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After WWII, when Hitler’s fascist threat was removed from the political world picture, America began to see Communism as a new threat to its interests and security. Although many U.S. leaders of the post-war period believed that Communism was a threat to national security, they differed in the intensity of their anti-Communistic fervor and in their approach to dealing with the threat.


White House Special Counsel Clark Clifford, in a memorandum written to the President in 1946, expressed his concerns about the necessity of “containment” of the Soviet Union’s aggression. His view of the communist threat came from a military and economic point of view. With an awareness of the way that Stalin viewed communist domination as inevitable, he explained that the Soviet Union and the U.S. would never be able to make agreements without the U.S. compromising its own national interests and principles. He also believed that the Soviet Union would see negotiations as a sign of weakness and would use them to their advantage to get what they wanted.  Stating that “the language of military power is the only language which disciples of power politics understand,” Clifford pushed for U.S. military preparedness (Faragher 370). He also recognized a necessity for the U.S. to lend strong economic support to other democratic countries that are endangered by communist threat. Through such assistance as loans and technical missions, the United States would be able to show the Soviet Union that “capitalism is at least the equal to communism” ( Faragher 371)


Clifford is obviously on the anti-communist side of the spectrum, believing that the Soviet Union was uncooperative and militaristic, and thus a risk to national security. However, he was not advocating overthrowing the communist government, or eradicating it, but rather, containing it, in order to keep the U.S. and other friendly nations safe from its control. His position on the spectrum most likely looks like this:



pro-Communist <------------|------X------> anti-Communist


President Truman, in his 1947 appeal to Congress, shared similar opinions about the need for U.S. international action against the spread of communism. He sought to convince Congress to give aid to the governments of Greece and Turkey. He believed that it was the duty of the United States to protect all free nations from the threat of Communism. He feared that if Greece and Turkey were taken over by communists, the entire Middle East would be thrown into turmoil. He was convinced that, “The seeds of totalitarian regimes [were] nurtured by misery and want” (Faragher 374). The poor and impoverished countries that were in the Middle East were very susceptible to being overthrown by a government system that seemed far more appealing than what they presently were experiencing. Truman insisted that “...the free peoples of the world look to us for support in maintaining their freedoms” (Faragher 375) It was the leadership role of the United States to prevent the loss of any country of the world to communism. Truman continued to hold to this strong ideal when he refused to give up the western half of Berlin in 1948. He was insistent on doing all he could, whether by diplomatic, economic, or even, if necessary, military means, to protect the Free World.


Truman’s diligent effort in preserving democracy and his all-out resistance of the growth of totalitarianism reflects his strong anti-communist attitude. He saw communism not only as a threat to the people of the Middle East, but as a brutal force that, if not resisted, would terrorize the world. His place on the spectrum would probably be here:



pro-Communist <------------|------------X> anti-Communist


As time passed, anti-communism had grown to be the the biggest political issue in the United States. In 1950, when Senator of Wisconsin Joseph McCarthy gave his intense, anti-Communist speech at Wheeling, West Virginia, he introduced a new frenzy about the threat of communist influence in the United States. Unlike Clifford and Truman, who looked at the threat of communism as primarily an overseas affair, McCarthy was concerned with a communist conspiracy within his own country. In his speech, he quoted, “When a great democracy is destroyed, it will not be because of enemies from without, but rather because of enemies within.”  He claimed to have a list of influential individuals who were loyal to the communist party. He specifically accused the Secretary of State, Dean Archeson, of “being a traitor to the people who gave him a position of trust.” It was accusations like this that got McCarthy large-scale, nation wide attention. His belief was that one communist in the entire country was “one too many.” McCarthy looked at communism from a moral standpoint, claiming that corruption in the government was due to a “lack of moral uprising” of the American people after war. He stressed that it was a time of an “all-out battle between communistic atheism and Christianity.” To him, communism was not just a military menace, but a demonic force that could destroy the principles and values of a democracy. Therefore, every single communist was a threat to the nation at large. (Faragher 384-85) 


There is no doubt that McCarthy was on the extreme side of anti-Communism. His claims and accusations are evidence of his intense desire to rid the nation of what he believed was detestable, especially if found to be in a leadership role. Whether it was for political or personal reasons, McCarthy made a genuine effort to cleanse the country of communism. His type of anti-Communism puts him beyond the spectrum, here:



pro-Communist <------------|------------>     X    anti-Communist


Although America in general had become anti-Communist, there were certainly differing degrees of that view. Some of the nation’s leaders accepted communism as a different way of government that simply needed to, hopefully without being disturbed, be kept in its place. Others felt it the duty of the United States to protect the free countries of the world from communist control, and still others felt personally offended by the thought of communism being anywhere within the territory of the U.S.  
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