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Between President Harry Truman, White House Special Counsel Clark Clifford, and Senator Joseph McCarthy, it is without a doubt that McCarthy is the furthest to the right of the spectrum of left/pro-communist and right/anti-communist. McCarthy was the epitome of paranoia. The name McCarthy and the term McCarthysim will always be synonymous with witch-hunts and will always conjure up the image of a government gone mad. He gave his mission statement at the end of his speech in Wheeling, West Virginia: “. . . a moral uprising . . . 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” (Out of Many, PSD 26-7, p. 385).

McCarthy overstepped his bounds in instigating a purge, and acted beyond all sense of reason in his methods of carrying it out. He was clearly on a moral campaign and was appealing to our sense of moral superiority. In his Wheeling, West Virginia speech he makes reference to “. . . a lack of moral uprising on the part of the 140,000,000 American people . . . and a temporary moral lapse. . .” (p. 385). His statement of, “. . .a time when all the world is split into two vast, increasingly hostile camps . . . an all-out battle between communistic atheism and Christianity” (pp. 384-5), is a clear reference to the battle of Armageddon that is mentioned in the Bible as an end-time event. McCarthy made his campaign a religious, specifically Christian, campaign, and he did this in spite of the so-called separation of Church and State that was supposed to exist in America.

McCarthy made wild, unsubstantiated accusations and bolstered his arguments with frightening statistics that invoke an image of Russia as an aggressive cancer of totalitarian ideology taking over the healthy-minded, free-thinking peoples of the world. By stating that the enemy is not from without, invading our shores, but from within he deflected any argument that could have arisen that there was no visible enemy. Clearly, if we were physically attacked we could see and substantiate such an attack. McCarthy had people looking over their shoulders for an enemy not clearly defined nor quantified. Americans were once again too easily swept up in hysteria just as they had been after the bombing of Pearl Harbor when they saw our Japanese citizens as the enemy within.

Clark Clifford is far right/anti-communist but at least within the parameters of the spectrum. Clifford believed cooperation with the Soviets was impossible. His opening comment in his letter to Harry Truman states clearly that the Soviets are innately at war with us: “A direct threat to American security is implicit in Soviet foreign policy which is designed . . . for war with the leading capitalistic nations of the world . . . the United States is the chief target …” (Out of Many, PSD 26-1, p. 370). Clifford sees any solidarity with the Soviet Union as a Soviet-win/United States-lose situation.  Clifford wrote, “. . . the United States must assume that the USSR might fight at any time. . . .” and he urged Present Truman to, “. . . prevent additional Soviet aggression. . .” (p. 370).

Clifford proposed that our main deterrent against the Soviets was to be militarily superior and to “. . .be prepared to wage atomic and biological warfare . . . whether it would actually be in this country’s interest to employ atomic and biological weapons . . .” (p. 371). Without serious regard to consequences, Clifford proposed that the United States should engage frenetically in ever striving to become mightier and mightier. At the end of his letter, Clifford gave a more reasonable proposal of providing economic support, “. . . as a more effective barrier to communism . . . effective demonstrations that capitalism is at least the equal of communism” (p. 371). Clifford stated in this same paragraph that, “Providing military support in case of attack is a last resort” (p. 371), yet seeing military intervention as a last resort is belied by the fact that he started out his letter and devoted the bulk of it to proposing military might; his suggestions for financial support come at the very end. Clifford seems almost self-conscious about his extremism but making an almost totally conflicting comment at the end of his letter: “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” (p. 371).

Harry Truman was also right of spectrum, but left of Clifford and considerably left of McCarthy. Truman saw things in black and white. In his doctrine of 1947 he spoke of just two ways of life: the right way being the American way and the wrong way being the Soviet way. His message is clear that the United States is the leader in stopping the spread of communism, and, that this position had in fact been bestowed upon us as stated in his final paragraph, “Great responsibilities have been placed upon us by the swift movement of events” (Out of Many, PSD 26-4, p. 376). Truman’s focus in his doctrine was on economic aid, not as was Clifford’s on building up military might, and, in contrast to McCarthy’s paranoia, he clearly saw the enemy as being from without.

Truman, although to the right on the spectrum of being anti-communist, was a centering influence as evidenced by his handling of his position of power during his presidency. The American public during the Cold War was in a state of Red-Panic and was willing to relinquish personal freedoms in exchange for protection from its government. The degree of intensity of the Red-Scare that followed WWII and the Red-Scare following WWI is illustrated in the difference between the American public’s reaction to the execution of Sacco and Vanzetti in 1927, in which there was nationwide protest, and to the execution of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg in 1953, in which the only protests came from other nations. Truman could have taken advantage of that paranoia and did not. McCarthy, a Junior Senator from Wisconsin, took advantage of the situation for all it was worth to advance his personal agenda.

