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these countries. The sea lanes would be openy and, except insofar as
support of the theater of hostilities absorbed allied and neutral ship

' and airlift capacity, the resources of the free world would be available
and accessible. In response to such a threat, he feels that the best
economic preparation would be to increase the economic power and politicai
cooperation of the United State‘s and its allies by encauraging freer geo~
graphic specialization of production. He does however note that the main
counter consideration here would be the availability of adequate shipping,
though not ,jus-’t. American shipping. In ‘this connection, he calls a.“c.tention
to the fact that the Korean war revealed no serious shortage of vessels,
despite its effect on the charter rites for marginal shippinge’

It is the author's impression that Enke is somewhat cavalier here in
his assessment of the contribution to the logistic support for the Korean
action by ships withdrawn from the Maritime Administration's Nationmal
Defense Reserve Fleet. Shortly after the American decision to intervens
in Korea, approximately 160 Vietory~type ships were broken out of the
reserve fleet, And at the pea;k point, which was reached in March, 1952,
the Military Sea Transport Service was e;nploying 231 Maritime Adm:jniatration
vessels on either a bareboat or general agency basis. Also, coineident
with the logisticael requirements of the Korean action was an urgent need
for add;tiona.l shipping to meet the needs of our European allies for coal
and other bulk commodities, and in addition, the Indian famine required a
large movement of grains. During this peak period in March, 1952, 90
vessels were bareboated to private operators to meet increased cc':mercial

requirements; 231 were assigned to the MSTS, and the balance of the 743

7Ibid., ps 103.



