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1

ko] BEE oAb BAGRAEE: Q& ALt 159 o) =2 WA A, Tl
SFR A & B ICES) TR AINT 150 A a S e, BEIECEREELITI, 20084 12)].

A v AT AT

1) Herbert Butterfield, “The Tragic Element in Modern International Conflict”, Review
of Politics vol. 12, no, 2 (April 1950), pp.151~152, 154.
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WYrlo] g S5, ojg e WS Bt 4 Aol #A
oA T3 2o Fn|Ee Hlf7} o]E97%e it o]RL WHZT|d
=245 AZI7} AL RS FAEE Aotk 1 &= 20024l A4
7} vl2" (Yann Marte) o] A&t fabo] ojopy] 3 oA Frolrzt, "F-&
T well N FHACE $A & 1549 AdF sFol7t P FS ER
WA FESe UE F fle oot & Abole AR AFshe Aot

glomg AR EEol AS & gtk I¥u® sk ol (R @
A7 Ak ZFoldlAE Ao FolE AL 9 ]
22 SFo|ZRE WA o} Ao A
Ak & Alele ofGAIEA Fzolds olistal I Aohderh
opAbE SR 7o E o] A%ske dof, od, ol (FIFH) 7t glol=
Z7F 2k sAE olge Tl dde AL A Fa U

REyge olddt I7h 749 AaAEolgts g50Ye] EAdte AL
AL A2 7] o)A Yoyt 6 258 A 7)7ke] AEA o] Hale] 1A
ojt}. 6 - 2574 Y o] A E 7] Aol Yol %
FAEWNEY HFe] FHo] JHAL AT H‘“/V\(John Lewis
Gaddis) &) THAtZA e} WA, ARl FAEA 71&s] Qlthy dxE

AN

2) Louis J. Halle, The Cold War as History (New York: Harper & Row, 1967),
pp.xii~xiii. (v 2d~p- DL E LTonfly  KHEEEEG 1 <uiliiig, 1970) pp.10~11)

3) Yann Martel, Life of Pi (New York: Harcourt, 2002). (v> + =7 x4 oWk,
JEERRIERE (255, 2004))

4) John Lewis Gaddis, The Cold War: A New History (New York: The Penguin Press,
2005), p.82. (Ya>r ng 2 HT74 A Thlk-Z 0T SRR, WA, SAMAGE
CEditnt, 2007, p.102)

5) John Lewis Gaddis, We Now Know: Rethinking Cold War History (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1997), pp.221~259. (Y 3> WA 2 774 A2 TRELRELT
DYy RARSEEE, PR (BRI B @, 2004), pp.359~420)
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gdajrtt g3t a2Au £Zo] =Rsto 7R AFHA Yzrt

A9 Amgae 2EAo2 waA At olsh o] %7 GAE B
W, 5%o] 14e7] ool doly 6- 504NN A%o] AHgR AN

ol =tia & 4 9ot
2= 20036l o] FAE FE w5 dlAHED) YA g EFY
(Harry S. Truman) JH¥9 IS FAO0Z TFAJPALD EioM=

HA 200399 =EolA oA dgtd ERY FH9] g REFO
Z AUfska, olojA 1952 11€ tiEHoZ FAE ofolAstde 625
S AFAE AR AEsteY 1 5A4S Tt HFY Fo 9

3 A A ofolAstY AEA AHFoZ FHHJGS T FLEHH
(blackmail)'o]g}1 AL AAAL BAlete AAE okt Eaoae
o]g|gl Alxero] FAE 7] Ao dojytd 6 - 2524@ THoZ 9y ¢
JugArao s o) g giste] At

6) Paul H. Nitze with Ann M. Smith and Steven L. Rearden, From Hiroshima to
Glasnost: At the Center of Decision-A menéw York: Glove Weidenfeld,

1989), p.43.
) FARGCHE TEET KRS0 SEIL - REON &S by (BRSNS, 2003),
pp.353~381.

8) HATER Tz M ABFORIE: T4 NT-BE & KA v R FERG (BEIETS,
1991) pp.25~d2. NEHES T=2—y 7O TT A4 XL BT O, T
BT, GUHAED P05 (20039 129) pp.39~T72. ki r Auith T 4 > ~7-EihE
DH LABHECE, (2, 2008) pp.12~15.
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WAAIA, 6- 25045 B Bate] Bilo] BL AL o] HAo|
vo] 8g 5% AgolA Ao AAoIGY] Wl AL 19499
89 Adlo] o] ABHORA PO GEe By AT,
et 62504 7178 A (E D3 2o] HFo] AEE} o
o 270 Wsle] GEHOZ HAHT o] A Pl AP A

=

Hi A ol ARelA, dE EW THTY WANPLE vl
A1l Adstn JAEdE  FFR7E ARetA A=A Gl e

9) HILWE TAMT BT A ) A= BUEORREECE ) TR R, SRS
(2005 99) pp.87~107. Ak THIEFET, pp.353~381. 1990t FHAA ] AT
olgf £35S a1, Edward C. Keefer, “Truman and Eisenhower: Strategic Options
for Atomic War and Diplomacy in Korea”, in Lester H, Brune, ed., The Korean
War: Handbook of the Literature and Resed®éstport, CT: Greenwood Press,
1996), pp.285~305. Roger M. Anders, “The Atomic Bomb and the Korean War:
Gordon Dean and the Issue of Civilian Control”, Military Affairs, vol. 52, no.l
(January 1988), pp.1~6: Edward C. Keefer. “President Dwight D, Eisenhower and
the End of the Korean War", Diplomatic History, vol. 10, no.3 (Summer 1986).
pp.267~289: Daniel Culingaert. “Nuclear Weapons and the Korean War”, Journal
of Stategic Studiesyol. lI. no.2 (June 1988), pp.177~202: Roger Dingman,
“Atomic Diplomacy During the Korean War®, International Security. vol. 13, no.3
(Winter 1988/89), pp.50~91: Rosemary J. Foot. The Wrong War: American Policy
and the Dimensions of The Korean Conflict, 1950~I@f#ta: NY: Cornell
University Press. 1985): Idem. “Nuclear Coercion and the Ending of the Korean
Conflict”, International Security. vol. 13, no.3 (Winter 1988/89), pp.92~112; Idem,
A Substitute for Victory: The Politics of Peacemaking at the Korean Armistice
Talks (Ithaca: NY: Cornell University Press, 1990): Scan L. Malloy, “A ‘Paper
Tiger?” Nuclear Weapons, Atomic Diplomacy, and Korean War®, The New England
Journal of Historyol. 60, no.1~3 (Fall 2003-Spring 2004), pp.227~252.
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T 2 oi= e
o 27() HHRIlE HMAHMT)| EREHE) H22I|E
1945 2 2 0.4 - -
1946 9 9 0.18 - -
1H7 13 13 0.26 -
1948 50 50 1.25 - -
1949 170 170 419 1 -
1950 29 29 9.53 5 -
191 438 438 35.25 2 -
1952 341 660 4995 50 -
1953 1,169 878 72.80 120 -
1954 1,703 1,418 339.01 150 -
19955 2,422 1,755 2,879.99 200 -
1956 3,692 2,123 9,188.65 400 34
1957 543 2,460 17545.86 650 102
1958 7,345 2,610 17,303.00 900 186
1959 12,298 2,496 19,054.62 1,050 283
1960 18,638 3,127 20,491.17 1,700 34
1961 22,229 3,153 10947171 2,450 423
1962 27,100 3,451 12,825.02 3,100 481
1963 29,800 4,060 15977.17 4,000 589
1964 31,600 4,664 16,943.97 5,100 i1
1965 32,400 4,703 15,152.50 6,300 829
1966 32,450 5040 14,036.46 79550 94
1967 32,500 5,330 12,786.17 8,850 1,349
1968 30,700 5221 11,837.65 10,000 1,606
1969 28,200 4986 11,714.44 11,000 1815

% Z32] : Robert S. Norris and William M. Arkin, “Estimated U. S. and Soviet /

Hgo] Aol dojuu iy 19514714 AR

Russian Nuclear Stockpiles, 1945-94", The Bulletin of the Atomic
Scientist 50 (November/December 1994): pp.58~59.

B A AZAE ol AT |10

A2 F719

0]

10) AL THHET A7 2 ) 7, pp.95~96. David E. Lilienthal, The Journal of David E.
Lilienthal,vol. 2, Atomic Energy Year(New York: Harper & Row, 1964), p.391.

Robert F. Futrell,

edition (Washington, D. C.: GPO, 1983), p.187.

The United States Air Force in Korea, 1950~1953, revised
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4, TS R TRANE, 194597E 19503714 v]=o] Q==
RE 22X AuFe] A dulste A#e TAY AQIAGoz A3
St AT 1 o= EE isu Hfre} SHeTe] Aofo g <ls)
of BG4 EAY GER AFS AR Alge] gl E &
A} o] A9 w1 Q= %‘M ABAQ s vE F o &
ok Aol

olgigt o]fr 2 FFE T Yol B3t PFANEel| AFH o]
o 62574 Eo X FHAMEY EFEtAoH ofest AstelA
AES 2FHA ¢ "rke #Adolet. o]d diste IFHe= EE AAY
AL M= Tt ATt

1950 119 309 B/ 143 AN 9ZS A=ho2 T8
uk
T

a9
AE B uele @ el gk o] Bo] I GelE il 4
goz AT, Jdur ZUAAE FAT PR ALd FA gL
JES AT

fsol:

Zagto] MYt iE WMol (Douglas MacArthur) & FEARRO| A=
Aol 1) a2y vl RE AFA0lith. 1950 TEHE 8¥dl AA
AAZR] FARE 10HEEFEF 4 ALsta) 7t #d F4=HA

o]

o ol GHEEGE o] £YUA. o)A E AZAEH BAAAY =
£ Q29 S Eohe AE AT, o AAEVS o|EeH)
AW A 6+ 25040] Loy ool A Tl (HED A TH
o A7) bl elojrio) ] BAARS

Aol oJsjA o] Fofxl Aoz 9
[e]

A Zolh12 & o|Ae GAdE Ye| FAAE ggtor] A9PE

T

R

1) "oltle EFWY 7A3A Ul&o] BEHA, vE 54 23 F59] T =4,
ot AAo] FHUS WE diHlste] AuY S TAE AFEER T7}o}$’ith
t}. Diary entry, December 1, 1950. William T. Y'Blood, ed., The Three Wars of
Lt. Gen. George E. Stratemeyer: His Korean War [DWashington, D. C.: Air
Force History and Museums Program, 1999), pp.320~321.

12) Joint Chiefs of Staff to CINCFE(COMMAND) Tokyo Japan, July 31, 1950.
http://www.trumanlibrary.org/whistlestop/study__collections/korea/large/sec3/
kwl133__1.htm(Accessed June 30, 2008).
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o 22 xj ERM k=155 5] QA%E}.((E 1>, 19523S #x) d77)=
AgeA Ae2od A & e 7so] NN A E A7
A}Q—o}x}§ Z7o) ] 7190k, 53] 948993 9194 1E Y (Gordon
Dean)& AL T7E Fxa JAAd AL 4 SUA oFA 3| HA A

Ho]o}zh zo}Mc} 1) AEAEI= sdae] AUAAS BHA, 6-
o5 FHHOT ALLE = o= AZMTh PR o] =R
goto] FFAA AFstdod 252 FoshA gkt
MR E A&7 }%%
A 9459 E A&
Mo A o]E 7Fzr}.16) ’Cl e EZW X(j:ﬂo] %
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13) 9 9F 1 AAY olFRuE R B2 A7 Ao FEIIY EFHY
HEIwE 73z3a v}, See, Dingman, “Atomic Diplomacy”, pp.55~64.

14) Diary entry, July 12, 1951. Roger M. Anders, ed., Forging the Atomic Shield: Excerpts
from the Office Diary of Gordon E. Déghapell Hill, NC: University of North
Carolina Press, 1987), p.159.

15) James, F. Schnabel and Robert J. Watson, The Joint Chiefs of Staff and
National PolicyVol. I, 1951~1953, The Korean War, Part Two (Washington, D.
C.: Office of Joint History, Office of the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
1998), pp.26~27; Omar N. Bradley and Clay Blair, A Generals Life: An
Autobiography by General of the Army Omar N. Br&Nésy York: Simon &
Schuster 1983), pp.649~650.

16) Gordon E. Dean, “The Responsibilities of Atomic World Leadership”, October 5,
1951, in Anders, ed., Forging Atomic Shield, p.282.

17) o}l 7]AlllA & 4= 2t} "Dean Sees New Era in Atom Weapons®, October 6,
1951: “Little A-Bomb”, October 14, 1951: “New Battle Bombs Hailed By Senator”,
November 10, 1951: “Atom Bomb Use in Korea Asked”, November 13, 1951, The
New York Times.

18) Mark A. Ryan, Chinese Attitudes Towards Nuclear Weapons: China and the
United States during the Korean War (Armonk, NY: M. E. Sharpe, 1990),
pp.149~157.
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1952 1149, o}o]A3}9] (Dwight D. Eisenhower)& P& dl5#HoZ
AL, 457 A H, ae AAZdS A7) s AES AJEs
g @& Rk 29 AATFE 6 258A S EvAES A7
Hgste] Hegold 248 WelgA WAL T2 A 6257
S FHNAUE Toke 129 Al F o] HAT
ofoldet]e] g flu g SHAH EALS ] sk
A7t Foll A FAT FLAAAET SIH—IHA =ofsher
AT ol2F rlalA 6 - 2584 1953 10€e] SR GG A ]
712(NSC162/2)' 0] AGH717HA] A&E HESR HAAA ofolHlste]
AA HSAGA 7L ohfAom gFsor & Alejgict.

oleldatee HAL U7l A SEF B3-S AATr|RTE @
T AL AFABATE B3 HRE A= w AU ofolAde=
ooz ey GA, Wtdd RS FF WEetL 59 3
NN A JRE A3k ofolAsl 7t lEH oz FAHUA A o]
(Matthew B. Ridgway)9 ¥o& Fe}a(Mark W. Clark)7}
BEo g HYYeh ojolstE fTe TFFAY H3AY
oo FEAAAFeR Fwel f7ld Adsta o=
A 19

19) 239 o4 sty oty F3E Fi, Shu Guang Zhang, Mao's Military
Romanticism: China and the Korean War: 1950 ~1%b8rence, KS: University
Press of Kansas, 1995), pp.232~239.
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20) Allan R. Millet, “Eisenhower and the Korean War: Cautionary Tale and Hopeful
Precedent”, in Dennis E, Showalter, ed., Forging the Shield: Eisenhower and
National Security for the 21st Centuithicago, IL: Imprint Publications, 2005),
pp.48~49.

21) Dwight D. Eisenhower, The White House Years: Mandate for Change, 1953~1956
(Garden City, NY: Doubleday, 1965), pp.93~97: James I. Matray, ed., Dictionary
of the Korean WafWestport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1991), s.v. “Eisenhower's
Trip to Korea”, by Robert A. Divine.
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A old] FFote TAFAY FAS] SAshM o9 1 A99gs 74
& Aoln, 283 Adixo] 775 Bital e A oW A&
ko] PQ A Folglrt. oA fEH R sty A FHste
F7RIZEAS AWz oA FES= &dew AgeR oloild

6 - 2534 disiMe el Adste e T2 SN eE g7
A2 ZIAT hEFozN WS THAA 4E :

qEFel FYst ofolAlstHE 6257 ©A 2 o] ofg, A
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22) Schnabel and Watson, The Joint Chiefs of Staff and National Policy, Vol. I,
1951~1953. The Korean Wadiart Two, pp.192~193: Conrad C. Crane, American
Airpower Strategy in Korea, 1950~19b3wrence, KS: University Press of
Kansas, 2000), p.158.

23) Robert R. Bowie and Richard H. Immerman, Waging Peace: How Eisenhower
Shaped an Enduring Cold War Straté¥ew York: Oxford University Press,
1998), pp.83~138.

24) Quoted in Bradley and Blair, A General’s Life, p.659.
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25) The United States Representative at the United Nations (Lodge) to the Secretary
of State, New York, February 24, 1953: Memorandum by the Administrative
Assistant to the President for National Security Matters (Cutler) to the Secretary
of Defense (Wilson), March 12, 1953, U. S. Department of State, Foreign
Relations of the United States, 1952~19&®1, 15, Korea, part 1 (Washington,
D. C.. GPO, 1984), pp.795~797, 815.
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26) Memorandum of Discussion at a Special Meeting of the National Security Council
on Tuesday, March 31, 1953, FR: 52~54, 15, pt. 1: 825~827: Memorandum of
Discussion at the 144th Meeting of the National Security Council, Wednesday,
May 13, 1953, FR: 52~54, pt. 1: 1014.

27) Memorandum of Discussion at the 145th Meeting of the National Security
Council. Wednesday, May 20, 1953, FR: 52~54, 15, pt. 1: 1065.

28) Memorandum by the Joint Chiefs of Staff to the Secretary of Defense (Wilson),
Washington. 19 May 1953, FR: 52~54, 15, pt. 1: 1061.
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29) Ibid .. 1061~1062.

30) Memorandum of Discussion at the 145th Meeting of the National Security Council.
Wednesday, May 20, 1953, FR: 52~54, 15, pt. 1: 1065~1068. See. Richard K.
Betts. Nuclear Blackmail and Nuclear Balance (Washington, D. C.: Brookings
Institution, 1987), pp.41~42. 19533 1¥%5E 7Y Alo]o] ofo|Al&} 2} 6 - 25
thate] AukzE<l AMHL olg)E =, Eisenhower, Mandate for Change, pp.93~97.
171-191: Stephen E. Ambrose, Eisenhower, vol. 2: The President (New York:
Simon & Schuster, 1984), pp.97~107.

31) James Shepley, “How Dulles Averted War’, Life 40 (January 16, 1956), pp.70~72,
17~78, 80.
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32) Second Restricted Tripartite Meeting of the Heads of Government, Mid Ocean
Club, Bermuda, December 7,1953, United States Delegation Minutes, FR: 52~54,
5, Western European Securifyt. 2: 1811~1812.

33) Eisenhower, Mandate for Change, pp.178~181.

34) Ambrose, Eisenhower, vol. 2, pp.51~52.

35) Resolution, USSR Council of Ministers with draft letters from Soviet Government
to Mao Zedong and Kim Il Sung and directive to Soviet delegation at United
Nations, 19 March 1953, Cold War International History Project, Virtual Archive,
Identifier: CE1BFCOF-DFCB—57A0-9656876A5948DB1D. (Accessed June 30, 2008).
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<ABSTRACT>

The Korean War and Nuclear Weapon Policy of the USA
- The Focus in the Eisenhower Years -

Lee, Chong-pan

There some reasons why the nuclear weapons were not used in the
Korean War(1950~1953). First, the nuclear strategy is not established in
the situation of the limited war. Second, the atomic bomb was the weapon
for strategic attack which aimed at industrial targets or traffic centers.
There were not that Kkind of targets during the Korean War. In other
words, Chinese Communist Forces whose attack exploits mountains was not
the target of atomic bombing. In addition, after the atomic bomb dropping
on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, using the nuclear weapon again on Asia itself
was banned. Third, if the expected effect does not appear despite using the
atomic bomb, it was concerned that the control function might disappear.
The problems about nuclear weapon's control function were already
unveiled.

Bernard Brodie, one of the American nuclear strategy creator, mentioned
the hardship of control in the nuclear world: “Today's weird paradox is
that, though the nuclear must operate its control function, the concern
about the malfunctioning of it is inherent.” The nuclear threat tried by
Eisenhower and Dulles was elementary but throws lots of meaning. In
retrospect, Eisenhower and Dulles conceive new strategy during the
presidential race in 1952, criticizing Truman's strategy.

[t was that American must prepare for exploiting nuclear weapons by

using dominant position on nuclear when necessary. Here, the claim that
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psychological barrier between nuclear weapons and others should be
overcome was brought forward.

Eisenhower did not entirely agree on Dulles viewpoint regarding the
nuclear during the election campaign but after inauguration accepted his
opinion to finish the Korean War and when faced the problem to maintain
the Armistice Agreement.

Nuclear threat for extracting the Armistice Agreement by American will,
and nuclear threat in case of being unsolved as planned were more
evident. And it is continued after the Armistice Agreement. Like this,
Eisenhower and Dulles thought nuclear threat was success.

Based on this, the cold war strategy under Eisenhower regime downsized
old weapons and relied on nuclear weapon control. The perspective that
the nuclear threat strategy was successful in terms of deriving the
Armistice Agreement of the Korean War is based on misunderstanding of
Eisenhower and Dulles. However, the nuclear policy formed from such
misunderstanding is developed into the policy that decided the victory by

nuclear weapons in a series of crisis in 1950's Asia.

Key Words : The Korean War, Armistice Agreement, Nuclear Weapon,
Cold-War, Limited war. Harry S Truman, Dwight David
Eisenhower, John Foster Dulles, Nuclear Blackmail, Douglas
MacArthur
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