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<The Cold War’'s “many McCarthyisms”>
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* 2 23X 7|25 SAst Z719tE 7= a kind of ambient militarism in which
military priorities and mindsets came to dominate popular discourseE &3t <-
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N2 A o & dAe 5 -> (430) Ellen Schrecker -> “while the specter of

communism has haunted US politics since 1917, it never prowled full time”

<The Cold War and the liberal state>
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« 4= 9hgut BX]E FAlo] £10H= massive state?} garrison state?} EA] o= oA
Etdo] UeEbd -> Michael Hogan -> Liberal intellectuals were willing to put the
containment of communism ahead of the welfare state while conservative

intellectuals were prepared to give statism a back seat to aniticommunism
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« 50d0) WEeFe Teih oAl MWL & A > (435) AUSHY rights talk
was almost always yoked to containment and war -> Michael Sherry -> the
preoccupation with national security... made the reform impulse both urgent and
limited

<Making peace with the bomb>
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private pacifists but public militarists

<The limits of Cold War Culture>
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* (441) In the end, it was the diversity, plurality, and the decentralized individuality
of postwar American society - the very characteristics celebrated by Cold War
boosters that made Cold War political culture less sturdy and steady than its
adherents had hoped. The Cold War’s cultural authority was constantly tested by

those more resilient and long-evolving features of American politcal culture
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