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The Relationship between Foreign Policy and Domestic Politics in the US Post WW II
Some of the challenges that those who shape and direct American foreign policy face is how they to reconcile what they do on the global stage having in mind the realities of how the US tackles many of its challenging domestic issues (Schulzinger, 2008). The people who work on the international stage cannot forget or ignore the fact that the whole world is watching how the US handles the most vital issues, especially the ones that are connected to the minority populations. 
Since the end of the World War II, the US has directed its efforts in bridging the separation that was there concerning segregation. The Blacks were not supposed to mix with the Whites; there were different regions that were set for both races, the Blacks and the Whites.  For instance, on September 1957, President Dwight D. Eisenhower sent some soldiers to protect nine black children who were attempting to enter the Little Rock, AR, Central High School (Shaw, 1984). By doing so, the president was enforcing a direct order of the court concerning ending the segregation by the school; the school still had forced segregation policy till then. His actions were not taken lightly and there followed the heated debate between the federal and state officials about how the desegregation orders were to be effected. Eventually, the locals did not take the orders easily and engaged the federal officials in violence and later on the events were reported as international news.
The American foreign policymakers did not take the events lightly; the picture of American race relations painted by the events broadcasted on the international news was negatively impacting the country. At this particular point of time, the cold world war was in progress, and the foreign policy makers were afraid since they thought the events were not helping America's efforts to win the cold war (Schulzinger, 2008).  For the diplomats, the events that were taking place at the Little Rock School had a negative effect on American foreign policy. Thus, discriminating against the minority groups living within the US had adverse effects upon the nation's relations with the rest of the world. 
Therefore, the country was committed to winning the hearts and minds of the nations in Latin America, Asia, and Africa which had just emerged from colonialism. The US policy during the post-WWII was basically based primarily on containment. The country was committed to diplomatically, militarily and economically ready to counter the expansionist tendencies of the USSR together with her allies (Shaw, 1984). Also, during this particular time, it was not surprising that advancing the civil rights policies were of critical concern and were highly prioritized by those who were involved in making and implementing the US foreign affairs. 
Effects of Changing Political Ideologies on Foreign Policy Making and Vice Versa
The national leaders such as the head of government have to play two different games between international and domestic politics. Domestic politics influence the head of state because he wants to achieve domestic goals via foreign policies. But at the same, the foreign policies are not supposed to interfere with domestic agendas (Cortell, 2002). In the modern world in most political ideologies, implementation of the proposed policies requires a consensus by the state and not only the leader's urge. Thus, the different political ideologies influence the way the leaders make decisions concerning both international and domestic policies (Cortell, 2002). Before considering any other characteristics of the desired policies, acceptability is most likely to look at. The state or the head of government has to take into consideration both international and domestic situations. If there are any conflicts between international and domestic interest, the head of the state has to give emphasis to domestic interest probably.
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