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Contextualizing Period 8
Learning Objective 8.A: Explain the context for societal change from 1945 to 1980.

US Global Leadership
KC-8.1: The United States responded to an uncertain and unstable postwar world by asserting and working to maintain a position of
global leadership, with far-reaching domestic and international consequences.

e (lobal Leadership
e Founding member of , , IMF, World Bank
e First to intervene on behalf of democratic allies ( . )

e (Consequences
e Increased government spending ( )

o (reates rivalry with

e Involvement in overseas affairs (Berlin Airlift, Bay of Pigs, Vietnam)

Cold War
KC-8.1.1: United States policymakers engaged in a cold war with the authoritarian Soviet Union, seeking to limit the growth of
Communist military power and ideological influence, create a free-market global economy, and build an international security system.

e Soviet Union aimed to spread communism and build for itself in Eastern Europe
e US promotes self-determination and capitalism as deterrence to war
o ° " painted Soviet Union as aggressive and dangerous

o  NATO military alliance, as response by Soviet Union

Civil Liberties in a Cold War
KC-8.1.11: Cold War policies led to public debates over the power of the federal government and acceptable means for pursuing
international and domestic goals while protecting civil liberties.

° led to curtailing Civil Liberties

Laws against joining Communist Party ( )
McCarthyism witch-hunt in Senate (Arthur Miller)
° and loyalty oaths in hiring

“Unpatriotic” actions/words targeted
e [spionage did exist
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Civil Right Movements
KC-8.2: New movements for civil rights and liberal efforts to expand the role of government generated a range of political and cultural
responses.

o Black Civil Rights Movements continues to pursue goals through protest and litigation

o
o (1954)

o Alexander v. Holmes County Board of Education (1969)
o Shelley v. Kraemer (1948), Bakerv. Carr (1962), (1964), (1967)

e Mid-20th c. period of judicial activism on behalf of civil rights and liberties

Progress in Equality
KC-8.2.1: Seeking to fulfill Reconstruction-era promises, civil rights activists and political leaders achieved some legal and political
successes in ending segregation, although progress toward racial equality was slow.

e (ongress active in passing legislation

e Slow progress and regression
e 15 year delay after Brownbefore mandate of immediate desegregation
° (1974)
e Conservative Supreme Court

° appoints 4 justices, followed by 4 (R) Presidents

New Civil Rights Movements
KC-8.2.11: Responding to social conditions and the African American civil rights movement, a variety of movements emerged that
focused on issues of identity, social justice, and the environment.

e (Gay Rights
e movement sparked over (1969) - Police raided gay bars

e Women's Movement

e Influence of 7he Feminine Mystique ( )
o American Indian Movement

e formed in response to (1959) and tribal sovereignty issues
° ( . )

e Labor union for ag. Workers, expanded into discrimination issues
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Liberalism
KC-8.2.11l: Liberalism influenced postwar politics and court decisions, but it came under increasing attack from the left as well as from
a resurgent conservative movement.

o Supreme Court ruled on side of Civil Liberties through and Burger courts
° (1966), Gideon v. Wainwright (1963), Mapp v. Ohio (1961), (1964),
Tinker v. Des Moines SD(1969)
o Griswoldv. CT(1965) — (1973)

o Conservatives believed activist decisions increased power of government too much
o (onservative majority after appt.

Economic and Demographic Changes
KC-8.3: Postwar economic and demographic changes had far-reaching consequences for American society, politics, and culture.

e U.S. economic boom post-war

e Growth of suburbs, booming construction ( )

e Increase in high school education and
[ J

e (ieneration born after

e Generally active in issues of civil rights, peace, and equality
[ J

e Sex, drugs, and rock and roll -

Economic Growth
KC-8.3.1: Rapid economic and social changes in American society fostered a sense of optimism in the postwar years.

e Postwar prosperity continued through presidency
o Belief that government could help achieve new societal feats
e Truman’s “Fair Deal”

o Kennedy’s

e Johnson's®

e Moon-landing
e Economic in the 1970s and Vietnam war ended optimism

Cold War’s Effect on Culture
KC-8.3.11: New demographic and social developments, along with anxieties over the Cold War, changed U.S. culture and led to
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significant political and moral debates that sharply divided the nation.

e Anxiety over

e Debate over Vietnam War - LBJ's initial promise to keep American soldiers out
e Release of the

o The United States became a global leader in the Cold War against the Soviet Union

o The US objective of the Cold War was to limit the influence of Communism around the world

o The Civil Rights movement made significant gains, inspiring other historically disadvantaged groups
e The Supreme Court was active in ensuring Givil Liberties, opposition from critics of big government
o Postwar economic growth and the Baby Boomers impacted American culture

e The post-war optimism will give way to disillusion over Vietnam war and Watergate

Part i
Short Answer Questions

Answer the following in AT LEAST three sentences.

1. Explain the context for societal change from 1945 to 1980.
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Secondary Source Document Analysis

Read the essay and fill in the chart below. Identify one claim for each subsection of the essay and provide a piece of evidence that
corresponds to the claim.

Title:

Author:

Historical Period and Topic:

Thesis:

Claims Evidence

Identify an alternative viewpoint to the author’s thesis.

Does the author address this viewpoint by refuting or conceding to it?
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1945 to the Present

No event proved more important to the course of modern American history than World War I1. The war cast America onto the world stage as a
mighty economic and military giant. It rescued the country from the Great Depression, created full employment, and for the first time in a
generation increased real income for American workers. Moreover, the poorest 40 percent of the population saw its share of the national income
grow, while the top 5 percent witnessed a decline. Technology boomed, and the computer age began. African Americans and women experienced
more dramatic change than they had in decades. And the contours of postwar diplomacy took shape in response to issues dividing the Western
Allies on the one hand from the Soviet Union on the other. Although the war lasted only four years for the United States, its impact endured for
generations.

Domestically, the war triggered massive social changes. More than 6.5 million women took jobs for the first time, increasing the female labor
force by 57 percent. Most were married and over 35. Whereas before the war, the average woman worker was young, single, and poor, by the end
of the war she was married, middle aged, and increasingly middle class. African Americans joined the Armed Forces in record numbers, while two
million left the South for factory jobs in the North and West. While facing ongoing discrimination, black Americans pursued the “Double V”
campaign—victory against racism at home as well as victory against fascism abroad. Membership in the NAACP—the largest African American
protest organization—skyrocketed from 50,000 to 500,000.

In the meantime, workers with rising incomes put their money into savings accounts, since rationing limited their ability to purchase consumer
goods like cars and clothes. Those funds were then available to fuel the consumer boom that followed the war. Millions took advantage of the
opportunities to buy new houses in the suburbs, shop for new cars and appliances, and join the burgeoning “affluent society” of the 1950s.

The war also set the stage for the dominant political and diplomatic reality of the postwar years—the Cold War. Tensions among the Allies had
existed from the beginning of World War |1, and after the war profound conflicts continued to separate the superpowers. What would be the fate
of Poland, whose freedom was the reason for Allied intervention in the first place? How would Germany and Japan be governed after the war?
What about other Eastern European countries like Romania, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary? Should they fall under Soviet control, or have
Western-style free governments? And how about the atomic bomb? Should the United States try to be the sole nuclear power, or should it share
information about atomic science?

Although Roosevelt was confident he could reconcile these tensions, he died before the war ended, and he never shared his ideas for making
peace. His successor, Harry Truman, found himself in an increasingly hostile relationship with Stalin and the USSR. By 1947, polarization
between the two superpowers had come to dominate all diplomatic relations. In the Truman Doctrine, the President portrayed America as being
in a holy war with Soviet Union. It was a battle between good and evil, he said, with God-fearing people who believed in freedom on one side, and
atheistic Communists who believed in tyranny on the other. In this worldview, there could be no room for compromise, and anyone who suggested
such a course was immoral. Pursuing a policy of “containment,” the United States pledged to fight Communist incursions any place and any time
they occurred.

Tensions worsened through the 1940s and 1950s as nations around the world aligned themselves on one side or the other. The United States
created the Marshall Plan in 1948 to rebuild Europe and established NATO (the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance) the same year. In 1949, the USSR
tested its first atomic bomb, and Communist China led by Mao Zedong emerged. In 1950, North Korea—with Russia’s approval—invaded South
Korea, precipitating an immediate American response. The Korean War was the first open military conflagration of the Cold War. And in 1955,
when NATO accepted the Federal Republic of Germany as a member, Russia formed the Warsaw Pact to prevent future invasions of Soviet
territory and tighten control over Eastern Europe.
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But Cold War anti-communism was not limited to foreign policy. The “other side of the [Cold War] walnut” was domestic anti-communism. From
the hearings of the House Unamerican Activities Committee (HUAC) in the immediate postwar years to the launching of McCarthyism in 1950,
fear of domestic communism dominated political discourse at home. It was the primary weapon in President Truman’s re-glection campaign in
1948. Threatened by the candidacy of former Vice President Henry Wallace on the Progressive Party ticket, Truman denounced “Wallace and /fis
communists’ (emphasis added), suggesting that anyone to the left of the Democratic Party mainstream was suspect. When Truman proposed
national health care insurance to Congress in 1947, it was excoriated as “socialized medicine,” an effort to imitate the Soviet Union. The same
allegation was made against day care centers in New York City, because such centers suggested that the state take over the responsibilities of
the family, as in the Soviet Union. Those who supported such measures were denounced as “fellow travelers” and “communist sympathizers.”

As a result, a centrist consensus emerged as the dominant political style of America. Democrats and Republicans celebrated American
democracy and capitalism; they agreed there were no fundamental problems with American society, and that any problems that did exist could be
solved by incremental reform. Economic growth would serve as the primary means of securing social progress. The anchor of this consensus was
anti-communism, both as a foreign policy toward the Soviet Union and as a political stance rejecting the kind of left-of-center politics that was
prevalent in the Labor Party in England and the Social Democratic Parties of France and Germany. To be sure, Democrats and Republicans
disagreed on many issues, but for the most part both parties occupied the center of the political spectrum.

Thus, Dwight Eisenhower, a Republican and a war hero, was elected president in 1952, but he never sought to undo the New Deal. Indeed, he
created a Cabinet-level Department of Health, Education and Welfare and famously wrote his brother that anyone who contemplated ending
Social Security must be out of his mind. Similarly, when John F. Kennedy was elected president, he focused primarily on the Cold War and on
stimulating economic growth. He might have been a Democrat, but in substance, Kennedy represented continuity with, not difference from,
President Eisenhower.

In spite of this political consensus, the Civil Rights Movement was able to surge forward in the postwar years, creating the foundation for a
decade of rapidly expanding protest. When black veterans returned from World War I, they refused to accept second-class citizenship any
longer. With their uniforms still on, they went to register to vote. When they were beaten—even murdered—for trying to exercise the franchise,
they fought back. The war had kindled a new activism and a new faith among African Americans. What had previously been endured was
vigorously resisted, from the bottom up. When a black woman was raped by six white police officers in Montgomery, Alabama, angry African
Americans, led by a Women’s Political Council and a black labor union, insisted that the police be put on trial. One of those activists was Rosa
Parks. Secretary of the local NAACP, she was determined to challenge racism wherever it existed. So when she was told to give up her seat on a
public bus to a white person in December 1955, she refused. Her arrest sparked phone conversations between the Women'’s Political Council and
the black labor union, and the next night, the African American community poured into a Baptist church where they heard a young and unknown
minister, Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., implore the community to stand up for justice. For 381 days, not a single black person in Montgomery rode a
public bus, until finally the Supreme Court ruled that segregation in public transportation was unconstitutional.

By the 1960s, the Civil Rights Movement had become a page-one story in every newspaper and had entered the political arena as a pivotal issue.
On February 1, 1960, four first-year college students in Greenshoro, North Carolina, “sat in” at the local Woolworth’s to demand the right to buy a
cup of coffee at the lunch counter, just as they were able to purchase school supplies and toiletries at other counters. They started a flash fire of
similar protests. Within two months, sit-ins had spread to fifty-four cities in nine different states, and in the North students, black and white,
protested stores that practiced segregation in the South. Soon, the Student Non-Violent Coordinating Committee (SNCC) was created, and civil
rights demonstrators sought to integrate public restaurants and hotels and register voters in every Southern state.

By 1963, President John F. Kennedy could no longer ignore what was happening around the country and went on national television to declare
that racial equality was a “moral issue” as old as the Scriptures and to propose legislation that would end segregation in the work place and in all
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public accommodations. Five months later on November 22, 1963, Kennedy was assassinated. He did not live to see his legislation pass, but his
successor, Lyndon B. Johnson, not only secured passage of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, but also signed the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
prohibiting the states from denying African Americans their right to vote in the South. The greatest reform president since Franklin Roosevelt,
Johnson also waged a War on Poverty, secured passage of Medicare, which offered health insurance to senior citizens, and promoted far-reaching
changes in federal aid for education, manpower retraining, and urban renewal.

As in the abolition movement more than one hundred years earlier, the battle over equal rights for African Americans quickly led to a battle over
equal rights for women. Throughout the 1950s, women'’s employment rate increased four times faster than men’s. Although most of those jobs
were underpaid and not competitive with men’s jobs, they contradicted the dictum that “a woman’s place is in the home.” Soon, that cultural
norm came under overt attack. President Kennedy established the Commission on the Status of Women, which in 1963 called for reforms in
women’s status. The 1964 Civil Rights Act specifically outlawed discrimination in the workplace against women as well as African Americans,
and when there was little effort to enforce that prohibition, a group of activists led by Betty Friedan created the National Organization for Women
(NOW) in 1966. Friedan had written the best-selling Feminine Mystiguein 1963, revealing the dissatisfaction of middle-class housewives who
were concerned with “the problem that has no name.” It was given a name—sexism—and NOW set out to integrate women into the mainstream
of American society, just as the NAACP had done for black Americans.

Young woman activists in the Civil Rights Movement, in the meantime, realized that they were treated as “second-class citizens,” even within a
movement dedicated to equal rights. As the Civil Rights Movement split over the emergence of Black Power, many white woman civil rights
activists joined the New Left, a predominantly campus-based organization that started groups like Students for a Democratic Society (SDS).
There, too, women experienced condescension from white male radicals.

Soon, they started the women'’s liberation movement. Not a national, hierarchical organization like NOW, women’s liberation groups emerged in
grassroots settings where fifteen or twenty women gathered together for “consciousness-raising” sessions where they explored what it was like
to be a woman. As such groups proliferated, a sea change occurred in the attitudes of young women. The result was a revolution in social values.
No longer did most young women believe that happiness could be found solely in marriage and children. Growing numbers of women sought
independence, equal relationships, and careers; they married later, had fewer children, and insisted on equal access to careers. In 1965, only 5
percent of all students entering medical school, law school, or business school were women. Twenty-five years later, that figure had skyrocketed
to 50 percent.

Protest movements in the 1960s culminated when activists zeroed in on the Vietnam War as a primary example of what was wrong with
American society. The war itself was a direct product of the Cold War. During World War I, Americans enjoyed an informal alliance with Ho Chi
Minh, leader of the Vietnamese resistance against Japan. But when France re-imposed its colonial regime in Indochina, the United States
supported its NATO ally against Ho Chi Minh and Vietnamese nationalists. When the French withdrew in 1954, the United States supported a
pro-Western South Vietnamese government. John F. Kennedy increased American troop strength from 800 to 15,000, but resisted requests for
more troops. Bolstered by his success during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962, Kennedy gave every indication that he would begin withdrawing
American troops after the 1964 election. But after the assassination, Lyndon Johnson, far less experienced than Kennedy, believed he had to
resist Communist insurrection in Vietnam at all costs. By July 1965 Johnson had begun escalating American involvement in Vietnam, and the
number of troops soon reached 540,000.

Initial protest against the war was moderate. It began with “teach-ins,” where opponents of the war debated representatives of the State
Department in the hope that reason would prevail. But intellectual argument changed nothing. Student activists quickly intensified their protests.
They demonstrated against universities that had defense industry contracts or that hosted recruitment visits from companies like Dow Chemical,
the manufacturer of napalm. Soon, anti-war protestors started burning draft cards and calling the police who opposed them “capitalist pigs.” By
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the end of 1967, it was nearly impossible for an administration official to visit a college campus anywhere in the country without rowdy and
violent demonstrations.

As the presidential election year of 1968 dawned, the nation was split apart more severely than at any time since the Civil War. Radical student
groups threatened to take over campuses. The “Weathermen,” a break-off group from SDS, called for violent revolution. More moderate reformers
rallied behind the anti-war presidential candidacy of Senator Eugene McCarthy from Minnesota, who contested Lyndon Johnson in the New
Hampshire primary. A rapid-fire succession of explosive developments made the world seem dramatically different with each passing month.

In January, Vietnamese insurgents launched the Tet offensive (during the Vietnamese new year), assaulting every major South Vietnamese city,
even briefly occupying the US Embassy in Saigon. One month later, Eugene McCarthy captured 48 percent of the vote in the New Hampshire
primary. The next week, Robert F. Kennedy, also an anti-war senator, joined the presidential campaign. On March 31, Lyndon Johnson announced a
halt in the bombing of North Vietnam, then stunned the nation by declaring he would not run for re-election. Four days later, on April 4, Martin
Luther King Jr. was assassinated in Memphis, Tennessee. In reaction to King’s death, despite leaders urging for non-violence in his honor, riots
broke out in more than 110 American cities. In May, students occupied the main administration buildings at Columbia University protesting racist
policies. Then on June 5, Robert F. Kennedy was gunned down after winning the California primary, seemingly on his way to the Democratic
presidential nomination. In August, the Democratic National Convention was racked by violence, and Chicago police engaged in brutal attacks
against journalists and student protestors. The presidential race was dominated by a sense of domestic crisis. Alabama Governor George Wallace,
a third-party candidate, lambasted all protestors as traitors. Richard Nixon, the Republican nominee, called for a return to law and order, claiming
to speak for the “silent majority” who believed in patriotism, hard work, and reverence for God. Democratic nominee Hubert Humphrey sought to
find a middle ground in vain, though he did almost win.

The election of Richard Nixon inaugurated a new era of conservatism, based on rallying mainstream Americans against social experimentation
and protest groups. Although he had dedicated his presidency to “bringing us together,” Nixon practiced a politics of polarization. His “Southern
strategy” sought to use racial conflict as a basis for creating a new Solid South, this time dominated by white Republicans. Spiro Agnew, his
alliterative vice president, gave repeated speeches denouncing the “nattering nabobs of negativism” who insisted on criticizing rather than
celebrating America. While Nixon had spoken of a “secret plan” to end the Vietnam War, he chose a strange way of executing it, engaging in
secret bombing of Cambodia and then invading the country, a course that prompted renewed student protests and led to the killing of four
student demonstrators by National Guardsmen at Kent State University in Ohio. Although Nixon finally ended the war in 1973 (on terms virtually
identical to those he could have had in 1969), he did so by such excessive bombing of Hanoi that he seemed to be out to prove that he was the
“mad man” that he wanted his enemies to think he was.

Nixon's greatest achievements were in the foreign policy realm, which he cared about more deeply than anything else. A person who detested
most of his own Cabinet and the daily routine of presidential meetings, Nixon spent as much time as he could by himself in a small study off the
Oval Office. Most often, his hopes focused on transforming America’s relations with China. As one of the most inveterate anti-Communists to ever
walk the halls of Congress, Nixon was ideally situated to reverse nearly a quarter century of hostility and open relations with Peking. After all, no
one could accuse him of being soft on Communism. Plotting with National Security Advisor Henry Kissinger (he never told his secretary of state
about his China plans), Nixon secretly arranged the dramatic breakthrough. He went personally to China, met with Chinese Communist Party
Chairman Mao Zedong, and inaugurated diplomatic relations with the People’s Republic of China. It was a master stroke.

While Nixon could be a visionary on foreign policy, he also engaged in petty, self-destructive, and vindictive efforts to squash his political
adversaries. Going into the 1972 presidential election, it was clear that Nixon would easily defeat his opponent, George McGovern. But for Nixon
that was not enough; he wanted to destroy his foes. Nixon created “the Plumbers,” a group of secret operatives who broke into offices of the
political opposition and sought to sabotage their campaigns. When the Plumbers entered the Democratic Party headquarters at the Watergate
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apartment complex for the second time (the first effort was botched), an alert security guard noticed the break-in and the burglars were arrested.
Soon two Washington Post cub reporters, Carl Bernstein and Bob Woodward, discovered the names of White House officials in the notebook of
the Plumbers’ leader. Although it took nearly two years, the full story finally came out. The President of the United States not only helped to
create the Plumbers, he also schemed to pay them off if they stayed quiet and explicitly ordered a campaign to obstruct justice. Ironically, all this
was taped by ubiquitous tape recorders set up by Nixon himself to document his presidency. Eventually, Watergate led Republicans and
Democrats alike to conclude that Nixon had to go, and in the summer of 1974 Richard Nixon, faced with impeachment, resigned the office of the
presidency. Gerald Ford assumed the presidency.

Watergate inaugurated an era of malaise in America. A series of developments in the 1970s caused the American people to doubt that the nation
could continue to reign, unchallenged, as ruler of the world. In 1973 and 1974, an OAPEC (Organization of Arab Petroleum Exporting Countries)
embargo on oil sales highlighted America’s dependence on Middle Eastern fuel, with mile-long gas lines forming in every major city. “Stagflation”
became the byword for the American economy. For the first time, high unemployment went hand in hand with high inflation rates, both in double
digits. As the economy foundered, so too did the nation’s sense of well being and moral stability. Supreme Court decisions legalizing abortion
(Roe v. Wade, 1973) and other rulings such as the outlawing of school prayer in the 1960s enraged millions of conservatives. When Americans
were forced to flee Saigon in 1975, clinging to helicopters, it seemed a fitting symbol of the country’s decline, economically, politically, militarily,
and on issues of basic social values.

Jimmy Carter’s election to the presidency in 1976 seemed like a partial answer. An unknown politician and a born-again Christian who told the
American people they deserved a government as moral and as competent as its citizens, the former Georgia governor seemed ideally suited to
restore a sense of stability to the nation. But Carter did not know how to deal with Congress. The energy crisis overwhelmed him. So too did
inflation rates nearing 20 percent. Although he represented a breath of fresh air in foreign policy, especially in espousing democratic regimes in
Africa and Latin America, Carter ultimately fell victim to one of the most humiliating defeats America had experienced—the seizure of the
American embassy in Teheran, Iran, and the holding of more than sixty American hostages for over a year. Nothing more powerfully exemplified
America’s new sense of powerlessness.

*kk

Where it might end no one can predict. But every major theme of the past sixty years had its origins in World War Il and its aftermath. The
question is whether, as in World War II, America can find a new and shared sense of mission to carry it forward into the new millennium.

William H. Chafe is the Alice Mary Baldwin Professor of History at Duke University. His recent publications include Private Lives/Public
Consequences: Personality and Politics in Modern America (2005) and The Rise and Fall of the American Century: The United States from 1890
to 2008 (2008).



