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The Great Fear Unleashed: The Cold War

Comes Home

Postwar tansions with tha Soviat Union bred o climoie
«of faor and suspicion in the United Stohes as Amercans:
odjusted to peacatime condifiens. The Truman admin-
istration's rigidity and mililancs in foreign policy were
malehed by the presiden’s commimant fo anScom-
munism of home, Beset by mounting evidence af sub-
wersive octivity, Truman mosed o siengihen intarmol
‘security omidst conservative chargas of lauity, himsalf
confributing fo the rising paronolo. The resull was an
airesphere of inkalerence, desarbad in your lextbook
o8 0 soromble o find scopegonts for the ralion's do-
maslic and foreign problems. Before the hyslena sub-
aided, American politicol culfure bacome homogeanized,
whila civil libarties sufferad thair most senous satback
since tha Greot Aed Scare of 1919, The documents
thot foliow provide vivid evidence of (b link beb a
Cold Wior foreign policy and intolerance on the homa
Tran.

Itwas nof colncidanial that nine days after the dec-
largtion of the: Treman Dogtring, the president isswed o
loayolty arder intendad fo roof aut subversives in gow-
ernmenl service. As you review his onder, focus on
Truman's jusification for oction ond the grounds eshab-
Ished for o parsen’s remowal from govarnmant amploy-
meank.
“our texibook indicatas Thal anSicammunism hod
long bean presant in Congress, where the House
Un-Americon Activities Commitiee became the focol
paint for afforts o explore subvarsion. No cose wos
mare dramatic thon that of formar Mew Decler Alger
Hiss, nocused of domestio spying. Using the hextbook
occount of the Hiss incidert as background, analyze
fhe exoerph from Whiicker Chombers's parsanal oo-
oount of tha affair. Be offenliva 1o the thama of tha

Guestions for
Analysis

Chombers comment and whil it reveals abodl the
sourcas of onficommunism.

Equaly dromatic ware the 1947 HUAG hearings
dessribed in your haxtbook. Although lobor unions ond
polfical disgentars draw the commitien's fin, its ottook
on e enfesairement indusiry cought the puslic magi-
nation o= did few alhers. The nexd group of doourmenis
explares the romifications of HUAC's imeree! in the
malion pichune indusiry, Review FBI direcior J, Edgar
Hoowers analysis af alleged communist infignation of
e medio and its significonce, An excerpt from the
aulcbiograptty of flm direciar Edword Drmytryk, who
refused 10 cooperale with he Commities in |947, na-
vanks nof only The presence of polfisal radicais in Helly-
wood but alse the constiufional Bsue raised by the
Haollywood resistars, Both Dmyiryk's recolisction ond
fThe pansonal memoir of screermwritar/playwsight Lillian
Halman documeant he insidisus blacklist tha! was She
filrn incusiry's reaponss jo onlicommunist palSical pres-
sure. Matice what thase documents reveal oboul e

constitutional, and politicol Implications of the
anBcamimunist crusode,

The concluding documants recard the cimox of e
med scara in the unpombaled damagaguany af Wiscon-
sin senator Joseph A, McCarthy. As you review The
encarpls from his Wheeling spaech (1950) and sweep-
ing ofack an secralory of dafense George C. Morshall
{1951), idantiy ihe largets of the sanator's crificism, Ba
also oware of Me close linkage between foreign palicy
ard domesdic paliics in the oge of the Cald Wor, Try o
assass tha mioionship batween onlicomamunis ys-
ferio and the Democratic pory's dacline, described in
your lexibook as the end of an am

I. Winol were fe sources of onicommunism in the postwar Uniled Shales? What
evidanca oo e documerrs provide lo explain domessic suppor for Josegh

MoCarthy ond his predecessors? Whal was the basis for tha orficommunist

oppaal?

2. Whot were he aimilorities and diferances between the Ped Score of 1§19 ond

ha orticommunism of the Trumon yaors? Consider ihe insligators, targets, duro-

tion, and implcations of the two mavements.

3. Using Ihe loyally program and he Hiss coses os points of dapariure, evaluos the
Truman adminisirolion os a carmer of the Eberal sosial, econormic, and polifical
trmdition. How did the demands of the Cald Wor domeafic anvironimen! influsnce
the prospects for reform® What did “ibaralism® mean in the iImmeadiate postwar
years, ond how wos it offecied by the anticommunist crusode?

4. Whet do the documents raveal cbout the significence of presidenticl lscdership
at Mg onsel of he postwar anficommunist movemen? What wos Truman's
attsugs tpword the Soviat Unisn, and how did 8 influence ihe nationo debate over
aliegad infermnal subversion? Whal Sght does e evidence shed on the roals of
MeCarthyism

& Why did Amarican opponents of communism focus iheir atenfion on the
mofion-pichare industry bDefween |947 ond 19517 In what way did he House
Un-American Acfiviies Commitfes hearings document fhe chorpes cgoinst
Hallywoasd?

4. Whot wara the constisutional and civil-berties ssues af sloke during the second
rad ecore? Whot avidence of thase concams con be found in the dosuments?
How did the accused raspond 1o the ossaull ageinst tham? With whal resulis?

7. Towhat extent wers closs d¥ferences ond socioecanomic divisions o fasior in Bie
closh pver olleged infernol subversion? Whal evidence axists thot theses conficts
ployed o role in fhe Ihinking of e communis-huniers?

e



1. President Truman's Loyalty Order, 1947

Executive Order 9535
Prescribing Procedurss for the Adinistration of o
Employees Lovalty Program in the Execntive ranch
of the Govdrmment

W hereas each emplayes of the povernmsent of the
Usited States is endowed with a measure of trustee-
ship over the democratic processes which are the
heart and sinew of the United States; and

Whereas it is of vital imporance thar pessons
employed in the federal service be of complets and
unswerving loyalty 1o the Unsved Staves; and

Whereas, although the boyalty of by far the ower-
whelming majonty of all government emploves is
beyond question, the presence within the governmens
service of any disloval or subversive person consti-
tures & threar w0 our demoeratic processes; and

Whereas marimum protecrion must be affoeded
the United Staves against inflraton of disloyal per-
soms into the ranks of is employees, and equal protec-
tion from unisunded accusanons of disloyalry must
be afforded the loyal employess of e government:

Nouw, therefare, by virne of the authority vested
i me by the Constitution and satates of the Unired
Seares, . . . it is hereby, in the interest of the internal
management of the government, ordered as follows:

Part |—Investigation of Applicints

L There shall be a loyalty investigation of every
person entering the avilian employment of any de-
partment of agency of the executive branch of the
federal povernmens. . .,

Parr V—5randards

L. The seandard for the refissal of employment or
the removal from employment in an executive depart-
MENT o agency of grounds relating o loyaloy shall be
that, on all the evidence, reasonable grounds exist for
beehief that the person involved is disloyal o the gor-
ernment of the United States.

L Activities and associations of an spplicant ar
employee which may be considered in connection
with the determination of dislovalty may m-:l,m:k ome
or mare of the following:

2. 5Sabotage, espronage, or amempts or prepara-
rioms therefor, urhnnmg];raamumwrﬂ-n SPics 07
sabotenrsy

b. Trats-on of seditien or advocacy theread;

¢, Advocacy of revolution or fores of wiobence to
aber the constimtional form of povernment of the
United States;

d. Intentional, unawthorized disclosure o any
person, under clircamstances which may indicate dis-
leryalry o the Unired Stanes, of documents or informa.
tied of & confidential or nonpublic character abrained
by the person making the disclosure as a result of his
emplayment by the government of the Urdved States;

¢, Performing or amempring to pecform his du
ties, ox crtherwise Acring, so as to serve d\em:::mwi
another government in preference to che interess of
the United Staves;

f. Membership in, affilistion with, ar sympashetic
agsociation with any foresgn or domestic organizs-
tion, assaciation, movemens, growp, of combination



of pessons, desipnated by the astorney genersl as -
taliearian, fasclst, communist, or subversive, or as
having adopted a policy of advocating or approving
the commission of acts of force or viskence to deny

other persoms their rights under the Constitution of
the United States, or as seeking to alter the foem af
governmens of the Unired Stanes by unconstiturional
IBCAnS: o . .

2. Whittaker Chambers Hears the Voice

of the People, 1952

+ » . Those were the forces—Thomas Murphy, Rich-
ard Nooos, the men of the F.B.L—whao, together with
the bwo grand juries and Tom Donegan and the oo
trial juries, finally won the Hiss Case for the nation,
It is imporans o look hard ar them for 2 mo-
ment . . . . Por the contrast berween them and the glis-
tering Hiss forces i about the same as between them
and the glitering French chivalry and the somewhat
rarrered English bowmen wha won at Agincourt, The
inclusive Fact abour them is that, in conerast vo che
pro-Hiss rally, moss of them, regardless of whae they
had made of themselves, came from the wrong side of
the railroad macks. , . .

Mo feature of the Hiss Case s more obvious, ar
mare troubling as history, than the jagged fissare,
which it did not 50 much open as reveal, betwoen the
plain men and women of the nation, and those who
affected to act, think and speak for them, It was, not
invariably, but in general, the “best people” who
were for Alger Fiss and who were prepated 10 go o
almose any length 1o protect and defend him. It was
the enlightemed and the powerful, the damoroas pra-
ponents of the apen mind and e common man, who
smapped their minds shue in 2 pro-Hiss pepchosis, of
a kind which, in an individual patient, means the
simple failare of the abilicy 1o distinguish between
reality and unrealsty, and, in & mation, is & warning of
the end.

It was the great body of the naton, which, rot
imvariably, but in general, kept open its mind in the
Hiss Case, waiting for the rerurns fo come in. It was
thiey who suspeced what forces dissstrous 1o the na-

tiom were at work in the Hiss Case, and had suspected
that they were at work long before there was a Hiss
Case, while most of the forces of enlightenment were
poohpoohing the Communist danger and calling
every allusion o it 2 witch hune. It was they who,
when the battle was over, rst canght its real mean-
ing. It was they who almost unfaifingly understood
the marure of the witness thae | was secking 1o make,
as | have vested beyond question whenever | have
ralked to any growp of them. And it was they wha, in
the persons of the men 1 have cired, produced the
forces that could win a sroggle whose conspicuous
feanure is that it was almase without leadership, From
the very ourset, | was in touch with that enarmeus
farce, for which | was making the effort, and from
which I drew srength, Oden I lose tonch wich it or
doubeed ir, cut off from it in the cities, ar plunged in
the depths of the stropgle. But when | came back o i,
it was always there. It reached me in letrers and mes-
sages of encouragement and solicinede, understand.
ing, stirring, sometimes wringing thye bearr, Bur even
when they did not understand, my people were al-
ways about me. [ had oaly to look around me 1o see
them—on the farms, an the streets, in homes, in
shops, in the day coaches of rrains. My people, hum-
ble people, strong in common sense, in common
goodness, in common forgiveness, because all fele
bowed together under the common weighr of life.
And ar the wery end of the Hiss Case, [ heard their
speaking voice, like themselves, anonymouas, and
speaking not to me as an individuzl, but o me in the
name of all those who made the srruggle. . .

3. ]. Edgar Hoover Notes the Communist Interest
in Hollywood, 1947

« . The parry has departed from depending upen the  not cnly infiltraved the airways but they are now per-

printed word a8 its medivm of propaganda and has
taken o the air. Hs membera and sympachizers have

sistently seeking radio charmels,
The American Communssts launched a furtive



attack on Hollywood in 1935 by the issnance of a
directive calling for & concentration in Hollyweod,
The orders called for action on owo froms: (1) an
effort o nfiltrave the labor nnions; (2) infltrace the
so-called intellectual and creative felds.

In movie circles, Communists developed an effec-
tive defense a few years ago in meetng criticlien. They
would counter with the question, *After all, whar is
the mamer with communism?” It was effecive be-
cause many persons did not possess adequate knowl-
edge of the pubject to pive an intellipent answer.

Some producers and smdio heads realized the

passibility thar the entire industry faces serious em-
barrassment becanse it could become & springhoard
for Communist aciviries, Communise sctiviry in Hol-
Iywood is effecrive and |s fisthered by Communists
and sympathizers using the prestige of prominent per-
5008 10 serve, ofien unwimingly, the Communist
camse. The party is contem and highly pleaged if it is
possible ro have inserted in a picture a line, a scene, a
sequence conveying the Communist lesson and, mors

particularly, if they can keep our ant-Communist

4. Edward Dmytryk Recalls the Hollywood Ten
in Washingron, 1947

« o Since Crowsfire was & workdwide smash, my ar-
tackfhs well as Adrian’s, centered on dhe commirtes's
ethmic bizs and its aremps to limie freedom of speech
in the area of padonal self-crindsm. Bat neoe of our
lawyers really expected thar we would be heasd, and
the strategy was say nothing, hide under the possible
cover of the First Amendment, and hope for 2 favera-
ble verdict from the Supreme Court. *Taking the
Fifth® was never comsidered, thoogh it would have
kept us aut of jail; the implicarion of guilt was consid-
ered too dangerous, . . .

With all the public feeling in our favor, Barc
Crum hﬂ.btﬂi that Adrian and 1 should testify
freely, which we were perfectly willing 1o do. We felr
it might serve to pull the commires’s fangs. Tou'd
have thought we were offering to atomize the Krem-
lin. The unanimsty rube was invoked, and that was
that. Fram their peint of visw, they were absolursly
right. If we had answered any substantive questions
&t all, we would have been legally required o give
names if we were asked to. If we refused to name
party members, as, as thar time, we ceraindy would
have done, we wonld srill be cited for convempr, I we
had given the names, the other members of our group
would have been in the soup. Evenmally, that's where
we wourd up amyway, bac ar this point the barie had
barely begun and cur eyes were fixed on a liberal
Supreme Couwrr, With o argument, we put our sug-
gestion aside and on the 27th of Ocober, entered the
chamber prepared m face the inguisitors,

The chamber was crowded; the real fun was
about 1o begin, . . . Dore Schary sat beside me as we
watched Jobn Howard Lawson being sworn in, He
was the leader and woald set the rone of our amack,
Unformunacely, Lawson was tone-deal,

It started with the usual identificarion h}l name
and address. Then Lawson reguested permission 1o
read & statement. After a bir of bickering, Thomas
asked v look at it before making his decision. He
wis, as they say in court, making & record, The srare-
ment was handed over to the chairman, who made
oaly a stight prevense of reading iz, then ruled that it
was irrelevamt. Lawson started to argue; Thomas
banged his gavel. The exchange gor so hot that the
chatrman nearly forgot o ask what came 1o be called
“the slaty-four dollar question™: “Are you now or
hve you ever besn a member of the Cormmunist

b

Mow Lawson scarted shouting in earnest, orying
0 epumerats his reasons for refusing o answer the
question. Berween gavel poundings, the chairman
screamed, “Andwer yes or no!™ Shouwting and bang-
ing—banging and shouting. [t was a miserable sceme.
1 was hit by a feeling | had kad once befoee, when &
car skidded into me across 2 wet street. “This is i,* |
thoaght, I scrunched down in my seat and mrmed o
Dore,

“What are my chances ar the studio sow?® 1
asloed,

“You have an rondad contract,” he replied.

And g0 it wens for the rest of the hearing, 1 could
litezally feel the |isteners' symparthies cozing away
with each shour from ope of our Thamas had
made a ridiculous show of himse3f with his shouting
and free wse of the gavel; now we were marching him
shous for shous—it was a fight we couldn's win, . . .

We made it back w Hollywood, basking for a
short time in the Hght of what our lefist friends as-
sured us was a fine and glorious vicrory, but the deci-
seom that would affecy our lives was being made at the

Waldorf-Asroria Hotel in Mew Yok, There, on Mo-
vember 27, 1947, the representatives of the motion-
picrure indussry formally decided to fire any accused
worker who would not freely answer all questions
asked by the Un-American Activites Committes and
whe could not clear himself of charges that he was ar

had besn o member of the Commumnist narv. The

Builu:-wiug day, smee Dore refused to be the hascher
mian, M. Peter Rattvon called Scotr and me into his
office and asked us once more (o pecant asd o purge
oarselves. With hardly any sense of martyrdom at all,
we pefused. In that case, be informed s, we were no
Jomger emplovess of RKOQ, So much for ironclad con-
wacts. ...



5. Lillian Hellman Defies HUAC, 1952

Bay 19, 1952

Honorable John 5. Wood

Chairman

House Committee on Un-American Aoivities
Room 226 Old House Office Building
Washingron 15, D.C.

Dvear Mr. Woad:

As you lmnw, I am under subpoena appear
before your Commimes on May 21, 19512,

I am most willing 1o answer all questions about
mysell. | have nothing to hide from your Commitzes
and there isnud:h.gir:m]ﬂi.f:o&wh.idﬂmuhm@d_
I have been adwised by counsel char under the Fifth
Amendment | have & constirutional privilege o de-
cling vo answer any questions about my political apin-
loms, aativites and associations, on the grounds of
self-incrimination. 1 do met wish o claim this privi-
lege. T am ready and willing ro vestify before the repre-
sentatives of our Government as to my own opimions
and my own sctions, regardless of any risks or conse-
guences to myself.

But | am advised by counsel thar if | answer the
Commimes's questions about myself, [ muoss also an-
swer questions about other people and that if [ refuse
to da 5o, | can be cired for comtempe. My counsel tells
me theat if | answer questions about myself, | will have
walved my rights under the Fifth Amendment and
could be forced legally to answer questions about
athers, This is very ditficult for & lvman 1o undes-
srand, Bu there is one principle thar I do understand:
I am not willing, now or in the fature, to bring bad
trouble o people who, in my past association with
them, were complecely inmocent of any talk o any
action that was disloyal or subversive. [ do oot like
subversion or disloyalty in any form and if [ had ever
ween any | would have considered it my dury 10 have
reported it o the proper authorities. Bu wo bus inne-
ceng people whom | knew many years ago in order to
save myself i, o me, inhuman and indecent and dis-

honorable. | canmat and will niot CIut My COnSCience i
fit this year's fashions, even thowgh 1 long ago came o
the conclission that [ was not a politeal person and
could have no comfortable place m any political

1 was raised in an old-fashioecd American wadi-
tion and there were certain homely things that were
taught 1o me: to try to tell the truth, not to bear talse
witmess, not to harm my oeighbor, to be loyal m my
country, and soan. In general, | respected these idesls
aof Christian bonor and did as well with them as 1
knew how, It d¢ my belief that you will agree with
these simple rules of human decency and will not
expect me o violare the good American rraditon
fram which they spring. | would, dherefore, like to
come before you and speak of myself.

lam prepared to warve the privilege againss self-
mermmination and mo tell you anyhing vou wish o
know abous my views or sctions if your Committes
will agree to refrain from asking me to name ather
people. If the Committee is unwilling to give me this
assurance, [ will be forced 1o plead the privilege of the
Fifth Amendment a1 the hearing.

A reply to this better would be appreciated.
Sancerely yours,

Lillian Hellman

The letzer that | sent the Committes on May 19,
1952, had been refused by bever on May 20, ko was,
therefore, necessary for me vo do whar 1 did pot want
o do: take the Fifth Amendment. The Fifth Amend-
ment ig, of course, a wise section of the Consmration:
you cannet be forced to incriminate pourseli. Bar the
amendment has difficulties that are hard for a layman
o anderstand. . .

The opening questions were standard: what was
my name, whese was [ born, whar was my eccupa-
tion, what were the titles of my plays, It dide'n take
long to ges 1o what really Intereseed them: my tme in



Hollywood, which swadios had 1 worked for, what
pericds of what years, with some mysterious smpha-
sis on 1937 (My time in Spain, | thought, but | was
wrong.)

Had | met a werirer called Martin Berkeley? (1 had
ner:r,.ltil] have DEver, met Martia Bﬁ!lﬂﬁtf, a]:hou:h
Hammett told me later thar | had once sat at a lunch
table of sixtesn or sevenieen people with him in the
old Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer commissary.] 1 said 1
must refuse to answer Ihn.tq_uuﬁ.nn. S0C

Was | & member of the Communist Parey, had
I been, what year had 1 sopped heing? How could |
harm such people as Martin Berkeley by admirting
I had known them, and so on. At tmes 1 couldn's
follow the reasoning, at times | understood full well

that in refusing o answer questions aboat member-
ship in the Party | had, of course, trapped myself into
a seeming admission that | once bad bees.

Bar in the middle of one of the questions abou
my past, something so remarkable happened dhat |
am to this day convinced that the unknown gentle
man who spoke had a great deal to do with the resc of
eny life, A vodee from the press galbery had been for at
least three or four minutes lowder than the other
waices. (By this time, | think, the press had Gnished
reading my lemer 1o the Committee and were discuss-
ing 1t.) The loud voboe bad been anpwered by a less
load voice, but no words could be dissinpaished, Sad-
denly a clear voice said, "Thank God somebedy
fimally had the guts to do ™. ..

6. Joseph R. McCarthy's Wheeling Speech, 1950

Five years affer o world war has been won, mer's
bearts should anticipars a long peace, and men's
minds shoald be free from the heavy weighs thaz
comes with war. But this s not such a pericd—for
ﬂtkhmtapcrhuﬂod:p:mﬁi;il a time af the “cold
war,” This is 2 time when all the world is split ingo
twio vast, incressingly hostile armed camps . ...

The reasan why we hnd ourselves in 3 position of
impatency is not becauss our only powerdul potential
enemy has sent men to invade our shores, but rather
becawse of the traitorous acions of those who have
been treated so well by this Mation, b has nos been the
less fortunate or members of minority groaps who
have been selling this Mation ouwt, but mther those
who have had all the bensfits that the wealthiest na-
tiom om earth bhas had w offer—rhe finest homes, the
fimest college education, and the finest jobs in Gowern-
MENT We Can give.

This is glaringly true in the State Department.
There the bright young men who are bosn with silver
spoons in their mouths are the ones who have been
the wore. . . . In my opinion the State Department,
which is one of the most important governmens de-
partments, is theroughly infesbed with Communiscs.

I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals who
would appear to be either card carrying members or

ceztadnly Joval vo the Communist Party, but whio nev-
ertheless are seill helping ro shape cur foreign pal-
[~ S

As you know, very recently the Secretary of S
proclaimed his loyaley w0 3 man guilty of what has
abways been comsidered a3 the most abominable of all
crimes—of being a traftor to the people who gave him
a posizion of great oust. The Secretacy of State in
amempting 1o jussify his continued devoton to the
man who sold our the Christian world to the atheiste
world, referred to Chrst's Sermon on the Moant asa
]1.|.1t|5m1:|m1. and reason therefere, and the reacion af
the American people o this would have made the
heart of Abraham Lincoln happy.

When this pompous diplomat In striped pans,
with a pb{m}' Trirish *CcEnt, proda.lmnd o the Amer-
can people thar Christ on che Mount endorsed com-
munasen, high treason, and betrayal of a secred trost,
d:-e'bl.l.q:bﬂn'g,rw:ssu pﬂtt]ﬂt it awakened the
dormant indignation of the American people.

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

7. MecCarthy Attacks George C. Marshall, 1951

« o« How can we sceount for our present situation
unless we believe that men high in this Government

are concerting to deliver us w disaster? This must be
the product of a great consparacy, a conspiracy on a



scale o immense as to dwarf any previous such vea-
e im the: history of man, A conspiracy of infamy so
black that, when it is Anally expossd, its principals
shall be forever deserving of the maledictions of all
honest men,

Who constinutes the highest circles of this con-
spiracy? About that we cannot be sure. We are con-
vinced that Dean Acheson, who steadfastiy serves the
intezests of nations other than his own, the frlend of
Alger Hiss, who supported him in his hour of cetribu-
tion, who contributed to his defense fond, must be
high e the roster. The Presidens? He is their caprive.
I have wondered, as have pou, why he did noe dis-
pense with so greart a liability as Achesan to his own
and his party’s meereses. It is now clear to me. In the
relationship of mascer and man, did you ever hear of
man firing master? Truman is & satisfactory frone. He
is only dimly aware of what = gomg on. __ .

thbe;nldenfﬂﬁlunhmhmmiﬁof
decisions and acs contributing mo the srategy of de-
fear? They cannot be anributed o incompetence. [f
Marshall were merely stupid, the laws of probahiliny
would dictare dutpmod:hisdedﬁon;lwlda:m
this country’s mneerest. 16 Marshall is innocent of
guilty incention, how could he be trusted o gaide the
defense of this coumtry Further? We have declined sa
prer_-ipcimml;- m relation to the Soviet Unioo in che bast
& years. How much switter may be our fall invo disas-
ver with Marshall ar the helm? Wiere will all this
stap? Thar is not a rhetorical question: Ours is not a
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