264 Part IV: The Cold War Abroad and at Home, 1945-1992

far the weaker party, that Soviet policy is highly flex-
ible, and that Soviet society may well contain defi-
ciencies which will eventually weaken its own total
potential. This would of itself warrant the United
States entering with reasonable confidence upon a
policy of firm containment, designed to confront the
Russians with unalterable counterforce at every
point where they show signs of encroaching upon the
interests of a peaceful and stable world.

But in actuality the possibilities for American poli-
ey are by no means limited to holding the line and
hoping for the best. It is entirely possible for the
United States to influence by its actions the internal
developments, both within Russia and throughout
the international Communist movement, by which
Russian policy is largely determined. This is not only
a question of the modest measure of informational
activity which this government can conduct in the
Soviet Union and elsewhere, although that, too, is
important. It is rather a question ofithe degree to
which the United States can create among the peo-
ples of the world generally the impression of a coun-

try which knows what it wants, which is coping suc- -

cessfully with the problems of its internal life and
with the responsibilities of a World Power, and which
has a spiritual vitality capable of holding its own
among the major ideological currents of the time. To
the extent that such an impression can be created and
maintained, the aims of Russian Communism must
appear sterile and quixotic, the hopes and enthusi-
asm of Moscow’s supporters must wane, and added
strain must be imposed on the Kremlin’s foreign poli-
cies. For the palsied decrepitude of the capitalist
world is the keystone of Communist philosophy.
Even the failure of the United States to experience
the early economic depression which the ravens of
the Red Square have been predicting with such com-
placent confidence since hostilities ceased would
have deep and important repercussions throughout
the Communist world. . . .

It would be an exaggeration to say that American
behavior unassisted and alone could exercise a
power of life and death over the Communist move-
ment and bring about the early fall of Soviet power
in Russia. But the United States has it in its power to
increase enormously the strains under which Soviet
policy must operate, to force upon the Kremlin a far
greater degree of moderation and circnmspection
than it has had to observe in recent years, and in this
way to promote tendencies which must eventually
find their outlet in either the break-up or the grad-
nal mellowing of Soviet power. For no mystical, Mes-
sianic movernent—and particularly not that of the
Kremlin—can face frustiation indefinitely without
eventually adjusting itself in one way or another to
the logic of that state of affairs.

Thus the decision will really fall in large measure
in this country itself. The issue of Soviet-American
relations is in essence a test of the oves-all worth of
the United States as a nation among nations. To
avoid destruction the United States need only mea-
sure up to its own best traditions and prove itself
worthy of preservation as a great nation.

Surely, there was never a fairer test of national
quality than this. In the light of these circumstances,
the thoughtful observer of Russian-American rela-
tions will find no cause for complaint in the Krem-
lin’s challenge to American society. He will rather
experience a certain gratitude to a Providence
which, by providing the American people with this
implacable challenge, has made their entire security
as a nation dependent on their pulling themselves
together and accepting the responsibilities of moral
and political leadership that history plainly intended
them to bear.
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VIEWPOINT 32A

Communist Subversives

Threaten America (1950)
Joseph R. McCarthy (1908-1957)

The Cold War had profound effects on America’s
domestic situation as well as its foreign policy. One of
the most spectacular episodes of the early Cold War
period was the rise and fall of Joseph R. McCarthy, a
Republican senator from Wisconsin who gained
notoriety for his obsessive hunts for communists
within the U.S. government. McCarthy was little
known before gaining national attention with a
speech in Wheeling, West Virginia, on February 9,
1950. The following viewpoint is excerpted from the
text of that speech as entered by McCarthy into the
Congressional Record several days later {(which was

Joseph R. McCarthy, Congressional Record, 81st Cong,, 2nd sess., 1850,
pp. 185257,
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probably modified by the senator). McCarthy argues
that the United States was denied the fruits of victo-
ry from World War IT by treasonous subversives in
the U.S. State Department. McCarthy's source of
information was never identified, and no commu-
nists were ever found as a direct result of his sccusa-
tions; but despite lack of proof, McCarthy gained
widespread media attention and public support.

Several events probably contributed to public
acceptance of McCarthy’s charges. China had under-
gone a communist revolution in 1949, prompting an
intense debate over how America “lost” China. The
Soviet Union exploded its own atomic bomb the
same year, depriving the United States of its nuclear
monopoly and raising fears of Soviet espionage.
Alger Hiss, a ranking American diplomat who had
assisted Franklin D. Roosevelt at the 1945 Yalta
summit, was charged with and found guilty of sub-
version and espionage in 1949, convincing many
Americans of the possibility of treason in high places.

How is the United States faring in the Cold War,
according to McCarthy? How does McCarthy char-
acterize those he accuses of treason? Why is the case
of Alger Hiss important, in his view?

Jive years after a world war has been won,
men’s hearts should anticipate a long peace,
.. and men’s minds should be free from the
heavy weight that comes with 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—a time of a great armaments race. . . .

Ladies and gentlemen, can there be anyone here
tonight who is so blind as to say that the war is not
on? Can there be anyone who fails to realize that the
Communist world has said, “The time is now”—that
this is the time for the show-down between the
democratic Christian world and the Gommunist
atheistic world?

Unless we face this fact, we shall pay the price that
must be paid by those who wait too long.

Communist Gains

Six years ago, at the time of the first conference to
map out the peace-—Dumbarton Oaks—there was
within the Soviet orbit 180,000,000 people. Lined up
on the antitotalitarian side there were in the world at
that time roughly 1,625,000,000 people. Today, only
6 years later, there are 800,000,000 people under the
absolute domination of Soviet Russia—an crease
of over 400 percent. On our side, the figure has
shrunk to around 500,000,000. In other words, in
less than 6 years the odds have changed from 9 to 1
in our favor to 8 to 5 against us. This indicates the

swiftness of the terpo of Communist victories and
American defeats in the cold war. As one of our out-
standing historical figures once said, “When a great
democracy is destroyed, it will not be because of
enemies from without, but rather because of ene-
mies from within.”

The truth of this statement is becoming terifying-
ly clear as we see this country each day losing on
every front.

At wars end we were physically the strongest
nation on earth and, at least potentially, the most
powerful intellectually and morally. Ours could have
been the honor of being a beacon in the desert of
destruction, a shining living proof that civilization
was not yet ready to destroy itself. Unfortunately, we
have failed miserably and tragically to arise to the
opportunity.

The reason why we find ourselves in a position of
impotency is not because our only powerful potential
enermy 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. Tt 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 wealthi-
est nation on earth has had to offer—the finest
homes, the finest college education, and the finest
jobs in Government we can give.

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
worst. . ..

In my opinion the State Department, which is one
of the most important 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 nev-
ertheless are still helping to shape our foreign pelicy.

One thing to remember in discussing the Commu-
nists, in our Government is that we are not dealing
with spies who get 30 pieces of silver to steal the
blueprints of a new weapon. We are dealing with a
far more sinister type of activity because it permits
the enemy to guide and shape our policy. . . .

Alger Hiss

This brings us down to the case of one Alger Hiss
who is important not as an individual any more, but
rather because he is so representative of a group in
the State Department. It is unnecessary to go over
the sordid events showing how he sold out the
Nation which had given him so much. Those are
rather fresh in all of our minds.

However, it should be remembered that the facts
in regard to his connection with this international
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Communist spy ring were made known to the then
Under Secretary of State [Adolt] Berle 3 days after
Hitler and Stalin signed the Russo-German alliance
pact. At that time one Whittaker Chambers—who
was also part of the spy ring—apparently decided
that with Russia on Hitler’s side, he could no longer
betray our Nation to Russia. He gave Under Secre-
tary of State Berle—and this is all a matter of
record—practically all, if not more, of the facts upon
which Hiss’ conviction was based.

°
“In my op%m’on the State Department,
which is one of the most important
government departments, is thoroughly
infested with Communists.”

Under Secretary Berle promptly contacted Dean
Acheson [then an assistant secretary of state] and
received word in return that Acheson (and I quote)
“could vouch for Hiss absolutely”—at which time the
matter was dropped. And this, you understand, was
at a time when Russia was an ally of Germany. This
condition existed while Russia and Germany were
invading and dismembering Poland, and while the
Communist groups here were screaming “warmon-
ger” at the United States for their support of the
allied nations.

Again in 1943, the FBE had occasion to investigate
the facts surrounding Hiss contacts with the Russian
spy ring. But even after that FBI report was submit-
ted, nothing was done.

Then late in 1948—on August 5-—when the Un-
American Activities Committee called Alger Hiss to
give an accounting, President Truman at once issued
a Presidential divective ordering all Government
agencies to refuse to turn over any information what-
soever in regard to the Communist activities of any
(GGovernment employee toa congressional committee.

Incidentally, even after Hiss was convicted—it is
interesting to note that the President still labeled the
exposé of Hiss as a “red herring.”. ..

As you hear this story of high treason, I know that
you are saying to yourself,-“Well, why doesn’t the
Congress do something about it?” Actually, ladies
and gentlemen, one of the important reasons for the
graft, the corruption, the dishonesty, the disloyalty,
the treason in high Government positions—one of
the most important reasons why this contimies is a
lack of moral uprising on the part of the 140,000,000
American people, In the light of history, however,
this is not hard to explain.

It is the result of an emotional hang-over and a

temporary moral lapse which follows every war. It is
the apathy to evil which people who have been sub-
jected to the tremendous evils of war feel. As the
people of the world see mass murder, the destruc-
tion of defeniseless and innocent people, and all of
the crime and lack of morals which go with war, they
become numb and apathetic. Tt has always been thus
after war.

However, the morals of our people have not been
destroyed. They still exist. This cloak of numbness
and apathy has only needed a spark to rekindle them.
Happily, this spark has finally been supplied.

Attacking Dean Acheson

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 heing a traitor to the people who gave
him a position of great trust. The Secrotary of State
in attempting to justify his continued devotion to the
man who sold out the Christian world to the atheis-
tic world, referred to Christ’s Sermon on the Mount
as a justification and reason therefor, and the reac-
tion 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 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 hionesty and decency in Government.

VIEWPOINT 328

McCarthyism Threatens
America (1950)
The Tydings Committee

Senator Joseph R. McCarthy's charges of commu-
nist subversion in the U.S. State Department caused
a national uproar. On March 8, 1950, a subcommittee
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committes, headed
by Maryland senator Millard Tydings, a Demoecrat,
was established to investigate McCarthy’s accusa-
tions. After testimony by McCarthy and those he had
accused proved inconclusive (none of the nine peo-
ple McCarthy specifically named were commumists),
the committee decided to compare McCarthy’s

Senate Commiittee on Foreign Relations, Stafe Department Employee
Loyalty Investigation, 81st Cong,, 2nd sess., July 20, 1950, S. Rept. 2108.
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charges with internal State Department loyalty files.

These files had been kept since President Harry S.
Truman issued an executive order in 1947 requiring
loyalty and background investigations of all govern-
ment employees, The Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion investigated thousands of people, not only for
acts of espionage, but for any association with organi-
zations or people considered “disloyal” or “subver-
sive.” Truman at first resisted the Tydings commit-
tee’s request to release the files, but eventually
relented. McCarthy argued that the files, which
failed to substantiate his charges, had been “raped” to
rémove derogatory material, The Tydings comumittee
disagreed, and in its concluding report, excerpted
here, sharply criticizes McCarthy for making false
accusations and leading the country into hysteria.

McCarthy continued making news with his accu-
sations of communist subversion until December
1954, when he was officially censured by the U.S.
Senate. He died in relative obscurity in 1957.
“McCarthyism” became a term describing personal
attacks in the form of indiscriminate allegations
unsupported by evidence.

Did the Tydings committee uncover the presence
of communists in the State Department? What tactics
of McCarthy does the Tydings committee criticize?

%, T the 81 alleged State Department employees,
only 40 were found to be employed by the
# State Department at the time of the review.
Seven of the so-called 81 were never employed by the
State Department and the remaining 33 are no longer
in the Department, having been separated either
through resignation, termination, or reduction in
force. Specifically, of the 33 former employees, 3
were separated in 1949; 16, in 1948; 12, in 1947; and
2 in 1946. . ..

We have carefully and conscientiously reviewed
each and every one of the loyalty files relative to the
individuals charged by Senator McCarthy. In no
instance was any one of them now employed in the
State Department found to be a “card-carrying
Communist,” a member of the Communist Party, or

“loyal to the Communist Party.” Furthermore, in no
instance have we found in our considered Judgment
that the decision to grant loyalty and security clear-
ance has been erroneously or improperly made in
the light of existing loyalty standards. Otherwise stat-
ed, we do not find basis in any instance for reversing
the judgment of the State Department officials
charged with responsibility for employee loyalty; or
concluding that they have not conscientiously dis-
charged their duties. . . .

What the State Department knows concerning an
employee’s loyalty is to be found in its loyalty and

security files. These files contain all information
bearing on loyalty, obtained from any and all sources,
including, of course, the reports of full field investi-
gations by the FBI. Interestingly, in this regard, no
sooner had the President indicated that the files
would be available for review by the subcommittee
than Senator McCarthy charged they were being
“raped,” altered, or otherwise subjected to a “house-
cleaning.” This charge was found to be utterly with-
out foundation in fact. The files were reviewed by
representatives of the Department of Justice, and
the Department has certified that all information
bearing on the employee’s loyalty as developed by
the FBI appears in the files which were reviewed by
the subcommittee. . . .

The Facts Behind the
Charge of “Whitewash”

Seldom, if ever, in the history of congressional
investigations has a committee been subjected to an
organized campaign of vilification and abuse compa-
rable to that with which we have been confronted
throughout this inquiry. This campaign has been so
acute and so obviously designed to confuse and con-
found the American people that an analysis of the
factors responsible therefor is indicated.

The first of these factors was the necessity of creat-
ing the impression that our inquiry was not thorough
and sincere in order to camonflage the fact that the
charges made by Senator McCarthy were groundless
and that the Senate and the American people had
been deceived. No sconer were hearings started than
the cry of “whitewash” was raised along with the
chant “investigate the charges and not McCarthy.”
This chant we have heard morning, noon, and night
for almost 4 months from certain quarters for readily
perceptible motives. Interestingly, had we elected to
investigate Senator McCarthy, there would have been.
ample basis therefor, since we have been rehably
informed that at the time he made the charges ini-
tially he had no information whatever to support
them, and, furthermore, it early appeared that in
securing Senate Resolution 231 [passed in February
1950, authorizing a “full and complete study and
investigation as to whether persons who are disloyal
to the United States are, or have been, employed by
the Department of State”] a fraud had been perpe-
trated upon the Senate of the United States.

From the very outset of our inquiry, Senator
McCarthy has sought to leave the impression that
the subcommittee has been investigating him and
not “disloyalty in the State Department.” The reason
for the Senator’s concern is now apparent. He had no
facts to support his wild and baseless charges, and
lived in mortal fear that this situation would be
exposed.
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Few people, cognizant of the truth in even an ele-
mentary way, have, in the absence of political parti-
sanship, placed any credence in the hit-and-run tac-
tics of Senator McCarthy. He has stooped to a new
low in his cavalier disregard of the facts.

“Ttis . . . clearly apparent that the charges
of Communist infiltration of and influence
wpon the State Department are false.”

The simple truth is that in making his speech at
Wheeling, Senator McCarthy was talking of a subject
and circumstances about which he knew nothing, His
extreme and irresponsible statements called for emer-
gency measures. As Senator {Kenneth S,] Wherry told
Emmanuel S. Larsen, “Oh, Mac has gone out on a
limb and kind of made a fool of himself and we have
to back him ap now.” Starting with nothing, Senator
McCarthy plinged headlong forward, desperately
seeking to develop some information, which eolored
with distortion and farmed by a blaze of bias, would
forestall a day of reckoning,

Certain elements rallied to his support, particular-
Iy those who ostensibly fight communism by adopting
the vile methods of the Communists themselves and
in so doing actually hinder the fight of all right-mind-
ed people who detest and abhor communism in all its
manifestations, We cannot, however, destroy one evil
by the adoption of another. Senator McCarthy and
MeCarthyism have been exposed for what they are—
and the sight is not a pretty one. . ..

The Big Lie

In concluding our report, we are constrained to
make observations which we regard as fundamental.

Tt is, of course, clearly apparent that the charges of
Communist infiltration of and influence upon the
State Department are false. This knowledge is reas-
suring to all Americans whose faith has been tem-
porarily shaken in the security of their Government
by perhaps the most nefarious campaign of untruth
in the history of our Republic. '

We believe, however, that this knowledge and
assurance, while important, will prove ultimately of
secondary significance in contemplating the salutary
aspects of our investigation. For, we believe that,
inherent in the charges that have been made and the
sinister campaign to give them ostensible verity, are
lessons from which the American people will find
inspiration for a rededication to the principles and
- ideals that have made this Nation great.
We have seen the technique of the “Big Lie,” else-

where employed by the totalitarian dictator with
devastating success, utilized here for the first time on
a sustained basis in our history, We have seen how,
through repetition and shifting untruths, it is possi-
ble to delude great numbers of people.

We have seen the character of private citizens and
of Government employees virtually destroyed by
public condemnation on the basis of gossip, distor-
tion, hearsay, and deliberate untruths, By the mere
fact of their associations with a few persons of alleged
questionable proclivities an effort has been made to
place the stigma of disloyalty upon individuals, some
of whom are little people whose only asset is their
character and devotion to duty and country. This has
been done without the slightest vestige of respect for
even the most elementary rules of evidence or fair
play or, indeed, common decency. Indeed, we have
seen an effort not merely to establish guilt by associ-
ation but guilt by accusation alone. The spectacle is
one we would expect in a totalitarian nation where
the rights of the individual are crushed beneath the
juggernaut of statism and oppression; it bas no place
in America where government exists to serve our
people, not to destroy them.

Creating Hysteria

We have seen an effort to inflame the American
people with a wave of hysteria and fear on an unbe-
lievable scale in this free Nation, Were this campaign
founded in truth it would be questionable enough;
where it is fraught with falsehood from beginning to
end, its reprehensible and contemptible character
defies adequate condemnation.

We sincerely believe that charges of the character
which have been made in this case seriously impair
the efforts of our agencies of Government to combat
the problem of subversion. Furthermore, extrava-
gant allegations, which cannot be proved and are not
subject to proof, have the inevitable effect of dulling
the awareness of all Americans to the true menace of
COIIMUILSM, . . .

At a time when American blood is again being
shed to preserve our dream of freedom, we are con-
strained fearlessly and frankly to call the charges,
and the methods employed to give them ostensible
validity, what they truly are: A fraud and a hoax per-
petrated on the Senate of the United States and the
American people. They represent perhaps the most
nefarions carmpaign of hall-truths and untruths in the
history of this Republic. For the first time in our his-
tory, we have seen the totalitarian technique of the
“big lie” employed on a sustained basis. The result
has been to confuse and divide the American people,
at a time when they should be strong in their unity,
to a degree far beyond the hopes of the Commumists
themselves whose stock in trade is confusion and
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division. In such a disillusioning setting, we appreci-
ate as never before our Bill of Rights, a free press,
and the heritage of freedom that has made this
Nation great.
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VIEWPOINT 33A

Racial Segregation in Public
Schools Is Unconstitutional
(1954)

Farl Warren (1891-1974)

Earl Warren, a moderate Republican governor of
California and presidential contender in 1948 and
1952, was appointed Supreme Court chief justice in
1953 by President Dwight D. Eisenhower. Warren
went on to become one of the most influential chief
justices in the nation’s history, presiding over many
landmark decisions on social and civil rights issues.
Perhaps the most important of these rulings was the
first: the 1954 uwnanimous decision in Brown o.
Board of Education declaring that racially segregat-
ed public schools were unconstitutional. The rling
reversed the “separate but equal” doetrine affirmed
by the 1896 Supreme Court decision in Plessy v. Fer-
guson (see viewpoint 12A). Warren wrote the opin-
ion of the Court in Brown, reprinted below, making
significant use of the arguments advanced by Thur-
good Marshall of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), the
organization that represented the black plaintiffs
challenging racial segregation,

What are the limitations of examining the history of
the Fourteenth Amendment for the purposes of
deciding this case, according to Warren? How has seg-
regation harmed black children, in Warren's apinion?

From the Supreme Court’s unanimous decision in Brown v. Board of
Education, 347 4.5, 483 (1954).

these cases come to us from the States of
Kansas, South Carolina, Virginia, and Dela-
. ware. They are premised on different facts
and different local conditions, but a common legal
question justifies their consideration together in this
consolidated opinion.

In each of the cases, minors of the Negra race,
through their legal representatives, seek the aid of
the courts in obtaining admission to the public
schools of their community on a nonsegregated
basis. In each instance, they had been denied admis-
sion to schools attended by white children under
laws requiring or permitting segregation according
to race. This segregation was alleged to deprive the
plaintiffs of the equal protection of the laws under
the Fourteenth Amendment. In each of the cases
other than the Delaware case, a three-judge federal
district court denied relief to the plaintiffs on the so-
called “separate but equal” doctrine announced by
this Court in Plessy v. Ferguson. . . . Under that doc-
trine, equality of treatment is accorded when the
races are provided substantially equal facilities, even
though these facilities be separate. In the Delaware
case, the Supreme Court of Delaware adhered to
that doctrine, but ordered that the plaintiffs be
admitted to the white schools because of their supe-
riority to the Negro schools.

The plaintiffs contend that segregated public
schools are not “equal” and cannot be made “equal,”
and that hence they are deprived of the equal pro-
tection of the laws. Because of the obvious impor-
tance of the question presented, the Court took
jurisdiction. Argument was heard in the 1952 Term,
and reargument was heard this Term on certain
questions propounded by the Court.

The Fourteenth Amendment

Reargnment was largely devoted to the circum-
stances surrounding the adoption of the Fourteenth
Amendment in 1868, It covered exhaustively consid-
eration of the Amendment in Congress, ratification
by the states, then eisting practices in racial segre-
gation, and the views of proponents and oppeneats of
the Amendment. This discussion and our own inves-
tigation convince us that, although these sources cast
some light, it is not enough to resolve the problem
with which we are faced. At best, they are inconclu-
sive. The most avid proponents of the post-War
Amendments undoubtedly intended them to remove
all legal distinctions among “all persons born or nat-
uralized in the United States.” Their opponents, just
as certainly, were antagonistic to both the letter and
the spirit of the Amendments and wished them to
have the most limited effect. What others in Con-
gress and the state legislatures had in mind cannot he




