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Honorable Delegate, 

 
The Cabinet of the United States of America will be called into session on Thursday, April 29th, 1948 

at the Stevens Hotel in Chicago, Illinois to discuss matters of national security and global 

importance. The following items have been included on the agenda:  

 

Topic 1 – Examining American Foreign Policy in Europe  

Topic 2 – The Arab-Israeli Conflict  

Topic 3 – Special Topics in Domestic Affairs 

 

For your reference, our staff archivists have compiled the following Background Guide to 

provide you with relevant information regarding the topics that will be debated in the upcoming 

session. You will need to read and understand the contents of this Guide in order to expand upon 

their research and represent your home government accurately and effectively. 

 

If you have any questions regarding the operations of the committee meetings being held at 

Chicago International Model United Nations (CIMUN), please refer to the CIMUN MUN 

Toolkit which you have been provided. Should you have any questions concerning the content of 

your guide or questions on policy, you may consult with an official from the Department of 

Home Government by sending an email to homegovernment@cimun.org.  

 
Best of luck,  

 

 
Harry S. Truman  

 

President of the United States of America 
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1 Topic 1 – Examining American Foreign Policy in Europe 

1.1 Topic Overview 

Following the election of President Harry S. Truman and the subsequent end to the Second 

World War (WWII), the United States of America (US) effectively redirected it’s approach to 

foreign policy away from its long history of isolationism. Instead, the nation adopted the Truman 

Doctrine, characterized by a commitment to support democratic nations threatened by 

authoritarian forces1. This shift in policy gives the US the initiative to combat the growing 

influence of the Soviet Union (USSR) over European nations struggling to recover from the 

outcomes of war. The USSR, by virtue of its ideals, is in contrast to the US and recently formed 

United Nations (UN) and therefore counteracting its potential growth is a clear objective for the 

US.  However, the US policy shift finds itself at odds with agreed upon principles in the charter of 

the UN, such as the principles of sovereign equality and the settling international disputes 

peacefully2. With communism threatening European nations already in economic ruin, the US 

must determine how to effectively control the rising red influence while maintaining both the 

Truman Doctrine and agreed upon international values. 

1.2 Historical Background 

With just 21 years between the First and Second World Wars, both being the largest 

military conflicts in recorded history, European nations were effectively in ruin after 1945. Much 

of the landscape of Central Europe was completely destroyed with other areas affected by combat, 

such as France or eastern parts of the USSR, not much better off. WWII had resulted in the deaths 

of approximately 60 million soldiers and civilians3; the agricultural, industrial, and, consequently, 

economic destruction of many nations; and the displacement of thousands of refugees, many 

suffering from starvation.  
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These issues and terms for the end of WWII were discussed by USSR leader Joseph Stalin, 

British Prime Minister Winston Churchill and his successor Clement Attlee, and US President 

Harry Truman at the Potsdam Conference in summer of 1945. The major issue of dispute was the 

treatment of Germany. Previously, the 

USSR had pushed for heavy reparations 

from Germany, however the Truman 

administration countered this mentality in an 

attempt to avoid putting Germany in a 

situation similar to that of post-WWI. 

Eventually the Allied world leaders came to 

agree on the demilitarization and 

disarmament of Germany subject to four 

zones of occupation. West Germany was 

divided in three parts to be overseen by 

British, French and Americans while East Germany was to be overseen by the Soviets ; all zones 

were to be remade along democratic lines4. No official date was given for the reunification of 

Germany. Additionally at this conference, Soviet-Polish-German borders were negotiated, 

resulting in the USSR gaining lands from both Poland and Germany and Poland gaining lands 

from Germany. This change in territory and occupation necessitated the creation of the Council of 

Foreign Ministers to create peace treaties with Germany’s former allies on behalf of the US, Great 

Britain, the USSR, and China. 

One idea seemingly universally agreed upon was that wars of the scale of WWI and WWII 

should be avoided at all costs in the future. This idea and growing international collaboration 
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helped prompt the creation of the UN. Since the creation of the League of Nations in 1919, several 

international groups had been created and discussed the possibility of many nations united in the 

promotion of peace. Finally in October 1945, the UN charter was signed and the organiza t ion 

created. This charter outlines several purposes and principles agreed upon by the major post-war 

powers in an effort to avoid another war of this magnitude. 

However, the results of the war and post-war decisions allowed for greater sphere of 

influence of communism over Europe. Nations with weak economies and already facing distress 

were especially susceptible to this, such as in Greece. Starting in 1941, the nation of Greece faced 

communists taking over, with an allout civil war beginning in 1945. This civil war saw the 

communist Democratic Army of Greece using guerrilla warfare tactics to establish rule and 

takeover lands in Yugoslavia and 

Albania. These actions in 

combination with Soviet naval 

aggression against Turkey 

prompted the issuance of the 

Truman Doctrine5 in 1947, 

leading to financial assistance to 

both afflicted democratic nations 

and military assistance to Greece. 

This civil war of communism 

against democracy continues in Greece today with American military assistance. 
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 Aside from just military aid to Greece and Turkey, the US had been providing Europe with 

financial aid both directly and in the form of humanitarian assistance through the United Nations. 

US Secretary of State George 

Marshall, a hero of WWII, 

spearheaded the creation of the 1947 

European Recovery Program (ERP), 

also known as the Marshall Plan. 

Based on the idea that politica l 

stability lays in successful national 

economies, the ERP oversees the 

delivery of billions of dollars of aid 

to European nations. As of now, this 

aid is primarily distributed through 

shipments of food, staples, and machinery6, and European economies have already begun to grow. 

As of January 7, 1948, taxes on American citizens have been increased in order to finance the 

ERP7. 

1.3 Current Situation 

At this point in time, it is clear that the US faces further Soviet expansion. The USSR has 

either incorporated or occupied most of Eastern Europe, leaving a buffer zone between the Soviets 

and the West. As the USSR expands, it often expels citizens of the former nation, contributing to 

the already significant refugee crisis. These pro-communist regimes set up in Poland, Hungary, 

Bulgaria, Cechoslovakia, Romania, and Albania collaborate with the Kremlin in the promotion of 

communism and the Soviet Union. Communism is inherently opposed to democratic values and 
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seeks to undermine the US government by encouraging rebellion by US citizens against their 

government in an effort to overthrow all democratic and capitalist institutions; the threat of 

communism is not just military, but also ideological.  

Already, the impact of communism 

growing in European nations can be seen in the 

formation of anti-democratic movements in 

other parts of the world, such as the formation 

of the Pakistan’s socialist party and the rise of 

Chinese revolutionary Mao Zedong, who 

began occupation of Yenan in February, 1948.  

Domestically, a fear of communism 

has taken over US citizens. The Communist 

Party of the United States of America 

(CPUSA) had played a significant role in labor 

movements of the 1930s and 1940s8, but its continued support of the USSR and its leader, Joseph 

Stalin, is a constant reminder to American citizens that the threat of communism is right outside 

their doors. Journalist John Hersey’s accounts of the suffering that was caused by America’s 

nuclear bombs promoted a fear that such weapons could be harnessed by other nations and used 

against the US9. A nationwide movement of red-baiting, or accusing another of being communist 

or having communist sympathies, has begun. This fear is only encouraged by the discovery of 

communist spies within the US government, like Assistant Secretary of the Treasury Harry Dexter 

White who aided the Soviets in obtaining currency plates. Discoveries such as these led to the 
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issuance of Executive Order 9835 on March 21, 1947, which created a loyalty program in an effort 

to rid the federal government of communist influence10. 

It is clear that this expansion must be contained and controlled in order to ensure the 

stability of the US and other democratic nations. Overwhelming tensions are already mounting in 

Europe as a result of massive USSR influence. Yet, countering this expansion may require an 

aggressive foreign policy, leading to potential infringement of agreed upon values, such as 

sovereignty. At the same time, the US must look to handle the social and economic condition that 

may facilitate the spread of communism, such as the continuing economic and humanitarian crises 

resulting from WWII.   

1.4 Bloc Positions 

 Aside from just communism, American have begun to worry about the cost of postwar 

plans. Their tax dollars are going to not only prop up former allies, like Great Britain and France, 

but also former enemies, notably Germany. These investments abroad could hamper investments 

domestically and inhibit the American economy from thriving. With women entering the 

workforce en masse during the war, the American job sector needed to grow rapidly to 

accommodate returning veterans. No matter what, the Americans were not prepared to face another 

economic depression while having to fend off communism. 

 For President Truman and the Democratic Party, this meant a triad of initiatives consisting 

of continuing investments at home, controlling threats abroad, and limiting military spending1 1 . 

One such measure looking to accomplish these goals was the broad application of benefits from 

the 1944 Servicemen’s Readjustment Act, or GI Bill, in an effort to promote higher education, 

home ownership, and the expansion of the middle class. President Truman’s promise of 

opportunity enabled his administration to take significant measures to counter terrorism. 
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Domestically, this came in the form of increased taxes, loyalty oaths, and laws keeping union 

power in check.  

 The US Government as a whole is united against communism. Politicians have begun to 

capitalize on the anti-communist sentiment by accusing opponents or rival organizations of 

communist sympathy, especially in the south. Yet, while Americans remain steadfast in the idea 

of democracy, hesitancy to prop up other nations at the cost of potential American economic 

success does exist. The Truman Administration must be vigilant in their rooting out of communism 

abroad, but must not neglect to address communist sentiments at home and the lingering remnants 

of pre-WWII isolationistic foreign policy. 

1.5 Discussion Questions 

• How much aid should the US contribute to establish a balance in Europe post-WWII? 

• At what point should the Soviet expansion be halted? 

• What actions are acceptable in attempting to contain communism in Europe? 

• Should the US focus its efforts on the refugee crisis in Europe?  

• How can the US foreign policy prevent communist ideology from spreading further to the 

US?  

• Is the US willing to compromise international values in order to limit the USSR’s 

influence? 

1.6 Key Terms 

• Truman Doctrine 

• Isolationism 

• Communism 

• Containment 
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• Marshall Plan 

• Sphere of Influence 

• UN Charter 

• Potsdam Conference 

• Yalta Agreement 

• Buffer Zone 

• The German Question 

1.7 Resources 

http://www.jhubc.it/admissionsblogdocuments/paper%20isolation%201.2.2012.pdf 

1https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/truman-doctrine 

2http://www.un.org/en/sections/un-charter/un-charter-full-text/ 

3https://carleton.ca/ces/eulearning/history/europe-after-wwii/  

4https://history.state.gov/milestones/1937-1945/potsdam-conf  

5http://www.coldwar.org/articles/40s/GreekCivilWar1945-1949.asp  

6https://marshallfoundation.org/marshall/the-marshall-plan/history-marshall-plan/  

7http://worldtimeline.info/usa/usa1948.htm  

8https://www.britannica.com/topic/Communist-Party-of-the-United-States-of-America  

9https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-

war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war 

10http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=75524  

11https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-

war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war  

12http://132231528372347173.weebly.com/uploads/6/3/1/8/6318768/6317448.jpg?339  

http://www.jhubc.it/admissionsblogdocuments/paper%20isolation%201.2.2012.pdf
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/truman-doctrine
http://www.un.org/en/sections/un-charter/un-charter-full-text/
https://carleton.ca/ces/eulearning/history/europe-after-wwii/
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1937-1945/potsdam-conf
http://www.coldwar.org/articles/40s/GreekCivilWar1945-1949.asp
https://marshallfoundation.org/marshall/the-marshall-plan/history-marshall-plan/
http://worldtimeline.info/usa/usa1948.htm
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Communist-Party-of-the-United-States-of-America
https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war
https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/?pid=75524
https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war
https://www.gilderlehrman.org/history-by-era/postwar-politics-and-origins-cold-war/essays/postwar-politics-and-cold-war
http://132231528372347173.weebly.com/uploads/6/3/1/8/6318768/6317448.jpg?339
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13http://efisherhistory12.weebly.com/uploads/2/3/5/2/23527216/181527.png  

14https://s-media-cache-

ak0.pinimg.com/originals/f2/c5/75/f2c5756bdc5533f05a151769db5cf047.jpg  

15https://s-media-cache-

ak0.pinimg.com/564x/9b/d3/cd/9bd3cd6b64bf3043b6c21ea37b74df0d.jpg  

1.7.1 Maps & Picture Resources  

http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/harrystrumantrumandoctrine.html 

https://www.trumanlibrary.org/whistlestop/study_collections/doctrine/large/index.php 

http://www.gmu.edu/centers/publicchoice/faculty%20pages/Tyler/Marshall_Plan.pdf 

https://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/georgecmarshall.html 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/decade17.asp 

http://content.time.com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,852764,00.html 

https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/kennan 

https://www.cvce.eu/content/publication/2008/9/4/56619d3b-d306-4225-bb58-

2b82ad3b55ca/publishable_en.pdf 

 

 

 

  

http://efisherhistory12.weebly.com/uploads/2/3/5/2/23527216/181527.png
https://s-media-cache-ak0.pinimg.com/originals/f2/c5/75/f2c5756bdc5533f05a151769db5cf047.jpg
https://s-media-cache-ak0.pinimg.com/originals/f2/c5/75/f2c5756bdc5533f05a151769db5cf047.jpg
https://s-media-cache-ak0.pinimg.com/564x/9b/d3/cd/9bd3cd6b64bf3043b6c21ea37b74df0d.jpg
https://s-media-cache-ak0.pinimg.com/564x/9b/d3/cd/9bd3cd6b64bf3043b6c21ea37b74df0d.jpg
http://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/harrystrumantrumandoctrine.html
https://www.trumanlibrary.org/whistlestop/study_collections/doctrine/large/index.php
http://www.gmu.edu/centers/publicchoice/faculty%20pages/Tyler/Marshall_Plan.pdf
https://www.americanrhetoric.com/speeches/georgecmarshall.html
http://avalon.law.yale.edu/20th_century/decade17.asp
http://content.time.com/time/magazine/article/0,9171,852764,00.html
https://history.state.gov/milestones/1945-1952/kennan
https://www.cvce.eu/content/publication/2008/9/4/56619d3b-d306-4225-bb58-2b82ad3b55ca/publishable_en.pdf
https://www.cvce.eu/content/publication/2008/9/4/56619d3b-d306-4225-bb58-2b82ad3b55ca/publishable_en.pdf
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2 Topic 2 – The Arab-Israeli Conflict 

2.1 Overview 

Although history of the claim that both the Jewish and the Arab peoples over the region 

known as Palestine extends for millennia, the origins of their conflict can most easily begin to be 

traced around the turn of the 19th century, with the growth of Zionism and Arab nationalism 

against the Ottoman empire. During this time, Jewish immigration to the area increased and, with 

help from British officers in World War One, the Arab people were able to unite against the 

Ottomans and begin to claim some control over their homeland.  

Following World War One, Palestine, as well as much of the middle east, fell under 

Britain’s control as a mandate in the newly formed League of Nations. As under the Ottomans, 

religious communities continued to mind to their own affairs, and although many Arabs chafed 

at British rule, there was no large, unified resistance. Allegiances were split between two 

influential families while the Jewish population flourished under the strong leadership of the 

Yishuv. The Jewish population gained British aid and respect as a result, as was protected while 

the British supported Zionist interests in the region.  

In the decade before World War Two, heightened Arab anxiety over increasing Jewish 

immigration to the region, resulting in a growing Jewish population, led to intense fighting 

between the two groups. The British struggled to establish consistent policy in the region, issuing 

numerous white papers that shifted from supporting the Jewish towards support for the Arabs. 

No matter what the white papers declared, however, some faction in the population was 

displeased, and made their grievances to the British well known. In the end, fighting only really 

subsided, but did not cease, with the beginning of the second world war.  
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Towards the close of the war, Jewish rebellion against the British began anew. War-torn, 

politically and emotionally exhausted, and with its economy in ruins, British turned first to the 

United States and then to the United Nations to help shoulder responsibility for Palestine and 

craft a lasting solution and peace to stop the fighting in the area. Multiple commissions were 

issued and proposed plans that were never fully supported by both the Arab and Israeli 

populations, and were thus rejected. The final plan, which was issued by the UNSCOP and called 

for partition of the region into two states, has led to civil war in the region which continues to 

today, May 1st, 1948. The British government has not acted to stop the fighting, preferring to 

withdraw all troops from the area, and multiple calls for ceasefires issued by the UN Security 

council have been ignored. Palestine is in chaos, and peace has never seemed farther away.  

2.2 Historical Background 

 Since Jewish diaspora near the beginning of the common era, the Jewish people had been 

living abroad, scattered in largely isolated communities throughout the Europe, Asia and 

America. They lived mainly as social outsiders, that is, although Jewish families would settle in a 

region or a town, they never became fully integrated within their new community, and managed 

their own affairs. Initially, the formation of a Jewish state was actually one meant to address this 

ancient refugee crisis. It was intended to be a relief effort, and the region of Palestine was not 

always considered to be an essential location. In fact, following the Bolshevik revolution in 

Russia, there was an attempt to create an autonomous Jewish state in  Birobidzhan, a region in 

Russia’s far east, near the Chinese border. Because of the remoteness of the region and purges 

under Stalin in the 1930’s, however, the Soviet attempt to create a new Jewish homeland in 

Birobidzhan largely failed.  
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 In the meantime, following the First Zionist Congress in 1897 and the subsequent 

formation of the official World Zionist Movement, Jewish immigration to Palestine increased 

significantly. By the end of the 19th century, the Jewish population in Palestine had more than 

tripled, due mostly to Jewish immigration in the last quarter of the century. The incoming Jewish 

Zionists, for the most part, perceived Palestine as an empty land awaiting their return, and upon 

their arrival, there was little interaction between the incoming Jewish population and the native 

Arabs; under the Ottoman millet system, which allowed each religious community to govern 

themselves, there was little need for such interaction. For their part, Zionists abroad rarely 

acknowledged the fact that their homeland was already inhabited, which would only serve to 

create a greater rift between the Jewish and Arab people in the future.  

 In the time before World War One, the Arab people were divided. It was not until World 

War One that they became briefly united under a British officer commonly known as Lawrence 

of Arabia. The dream was to claim Arabia for Arabs, and it was a dream that would fall to ruins 

after the war, particularly with the formation of the British Mandatory government in Palestine 

under the newly formed League of Nations. The Balfour Declaration, which was a single 

paragraph letter, written in November of 1917 by Arthur Balfour, then the British Secretary of 

State, to Lord Walter Rothschild, a leader of the British Zionist movement, was a further 

hindrance to Arab independence. The Balfour Declaration expressed the British government’s 

sympathy to the Zionist cause and its willingness to support the cause within reason to the best of 

its ability, and would go on to haunt British foreign policy for years to come.  

 Under the mandatory government in the years following the war, emphasis was placed on 

supporting the Balfour Declaration, and the mandate issued by the League of Nations regarding 

Palestine focused on incorporating elements of the Balfour Declaration, including recognition of 
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the Zionist movement and allowance for Jewish immigration to the region. In contrast, the Arab 

people already inhabiting Palestine were never formally recognized, and referred to solely as 

“inhabitants of Palestine.” 

 The mandatory government was mostly run by British officers and officials in the region, 

and they made all the major decisions regarding public policy in Palestine, which was in turn 

executed by Jewish and Arab subordinates. Generally speaking, while the British had been 

directed to secure conditions necessary for Palestine to become a Jewish national home, policy, 

and its execution, fluctuated based off of the individual sentiments of the British officials and as 

during the Ottoman era, religious communities were left to look after their own day-to-day 

affairs.  

 During this time, the Jewish community, with the support of the British mandatory 

government, organized into the Yishuv. In time, the Yishuv would come to be a powerful central 

governmental body for the Jewish community in Palestine, and would include administrative 

assemblies and oversee the formation of the Israeli Defence Force. While under the governance 

of the mandate, the Yishuv established schools and worked with the British to make significant 

improvements to technology and infrastructure in the area as well as the overall health of the 

population. The Yishuv tended to credit their own good work for all advancements the region 

made under the mandatory government, but the Arabs, who largely refused to do anything that 

would even acknowledge the presence and authority of the mandatory government, refuted such 

advancements as only benefiting the Jewish community, not the Arabs.  

 In response to continued Jewish immigration into Palestine and the unwanted presence of 

the British mandatory government, Palestinian nationalism rose. The Arabs, however, were 

unable to unify into one administrative organization as the Jewish community had done with the 
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Yishuv and instead joined groups and organizations supported or influenced by one of two 

prominent Palestinian Arabic families, the Husaynis and Nashashibis. Haj Amin al-Husayni, who 

was one of the most influential members in the Arab community, was appointed by the British as 

the mufti, or the Islamic religious leader of Jerusalem and head of the Supreme Muslim Council. 

To keep the balance between the two families, who were rivals, a Nashashibi was appointed to 

be the mayor of Jerusalem.  Each family formed militant nationalist organizations during this 

time as well. The Nashashibis dominated the Arab Literary Club while the Arab Club fell under 

the control of the Husaynis.  

 As time wore on, the passive resistance offered by the Palestinian Arabs to the British 

mandatory government became all out rebellion. More than a decade before the beginning of the 

second world war, Arabs anxiety over continued Jewish immigration into the region led them 

fighting between the two groups. In an attempt to soothe Arab concerns, the British temporarily 

suspended all Jewish immigration into Palestine. After protests abroad, however, the British 

lifted the suspension and Jews were once again allowed to immigrate to the country. At this time, 

the British issued the first White Paper on Palestine, which is also known as the Churchill white 

paper. In this paper, Churchill assured the Arab population that jewish immigration would be 

limited to only what was bearable by the economic capacity of the country and that a Jewish 

nationality would not be imposed upon them if Palestine became a Jewish state.  

Less than a decade later after altercations that followed contrary claims by the Jewish and 

Arab communities over the Western Wall in Jerusalem, a second white paper, known as the 

Passfield white paper, was issued. With this white paper, Jewish immigration to Palestine was 

further restricted. An assembly that would allow the Arab population to have greater control over 

the actions of the mandatory government was proposed, and several Jewish agencies whose 
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actions were deemed detrimental to the wellbeing of the Arab community were condemned. The 

main focus of the Passfield white paper was to convey that British obligations to the Arab and 

Jewish communities were equal, but not irreconcilable. Zionists, however, interpreted this white 

paper as a retreat from the policy established in the Balfour Declaration and Zionist 

organizations worldwide began campaigns encouraging the British to withdraw it.  

In 1936, Arab revolts broke out across the region once more. This time, they were far 

more organized than they had been previously, and the urban Palestinian Arab elites managed to 

coordinate and control the rebellion through the Arab Higher Council, which was established in 

1936 to be a centralised political body for the Arab people in Palestine. During the first stage of 

the rebellion, the Higher Committee was appeased by promises made by British officials sent to 

find a peaceful resolution to conflict, but infighting following the arrival of that commission led 

to the revolt spiraling out of control during the second stage. The British were forced to send in 

more troops to put an end to the violence, and the Arab forces became very skilled at laying 

claim to seizing substantial areas of the country, as well as towns and the Old City of Jerusalem. 

Over the course of the next three years, the rebellion would slowly lose momentum in the face of 

internal dissension among leaders and a looming second world war.  

A second British commission was sent to assess the situation in Palestine in 1937 

determined that British obligations to the Jewish populations as outlined in the mandate could 

only be achieved at the expense of suppressing a resistant Arab population. With no way to 

reconcile the aims of both communities, the solution presented to the British government was to 

divide the region into a Jewish and Arab state with a British Mandatory zone between the two 

and around the Holy Places, which were claimed not only by the Jewish and Arab people in 

Palestine, but Christians, Jews and Muslims around the world.  
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The Peel commission, as this commission was commonly known, published a report to 

this effect in the summer of 1937. Jewish Zionists were divided in their reaction to the Peel Plan, 

and although many viewed it as a potential stepping-stone towards full Jewish control over 

Palestine, many were opposed to this specific plan for partition and encouraged further 

consideration of how the two communities could peaceably settle within one state or how the 

region may be partitioned differently into two separate states. In contrast, but predictably, the 

factions led by the Husayni and Nashashibi families rejected the plan as contrary to British 

promises to the Arab population in Palestine and called instead for cessation of Jewish 

immigration to Palestine and the formation of Palestine as an independent Arab state. As a result 

of this dissent, a third commission sent to Palestine by the British determined the partition was 

impossible as the Arabs were too likely to resist implementation of such a plan.  

In 1939 before the start of World War Two, a final white paper was issued. In this paper, 

the British attempted to end the dream of Palestine being established as Jewish state. Instead, a 

government with joint Jewish and Arab authority was called to be established within ten years. 

With limited Jewish immigration, the Arabs would be guaranteed a majority in the new 

government and as a result of this, political control. With this white paper, the British rejected 

the promises made in the Balfour declaration. Zionists across the globe objected strenuously to 

the final white paper and would repeatedly call for its retraction in the coming years. The Arabs 

were too disorganized and too preoccupied with the last dregs of the rebellion to issue a unified 

response, but there was a lukewarm acceptance of the paper.  

As war broke out across Europe with World War Two, conflict in Palestine died down, 

or, at very least, became a minor concern to a British government suddenly faced with greater 

problems closer to its borders and in direct threat to the well-being of its citizens.  Some Arab 
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resistance continued and the Jewish community, riled by the 1939 white paper, began a small-

scale revolution of their own, but overall, the biggest resistance to British mandatory rule in 

Palestine was the continued immigration of Jewish people to their homeland as the situation in 

Europe became increasingly dire.  

With the end of the war, the British government was once again able to shift resources 

towards upholding the policy established in the 1939 white paper in Palestine. Jewish rebellion 

to British control grew, and many Arabs became more politically active in an attempt to ensure 

that the provisions of the 1939 white paper were not refutiated. Extra troops were sent, but the 

British government, weighed down with a nation still struggling to recover from the war, looked 

to spread responsibility for Palestine. They looked to the United States, who had been a strong 

ally in the final years of the war and had promised support to Europe through the Marshall Plan 

now that the war was over. The United States was also, consequently, where one of the largest 

Zionist factions was based, and American politicians had been growing increasingly interested in 

the issue of Palestine in recent years as a result of pressure exerted on them by Zionist campaigns 

within the states.  

The Anglo-American commission was formed between the members of the American 

state Department and the British equivalent and sent to investigate the conditions of the displaced 

persons, many of whom were Jewish, in Europe, and to further recommend a new plan regarding 

Palestine’s political future. After several months of hearings and meetings, the commission 

determined that although action needed to be taken as soon as possible to relieve the plight of the 

hundreds of thousands of displaced persons in Europe, Palestine was not capable of 

accommodating all of Jews who now wished to emigrate there.  The limitations set on Jewish 

immigration set by the 1939 white paper needed to be ended immediately, however, so a large 
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number of the European Jews could be sent to their homeland. Overall, the commission 

suggested that Palestine be set on track to become a binational state, with UN supervision until 

independence could be peaceably achieved.  

The Arabs rejected the plan outright. The Americans, in their opinion, had no authority to 

make recommendations for the future of Palestine, especially while Jewish Zionist campaigns 

unduly influenced American opinions in the region against Arab interests. Instead of the 

recommendations made by the Anglo-American commission, the Arabs recommended that the 

British government negotiate directly with the newly formed Arab League. As far as the 

Palestinian Arabs were concerned, Palestine was meant to be an Arab state, and Jewish 

immigration to the region needed to end, despite any desires by the displaced Jews in Europe to 

come at last to the homeland they envisioned Palestine to be.  

President Truman accepted the recommendations for Jewish immigration to Palestine, but 

didn’t acknowledge the other recommendations made by the committee. London, on the other 

hand, felt that the recommendations made by the committee were highly inappropriate. Many 

officials in British, and in the United States as well, feared that any action taken by either 

government to implement this new proposal would alienate Arab allies and cause further unrest 

not only in Palestine but throughout the Middle East. Blame for any conflict arising from such 

unrest would ultimately fall on Britain and the United States, which was unacceptable. Because 

of these misgivings, in July of 1946, both governments directed their representatives on the 

committee to produce a different plan that would be deemed acceptable by all parties.  

After returning to the drawing board, the committee gave serious consideration to Arab 

concerns as well as the needs of Jewish population within Palestine and abroad. The new plan, 

which was called the Morrison-Grady plan after the American and British heads of the 
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committee, called for the mandate to be converted to a trusteeship with Jewish and Arab 

provinces as well as a British-controlled zone around areas of cultural importance, such as 

Jerusalem. Eventually the trusteeship would lead to a unitary or binational state or to partition 

into two separate states. In the meantime, the British would maintain control over the area to 

ensure peace until the region was ready to transition.  

President Truman rejected the plan outright. The Zionists, while not entirely opposed to 

partition so long as they were given a suitable amount of land, also rejected the plan. The British, 

desperate to create some accord, called for a conference discussing the plan to meet in October 

of 1946. Representatives from the United States, Britain, the Arab governments, and The Jewish 

Agency were invited to attend. The United States declined to participate, the Zionists, in the form 

of the Jewish Agency, also declined their invitation because several jewish leaders, who they 

wanted to include in their delegation, were not permitted to attend as they being held in custody 

in Palestine. The Palestinian Arabs refused to attend because the British would not permit the 

mufti, who had worked with the Germans during the second world war, to attend. Without these 

three key groups, the conference stalled and was adjourned until January of 1947.  

At this second meeting, Arab League and Palestine Arab Higher Committee did agree to 

meet, and although the Jewish Agency continued to boycott the proceedings, they were willing to 

meet with the British informally. At this conference, a modified form of the Morrison-Grady 

plan was introduced, but it was rejected by both the Arabs and the Jews. On February 14th, after 

determining that they could no longer make any headway on the issue, the British government 

turned the issue over to the UN for consideration, out of hope that the newly formed international 

body would succeed where there the British had failed for nearly half a century.  
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2.3 Current Situation 

 The British, having determined that the efforts of the Anglo-American committee on 

Palestine would achieve no reasonable results, turned the entire issue over to the United Nations 

for consideration. As a result, a special session of the United Nations focusing on the question of 

Palestine was held in May of 1947. At this session, the five Arab member states failed to achieve 

their goal of the establishment of Palestine as an independent Arab state. Instead, the assembly 

decided to authorize the formation of the UN Special Committee on Palestine (UNSCOP). The 

committee was tasked with authorizing the situation and making further recommendations 

regarding the future of Palestine in September. The committee was made up of a large cross 

section of UN membership, but many Arabs, especially the Palestinian Arab Higher Committee, 

believed that the UNSCOP was biased in favor of Zionist interests.  

 Throughout the summer of 1947, the committee held multiple hearings around the world, 

meeting with representatives from the Jewish Agency, the Arab League, and Jewish displaced 

persons camps in Europe. The Arab Higher Committee, maintaining their belief of committee 

bias, refused to participate in the proceedings. The committee split into a majority and minority 

opinion as plans for the future of Palestine were formulated, although they did agree on many 

key points, namely that Palestine should be allowed to be an independent, democratic state or 

states, the economic unity of Palestine should be maintained and access to the Holy Lands 

protected, and the GA should act as soon as possible to solve the plight of the hundreds of 

thousands displaced jewish persons in Europe. Ultimately, two plans were recommended to the 

UN.  

 The majority plan called for partition of the region into two separate Jewish and Arab 

states. The division of land and resources seemed to favor the Jews and many of the major cities, 
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regardless of whether they were majority Jewish or Arab, were included in the Jewish state as 

well. Economic unity would be maintained throughout the area with a ten-year treaty between 

the two states. The British would administer the area during a two year transitional period when 

Jewish Immigration would be at it’s highest with supervision from the UN. After those initial 

two years, Jewish immigration would decrease, but continue so that the there would eventually 

be a larger disparity between the Jewish and remaining Arab population in the state.  

 In contrast to this, the minority plan called for one state instead of two, and only Jewish 

population would only be allowed for two years, not to exceed the economic capacity of the new 

country. The countries in the minority opinion found that partition was decidedly anti-Arab and 

proposed that the two peoples could come together in one government, structured similarly to 

that of the united states, with the representation of one legislative house based on population and 

the other with equal representation.  

 Reactions to the plans were mixed. The Arabs rejected both plans and the Arab League 

warned that the implementation of either could result in yet another World War, even so soon 

after the second had ended. They maintained that Palestine was an Arab state, and would not 

allow any further Jewish immigration into the country to taint that title. Strikes and protests were 

held throughout the middle east affirming this and the Arabs swore to prevent any more Jewish 

immigration into their homeland.  

 The Zionists found the minority plan to be completely unacceptable as it ensured that 

Jewish people would always be a minority population within Palestine. They responded 

positively to the majority plan, but would not approve it unless the Jewish state included even 

more of Palestine’s land, despite the fact that the Jewish people represented the minority of 

Palestine’s population and the majority plan already gifted them the majority of the region.  
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 Great Britain, as they had already advised the international community, refused to 

support a plan that was not accepted by both the Arabs and the jewish people and stayed neutral 

on the topic. When the UN voted on which plan to implement in November, Britain abstained. 

The majority plan, with some revisions to address Arab concerns, was approved with the support 

of both the United States and Russia. The one drawback, however, that although the UN had 

determined a course of action, they hadno way to enforce the implementation of the plan within 

Palestine. The United States was determined not to send troops into the area and no western 

power was willing to allow the Soviets to exert their influence over the area. The Arab States, 

who disapproved of the plan, were completely unwilling to accept its implementation without 

fighting for Palestine’s integrity as a unified Arab state.  

With nowhere else to turn, the UN determined it would be best to send the commission in 

to begin the process of establishing the two new states. Britain, throughout the process, remained 

unsympathetic to any of the UN’s efforts. They refused to turn over authority to the UN until 

May 15th and further refused to even allow the commission to enter the country until May 1st.  

Within Palestine, there were two reactions to the passing of the partition plan. The Jewish 

population rejoiced to at last have claimed an autonomous country in their homeland after having 

lived in virtual exile across the world for so long. The Arabs, predictably, rioted. Within days, 

and perhaps inevitably, these two contrasting reactions escalated to armed conflict between the 

Jewish Yishuv and the Arabs. The British, as they retreated to the designated extraction point in 

Haifa, were meant to remain neutral between the two sides, but many officers acted to support 

either the Arabs or the Yishuv, as their loyalties saw fit. Fighting between the two was often 

most intense at abandoned British bases. By January, Arabs from neighboring countries were 

crossing the border to join the fight against the Jews.  
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In February, the commission determined that it would be unable to enforce the partition 

plan without armed assistance. Only the Jewish Yishuv was willing to cooperate with the 

commission and started a new provisional council responsible for governing the regions that 

were designated to be part of the new Jewish state. In April, the Haganah, which was a Jewish 

militia founded in 1920 to protect Jewish settlements, began to turn the tide of the conflict in the 

favor of the Jewish and the Yishuv. They focused on laying claim to areas already designated to 

the Jewish people under the partition plan. As the Haganah advanced throughout Palestine, 

Arabs were forced to abandon homes and villages in Jewish controlled areas, whether they were 

directly involved in the conflict or not. Both side fought using brutal guerrilla warfare. Civilians 

and workers were targeted and when over two hundred people were massacred in the Arab 

village of Dayr Yasin, Palestinians fled the region, panicking and fearing for their lives.  

As fighting grew increasingly out of hand, the UN Security Council repeatedly attempted 

to call a cease-fire between all parties involved in the conflict. All such attempts were ignored, 

and fighting continued. On April 1st, the Security Council called for another session of the GA to 

possibly reconsider the fate of Palestine’s future government. The United States proposed the 

establishment of a trusteeship until the Arabs and Jews could reach agreement to maintain peace 

in the area and the UN trusteeship council was asked to consider what measures would need to 

be taken to protect Jerusalem and its inhabitants. A truce commission between the American, 

French and Belgian consuls was set up Jerusalem, in April. There, the United States has been 

working with the Zionists to prevent any limits on Jewish immigration or delays to 

independence. Any step away from partition has been met with adamant opposition. But most 

importantly, however, the commission seems unable to do anything to stop the conflict, which 

grows worse with every passing day.  
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2.4 Bloc Positions 

 Previously, President Roosevelt had been able to push the question of Palestine and the 

conflicting Arab and Jewish populations to an unforeseen future; he was allowed to procrastinate 

on addressing the issue directly because there was no pressure from the international community 

to have it addressed. President Truman, faced with hundreds of thousands of displaced Jewish 

persons in Europe, living in conditions that are thought to be scarcely better than they were under 

the Nazi regime, has no such luxury, but he also has no cemented stance on the issue. While 

President Truman has frequently expressed distress of the plight of the European Jews, he 

remains reluctant to establish a purely Jewish state based on concerns for relations with our Arab 

allies, early Cold War politics, and personal, ethical concerns of his own of forming a state based 

on a singular religion. 

 Many members of Truman’s cabinet have also expressed deep concerns about 

recognizing or allowing a Jewish state, especially in light of recent events. Marshall in particular 

has had conflict with Truman over the issue before and Forrestal has also shown concerns for the 

damage that American support for the Jewish people in Palestine would have on U.S. relations 

with surrounding Arab countries—and U.S. oil interests—throughout the Middle East. Other 

previous members of Truman’s cabinet, such as  Henry Morgenthau Jr., had also voiced 

objections and concerns to allowing Palestine to become a Jewish state.  

 Generally speaking, those who oppose or are reluctant to support a Jewish state in 

Palestine do so out of fear that U.S. support of such a state will alienate Arab allies, which is 

unacceptable for a myriad of reasons. Chief among them, the risk of losing U.S. oil interests in 

the region, interests that are currently vital to U.S. industry. Furthermore by maintaining friendly 

relationships with Arab countries, the U.S. has been able to prevent the growth and spread of 
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Soviet sympathies in the middle east. In losing Arab allies, we risk Soviets gaining influence in 

the region.  

 Domestic advisors, some of whom, like Samuel Irving Rosenman, had worked with 

President Roosevelt and continue to work with President Truman, even in unofficial capacities, 

tend to support the formation of a Jewish state, especially now that it’s become clear that there is 

no backing away from partition. The Arabs, it was argued, who relied on so heavily in American 

investment in the oil industry, could not afford to fall under Soviet influences. Furthermore, if 

the U.S. government attempted to back away from partition after everything that has happened, 

we would become the laughing stock of the international community and seen as unable to 

formulate a consistent policy regarding Palestine. Palestine has essentially already been 

partitioned; the Jewish and Arab factions have divided the land through war in the past several 

months, all the United States has left to do is recognized this reality and support the Jewish state.  

 But beyond all the politics of his cabinet, Turman is facing increasing pressure from 

across the country to support the formation of a Jewish state. The American zionists have been 

influencing American politics through small, but vocal, grassroots campaigns for years. The 

allegiance of the Jewish population no longer falls to the democratic party, put to any candidate 

that is willing to support the Zionist cause and has threatened to vote as a bloc against Truman on 

this single issue in the upcoming presidential election in November. Truman and this cabinet, 

more than anything else, need to balance American interests with that of public demands if they 

want to preserve peace in the region and remain in office.  

2.5 Discussion Questions 
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• What prevents the Arabs and the Israelis from reconciliation? Can these differences be 

breached to reach a peaceful resolution to the conflict?  

• Do either of parties have a more justified claim to the region? Why? If so, what should be 

done about the second party? If not, how should the area be governed?  

• If the US supports Israel as a Jewish state or intervenes on their behalf in the region, what 

do we stand to lose with surrounding Arab states? How likely is the loss? Is it acceptable?  

• If the US does not support Israel as a Jewish state or does not intervene on their behalf in 

the region, what do we stand to lose with Jewish Zionists within the US? How likely is 

the loss? Is it acceptable?  

• How can the US balance the interests of both the Arabs and the American Zionists to best 

support US interests both domestically and abroad? Can these interests be balanced, or 

should the US pick a single side to support?  

• What advantages coming out WWII does the US have in influencing the international 

community? Is it within the best interests of the US to involve herself abroad when 

American lives are not directly at stake? What responsibility does the US have to the 

international community to preserve peace abroad and protect the interests of our allies?  

2.6 Key Terms and People 

• The Balfour Declaration  

• Mandate  

• Yishuv  

• Mufti 

• Supreme Muslim Council  

• Churchill White Paper  
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• Passfield White Paper  

• 1939 White Paper  

• Peel Plan 

• UNSCOP  

• Palestinian Arab Higher Committee 

• The Haganah 

2.7 Further Reading and Sources 

• Library in a Book: The Arab-Israeli Dispute by Don Peretz  

• Dying to Forget: Oil, Power, Palestine and the Foundations of U.S. Policy in the Middle 

East by Irene L. Gendzier 

• Doomed to Succeed by Dennis Ross  

• Genesis: Truman, American Jews, and the Origins of the Arab/Israeli Conflict 

• “'Sad And Absurd': The U.S.S.R.'s Disastrous Effort To Create A Jewish Homeland” 

from NPR 

• “Despite Predictions, Jewish Homeland in Siberia Retains Its Appeal” from The New 

York Times 

• “Birobidzhan” from The YIVO Encyclopedia of Jews in Eastern Europe 
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3 Topic 3 – Special Topics in Domestic Affairs 

3.1 Topic Overview 

After World War II, the United States is currently involved in a Cold War with the Union 

of Soviet Socialist Republics; where the spread of communism not only abroad, but on our own 

soil is a major threat.  Since the end of the great war various demographics within the nation 

have shown far-left leanings, which are very close to the socialist mindset. This threat is the main 

priority of the House Un-American Activities Committee. The Administration is currently 

working diligently toward expanding access to unions, economic opportunity, and civil rights. 

Americans deserve these rights no matter their circumstances, although we are facing hardships 

in passing any meaningful legislation with a republican controlled congress. This cabinet also 

needs to consider the upcoming 1948 election, where we are expected to face a tough challenge 

from Thomas E. Dewey. In summation, with the current state of the world is in, the Cold War, 

and other domestic hardships our administration needs to navigate the tough political climate in 

order to pass the agenda put forth by President Truman.  

This topic will serve as the main conduit in which the cabinet will discuss the domestic 

political climate within the United States. The Truman administration was seen as a placeholder 

administration at its beginning; in the cabinet will be tasked with providing the president with the 

foresight to turn a placeholder administration in to an independently elected administration. The 

political consequences for the president are great and the cabinet will be the main place in which 

Pres. Truman Will articulate his policy goals to win reelection and government effectively with 

the Republican Congress.  
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3.2 Historical Background 

President Truman took office just as World War II entered its final stages. With Japan's 

surrender in August 1945, he now led a nation that, for the first time in nearly two decades, was 

not wracked by the traumas of economic depression or world war. Truman's chief task, then, was 

to lay out to Americans his vision for the country's future.1 Two related issues—the future of 

New Deal liberalism and the reconversion of the American economy from a war-time to a peace-

time footing—topped his agenda. The nation also had to deal with managing the U.S. role in 

post-war international relations; supervising the American economy's transition from a war-time 

to a peace-time footing; and maintaining the unity of a fractious and powerful Democratic Party; 

and trying to weather the storm that is HUAC. 

The previous administration has started to address the pre-war and wartime concerns of 

“anti-Americanism” President Truman started to address these concerns by creating temporary 

loyalty security program for the federal government to uncover security risks, i.e., Communists. 

Five months later, Truman issued an executive order making the program permanent. Other 

government bodies also tried to stymie the alleged subversive threat of communism. The House 

Committee on Un-American Activities (HUAC), originally formed in 1938 with a mandate to 

investigate Nazi propaganda, launched an investigation of Hollywood screenwriters and directors 

in 1947.2 

Truman also inherited Roosevelt's staff of presidential advisers. By the mid-1940s, the 

President's staff included administrative assistants, appointments and press secretaries, and 

counsels to the President. It also included the Bureau of the Budget, formerly a part of the 

                                                 
1 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/leading-america  
2 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/anticommunism 



 
 

USA 1948 

34 

 

Treasury Department but, owing to the Executive Reorganization Act of 1939, now housed in the 

Executive Office of the President. The New Deal and the war years highlighted the increasingly 

important and powerful role that a President's staff played in policymaking.3 The Democratic 

Party and the nation was concerned that the Truman administration as going to be a less effective 

FDR admin.  Since the president has inherited FDR’s staff many democratic leaders were very 

worried that Truman will not be able to pass his agenda and will grind the government to a halt; 

thus allowing the republicans to run the government from congress.  

3.3 Current Situation 

Pres. Truman has remained very distrustful of the USSR. He and his foreign policy team 

have Sought to create a multinational coalition to combat communism and the spread of the 

Soviet belief system. Scola should lead by Secretary of State George Marshall has created a very 

economic dependent foreign policy which has shifted much needed dollars from domestic 

affairs. Aside from financial supremacy the Truman farm policy also sought to undermine the 

spread of communism by empowering both his administration and Congress to curtail the spread 

of communism both domestically and abroad. In the summer of 1947, Secretary of State George 

Marshall announced a multi-billion-dollar aid program for Europe, which became known as the 

Marshall Plan, that he hoped would encourage both political and economic stability and reduce 

the attraction of communism to Europe's suffering populations.4   

Aside from the domestic impact of his new farm policy strategy. President Truman you 

miss Tricia must deal with you HUAC. The House un-American Activities Committee has begun 

to focus its investigatory strength on American citizens who our labor leaders, actors, writers, 

                                                 
3 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/pre-presidency  
4 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/foreign-affairs 
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and civil rights activists. Opponents of the committee Believe that the “blacklisting” US citizens 

is un-American and fascist in nature. The administration has allowed this committee a lot of 

leeway but public opinion has changed and after the war United States cannot be seen 

interrogating and targeting its own citizens.5   

The Fair Deal is the ambitious set of proposals put forward by U.S. President Harry S. 

Truman to Congress after his hopeful victory this year. The Truman administration seeks to 

bring back liberal principles back to the peace-time liberal society our nations citizens are 

accustomed to.  Our administration seeks to offer new proposals to continue the momentum of 

the New Deal.6  The Fair Deal sought for the repeal of the Taft- Hartley Act; which restricted the 

power of labor unions and organize labor, create an infrastructure in which United States can 

achieve full employment; and successfully transitioned our economy from a wartime 

manufacturing economy, to a peace time more service oriented economy.7 

Truman's other chief economic problem was the time it took to convert from military to 

civilian production. Consumer goods in high demand were slow to appear on the nation's shelves 

and in its showrooms, frustrating Americans who desperately wanted to purchase items they had 

forsaken during the war.8  Though the federal government does retain the power to institute price 

controls, the Truman administration must stimulate the business community and ensure that all 

of the domestic industry has room to thrive under the Truman Administration.   

                                                 
5 http://www.pbs.org/opb/thesixties/topics/politics/newsmakers_4.html 
6 https://www.boundless.com/u-s-history/textbooks/boundless-u-s-history-textbook/the-cold-
war-27/the-truman-administration-210/the-fair-deal-1174-9248/ 
7 https://www.boundless.com/u-s-history/textbooks/boundless-u-s-history-textbook/the-cold-
war-27/the-truman-administration-210/the-fair-deal-1174-9248/ 
8 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/domestic-affairs 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Harry_S._Truman
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Harry_S._Truman
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After the Taft-Hartley Act; organize labor sought to rebuke Congress. Labor unions were no 

longer allowed two recruit the way they used to and represent their members with the veracity 

they had during wartime. Labor unions play a very important part in our nation’s economy and 

even though they are in the crosshairs of HUAC they still maintain a great amount of power in 

the fractured Democratic Party. 9The fractured democratic party has weakened the administration 

against forces that seek to censor culture that is inherently American.  

In addition to all of the policy debates that are surrounding the administration; the 

government is still not running at optimum capacity.  Since the death of President Roosevelt, the 

Truman administration is still falling victim to policy differences from the former 

administrations holdovers.  Even people who have left government service still have a lot to say.  

Most notably Sec. Morgenthau and former Senior Staffer Samuel I. Rosenman, have been key 

democratic players that have criticized the President’s policies on certain foreign and domestic 

affairs.  There are even staffers that lie outside of the cabinet who have broad powers within the 

administration.  Perhaps the most involved staffer in the Truman administration, was John 

Steelman; who serves as chief of staff, he advises the President on political and foreign policy 

issues.10  His counsel is perhaps the most important since Steelman is truly one of the president’s 

closest political allies.   

Finally; this administration must beef up security. With the Cold War heating up many 

national security and military experts fear that an attack from the Soviet Union maybe imminent. 

The USSR retains a very large military as well as political stronghold over much of Eastern 

Europe. Experts say that Stalin government is attempting to achieve the same nuclear level that 

                                                 
9 https://www.nlrb.gov/who-we-are/our-history/1947-taft-hartley-substantive-provisions 
10 https://millercenter.org/president/truman/domestic-affairs 
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the US government achieved with the Manhattan Project. All relevant departments must see the 

USSR as imminent security risk at home and abroad.  All members of the cabinet should also 

prepare for the political consequences if Another possible conflict between the United States and 

the Soviet Union.11 

3.4 Conclusion 

At this time, we have many pressing issues to face. From economic recovery to 

maintaining security at home, a fracturing Democratic Party, and dealing with the Republicans in 

Congress. The main challenge we face is not any specific issue area, but the ability to advance in 

all issue areas simultaneously to stay competitive on an ever-changing changing global 

landscape. While programs such as nuclear weapons and counterintelligence are alluring to focus 

most of our time and energy on, we must remember that our economy is still recovering from the 

war. We overcame the Nazis and must show our citizens they are once again safe. In these 

dangerous times, we must not forget this fact and always remember that our primary goal, above 

all else, is maintaining and advancing our ability to be the beacon of light among the world 

powers and the American agenda and way of life are the one true savior against the forces that 

try and tear us apart.  

3.5 Discussion Questions 

• How does the president get re-elected? 

• What policy must we adapt toward HUAC? 

• How do we get the economy moving into peacetime operation again? 

• How can we carry the mantle of FDR into a post WWII America? 

• How can we better organize government? 

                                                 
11 https://www.trumanlibrary.org/whistlestop/BERLIN_A/BOC.HTM 
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• How can we keep America and our interest both abroad and domestic safe from the 

corrosive forces of communism and regimes looking to change our way of life? 

3.6 Key Terms 

• USSR 

• HUAC 

• Economic Stimulus 

• White House Organization 

• Manhattan Project  

• Election of 1948 

• Labor Union 

• Taft-Hartley Act 
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https://millercenter.org/president/truman/foreign-affairs
http://www.pbs.org/opb/thesixties/topics/politics/newsmakers_4.html
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https://www.boundless.com/u-s-history/textbooks/boundless-u-s-history-textbook/the-cold-war-27/the-truman-administration-210/the-fair-deal-1174-9248/
https://millercenter.org/president/truman/domestic-affairs
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10) https://millercenter.org/president/truman/domestic-affairs 

11) https://www.trumanlibrary.org/whistlestop/BERLIN_A/BOC.HTM 
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