. Truman communicates his visions of what could developed if they were to not come to the relief of Greece and Turkey. ‘Should we fail to aid Greece and Turkey in this fateful hour, the effect will be far reaching to the west as well as to the east’ (Faragher-Documents, 384). Truman knows that if they allow the communists a victory they will gain inspiration and hope for the ability to conquer more countries. They need to stop the communists where they are by assisting the weaker countries and enabling them to fight their own enemy. Truman belongs to the right of the spectrum with anti-communists beliefs however his economic approach to contain communism puts him a hint towards the left of the spectrum TO THE LEFT OF CLIFFORD compared to Clifford.  Although they agree on the need to contain communism with economic stability, Clifford also wants to go to the extreme of defeating all communism with our own army, by putting all our resources into strengthening it’s force which is more intense then Truman’s economic tactics.   With the Cold War continuing on for years, anti- communism was the only acceptable belief system in America and it seemed everyone was working to end communism . ??? UNCLEAR  However, Joseph McCarthy a republican senator of Wisconsin, saw flaws in the America’s government.  He announced in his speech in 1950, at Wheeling, West Virginia that if the American Government was truly dedicated to ending communism then they had the power to accomplish it, and the fact that it still existed showed that there were traitors in our own government. (Faragher-Documents,393) He claims that he knows of 57 cases of individuals who are loyal to the communists party, and blames their lack of morals on the history of violent wars in America.( Faragher-Documemts, 393) McCarthy, referring to American People, claim that witnessing ‘mass murder, the destruction of defenseless and innocent people, and all the crime and lack of morals which go with war, they become numb and apathetic. It has always been thus after war’(393). McCarthy believed the State Department in the government had lost their virtues and their trust in democracy due to all the terrible occurrences they had observed. He thinks this has lead to their ability to corrupt the Communists containment efforts, with lack of guilt. ??? UNCLEAR  The charges he made against officials were never actually proven, leading to most people perceiving his case as untrue and resulting in his public reputation to be shattered EVENTUALLY, AFTER 1954, BUT IS THAT FACT NECESSARY HERE?  (Escobar-class notes). McCarthy belongs to the extreme right of the spectrum because he was so anti-communists SPELLING  that he actually believed our NO FIRST PERSON  own government was hindering anti-communists efforts, since we did not totally abolish  communism COMMUNISM WHERE?  HERE?  ABROAD?  right away. The real reason that communism had not been destroyed was because their SPELLING  were a lot of people who were willing to fight until death in support of it. You can’t just force someone, or a whole county, to change their political opinions. We may put all the effort we want into containing it, but it will never be completely gone because their will always be someone who believes in it’s objectives.  I’M NOT SURE HOW THIS CONCLUSION HELPS YOUR PAPER.  IT SEEMS TO GO OFF ON ANOTHER QUESTION.

BIG PROBLEMS WITH:

NO FIRST PERSON 

WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE   
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Drumm.Wendy

Clifford Clark’s Memorandum to President Truman states that the Soviets believe that war with the United States is inevitable with the communists as victors. The Soviet military in the past had clear disadvantages in the areas sea power and long-range strategic air power. But they are WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE     making military buildup a number one priority including the pursuit of atomic weapons and biological warfare. They have also acquired the advantage of vast territories and resources. A show of military strength is the only means of diverting Soviet aggression. The Soviets have been able to take over so many countries because nobody has stood up to them. The United States should even be prepared to use atomic weapons and biological warfare if necessary.   Clark believes that the pursuit of  ‘accord’ with the Soviets would be a dangerous strategy. That if we NO FIRST PERSON  try to ‘appease’ the Soviets we will be jeopardizing our national security and at the same time not pursuing ends that would be beneficial to United States interests. The United States should not consider disarmament RUN ON SENTENCE    it would only work in favor of the Soviets.    The United States should support all ‘democratic’ countries through economic assistance and technical assistance using military support as a last resort if necessary.   Truman’s beliefs about United States and world security seemed to be summed up by the following statement. ‘The seeds of totalitarian regimes are nurtured by misery and wants.’ Truman appealed to congress for 400 million dollars in foreign aid for Greece, to help fight communist rebels, and Turkey, so that Turkey could modernize. He stated that the world was divided into two groups (1) free peoples who live in democratic societies that abide by the wishes of the majority and (2) totalitarian states where a privileged minority oppresses the majority of people. He points out the numerous countries that have come under totalitarian, communist, rule despite the protests of the United States. Furthermore no other country is in a position to support Greece and Turkey at this time. Truman warns that if Greece falls to the communists that it would have strong repercussions on Turkey and destabilize the whole Middle East, in addition countries in Europe that are struggling to recover from WWII would be vulnerable to totalitarian i.e. communist takeover. Global instability and the growth of communism increase the potential for the United States to be drawn into another big war. Therefore helping to defeat communists in Greece and encouraging a stable healthy Turkish economy are in the interest of U.S. security. I would put Clark as 8.5 on a conservative scale from 1-10, 10 being conservative, and I would place Truman as 8. Both Clark and Truman believed in a fairly tough stance against the advance of communism. They were on the opposite side of the spectrum from people like Henry Wallace who was for a more conciliatory role with the Soviets. Yet they were not as rabidly hawkish as the later Eisenhower, Nixon, Dulles administration that leaned toward putting even more of their military eggs in the nuclear basket. I put Clark as being slightly more conservative, hawkish, than Truman because of his insistence that the U.S be prepared to use nuclear and biological weapons. I believed that Truman found what happened in Japan sobering and that he used much restraint afterwards despite what others, like Macarthur, urged.  EXPLAIN KOREA HERE  Joseph McCarthy’s speech at Wheeling West Virginia shows the way he plays on the public’s anxiety about the cold war. He says that the enemy to be feared the most is the enemy from within. He states that The State Department, the Democratic Party, and the Army are ‘riddled with traitors.’ He works on two of American peoples nativist fears of  (1) of radicalism and (2) of atheism, IS THIS YOUR OWN BRAND OF NATIVISM?  ATHEISM?  when he says. ‘Today we are engaged in a final, all-out battle between communistic atheism and Christianity.’ He says that he has names of 57 people who are communist or loyal to communism ‘shaping foreign policy’ Furthermore he says more or less that they are all privileged men who have turned around and bit the hand that feeds them. I believe this to be another way to manipulate people’s (the common man) sentiments. On a scale of 1-10, 10 being the most conservative I would place McCarthy as a 9.8. He went after anyone who was the least bit liberal. For instance he went after the historian Dr. Latimore because he said that the Chinese where different than the Soviets and he thought our government should try to talk to them.    Wendy Drumm

WHERE DOES IT FALL ON THE SPECTRUM?   

YOU CHANGE THE PAPER TOPIC A BIT BY CHOOSING A 1-10 SCALE RATHER THAN USING A SPECTRUM, WITH ANTI-COMMUNISM BEING ON THE RIGHT.

IT IS NOT ENTIRELY CLEAR FROM YOUR PAPER WHY YOU PLACED THE PSD’S IN THE ORDER YOU DID.  INSTEAD, YOU GIVE A BRIEF NARRATIVE OF WHAT THE DOCUMENT SAID, WITHOUT INCLUDING A CLEAR ANALYSIS OF EACH IN RELATION TO THE OTHER.

I DO AGREE WITH YOUR PLACEMENT, BUT YOUR 2 BIGGEST PROBLEMS WERE:

NO FIRST PERSON 

WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE   
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Legorreta.Michael

Mike Legorreta  HST 203  TuTH 10-11:20  PSD #3     It seems that the general public considered communist to be the evil people of this era. AWKWARD WORDING   Our NO FIRST PERSON  leaders views made us more aware of a possible threat due to their caution or downright indignation of the Communist party.??? UNCLEAR   If people were to have said been AWKWARD WORDING    associated with the Communist parties PLURAL or favored any ideals were immediately looked unfavorably on, and even blacklisted in their social circles. Most charges were just hearsay but there is no compelling truth that the accusation presents but the fear of that time made it a hard time for the accused. VERY AWKWARD WORDING   You have Joseph McCarthy saying, WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE    ‘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....’ (Pg 393) When McCarthy said this in his speech it galvanized the American people they were enraged that these so called Communists where employed by the Government (State Dept.). McCarthy whole mind set AWKWARD WORDING   was that any communist in the US needed to be exposed and gotten rid of. HE didn’t want any so called Communist or any followers of Communism or unknowing contributors of Communism in the US. One was to SPELLING   many to be in the US, RUN ON SENTENCE    who knows who that one person might corrupt with the evils of Communism. On the Spectrum McCarthy was an extreme radical POOR WORD CHOICE    he wanted no Communists on our NO FIRST PERSON  Soil. He was the most radical of all people in this era with his anti-Communists views.    McCarthy’s views differ from Clark Clifford’s view in most aspects. Where as SPELLING  McCarthy practiced that all Communism must be abolished, Clifford’s view was one of caution. He wanted Truman to be prepared to use Atomic and biological weapons against USSR if they became an aggressor. He wanted extreme caution and preparedness for a possible war with Russia.  Clifford told President Truman towards the end of his memorandum. ‘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.’ (Pg 380) What Clifford proposes is that with Stalin having all these military advances and a buildup of armed forces. NOT A SENTENCE    That the US keep an equal if not better force to be able to help the fledgling U.N. keep Democracy available to the smaller countries surrounding the Soviet Union and for them not to be taken over by the Soviets. Thus by stopping the Soviet Union it will also stop the spread of Communism and keep it within the borders of what the Soviet Union currently control. His main concern is if the Soviet Union will attack us NO FIRST PERSON  or try to test us to see if we will stop their budding powerhouse.  Clifford also wanted to us to help these smaller nations with monetary and military support from being over run by the Soviets.    This memorandum I feel spurns the Truman Doctrine in effect.  Clifford mentions monetary support, and Truman backs it up by proposing to help out the Greeks. He goes on to say ‘The very existence of the Greek state is today threatened by the terrorist activities of several thousand armed men, led by Communists, who defy the Government’s authority at a number of points.’ (Pg 383) Truman goes with Clifford’s idea of giving aid to a smaller country to stop the spread of Communism. In this document Truman tells us that we are Greece’s only hope we are the only country able to help stop the spread of Communism and to help give support and money to them.  Both this document and the document of Clifford’s I feel are more to the middle of the spectrum compared to the extreme, fanatic, radical views McCarthy presents to the American People.

POOR GRAMMAR MADE PAPER DIFFICULT TO READ    

THIS ENTIRE PAPER IS A NARRATIVE OF THE DOCUMENT WHICH LACKS A DEPTH OF ANALYSIS

2 BIG PROBLEMS:

NO FIRST PERSON 

WRITE HISTORY IN PAST TENSE   
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Ranger.Timothy

Primary Resource Document Response Assignment #3  By Tim Ranger    After reading the assigned speeches of White House Special Council Clark Clifford, President Harry Truman, and Republican Senator Joseph McCarthy of Missouri, it is easy to see that which they hold in common: the fear of the spread of communism.  Where they differ, however, is on their own particular view of where the threat of communism would most likely come from and the varying degrees of hysteria they caused for the American people.  GOOD INTRO  In the case of Clifford’s memorandum to Truman in 1946, and Truman’s speech to congress in 1947, they both believed the threat of communism came from the Soviet Union, and that the Soviets needed to be contained, whereas McCarthy, in his speech to the Women’s Club of Wheeling, West Virginia, in 1950, believed that the spread of communism was a problem that resided within the U.S., particularly within the State Department.    Clifford based his argument for Soviet containment on what was widely perceived as Soviet foreign and military policy in post-WWII.  According to Clifford, Soviet policy was based upon the Communist theory that an ultimate struggle between communism and capitalism was inevitable.  He believed the Soviets regarded the U.S. as their most powerful enemy, and along with their rapid development of unconventional weapons and ability to mount an offensive at any given moment, he therefore deemed that the Soviets were a direct threat to American security.  Clifford further bolstered his view of Soviet foreign and military policy with a quote from Stalin, stating, ‘The Soviet Union, as Stalin euphemistically phrased it, is preparing ‘for any eventuality.’’  (Clifford, 379)    Convinced that the Soviets would see the U.S. as weak if it conceded any ground, Clifford suggested, ‘The primary objective of United States policy towards the Soviet Union is to convince Soviet leaders that it is in their interest to participate in a system of world cooperation.’ (Clifford, 379) In order to convince the Soviets of this, he suggested that the military would need to be strengthened and prepared for total war.  Recognizing the dangers apparent in such an undertaking, he insisted that military conflict should be a last resort.  Clifford further proposed supporting other democratic countries to become strong economically, in order to resist and confine Soviet influence, and in so doing, hoped to bring about an amicable settlement between the Soviets and the United States.      President Truman’s speech before a joint session of the Congress, in March 1947, which became known as ‘The Truman Doctrine,’ appealed for assistance to help bring order back to Greece, which was going through a civil war, and to Turkey, so that they could remain stabile.  It was Truman’s foreign policy of communist containment that would guide U.S. foreign policy for decades. GOOD  Truman had the likes of Clifford, and other hard-liners in his administration, who were advising him to act decisively toward the Soviets and the spread of communism, and he himself believed that all social revolution came out of Moscow.     The policy of containment was a doctrine that would see the use of U.S. military, economic and diplomatic muscle.  Applied first in Greece and Turkey it became an opportunity for Truman to take a stand against the spread of communism into these countries, and help secure the oil-rich countries of the Middle East from the clutches of the Soviet Union.  Truman used a comparison between a democratic and totalitarian society, in which he distinguished the former as majority-represented, free institutions, elections, liberties, freedom of speech, religion and of political oppression, while conversely showing the latter to be a dictatorial society, to argue his case for communist containment.  He further warned against doing nothing by calling attention to the cost of WWII and described the assistance needed for Greece and Turkey as ‘an investment in world freedom and world peace.’ (Truman, 384)     WHERE DOES IT FALL ON THE SPECTRUM?    Republican Senator Joseph McCarthy’s speech at the Women’s Club of Wheeling, West Virginia, caused quite the stir and added to the hysteria already surrounding communism and the threat to U.S. security. During his speech he used religion, which was no doubt designed to win over the majority of the public, EXPLAIN (CHRISTIANITY) as a means to relay his message of anti-communism, equating atheism with communism and blaming WWII for the lack of morality within the U.S.  McCarthy led the nation to believe that the greatest threat to national security lay within the U.S., accusing high profile government officials of treason.  McCarthy used his power as chair of the Senate subcommittee to start a communist witch-hunt, which affected the government (Democrats), most notably the State Department, but also affected any group or person judged to have communist ties or sympathies. He went on to hold what was commonly referred to as ‘communist witch trials.’  These trials lasted for four years and produced zero charges PLENTY OF CHARGES, BUT NO CONVICTIONS on the grounds of Communist Party affiliation.  After discrediting himself during a televised hearing, in 1954, he was censured by the Senate.     In dealing with the fear of communism the spectrum for me NO FIRST PERSON  has to be one of rationality and the extremes of each man’s response.  Clark Clifford’s memorandum, though private, had far reaching consequences for the people of the U.S. and can be described as militaristic in nature, focusing on the mass production of deadly weapons and the preparedness to use them. Truman’s speech was publicly presented, and can be described as humanitarian in nature.  McCarthy chose patriotism and nativism OR XENOPHOBIA to try and weed out communists in the U.S., and can be described as narcissistic.  While each of these three men struggled with finding the solution to the threat of communism, the extremes to which McCarthy went were by far the most demoralizing to the American people by pitting neighbor against neighbor.  Truman and Clifford may not have solved the dilemma, however, their solutions did not erode the foundations of the United States by bringing fear into everyone’s home.  OR JUST NOT AS DIRECTLY AS MCCARTHY DID.
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