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Influence Of The Korean War On The United States Nuclear Policy
Introduction
This paper examines the ways in which the Korean War influenced the nuclear policy of the United States. A look at history reveals that the consequences of war are so meaningful that they more often than not mark a significant division between different historical eras. It is also clear that the desolation of war creates a need to rebuild as well as establish new political policies and systems that are designed to recover lost prosperity and also restore social stability in the process. War and pre-war influences are used a pillar on which the reestablishment is enacted, but what remains clear is that the parties at war are influenced by internal and external forces and at the same time, the war itself also has internal and external influences on the people in the country as well as those outside it. In the case of the Korean War, it is clear that it resulted into a major division between the Koreans in the North and those in the South. At the same time, the war had an influence on foreign superpowers such as the United States. Although the neither North nor South Korea had a solid say in the internal and foreign affairs of the United States, it had a significant impact on its foreign policies especially in regards to its policies on nuclear weapons. The 1945 Hiroshima and Nagasaki bombing in Japan stands out in history as the one instance when nuclear weapons were used in warfare and the devastating consequences can still be felt over sixty years down the line (History.state.gov, 2016). Notably, the non-use of nuclear weapons in warfare since the Hiroshima and Nagasaki attacks remains the single most significant phenomenon marking the nuclear age. 


Since 1945, there has been a normative prohibition on nuclear use across the globe. Although, this prohibition is not yet a fully robust common norm, it has nonetheless managed to stigmatize nuclear weapons as unacceptable and highly dangerous weapons of mass destruction. Perhaps it is thanks to this normative stigma or rather, were it not for this stigma, the world may have seen more use of these weapons of mass destruction. For this reason, governments such as the United States decided to come up with nuclear policies in a strategy referred to as atomic diplomacy that would in turn affect the manner in which the country’s foreign and war policies would proceed from then on (History.state.gov, 2016). However, despite the general stoppage of the use of nuclear weapons in warfare, one must acknowledge the fact that there lacks sufficient understanding of how this phenomenon [normative stigma] emerged, how it is maintained to date, as well as the future prospects put in place. The deterrence is the most widely cited explanation that unfortunately is either incomplete or totally wrong. When countries go to war, there is a very high likelihood that the outcome of war will have some significant influence on the policies that allies and enemies alike establish afterwards. This concept can be best explained using the case study of the Korean War and the influence that it had on the nuclear policies that the United States established. This is to say that the Korean War had significant impacts on the nuclear policies of the United States. Initially, the Korean War had nothing to do with the United States in the first although the latter [United States] decided to intervene in the war later on. 


The Pre-War Era
Analyzing the effect of the Korean War on United States’ nuclear policy calls one to first have an understanding of the pre-war situation in order to see how things changed in the process. It must also be understood that in 1945, this is before the Korean War which started in 1950, the nuclear taboo or rather nuclear stigma did not exist because at the time nuclear weapons were still new, and the prevailing tradition in existence at the time was mainly based on ethical concerns, war theory, and international laws among others. However, during the Korean War a norm against nuclear weapons started to emerge but it mostly operated instrumentally, although some decision makers were notably engaged in a moral disagreement in regards to the use of nuclear weapons in warfare. For quite some time, the deterrence norms operated at a constitutive level where they seemed to be taken for granted by a majority of the stakeholders [those in support as well as those opposed to the employment of nuclear weapons in warfare]. The contested classification of nuclear weapons as unconventional weapons began to emerge during the Korean War where the leaders of the United States seemed to be at logger heads on whether to employ such weapons or not. Before this war, the atomic bomb was viewed by many, including Unites States’ President Truman as just another legitimate explosive deadly weapon of contemporary war. The use and non-use issue became a debatable concept among and it was not until much later that the nuclear weapons became solidly categorized as unacceptable weapons of mass. The following section traces the historical background of the Korean War to determine when, why, and how the United States intervened.


Understanding The Korean War: A Background Account
This war started on June 25th 1950 when an army of approximately ninety thousand North Korean Soldiers initiated and invasion of South Korea. It was characterized by dramatic invasions and counter-invasions (Jennings, 2014). Coincidentally, this war happened at a time when the future courses of the United States’ foreign policy was being debated. It came barely six years after the United States defeated the Japanese using lethal atomic weapons in the areas of Hiroshima and Nagasaki. A majority of the top leads in Washington were at this time advocating for a massive armament program in their bid to confront and defeat communism in the world. Truman, the then president of the United States greatly felt that sitting back and failing to take appropriate action would directly undermine the United States’ policy of containment. It is for this reason that the United States sent aid to South Korea and went further to call upon the United Nations to sanction all military action against North Korea, and the resolution to this effect was passed on the 27th of June 1950. In what Jennings (2014. p. 1) refers to as “a bloody confrontation of competing spheres of influence and geo-political ideologies” between the North and South Koreans, the United States intervened in support of its ally, South Korea. This faction was fighting against North Korea and its ally, China. This was in an effort to contain the encroaching threat of the communism that was being sponsored by the Soviet Union. 


On 1st July, 1950, Troops from the United States fifteen other nations arrived in Korea led by an American and United Nations Commander, General Douglas MacArthur – America, found herself at war again. The Korean War was not just dramatic but progressed in stages. On this note, the war generally started as a movement of dramatic changes in the first year which was then followed by a stalement that persisted until the end of the war in July 1953. The first stage was marked by the North Korean Invasion that resulted in them capturing nearly the entire Korean Peninsula except a small part in the South-East region near the city of Pusan. The second stage was marked by a United Nations’ counter attack where General MacArthur led the United Nations forces in a heroic amphibious attack on Inchon, with the hope of splitting the North Korean forces into two. In a month’s time, the general had managed to recapture Seoul and drive the North Koreans way back past the 38th parallel. The third stage was marked by a counter-attack by the Chinese who had no nuclear capability unlike the United States. However despite the Chines warnings, General MacArthur pushed on further to the border with China at the Yalu River. On November 27th, 1950 more than 150,000 North Koreans and over 200,000 Chinese counter-attacked the UN troops forcing them to retreat. And by December that same year, the UN forces had suffered heavy causalities. The fourth and final stage was stalement which lasted the longest period.


The war descended into stalement along the 38th parallel and the United States tried various ways of bringing the stalement to an end. President Truman decided to go back to the policy of containment but General MacArthur strongly disagreed. He even threatened to use atomic bombs against China – this is an excellent example of atomic diplomacy. Although Truman fired the General and peace talks in Korea began in 1951, the war still continued until the following year in July when an armistice was signed. Although the war lasted for just three years, its devastation was massive and its effects marked a major division between the warring factions. According to Roberts (2000), it is estimated that by the time the war came to an end, about three million Koreans were reported dead, wounded, or missing. About 33,000 Americans and 150,000 Chinese were reported dead, and at the same time about 92,000 Americans and 220,000 Chinese were wounded. It is said that in throughout this war of conventional maneuver, the UN expeditionary forces suffered two major hits in  that it lose more than 36,000 soldiers and also faced the threat of a strategic defeat by the “red” armies without ever resulting to atomic intervention (Jennings, 2014). Apparently, with the armistice in July 1953 as well as the onset of the stalement in the 38th parallel, the American alliance never decisively won in the Korean War. The 38th parallel refers to the dividing line that was to divide Korea – with the United States occupying the South and the USSR occupying the North of Korea.


The Atomic Diplomacy 
There are many strategies that a government can employ in times of war in an attempt to achieve their diplomatic goals. Atomic diplomacy happens to be one of them. This is a policy or strategy where the threat of nuclear warfare is used to achieve diplomatic goals. In the case of the United States and the Korean War, it is clear that this form of diplomacy was at play throughout the war period with America threatening to use their atomic weapons if necessary and in order to contain the influence of the communist Chinese. In the presidential election of 1952, the then republican candidate, Dwight D. Einsenhower criticized the manner in which President Truman had been handling the case of the Korean War and especially in regards to the fact that Truman had been unable to resolve the stalement. After his election into presidency, Einsenhower began to publicly hint out that the United States might make use of its nuclear weapons to break the military stalement in Korea. All through the dramatic invasions and counter-invasions that characterized the Korean War, in the contest for control of the Korean Peninsula, it is obvious that the US retained a ready nuclear arsenal that it threatened to put to use if the enemies did not do as asked. However, despite the serious considerations of whether to use the nuclear weapons or nor, the Unites States decision makers decided not to employ the unparalleled power of nuclear technology. According to Jennings (2014) it is this choice of atomic non-use during the Korean War that in turn set the precedent for an enduring tradition of nuclear restraint that remains in effect today not only in America but in other parts of the world as well.


The Emergence Of   A Nuclear Weapons Taboo And Its Impact On The United States
It is imperative to note that the Korean War started just five years after the Japan attack when a nuclear bombs was viewed by many as a legitimate weapon thanks to the advancement in science and technology at the time (Jasanoff & Kim, 2009). As already mentioned earlier in this paper, the misapprehension about nuclear weapons began to take more solid ground during the Korean War. During this time, military and political leaders were evincing some inhibitions when considering nuclear options in their fight against the enemy. Marking the first case of open aggression against a United States ally in the post second world war period, the South Korean attack instigated by North Korea on 25th June 1950. This attack could have as well provided a fertile ground for United States to employ atomic weapons in their participation. President Truman presided over the combat at a time when the nation [United States] and its allies were remarkably facing some of the greatest military setbacks and outright withdrawal and defeats seemed likely possible. Three years into the Korean War, in the spring of year 1953, Eisenhower thought of employing tactical atomic weapons as one way of forcing an end to the ongoing stalement war. At this point, it is important to note that the Soviet Union had earlier on in 1949 tested its first atomic weapon. However, this had very little ability to shake or rather, to make the United States feels threatened. At this moment, and also during the Korean War, there was every reason to assume that the United States would not hesitate to use nuclear weapons to defend their interests (Taylor, 1972).


The nuclear weapons had become the focal point of the United States’ defense strategy after 1948. Therefore, it is upon this evidence that the assumption that they would use nuclear weapons in the Korean War was grounded. President Truman and his advisors engaged in constant on and off discussions regarding nuclear weapons throughout the first year of the Korean War. The surprise entry of the Chinese troops into the war in late November 1950 as well as the North Korean attack threatened the United States-United Nations military disaster. One of the significant steps towards the United States nuclear policy began here in as far as the influence of the Korean War on the country’s nuclear policy is concerned. The issue of whether to deploy nuclear tactics in the war did not enjoy a unanimous decision. Throughout the war era, the United States’ took some minimal steps to deploy atomic bombers at staging areas. However, they eventually decided to privately rule out using the weapons in Korea. Apparently, Truman’s team was overly divided over the matter. The weapons specialists in Pentagon and the commanders in the field showed more interest in atomic options as compared to the president’s top military advisors who comprised of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. This Joint Chiefs of Staff cited various military reasons against using such lethal weapons in warfare. One of the reasons cited was that their stockpile of bombs was way too small to risk their use in Korea where few useful targets existed instead of using them in Europe (U.S. Department of State, Foreign Relations of the United States (hereafter FRUS), Korea 1950). This was the chief security interest of the United States.

The public horror of nuclear weapons presented a serious political obstacle for the United States. Even before the entrance of Chines troops into the Korean War, there strong indications to suggest that people as well as foreign governments would be strongly opposed to the used of atomic weapons of any kind in any warfare. This opposition was expected to be present based on the emerging norm or fear of nuclear weapons as unacceptable and highly lethal. Gradually, use of nuclear weapons was becoming a taboo
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