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On August 2, 1943, as wars raged around the globe and political leaders
among the Allied nations contemplated the post-war order, John Paton Davies
boarded a C-46 cargo plane from Assam, India to Chungking, China. A political
attache of General Joseph Stillwell’s staff, Davies was returning after a brief stint in
Washington, D.C. to his post in the free Nationalist Chinese capital of Chungking.
Known colloquially as “the Hu mp,” American soldiers and diplomats made this
journey hundreds of times over the course of the Second World War. For Davies
however, such a flight was to be anything but routine. Roughly halfway over the
Himalayas the plane’s port-side engine gave out. The collection of GIs and diplomats
on board attempted to lighten the load by dumping suitcases and equipment but the
plane continued to lose altitude. Finally the pilot gave the order to jump. No one
onboard had ever parachuted out of a plane before but John Davies stepped up,
stuffed his attache case under his shirt, and jumped. The adventure did not end
there because Davies spent the next month leading his fellow passengers through
the jungles of Burma, braving Naga headhunters and Japanese patrols before arriving
in Chungking.' Davies’s actions were so spectacular that in 1948, he was awarded
the Medal of Freedom. That same year however Davies and several of his colleagues
from his time in the Far East were called before Congress during a formal
investigation of their loyalty. Davies would endure another six of these “loyalty”
investigations between 1948 and 1954 before finally being asked to resign by the
Secretary of State at the time, John Foster Dulles. Adding insult to injury, an internal

State Department Board recommended his termination on the basis of “weakness of
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character,” Thys John Paton Davies, war hero and former first secretary of the
American embassy in Moscow, found himself removed from his post and publicly
shamed for doing little more than reporting the truth while in China.

Regretfully, Davies had ample company in his fall from grace in the State
Department following an appointment to China during and immediately after the
Second World War. Men such as John Service, Colonel David Barrett, Edmund Clubp,
John Carter Vincent, and Raymond P. Ludden all faced personal and professional
censure after the war because of their work in China. Collectively these men became
known as “the China Hands,” and from 1946 on were blamed for the growing
Communist dominance of Asia. Many fell victim to the infamous Joe McCarthy and
subsequently found themselves drummed out of the State Department and Foreign
Service. While charged with everything from treason to incompetence to downright
“‘weakness of character,” the alleged crimes of the China Hands remain particularly
complex. Along with men not listed above, the China Hands had been dispatched to
Yenran province in northwestern China in the fall of 1944 Their mission there
required them to assess the capacity of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) in its
ongoing guerilla war against the Japanese and'its political support in the region.
Little did these soldiers and diplomats realize that their reports, observations, and
recommendations would come to cccupy almost half of a decade’s Congressional
debate over who “lost” China to the CCP. Thankfully, the search for scapegoats to

censure for “losing” China no longer occupies a prominent place in mainstream
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historical literature, and the debate has shifted to why American policymakers failed
to prevent a quarter century of mistrust and alienation between the two nations.

Looking ahead for the course of this thesis, a number of topics will be covered.
First, the context in which the China Hands were sent to China is of great
importance. Each man was assigned with specific tasks and duties that shaped his
outlook on both the current military and political difficulties in the country while also
defining the range of options for solving those problems. One of the first men to
openly push for greater contact with the Communist faction within China was John S.
Service and his writings and actions make up a significant portion of this paper.
Service’s fall from grace was particularly harsh as well and his numerous hearings
before Congress make him one of the most talked about and controversial China
Hands. The role of the "China Lobby", anti-Communist businessmen and
Congressmen, also play an important part in framing the'debate over China policy
and deserve mentioning here. The actions of John Carter Vincent, a high ranking
member of the State department’s Bureau of Far Eastern Affairs from 1944 until
1947, are also discussed here. Unlike Service who focused on policy in the ground in
China and observational reporting, Vincent offers the perspective of a Washington-
based career-oriented diplomat whose charge was actually to create policy in Asia.
Attention is also given to George Marshall’s mission to China and the frustrations
and failure of creating a unified China. The dismissal and removal of the China
Hands ends this work with a brief highlighting of attempts at rehabilitation and their
historical legacy.

Before examining the fates and actions of the various military and diplomatic
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Having assigned General Joseph Stilwell to the campaign in the earj,

months of 1942, President Frankly Roosevelt hoped to rally and suppory Nationar"’

¢l

Chinese troops who had been fighting against the invading Japanese forces Sin
1937, While there, Stilwell was specifically charged with marshaling local forceg ok
assist in the fecapturing of the British colony of Burma but received fey Amefican‘:
troops and often encountered stiff resistance from commanders of loc;] fOTCesw;
resented his blunt nature. Chief among these frustrated commanders was none o

than Generalissimo Chiang Kai-Shek, leader of the Kuomingtang, the Chinese

Nationalist party (KMT), and initially considered a leader who could unify a divied .

:

and damaged China. Over time however, it became perfectly clear to Stilwell ang --‘5.}1‘
many of the “China Hands” that Chiang, despite his past status as the best hope fo',nq
the political unification of China, had no intention of actively fighting the Japanese of

tolerating any political power in China besides his own.’ Further blocking StilwelP’s

attempts to use local forces against the Japanese occupation, Chiang resisted any

notion of shared military action and American requests for reform or assistance. 0n'
the ground, coordinated KMT resistance to the Japanese achieved little between 1941

and 1945, thus creating the need for efforts by the “China Hands” to find alternative®

; : .
military resources. In practice, this meant they had no choice but to communicate
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with Mao Zedong's CCP. =

American officials, diplomats and businessmen had operated in China almost -
continuously since the founding of the United States. Indeed many of the men who
went on to become China Hands were children of missionaries and had grown up in -
China.® Others had come to China seeking employment or looking to establish
trading partnerships. Many of these missionary children and job seekers ended up
| with jobs in the State Department and by association the Foreign Service.” Because
| they spoke Mandarin and had experience in China prior to their appointment to the '~
- State Department, many were better positioned to understand the subtleties of
Chinese culture and the existing political situation. In fact during the years leading
up to the attack on Pearl Harbor, State Department officials issued a flurry of reports
dealing with the operational failures of the KMT and the ineffectiveness of the
Nationalist military forces in stopping the Japanese war machine. In addition, these
officials also went into detail about the day-to-day life of Chinese citizens and the
overall conditions in the country in an attempt to give American policymakers a |
better sense of not only military but political life within China in the years leading up .
to the US’s war with Japan.

On the greater political level as well, FDR attempted to elevate China and by
association Chiang’s regime to the level of a world power. By inviting Chiang to the
Cairo Conference of 1943, FDR signaled his intention to build a post-war order in
which China could act as a free and independent balance against the colonial powers

of Europe and the Soviet power of Eastern Europe and Central Asia. At the conference

¢ Kahn, 53.
7 Kahn, 49.



|0n¢,

W,
nd India as a “theater of war” despite |

Itself both FDR and Churchill issued a public declaration promising a fEstor,

Chinese territories and the importance of a free and independent Chipg s n

by formally designating China, Burma, a

European or Pacific theaters, American officials stressed the importance o |
capitalizing on Chinese resistance to Japanese forces. Throughout the eqy, logh
American policymakers used legislative power o increase the global p’°minen'(
China as well. In 1943, the United States signed a treaty with China abolishing
century long practice of extraterritoriality and repealed the Chinese Exclugjyy
1924, both of which had crippled the country as an international force ang
designated China as a second-class citizen in the global community.” Likewise,
American and Soviet leaders, at least initially, committed themselves to Stripping
Japan of the colonies, such as Taiwan and Sakhalin island, she had acquired
past half century and returning many of them to their original owner, China,"
these policies did change over time, they confirmed FDR’s belief in a unified Chl,
a second front against Japan and later as a buffer state against growing Soviet nf'

on the Asian mainland.

and suspicion. Viewing the CCP as a threat to internal stability and his own plansﬂ_
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l uniting China, Chiang, along with other KMT leaders, broke with the Communists

i with this First United Front and used his military resources to marginalize or destroy

' Communist bases in South China."" Having failed to eliminate the Communists

' outright, Chiang waged a relentless campaign of encirclement and rural subjugation

‘ leading to the death of thousands of pro-communist peasants throughout the later

1 1920s and the early 1930s. By 1934 however, Chiang’s fifth encirclement campaign - -

- succeeded in cutting off CCP access to vital resources. In response to this growing

 pressure, CCP leaders, among whom Mao Zedong played a significant role, embarked

- upon what came to be known as the “Long March” to Yenan in northwestern China.'? -
Likewise, from 1938 onward, the Japanese invasion forced the KMT regime to
relocate from its original capital of Nanjing to the southwestern city of Chungking."”
Being based in such a remote and distant outpost significantly weakened KMT. = 71
legitimacy and required American intelligence officers to venture into territory.
loosely held by the KMT or even occupied by the Japanese. Such expeditions offered '
American officers an insight into the failures of KMT governance and the
opportunities for alternative power bases to establish themselves.

After the invasion of China by the Japanese in 1936, many mainstream Chinese

leaders urged at least a temporary truce between the two camps to fight their mutual

enemy. Unfortunately, Chiang Kai-Shek resisted this view and in December of 1936

was actually kidnapped by his own general in what came to be known as the Xian
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was held at the mercy of Genera| Zhang ]
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incident." while kidnapped, Chiang

Called together CCP and KMT delegations in order
uynited Front” against the Japanegq sl

to create a united frop, v ,
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Japan. While an agreement declaring a

. its continued 1
reached, little changed on the ground in China. CCP units t0 wagq o
e more conven;

Warfare against Japanese targets and thereby angered th entiona) g
Ly ; ighting in a more ¢ o
military leaders who lost many of their own men fighting onvent.o,m ;

Style. Likewise, CCP commanders resented and eventually outright resisteq il

Second World War, KMT and CCP forces engaged in active warfare against eag, X

i rly bro
and diplomatic communication between the two factions nearly ke down

attempts to stave off civil war. Thus with the active engagement of the Americ;
from 1941 on, officials encountered a political landscape riven by divisions, .,‘;»:
and unresolved conflict that threatened even the most tenuous of peace talks g
the course of and after the Second World War.

Finally, the influence of foreign powers weighed hezavily upon the minds of
both Nationalist and Communist Chinese. American officia!s, with the exceptionfl
General Joe “Vinegar” Stilwell, often cautioned their advisors to the KMT to treadf
lightly and restrain from overtly promoting American interests given China’s Iong{,

suffering at the hands of both American and European colonialism nearly fifty yeass
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