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" from the very beginning refused to withdraw its: troops, it has absolutely no

sincerity in ending the hostilities in Korea, still less in letting the Korean people
have genuine peace and freedom.

“3” This being the case, why does the American delegate, Mr. Austin, now
favour an immediate cease-fire in Korea, and why does President Truman also
express willingness to conduct negotiations to settle the hostilities in Korea?
It is not difficult to understand that, when the American invading troops were
landing at Inchon, crossing the 38th parallel or pressing toward the Yalu River,
they did not favour an immediate cease-fire and were not willing to conduct
negotiations. It is only today when the American invading troops have sustained
defeat, that they favour an immediate cease-fire and the conducting of negotia-
tions after the cease-fire. Very obviously, they opposed peace yesterday, so that
the United States might continue to extend her aggression; and they favour
a cease-fire today, so that the United States may gain a breathing space and
prepare to attack again, or at least hold their present aggressive position in
preparation for further advance. What they care about is not the interests of
the Korean people and the Asian peoples, nor those of the American people. They
are only interested in how American imperalists can maintain their invading
troops and aggressive activities in Xorea, how they can continue to invade and
occupy China’s Taiwan and how they can intensify the preparation for war in the
capitalist world. Therefore, the Representative of MacArthur’s Headquarters
said bluntly that they could accept a cease-fire only on a military basis and
without any political conditions. This means that, all the status of aggression
will remain the same after the cease-fire, so that they can fight again when they
are prepared. Further, they could take this opportunity to declare the existence
of a state of emergency and to prepare for mobilization in the United States, in
Western Europe and Japan, thus driving the peoples of the United States,
Western Europe and Japan down into the abyss of war. Is this not what Messrs.

- Truman, Acheson, Marshall and MacArthur are doing now? With reference

to the so-called proposal for cease-fire first and negotiations afterwards, irrespec-
tive of the fact that the proposal by the twelve nations had neither been adopted
by the Security Council nor by the United Nations General Assembly and
irrespective of what countries are to be included in the negotiating conference
and even if all these had been agreed upon, the agenda and contents of the
negotiation could still be discussed endlessly after the cease-fire. Ii the con-
ference is not a conference of the legal Security Council or of the legal Five
Power conferences, or is not affiliated to them, the U.S. Government in the last
resort can still manipulate its voting machine. Thus to discuss the cease-fire
and start negotiations not on the basis of the withdrawal of all foreign troops
from Korea and the settling of Korean domestic affairs by the Korean people
themselves is to act hypocritically and would therefore suit the designs of the
U.S. Government, and hence cannot satisfy the sincere desire of the peace-loving
peoples of the world. The three-man committee—a cease-fire on the spot—peace
negotiations—launching of a huge offensive: this Marshall formula is not in the
least unfamiliar to the Chinese people, because in 1946, General Marshall assisted
Chiang Kai Shek in this way, repeatedly for a whole year, and in the end had to




