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FROM THE EDITOR-

It is interesting to note what the phrase “Trident, the Professional Magazine
of the Brigade of Midshipmen” means to different people. For about half of the
Brigade, when they see the word “professional,” visions of Room N, Luce Hall,
YP’s in freezing weather, and 7th period lectures dance through their heads. Con-
sequently, Trident gathers dust for a few days and then is thrown out with the
Post sports section following a Navy victory in any sport.

The other half of the Brigade looks at Triden: for different reasons. The
quick $5 if one knows his Navy, perhaps a ance at the pictures (sorry,
no cuties in this one), or maybe even 2 little reading if the article is particularly

interesting. Perhaps ten or twenty midshipmen read Trident from cover-to-cover,
along with Proceedings, Navy Times. and All Hands. But. even as Editor, I can
hardly be so naive as to presuppose that Trident is as interesting to over four

L]

thousand young men as the 7. 2. Sports Hlustrated, or that thick magazine that
comes once-a-month in 2 green eovelope.

But somebody. some ds Trident or at least knows about it. A glance at

my normally vacant mail siot on Monday reveals promotional material sent that
f Esquire. Addressed to “Society Editor,” “Features Editor,”
- or 2 myriad of other titles, included are photos, press
m Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer, Women’s Liberation, Alan Crans-

ton. Commatsee to Re-FElect the President, Millions for McGovern Club, STP, the
Army, the Republic of South Vietnam, and the Chamber of Commerce. A lot of
people may not read Triden:, but somebody certainly thinks we’ve got an audience.

B

How to in ' readership? Perhaps Trident should be read along with
the Brigade Bull 3t mormning quarters. Or maybe we could pass it out at a
Forrestal Lecture or 2 ~Spontaneous” pep rally. Or maybe we should just cancel
the magazine and buy every member of the Brigade a couple of subs.

No, that probably wouldn’t work. So we’ll go on printing articles that Web-
ster’s defines as “pertaining or appropriate to a vocation requiring knowledge of
some department of learning or science,” Like it or not, Trident is here to stay.
All of which makes Triden:, even without Andy Granatelli, et al., the Professional

Magazine of the Brigade of Midshipmen.
R.L W
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1:00 AM. on April 11,

With deep regret I have conclud
MacArthur is unable to give his wh
the Umted States government and

ded
hol
30

responmb:hty which has beerl
have decided that I must mzake =

[

Y, precipitated the gravest and most
con-.-l.ltutional crisis the United States government =:s
faced since the Great Depression. This crisis i
ed regional boundaries and affected evervone from ©
farmer in the Midwest to the senators and
tives in the hallowed halls of Congress.
Truman and Secretary of State Acheson
in Oklahoma, a man was killed in Seatils
to support the President’s action, and respons = =
bers of Congress called for impeachment o= ©
Executive.

The reason for this emotional outburs: =a= =
do with the war in Korea than with =
tween the President and the Generzl T

b= optimism
that followed World War II, that it was = =27 o 2o
all wars,” quickly turned to disiliusice—ens 25 the
realities of the Cold War made themsz s: zoparent
Truman’s policy of containment. first cmumcizted in
the Truman Doctrine of 1946, when 2oz =2 =0 Korea,
seemed to many Americans to be 2 mez= =z ess waste

of lives. The American philoscp‘:;.
“let’s get in and get it over with™ w
MacArthur, who wrote in a letter 10 =
Leader Martin, “My views follow
pattern of meeting force with count
have never failed to do so in the pas:
substitute for victory.”

To the American people, Doug!
been dismissed because he wanted
Korea the American way— total
tory. Yet, the issue at stake was of grea:
than the outcome of Korea. The
control of the military is firmly embe
ture of the United States Constitt
Arthur tried to do was change American
through his military position in the Far

BS|

1951, President Harry S. Truman delivered a
tziement to reporters who had been called to the White House:

at General of the Army Douglas
:ted- support to the policies of

United Nations in matters
of the spe

~ifin m,,.-,cﬂ-'

vested in the President by
2tzd in the General’s dismissal.

~c_ministration failed to convey to the
real reason why MacArthur was
: Matthew Ridgeway has written, “Had
=== of civilian authority vs. military author-

lone, stripped of the false issues and trivia
w = wmch design and accident surrounded it, T believe
‘= maiority of the American people would have in-
supported the President.”

This article will not fully examine the Truman-
MacArthur controversy. Instead, it will consider the
inevitable conflict between the political soldier and the
state, as related in Major General Courtney Whitney’s
MacArthur, His Rendezvous with History.

. LINC

From Bataan to Tokyo

Whitney’s book begins with MacArthur in the Phil-
ippines at the outbreak of World War II. However, for
the purposes of this article, a brief look at MacArthur’s
career prior to 1941 is required.

Douglas MacArthur was a political soldier. Though
he was no Cromwell or Ludendorff, he took more than
a passing interest in politics. and often used his pres-
tige to influence civilian policy decisions. Huntington
has written, “MacArthur has been a brilliant soldier
but always somethi han -'-o]dier; a contro-
versial, ambitious, nt figure, too able. too
assured, too talented confined within the limits
of professional function and responsibility.”

Like Patton, MacArthur surrounded his profession
with a tomanticism. believing that war was justified
on moral grounds to preserve Western culture. In 1932,
he had made an elaborate exercise of evicting the
Bonus Marchers from Pennsylvania Avenue, fearing
that Communists within the group of unemployed
would topple the government.

The year 1941 found MacArthur in Manila, living
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Meeting of the minds: President Roosevelr &iscn
and Admiral Leahy (right) at Pearl Hav'“ or, Aug
no idea of the “MacArthur problem™ when ne Secame o

the life of a retired general of the US Army. but
Field Marshal of the Philippine Army o3 f
Philippine Assembly. Recalled 1o v
President Roosevelt on July 27. MacAsino
Islands for the expected Japaness onsis
of supplies and little support from oiher
had doomed the Islands.

Following the P ilippi
“I shall return™ stz
a mythical hero to th rican
days after Pearl Harbor. Yet, bec
distrust of the civilian leaders of the g
position which Whitney supports with pag
ing the lack of support and rapport between W ashing-
ton and the Far Eastern World War II command),
there arose in the Pacific Theater in the latter days of
the war the “MacArthur problem.” This “problem™
was the General’s scorn of politicians and his compul-
sive drive to be always alone, supreme and unfettered
by the chains of civilian control.

Roosevelt regarded MacArthur and the Governor-
Senator-Dictator of Louisiana, Huey Long, as the “two
most dangerous men in America because of their
;_*Horitarian tendencies.” Yet Roosevelt so skillfully
mandled his commander in the Pacific, that Truman had
=0 idez of the “MacArthur problem” when death put

% £
= Pacific strategy with General MacArthur [’Ieff), Admiral Nimitz,
4. FDR so skillfully handled the Army officer that Truman had

the man from Missouri in the White House.

Following V-J day, MacArthur was put in command
of the occupation forces in Japan. During the four
and a half years of his rule from Tokyo, MacArthur
was called upon to perform the functions of a five-star
general and the principal American political officer in
the Far East. Because of his extensive experience in
that area of the world, Truman permitted the “Arkansas
mikado” to do pretty much as he pleased.

Still, MacArthur got into trouble in 1949, when he
blacklisted twenty-four persons, including every effec-
tive Communist leader in Japan, forbidding them to
publicly speak, write, or engage in any efforts to sup-
port a political cause. Ignoring words of restraint from
Washington, MacArthur moved swiftly to smash the
Communist Party in Japan.

Criticism of the General was stilled when North
Korean divisions launched a surprise attack into South
Korea on June 25, 1950. President Truman, interpret-
ing the U.N. resolution calling upon member nations
to “render every assistance” as an authorization to
assist the South Korean militarily, directed MacArthur
to support the defenders with the Navy and Air Force
and to defend the island of Formosa against a possible
attack from mainland China. General of the Army
Douglas MacArthur had entered his last war.



Soldier Vs. President
Whitney maintains that was opposed
to sending Americans uth Korea: “Had
MacArthur been asked for Bis advice at the time of
i can War), he would
have pointed out clearly the risks of Russian and
Chinese involvement™ Other evidence supports the
contention that MacArshur had reversed his previous
stance on the Zomes of war during his occupation
He bhad banned the maintenance of
‘zpan and proclaimed the United

untington points out, “an underlying
- existed between MacArthur’s earlier and
later vi o war. War was always a total, cataclysmic
act” Thus, after MacArthur observed the early fight-
ing in Korea from an airplane, he made his recommen-
‘ation to the President: “The only assurance for hold-
the present line and the ability to regain later the
t ground is through the introduction of United States
sround combat forces into the Korean battle ares.”
Within twenty-four hours, Truman authorized
MacArthur to use ground troops in Korea. Stemming
the Communist invasion, MacArthur planned the am-

been committed to the Korean fight.

General of the Army Douglas MacArthur, Commander-
Walton H. Walker arrive at a Korean airfield prior to MacAr

phibious assault on Inchon, which would prove suc-
cessful, and MacArthur’s ast victory. For the General
was fighting in a war different from others he had
participated in. Korea was a limited war, a war in
which the final objective was not complete, uncondi-
tional surrender, a war in which the full power and
resources of the United States (e.g.—atomic weapons ),
would not be mobilized and employed to achieve total
victory. Korea was a political war, a fact which none
of the American commanders in Korea realized except
Ridgeway. MacArthur resented the fact that he could
not pursue victory in the “traditional” American way.
It was the restraint imposed upon MacArthur that led
him to publicly criticize the Administration’s policy
towards the war. These limits on MacArthur's war-
making powers, when they conflicted with the General’s
determination to meet with “maximum counterforce”
the enemy, appeared to be appeasement.

The first public statement against the Administra-
tion’s policy came after MacArthur visited Formosa,
against the wishes of Truman who wanted the Nation-
alist Chinese kept out of the conflict. When the State
Department complained that MacArthur was deviating
§ § Policy Witk rezards to the Island,
S5 Vs Bas been maliciously

in-Chief, Far Eastern Command and Lieutenant General
thur's departure for Tokyo after U.S. ground troops have



Dse who invariably
olicy of defeatism

Department plan to desert the
oment on Formosa. Shortly after
MacAsthars outburst against “appeasement,” Mac-
ATSar was forced to withdraw a statement he had
==dc to the Veterans of Foreign Wars about Korea
Decause in the Secretary of Defense’s words, “Various
“catures of the statement with respect to Formosa are
= conflict with the policy of the United States.”

The Formosan problem, says Whitney, “gave
MacArthur his first clear illustration of the devious
workings of the Washington-London team.” If the
General honestly thought that the civilian authorities
were conspiring against him, he should have resigned.
However, he did not, and returned to Tokyo, his scorn
of politicians rekindled.

Truman dispatched Averell Harriman to Tokyo to
patch things up with his Far East Commander. Upon
his return to the United States, Harriman was ques-
tioned over the possibility that MacArthur and the
President did not agree on important aspects of Far
Eastern policy. Harriman, obviously angered at this
line of questioning, snapped, “T tell you. General
MacArthur is a soldier and will carry ; -
the President gives him™ H
thoughts more than he had intend=d. Har
to make any further comment on the n :
however, Harriman commented, “He (MacAr:
accepted the President’s position and will act according-
ly but without full conviction.”

In an attempt to establish better relations between
the White House and Tokyo, Truman flew to Wake
Island to meet, for the first time, America’s most deco-
rated soldier. Whitney dismisses the Wake meeting as
a “sly political ambush . . . by which the President was
able to establish a connection between his administra-
tion and the military strategy . . . which had won the
great victory at Inchon.”

The meeting at Wake accomplished little, and any
hopes that Truman and MacArthur’s ideas were in
concert evaporated when the Chinese launched their
attacks across the 38th parallel, almost destroying the
U.S. 8th Army. MacArthur had previously maintained
that the Chinese wounld not intervene (a turnabout
from his original message to Truman when he pointed
out the risks of Russian and Chinese involvement),
and his offensive drive into North Korea had not been
prepared for the Chinese onslaught. Whitney defends
his General by claiming that the Red Chinese only
decided to attack after they became aware of the re-
straints placed on MacArthur by the President. Prin-
cipal among those was the denial of permission to bomb
the Yalu River bridges, bridges that afforded an avenue
for supplies and reinforcements fo reach the North
Korean forces.

It is not within the realm of this paper to discuss
the merits of the military strategy that was pursued in
Korea. But, when MacArthur resorted to the device of
using the sudden enemy threat of the destruction of
American forces as a lever to obtain a change of orders,
he violated a fundamental principle of command rela-
tons. Both the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the President

ieved that MacArthur was trying to impose his own
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Lt Gen. Shepherd, USMC, VAdn. Strubi-
“ection of landing areas at Inchon from Sirur

fory in Korea,

“itical ideas upon the government of the United Siacec
rough the guise of “military necessity.~
Surprisingly, MacArthur’s reco imendations did not
& for more support of his command in the face of
< Chinese threat. Instead he wanted extensive bomb-
2 of mainland China, particularly Manchuria, a block-
< of the country, permission to unleash Chiang Kai-
=k’s Nationalist forces on Peking. and permission to
stroy the Yalu River bridges. The General desired a
2nge of U.S. policy in the war. a change that the
r=rament did not feel would be in the best interests
5e United States and the United Nations.
MacArthur had complete faith in his own judgment
* brilliance. Buoyed by his military success at
500, he was determined to carry the war to the
as he desired, using the traditional prerogatives
= field commander to accomplish the mission in
=% be saw fit. These traditional prerogatives caused
Joint Chiefs to send MacArthur many dubious and
Scar directives as to a policy to pursue. Whitney
=s that from the period of the Chinese offensive
s stepdown from command, MacArthur operated
2 policy vacuum. The General fervently believed
woen he testified in the Senate hearings, “There
% policy! There is nothing, I tell you, no plan,

=3t :-'
==
(20

in what I call a
pposition to policies
which I was not even aware of. I don’t know what the
policy is now.”

Matthew Ridgeway maintains that “at no time, except
briefly after the first success and again after the pull-
back from the Yalu, did we operate in a mission vacuum
or without specific political or military objectives.”

In this writer’s opinion, Whitney’s assertion that
MacArthur was unable to get definite policy directives
from Washington is not without substance. The Na-
tional Security Council never advised the General of
a contingency plan in case He
was instructed not to fully himself if the
Chinese invaded, but no strict definition of “commit”
was given. With no strict policy from Washington,
MacArthur suggested his own way of defeating the
enemy; when these ways were vetoed from above be-
cause they would get America deeper into a mainland
Asia war, the General publicly criticized the Adminis-
tration’s policies that were implemented instead,

On March 20, 1952, MacArthur was informed that
President Truman would soon announce that the United
Nations would be willing to discuss terms to end the
conflict. Truman would call on the Chinese Communists

7

of Chinese iniervention.
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Korea was a limize

_. F 3 - - s 4 L ":_' .e -’j:- ':.‘-
jective was not comy uncomdeymyl mavenfer. & wor
in which the full pouer and resowrces of the Umbed Sigtes
would not be mobilized and emrioves Sty e

victory.

to cease fire and begin discussing terms for = sen
ment that would ease the political tension in the Far
East.

On March 24th, MacArthur issued his “militacs
appraisal” of the situation. After summarizing the
United Nations’ tactical successes and the inability of
the Red Chinese to supply their forces, MacArthur
suggested that if Red China would not submit to United
Nations terms, he would invade Red China:

The enemy must now be painfully aware
that a decision of the United Nations to de-
part from its tolerant effort to contain the war
to the area of Korea, through expansion of
our military operations to his coastal areas
and interior bases would doom Red China to
the risk of imminent military collapse.

MacArthur was in effect calling upon the Red
Chinese to admit defeat, something which he knew
Peking would never do. He was ensuring rejection of
any program the President would offer. by transform-
ing it into a demand for surrender. At the same time,
MacArthur’s “departure from the UN.s tolerant
effort” implied sanctions that neither Washington nor
the United Nations wanted to apply.

Consequently, the White House’s znnouncement was
cancelled and President Truman would later write, “If
I allowed him (MacArthur) to d=fy *": civil
ities in this manner, I myself wou
oath to uphold and defend the

8

i:m author—

Arthur left me no choice—I could no longer tolerate
his insubordination.”

Whitney defends MacArthur’s “military appraisal”
by claiming that “his statement of settling the war with-
out reference to Formosa or the United Nations seat
had cut right across one of the most disgraceful plots
in American history . . . a plot to change the status of
Formosa and the Nationalists’ seat in the United
Nations.”

However, Matthew Ridgeway (who would replace
MacArthur) has written of the General’s “military
appraisal”: “No one in possession of the facts could
have been so naive as to imagine that MacArthur was
either unaware of what effect his announcement might
have or innocent of any desire openly to oppose the
President.”

On April 5th, the Republican Minority Leader in the
House, Joseph Martin, publicized a letter MacArthur
had written to him, expressing dissatisfaction with the
limitation of the war to Korea. The General’s public
dissatisfaction with the Administration’s concept of
how the Communist offensive would be turned back
would be his last challenge to the government as a
military officer.

On April 11th, President Truman dismissed General
MacArthur from all his commands—as United Nations
Commander; United States Commander in Chief, Far
Ezst. Supreme Commander for the Allied Powers in

gﬂ‘
’-_:

Batteries of rockets are unleashed on an important
enemy marshalling vard by U.S. Air Force B-26 light
bombers during operations in North Korea. MacArthur re-
quested the use of air power against the Yalu River bridges
—a request that was turned down by the Joint Chiefs of
Staff.



Japan: and Commanding General, United States Army,
Far East. Douglas MacArthur was a civilian.

The Civil-Military Relationship

Why was MacArthur dismissed? To ma
it seemed to be because he wanted a2 real
Korea, a victory which the Truman Adm
some reason did not want to occur. C‘::ar:es of Com-
munists in the State Department and a Washington-
London anti-MacArthur plot (which Whitney supports
in his book) were voiced by many in the United States.
A Congress hostile to the Administration started the
“MacArthur hearings” which would expand into an
examination of all United States foreign policy before
it was concluded.

During the hearings, Secretary of Defense George
Marshall testified as to why the General had been dis-
missed:

What brought about the necessity for Gen-
eral MacArthur’s removal is the wholly un-
precedented situation of a local Theater Com-
mander publicly expressing his displeasure
at, and his disagreement with the foreizn
pollcy of the United States. He had grown so
far out of sympathy with the established poi-
icies of the United States that there is grave
doubt as to whether he could any longer be
permitted to exercise the authority in mak-
ing decisions that normal command functions
would assign to a Theater Commander.

e
In late 1950 U.S. Marines drive forward after effective
close air support by F4U-5 Corsairs. To the Leatherneck
in battle, it made no difference if Korea was only a limited
war. He still fought, bled and died as he had in the total
war effort of two previous world wars.

LS. Marines dive for cover as a Navy combat camera-
man records the shuddering blast of a Red 82 millimeter
shell om a Korean ridge.

Throuzhout the rest of his narrative, Whitney con-

iders medher the idea that MacArthur had tried to
remzsc American foreign policy or the charges that

MacArthur was zuilty of insubordination. But some
of Wh s colczzess im uniform did not ignore these
charges. Gs nerzl Ommar Bradley, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of == wun Truman that MacArthur
was guilty of insubordmation. Bradley viewed the Gen-
eral’s pronouncements as 2 breach of discipline for
which he should be dismissed George Marshall, the
first professional soldier to hold the post of Secretary
of Defense, after going ower 28 ¢ i

MacArthur had sent 1o Washinsios
years, concluded ¢ the howl
fired in 1950. Ridssway that MacArthur
had come “close™ 10 tion and Chief of
Naval Operations Forrest Sherman testified before the
Senate commitiee, “Throughout this period the conduct
of affairs was made difficult by a lack of responsive-
ness (of MacArthur) to the obvious intentions of the
directives which were transmitted out there (to Tokyo)
and a tendency to debate and in certain cases to
criticize.”

The Joint Chiefs of Staff gave two reasons why
MacArthur was dismissed. They contended that by his
public statements MacArthur had shown that he was
“not in sympathy with the decision to try to limit the
conflict to Korea . . . it was necessary to have a com-
mander more responsive to control from Washington.”

9
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The srcond reason was that MacArher bad failed to
comply with a presidential i
ber 1950, which instructed =zl
clear their public statements wit
before releasing them to the press.
charged that by flouting this directive. MacA=nor =ac
successfully challenged the President’s abiity o
a Korean peace overture.

Matthew Ridgeway contends that the Presics
December directive was superfluous. He 3
“it is never within the province of the soldier. under
our Constitution to make foreign policy. That is Iy
specifically, and properly a function of elected o
regardless of anyone’s assessment of the r:ghm:.ss or
“wrongness’ of current policy.”

Despite Whitney’s failing to see the constitutional
su=stion involved with his leader’s actions, others, in-
coiinz some Republican politicians and newspaper-
=== commally hostile to the Administration, supported
"% Fresident in his move to uphold the Constitution.
~ nomes Dewey, Truman’s 1948 Republican opponent,
" ases & siatement to the press: “I do not challenge
% mowess ¢ the right of the President under the Con-
soounom o m=o=se 2 military commander.”

RoorTseInEne .'-z::zes Duff of Pennsylvania, in a

“ouse of Representatives, pointed out
hr comsTmimIn Ssae
: sunessy @ the Armed Forces
mest sl somewiese. Under the Constitu-
tioe of the Umted Siaes ¥ resides in' the
: mmemder-m-Chief. To permit

S

fJ
L
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MacArthur's dismissal doaded the ammed forces into

10

two camps: those that supported the President’s action,
and those that contended that MacArthur’s total effort
for total victory formula was the only way to approach
the Korean conflict, and his dismissal was a betrayal
of these traditional American principles. From Bradley
and Ridgeway’s pronouncements, it is obvious that
MacArthur never had “the Army” behind him. While
many agreed with his position, the General did not
represent a particular military interest. Still, it was
clear that political loyalties determined whom many of
the military officers supported. To many, this was a
constitutional danger. Walter Lippman, in his April
30th column, wrote that this was an “intolerant thing
in a Republic; namely a schism within the armed forces
between the generals of the Democratic Party and the

. generals of the Republican Party.”

Courtney Whitney never considers the constitutional
question of a military officer making his country’s for-
eign policy. The last chapters of his book defend
MacArthur’s military strategy but never discuss whether
the General was right or wrong in his public opposition
to the President. Whitney misses the crux of the
MacArthur dismissal: no government can tolerate a
military officer who challenges its foreign policy pub-
liclyv. To do so undermines the President’s principal
responsibility of conducting his country’s diplomatic

and muiiary stratcgy.

The muzzle blast of the USS lowa’s I6-inch gun makes
a perfect powder puff as her number two turret opens up
on the North Korean city of Chongjin. Shore bombard-
ment was within the limits of Truman’s limited war—bomb-
ing of Red China was not.



The military man should let his views on policies being
considered by the civilian officials Be kmown in the highest
councils of the government. Bowever. once the decision
is reached on what course to follow the military officer
must execute that policy without hessation, or resign from
the service.

General MacArthur still believed that he was right
in opposing the President’s policies. even after his dis-
missal. Defending his position before the Massachu-
setts General Court in July, 1951, he said:

I find in existence a2 new and heretofore
unknown and dangerous comcept that the
members of the Armed Forces owe their
primary allegiance and lovzity to those who
temporarily exercise the authority of the exec-
utive branch of the government. rather than
to the Country and its Constitution they are
sworn to defend. No proposition could be
more dangerous. None could cast greater
doubt on the integrity of the Armed Forces.

General MacArthur and Courtney Whitney were
mistaken in their belief that an officer owes his primary
allegiance to the country and Constitution, rather than
to those who “temporarily exercise authority.” The
Constitution of the United States expresses the suprem-
acy of civilian authorities, elected under the law. over
military authorities. The Constitution designates the

President as Comumznder-in-Chie

f and provides that

Scmate, all military officers. These officers owe allegi-
2oce o the President, not an individual loyalty, but
her 2 loyalty to the office which the man fills. While

= loyalty that a military officer owes his superiors
should be reciprocated by an equal loyalty from above,
the authority of his superiors to issue orders to be
carried out cannot be questioned by the military officer.

The Constitution gives civilians control over the
military and charges the President with the execution
of foreign policy. If a soldier cannot obey the policy
espoused by the executive branch of the government,
he should resign. If he will not resign, he should be
dismissed. It is not the responsibility of the soldier o
determine whether the policy is right or wrong. It is
his responsibility to implement the policy of his zovern-
ment.

The military man should let his views on policies
being considered by the civilian officials be known in
the highest councils of the government., However, oncs
the decision is reached on what course to follow. th=
military officer must execute that policy without hesi-
tation, or resign from the service.

Douglas MacArthur did not agree with the course
the Truman Administration plotted for American --
volvement in Korea. He let his views be known in the
highest councils of the United States governmeat
These views were rejected because they appeared mot
to be in the best interests of the United States or the
United Nations. MacArthur’s public criticism of United
States foreign policy demonstrated that he did =
understand the tenets of his profession. It is ironic hat
the most decorated soldier in American history. 2 man
with more than half a century of illustrious military
service, never did fully understand the oath he ook
upon becoming an officer, or the very phrasing of his
commission.
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