AP U.S. HISTORY:  CHAPTER 26 - FREE-RESPONSE QUESTIONS

The New Deal

Bellos

1. Why was President Roosevelt’s plan for national recovery called a “New Deal” for Americans?  In your opinion, did they offer Americans a new deal?

· Possible thesis statement:  FDR’s plan for national recovery was a “new deal” for the American people because it created the foundations of the federal welfare system ( a system that did not exist before the 1930s and that continues to define our contemporary political world.

· The New Deal expanded the powers of the federal government into the lives of all Americans by regulating new areas of the economy, proving a major force in the agricultural economy, presiding over the birth of the modern labor movement, supervising and funding major public works projects, creating a powerful coalition in the Democratic Party that dominated American politics for most of the next thirty years, and producing a new liberal political ideology that shaped the post-war reform efforts for the next generation of Americans.

· The New Deal also produced the “broker state.” New Deal actions increased the power and strength of new interest groups that allowed them to compete in the national marketplace.  The federal government became a powerful broker, or mediator, in the continuous competition between the traditional powerbrokers of American corporate capitalism and the newly empowered interest groups.  By the end of the 1930s, the federal government mediated competition between the traditional forces of power, as well as with a powerful labor movement, an organized agricultural movement, and newly aroused consumers.

· Possible conclusion: FDR’s policies expanded the federal government’s role in the lives of ordinary Americans through the creation of the federal welfare system and the broker state. New Dealers, in turn, supported the need for the federal government to be involved in national economic planning.  In this respect, New Deal policies were a new deal for many Americans.  These policies, however, did not radically alter the decision making process.  Instead, it simply added new actors to the negotiating process.  Those who won in the process were those who were able to accumulate the most power and support ( white labor unions, organized farmers, the unemployed, and the elderly.  But for many sectors of American society, the New Deal had little to offer ( African Americans, women, Indians, Mexican Americans.

2.
Analyze the ways in which the following three New Deal measures attempted to create a more stable economy and more equitable society: Agricultural Adjustment Act, Civilian Conservation Corps, and the Works Progress Administration.  How successful were each in achieving their goals?  (Adapted from the 1993 A.P. United States History free-response question.)

· Possible thesis statement:  Each of the three federal acts attempted to create both a more stable economy and a more equitable society.
· Agricultural Adjustment Act (AAA).  The AAA sought to reduce crop production in order to end agricultural surpluses that caused decreasing farm prices.   Thus, producers of seven basic commodities decided on production limits for their crops and in turn, the government told individual farmers how much they should produce and then paid farmers subsidies for leaving some of their land idle.  Farm prices would be subsidized up to the point of parity.  Ultimately, the AAA as an agency failed ( not only did the U.S. Supreme Court find it unconstitutional on the grounds that the federal government had no constitutional authority to require farmers to limit production, but because the law as it was written favored larger farmers over smaller farmers.  So, while it was designed to stabilize the economy and equalize society, it ultimately did neither.  It did, however, lend credence to further legislation that did permit the government to pay farmers to reduce production in other contexts.
· Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC).  The CCC sought to provide employment to millions of unemployed young men living in urban America.  The CCC created work camps in rural and wilderness settings where young men planted trees, built reservoirs, developed parks, and improved agricultural irrigation.  The CCC was successful in both the short- and long-term in providing jobs to young men.  However, in the 1930s, it did nothing to equalize society.  Not only did it exclude women from such work, but the vast majority of CCC programs were restricted to whites.  A few camps were reserved specifically for blacks, Mexicans, and Indians.
· Works Progress Administration (WPA).  The goal of the WPA was to create a system of work relief for the unemployed by putting people to work building and renovating public buildings and constructing airports, roads, and bridges; giving writers and artists a chance to continue their careers; providing a forum for concerts and plays by keeping musicians, actors, and directors employed; providing work and scholarship assistance to high-school and college students; and sponsoring public housing projects.  While the WPA kept an average of 2.1 million people employed and added millions of dollars to the American economy, it did little to improve the inequities of society.  For women, government aid came in the form of cash assistance, not work relief.
· Possible conclusion:  Taken as a whole, these three actions met with some success in terms of stabilizing the economy.  The AAA led to legislation that continued to bring about parity; the CCC provided many jobs to young men; and the WPA put millions of people into the marketplace.  However, they had less success in creating a more equitable society.  All three efforts discriminated against women, as well as persons of color.  In short, the lives of white men were improved by these actions, but society was not equalized for other groups.
3.
Assess the success and failures of those who opposed the New Deal.

· Possible thesis statement:  New Deal legislation and New Dealers were not unopposed in the 1930s.  Opposition came from at least three areas:  corporate Americans, members of the far left political spectrum, and three highly vocal dissident politicians.

· Opponents from corporate America.  Some of the wealthiest Americans, especially northern industrialists, opposed the New Deal legislation on the basis that the federal government had no right to interfere with free enterprise.  The American Liberty League, led by the DuPont family, was created to arouse public opposition to FDR and his policies.  Their efforts failed because they were unable to broaden their constituency beyond their small group of wealthy northern industrialists.

· Opponents from the far left of the political spectrum.  The Communist Party, Socialist Party, and other far left radical groups opposed New Deal legislation because it did not go far enough to change the capitalistic structure of American society that they felt was responsible for the Great Depression.  They, too, failed to attract widespread support from the American public.

· Dissident political opponents.  Three men did galvanize national opposition to the New Deal:  Dr. Francis E. Townsend, Father Charles E. Coughlin, and Huey Long.   Dr. Townsend, a California physician, rose to prominence with his call for federal pensions for the elderly.  The Townsend Plan proposed to give all Americans over the age of 60 a monthly government pension of $200 if they retired and spent the money in full each month.  Father Coughlin advocated changes in the banking and currency systems through a series of monetary reforms, issuing greenbacks, remonetizing silver, and nationalizing the banking system.  Senator Long had gained widespread support from his constituents while Governor of Louisiana.  His well-known attacks on the banks, oil companies, utility companies, and the well-established and powerful political oligarchy gained him many supporters.  As senator, he claimed the government could end the Depression by passing a tax system that would confiscate the surplus riches of the wealthiest Americans and redistribute them to the rest of the population.  To that end, he established the national Share-Our-Wealth Society.  While none of these three men was able to get his legislative agenda passed, all gained huge popularity among various segments of American society.

Possible conclusion:  New Deal opponents on both the right and the left were unable to attract mass public support largely because they represented viewpoints that only benefited a small sector of American society.  While the national following gained by Townsend, Coughlin, and Long was both impressive and somewhat threatening to New Dealers, they were not able to garner enough support for their radical legislative agendas.  The New Deal had its opponents, but none was unable to dismantle its legislative agenda
