After the Republicans captured both houses of Congress in the mid-term elections
of 1946, they looked forward confidently to winning the White House in 1948. In
away, the late President Roosevelt helped them, for whatever Truman's merits
might have been, he inevitably suffered from comparison to his predecessor.
Roosevelt had been a master coalition builder, establishing what is still known as
the Roosevelt or New Deal coalition. After 1948, now president by election, Truman
tried to emerge from Roosevelt's shadow. He proclaimed his own reform program,
the Fair Deal. Few of these measures came to a vote in Congress. The enduring
coalition of Republicans and Southern Democrats blocked them. Thus, the Fair
Deal remained more of a promise than a reality. Nevertheless, Truman's proposals
did set a social agenda for later administrations, and in this sense they were more
influential than politicians at the time could guess.

Adapted from Present Tense: the United States Since 1945 by Michael Schaller,
Elizabeth Scharff and Robert Schulzinger (Houghton Mifflin, 1996)

Lyndon Johnson dominated public life in Washington to such an extent that
the Cabinet was his Cabinet, the Great Saciety his program, the Congress his
instrument. But the man in the center when things are good remains the man
in the center when things go bad, and the resources technology provides are
often illusory, substituting the sense of control for real control. Thus the war

in Vietnam became Lyndon Johnson’s war; he personally was dropping the
bombs, disrupting the economy, making prices rise, setting back the progress
of black and poor. Obviously, neither image — villain or hero — is valid; historical
circumstances and institutional conditions were vital to both success in the
Great Society and failure in Vietnam. And this understanding is of more than
intellectual interest, for exaggeration of the President's personal powers (both
self-induced and media propelled) is an inevitable source of frustration as the
President’s actions invariably fall short of expectations, producing a destructive
cycle for the man, the office and the nation.

Adapted from Lyndon Johnson and the American Dream
by Doris Kearns Goodwin (St Martin's Griffin, 1991}

| EXTRACT 3 :
[Nixon's] was an American life that had come full circle. The self-improvernent,
self-reliance, and utter determination that took him from the ranks of the
respectable poor to the presidency carried with it a fatal flaw. Like s0 many of his
class and generation who benefited from the long boom of the 1950s and 1960s,
the success once achieved proved hoflow. Driven by some internal demon, Nixon
always pushed for more. In Vietnam he wanted peace with honour and at least
some spurious claim to victory. In the 1972 election victory was not enough;
McGovern had to be crushed. Inthe Watergate cover-up, an early admission of error
and responsibility was neveran option; he wanted a blameless innocence. Instead
he plumbed a shame deeper than that of any American politician, a huriliation
only moderately redeemed by time and effort and a new acknowledgment of
his diplomatic gifts. There was an inherent sadness to a man sO self-controlled
that he went walking on the beach in a suit and laced-up shoes, a sadness that
accompanied an inner meanness of spirit that, in office, betrayed all the rest.

-———

Adapted from Makers of the American Century
by Martin Walker (Chatto & Windus, 2000}
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Evaluating historical extracts

Using your understanding of the historical context, assess how convincing the
arguments in Extracts 1,2 and 3 are in relation to the American presidency between
1960 and 1974.
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