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CROSS SECTION

'Unleashing’ of Chiang
Helped End Korean War

One of the world's besat-hated, most ve-
spected, most criticized leaders
Kai-shek —1ia the subject of the Jollowing
provocative letter republished from The New
York Times, Ywtang Liu, now resident in
United States, was formerly professor of

Chiang

government at Tsinghua University, Peiping.

DR. YU.-TANG LIU
New York Times
So much derision has been heaped upon
President Eisenhower’s “unleashing of Chiang
Kalshek,” and so little has beerr sald in its
defence, that one wonders whether this early
act by Mr. Eisenhower as president ‘was really
such an amateurish gesture of futility

!

CHIANG KAI-SHEK
« + « mistake to deride his influence
Governor Harriman in hig addre

Democratic committiee on March 8

let us, as Al Smith would say, look at the
record
* k X

MR. EISENHOWER MADE A PERSONAL
trip to Korea in the course of the presiden
campaign in 1952, He conferred with political
and military leaders there,

The Communists had sued for peace in the
spring of 1951 when General Ridgway's offen.
sive was mounting

But the Communists dragged on the-war
and protracted the truce negotiations with
no ppospect of agreement to the principle of
voluntary repatriation of POW's up to the
start of 1953

In his first message to Congress in
February, 1953, Preside Eisenhower “took

the wraps off Chiang

ON MARCH

agreed to the princi

COMMUNISTS
rxchange of sick

d wounded which they stated “should be
made to lead to the smooth settlement of the
entire question of POWs

On June 8 the
embodying the principle of vol

isoners of war agreement

ation, was signed
Korean truce was finally signed on
1953

I'he fact, plain and undeniable, was and has
remained that after the “unleashi ' the war
ea stopped. Would it have stopped even
nleashing episode”? Would it
if Adlai Stevenson were

in the White House instead?

* X
WERE THERE OTHER FACTORS WHICH

contributed to the stopping of the Korear

war? Whatever the answers to the<® questions
the Imir truth was that the Korean
War was

Have we already forgotten how much that
and child in this
country, In Great Britain, in the Philippine
in every member of the United Nations which
joined in the heroic effort to stop Communist

rression?

meant to eve ma won

*x * X

THERE HAD BEEN NO DEFINITE
prospect of peace for o and a half years
until the “unleast Chiang Kai-shek

I personally believe that the leashin
led dirvectly to the ending of the Korean wi

I'he Chinese Communists did not want
another front t« n while the Korean
war continued their blood and
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THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, MARCH 20, 1955

DULLES SAYSU.S, |  mp arowc e ez ====rz NIKON GIVES REDS

PINSRETALATION| sz | T | WARNING ON ATOM
| Asserts Any New Aggression

Designed fof Changed Concepts |
ON SWALL A-BOMB
. in Pacific Will Be Met by

Less-Than-Massive Policy in
Nuclear Weapons

-

By HANSON W. BALDWIN

Event of War Bars Use of
City-Destroying Weapons

LINE DRAWN ON FORMOSA

Ban on MilitaryAction Hinted
by Secretary if Reds Limit
Invasion to Offshore Isles

L = w ||l ByRICHARD J. H. JOHNSTON
5 D= Al Special to The New York Times,

CHICAGO, March 17 — Vice
President Richard M. Nixon to-
day warned the Chinese Commu-
nists in the bluntest of terms
that they would be met with
atomic weapons if they em-
barked on any new aggression.

By ELIE ABEL
Speclal to The New York Times.
WASHINGTON. March 15—




$t T AP AR B = 5 D s smsuu\\
Where Red China’s Forces\/‘*’-\i

—AIR BASE
Are Ready to Strike L0
L
mcunw,\, /“'
- AIR BASE -
+ 3
N ey 2
AIR BAS!+ r(“‘" Mk
J =
fﬂUCHUW E A ( /A
ff x { i Mt
HEAVY'
AMUY ev" ARTILLERY '] Y
=" (|uemoy LS ;
'molops. 120,000 in SOR ‘ =R V. /
coastal area around Amoy, O 48 el . -
plu: 100,000 in reurvey :e;" QS\ m/. £
Pescadores / Q\* J
SOUTH {) \%

HINA Tai
C | : ‘T Tm S ——————)






[FLAEBRE. MERERICLOIMEZTTRE]

IR E % 8T - oK E D FTELES |
=2V RIKHME, XEPEICHLEBEZDES )

THE NEW YORK TIMES, SUNDAY, MARCH 20, 1955

DULLES SAYSU.S, |  mp arowc e ez ====rz NIKON GIVES REDS

PINSRETALATION| sz | T | WARNING ON ATOM
| Asserts Any New Aggression

Designed fof Changed Concepts |
ON SWALL A-BOMB
. in Pacific Will Be Met by

Less-Than-Massive Policy in
Nuclear Weapons

-

By HANSON W. BALDWIN

Event of War Bars Use of
City-Destroying Weapons

LINE DRAWN ON FORMOSA

Ban on MilitaryAction Hinted
by Secretary if Reds Limit
Invasion to Offshore Isles

L = w ||l ByRICHARD J. H. JOHNSTON
5 D= Al Special to The New York Times,

CHICAGO, March 17 — Vice
President Richard M. Nixon to-
day warned the Chinese Commu-
nists in the bluntest of terms
that they would be met with
atomic weapons if they em-
barked on any new aggression.

By ELIE ABEL
Speclal to The New York Times.
WASHINGTON. March 15—




U. §. MIGHT CITED

But No Precise Stand
[s Given on Offshore
Isles by Secretary

TR 58 ] N TN,

34

Text of address by Mr., Dulles
is printed on Page 4.

9+

By ELIE ABEL
Speclal to The New York Times,

WASHINGTON, March 8 —
Secretary of State Dulles warned
Communist China tonight that
the United States was no “paper

SN <=im

JL ; tiger.”

-ts TR ' The tiger analogy is a favor-

‘j: 2 i4 ite of Communist propagandists,
: Eie : . who depict the United States as

fd: Sasteliastailil  snarling bravely enough but in

Ly Sl e ¥rowgnnd the end backing away from a
22 fight, Mr. Dulles suggested that

the American tiger still had

powerful teeth and claws.
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Home = Milestones = 1953-1960 - The Taiwan Straits Crises: 1954-55 and 1958
MILESTONES: 1953-1960

NOTE TO READERS
“Milestones in the History of U.S. Foreign Relations” has been retired and is no
longer maintained. For more information, please see the full notice.

The Taiwan Straits Crises:
1954-55 and 1958

Tensions between the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and the Republic of China
(ROC) in the 1950s resulted in armed conflict over strategic islands in the Taiwan
Strait. On two separate occasions during the 1950s, the PRC bombed islands
controlled by the ROC. The United States responded by actively intervening on
behalf of the ROC.
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Map of the Taiwan Strait
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1958

U.S.-China Ambassadorial Talks, 1955—
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Khrushchev and the Twentieth Congress
of the Communist Party, 1956

The Suez Crisis, 1956
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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
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"I am talking about a grassroots effort now to train

and develop the support we need among the public
to then come back to the Senate ...

85% of the American public supported the treaty
back in 71999 ...

[oday ... they don’t remember what it Is.”
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Could the use of nuclear weapons ever be justified?
BREROEANEZHIESINGZEIIHYFEIMN?
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