Excerpts from Truman’s Speech to Congress Explaining his Recall of General MacArthur,
11 April 1951
I want to talk plainly to you tonight about what we are doing in Korea and about our policy in
the Far East.
In the simplest terms, what we are doing in Korea is this: We are trying to prevent a third
world war.
....The Communists in the Kremlin are engaged in a monstrous conspiracy to stamp out
freedom all over the world. If they were to succeed, the United States would be numbered
among their principal victims. It must be clear to everyone that the United States cannot -- and
will not -- sit idly by and await foreign conquest. The only question is: When is the best time to
meet the threat and how?
The best time to meet the threat is in the beginning. It is easier to put out a fire in the beginning
when it is small than after it has become a roaring blaze.
That is what we did in Greece, when that nation was threatened by aggression of international
communism. The attack against Greece could have led to general war. But this country came to
the aid of Greece. The United Nations supported Greek resistance. With our help, the
determination and efforts of the Greek people defeated the attack on the spot.
Another big Communist threat to peace was the Berlin blockade. That too could have led to
war. But again it was settled because free men would not back down in an emergency....
So far, by fighting a limited war in Korea, we have prevented aggression from succeeding and
bringing on a general war. And the ability of the whole free world to resist Communist
aggression has been greatly improved.
But you may ask: Why can't we take other steps to punish the aggressor? Why don't we bomb
Manchuria and China itself? Why don't we assist Chinese Nationalist troops to land on the
mainland of China? If we were to do these things we would be running a very grave risk of
starting a general war. If that were to happen, we would have brought about the exact situation
we are trying to prevent. If we were to do these things, we would become entangled in a vast
conflict on the continent of Asia and our task would become immeasurably more difficult all
over the world.
What would suit the ambitions of the Kremlin (the building where the Soviet government met)
better than for military forces to be committed to a full-scale war with Red China? ...
….A number of events have made it evident that General MacArthur did not agree with that
policy. I have therefore considered it essential to relieve General MacArthur so that there
would be no doubt or confusion as to the real purpose and aim of our policy.
It was with the deepest personal regret that I found myself compelled to take this action.
General MacArthur is one of our greatest military commanders. But the cause of world peace is
more important than any individual….

Excerpt from MacArthur’s Farewell Address to Congress, 19 April 1951
The issues are global, and so interlocked that to consider the problems of one sector oblivious
to those of another is to court disaster for the whole. While Asia is commonly referred to as the
Gateway to Europe, it is no less true that Europe is the Gateway to Asia, and the broad
influence of the one cannot fail to have its impact upon the other. There are those who claim
our strength is inadequate to protect on both fronts, that we cannot divide our effort. I can
think of no greater expression of defeatism.
[Communism’s] successful advance in one sector threatens the destruction of every other
sector. You can not appease or otherwise surrender to communism in Asia without
simultaneously undermining our efforts to halt its advance in Europe…..
While no man in his right mind would advocate sending our ground forces into continental
China, and such was never given a thought, the new situation did urgently demand a drastic
revision of strategic planning if our political aim was to defeat this new enemy [China] as we
had defeated the old [North Korea].
Apart from the military need, as I saw it, to neutralize the sanctuary protection given the
enemy north of the Yalu, I felt that military necessity in the conduct of the war made necessary:
first the intensification of our economic blockade against China; two, the imposition of a naval
blockade against the China coast; three, removal of restrictions on air reconnaissance of
China's coastal areas and of Manchuria; four, removal of restrictions on the forces of the
Republic of China on Formosa [Taiwan], with logistical support to contribute to their effective
operations against the common enemy.
…. I called for reinforcements but was informed that reinforcements were not available. I made
clear that if not permitted to destroy the enemy built-up bases north of the Yalu, if not
permitted to utilize the friendly Chinese Force of some 600,000 men on Formosa, if not
permitted to blockade the China coast to prevent the Chinese Reds from getting succor from
without, and if there were to be no hope of major reinforcements, the position of the command
from the military standpoint forbade victory. "Why," my soldiers asked of me, "surrender
military advantages to an enemy in the field?" I could not answer.
Some may say: to avoid spread of the conflict into an all-out war with China; others, to avoid
Soviet intervention. Neither explanation seems valid, for China is already engaging with the
maximum power it can commit, and the Soviet will not necessarily mesh its actions with our
moves. Like a cobra, any new enemy will more likely strike whenever it feels that the relativity
in military or other potential is in its favor on a world-wide basis.
The tragedy of Korea is further heightened by the fact that its military action is confined to its
territorial limits. It condemns that nation, which it is our purpose to save, to suffer the
devastating impact of full naval and air bombardment while the enemy's sanctuaries are fully
protected from such attack and devastation.

