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Senator Joseph McCarthy (1908–1957), a Wisconsin Republican, is best remembered for the “Red Scare” anti-
communist campaign that bears his name.  His most famous speech, given on February 9, 1950, in Wheeling, 
West Virginia and added to the Congressional Record eleven days later, boosted him into public view from 
relative obscurity.  His populist renderings of Communist conspiracy within the highest tiers of government were 
nothing new, but he made his impact by naming names and spinning out plausible charges based on circumstantial 
evidence.  Although McCarthy failed to uncover a single communist spy, there were many Soviet spies working, often 
successfully, within the United States.  The VENONA project, an American codebreaking operation focused on 
thousands of messages sent to and about Soviet operatives, collected 349 code names, only about half of which were 
identified by the time the project ended in 1980.  The agents who were identified included employees of the media, 
federal government, academia, business, and even the laboratories responsible for the first nuclear weapons.  
McCarthy’s own accusations, however, were misguided, and he was censured by the Senate in 1954. 

–Amy D. Williams 
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[1] . . . As we celebrate the birth of this man who with his whole heart and soul hated war, I 
would like to be able to speak of peace in our time, of war being outlawed, and of world-wide 
disarmament.  These would be truly appropriate things to be able to mention as we celebrate the 

birthday of Abraham Lincoln. 
 
[2]  Five years after a world war has been won, men’s hearts should anticipate a long peace, and 
men’s minds should be free from the heavy weight that comes with war.  But this is not such a 
period—for this is not a period of peace.  This is a time of the “cold war.”  This is a time when all 

of the world is split into two vast, increasingly hostile armed camps—a time of a great armaments 
race. 
 
[3] . . . There is still a hope for peace if we finally decide that no longer can we safely blind our 
eyes and close our ears to those facts which are shaping up more and more clearly.  And that is 

that we are now engaged in a show-down fight—not the usual war between nations for land 
areas or other material gains, but a war between two diametrically opposed ideologies. 
 
[4] . . . The great difference between our western Christian world and the atheistic Communist 
world is not political, ladies and gentlemen, it is moral.  There are other differences, of course, 

but those could be reconciled.  For instance, the Marxian idea of confiscation the land and 
factories and running the entire economy as a single enterprise is momentous.  Likewise, Lenin’s 
invention of the one-party police state as a way to make Marx’s idea work is hardly less 
momentous. 
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[5] . . . With only those differences, however, the East and the West could most certainly still live 
in peace. 
 

[6]  The real, basic difference, however, lies in the religion of immoralism—invented by Marx, 
preached feverishly by Lenin, and carried to unimaginable extremes by Stalin.  This religion of 
immoralism, if the Red half of the world wins—and well it may—this religion of immoralism will 
more deeply wound and damage mankind than any conceivable economic or political system. 
 

[7]  Karl Marx dismissed God as a hoax, and Lenin and Stalin have added in clear-cut, 
unmistakable language their resolve that no nation, no people who believe in a God, can exist 
side by side with their communistic state. 
 
[8] . . . While Lincoln was a relatively young man in his late thirties, Karl Marx boasted that the 

Communist specter was haunting Europe.  Since that time, hundreds of millions of people and 
vast areas of the world have fallen under Communist domination.  Today, less than 100 years 
after Lincoln’s death, Stalin brags that this Communist specter is not only haunting the world, 
but is about to completely subjugate it. 
 

[9] . . . Can there be anyone who fails to realize that the Communist world has said, “The time is 
now”—that this is the time for the show-down between the democratic Christian world and the 
Communist atheistic world? 
 
[10] Unless we face this fact, we shall pay the price that must be paid by those who wait too 

long. 
 
[11]  Six years ago, at the time of the first conference to map out the peace—Dumbarton Oaks—
there was within the Soviet orbit 180,000,000 people.  Lined up on the antitotalitarian side there 
were in the world at that time roughly 1,625,000,000 people…in less than 6 years the odds have 

changed from 9 to 1 in our favor to 8 to 5 against us.  This indicates the swiftness of the tempo of 
Communist victories and American defeats in the cold war.  As one of our outstanding historical 
figures once said, “When a great democracy is destroyed, it will not be because of enemies from 
without, but rather because of enemies from within.” 
 

[12] The truth of this statement is becoming terrifyingly clear as we see this country each day 
losing on every front. 
 
[13]  The reason why we find ourselves in a position of impotency is not because our only 
powerful enemy has sent men to invade our shores, but rather because of the traitorous actions of 

those who have been treated so well by this Nation.  It has not been the less fortunate or 
members of minority groups who have been selling this Nation out, but rather those who have 
had all the benefits that the wealthiest nation on earth has had to offer—the finest homes, the 
finest college education, and the finest jobs in Government we can give. 
 

[14]  This is glaringly true in the State Department.  There the bright young men who are born 
with silver spoons in their mouths are the ones who have been worst. 
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[15] . . . Now, let’s see what happens when individuals with Communist connections are forced 
out of the State Department.  Gustave Duran, who was labeled as (I quote) “a notorious 
international Communist,” was made assistant to the Assistant Secretary of State in charge of 

Latin American affairs.  He was taken into the State Department from his job as a lieutenant 
colonel in the Communist International Brigade.  Finally, after intense congressional pressure 
and criticism, he resigned in 1946 from the State Department—and, ladies and gentlemen, 
where do you think he is now?  He took over a high-salaried job as Chief of Cultural Activities 
Section in the office of the Assistant Secretary General of the United Nations. 

 
[16] . . . Then there was a Mrs. Mary Jane Kenny, from the Board of Economic Warfare in the 
State Department, who was named in an FBI report and in a House committee report as a 
courier for the Communist Party while working for the Government.  And where do you think 
Mrs. Kenny is—she is now an editor in the United Nations Document Bureau. 

 
[17] . . . Another interesting case was that of Julian H. Wadleigh, economist in the Trade 
Agreements Sections of the State Department for 11 years and was sent to Turkey and Italy and 
other countries as United States representative.  After the statute of limitations had run so he 
could not be prosecuted for treason, he openly and brazenly not only admitted but proclaimed 

that he had been a member of the Communist Party * * * that while working for the State 
Department he stole a vast number of secret documents * * * and furnished these documents to 
the Russian spy ring of which he was a part.  
 
[18] . . . This, ladies and gentlemen, gives you somewhat of a picture of the type of individuals 

who have been helping to shape our foreign policy.  In my opinion the State Department, which 
is one of the most important government departments, is thoroughly infested with Communists. 
 
[19] . . . I have in my hand 57 cases of individuals who would appear to be either card carrying 
members or certainly loyal to the Communist Party, but who nevertheless are still helping to 

shape our foreign policy. 
 
[20]  One thing to remember in discussing the Communists in our Government is that we are 
not dealing with spies who get 30 pieces of silver to steal the blueprints of a new weapon.  We are 
dealing with a far more sinister type of activity because it permits the enemy to guide and shape 

our policy. 
 
[21] . . . This brings us down to the case of one Alger Hiss who is important not as an individual 
any more, but rather because he is so representative of a group in the State Department.  It is 
unnecessary to go over the sordid events showing how he sold out the Nation which had given 

him so much. 
 
[22] . . . When the Un-American Activities Committee called Alger Hiss to give an accounting, 
President Truman at once issued a Presidential directive ordering all Government agencies to 
refuse to turn over any information whatsoever in regard to the Communist activities of any 

Government employee to a congressional committee. 
 
[23]  Incidentally, even after Hiss was convicted—it is interesting to note that the President still 
labeled the exposé of Hiss as a “red herring.” 
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[24]  . . . Ladies and gentlemen, one of the important reasons for the graft, the corruption, the 
dishonesty, the disloyalty, the treason in high Government positions—one of the most important 

reasons why this continues is a lack of moral uprising on the part of the 140,000,000 American 
people. 
 
[25]  . . . However, the morals of our people have not been destroyed.  They still exist.  This 
cloak of numbness and apathy has only needed a spark to rekindle them.  Happily, this spark has 

finally been supplied. 
 
[26]  As you know, very recently the Secretary of State [Dean Acheson] proclaimed his loyalty to 
a man [Alger Hiss] guilty of what has always been considered as the most abominable of all 
crimes—of being a traitor to the people who gave him a position of great trust.  The Secretary of 

State in attempting to justify his continued devotion to the man who sold out the Christian world 
to the atheistic world, referred to Christ’s Sermon on the Mount as a justification and reason 
therefor, and the reaction of the American people to this would have made the heart of Abraham 
Lincoln happy. 
 

[27]  When this pompous diplomat in striped pants, with a phony British accent, proclaimed to 
the American people that Christ on the Mount endorsed communism, high treason, and betrayal 
of a sacred trust, the blasphemy was so great that it awakened the dormant indignation of the 
American people. 
 

[28]  He has lighted the spark which is resulting in a moral uprising and will end only when the 
whole sorry mess of twisted, warped thinkers are swept from the national scene so that we may 
have a new birth of national honesty and decency in Government. 

 

Discussion Questions: 

1. What makes this speech “populist?”  Who was McCarthy trying to appeal to, and who was 
he trying to vilify? 

2. What, according to McCarthy, were the key characteristics distinguishing American and 

Communist ideologies? 
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