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ABSTRACT | o e ' s

"“.4

This the81s attenpts to show thaot Sénator Josenh
: NcCarthy B antL—Communlst crusade was a 1eg1t1m°t? conservative
rﬁsponse to the polltlcal sztu tion of" the 19503.! The
phenomenon knovmn &s 'tharthylsm}yln other words was a

continuation of the American conservative tradition.
Nelo -

The thesis bérine with a definifion of American
B /7 .

~a

a

conservatism. “This is followed by an examination of American
- political thought from the Americon Revolution until aprroximately

1950 The study emphasices the evolution of conservativeV

‘,rbhllosorhy from the dhxsfbf the Federallsts %o Q?e emergence

,l'\ Pad ~

of modern con _tlsm. Specia ﬂttentlon is given to those

"'\-‘ v -

1deﬂs and values which moke up the Americon conservative

'.cJ!J

A S

€
/‘ Y
-

- _ i
tradition. : A T
4 -~ }bt . e

After American 001 servatism har been described and

4 [ SRY

put into- hlstorlcal persnectlve, the pvher turns to Joe

’ “ :

‘;mcCarthy. Flrst, 1t-g1ves ‘or¥unbiased account of LcCarthy's

e,

3 political goreer from hic election to the Senate until his
B

LI |-

death in 1957. This objective portragy'of MCCarthy rresents
both his virtues and faults. A

Finally the thesis shows that McCarthy was a
conservative ggdiyhat his anti—communism‘w as based on conservative
princirles. Thué,’contrary to popular rerception, bcCarthy

was not a heartless;, power hungry moncter tut a conservative
i S
- concerned abosut the threatiof domestic communist subversion.

yor 3 -~
Yo » . hoTe N, v ‘

N
- X
\\ e T -fa_
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Introduction

" Ideally history should be an objective science in that

- » _(.--'-'.'..; .
. historians should endeavour to examine fatts™without pre-
judice or emotion and thereby arrive at fair.and unbiased

conclusions. Unfortunately, this ideal is rarely if ever

truly achieved. Depending on the biases of their authors,
f:; -1.{-- T .

historical treatises omit important facts of give undue

prominence to poorly researched or irrelevant material if

such selectivity wigfi}eiﬁfﬁrce their preconceived beliefs.
. R ) T K :‘\'x c‘
One example of this phenomenon may be seen in the trad-~ -"

«

itionalspttitude toward Senator Josgﬁﬁ R. McCarthy, "the

famed anti-fommunist. Few historians have ever expressed
LA

fi?

. co Site. .

A, sympathy for\?cparthy. Istdeed, not a single college text-
.~ book from a maj%r pub]ishe} is even neutral toward him.1

w

‘.

Studies on his 1ife bear such titles as Pelitics of

Fear, The Nightmare Decade and Hate that Haunts America.

In books such as these McCarthy is consisteht]y and inevit-

ably portrayed as the essencé of evid. At the same{t?%é
R

»  nistorians, as a matter of,course, will praise the enemies

LR

of McCarthy as defenders of décency and civility. The
problem is that such studies have generally been written
not by disinterested scholars eager to uncover the truth,

-but by liberals interested in discrediting the name of i
e o <

»

IJoe McCarthy. Thus, they are hiéﬁly subjective and are

often based on poor research..and half-truths. | _.

2

. kS = "‘l e
One recent and notable exception to this trend, however : -

3

iv.

“

R 1
<2 ! .
S M O
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is Thomas Reeves' excellent biography, The Life and Timés

In>thi;Eé}tensiye and we]]f?ésearched

of Joe McCarthy,
account of McCarthy's 1ife, Reeves tries to be neutral and
dispassionate and the result is a fair and unbiased portray-

al of ;he Wisconsin Senator. This documented study q]so

succeeds in smash1ng several popu]ar Méﬁarthy myths whach

~ " .have been.perpet uated as fact in all other b1ograph1es.
Yet, while this book is certainly a step in the r1ght dir-
ection;it could be argued that it does not go far enough,
for neither Joe McCarthy nor«h1s ideals can be truly under—

\)—"s—-—

rstood or appreciated unless h15\pr1nc1ples are thorbughly

. LW
examlneﬁﬁng i
g,\ - To understand Joe McCarthy s principlies, it is neces-

v('e‘w <

sary to put him 1nto h1stor1ca1 perspective. 'In ‘this way

it wiil be possible to seg that McCarthyismwas in line with

w7y -:’,3:_“':\.
a stream of conservative thought that can be traced back to
. S
) w3 . .
the earliest days of the.Amer1can:Repub11c ~The purpose
of this thesis therefore is to prove that McCarthy was in-
deed part of the Amerwcan conservat1ve‘trad1t1on
Con < 'N:\ " .
oo e
) - '
4 ~
: o <.
‘\:—ﬂ‘ b’..*y .
-
V.
o) R e “
' . <
.-
-~y R, "
i . ‘ P
- 4 ra \:
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CHAPTER 1

)

f -

-~ CONSERVATISM DEFINED

v,

o

A
~ BN
N

In order to understand the mind of Séﬁator Joseph
- o
McCarthy, it is necessary to first ex3@mine the c6§§frvative

philosophy which motivated him. Such a project entails ‘ -

pr

both deftning. conservatism as a political philospphy and
tracing its evolution throughout American history. This

process will serve not only to help to explain McCarthy's

beliefs but it wilkl also put him in pro;er historical per-

SpecﬁiVE.c\ S :'1‘, P
. _ [t 1s also necessary {hat«mgheri‘Ameriéan conservatism

]

A: be def?ned, since the wond-c0nservatiJe’can have a wide
’ var%ety of meanings and uses. Practically everyone or
anything can ﬁéfdeséribed as a épnserQativeJas people are
sdid ta dress congervatively, to ﬁake conservative financial
statements or to play games conser?atively. In geneéa],
anyone who is old—féshioned,lgautious or prudent is consider-
ed to be conservative.u Furthefmore, the word conservative
can also be confusing in a strictly political context as its
meaning can vary dqggnding on the country or the historical

. .

period. % . .-
Since conservatism does not have any fixed meaning,
. ’ 1~

" :

>

. . A
. - “a Ta
‘—’\:C( - “}}53 ‘; \..-' . Vi . A
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many have urged that it be abandoned when describing polit- -
ical movements. However, since this i; not abolt to happen
\ énd_;inc&iphoée who are called coﬁéervdtive§ do not reject

e ”

the lab®1, tﬁe}word can be aceepted for the ﬁﬁ}pose of thﬂgﬁ
thesis. e ‘\\\;‘ ' S | 4
. “In def1n1ng c0nservat1sm'though it must be remembered

iﬁhat it does not represent a s1ngle doctrine. Rather.
'LcOnsxderab1e variations occur in the substence aqd inten-
sify of the attitudes)be1iefs and values heid by individuals
within the cqnservative:spectruﬁ.ﬁl Hoﬁever, while there

a is no specific doctrine)there is definitely a pattern of
ideas or beliefs which conservatives support. Essentially
this ideology stresses: individualism, states rights,
¢T§issez-fajre, Christianity and.oppositioﬁ'to comquﬁism.

To put it more succincf]y, conservatives simply believe in

3 Pl 2.
[}

2 freedom. ‘ ‘ . o Ih‘
This-lﬂve of freedom is reflected. in every aspect of
\tne conservative ideology. Individualism to a conservative,

for instance, meaes having the freedom to make one'S™own

choices without interference from outside sources. Barry

i Goldwater in ﬁﬁs much-admired book, The Conscience of a

.
Conservativej2 which ocutlines conservative philosophy,

wrote that "every man for his individual good, and for the
godd of his society is responsible for his own deve]bpment.
The choices that govern his life’are cho;ces that he must

make; they canpot be made by aﬁy other human being or by a

-

-~
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" who is free to make his own way in the world is indusfriqus, .

“‘needs.

chlggtivity of human bgings.“3 Conservatives feel a man

dignified and se1f-reiiant Consequent]y, they are opposed

“to government programs which a11ev1ate man 's wants and

improve his securityy s1nce they would take away his freedom

of initiative, and make him dependent on the state for h1s . .

oo

Instead of collectivist or welfare economies which

exi¥t at the

expense of individual freedom, conservatives

See

a laissez-faire or capitalist economy which

-

would prefer

would stress Governments would not inter-

I
economic* 1iberty.

~ fere in private market decisions or force citizens to con-

s

,ﬁi\‘ .,
- _s":l:‘/‘,4

fu

aint which together with compu1sdry‘é;atebiaxation that
" : : -

"

. ‘ ) R
form to the sitate's gognoq}c goals. Rather. people would

at

<

b& allowed voluntarily fb.éoioperate

centra] direction in ways that suited them best.

thout coerc1on or
The

1mportance that consePVat1ves attach to economic freedom

M

cannot be stressgd enough. In the first place, they believe

that in order for an economy to be gfficient and.productive,
it has to €xperience economic 1iberty' Secondly, and far
more 1mportant1y, they argue that without economic freedom
there c¢an be no political freedom In the words of one e
conservative w:iter: “every limitation of economic liberty, :
every state intg}vention and every single act of planning

and directing contains some constraint. It is this constr- H

el : 1

takes away from us bit byﬁbit that gendjne freedom which is
N, > . ‘.‘{.-,

My
TR
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I‘i - \,—
. Economist M11ton Fn1edman sa1d much the

&<
same - th1ng when -he wrote, ILeconomc freedom is an essential

dear to us ai].

-

. requisite for political freedom.;.The combination of econ-

om1e and political power in the.3same hands 1s “a sure rec1pe

i .
05 - ‘ ; e

for ’tyr,a.nny. e _E Y

-~ b ‘

Obviously, conservatives see a strong, centralized,
all-powerful government which is.necessarx.for a welfare or
planned economy, as a serious threat to freedom. They:feel

Vthe concentration‘of power .in the cen{dal government would

v \ -

inevitably be a corrupt1ng xnfuence Tead1ng to tyranny. ;f

Once again Goldwater exp1a1ns this view when he wrote:

-,

N "th1s is becau§?’bf th%'corrupt1ng influence of power the
natura] tendericy of men who possess some power to take unto

themse]ves more power. The tendency 1eads eventually to
the acquisition of a]] power"‘6 Consequent]y, the on]y way“

A=

to guarantee the people's freedom is to spread the govern-

\
ment's power as much as poss1b]e and to lilmit the power it

o
\

retains w1th const1tut10na] checks. and balances. As
- Fr1edman put it, "the preservatlon of freedom requires the
7

-

e11m1nat10n of such concentrations of power to the fullest”
extent and the dispersal and distribution of whatever power
“cannot be eliminated--a system of checks and ba1ances."? N

In practice that means more power to st

ments as we]] as str1ct]y enforcing the con t1tut1ona1
limits imposed on the central government

It should also be noted that conservatism is closely

A 4
- ‘? ) . . .
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lTinked with religion, esbepia]]y Chhistiaeity; ahd that.

‘
R

"#* much of its philosophy can ge justified on religious

..
s

yrounds. “Conservatives oppose all powerful: paternalistic 1

-\ .governments for example, because they are in effect rivals /
Y N N ' F)

of God. Also, .the petief in individual freedom and economic |

1iberty is based on the ide; that the purpose of 1ife is -
_for everyone to prove himself befo?e God. "To fhe éonserv— - |

at1ve there is no inner conflict between h1s recogn1tzon
“.and utter dependence on God--whatever he may ca]l him--and

his passion for freedom:w The two are synonymous in pra;tice. :
Freedom is what God-gives man so he may prove himself. & _ v

- &

Another characteristic: of the conservative government

15 its unshaken opposition to commun1sm wherever 1t appears.

»

It can be sa1d, in fact, that the conservat1ves hatred‘of\

communism'is only matched by their love of freedom. This ° N

! attitude is certainly justifieq&when one considers the fact ) A .

that commun1st governments are invariably tyrann1ca1 brutal’
and oppress1ve. Yet conservat1yes do not detest commun1sm

N N - —‘\

simply.because 1t 1s cruel and despotic, but because it is

~

an ideology which stands for the complete and utter suppres-

»

. sion of all the freedom§ which conservatives hold so dear.
The communist philosophy, with its total contempt for in-

dividualism, economic liberty and religion is certainly

>

the anathema of the conservative movement.

. J
14

Naturally, conservatives are greatly alarmed by the
oo spread of communism around the world and by the growing -

fl ) ( -

. 'y : f
~ 2 . .
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ey
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-

strenéth of the Sovietvuﬁion,-a country'yhich they'see-as ’

being dedicated to destroying the Unifed St@tes:%ﬁd cdnquer-

.
Y

“ing the world. Goldwater wrote:

. oo - oA
.\ ' ’--“ - .
we arg confronted by a revolutionary worId/movement_ .
,that possesses not- only the will to dominate ;
absolutely every’square mile of the globe, .
but increasingly the capacity te do so; a - .
_ military power that rivals our own, po11t1ca1 i : -
) warfare and’propaganda skills that are superior T+ -
to ours, 'an ipternational fifth column that
operates conspiratorially in the heart of our -
defences, -an ideology that imbues its adherents g
with a sense of historical mission and all - . £
these resources controlled by a ruthless
depotism-that brooks go deviation from\the .
. revolutionary course. - ¥
: - . ~
- _ I
& Therefore, canservatives reject anhy appeasement of communism
; andcall for a firm resistance to its advance coupled with -
R a vigorous counterattack against it all over the world. -
A l- v k\ ' - ) ’ ;
Conservatives do not seek peaceful co-existence with commun-.
ism, whxeh g1ven the nature of its ideology, can never ex1st
7 ~ -~
anyway, but call 1nstead for complete and total’ v1ctory -
) A A
< over it, for only wheéh communism is destroyed, can the
freedom of the world be preserved. Ag a_result,they feeY
that’America’s foreign policy should be gearqs to-deffating ST
. i\
communism, , . ' N !
, .
. “ ~.In summing up the cénservative ideology, it cgn be "
Y . \,_ / '
said that conservatives cherish freedom and that they reject f
b any philosophy which calls for the equality of material <
AY B
[°Y - A
v condition, since equality can only exist at the»eﬁpeﬁse ~
" _  of freedom. Thus, in oppdsing stdong government, egalitar- -7
“  jan-inspired legislation ana foreign Marxist enemies,
- 7 r-\'_ ‘- ¥
. /
Y . »
./’_\\; s * /’ kN
. ’ ~ ' -~ e )
Cr 4. Vd . £y - )
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conservatives are trying to ensure a system of freedom for

.- the individual. Conservative philosophy takes into accoumt -

v

that society is made up=<of indiviudals each with God-given

talents and ;herefori, instead of penalizing those with

1
3
4
3

_ drive and ambition,,COnseryatives’fee1 they should=bg given

the freedom to reach théir'potential. At the same time,

a

_, conservatives feel that imposed equa]it} will destroy free-
¥ e _
dom, both economic and politic¥l, for the fprgg)that is

—_— -

used to redistribute the wealth will also end up being used

I . . s
by rulers for their own private ambitions.  In essence then, .
o L . - N
- - » - ’ > . * 4 !
conservatism places individual freedom ahead of egaltitarian-
. ism, ~ , <
& .
X { . o
_ .
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L CHAPTER II
&»}5 "
AMERICAN CONSERVATISM 1787 to 1860 ‘ -

) -2 - ‘:{"."‘:;"': . 37
This chapter and the next wdill attemp?”to outline the™?
o

wyvolution of conservatisn=an American h1story in order to®&*

- .

Joe McCarthy is part of the American conservative fradition.
o M‘

o It wou]d be misleading to sugge%t that™ the q$velopment

[IPCS
.
.' ~d

R oﬁ-conservat1em could be traced along a cont1nuoo§\path‘

r*34

2~ )
w gradual evolution of the conservative philosophy. Rather,
7

»“gertain consgrvative prinfip]es, 1ike the lave of freedom

- over equa]1ty, have remained constanﬁ~throu?hout “Kmerican \

- history,: what has changed ovér time, however, is the way in

which men think freedom can be best preserved,,:- TherefO{e,

- oo™ X

_* in otrder to study the development of ;onserva§1sm, it is

et %

WA necessary to anaJyee those groups in Amer1can history- which

. have" in their own way tried to put freedom ahead of equa]1ty
LAY IR
| These chapters will also try to indicate hbw each movement

Iy

cont¥ibuted”’ to the deve1opment of ‘modern Amer1can conserVa-

P tism, _ . »”
s - - »

P -“-Jr

“In the“1nterest of gpace, this h1stor1ca1 survey of

the forerunners of* American conservatTSm will limit ﬁtse]f L~

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

revea] the” roots of modern conservatism and to show how ..

back.. to "the coTon&aJ period, as-there has been no sgeady a




N,

_to examining those movements ‘which %mérggd‘gfter the,Amér{Can

_”ﬁﬂ. ngoluttzn, However, since'some o;‘fhe ideas of-the'éarly

Republfz s conservatives. were carr1ed grer from the colon-

Lwar ial era, it-is neéeiiaryuto 1ook-brxef]y at the pre- revo]-
N e, utionary conservative movements. . et .
, &kahe first conservative moyement in American hisgb;y v

ﬁﬁ;s the Puritan oligarchy of early Masigchusettes*and ~.
Connect1cut ;h1ch be11éwed Jn the dep:évn%y of ai] men and

w7 _}"‘\ & 2t -

in the poldtical 1ncompetence of most. ThlS led to a.call
4 ’

for gsvernment 1eg’6y an- eth1ca}jar1%tocracy which had a
Ay *

stake 1in therre11g1ous and economic, orﬁer . Their po11t1ca1

TRl -

phi]osophy alse called for reverence for the established Foooo

ot . .
_ g o e
_. N x ‘ '

-r

~T e ¥

order and opposxt1on tOichange.

. In the second ha]f of the, co]on1a1 period Amer1can

v r1ght wing tﬁbugh¢,developed ifto whét Clinton Ross1ter has R

L

1abellfd conservdtive Whiggery. R,

"Essentially the conservativé™“Whig philosophy heJq'%hat ;

L. 1~ ii‘.'l N AT
a certain glass of men,.namely the rich'anhd wise, were fit .
Tl S S e N oooe T
to rule the state. Basic to their thinking was the idea W
-
T
that men were not equal and that *ng, government could rule * R

successfully unless that facE_w@s accepted. They believed
F N .
that: . L . - . P l.
-, RO AV v ‘.\"_'. . . ‘{‘. -‘_-.“
Lt « . i
NI Inequa11ty, not equaIlty, is the oxder af natﬁfe. N

PR Man differs from man<in everything that can be ” :
. supposed to lead to suprémacy and subjection. It b "
S was the spurpose of the Creator that man should be
.. _ a social creature; but without government there can P

N . be no society--nor withqut sgmé}relative inferiority ?
can there by any government. SR . @

- N A .
[ - . - <

N \ o,
e N
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_Thusx;the conserat1ve wh1gs favoured a h1erarchénaﬁ ru11ng

,system in which the’%&{] born would ndndggg;ety for the B

chey beL1eved a separat1on from Br12a1n wou%d only 1ead to

“ —/-":L"“.‘!' s ]Q-?:;‘:‘ i.'»‘\ Oé:..w . .
[y < i \"9 ‘b{”" . = L\; t - : 3' ‘.' .

. Qt-. ’
-~ L ®Y

,‘T.""‘ ’ ‘_n'é‘
.good of all. o ' ' o~
The American Revolution divided this colonial conser-
~

: . = ' et
vative movemenigras ggxubstaqtﬁ%ﬂ number of Nﬁigg refused to

4
=
p
5
‘

take up*irms against England and joined the rakks“of the

Loyalists. It shod]d‘be pointedsodt ‘that most Loyal%st e SN
J:;gs ]13e Revolut1onary*unlgs opposed the*Stamp Act and -T’
dlsbe11eved in_the theory ‘of vlrtuabxrepee;entat1on.3 One
ma1n difference between the two conservative gréLSs was
that many Loyalisti. uh1gs were. de;eadent on British support {gﬁﬁﬁﬁé
‘to maintain the1r p051t1on in Amer1cagveoc1ety. ~For instance

T, ST

i M\ ~‘§1” - J:'.;.
manx‘were off1ceh01ders and overseas merchants who relied :}$¢$h;q{

\A" T

bn contracts with the Br1t1sh government for ‘their 1ivli-

ot

hood.* Other wh1gs became qua11sts because theyndid nbE T L
\ X \( ! _\.

wish to be part of a v101ent rebe111on against England.

“They could protest and pet1t10n but they could Hot. take up R
5 '

_arms Still other Nhlgs opposed the Revolution because

< AN \‘ . e : LELS }:;;3\;

(S

( politigal chaos.‘8 The rest of the oligarchical Whigs, how-

ever,believed that America's liberty could only be saved
. S g .}. -'.‘ )
#if the colonigs broke away from Ehg]and,evep if that” meant
St . ~ . '
the"ise of force.’ )

- ..

After the war, many of the ToyaLiﬁf?Nhigs emigrated to i

Br1ta1n or to colonies st¥1l loyal to the crown, but most RN

stayed in the United States. Thus, conservatxsm was alive

~ ° - -
L - )
- -~ A

<
- . N I

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



b- A Y
RS o i - < ]
.

gt
and we]l 1n thF 1mmed1ate years of post Revolutionary Amerxca.

- . The United States-at that t}me however was exper1enc-

ing a profound political change which threaten®¢ to under-

_§rmincgghe'consengative’ideo]ogy. Since before thg_ReVo]ution g
. ) Americans Wére beginning to preFér democratic goversment to
the rule by elites. This idealogical shift occurred beTause
the colonists were conviinced tha%*undemocratic governments

y 1ike the ones experienced before 1776 abused their power

Py \i-“"

.and destroyed liberty. Tpe obvious solution, therefore;”
was to make gGvernments more defocratic, since the pe@p]eé‘ ‘ x

yeuld never take liberty awdy from :themselves. The goal of

%

the revolutionaries, therefore was not onlythe end of S
Br1tﬁsh Eyranny butithe estab11shment of demﬁbwafﬁc ﬁnst1- Pt

*“stutions so\that tyranny wouid*never again emerge in America. 8
< -« L s «).&"‘
S The ideal democratic government, according to thefre— v «e¥

. ' 3
> >
d »

volutionaries, was one tha%’wai,based on direct democracy, {
- )."‘
o for as long as the peop]e contro]led the governmen{ ‘liberty
o
was sectre. Therefcre,*when the cqjon1sts drafted their

state constitutions dt the outbreak of the war ,“they tried s
¥ B SR > g !
to makeé them as, representat1me of the people as p0§s1bfe

s hEr TR i
ML For instance, the-:governors of each stgﬁe‘were_gngect to :

i
r .

impeachment gﬁq~annua1 elections to.protect the\ﬁéBpie‘fgom"

a it

)
)

- .

rany potential- tyrant; this despite the fact that the re-

-:X%F volutionmary constitutions reduced the powers of the governor ~.-°

[ P

considerably in the name of deMbcricy."The pbwers which

TalT ‘ formerly belonged to the governors were transferred to the _
L T Moo K T
~ — = N < 4

¢ . .
L.t ” Sad
NN 2. .
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}ﬁtate Ieg1s]atures wh1ch were to be. the real pqwers in

each state, since tNey were truIy representatlﬂe of the

e people. Moreover, 1n order to make sure that the leg1s]a-

dhtures were representat1ve, a humber of reforms were - passed

\.--

ensurlng equaq,@leqtoral districts, annua] elections, e
broadened suffe=rage and the right of constituents to in-
strﬂf?‘théir representgtives qh how to vote.. Obvious1y,Athe

' will of the people was to be sovereign.
iy - . »‘:-,

The' revolutionaries also thought it would be wise to

AT )
3
¢ €stablish a central government.}to co-ordinate the war -

. . ' : -4 . P
. ™17 against Britaen and to regulate-trade and national defences
~4

after’independence had been won. Therefore, the Continent-

ACC I

5 aﬁ:Congress drafted gﬁtonstitution for the firsf“Uni}eﬁ)
: W, . v : -
States'goverpmeng called the Articles of Confederation.

~

. According to the Articles, eegh state would send dedegates

P . B S

to a-Congress; which would have the power to manage foreign
€ . W3- ’ h € e

affairs, declare war; make treaties, raise ,armies and coin

-~

X
%

money. However, Americans were vary~didtrustful oﬁ any
.., \" -
. kind of dxktant central government since they believed

that governmentﬁhad to be kept close to the people 50, that

it could’ be watched and/prevented from destrdying their
. ‘\
- liberty. 1% was felt "the farther -government is removed

A O - -~ - -
) from the local unit the more danger of tyranny exists."9

I

Ay

Conseddent]y,rin order to make sure that the central govern-
ment cou]dxnot th;eateﬁETiberty, it was pwrposely made ™ -
weak with no chief executive or national.judiciary. In

z . -

» REN , & -

-
a

AN
\ ‘ * ) . " .
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“g.w- addition, the UnIted States government had “no r1ght to
* “collect taxes or to control fore1gn commerce, and while it
~e ¥, Ty,
could pass laws, it haz'nﬁ‘way of forc1ng the states to

“m L el

comply. In effect, the Un1tﬁﬁr45tates of America was a
confederation of sovereign states. “The central government
“was but an agent of the states which sent delegates to it

‘i . .
% and while it maintained a secretariat so to speak to

‘~ -

hdndle- foreigh affairs,, 1t did not behr dlrectly on the
peop‘le._"10 . '
.- -~ . .X ~Mo
Soon after the United States wen vts indepegdence
'many Americans became dissatisfied with the revolutionary
democratic ﬁhi]osophy which dominated¥the new republic. 1
In the first place, they felt the central governmenfﬁwas

L'A ! _too wegk to govern the countryAeffectively, gince it could

e

not protect American interests against foreign nations and

_ lt'aould not prombte econom1c development within the N
h cantry. Secondly, there was a grow1qg fee11ng'that déﬁ- }
. ocratic 1egis}3tures‘cou]d be just asityranniéa1ha§d danger-

ous to Tiberty as the former royal ghvernors had béén.ll

' wFor exgmp1e many were alarmed at the way democratic 1egis-
> latures were v1o]at1ng individgal rights of] property through

excessive printing 'of paper money and through the1r .acts

A

to aid those in debt. -There were those who ‘even feared N

that the legislatures would one day distribute private ,

~ -~
e’ .

“property equally among the masses in the name of democratic
N equality. A
“Tﬁé’growing dissatisfaction among merchants,
RO ¥ . . . o Y

-~

- * o~

¢

N s
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manufacturers and large property holders with the éxisting

-

.~ political and economic conditions led to a call for a new_ :

e r

national go?érnment that yould be.strong enough to defend

: N
American interests abroad, impose economic unity'anq/even
3 . -
more importantly, to curp the abuses of state legislatures

'g;nhome. "Gentry up and down the continent momentarily ~
suBmerged their sectional and econaomic differences in the

¥.

face of what seéhed to them a threap-to individual liberty . 5

< - VAN S

»  from majoritarian tyranny within the states."t?
Thus, in 1787, delegates representing i&e'peOpIe of ™~

. " property met-in ﬁﬁi]adelphia to draft a new constitution T .

that would safeguard freegom fme;the_tyranny of democracy.
The constitution drafted by that convention marked a
radical depéfture from the revo]utionafy democratic philos-
ophy which had dominated America in the 1¥70's and earﬁy-
1780's. " The retblu%ionary gconcepts of a’Wéék cehtralv

government and direct democracy were jowhere to be found

-

~in ‘their JbEu%ent. On the contrary, it called for=a strong
’ central go;;rnmeﬂt with-a powé;?ui president éqg was de§ign-
% ed primarily to check democracy. The anti—déﬁoc;%tic !
nature of the document -is evident in many of its provisio&g.

-~ - \f
A@én@mgnts cgp]d be Tade only slowly and with great diffi--
R 1 - . . ® - ( N .
. culty, while the number of eligible . voters way restricted

i

s - by praoperty qualifications. Moreover, tﬁé main bodies of
the central goxﬁrnment,vthé‘Senate, the Presidency and the

Federal judiciary were not to be chosen airect]g)with the

N -
/ ¢ - = ol K -
- '

. - 4
~ LR \
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¢ first two being elected indirecfly ond the jus%iées beiﬁg
appointed. The qnly democratic body erented by the consti-
! tution, the House af Representatives, could have its bills

disel;owed br ameﬁdéd by the Senate or vetoed by the President,
. However, the framers of this new- constitutlon, sharing
~the revolutionaries! fear of power being accumulate@;in 2
éin'gle euthority, did not wont to substitute the tyramy of
N the majority with the tyronny of on all—pouerful central
. govermment. Therefore, the constiyujgon was also designed‘
to restrﬁin the Federal govefhmeg%ﬂg rower. The govefnment's
o Lanthori;by, for instance,was strictly %imited‘to speci%{c
reguleated poﬁers os speéified in the constitution witﬁ”7f"
those vowers not given to the Fedé?él government reserved’ S
for the states. 'Furthermprp, the powers thot the Federel
< government did hové were divided between the legisloture,
~ the executive and ﬁhe judiéi¢ry which were to be kept . ' ¥; Ay

qpparafe. Nevertheless, the constitution drafteg in Philae

Iz

., delrhie violkted mony revolutionaryibeliefs about democracy e TS B
-t - c’. - -

o s . < o X c pes R :
. and government, miking its rotificotion o difficult under— Faren s, e
d x . A " e
7 RIS NS

-~ taking. - B el

The debate over the new constitutionts ratificatipn

e

took ploce in the.fall ond winter of 1787 -88, wlih thbse R AN
supporting the constltﬁtlon colling themselves Federqllsts : AE em
A oo Ty

while those who oprosed it were colled Anti-feder%iistb. et

The coxstitution of 1787 marks the gturtlng point of

'\‘(»

: S :
L. - ' . T S,
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conservat1sm in repub11can America in that it was wrltten
™

to safegquard freedom from both the tyranny of the maJor1ty

. -and thg?tyranny of gov%rnment ,therefore, any hiétorﬁcal

A%
*

A . . .
study of consergat1vs’groups 1n-repub11can America must

N begin by examining that movement in America that emérgéd

1
N
&
1
.

to support.thé constitution's ratification, namely the ‘
Federalists. ' . | e
. égx&gﬁﬁﬁlarge the Federalists, whose ranks included f

~ squ prom1nen€ ear1y Americans as George wash1ngton John i
L o ]
t? 1Adams and Alexander Hamilton, were very dwstrustfu] of . o {

"democracy. Like the Whigs of theapolonxal pey}od the o / %
Federalists felt that men were not equal and thatﬁsbmelmen-"

- name]y themse]veys were super1or(
| S T 3,

fore better su1ted “to govern a country than the small

intetlectually and there-

faﬁher§>aqgwmechan1cs that made up the dem&?rat1c revo]ut1on—

PERN

it wﬁ?&;govﬁ?nments. In effect, the?kfe]t a natural ar1sto- : .

My

cracy based on property, education and fama]y status should

A 3

é.frulé?theqv%untrwﬁ The Federak1§ts were; not reactionaries?-

&

most of them«qene sincerely defotéﬁ_to the idea‘of rébub-
> 4 ° e, s
b . lican government, to ngernment that was neither rashly

o- 1(,, .
“democratic mor hope]essly undemocrat1c ul3 - For-instance,

- . (‘

. the¥<regected ‘the 1dgaxof a hered]tary ar1stocrac% opt1ng

e ok e e e ey o o 2 ST

‘ e 1nsteaﬁ”for what they ca]]ed a natura] aristocacy, made JUP
= R
T of educated wea]%ﬁy_géﬁi]emen ‘Moreover, unlike the Whigs
I »‘.g'!':?;,,_..-*.
fi;ﬁ “-~.* who had complefe fa1th in the sepse of eth1ca] respon51b111ty

. »sf thgmnuLﬁng c]asggnthe¢¥edera11sts felt even their natural .-
e PEe N .:_ T,
S me, T 4 ) |

- o . "N -

kg T S v .
- ““'f‘(ﬁ o, 0 AR 1) - “ . ! '
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-3
»ar1stocracy should uave const;tat1ona1 restr1tt10ns pIaced
on its power,

-~ s

L1ke the Puritans of early Amer1ca the/

dam

-t

Federa11sts beL1eved thaf‘man was aq-1mperfect creature
J‘
’ - that could’be corrupted qu1te eastly and nothang corrupts

man as much as power., As John Adams.put it, "abso]ute 'r¢’< i

. _- power intoxicateég able despots, monarchs, aristocrats and

- P2 \ . ,514 . . o0

R demecratsc”" e ﬁé“ L e

~ - nx ?-f-':" " P ' e,
\ It 15 true ~however, that as has been noted earlier, -

T the Federa11sts be11eved that the republic should be govern-

ed by the e11te of Amer1cap 'society and not by popular]y—

.Yet,'{t must Ee?&ememuered that their call for an elitist

P

elected assemb11es wh19h they equated with uneducated mobs.

I - . . T S {‘:
government was motivated by their love of freedom as they T

T
»

.'$e1t-aiﬁemocratic sodﬁety‘would inevitabiy:resu]t imthe - . )

. \ T
ea]thy and tolerated m1nor1ty be1ng depr1Ved of its - : )

freedoms by tbe less we]] endowed magor1tu\? That afﬁer N

\
ef ¢;a11, had been -their experience yafh the demograt1c statev o .
s - : N R ~
légis1atures of the revolutionary period. TherefogeQ:tO“-"~

i

safeguard freedom it was necessary for the educated
! . [\ N \4 .

wealthy minority to have a check on the restless majority.

Asteter Viereck wrote,

\4\;3' :
i

"1t does our Federalist founders Vi

an injustice and misses-the spiri& of their age if their

—

love of elitist inequality is treated separately from their

love of ]iberty.“ls Moreover, 1like the conservatﬁves\{hey

- .5.._.;'—.-3»—-.._..4@- R e

were, the Federalists valued freedom over equality. James

Madison for instance, in defending the con%titution he :

Jm a

-
A

e
> - o . : L+
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he]ped to create, wrote that the pr1mary task~of government ' ;,
. A
is to protect 11bert£ ie. ther“d1fferept and unegual facil~ :

‘; 1t1es of iacquiring pfoperty from thCh the different degrees {

¥ and kinds of property 1mmed1ate1y resu]ts.“ls Another

'Federa11st, Alexander Hamilton, argued that inéqua1ity of t

.Qroperty was inevitable as_long as freedom 1astﬁd.17 .

A c . . A

The constitution was ratified by the . minimum

1 Y3

r N .

i f;' "_numberof t}ine states in the summer of 1788 thoui, 4
= wn return for Anti-federalist slrpport} the Federalists,h

_to agree to amend- the document so that it wou}d guarantee » j

»certa1n rights. Thus 1n 1791, ten’amendments, which became

; ~

¥

o - known asAthe Bill ‘of Rights, were attached to the constitul
R . ~ - . ‘

& ) tion, mak1ng it acceptable to the Vast majority of Americans.
& . N Ny

, The FederaTﬁsts d1d not d1sappear with the ratification

1

. of the const1tut1on, but rather they became a powérful

- >~
: —

poTitical movement which represepted, the gommercial and . =
¢ N y . '
- @manufgcturing interests of the New England states.” It<was,
: : B v -
ig,faptp'the Fedéralists who dominated the first government

( N
set up under the newly-ratified constitution as George
» I &

Washington-was elected President whlle John Adams and Alex« -

ander Hamilton became Vice-President and Secretary of the

Tréasu;y respectivigy. Thus, Federalism was triumphant,

«
wE

at 1east initially. : -

& . It would be a m1stake to assume however that

-

Federa11sm was undivided in its pol1t1ca] ph]]osophy for

there were in fact two distinct factions within the party, ) ‘
< - 1Y . 1

r, ' b
é ~ . . :

1]
e

“ -l 1.

-

¢
(»

. ~
e - . RE ox - id b

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



- .- =19 - , o

~<
v.

\*

. .one 1ed'by.gohn Adams and the other by Alexander Hamilton? -

) _ It is necessiry to understand the attitudes of4b6th factions

since each cdnt?lbuted something to the conservative Eraé1~

o t1on of the United States. . . ' ) ‘ B
b Iﬁe po]itical “thought of Alexander Hamiltoh was derived
from his desire to make the United States an, economic and
) military wor;h power.so “that it coqu preserve its 11berty
L from both exterhal\and internal” enemies. S1eee he realized

that the United States wou]d-never become powerful unIESs

G

b4

-, 1t had a strong nat10na1 government he devoted his energies

» ’

to cr&atTng "a vigo. rous, respected and predominant Tentral

,government."lg . '.

>

”

) : .. L3
r - i S

" -4 . During the constituttenal convention of 1787 Hamilton

¥ . R - ~ o .
had pressed for a constitution which would create a central

1

gpvernment fegr more powerful than even his Federalist

« . v
- . b

colleagues could accept: He proposed, for instanee, that 7
o | ,the'Seqate be appointed for 1ife and that the Fresident bé
granted élmostfkonarchica1 powers, including_an abso]ute'
‘: g veto. Fiﬁa]ly, he wantéed to weaken state govepnmenﬂs,

, which he saw as ﬁotentiaﬂy squersive by giving the nationa}
go;ernment the power te_appoint staﬁe governofs;and to veto
any state law which violated the constitutien.lg

He was disappointed when the convention rejected his
proposals,but he did not g1ve up his hope of creat1ng a
o government more powerfu] than the one agreed upon in
. Philadelphia... He decided_to meke the republican government

< N

NI : e

4 " -
~ . : N -
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. _ conforf to his ideals by\breath1ng "1nto its forms and

.Q.- policies much of the sp1r1t and sébstance of the pr1nc1p]es

1 20 -‘I

he had propounded ear]xer in Phw]ade]ph1a." By . ho1d1ng

. the 1mportant and powerfu] pos1t1on of Secretary of the
:‘;"‘_ Trea§ury in Washington's cabjinet, Hamilton was, in fact, s
able to domirnate the federalist .program which he molded to
. . L.

- ‘!

suit his purposes.

His first step toward creating a strong and stable

—

» < = . AN
government was to obtain the allegiance of the rich aad

Y

well born for the new Federal const1tut10n, s1hce it could . i

agqu1re power pn]y with thg1r~support. Yet he under§tood

o N

: that he could not Win their Toyalty by appealing solely to

-/

- , - . . )
- their-patriotism. Rather, he appealed tp what he- gonside¥-
N . ~ - c e N

N Y ed to'Be the fundamental ?orqe in human behavigur, namely
- > seff—dhterest:ZI In effecf”.he'wanted td fofge an a%]?ance o o~
between bus1ness an& government with the national government
act1ng to fuﬁther protett the 1nterests of merchants and " g

manufacturers. Th]SJhe hoped would give the rich al;tqke

15 the new national government, thereby winning their \\
allegiance since it would be‘to their advantage to preserve'
an institution which proteégéa their activities.

i Hamilton™s economic program, therefore, was decidedly
‘pro-business, emp-.-sizing economic growth. His plan, most
of which was passedJEy Congress, called for the creationof
a nattonal bank that would issue notes, put money into

1

I
o~ ~circulation and provide improved facilities fo; government

o i i v
. A

-4 . . 2

. i
+ w ! !
, !
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o S oo |
borrowing thereby edasing taxes. He also gave investors
~

*

a secure stake in the country;by hav1ng the natlonal govern-,

ment fund the revolg§1oqarywwar debt, thereby creating a

gyﬁtem'bf investment for American ﬁoneyed groﬁps; Fipa11y,5 o :;;4
A in order to gﬁcqgraée industry, he proposed that the Unitéd’“‘ g
States adopt protective tariffs and offer bounties as rewards: L ]
for Ehe development of pew ﬁénufacturing techniques.i” . .
AN * ¢ Many claimed that this economic'p1ah‘was4i]]egal;siﬁce =

7

the constitution did not specifiically grant Congress the ¥ €

, power to set up institutions Tike the national bank or %0 * fuf
assume a natiohal debt. Yet Hamilton based his program on , |
- .

~ . & broad construction of the- const1tut1oq,c1%1m1ng that his
~ L]

- proposals were propgxnbecause.the coqgress1ona1_powers need-
) PP R |
ed tﬁ’imp1ement them. were implicit In the constitution.
-~

. It would seem that Ham11ton ach1eved three things with-
~ »
» ) — t EoN .

h1s econom1c progqam erst he managed to. extend the JW

;

a's

economit powers of Congress into areas of ttade, finance *

iy
-

.
1

and credit, thereby strengthening the national governmept.

- Secondly he strengthened the United States economica]ly;and,
lastly, and most importantly for him, he won the loyalty LA

of the wealthy. oon ) PRI
o : |

Once ther rich.were supporting the governmenB{%hé rest

.

of the population could be coerced into allegiapce as

Hamilton was definitely not afraid to uﬁ% miditary force .- .
oK :

to suppress domestic dissent. In 1794, for example, he

} raised an army of 15,000 men fo put down a rebellion of o

- 'y - > ~-~ v
3 -

- ) N
X - i - :
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3 Penesy]van1a farmers who were protesting a tax om whiskey..
. }'.'.'r‘ . .

“Well versed in the teaching’of'Machiavei1i, he could con-

~

EN .

‘-c1ude that a governmepx\m:jt not allow 1tse1f to be desp1s~ .
ed and that it is much safer to be feared than loved. “22 “'ﬁ"+-$

PN

-y . 4: Once he:'was pos1t1ve the people would support a strong
4 ) central government the r1ch out of self- interest and the
.re;t oqt.of fear, he set,out to create one. To do thl§?
he sought to enhance the powers of the Presd %nt. In 1793,

ey £or example, he 'persuaded President Washington tS\Ueclére
. W N
T a-proclamation of neutrality, which meant that the United

S } States would not take sides 1n the conf11ct then raging 3t

\\

}7’ between revoTutiQnary France and the rest of Europe. This ‘.
*.

o2 " resulted in a serious controversh as many c1a1med the ‘,

Pr§s1dent had no const1tut1ona1 author1ty to TSSU£ such a,

N

AR

protﬂamat10f;//But Hamilton, once again using 9 proad 1ntgr; )

-

2. e 1 Pretatiomcof tpe cohstitutjon, argued that since thetr

N
s e

Presidency was conStitutionally the medium of’cgmmgnication‘v¢
(‘:”“‘A.“ vy f

. with other nations.and the interpreter of national treaties,
N ) st . - o
it could be_implied that the, President alone coyld declare™

. . = e f Nt
.= neutrality. In fact, in defending:the proclamation,

Hamilton contended that Qhé Pre§jdent's»specific'dg]egated
e constitutional poyers were only a partial 11st1ng of h1s
Y

full autharity. Accord1ng to Hamilton, the const1tut1on
gave to the President all the powers which were not other-

3 wise denied to him; “The general doctrine--of our constitution
3 : A

-
a

then js that executive power of the nation is Vgsted in the -~

r
L - )

—

‘a
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PreS1dedf subject only to the- xcegt1ons and quallfwcat1ons

e which are expressed in'-the instrument. u23 | ,j}
o N = ¥ .
It must be remembered that Ham11ton s desire to create 5 T

) fé'strOng central ggyernment was ‘based on his be11ef that .

such a gowernment would be necessary if the United States

was ever{}o:becbme a military power. Evgrything'he did

was designed to make the United S{ates stronger, so that. s

. . t.

it could resist foreign‘invasions*and preserve tranquilhity -¥u - A
' \ . PN

- N -~ R 4 . 2
, .

4 ' Unfortunately, Hamilton's view of a strong centrel

- : at home.,,.

, goverment-and his glorificatiow of & commertdal-saristocracy

= "~ have maderhim unpépﬁ]ar with moderh,intellgctual copserva—
N . R AT
A N Fr A

tivés. “When they deal with&him‘htua1l:ﬁt is only-to. - x

B

s “Fidmdiss him as a’p§eudq conservat1ve or ap économic conser- o

A Rd

o ae vative seek1ng totdefend vestéd interests, fa materlélﬁst

*v‘ A - : =

PR

and an econom1c determ1n1st and therefore oputside the o o

o ».

-~ - . ¥ .
v " authentic consérvative twadition. "24 “Yet, Hamﬁﬂtoq3whs ) .

part of the conservat1ve trad1t1on because he was one of
. . the" f]RSt to realige that the only way the United States

R could preserve 1ts freedom form external threats was to’ be i i
y i
3

o ERRY . > )
TV strong m111tar11y. : : e33#= Il

by John Adams:;, a man,4un11ke Hamiltons who is fiuch admired -

|

The other faction within the Federallst party was led y
i

l

x

by conservative intellectuals. Cl4inton Rossiter wrote,

~ here in John Adams of Quincy was the model of the American

-

conser§3tive."2§; Rus§§11 Kirk~wrote of*Adamsi,."his learning
. «

= . - EAN

N x . - ¢ )
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. " and his- cou?age made h1m great.,and he became the founder

N (3
s A of true conservat1sm in Amemc:.-l."zy5 This admiration stems

LY

from_the fact that Adams believed that 1iberty could be

AL .
preserved without estab]ishing an invincible national.

\-'\
e

. - <«authority. Instead of hav1ng vaernmentalagower centﬁa]1zed

ig. the hands of a rich m1nor1ty, wh1ch he felt would destroy . i
LR \5 '
- _.g_a" K 5
11berty as surely as democracy, he favoured a baTanced

)r‘(

government which meant that excessive power was prevented ;

from passing into the hands of any one group. The only -
Yt . . P e : :
o way freedom could be protected was to make sure power was ;

balanced between the rxc# minority and the less well-off :
“a A0
majority so that nkither SIde«coula tyrannlze the ‘other. . !
,‘ " O
~ o The mazn task of government, as Adams saw it, was to make;

A
S *

sure that the ba]ance of power was. ma1nta1ned between the v '

~

v

. “two s1des. In fact when Adams became President in 1792,

Y < \-S,‘ . el -
X

.. P “he felt that the naturag ar1stocracy was becomlnghtoo power-' ' M
\ : ful SO, much to Hamilton's anger, he tried to restore the A

AR balanCe by attempting to check #he powerzof the wealthy. ‘:\"4&
That action was consistent with his politicgﬂfﬁhilosoph% -

“ f“§inc@;he felt the President should be a "disfntergsted ‘
executive who would mediate differences above the hauH and

T o .
pull of partnership and act for 4he good of the count?y."z7

This, of course, contrasted with Hamilton's belief that the
United States should have a strong, all-powerful RPesident.

Adams' belief in political balance was also reflected

~in his desire to preserve state governmentsysince they !
3T o

<q .
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“ar would serve a5 a balance to.the power of the Federal .
&3' authority. Unlike Hamilton, who would- have preferred a

o
unitary.government, Adams "believed in the federal principle

« as the best possible government for America."28

\ Hamilton and/Adams aﬁso had differences concerniﬁ%’the
- < - . NN
. Ay

R purpose and nature of the constitution. Hamilton saw the

-

~ constitution as an "organism capable of growth in the

s, application of Jits general principles, w29 hereas Adams !

<

saw it as a mechan1caT deV1ce designed soley to balance LT
- - . 3 -

, ‘

!

various 1nterests He saw'it as an "e]aborate and intricate

network of const1tut1ona] balances which would like. the

\

o Newtonuan un1vense, insure equilibrium under a government
. \

e

\ of 1aws ﬁhﬁ in a mechan1ca] counterposing of powers prov1de

~

an aTternatwve nqi only'to majority rule but to the rule 1,

3.
of m1nor1t1es as w£11 3ﬂ S

\ . v ? N Q.‘- R i LI
4. i, 1 i
o X

- T > d . . N
LY . . -

T3 Adams a]so d1ffered‘w1th HamiTton on other matters

N besides the guestion of which form of government was best. .
Fot instance, Adams was certainly not pleased with Hamilton's
economic gramxwhich was designed to industrialize

America. For one thing, Adams felt that ideally America “;"::H
should be kept agricu]tur;i, "he 1%ke Jefferson, found his

idea] citizen in the sturdy independent'yeoman; his model -

ment of small property owners...Here was no lover of govern-

,

{

|

1

‘v.v"' . ™. * ]n

polity like JefferSon's was a popular representable govern- %
|

!

ment by plutocracy, no dreamer of an America filled with

N factories and hard, packed cities."S! He also disapproved . ]

L “
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. of Hamilton's banking policy /arguing that "every dollar “of

. ’ A P2 -
a bank bill that is issued beyond the quantity of gdld and aE

13 - ' : ) ' ' - -
- silver,in the vaults represeﬂ*i‘noth1ng and is, therefore, . =T

" a cheat upon,somebddy."3l b

A

© As noted earlier, John Adams is seen as the founder of ¢

(&)

A

‘American conservatism and that <is because "he, better than
anyone else at the tiMef?argued‘tpat freedom could only be
» prgsgrvéd if governmental power was‘restricted and checked,_
o an id;a that is ceairgl to conservative phi]osopﬁy. .

There were greaf/phi1osophica1 differences between

John Adams and Alexander Hamilton which cduséd them.to be-

PR

! » R . ..
e come bitter epemies.. They,were participants in "a remark-

L ‘éb]e\pattern of cross-purposes, active diétrdit ind\pventual Y. o
N - ) . ‘“.' \‘\‘._ . »
hatred that was sustained by Adams until his fimal day in e

this earthly repub]ic.“32 Yet, despite their diﬁference, )
\-,‘_: ‘.‘. M . h - - i - Iad i %

they had certain things in Tommon in that they both distrust-

*
*
-
NS

ed democracy and felt menm were naturally unequal. More:

L N

importantly though, ‘they were both injtheir own way devqted

. LA S
to the cause of freedom, making them important contributéfg-~ *°

N Y ]
to the American conservative tradition. . TS

-

).

Qaé_;;nn/tm* who dominafed the fgderalist party and the -

initiaT United.States governments, .a fact which is evident - )

Depite Adams' popularity with modern intellectuals it

when the programs of the first American administrations are xi

»

A}
examined. For instance, Congress established a tariff to

N protect manufacturersand epacted excise taxes which were -
~

-
. . i -
\o

. _ x. . T h 3
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callected by'fdrce2§?7arms if neé%ssary. Mofeovg§, Hamilton's
kN central bank was créépgg and “the Federal goVernment did assume
.7 the state debts. 'Fina}]y, during the ?;ﬁera1ist administ-
rations the UnTted States did try to create a strong m111tary

estab11shment o ' . )

¢

Retyrn1ng now to- the Federaligt party as a whole and
summing up its general philosophy, it can be said that it

was pess1m1st1c of human nature and opgpsed to democracx,_ﬁ;'- T

o favour}ng instead, “the nu]eof a natural aristocracy. - It
v a1so be]ievéd that 0n1yié strdng though restricted national

~ government*éouﬁd preserve freedom in Amer1ca. T -

. -, . A I3
RO _l\ In estab11sh1ng their strong, central government with

g ®

1ts.sem1— rtistocratic 1mp11éat1ons _the Federalists 0
L3 -
Sy # »

- - J
- T \§%1umphed over-those Americans who still cherished the demg
C - T . . B
R ocratic_ideals of, the revolutiomary period.. Yet, sthoser, "
. &émocrats did not disappear from the political scene. On- - ’

- ‘,the contnary, under the headership of Thomas Jefferson, } N
the?#forged a new political party in 1792 which was deéi— f
- e cated :to decen%ra]ization'and,démocracy.\ The Republicans,

as they called themselves, were Manxjous to abolish entail,

v

prﬁ3geniture, church establishments, and all the vestiges

of aristocracy and to oppose centralization, strong govern-

34

« - ment’state debt and the military." " - The Federalists, with, _,

L - \

] their large army, taxes and strong President were, in
Republican eyes, trying to transform America into. a British-,
style monarchy. The Republicans were determined to restore

. . - .

) N ) G
F AN ) ) T Ne, .
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to America the demacratic pr1nc1p]es of the Revolution

,*

wh1ch the Federa11sts hqﬂ(subverteéw Another goal of the
'Repub11cans was to make the United States an agr1cu1tura1

ega]1tar1an soc1ety in which thgre wou]dﬁﬁe no extremes: wf ( o

-

y' wea]th “They proposed that the greatness of America lay

- . p,/\)"«rﬁ Nt S whe
i -Nn its dechat1ng itself fo the bursuxt ‘of eQua11ty as thef .

‘A; most adequate basis’ for.the development of individual - Ta
capacities of mind and charaster,and as the only framework : {f

in which djversit§eof‘natura1 endowhients could find both
- A ! -~ 1“ { I
— £ expre551on and recngn1t1qn¢ﬁ§§ a¥T ' - b
‘ .
- e

w X .It is 11ttle wonder, that the Repub]1c@ns found thef" be - :

~¢'. Ham11t0n1an eéonom1c program repe1]ent with its™ emphasrs
n TN

7~ on commerce and 1ndustry. “Nhat these men ‘objected to, in

short, was an official a111ance between gqyernment’and a
1 . -

partlcuTam creed of 1nequa11¢y /rbe effect of whrchxwouid {¢

o 'be to put those 1nequa11t1e§\beyond therreach o# pub]mc > g

Y R 36 . S . N '(* "&' e
N LT T examination.® Acéond1ng to Ehe Repub11can philosophy, N 3

A
government shou]d endeavour to create a condition of equal-

L LA . P ~
i - -

R T £ AR thfough the equal dlstnwbutlon of property. .Jefferson
= Was gdnv1nced "that the power of the state must be used to

eliminate at least the more extreme kneqqa11t1es 1ﬁ;proper$y
. R ‘ N

w37 He also wrote "that an equal dis- . S i
W v

. tribution of proper&y is impractical but the consequence - 1

- for, the social good.

of this enormous inequality 1is producing so much mise:y to ‘
. - H

the bulk of mankind, legislators cannot inyent too many . @

devices for subdii@ding property.“38 L h

¢ . " ~
Sy . £ 3 ‘oo ‘> .
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0bv13usly, the po11t1ca1 ph1losophy of the RepubTxcans

- Was almost d1ametr1ca11y oppos1te to the Federa11st 1deology.

- The Federa11sts, feeling that equa11ty and freedom could
. ’.

not 9p-exist sought to emphasize the latter over the former,

while the Repub11cans sought to establish an egalitarian 7

« W <‘- (

America. Furthermore, the Federalists were pe§%1m1st1c of

A _
1 men and, therefore, fearful of democracy whi]e the~quubik.h4;n e

Y, ( - ;' . < e

N N ‘ P . 1
. éans“had faith 1n ‘man's rat1ona11ty and were critical of' Cwt R Ny
- . oo, N - - . i- *
) s -

any government’that fell short of maaor1ty ru1e Consequent- S -

-~

ly, these two p011t1ca1 r1vals ‘contested for contro] cﬁ.ths. w;2'~322 .
e PR - RS
_new repub]Ic » destiny. . . EaR ‘3' o e A
- oy : TR
Initially, the Federalists were the more succeszu1r¢; c . “,f =S

of the‘two part1es as they dom1nated Lhe Amergcan*federa1 e ), ,"“
. LAl *f “ .:19 \“\ }- d'-:: I.% 'K

goverhment in the 1790's. Howéwer that dom1nat10n came ‘e
'< . ~ . ES - LA ,-. : \‘”‘ 3,-. v
to an abrupt qnd in 1800 when Thoma&f &efferson was eTected ‘- o
Y.”/ ) < -

Pres1dent of the Ur'ited States. That 1800 election is an .7 ot Rt

Ve » ot

-t
i
5
L)
1
oY
AL

N 1mportant milestone in Amebican political history beca&se hio e T8
A ) RVES e
~ 1t marked the beg1nn1ng of the end of the Federa11st party

> .. P
1 R R 0T

. a
¢, T - ‘!‘_‘.’\7.1 cT

N which after ‘that yean wou]d never aga1n w1n control of the Lo ~fT?f'

4 country. The party's demTSe was’ gradua] but steady; by ”"T';ﬁ:
1816 it cou]d no- longer be cons1dered even a.nat1ona] party, .;;:$
as its Tast bastzonsof shpport were f;ﬁnd on]y 1; sbme New |
England states and by the 1820's the party had disappeared

altogether never to re-emerge again. 39 qued the fzrst

PRI | A ST

4, v,

conservative movement in the Un1ted States., But what - . f
o T, R ’ : T i

accounted for the failure of;thq_Federa]lsts after 180072

~ ’ <«

1 ~ . o~
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‘“B1d Amer1cans simply reject the party's basic conservative

ph11050phy or were other_factor§ responsibte for its decline -
: . * -}" / *‘; ¢
and fall? i ) et

Any*study of the Federalist decline,duick]y re#ea]s_

x4

h 3

the fact that there were many reasons for the party's 6011-

. -

apse and that the FedeFalists brought most of their_prob]ems ’ %

upon themselves. They suffered a great dea1hpp1itical1y,
for example, becausexof the1A11en and Sed1t1qn Acts wh]ch.
T R were passed in 1798 by the Federa11st contrﬁlﬂed Congress
. "to dea1 with the supposed threat of French Jacob1n1sm The

. >~

Y éﬁ”ts which proved to be extremely unpopular, suppressed‘A

g

B Lt L LR s S SO SN SR

Qgﬁﬁ the freedom of spesch and of the press and resulted in
many pro—Erencn;RegbelcanﬁﬁbeJng sent to jail for s1mp1y¢“u

5§'?7_:“ugriticizing the government. In this case the Federalists

e

(73 “
§€éong]y‘over—reac§ed to pro-French sympathy in .America :
«»_. and enpgcted hy§§erichl laws which provided the Republicans’ S
B . < “a . e My

with excellent campaign™material in the 1800 election.

»,
oy
A AT N

“ Another fatal weakness of the Fedena]ast party was the
Rn )

already ment1oned Fivalry betwéan 1%8 two most prpmgnent

.

and powerful members, Joﬁn Ndams and Alexander Hamilton?
- ~&

"The feud between Hamilton and Adams was in every way wqrse

than the cut- throgx rivalry which existed between the

'}V
e Republican and Federalist chiefs. "34

e A At o e i e ot

Wﬁhe1r conflict came
to a head in 1800 when Adams, who was then President, made ‘

peace with France &yert1ng a war which Hamilton desperately
&

wanted. Angered by that peaceful resolution and by the -
P RS '

‘e

N T et

R o, . i . o
RS 1
L . = A

I X

L)
woF
4

1

)

% Sobw N ) ' = ’
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fact that Adams had als’o "dismissed two of*his suppoqﬁeks I
from-the cabinet, Hamilton struck back by pub]ishing & -

s
pamph1et two months before the, 1800 elect1on;ph1ch was

K

.sharply critical of the President.  In gettlng his revenge _ ' ‘y
_ R Ham%]ton fnfTiéted “crue] punishment on Adams and thereby

. ' destroyed the Federalist’ party and his own po]1t1ca1
1140 . N ’ ’ )’.

?

;"3’

1eadershxp

[3ed

A5 : Moreovepw’fen men who considered themselves to be
: 5’

natural ru]ers, the Federal1sts were inept when it came to
,-—/ ~ N .

po]1t1ca1 organization, a fau1t Wh1ch certainly contributed . e

< to the1v decl1ne “From the 1ack of systematlc proseiyting ) ;;é
& e

- to badly defined 11nes of command and on to the 1nc11nat10ns

) of Federa11st leaders to be prima d0nnas &nd 1ndu1ge in 5 L

e =
raucous public quarcrels w1th their. comrades, the record is

o

one of almost uniformly bad management The Federa1zst

party lacked d1sc1pline &nd organ1zers, resu1t1ng in 11tt1&:

political control. The Repuﬁ]1cans, meanwh11e tﬁbugh party

_ b
platforms and caucuses, ma1nta1ned un1ty and d1sc1p11ne

-

within their organization which aided them greatly-in

-

< ‘ political campaigns. : =

> The Republicans had another great advantage over the 1

federa]ists when it came to éleéctioneering techniques.

}or the most part, Federalists looked upon pof%tical campaign-

Yy
.

ing as a degrading pracfice and therefore avoided it, be- o&F

lieving that the pgeple would vote for the best men regard- _ :
: - . \.7\ A . ;_ - . ::n
less< of promises or favours, a strange abtitude perhaps =i . 4

-‘-c: : . . P
o .

e
- . 1
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o : é g1ven their Taxk; vof faith*}n human nafnre. Given the fact
2’ that they ~had wr1tten the csnst1tut1on, ébtab11shed a strong
‘S. nat1ona1 “gconomic policy and fouhded a military force, they
L

A be]1ey§d that they were 9bv1ous1y the best men. The Republi-

A
TN e

gans, on the other hand; used,yarious electioneering techn-

’ R ‘
&t iques in'iheir bid for power. . Expending vast amounts of -
. ‘ﬁone§ they held masskra11ies and political barbeques, e

supplying._potential voters with'jree‘food ﬁnd drink. They

»

» .
published posters and :-pamphlets, visited people in their
+ .
homes®and provided hand-written ballots for voters. In the’

Y]

end it,paid off as the "victory of the Republicans was due
x . >

at least in part, to the care with which they systematized,

}; extended, intensified ‘and popularized e]ectioneering techn-

- . \_d.\; ’
x 1ques.ﬁ42 ‘ : / R

dl —- S
‘ﬁnother prob]em thit plagued the Federalists was thetr

7

%

. A ’ .
lack of pol1t1c'hlly - effective leadership. By 1804, .
John Adams was retired while Georgg Washington and Alexander
\ < \
§ Hamilton were dead, leaving the party with leaders of lesser

% stature apy: competence. Moreover, the party seemed unable
. oy ' '

N ’

»
R

to s€lect a new 1§ader who could attract a national follow-

- ing or pu't forwardt'reievant‘ies_
EN s . .

e , The glittering speech or.the ornamented pamphlet
' were too often regirded as adequate credentials
for positions among party leaders...Good - -
w  family connections seemed to~count for more ‘
T than hard work in local constituencies. In )
B - short, the standards for Teadership, like so 7
many aspects of the Federalist party, were,
.- attuned to a style of political conduct that 43
- was increasingly ineffective in a changing society. -
s

3 b . ~

- ‘ : -
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.~ The most serious probﬂem'fac1ng thef Federallstsj. N

N

P though, was thef? ant1 democrgtxc attitude, which was out .

Y
-

s of Q1ace;}n a countrxﬁﬁﬁqt cherished the cofcept of maJor-¢

ity rule. Tﬁjéfprob]eﬁ’ﬁntensified when the demecratic  ©

) brincfples of the revolutionary period were reyi?ed by the

Rebﬁblican regimes, making* democracy almpst a natjgna]

> _ ' vy Lok
+ . religion in the United States. Almost all aspects of
o ¥
i Ameri¢an political< Ilfe were affected by the onslaught of
democracy. ‘\ - ; N

-
-

v N The drive of the plain people and their able leaders
) . - to democratize the 1imited republic of the fathers
~< was aimed at. concrete goals: . removal of property

' - restrictions for voting and officéholding; popular
elections of the executive; pPopular elections to
sfiort terms':of the Judiciarys; devices like the
convention for popular control,of parties; popular
election of state constxtqt1ona1~convent1ons‘and 44
' . ra;1f1cat1on of their: resu]ts, and the spoils systemv

4

An anti-democratic p011t1ca1 party cou]d not hope to succeed

o+ "\

in what was fast ~becoming a democrat1c country, "There

v " was little place for a\ﬂard-bitten, plain-spoken Federalist

~ - oy -

> . .
in a land where farms, factories, railroads, and states
. [ ™ 3 L

were‘sproutin§‘a11 gver the?hap3 and where the new voters
{ . d

PR afl of them real or potential capitalist were pﬁ%ving them-
44

-

selves to be something other than Europead canaille.

-

< ~ Despite all_of these problems, the War of 1812 gave

-

the Federalists an oppartunity to 'recover some of their
> *

1ost strength,as American military defeats and an increafing
-— > L.

pub11c debt caused many Amenicans to turn awaﬁ from the

o~
A »
~
e *e ’ -
N Nl
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,Repdbliqapgu who had,Jaunchéd the war, in®favour.of the

4

“"Federalists, who had opposed the confT%cx'from fhe begih~

B
'

~ ning. Imgressive-electora]:vﬁciories in the fall elections:

v

of 1814 encouraged the Federalists to cont¥Inue with their
anti-war policy whith culminated in late 1814 wifﬁithé
"' \-Hartfofé convention whié% was a meeting“ﬁ? Fgé%na?ists
B called ta. d1§cuss Repub11gan pol1c1es. The convention -
. énded up draft:;g a pet1t1on which among other things .
¢criticized the war with Britain, The Federalists had hoped
%hat.th§_§eEﬁtion would keep ;}ivé'the’ﬁbmenfﬁm_Eheyigeemed

on

“ut to be.gathering after the 1814 elections but, unfortuhatelxy

- - "

it had JUSt the opposxte effect. F1rst of a]l» the Republi- .7,

- “\ ’\ 20 -uy -

s ot cans:were ab]e—to persuadge many Ame¥icans that the pet1t1oh4 o
was nothing less than treason’, then just to make'matters

worse came the almost simultanecus news of Gener31 JackSon's

-
* ",

_rcrush1ngvncxnnyover the British at New 0E1eans and of the
=~ ’ signing of the Treaty oﬁ;ﬁhent which ended the war.{ These ™
event; effect1ve1y snuffed out the short- ]Ived Federa11st
- zbmeback because“ thanps to Jackson's m111tary victory, P
- f Ame:1cans could now l1ook upon the war with a sense of pride

wh1ch meant that the Fedgra11sts, who had of course opposed
-the now gbpu]ar war, were seen as pro-British obstruction-
ists. Now that the war was over the Hartford convewffoﬁ
did seem to be, as the Répub1ican§ hadféharéed, treasonous.

The Federalists .became stigmatized as a party of traitors,

2 label tFEy were never able to shake off. . So the war of

”~

i
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1812, which at first seemed to be the party's savfour,

_nnaturned out lnstead td acce]erate 1ts "downfall.

After the war the Federalist slide inte ob]ivion‘conw

~

tinued as the Reﬁub1ic&hs, who_sti11"féaféd a Federalist
revival, began a concerted campaién to exclude from public.
ol bff%ce anyone connectgﬁ with the Federalist party. Thi; e
= $011cy which effectivley purged the Federalists from all
\ 1eve1s of governmeng was to cont1ﬂnﬁ until the Jacksonian
era. » =
It should now be clear that it was poor politics on
the par&ﬂgi\?he Federa?jsts and not their consgrvatism which

led to the party's extfhction. No party, no matter what

ts- idealogy, can hope to succeed without un1ty, organization

*e
.

and leadership, characterlst1cs which &hg Federalist party -
sadly lacked. Then, of course, the Federé]is§§ were just .
plain unlucky, for had Jacksﬁﬁznot defeated thé*Bniti§?’in
1815, the Federa]igts might very well.-hawe regained their
st?ength;ﬁy capitalizing on the anti-war fee]ing prevalent )
in certain sections of the country' Fxnalgw, ang” pé?haps
most seriously, the Federalists were e1ther unable or un-
willingyto adapt their conservative principles .to suit a o
more democfﬁtic age.

Yet, despite %%}ir ultimate failure, the ngeré%%sts
'represent an extremely important part of the Americgn con-

servative tradition Because through their role %n effecting

the constjtution, they institutfonalized within American

L o
14

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

-
-



- N\
- o [ IS A
22 i . "
N B = _ 36?’- :
- - o - - ."M. * 'r > - *
.politics s1gn1§1cant conservative principles. .

a ‘( . ;4

o 5 The disintegration of Federalism left the Republicans

as ttwe\"%r\ﬂy national political pa:r":ty in the United ztatesu-,;

But the advent of sinéle party rule dié‘not;mean that .

o po]itﬁca] conflicts in the_United'States were oVeD for Qith— oo

) e in pﬁe Republican ‘party tpereywere distinct and éghosjng
factions. One faétion, thch dominateq the panty imﬁédia%é]y-
after the War of 1812, adopted many of the Federalist pro-

< grams. It was President Madison, a Répub]ican, for instance

who_in 1815 supported sﬁch things as an adequate military
force 1in peace‘time5‘a national bank, a protective tariff
and internal improveménts. fMost of Madison's proposals v

of course, were _good Federalist dgoctrine for which the A _

orggfnators had -been relentlessly attacked in recent years."46

The Repulbicans who adhered to this neo-Federaligt program

became known as National Republicans.

&

The other faction within the party stild embraced the

1 4

Republican ideals of egalitanianism, agrarianism and decen-
< d ~

tralized weak goverqmenﬁjand:they looked upon the National

Republicans as Federalists who were betraying the Republican
cause, The people who made up this faction became known
.0} ’

as Demscrats. P

A National Republican managed to win the Presidential

e

\ Al

H) N s
election of 1824, but in 182% the D¥mocCrats captured Cangress
Y.

-

an in 1828 Andrew Jackson, a Democrat, was e1e¢te&
R ad r B
~ President.” Once in power the Democrats sought to keep

O
rd
I's

b2
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America and ega11tar1an agrar1an society by ab011sh1ng the W

central bank, adopting & la?ssez~fa1re economic policy

~& - .,
% and passing democratic reforms. The Natfonal Republicans
5 who were, of course, opposed to the Democratic policies ye

“, combined with g}hér anti-Demgcratic factions in Congress

Y

and faormed the Nﬁﬁg party, so named because they felt they

were opposing the tyranny of Andrew Jackson just as the
’ \

_English Whigs had opposed George IIl's tyranny in the RSP A

eighteenth century. ! .r

<.t

Inopposingthe egalitarian policies of Andrew Jackson
and the Democrats,s the Whigs "became the new championfof
conservatism in the United States. It should be made clear,

I S

however, that Whiggery was not)federa1ism under a new name

-8

‘as the Democrats were prone to charge but rather a'contiqg-

.

4 N *
ation of the nationalistic wifig of the old Republican party.47

”

‘ \It is true that the whig party contained maﬁ? ex- Federalistg
M ~X

but the same can “he " saud of the Democratic party ¥ for after ~rs

bt d

. - ]824 Federalists began to support any candidate who wouId

-

reward their loyalty with abvernment Jjabs. Any study of
Nhlg political philosophy c]éarly shows tha; the party was
not a continuation of Federalism. For instance, ths '
Federalists were proponents of 2 strong Pres1de#{ w1th |

TR broad powers while the Whigs favoured a weaflexecutive who
deferred to the wishes of Congress. In addition, the
Federalists feared democracy while the Whigs, though they

had reservations about the wisdom of the ébmmon man, accepted

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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universa] manhood suff ragéﬁ In terms of elec£1on strategy

%"”

the wh1gs always. made a determined effort to w1n;mass

support for the1r cand1dates

They had perfected a ‘'hurrah' type of campaign,
characterized by mass celebrations, by picturesque
symbols--such as the log cabin and the barrel of
cider--which would emphasize their nominees*>humble
origins and demoowatic tastes, by attractive stereo-
types of the candidate; and by keeping the candidate
himself under wraps, lest he displays his igcompetence
or make some tactless revelation of truth.

& L .
*Finally, the Federalist party was essentﬁélly ifction-
al in nature, as practically all its support came from the

New England states. Howé#én “"there were,ﬁbigs in all

occupational groups, economic classes, social strata,
. . - s R S

geographic regions and religious denom1nat10n;"49 The

Whigs' support, in effect, came from all parts of the

country.
I

Despite these differences thdugh,,gge Whigs are, like

the Federalists, part of the consérvative tradition, a

]

fact which becomes evident when the rest of their philosophy

is examined. The Whigs, for instance, refused to accept

>t

the'concept of class strugg]%, p?eferring to believe that

there was a natural ;ocial harmony of interests between
farmers and businessmen and betMegn\1abour and management.
They Took, therefdre, the basica]]}_conseryative position
that strikes and unions were unnecessary and disrupted
society. According to Whig philosophy a worker's goal of

higher wages could be met effectively through hard work
) oy

o
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and through support of the Whig party. At the same tim% ¢
* though; 'i} Should be noted that the Whigs rejectéd in-

v ' ) ’ :
dividualism, preferring instead a society that was based

on the organic #ﬂity of the community. a

2 . The Whigs' financi%h and economic policies also reflect

LR

“a conservative éjslike,of egaliterianism. Whigs spoke out

against what was "tdb strong a tendency sto reduce all the
' 50

24 common elements of society to a common level." " “"For example,

thetyhiﬁs.févoured re—éstab]ishing the national bank, which
f%%e Démocrats had abolished since they felt it would only
s, encourage inequality of wealth,™but which the Whigs saw as
a necessary institdtign both_ to increase and to regulate
American currency. AAnationaI baqk would also proVﬁdg ample
credit which would encourage indugtria] expaﬁsion in the
i2E East and agriculture in the South. The Whigs also, unlike
the Democrats, were _not opposeq to la;gegcorporations which
were beginning to appear at that time. They rea]ized'that
the grow?ﬁ of corpdrations would increase the nation's
health a%d welfare by accumulating badly-needed capital
which could be invested in canals and railways and lead to
further development.
Furthermore, the Whigs believed that the government
should 1ntervené in the economy to help industry as they
were strong proponents of technological progress and indus-

trial capitalism. The Democrats, on the other hand, did

not want to promote economic progress which they felt only

-3
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resulted in urban squglor and inequality,so they favoured

a laissez-faire economic policy which they hoped would

discourage capitalism and encourage agriculture. "iIn the

~

ideological universe of Jacksonian America 1aissez-faire
wol

2
k3
3
R,
>

YL e o~ and capitalist growth were thought to be antagonlst1c.

-

The Whigs were less concerned than the Democrats with main-

) ‘v'ﬁ

taining an equality of condition; rather they "saw as of

v

. paraﬁount importance a national economic growth that would

o trﬂ'ﬁ’..

raise the general level of prosperity and thus develop tﬁg

opportunities and promote'%he happiness of the individual,

members of society. n52

~

platfornm the Amer1can System of the famous Whig, Henry

’Therefore they included in their
Clay, which ca11ed for government aid in buildimg roads and
canals and for high tariffs to stimulate American industry.
Like the Federalists beforé the@/the Whigs also be-
lieved that the'goverqmenf existed to protecf private ’ A
property and fhat if the freedom to Kold property was
cunxgiled other freedoms woulﬁ be threatened. As Daniel
websfer;Ane,of the most prominent Nhiga,declared: "a
republican form of government rests not more on political
constitutiogi than on those laws which regulate the 'descent
and transmission of property. We havé no experience that
teaches us tﬁat any other rights are safe where property
is not safe. w53
The party‘s conservatism was certainiy not a handicap

in its competition with egalitarian Democrats, as the

Ny

-
x

<
s -~
Ll

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



L

Whigs were fairly successful po]itically; In fact, they

were very competitive in congressional, state and local

-
- k-

eIectjong,?or in terms of_actug; stféngth the Whigs and >
the Democrats were a1most equal, withﬂggly a few percentage . -é
points separating winners from 1osérs'é{ the polTs.54 1
They were less succesS$ul 1in Presidentia1‘301itics,.hgrever,
as only two Whigs were ever elgcted President and they both
died shortly after taking office.

Yet, deSpité its overall strength, the Whig party was
ultimately a fa%]ure,,and by 1860 it had ceaéed to be a
political force. The Whig downfall was not due to its
conservative philosophy but to factors over which it had no
§6ntV01- First in 1852, both Henry Clay and Daniel Webster
died, depriving the Nhigs of two of their most eloquent
and.intelligent-spokesmen. Then there was fhe massive Irish "~
immigration of the middle 1840's which damaged the Whigs o
in the North,since the great majority of Irishmen became
Democratic supporters. But<ﬁby far the most impartant k
factor which destroyed the Whig paféy. was the slavery issue
which emerged after the United States acquired vast amounts
of territory f{om ﬁexico jq ? war which the Whigs had
opposed. Pro-slavery people argued that these new territor-
ies should be open to slavery while anti-slavery forces
oppoéed any expansion of the institution, It was this issue ;

which split the party as Southern Whigs who supported

slavery began'to defect the Democratic party which they

'A)
1
<
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felt was more receptive to their interests. Unfortunately,
for the Whigs, there were also numerous defections in the
’northe;ﬁ?wing of the party as both anti-slavery and nativis

Whigs felt their causes could best be served outside the
’ T~

party in an alliance with antihS]AVery and anti-immigrant
5 S .

northern Democrats. Both these™ggoups felt that the vast

gl

U PR . . . ’ . .-
influx of Irxshplmm1graﬁ%s‘1nto the North made anxhﬂh1g

political success highly unTikeI}/for as mentioned eér]ier
% .- N

<D

the Irish inevitably&Bécame Democrats, so in the interests. N

of furtherimg their respective causes, the anti-slavers
énd nativists hastily deserted a sinking ship.55

In the 1852.Eresi§gptia1 election the decimated Whig
party was,tota11y'cru§%§a as the Democratic candidite won
all but four states. In the légﬁ Presidenti§%:e1ection
the Whigs were S0 weak they héd‘to form an alliance with
the racist and nativist party,‘EHStrategy that did Tittle
to improve théir'situation. The Whig decline continued
until #%he party-vanished into oblivioq,just as the Federal-
ists had done earlier.

Despite its failure the Whig party played an important
role in the history of American conservatism in that it
proved that a party could embrace conservative principles
and still succeed in a democratic country. It showed that .
conservatism did indeed have popular appeal and was defeated

u]tiﬁmtely very laryely by circumstances over which it had

Tittle control. ‘ . “

-’
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'CHAPTER IIT
AMERICAN CONSERVATISM, 1865 to 1950
« Thq Civil War ma¥ks an importunt turning point in

American history, for grodually Americu.wéb transformed by
the qpslaught of industricrization from e notion of frrmers
into o notion of workers, But the Civil War is olso en ‘
important landmork in the hiétory of conservatismy for after
the wer laisseg~faire conservatism, which stressed individusliem
ond economic laiscez-fgire, was 5bfn, Like Federalism and

<

Wihiggery this new philosophy emrhasized freedom, but sdhght thaot
R - l[—
goal~in a different woye In esddition, it wos far more

successful thon ite two predecescors beccuse it "rose to
prominence between 1865 ond 1865, to*hscendancy tetween
1885 snd 1920, to domination to virtu ‘1 didentificotion. with
| the 'American Way'! - in the 1920's, nl V Gl
The disciples of lPiSueu—fQIrO cdo-ted the idecs cf
Adam Smith ond David Ricordo and avplied them to the,
Americen cituctions They defined frecdom os “the 1ibefty
of contrects ond as the liberty to ccoulre ond to disrcse
6f wéalth. lloreover, thcy believed thot freedom could exist

only if the rovermment did not intecrfere with

v ¢ A ;l'

-

-
Py
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restrivtive faws in man's activities. These conservatives

"accepted the view that liberty starts where coercive law

a7

Teaves off; and therefore they sought to keep the functions”

-

of the government to a minimum.fz

As was the éase with all Aherican conservative move-
ments, the followers 6?,Ta{ssez-faire gievated freedom
gpove equality. As oné supporter dec?ared; fJustice
‘d;mands inequality as a condition of liberty and as a means
] of rewarding each acco;ding to.his_merits and Qesserté.“3

Like*the Federalists they believed that men were naturalfy'

unequal Qhen it came to abilities and talents and that it
- was the competition thét resu]teg from that ineqﬂafity
which caused ppognes;. Therefore, any attempi to impose
equalify by holding back the talented would ﬁé]t progress
and reduce the freedom of those Qith ability} The only
equality important to Ehem was the equality of opportunity,
as it gave "each maﬁ an equal chance to prave the extent

of his inequa]ity."4

Opposetho all artificial, legal ;nd class distinctions
éince'thex negated the equa]ity.of opportunity, laissez-
*faire con§erVatives were origina]iy strong suﬁborters of
democracy. Ultimately, however, their opinion changed as
the masses began to demand continually that the gevernment
increase its gctivitiés. They sought, theréfogp, in the
name of freedom to put resfrictions on the powers of deg-

islatures and to prevent the democratization of the

~
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Constitution which they came to look upon as a Ho1y Nr1t
bt -

gince it limited the. powers of .the centna]‘govgfnment S

et &% -,
Like the- Whigs the 1a1ssez faire conse?Vat1ves also prefer- -

~

red a weak President awho executed the w111 of Conggess.
There was nothing new in most of these ideas as™
either the Whigs or the Fedtralists had Supported similar

policies in the past. What distinguished the laissez-faire

——— _ _conservatives from their predecessors, however, was a

7Y

—

st

belief in economic liberty. In effect, the laissez-faire
fgnservatives ‘abandoned the Tong-held conservative belief
that thé government should play an active role in the <
economy, Insteﬁﬁ,’they advocated what had onccbeen the
policy of anti%consenyqtives, namely, econogic-laissez-
faire, which meant that the go§ernment should not ihterfere
with private economic activity. It was felt that if in-
dividuﬁ]s were allowed to pursue their own economic self-
interests without restrictions, they would maximize both
~their own and society's well-being as\?f they Qére guidéd
by an invisible hand. Since it was felt that economic
freedoQ would prombte the greatest good for the greatest
number, there was no ethical redson for the governﬁent to

s

interfere with the system. Laissez-faire conserani:es

eg-

islation, unions and agrarian reforms.  They supported h&&&

“ .
4 then, in theory, opposed tariff raising, anti-trust )

money and the sanctity of private property.6 Their
economic philosophy was Bésed on the idea that go?ernment

3

Ky
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‘was basically inefficient and undemocratic because,

% . . ) -

anything it cduld do the private enterprise - _
s A of acquisitive men_eould do twice as cheap ' >
T and ten times as fast; . . . undemocratic ’ ‘
. : because it seemed always bent on interfering
F - with Tiberty, property and equality of . - ¥ . -
) opportunity.- The idea that government could {» 2
do anyone much gaod was tonsidered ridfculous : ;
and heretical. The idea that it could dg a
great deal of harm was considered the bes - °
ginning of political wisdom. o . Y

N

- _The laissez-faire conservatives did feel that some govern- . o
* ~

Vs

mept was necessary to make sure that contracts were éen- !
. . FPd
v .

+ forgced and that private property was protected. E
=9 ° : 1

P N

In terms of politics laissez-faire conservatism.was
- most closely assoc¥ated with the new Repbb]ican party which )
had been formed in I854,. However, the Democr;tic.barty
“was élso-more or less dedicated to the principles of
1ai§sez-faire. In fact, one of‘the most popular Presidents
among 1aissez—fairé conservatives was Grover Cleveland, a
Democrat who held office from 1885 fo 1859 and from 1893 v
to 1897. Cleveland was firmly opposed to governmept inter-
,vention in the economy,as evidenced by hisggis]ike of both -~ . .
ﬁrotgztive tariffs and bounties and was a stréng defender ‘
of private propeft which became obvious when he sent

federal troops to break the Pullman strike. in 1894. Thug . 3

o —

both political parties can be said to have supported the
: ey g . . L
conservative philosophy of ecoénomic ltiberty. Still, it-

e e ———————

g ©
must be remembered that “the parties of the period after

ST ) o 5

e 2y o A
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the post-Civil War were based¥on patronage, not pr1ngqp1g“,
“and they d1v1ded gver spoils not issues, «8 Therefore the : *

men who were most c]ear]y assocxated with 1a1ssez fa1re§

conservatism and who helped to propagaté it-rwere not

politicians but rather college profsssors, editors and %
9

N
3
N
\
M
K
]
..

authors.
e
! The laissez-faire ph1losophy, according to its
ras ‘
proponents, was the only econom1c theory fit for a free ‘

society. . Not on]y did it maximize freedom but it also . ' g

increased the productivity. of American industry. Yet, not
x

all Amer1cans were convinced that laissez-faire Qas the
5 Jdeal theony conservatives made it out to be. There were
. o maﬁy yhe were distressed, fof‘instaﬁce, by the fact that
» ' some Americans were becoming inéredib]y wealthy while
others.were miged in agject poverty. Furthermore, many
felt that laissez-faire worked to the disadvantaée of

farmers and workers and helped only the businessmen and

~ -
~t -~

industrialists. It was the”goa], therefore, of movements

ove -

1ike the Grangers, Populists, Progressives, Socialists and

. ~°__. labor unions to remedy these iﬁequa]ities through
A . <~ ‘ .
‘3 . government action. Among other things, they called for the-

'napioﬁalization of some industries, a system of income tax >

I
toAredistribute‘wea]thjand jovernment reguiation to protect

workers and farmers from the excesses of industrialism.
Y N t:

*s
B

. . {
Needless to say, conservatives resisted these movegments :
¥ . . .

since many of these ideas, if enacted, would mean restricting ‘
3 a I
It

. s
£
v..;-,‘
~. 2 ¥,
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some rights of property. TheY<sdw income tax for example,
as outright theft and saw any attempt to regulate industry

“, -
as unwarranted government interference with private
10 '

possessions. Therefore, in an attempt to justify laissez-

faire g;onomics, conservatives adobted gzphi1osophy known

as Socfa] Darwinism.

- Secial Darwinism was a theory deve1opg§ by an English-

mah named Herbert Spencer which tried to justify Iaissez-

faire on scientific grbunds. Spencer simply applied R
s

Charles Darwin's theory of natural selection to social

development by arguing that humans like other animals were

.subject to the law of nature which dictated that in -¥he

strugg]e,%or survival only the fit should remain. This
was not cruel but necessary if fhe'species was-to improve.
In the case of man the elimination of the weak in each
generation was creating a freér'inﬁjvidua1. SpencerK,

v ) : -
conmtended, therefore, that social legislation designed to

-

protect the weak- upset the law of nature and set bagk

social progress. "It resulted in the survival of the unfit

, and the weighting down of society with dead timber.

Government action subordinated the individual to the state

nil

and destrqyed his true freedom. On the other hand,

-
laissez-faire economics seemed to conform with the taw of
nature, since it guaranteed that the intelligent and

talented would be séEcesafu] while the lazy, ignorant, and

incapable wouﬁd fail., “The rich man, who had not only

Repro‘duced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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"surVived but had dr¥Stically improyed his positiof%in
12

society, was best entitled to sire a new generatiox;" Y,

This, then, was the philosophy that American conserv-

atives embraced to vindicate laissez-faire. "“To a gener-
; y :

ation singularly engrossed in the competitive pursuit of

industrial wealth it gave cosmic sanct¥on to free combeti-
tion."13'
- America was a college professor named William Graham Sukner.
-Like'Spencér, Sumner tried to §oin évo]ution'tp 1aisi§£—
faire economics in his fight against social }egislaé%bh:
Laissez-faire eéconbhics, he arqgued, was a system that
'-;;en§d?ed that each man would be'free to ;ompete for survival
without the state favouring any&neiwith special priviigges.
According to nature's plan ghe weak would lose out and the-
race would, tﬂerefore, improve. As he put it,
The millionaires are a product of natural
selection, acting on the whole body of men,
to pick out those who can meet the require-
ments of certain work to be done . . . They

get high wages and live in luxury, hut the
“bargain is a good one for societ¥.

3\

Sumner based his philosophy on the idea that every man

should have the freedom to go as,far as his intelligence
and drive can take him.

In the late nineteenth century Sumner became one of
the most ocutspoken proponent§ of laissez-faire, as he

vigourously spoke out against any kind of social legislation

R S\
- v

7 ke

% A
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which he felt resulted out 0f,a3§%1fish desire of some

Lo
Y

o~
r‘,,‘

£ people to get something for which others must. pay. Goverm-
ment interference on behalf of the poor, he argued, curtail- -

ed man's economic freedom and upset nature's plan. More-

, , ] ‘ 4
over, it was basically unfair in 'that it helped the unfit

at the expense of those who were successful. Life was meant
tobe a strugg?e to ensure the survival of the fittest, and

therefore the rich owed nothing to the poor and ought not

A%
L4 ".I -

to be taxed for the?r benefit. He felt that any “"scheme A ;

ffr coddling and he1p1ng wage-earners, for making the rich
R 5
~% 5 Bpay for whatever the poor wanted is 1mmora1 to the very 5 o
& &0 A }\ \‘:: . R
last degree and opposed to the 51mp1est common sense. w15 f

: . F
. < Any political interference, he felt, would.only lead to the
L . D
N ) . bt ”
:ﬁ* degeneratwoq,of society. In 1883?he wrote, "society needs

first of a]l to be freed from these meddlers-that is to

be let alone. Here we are then, zgnce more back at the old

- L I,,

. \:s;. N
doetrine; - 1aJssez faire. Let us traﬁslaté“%& into blunt

i Eng11sh” and ;t»w¢11 read, mind. ysﬁ? own bus1ness It is

nothing but the d&;trnme of I1berty. Let every man be
nlb *

-l"

happy in his own way.

Ry

Desp1te his rigid ?eiﬁef in 1nd1v1dua11sm, SuMber o

realized that some problems could Only be solved by

" . collect1ze*éc£aon‘ Yet, that did not mean he supported . |
k ,:l > \2 " . - :
fﬁ& government act1oa for solving some problems for onlthe -

g-i'contrary, he felt that: 1nd1vkduals should protect their in-

My
NP

7

terests by forming non- governmental organizations. For
b
X, .
"y

>
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instance, he supported the formation of Tabor unions which

he saw as an alternative to state socialism and as an

instrument for achieving economic justice for thg working
‘ . e

-

man. : o

.The safety of workmen from machinery, the
Y{entilation and sanitary arrangements required
x by factories, the special precautions of certain

processes, the hours of labor of women and
children, the schooling of children, the limits
of age for employed children, Sunday work, hours
of labor, these and other like matters ought

to be controlled by the men themselves through
their organizations.

3

It should be pointed out that many of the businessmen
. . L

who endorsed laissez-faire were in fact inconsistent in

their suppo%g as many of them actually approved of govern-
ment action if it helped thejrkindustries in some way.
Sumner wasiyéry*consistent in his beliefs however in that
he condemﬁ;d thétrich who used government for their own
fglfish purposes. In fact, he "ran athwarf'the desires of
most of his contemporary industrialists by condemning-
Hamiltonian mef&antf1j§m and any form of state interference
via protective tariff, subventions or monetary policies
favourable to the ricls§s energe;i%ﬁ]]y as he did socialism
' W18

and egalitarianism. It was not the millionaire indust-

rialist whom Sumner admired, but rather the middle class =
man who worked hard and who did not look for handouts.

N :
Amother important champion of-laissez-faire was the *

»

wéa]thy industrialist, Andrew Carnegie. 'ArriQing ina

.t
¢
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America as a poor young immigrant, Carnegté& went on to
. < ‘ : ,
Y become one of the richest men in the world and thus was a-

11V1ng symbo1 of what laissez- fa1re was all about ~Unlike
~most other wea1thy industrialists, Carneg1e wrote books

and gave speeches glorifying the system which had permitted

him to go from poverty to wealth. Like Sumer and Spencer

he was a firm believer in Social Darwinism. He once wrote,
8

We accept and welcome, therefore, as conditions
to which we must accommodate ourselves, great

- inequality of environment, the concentration
of business, 1ndustr1ak‘and commercial, in the
hands of a: few, and théAaw of compet1t1on
between these, as being not only beneﬁﬁc1al
but ei§ent1a1 for the future progress~@f the
race.

b S
A
¥

He was also of course opposed to any kind of social leg-

islation. He felt that, .
, the socialist or anarchist who seeks to over- -

- o turn the present conditions is to. be regarded as

' attacking the foundation upon whigh civilization
% Jtself rests, for civilization took its start from

’ <. F %he day that the capable industrious workmen

¢ - said to his incompetent and lazy fellow 'if thou

dost not sow thou shalt not reap' and thus ended
pr1m1t1vg260mmunlsm by separating the drones. from
the bees's %
%3
Carnegie was also of.the opinion-that the rich had§¥

duty to use their wealth for the good of society. e

S
<M

“ - This. then is held to‘be the duty of the man of
weaith . . . tg.provide moderately for the
legitimate wants-of those dependent upon hHP
and after doing so to consider all surplusX
revenues which. come to him simply as a trust’
fund which he is called upon to administer

» ¥
) .
woRe,

Ly v,;,
-

BN

o,
~
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«;Tﬁ and str1ctb£ pound as a matfer of duty to ' I

administer 1in the manner which.in his judge-
ment is best calculated to produce tEe most
be%ef1c1a1 results to the community. k

Carnéqf& certainly practiced what he preached, for he.

distributed y;st amounts of money.to support various

pyffgﬁTﬁropig causes, including the contruction of

universities and 11brar1es all across the country.
There also emerged in late nineteenth century America

a religious justification for laissez-faire which was

‘; known as the Gospel of HWealth. .According to this view it

was the duty of every man to acquire wkalth so that he

B ~ . N . ) :
coutd help the poor. Moreover, it was maintained that !

i

wea]th was a sign of man's virtue and mora]1ty and that?&ﬂy o

attempf‘to restrict a man's ability to acquire riches was

going against God's will., One Baptist minister declared it ~
was the duty of every Christien to get rich since money
printed bib1es, buqlt churches and paid preachers He also S
y felt that i1t was.a m1stake to eqwate piety w1th poverty.
hoow “Let us remember" he declared "there is not a ‘poor pe;som
in the United States who was not made pooy, by-h1s own

.shortcom1ngs or by the shortcomlngs of someone elsﬁ‘"gz z

It should be pointed out that the ph11osophy supported
by Sumner, Carnegie and the - Gospel of Wealth theo}ogy was
not JUSt adhered to by th;'el1tes of Amer\ean soc1ety In
fact.. a broad mass of Americans supported the pellcy of

1aissez-fa1reqa'“The belief that i1t was through 1n&ﬂndua¥mmv

N

21
14°

P

£
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and competitive free entererlse that;gmenjbg was tbuilt, and - -

.o -

that the man of ﬁeans can respon§a determine how .he

3

e will dispose of his gains, was a w1de1y held popu]ar tenet

PR £ S N w23 ™
+which his broad currency egen in our day.'

Despite the best efforts of 1awssez faire conserv-

at1ves,”many reforms designed to curtail bus1ness and help

the poor we?g%enacted between 1896 and 1918, a tlme‘period

H
!

which saw the rise of the Progres§?ye movement which was

wl Qdeterm1ned to bring éoout social justice through government
wila :
" attion. Many of these important reforms wersassociated with

Theodore RooSeve]é who was President from 13§1 to 1909. K

v§ ‘L

o e s i

Among other things”he managed to break up some of the ]iFﬁer

e,
EAC T
3

trusts, iﬂgreased the government's power~to reguf&te business
w SaS, ~ e .
and issued a series of,.Executive Acts designed to conserve -~
A Rk

-

natural reéources. .Yet despite these actions, it should

~

~

be remembered.}hat Rooseve}t was a consefvat1ve, though
'h1s*§rand of conservat1sm~more c]ose1y resemb]esthat of
PV 'Alexa%der*ﬂam1lton rather than Andrew Carnegwe Like
J‘“‘ Hamilton, Roosevelt glorified m11itat¥ power and felt the
United States neeoéﬁ a strong active President and a
&«} : fedé%a] government “that would interveme in the economy.
£ for the good of %he country. Furthermore, Rooseve1t despised \
TN both the materialism 6f 1aissei—faire and the egalitarianism ;
‘ i
4

_— "~ of socialism, preferring instead the virtu-es and values

X - :
. . B . . i
of m111tar1$ﬁef Therefore, his reforms were actually o

r . ) - . . . . N
¥ designed to check both philosophies. : . i
« ) : ’ ;Ih e V . '.“.
elie o 2 - '
Ve TSN . \
R Tio.
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He also believed that the business commun1ty”§ T

strwct adherence to 1a1ssez fa1re was §u1c1dal, since 1t

areated_aq.env1ronment in which the hated socxalxsts_cou]d'

-
s —tn

'thr}ve. As he once‘dec]éred,

- The dul¥l, purblind folly of the very rich menys

g their greed and arrogance . . . and the corruption
= in business and politics, have tended to produce

- - a very unhedlthy condition of excitement and =~
irritation in the popular mind, which shows it-
self in the ogreat increase in soc1alwst1c
propaganda. B
‘ .

"
ety
ier

s

a;'Thus by introducing h¥'s oﬁ% reformg}RooseVelt hoped to -

undercut the socialistic movements and thereby save the *

-
.

AR

businessmen in spite of‘themseives.‘ For example, 'in 1902
F - s
‘during a miners' strike, he worked out a comprom1se between

i

: the workers and the operators which called for the Tatter B

v G

to make some concess1ons Roosevelt's motivation 1n pro- -

Cho
RO

,)( ' ducing thdis agreement was, as he said, "to save the great’
‘coal operators and :all the class of big propert1ed men, of N

wh1ch they were members from the dreadfﬁ] punishment which

Y.

their own fo]]y would have brought on them 1f I had not =

\
. acted.“25 L1kew1se, when Rooseve]t s support of a bil}

P regulating railway ram}control‘earped him the protests
of laissez-faire conservatives, he declargd, "I think they
are very shortsighted not to understang that to beat it

means to increase the danger of the movement for government
>

EY

ownership of railroads."25 ' B !

Fina]ﬂy,‘hié reforms were intended to keep the

~

.
- - "

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

. FE

e e e b ¢ B e < s -

VISRV S, S =
e bt

JUPPINE ¥ S8

[ R N DR



[AY

- 56 -

by . . -
corgprataons from becoming too strong 51nce there was the
dangerithat they wou]d becomé’r1va1s of the federal govern-
o ment itgelf. "81gness in buSIness filled him w1th forebod-
“ing because it presaged a day when the Un1ted States m1ght
be held in thrall by those mater1a11st1c interests he had

always held iqﬁcontempt, a 'vulgar tyranny of mere wealth‘“z7

He wanted to agke sure the‘marals of business never bgcame
~ the m%;a]s of the stégg. In.order to check.the pdwer of . L.
big business, RooseQeTt.u§ed anti-trus% 1egis1étion as well
AT . as enforcing. current rggq]ations-agafnst monopoly.
Another Presidenf who dism{ssed the 1aissez?faire
- philosophy was Woodrow Ni]sdn, who he1d<office from 19i3
‘ t0.192}. Wilson believed that the feHeral government had a
-d . duty t% equa]ize competjtioﬁ bétween dndustry and agricult-
3 ure. and between }abo; and capital by aiding the weaker side.
It is ironic that as a'young man Wilson was a(dedicafed“ . -
. supporter of Taissez-faire,who believed that Grover : L
Cleveland was one of the best Presidents the United States
ever had.28 Gradua]ly though, he abandoned his dedication
to 1aissez—fa€re and by the time he was elected President
he wés willing to use the powers of the state to correct
\ what he felt Qgre the problems afflicting the country.
& Of:all the pfob]ems facing Rmerica,’wiison-waé
mosk concerned about the growth of trust or monopoliés

which he felt were able to compete unfairly with smaller

husinessés, thereby threatening competitiﬁe freedom. Yet,

i - ..Jl' w

-~
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he was- careful to distinguish between trusts which he
‘considered to be wrong and Biglbusinesses which he r
supborted; jHe'could support big businegg while opposing-‘
trustd because as he put it, “a trust is an arrangement to
get rid of compet1tfoﬁ and a8 big business 1s{a business that

o has sugy1ve3:x$metmnon, by conquering in tﬁé f}e1d of in-
te]]igence and economy.“29 It was tﬁe trusts, which set up
art1f1c1al\b§rr}ers to free competxt1on that Wilson w;s
determIned to ellmxnate w1th the help of state power.

Hls battle with monopo]ies began in 1914 with the B K\-’¥
pas§a§e by{Eongres§‘of the Clayton anti-trust bill which
was meant to £1arify the Sherman ant%-trust'act of 1890.
‘ Then,'in that same year, Wilson managed to get Congress
to pass the Federa] Trade ‘Commission bill wh1ch outlawed
unfair tgade practices and created a Federal Trade Commissipp
which w;s“to regulate coﬁpetitign. |
Wilson was a]go concerned ghat the economic system
of;]aisséz—faﬁre.and the régy&fgnt rise of big business
. had caused people to lose tﬁeir'sense of regponsibi]ity

towards others. "The truth", Wilson once remarked, “is we
are all caught in a great economic system which is heart-
1ess.f3q He believed, therefore, that tﬁe federal
government had a duty"%o‘put contrels and restrictions-on

, the "heartless" economic system because human rights were

being ignored by impersonal large scale industires. Thus,

. ¢ )
Wilson introduced bills to Xongress which set eight hour v

’
[4
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work days for railwqy.woikers,.regu1ated chi]d,Tabor.and
established a compensation law for civi]'éer?ice workers,
A]l'these‘bi1ls were passed, but the one cqnternihg child
tabor was later det]greg‘undoﬁggitutiona].by the Supreme

o~ -— A 4 »

Caurt. ‘ T /

Wilson's policy of positive government'wé§ kno@q as
the New Freedom aqd it was designad to "arrest théhexpl;it-
ation of the cammunity, the concentration of wealth and tﬁe
growing control of politics by insideés;and to restore a$ ;
far as possib]gycompetitive opportunities in business."31 '.{

It must be remembered that, despite the growfh of
government interference during the é}ogressive era, the
United Statés, as- a whole, s£i11 adhered to and presérved ,~‘
for the most part thekidégfs of laissez-faire conservatism,
Iﬁﬁeed, Wilson's New Freedom was forgotten'during America's
participation in World War One and fhe whole Prégreséive
movement was dead by 1920, During the 1920's laissez-faire
conservatism reasserted. its control over American federal
politics with the election to fﬁé Presidency of conservatives
like-Calvin Coolidge and Herbert Hoover. It can be said,

. P

in fact,; that during the decade of the 1920's laissez-faire

conservatism was never _more prestigious or reputab]e.3g“ =
Unfortunqye]y, it§»§1ory was shortlived, for in 1929,
the United States was hit by «the Great Depressiion which

e I'4
not only crippled the American economy but also ki]]ed

s = g,

B

Taissez-faire conserv&tiSm.

te,

£ \

N 1
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What caused the Depression %s sti]l'q ma%;er of<'
controversy. Some argue that American capitéiism had
simply exhausted itself, whilg others blame the-Depression .«
oﬁ mqpopo1ié$ which they claim Brought about the co]]apse
with ;rice fixing, underconsumption and unfairly distributed
incomes. Sti]g others blame the international system of
th% late 1920's by arguing that ‘the natqrgT self-régulating
process of capitalism failed because Eu;op% was unnﬁtu;a11y_
weak due to World War One. But while the causes of the
Great Depressdon remain in doubt, there is no doubt as to
the effects it had onAthe United States economy. By'193§
the gross national producf of the United States Lad declined

v
from $104,000,000 to $58,000,000. "Factory employment

‘declined by one-third, and the number of unemployed shot’

up from‘400,000 to nearly twe]ve’mi]Tion. The production ?

of durable manufactures fell by more than 70 per cent between

June 1929 and June 1932 and even output of nondurable

manufactures decreased by one-third."33 Ssﬁ
A} N -
As a result of this economic mess, laissez-faire AN

conservatives were put on the defensive, for ip the popular
mind their economic philosophy was directly responsible

for the suffering which America wis'experiencihg. In .add-

ition, the American people desperately wanted some kind of
positive action from the federal government, both to find
a way out of the economic slump and to aid those ruined

by the Depression.

2

" Yet, Taissez-faire with its emphasis

¢

~
<
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on individualism and non-go%grnment‘interfécénce could
offer only the pfomise tht the Depression would run it§
course and thﬁt pﬁbsperity would soon return. - Not ¥ur- -
prisingly fhen; the phfﬁoéophy which had guided the United

: /
PR States since the Civil War-was suddenly dfscredited and

]

abandoned. It was stigmatized as-an ineffecfive and cruel
. . S .

Fl i

idédlogy which had led America to economic disaster, ‘
DisilTﬁsjongd by the_seeming faj]ufe of laissez-faire,
. Americans turﬁedwfo a neQAand radically different éo]itica]
philoséphy which promised to usher in an era of prosperity.
That phi]osoph; which was to transform Aﬁerican society
was liberalism.
In abandoning laissez-faire in faQour of liberalism,
the American .people initiated a revolution which prld .
dramaticaily, aiter the role blayed by the United States
government. The rige to power of liberals in 1933 can be
classified as a. revolution, since the phi]osdshy of
liberalism represented a significant dep;;ture from
laissez-faire. The differences between.the two philoscphies
is quickly made appaxent when liberalism is éxqmined and

defined. - - - k

One definition of liberalism was put forward by 1
. 6 . 1
Willaim Gerber who-wrote,

3

Liberalism is the belief that individuals and
institutions, including goverrnments, should so
act-or refrain from acting-as to liberate as

many individuals as possible from as many shackles

o ———— T rop et o

. . >

7
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as possible w1thoutyeverturn1ng basic social :
. machinery. "Shackles" here mean “circumstances ,‘b
o . which prevent an individual from fulfilling his
¢ constructive potentialities. “Constructive
potentialities” are those possibilities, talents,
aspirations, aims, desires and hopes of any one
individual the fulfillment of which will not
impede and may gahance,11ke fuifiliment on the
part of others.

~7r

In simpler terms it can be said that liberals beh‘evg_
the government should be used as an instrument to improve
the human condition. Their 1dea]ogy, which is sfm1lar to
* the democratic socialism of Europe, is based upon a distrust
Of‘individual freedoﬁ_and voluntary arrangements: The
~ { liberal "believes that ﬁatternsvof human behaviour under

> .
such arrdngements are usually, wrong, harmful, stupid and

~¥ malicious and 'that they shou]? be prevented Ex'gbe constant

2 and pervasive attention of‘thé govern_ment."35 \Mqreover,
liberals believe that the needs of certain groups are more
important than an individual's freedom of choice. Thus,

they often rationalize restrictions of freedom by .saying

it will help "minor?ties", "labor" or the “paor”.

There is 1ittle which Niberals feel government cannot
solve. Théy advocate g?vern ental solutions to everything
from poltution and racism to housing shortages. Of course
liberals also feel that the government can solve

economic problems through new regulations, controls,
subsidies and various other forms of government inter- -
ference. The fact that these measures reﬁuce individual

economic libenty means 1ittle to them stnce they have little
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faith in an economy that is based on the decisions and

by

a work of free people who work indﬁQidua1]y and in. voluntary

e cooperatidn. That k1nd of economy, liberals contend Should be

-

'regardédcaﬁ unfair and unnecessary. Therefore they favour :
N '_\a planned economy directed by the central government. " This
was madé clear by the 1iberal~0rganizat¥%n, Americans for X

&

’ Y ' ° /'\ -
Democratic Action, when it.declared, ™the blind forces of

e

\ .
B the market place cannot be depended'upon eﬁtnes,to aghieve
ful? employment and v1gorous econom1c growth or to dwwért '
econom1c resources in accordance WIth nat1ona1 pr1or1t1es.
For these. purposes we need democrat1c national planning to
evaluate our resources and needs and to develop’ aff order

s~

of priorities for ;he app11cat1onsrof resources to our
needs. 30 | |
0f course, that kind of planning would require a
centralized and very powerful government. As a result,
A © liberals #gvour'gig government, preferably one'f#Ee of the
1imiting restrictions of the American conscitution.
i Liberalism is antagonistic not ornly to laissez-faire
conservatism, which it replaced as the dominant phi]osophyf,
< in America, but also to values which have been part of the

~ American conservative tradition since the days of the

. VL

Federalists. Values such as freedom over equality,
constitutionally I%mited government and the sanctity of YN
. /
private property are downgra@ed'by Tiberals.
\s

It will now be necessary to outline briefly the policies
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which liberal adm{nistrationsxéndorsed between 1932:and
- 1850. They led to the rise of.modern American conservatiSm.
The ascent of liberalism began in the mid to late 1920°'s
when the Democratic party, which’by that time was in a state
~of disrepair, began to adopt and preach some of 1ts ideals.
Then in 1933 Y[\era11sm was catapulted into power when the
Demoqratic party took contr61.ofAthe natlona] government.
That Democratic-liberal triumph in 1932 was led by tﬂe |
party's céndidatetfor President, Franklin Delano Roosevelt,
a distant cousin of Theodore Roosevelt. During the e?ectjon Y
campaiqg Rooseve]f declared that he would try to solve the
depression with cébperatjve action. He 'did not épecifica11y
say what kind of édti:p he would take but he did. promise

-
to stabilize prices, reduce unemployment and introduce

‘public work and relief programs. Moreover, he prom;sed
that the gove{nment would assume a faF'greater~role in the
management of the nation's welfare. A charismatic leader,
Rossevelt managed to instill a_fee]ing of confidence and
optimism within the American people aﬁd was able to con-
vince them that liberalism was the answe# to the economic
crisis which was causing sufh widespread suffering. As a
'4u]t, he easily defeated conservative Herbert Hoover'

. \
nd became America's first liberal President.

Once in power Roosevelt initiated the liberal

revolution with a program called the New Deal . designed to

restore both prosperity and @id the poor. It should be pointed

.
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A %yt here Epat the New. Dea1 yas not a we]] though out philo-

.;* s

sophy of reform, nor. Was it gu1ded by any economic¢ philoso-
phy. Rather, "it was a sé%1es of 1mprov1sat1ons many adopted S

*

2'(
very suddenly? many contrad16tor11y. Such unity as it had

was in political strategy, not e&onomics . "3

The truth is
that Rdhseﬁe]t was ﬁ?l]ing to try any%ipolicy which in his
opinion might he]p théyéibﬁﬁmy\ It ghou]d also be noted

G that there were actually two zers1ons of the New Dea], one
running from 1933 to 1935 and the other from 1935 to "

approxxmately 1939, . &

r

vb"

The most important feature of the first New Deal; which
was'degggned priparily tb‘spur economic regcovery, was thé .

Nationai-Hecovery‘Administrqtion or the NRA which was
¥,

created by Congres§:1n 1933. Under the NRA businesses were
al1owed to establishS prlee agreements and production | ¢
quotas whlle workers mgre guaranteed minimum wages, maximum

hours and the right to bargaln collectively. Rooseve]t

hoped that this system of. h1gh pr1ces and tow production ;L_ -
n“(' -t

would initiate an econom¥c recovery. Other features-.of the

2 b . .
first 'New Deal were the 'usg of inflationary monetary policy

-* tb aid debtors and the creation uf relief agencies to help
2

the unemployed, X, “

5 At this point it should be obvious that.the first New
Deaj:was not that radical. "Although he {Roosevelt) had

adopted many novel, perhaps risky eXpedients, he had avoided

vital disturbances to the vested interests. For example, i

-~ . . \ ) . -

s

S

A
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he had passed by an easy chance to solve the bank crisis

S .
by nagiona1ization and inste&d followed a policy orthodox

enough to win Hoover's apprnva].“38

Moreover, his basic
policies for industry and”é;gricu1ture had'ﬁeen designed
after models supplied by greattvest%d interest groups.

8%11935,though, a series of developments caused

Roeseveﬁt‘to move further to the,left.' First, labor Lgader§,

v ‘ . — S

Whose support Roosevelt needed, were becoming.disenchehted
with the NRA.which they felt benefited business at the
expense of labor. There was also the political thceat
o psed by Huey Long, a demagogue whose radical "share the
ri wealthﬁ movement was attract1ng many liberals who felt
Rooseve]f‘e refqrms were inadequate. Finally, the Supreme
Court ruled that ‘sections of the NRA, which was the heart
- - of:the New Deal, were wnconstitutional and had to be
scrapped. Thus, Roosevelt was faced with the bleak prospect
of seeking re-election in 1936 w}thout an economic program
and with the possibility that his supporters might defect.
As a result, he launched a second New Deal in 193§, whech
N 'was to be to the left of the 1933 version, in the hope that
-~ he'coqu secure the loyalty of American 11berals;
v Tgis'second New Deal saw the introduct{on of the
- ~ Social Security Act which~set?ap a social insurance system
= that included old age pensions and unemployment compensation
f1nanced by taxes on wages and payrolls. The act also

proyjded matching gnants to states to help them aid the

3
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poor, the blind, crippled children and various public health

programs.

Another aspect of the second New Deal was the Revenue

Act which set up a tax on excess profits and increased
taxes on large ‘personal incomes to the highest they had

ever been. This was part, of Roosevelt's p]gn‘to make

taxation a tool of social policy. He declared that "our ~——
revenue laws,have operated in many‘ways to the unfair
advantage ofathe few, and théy'have done 1ittle to prevent ?
an unjust concentration of wealth and economic power."39
The New Deal.was to remedy that situation.

N ~The 1935 version of the New Deal also included the )
»  Wagner Labb}-disputes bill which guaranteed the rights of

labor by giving workers the right to bargain co}lectﬁwe]y

and forbidding employers from interfering in union Sct- .

ivities. .

. After the Second World War, President Harry Truman,
another liberal-Democrat, sought to expand the welfare 'state
initiated by the New Deal with a prggram called the Fair
Deal. Among other things, the Fair Deal tried to extend
%ederaT aid to education and called for the establishment
of a natjona! program of health insurance.

These then were the programs of the liberal administr-

'
i
|
3
i
1
i

" ations in the United States from 1932 ts-1950. It should
“~ ) M . : i
also be noted that l1iberalism's supremacy was not limited

to the Democratic party, for during that twenty-year period

~
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liberals took over American academic institutions and~the
organs of mass commhnitatign;40 Even the Republican party, .
. . - A - . - ' nM‘!
which had always been associated with laissez-faire e

.conservatism,was slowly béing penetrated. The Eastern wing
of the partye for inétance3 gradually came to apbrove of the
New Dea].' The supremacy of liberal pbifbsophy in the 1930's \fﬁﬁ'
and 1940‘s.was obvigus and seemingly unshak able. Yet, a .
movement emerged in the United States which challenged the
assumptions of liberalism and resisted its stegdy drive
- toward the greation of a we1fa‘e state. That movement was
modern conséfvafism.
These modern éonservatives, like their 1ais$ez—faire
predecessors, were™firm be]ievers_ﬁ@findividua}ism and in
‘small go&ernment. Yet, it should Sé.ma%e clear that théy
were not resurrected 1ais;;z—faﬁre anevﬁﬂﬁve&; but'ratﬁer
-a new breed. For instance, while both groups va'lted :
individual freedom, each had a different interpretation as .
to exactly what freedom meant. To the 1aissez-fé}¥e
conservative, freedom was the only thing in the world that
was truly moral since it satisfied man's material neels. |
- He rejected all other morals or virtues sinéé it w#s'felt
they would have to be imposed by an outsidé political

authority which would in turn mean the reduction of freedom.

Inhis ideal society, freedom would exist at the expense of

. e e —

virtues. Modern conservatives reject the notion that

» freedom in itself is moral, believing instead that_ it is

- : N P

.
AP -

-

-

- -~
.
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morally neutral, In addition,-they believe“that there are

>
'
. 'Y. ’

certain objectivé morals andTQa]ﬁe§ which are derived from
Western tradition and divine law that show men what-is fight'
. . - 7

t . : AV
and what is wrong. These morals, moregver, are extremely

important since their decline promotes statiém and thereby
reduces, freedom. "Men without values are more than willing

to trade their freedom for material benefits. That the loss
e R '

- 1 '
of moral constraint invé%es‘the rule of power is surely one

of the best established facts of twentieth century history."41

Conservatives value freedom because it permits man to be
moral. It allows man, in other words, to choose between
good and evil. "Freedom is thus the political context of

mora?t, decision; it is the modality within which the human

42

" mind can search out moral absolutes."” Conservatives

believe in freedom not'asthd in itself, but because it

e .
‘$a11ows men to make theinr own meral choices. «

aw

Moreover, while conservatives feel that freedom is

Egpgiax\?eutral, they also believe that the alternatives

to freedom, state coercion for instance, are definitely

immoral since they involve the arbitrary exercise of power

n#

230
~
.4

over men by ofher men. Thus they prefer freedom singe it
permits morality, though it dges'hot guarantee it, and
reject coercion, since it gua;antees immorality.
Furthermore, while %hese two brands of consé;vatism
agree that government shoulq be limifed, each has different

reasons to. support their contention., The laissez-faire

o . O
’\ “
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i. conserVatxv s be112ved that. men were basxca]ly good and N

§ that the bdtter one was the’mbre'mater1a] wealth one woulo

“A
o

LRRErY S

acqu1re " Thereg ore» ﬁhe government should leave people

alone and allow them to use their natura%’goodness as they
- | see fit. Pftodern conser‘vat'wes, though, buke the Federalists,
| ‘believe that men ere basioa1]y bad and -easily corrunted.
~Therefore, any a]]-nowerfui centreT government, since it is'
nade up of imperfect men;:wili ineVitab]y becone tyrannical.
Governments. fhns shod]d haver restrictions placeo upon
fhem'tqtensure political 1ibbrty. Naturally, conservotives
orEanly admire and wish tovpreserve %he constitution of ®

- ’ 1787, since they feel it prov1des a government strong enough

, 2
’st administer effect1ve1y the country, yet bne that{1s.

et e e

& restrained through checksand haTances to prevent the
- o

concentrat1on of too much power '

C e e

N
-< Another dlfference between 1aissez faire conservatism ¢
and modern conservatbsm is that the latter 1s more devoted

to‘the econamic principles of Adam Smith. For it is a-fact"

that many 1aissezefaire conservative bueineSSmen welcomed
. .fgovernment interference in the form of subsidies ~and ‘
protect1ve tariffs, thereby yiolatlng the pr1nc1p1e -of
economic 1a155e2 fa1re theory. Modern consorvat1ves, by °
rm{.. : . contrast general]y favour a po]xcy of free trade: and

| . | reqect*ﬁm idea that government should- a1d industries. Also,

s - ) .as_has a]ready been noted,*]aissezafa1ne conservatyves

| * .. vesisted thk anti-truSt-acts of the éarly 1900's, but

v B ! » < e N ¢
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mo@ern conservatives.support~thém since they fear big
cprporations‘as much As big gnvernment. " As con§er9ative
Barry Bdldwater WEote,_flarge corporations by gaining
monopoly con£ro] over énti}ewin4ustries had nu]iifigq the
laws of competition that are conducive fo freedom. . . . the
enégy of freedom is unfestrained power and the champions

-

of freedom will fight against the concentration of power
43 .

-

Thus, the decaag—of the 1930°'s saw the emergence of a
new gnﬁ &istinct'c%qservétive movement. However, it ig
somewhat misledding to label modern conservatism as new,
since it actually rgpresents a mérging of the phibsdphies‘
which make up the histofica] conservative tradition. For
example, .the modern'consgrvative's lack of faith in man's
nature and his desire for.]imited government are inherited
from Federalist ideo}ogy. His belief in gconomic progfess

comes from the Whigs and from the laissez-faire consenvative

comes his dedicatidn to individualism and economic Tiberty.

In essence, then, it can be said that modern conservatives
represent an eglectic reflection of their phi]osoéﬁical
past.

It is little wonder that canservatives viggnous]y

opposed the New{Dea[)since it dismissed the.va]ues of the

eoh;ervative tradition. -Consewvatives were alarmed, for
example, by the growing power of the federal gerrnment'

which under the New Deal was performing serbiges which it.

.

kA . *
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had, according to conserQatjves, no constitutional authority.
to proﬁide. " Equally as.ﬂi;turbing was the way Pfesident
 *Qoosev€Tt“exceed?d the constitutional boundaries impoéeﬂ

upon him, making the Preiidency;a far more powerful foiée
. then the conservatives, who fa&oured—a weak executive,

thought it should be. '

" The foundation of their concern, however, was their

perception that the ultimate goal of the New Deal was to

et
«

repiace individualism with its antithesis, namely sociaiism,

by slowly establishing a welfare state. One conservative

described the danger this way: fwe_can see nowuand_Under—
stand c1éarly:the ovefa]1¥program of the socialist revolu-
tionaries to make a socia}ist America without making any =~ +
lawful change in our great charter of freedom, the consti-

tution of the United States.“44

While this may be an ex-

treme view, it does reflect the basic conservative fear of

creeping socialism. - . E
Thus conservatives dedicated themselves to the?' ¢

> - , ¢ -

task of opposing the spread of federal power and repealing -

et e A e a

welfare programs. Before 1937, though, conservatives were

unable to offer any real resiétance to Roosevelt and the i )
New Deal since they.were both'f??mendously popular through-

out the country. In fact, most politicians who tried to

oppose the liberal programs found themselves swept away'in

the national elections o?_1934 and 1936, As a result,.many

- conservatives in Congress were reluctant to take on

R 1 B
el . . E
S .
3 ¥
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goosgvélt.since it would certainly mean ﬁgsi;g their seats.
As one Congressman put iﬁ; "thereﬁéan&be no doubt that at
the moment the President has am extraordinary support through-.
3 out the count?y and is able to do with Congress as he wills. -
I suppose prudencé dictates-that one shqq]d not, attempt to

£ 5 X X
swim agdinst the tide..“4 , : )

-

Yet, even j@ those days of cohplste iibera] supremacy,
there was some conservative oppo;tion to the New Deal.
Congressmen elected from staunchly conservative districts
refused to support Roosevelt even at the height of his
.popularity,while giant publishers like Nil]iam-ﬁ#ndo]ph
Hearst and Robert McCormick attacked the New Deal through

" their newspapers, magazines and radio stations. Also, the
American Liberty League was established in the early 1930 5

to spréad anti- New Deal propaganda and to expound the

virtues of free market cap]ta]1sm.46 )
In 1932, howe;;r, the conservatives were able to

Taunch a major counter-offensive against liberalism as

several events occurred in that year which eroded Roosevelt's

popularity with the people and the conservative wing of hi§ o

own partyf First, Roosevelt decided to refaorm the . |

Supreme Court which had struck down much of his Ne& Deal

1egislatiFn. His reform called for an additional Justice

for eQery Supreme Court Justibe over seQent}»five'years of -

age up to a number of,;fx.fBThis attempt by RooseQeTt to

pack the Supreme Court was. opposed not only by conserVatives

4
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but by a majority of"the’hmerican“peopTe. "As a wesult,

conservatives were able to criticize open]vaoosevelt ip
po]itica] eafety.' The conservative cause was also strength-
ened. by a series of m1]1tant trade un10ﬁ -strikes which: h1t
America in 1937. “M1dd]e class Amerlcans many of them a
RooseVeJtisuppofters were clearly alarmed by these strikes
and according to the ha11up‘poT1, two-thirds of the bﬁblic
favoured legislation and the use of force against theni.“47

But Reoseve]t woufﬁ take no action against the strikefs,

causing hany to switch their support to conservafiyes who o

had‘]ong opposed the growing power of labor unions under

the New Deal. Fina]ly,the United %tates suffered an

economic slowdown or recession in 1937 wh{cﬁ could not be

blamed on the. ]a1ssez faire policies of Hoover., The |

Roosevelt Recession,as it was called seemed to demomstrate

to many Americans that 11beralrsm could not end the.

Depression as it had promised in 1932.

Al11 these events-the Supreme Court plan, the militant

* strikes and the recession-hurt Roosevelt's. popularity and-

gave confidence to conservatives in Cangress who now felt ‘%\

they could openly challenge the New Deal. - In the summer oﬁ.

1937, a group of conservative Democ?ats broke with their

leader and fqrged.a right wing bloc with conserVative

Republicans to assail the New Deal. The Tweation of this
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were strong enough to block the passage of anyifurther

reform legislaiion.gg In fact, "“the President’s achieveﬁenés

in11939 were negTigible; the domestic New Deal for all

S
- ‘intents and purposes made no more striking gains.“4

S Thus

in 1939 Roosevelt officiél]y ended thevNew Deal ,saying, "we
have row passed the period of internal conflicgrin the
taunching of our program of social reforms.z OQur full 45

energies may now be released to-in?igorate the processes‘éf

: recovery in order. to presefve our reforms.fso v
The failure of liberalism not only émbo1dened |

conservative Congressmen, it also made conservatism §n
'Qenera] more popular. This was made clear in the 1938
election when Roosevelt, who was unbeatable in thé early °
thirties, unsuccessfuiiy tried to purge coﬁservative Congress-
men from his own party. ﬁHe ended by stiffening conservative
Democratic resistance, and, as the elections would indicate
by further eroding his mégip at the polls in November.f51
That election, in fact, saw the Republicans gain eighty -
seats in the House and %ﬁght in the Senate. Thus by‘the
fate_&930's the conservatives in Congress were strong enough
to begin an-all-dut offensive against the New Deal. Unfort-
unately, fhe Second Horld Naf put domestic.politics ont hold
and boosied the sagging pOpu]ar%ty of Roose&e]t, denying
the conservafives én opportunity to make gains. ’

- After the war the conservatﬁ&e resurgence continued. By |

1346; the free enterprise system, which was now providing

*

-
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full emp]oyment was once more legitimate. At the same

4\.

I

time, left wing ideas’were‘being.stigmatize§ as Communistic
'and therefqregun-Americant‘ Moreo%pr, many Americans were

by this time growing tired of reforms, and soﬁght stability.
A1l of the=factors undermined y&mrahsm and re1nforced the
p011t1§al dom1nance of consefbatxsm 52 v

i ‘ So’ grggfawas the shift to the right that'in the. 1946
i CongressjoEai!e]ection the Rebub]icans managed to capture
both the Senate and the House of Represent%§1ves For the“ ok
ftrst time since 1930 the Republicans controlled Congress. ' 'é_

Thus, conservatives were now in a poﬁﬁ?ion to reverse the €

.‘ C . - - - -
sociatistic trend of liberalism. 7. 3« |

. ¥ : ) PR 1
Ironically,however, domestic socialism was not the

chief concern of conservatives in the postwar years. ‘Their
attention was now focused on a -new and more dangerous
menace, Soviet; Communism. Thus,‘mi1jtantant%Cohmunism LS
gebame ?n important.tenet of American conservatism.53 !
: Thfs was the state of conservatism when Joe
MCCafthy entered the national scene' in 1950. Was he part of
tgis consgr?ative'movement or did he just adopt tge
conservative issue of anti-Communism for his own §;]fisp

| ends? Dfd his anti-Communist crusade stem from his belief

) in conservative ideologh or did it spring from othe%tmore
nefarious motives? Thesehéfe the 6ﬂestions which mast be

c , T -
answered before Joe McCarthy can be understood.

: R ~
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CHAPTER IV . "

. JOSEPH R. McCARTHY: A BIOGRAPHY

Beforg a study can be mgdé on how Joseph McCarthy's
actions were influénced by conservative ideology, it will
first be necess;ry to examine his fife. ‘Thus, this chapter
will Jgive a biographicgl sketch of Joe McCarthy from his
chi{dhood to his deéth, emphasﬁzing of course his anti-
Communist activities. ) A\

Joseph Raymonde;Carthy‘was born on November 14, 1908 .
on a small farm in northeastern Wisgonsin. His parents,
Timothy and Bridget McCarthy, were hardworking, devout Roman
Catholfcs‘of Irish descent who raised their children in an
austere, né-nonsense housebo]d.' As with so many other aépects
of his\Iife, McCarthy's childhood has been disforted by
‘liberal historians in an effort to discredit him. Whenever
historians describe McCarthy the boy for instance, they
. inevitably portray him as an ugly and insecure wimp. One

historian says he was "an insecure child who shunned

strangers and clung fearfully to his mother...“1

-Yet, the
truth 1s the exact opposite. Thomas Reeves in his most p
. _kecent biography deécribes young Joe as a good Tooking,

likable boy: "Joe as an almost totally extroverted boy,

-

) a
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Ioud, fun loving, constantly in the thick of,thingS”anq

extrémely popu]ar."2 He was also a strong énd aégressjve

boy who w 11d never back down from a fight no'maifér who his

-¢

opponent mighf- He feared no one. Moreover, Joe was. an -
. - . ~

intelligent youngster w did so well in school that he was -
allowed to skip grade sevén. in all, Joe gcCarthys:ems h hgye been
a confident and- bright lad, q'far cry~from the cowardly miﬁk-
sop depicted by some historians. - :
Despite his scholastic success,vﬁcCarthy decided to
Brop ocut of school at the age of fourteeﬁ to becoéme a chicken
farmer. He was simply not interested in schoot.’ Using
some money he had?earned_from a part-time job,xﬁoe rénted
.an acre of land from his ¥ather and bought a f{ock of fifty
chickens.,- In two yeafg he bwned ten thousand chickens, a
new chicken house and a truck. Unfortuhately, Mogarthy
contacted inf1uenzp)andiwh11e_he was;recovering, his business
was looked after by local boys who proved to be careless.

Disease and cold soon wiped out-the entire flock, destroy-

'ing McCarthy‘S Qream of creatinga poultry empire.4
55 R _ ~In§tead of startfhg all over again, he quit the poultry
%; e Busiqess and mOyed to the town of Man;wa; which_was‘thirty
‘ miles from his-fami1y farm. He quickly got a job as a
; manager of a chain-store branch, which he soon had operating

at a profit. About a year later, he decided to complete his
education.  Thus, at the age of twenty, he‘epfo]led in a

local high school. A dedicated and hardwbrkfng student

7

-
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McCarthy managed to complete four years of high school in

just nine months:5

LS

In 1830, he enfered'the Jesuit-operatedAMarduétte

University in M11waukee to. study eng1neer1ng.c,For two

years he did school work durlng‘the day and earned q/ﬂ1v1ng

by night, doing everyth1ng from w1shwash1ng to construct1on
gang work. For recreation he joined the school boxing

N team, since he had always enjoyed that sporti It was soon
ctfear, though, that he was more a s]ugger-than a boxer.

A friend described his style: fimpatient of technique, his
s;y1e was to come out chargihg at the bell and stay on the
offensive, no matter how powerful his opponent until he
won or qropped: _when he encountered an experienced boxer
he would take a severe beating. Once Joe was so bruised

and bloodied in a fight that his opponent wanted to stop.

But McCarthy cried "Come on! Come on! grinning as though

LY

he relished it agljfs Latéern, McCarthy would exhibit
similar traits in his approach to politics.

In 1932, McCarthy decided to switch to law, which he
felt woufd be more exciting than the drearx eng{nqerjng
courses he was taking. ‘Once in iaw school, he joined the
debating team and became a competent pubng Speaker. His
argumenfs were not well prepared, however, and he a]ways\

talked off the top of his head. Moreover,'as Reeves Wrote,

et A e AP 8 et = ¢ ot e e 7 s et an e

“when he got intoc an argument over a matter that concerned
- =l ,

him, he could become: extremely angry and would chafge;anuﬁ

Cae
RS

i

AT A 4 fn h._,.‘.;;w

~
1
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'bopponent verbally, becom1ng 1ntense and abus1ve. Then,. very
"~ ) B qu1ck1y, he would forget the ent1re encounter and commence .

- buy1ng cokes and s]app1ng people on the backs - and swappIng

- . Jokes."7 ThlS quick temper would &!so be exhibited later j§> )

\ .

on in ?15 po]1t1ca1 career.

-

McCarthy graduated from Taw .school in 1935 and was'”
soon practlc’ng Taw 1n~the small Wisconsin_ town of Shawano. e
. Before -lodg, though, he became interested in politics. and

detided to embark on'aﬁpoliticaI career. At this stage'in

his IIfe he still had not develaoped any pollt1ca1 philosophy, ffh

s0 party 1abels meant little to h1m.8 -As a resu?t he f

became a Democrat for the s1mp1e reason that both his

‘ _ -.parents were ptadpch Democrats. In 1936, he was elected

- Preeident of ﬁis district’s Young Democﬁat§ Club, and later

that year he ran for district attorney.op;the Democratic
ticket. He did not win but he did much better than anyone
expected, com1ng 1n second, aheadﬁd? the Republican caddiﬂxﬂ

N

date, as the eTect1on was won by a Progre551ve

KN B

McCarthy then sw1tched to the Repub?1can party in order
- to improve h1s p011t1ca1 Future. In 1938 McCarthy%decwded ¢ d
to run for the poesition of c1rcu1t Judge “No one e;pected
. him to win, as-his opponent was a we]] respected jurist
© . with thirty years experience whé had a Targe and devoted
fol]owing. But Joe ran an aégress1ve campa1gn that stress-
ed ‘the age of his: opponent “Back and forth across the i‘ﬂ,' ‘f -

: three—county area he drove in a ‘battered whlte autpmoblle,

e

e ’ e ' - *
N’ . N S~ . 7

N
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sometimes- making speeches but more often talking to the 57

¢

peop]e He supplemented these personal contacts with an

extensive ma111ng campa1gn, first letters exp1a1n1ng h]S

candidacy and then just before the electxon.a deluge of

3 In the end his tactics paid off, as he &2

ol

surprised‘everyone by winningw§§vfour thousand votes, to i~

become the younggst judge in the state S h1story

™ \\ L

_charthy s record as judge wasg on the whole, veéry

—RAX"

ﬁaéod He managed fdr instance, to d1spose qf a backlog‘

i
of a]most 250 cases which he had 1nher1ted from his predec-

\- X2
"essor by keep1ng the court in, sess1on past midnight for

it

weeks He was also very popular with local Tawyers and_ﬂﬁﬁ

L

earned/a reputatxoq‘as a fair and tough Jurlst.lo
In 1942; McCarthy Jo1ned the United Statés Marine
Corps, despite the fact that his office exempted him from ..

- T "./:‘

mititary service. In the summer of 1943, he joined the

American forces in the Pacific whére he served as an intelli-

VN

e T
gence officer, though he was aTs0 a vo]un%eer gunner -on a

number.pf combat‘missjgps. OVera11,_he.comp11ed‘én

. o . C o
excellent war record. One of his commanding officers said

of McCarthy: ¥ » IR

el -7
e
-

Th1s~off1cer has shown marked qua11t1es of 1eadersh1p,
co-operative sp1Q1t and loyaltyx" His initiative, .
'qood judgement, determiantion,-<and diligence have

made him an unusua]]y useful member of the section in
which he was assigned; and his unfailing good nature
and ready wit made him well liked and respected by

. his assoc1ates.11Th15 officer should be classified

T . as excelleﬁt' . -

. . O . v

. .
K

S
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4chCarthy wou1d Iater exaggerate h®#s war record but\th1s I
AN e i o MR

Vs - -does: ‘not detract from the fact that ‘he served his eoﬁntry : AR

well and with dxst1nct10n,_ﬁ ! . ;o
',gff: N In 1944 he dec1ded to run for the Un1ted States . - " R
o Senate gfter manag1ng,to get a thlrty day 1eave he N FQ .
fﬁlreturned to HlSCOhSln ard campa1gned against the Republzc%ﬁ“
incumbent A1exander wwley He 105t the pr1mary but got a
)”respectable vate and 'more:qmportantly, a state wlde reput-
.at1on In February, 1945 he res1gned from active duty and
zn .:_feturned home toﬁco<%¥nue his 0ff1C£ as ludge.c Then, al
B | year: ~Tateg, he anhounced that he was' going to run i therrm
‘;-:Repub11can Senator1a1 primary aga1nst Robert La Fo11ette
| | 'One of E)scons1n s most pbwer?u{ po]1t1caq’ftgures Few | 4
':‘ ff;?gave McCarthy much chance of wxnnlng, as La_ Fo]]ette “who
SR had held his Senate seat since 1925 had an‘xmpre331ve S

}

1eg1slat1ve record and a respected name. . His father, the

~-

. ‘ . legendary Robert Sr., was one of the founders of the- Progres?
sive movement and- had been elected both Governor and,

“Senator. Thus, Robert Jr.'s nomination as the Republican
PR . - ) . R “ . .

candidate seem assured. . - L T

. . o ke .

]

Yet, Mccarthy had certa1n assets’ whwch made him a
AN formidab1e cand1date. McCarthy had by this time adqpted
a r1ght wing po]1t1ca1 ph11osophy This will be: expanded ;ﬂ

on in the next chapter. . This gave him the back1ng of con—‘e-

o servatlve Repub11cans who rejected La’ Fo?lette on the

\

grounds that "he had been a staunch supporter of the’ New - .

3
w 2 L - v T . A

. . o -
- . o

[idN
o
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¢ = Deal. A second asset¢kis fis own dr1ve and aggress1veness.
He Tea an 1ncred1b1y energet1£rcémpalgn which 1nc1uded
N 7, ﬁ. 1
j{ﬁ’} saturatﬁon m&111ng, dooritq\foor canvass1ng and simply
u:,A‘; meet1ng and greet1mg 35 many people as he ‘could a]] across
%he‘state La Fo*lette meanwh1le, confident of v1ctory,
» d1d not*even bother to campaign and on]y returned'to
% -
i : Wisconsim-a week before the elections "His conf1dence was,
R &
NN ' : seem1neg justified, for as the-c a1gn came to a close, =
N R '\ £
5 "t most po]1t1ca] ana]ysts be]1eved that he would have no
S%ST JE trouble in turn1ng awix McCarthy s chailenge Yet, McCarthy B
o e
N - did win the nom1nat1on by 5 400 votes, completing one of

>
* the greatest upset%§1n thg,country.

Many factors contributed to McCarthy‘s-stunning

~v1qtory, not the least of which was. h1s own v1gorous and
) |
- well;fznanced campaign. Moreover, La Fol1ette was damaged
politically by his isclationism and?By the failure of

3

organized labc r to supporf his candidacy. There was also
-a fee11ng among Wisconsin voters that La‘Fol]ette had 1ost

touch %1th the peop]e and that he was spend1ng too?” much N

time try1ng to soIve nat1ona1 and 1nternat10n;1 prob]ems -

instead of concernjng himself w}th the st;te\s needs. By
contrast, McCarthy"gﬂcceeded in reaching the people “gnd

made them feel they would have a representative in Washing-

ton instead of a ‘great name' that had become face1ess.“}3

O [P
RN oS,

 After reéeiving‘thg‘Rgpupjitaﬁ'nominatib%, McCarthy

'éjgénéﬁdftgiéctibﬁi'defeatﬁng a

. Wwent on easily to win
: R s
. : & -TA

CER
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11bera1 Democrat i;us, he became &«member of the: Unlted ' g

States Senate. From the very be91nn1ng, thnugh he was..

XA

,,pl

\!

“someth1ng of an but51der "He was younger: than the average§¢v

v,

Senator and of genu1ne1y humbTe soc1a] or1g1ns, a*:ggltxwzn

ﬁq '\' C"" .
thegmidﬁ1ona1re s c]ub Yet Was conf1dent energet1c. .
J‘J‘ -~ - 3
and determined to make h1msg1f a maJor political ff‘ﬁ*b ) o
1\_ [N
" e A . . . . -’~:_$r
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The first rka]bﬁssue which concerned McCarthy was the

quest1on af government conéﬂo]s on‘%he product1on and sa1e
¢

of sugar. He arqued that rat10n1ng was no longer needed RS
and that if it was not ];fged, rural housewives and Eyéfain j%

industries would suffer ,since#ﬁ%ey would be‘dhgh]e to
preserve the1r\{?u1ts and vegetab]es The Administration'
rejdited his call, cla1m1ng that;bhere was not enngh sugar d

‘2'

¢~ava1]able to meet the pub]1c S demand McCarthy refused to .«

believe that and defiantly 1ntroduced an anendment wh1ch

caT]ed ﬁ@r end1ng sugar rat1on1ng five months ahead of .

PGS

v
~schedule. It passed; and as it turned out, his act&on Was -
A Mo =, RS
\- . " » [Y)
- -

gsoon jusitified as a large sugar surp1u5fappeared

S

~

‘This episode foreshadowed the kind of tact1cs McCarthy

WOUTd emp]oy ‘as a. Senator. “Dur1ng the debate McCarthy it S

o
¥y

was by turn rude and provocatlve " He wou]d»reiyse to y1e?d f?
’ I'- ‘r\
the fioor for unfr1end]y questions, or wouTﬂ turn upon an« R

£
B ,,,.

1nterr09ator wlth some persona] charge or'-accusation. Inj

a matter of minutes he turned a staid amighgn1f1ed Senate

‘debate into an angry brawl."'’ "

L -

’
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) :*§f4 Ancther issue which interested McCarthy was the pub11c : L
‘?,‘ "housing question. When World Nar II ended the Un1ted States f - »fg
- ‘ | ' was faced w1th a mass1ve houSang;shortage Vetaﬁhns upon bfﬁ
‘ -t ':. N "‘c ' h
/ = - return1ng home, were unab}e to purchase homég and were oftgn
. . —_ f‘

forced td“#hare dwe]lxngs u1th one or more other fam111es

McCarthy was moved by the p]nght of home]ess vgterans and,
t,z.“'-‘ iy

g a]thougﬁg%e opposed pub]1c hous1ng pr1na1pte he realiz-

T

. ed that- somethlnﬁ‘ﬁad to ‘be done. fhereforet he saw to it -

that he was appo1nted to a joint Housing Committee which

"Was ;o study. the\problem While serv1ng on th1§ gommzttée Tg
Yy LS
r McCarthy 1ntroduced a b1] which wofld requ1r€@§ﬁevggvern-
t a\, - a-'!- . (& Wit l«l’c’
N@ent to pay half thé cost of spec1a{1y bailt’ hou{%s to %ed‘

'used by totally disabled veterans. Unfartun;tely, thgugh,ee
3 o N et VS .
while it?ﬁgssed the copmittee, it was voted dowmagh the iﬂ . &

[

L“

Undaunted, he continued to speak on the housing Z;f

‘yy%g“x* Senate.;

PRANEC A needs of total]y dlsabled veterans for aﬁzentgre year.
T :‘._(?I & £

“There was no apprecwab]e p011t1ca1 gain to be had in this J}j%

’

Dot L per51stemt effort. Later McCarthy b1oggaph€rs eager to
v i N ‘e}‘. \
’ i;'portray the Seﬁdtor as the conswmate cy91c, chose}to ignore
. . " 18 . ” é‘_"(. ,":.
);A ;V‘ it. ‘f‘ 4 -
o ¥ MCarthybecameso concerned about the housfng problem . C
AN ', \’ \( .
that he dropped all his other comm1ttee work and ded1cated

;h1m5e1f to %he 1ssue, becom1ng 'something of an expert on
the subject. After study1ng the prob1em he concluded
that whr1e pub11§ housing-was not the answer, the governl

£ nent did have a ro]e to play in solving the crisis. In » £

- i " B .
} t \ . T . 5 N

\ R
[N

{wo
n

S

X
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a b11}-he introduced in 1948, Métarthy ggoposed tax exemp-

tions and ample deprec1atvon allowances to encoughge low

ok .
PRy

rental houswng. The bill also called for federal ass1st-

.3
r -

M
”ance to c1t1es for s1um c1earance and an, extenSIOn of

o~
.,\

e -\

»q_.’..
3mnrtgage insurance. . Unfortunate]y, the Hbu51ng Committee

chose tgxendorse a r1va1 bill wh1ch included a call for
e Bl =
pub11c housing., Overall, McCarthy $ work on the Housxng“

M.)r
Committee was d1gn1f1ed and he won praISe from observers.

But on seve?al occasions during the hear1ngs McCarthyﬁgzi

! x :4‘ 'a
r1nto nasty quarqﬁls with witnesses at times exh1b1t1ng a
hot témpet and a flagrant disregard for established
committee procedure and even common courtesy. w13

J"Ejﬁ: After, the ?948 electicn, McCarthyvbecame {nxolved W1th

v

nf;@q R A very controvers1a1 Senate 1nvest1gat1on wbuh became known

as the Ma]medy"Massacre 1nvest1gat1on. The Senate was

100kin§ into alleged war crimes committed by American troops
e during‘worﬂd wav II. The investigation was sét up after

.-‘: . 3*»

' certain pac1f1st and civil 11berty groups c]a1mq§ that

Amer1can 501d1ers had extracted; through“torture, conf 'sjons

P from SS officers accused of slaughtering e1ghty Amer1can”
A E
;;g prisoners of war. After studytng the pert1nent documents

“

McCarthy became convinced that American soldiers had indeed

«been guilty oﬁ.ﬁar crimes. As a rasu1t he dedwcated him-

% .

: self to uncovering the trgth %0 that America's integrity

.
"~

»f;aﬁd image cd@}d;be preserved. Indeed his "Soncern quick]y

- rose above his own political cons1derat1ons and assumed
: e - P . RS
% r

1 VoL o et

A
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*“characteristics of-a persbha]icrusade against the forces of
1 w20 L3 o '

)g EA

. Lk
evil. N .
.--.' ‘»;.Jf-

He got permtsSIOn tg s1t on the sub-committee looking
> ‘,,

d was allowed to cross—ex&m1ne w1tnesses.:&2

5 »

“g¥into the case an

Befonﬁkﬂeng he was dominating the hearwngs ‘as he “virtually '

r
‘ks— -

storm-

- "_ T

took over the 1nvg§t1gat1on, cast1gat1ng witnesses,
Ll =~ "),..

ing through the' hear1ngs room 1mpugn1ng the motives of the

commiftee and its counSe] Mar1ne Colonel Joseph Chambers,

g n 231

of“Handr w:nner
J‘

clear during the invest1gat1on‘that the American soldiers

a.Congressional MedaI

,)

It soon became

were iqnqpent of any wrong doing. AS 3 resu]§,<the

r

comm1ttee 1ssued a report c1ear1ng the army McCarthy, who
. ‘ s
Ewas never ones ~to adm1t an error, stubbornly stuck to his

'<..

“belief that xhé army had comm1tted an 1n3ust1ce To his

mind the-committee's report was s1mp1y a wh1tewash of the

mijdtary. ' S

The Malmedy 1nvest1gat10n haddone ]1ttle to enhance
needed a]] the

McCarthy's p011t1ca1 career which, by ]949,

help it could get. For, although he had worked hard in the

Senate, he still had nd?'estabtished a solid legislative
record which wou]d"appeai to his constituents in Wisconsin.

3

His work on the housing issue, for instance, had been large-

I

1y. ignored by Wisconsin newspapers. .To make matters warse,.

he was censured-by the State Supreme Court for holding a

federa] off1ce wh11e still being a Judge, thereby;v1qlat1ng
1~" .

_the state const1tut1on. Thus,,McCarthy needed an’ 1ssue

Iy

v N
N RN
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. ten more picked it up.

surnn%sing that McCarthy wo 1d wanb-%ﬁ get in on the act. .~

f!gurG'ZOS

»
. was 37,

dnfthe speech and sent’it over the teletypes.

- 87 -

y .
to boo%t his sagg1ng reputat1on at/ i 3 : N
. . 3.(: N

\ N
[N

emphas1ze the problem~nf commﬁ ist subversion in gouernment Y
-('

Sometime in, tpte¢1949 or”e 1g‘1350 hé’dec1ded to

The communxsi in- government ssue was poI1t1ca]ly profitable
) x’

3 s
and popular among Republlca s at that time so it was. not .
7\'; "

Moreover, his interest in the problem of Red. sgpverc,on had

o :
been® grow1ng steadw]y duringj the late fo?t1es when it S ‘ .

appeared that the. United States government had been infil-

,‘_ s(—

PR NE LN

trated by cdmmunlits 22'&He hid no way to know that his

Noo A .
dec1swon to take»on communism™ ud&F-assure him a place in

R b
AN
g

Amer1can9h1story ,%

the rest ofahrﬁyﬁaf on .

H1s struggle a ainst commdn1sm, which was to dominate 3
, began in Wheeling, He§% Virginia,

‘\‘o

ey

February 9, 1950 Nhéqhge told the 0910 County Women's S

Republican Club of HheeT1ng thht there were card-carrying

-3

communists working xn~the~5tate Department There is a it o

controversy over exact]y how many commun&sts McCgrthy Lo

L N
f : - . »

“Some say he used the

whlle McCarthy and others claim the number used

claimed were in the State Departmgnt

The avn11ab]e evidence tends to support McCarthy's

-,

AN

contentjen.23 The Assoc1ated Press wrote & ishort story -

-
*.

Cn Februany

10, eighteen newspapenrs, carried theystory andapniFebruary 11,

Only three newpapers gave it front

page covenage and two of those were smal] papers that
s . .

- = . . e

A

Ty - - - ~

> Y
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always put nationa]zgéhg'dn-page‘one 24 Obviously, news

edltors d1d not feel a Speecb vabout commun1st submbr510ns
2 i

e o del1vered by af obscure Senator, was part1cu]pgiyaﬁéws-

W . L , 3 _

f -'.{- \"0 rthy * ;‘\-', " i o : . * =

ot
~

. -sﬁerbruary 10, HcCarthy arr1ve¢;rn Sa]t Lake C1ty and
‘-.._Q. "ok
repeat&& h1s charge thaysthere were 57 COmmunysts in th f~
™ : .
State Department «. The next day he sent a- telegram to *\g
it Y ?’. -

.t «x“Pr951dent Truman asking him to furn1sh’tongress with the

1‘_.- ~ -

N

*4
b

. ‘
-. "‘;‘ -

- - nameés of all State Departmgnt;employees who were con51dered

T T~

' had security risks. Before long, chCarthy s remarks eafﬁéﬂ\\\

s

h1m the full wrath bf the Truman Adm1nqstrat1on On
‘ ,I ;\. w& N ,"
February 13, Deputy Under Secretary of State John Peurifoy

e

denIed’ﬂcCarthy skeﬁarggs and challenged him to 1dent1fy

‘a

the 57'tnmmunlsts 'Three d&ys Later Pregmdent Truman de-

clareda. thgt gdxarthy 5 aecusat1ons were false, while Senator
:;B~ . »'(Scott Lucas the Democrat1c maJor1ty Ieﬁder deplored u@at

he ca11ed McCarthy S° shamefu] siur on the State Department

L
It should? be painted out ‘that McCarthy had not be&n the on]y

i (4"‘*‘

‘*%Repub11can to speak out aga1nst communist subversion on
the date of Febrﬁary g, wh1ch happened to be L1nca1n”Day

Indged, several-ﬁepub11cans, including some prom1nent ones,
: .- . »

ot

had made similar Fihcoln Day speeches. But~the 5dmini$€r-

~ A .
ation decided to singlgfout McCarthy 85 their target be-
oo o . B - ~ T
“. 47 cause his. speech was unique, in tﬁpt it inc]uded a seeming-
T { ~
ly vu]nerablg*reference to a number of. 10ya1ty risks in

oo 25\- R
. =5he governmert.” e

-~y
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Thus, the Administration turned the heat on McCarthy,

dar1ng him to’ name the Commun1st §p1es he had declared

. —

that he would admit that he had no names and thus provide

(‘

a victory for the Democrats pver the right wing Republicans.

<«

McCarththowever, was not. .one to back down from a f1ght

Instead, he met th; ﬁémocrat1c cha!]enge ‘head on, when
on February 20, he took the Senate floor and documented an
3 expaﬂdeGVT1St of some 80 charges. He dxd not name names

referring to the cases only as numbers. "In the speech

b

~£\; he dec]ared "I shall not attempt to present a deta11ed case

on each one, a case which would convince a jury. A1l I am

e
‘b\\\\> > doing 1s to deve]op suff1c1ent ev1degce so that anyone who 7
~

:ﬂ\\\éads the. record Will have a good idea of the number of

. communists 1n\£hg State Dgpartmggt."zs He a]so adm1tted
) that the evidence he ;3§\usiqg was;ﬁat,partxcularly fresh.
e . . 7 9 . ~ee )

"% "This information is nothing new", He- stated "It has been

there a longitime. =Hf the Senator or anyone ef§é“whp~js

. interested had expended sufficient effort he could have
| w27

brought this to thd attention of the Senate. His
evidence, in fact, came from the "Lee List™ which had been

=~

~

prepared in 1947 by Robert-é;:Lee, an__investigator_for

the House Appropfiation'Committee. McCarthy contended that

the fact that this information was old made his charges all
the more serious. Why weta-loyalty 'risks st111 working

for the State Department? For some reason, he m1s1e d the

- AN
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. Senate as to where ﬁis 1nformat1on came from.w.Iggtead of
adm1tt1ng his use of the Lee List, he c1a1med "that-he Had
ptegced the 1ron curtain of State Department 5e¢recy and
with the a1d of -some good loyal Amer1cans in the State

. Department hédacomp11ed Sh\qjarm1ng pacture of esplonage

and treason‘"28 It was a m1§take to mislead the Sen ate

and it would come back to haunt h;m 1ater
At any rate, though he did not name names,.he went”

- through his list, case by case, in a six-hour speecﬁ'that
was continually interrupted by Democrafs intent on harassing
him. In some cases, he exaggerated the material he had,
calling a fellow traveller a communist for instance, or
labelling an alleged pro-cominist a proven pro;communist.
"Tq}most cases, however, McCarthy's exagéerations were. -

. ’
neither deta1]ed nor emphatic enough to shove a g1ven case

L
w23 Khen the speech was

s into a h1gher securlty category.
) over, bath parties were eager for an investigation of his
charges. The Republicans hoped, of course, that the inves—
tigation would reveal iqfoemation embarassing the

Democratic Administration. The Democrats, on the other
'hand, stilf believed that McCartgy was extremely vglnerab]q
\—\eaqé they "were now more confident than ever that they could

swif'tfy crush McCarthy's allegations-and taunt the G.0.P.
with their success until the polls opened."30
To assure their victary,the Democratsisought to pre-

~vent McCarthy from hiding behind nameless cases by ‘Tetting
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: ‘ &
it be known that they expected him to name names before any
investigating committee. " McCarthy calmly agreed. Thus on

February 21, the Senate passed the following resolution:

The . ~Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, or
“any. duly authorized sub-committee thereof, is
authorized and directed to conduct a full and
compTete investigation as to whether persons who _ \
are disloyal to the United States, ogihave been, : -
employed by the Department of State,. ‘ :

N\

The commitee ]ookingN;ntd the investigation was-chaired bj'
Millard Tydings from MdFyIand
The hear1ngs opened on March 8, and McCarthy was ready

) for.act1on. He now had a 1ist of 110 names to present to
the committee for its 1nvestigation. It should be pointed )
out that these names were not just a dup]1cat1on of the '_ '
old: Lee L1st but rather represented a s]ate 0 charges
_based on evidence MéCarthy had received from veteran ant1—
‘commun1$ts who wished” to h1d him in his sturggle. In fact

there were 37 names on McCarthy's 1ist who did not appear on

the Lee List.32 Unfortunately, the Tydings Committee was

not really interested inwjnveﬁtigafing subversion in govern-

ment. Their main goal wé&;&p dis;fedit McCarthy and vindi-

" cate the State Department. This fact became obvious from

the first day of the REarings when the Democrats greeted
McCarthy with scornful contempt. Before he could even o

begin his presentation, he was harassed with repeated demands = L
. e :

W e

. --. to answer certain questions Wmmedxa}e}y.4.The Democi‘;:‘

tactics prompted one Senator to remark: "a per?ectly

vy
~ L
< RN

. T - “Y;
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) P01nt Four Program, Gu§“avo Duran, Aan empToyee of the

;nterrupted him contrnua]]y. By March 1

- . . N <€
(NS : 3 .

- y s N - =37
Lo - 9‘2 Y 5T -
.- . - - o A
LM, )

Wy The . - > LR
s . . . S . T

extraordinary procedure. I have never seen anything like®

-it, and f:hane been here.since 1937;;.1 do not'understano

what kind of game is be1ng p]ayed here."33_¥;

4‘ R

Finally, McCarthy Was a]Towed to present his cases,
but even then the harassmen¢ continued if the Democrats
4, McCarthy“had
succeeded in naming nine peop1e whom he felt were poss1b]e
securwty rjsks and who, therefore)shou1d be 1nvestmgated.

They were Esther. Bﬁunauer, a State Department official,

;f

-Stephen Brunauer from the Navy bureau, Dorothy Kenyon, a

de1egate to UNESCO Ha]dore Hanson, an-official of the

Unlted Nat1ons, Har‘%w Shape]y and Freder1ck Schuman nho

} ’\-

- were both un1vers%ty,proﬁgssors John. Serv1ce another

v “" f‘ [
State Department off1c1a] Philip Jessup, the ambassador—

at-large andAOwen Lattxmore, the D1rector_of the Page

~

Schoo] of Dip1omacyﬁ34' Unfortunate?y, Tittle else was

-

accomp11shed,as the commlttee was , of course, moré interest

ed -in d1scred1t1ng McCarthy- than in conduct1ng a serious

1nVest1gat1on of the’tate Department

The hearings, not surpr151ng1y, were a travesty
Committee members pampered any witness, 1nc1ud1ng knownr
and insult-

J .
ed and smeared anyone whose testimony supported McCarthyfgs

comm&nists, who discredited McCarthy{s evidence

Furthermore, McCarthy, for.some“reason, was not allowed to

cross-examine any witness who attended the,héarfngs.‘owhat

?
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was worSt of.all, though, was ‘the way the committée c1eared'ﬂ

a]] those accused by McCarthy w1thout even an 1nvest1gaf1on.
_ They e1ther took the word of the accused or of thé State
Department,. the agencytthey were 'supposedly 1nvest1gat1ng,5
as proof that the charges were not.-justified. ' Thus, on
July 18, a Report was f]]Ed\by the committee wh1ch not sur-
pr1s1ng]y gave the State Department a clean b1]1 of health
.pMoreover, it a1so accused McCarthy of perpetrat1ng a “fraud
#3 LT and a hoax" and 1abe11ed his charges as "perhaps the most
nefar1ous campaign of ha1ftruths in the. h1story of the
*fRepub11c;f; It.1s 1nterest1ng to note, that while the '
committeelconsidered HcCarthy’s charges a hoax, offigials
Q:at the State‘Départment did not. In fact, the agency re-
~ examined the loyaity‘of 62 State Department emp1oyees\
hamed by McCarthy.ahd within three years of the Tydings
éommittee Report, eighteen of.chem were labelled security
riéhc and:fired.36 ~Yef,sthese were the same peOp)e who
were cleared by the Tydings Committee: Clearly, in their
. attemot to.aftack McCarthy, the Committee had not done the
,.-most thorough job. ;
o At any rate; the'two Republican members on the committ-
ee refuéed.to'sign the_reporc, dismissing the investigation
‘as completely inaccurate and insu]ting.to Mctarthy 37
. . VEven moderate Repub]lcans who. opposed McCarthy s methods

fe]t the report was des1gned first, to get McCarthy, and

- secondly, to whitewash. the State Department. . Thus the

. e
S ° .0
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Repub]ican party condemned the Report. ‘
It would seem that the Tydings 1nvest1g@¢10n accomp]1sh~
o ed very I]tt1e. McCarthy, for’ examp]e, failed to expose a
’ ’ single “card carrying communist®™ in the State Department
:hqugh:he did name loyalty risks. The committee for\:ts
v fggft: as already noted, failed t0 1nvestigate the'sggnnity
'gj the State Department. VYet, the Tydings investigation =
was extremely importanf because if made,McCartHy_a national
celebrity. “The investigation established McCarthy in the
. . eyes of a few articulate and millionsjof in@rticuiate, anti-
communists as the sténdarq-bearer in the fight to expose’
,communisf infiltration of the Federal‘government "38 On .
"t . the pther hand the 1nvest1gat10n earned McCarthy the
eterna] hatred of Amer1can Tiberals who were b]atant anti-
ant1 commun1sts . A
Enraged by the fact that Tyd1ngs had failed 4n his

. task to crush McCarthy, the 11bera1 estab11shment became

" ohsessed with the des1re to destroy him themselves. "Their

own formidable propaganda facilities had focused the nation's,
v ;

’attention on this one gladiator that all might be'edifigd
- by his .forthcoming humi1jdtibn;‘jt nas'unthinkable now to
tunn'out the']ighté and refund thestickets without a show.”

’ Thus, the Tiberal assault:on McCarthy began The 1iberal
L {
medza portrayed h1m as a "ruth]ess, reckless, m1ndless

fiend who. had yet to utter his-first honest statement. udo

Not satisfied with sﬁmp}e name-calling, some 1iberal

~
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“‘neWSpapers began d1ggnng into HcCarthy s past and pr1nted

countTess half-truths and d1storted stories concern1ng h1s
record as bath judge and Senator " For 1nstance, they
printed that McCarthy called for sugar de- contro1 at the
b1dd1ng of the Pepsi-Cola company and that he opposed
public housing because he was a tool_.of the real estate
lobby. 1In add1t1on, 1t was claimed that he took part in the

MaImedy 1nvest1gat1ons to'p]ease his pro-Nazi backers 1n

‘N1sccns1n. The fact that.these smears were completely

-

untrue seemed to mean Tittle to the liberals. "Yet .ironical-
]y 1t was the 11bera]s who, during the Tydings hear1ng§
self-righteously denounced McCarthy as a man who smeared
innocent people; or who made 1rrequns1b1e and reckless
accusations! In fact, they even coined the word "McCarthy-
ism" to deacribe his techniques--techniques they themselves

would use in their campaign to discredit him. In snort,

. the "inte]]ectuaT elite withan which ]iberaIS‘pfedoninate

»

;%) refused to try and understand McCarthy or the phenomenon'

of McCarth1sm and b) acted brutally toward him and 1ncreas—\

ingly toward it."41

f;fj“ Jespite tnis vast liberal campaign to smear him,

x

;ﬁegarthy continued to warn Americans about the dangers .of

communist subversiaon in‘nigh places. It should be poinfed S f
out that this issue was no ]onger a device to garner votes ‘ o0
as far as McCarthy was concerned He was now.se1zed by
an 1ntense almost fanat1ca1 interest in the Reds who

gl ‘ “

T

~ ~
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_ lurked in government Th1s obsession often wear1ed his

staff, bored o]d fr1ends and aston1shed several Senate

co]]egues.: It wasxtron1c that while critics railed at

"McCarthy for being wholly cynica1,€¥ﬁmora1 and.eVen amoral

.
LN E ~

those closest toyhiﬁ knew that he hadxbe%ome,a zealot.“42

For the rest of his 11fe he wou]d devote a]most alt his

QNEVQY to ant1-commun1sm. . _,aw‘

REPNEPSEAN
,

CIn tbe 1950 congre331ona1 e]ectwon ‘he travei]ed all
¥
“across the countr¥)91v1ng speeches of support for anti-

communist candidates and denounczng the internal securlty
3

record of the Truman Adm1n1strat10n. Eager for reVenge

e TN T
3 8 i

e

he -campaigned espec1a11y hard in Maryland for the Repub]1can o

candidate who Opposed M1111ard Tyd1ngs Nhen the electuon
Wwas over, the Republucans ga1ned f1ve seats in the Senate

and 28lin the House. Inaadd1t1on many of those. newiy— |
e]ected Congressmen were conservatives, which- enhanced the
power of the r1ght in the American legislature. McCarthy s

own power was also enhanced by the.election, as most people

‘ gave him credxt for the defeat of many prom1nent Democrats

1nclud1ng Tydlngs ThlS ana]ys19~has s1nce been dlsputed

/

and most historians ‘now be11eve that McCarthy s part in the

1950 election was overrated.‘ Richard Fried}for instance,

%

points out that while many McCartnydtes won eIectionjso too

did- many liberal opponents of McCarthy. He.also points:
out that the Repub]itan:victory was not as great as the

one scored in the 1946 election.s But, at the time,
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B peop) e attributed tQ.McCartﬁyythe'pewer to defeat his '

o . enemies‘at the polls by ieﬁe1lihg them as:soft op .communjsm.

PEFLN

Th1s 1ncreased his prestwge and power and made h1m somebody .

(RS
el w

“to be taken very ser1ous]y

As already noted; &cCarthy by late 13950 had becomeA
one of the 1ead1ng spokesman for the conser‘étwe wing of’
Q;h1s party. He used th1s new- found 1nf1uence to advance:
- : the'%ause of anti-communism by pub11c1y attacklng anyone at
‘ who, in his opinion, was aiding the SOV1et Un1on. Dur1ng
the Korean War, he regularly Iashed out at both Harry Truman’
B ‘ and Dean Aceeson the Secretary of State. ."He ca]]ed the
‘hPres1dent a $.0. b and dec]ared that the dec1s1on to d1sm1ss"

N LY

'fMacArthur was a communlst v1ctory won w1th the aid of bour-

.- bon and bendxctme."44

He a]so repeatedly called for the
.reSIQnat10n or d1sm1s3a1 of the Secretary of State, whom
he cal]ed~the “Red Dean of Fash1on" He ]ed campaigns to
deny Senate confirmation to Anna Rosenberg, who was nomin-
~'Lat:ecl to' 'serve as-an aid to the Secregery of Defence and to
+Philip Jessup, who was nominated to be a'de]egate to the -
‘United Nations General Assemb]yyonhthe grounds that they
were possible security risks. His most controversial
attacg came;on June 14: 1951, when he assailed George C. .
N ,Marsha]] the Secretary of Nar In a 60,000 word speech
_;McOarthy b]asted Marsha11 s ro]e in.American fore1gn po11cy

~—

since the ]940 s and went so far as to suggest that therwas

-

.some kind(of_trathr.j This,eftack céUsed'quite a stir,

(R
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.as Marsha]] was a popu]ar pub]ac f1gure. "As wartime 1ead-
er E1senhower and MacArthur were greater popular heroes..'
But it is doubtfu] Jif any Amerlgan of h1s generation had

RS
built throughout h1s career as good an 1mage 3% a man than

45 These k1nds of attacks kept

McCarth§lin the spotlight and also brought Tiberalism to a

bo11 T LI

, E ‘e
"One myth that has emerged is that mhaie McCarthy wae
making these charges,~no one‘dared to oppose him. In fac@,
many be1{e9e"fhat the United States“experienced apﬁeign of
Terror during which McCarthy frightened millions of citizens

into silence. One T1bera1 decIared that" “such-was the

reign of terror ‘that it requ1red an-act of phys1ca1 courage
46

“to contr1bute money to Harvard." ~_~Yet, no such Re1gn of

Terror existed,. for "on the contrary, McCarthy.s ent1re

career consisted of lTittle more than attacking, bejng

1147

attacked and coumterattacking. The. ]1bera1 med1a‘ ﬁor

_instance, cont1nued to’ hammer away at McCarthy, emp]oy1ng

emotionalism, distortion, smear,tactiqs and guilt by assoc:di--

ation. . Newspapers in Wisonsin 1abe11ed him a fascist

Nazi and even a Communist 48 The Tiberal co]umnr§t Drew.

Pearson, did his best to conv1nce everyone that McCarthy
was an anti-semite, while cartoonist HerbIocknﬁyw him as

an ape.49ﬂ One of the worst attacks came in September of ‘

1951, when the 11bera1_New 'York Post published a seventeen

part series titled “The One-Man Mob of Joe McCarthy.™
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‘compilation of everythlng unsavory‘that had been dug up aboutf"

McCarthy in the past‘"so The art1c1es smeared'McCarthy byfk%l
d1stort1ng_h1§“part in the hous1ng issue and_ the Ma]medy
hearln%§,“ fne;ﬁa};o ca11ed n;s supporters fasczsts and

imp]%en that he was a homosexual .Liberal po;2t1cans a]so=f“”:_

¥ J: . . i

began to step up the1r campa}gn to d1scred1t McCarthy. In.

- ~
e v ey -3

1951, Pres1dent Truman and members of his, Administration =

RCS

launched strong attacksagagnsthim.c These attagks were SO

ot

- strong that 25 Repub11can Senators denounced them as smear

51, .3

tactics. 0bv10us1y, it. was not dangerous to attack

McCarthy

McCarthy also suffered attacks from within the Senate

For instance, fter his defeat 1n 1950 M11]ard Tyd1ngs f1]ed .

a complalpt WIth the Subcommlttee on Pr1v11eges and E]ect10ns
c]a1m1ng that McCarthy had uSed 11be10us and un1awfu1 tac-
tics in the e]ect1on campaign. The committee' s¢1nvest1ga-

t1on ‘ted to unfavourable pub11c1ty for McCarthy and result- .

!

ed in" a report cr1t1ca1 of his actions in the Maryland
s .
Senatorial race.s2 Another attack came from Senator William

Benfon,‘a liberal Democrat, .who in the summer of 1951+

.4.Qy9ught forward a resolution calling for McCarthy's expul-

Wt
R

sion from the Senate 53 Benton presented ten cases which
supported his view that McCarthy was not flt to be a
Senator. | These cases,'among other things, recounted
McCarthy's acxnnatiee-nnithe_sugar, honsing.and Ma]peﬁy

. ’ ‘.‘ .
- .
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issues and'brought up h1s part in the Tyd1ngs hear1ngs.
Most 1mportant1y, they cla1med that he had cheated on his
taxes and had accepted bribes from various TOEBy gmups.s4
EventuaTIy, ‘the resolution resu]ted in the formation of the
Henn1ngs Commwttee which .was to investigate the charges
brought forward by Benton. Unfortunately, for 11beral§
everywhere, the committee was ﬁﬁgb]é'to findiany specific
evidepnce 1inking McCarthy to any illegal activities. ~The
u-“Report did suggest possib}e violation of tax laws and.‘

| corrupt practices such as takIng br1bes though they éguid

' 'not‘prove these allegations. Any‘obJect1ve observer would

have quickly seen the Report for what it was, a'smear‘job.
- . N

In ?gégf'"this‘huf?ied and unfair report shotild hfﬁe been =

e quickly §1§misséd by the natignﬁs Tiberals and intellectual

. community for it.contained features often associated-with

ey e

extremist literature andQEondemﬁed as McCarthyism, __But...

many otherwise reasonab]e people uelcomed the Hennwngs

Y 55

Report with fanfare and applause. " The Report did not

1ead to McCarthy S exp1us1on
" McCarthy, for his part (reSponded to these attacks
with smears of.h1s own, often impugning -the ]oyalty of his
critics. For'instance he called the anti- McCarthy column->
“ist Drew Pearson a "Moscow- dlrected character, assa551n" and“ﬁ
the "sugar-coated voice of Russia.”™ For the most part,

though,‘he reserved these kinds of attacks not for ‘individ-

uals, but for -newspapers. . He would often question the

wald )9{

e
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10yalty of liberal newspapers that. cr1t1c12ed h1m " He

' often called the NaspungtOn Post or the M11waukee Journa] p”

\

SRR pro- cominist or at Ieast opposed to ‘anyone who was. aga1nst'
Vf,commun1sm Other papers on h1s disloyal T1st were the

New Yﬁrk T1mes, Chr1st1an ‘Scignce Mon1t0r, L0u1SV1]1e .;g_

TR

Courier- JOUrnal St. Lou1s Post D1spatch New York Hera]d

Ir1bune Ba1t1more Sun Cap1ta1 Times. and New York' Post as.

'well as Time maga21ne 58 McCarthy ) ph1losophy seemed

.« F to be thd% anyone who opposed h1m was not anti- commun1st

I',
>

and therefore suspect
Thefyear 1952° wa&uan important election year in Ehe

'Unifed States; both because it.wés‘a Presidentiaj e]ectionﬁx~

year and because JoéﬁMcCarthi was up for re-e]éctiqn;i-,

The Republ1can party nomlnated war hero Dwight D Eisenhpker,

for President -and Rlchard leon for Vice-President. McCarthy,

who had. supported General Doug1as MacArthur's nom1nat1on,

was not that pleased with' h1s party s choice: 57 - Eisenhower,

“u for- his part did not 1ike McCarthy ar h1s tactics .and was

) partlcu1ar1y 1rr1tated ‘by his attack on George Marshall >8
Yet, in the name of party,unity, McCarthy Qampa1gned hard for
Eisenhower while the General remained silent, about McCarthy S
tactics. As in the 1950 election, Mccerthy campaﬂgned for
conservative Repub11can.cand1dates all across the country.
B“?,hgs main contribution to the Republican cause came in

October, when in a nationally televised broadcgst, he tried

to 1ink Adlai SteVensoh,_the lTiberal Democratic candidate

v kY
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' for President, with A?ger‘Hiss. At one point in the speech,

he cal?ed Stevenson "A1ger...1 mean Adlai.™ For their part

|
Ve
s

the Democrats- tr1ed to make McCarthy and McCarthy1sm an
“;L%v}ssue in the camppaign.- Stexepson, for idstance, blamed
McCarthy for "the paralysis of initiativg the discouragement

»* and - 1nt1m1dat1on that followed in its wake which inhibits

b\

B the bold imaginative thoughts and discussions'that is the

59 ¢4

Canvid of podicy. Other DembcratS, ‘in less eloquent

phrases, branded McCarthy as.a Fascist and warned that 1f
. the Republicans were e]ected,,a wave of smear and fear wou1d

S sweep the country. As Harry Truman put it, "you cannot

trust your human rights to a party that's winning on the ' 'Yi,

coattails of Joe McCarthy.“60 "Naturally, the Ilbera]

v comminity did everything in its power to see that McCarthy

-

was defeated at the bo]]s. The strongest bBlast against

him came with the pub]icationﬁpf the book,“MtCarthy:m The

Man, the Senator, the Ism, by Jack'Anderson and'Rona1d Ma}.

! This mbckrack1ng b1ography contained every charge ever
made aga1nst McCarthy and 'every chapter conta1ned factual
. err@rs slanted 1nterpretations, partisan conc1us1ows and

n61 Yet, the book was greeted en-

even 0ccasi9na1 fiction.
thusiesticaITy’by 1%bera1s and was}given favourab1e reviews

" in many journals. Moreover, promineﬁt 1ibergfs blipzedS
Wisconsen, imploring the voters there to dume‘McQarthy.
when'the’campaign was finally over, theiRepdblf?;e

" party rolled to an impressive Qictory)as they captured the

»
T
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White Hog§g and both Houses of3§0ngress. McCarthy was
easily fég%ﬂecteq, though he‘ré%ﬁf&éd fewer\voteézin'this
election than he had in the 1946.ra£e. In fact, he receiv-
ed fewer votes‘thaq anyéBther Republican candidate in |
f;yjsccnsin. On the national scene many‘of the conservafﬁyg

candidates McCarthy supported were not elected,and histor- -
}ans now befieve that the ones that did win owed their:
v1ctor1es more to Ewsenhower than to McCarthy. 62 Thus he

l

‘may have had )jtt1e31nf1uence in the election results of

v

-

1952. One reégbn‘for this is that his sole issue was N
communist subvers{og and tqgt wg&’a subject that did not
'rea11y'cﬁpcern most Americéﬁg. ?in fact, pollsters reported
that most Americans were more éoncerned about‘the Korean

~ War, government corruption and with Adlal Stevenson /S
divorce than w1th domestit communlsm‘s3: Nevertheless, he

was re-elected to a six-year term yand now his party was in ..

] i
- . ny -
Al .-

p0wer,‘f‘-
In thé hey]y;étected §énate,‘McCarthy~bgcamg~tpairman

of the Committee on Government Operations and its qucommit;%a

ee on *nvestigatidnﬁ. This sub-committee was empowéféd3by
L“qugress to 1od§“into anything coqnectéd with tﬁg opefation

of the government at a]] levels. -"This might be stretéhgﬁ

to authorization to 1nvestxgate every perSOn, group, schoo]

%nst1tutlon,‘1ndustry, bus1ness, or act1v1ty whatsoever

‘which directly or indirectly touched the government-or

bene%ited'from federal funds,whether by grant, subsidy,
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~ payment, téf'exemption or otherwise.“64 Agmed with this

authority, McCarthy promised to undertake extensive anti-
fk;‘ éommunist probes and to investigate and epree communists
in the'educat1ona1 ‘system. To help him in his investiga-

- t1ons he hired twenty f1Ve -year-old Roy:. Cohn as chief

counsel for the committee. Cohn, despite his age, was an

experienced investigator and a staunch anti-éommunfgt 4 T
'“;v McCarthy s first target: was the Vo1ce of Amer1ca)wh1ch 3

} f\ .
was the radio propaganda arm of the State Department's I

65

International Information Adm1n1str&t1on. Th1s-was soon

" followed by a probe of the State Department 5 overseas .
libraries, which were. a]so 1ntended to functJon as propag-

anda. devices. The latter investigation was successful %n“

that it -resulted in the removal ot “hany pro-Soviet or pro- =

66

Communist bqeks from the libraries. McCarthy's committee

also launched a successful investigation of the Government

Printing 0ffice which printed top-secret documents. In_
. fact, in August of 1953, the committez turned up “an

employee of the Government Pr1nt1ng 0ffice, who had access i53*£;;:?&«3

to classified 1nformat1on and who pTeaded the protect1on

of the Fifth Amendment in the' face of charges of communist™

”67 Obviously, then, McCarthy used his power

affiliation.

‘ as.a CongreSSIOnal investigator to weed out commUn1st T
subversives within the government.
McCarthy was also concerned about the dangerg'of“gxter- NT;im 3

nal communism, It was this concerq)for example, Qﬁich Ted

a9y . : .::‘

Y

ar

>
R i
ESEENY AR L

» ) .
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him _ te persuade several Greek'shipping magnates to'haTt

all trade with Commun1st Chinay, Th1s act1on caused h#m

to be crt1c1zed for oyerstepp1ng his boundaries, but the

;(J.

g i . Secretary of Stnte conceded t%&ﬁ%McCarthy had acted in the

68

-nat1ona] 1nterest McCarthy would also oppose_the

Republican President if he feTt the ExecptiQe was in some

communist emnemies. . For

T
1nstance, -he opposed the appointment of Charles Bohlen as
) -
S ambaskadon to, She 50viet Union and the nom1nat1on of James
‘\.klk
,Con ~ant as H1gh Comm1551oner of Germany.

way aiding the United States™

He d1d not

178

agreemeng and he had reservat1ons ‘about Cononant- because,

among other th1ngs

69

¢¥lf dangers of " communISm WkCarthyualso cr1t1c1zed the .

~"Administration for not pressuring America's allies to stop

thei}*tréaéﬁﬁgth Red Chiqg These actions did little to

endear McCarthyTEhe President who as already noted, d}dgnot

,;h‘ part1cu]ar]y 11ke “him in the. first place. But
.:Ar 8 '

Wi @t wlsh to confront McCarfhyjs1nce he feared that such™

E1senhower

an action would only succeed in sp11tt1ng the Republacan

Q‘ .’

This apparent comp11c1ty on the part of E1senhower

=

enraged American 11bena]s who had,. hoped that a popu]ar,
R Ny,

*gmoderagga Repub11can President could successfully stop

McCarthy. ~ By. th1s t]me; their des1re to destroy him po]1-

i \ U8

tically had become a manla Libena] 1nte]1ectua1s spent

Sy
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" put 1t "McCarthy s real threat to American 9emocracy...1s

VL

t'ﬁ'

o A
IR,

have created a spy ring there that was still

3

fopart of Epe1r g?ﬁ

'and channe1ed ant1 McCarthy 1nformat1on to any opponent <

New Jersey,?

.
.‘.5“!_. . ,_'x«-
.;’.
Pl
s ¥z
- L
Il
ECRad
¥ ,n *

106,3

.

5 | )
count]ess hours debat1ng methods and pr10r1t1es 1n the_ : i

. n:

.

- -

J’

flght against this oné* man.. As’ Ssnator Hubert Humph.ey

s,

L=
& e
-“' Lt

the fact that ‘he has immobilized the 11bera1 movement.,
L1bera15 .don' t talk about anyth1ng else any more, 70 As

~-c.,\"‘

e

i

ort t6 get McCarthy, the 1fberals estab11sh-

i
i

ed the SO~ ca]jed Clear1ng House, an agency wh1ch collected

o«

Yooy

of,; McCarthy who asked for it. Up until that t1me though

-

T R 2 iy ot iy omadbe”

'y
“ia

they had been unable: to collect enough ammun1t1on to. shoot

,\

o
o

him down..ﬂf" B

In the meantiime ’McCarthy decided to fnvestigaté sub-

e “-.,

version among c1v111an sc1entlsts

i

F e Ao A

emp}oyed by the Army

1,
e

‘§qgna1 Corps Englneer1ng Laborator1es in Fort Monmouth

McCarthy, with h1sJ1nc]1natlon for the dram-

“atic, claimed that this 1nve§tlgat1on hadfpa]1 the ear— . o . ;53

19
'l.

nll

marks of'extreme]y dangenous espionage. He atso claim-

ed that Julius Rosenberg the convicted atomic spy, mlght
in operat1on

n i

T% fact, he did not uncover a single 'spy in the instal]atioi/ !

but he did find 5.1ax security system. ngera]‘witnesses

who appeared before his committee spoke of the s]oppy

handling of classified documents.72 2 .

In November of 1953, McCarthy turned his attention

to the .possibility of communist subversgjon within defenpe
plants;.:He‘became angered whefh witnesses .appearing before B

\
-~ N

e e b s 2
N

ey

":;&-_3:.,,, R

-y

R RN . L A o ; . o
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£ h1S subc0mm1ttee during th1s 1nvest1gat10n p]eaded the

A .$1fth Amendment when asked about their communist affilia- ~

- . tions. At one p01nt during the*hear1ngs he declared:

"I wish- there were some way to make these consp1rators
. 'testlfy, because the Fifth Amendment was for the purpose

of protecting the individual not for the purpose of pro-

v . C e . . . 73

5 tecting a -conspiracy against this nat10n.“ He concluded

ot his probe by demand]ng that all F1fth Amendment comiir1sts

as he <alled them, who were working in defence plan be - , i

fired and that the government withdraw or cancel all de~

',.

R Tence contracts WIth compan1es that continued to employ L ?

P them. 74 I . | T :

e - gy

-~ In ?ebryary 1954, McCarthy once again opened an in-

&"' ges;igationaonjthe‘armyf_ This time he discovered that a : K
.dentist Irvinpfperess, had been‘inducted.into'the army, -

e -ﬁ excused from overseas a5519nment and promoted to Major,
s despite the fact that he had 1nvoked the Fifth Amendment

on his app]1cat1on under the Doctors Draft Act. " In fact,
_-}:l' R ~

A
» o) N o

the army had realized its error and an order was given to

‘s . . ’ |
) dﬁscharge Peress withna90 days.75 In the meantime, though%

) 'ﬂccarthy called Peress before his committee)and the dentist
refused to answer questions about his political belijefs.

Th1s 1ed McCarthy to ca?] for his court martial, but the

army, at MaJor Peress' request gave him a hasty- and honour~
ap]e«d1scharge instead. . This enraged McCarthy, who now
felt the army was trying to cover up a scanda1 Therefore,

~

o 5
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he became oefermfnea tozdiscovef'just~nno hediproﬁoteg¢

Peress. - , S B b T
On February 18+ General Ralph Zw1cker the commander

. .
of-the base whére Paress was. stationed, was ca]]ed before;'.,

tpe comm1ttee. Zw1cker-wa5‘an_unfr:end1y w1}ness who, on"
advice from his lawyer, refused to gi?@ MoCarfhy the names
R . } .

of altl officers who were inﬁo1ved‘in Peress' promotionJ:

ené discharge These tactics angered McCarthy and he

insulted wacker saying -that he d1d not have "the brains
of a five year .old" hnd that he was "not f1t to wear that
uniform." McCarthy'érrebotation was tarnished oy his’

abusive treatment of Zwicker.- Naturally, liberals all

_across the country deplored,his behaviour but, more ﬁmpor—

tant1y, even some conservat1ves were angered by h1s -con-"

duct. The conservat1ve Ch1cago “Tribune, for 1nstance

wrote, "Ne do not be11eve Senator McCarthyls behav1our

|

. .toward Genera1 Iwicker was Just1f1ed and we expect 1t has

TnJUFEd his cause of driving the d1sloya] from government

serv1ce n78 The attack on Zwicker had\&learly wWeakened

McCarthy s reputation. S N t¢a

c oA

Many 'in Washington at that time be11eved that McCarthy' 'S ;ﬁy

treatment of Zwicker had incensed President Eisenhower.’®

Thus, when .he cal]ed?a press"tonference on March 3, it was

assumed by many, that he intended strongly toeconoemn

V'McCarthy s conduct. However t0~the'disapﬁointment of |

'many 11bera}s E1senhower § statement at the press ‘ ~

v

- " .' . ‘.-.: B | 5

A
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:3_confenence was s@@ﬁly.a mild defé%gf of‘the'arny which did
~ not even mention McCarthy by'name Without even knowing

what the Preeldent had sa1d McCarthy rep]1ed to E1senhower S }fé

- statement with a te1ev1sed speech Unfortunate]y, since

v.

Mctarthy had expected E1senhower to denounce h1m his : o i

3

reply took the form of,a'rebwke'of the President and his

——amLL

- "7 policies. He stated thhf‘ﬁapparent1y the”Preéident:gnd
| I now agree on fﬁé'neceésity'of'gettfng rid of commnnists.x ok
- We apparently d1sagree only. on how we shou]d hand]e those

80 .

who protect communists." Th]S “violent reactlon to

E1senhower s mitd statement‘further hurt Mccarthy S

reputat]on and.. turned some conservat1ves aga1nst h1m

H. Ka]tenborn a long- time McCarthy supporter and an in-
f]yenjaa] news’ commenteton)a;ynned against :the senaton ' ~
sayiné; "he has beccme connﬁeteiy egotietic;‘arrogant, |

. arb]trary, narrow minded;” reckless and irresponsihte. Power
has corrupted him. "8%. At the §ame time his epprcyal”

ratings in the polls were falling. CIearay%by March 1954,
o “ N
McCarthy thanks to his own temper, was in triouble.

,' ‘ . Sensing that McCarthx'nés,now vulnerable, his oppon-

Q“ents began to attack. . On March 8, Vice—Pnesident:Niiog
Y 2’ .
in a speech des1gned to be a slap at McCarthy,; criticized

\ ;;;i those who used “reck]ess talk and quastionable methods."??

On the very next day, Senator Ralph Flanders, a moderyte

Repub11can, de]lvered a b1lster1ng attack on McCarthy

T ~*" from the Senate floor. 83 Inean important gesture,

W . . Yy
< . . s
N . ) J
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“his stand1ngs in- the pol]s cont1nued £o fall.
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Eisenﬁower praised the spee&h. Then on the. very same day,

Edward.-R. Murrow, éyiiberaﬂfhewsmaw pre;ented‘o&this'
television program, "See Tt‘ﬂyy“ a'ddcumentdry which ’put

\ . .
McCarthy in a bad light. . The program was @ smear Jjob.

As one h1stor1an wrote:

In the process of gutt1ng together film c11ps to
show the-Senator in the worst possible Tight,’
Murrow seems to have fallen into. some of the same
techniques used by the man he was exposing.
Senator McCarthy's speeches were taken ocut of
context, and certain sequences seem to have been .-
1nc1uded more because of the expression on the '
Senator's face or the tone of his woice.

rather than the substance of what he had to say
Other sequences.,.seemed to havg4been included
pr1mar11y to embarass McCarthy. . R ’

L~ ~

However,'the-grogtgm served its purpose in tﬁét it.helped

& - . -k
td“turn public opinion against McCarthy in fact, the en-

tire ant1 McCarthy offen51ve seemed to be succeed1ng, as

L

‘Then, on March 11, the“army Iaunched~1ts own anti- -

McCarthy offensive when it charged that Roy Cohn tried to

~

use his pos1t10n to get favourable treatment for David

Schine, a member of McCarthy's staff who had been drafted

-

into the army. McCarthy denied the charge and claimed: & -

that the army was trying to forcé him to drop his inves- -

tigation by using Schine As..a hostage. It was decided

BT

that the Investigations Subcomm1ttee, w1thout McCarthy or .,

Cohn of course, wou]d examine the charges made by both

sides. " The hearings, which were to be televised, dragged

D
3

Sy
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on for .over two months and when they were f1n1shed. no

-

_#:Iegal verdict resu]ted " The Republ1cans on"the comm1ttee

issued a repont“havéen,gp the army than on McCarthy and -**-*‘-@,y

~Cohn, wh11e the Democrats offered a report more eritical

R . .

i of McCarthy ‘than of the army " Yet, the importance oﬁ_the

Army-McCarthy hearwngs%was not over thch-side was..right,

The charges, affer-a11 were trivial, In reiﬁ?ty.théb ' SRR

,hear1ngs were as’ Roy Cohn has written “]Es&\g_§earch for-

truth than a g1gant1c persona11ty play, »85 Eagi\§TdQ\was> <g§
J A\
trying to win popu]ar approva] for the1t cause In addition,

e "liberals had~a widespread hope that the hearings wou]d

afﬂuse the public to...a mass rejection of Senator McCarthy ”8€,
As it turned out McCarthy dld not perform we]] on
telewlslon. In fact h1s performance was downrwght mlser—x
able. ﬁgwcompjained bitterly of beLngﬁygterrupted, was VA
stubbpfﬁ, verbé}iyhbrutal aﬁd repetitious. - Moreover, "with N
his easily eé;ptﬁhg temper, his menacing monotone, his
unsmiling mien, and his_peﬁpetuaT 5-o‘c10ck:shaébw, he did.~
_ﬁ~seem the perfect stock vi]ia%n. Central casting ngld‘ﬁot

1187

have come up w1th a better one." Furthermore, throughout

-~the hearings, McCarthy was sk111fu11y outpointed in wverbal

debates by the army's Tawyer Joseph HWelch. Thus, if there
was a loser in this personality contest, it was Joe McCarthy.
Many claim that McCarthy S downfa]l can be traced to

h1s poor te]ev1s1on performance. As one writer put it,

"the American pecple had f1na]1y had a good 1ook at Joe

AN
-
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McCarthy and he was f1n1sﬁed "88' Thisutﬁéory, thoughgﬁis

“.ov false, for public opinion po11s s taken months after the

s . _:hearings had- concluded, 1nd1cated that “the hear1ngs d1d

ey

not gause a definitive turnabout among the-public. : The o

Senator$$“§hppqpt§}g qid not-Co]JectiQer turn their backs'.
on h1m‘?89 ".This is not-to say that thgfhearings did not.
damage his political careef as, they did result in the |
abandonment of McCarthy by the~po]1t1cat centre 90 But; _
£ the most part those who. supported h1m before the

hearings_sti1l supported him' after the hearings. In _fact,

e

c1aimed'Roy Cohn,:.“he had the support of millions who'

understood the ser1ousness of the Commun1st 1ssue These

“

ot .l m11110ns were not d1scouraged by h1s Tack of TV personality,

but continued in the1r be]1ef 1n him and h1s ded1cat1on to
£ n91 o ’ " . BN

that cause,
Yet, io~the liberals the hearlngs were a s1gna] to

accelerate their attacks aga1nst McCarthy. Indeed, ‘never’

had the senator been under such’widespread, sustained and

"~ organized attack.“92 The most'start1ing attack came fFrom. <"t

’

T; ~his own state, where anti-McCarthyites Taunched a movement
."‘tQ'have him recalled. It was the largest grass-roots

protest in WisconSin history.93

The anti-McCarthy movement
convinced the Republican hierarchy ‘that McCarthy was a
lTiability. . Therefore, the Republican National Committee

let it beﬂ§nown that he would not, be invited to take a

-Teading role in the 1954 e]ecfjon campaign, Moreo?er,

b
hd
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to do*with him.

Hi's“most serious problem, however, was in the'Sendte

.‘,‘

,z_1tse1f where a debate was rag1ng on whether or not he,

\;\'n

N

shou1d be censured for his act1ons. Th1s movementﬂstarted
on July 30 iwhen Senator Flanders made a speech on the
Senate floor which included a resolution caI1Tng for

.McCarthy's censure. On August 2, the censure resolution :

was made up of three Repub1icans and tﬁree Democrats, but
‘it was hard]y 1mpart121 One member’ for instance, toid‘a

closed door meeting of the Democrat1c Policy Committee on

Ju1y 28, that h1s mind was made up on McCarthy and that :é
. was going to vote ror-thebF]anderék'reédTUtion.94 On
;}\ fSeptember 27, after h01d1ng pub11c but not telev1sed hear1ngs
' the comm1ttee issued a report wh1ch recommended the censure
*\ of McCarthy on two counts. The committee felt he should bef?t

condemned for not appearnu;%efore the Subcomm1ttee on
Privileges and Elections in 1952 (the comm1ttee which had
prepared the, infamous Hennings report) and for his abuse of
General Zwicker. The Zwicker charge was later drppped and
replaced by the charge fhat Mcégrthy had abused tﬁe Watkins
Comdittee (the committee investigating the re§p1d§ion)595
On November 8, the Senate met to debate theﬂcensdre
question, at which time McCarthy blasted theANatkips
.. Committee as the "dnwitting handmaiden of the Communist

~

/
N
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Party." HéﬁQaS'angr}“énﬁg?ﬁ#Wy expected the ‘Senate to
censure him, Yet, had he been willing,to ccmpromisg;
McCarthy could have easily escaped the genate'condemnatibn,
;for the Southern Democrats, who were mostly conser&qtive§,
Ty were willing torwote against censure if McCarthy would
S gpologize for his behaviowr;9§; Many of his.fiienQS~p1eaded
with-him to make just such a compromise. "A cynical man
wouid have wasted no time. ' But Joe was Unprepared to give
_fan inch in‘what he Saw a§AhiS'person;T war to,pro%ect the,
flag. In his view, ary punishment, no matter how éevere}
. was pngferaﬁ?e to compromise ef appeasement. . He wdﬁ]d
never yie{dﬂto;those.doing the work of Reds.“97 As a result,
s thefééﬁgge voted to condemn him by a vote of 66 to 22.
A1l 44, Democrats voted for censure, as did 22 moderate
RgpqSTﬁcgqs,‘wﬁifex22.conservative Republicans Voted»agaiﬁét
tﬁe*ﬁétggn.'”i‘ : ” : oo
-Conceivaﬁfy, McCarthy could have effectively continued
“his crusade despite his censure. He still retained his
privi1ege% and there were no penalties c0nneeted'with the
censure. Moreover:
N K "~ He stood condemned for insulting and defying a X
Senate committee that had become seriously involved
in partisan politics and had propagated charges
that were often flagrantly inaccurate. He also
stood condemned for attacking a committee that
= ~ contained senators who had not been entirely objective

toward the censure question and who hgg used harsh
and inflammatory language themselves.

Finally, he still had the support of millions, despite the
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censure. However, after the Senate vote,. McCarthy faded

from pub]lc v1ew 1nto melat1ve obscur1ty. There were
severa] reasons for this. c{h\the first place, he sxmp]y

. had the fight dra1ned out of,h1m by the beginqlqg4of'1355.

The fight went but of him because he “had taken more puniéﬁ?*

)

.ment than a normal man could be expected to absorb It

o
is a fact that no man in this century was subgected to

such a _campaign of vili(ication as the jupior senator from

- Wisconsin. Never have so much.vituperation and defamation
39 oThe -
Ve —ﬁ“ 3
censure, was the 1ast stray for it "destroyed his spirit, ’ S

been d}rected toward a_person in public life.™

accelerated h1§ physical deter1orat1on, and hastened his .
death:“}oo After the eenshre, aS'Roy Cohn wrote, “where S ~ %:
once he haq enormous reserves of energy, he was*new over- N .
come by apathy. He stayed away from his office and the

,101

Senate floor more and more often. The 1iberals had

suc;eeded in destroying him.
Another reason for his decline was that, in 1654,

McCartpy 1o§t his committeechairmanship,because.the ﬂ

Democrets had succeedee in recepturingvthe Senefe that year.

As a result he was reduced to being simply a senator of a

minority party without the facilities of a Congressional.

committee at his disposal. Obviously, he could no longer

conduct effectdve inVestigations.’

However, the main reason for his lapse into obscurity

is that the Tliberal commun1ty, wh1ch had vil~ Ifled him for
. N
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‘most of his career; now chose to 1gn0re h1m." The press,

_r.

for instance, no longer consjdered him newsworthy. . As one

RS

o
el

Senator declared:

The difference between McCarthy before censure and
McCarthy after censure is the difference between
getting headlines on page one and being buried with
the classified ads. ~ From here on out McCarthy w41102
wear a scarlet 'C' on his chest--a 'C' for censure

_1‘

The reason for this strategy his c1ear The liberals- had*

f}na]ly succeeded in discredtting McCarthy It did not

‘matter that the censure was simply a slap on the-wrist.

N
\

“AII that mattered was that the Senate had voted to condemn

: McCarthy. Insofar as an act of Judgement could be had

'it‘had been ach1eved the 11ghts could be turned off

the show at 1ong Tast was over, w103 Thus 11berals wanted

e

to regard the censure as the final word.on HtCarthy.
According]y, they refrained from giving him-an unnecessary- .

7

pub11c1ty.

It should be po1nted out that McCarthy did cont1nue

.to. fight communism after the censuré,but on a much smaller

scale. He persisted in warning about the dangers of
domestic communism,and he spoke out against detente with
the Soviet Union.. His mora]comm}t meutwas stronger than 2

it had ever been. He had a pass1onate conv1ct1on of

. having been right. He wanted to carry on’ hxs.batt]e and

.104 '

win again. Unfortunately, his -battle ended with his

Despi}e its rather ignominious end,%MeCar%hy'sfh'*

“

N
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. R Y
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career was}hoﬁ\the whoTe rather successfu] Nhi]e it is

fk}

—~true that his’ contr1but10ns to the f1ght aga1nst domestic

. memuntst subverswon were not ach1evements of the f1rst

rank, they were nonetheless. valuab]e For-xnstance he =

éﬁ} : drew pub11c attent1on to thé fact that the State Department S
secur1ty procedures were ]ax and 1mpr0per '”The subse- 4
U, quent acce1erat1on of the State Department 13 secur1ty

\:

process was certaxn]y.the resultq at least in part, of the
31105

pub11c pressures st1mu]ated by the Senator s act1v1t1es
f\:,

.

Moreover, other government agenc1es, ltke the Government

I“Pr1nt1ng Off‘pe and the army, reassessed the1r secur1ty AR N

€.

programs because of McCarthy s 1nvest3gat1ons “In the'*cf

private sector the Genera] E]ectrlc company agreed to f1re 'ngu*¥éﬁ:w

any employee who was communtst,or who pleaded the Fxfth |
Amendment when asked about h1s pol]txcal aff111atxons
:McCarthy‘aIso ra1sed 1mportant questwons~about how communtsm
was to ‘be treated in the Unxted States "There is no .jm
jidoubt that the furor aroused by Senator McCarthy 1in several

”. 1nstances caused many persons to reconsxder problems about

.106 ‘ 4

Commun1sm that they had\tended.to 1gnore.s He raised
‘“fL . the question of whether or noththe Ugited States shoo]d
'have books by communtst authors on the shelves of government
11brar1es abroad. He also brought out into the open the
L question of whether or not the army should draft commdn}sts;-
" give them eommissions and then honourable discharges.

Finally, he asked if it was proper for people who plead
- . N - Rt -‘ i

Y
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- and often acted on- 1mpu15e " In addition he frequent1y
.*“;sensat1ona11zed ev1dence and neg]ected to do proper research
It is a]so a fatt that he -ofiten sa1d foolish thlngs ‘and

o hearlngs. Desp1te these drawbacks, he was not the v111a1n

the best methods available to him- to fight- ‘what he cons1der-A5

.- na-."

‘. . - .--u..

the Flfth Amendment to ‘be emp]oyed in 1mportant defénce

1ndustr1es Natural]y, he ansgered every one of» those

questions with a resounding no.
: ' P

It must not be forgotten, ‘however, that McCarthy

definitely did have deficiencies in his character He was;"

N -~

stubborn, impatient oVer]y aggressive, overTy dramat1c

that he smeared opponents and buTl1ed w1tnesses at h1s

he is portrayed to be in many: hxst0r1es.\ He s1mp1y used

_/\
ed _to be a great evil. "The job he fe]t he hadrto.dO'cou1d“

hardiykbe done by a gentle, to]erant 5p1r1t who cou?d see

’3 .

a1l around the problem. «107 At any rate, his methods were~ .
not. as bad as many critics 11ke to- suggest "They wereAIQ ?
d'the smal] change of Amer1can p011t1cs-—noth1ng that has ' _{-_

‘not been used on’ every sIde of every po11t1ca1 controversy

108

for scores of years. He was not for 1nstance,Athe

first Congressional-Chajrman to abuse a w1tness nor was he
the first Senator to attack verba]]y opponents. It should
also be remembered that the liberal opponents of McCarthy,

who are often portrayed as heroes and as defenders of

w

. decency, a]so used excesses and outrageoqs methods in the1r

assault on McCarthy. \, - 3
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Joseph McCarthy was not a villain, but a patriot who -
simply wanted to protect his-country-from the menace of ’
communism. "When his; day of dest1ny came he looked o .
e : aroUnd, 1nnocent1y,, and saw the gargoyles of the Anti-Christ
. ) y
N star1ng and sneer1ng at h1q from everywhere and innocently -
¢ . he reached out tOQqush th‘em.“]09 '
But what motivated McCarthy to f]ght commun1sm the
way he did? Theanswer as will be proven \n the next -
o g ’w”a
R chapter, was s1mp1y h1s bdnservatISm. PR S : e
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v . CHAPTER V | i
MCCARTHYISM AND:THE AMERICAN RIGHT:

‘ .

The purpose of this éhapter is twofold. It.wiil attempt
to'proyidezevidence that Joseph McCgrthy was indeeg a
dedicated ponservativekand secondly, j;vﬁii1 show that his
actions were based on tﬁe.conservgtive philosophy ;f the
1950's, A . . |

There have been several theories put forward by hist-
orians to gxplain what motivated Joe McCarthy to do what
.he did. Ne' 1y all are defamatory, an ﬁan& are ridiculous.

" One absurd theory holds thatiMcfEEE;;?was driven by his 6wn
sense. of inferiofity and self-hatred. One historian, for
instance, when describiﬁg McCarthy, wrote of "those demons
of fear and self-hatred which ﬁursued him on his short .race

through 1ife.“1

This theory, which is based solely on two
biased studies done in the 1950's by psychiatrists who
. had neither met McCarthy nor“-conducted or%ginal research

into hfs life, is simply not based on réaiity.zﬁ” -

Indeed, McCarthy was, if anything, extremely seif-
confident and bold. As one pefson whotknew McCarthy put
it: "“to understand McCarthy you must realize that he

thought he regqularly talked with God. Another pérsop who
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knew dJoe compared him to EVelﬁfﬁievelg“ C]g&ﬁly, it seems

that'McCAthy did not feel inferior about anything.

One of the most popular eiplanations of McCarthy's
behaviour is that he wa§ a cynical demogogue without
principles who huﬁﬁered;for power and pub)icityﬁ According
to this theofy, heyadopted the anti-communist issue, not
becausejye Sau}sincere]y concerned about Red subversion,
Sut.becausé he was'gt as a wéy_to grab headlines and to

boost his influence. As one writer put it, N '

I know of nothing to suggest that he.ever for a
moment really thought the government was riddled
with communists. Had he really believed this, had
he really cared, he would not have abandoned . -~
investigations  merely from ennui or because of
their failure to produce the headlines.he expected.
He was a pglitical speculator, a prospector who
drilled Communism and saw it come @ut like a
gusher. He l1iked his gusher,4but he would have
Tiked any other just as well.

Another writer declared that "there is no evidence he ever
. "believed in his own crusade, . . . For him a lie was the
shortest route between today's obscurity and tomorrow's

head]ines.”5

Thus the coptroversy concerning communist
subversion in the,early 1950's was explained as the result
of McCarthy's unsaVodry behaviour, 6nce he departs, the
”proB]em" of McCarthjism disappears.6 - -

It is difficult to understand why so many historians
subscribe to this theory,as it is based on false premises

and curious logic. In the first place, as was shown in

the previous chapter, there is overwhelming evidence to the

foens
+
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effect that Joe McCarthy was a sincere anti-comhpnist and

that he wasygenuinely concerned about Communist subverston

in the United States govehment. As one historian wrote, t

Those cifsest to Joe Knew

that, oratoficéﬁ flourishes

aside, he was entirely sincere. When Lloyd Tegge
(a friend of McCarthy) would ask him privately to

soften hiss<charges a bit for fear they were hurting

him politically, Joe would launch into a frentic
tirade about Reds in Nashingyon. “He'd tear me
apart' Tegge later recalled. ‘

It cannot be denied, of course, that McCafthyidid iﬁke

.puglicity and that he did have a talent for making himself

i the centre of attention, but "all that proves is that he

was a skillful politician who knew how to use the press to

‘get his message across to the people. There is no evidence,

morver, that he

tried to use the anti-communist issue as

a platform to higher office. He never seriously considéred

running for President nor did he try to form~a third party.

“He sought only to retain his seat and best serve the public

by kicking the Communists and pro-communists out of

Nash]’n'gton."8
hungry demagogue

continue to hang

politically? As.

have taken a man

alleged McCarthy

Finally, if McCarthy rea11y was the power-

his critics suggest he was, why would he
on to an issué after it was hurtiné him
William Rusher has written, "it would

far crazier than his worst enemies even

to be to have supposed that his public

image was on balance being improved or his personal power

effectively augmented by the furious struggle in which he
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found himse1f engaged from 1950 onward'"9 Clearly, then,
McCarthy was not to!a]ly motivate g by a desire for fame .-
or power. L
~ Another interesting theory that has emerged has suggest-

ed that&cﬁanﬁhywas Q-Popu]ist. -Accdrding to fhis anuMént,
his target was not simply Communists, but also the eastern
educated, financial, po]itiééi and intellectual é1ite.
For one writer,

The emergence of'McCarthylout of the erckége of

the LaFollette Progressive movement in Wisconsin

is.a clue to what he represents. He inherits

the bitterest and most provincial aspects of a

populism to which smooth talking has always

meant the ?ag City, and the Big City has meant

the Enemy. )
This idea is based upon the fact that McCarthy drew most
of.his support from the Mid-West which had been a strongly
Populist area. However, ak Michael Rogin pointed out, the
Mid-West had by'the 195C0's "undergone -an evolution from

/
. . . . ill
agrarian radicalism to extreme .conservatism,

In addition,
M;Carthy, as will be shown:]ater on, was an opponent of

the New Deal, which Populists supported.l?‘ Finally, the
charge that McCarthy 1iked to attack intellectuals and
political elites is contradiéted by the fact that many
intellectuals and elites actually ;upported McCarthy and

his cr‘usade.13

Thus, the theory that McCarthy was a Populist
does not stand up under close scrutiny.

A1l of these theories which supposedly exp]ain‘why Joe
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- McCarthy was an anti-communist incredibly overlook or ignore
the rea];key towards‘understanding his motivations, namely, r

- .- €L .
his*political conservatism. McCarthy was simply a

conservative activist who based much 0% What he said and

did on the ideo1ogy and attitudes of mid-twentieth century

American conservatism. “As mentioned iﬁ‘ihe pfevioug,chapter,
McCarthy initially did not attéch himself to any pafticular ;
potitical ideology. - Yet, during the 1946 Congressiaonal 3
ngjection“; he ran as a true-blue cop%ervétive. Thrbughout' ;
the campaign, for.example, he condeﬁned the New Deal, i
cTaiMing that government.Bureaucrac§ "was sucking the véry
1ife blood from the nation and stifling the type of L
initiative whigh had ﬁ?évious]y»mgae this natioﬁ the g;éét—'gy
est on earth.“%?}ln place of New Deal progfams he calted
for less governﬁgnt~and for less .government control over
the economy. In addition, he was against Big Labo r, and
3 was concerned about America’s seeming retreat before Soviet

15 A11 of these positions, of course, were g f

imperialism.
§tandard fare for conservatives of that time.

There is no direct evidgnce as to why McCarthy decided
to embrace cohservétism*but};it is probabiy safe to assume
that,1ike so many other Americans in the mid-1940's, he
simply became disillusioned with the way 1iberais were
running the country and as a result shifted to the right.

His military stint might also have influen ced him,as

4

er e S &

several of the young veterans who ran for the Senate that

“
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year were to the right of the political spectrum. Indeed,
once in the Senate, thi§ group of conservative Veterans;

which was known -as the class of '46, distinguished itself .

by "voca1 opposition to Communists, partitularly of the _

»;domestIC variety, TR On socio- econom1c questions they

w16

. . were unabashed conservat1ves =, 1hus, McCarthy was

actualTy on]y one oﬁ;severaT young conservatlves eiected -

L ad
to Congress that year. *

examine his voting récbrd %n the Senate which clearly.re-
veals his affinity with righ% wing'phi]osophy From 1947
through 1949, for Lgstance, he'voted conswstent1y for
réstrictive labo: Ffvag1s]at10n, the 11ft1ng of price and
quantity contro]s on consumer’ goods, tax cuts for higher '
income grouf and smaller federal budgets. At the same
t{me'Qe voted against federa]ésid to education, public
housing and{ggb]ic power appropriations. In .fact, the
1eftist 1abormwﬁ0n, the CIO-PAC, consideréd his voting

record to be one of the worst in the Senate 17

It is true,
though,that he did favour a limited amount of public housing,
but this did not detract from his generally conservative
stance. It must be remembered that the United States was
facing an extreme housing crisis after the.war and that

_many conservatives felt that public qpuSing of some sort

- ’ ﬂgs needed. Indeed, the dean of Repubfican conservatism,

Rabert Taft, supported-public housing even more than McCgrthy

2
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" did. There -can be no doubt that for all- 1ntents and

“ purposes, his voting record in the Senate reveals him to

be a right w1ng Repub]1can on domestic 1ssues.18 -

The most 1mportant aspect of Joe McCarthy's career

unquest1onab1y, was his anti- communist ‘drusade wh1ch

t

began in the year 1950, It was his ant1 communist act1V1twes

that made him an important h1stor1ca] figure and 1n.ﬁhe }
‘ N :
: m1nds.of Amer1gan 11berals, at 1eas§, a villain. Clearly,

- it is of the utmost importance to know whether or not‘hjs

‘*‘ IR
o e

crusade was con51stent w1th conservative ph11osophye s
other words was his batt]e agaxnst communism an exampTe
of conservat1sm 1n act1on?.?;\_

Before that question can be answered it ww]l be‘necessary
to understand exactly what conservat1ves of 19@@ thought
about cgmmun1sm and why -they felt tde way they did.

Naturally, conservatives utterly detested communism,

t

' which to them represented,socia]ism, atheismylddd‘immoral$ty.
There is no need at this point to explain whyxkggy SO
passiopately rejected ig as,this:was done in a previous
chapterL They simply regarded coﬁhﬂnist ph{]osophy as an
absolute evil, 3 What has to be examlned is”"the evolution of
conservative ant1-commun1sm, for while the American right
has a]ways hated and'feared communism, the intensity of that
hatred and dread has changed over txﬁé”zg/éince modern
conservaéﬁsm emerged in the 1930's, any study of r1ght wing

philosaophy must logically begin there.

0
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.x%{m It may come as-a surprise to many to discover .that =~
N o . - - by

“anti-communism ‘was not a top pfiority for conser?ativés of
~the 1930's.. They’ were,‘nnlfact more\ﬁoncerned about the
co]leqi1v1st schemes of the New Deal than w1th any externa]

'v .
commun1st threat.?l There were, however, a handfu1 of -

”-h5: ?£onservat1ves in that era who tried to alert the nation to

what they sawxas the real and serious danger posed by

-

?{ﬁ . Soviet communism. h1s small -but important group of

”Iﬁcgﬁservativeé which inc¢luded, ironically, many ex»tommun1sts,
\mas appalled by the\faéi that mEnY., 41bera]s at that t1me"f;*

N~ . N

Saw the Soviet Uﬁﬁon _as.a democratic, progress1ve state.

‘-

They were fven more outraged by the fact that many prominent

b A R ettt o oS 1
A p e

1iberals were collaborating ¢ with Communists in an'American

22 In an effort to dispel the liberal not1ons'

Populér Front.
about commun1sm, these early anti- communvsts tried to draw
3 . . attention to the contrived famines, purge trials and slave

Tabour camps,'which were all part of Soviet life. But their

efforts were: ’ﬁj¥a1n “for tne§';ﬁere men whose anti-communist
w"t ‘)* Yoo
“voices cried in the desert of naivelly 1dea]1st1c liberalism

w23 Thus ,- the anti-communists

of the ear]y 1930°'s and‘i&40 S.
Ya N (\, “\?;
. made very “Tittle 1mpact on either public opinion or the ..

.xﬂ

mam‘% g;@anl;\.conservatlve movement, .

“Zihe contention that most conservatives were not overly

‘s

concerned%about Soviet communism is not undermined by the

fact that conégrvative Congressmen created in 1938 the

P N PO ey

Special Committee on Un-American Activities. It is true ‘ ;

1, .. - G PP

‘
AT
I
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. ' .that th1s comm1ttee, which was- cha1red by Mart1n D1es, was
- -
-

deSIgned to 1nvest1gate subversive act1v1t1es of both
Communists and Nat13pa1 Socialists. It-1s a]so true that
it did a gre&t service for the Ameg;can people in that: it

educated the public as to the nature and aims of the

“communist party. However, the actigns of the pemmittee_

-

v ere motivated more by a desire to embarrass the Roosevelt

inistration than by anything else.?? For instance, it

ipvestigated Communist infiltration of federal pro-.

.jects and _often publieized the membersﬁp of Communist front

V organ1Zat§pns if they included the names of New Deai ' \
bureaucrats,,an occurrence that was By no means rare. In
1939, for exampTe they d1scovered that 563 government

employees were members of .one such front.25 At any rate,

e e

despite the publicity that the Committee often got, it was

re]atlvely unimportant when compared -to the other comm1ttees

= that were operating at that time, 126 _,f}f

It was only during the latter stages of Nor]d Har. II A .
that tbe anti-communists began to get & recept1ve aud1ence |

Conse®atives who were never enthusiastic about the.

Le

United States' alliance wi the SovietiUnion, began to

‘ - ) . - . - RS

attack ‘what they con51dere§:to be appeasement of Russia.

-t

"From 1943, until the annobpcement of the Truman Doctr1ne_-

conservative writers;warned"repeatedTy that'Soviet_ex~

pansion wduLg continue and that peace between the Unite&?

States and the Soviet Union ﬁés an illusion of iibera]s and

L B . W
fellow travelers."?’ They argued that Russia was an

2.

_

A - .
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’ aggress1ve, 1mper1a11st1c power that wou]d continue to

s,

expand once Germany had been defeated Accord1ng to

“efragm o aa S
>

conservat1ves, the SOV1ets cooperat1on w1th bhe West during
- the war was Just a temporary ha]t to the1r .aggressive plans. -
- Thus, they were particularly vexed by the wartime conferenees”
he}d at Teher:eniand Yalta, which to their minds were the
, - ultimate in shortsighled appeaeement. Asireéu]t, consery-
atives complained 1oud1y‘}hat Roosevelt had created a-
second Munich and nanded;oVEr féstern Europe-to the
3 . Soviets.z8 .However; at-this point the Soviee.Unienewas ) h
zf\§5t111 a wartime a]dy and most Americans favoured a policy
| of detente with the Russians, be]ieving that cooﬁgration
between tne twoaﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ would continue after the wer.zg
Thus, the warnings of the conservative community fell Pn'
deaf ears. =« " -
o | Conservatives were also. critical of the Democrats'
‘policies toward China. '"They 1nterpreted the revo1ut1onary
turmoii in that country ‘as part of the commun]st world
conspiracy, and they cr1t1c1zed the United States government

n30 To

for fa]tering in its suppart of,Chiang Kai Shek.

save Ch1na from falllng into the hands of the Communists,

- [

}‘ conservatives urged the Roosevelt and later the Truman
A Adm1n{strat10n to. grant military aid to the Nationalist
forces. Once again their p1eas were hot heeded
: "Events in the postwar years howex@r, quickly v1nd1cated

" the r1ght s mistrust of the Soviet Union. It socon became

—a

<)

o
r\ W
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apparent that the Sov1et Union was not, as the conservat1ves
_had warned, a peaceful country, but -was rather a dangerous
enemy of freedom wh1ch was bent on dominating the world.
This fact became perfect]y c]ear to all but the willfully
blxnd as Soviet Russia swiftly and bruta]ly extended her
1nf1uence across Eastern Europe, emp]oyIng military coups,
fabrlcated revolutiéns. and outr1ght m111tary occupatlon.
Fyrthermore, the Soviets, who maintained a vast army 1n
-Eastern Europe, tried to s€ ze Hest Berlin throuéh a -
blockade. Nor wesfthe Communist menace Iimﬁfed_to Eastern
'Europe;as i? also manifested itself in an %:surrection in
f . Greece and in the refusal of the Soviet Union to withdraw
its forces from northern Iran. In 1949; China fell.-to the
"Eommun'ist forces a'ndﬁa_yeer'- later Communist North Korea in-
va@ed South Korea. Even Western Europe was not immun9 as
large domestic Communist partiése}hreatened the stability
of France and Italy.
While this seemingly hﬁstoppable expansiocn_ of worldwide
Communism shocked virtually alil Americans, i%wbad'a more
- profound impacf on the eenservative community. They became
A .more convinced than ever that the Soviet Union, driven as
it was by the revolutionary bhi1050phy qf Marxist-Leninism,
was determiﬁed‘to spread Communism to every nation on the

planet.31

This, of course, would result in the destruction
of'the most cherished values of Western civiTizetion.‘ Even

the United States was vulnerable after 1949 when the Russians‘
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Lo ' deyg]obed theif'bwninuclﬁar Qeapons..>#hus postwar con-
sethtives‘had to face the unpleasant fact that the Soviet
Union could éonceivab]y'impoSe its"will on all mankind.
No longer just an abstract concept, commuriism was now a
concre}e menace; and this led conservétivéé td see it as
the primary dakgér threatening American freedom. His per-
geption of Communism a5 a global menace came to dominate

"~£he American right as conservatives now saw the external

. threat of the Soviet Union as more important than the
33

>

internal threat of ‘domestic socialism.
:Faced‘with what they-considered to be an implacable
and evil enemy; American conservatives devised various
strategies to ensurefthe United States' survival. Conserv-
atives were traditionally opposed to. military conscription

34 Clearly, they were

and to ektensive foreign invalvements. .
reluctant to endorse such pd]icies,as,they felt ‘it would
]egd tb the cgntra]ization of power in washinéton which
would translate into large budgets and extensive taxing
powers for.ghe government. In the name of Qatt]ing
;’cdmmunism;howevef)conservatives supported the draft, foreign
mi]itaryland economic aid, and collective seéurity for such
drastic measures were needed if the United States was to
survive.35- In the words of one conserva}ive, "we will have
to support large armies and air forces, atomic energy, -
central intelligence, war.production boards, and the at-

tendent centralization of power in Washington . . . for

)
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s ' ne1ther an offens1ve Jor defens1ve war can’ be waged ce e
’,»except through the 1nstrument of totalitar1an bureaucracy
" within our shores."ss' In the name Qﬁ~secur1ty..therefore,
the American‘right“yas willing to sacrifice ]imipgd amounts
of.ﬁﬁs cherisﬁed f?éedom whiéh was an indicatioﬁﬁdfvjust'
how Eoncefned its members :were with thé Soviet threat.
This part of the right's anti-communist strategy was
not contravérsial as even the Tiberals, who by now also
felt the Soviet Union was a threat, accepted those poIicies.
__In fact the Tiberal Trumén Administratibn, among other
th1ngs began’é containment policy designed to check the
growth of Soviet éommun{sm.. Yet, most conservatives were
. not satisfiedfwfth metg1y.cont§ining Commuhismjas they saw
"this as a defensivé policy which would dowljtt]e to wegaken
the Soviet Union. Thus, in theory conservati?efstrategy

went-further than containment and also called for defeatfng,

Communism by liberatihg those countries under Communist

control. As one copsenvative > writer<putit, "if the Communists

\ succeed in consolidating what they have already conquered

| fhen?their complete world victory is certain . . . what

this means is that liberation is thelgnly defence against

a Soviet world victory.f37 Among other ings, liberationist
poTicy,.as it was known, cgl]ed(for massive world-wide pro-
paganda, aid to anti-communist a]]ie§, and refusal to
collaborate with the Soviet Union. Conservatives also fé1t

- the United States should encourage resistance movements
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beh1nd ‘the . Iron Curta1n and prevent Russ1a from re-

38 Thus, conservat1ves hoped

" not mere]y to Qonta1n Commun1sm but to smash it.

These measures were des1gned to combat the external
Commun1st threat but there was a]so.a Communist threat
from within. One primary concern for: conservat1ves was

that their own government had been infiltrated w1th

tcommunxst»sples. This fear, moreover, was based on facts

and not on hysterical fantasies.

There was, in fact, a serious penetration of the

United StateS'govepnment'infthe 1930's when the .1iberal-

dominated government was ripe-fo§ infiltration. That was
the era of the New Deal when the United States bureaucracy

grew to enormous size in a very short time. Of course, the

government had to find people to administer this new

 bureaucracy. "The requirements of public service in 1933

were so extensive. that there was an immediate demand for

s . . 39 .
over a quarter of a million new functionaries.,” Since

mény New Deal recruiters had at least some sympathy for
Marxism they could hardly avoid filling governmenf posts.

with Communists.
: =

The Roosevelt Administration, reaching out among

the intelligentsia for representatives of just

about every point of view that could conceivably
pass muster as 'liberal' brought to Washington

and installed in positions of power there exponents
of the entire spectrum of Marxist and quasi-Marxist -
thought, including a subs&ant1a1 number of discreet .
but comm1tted communists.
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Moreover, onte_in go?érnmeﬁt the Commun1sts brought 1n more .
of their Red comrades. "In this respect, it was a matter
<of bu11d1ng up the party in accordance with pr1nc1p1es Taid
down by President Andrew Jackson and Senator Marcy and

-faithfully followed by non-communist p011t1cxans before
43

“and since." In this way the seeds of treason were planted

within the American government

The most dangerous thing about these new]y installed
fra1tprs was the way'gbey ‘easily blended into the back-
groung? becoming to aji appearancés 1ike any other

bureaucrat. This was a new kind of Communist. o

P

Under Stalinist leadership the lineaments of the
archetypal underground communist had entirely
changed. The resolute and romanitc organizer
-0f street war had been put away in a museum.
Into his place had stepped the iron bureaucrat-
the well dressed, softspoken capable executive
who sat in the boardroom or on the Government
committee, This man with a briefcase led a secret
tife of his own. If Communist rdle should be
proclaimed in this coug%ry he would move to
the-head of the table.

The 1ibera]s of course; realized that Reds had entered
the government,but it was "generally believed even ass
today s sincere pac1flsts and civil r1ghts demonstrators
too often belleve, that Communists could be worked with
and, kept in bounds.“43' : -

 Some argue that this peqetration was small and unim-
portant, but otﬁers claim{tﬁgt there was a massive jnfi]-

tration of Soviet spies who greatly assisted Russian aims.
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The latter claim -seems to be. the more correct..

A

The public record supborts the finding that there
was considerable activity and that it was .not
neglible even if exaggerations-are discounted.
And the public record is by no means the wholg
o _ record, which will doubtless never be known.
During the war these spies served their‘master in Moscow
faithfully. "Stalin was senved gratuitously by a special
front of.his own in the Washington bureaugracy-volunteer
groups performing espionage fbr thé Sovtet fatherland,

most often But of touch with each other but supplying

information to ambiguous superiors by way of pseudonymous

couriers.“45

Slowly but surely, however, Americans began to aearh (
of the treaso:nous activity whch was occurriné within
théir égvernment. In February 1945, agents of the .FB]

.. and the Office of Strategic Services raided the offices of
Amerasia, a pro-Communist journal, and discovered hundreds
of classified govetpment docuhents. These documents, it -
turned out, ﬁad been passed to the editor of Amerésia_ﬁy a
State Department employee named John &ﬂwice,‘éuchina expert.46

Later that year, Elizabeth Bbht1ey, a fqrmer Communist,

. told the FBI that there had begn~two-extensi§e spy rings
operafing in the United States during the war. 0One network
was headéd”by‘Nathan Gregory Silvermaster, a Treasury
Departmen% economist, and tﬁe other was led by Victor Perlo,

who workéd- for the War Production Board. The Perlo group

| Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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,Department and the Board of Economic Warfare.

K1

- 136 -

‘éupp]ied the Soviets with infonmation on "aircPaft

production, including information about the production of,

aircraft, the location of engine .making plants and the

"location ‘of factories making struts, wings, aircraft arm- *"

ament, B-29 synchronized tUrre;g automatic computing air-

craft gunsights and so on.“42 The Silvermaster group

provided information to the Soviets from government agencies

1ike the Foreign Economic Administration, the Justice

Also in 1945; a Russian clerk named Igor Gouaenko
defected from ti?50v1et embassy 1n'0ttawa and exposed ~
important CommunJst eSp1onage act1v1t1es in Canada After
1nvest1gat1ng documents prov1ded by Gouzenko, the CanadIan
governmentdachnndl1n 1946 that a number of Canadians had,
helped transmit secret information concerning'the atomic
bomb to.Russia. He also provided evidence that spying was
taking place in the United States as well,. Then, in 1948,
Elizabeth Ben§1ey was again in the headlines as she appeared
befare the Seoate Subcommittee on Internal Security and
axposed William ﬁemiagton, a former Commerce Department.
emp1oyae, as a-spy. The House of Un-American Activities
Committee investigafed her charges and did,winoeed, find
evidence linking him with the Communist party.48 |
0f even greater importance, however, was the Hiss case

which began on August 3, 1948. On that date, Whittaker

Chambers, a senior editor for Time magazine and a former

1
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menber of ghe Communist part}ﬂkidentified several peoﬁ?e
es members of an importan} sSpy ring working in Washington

D.C during the 1930's and 1940's. One of the people he

identified was Alger Hiss, a man much respected in the

liberal community.  Hiss nad entered the federal service in

1833 and sgbsequentiy served in the Agriculture, Justice

and Stafe'ﬁepartmentsu During the war he.attended many
international conferences and was an advisor to Pres1dent

Roosevelt at YaIta.I After the ‘war he served as temporary
Secretary- GenerdT of the United Nations and later assumed

the respectable position of Pres1dent of the Carneg1e ;l -
Endow ment for International Peace. 49 Hiss's seem1ngﬂy

impeccable record made Chambers's ch;rde seem all the more

incredible. . S

An apparent]y outraged Hiss denied. the charge and

Iook1ng into the case, decided that there was not enough
ev1dence to convict either man of perjury. However, in
November 1948, Chambers produced documents which clearly
connected Hiss with a Communist spy ring.50 Since dt was
now obvious that Hiss'had lied when he denied Ch&mbers's
charge, he was convieted of perjury in 1950. The statute
of ]1m1tat10ns prevented the government from convicting
him on” charges of treason and espionage. R

Hiss was not the onlyjspy named by Chambers in 1948.

He§e1so named Harry Dexter White, Noel Field, Laurence

.: 4 "

<
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Duggan and Maurice Halpern. White had been an assistant .
secretary of‘tﬁevTreasury and was later an official of the
International Monetary Fund, while the others ‘were all’

former State Department off1c1a]s None of these men were.

}.’A

prosecuted wh1te, who had been named as a.possible spy by

‘E11zabeth Benf]ey, died of a heart-attack in 1948. Duggan

also died in that year after he fell from a sixtenth f]dor
office winﬁow. Noel Field left the United States during
the Hiss triqi and eventually settled in Hungary. Halpern
did testify bzfore a Gongressional.. Committee in 1953, but

he refused to say whether or not he was a Communisp)since

his answer would incriminate.himl -In 1958, he movedjto

the Soviet Union where he' became associated with theiSoviet

Academy of Sciences.51

ATl %ﬂesefshocking spy scandals had a profound effect

~_on conservativeés, especially conservative Republicans wha-

became convinced that there were still communists in the
government and that the Democratic Administration was
doing little to root them out.>? Even Truman's federal
loyalty security program which was established in 1947 to
remove traitors from the government was dismissed as too

53

lax by most conservatives. For one tthg, the Loya]ty

Review Board set up to 1nvest1gate possible treason could

onty call for an employee's dismissal if there were reason-

'able grounds to suspect his loyalty. This was too lenient

s . . NS
for conservatives, who felt an employee should be dismissed

-
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even if there was reasonable doubt as to his loyalty.

-

_}:,1‘- N
(R
2

Such a strong loyalty program~was cons1dered‘essent1al by ) 5,
'H& conservat1ves, s1nce in the age of atomic weapons: a single a
well- p]aced tra1tor could shift the balance of power by
.handing to his country's enemies certain technological
secrets. Thus, conservatives feared t&bt.an'Alger Hiss;
critically si%ﬁaoed, cou]d greatly aid the Sogiet Union in
its campaign to destroy individual fréédom throughout-the
world. Therefore, in the ioterest of national survivab
conservatjves:argued that i%ﬂwas necessary to have a tough
security program even if it meant some innotent people
would Euffer. In the words of one conservative, "the
communist cancer, must be cut out if we are to survive as a
free nation. Perhaps in the operation some hea1thy»tissues

on the fringe wiT] be destroyed w33 0bv1ous1y, the problem

" of domestic subversion was a serious one for conservat1ves
The right wing assau]t !zainst domestic communism
entailed more than just strict security programs for
governmeot eﬁoﬁoyees. Io fact, conservatives gene?é]?y
felt that the entire domestic communist movement should -,
be suppressed.56 One conservative wrote that the United
States ooght to suppress Communi;m "on the grounds méﬁély
that such a movement is uodesirab1e in the United States
and that the proscr%ﬁfion of an undesirable movement is

clearly w1th1n the powers of Congress - c1ear1y, and with-

,out any compllcat1on about 1mpa1rment of 'freedom of speech'

[ R

i
<,
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or 'clear and“ﬁ?esent danger‘."s7 Thus, conservatives

wholeheartedly supported various legal sanctions which'were.

' .a1med agalnsg‘communxstsh They applauded, for instanée,
~the Sm1th Act, whdch made it a crime t6 teach and advocate
the overthrow of the United State_s_ gwémmen:t: by fo-rce and
violence. They also- supparted the Feinberg Taw which -
denied employmentto Communist teachers. At the same time
 they a]éo had some reservations as to the value of 1e§a1

~ sanctions. For one thxng, ‘they added to the paower of the
state and they 1mposed a* value system on a dlssent1ng

m18 rity. Thus, when applicable, most conservatives pre~

fe red social sanctions to Iega1 ones, as they wou]d max1m1ze

58

the m1nor1ty s freedom. Social sanct1ons wou]d 1ncFude

,;'1nd1v1dua] schoo1s refusing to hlre Commun1st professors,

or radio stations firing Communist artists, or labour unions

denying membershjp to Community workers.

These actions., which were designed to suppress Communism,

‘were justified by cbnser&ativegﬁas necessary becauser_v
Communism was wrong and immoral and dedicated to desf}gy-
ing institutions that the vast majoriﬁ{‘bf'%mgricans
supporteq. According to their argument, evgry‘soéiéty haJ'u
a right to protect its favoured institutions from its

—59

enem1es with coercive act1on Thus, since Communists

were opposed to Amer1ca s favoured instifﬁtions, American
society .had a right to suppress them with both legal and -
social sanctions, Conservatives did not want “to establish

an anti-Communist police state,but they did want to exclude

o P
L
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. Communlsts from pos1t1ons of pullic trust and‘pOpUIar,
: ; esteem. :;d in” genera] tg makeg§:>1ety 1nhosp1tab]e to them;.
. sﬂtnb' . Thjs is understandab1e a;)consenvat1ves saw commun1sm as’ |
%h : '“$;:"f7;n etso1ute eva, and.%?mest1c Commun1sts ds’ a111es“to the

.state that wanted to impose that ev1I system on the United
Stages. |

Théﬁégwere the principles which motivated Joe héCarthy;
Like other consertatives, he ﬁgiffthe central truth of his = _
ﬁage:, that his cdﬁntfy,‘his faith, his civilization was at
war with Commuhi’sm.“60 It is Tittle wonder that ‘hes would

» L

do hls best to.prod the government into e11m1nat1ng securtty
Ay

l

risks or that he would insist that the loyalty program be

e vzgourous]y enforced One would expeg} such mct1v1t1es N
from ;hc;nservatlve po11t1c1an Indeed, by early 1950, the»;#it.
themes of subvers1eh and Communism in goyernment bade fair |
to bécome{h maJor pelitical isshEE\as conservative. RepubTlicans

)

like Robert Taft Patrgtg»McCarran and William Jenner, to

65_ !
name Jtst a few, were all complaining about the government sjﬂ/

61

lax lToyalty program. This was such a prom1nent issue for

s

conservat1ve Repyb]wcans that theRepub11can Nat1ona1

o

,3 ) < eomm1ttee in aﬁétatement of principles dep]gted "the
dangerous degree to thch Communists and their fellow

~(§-"=\ . travelers have been employed in.impertaht Government posts

and the fact that information vital to our security has

been ma§§§@vai1ab1e to alien agents of questionab1e

LA S}

L S 'n loyalty."s2 Moreover, the Republlcans promlsed an overhaul
k' ‘ ' .‘14

‘,\
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of‘tﬂe 1oyaﬂtyfprogram ano'prompt removal of fal]ﬂ
fCommumvSts, fellow travelers and Communist'sympathizererf%3
Clearly Mcbarthy'é aocusations were not'that-origina],'as |
many other conservat1ves were say1ng much the same things.

In add1t1on, McCarthy 3 repeated attacks on the State

Department were complete]y]eg:tmmte from the conservat1ve s;??»

V1ewpo1nt In fact, the. State Department had been under .

right-wing attack even before McCarthy became a ~public

. ;15 ’
,phegomenon. Conservative critics insisted that- the success
. . i . - g‘

£

-

of Commﬁnist expansion around the world was due, in .part
at 1east to the duh1ous Judgement and quest1onab]e 1oya1ty
f of some State Department off1c1als who gu1ded American
- foreign po]}%y in the 1940 S.
were conv1nced that. traitors within the State Department

had caﬁsed United States policy to shift from support of

’
e,
N

the Nat10na]1st%§bvernment of Chtna tg a neutra11ty in that
o _country's c1v1fdwar wh1ch lead u1t1mater to acceptance

o5

C L .

~of a Commun1st%§akeover. Accomwwg to thelr argument,

-

g

_certa]n subverStves within the,State Department act1ng on

~

‘direct orders from the Kremlin, did-everything in thexr
o_" power to bring Amer1can Far Eastern po]mcy in line with
o Commun1st ObJECtJVES. Moreover, conservat1ves c1a1med that

these traitors were g1ven 1mmense he]p by a group of ‘i

Commun1st;\work1ng through the Inst1tute§%f Pac1f1c Relat1ons.

?i was the IPR, for 1nstance, that popu1ar1zed “the con-

ven1ent/myth that the Ch1nese‘Commun1sts under Mao Tse-Tung

- . g'?- ] T
. R .a é,, .

- .
. %

e
S ]
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'werefnot really’ Commun1sts but agrarian reformers "’

~

dedicated to the 1dea1 of genu1ne ,democracy for Ch]na.

Anythlng to discredit Chxaqg,}aJ-Shek in Américan eyes; and

- as we know the fina]ffésﬂﬁt was a Washington policy that

contributed to Ch1ang s ultimate defeat on the mainland. “65

Thus, the IPR working wlth subvers1ves in the State Depart-
,ment "fxna]]y persuaded the Un1ted States governm t to

‘accept in genera] he Comun1st poswt1on about China as

the bas1s for its own' dec*asmns."s6

ConservatWes were also convmced that many of the same
spies who betrayed Ch1ang were st1]1 operating in the State

t

Department as a result of that agency s 1ax security
program. They were disturbed by the fact that, during the
period 1947 to 1950, the State Department did not fire one

employee as a security risk. This seemed unusual as during

_ ™~
the same period, over 300 people were discharged as Toyalty
risks from other branches of government. 67 Given the role

of the State Department in the right's theory of subversion,

1t was a natura] obgect of 1nvest1gat1on by Senator Mclarthy.

As has been well-established it was McCarthy's claim in
1950 that there were subversives in the St;te Department,
established him among liberals as the arch-viltiain of
American'pogitﬁcs.sg The expldnatiOn for this is that, 1in
his attack, he publicly smeared innocent peopie. This
smearing'supppsed]y occurre¢ when he naped nine people be-

fore the Tydings Committee as possible security risks. To

ALY
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‘the ljberal.iﬁewpqﬁni? his charges. were irresponsible and[
regkIess; As one writer put it, "the sum of McCarthy's-
nine 'public casgsg was not impressivé{ 0f the nine, oﬁ]y.

e

four werefin the State Department,. andfaﬂﬂ four had éeen
caréfulTy checked by the Depar}ment's éecgrity fqrce.fsg
‘Thus, iq%;heir attempt to discredit McCarfhy, Iibgrﬁ]s will
Tnyariab]y f}st his assﬁu?t’onvﬂm State Department as ah
eggmple of his crudevgnd.insatiab1e publicity seeking.
HO%@VEF, from a conservative standpoint,'ﬁcCarthy's
: Ehargeg before théﬁydings Committee were not reckless or
ikresponsiblé. In.the first %;ace, the fact that five of
the people he accuseq?were no 16nger'iﬁ the State Deﬁartment
% © ‘was. irrelevent since the main objective: of McCarthy was
to show that the Department's loyalty pragram was ineffect-
jve. Thus, it'did not matter in this instance if the
people he ch§rged as posgibae security risks were no longer
_working’in the government. Conservatives wanted to know
th they;had peen employed at all. Secondly, conservatives
were not impressed by the c]aim.that kctarthy's charges
were fa]se'because the Department's own security force had
already cleared the accused. After all, the one maip

‘premise of conservative opinion was that the State Depart-

)

ment's security program was inadequate. Finally, they

. generally felt that the evidence McCarthy used’/to support

his charges was strong. In their book, McCarthy and His

Enemies;.conserQatives William Buckley and L. Brent Bozell

|
i

|
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examined the accuéapioné made by McCarthy and conclude that

each ﬂerson nqmed'could have been a lToyalty risk. At the

very least, they write, Mctarxhy's "evidence added up to‘a///"’,
prima facié‘cdéevaﬁaiﬁgf.Staté Department security o4

70 '

practices.” Theyrindicaied, for jnstance, that each of -

the nine had at some point or other shown at51e§§t”39me

symﬁathy for Communism or for Communist objectivééi,JInQeed,
- ~‘. ' b ’ o

conservatives~felt that McCarthy had developed especially

strong cases against Haldore Hanéen; John Stewart Service,
Owen Lattimore and Philip Jessup (a leading member of the

IPR). Al1 these mén, it was charged, were influential in

-

bringing'about a change in United States policy, making it
more favourab]g'to the Chinese Communists.

“While these cha;ggéfdid not mean necessarily that . ’
consérvafives felt these men were Communists, they certainly

felt there was.a'reason5b1e doubt as to their loyailty.

Whether Jessup, Lattimore and McCarthy's other
public cases were Communists was in the last
instance immaterial to Buckley, Bozell, and
(among politicians) Senators McCarthy, Nixon,
Knowland, Taft, Bridges, Wherry, Mundt, Ferguson,
Jenner, and Brewster, It mattered only that they
were "objectively" on the Communists side, ie,
that they held some ideas that coigiided, if
vaguely, with those of Communists.

o Kd

While some might consider the phraseology of guilt vagug to

“conservatives it was enough to justify McCarthy's charges..
Conservative theories also motivated McCarthy to invest-

igate the Voice of Americd which was the propaganda arm of

-
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the State Department.' As.alfeady mentioned, an important .
~aspect of the right's liberation pd]icy was a world-wide
gé: propaganda campaign.designei to stir Soviet citizens and 55—1
. those, in Soviet-dqminaﬁed area§ tdirevolé. To the conserv-
atives, however, the Voice of America wasvjuét not hard-
‘hitting enough.72 Indeéd, "with Raymond Swing, a left-of-
centre broadcast joﬁrnaiist as its éhief:commentator,bthe
Voice of Amer1ca was obv1ously in no shape to’ ]ead the

contemplated offens1ve 1nto Eastern Europe. 73

Thus, it was
a frequent target of right-wing criticism. Reacting to,
that fétt, Pgesident Eisenhower established a committee
dgsigned to increase the efficiency and effecti?eness of
psychological activities. In.éddition, conservative
’ Senator H1ckenlooper Chairman of the Senate Foreign
Re]at1ons Committee, began a revie& of the information and .
exchange prOgramk of the International Information Agency.74
At'the same time, the House of Representatives was conducting:
an investigation of program f}ﬁ;nces. Senator.McCarthy
also sought o ‘increase the efficiency of the Vdice'of
America by purging it of any Communists or Communxst
sympath1zers. Clearly McCarthy "had taken it upon hlmse]f
to prepare American propaganda agenc1es for their role in

the strategy. of ]ibération.“75

It was only logical that
McCarthy and other conservat1ves wou1d want to make su\§‘
that the.Voice of America was free of Communist influence.

McCarthy's adherence to conservative théory also explains

{
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why, in 1953, he spoke out against what he called the¢

"b]ood trade“ between America's allies and Red Chlna and

RS

~why he negotIated an agreement thh Greek shipowners who

agreed not to trade w1th Communist nations. 76 Both these

actions were reasonabTe for a conservative as one part of

the I1berat10nlst strategy stressed that the United States

shoild discourage trade with countries gympathetic with

Communism. QThe?efcre, McCarthy’s actions in this regard

were perfectly in line with coneervative thought.:

 In the sare way, there was nothing unusual about has
dec1s1on to 1nvest1gate the army for subverSIOn. The
Repud1can right, in fact, had long been disturbed by the
possibility that the armed forces were 1nf11trated by'
77 However, few Republicans would daFe starf any
ihvestigation.,o‘ftg‘ army as this would @ffect the personal
preetige of General Eisenhower. Mctarthy,;howevervwho was
never one to back down, took on the army directly.

As a conservative, McCartﬂy would naturally oppose and
lash out against }1bera1s; f;zeed, as mentioned in the
previous chapter, McCarthy would launch excessive attacks
againsf his libe?al critics, often labelling them as
communists or pro-Communists. Such assaults, of caourse,
were reck]eg% and even McCarthy apologists Tike Hilliam
Buckley called them reprehensibie, Moreover, liberals often

interpreted these attacks by McCarthy as assaults against:

liberalism itself. 1In fact, one writer believed that
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McC}ﬁfhy and the ent?;eﬁiight winﬁ“werg'more fdtereéted(?q
attacking New Deal 1iberals: than Communists. o
The real foe was always the American liberal-
the New Deal, the innovator, the idealist
; - who saw the injustice in American society and
N advocated the use of the insﬁrumenta1it19§ of
3 dem?crat1c government to effect reforms,
Yet, McCarthy impugnéd the loyalty of.1ibeha}§nox;somuch to
discredit the New Deal but rafhé; bécauéé, £0 the conserv-
ative mind, 1ibera]i§m ana Communism were somehow in accord.
To dnderstand'how tﬂis_conservative opinion evolved, it
is’necessary to examine what the liberal attitude toward
Communism actué]ly was and how it developeds. /First, it is
fair to Sﬁy that liberals, especially ]ibgral:intellectuals,
have always been sympathet%c to political movements of the
left. "Almost since the turn of the century thé tide of
intellectual opini&n had flowed swiftly in the direction of
Marxism and various related sciéntifié detgrminisms.“79
This affinity for Marxism was natural, as both ideologies

shared certain tharacteris{ics such as a belief in the

welfare state and in the centralixation of power,

Indeed, Marxism Qeéame even moxre popular with liberals
after the Great Depression of\ 1929 when it seemed that Marx's
. economic forecasts had been fuifil]ed.go Given this attitude,

it is not surpfising that some liberals of the 1930's looked
favourably upon Communists, both_domestic and foreign. On
the homefront,.Communists were seen’as domestic allies who

8

could be worked with to bring qbout éétia] reforms. 1~0n the .
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international scéneafhey'saw the Soviet Union, which one

o liberal Tabeled the "moral capstone of jhe world" as a
,fﬁ' _ progressive and democratic ‘state that could help stem- the
advance of world fascism.82 : BN .

i ‘ The>world-wide Communist factic of the Pogular Frontf
~encouraged these suppositiogs. This'plpy beggﬁ in_r935 w7t

when -the Soviet diétatorl jdseph St;{%n,fearing the growing - K

strepgth of Germaﬁy, décide§1t0~form al1%anébs with the

hated capitalist states of th%;west, Therefore, iﬂsorder

to-win épproval.in the Uniﬁéd'States, the Communist party

‘of America on direct 6rdegs from‘Moscéw changed its image,

going-from a yiolent,‘Hogmaﬁic,;qnti—democratiéiorganization

to a Qemocratic, non;violent,~AmeriEan organization,

-Americaanommunists Bégan to claim that they were the

champions of liberty and democracy, and insteéd of calling

for the overthgow of the governmentjthey ca]]ed for harmony

with tﬁé Establishment, They wanted to make it clear more-
bvg;?ghe Communists no longer adhered to strict Marxist
dogma. In a party bufletin'ofv1936; it was explained that
thg Communists were trying to “méke our party a party of‘
human beings who live and lgugh just as everybody e1se’
does."83

Yet, all thqse changes were merely cbsmetic. The party
was still dedic;ted to overthtowing the American government. ;
The Reds understood ghat “in ﬁrder to carry out the Popular

Front line a new type-of party was necessary; neither the
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old revolutionary sect nor a reformist society, but a party

in which a hard core of the former setabout to create the

.84 -

appearance of the latter." . Unfortunate]y; ]fbera]s who

did not need that much encouragement to favour- Communism
anyway were COmpIete1y duped by this Red trick. They were
all too eager to Jo1n/Pch Communists in a Popu]ar front
In the words of ode conservative Congressman, Stalin ba1ted

his hook with a 'progressive' worm and the New Dea1 suckers

swallowed bait, hook ]ine and s1nker u85 Indeed dur1ng

N

the Popular Front era, "the Communists scored their great-
est gains, not}gmong workers and immigrants, but among

radical middle class intellectuals, writers and brofession-
a]s."86 | ; r

In fact, it even became fashionable for fhe'Jiberal_

~intelligensia to be associated with Communists or to be Ji

pro-Soviet .Russia. Some liberal intellectuals defended or
ignored the repression being carﬁed out in Russia and
referred td the Soviet Union as éome kdnd of Utopia.
Cocktai]‘ﬁarties were held to riise money fof various Commun-
ist causes, while some college professors biased their
Tectures in favour of Communist ideotogy. Those who dared

87
Moreover, liberals fiockgd to join various'Communisf

front orgénizations which were vital parts of the Soviet

~propaganda framework. They were drawn to these fronts ‘

“because of the nobly expréséed aims: to fight for peace,

ithout permission.



Reprod

Pt

.-z seek equality of oppoffhn%%y;nend racial discrimination}

uced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohi

. o
-

- 151 -

foster Soviet-American cu]tdra] activifies, and ﬁelp refugees

from fascism.”8 Clearly, 1n the 1930 s the American liber-
al commun1ty tended to be fav0urhb1y disposed to CommunISm.
‘The Soviet-~ Naz; pact of August 1%39 put an end,

temporarily at ]eastfmto the 1ibera1-commuhist love affair.

Liberals who had been present1ngthg_50v1et Union as an

effect1ve bulwark against fasc1sm were shocked and stunned
when Germeny, the foremost fscist power, made a non-
’aggression'pact with the Soviet Union. Amazingly, hgwever,
when Russia and the Uni&ed-Statee became military allies in
WorTld“Har de,iiibera1e were.eager to forgive the Soviet
Union. The Popular Front Senta]it}'was resurrected as
1ibefa]s once aga{ﬁ;saw Communism as a positive force in
the world. -

Throughout the war liberals advocated 1e}§-range
cooperation wfth the Soviets after peace had been won. It
was their goal to crgate:ah international order Whieh woufé.
eliminate the factors wh1ch hed caused the depression,
fasc1sm and the war. Ihey, in- effect, wanted to create a

3\
New Deal for the whole world and to do th1s they felt it

‘was necessary to have Sov1et coaperation. Act1ng as if the

years 1939. to 1841 had qever happened, they ‘were "1ook1ng
wifﬁxhope and confidence to a coming social revolution in

Nazi occupied Europe, where they saw Russia as a positive

force in the,dé&e]opment of the people’s revolution in

ibited without permission.
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Aanher goal of the 1ibe}als was to expand the New Deal
in the United States. To do this they were just as willing'

.to cooperate with Communists domestically as they were

internationally. While they did not 1ike the Communist

tactics of deceit, they maintained -that the Communists'

destructive tactics were underStandab]s given the Soviet i
. . x‘.\E ‘ N

-— e H

“revolutionary mode] and the reality of substantial repres- I

80

sion in the United States. Obviously, these 1iber31§}st111

did not understand the true dangers of Communlsm. %
. However the years 1945 .and 1946 brought about a ‘pro-
found change in the thinking of most Amer1can Tiberals for
as soon as Nazi Germany was defeated, Stalin, no ]onger . 5
needing the help of the West, droppgd his_fagéde of
friendly cooperation and began a campaign designed to
enlarge the SoVief empire. The era of Soviet-American

'cdoperat{on was 6vér. This development was a rﬁde shock to

‘most Tiberals who now realized that the Soviet Union was
Something ]egs than the peace-Tbving;nvgueaﬁVe: gfate they
had pictured it to be. Moreover, domeéticACOmmunists by
this time revealed that they were just puppets of Mdséow)és
fhey “now moved in practiced obedience to their Rﬁssian
master, to break with theirAQid colleagues in the Demdcrhtic
.party on thé' whole sbectrum of fssues related to the Cold ;

i Nar.f?l Consequently, by'1§47 pro-Communism was no longer . o

a tenet of liberalism,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



-

- 153 -

At thevsame_time mo;t liberals did not equvé into
staunch anti-Communists. While they endorsed the contain-
ment of Soviet imperialism, they did not call for ﬁe
liberation of territories ﬁnder Soviet control. 'Moreover,
they took the position that thé whole sub;;ti of Communfst
subversion was vastly exaggerated, and thgsg called for
Toyalty programs that Qere not as tOughﬁés those endbrsed

92

by conservatives. Nor had pro-Communism been completely

eradicated from the liberal mentality. Indeed, as late as

1948'Henry Wallace, an arch-liberal and former Vice-President,‘

ran for the Presidency'with a platform that called for de-
tente with Russia énd regarded - the con;ainmentxpolicy as
- | \ * the creature of Wall Street ;nd the mi]itary.93
Admittedly, not all 1ibera1s were as misgufdeq‘as
Wallace and his followers. They were, in fact, géfther
pro-Communist nor anti-Communist, but rather anti:anti—
Communist. For instance, when investigations were Eegun to
root odt Reds in government, ]iberq]s loudly denounced them >
as witch hunts. “They brought enormous pressure to bear in
their professional fields to figﬁé against the expdsures
and they were, by and large, successful. Opponents of
Communism were ridicu]éd in large segments of the press,
- pain%éd as witch hunters, red baiters; demagogues.“94 Yet,
the liberals went further. :
. - T

In fact, prominent liberals pubticly defended people

accused of being Soviet agents. The most significant

-4
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'Aexémpie of thi§ bhanomenon was the Alger Hiss caseg. ’?;-‘
I%berals, Hiss was a prototype New Deal T}bera}, a man to -
be respected, "In his ?rgbks Brothers suit, .he seemed tHe jﬁiﬁ?

very mode1 of a yodng-o]d New Dealer-badgered now and >

g5

brutally mistreated by reckless slanders.” To théi} eyes”
] Lt

g

he was a "martyr to socia1'justicg)and Chambers was a = i

vicious pathological liar in league with reéctionary S
- RepubTlicans led by Congressman Richard Nixon."96~ Consequent-
-1&1 Tiberals eargerly rushed to defend their beseeged and,

in theiﬁ

) p
- prominent liberals than Dean Acheson, Adlai Stevenson and

yiew,'wronngITy accused colleague. No less

Eteanor Roosevelt publicly defended Riss. In additian,
numerous profesﬁprs‘from famous;qgiversities stood up for
Hiss;yand even President Truman Jé%]aggd that the whole af-
fair was nothing but a‘ﬁRed Herring" ;reated by the
Republicans for political reasons. | ; R

. But the liberals were not content just 'to defend Hisé,\
as they aiso launched a vicious attack againsfnﬁhittaker
Chambers. Arthur Sch]esingér_drjone of the few 1iberals

who believed Hiss was guilty, wrote t
. 1y

One could hardly btame him (Chambers) for being bitter,
-when one recalls the ugly and vicious stories invented
and repeated by respectable lawyers and college
professors-stories which purported to ‘explain’
everything, But_ which when the time came, the Hiss
defence never cared to bring up in court . . . The
anti-Chambers whispering campaigngyas one of the

most repellent of modern history. ‘

\¥

Conservative James Burnham went further when he wrote, "At

Y
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Yo Hash1ngton dinners and cocktail partles héﬁﬁ or attended
by State Department and Inte1]1gence officials no b1tterness
or contempt was ever expressed aga1nst Alger Hiss. At those

same gatherings no vile and shameless slander agaxnﬁ?o

98

.. Whittaker Chambers was omitted." Thus American Tiberals

arrogantly and confidently defended Hiss againet‘his
conservative attacﬁers. They also ended up gettﬁng-burned
~very«53d1y when -he hasﬁgoﬁvicted of perjury in Janyary 1950,

“America's ]ibefa]s faeted a bitter and strangety. personal

defeat. It was politi§1ly and emotiomaily their nadir,"2°.

Desp1te these setbacks, liberals were stxl] unw1111ng

l, to acknowledge that there -had been a,serlous penetrat1on (}
by iCommunists .of the federal gouernment. They continued
to protest the investjgations conducted by Congressional

Committees in an effort to Uncover/}oviet spies.

_—

. The committees weré percéived by liberal left

& partisans as engines of anti-inte11ec¢ua1/ﬁeaction,
vehicies for the self-promotion of committee
chairmen, agencies of bitter -revenge upon the

. champions of the New Deal by spokesmen for a

coalition of small town provincials, anti-Semites

businress Babbits, labor-baiters, Ku Klux Klans,

hypocrites, p?66t1ca1 philandereérs, and narrow

gauge bigots.

Vi
res

Froe

N o
Thus, while conservatives 11ke Joe McCarthy were eager to

£

¥ root out Sov1et _Spies in govérnment liberals seemed
content to ignore simply the problem and assaulf“those who
did not.

Conservatives, for their part, could not understand this

o . - : O
%
»

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



P 120

-\l

iy e,

R R LR .

IEREL Tt

I R L Rhalr i et ki SIMBS L L4 e
: .

i .

.‘c

RS SIN -

&

&

-~ 3 o . - . P - -

‘." ' 4:‘ E 5. : _- 1"’.5“\6-

. . . ] s
> - . -

Tﬁberal reactfon;dnd it led them to take a cleser. TOOkAét

the whole hbera%fnovement They were espema]]y outraged

by the way liberals defended*ﬂ1ss and by the way they tried

to dlsrupt 1nvest1gat1ons of. subvers1on 1n government
They eVentua]]y came to the conclusion -that. desp1te the
bruta] rea]1t1es of thﬁeSov*aet 1deo]og§’ and a'l] the : 'spy ™

reve]at1ons, 11bera1s were Sstill’ toPerant of Communism.

,/%&‘That 15 they PESISted the not1on ‘that Communlsm shou]d be

(AR LT

O

subgected to soc1a1 and Tega1 sanctxons at home.

i Indeed, many conservat1ves came to be11eve that 11beraT-A

" ism and. Communism were somehow 11§ked or 1n accord They

began to wonder just how far left New: Deajgl1beral1sm was

§o1n “to.drift before com1ng to-a halt 101 Was the ultimate
1

\\qoal of l1bera]1sm the creat1on of a soc1allst1c state?

bl

z the TIberals as .a move agdainst themselves | . . ST
: - simpleé fact is that when I tookK up my
e T ]1ttle

)
o)
.o

- book, Witness, felt he knew the answer,

"+ lib&ralism . . . has:been. 1nching its,ice,cap

Nere ]1berals st111 secretly just as pro -Communist in 1950

as_they. were in the 1930's and 1940 s? Considering the
amb1guous attitude of liberals towards. Commun1sm the

oo
answer was not clear.‘ Whittaker Chambers,in his influential

»

R

For men who could not see’ that what they f1rm1y
believed was liberalism -added up to socialism
could scarcely be expected to see what added up
. to Communism . . they reacted’, not like
11bera1s, but with the’ fierceness %of revo1ut1on1sts
% whenever that power was at issue . . .

Every move against-the Communists was felt by

.]ing and aimed at Communism, I also hit X
something else.  What I .hit was the forces' of the
~ great socialistic nevolutiony. which, in the name of

r : : -

. .

s v ng . = X
B -”,'.' " ~
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over the nation for two decades . . . It was
the forces of that revolution that Iistruck at -
the point of its struggle for power . . ‘ ..

It was the forces of this revolutions«that : .
had smothered the Hiss Case (and much else) 102 N
for a decade, -and fought to smother it in 1948,

Liberals whofwere considgred Simpjy siupid cr-hypocritica{
by c6n§ervative$ fn the1193035,weré'now ;een‘to be mu&h |
worse. - As one conservatfve writer put it; "is it not the

prevailing political "liberalism' of the mid-céntufy, that
b@gi .bbtpourri of indjscriminate do-goodism trendjng into '
| .statism and Marx;sm and blending indistinguishab]y with ‘ a é
treason thdt is the deepest énemy of tfadifigna] Ameriea —

and the Nest.“;03 , ‘ ) )

SUEPINSI g

It has been argued by some that this anti-Tiberal

" sentiment was just a tactic to discredit domestic New Deal 4
~ : A *

. .policies or a way to get votes.- But as Gedrge Nash points

out: ‘
. / .

It would be a mistake; to attribute their attack on

Tiberalism: simply to So]itica] malice. What many

’ . anti-Communist conservatives abhorred-about the

. 4 ‘ _Roosevelt administratigiu. ‘was less its domestic
reforms than its alleged appeasement of Communism
at home and abroad. The Communist issue was not,

~ 1n other words, just a convenient pretext for .

criticizing the New Deal, or seeking votes. It w1§,

- I

s . at least for many conservative intellectuals, the
yardstick for measuring the New Dealers' and the
; : ~liberals' performance in the struggle not just for-
ST - office but for survival. Motivating the intellectual
’ conservatives was something more ‘deep-seated than
concern for the next election. It was the suspicion .
{for some the conviction) that liberalism meant
: . ‘treason. For thg,Communist issue was not an
o ordinary issue. . o

.

, .
: : , : S
' A : . o
3 ) . .
1 - -
; ‘ ~ . :
Nt . - v
3 . -, . . .
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S1mp1y put, conservatzves struck out aga1nst 11bera1s be-
cause,gs one conservative put it, l1beralswere "mistaken

.~in'their p}ed{ctions false in thedr analyses, wrong in-
thei? \Uv1ce and through the results of- their actions
1n3ur1ous to the 1nterests of the natxon.flos

It is 1ittle wonder, thgn, that by the early 1850's

some conseévatives Tike Joe McCarthy would openly question
thé Toya]ty of liberals. . To a conservative, Communi%m was
evil and was to be resisted at all éosts, Yet, during the
1930" s and 1940's 1iberals often openly allied. themse1ves
‘with Reds and acted as apo]oglsts for the Sovied Un1on
Moreover, 11bera]s_de#ended Communists and impeded the
search fsr traitors within the government even after the
threa; of Soviet Communism was readily apparent.'}Pdizled

- conservatives asked themselves whyvlibera]s were not more
anti-Communist. Some believed that liberals were simply
stupid, but others felt thap‘they‘were disloyal. This :
latter opinion was. not tﬁat far-fetched, if-one considersi;“
that Alger Hiss was once considered to be a respected
liberal, tThuﬁ, in impugning the loyalty of some liberals,
McCarthy was expressing a suspicion shared by many
conservatives; . _

.Admjtted]y, this does not excuse McCarthy for challenging

the 1oya]ty of_innocent-liberal% but it at least explains
what mot}vated him to such action. Moreover, it should

be emphasized that he did not accuse evéryone whohopposed

him of being a Communist. In fact, as mentioned in the

. .
. . .’j.,
el
3 3
T o g
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previous chapter, he reserved that chargelmﬁnty for 1iberal

13‘

newspapers. A]so, it shou]d be, p&inte@-out_ that in making
these kinds of charges, ‘McCarthy was no'wofse than many of

his contemporéries. For dinstance, on October 30, 1948,
President Truman man the ridiculous charge that "powerfu]
forces, 1ike those that created European fasc1sts, are

working through the Republican parfy (to) undermine . . .

106

American democracy.” Then in 1952, he accused Eisenhower

of anti-Semitism, anti-catholicism and indulging in a
' 107 '

>

- campaign of lies. Thus, McCarthy's tactics were no more

objectionable than those of other politicians of his day.

One final test of McCarthy's conservatism is to examine ~

the political philosophy of the people who supported

_McCarthy. For instance, if McCarthy had been a populist or

a mere -demagogue, he never would have garnered widespread
support from thé(American right. Yet, in fact, for the
most part the apoloyists and supporters of Senator McCarthy
were conservativesti For'exémpJe, he was very noﬁu]ar in ;
the American- Middle West which was a bqstion of Republican
canservatism. "On traditonal economic issues as well as

on foreign policy midwest Republicans had bgen.moréy
conservative thaﬁ their eastern counterparts }or a decade

befére McCarthyism."lo8

Indeed, it was. the conservative

wing of the Republican party, based in thé MidWest, which
mobilized 1tse1f beh1nd McCarthy and voted agalnst the
censure FESOIUtIOn in 1954, . Thus, to trad1t10na1 conserv-

ative Republicans; Mcéarthy was a hero as he seemed to

.- ..
P
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embody'a11 their hopes ond frustraiions. This?was-not a

new American right but rather an o]d ane with new 4 . ‘

L enthusiasm and new power.lpg

Y

. Besides his reg1ona1 base in the conservat1ve M1dwest *&

\.
2( v‘l ‘e

N AEPPVES. TR

'McCarthy was a]so strongly supported by another component AR

-

of Republican rlght, namely economic conservatnves. Pol]s .

. . N 4

clearly revealed that "measures of such,attitudes as positions

“
s T VRS

! . . S
on liberalism in genera] Taws to prevent strikes, a federal

healtn program, and support of pr1vate deve]opment of
nat1onal resources a11 indicate that the conservat1ve

mnntiom of these 1ssues was associated w1th greater,support

"110

for McCarthy. Nealthy business$men, for examp1e, who .

never supported the New DeaT)tended t® be pro McCarthy. ‘ L
This was shown by a survey done in early 1954,of 253 execut- R ;

. ives were fwe]l oisposed teo &cCarthy up to“tbe %oinp of |
his confrontation with the army bocapse of his anti-Communism
and uncompromising attitude toward the New and Fair Deals.
Among these men, McCarthy was most popular in‘Chicago,

capital of the 01d Republican right, and in fexas, locale

e e e

. . . . .. w1
of an economic boom and new generation of millionaires."" 11

But, while some executives on Wall Street were wo]]—disposeq
toward McCarthy, he drew most of his business support from

Main Street. In other words, small businessmen were‘strongly
112

and consistently pro-McCarthy. The point is that t

P *
N e
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" protesting the censure 6f_Joe McCarthy.

- R

They. supported him- becauyse -he was é‘conservathg.
McCarthy also enjoyed the support of the right's. - °

political and intellectual elite.. Indéed, "a Iarge segment

of conservative lntellectuals found themselves on McCarthy 3

N
side of the ideological barr1cades, and a consxderab%e

number proc]a1med themselves his a]11es.“113 Their support

was manifested in many ways. For 1nstance, two conservative
. - « *

Ya]e'g}aduates, WiTliam Buckley and Brent Bozell, ably P
defended McCarthy's reesrd in fheir book McCarthy and His |

Enemies which was ‘published in 1954. 1In additfon,‘severa]

prominent canservative intellectuals signed a pet1t1on 1n;
1953 which accused the Press of treating the Senator unfairly.
In }954, conservative intellectuals signed another petition
114 Thué;'the we]i-
educated conservative elite also supported McCarthy.
McCa}thy "féd into an existing conservative tradition at
the elite level, which was very conserva£ive on both
foreign and domestic quest1ons "115 _
Adm1tted]y, not all conservatives supported McCarthy.
Southern conservative Democrats, for instance, were not
prBLMcCarthy. The South was selidly Democratic, making it
difficult for a Rgpdblican Tike McCarthy to win popular |
support. Moreover, the fact that he was a Roman CafhoTic

116

did not endear~shim to most Southerners. In addition,

McCarthy did begin to lose some right-wing support after his
confrontations with the army and with Eisenhower;117 Yet,

“most. of those who mobilized behind McCarthy at the national

A
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level were cohservative potiticians -and publicists, B

" businessmen and retired military leaders H#iscontented with

New Deal, with. bureaucracy, and}mith military po]-‘icy.“'n8 .

The point is fhat McCarth} was part of, and therefore was

suppdr;ed'by, an ﬁlready e&iﬁting fact{on of the Republican
X & ' 119

party - a faction concerne@fabout Communism and subversion.
: B . AN - ) i <% .

Had he been anything other than a sincere right-wing

{ Lo

. Repub1icén, it is doubtful he would have won the enthusiastic

support of the American consérv;tive comqgnity. |
Senator Joseph McCarthy was a dedica€26 conservative} ot ;

“and his famous anti-Coﬁhﬂnist crdsgﬁg was a reflection of s,
his political belfefs. Those whoicontend that his anti-
Communism was based on bopulism oi on a lust for power l
ignore the fact that his Qoting record.in the Senate was
consistent]yvconservative.‘ Moreover, if McCafthy had been <
anything other than a right~king Republican, he néver would %
ﬁave received the enthusiastéc'support of American conserv-

-atives._ifinal1y from this perspective it could be argued ’

that his anti-comminist crusade was not re;k]ess, unprincipl-

.

*

ed or aihf'less. It was on the contrary, frdm th‘e':cohservativéi/iew
at least, a reasoned and consistent attack on pé;ﬁle or |
instftutiong of_suspect loyalty. In fact, McCarthy was’
'on1y one of several right-winé politicians tryingiéo
dramatize tﬁe Communist“prob1em.:wﬂe Jjust receiVeé motre

- publicity and attention than the others..

. , A
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Conclusion

- . 1 ) . . N . - 5-"«’

Throughout American history there have been those who
- ~ ~have supported the cbnservative‘cﬁnyiction that the ideal
o o of‘inéﬁvidual Iibertf should be promoted and protected.
_Indeéd, the history of Ame?}can conservatism has been a
loag and continuous fjghf fpf%freedom.' For insténce} the
firgz Americ:h conservatives, the ?edera]ists, Fearing that
liberty was being fhreatened by the growing trend of
gegaiifarian democracy, created a\:onétitution that was
designed to check .the power of the masses. Later on _
]aissez-faige conservatives sought to promote a philosophy
'which called for unrestrained economic freedom. Then in
“the 193015 modern gonsérvatjsm emerged to éha]]enge what it
saw as the fréedom-fhreatening g;ogramglof the New Deal.
Clearly, the Federalists, the laissez-faire conservatives
and the modern conser§atives represent a proud aﬁ;}{mportant
tradition in American history. "
‘ - One person who was definitely pabt J{ that tr;;?tioﬁ
was Joseph McCarthy, for his goal was to protect traditional
conservative freedoms, forged by men like John Adams and.
Nj]]iam Graham Sumner, from the“mgnace of Compunist infil-
tration. - This love of liberty, which caused}%im to reject ”
a Communist_tyranny as well as New Deal egalitarianism, made
McCarthykénd other conservatives of th%“eariy 1950°'s

‘\ ‘ 13 - >
important parts of the< American consérvative tradition.

Admittedly, McCarthy was crud@ and some of his tactics - .

\

/. .
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- were inexcusable. But it shou]d be remembered that he
was essent1a11y correct in his view that 1oyalty risks had
been found :iin government employment and that the 1oya]ty
prOgram was too lax. - It is also true that in McCarthy s
drive Egistrengthen the federal loyalty program, somgj§.x

¢ innocent people suffered. Yet perhaps this ‘was a ﬁf{éeﬁ
T :which had to be paid if the United States government was
"M‘MA, .+~ to be cleansed of‘Communistfagents -Those‘who douht/fﬂat
such a strong program was necessary shou]d study the
‘o

example of Br1ta1n.. Un11ke-the Un1ted States, the Br1tish

government did not have a loyalty program nor(was there a

British equivalent of Joe McCarthy. As a result Br1ta1n

did not experiencé the "witch-hunts® -or "reign of terror“

-7 - -

which supposedly characterized American life,in the earTy

-?-

1950 s.:T In exchange however: Communist spies like Donatd

‘\

- Maclean, Guy Burgess Kim Ph1lby and Anthony B]unt to name
but a few were able to operate unhindered within the
@k1t1sh government and hand over vital information to the
Soviet Union. Thus, McCarthy may have tramp]ed on SOme
i C civil 11bert1eg but h1st0ry shhu]d v1nd1cate his results
This 1nterpretat1on is d1ametr1ca11y opposed to thes
conventional “picture of McCarthy, who is usua]]y depicted
as a wicked cynicg} fiend. Yet it should be pointed out
, o thakmliberalgﬁisiﬁ}ians created the.Mccaﬁthymmdns§Er for
def1n1te regsons. In the first place, they hopedto draw
~ e attent1on away from the fact that liberals were duped by

Communists in the early 1930 s and 1940's and as ' # result

ay ~ * o j-&

/
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> had unwittingly advanced the cause of Soviet :imperialism;

Furthermore, liberals find the nythicaT'MECa?thy'tgtbe én;

excellent weapon when they were attacked by critics on

‘ the?}ight.' Indeed, #f a conservative warns of the danger

of Sovﬁet expansionism or raises the possibi]ity of domesfic
Commun1st subvers1on, Tiberals w111 ugua]]y raise the
spectre pf McCarthx¢ The\purpose of this tactic of ‘course
fs fo smear anti-Conmunwsts as-w1tch—hunt1ng brutes in the
mold of liberal fantasy. Thns;
) to aid the anii—communist movements<§f:the Western world,
the McCarthy myth must be laid, to rest forever. It should
‘be understood that ant1—Communi$ts like McCarthy were and
st111 are patriotic citizens dedicated to resisting So 3ét

slaverx; F1na11x,(onservat1ves should stop feeling gu11ty

.about Joseph McCarthy and reflect that“;ne served his
country infinitely better than those'1eft-w1ng liberal
intellectuals who in the name ofiprotecting civil iibérties,
would Fave allowed possible Communist agents to operate

1

freely with the United States government Certa1nly Joe

McCarthy was an extremist, but.1n the words of Barry
oo Goldwater: "Extremism in the defense of }ibenty is no vice;

moderation in the pursuit of Jjustice is no v1rtue,ﬂ

ﬁ\q
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