The USA and Containment in Asia, 1950--1975
[image: image1.png]


Please read pages 73-87 (chapter 6)
Case Study 1: Korea 
· Review – how successful was American containment of Communism in Korea? 

Case Study 2: Japan 
· Explain the US involvement in Japan and General MacArthur’s role. 
· Why was containment a success in Japan? 
Case Study 3: Taiwan  
· Explain the success of the American containment policy in Taiwan. 

Case Study 4: Vietnam 

1. Why did Vietnam represent a failure for the policy of containment? 

2. How did the US become involved in Vietnam? 

· Identify the French colony of Indochina, the Vietminh and Ho Chi Minh. 

· Why did Truman support the French claim over Vietnam? 

· President Eisenhower replaced Truman in 1952.  According to the new president in 1954, why did the US continue to provide aid to help fight the Vietminh?  Why was his “domino theory” significant? 
· Why do you thin President Eisenhower chose not to directly intervene in Vietnam? What occurred in 1954? Explain the Geneva Peace Accords. 

· How did the US respond to the Geneva Accords? What actions did the take? Consider: SEATO and the South Vietnamese leader Ngo Dinh Diem. Why did the US support Diem’s plan not to hold elections?  -> “two Vietnams’ policy” 
· How did those Vietnamese opposed to Diem in the South respond? Consider the Vietcong and NLF. Who supported these groups? 

3. After being elected in 1960, how did President Kennedy widen the conflict? Explain his policy of “flexible response”. Include all bolded key terms. Why had the US become increasingly concerned with Diem’s rule? 
4. Vice President Johnson became president after Kennedy’s assassination in 1963, what was his policy toward Vietnam?  Explain the Gulf of Tonkin incident. Why significant?  Explain the Gulf of Tonkin Resolution? 

Speaking with measured anger, Johnson promised an immediate but proportionate response after the Gulf of Tokin incident:

“This new act of aggression, aimed directly at our own forces, brings home to all of us the importance of the struggle for peace and security in south-east Asia. Aggression by terror against the peaceful villagers of South Vietnam has now been joined by open aggression on the high seas against the United States of America. The determination of all Americans to carry out our full commitment to the people and to the government of South Vietnam will be redoubled by this outrage. Yet our response, for the present, will be limited and fitting. We Americans know, although others appear to forget, the risks of spreading conflict. We still seek no wider war … It is a solemn responsibility to have to order even limited military action by forces whose overall strength is as vast and as awesome as [ours], but it is my considered conviction that firmness in the right is indispensable today for peace.”

5. Read President Johnson’s US Department of State Bulletin on pages 81-82. What reasons does he give to justify US involvement in Vietnam? What evidence is there that this the fighting in Vietnam was part of a larger global struggle? 

6. Read the extract from the American historian William Chafe on page 82. What are his criticism of US approach in Vietnam? 
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7. Explain President Johnson’s Great Society plan and the credibility gap he faced. 

8. Explain the Tet Offensive. Although it was a loss in the end for the Communists Vietcong, why was it a turning point in the war for the Americans? 
President Johnson’s memoir, written in 1971:

“I knew from the start that I was bound to be crucified either way I moved. If I left the woman I really loved – the Great Society – in order to get involved with that bitch of a war on the other side of the world, then I would lose everything at home. All my programs. All my hopes to feed the hungry and shelter the homeless. All my dreams to provide education and medical care to the browns and the blacks and the lame and the poor. But if I left that war and let the communists take over South Vietnam, then I would be seen as a coward and my nation would be seen as an appeaser, and we would both find it impossible to accomplish anything for anybody anywhere on the entire globe.”          
9. President Nixon was elected in 1968.  Explain his policies of “peace with honour” and “Vietnamization”.  How did he set out to achieve this goal? Explain the Nixon Doctrine of 1969.  Did he achieve his aims?
 At a July 1969 press conference in Guam, Nixon outlined his broad policy position on south-east Asia. It was to become known as the Nixon Doctrine:

“The nations of Asia can and must increasingly shoulder the responsibility for achieving peace and progress in the area with whatever cooperation we can provide. Asian countries must seek their own destiny, for if domination by the aggressor can destroy the freedom of a nation, too much dependence on a protector can eventually erode its dignity. But it is not just a matter of dignity, for dependence on foreign aid destroys the incentive to mobilise domestic resources – human, financial, material. In the absence of this, no government is capable of dealing effectively with its problems and adversaries.”

10. Research the My Lai Massacre. What impact did this event have on the American public?  What did this event suggest about the attitudes and morale of the American troops on the ground in Vietnam? 

11. Explain the Paris Peace Talks beginning in 1972 and ending in 1973. Why did Nixon need to end the war in Vietnam? 

12. Was Vietnam a failure for the American policy of containment? include historians’ views. 
On April 21st, the South Vietnamese president Nguyen Van Thieu appeared on Saigon television to announce his resignation and to lambast the United States for its treachery and broken promises:

“At the time of the [Paris] peace agreement, the United States agreed to replace equipment on a one-by-one basis. But the United States did not keep its word. Is an American’s word reliable these days? The United States did not keep its promise to help us fight for freedom, and it was in the same fight that the United States lost 50,000 of its young men … The United States has not respected its promises. It is inhumane. It is untrustworthy. It is irresponsible … You ran away and left us to do the job that you could not do.” 
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13. What conclusions can be made about the US policy of containment in Asia? 

14. Reflecting on American foreign policy in Vietnam, prove the Quagmire Theory to be correct. This theory suggest that successive presidents took one step after another, thinking each step would be the one to solve the Vietnam problem but getting deeper and deeper into the quagmire, or muddy marsh. 

An American ‘draft dodger’, John Lacey, speaks about his decision to leave the US rather than face conscription and service in Vietnam: 

“My name is John Lacey. I was born in 1945 and brought up in New York. I left America in 1967 just after leaving college. I did this to avoid being drafted. I went to Canada and then to Sweden where I lived till there was an amnesty for draft dodgers which let me return to the USA. Was I a coward? Did I let my country down? In one way I was a coward, for I left rather than go to jail for my refusal to join the army. But I wasn’t afraid to fight. I refused to serve in Vietnam because we had no right to be there. We only brought untold suffering and destruction to that country. We acted like the bully of the world and used all our vast military might against a small nation of peasants. Some people might say that I was not in a position to judge what was happening in Vietnam. However, there were many war veterans who hated the war just as much as I did. They saw the injustices at first hand and they condemned the war too. I’m very bitter about our government’s actions. They lied to justify their actions and while they spent millions on bombing North Vietnam, the problems in the ghettoes of our big cities grew worse and worse. The Vietnam War has left a deep scar on my country.”

In April 1967, American civil rights leader Martin Luther King delivered his best known anti-war speech, dubbed ‘Beyond Vietnam’:

If we continue, there will be no doubt in my mind and in the mind of the world that we have no honourable intentions in Vietnam. If we do not stop our war against the people of Vietnam immediately, the world will be left with no other alternative than to see this as some horrible, clumsy, and deadly game we have decided to play. The world now demands a maturity of America that we may not be able to achieve. It demands that we admit that we have been wrong from the beginning of our adventure in Vietnam, that we have been detrimental to the life of the Vietnamese people. The situation is one in which we must be ready to turn sharply from our present ways. In order to atone for our sins and errors in Vietnam, we should take the initiative in bringing a halt to this tragic war.

Essay Questions: 

1. To what extent was the US policy of containment successful in Asia (this includes Korea)? 

2. Examine the impact of US policy of containment in Asia. 

3. Discuss the impact of events in Asia on the development of the Cold War. 

4.  Examine the reasons for, and the results of, the US policy of containment in Asia. 

Pravda, the state-controlled newspaper in Moscow, described US involvement in Korea: 


 �“The events in Korea … reveal with all clarity that the imperialist warmongers will not stop half-way in pursuit of their goal. As is known, on June 25th the provocative actions of troops of the puppet government of South Korea, directed against the Korean People’s Democratic Republic, unleashed military operations in the territory of Korea. In reply to this, security detachments and troops of the Korean People’s Democratic Republic undertook active measures and went on the counter-offensive, transferring military operations to the territory south of the 38th parallel. [President] Truman’s statement and actions, unprecedented in the international relations of the post-war period, constitute further evidence that the American ruling circles no longer confine themselves to the preparation of aggression, but have gone over to direct acts of aggression … The American Government is grossly trampling on the United Nations Charter, acting as though the United Nations organisation does not exist at all.”
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