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and US-China
Relations

Accurate, de-politicized information on China's capabilities
and intentions is crucial for long-term US security.

Avoiding a Cold War with China
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HOW DULLES AVERTED WAR

A'l‘ 2 a.m. on June 18, 1953, Secretary of
State John Foster Dulles was awakened
by the ringing of the telephone in the bed-
room of his home in Washington. It was the
officer of the dog watch at the State De-
partment with an urgent radio message from
Korea. President Syngman Rhee had ordered
his troops guarding the prisoners of war com-
pounds to release all captured North Kore-
ans and Red Chinese. The handful of Amer-
ican officers and noncoms at the camps were
powerless to prevent the action and the pris-
oners were streaming away from the com-
pounds by the thousands.

Dulles listened quietly, grunting an oc-
casional “Yow” to acknowledge. Then he
reached over to switch on the light. And
at that moment, as his fully aroused mind
shook off the fog of sleep, Dulles saw him-
self and the nation standing on the brink of
anew war. It was the first of three times dur-
ing the Eisenhower administration when the
U.S. was brought perilously close to war—
and when the new policy of deterrence insti-
tuted by Dulles preserved peace.

Why Rhee’s highhanded action threatened
war will be explained below. This, plus the
full story of our other close brushes with
war in the past three years, is revealed here
for the first time with new information pro-
vided by the Secretary and by the State De-
partment. In the conduct of his office, Dulles
not only radically revised the “containment”
policy of the Truman administration but also
altered drastically the basic concept of the
job of Secretary of State.

Dulles’ direction of U.S. foreign affairs is
under attack these days as the presidential
election year gets under way. The new infor-
mation made available to this writer, how-
ever, bulwarks the substantial case to be
made for Dulles, a case that until now has
not been made as strongly as it could be-
cause important sections of the record could
not be made public.

Here is that record.

The Eisenhower administration’s foreign
policy began to take shape aboard the cruiser
Helena as the President-elect returned to
the U.S. after having made his promised

visit to Korea. With those cabinet officers
whom he had already selected, Eisenhower
held daily conferences to consider what
should be done about the stalemated war.
Dulles led most of these discussions. In
the singular lifelong preparation for the job
he was about to undertake, he had prob-
ably devoted more thought to the subject
of war and peace than any other man alive.
He believed that he had isolated one of the
major underlying causes of war: in a word,
miscalculation.

All the great wars of modern history,
Dulles is convinced, were started by na-
tional leaders who thought they could get
away with it. When they found out that they
could not, it was too late. The Korean war,
Dulles argued, had been caused by Moscow’s
mistaken belief that the U.S. would be un-
willing to fight to stop armed aggression
against South Korea. As much as Dulles
admired his predecessor Dean Acheson’s
courageous reaction to the aggression, he
felt that Acheson had made a tragic mistake
in suggesting, just six months before the

Communists attacked, that South Korea was
outside the U.S.’s vital perimeter” area.

As Dulles presented these conclusions in
the meetings aboard the Helena, Eisenhower|
listened thoughtfully. (At times he listened
a little impatiently too. More accustomed to
the quick, crisp manner of a military brief-
ing officer than to the thoughtful pauses of
Dulles, Eisenhower was once heard to ex-
claim, “Why doesn’t he speak up faster and
say what he has on his mind?”* When Dul-
les had finished, the newly elected President
made his first vital decision. He would make
every effort to bring an honorable truce out
of the negotiations then in progress. But if
the Communists tried to continue keeping
the U.N. command and the U.S. bogged
down in stalemate, the U.S. would this time
fight to win.

This would mean carrying the air attack
into Manchuria, where the Chinese army and
air force bases had been protected by the Tru-
man administration’s decision not to cross




TOP SECRET-

ENCLOSURE "A"

RECOMMENDED POSITIONS BEGARDING THE QUESTIONS
RAISED BY A JAPANESE MILITARY SOURCE

1. As a preamble to discuésions with Japan or other non-
Communist countries regarding questions of the nature presented
by the Japanese, the United States should make the following
points:

a. A central aim of free world policy must be to deter
the Communists from the use of their military power. The
deterrent is much more likely to be effective if the United

States and its Allies show they are united in their deter-

mination to use appropriate military force against such

aggression.
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* Brackets indicate authors' additions.

HISTORY OF THE CUSTODY AND DEPLOYMENT OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS




QUESTION

T. If Japan were to decide to arm herself with nuclear
weapons, could she depend upon U,S. support for such a plan?

POSITION

As indicated in the position, question 3, the United
States would support a Japanese decision to arm herself with
atomic weapons. The scope and phasing of the U.S. support

would be determined by appropriate negotiations between the

two countries,

A:
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SLASH THE RED TENTACLES SMOTHERING ASIA

Give your dollars to the Crusade for Freedom ... Broadcast the Truth behind Asia’s Iron Curtain
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Answering The Old Question: Who Lost
China?

November 8, 2014 - 6:04 AM ET

NISHANT DAHIYA

1945 was a momentous year in world history — :
particularly so in Asia, where Allied forces, having c " I N n 194 5
vanquished Germany, turned their attention to Japan.

And in many ways, the main theater of action was China.

China at that time was divided between Chiang Kai-
shek's Nationalists and the Communists under Mao
Zedong. Both were fighting the Japanese — but they
would soon turn on each other. In the meantime, they

"competed with each other for the ears of American

representatives, the dominant power in Asia by far" says

Richard Bernstein.
I RICHARD BERNSTEIN

Bernstein is the author of China 1945, an authoritative

and engaging book that examines the slide into civil war MAOQ'S REVOLUTION (=)
; : g AMERICA’S FATEFUL CH
between the Communists and the Nationalists — and SanrnL Famee

how, despite the efforts of U.S. envoys and diplomats,
China 1945

Mao's Revolution and America's Fateful
Choice
the prize that was China was already slipping away," he by Richard Bernstein

"America and the future leaders of Asia's biggest country

had entered into a quarter century of bitter enmity, and

tells me in an email interview.
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THE SECRET HISTORY
_OF THE VIETNAM WAR -

THE COMPLETE AND
UNABRIDGED SERIES

AS PUBLISHED BY

Ehye New York Times

BASED ON_INVESTICATIVE REPORTING
BY NEIL SHEEHAN.
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