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History 600, Seminar 1, will begin by examining the political and social conditions in Korea at the end of
World War Il, the partition of the peninsula in 1948, and the outbreak of hostilities between North and South in June
1950. It will proceed to investigate the intervention of the United States, with the support of the United Nations, and
the fighting that ensued between the summers of 1950 and 1953. That warfare involved not only the forces of the
United States, certain other members of the United Nations, and the two Koreas but also those of China directly and
those of the Soviet Union indirectly. Finally, the course will look at the political and social situation within the United
States during the period.

| have not yet made the final selection of readings, but students may expect to read approximately the
equivalent of two books during the first half of the semester. | shall not give formal tests on the material, but | intend
to assess students’ contribution to seminar discussions. Individual students will also have to present brief oral reports
on parts of the readings assigned to their particular attention.

Each student will earn approximately sixty percent of his or her final grade by writing a research paper of
approximately twenty pages in length. Students will select topics during the first half of the semester, and will need to
be prepared to make in-class reports on their findings during the second half. They will use both secondary and
primary sources in their research, and their essays will follow criteria for documentation that will be explained in class.

The following list suggests just some of the general areas for research relating to the Korean War. No
student will attempt to grapple with any of the areas in toto, but each will select a focused question within one that
can provide insights into broader issues. The goal is to select and pursue a topic suitable for thorough investigation
within the parameters of time and paper length afforded by the seminar.

The Beginnings of the Cold War and the Korean Crisis
U.S. Policy toward the Far East in the Late 1940s
The Communist Drive into the South, June to September 1950



The Inchon Landing

The Decision to Cross the 38" Parallel

The Intervention by Communist China

The American Retreat from North Korea

The Massacre at Nogun-Ri Bridge

President Truman’s Removal of General MacArthur
The Stalemated War, 1951 to 1953

The Atom Bomb in Strategic Considerations
The Peace Negotiations at Panmunjom
“Brainwashing” and the Prisoner of War Issue
The Racial Integration of U.S. Forces

Impact of Korea on American Domestic Politics
The Presidential Election of 1952

Media Coverage of the Korean War

Historical Interpretations of the Korean War

Students desiring to take this course should contact me by email as soon as possible. Before registration
week, | would like to have developed a list of students authorized for enroliment. Please include some information
about yourself in your email: your name, ID number, and year (e.g., junior) constitute the minimum. | would like
contact the first batch of authorized students with news of their admission by 1 November.

If more students apply by 1 November than the seminar has slots, | shall try to select among them on the
basis of statement of interest, relevant course work, and GPA. Therefore, if you believe that sharing such information
would be to your advantage, please include it in your email. Students may certainly contact me after 1 November,
and | shall accommodate them to the extent that seats remain available.

Biblio raphy

The following offers a sampling of articles relevant to problems to be discussed in the course.

Belmonte, Laura. "Anglo-American Relations and the Dismissal of Macarthur." Diplomatic History 19, no.
4 (1995): 641-67. Immediately upon Douglas MacArthur's appointment to command the UN
forces in the Korean War, the British expressed their opposition. Britain believed that MacArthur
was too aggressive dictatorial, and prone to ignore civilian authority. Also, he had kept Britain out
of the occupation arrangement in Japan after World War Il. Throughout MacArthur's tenure
London continued to express its dismay but its effect was almost nil, the general's dismissal in
1951 coming as a result of US domestic politics and national security concerns.

Brune, Lester H. "Recent Scholarship and Findings About the Korean War." American Studies
International 36, no. 3 (1998): 4-16. Access to Soviet archives following the fall of communism in
1991 revealed new details concerning the Korean War and the relationship between the Soviet
Union, China, and Korea from 1945 to 1953. The records indicate that relations were tense
between Moscow and Beijing upon Mao Tse-tung's victory in 1949, that Stalin only reluctantly
supported Kim ll-sung's attack that China played an agressive and significant role in the war, and
that the Soviets secretly deployed seventy thousand troops to Asia.

Carruthers, Susan L. "The Manchurian Candidate (1962) and the Cold War Brainwashing Scare."
Historical Journal of Film, Radio and Television 18, no. 1 (1998): 75-94. At the time of its release,
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public's revulsion toward death impacted military strategy in a way that would become pervasive
in subsequent conflicts. Reporting on Korea in major newsweeklies like Time and Newsweek
moved during 1951-53 toward more emotionally evocative accounts of military casualties that
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to illustrate how US dependence on these "operational codes," coupled with ignorance of Korean
culture and politics, led to a communication breakdown and the eventual focus on prisoner of war
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