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Chen, Jian. "In the Name of Revolution: China's Road to the Korean War Revisited." Jstor (September 2010): 93-100. Accessed April 2, 2015. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt2jcv0f.8.


This book focus on the Chinese angle of the Korean War’s development, something the other three sources don’t go into very much. It argues that that commonly held notion that the Chinese military stumbled into the Korean war in reaction to the United States is essentially false, and that Mao was as much of a part of the planning phase as Kim Il-Sung and Stalin, but entered when he did for deniability. 

Defense against the United States and South Korean militaries was a motivation, but not the driving reason behind Mao Zedong’s decision making. Chen also argues that the CCCP and Mao Zedong didn’t actually view the United States as a direct threat and only painted them as such to make them look evil and give the government more room for military action (as they could claim it was being done to stop the false encroaching threat). Jian Chen also points to “Chinese Victim Mentality” from their treatment by Great Britain, Russia, and Japan being used to sway the populace to the government’s side.


China is less discussed in two of the other sources, and when it is talked about, Mao is usually painted as the least active and most hesitant and the other source it’s discussed in is about China’s personal relation to Korea rather than world politics. This source is invaluable for the sole purpose of giving me more information on China’s role in the development phase and how China positioned itself and gained power in international relations with both Eastern and Western powers.



Stueck, William. The Korean War: An International History. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1997. Jstor. Accessed April 3, 2015. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt7s1ss.6. and

Stueck, William. "The Korean War as International History." Jstor 94, no. 2 (July 1997): 348-56. Accessed April 2, 2015. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt7s1ss.


William Stueck opens with a discussion of Korea’s relationships throughout its history. The focus is on China and Russia who acted as protective figures to the Korean nation. China had assisted it for centuries, most notably with the Tang dynasty, until the Japanese invaded Korea in the 19th and 20th centuries. During this period, Russia did it’s best to lend defenses to Korea even if it wasn’t much. He brings this up as explanation for why the Koreans (at least the North which connects to China) would side with the Eastern Bloc over the USA. They have a history of helping North Korea and probably trust them more up to that point.


Stueck also discusses the divide between North and South Korea forming over the decades leading up to the war. In his opinion, the problem stemmed from too many political parties, stating that “it got so bad, that at one point if two people sat down for lunch, by the end they would have formed a new party.” The split was worsened by the invasion of Japan, especially with the Russian assistance to the North. He also points out that the divide was oddly based on Chinese philosophy, with one side being Maoist/Leninist and the other being a Liberal reading of Confucian doctrine. And again, even in these two camps would go on to form their own smaller and smaller camps.


William Stueck’s books are good for understanding the Korean aspect to the Korean war. It delves into why Korea would be drawn to communism, why it would divide, and what it thought of the world around it as it increasingly both gained and lost control of itself as a nation.



Weathersby, Kathryn. "The Soviet Role in the Korean War: The State of Historical Knowledge." In The Korean War in World History, edited by William Stueck, 69-92. Lexington: University Press of Kentucky, 2004. Jstor. Accessed April 3, 2015. http://www.jstor.org/stable/j.ctt2jcv0f.7.


It wasn’t until the Presidential Archive released once classified documents that we really got to see the Korean War for what it was. Kathryn Weathersby states that until these documents were released the war was  often seen as a very simple case of a civil war. A new dynamic arose among historians though, “which of the three Soviet leaders was in charge?” Weathersby then discusses arguments made by different historians (including William Stueck and Jian Chen). People who believe Kim Il-Sung was in charge point to the eagerness of his language, personal relation to the operation, and his constant willingness to point forward. Scholars who argued Stalin would point to how he could always reign Kim in, how while Kim was eager, Stalin clearly had final say in starting the invasion, and how his forces were the largest. Alexandre Mansourov in particular argues for Kim’s position, claiming that Kim Il-Sung was playing up both China and the Soviet’s interest in securing the peninsula, just so they’d back his unification strategy.  Those who’d argue Mao would simply point to China’s relationship with Korea throughout both their histories. 


Weathersby also discusses how much Josef Stalin and Kim Il-Sung really told each other and what they’d hide from one another. For instance, she asks if Stalin ignoring the possibility of European involvement was oversight on his part or something he lied to Kim about to keep Kim motivated. This chapter also goes into important intel that the CCCP collected that lead to the Korean war, such as the instance where a Soviet spy accessed the Dean Acheson's National Press Club and heard that the United States planned to not get very involved in Korea if a conflict broke out.  


This source will be especially helpful for a number of reasons. First off, it discusses intel that the USSR had and how it affected their decision making, where other articles would just chalk it up to poor planning or miscalculation. In general it questions a lot of what other historians would claim was just oversight on Stalin’s part, giving significantly different ways to look at the war and communist side. Its best feature is the compendium of other expert’s opinions on debated issues regarding the war’s history, especially in the “who was in control?” discussion.

____________________________________________________________
“Telegram from Soviet Ambassador in Pyongyang, Report on a Meeting between Shtykov and Kim Il-Sung,” May 30, 1950, History and Public Policy Program Digital Archive, Volkogonov Collections, Library of Congress; Archive of the President of the Russian Federation (APRF). translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg.


This is a report to Stalin (among others) explaining the military situation in North Korea. This is an official report, so the language is as dry and clear as possible. It lists the various time tables for the North Korean military, these largely revolve around finalizing all the training and plans by June for a summer invasion. Terenti Shtykov also supplies a number of issues that the North Koreas are having, one major issue being two military ships that are late on delivery (a trawler and a subchaser) which is holding back the entire naval training operation. Shtykov is an official himself and gives his opinion on some of Kim’s requests, such as Kim’s request for faster medical and oil deliveries from the USSR, both of which Shtykov agreed with.


This source is good primary source evidence of the leverage the USSR had. The North Korean forces and Kim were working with little-to-nothing without assistance from the USSR’s experts and goods. It is so bad that the lack of two ships has held back the navy’s entire preparation phase. It is also made explicitly clear that Kim not only has to wait for USSR supplies, but he has to wait for the USSR’s permission before any major acts. It also helps in explaining what exactly the North Koreans need from the USSR (oil, medical supplies, ships).

________________________________________________________________

“Record of a Conversation of Cde. Stalin with Kim Il-Sung and Pak Heon-yeong,” May, 1950, History and Public Policy Program Digital Archive, Translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg.


Here is a conversation between Joseph Stalin and Kim Il-Sung discussing many different issues about the Korean and Soviet relationship, most of the conversation focuses on the natural resources of Korea that the Soviets would value and how the Soviets could assist Korea in the field of production. The conversations are not exactly a primary sources, as they are translated and abridged for the sake of brevity and focusing on the relevant issues (as the original letters had a lot of superfluous content). Korea’s minerals that Stalin is interested in are gold, silver, tungsten and lead. The things Kim wants are not resources, but supervision. He needs Soviet advisors to come in and assist in the training and forming of the industrial/production sector, farming, military trainers, and even knowledge for dams and population control.


This is another source that shows how much Korea needed and bent to the will of the Soviets in planning for the war. What is different is that is also shows the Korean side of the issue, as the paper both gives Kim a voice and shows the resources that the Soviets valued the Koreans for. The information about production and farming is going to be less helpful as reference for the paper, but it does give perspective on where the North Koreans were as their own civilization before they were their own civilization.
