different important issues. In an interview that the Korean ambassador gave in Havana before his
departure, he said, “The relations between Korea and Cuba are at their highest. This is thanks to
the correct positions of both parties.” He delivered many praises to Castro, presenting him as an
exceptional leader. A symposium of Fidel Castro’s speeches of the period of 1963—1965 has
been published in the Korean language.

In the report that comrade Kim Il Sung gave at the beginning of October at the Party conference,
while speaking about the Cuban Revolution, amongst other things, he said “the Communist Party
of Cuba knows the Cuban issues better than anyone else and it is the CP of Cuba, and no one
else, who can create the correct position for dealing with the practical conditions in Cuba. [...]
There should be no other attempts at exerting pressure on the CP of Cuba and for the division of
the revolutionary forces in Latin America.”

The relations with the Communist Party of Japan have been and remain good. Both sides support
each other’s positions. This is apparent, amongst other things, also in the simultaneous
publishing of various important materials. In the article of the newspaper “Rodong Sinmun,”
dated August 12, 1966, it is written, “We have fully supported and continue to support the
correct position of the CP of Japan, which, by taking a stance against the interference in internal
affairs and by insistently defending independence, leads with correctness the revolutionary
movement in its country and gives a contribution to the issue of solidarity within the
international communist movement.”

On the issue of the relations between the Korean Workers’ Party and the CP of China, it must be
noted that during the period of 1963-1964 they were developing and increasing. This was
apparent in the widening and strengthening of economic, cultural, and military cooperation
between the two countries, and in the frequent exchange of delegations of all fields, etc.

But even in these conditions it seems that the relations were not what they appeared on all issues
and that there have been some reservations:

1) The Korean Foreign Affairs Minister himself told comrade Siri Cargani that,
“[...] we have not carried out or supported the theses of the 20™ Congress of
the CP of the Soviet Union even at a time when the Chinese comrades had yet
to come out against them.”

2) On the conversations that comrade Liu Shaoqi has had with the Korean
leadership on the occasion of his visit to Korea in September 1963, the Chinese
ambassador said that “in the conversations and the meetings we have had with
comrades in the Korean leadership, our points of view on the major issues are
in full unity,” leading us to believe that there have also been opposing points of
view on other issues.

3) The Koreans have shown much reservation on the publishing of Chinese
articles. They have only published one of them. The others are broadcast in the
bulletins of the telegraphic agency.

4) The Koreans have done very little to mention and publicize the Chinese
Peoples Volunteers that fought in Korea.
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After the amelioration of the relations between the Koreans and the Soviets, there seems to be a
deterioration of the ones between the Koreans and the Chinese. This could be gradually seen in
the exchange of the delegations in all the fields. It is conceivable that an issue that has served as
a pretext and has hastened the cooling of the relations has been the fact that the Koreans have
asked for the secret of the atomic bomb from the Chinese.

There is now indication that the Korean comrades are taking these relations toward further
cooling:

1) In the university circles of Pyongyang, students and the professors circulate
anti-Chinese and pro-Soviet slogans. They are saying that assistance to
Vietnam is being hindered by the Chinese, etc.

2) The Chinese ambassador has told comrade Siri Carcani that the Koreans are
increasing their anti-Chinese, anti-Albanian, and anti-communist activities
with the pretext that the Chinese are following an incorrect course and are also
trying to impose this course on the Koreans. The slander that the Western press
agencies are spewing against China and Albania is being published in their
internal bulletins and is then commented by them as being true. The members
of the Korean Workers’ Party of Chinese ethnicity are being expelled from the
party for no apparent reason.

3) In the article, “Protecting Our Independence,” published in the main
newspaper “Rodong Sinmun” on August 12, 1966, while speaking about the
intervention of the great powers in their internal affairs in support of the
factionalists, the Koreans make open allusion to the Chinese as well. In
another article about the anti-revolutionary theories of the “leftist” opportunists
published around the middle of September, they take an openly oppositional
stance against the Cultural Revolution under development in China today. On
this issue, in his speech at the Party Conference, comrade Kim Il Sung also
said, “...“left” opportunism does not take into account the changed reality of
the present and dogmatically recites singular theses of Marxism—Leninism,
while leading the people into extremist actions under super-revolutionary
slogans.”

Our relations with Korea have been relatively good. In every case of a meeting between our
comrades and the Korean leaders, they have supported the position of the APL in its struggle
against the modern revisionism. “We know that the Albanian people, under the leadership of the
party with comrade Enver Hoxha at its helm,” declared comrade Kim Il Sung at a meeting with
our ambassador in December of 1962, “fights bravely against the capitalist and revisionist
enemy...” Furthermore, Comrade Bak Geumcheol, Vice Chairman of the CC of the Korean
Workers’ Party, in a conversation he had with comrade Aranit Cela when he went for a vacation
in Korea on October 1963, said that “We are in full agreement with the whole position of the
APL.” He reiterated that as to the method of the struggle against revisionism, there may be
differences between us according to the differing conditions of one country or the other. He said
that, “for example, the APL method of the struggle differs from that of the Korean Workers’
Party, but the main thing is that on all the primary issues we have a unified stance.”
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Despite these things they have said, the Koreans have had and continue to have reservations
toward our party. This is apparent in the concrete stance and relations that they have kept with
us. When the APL was attacked at the 22" Congress of the CP of the Soviet Union, they did not
rise in its defense, even though comrade Kim Il Sung said to comrade Hasan Alimerko that
“when they (the Soviets) openly attacked Albania, we were not in solidarity with them.”

The Korean comrades have not published the Soviets’ materials where they attack our country.
For this reason they also censured the Moscow Radio program that was broadcast through Radio
Pyongyang. At the same time they also censured the distribution of our ideological brochures in
Korea. So, since the time when it seemed that relations between us were better, they had us
equated with the revisionists.

No important article of the “Voice of the People” [APL newspaper] has ever been published in
the Korean press. Only during 1963 and partly during 1964, when the relations with the Soviets
were cool, were some of these articles being published in the bulletins of the telegraphic
agencies. During this period, on the occasion of our anniversaries, there were articles written
about Albania, which would mainly talk about our successes in the economic field. They would
also point out the struggle of the APL against the modern revisionism.

When the Korean press has published articles where the revisionist and antisocialist positions
and the signs big-power chauvinism toward some other countries have been criticized, it has
never spoken openly about these positions toward Albania, but always with allusions.

The process of the position of the Koreans toward our country has in general developed
depending on their relations with the revisionists. Though they always try to leave the impression
that their position has not changed, this has been apparent in many cases.

1) In the past, in the order of publishing telegrams — an order, which in the
protocol custom of the country is an indication of the level of the relations—we
used to occupy the fourth place and now have been lowered down to eighth
place.

2) Presently, in public speeches or in published articles where the issue of the
struggle against revisionism is mentioned, the struggle of the APL is either
completely removed from mention or it is replaced with a watered down
version.

3) From the information we have from some of our missions, such as the ones in
China, Cuba, Warsaw, etc. the comrades of the Korean missions in these places
keep a cool stance toward the comrades of our missions.

4) According to the information that we are getting from our embassy in
Pyongyang, a Korean student told one of our students that she had been
criticized for not having learned one word of Albanian. She also told her that
she had been instructed to spy on what the Albanians were doing.

During the period of 1963-1964 four comrades went to vacation in Korea and four Korean

comrades came to our country. During the period of 1965 to 1966 we did not extend any
invitations and the Koreans did not extend any either.
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During the present year we have sent to the Korean Workers’ Party CC a copy of the letter we
sent to the Polish, as well as the open letter of the APL CC.

Our press has written during the past as well as this year several editorial and opinion articles on
various issues in support of the DPR of Korea. We have also published a declaration of the
Government of the Peoples’ Republic of Albania that denounces the ratification of the Japanese-
South Korean Treaty.

October 1966

DOCUMENT No. 30

[Source: AVPRF, f. 0102, op. 22, p. 109, d. 22, pp. 38-49. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey
Radchenko and translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg].

Soviet Embassy in the DPRK SECRET
2 December 1966 Copy N° 2
N° 312

Memorandum on Sino-Korean Relations in 1966
Sino-Korean Relations have recently undergone some significant changes [...].

The period of close Sino-Korean rapprochement did not lead to the strengthening of the authority
of the KWP in the international Communist movement. The Chinese government was not able to
give significant aid to the DPRK in the international arena [...].

[...] The October (1964) CPSU CC plenum opened up prospects to the Korean leadership to
restore friendly relations with the Soviet Union [...].

The restoration of ties between the DPRK and the Soviet Union...provoked dissatisfaction on the
part of Beijing. Attempts were made by the Chinese leaders to pressure the Korean leadership.
This forced it to make changes to relations with China. They have become increasingly cooler
during the last year and a half. [...].

(Points of view of Sino-Korean relations[)]. The report of Kim Il Sung at the KWP conference
(October 1966) was characterized by displaying the process of liberating the Korean leadership
from some mistaken, pro-Chinese views...and a return to more correct positions on such issues
as the role of the world socialist system in the development of the revolutionary process and
ways for people to struggle against the aggression of American imperialism.
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It is interesting to compare two documents: the article, "They Defended the Socialist Camp"
(11/1963) and Kim Il Sung's report at the KWP conference (10/1966). When this is done the
evident difference in the position of the Korean leadership which has occurred in three years
becomes especially clear.

In 11/1963 in the article, "They Defended the Socialist Camp" (the article was allegedly
corrected by Kim Il Sung personally), the Korean leadership broadly supported the policy of the
Chinese leaders. The article was directed against the CPSU and the decisions of the XX and
XXII Congresses of our Party from beginning to end and contained crude fabrications and anti-
Soviet slander.

In particular, the article said, "Some people, passing themselves off as Communists, together
with the imperialists unjustly condemn and slander the CCP and PRC and frantically attack
them. This is a shameful and very dangerous matter.”

In a report at the KWP conference in October 1966, Kim Il Sung criticized the many anti-
Marxist attitudes of the Chinese leaders. This was the first public statement of KWP leaders
against the policy of the Chinese ruling group. The report had critical allusions to the CPSU,
silently overlooking many important issues (the defense of peace, disarmament, the KWP
attitude toward the proposal convene an international conference of fraternal Parties). However,
the report had an anti-Chinese orientation on the whole.

What were the primary reasons that caused the Korean leadership to change its attitude toward
the ruling group of China?

1. As events progressed in Vietnam, the KWP leadership became increasingly convinced that the
Chinese ruling group was hiding behind high-sounding phrases about the battle against
imperialism, but is in fact being obstructive in this battle. Meetings and conversations between
Soviet leaders and Kim Il Sung, the participation of the KWP in the work of the XIII [SIC]
CPSU Party Congress, and the practical measures by the CPSU and Soviet government to give
comprehensive assistance to the Vietnamese people have had great importance in this. The desire
of Mao Zedong and his circle to use the Vietnamese situation for their own great power national
purposes became increasingly clear to the Korean leadership.

The possibility of military provocations against the DPRK from American and South Korean
authorities not being excluded, the Korean leaders now regard doubtfully previous Chinese
assurances that China "will always share both sorrow and joy" with the Korean people.

2. The Korean leadership fears that in the event the Chinese leaders carry out plans for an
organizational and political split in the international Communist movement and the socialist
camp, it will end up alone with the Chinese leaders, in a campaign with pro-Chinese splitters.
This would undermine the prestige of the KWP and increase the pressure on its leaders from the
Chinese leaders.

3. The failure of Chinese leaders in domestic and foreign policy exerted a great sobering
influence on the Korean leadership. In a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador in November
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of this year as confirmation of the left opportunism of the Chinese leaders Kim Il Sung spoke of
their wavering from one extreme to the other in questions of building Communism in China. [...]

As the KWP conference showed, on the question of creating a united anti-imperialist front, the
Korean leadership acted in defiance of the opinion of the Chinese leaders. The evolution of the
views of the KWP leadership on the actions of the Chinese leaders has become more noticeable.

As the situation in Vietnam became more complicated, at the beginning of 1966, the Korean
leaders spoke of their disagreement with the positions of the ruling group of China on the issue
of Vietnam only in confidential conversations. In October 1966 in a report to a Party conference,
Kim Il Sung was obviously talking to the Chinese leaders about those who "just talk about being
against American imperialism but in fact do not take any specific steps to curb aggression.”

In the words of Kim Il Sung, the KWP leadership has unsuccessfully tried to use the visit of a
Japanese CP delegation to China and the DPRK headed by Miyamoto to convince the Chinese
leaders of the necessity of creating a united anti-imperialist front. [...]

The Korean leaders condemn the Chinese leaders for their big-power chauvinism, dogmatism,
and "left" opportunism. According to statements of the Korean comrades, the Chinese do not
take changed reality into account, dogmatically repeat individual Marxist-Leninist positions, and
drive people to extreme actions under [illegible] and revolutionary slogans.

The Korean leadership is closely following events associated with the conduct of the so-called
"Cultural Revolution" in China. In a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador in November of
this year, Kim Il Sung said, "The Chinese want to conduct a cultural revolution at one stroke. Is
this not an example of left opportunism on the part of the CPC and its leaders?.”

Explanations were given in Korean press articles, speeches by Kim Il Sung at Party conferences,
and by Kim Il at the VI session of the DPRK Supreme People's Assembly that a genuine cultural
revolution is a long and complex process requiring an increase in the cultural and overall
educational level of the entire people. Speaking of the forms and methods of conducting a
cultural revolution in the DPRK, Kim Il, in particular, stressed in [his] report at the VI session of
the DPRK Supreme People's Assembly in November of this year that the KWP "opposes any
subjective haste which contradicts the principles of Marxism-Leninism" and is against "a
nihilistic attitude toward national cultural heritage.”

[...] Soon after the start of the "Cultural Revolution" in China the frequency band on which
Chinese radio was broadcast in Korean was changed at the initiative of the Korean comrades.
The rebroadcast hours were changed and they became less convenient for listeners. |[...]

A sharp rebuke was given by the Korean leadership about accusations from the CCP and APL
[Albanian Party of Labor] that the KWP allegedly "is fencesitting.” In a report to a KWP

conference, Kim Il Sung said, "Those who slander us are themselves sitting on a wobbly fence.”

[...] DPRK economic ties with China are exerting a great influence on the position of the Korean
leadership and the policy it pursues.
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The Korean leadership has been forced to take into account the possible economic sanctions to
which the Chinese leaders might resort and which would bring serious economic consequences
to the DPRK.

[...] The military doctrine of the Korean leadership was based on Chinese idea of so-called
"people's war" until recently. The importance of modern types of weapons, including nuclear
[weapons] and missiles, was belittled, and the military economic potential of the main enemy,
the United States and its allies, was not taken into consideration.

At the present time, the Korean comrades are making certain changes in their attitudes toward
questions of the strategy and tactics of waging war and training troops.

The delivery of Soviet military equipment has played a great role in this. Based on the
observations of Soviet military specialists, the Korean military is beginning to understand its
importance in modern warfare during the process of training to master the new equipment.

This is one of the main reasons for sending Korean servicemen to train in the Soviet Union.
Meanwhile, all the Korean servicemen studying in Chinese military schools are being recalled.
There is information that the Chinese leadership has allegedly repeatedly suggested to the
Koreans that they again send their military specialists for training but the Korean leadership is
refraining from this.

Some frictions have also appeared between Korea and China in connection with the sending of
Korean military volunteers to Vietnam (right now this is a group of more than 100 men).
According to unofficial information, Chinese leaders have convinced the Korean leadership that
the best assistance to Vietnam from the DPRK is to unleash military operations against the
Americans on the Korean peninsula. The Chinese leadership has promised to give
comprehensive assistance to the DPRK for the sake of this. The Korean comrades have rejected
this option in spite of pressure from the Chinese, promoting their own counterplan-sending
volunteers to Vietnam.

[...] The Korean leadership will evidently try and continue to demonstrate their "independence"
in approaching a solution to the important problems of the socialist camp and the international
Communist movement.

It might evidently be viewed as a concession to the Chinese to consider the position of the
Korean leadership with regard to Yugoslavia and India. Although the Koreans are also not
criticizing the Soviet government right now for expanding Soviet-Indian cooperation, however as
before they lay the blame for complications on the Indo-Chinese border to the "reactionary
forces of India.”

Meanwhile, in a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador, Kim Il Sung said, "Instead of finding

a correct solution to this conflict the Chinese have complicated it and thereby slowed the
progress of the revolution not only in India but also in all of Asia"...

104



The Korean leadership views the immediate prospects for achieving unity in the socialist camp
and the international Communist movement skeptically. Knowing the Chinese leaders well, the
Korean leadership evidently thinks that no criticism, either open or disguised, will have an effect
on them. The Korean leadership sees the solution to the situation which has developed, as Kim Il
Sung said in a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador, "leave the Chinese alone," then "they
will fight among themselves and find the correct solution.”

First Secretary of the Soviet Embassy to the DPRK
(A. Borunkov)

DOCUMENT No. 31

[Source: AVPRF, f. 0102, op. 22, p. 109, d. 22, pp. 50-56. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey
Radchenko and translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg]

30 December 1966 Memorandum of the Soviet Embassy in the DPRK (A. Borunkov) about
Embassy measures against Chinese Anti-Soviet Propaganda in the DPRK

"The Korean leadership has recently taken a number of steps to keep the country's population
from being influenced by Chinese propaganda. Sino-Korean cultural exchanges have been
reduced to zero. The exchanges of other delegations have been sharply reduced. Almost no
materials from China are published in the Korean press. The 30-minute Korean language
program of news from China on the radio rebroadcasting network has been halted.

The main feature of the anti-Chinese propaganda in the DPRK is that it is done in a restricted
manner and evidently primarily among cadres. The Korean leaders do not permit open criticism
of events in China,”

"The impression is formed from observations by Embassy officials that it is not recommend for
officials of Korean institutions who have contact with members of the diplomatic corps to enter
into conversations with foreigners on the topic of Sino-Korean relations and events in China. So
far, only Cde. Kim Il Sung has discussed the actions of the Chinese leaders in conversations with
the Ambassador."

"The Korean leadership, on the one hand, refrains from open condemnation of the actions of the
Chinese ruling group and, on the other, does not permit the Soviet Embassy in Pyongyang to
wage propaganda denouncing Mao Zedong and his group.”

* koK
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DOCUMENT No. 32

[Source: MOL, XIX-J-1-j Korea, 1967, 61. doboz, 1, 001200/1967. Obtained and translated for
NKIDP by Balézs Szalontai]

Report, Embassy of Hungary in North Korea to the Hungarian Foreign Ministry, 22
January 1967.

As a result of the most recent developments of the events in China under the aegis of the
,,Cultural Revolution,” new phenomena related to the Korean-Chinese relationship have recently
surfaced. We would like to summarize the information we have about the aforesaid issues in the
following:

1) On the situation of the Koreans living in China

According to the information we received from the Cuban ambassador, the situation of the
Koreans living in China has worsened in the course of the ,,Cultural Revolution.” (An official of
the Consular Department of the [North Korean] F[oreign] M[inistry] recently told us that they
kept a record of approx. 1 million Koreans living in China, most of whom lived in Manchuria.)
Referring to a Korean source, Comrade Vigoa stated that the ,,Red Guards” forced individuals of
Korean nationality as well to participate in their actions, to join in the organization of mass
meetings, and so on. This naturally elicits aversion and dissatisfaction from the great majority of
Koreans and the leadership of the DPRK respectively. The rights of the people of Korean
nationality, such as the right of assembly, are violated by some measures that were taken during
the ,,Cultural Revolution.” These phenomena aggravate the tensions that exists in the Korean-
Chinese relationship. The Koreans, on their part, do their best to avoid an open confrontation
with the Chinese leadership, the Korean comrades strive not to give [the Chinese] an opportunity
to aggravate the situation, which is tense anyway, even further. This is why the Korean comrades
preferred to criticize the Chinese events in an indirect way, the Cuban ambassador said, for
otherwise the DPRK would face serious consequences. Nowadays the Korean comrades face an
extremely difficult situation because of neighboring China. [Cuban Ambassador] Comrade
Vigoa cited as an example the fact that the Korean daily press did not report on the ,,Cultural
Revolution,” because [such news] should be accompanied by open criticism, which was also
impossible in the present situation.

2) As I already mentioned, the daily press does not report on the Chinese events, but, in
accordance with previous practice, it continues publishing articles that indirectly criticize the
Chinese line. Lately, the January 19th copy of Nodong Sinmun published a long theoretical
article entitled ,,The Fostering of National Cultural Heritage and the Education for Socialist
Patriotism” by Doctor of Philology Kim Hamyeong, which—without directly referring to China—
also challenged well-known Chinese propositions. It is a remarkable new phenomenon that the
KCNA’s confidential bulletin—which had not reported on the ,,Cultural Revolution” until
recently—lately published the reports of two Western news agencies, which dealt with the
movement of the ,,Red Guards.”

It is also related to the aforesaid issues that the number of the news that the central dailies
publish about China is still minimal [...].
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3) On the exchange of New Year greetings between the Korean and Chinese leaders

It is interesting to inspect the Korean communiqué issued about the exchange of New Year
greetings cards between the Korean and Chinese leaders, which reads as follows: ,,On the
occasion of the 1967 New Year, Comrade Kim Il Sung exchanged greetings cards with
Comrades Mao Zedong and Zhou Enlai of the People’s Republic of China. In addition, Comrade
Choe Yonggeon exchanged cards with[Chairman of the National People’s Congress] Comrades
Zhu De and Zhou Enlai of the People’s Republic of China.” To our knowledge, the Korean press
has not published any similarly worded communiqué, which did not contain the rank and
function of the partner, in the years past. (It is remarkable that the Korean leaders did not
exchange cards with [Chairman of the People’s Republic of China] Liu Shaoqi!)

The exchange of telegrams of New Year greetings between the Korean and Albanian leaders is
also indicative of Korean-Chinese relations, that is, in an indirect way [emphasis in the original]:
while the Albanian telegram of last year sent the warmest fraternal greetings to the Korean
leaders and the fraternal Korean people in the name of the Albanian Party of Labor as well, in
the one of this year it was the Albanian people and the signatories of the telegram in whose name
the greetings were sent to the addressees and the Korean people. The 1966 Albanian telegram of
New Year greetings makes mention of the development of the indissoluble [emphasis in the
original] friendship between the two peoples, whereas the one of this year already speaks [only]
about the faith in the development of the friendly contact between the two peoples, without using
the epithet ,,indissoluble.”

[...]

4) According to the information we received from our embassy to Beijing, the Chinese have
concentrated troops on the Chinese-Korean border, the concrete aim of which is unknown to us
for the time being.

5) During conversations, the Korean comrades usually do not refer to the Korean-Chinese
relationship; they evade evaluating the events related to China. Despite that, a few Korean
comrades who were competent [in international relations] did make comments that openly or
indirectly criticized the Chinese line. On an occasion an official of the F[oreign] M[inistry] told
us at our embassy that ,,...we hope that sooner or later China will overcome the present
difficulties through its own efforts, but it is a fact that this issue causes problems to every
[emphasis in the original] socialist country, the imperialists do their best to take advantage of it
... Otherwise Comrade Kim Il Sung gave an answer to China in the account he gave at the party
conference, he declared that we did not sit on anyone’s stool.”

In an obvious reference to China, a competent official of the Sports Commission said that
now the DPRK was in a situation similar to that of a little child who ,,began to see clearly,”
rejected his earlier isolation, and sought contacts.

6) Finally, I mention that on the basis of our visit in a few bookstores, it is our impression that
the works of Mao Zedong, which had a very wide circulation before, have disappeared from the
stores.

[...] Istvan Kadas

(ambassador)

107



DOCUMENT No. 33

[Source: AVPRF, f. 0102, op. 23, p. 112, d. 24, pp. 5-12. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey
Radchenko and translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg.]

7 March 1967 DVO [Far East Department] Memorandum about Sino-Korean Relations

Current relations between the DPRK and PRC are characterized by a gradual retreat by the
Korean leadership from the previous unilateral orientation toward China.

The period from 1958 to 1963 was marked by a rapprochement between the DPRK and PRC.
Ties between the PRC and DPRK in that period were extensively developed in all areas-trade,
economic, and military cooperation.

The figures below show a serious economic dependence on China.

[.]

The Chinese leaders have tried to expand Sino-Korean military cooperation in order to increase
their influence on the DPRK. Ties between China and the DPRK through military channels have
been especially intensified since the end of 1962, when the USSR did not grant the Koreans'
request to grant additional free military aid. In March 1963 Pyongyang was unofficially visited
by a Chinese military delegation, which signed an agreement to grant the DPRK military aid.
According to some information in the event of a military conflict in Korea, the Chinese promised
to send more than 1 million of their soldiers there.

However, changes soon occurred in the Korean position.

"Events in Vietnam have exerted a great sobering influence on the Korean leadership: as an
example of this, the Koreans were convinced that Mao Zedong and his group were ready to
support not only the interests of the Vietnamese, but also of the Korean people for the sake of
their great power, nationalistic purposes. The Chinese side has repeatedly tried to push the
Koreans to aggravate the situation in South Korea 'to help Vietnam', without taking into account
the real situation and the consequences."

"The improvement of Soviet-Korean relations has provoked dissatisfaction on the part of the
Beijing leaders, who tried to slow the process of the DPRK's retreat, which was unwelcome to
them, from a pro-Chinese policy. During Shehu's visit to Beijing in April 1966 accusations of
'revisionism' and 'centrism' were offered by the Chinese against the Parties which participated in
the work of the XXIII Congress. Kim Il Sung assessed these attacks as an attempt to interfere in
the internal affairs of the KWP."

108



Soon after the conclusion of a Soviet-Korean economic agreement (June 1966) in response, the
Chinese began to complicate relations with the DPRK and put economic and political pressure
on it. Chinese foreign trade organizations began to make various complaints about the quality of
Korean goods, demanded the delivery of products in short supply, and refused to deliver
individual goods of vital importance to the DPRK. In 1966 China sharply reduced deliveries to
the DPRK of vegetable oil and soybeans, and in January 1967 sulfur and some types of industrial
raw commodities. The Chinese authorities have prohibited Korean fishermen from catching fish
along the Chinese coast."

The KWP leadership is displeased that the Chinese object to sending volunteers to Vietnam from
the socialist countries and, despite the difficulties caused by Beijing, have sent about 100 of their
own pilots to the DRV posing as specialists to take part in military operations."

"In Pyongyang they have condemned the events connected with the so-called 'Cultural
Revolution' in China. Without speaking directly about the Chinese, the DPRK press printed a
number of articles against Trotskyism and 'left opportunism.' It was remarked in a report at a
KWP conference by Kim Il Sung that Communists should not permit leftist excesses and
artificially foment class warfare" [...]

"In a confidential conversation, Kim Il Sung called the 'Cultural Revolution' in China 'incredible
madness.' Kim Il also spoke of the 'Cultural Revolution' in the PRC in approximately the same
negative terms when he was in Moscow...According to available information, the Chinese
'Cultural Revolution' was sharply criticized at closed meetings in KWP Party organizations.
Evidently with the same goal, in 1966 the Korean leadership swept away from [their] posts KWP
CC Politburo member Kim Changman, candidate member of the Political Committee [Ha
Angcheon], and several other Korean leaders who had become the primary champions of
Chinese ideological influence in the KWP.

A number of items of information have recently appeared in China through the Hongweibing
[Red Guard] newspaper channel in which slanderous fabrications were spread with regard to the
domestic situation in the DPRK and the KWP leadership. The term 'Korean revisionism' was put
into circulation. In meetings with the Red Guards Chinese leaders declare that 'the DPRK will
also soon slide into revisionism' and the northeastern regions of China are 'the forefront which is
encircled from three sides: by Soviet, Mongolian, and Korean revisionism."

Fabrications which appeared in Red Guards newspapers and handbills about a coup d'etat which
had allegedly occurred in the DPRK provoked deep resentment among the Korean leaders. In an
official statement published on 26 January of this year the DPRK Central Telegraph Agency
condemned the slanderous fabrication of the Red Guards in sharp tones as an attempt to mislead
world public opinion...Twice, in December 1966 and February 1967, the DPRK public security
agencies prohibited anti-Soviet demonstrations by Chinese students at the Soviet Embassy in
Pyongyang prepared by the Chinese Embassy."

"The KWP retreat from the positions of Beijing is irritating the Chinese leaders, who are now

already taking extreme measures. According to information of the Soviet Embassy in
Pyongyang, the Chinese have begun to fortify their border with the DPRK, artificially create
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border incidents, violate the agreement about peaceful settlement of issues about defectors,
renew the dispute over the issue of Sino-Korean border at Backdu-san (Baitoushan) Mountain,
etc."

"Meanwhile, the retreat of the KWP leadership from unquestioning support of the divisive
adventurous policy of Beijing does not mean that it has completely taken the stand of the
majority of Marxist-Leninist Parties. The views of the KWP leadership do not agree with the
policy of the CPSU and other fraternal Parties on a number of important issues. The Korean
leaders regard the CPSU with a certain wariness and permit themselves unfounded critical
comments regarding its policy, and are often insincere. In confidential conversations, Kim Il
Sung and other KWP leaders basically support all the foreign and domestic measures of our
Party, including their praise of the December (1966) CPSU CC plenum. However, the broad
KWP Party masses were not informed about it and not a word about the CPSU CC plenum was
published in the Korean press.

The October (1966) KWP conference officially proclaimed a policy of fighting on two fronts,
both against 'contemporary revisionism' and 'left opportunism' as the main task of the Party. At
the Party conference Kim Il Sung stressed that the KWP will never 'dance to someone else's tune'
and 'advised' all fraternal Parties to strictly follow an independent policy. He forcefully stressed
the independence of his positions; the Korean leadership thereby demonstrates its
noninvolvement with any of the sides in the disagreements which exist in the international
Communist movement, and strives to maintain normal relations with both the PRC and the
USSR." [12]

The Far East Department

DOCUMENT No. 34

[Source: AVPRF f. 0102, op. 23, p. 112, d. 24, pp. 13-23. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey
Radchenko and translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg]

7 March 1967 Memorandum from the Soviet Embassy in the DPRK (A. Borunkov)

"The DPRK Attitude Toward the So-called 'Cultural Revolution' in China"

"Events in China associated with the so-called 'Cultural Revolution' have seriously alarmed the
Korean leadership, which has reason to fear its negative influence on the DPRK"

"During the period of the Korean-Chinese rapprochement people came to leadership at various

levels of the Party and government apparatus who completely approved of the Korean leadership
policy of rapprochement with China and weakening ties with the USSR"
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"After the Korean leadership began to retreat from a unilateral orientation toward China it made
several corrections to its ideological work with the population. It began to criticize both the
CPSU and the CCP, trying to show that only the KWP policy took the correct position."

"The so-called 'Cultural Revolution' in China has forced the Korean leadership to take steps to
strengthen Party and government personnel both at HQ and at the grass roots."

Steps were taken at the end of 1966 to reorganize the highest echelon of the Party apparatus,
apparently not ignoring the possible negative consequences for the DPRK of the so-called
"Cultural Revolution."

The increase in the number of members and candidate members of the Politburo and KWP CC
secretaries and the appointment of a Deputy Chairman of the Cabinet of Ministers is evidence of
a desire of the Korean leadership to involve new people in running the Party and the country
from among those who unquestionably approve of Kim Il Sung's current domestic and foreign
policy."

"With the exception of Kim Il Sung, Korean workers avoid conversations on this subject [of the
Cultural Revolution] or limit themselves to general phrases which mean nothing.

As events develop in China the KWP leadership has exhibited ever-growing concern and
caution. In a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador in November 1966 Kim Il Sung said,
"The Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution has seriously alarmed us." Explaining the reasons for
such alarm, Kim Il Sung pointed to the fact that KWP members "still are not so experienced
[zakaleny] as to correctly understand everything" (See ref. N° 313 of 2 December 1966)

The need has arisen to conduct such explanatory work among KWP members as a result of
which they would, on the one hand, as before be convinced of the correctness of the policy of the
Korean leadership and, on the other, unquestionably approve of the negative attitude of the
Korean leadership toward the so-called 'Cultural Revolution."

"According to information available to the Embassy explanatory work among KWP members in
connection with the so-called 'Cultural Revolution' in China is of quite a critical [0stryy] nature."

"The leaders of the KWP speak of the so-called 'Great Cultural Revolution' as a 'great madness
[obaldenie]', having nothing in common with either culture or a revolution."

In restricted propaganda the repression of intellectuals by the government, the destruction of
cultural monuments, and the anti-Sovietism which has become the main substance of the policy
of the ruling group of China are condemned (See our ref. N° 49 of 21 February 1967).

"The Korean comrades speak of the 'thousands of victims during the so-called 'revolution', the
'suicides', the 'political chaos', and the 'chaos in the economy,' about Mao Zedong as 'an old fool
who has gone out of his mind.' In lectures they cite instances of political and economic pressure
on the DPRK from the Chinese government."
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"Speaking at a festive meeting (dedicated to the 19™ anniversary of the Korean People's Army) O
Jinu, Deputy Minister of Defense, said, "The hope of any rift in our Party and our revolutionary
ranks is stupid naiveté.' This statement might be regarded as a response to the Chinese for their
attempts to conduct a campaign of slander against the DPRK."

"Questions (about the Cultural Revolution) were raised in a report by Kim Il Sung at a KWP
Party conference (October 1966). Although there was no direct criticism of the Chinese
leadership in his speech, it was later explained to KWP members in lectures and conversations to
whom the accusations of left opportunism were addressed. In a conversation with the Soviet
Ambassador in October 1966, Kim Il Sung said that, "They could not fail to touch on theoretical
issues at the KWP conference inasmuch as right now a big uproar had developed in China
around the 'Great Cultural Revolution,' which might exert a great influence on our Party (see our
ref. N° 286 of 21 October 1966).

"Among the articles of the Korean press published in the second half of 1966 in response to the
so-called 'Cultural Revolution,' the most important is an editorial of the newspaper 'Nodong
Sinmun' of 12 August 1966, 'In Defense of Independence.' In unofficial conversations with
Soviet workers, Korean comrades have tried to stress that the article is mainly directed against
the Chinese leaders."

In January 1967 a republic meeting of mechanical engineers was held with the involvement of
Korean leaders and a large number of workers from around the country, and in February a
Congress of cooperative workers [was held]. It is also intended to hold a meeting of construction
workers, teachers, and others.

In a conversation with the Soviet Ambassador, Candidate Member of the KWP CC Politburo Pak
[Yongguk] said that, besides the practical tasks of improving the work of sectors of the economy,

the meeting had the goal of "raising the level of consciousness of the masses" (see our ref. N° 31
of 7 February 1967).

"Korean-Chinese relations continue to worsen, despite of the wishes of the Korean leadership."

The DPRK MFA requested that all accredited embassies in Pyongyang remove photographic
showcases beginning 1 February. The Korean comrades did not conceal that this measure was
directed against the Chinese government. All embassies except China's carried out this
instruction. The photographic showcase propagandizing the so-called "Cultural Revolution" still
hangs at the Chinese Embassy in Pyongyang. Repeated statements of the DPRK MFA directed at
the Chinese Embassy remain unanswered. The Korean authorities have resorted to
"administrative measures," forbidding residents of the city from walking past the showcase.
Also, a photographic showcase was recently reopened by the Albanian Embassy in Pyongyang.
The Korean authorities regarded these actions by the Chinese and Albanians as "provocative and
criminal.”

Speaking before representatives of the accredited embassies of the socialist countries in

Pyongyang, Pak [Chon Sok], the Chief of the Protocol Department of the DPRK MFA, said that
"our people are indignant at the 'arrogant' behavior of the Chinese. The Chinese and the
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Albanians are behaving like hysterical people," "they are not able to avoid responsibility for the
criminal actions damaging the interests of the DRPK.”

In the words Kim [Yeongnam], a Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs, a strong protest has been
sent to the Chinese leadership in connection with the anti-Korean slander which is being spread
by the Red Guards in Beijing.

Chinese students and part of the specialists have left Pyongyang.

The newly appointed DPRK Ambassador to China has not yet left for Beijing. The Korean
leaders speak indignantly of attacks by the Red Guards on officials of the Korean Embassy in
Beijing.

In conversations the Korean leaders sharply condemn the actions of the Mao Zedong and his
group, and correctly assess the harm events in China are causing to the international Communist
movement and the socialist camp. At the same time, the Korean leadership does not dare openly
criticize the Chinese, trying to avoid anything that might be used by the Chinese for anti-Korean
purposes.

Anti-Chinese actions [vystuplenie] in the DPRK are of a retaliatory nature. It is supposed that the
Korean leaders will act that way in the future when it is a matter of DPRK prestige in the
international arena.

The Korean leadership does not denounce the anti-Sovietism of the Chinese ruling group. In
restricted propaganda it continues to accuse the CPSU of displaying "weakness" toward the US,
of "colluding" with the US to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons, of an incorrect attitude
"toward Yugoslavia the reactionary forces of India, and interference in the affairs of fraternal
Parties ["].

In conversations with foreigners the Korean leaders have begun to talk somewhat more freely
about events in China. However, the impression is formed that the Korean leadership is taking a
close watch so that the anti-Chinese sentiments which have recently intensified do not take the
shape of open resentment of the people. Most of the Korean population is poorly informed about
the situation in China and about the actions of Mao Zedong and his group.

DOCUMENT No. 35

[Source: MOL, XIX-J-1-j Korea, 1967, 61. doboz, 1, 002130/1967. Obtained and translated
for NKIDP by Balazs Szalontai]

Report, Embassy of Hungary in North Korea to the Hungarian Foreign Ministry, 9 March
1967.
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As we already reported in an open telegram, Kim Il Sung—in the presence of the members of the
KWP Presidium and several other high-ranking leaders—had received Cuban Ambassador Vigoa,
who will leave the DPRK in the immediate future. Following the reception, Kim Il Sung gave a
luncheon in honor of the Cuban ambassador. In the opinion of several fraternal ambassadors, this
stressed honor was given not only to the Cuban ambassador but also reflected the close
cooperative contacts between the Korean and Cuban parties.

According to the information received from Comrade Horst Brie, the ambassador of the GDR, of
the conversation that took place between Comrades Kim Il Sung and Vigoa, it was the following
parts that were the most significant:

Kim I1 Sung praised the right policy of the KWP Presidium, which was justified by the present
events as well. He considered the international situation as well as the situation of the
Communist and workers’ movement extremely complicated. Speaking of the Korean-Chinese
relationship, Kim Il Sung stated that it was very problematic, and he referred to the slanderous
remarks of the Chinese that had become known recently. Evidently referring to the [alleged]
conflict between Kim I Sung and Kim Gwanghyeop that the Red Guards had spread reports of,
Kim Il Sung jokingly remarked that Kim Gwanghyeop was also sitting there with him, he was
participating in the conversation, and it was obvious what this meant. During the conversation
Kim Gwanghyeop also passed anti-Chinese remarks. Among others, he declared that he had
known the current Chinese ambassador to Pyongyang well, and had fought alongside him against
the Japanese for a long time, and [he knew] why he [the ambassador] was now under attack.
(Our comment: as we already reported, according to the information we received from
Mongolian sources, the work of the current Chinese ambassador to Pyongyang, who has not been
here for a long time, was criticized at home.)

Kim Il Sung spoke disapprovingly of the activities of the Chinese embassy here, pointing out that
the latter carried out anti-DPRK propaganda among the ethnic Chinese living in the DPRK. The
Korean comrades were indignant with the provocations committed against the Korean embassy
to Beijing, Kim Il Sung said, for they [the Chinese] planted such signs in front of our embassy as
,,Brezhnev and Kosygin should be roasted in their own fat.” We understand what these attacks
and the similar ones mean! With regard to the issue of the photo display-case [set up by the
Chinese embassy to Pyongyang], Kim Il Sung stated that the behavior of the Chinese was not
compatible with the principles of proletarian internationalism and one should declare it a
bourgeois nationalist action instead. Speaking of the well-known behavior of the new Albanian
ambassador, he stressed that the latter, though he had not spent more than a few days in the
DPRK yet, once again put photos that had been removed by the Albanian chargé d’affaires ad
interim into their photo display-case. This is hostile behavior, a step unworthy of a fraternal
ambassador!

Kim I1 Sung considered Korean-Cuban relations very good, and stated that a close friendly
cooperation was characteristic of the latter, the views of the two parties were completely
identical. The KWP fully supports the standpoint of the Cuban Communist Party. He cited as an
example that the KWP supported only those Latin American revolutionary movements which the
Cubans also agreed with and which they supported.
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During the conversation Cuban Ambassador Vigoa asked a few questions. For instance, he
inquired about the Korean-Yugoslav relationship and the possibility of establishing diplomatic
relations [between Pyongyang and Belgrade]. Kim Il Sung answered the question concerning the
establishment of diplomatic relations in the negative, and pointed out that the Romanians had
similarly proposed the establishment of relations to them, and the Soviets also found that useful.
(Our comment: A few days after the conversation between Kim Il Sung and Vigoa, the Korean
press published a long anti-Yugoslav article based on Japanese sources.)

Comrade Vigoa inquired about the Korean comrades’ opinion of the Soviet standpoint
concerning the agreement on nuclear non-proliferation. It became clear from the reply of Kim Il
Sung that they did not agree with it but would not attack and criticize it openly.

In another part of the conversation Kim Il Sung made mention of Mao Zedong. Pointing at Choe
Yonggeon, who was present, he stated that he was the same age as Mao, yet his state of health
was better and his mind was also livelier. Although at that time [in 1957] Mao Zedong, as
opposed to Khrushchev, had apologized for his earlier interference in the internal affairs of
Korea, by now ,,Mao Zedong has made twice as many mistakes as Khrushchev did,” he said.

With regard to the question of the unity of the international Communist and workers’ movement,
Kim Il Sung said that he saw two possibilities. One is that the small countries, on the basis of
their collective action, persuade the two big ones, that is, China and the Soviet Union, to restore
their unity and cooperation. The other is that the two big ones reach an agreement ,by
themselves,” without the help of the small ones. Of these two possibilities, it is the first one that
1s realistic, whereas the second one seems unrealizable.

Istvan Kadas (ambassador)

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 36
[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 364. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer]

GDR Embeassy to the DPRK
Pyongyang, 16 March 1967

Note
on a Conversation with the 1% Secretary of the Soviet Embassy, Comrade Zvetkov,
on 15 March 1967

I visited Comrade Zvetkov to receive the promised information about Kim Il Sung’s visit to
Moscow. First I reported to Comrade Zvetkov about two other conversations of [GDR
Ambassador] Comrade Brie with [Cuban Ambassador] Vigoa and [Vietnamese Ambassador]
Hoang Moi.
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II.

[...] [Replacement of Soviet Ambassador Gorchakev through Ambassador Sudarikov
due to political and alcohol problems]

Comrade Zvetkov made the following statements on the results of Kim Il Sung’s visit
to the Soviet Union in December 1966:

1.

Kim Il Sung’s visit to the Soviet Union was unofficial. The Soviet comrades did
not know in advance about the interruption of his stay and Kim Il Sung’s ensuing
travel to Romania. He [Zvetkov] is not aware of the actual reasons and results of
this visit to Romania.

[...] [Vietnam]

On China

Comrade Brezhnev provided Kim Il Sung with an overview of this problem.

In hist statement on this subject, Comrade Kim Il Sung explained that the KWP
considers the so-called Cultural Revolution in China as mass lunacy which largely
impacts the DPRK as well. The DPRK is situated very close to China, and there
are many problems to solve for the construction of socialism [in Koreal].
Therefore the KWP does not openly criticize the CCP since it cannot simply do it.
It is imperative for the KWP to think about the future since it is aware of the
wickedness of the Chinese.

[...] [European Security and Non-Proliferation]

On Polemics [between USSR and China]

Kim Il Sung stated the KWP does not deem it necessary to conduct open
polemics. Actually, the KWP is against this.

Comrade Brezhnev explained that the CPSU had kept quiet for two years but the
CCP did not abort polemics. Thus, the CPSU was forced to refute those
accusations and explain its own positions. Yet it did so without any insults. Kim I1
Sung explained that the KWP had stopped criticizing the CPSU a long time ago
and will not change that.

On the Conference [of communist and workers parties]

Kim Il Sung expressed his very negative opinion on the proposals made at the
Party Congresses in Hungary and Bulgaria. Comrade Brezhnev referred to the fact
that already 60 fraternal parties had agreed to participate in such a conference.
Kim Il Sung replied the Korean comrades think conditions have not yet matured
for such a conference. The Chinese party and some others will not participate.
Thus it is warranted to understand the position of the KWP. Currently the CCP
has its own group in about 60 countries. Maybe it would use this opportunity to
convene a separate conference. This way unity will not be achieved at all. To the
contrary, the division will become deeper. For these reasons, the KWP will
“neither participate with you, nor with the Chinese.”
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7. [...] [Japan]

8. Relations Soviet Union - DPRK
Comrade Zvetkov stated that both sides recognized the positive development of
relations and were pleased with the results of the talks.

9. On Economic Questions
Kim Il Sung also presented some general requests about the further supply of
Soviet aid. There was agreement in principle and a decision to talk about this in
detail at a later opportunity.

I1I. On the Visit of a Government Delegation headed by Kim Il Sung to the Soviet Union
between 13 February and 4 March 1967

As a result of the talks between Kim Il Sung and Brezhnev [in December 1966], the KWP
had decided to send a government delegation to the Soviet Union headed by Kim Il Sung to
discuss economic questions in more detail. The Korean side stated its following wishes:
[...] [long list of concrete aid projects]

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

DOCUMENT No. 37

[Source: MOL, X1X-J-1-j China, 1967, 59. doboz, 1, 001136/6/1967. Obrtained and translated
for NKIDP by Balazs Szalontai]

Report, Embassy of Hungary in China to the Hungarian Foreign Ministry, 11 April 1967.

At a luncheon given in his honor, Korean Chargé d’Affaires Kim Jaeseok had a long
conversation with our counsellor. During this he fully agreed with our evaluation of the Chinese
situation, repeated in his own words what had been said by our counsellor, and added some
examples of his own. He agreed that the destruction of the Communist party could not be a
means to construct socialism, and he particularly approved of our view that the Chinese effort to
force the person of Mao and his so-called thoughts on the peoples of the world was by no means
compatible with the principles of internationalism.

In the opinion of Comrade Kim, one of the serious errors of Chinese policy and a cause of the
chaos created by the ,,Cultural Revolution” is the improper method that they [the CCP leaders]
rely on the masses solely in slogans; in reality, it is the subjective will of one or two persons that
decides everything. ,,The chaos of the events makes one feel,” Comrade Kim said, ,,that the
Chinese leaders have no program or definite conception, and they do not steer [the country]
purposefully, on the basis of principles.”

117



With regard to individual leaders, he mentioned that there were still many more people behind
Liu Shaoqi than usually believed. For instance, to their [the North Koreans’] knowledge, the
organization called ,,Committee for the Unity of Action” is actually a substantial armed unit with
a membership of approx. 12,000, which is opposed to Mao. As for Zhou Enlai, both the attacks
launched on his deputies and certain articles of Red Flag [Hongqi] and Renmin Ribao, which
attack those who focus on economic issues, are actually directed against Zhou Enlai.

Comrade Kim agreed with our evaluation that the majority of the Chinese people are opposed to
the policy pursued by Mao, and this was the main cause of that the Cultural Revolution was still
dragging on. As an example for the manifestation of opposition and its repression, he said that in
the course of the recent demonstrations against Liu Shaoqi, some 500 railroadmen hurled abuse
at the internal security forces in front of the main entrance of the government district. The
soldiers surrounded the group and forced them to read quotations from Mao on their knees and
with their heads bowed. When a leader of the railroadmen was not willing to continue this and
stood up, the soldiers pounced on him and beat him up.

As for the general evaluation of the Chinese internal situation, the Korean chargé d’affaires
repeatedly emphasized that the situation was very confused and dangerous. He made [the
Hungarian counsellor] feel that it was the outbreak of civil war that he meant by danger.

With regard to the economic situation, he remarked that Chinese data were unreliable and it was
very difficult to form an accurate notion of [the situation]. As for crop prospects and a possible
famine, he referred to a placard, according to which [Foreign Minister of the People’s Republic
of China] Chen Yi had declared that peasants had nothing to eat. He added that to his knowledge,
there were serious problems in industry as well. The main cause of all this was that there was no
plan, no economic program, and the workers themselves also felt uncertain, they were afraid of
the future.

With regard to the international effects of the Cultural Revolution, the Korean chargé d’affaires
declared that the peoples of the world had no need of such a Cultural Revolution. Over there, in
Korea this would be inconceivable, for their principal problem was the division of the country
and the constant threats of the American imperialists.

As for Sino-Korean relations, he told [the Hungarian counsellor] the incident caused by the
display-case at the [Chinese] embassy in P’yongyang, which had been known to us, and
emphasized that unfortunately the Chinese comrades did not submit themselves to the general
rules. He agreed with our evaluation that this was a manifestation of Chinese big-power
chauvinism. He condemned the Red Guards’ attacks on Kim Il Sung in a very sharp tone,
stressing that although Korea was only a small country and it was also in a difficult situation,
they could not tolerate such attacks. He said that their ambassador to Beijing had received his
approval long ago, but then the Red Guards’ attack on Kim Il Sung came up, and thus for the
time being the ambassador would not come. In an indignant voice, he said that during the
demonstrations against the Soviet embassy to Beijing, [the Red Guards] had torn off the flag
from the car of their ambassador as well, stuck a lot of slogans on another car of theirs, and when
they protested, the Chinese dismissed their protest. To characterize Sino-Korean relations, he
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said that the Chinese viewed the relationship between the two countries in a way similar to the
[human relations] that had existed under feudalism, when a weak man, if slapped by a strong
one, was required to turn the other cheek so as to get a second slap.

Trade relations between the two countries are stagnating, it happens more and more frequently
that there are problems concerning the deadlines of Chinese shipments. Cultural and scientific-
technological cooperation practically stands still.

According to the evaluation of Comrade Kim, one of the negative effects of the Chinese Cultural
Revolution was the fact that the American imperialists, taking advantage of the faults of Chinese
policies, intensified both their aggression in Vietnam and their South Korea-based provocational
activity that was directed against the DPRK.

It is shown also by the aforesaid conversation how the Cultural Revolution alienates former
friends from China. It was evidently because of the anti-Korean attacks of the Red Guards that
the previously cautious behavior of Chargé d’Affaires Kim has become almost militantly anti-
Chinese.

Andras Halasz
(ambassador)

DOCUMENT No. 38

[Source: MfAA, C 1088/70. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated for
NKIDP by Karen Riechert]

Memorandum

on Audience for Comrades Heintze and Breitenstein with Comrade Pak Seongcheol,
Member of the Politburo, Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign Minister, 12 May 1967, 5.20
p.m.

GDR Embassy in the DPRK
Pyongyang, 13 May 1967

Further persons present:

Comrade Strauss, Acting Ambassador

From the Koreans:

A Deputy President of the Korean Trade Union
Comrade Shin Taein as interpreter

Comrade Heintze thanked us for the invitation and acknowledged the success of the Korean
workers in rebuilding their homeland and economically strengthening the Republic. He also
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mentioned some of his impressions, e.g. from the mass demonstration or from the visit to the
Pioneers’ Palace, which proved to be gratifying for the Foreign Minister.

Comrade Pak Seongcheol then made the following remarks:

“The population of the DPRK is a united front behind Comrade Kim Il Sung. After the speech of
Comrade Kim Il Sung at the Party Conference in October 1966, we have to concentrate at the
same time on strengthening defense and on developing the economy. A share of 30 percent of
our budget is for defense matters. Because we are compelled to make tremendous efforts in this
field, we cannot introduce the five-day work week, as you recommended at the occasion of your
7th Party Congress. We are unable to do that because the enemy stands right across [the border].
He provokes [us] every day, blood is shed almost every day.”

“If the enemies attack, we will inflict a crushing defeat on them. In order to do that, we have to
increase defense capabilities. We aspire to equip everybody with arms, to modernize weapons,
and to build an army of professional cadres. We have already succeeded in almost all of this, but
there are still many efforts required. You saw our worker militias on May 1. Some said: ‘Maybe
this was the army, only wearing different uniforms?’ But why should we do that? Those were all
factory workers. We have plenty of them. Within ten minutes, all of them would be ready for
action.”

“The enemy is threatening us with nuclear bombs. But we are not afraid. Of course, the nuclear
bomb is dangerous because it is a weapon of mass destruction. It is bad, however, to be just
afraid. There are also ways to fight it. We are, for example, prepared to protect all our people in
underground facilities. Before long, we will operate an underground transportation system. It has
been under construction for 12 years already. In times of peace, it will serve as an underground
train; in an emergency, it will protect our people. We have been digging underground
everywhere; for more than 17 years now, all over the country. We are prepared and are not afraid
of nuclear bombs.”

“During the war (1950-1953), the Americans dropped thousands of tons of bombs every day and
destroyed our country, but the people stayed. The U.S. may have modern technology, but they
don’t have good infantry. Therefore, it doesn’t make sense for the Americans to occupy Korea
because this would mean they would have to surrender, even in the case of victory, since they
don’t have a good infantry (Comrade Pak Seongcheol obviously seemed to allude to guerilla
warfare). One has to understand that. If you don’t understand that, you cannot fight U.S.
imperialism. Vietnam had, at the beginning only its fists and the Americans came with plenty of
weapons and ammunition. Of course, this was sort of a disadvantageous situation. But now the
Americans have reached an impasse. They have the tiger by its tail but can neither regain their
grip nor let go of the tiger. If you consult history, you will find that a just war never ended in
defeat. Besides, of all those American troops in Vietnam, less than half of them really count as
soldiers. A quarter of them have to carry out transportation duties. Another quarter is constantly
on the move. Furthermore, the American soldiers willfully let mosquitoes bite them and
intentionally fill water into their boots, which were supposed to protect them from the swamps.
They do not want to fight.”
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“Why do I mention all of this? One should not be too afraid of the U.S. Currently, there is such
huge propaganda to inspire fear of nuclear bombs, but that is not justified. The American troops
are scattered all over the world. Therefore, it is necessary to unite the forces of the Afro-Asian
and Latin American people to actively carry out the battle against U.S. imperialists and to inflict
wounds on them everywhere. Although, the socialist camp is currently not united and there are
differences of opinion between the Soviet Union and China, Kim Il Sung said at the conference
in October that the socialist camp should come together, put aside differences and unite. China
rants against the Soviet Union, and the latter replies. The Soviet Union has to respond, of
course.”

At this point, Comrade Heintze remarked that the Chinese leadership is also ranting against us
and everybody else.

Comrade Pak Seongcheol replied: “Yes, against everybody.” He continued: “The U.S.A.
applauds these disagreements. Some even think the Americans in Vietnam could expand the war
because of China’s attitude. However, we think the arguments are an internal matter. Whether
China or the Soviet Union commits mistakes—they both claim to be right—they both need to
move towards each other.”

At this point Comrade Heintze remarked that it does not matter much whether there have been
mistakes or not. This is about the basics of Marxism-Leninism and about supporting the
Vietnamese people more effectively in their struggle. And the latter is getting obstructed by the
Chinese leadership.

Pak Seongcheol replied: “The Vietnamese comrades are telling us that they receive material and
use it in combat. They have Soviet missiles. Yet, even if transports through China are indeed
obstructed, you must not mention that. This causes damage. For instance, the Vietnamese
comrades requested material from us. We quickly prepared the shipments, but the Chinese
comrades told us we have to submit delivery lists six months in advance. Then, we just shipped
the material to the border ourselves, handed it over to the Vietnamese comrades, and a month
later they had it in their home country. Obviously, these problems have to be addressed. But
there is no value in public polemics.”

Then, Comrade Pak Seongcheol turned to relations between our two countries and stated: “The
situation in both our countries is identical in many respects. However, the method of struggle is
different. We will not make assessments which method is superior; this depends entirely on the
situation. During my visit to the GDR in November [1966], I had the chance to state our opinion
clearly. Since we are both divided countries, we need to strengthen our collaboration and develop
our relations. I think it is mandatory and possible to solidify our relations with the GDR in the
future, as we did in the past. I hold this opinion: Now our relations are good.”

Strauss
Acting Ambassador
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DOCUMENT No. 39

[Source: AVPRF. £.0102, op. 23. p. 112, d. 24. pp. 73-74. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey
Radchenko and translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg].

Memo of the Soviet Embassy in the DPRK (3”l Secretary, R. Chebotarev),
5 August 1967

"Activity of the Chinese Embassy in Pyongyang" (on the issue of the photo display case)

"The Chinese Embassy has used a display case set up on the outer wall which surrounds the
Embassy for propagandizing the 'Cultural Revolution,' spreading anti-Soviet lies, and glorifying
Mao as 'the leader of the peoples of the entire world.' Similar actions were also negatively
received by the Korean side. In order not to worsen the situation with China, the DPRK MFA
suggested that all diplomatic missions having photographic wall display cases remove them by 1
February of this year. All the embassies except China's and Albania's carried out this instruction
of the Korean side, whereupon the Chinese told a representative of the Korean MFA that they
would observe the laws of the DPRK which they like and would not observe those which they
did not like...The ill-fated showcase exists to this day, but no one is able to familiarize
themselves with its content since the Korean authorities have prohibited walking on the sidewalk
around the Chinese Embassy.”

]

DOCUMENT No. 40
[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, C 149/75. Obtained and Translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer].

GDR Embeassy to the DPRK
Pyongyang, 20 October 1967

Note
on a Conversation with the Acting Ambassador of the People’s Republic of Poland, Comrade
Pudisz, on 9 October 1967 between 1000 and 1130 hours in the Polish Embassy

The visit was paid following a Polish request.
At the beginning I informed Comrade Pudisz extensively about the activities of our embassy for
the 18" Anniversary of the foundation of the GDR. Then Comrade Pudisz made statements on

the following issues:

1. The PR China has stopped its aid to the DPRK in the following areas:
- Coke and gas coal (previously 2.5 million tons annually)
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Contrary to the former scenario, 3 more divisions from the reserves could be ready on U.S.
territory within 30 days for strengthening the ground forces in Far East, and on top of that, we
cannot rule out complementing mobilization of the 1, 3 and 5™ Navy fleet.

From 5 to 6 ground force divisions may be brought from the U.S. to the Korean zone within 30
days.

The DPRK would continue complementing its armed forces, namely, with weaponry supplied by
the allies.

During the resolution of the conflict, more forces would be tied to the Korean area than there are
now, but after that, a good part of the forces would probably be transferred to Vietnam. Thus, the
ratio of power would worsen for the NLF.

Scenario 3 — Solution through military conflict

This scenario leads to the development of the two fronts in the Far East. New forces will enter
the war on both sides. U.S. armed forces in the Far East will grow substantially, but they will be
divided between two war theatres. As a result, the American forces in Vietnam would not
strengthen as required. The consequence would be a smaller chance of resolving the conflict
soon in the Unites States’ favor and objectively worsen the situation of U.S. troops in Vietnam.

The current (and projected) power ratio does not offer a clear chance for quick resolution of the
conflict to either side, and it appears that it would have to be changed.

The build up of U.S. forces can be accomplished with the g Paratrooper division (in 3 days),
the 2" and 4™ Marine divisions (in 3 weeks), the 5™ Mechanized division, three mobilized
divisions and six mobilized brigades (in 1 month), which is a total 9 divisions. The 12" Air Force
unit can add about 300 fighter planes to the U.S. forces in the Far East. Such steps will result in a
power ratio which is advantageous for the U.S. Besides these forces, we can expect
strengthening of U.S. forces with 3 more divisions in 50 days and with a portion of the mobilized
forces, 1%, 3™ and 5™ fleets.

The build up of the DPRK armed forces requires the technical aid of outside armed forces.
Without it, successful conduct of even the defense operations is substantially diminished. The
extent of aid to the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea must be proportionate to its
intentions; offensive operations would require quite extensive aid (40 to 50 divisions). Such aid
would also lead to the danger of the U.S. using nuclear weapons (if the DPRK forces are
successful).

The direct consequence of this variable for the United States will be a substantial increase in the
required means for conducting the war in the Far East (armed forces, expenses, and means of
transportation). It will also result in limited possibilities for growth of other armed forces and in
decreased capability to transfer armed forces to different war theatres.
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We can conclude that even strengthening of the U.S. armed forces in the Far East does not offer
hope for a quick resolution of both conflicts. The United States is thus confronted with the
prospect of a long war that would limit their maneuverability.

Another significant change in the ratio of power would be possible with limited use of nuclear
weapons. However, this creates the danger of mutual use (PRC). It also leads to the danger of
escalation and a possibility of a direct conflict between the United States and the PRC (attacks
against PRC nuclear capabilities) and to the increase of international activity intended to stop the
war. Therefore, the use of nuclear weapons does not guarantee the United States a victory in an
escalated conflict.

IV. Conclusions
Increased tension in the Korean zone is forcing the United States to keep a larger number of
forces in the Korean area, which limits their use on the Vietnamese front.

The crisis in the Korean area makes it possible for the United States to strengthen its armed
forces in the Far East. A peaceful settlement of the incident can make it possible for the U.S. to
strengthen its armed forces in the Vietnam War theatre and thus, increase the chances for a
successful military solution.

Starting a military conflict confronts the U.S. with these alternatives:

- Conventional warfare means a protracted war on two fronts (with all political, economic and
military consequences),

- Limited nuclear war means a danger of escalating the war, direct conflict with the People’s
Republic of China (while the result of the war cannot be predicted with any certainty), and a
situation where the world’s public opinion would be polarized against the U.S. (efforts to stop
the war).

The most advantageous variable for the United States appears to be peaceful resolution of the
conflict because it allows the planned steps to proceed, during further negotiations, in order to
strengthen the [U.S.] armed forces in the Far East. Peace negotiations make it possible for the
United States to regroup their forces in favor of the Vietnam War theatre and to conduct their
operations successfully. The extent of regrouping will depend whether the DPRK will
demobilize or not.

Increased tension in the Korean zone draws the U.S. military effort from Vietnam and is
unintentionally helping the National Liberation Front and the People’s Republic of Vietnam.

An early solution in the Korean zone can lead to the renewed use of forces transferred to the
Korean area in the Vietnamese War theatre and to a diminished possibility of the transference of
mobilized U.S. forces to the Far East. In case they are transferred to the Far East, they would
probably be used in the Vietnamese War theatre.

A peaceful settlement after longer negotiations will result in tying part of the U.S. forces down in
the Korean area, which will make it easier for the NLF and DRVN. At the same time, the U.S.
will be more likely to transfer their armed forces for the Far East into the Korean zone. A
peaceful settlement will allow the U.S. to deploy larger forces in the Vietnamese zone than in the
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previous variable, and thus, it will substantially influence the course of the conflict in favor of
the U.S..

In the case of a military solution of the conflict in Korea, there is little chance that the U.S.
would decide to get engaged in a protracted war with conventional weapons like in Vietnam.
Requests of some senators from the American Congress as well as proposals of top military
officials for solving a contingent conflict with nuclear weapons (for instance the Chief of Staff of
the 8™ American Army [division] in Korea) indicate a dangerous development of a possible
military confrontation.

A military solution brings, for socialist countries, an increase in military aid and probably also
some measures in the armed forces for the possible escalation, and in general, increased military
spending. In addition, it is necessary to take into account the possibility of a limited nuclear war
and to think of measures to counter such a situation.

* sk ok

DOCUMENT No. 59

[Source: Czech Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for NKIDP by
Adolf Kotlik.]

9 February 1968

THE EMBASSY OF CZECHOSLOVAK SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
SM - 021712/68
(other notes illegible)

No. 031/68
Pyongyang

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Classified
By courier!

Declassified per file no. 267.261/2001- 0ZU
Prague

(OZU = Section for Special Assignments]
Date: May 22™, 2001

Processed by: (initial illegible)
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Report No. 11
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When the Pueblo was detained on the night of January 23" all of the South Korean propaganda
was still fully involved with the case of January 21* of 31 armed persons, who, according to a
captured member of the group, were supposed to kill the South Korean president and other key
representatives of South Korea and who were still being pursued mainly in the area between
Seoul and the Demilitarized Zone.

The Seoul incident from 21 January of this year revealed shortcomings in the security system
between the position of the 2™ U.S. Infantry Division in the western part of the Demilitarized
Zone and Seoul and showed the poor readiness of the South Korean armed units to counter such
a large scale action as the 21* January incident undoubtedly was.

The inefficiency of South Korean troops and police, proven by the incident, raised a wave of
dissatisfaction that was reflected in the South Korean press during the days when the Pueblo was
detained. South Korean propaganda found some counter-arguments against these reproaches of
its own press and soon was able to distract the public and turn its attention to three issues: the
Japanese press’ interpretation of the January 21* incident, the U.S. position in regards to the
Seoul incident and the detention of the Pueblo, and to internal political issues concerning the
relations between the ruling Republican Party and the New Democratic Party.

The very first reports of the Japanese press about the Seoul incident caused concern and agitation
because of the way in which the news was presented, and it almost immediately resulted in small
demonstrations against Japanese journalists accredited in South Korea, calling for their
immediate expulsion from the country. These demonstrations were followed by larger
demonstration and protest gatherings against the Seoul incident, which were of a pronounced
anti-North Korean nature, and contained all the signs of anti-communist hysteria, complete with
the burning of straw effigies of Kim Il Sung. Most participants were students, intelligentsia and
artists; however, South Korean authorities managed to get labor unions involved as well.
Regardless of the fact that the South Korean educational system is selective, especially when it
comes to admissions to secondary schools, South Korean authorities did not even have to apply
direct pressure to ensure participation in these demonstrations. Their main purpose has been
achieved: to turn public attention from criticizing the government, army, and police to a more
acceptable matter — against the DPRK, which was a complete success. These tendencies were
further strengthened when an underground group of 31 (directed from the DPRK, according to
the South Korean press) was arrested, as well as a group of fishermen, who had returned to South
Korea after staying in the DPRK.

The South Korean government was able to accomplish all of its intentions; in fact, a South
Korean flying squad, with active help from civilians, killed the last of the 31 armed insurgents,
even though we cannot say that it was a direct consequence of this propaganda.

South Korean propaganda was able to sustain the wave of anti-communism on the same level by
[reporting?] other events as well, like a funeral ceremony for police personnel killed on January
21% and for other South Korean soldiers who were shot while pursuing “armed guerilla groups of
South Korean patriots and revolutionaries.” Namely, two funerals were exploited exceptionally:
the funeral of a higher commander of the South Korean army and the funeral of a school child,
who was killed during an attack of the armed group on the access road to the presidential palace.
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The widely publicized testimony of the only captive from this armed group [included statements,
such as] “we were supposed to cut Park Chung-hee's head off” and so on, and the alleged threats
that armed group members [made] to peasants, [like] “if you don’t help us and report us, we will
take revenge on you and your family members when the country is united soon,” had its intended
effect. The last ones killed from the group of 31 were physically weak and hungry, which,
among other things, showed that by its very first appeals, South Korean propaganda was able to
deter civilians from helping the armed group in any way.

These propaganda efforts of South Korean ruling circles were also accompanied by internal
measures that were aimed at practically every South Korean and strictly limited possibilities to
provide meaningful assistance to members of the armed group.

Some later news also raised speculation that a three member group seen far southeast of the city
Daegu had its own mission, not necessarily connected with the mission of the main group in
Seoul. That is to say, Park Chung-hee's villa is near Daegu.

Measures of the South Korean government — accelerated arming of segments of the population
(protection of important private production facilities) as well as fast modernization of the South
Korean coast guard — further intensified the anti-infiltration and anti-communist propaganda so
much that it, at least initially, overshadowed the propaganda around the detention of the Pueblo.

During the Seoul incident, there were disagreements between the ruling and opposition parties;
however, right after January 21, the opposition party showed maximum willingness to
cooperate with the ruling party “in the light of serious danger to the security of the South Korean
state from North Korean infiltrators,” in the sense that it was not just an isolated action of 31
armed men but a systematic and planned activity of the DPRK with the final objective of “armed
aggression against South Korea.” Therefore, one of the consequences of the Seoul incident was,
among other things, that the ruling and opposition parties achieved a certain degree of unity.

Initially, South Korean propaganda accepted the detention of the Pueblo as a vindication of its
warning that the U.S. is underestimating the danger that manifested itself in Kim Il Sung’s
speech on December 16", 1967, and that the former DPRK KCPA deputy warned against as
early as the beginning of the summer after he defected to the South. The first responses to the
Pueblo incident indicated several facts that must have been unpleasant to Americans, to say the
least. One of them was the argument that by crossing the DMZ (Demilitarized Zone) unnoticed
in the section of the U.S. 2" Infantry Division, the armed group revealed, not only, that the U.S.
Command in South Korea underestimated the possibility of infiltration from North Korea but
that it was satisfied with declarations that the electronic barrier, which was already fully
functional in the section of this American unit, was impenetrable. At the same time, South
Korean officials argued against the American practice of arming South Korean forces in both
South Korea and South Vietnam with dated American weapons, some of which the American
Army used already in World War II. As evidence, they pointed out comments from some key
South Korean political and military officials about what happened last year when South Korean
soldiers in South Vietnam refused to fight with obsolete M-1 rifles and when, after being issued
new, lighter and shorter M-6 rifles, with a much higher frequency of effective shooting, their
fighting capability increased, exemplified by concrete results in combat against the armed forces
of South Vietnam National Liberation Front.
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The request for expedient modernization of all South Korean units was accompanied by two
warnings addressed directly and indirectly to the U.S.: the South Korean Foreign Affairs
Committee deputy talked about a possibility of withdrawal of all South Korean troops (48,000)
from South Vietnam even before the commencement of the South Vietnamese NLF offensive,
and the parliament expressed a request that South Korean armed forces be removed from the
U.S. command (of the UN armed forces in South Korea).

The effectiveness of these two threats was visible almost immediately: modern weaponry for
South Korean units that was originally planned for delivery by the end of March was
immediately airlifted to South Korea, and the designated units are scheduled to receive these
weapons by the end of February. Johnson’s message to Park Jung-hee and the trip of his special
envoy to Seoul were supposed to explain to the South Korean government why the U.S. rejected
the military approach in cooperation with the South Korean armed forces in the first phase of the
Pueblo’s detention and why Smith negotiates with Pak Jungguk in Panmunjeom behind closed
doors without the presence of a South Korean representative.

Americans also had to explain to the South Korean government why they do not make any
connection between the Pueblo and Seoul incidents during negotiations in Panmunjeom. The
pressure of South Korea on Johnson had its desired effect. Regardless of the precarious situation
Americans faced due to the South Vietnam NLF offensive, the mere thought of Koreans pulling
out their troops, which Americans themselves consider to be the best of all the satellite armies
and which, after the Americans, are the most numerous, was dangerous, [made?] even more so
because of the NLF armed forces offensive.

The effectiveness of the South Korean threats manifested itself not only in Johnson’s message
and in an expedited shipment of modern weapons to the South Korean army but also in an
additional hundred million U.S. dollars after South Korean officials openly said, in connection
with their disapproval that the U.S. was negotiating the Pueblo incident with the DPRK in
Panmunjeom behind closed doors and without South Korean representatives, that they do not
approve of the U.S. approach because first of all, the Pueblo incident cannot be separated from
the Seoul incident, and second, the U.S. pledged to discuss all of their measures in South Korea
with the South Korean government, and further, that the U.S. cannot expect to stop “North
Korean aggressive behavior” with several ships, older weapons, and their own existence.

As it is, after Johnson’s message, sending the special envoy, the additional one hundred million
dollars, accelerated military aid and a change of the U.S. position on Pueblo (the U.S., through
Smith’s negotiations with the DPRK, started to honor the South Korean request not to separate
the Pueblo incident from the Seoul one), there was no more talk about withdrawing the South
Korean units from South Vietnam nor about removing South Korean units from the UN
command in South Korea. The objective was reached; the subjective pressure from the South
Korean government met with the objective pressure of the South Vietnamese reality — therefore,
South Korean government circles could accept with satisfaction the words of Johnson’s message
that South Korea is one of the U.S.” best allies and could [still?] continue to press the U.S. for
further concessions, namely, shipments of modern weapons and military equipment. Reports
were proliferating that the Seoul incident showed organizational incompetence of South Korean

175



military and police units and their inadequate equipment. (M-1 rifles have many disadvantages,
like they are too heavy and bulky for the small South Koreans and, thus, are less suitable, for
anti-infiltration activity in the mountains and less accessible terrain, than the automatic rifles of
the armed infiltrators.) All this led to a South Korean request to arm all anti-infiltration units
with modern M-6 rifles, which all South Korean units in South Vietnam already have, and to
also arm police units and special anti-infiltration units with these weapons. However, judging
from comments of some top South Korean military representatives, South Korea wants to exploit
the Seoul and Pueblo incidents to the maximum in the shortest possible time. Additional requests
were expressed for the U.S. to help with the replacement of communication equipment for all
levels of the South Korean army, with reference to the shortcomings in communication that have
appeared over the last few weeks due to old radio relays and telephone switchboxes. Based on
experience from the last days of January, South Korean authorities also strongly criticized the
food, which was unsuitable for the anti-infiltration units, pointing out that there are already talks
going on with the U.S. command in South Korea [agreeing?] that rice cans are not suitable and
that they will be replaced with other kinds of food, along with the necessary kitchen material for
the preparation of warm meals in field conditions.

The DPRK press is correct in saying that Americans ran into a dead end in South Korea when the
last developments in South Vietnam almost coincided with the “revolt” of the South Korean
government, who wanted to exploit this extremely advantageous situation to the maximum and
is, thus far, succeeding in doing so.

It may sound ironic, but the fact is that the Seoul incident together with the Pueblo incident made
it possible for South Korean ruling circles to solve, by pressuring the U.S., some problems of a
military nature, which they have always blamed on U.S. dilatoriness. Since South Korea is
quickly getting new equipment and arms in exchange for assurances that it will not pull out its
troops from South Vietnam, the questions of war and peace are reaching higher levels. For sure,
these South Korean political successes will not remain without response from the DPRK, who, as
we can judge from more than just the confidential monitor, KCPA, is closely following the South
Korean military problems, especially, and can be expected to make further efforts to counter the
latest South Korean measures with new requests to socialist countries in order to neutralize the
“results” of the Seoul and Pueblo incidents, which were far more beneficial to South Korea than
to the DPRK.

We can, therefore, assume that efforts to buildup arms will only increase on both sides of the
Demilitarized Zone, and that because of intensified propaganda on both sides, more pointed
conflicts could be developing on land and sea or near the Demilitarized Zone, and that these
prospects cannot, in any case, mean a decrease in tensions; on the contrary, the mutual race to
modernize the equipment of armed forces can only exacerbate the already strained atmosphere
on the Korean Peninsula, and as such is the case, the danger of words becoming reality will
continue to grow.

Today, when it is already clear that the DPRK cannot expect to surpass South Korea
economically in the near future — and everything shows the DPRK has abandoned these goals for
good — the possibility of a peaceful unification of the country is disappearing for more reasons
than just South Korean anti-communism [sentiment], which will only grow as a result of the
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Seoul and Pueblo incidents and which, for a long time, will prevent the founding of Marx-Lenin
party in the South as was outlined at the national conference of the KWP last year. On the
contrary, the [situational] developments in this part of the world suggests that the DPRK
definitively gave up all possibilities except that of a military solution of the Korean issue, even at
the expense of extremely lowering the living standard of the [North] Korean people and of taxing
the relations with the fraternal socialist parties and the PRC for only one end — intensive
preparation for unification with the help of weapons.

We think that a lot will depend on the position of the USSR and the European socialist countries
regarding this problem in a complicated situation when we cannot rule out that the Korean
Worker’s Party is already counting on more active aid of the People’s Republic of China, whose
arms potential could play a role on the Korean Peninsula in a Korean Worker’s Party solution
that is, as we believe, unrealistic.

Ambassador:
Holub

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 60

[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 320. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated
for NKIDP by Karen Riechert.]

GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 20 February 1968

Memorandum
on a Conversation with the USSR Ambassador, Comrade Sudarikov, on 16 February 1968
between 16:15 and 17:30 hours

The meeting was held upon my request.

At the beginning, I informed Comrade Sudarikov about the intention of the GDR to send a party
and government delegation to the DPRK in the second half of March 1968.

[...]
On the issue of the Pueblo:

It is possible, Comrade Kim Il Sung asserted, to find a peaceful, if not a good solution on the
Pueblo issue. One precondition is that the Americans abandon their threats and admit their guilt.
If they continue their threats and attack us, we will fight against them.

Comrade Ponomarev stated that the USSR’s position is clear; the Soviet Ambassador has already
informed the leading comrades in the DPRK. The situation is such that we need a peaceful
resolution and a reasonable solution. It is absolutely evident that the Pueblo incident has dealt a
blow to the United States while the reputation of the DPRK has increased.
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Note:

On the same topic of a conversation that I had with the First Secretary of the USSR Embassy,
Comrade Zvetkov, on 14 February. The content of both talks was mostly identical. There were a
few nuances in details that do not change the overall content in any way.

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

cC

Ix State Secretary Hegen (Foreign Ministry)
I1x Comrade Axen (Central Committee)

1x Embassy/Secretariat

DOCUMENT No. 61

[Source: Czech Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for NKIDP by
Adolf Kotlik.]

February 1968

Letter Relaying Information Shared between USSR Ambassador in Prague c. S.V.
Cervonenko and Minister of Foreign Affairs c. V. David about the Situation in Korea

Deputy of the Minister of Foreign Affairs

File No.: 020.874/68-3
c. Trnavsky

complement according to the info from the CPZS CC
or c. (illegible) c. (illegible)

Dear Comrade,
Attached please find information about the situation in Korea as the USSR Ambassador in

Prague c. S.V. Cervonenko relayed it to the Minister of Foreign Affairs c. V. David.

With comradely greeting,
(signature illegible)

Attachment: 1
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Esteemed Comrade

Alexander Dubcek

First Deputy of the Central Committee

of the Communist Party of Czechoslovakia

Prague

[North] Korean comrades agreed with the position of the Soviet representative during the
discussion of the U.S. complaint to the UN Security Council. They think it is necessary to stretch
the proceedings of the Pueblo issue in the Security Council.

As you know, various ideas about how to mediate the settlement of the incident are being
discussed unofficially in the UN Security Council. We informed the [North] Korean comrades
about it. Since the [North] Korean comrades are able to deal with Americans directly in
Panmunjon, they feel that mediation of third countries is not necessary, in principle. As for the
concrete proposals for mediation, friends believe it is possible to determine tactics according to
further developments.

In conversations with the Soviet Ambassador from January 28" to January 31%, concerning
further possible steps that the DPRK may take in connection with the incident, the [North]
Korean comrades were saying only that the DPRK is not going to succumb to provocations and
is ready to work towards easing tensions.

On January 29", Rusk sent a letter to c. A. A. Gromyko. In this letter, Americans reiterate their
version that the ship Pueblo was in international waters at the moment of interception. Rusk
maintains that Johnson exercises restraint in the matter and believes that settling the issue as
quickly as possible would be in the interest of the both parties.

During unofficial consultations among members of the Security Council, U.S. Representative
Goldbeg approached the USSR representatives with a declaration that the U.S. is trying to find a
diplomatic solution to the conflict in such a way that would include repatriation of the ship and
its crew, without damaging positions of either party.

In the response to Rusk, as well as in the conversation between the Soviet and American
representatives in the Security Council, we stressed, as the [North] Korean comrades requested,
that the incident can be settled if tensions in the area do not increase, the national dignity of the
DPRK is not insulted by making it responsible for the incident, and the policy of threats is
abandoned; the U.S. must stop pressuring the DPRK and threatening her.

On January 31*, we told the [North] Korean comrades that by adopting tough measures for
defense of its sovereignty, the DPRK has politically won. Now it would be desirable to solidify
these results and, at the same time, to demonstrate the peaceful character of the DPRK’s course
in connection with the incident. That could be achieved by expelling the crew of the Pueblo from
the territory of the DPRK. We told the [North] Korean comrades that such a step from their side
could not be interpreted as weakness; on the contrary, it would be appreciated everywhere as a
show of a responsible approach, and it would strengthen even more the international position of
the DPRK.
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As far as it is up to the Soviet government, it will, of course, even in the future, see to it that
events around the incident do not grow out of certain boundaries, and it will make every effort so
that they do not escalate into an armed conflict.

We are convinced that our Czechoslovak friends share this position because it follows our
common course in international issues.

We would be grateful to the government of Czechoslovakia if it could, if at all possible, share
information it has and comments about that matter.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 62

[Source: AVPRF. f. 102, op. 28, pap. 55, d. 2. Obtained for NKIDP by Sergey Radchenko and
translated for NKIDP by Gary Goldberg.]

26 February 1968

Reception of US Ambassador to the USSR Llewellyn E. Thomson by AAG [A. A.
Gromyko]

I received Ambassador Thompson today at his request.

Thompson said that more than a month had passed since North Korean patrol boats seized the
ship Pueblo by force in international waters. In spite of the undoubtedly illegal nature of the
North Korean actions and the indignation of the public in the U.S., the Americans have displayed
considerable restraint and have sought a favorable resolution of the issue. Following the advice
of the Soviets, the Americans have made some changes in the deployment of its forces.

Thompson then said that the eighth meeting of the two sides had already been held in
Panmunjeom. Wanting the Soviets to be informed of the talks being held, the minutes of all eight
meetings were made available to A. F. Dobrynin, the Soviet ambassador in Washington. During
the talks, the Americans promised to conduct a comprehensive investigation of the incident after
the return of the crew of the Pueblo and the ship itself and also expressed a readiness to express
regret in the event that the fact of a violation of DPRK territorial waters was established. The
North Koreans rejected these proposals made by the Americans.

Thompson continued that in spite of attempts by the Americans to find a mutually acceptable
solution, the situation has not changed, as a result of which tensions remain in the area of Korea.
The present tension is increasing, primarily as a result of the malicious North Korean activity
with respect to South Korea, which, in particular, has manifested in the attack on the Blue House,
the residence of the president of South Korea and the infiltration of North Korean agents across
the Demilitarized Zone. The increase in tension has also been fostered by the irresponsible
threats of punishment, retaliation, and war against "American imperialism" and its "henchmen"
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in South Korea, which were made by the senior North Korean representative at the talks in
Panmunjeom and by the North Korean prime minister. An increase in tension was also promoted
by the statement of the North Korean chargé in Moscow that members of the Pueblo crew would
be punished, Thompson continued.

Thompson then said that Cyrus Vance, the special representative of the U.S. president, who had
returned from Seoul, confirmed the reports of the American Embassy in South Korea that the
patience of the South Koreans is at its limit as a result of the clearly malicious actions of the
North Koreans. Captured North Korean prisoners informed South Korean authorities about the
increased training of saboteurs to conduct a North Korean program of infiltration, sabotage, and
murder in South Korea.

Both our sides ought to pay great attention to an issue which might lead to a continuation of the
above actions by the North Koreans, said Thompson. We constantly call for restraint from the
South Korean authorities, Thompson continued, and hope that for your part, you will exert the
same influence on North Korea.

Thompson further noted that, in accordance with his instructions, he characterized this situation
which has ensued to be the result of the eight meetings in Panmunjeom. He then reported that, as
the next step, the Americans intended to propose to the North Koreans that an investigation of
the incident be conducted in order to establish whether the ship Pueblo actually violated the
territorial waters of the DPRK. Thompson continued, the Americans will propose that this
investigation be conducted "by a completely impartial" group, and in the event that a violation of
the 12-mile zone of territorial waters is established, the U.S. will be ready to offer its apologies
to North Korea.

AAG asked the ambassador whether he thought that all the meetings held in Panmunjeom
(including the latest, the ninth, which was held on 21 February) had brought any progress and
was also interested in whether the Americans had given replies to all the questions raised by the
North Koreans.

Thompson replied that no progress has been achieved by the talks in Panmunjeom. As for the
North Koreans’ questions, in his opinion, replies had been given to them. Thompson added that
he knew the North Koreans demanded that, from the very beginning, the Americans offer
apologies in connection with the incident. However, they have been told that an investigation
was necessary to do this.

AAG said that Thompson's report added very little to what we already know from other sources.
Our assessment of U.S. actions, which led to the incident with their ship Pueblo, was described
in the messages of A. N. Kosygin, Chairman of the USSR Council of Ministers, to U.S. President
L. Johnson and also in previous conversations with the Ambassador, said AAG. Therefore, there
is hardly a need to describe it in detail again. AAG then expressed the hope that this incident
would be settled and the sooner the better. AAG noted that we are not confident that the
Americans are using all opportunities to solve the problem caused as a result of its own actions.
The search for such a solution is in no way helped by the one-sided interpretation to which, as
before, the U.S. is subscribing, classifying the detention of the Pueblo as "an illegal act.”
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Thompson said that in the opinion of the Americans at the present moment, the main thing in
connection with the Pueblo incident is the different interpretation of the facts, in view of which
they also intend to propose an impartial investigation. Thompson added that the Americans
cannot agree with the North Korean interpretation of what happened. AAG said that the position
of the Soviets on the issue of the Pueblo incident remains the same as was described before. We
think that the faster this issue is decided the better. In regards to the Americans, they obviously
ought to display greater objectivity in the assessment of the facts, more flexibility in the
approach to a solution of the problem, and not proceed from what the Ambassador said at the
beginning of his statement, that the action of the DPRK was "illegal" and to repeat this endlessly.
In our view, AAG continued, the appropriate U.S. military branches also ought to receive
instructions to not create such dangerous situations in the future and to not carry out
provocations against other countries. In regards to the U.S. intention to propose conducting an
investigation of the Pueblo incident with some "impartial" group at the talks in Panmunjeom, we
cannot say what the attitude of the [North] Koreans will be to this proposal.

A. [Akalovsky], First Secretary of the U.S. Embassy to the USSR, was present at the
conversation from the American side. G. M. Korniyenko, Chief of the U.S. Department of the
USSR MFA, was present on our side. The conversation was recorded by O. Krokhalev, Third
Secretary of the U.S. Department.

DOCUMENT No. 63

[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 344. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated
for NKIDP by Karen Riechert.]

GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 3 March 1968

Comrade Jarck
on Current Relations between the DPRK and the PR China

As already outlined in my recent posting, there are a lot of elements indicating a potential
improvement in relations between the DPRK and the PRC. However, there is still no reliable and
comprehensive information. Thus, all the fraternal embassies [USSR, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
Hungary, Mongolia, Poland], ours included, are working on only a basis of assumptions and a
few facts in order to reach certain conclusions. In addition to previously transmitted bits of
information, the following indications do exist here on the status of [North] Korean-Chinese
relations:
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. T'heard from the Hungarian Acting Ambassador how the Hungarian Socialist Workers
Party has received information from a European fraternal party. According to that party,
Zhou Enlai has allegedly written a letter to Kim Il Sung stating that positions of the Mao
Red Guards are not identical with those of the PRC government in many respects.
Furthermore, the letter is said to express Chinese willingness to send volunteers to
[North] Korea. So far, there is no confirmation of this information’s accuracy from any
other source.

. Recently, the PRC has sent some specialists to the DPRK. According to various sources
of information, they are said to be experts in repairing equipment and objects that were
once built by the PRC. Some hints also mention military specialists are on site in various
facilities.

On January 29, a delegation of 19 members arrived from Beijing to conclude negotiations
for a trade agreement between the DPRK and the PRC. Over the last week, the delegation
leader is said to have arrived as well. Negotiations are to be concluded soon.

Just the existence of such negotiations is of major importance. Lee Juyeon, KWP
Politburo member and Deputy Prime Minister, told leading Soviet comrades in December
1967 that there were no prospects at all for a trade agreement between the DPRK and the
PRC for the year of 1968.

On foreign trade between the DPRK and the PRC, the following data exists for 1966 and
1967. (Data is mostly from the Romanian Embassy but has only been partially double-
checked. Thus, there is a certain likelihood for accuracy.)

1966 1967 (in million Ruble)
DPRK Exports about 75 about 65
DPRK Imports about 76 about 65
DPRK Exports
Anthracite
Iron Ore

Different types of Steel
Some amounts of non-ferrous metals
Mechanical Engineering Products

DPRK Imports

(volume in percentages)

Fuel Products 54.7
+ Coke and Coking Coal

(about 2 million tons)

Chemical products 8.5
Vegetable Oil and others 16.2
Textile and light industry products 15.8
Fruit, Vegetables, Meat, etc. 4.8
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Allegedly, there had been technical-organizational as well as political problems with the
Chinese exports in 1967. The result being that some goods were not delivered in full,
such as vegetable oil, cotton, coke, and coking coal. Irregular and delayed deliveries have
also occurred, but, it is said, they have been fulfilled still by 95 percent. There were also
problems with [North] Korean exports when the Chinese complained about the bad
quality of machine tools and transformers.

In the field of scientific-technological cooperation, the PRC allegedly handed over about
182 documents to the [North] Koreans in 1966/1967.

5. A few weeks ago, the prohibition to use the sidewalk in front of the Chinese Embassy [in
Pyongyang] was lifted, although the large images of Mao are still on public display next
to the entrance.

All these details are indications for an improvement of relations in the context of the Pueblo
seizure and incidents in Seoul. We cannot evaluate, however, how far-reaching this improvement
actually is and whether it is stable and durable. The fact that there is only an acting ambassador
and no [PRC] ambassador here demonstrates there still exist unresolved questions in DPRK-PRC
bilateral relations. Some [North] Korean actions display the ongoing DPRK interest in
normalizing relations with the PRC and to leave this path open. The most important actions are:
- Non-participation in the Budapest consultative meeting;
- No publications arguing directly against the CCP line, Mao Zedong as a person, or other
members of the leading group in the PRC;
- Sending an ambassador to Beijing in summer of 1967 in spite of just being an acting PRC
ambassador present here in Pyongyang.

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

DOCUMENT No. 64
[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 360. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.]

GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 4 March 1968

Letter on the Pueblo Question, from Comrade Jarck to Comrade Hegen
State Secretary and

First Deputy of the Minister of Foreign Affairs
Comrade Hegen
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102Berlin
Marx Engels Square 2

Dear Comrade Hegen!

Following your written instructions of 30 January 1968, 1, today, attempt to write down a
summary of most relevant events and likely tendencies. For reasons of efficiency, I have chosen
to do this by way of letter to you. Enclosed is the most important material drafted during recent
weeks. I have left a copy of this letter in our embassy to provide our new ambassador, Comrade
Henke with the opportunity to state his opinion after his arrival. As one copy will remain here, |
have arranged the classification of the most important material as highly confidential or
confidential matters.

On the Pueblo Question

So far, negotiations in Panmunjeom are inconclusive with regard to the return of the crew and
the ship. Yet, currently, it is very difficult to obtain exact information on the substance of the
negotiations. Apparently, both participating sides have agreed to make nothing, or next to
nothing, available to the public. Even the Polish and Czechoslovak comrades, who have their
representatives on site in Panmunjeom, and have so far briefed me on a regular basis, now
encounter problems in following the course of the negotiations. In recent days, attention is,
apparently, mainly focused on General Pak Jungguk’s proposal to exchange the Pueblo crew
against patriots imprisoned in South Korea. This proposal forwarded by members of the Neutral
Commission is said to have met the interest of the United States. There are doubts, however,
whether the South Korean side is willing to hand over prisoners to the U.S. for a swap with the
DPRK. According to the Cuban Embassy here, the DPRK demanded, among other things, the
extradition of the deputy editor-in-chief of the DPRK news agency [KCNA], who defected in
spring of 1967, and the return of the lieutenant from the Korean People’s Army, who was
arrested during the Seoul events in January 1968. So far, there is no confirmation of this
information from any other side. Yet, if the DPRK is really insisting on the extradition of these
two, the U.S. will be in an uncomfortable position with South Korea. The latter will be hardly
willing to extradite the two, as their return to the DPRK would certainly lead to their retraction of
everything they divulged in South Korea to possibly save their heads. It is noteworthy that
General Pak Jungguk indicated that a swap of the Pueblo crew for Korean patriots would not
necessarily require a U.S. apology for the intrusion into DPRK territorial waters. This element
increases the attractiveness of the proposal to the United States. It seems that the DPRK will
leave it to the U.S. to launch such a proposal by itself during an official meeting.

Judging from the course of negotiations so far, there is only a very slight probability left that the
Pueblo affair might lead to a heightening of tensions and actually cause a military conflict.

[...]
Jarck

Acting Ambassador

Appendices [not included]
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1 — On Current State of USSR-DPRK relations (cosmic top secret)

2 - On Current State of USSR-PRC relations (top secret)

3 — Note on Economic Development in the DPRK 1967 (secret)

4 — Information on Vance Visit to South Korea (secret)

5 — Information on Editorial “Nodong Sinmun” 27 February 1968

6 — Assessment of National Defense (Cosmic Top Secret) (including translation of South Korean
news report)

7 — Some remarks on Speech by Defense Minister, Army General Kim Jangbong, at the 20"
Anniversary of the Korean People’s Army (Secret)

8 — On National Policy (Secret)

DOCUMENT No. 65
[Source: Summary of document, MOL. Translated by Balazs Szalontai.]

Report Prepared by the Hungarian Embassy in Moscow, Summarizing the Views of the
Soviet Leadership with regard to the Korean Situation, 27 March 1968

In the view of the Soviets, the North Koreans interpreted the Korean situation quite incorrectly.
It was obviously a dangerous miscalculation to believe that the U.S., being bogged down in
Vietnam, was incapable of preventing a North Korean attack on South Korea. No matter which
interpretation was accepted with regard to the commando raid on the Blue House, this action,
and the other commando raids, “could not be taken seriously.” It was quite clear that the South
Korean peasantry, which constituted the largest South Korean social group, was loyal to the Park
regime. Thus, one should carry out slow, measured activities in South Korea in order to create
the basis for a progressive movement, rather than insisting on armed struggle, which, without a
solid base, was sheer adventurism. These actions, such as the capture of the Pueblo, actually
reinforced the position of the South Korean dictatorship, providing it with a pretext to resort to
repressive measures and ask for military aid from the U.S.. In fact, thanks to the Pueblo incident,
Seoul quickly received another $100 million in military aid. In addition, the Soviets thought that
the North Koreans were exaggerating their conflicts with China in order to impress Moscow. For
instance, Pyongyang claimed that it did not get any coal from China. However, the Soviets knew
that in 1967 the Chinese had sold as much as 1.6 million metric tons of coal to the DPRK, which
was not much less than the 2 million tons the North Koreans had asked for.

* sk ok
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DOCUMENT No. 66

[Source: Archive of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Prague, SM-023846/68, Translated by
Vojtech Mastny.]

To the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Prague
Military-Political Situation in the DPRK
Pyongyang 04.06.68

Political Report No. 21
Re: No. 21 of the Work Plan Prepared by M. Holub

Following the temporary, relative relaxation of tensions on the Korean peninsula, which became
particularly evident in March, a renewed deterioration of the situation was generally expected
during the spring months. It was assumed that the political activity of South Korea abroad,
which was aimed, above all, at obtaining guarantees by the United States for immediate support
in case of a conflict with the DPRK and which accelerated the importation of modern armaments
and the arming of the territorial defense forces in the South, would result, in the DPRK as well,
in an escalation of military preparations for the unification of the country, which remains the
main goal of the leadership here [North Korea?]. This would naturally lead to an overall
deterioration of the situation in Korea.

Developments in the second half of April conformed to these expectations. From the 14™ to the
28™ of April, several incidents took place in the area south of the demarcation line, which
reportedly made the so-called ‘United Nations forces’ suffer casualties of 9 dead and 11
wounded. The North Korean side did not report its own casualties. Most incidents took place in
the sector held by the 2 US. Infantry Division in the western part of the Demilitarized Zone.
The most serious incident was an attack on a vehicle of the United Nations forces that was
accompanying a patrol to Panmunjeom and the Swedish-Swiss camp. The incident took place in
the immediate vicinity of the camp of the Western members of the Neutral Nations Supervisory
Commission, —at a spot that cannot be reached from the South.

In April, there was also a grenade explosion in the building of the International
Telecommunications Exchange in Seoul [...] Soviet friends have been showing impatience in
regard to this question [the continued holding of the Pueblo]. All friends realize that the
DPRK’s handling of the Pueblo affair has been reverberating against the DPRK’s own interest.
Soviet representatives have reportedly expressed openly their position along these lines to the
[North] Koreans. [...]

In the course of April and at the beginning of May, all means of DPRK propaganda continued to
strive to generate the conviction that the Americans were going to provoke war at any time. As
part of this propaganda, reports about incidents, even ones involving human casualties, were
published that never occurred, and the propaganda did not even try to prove them. During
briefings about the April incidents, even the Minister of Foreign Affairs tried to convince the
diplomatic corps of the acute danger of war. The country continues to be kept in a state of

187



combat readiness and the people are being systematically persuaded of the necessity of liberating
South Korea. [...]

In May, however, all those who have been following developments in the DPRK noticed an
extraordinary calming of the situation, something without parallel in the last years. Although
demobilization down to the level of January of this year was not carried out, according to friends,
specialists are being released for civilian assignments. [...]

[...] We have been trying to find the causes that have led to and, particularly, forced the DPRK
leadership’s adoption of new tactics. It is a difficult task in the conditions here, but after
thorough discussions with friends and our own reflections, we are convinced that the changes
have been prompted by a whole complex of the following causes.

An important cause of the changes is an unfavorable economic situation [...] In a country of such
a profound and developed cult of personality, differences of opinion are usually accompanied by
sharp intra-party struggle and personnel changes. In connection with the problems mentioned
above, rumors have been circulated within the diplomatic corps about the removal of the
following Politburo members of the Central Committee of the Korean Workers’ Party: Kim
Gwanghyeop, who is concurrently Secretary of the Central Committee of the KWP and Deputy
Chairman of the Council of Ministers of the DPRK, Lee Juyeon (also Deputy Chairman of the
Council of Ministers), and Kim Jangbong, who is also Deputy Chairman of the Council of
Ministers as well as Minister of National Defense. It is a fact that these officials have not
appeared in public recently. On the occasion of the visit by Deputy Chairman of the [Soviet]
Council of Ministers Novikov, however, Lee Juyeon accompanied the Soviet guest; of course, it
cannot be excluded that this was a tactic. Kim Gwanghyeop and Kim Jangbong, reportedly
blamed for the failure of the January attempt to assassinate the South Korean president Park
Chung-hee, are still missing. In the first half of May, the Minister of Defense was to take a trip
to [illegible] at the head of a military delegation. Simultaneously, an extensive reshuffling of
intermediate cadres has been taking place in the areas of the economy, ideology, and national
unification. On the other hand, Minister of Foreign Affairs Pak Seongcheol has been showing
[signs] that he is on the rise and has become, in effect, the third highest-ranking person in the
regime.

In the course of the January events and immediately afterwards, during the mobilization and
evacuation [periods], serious deficiencies and difficulties became apparent, such as the lack of
air defense weapons and limited railroad capacity connecting the DPRK with the USSR.

The developments in South Korea resulting from the attempted assassination of Park Chung-hee
and the Pueblo affair have been a serious warning for our [North] Korean friends. The situation
before January proved that the United States, as well as its partner, South Korea, underestimated,
to some extent, the developments within the DPRK. The Americans considered the tenfold
increase of incidents in the demilitarized zone in the last year compared to 1966 to be a
temporary phenomenon, which could be contained by the installation of electronic detection
equipment along the whole demilitarized zone. [...]
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Some political events abroad have inevitably influenced the situation in this area. The DPRK is
undoubtedly concerned about China’s efforts to improve relations with Japan, but [it is]
especially concerned by the ongoing U.S./Vietnamese negotiations in Paris, which contradict the
thesis that the forces of imperialism should be tied down anywhere in the world, as well as the
thesis regarding the unification of the country by military force. Forcible unification can only be
realized in conditions of international tension and escalation of war anywhere in the world.

Finally, in view of the above-mentioned factors, the influence of the USSR has been increasing,
which has been made possible by, among others, the high level of economic and military
assistance. The content of this assistance can be, and in fact is, manipulated (only defensive
military technology is being supplied), [which is] quite apart from the fact that Soviet comrades
have recently been looking more critically at the developments in the DPRK than was the case
during the January events, undoubtedly leading to direct, albeit extremely cautious,
interventions.

Among diplomats, there has also been the view that the present situation is the calm before the
storm, this being justified by the fact that the high military preparedness has been continuing as
has the propaganda campaign aimed at the population and that the changes have concerned
phenomena that have, visually, most impressed the observers here. The embassy is nevertheless
convinced that the “postponement” of the deadlines for the unification of the country has been
imposed upon the [North] Korean leadership by the objective situation and that a removal of the
objective causes of the tactical changes will require a longer period of time. The calming is also
confirmed by the fact that the Ministry of Foreign Affairs here, which in March urgently
demanded that foreign missions build air raid shelters, currently shows no initiative whatsoever
on this issue. [...] It is also not to be neglected that the question of national unification or
“liberation of the South” has been recently posed more conditionally, emphasizing the necessity
of action by patriots in the South.

[..]

Ambassador Holub

DOCUMENT No. 67

[Source: Russian State Archive of Recent History (RGANI), fond 2, opis 3, delo 95, listy 50-58.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Sergey Radchenko]

9 April 1968
Excerpt from Leonid Brezhnev’s Speech at the April (1968) CC CPSU Plenum. “On the

Current Problems of the International Situation and on the Struggle of the CPSU for the
Unity of the International Communist Movement”
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[...]On the international scene during the last several months, events in the Far East have drawn
[particular] attention to the incursion of an American military vessel, the Pueblo, into [North]
Korean [territorial] waters. Despite the limited scale of these events, they had an important
principle, both from the point of view of rebuffing the aggressive actions of the U.S. and in terms
of our attitude towards certain policy peculiarities of our [North] Korean friends. The Politburo
has reported many times to the CC Plenum regarding our policy towards relations with the KWP
and the DPRK. The essence of this policy is to consistently strengthen friendly relations with the
KWP and the DPRK despite the existence of different approaches between us and the [North]
Korean comrades on a series of questions of the international communist movement and other
[problems].

On the whole, throughout the course of the entire preceding period, the situation developed
precisely along these lines. We developed contacts with the [North] Koreans in various spheres,
most importantly in the economic [sphere]. Trade developed; we concluded a series of
agreements on cooperative timber clearing, construction of an oil refinery, etc. We continued to
provide aid in defending the DPRK. The [North] Korean press stopped publishing unfriendly
statements about the CPSU and the Soviet Union.

One should remark, in particular, that during his meetings with us, Comrade Kim Il Sung assured
[us] that the [[North] Koreans] do not intend to use military means to solve the problem of
uniting North and South Korea and, in this regard, [do not intend] to unleash a war with the
Americans, whose forces, as one knows, are stationed in South Korea.

However, several indications, which seem to suggest that the leaders of the DPRK have begun to
take a more militant road, have recently appeared. This became particularly noticeable at the
time of the incident with the American vessel Pueblo.

You know, comrades, the factual side of things. I am talking about the incursion of the American
military vessel Pueblo into [North] Korean territorial waters. On 23 January of this year, this
vessel was detained by DPRK naval forces (as our friends assert, detained in their territorial
waters) and, after a firefight, taken to a port, where its [crew] was placed under arrest. One
should note that the government of the DPRK’s response to this incident appears to be unusually
harsh: as a rule, in the practice of international relations, in case of an incursion by a foreign
military vessel in the territorial waters of any state, it is simply advised [that the foreign military
vessel] leave those waters or be forced to do so.

Washington’s reaction was fierce, rude, and aggressive. The U.S. government made accusations
and threats towards the DPRK; considerable naval forces and air forces were deployed near
North Korea’s shores, including the flag carrier of the 7th fleet, the atomic aircraft carrier
Enterprise. Calls for the mining of Korean ports, the forced return of Pueblo, etc. were heard in
the U.S.. The Americans clearly counted on the cannon barrels of their ships to force the
DPRK’’s retreat. Besides this, President Johnson used this incident to further increase military
preparations and stir up military hysteria on an international scale. New categories of reserves
were mobilized within the U.S. army; demonstrative measures were taken to increase military
preparedness in Europe.
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Under these circumstances, the CC CPSU and the Soviet government found it necessary to voice
public support for the DPRK, a socialist country, with which, moreover, we are tied to by a
treaty of friendship and mutual assistance. We did as such, supporting the right of the DPRK to
defend its security and censuring the aggressive behavior of the U.S.

In addition, the Politburo and the Soviet government considered it worthwhile to exert direct
pressure on the U.S. leadership in order to lessen its [the Americans’] urge and desire to inflame
provocations in the immediate proximity of the borders of the USSR and with our allied
countries. In this regard, a decision was made to send a communication to President Johnson on
behalf of the Soviet government.

The 3 February [1968] letter to Johnson drew attention to the fact that the U.S. was concentrating
its naval and aerial fleets on an unprecedented scale in the immediate proximity of the Far
Eastern regions of the Soviet Union. The American President was told, “in our actions we must
take into consideration what is happening near our borders that touches on the security interests
of the Soviet Union.” At the same time, it was stressed that efforts to threaten and pressure the
DPRK can only lead to a dead end and further complications, fraught with far reaching
consequences.

Simultaneously, we took certain measures to increase the preparedness of Soviet military forces
in the Far East in order to protect the country in case of complications and to let the Americans
know that we are not joking but in fact, approach this matter seriously. The adopted measures
worked. On 6 February [1968], Johnson sent a reply in which he tried to explain the amassing of
U.S. military forces in the Sea of Japan by referencing militant statements and actions of the
DPRK, and assured us that a “prompt settlement [of the crisis] serves our common interests.”
The President’s message ended by saying that he “gave an order to stop any further amassing of
our naval and air forces at the present time” and decreed that they will pull out one of the aircraft
carriers with accompanying vessels from the region of the incident. Indeed, the aircraft carrier
Enterprise was pulled out from the DPRK’s shores.

At the same time, we insistently advised the [North] Korean comrades, with whom we
maintained systematic contact throughout this period, to show reserve, not to give the Americans
an excuse to widen provocations and to settle the incident by political means. When it became
clear to the entire world that the U.S. attempts to make the DPRK retreat through blackmail and
military threats had failed and when the U.S. government was forced to conduct talks with
DPRK representatives in Panmunjeom regarding Pueblo, we expressed our opinion to the
[North] Korean leadership that now, without any harm and even with political advantage for the
DPRK, they could finish this affair by disgracefully deporting the crew of the U.S. spy vessel
from the territory of North Korea.

But the [North] Korean comrades maintained a fairly extreme position and did not show any
inclination towards settling the incident. DPRK propaganda took on a fairly militant
characteristic; the population was told that a war could begin any day and that the military forces
of the DPRK were “ready to smash American imperialism.” In effect, a full mobilization was
declared in the country; life, especially in the cities, became more militaristic. Evacuation of the
population, administrative institutions, industries, and factories of Pyongyang began.
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At the same time, the leadership of the DPRK took one more step that alarmed us. On 31 January
[1968], Kim Il Sung addressed an official letter to Comrade Kosygin, the head of the USSR
Council of Ministers. This letter said that “Johnson’s clique could at any time engage in a
military adventure in [North] Korea,” that the policy of the American imperialists “is a rude
challenge to the DPRK and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, who are bound together by
allied relations according to the treaty of friendship, co-operation and mutual assistance; [it is] a
serious threat to the security of all socialist countries and to peace in the entire world”.

This message further officially informed the Soviet government on behalf of the government of
the DPRK that they were “forced to conduct preparations to give the aggression an appropriate
rebuff” and [the letter] expressed confidence that “in case of the creation of a state of war in
[North] Korea as a result of a military attack by the American imperialists, the Soviet
government and the fraternal Soviet people will fight together with us against the aggressors...”

Kim Il Sung’s letter ended with a proposal: in case such a situation materialized, “[you should]
provide us, without delay, military and other aid and support, to mobilize all means available.”

Matters took a serious turn.

An official communication along government lines, bypassing comradely consultations along
party lines, which are usual in such cases, spoke to the intention [of the [North] Korean
leadership] to bind the Soviet Union somehow, using the existence of the treaty between the
USSR and the DPRK [as a pretext to] involve us in supporting such plans of the [North] Korean
friends about which we knew nothing. The CC Politburo believed that the time had come to state
our attitude clearly to the [North] Korean comrades regarding these questions and certain
peculiarities of their policies that concern our country.

Without giving an official reply to Kim Il Sung’s message, we addressed a communication to
him, [asking him] to come to Moscow for a comprehensive exchange of opinions regarding this
situation which has emerged. Comrade Kim Il Sung replied that, at the present time,
circumstances did not permit him to leave the country. Member of the KWP CC Politburo,
Deputy Premier and Minister of Defense Kim Jangbong was [instead] dispatched to Moscow for
the celebrations of the 50th anniversary of the Soviet army.

On the Politburo’s instructions, I received Kim Jangbong on 26 February [1968] and had a long
discussion with him, in the course of which [I] expressed in all earnestness our position on a
series of important questions.

He was told that we still depart from the assumption that the Korean comrades maintain a course
for the peaceful unification of Korea, for we are not aware of [any] changes [to this course]. In
any case, under the current circumstances, we are against taking the matter towards unleashing a
war, though we fully understand the desire of the DPRK to strengthen its own defense, and we
actively support this. We do not understand the meaning of the information that reached us
regarding the evacuation of Pyongyang. We have no information from [our [North] Korean]
friends regarding their talks with the Americans and the aims of these talks.
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As far as the question of the Soviet-[North] Korean treaty and Kim Il Sung’s letter regarding this
question are concerned, Kim Jangbong was told literally the following: “We indeed have a
treaty. Its essence is known both to you and to us. We would like to stress that it has a defensive
character and is an instrument of defending the peace-loving position of North Korea. Since
Comrade Kim Il Sung did not put the circumstances and the details of the current situation into a
concrete form, we consider it very important to conduct serious consultations with him on this
question. The question of military actions is a very difficult one, especially under the current
circumstances, when the entire world struggles against war. It is impossible to talk about a
military situation, much less about some kind of military action, by means of short letters. This is
a very serious question, and it demands serious consultations.”

At the same time, an opinion was expressed again that the question of the Pueblo crew, the
whole incident, should be settled by political means without much delay, otherwise the DPRK
could lose the serious political gain obtained at the early stage of this incident.

There are reasons to think that the measures taken by the Politburo have born fruit. In any case,
one could note the following facts:

1. Soon after the conversation with Kim Jangbong, the DPRK Foreign Ministry published a
statement that emphasized “the government of the DPRK, both now and in the past, has not
changed its policy directed at the preservation of peace in Korea and the peaceful solution of the
question of the unification of Korea.”

2. The [North] Koreans informed our ambassador regarding the progress of talks with the
Americans. One should say that these talks have taken on a fairly protracted character. The
[North] Koreans are demanding official apologies from the U.S., the Americans are offering
various compromises, but an agreement has not yet been reached.

3. The [North] Korean comrades made it known to the United States through neutral
countries that they are prepared to exchange the Pueblo crew for patriots arrested in South
Korea, and that in this case, they will not demand apologies from the U.S.

4, On 1 March [1968], Kim Il Sung invited the ambassador of the USSR and asked him to
pass onto Moscow his gratitude for the conversation with Kim Jangbong and for the sincere
exposition of the opinion of the CC CPSU. At the same time, Kim Il Sung assured him that the
evacuation activities conducted in Pyongyang were not out of any emergency, that measures
have been taken to stop panicky rumors, and corrections are being made to the statements of the
DPRK press. In conclusion, Kim Il Sung said: “we have no intention of raising military
hysteria.” Indeed, the tone of the [North] Korean press has recently become calmer.

5. There is also information that the local authorities in the DPRK have been instructed not
to overdo various kinds of mobilization-related activities: evacuation of people, industries, and
factories. “War is not a question of tomorrow,” Kim Il Sung declared at one of the closed
meetings in Pyongyang in the beginning of March.

This is how the incident with the vessel Pueblo is developing. It [the incident], as one knows, is
not yet finished, and the situation might deteriorate yet again. However, the atmosphere has
relaxed somewhat, the passions on the [North] Korean and American sides have calmed down.
On the whole, one might say that by pursuing in this affair our consistent [and] principled line,
we managed, first of all, to chip away at the American arrogance [Sbit spes], to rebuff their
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blackmail and threats and, secondly, to exert considerable dissuading influence on the leadership
of the DPRK, especially in connection with the question of the treaty, which holds important
meaning for the state interests of the Soviet Union. [...]

* sk ok

DOCUMENT No. 68

[Source:PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 360. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated for
NKIDP by Karen Riechert]

GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 29 July 1968

Memorandum
on the Farewell Visit of the Polish Ambassador to the DPRK, Comrade Naperei, with
Comrade Jarck on 26 July 1968 between 11:00 and 12:30 hours

The visit was arranged on Polish initiative. Despite my attempt to persuade Comrade Naperei to
allow me to visit him in the Polish Embassy, he insisted on coming to the GDR Ambassador’s
residence. Comrade Naperei thanked us for our cooperation, which made his work during his
stay in the DPRK easier. He is convinced that it [Polish-GDR cooperation] will thrive also in the
future and be of mutual benefit to both sides given the situation here [in Pyongyang].

[...]

There are still ongoing attempts to infiltrate armed units in the South. It is, however, getting ever
more difficult to actually accomplish this, as the entire land border is, basically, hermetically
sealed. Yet, it is said that recently four small units were still able to infiltrate the border. In
response, there was a large search effort launched by the South in the areas north of Seoul.
Allegedly, some members of these groups were captured when they had to surrender due to lack
of food.

Comrade N. continued that the Polish comrades, given their local expertise, do not exclude the
possibility that, in light of the complications of infiltrating groups [in the South?], the DMZ
might be breached through a much larger [DPRK] armed unit. This breach could be utilized to
infiltrate South Korea, and the larger unit could then withdraw behind the DMZ. However,
Comrade N. added so far there is no evidence whatsoever of such intentions.

As far as South Korean-American activities are concerned, there is no evasion of the fact that
there are apparently frequent provocations of the North from South Korean forces along the
DMZ. Primarily, those provocations are perpetrated with handguns but are also sometimes
perpetrated with heavier weaponry and by direct attacks on individual border guards or the like.
Those parts of the DMZ manned by Americans, basically, do not see these types of incidents.
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There is no doubt that the South Koreans are interested in increasing tensions in order to make
further demands of the U.S. for more financial and military support.

With regard to the Pueblo negotiations, Comrade N. does not see any new movement. The
DPRK still insists that the U.S. make an unconditional apology. In this context, Comrade N.
referred to a talk he had with DPRK Foreign Minister Pak Seongcheol during a reception for a
Polish national holiday. At this reception, Comrade Pak Seongcheol stated that all of the Pueblo
crew will have to take responsibility if those who are in fact responsible [for the incident?] are
still unwilling to admit their guilt. Comrade N. followed up by asking Comrade Pak Seongcheol
the meaning of the phrase: ‘Are you possibly thinking of staging a trial against the Pueblo crew
in the near future?’” Comrade Pak Seongcheol evaded a straight response but indicated that it was
not acceptable that the Americans think further procrastination of an apology will be completely
risk-free for them. Given this context, Comrade N. nevertheless stated to me his current opinion
that the Pueblo problem will not lead to the rise of serious tensions. However, he added that
obviously a trial of the crew may change this and lead to heightened conflict.

[...]
In conclusion, I informed Comrade Naperei of my own meeting with Comrade Pak Seongcheol
on 20 July 1968.

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

CcC

Ix State Secretary Hegen (Foreign Ministry)

Ix Central Committee, Department IV, Markowski

Ix Foreign Ministry, Information Department, Comrade Pfiitzner
1x Embassy/Secretariat

* %k ok

DOCUMENT No. 69

[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 320. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer].

GDR Embassy to the DPRK
Pyongyang, 29 July 1968

Note
On a Conversation with the 1* Secretary of the USSR Embassy to the DPRK,
Comrade Zvetkov, and Comrade Jarck on 26 July 1968
between 1430 and 1615 Hours in the USSR Embassy
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During my last talk with Comrade Zvetkov I had asked him whether there was a meeting
scheduled with top officials while a Soviet delegation was present to participate in a session of
the joint Korean-Soviet consultative economic committee. Comrade Zvetkov confirmed this and
promised to inform me about the substance of this meeting [with Kim Il Sung].

At the beginning, I informed Comrade Zvetkov about my meeting with DPRK Foreign Minister
Pak Songcheol (see Note VD Nr. 54/68 [not included]). Following that, Comrade Zvetkov made
these remarks:

[Soviet Deputy Prime Minister] Comrade [Vladimir] Novikov was received by Kim Il Sung on
31 May 1968. Comrade N. brought the greetings of the leading comrades in the USSR and made
some brief remarks about domestic developments in the Soviet Union. Then Kim Il Sung made
the following statements about the domestic situation in the DPRK:

[...] [economic DPRK details for 1967 and 1968]
Regarding the DPRK’s foreign policy, Comrade Kim Il Sung stated the following:

Relations with the USSR and the European socialist countries are going well, as are those with
the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. Yet there is a complete standstill in relations with the PR
China except for in trade, which is, however, also in bad shape. Though a foreign trade protocol
was signed in 1968 between the PRC and the DPRK, it is clear that PRC is not going to fulfill its
obligations. In many cases, Comrade Kim Il Sung explained, the Chinese do not actually possess
what they promised to deliver. Approximately 50% of obligations to deliver coke and coke coal
have been realized. There are no contacts or exchanges of delegations between the KWP and
CCP.

Comrade Kim I1 Sung exclaimed that the DPRK’s position is clear on the “Pueblo” question. The
DPRK will release the Pueblo crew when the American side issues an apology. As the U.S. is
apparently in no hurry to do so, the DPRK will also not speed up the return of the crew. Comrade
Kim Il Sung added that he thinks there will be no deterioration of the situation [on the Korean
peninsula] because of the Pueblo incident.

The remarks Kim Il Sung made about the situation in South Korea, Comrade Zvetkov stated, can
be summarized in the thesis that South Korea exploited the Pueblo incident to receive extensive
American military aid. At present, and in the immediate future, South Korea is going to receive
modern fighter aircraft and other modern weapons and equipment. Comrade Zvetvov noted
confidently that the Pueblo incident had a stake in this. But one must not overlook the events in
Seoul [Blue House raid] before the Pueblo incident as the primary reason for the U.S to submit to
South Korean pressure for the delivery of modern weapons and equipment.

[...] [Korean requests for Soviet economic aid]

Furthermore, Comrade Kim Il Sung asked Comrade Novikov to forward the following request to
the leading comrades of the USSR:
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The government of the DPRK is requesting the government of the USSR for permission to use
an air route for special flights by members of the [North Korean] party leadership or the
government, which would fly over the mainland straight from the DPRK into the USSR. This
way, any contact with Chinese territory or flight over the open sea would be avoided. Explaining
this request, Comrade Kim Il Sung said that a forced landing might happen on flights over
Chinese territory and insults by Red Guards might occur. The flight route over the sea would be
dangerous, especially after the Pueblo incident. Comrade Zvetkov stated that Comrade Kim Il
Sung had further added: ‘“We do not fear death, but we have to live in order to finish the
revolution.’

In conclusion, Comrade Kim Il Sung affirmed that the Korean comrades are always aware that
the USSR liberated the country, that Soviet people shed their blood in Korea, and that the Korean
people will always want friendship with the USSR and honor its deeds. The Korean comrades
are pleased that relations are developing well since 1964.

[...] [on North Korean unification strategy]|

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

CcC

Ix State Secretary Comrade Hegen [Foreign Ministry]

Ix Central Committee, Department IV [International Relations], Comrade Markowski
I1x Embassy, Secretariate

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 70

[Source:PolA AA, MfAA, G-A 320. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated for
NKIDP by Karen Riechert]

GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 8 August 1968

Memorandum
on a Conversation between the First Secretary in the USSR Embassy, Comrade Zvetkov
and Comrade Jarck on 7 August 1968 between 17:00 and 19:00 hours

The conversation had been scheduled during our last meeting. Its purpose was to inform the
undersigned about South Korean military activities. Comrade Zvetkov provided the following

information on this subject.

After the events in Seoul in January 1968 and the seizure of the American spy ship Pueblo, the
South Korean government used these events, following consultations and talks with the U.S., for
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the preparation of a so-called ‘three-year-plan’ to defend South Korea’s security. This plan has
either been already approved, or will be approved shortly, by the South Korean National
Assembly.

The most important elements of this plan, according to information received by a representative
socialist country in Panmunjeom [Poland or, less likely, Czechoslovakia], are as follows:

e Training and arming 2.5 million South Korean reservists for the fight against the so-called
‘infiltration’ from the North.

e Training of South Korean pilots in the United States to enable them to fly the “Phantom”
aircraft scheduled to arrive in South Korea by the end of 1968.

e Equipping the South Korean army with modern speed boats, radar stations, signal stations,
electrical and electronic means of communication, the M-16 gun, and special vehicles for
roads and tracks in order to speed up troop transports. This equipment is scheduled for
delivery from the United States. Probably, these deliveries will be funded by the additional
$100 million military credit that was agreed to during the visit of U.S. Presidential Envoy
[Cyrus] Vance to South Korea, i.e. it will not be part of the $230 million the U.S. annually
spends on its forces deployed in South Korea.

e Creating a staged defense system, south of the DMZ, that reaches to the capital of Seoul. This
system should consist of five defense lines. Each line will have a system of trenches with
bunkers and stationary gun points. Bunkers and gun points are designed to weather 150
millimeter artillery fire. Costs for the five defensive lines should be shouldered by the U.S.
Apparently, the United States has already agreed to this.

¢ By the end of 1968, construction of border security equipment on South Korean territory along
the DMZ will be finalized. It includes bunkers to be built at certain segments of the DMZ.

¢ Bolstering South Korean air defense through the deployment of launching pads for “Hawk”
missiles (surface-to-air). Altogether approximately 30 launching pads are to be built, 7 of those

surrounding Seoul.

e Establishing security zones around important industrial and military objects and introducing
special permits for movements, prohibition on taking photos, etc.

¢ Expanding and constructing important roads, in particular, between Seoul and Busan and
Seoul and Incheon. At the same time, bridges will be expanded or built anew.

¢ Construction permits for industrial objects or residential living are only to be granted by the
South Korean bureaucracy if the project can prove it has integrated air defense capacities.

e Call to the entire population to prepare with all means available for potential air attacks.
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The justification outlined for this ‘three-year-plan’ stipulates that all elements are considered to
be preventative measures against potential attacks from the DPRK.

This plan is said to have been discussed in principle during the April 1968 meeting in Honolulu
between Park Chung-hee and [Lyndon] Johnson. In May 1968, there were detailed negotiations
in Washington over this complex [plan?] between then South Korean Defense Minister Choi
Yeonghee and U.S. Secretary of Defense Clifford. The U.S. is said to have agreed to the plan.
This means that the United States has signed up for shouldering the additional costs.

Jarck
Acting Ambassador

cC

Ix State Secretary Hegen (Foreign Ministry)
I1x Comrade Axen (Central Committee)

1x Embassy/Secretariat

DOCUMENT No. 71

[Source: National Archives and Records Administration, RG 59, Central Files 1967-69, POL
33-6 KOR N-US. Secret; Nodis. Drafted by Brown on December 2.]

Action Memorandum From the Under Secretary of State (Katzenbach) to President Johnson
Washington, December 3, 1968.

SUBJECT
USS Pueblo

The Problem

The North Koreans have continued to insist that we sign their document admitting espionage and
repeated intrusions, apologizing for these "crimes," and promising not to intrude again. They
have denounced us for proposing an "overwrite" solution in which General Woodward would
add in his own hand a phrase acknowledging receipt of the crew. They have not categorically
rejected our proposal; rather they have refused to accept it, they have attacked us for putting it
forward, and they have shown no sign of moderating their demand.

Recent Developments
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The meetings in September made it clear to us that the North Koreans are willing to give us back
the crew at the moment (or almost the moment) we sign their document. There would still be
some procedural problems but they seem manageable

The meetings in October made clear to the North Koreans what they may not have understood:
that we are not prepared to sign their document but only to acknowledge receipt on it. We have
not explained to them in so many words that we intend, after the release, to denounce the
document, hanging our repudiation on this distinction between "signing" and "acknowledging
receipt on," and saying that we had signed only what Woodward had himself written. But there is
no doubt that they now understand this intent. They have denounced our proposal as a "petty
stratagem" designed to "evade your responsibilities," and at present they appear determined not
to leave this loophole open.

We called the last meeting (October 31) very quickly on the heels of the preceding one in order
to appear firm in our stand. They hesitated for three days before agreeing to meet, but their
position at the meeting was unyielding and they may merely have been taken a bit off balance by
the unusual speed of our move. It is now their turn to call and they have made no move since
October 31 to convene a session.

Our Choices

We can (1) stand on the overwrite proposal, perhaps with minor variations; or (2) sign their
document, prefacing our signature with an explanatory statement and repudiating the document
as soon as the crew are free.

Time for a Squeeze Play

The fact that Christmas is approaching and that the Administration will soon change offers us an
opportunity to give the North Koreans an ultimatum without grave risk of breaking off the talks.
We can call a meeting, give them a package of proposals, and say: "Take your choice; these
offers are good only if you accept one of them in time to get the men home for Christmas. This
Administration will then withdraw them and will make no further proposals.” If this ploy failed,
the new Administration would be free to resume the negotiations on whatever lines it chose.

Variations on Standing Pat

We can simply offer to the North Koreans our present overwrite proposal, giving them the
Christmas deadline to take it or leave it.

We can also revive the alternative of a conditional apology ("if we intruded, we are sorry")
which we made last Spring and which was bluntly rejected then. We would dress it up in new
language so that it might on the surface seem a new element but we would not include the
unacceptable North Korean demands: the flat admission of "espionage" and of repeated
intrusions. If the North Koreans are minded to settle the issue, this might satisfy their need for a
piece of paper with General Woodward's name at the bottom.
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A Repudiated Apology

It is reasonably clear that if we simply sign their document we will promptly get the men back.
The pros and cons of this course make an intricate argument which is summarized at Tab A. We
do not recommend an outright apology, since it would be costly in foreign policy terms, but we
recognize that the argument for an apology appeals to many reasonable men.

We could mitigate some, though not all, of the evil in an outright apology by coupling our
signature with a simultaneous or perhaps even prior repudiation of the content of the North
Korean document. We could, for example, have General Woodward say into the cameras and
tape recorders just before he signs that, as has been made clear in the negotiations, the United
States Government does not believe the Pueblo committed espionage or intruded, and that he is
signing for the purely humanitarian reasons of getting the crew back. We are far from certain that
the North Koreans would accept this procedure if warned about it in advance, and if not warned,
they might at the last minute refuse to transfer the crew. And even such a "repudiated apology"
would have demeaning elements from our viewpoint. Nevertheless, some variation on this ploy
deserves serious consideration for inclusion in our take-it-or-leave-it package.

We would tell the North Koreans that we are now prepared to sign their document but will have
to make a statement, before we actually sign, that their document contains statements which we
consider false, and that our signature does not alter these facts. Release of the crew and
publication of the signed North Korean document would follow. Our repudiation would be
released to the press simultaneously with their document. We would have settled the problem
through mutual acceptance of two wholly inconsistent statements.

We doubt that the North Koreans would accept this alternative, but they might. If they did, we
would have paid a substantial but not exorbitant price to close out the problem.

The most dangerous aspect of such a proposal is that it places on the negotiating record an offer
by us to sign their document. The North Koreans are certain to regard this as an indication that
we are gradually knuckling under and they will simply press us to remove our attached
condition--the repudiation. The "squeeze play" described above does much to meet this danger,
but perhaps not enough. The North Koreans may well feel that if they disregard our ultimatum
we will come back after Christmas or after January 20 with an unconditional offer to apologize.

We believe that this additional offer of a "repudiated apology" has a better chance of success
than the others, but the costs to us in foreign policy terms would still be serious. We therefore are
inclined to adopt the following more limited package, despite its relatively small chance of
success, i.e., to say to the North Koreans that we are prepared to accept either of the following
alternatives provided that it will result in the release of the crew before Christmas. If neither of
these offers is accepted, they will both be withdrawn after Christmas and the North Koreans will
then have to deal with the new Administration. The proposals would be:

a. Our present overwrite proposal.
b. A conditional apology similar to that offered last May, but in new language.

201



You may wish to discuss this problem with Secretaries Rusk and Clifford.
Tab A
SHOULD WE APOLOGIZE?

Nature of the Case

The arguments in favor of signing the North Korean document come down to two propositions:
a. It is the only humane thing to do since it is clear that unless we sign the North Koreans will not
release the crew--certainly not for a long time.

b. It is disadvantageous politically for us to let the affair drag on.

The argument against signing comes down to the single proposition that this Government should
not solemnly place its authorized signature on a document it knows to be false, particularly if
acting under blackmail and duress.

Apart from these, there are many secondary arguments--about the credibility gap, about the
effects in South Korea and on our commitments in general, etc. In our judgment, these arguments
tend to balance each other off or to fall in the category "an apology wouldn't really be so bad
because . . ." They thus should not be decisive in determining whether we apologize or not.

The Argument for Apologizing

Only when we sign their document will we get the crew back. If only because the North Korean
charges are lies, they will insist on a piece of paper from us validating their lies. They have been
and will remain wholly inflexible on this point. We have no means of pressure which look
promising. All reasonable people know the North Korean charges are false and that we would be
signing purely from humanitarian considerations. We would not be seriously damaged by a
signature and we owe it to the crew and their families to pay this price for their release.

Moreover, there are political problems in allowing the matter to stagnate. It reminds people of
our impotence and generates pressure for unwise actions, such as seizing North Korean ships.
Better to cut the knot, even at some cost.

Assessing the case. It is probably true that the North Koreans will not soon accept any
compromise, such as our overwrite proposal. And we do not seem to have any effective
pressures against them. The humanitarian argument is the most valid argument for signature.
We do not believe the political argument is valid. If we resolve neither to apologize nor to do
anything that might risk war or violate our basic principles, the political pressures can be
contained.

The Argument Against Apologizing

The evil effects of signing a false document under pressure would be widespread, insidious, and
long-lasting. Most foreign governments and even many Americans are puzzled by our reluctance
to utter untruths but they respect us for this eccentricity. The Communist doctrine that truth is
relative and can legitimately be manipulated is a major difference between them and us. If we
sign we will have seriously damaged our good name.
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Assessing the case. Many reasonable people find this argument vague and idealistic. We find it
profoundly true. If we were to apologize, the price paid for freeing the men would be substantial,
though hard to define. It would not be costly in the short run since the general relief and
gratification that they were free would combine with their own revelations to override the
negative elements. Nor would it impair faith in our security commitments which are on quite
another level of solemnity and gravity. But over the long run the fact that in this case we had
bent our principles for tactical, even though humanitarian, considerations would have to be
counted, a serious cost. Whether we owe it to the men to pay this price, or should look on them
as on other prisoners of war, is a question to which individual consciences and political
philosophies will give varying answers. The price in international political terms would be
considerable.

DOCUMENT No. 72
[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, C 1366/74. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.]

GDR Embassy to the PR China
Beijing, 30 October 1969

Note

on a Club Meeting of the Ambassadors and Acting Ambassadors from the GDR, USSR,
Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Mongolia and Bulgaria on 24 October 1969 in the USSR

Embassy

[...] [Chinese domestic policy]

On Foreign Policy:

[...] On Chinese-Korean relations Comrade Chuluunbaatar [Mongolia] reported about a meeting
that a Mongolian parliamentary delegation visiting the DPRK in mid-October had with Kim Il
Sung. Kim Il Sung said there had been a couple of issues in relations between the DPRK and the
PRC. However, the DPRK had acted with patience. In South Korea there are currently one
million soldiers in arms trained for a war against the North. The DPRK is prepared as well and
ready to fight at any time. The socialist countries must fight jointly against imperialism. In this
situation the DPRK had to under all circumstances avoid having an additional enemy at its back;
thus it undertook certain steps to improve relations with China. Although the PRC did not send a
delegation to the DPRK National Day [8 September], the DPRK dispatched a high-ranking
delegation to Beijing for the 1* of October [Chinese National Day, Anniversary of PRC
Foundation), though deliberately somewhat belatedly. [...]

[Heribert] Kunz

203



3" Secretary

cC
2x Foreign Ministry, Department Far East
I1x Embassy

DOCUMENT No. 73

[Source: Archives of the Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party, 43/1971.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe]

Minutes of Conversation on the Occasion of the Party and Government Delegation on
behalf of the Romanian Socialist Republic to the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea

Pyongyang, June 10, 1971 —

Participants to the talks:

- on the Romanian side: Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu, Secretary General of the Romanian
Communist Party, President of the State Council of the Romanian Socialist Republic (RSR), Ion
Gheorghe Maurer, member of the Executive Committee of the Permanent Presidium of the
Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party (CC RCP), President of the Council of
Ministers, Manea Manescu, member of the Executive Committee, of the Permanent Presidium,
Secretary of the CC RCP, Vice-president of the State Council, Dumitru Popa, member of the
Executive Committee of the CC RCP, first secretary of the Bucharest Party City Committee,
Mayor of Bucharest, lon Iliescu, deputy member of the Executive Committee, secretary of the
CC RCP, George Macovescu, member of the CC PCR, first deputy of the Minister of Foreign
Affairs (MFA), Aurel Malndsan, Romanian Ambassador to Pyongyang, Emilian Dobrescu and
Constantin Mitea, deputy members of the CC RCP, councilors of the CC RCP.

- On the Korean side: Comrade Kim Il Sung, Secretary General of the Central Committee of the
Workers’ Party of Korea (KWP), President of the Ministers’ Cabinet of the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (DPRK), Choe Yeonggeon, member of the Political Committee, secretary of
the KWP CC, President of the Presidium of the Supreme People’s Assembly, Kim Il, member of
the Political Committee, secretary of the CC KWP, first Vice-premier of the Council of
Ministers, Pak Seongcheol, member of the Political Committee of the CC KWP, second Vice-
president of the Ministers’ Cabinet, Oh Jinu, member of the Political Committee, secretary of the
KWP CC, Joint Chief of Staff of the People’s Army, Yang Hyeongseop, alternate member of the
Political Committee, secretary of the KWP CC, Jeong Juntaek, alternate member of the Political
Committee, Vice-president of the Ministers’ Cabinet, Heo Dam, member of the Political
Committee, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Kim Yongnam, member of the Political Committee,
first deputy of the Foreign Section, Chief of the CC KWP, and Kang Yangseop, ambassador of
the DPRK to the RSR.

The talks began at 10:30.
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Comrade Kim Il Sung: Please allow me, on behalf of the Central Committee and the Ministers’
Cabinet, to welcome the party and government delegation of the Romanian Socialist Republic,
led by Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu.

As we haven’t had talks in ages, I think we have a lot of issues to discuss and to inform
each other of. I believe this meeting will provide us with the occasion to improve the cooperation
between our parties and our countries.

We would like to allow Comrade Ceausescu to start first, to present the matters that interest him.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: I would like to thank you for the extremely warm welcome and, at
the same time, I would like, on behalf of the Central Committee, State Council and the
Romanian government, to cordially greet the party and state leadership of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, led by Comrade Kim Il Sung

I completely agree with Comrade Kim Il Sung that we must exchange opinions and
information [on a wide variety of topics] on the activity of our parties, our governments and our
peoples in matters such as the socialist construction, bilateral relations, and other issues of
common interest. I think this would be very useful.
I thought that as guests we shall first listen to what the hosts have to say.

Comrade Kim I1 Sung: We have this custom of giving the floor first to our guests.

Comrade Nicolae CeauSescu: Indeed, we have this custom too, but we thought Korea had other
customs.

I shall start by briefly presenting a report on the problems of the socialist construction in
Romania. [...]

The conversation ended at 12:50 PM.
Discussions were resumed at 4 PM.

Comrade Kim Il Sung: Concerning party activity, I would like to say a few words. At the Fifth
Congress of Korean Worker’s Party, we counted 1.6 million members. Among the main
attributions of the party, there is the duty to strengthen the leadership capacity of party
organizations, especially within industrial enterprises. A new feature in the statute of the Korean
Worker’s Party, after the Fifth Congress, is that we now have members of the Central
Committee, alternate members of the Central Committee, and candidates for the positions of
alternate member of the Central Committee. These candidates are capable members of the party
within enterprises and other work places, activists from the provinces and counties. This enables
us to be aware, throughout our meetings, of what party members have to say, through these
candidates.

Another current top priority of our party is the ideological revolution. We are a divided,
dismantled country. Half of our territory is exploited by the bourgeoisie and the landowning
class. We are not as united as you are. We have liberated half of the country but the other half is
still under occupation. The old generation was replaced. People living nowadays don’t know
how capitalists look like. They don’t know what Japanese imperialism means, they are not aware
of American imperialism.
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All these are [significant] issues for us. Those who carried out the revolution in the past
are old now. We now have new elements in the system who did not have to confront the same
hardships and whose life is relatively easy. We wouldn’t have had the same problems and we
wouldn’t have been so concerned if the situation in South Korea had been different. Within the
army, concerning the leaders of large units and even divisions, they are well trained against the
Japanese and the Americans since they fought against them, but the younger cadres in the army
are not well trained for direct confrontation. The ones who fought against the Americans are
already old by now. These young cadres don’t know how Americans look; they heard about them
from stories. They saw them in movies, [but] they don’t know much and haven’t lived in
hardship. Small unit commanders don’t know that during battles our soldiers had to wear shoes
made of straw. They are not aware of certain economic aspects like the tithe, rent, and so on. For
all of these, education on class-struggle is necessary. In our case, education on class-struggle is
emphasized less and less. Unless we manage to increase our hatred against exploiters, against the
Japanese and the Americans, we will face hardship in the case of a new war.

Concerning the activity of our party, we are faced with some important problems like the
ideological education in the class-struggle spirit. Moreover, we are striving to include in this
education the transformation of human beings according to the model of the worker — to educate
the youth and other social classes on a worker-oriented mindset. In addition, we need to pay
attention to the intelligentsia.

Currently, in South Korea, the intelligentsia is carrying out revolutionary activities. South
Korean intellectuals are studying our concerns for developing our society. They are very
concerned about them; they want to see what our attitude towards the intelligentsia is, so that
when the socialist revolution would triumph there, they want to know whether the new socialist
system will continue to use them or will eliminate them. For this reason, we are striving to
educate this layer of the intelligentsia in the spirit of labor and insure that it will last infinitely.
Only in this way we will manage to attract the South Korean intelligentsia on our side and we
will manage to consolidate this common front in the view of unifying [the country]. We are
striving, as part of the general activity of the party, to achieve the monolithic unity of the party.
The decisive role and force of the party were obvious both in the economic activity of the
country and in the army. All problems are discussed by the party and all decisions are taken by it.

In our case, too, I must confess, we eliminated the director-based system in economic
units. We discuss and solve all problems within the party committee; therefore, party committees
have been enlarged recently. I believe this is the most suitable method for our country.

In the remaining time, I will stop talking about the situation in North Korea and I will
switch to the situation in South Korea.

Before this, I would like to add one more thing: within our party there were some
divergences of opinion, but these problems were solved.

As you know, geographically we are surrounded by the Japanese, the Chinese, the
Americans and the Soviets. We are surrounded by three great powers and their influence can be
felt.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: Therefore, you are in the best position!
Comrade Kim Il Sung: For this reason, within our party we have a principle-based system, that

of our own policies, irrespective of the influence exerted by one party or another. For this reason,
we are increasing this ideological activity in our party too. We do not know any other ideology
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but ours. This principle was consolidated with the help of an ideology in accordance with the
conditions and activities that take place in our country. Of course, our party does not reject the
experience of other parties or other countries, but we try to take only the best from others, only
what is necessary to us; we are tasting, and what we don’t like, we don’t take; why should we
consume something bitter when our metabolism is already accustomed to what we have; if it’s
not [accustomed], then it’s not, but this should not be qualified as nationalism.

We consider that the achievement of the revolution in good conditions in our country is an
achievement for the global revolution. Our revolution is a part of the global revolution, but the
Korean revolution must be carried out by the Koreans themselves. You support the principle of
autonomy. So do we. Juche is exactly the same thing.

We had a few problems of principle within our party but we solved them and currently,
our party is united; all party members salute and follow the party’s policies.

Allow me to tell you a few words about the situation in South Korea. I won’t talk about it for too
long though.

The problem, in general, is unification. There are some people who blame us for
abandoning the unification of the country through peaceful means. We did not give up this
option, this is actually our guiding principle. If we don’t manage to unify the country by peaceful
means, we don’t envisage another solution. The main problem in South Korea and the things that
have to be solved there are supposed to be the responsibility of the South Koreans. The way to
solve this problem in South Korea depends on the concrete circumstances and on the respective
opportunities. That it will be peaceful, that it will be revolutionary or not, all this depends on the
growing revolutionary impetus in South Korea. We do not want to force anything; we don’t want
to rush things, because we cannot exert any pressure.

South Korea is linked to Japan through agreements; they signed such agreements with the
Americans as well — and these are military agreements. We have friendship and mutual
assistance agreements with the People’s Republic of China and with the Soviet Union. The
outbreak of a conflict between the North and the South will definitely involve the Soviet Union
and China, as well as Japan and the United States. If we are not careful enough, we could trigger
a global-scale war out of an Asian conflict. The peoples of the world will not welcome this and
they don’t want this to happen; neither the People’s Republic of China nor the Soviet Union
wants to get involved in such a confrontation. To our mind, the South Koreans are not more
willing to enter such a clash; Americans don’t want to continue this fight. The Americans let us
know that it’s not their intention to fight the Koreans again. They transmitted their intention
through Podgorny. We then asked Podgorny to tell the Americans that we didn’t want it either,
but to be careful and keep away from us, because if they create situations like Pueblo and E.C.
121, then we are entitled to capturing them or to shooting them down. We keep our business to
our territory, we don’t do it in the waters of the United States of America. It’s obvious that unless
they came into our territorial waters, we couldn’t have captured or sunken their vessels.

There are other comrades that blame us for increasing tensions in the region, but we are
telling you that we don’t need something like that. If we are asked about the probability of war,
we could say yes, such a probability exists. If there hadn’t been the conflicts we mentioned, if
vessels like the Pueblo hadn’t crossed into our territorial waters, if American spy planes like the
EC 121 [hadn’t flown over our territory], we of course would not have reacted like that. When
Comrade Podgorny came and told us this, we advised him that instead of telling us that we were
increasing tensions in the region, he should go and talk to the Americans and tell them to stop
acting like they had.
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Should the Americans withdraw from South Korea, there wouldn’t be any reasons for
such incidents, because the South Koreans do not have the material and military basis for such
things, and therefore, the main reason for such a conflict would not exist.

Regarding the existence of the danger of a war, the reason is just one: the presence of the
Americans in South Korea. They know we neighbor the People’s Republic of China, the Soviet
Union and that we are close with other countries of the world, so they wouldn’t dare to do
anything, especially because they have the experience of the past war.

If the Americans pull out of South Korea, the possibility of a war becomes limited.
Except for this, what other danger is there? There would be that of Japanese militarism. The
Americans have had the sad experience of a war with us; they have the one in Vietnam too and
they can only envisage technical support for the South Koreans but they don’t even consider the
human casualties involved. Nixon said that the place of Americans in South Korea should be
taken over by the Japanese. Concerning the revival of Japanese militarism, there are many
elements pointing to it. We have a lot of materials proving it. I don’t have the time and I don’t
intend to present them to you. Sato made his intentions to dominate and rule over the territory of
South Korea clear on several occasions. Park Chung Hee is considering taking advantage of the
Japanese and getting economic and military assistance on their backs and when he feels ready, he
will attack North Korea. This is his mindset, in his subconscious. In his mind, a certain plan
emerged, namely to defeat communism and to unify the country. Therefore, this would be the
plan of Park Chung Hee. But the problem should be put this way: can communism be defeated? I
think this is impossible. He himself admits that for the time being, communism cannot be
defeated. He is making 7 or even 8-year plans regarding the development of the economy, the
strengthening of the army, and then, when he feels more powerful than the North, he will pursue
the unification of the country. In other words, unification is not possible now. When will it be
possible? He says that it will be possible when the South is more powerful than the North
economically and militarily. My opinion is that this is only a dream of his. I don’t know what he
is thinking; does he imagine that we will be sleeping and not developing in the meantime?
Therefore, we can say that we didn’t get scared by his slogan to defeat communism and unify the
country.

What we salute is the successful fighting against fascism that is currently taking place in
South Korea, for democracy and for the democratization of the entire social life. It is likely that
Park Chung Hee will be overthrown and genuine democracy will be established. There has been
a strong fight for democracy in South Korea in recent years. We are aware that this fighting
cannot be successfully completed through elections, because Americans are in South Korea and
there is the United Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea. Under
these conditions, even the democratization process is hard. Of course, the possibilities for
democratization will increase if the Americans withdraw. In the past years, there have been
several attempts in the South. In 1959 there were some slogans for the unification of the country
and for the creation of a progressive party. This was the case back in the day of Rhee Syngman
when the progressive party took part in elections and lost by a margin of a few hundred thousand
votes. Following the election fraud in 1959, students went out in the streets to protest. On April
19 1960, students’ riots took over the entire country, which led to the overthrow of the Rhee
Syngman government. Chang Myeon took over his position. He realized he couldn’t govern in
the same manner as Rhee Syngman and then he turned a little bit more democratic. In those
circumstances, the students and the youth exerted some pressures from within, started asking for
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visits to Panmunjeom and to ask to meet with representatives of the North in there to discuss the
problem of the unification of the country.

The Americans became aware of the danger and organized a military coup, which
resulted in the assumption of power by none other than Park Chung Hee. In the South Korean
Constitution, it is stipulated that the president in office cannot run for president more than two
times in a row. Park Chung Hee modified the Constitution and run for president for a third time.
In this situation, opposition parties boycotted the elections and then he ran in the elections by
himself. Although he managed to modify the Constitution, he said he could relinquish his
position at any given time; however the recent elections proved otherwise. Opposition parties
joined forces and formed a democratic front — a progressive one, a front for the defense of
democracy.

Students organized themselves, all mass organizations did so. Therefore, a powerful
united front was formed, so as to eliminate Park Chung Hee and to elect another president.

In this context, Kim Baegyu emerged as the president of the new Progressive Party. He
even had some good slogans, which resembled our position regarding the unification of the
country. He promised that if he became president, he would solve all conflicts in the area and he
would advocate the unification with the North; secondly, he would reform the police force and
the internal intelligence apparatus; he would reduce military forces and he would install a
civilian government; he would reduce the penetration of foreign investments, we would protect
and even stimulate the development of national capital. Concerning foreign policy, we would
like to have good relations not only with the United States and with Japan, but to establish
relations with the People’s Republic of China and with the Soviet Union too. He offered wide
democratic possibilities to all mass and community organizations in South Korea. There was
only one thing missing from his platform: the pull out of the Americans from South Korea. In
spite of it, his platform managed to mobilize the South Korean population. It was even feared
that Park Chung Hee would lose the last month’s election.

In these electoral circumstances, in the city of Seoul, the new candidate managed to get

80% of the votes; he got many votes in the country side too, but eventually when Park Chung
Hee saw that his presidency is under threat, he mobilized the police and the army and falsified
the results of the election, winning by a margin of 1.2 million votes.
After the presidential election, the parliamentary elections took place. Within these elections too,
the electoral fighting was very strong. It was likely again that Park Chung Hee won a minority of
the votes, but he proceeded with the falsification of the elections again. During the parliamentary
elections, Park Chung Hee got 113 votes while the democratic forces got 89 votes.

Judging from all these, it ensues that the fight for democracy is growing more and more
powerful in South Korea. Over a period of almost 2 months, students and the youth in general
got involved into bitter fights, going out in the streets and protesting.

What could be the conclusions from what has been said until now? If the Americans
continue to stay in South Korea, victory through elections is not possible. For this reason, the
problem of the unification of the country is linked to this issue. In conclusion, it can be said that,
in the absence of the Americans in South Korea or of any other foreign forces, the South Korean
people could install a democratic progressive government, through its own forces, and the
establishment of such a government would draw us very close to each other, so that, without
fighting, we could unify the country. It is not that we don’t want it. We believe this can be
achieved once the Americans are gone, excluding the possibility that the Japanese replace them.
Actually, the Japanese are infiltrating into South Korea by other means, such as the Japanese
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investments in South Korea. Sato was the one to enjoy the victory of Park Chung Hee in the
presidential elections the most. Park Chung Hee was a general in the Japanese army during the
Japanese occupation. For this reason, he is very well regarded by Sato. Sato declared that he
would be present on the July 1* ceremony for the presidential re-inauguration of Park Chung
Hee. At Seoul University and at other higher education institutions, on the occasion of a plenary
session, a declaration against the participation of Sato at the ceremony was released.

This is the situation in South Korea. Regarding the support of revolutionary activities in
South Korea, regarding unification, you are aware of the declaration adopted recently at the
Supreme People’s Assembly of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea. Should Park Chung
Hee be overthrown, we will be able to discuss the unification of our country with anyone who
desires this. This is the current situation. The evolution of the situation in South Korea depends
on the struggle of democratic forces; on the [struggle of the] South Korean people.

Among the population of South Korea, the spirit of hatred against the Americans has
taken root and is spreading. Should the revolutionary forces in South Korea intensify, the ones
that are more likely to intervene are not the Americans, but the Japanese.

Between 1894-1895, the Sino-Japanese war took place; between 1904-1905 the Japanese-
Russian wars took place. In those circumstances, a peasant uprising took place. The 1894 riot
was the biggest one in history. Within the Korean leadership back then, there were three groups —
I am referring to the feudal leadership: a pro-Japanese group, a pro-Chinese group and a pro-
Russian group. So, since 1894, there has been this attraction towards the three parties. In these
conditions, the Japanese were called for help to suppress the peasant uprising; the pro-Chinese
group asked for China’s help and this sparked the Sino-Japanese war. The current situation in
South Korea can be compared to the one back then. Even if the Americans pull out, a South
Korean rebellion would be suppressed by the Japanese.

In 1969, Sato released a televised interview through which he expressed his desire to
have the Japanese replace the Americans in the surrounding areas in Asia. He made a similar
statement in September 1970 too. Moreover, Sato declared that since the Americans are cutting
back on their military forces in South Korea, there is no alternative [for South Korea] but to
accept Japan as the security guarantor.

I won’t talk for too long about these tendencies in Japanese militarism, but I would like to
tell you that the Japanese conceived, together with the South Koreans several action plans. One
of these is the “three arrows plan”; there is also a “flying dragon plan”, the “yellow bull plan.”
You must be aware that these are military plans. Currently, the Japanese are carrying out various
military preparations, drills, in similar conditions to what the South Koreans are doing, with land
forces, air forces and navy. Moreover, they built a strategic highway between Busan and Seoul
so that they can more easily get from the South of Korea to the 38" parallel. The Japanese Joint
Chiefs of Staff is in South Korea. Except for these high-rank visits, there are frequent visits of
Japanese military cadres of all sorts to South Korea.

Concerning the penetration of foreign capital in South Korea, it is estimated that
approximately 20% of the total foreign investment capital is Japanese. It can be stated that the
Japanese will reserve their right to defend the capital they invested there. According to some
estimates, 3-5.000 Japanese soldiers are in South Korea; they investigate the battle ground and
according to certain maps they examine the best possibilities for carrying out battles. I could
state that but for the present dictatorship, should an uprising occur, the greatest danger for South
Korea currently is the Japanese.
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There were statements that if the Americans allow the Japanese to take over South Korea, the
Japanese would offer South Korea twice as much in military assistance as the Americans had.

It is common knowledge that any American withdrawal from South Korea will be made
in close connection with the Japanese. Sato has an agreement with Nixon in this respect.

For this reason, we decisively fight against Japanese militarism. Of course, Japanese
militarism cannot be mistaken for the entire Japanese people. We don’t want to mistake it for the
year 1894, [or] 1905, to mistake the people from back then with the present people, the level
from back then with the current level. Of course, the situation in the years I referred to cannot be
compared with the situation nowadays. Nowadays we have the Soviet Union, the People’s
Republic of China and so on. The situation changed radically. We must be aware that just like
with Federal Germany, which is a menace for Europe, Japan is a menace for Asia. Of course, in
the future, we will improve our means for fighting against Japanese militarism.

In general, these were the problems I wanted to discuss with you regarding the situation
in South Korea. Of course, if they are of interest to you and if you want us to, we could provide
you with documentary materials so as not to extend our talks now.

How do you think we should proceed? Should we continue our discussions now or should
we take a short break and then discuss bilateral relations and some aspects of the international
situation?

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: Let’s take a short break

After the break

[...]

Comrade Kim Il Sung: We understand your viewpoint and we appreciate it. I think these were
the problems I wanted to raise with you. Of course, if there are any other problems you would
like to discuss, we will have other opportunities for that. We still have a few days left.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: I would like to thank you Comrade Kim Il Sung for the very
interesting information that you shared with us and for the questions raised. In most problems,
our viewpoints are the same or very similar; indeed, during the next couple of days, we can still
discuss about some issues, we can deepen our understanding of some of them, we can clarify
them.

Comrade Kim I1 Sung: We shall do that.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: Maybe we could also issue a communiqué, or at least start working
on it.

Comrade Kim Il Sung: We shall do that too.
Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: On our side, Comrade George Macovescu, deputy foreign minister,

and Andrei Stefan, the first deputy of the International Affairs Department within the Party, will
take part in the discussions.
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Comrade Kim Il Sung: On our side, Comrade Heo Dam, the foreign minister, and Kim
Yongnam, the first deputy of the International Affairs Division will take part.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu: There aren’t any delicate issues at stake; therefore, the
communiqué will be a positive one.

Comrade Kim Il Sung: We saw the joint communiqué you released together with the Chinese.
We share their policy line so it will be easy. We could even make it simpler.
I suggest we stop here.

The discussions ended at 7:00 PM.

DOCUMENT No. 74

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Obtained for NKIDP by Shin Jongdae and
translated for NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: November 20, 1971 10:05-12:20
Location: Conference Room, Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission, Panmunjeom

Details:

North: Your explanation of family members includes relatives, in fact. [However, your written
statement does not include relatives.] What is your intention in not describing relatives [as target
participants]?

South: It means the extent of our family members is much larger than what you have in mind. It
is likely that some relatives you have in mind are partially included in that extent.

North: In the preliminary meetings, we gave in to the South in determining the location [of the
family reunions], the procedure, etc.. It is now your turn to compromise. In international
negotiations, in determining the agenda for the main negotiation, the involved parties each
introduce an agenda to the main conference and revise as needed through discussions.
Nevertheless, you are being very obstinate. Please present an amendment that includes relatives
in the scope of the [target] participants.

South: So far, we reached agreements because we have made reasonable suggestions. It can’t be
argued that it is merely because you have compromised [in reaching agreements]. You suggest
that we combine categories that are redundant in concept, such as family members, extended
family, and friends, as one category to allow for mutual visitations and uninterrupted exchanges.
However, you have not clearly defined this category, and therefore, the agenda is not clearly
defined. In order for our discussions to move forward, you should reorganize your agenda as
clearly as our agenda and present an amendment.
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North: Your agenda is favorable in most parts. The sequence for confirming if family members
are alive or dead before the reunion is fine as well. It is simply that we must include all relatives
[as target participants]. Family members refer to the people who you live with in a house. How
many family members will there be if we were searching for family members who are separated
26 years ago? In such a case, the extent of participants is too narrow. People will not be able to
accept that we only target [immediate] family members. Our superiors will also disapprove of
this. If you present an amendment which includes extended family, we will be able to reach an
agreement soon.

South: You should first present an amendment with clear definitions of family members and
extended family in a format that is similar to ours. Then, after looking at your amendment, we
should look for commonalities in our opinions.

North: A negotiation is a two-way process. If you have an attitude that you will never
compromise, agreements [between us] are unlikely to be reached. If you submit an amendment
with extended family included, then we will soon reach an agreement. Please bring an

amendment that includes extended family to the 10" preliminary conference.

South: In that case, we should each study [each other’s] amendments and present [them during
the next meeting].

North: I am aware that Mr. Jung is an international affairs specialist......

South: My expertise is only at a stage to roughly predict when “Nixon” will visit Communist
China.

North: Even when we merely look at the Taiwan issue, the great powers make victims of the
small countries for their own sake.

South: Communist China used to speak ill of the United States calling them American
Imperialists. Now they have reconciled with the U.S. There is no help for the great powers to

place their own benefit before everything else, isn’t there? Isn’t the Soviet Union the same?

North: It is the same [for all the countries] including the Soviet Union. By the way, people call
the current day an era of negotiation, isn’t that correct?

South: In fact, it is certainly better to use words than to use fists [in resolving conflicts].

North: By the way, I heard that there is a sign on Namdaemun that reads “self-reliance.”

South: We must be self-sustained and self-reliant, musn’t we?

North: We are trying to be self-reliant as well. By the way, it is highly favorable that just the two

of us meet. People who are trusted by their superiors, in other words, what is your opinion on
holding secret meetings between people who are trusted by the highest-level officials? The Red
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Cross Conference is to continue separately but aside from the Red Cross Conference [we could
consider having secret meetings between officials].

South: Which level of people do you refer to in general when you mention people who are
trusted by their superiors?

North: Whoever is trusted by their superiors.

South: Secret meetings between such people are worth examining. However, I believe it is more
important to improve current South-North relations as it could enable such contacts. I will speak
candidly as it is between the two of us. If we could improve our relations, for instance, by
ceasing the dispatch of spies, the abduction of KAL flights and numerous fishermen, the change
in circumstances can serve as a basis for such meetings, couldn’t it? Our Red Cross meetings
will serve a role in such a change in circumstances as well......

North: I have much to say about such issues (referring to the spies and abduction issues)......
Such issue of trusted people having meetings is not for us to decide......

South: It is worth studying and examining.

North: Why are you so strongly opposed to a joint-recess? We could visit the Freedom House
and you could visit Panmun-gak. Why are you so worried about it? You have an army of seven
hundred thousand and also a much larger population......

South: What do you mean worry? We take recesses naturally whenever it is appropriate. There is
no need to decide when, where and whom with to take recesses as if it is such an important thing.
For us, public opinion is important. Taking the Red Cross meetings as an example, many people
criticize us, arguing that the delegates only take rests and eat instead of work. Should I show you
a cartoon from our paper which criticizes us for not making any progress in our meetings, and for
having luncheons all the time?

North: If we meet more often, talk to each other and share meals, it will be helpful for us to
better understand each other. What do you think about our luncheon invitation during the 10"

meeting?

South: I’ve spoken with the delegates, including the chief delegate. They believe it is better that
we have luncheons after we achieve something in our meetings.

North: Please clarify whether we should prepare the luncheon at the 10" meeting or not. We will
need some [time for] preparation.

South: I suppose it is better that you do not prepare [a luncheon]..

North: In cases which I need to meet with Mr. Jung, I will contact via “memos” during our
meetings from now on.
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South: Let’s do that.

DOCUMENT No. 75

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Obtained for NKIDP by Shin Jongdae and
translated for NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: December 10, 1971 14:30 — 16:00
Location: Conference Room, Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: Your amendment excludes friends but why are you so persistent on the details of the
project?

North: Once we reach an agreement on the target participants, the details of the project are to be
discussed at the main meeting. Why does it matter so much?

South: Our agenda includes reasonable details in accordance with the general custom of the Red
Cross Society’s projects. Therefore, it is likely that you must accept our proposal.

North: We should leave the Red Cross Conference issues to be discussed between the chief
delegates at the [main] meetings. We should discuss other issues. (An attitude treating the Red
Cross meetings lightly [observed].)

South: I noticed a very strong political propaganda during the 11™ meeting. What were the
reasons?

North: I expected an amendment from you at the 10™ meeting. However, it was not the case.
That was the reason.

South: What is your intention for a political contact?

North: There is currently an international thaw in relations between countries. The two of us
should not be the only exceptions, right?

South: During the last meeting you mentioned anyone trusted by their superior is appropriate.
What level of officials in detail do you have in mind?

North: High-level officials from the Korean Worker’s Party and the Democratic Republican

Party would be appropriate. You probably have seen Kim Il Sung’s August 6" statement in full. I
believe your suggestion for a Red Cross meeting on August 12" is your response to the statement.
(Attaching political significance [to the Red Cross Conference].) I am a member of the Party. Mr.
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Jung is probably a member of the Republican Party as well. We are not sitting here as individuals.
(Suggesting their role is to serve as mediators for political conferences.)

South: How about the location?

North: It could take place in Korea or in a third country. Wherever is fine. If it is a place where
we could speak with each other without letting other countries know, especially the United States,
the location does not matter.

South: In order for us to examine [the possibility of] political negotiations, we need to have a
clearer idea of your intentions...... For instance, what is a preferred way to shift the current
South-North confrontation, in other words, how you would like to change the current
circumstances. Could you describe such projections more clearly in detail?

North: I cannot speak of such issues with my personal opinion. I will consult with my superiors
when I will return and provide answers when we meet next time.

South: Please answer us clearly next time when we meet. If I am to provide a personal opinion
as an individual of the country, shouldn’t there be a change in the current circumstances before
such political conferences develop? Achievements in the Red Cross meetings might also
contribute to the change in circumstances as well but......

North: What do you mean by changing the current circumstances? Please explain in a way that is
easier to understand.

South: For instance, President “Nixon” will visit the Communist China next year. “Kissinger”
has been to Beijing twice...... The premise that enabled such progress was the United States first
changing the circumstances through the friendly countries obtaining friendly relations with
Communist China...... , building mutual trust through the invitation of the table tennis team...... ,
and then moving on to “Kissinger” visiting Beijing and President “Nixon’s” visit and so on.
Everything is initiated from a small matter and advanced one by one; thus maturing the
surrounding circumstances, and eventually leading to political negotiations.

North: There are no matters we could not resolve if we met and spoke openly.

South: You are speaking vaguely...... In order to solve the issues, you would need to start
recognizing the circumstances in detail first. I’ve seen the statement from your Ministry of
Foreign Affairs regarding our announcement of a state of national emergency. It seemed like you
somewhat know the details in the South but were far from clear on what it is in fact like. In
addition, the speakers at the armistice line were repeating what was stated by the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs. In the end, you were pledging that you will not invade the South...... What is it
worth if you promise a hundred times merely by words? Rather, the promise must be proven
through behavior and action. Who would ever believe such a promise when you promote military
training regardless of gender and age, calling it National Exercise and requiring elementary
school children to play military games? When the reality is left unchanged and when you merely
make promises, who would ever believe it?
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North: We must broaden our understanding of each other. Shall we meet before our next
meeting?

South: We should discuss through “memos” at our next meeting.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 76

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: December 17, 1971 14:30-16:20
Location: Conference Room, Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: Your attitude in today’s meeting (13th preliminary conference) seemed as if you are not
willing to reach an agreement before the end of this year. How long do you intend to extend the
meetings arguing for uninterrupted exchanges?

North: Uninterrupted exchange is a basic principle...... How about we quit discussing the
[preliminary] conference and discuss more significant issues?

South: How are we able to discuss significant issues when we haven’t developed a mutual
understanding and built trust through our conversations through the Red Cross meetings? What
is the use of discussing it? (Intentionally expressed an upset attitude.)

North: Don’t be impatient. Let’s discuss significant issues. First of all, we should identify
ourselves clearly before we move on to a discussion. I am a Chief Officer of Organization Tasks
at the Central Committee of the Korean Worker’s Party. I can deliver your words to the
responsible high-level officials and also I am also authorized to speak for my superiors.

South: My current position is the Director of Conference Management. My prior position was
the Director of an organization directly under the president.

North: Do you refer to the CIA?

South: That is correct. I am authorized to directly report your words [to my superiors] and to
deliver [my superiors’] words to you. Please provide an accurate and detailed answer to the
question I asked you when we previously met (how the North would like to change the current

South-North status).

North: (Pulled out his notes and read through the notes.)
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1. You have announced the State of national emergency considering us [as a threat] as an
excuse. Was it intended to threaten us or were there any other purposes?

2. The announcement of State of national emergency and visualizing a peaceful
reunification cannot happen together.

3. The issue of reunification is an internal issue within our nation. Therefore, we hope for a
peaceful method in achieving the objective instead of pursuing it through armed conflict.

4. The external circumstances also promote an environment of reconciliation.

5. While it is true that we are fully prepared for a war, it is not to invade the South. It is
rather to counteract the United States and Japan.

6. We argue for solidarity of our nation and to discuss the measures for the reunification of
our motherland.

7. An armed conflict between the South and the North is worthless. We must reach
reunification through peace.

8. Your announcement of the State of national emergency promotes internal and external
isolation. Therefore, we argue that it should be revoked.

South: What you have stated does not provide a clear answer to my question. How is it different
from what you conventionally state through the Rodong Sinmun, the Party-affiliated journals,
workers and through broadcasts? I do not need to meet with you to listen to such statements that
I am already well aware of. I need more candid opinions. I would like to clearly state several
thoughts on what was previously discussed.

1. The announcement of the State of national emergency is intended to restrain your
invasion of the South, not to threaten you.

2. Carefully examine the President [Park]’s statement on August 15™, If the North ceases
provocation, we could sit together at the UN. Carefully examine statements such as “Step
forward for a war of good-intention” especially.

3. After you have developed a good amount of military capability, you argue that it is to be
used towards the U.S. and Japan, and not towards the South. Even a mere child would
not believe such a statement. In order to make us understand such a statement as it reads,
for instance, that you will never invade the South and that we should achieve
reunification through peace, shouldn’t you prove it through an internal attitude change?

North: If you require a letter of confidence from the high-ranking officials, I can bring one
anytime.

South: I can always provide you a letter of confidence as well. Nevertheless, the possibility of
generating faith or trust through conversations with you is much more important than a hundred
letters.

North: I am willing to meet with you whenever you request.
South: The same is true for me. In addition, how are we going to carry out the [preliminary]
meeting? Looking at [your] attitude today, if you are unrelenting in your insistence for

uninterrupted exchanges, it is unlikely that we will reach an agreement before the end of this
year, and it is unnecessary to hold more discussions until the end of this year, isn’t it?
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North: We should stop holding more meetings until the end of this year. The issues regarding
exchanges of presents can be discussed between the representatives at the Liaison’s Office.

* sk ok

DOCUMENT No. 77

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: January 29, 1972 10:00-11:30
Location: Conference Room, Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission, Panmunjeom
Details:

North: I’d like to restate an issue previously discussed. I suggest we carry letters of credibility in
order to discuss significant issues.

South: T have clearly stated my opinion on that issue. Therefore, there is no need to discuss it
anymore.

North: It does not mean that we must carry the letter to exchange conversations. It does not
necessarily have to be a letter of confidence but don’t we each need material evidence to clarify
our positions?

South: We have confirmed each other’s position through the numerous conversations we had. In
addition, I haven’t even demanded that you, Mr. Kim, prove your position. If you find it difficult
to proceed with our conversations due to such a matter as this, I don’t believe there are any
issues we can discuss.

North: Whatever your opinion is, what is your intention in not accepting our request for material
evidence? Please understand our position.

South: I"d like to clearly state my opinion that material evidence (documentation) is not needed.
Mr. Kim, you should be clearer on your attitude than to declare that material evidence is
preferred.

North: Without material evidence, we cannot discuss significant issues.

South: Very well. In order for our conversation to progress, either you, Mr. Kim, have to change

your mind or I will have to change my mind. We shouldn’t discuss this issue anymore. We
should exchange ideas regarding the conference (Red Cross meeting).

* %k ok
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DOCUMENT No. 78

[Source: Diplomatic Archive, Bulgarian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Sofia. Record 28, File
1705, pgs 14-16. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Sveta Milusheva]

Information on talks with the Soviet Military Attaché in the DPRK [Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea]
4 February 1972

To: The ambassador of the PR [People’s Republic] of Bulgaria to the DPRK
Comrade Yancho Georgiev

Report
From: Zachary Yanakiev-Third Secretary

Comrade Ambassador,

As requested by the assistant military attaché at the Soviet embassy, Major Bulanov, and with
your permission, today I visited the attaché¢ at the Albanian embassy in Pyongyang, Kostatz
Chifliku.

In the process of the discussion we exchanged opinions on a number of issues, on which
he expressed the following point of view:

1. On the topic of relations between Albania and the DPRK.
He thinks that during the past year, 1971, they have developed some, although not significantly.

A delegation from the Albanian Youth Organization visited the DPRK in order to
participate in the work of the sixth congress of the Korean Socialist Youth Organization. [And
the DPRK was also visited by] a delegation of specialists researching the DPRK’s experience
with chicken production, with the goal of purchasing [equipment] for a chicken factory.

An invitation was sent to the KWP, [asking them] to send a delegation to take part in the
work of the Albanian Party’s Congress, which took place last year. This invitation was declined
by the Korean comrades because of “certain circumstances.”

The trade contract for 1972, which foresaw an increase of 20 % in comparison to 1971
and amounted to 1 million rubles in both directions [imports/exports], was signed in a timely
manner. During the negotiations, both countries expressed interest in broadening their trade
relations. One obstacle in that direction was the issue of transportation. Because of the small
quantities of goods, the Albanians had no interest in sending their own ships to the DPRK, and
because of that, the goods were sent off by train from the DPRK to Chinese harbors.

2. In response to the question I put forth concerning Sino-Albanian relations and the standpoint
of Albania on the issue of Nixon’s visit to China, he [Kostatz Chifliku] stated the following:

Relations have not changed. Since the Albanian leadership considered Nixon’s visit to be
an “internal Chinese issue,” they did not make an official statement. Nothing was mentioned on
that topic at the Congress either.
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3. To my question concerning the perspectives for the normalization of relations between
Albania and the USSR, [he] answered that this question had been clarified by Enver Hoxha at the
congress. The Soviet Union explored options for the normalization of relations, but all turned
futile.

4. On the issue of Sino-Korean relations.

[He thinks that [relations] are developing quickly and have even surpassed those between the
DPRK and the USSR, in spite of the claims that the DPRK is trying to keep a balance in its
relations with the two countries. According to him though, the quick progress of Sino-Korean
relations was not at the expense of the DPRK’s relations with the USSR.

I asked him if he had information to give me something more specific about the Sino-
Korean relations. He stated that the Chinese were not telling them anything and that is why, they
themselves do not know anything more specific.

[He] announced that the Chinese embassy was very interested in the visits of the Korean
delegations, headed by Pak Seongcheol, Jeong Juntaek and Heo Dam, to the European socialist
countries, Latin America, and the Near East. [They] were interested in the issue of which
delegation would visit which country.

I asked him if any of these delegations would visit Albania, Yugoslavia, and China. He
answered that up to now, the Koreans have not discussed any such issue. Regarding a visit to
Yugoslavia, he knew nothing either. He stated that there were rumors that a high-ranking Korean
delegation was going to visit China. But he did not know anything more specific.

5. On the topic of the events in China.
He thinks that there was a dissent in the leadership, that Liu Shaoqi was alive, and he did not say
anything specific about Lin Biao, except that he had intentions to flee the country, but he was not
on the airplane that crashed in Mongolia. According to him, it is more likely that the former chief
of the general staff of the army, Xian Yun Shen, was on the airplane.

He did not reply to my remark that according to the British press, the USA’s CIA helped
to uncover Lin Biao’s group.

6. On the topic of Kim Il Sung’s proposals for the peaceful unification of Korea, he thinks that
they are results of the changes in China’s position in that direction, which until recently insisted
on resolving the problem through military ways.

For my part, I informed him about Bulgarian-Korean relations, emphasizing mainly the
economic ties and the delegations, which have visited the DPRK.

At the end he asked me if I had the KWP’s booklet of by-laws with the changes approved
at the fifth congress, to give it to him so he could look it over, or [if I could] tell him what the
more important changes were.

I told him that I did not have it, that I had not inquired, but if I learned anything I would
tell him.

Comrade Ambassador, Since Chifliku and I know each other from our college years; the
meeting went without any nagging on his part.

During the conversation he took pains to seem sincere, mainly in his explanations that the
Chinese embassy does not inform them about anything. Of course something like this can be
presumed. But together with this, there was a feeling that he did not wish to talk in more detail
on the topics related to Sino-Korean and Sino-Albanian relations.
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Pyongyang, 4 February 1972

DOCUMENT No. 79

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 7, 1972 10:00-11:20

Location: Conference Room, Neutral Nations Supervisory Commission, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: I will now speak of our opinion.

1. We would need to confirm Director of KCIA, Lee Hurak and Director of Organization
and Guidance, Kim Yeongju as our trusted officials, that is, the superiors who entrusted
us to deliver messages and to relay responses responsibly. ([The two] Each exchanged
the letters of credibility, confirmed the details and returned the letters. Kim Deokhyun
seemed to be content with the letter from the Director of KCIA and recorded details of
the letter with a sincere face.)

2. The person with the letter of confidence from the Director of KCIA will visit the North.
In this case, the letter will be drafted for Kim Yeongju, Director of Guidance and
Organization. The officials’ visits will be kept strictly confidential. Around two officials
will visit the North, one delegate with the letter of credence and one assistant for the
delegate.

3. We will gladly accept a visit from a delegate carrying Kim Yeongju’s letter of confidence
written towards the Director of the KCIA. If you are unwilling to have our delegate visit
the North first, your delegate could visit us first.

4. When our delegate visits the North via Panmunjeom, we would like to obtain a
memorandum from Kim Yeongju assuring our delegate’s safety. When our delegate
returns, the memorandum will be returned to you. The procedure is likewise when your
delegate visits the South.

5. The purpose of mutual visits will not be prescribed but it will facilitate our exchange of
opinions. When we are able to exchange opinions and understand each other, political
issues will naturally be discussed in due course.

6. I am aware that you are considering such exchanges with other connections ([Kim]
nodded as an expression of agreement), such connections should be discontinued, and we
should confirm the exchange as conversations between the Director of KCIA and Kim
Yeongju, Director of Organization and Guidance.

North: Since it is an issue of significant importance, I will provide a response during our next

meeting after I accurately report to high-ranking officials. I suggest our next meeting to be held
on Friday, March 10" at Panmun-gak.

222



South: March 10™ sounds good. Since we have a working-level conference [for the Red Cross
Conference], we should confirm the time through our assistants. I do not oppose having our
meeting at Panmun-gak. However, it will be confirmed through my assistant on March 10",
(When the discussion concluded, Kim Deokhyun did not hide his excitement and ordered to
bring Ginseng-ju, suggesting a toast.)

<Other things discussed>: [The two] Discussed music, literature, and sports while having drinks.
1. “Tchaikovskii” and “Liszt” were mentioned while discussing music. Kim Deokhyun
proudly mentioned his wife is a “cellist.”
2. The works of “Tolstoy” and “Dostoyevsky” were mentioned while discussing literature.
3. Kim Deokhyun mentioned he enjoys playing chess and table tennis.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 80

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Ttranslated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 10, 1972 13:30-15:00
Location: Panmun-gak, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: Please provide us an accurate response on the issues mentioned during our last meeting.

North: I’ve accurately reported your words to comrade Kim Yeongju who is the Secretary and
also the Director of Organization and Guidance. I will deliver his responses accurately from now
on.

1. We recognize that your proposal is in an accord with our effort to facilitate our nation’s
peaceful reunification through the South-North mutual contact and we welcome your
proposal.

2. We agree with your willingness to send a high-ranking delegate who has Director Lee
Hurak’s letter of confidence and his assistant, and we cordially invite them.

3. We will warmly welcome your delegates with the heart of fellow countrymen and we
assure their safety and will provide all hospitality. At the same time, we are willing to
exchange a memorandum regarding safety (signed by the Director of Organization and
Guidance, headed to the Director of KCIA).

4. In this regard, we would like to know when you will send your delegates and when you
would like to receive our memorandum. Also we would prefer to have the list of your
delegate in advance. You can provide answers to this question today or tomorrow. This is
the end of an official statement [from Director Kim Yeongju].
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South: During your statement, you mentioned you welcome our proposal and are willing to
exchange memoranda regarding safety. Does this signify that you completely and clearly agree
to our suggestion without any exception?

North: That is correct.

South: I appreciate your complete agreement to our proposal. I will deliver your words to the
Director of KCIA accurately. Regarding your question of when and who we will send to
Pyongyang, I will provide a response from the Director of KCIA at our meeting on March 14™
10:00 at the Freedom House.

North: Very well. Let’s plan on meeting at the Freedom House on March 14™ at 10:00.

South: Then we can now conclude exchanging important messages. Also, I’d appreciate if you
could provide your response to my question last year regarding how you would like to change
the current South-North circumstances.

North: It is better that the high-level officials meet as soon as possible and discuss such issues in
person. I do not feel the need for us to discuss the issues at this point since the high-level
officials are to meet soon. (Kim Deokhyun suggested that we have lunch together when we were
done confirming the details of our conversation. We let them know that we had lunch already
and declined the offer while we appreciated them offering. He suggested that we should have a
light tea and brought out food that was almost a luncheon. The food was prepared at Panmun-gak
and was very carefully prepared. The party shared light food and beverages and chatted for about
40 minutes.)

North: Is the delegate who will be sent to the North going to be an official from the KCIA,
directly under the supervision of the Director?

South: Such a question from Mr. Kim probably stems from a misunderstanding of our power
structure. It is a big mistake assuming the KCIA Director’s role as a director of one of many
governmental organizations under the National Government Organization Act. I will provide an
answer on who we will send as a delegate on March 14, However, whoever it is, his role is not
limited to representing the KCIA Director’s occupational authority but will also include his role
in politics. In our country, it is most significant that one has the trust from the President and
please bear in mind that the Director of KCIA is the official with the deepest trust from the
President. (Kim Deokhyun was in a good mood throughout and the two exchanged conversation
in agriculture and daily lives.)

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 81

[Source: PolA AA, MfAA, C 1080/78. Obtained for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer and translated
for NKIDP by Karen Riechert]
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GDR Embassy to DPRK
Pyongyang, 13 March 1972

Note
on a Conversation with the 1* Secretary of the USSR Embassy, Comrade Kurbatov, on 10 March
1972 in the GDR Embassy

During the conversation there was an exchange of opinions on the following questions:

The DPRK Position on the Nixon Visit to Beijing and its Influence on the Situation in Korea

Based on a written draft, Comrade Kurbatov asserted the DPRK reaction demonstrates how the
Korean leadership is very content with the result, in particular with the inclusion of the Korea
Problem into the [Shanghai] communiqué between China and the United States. It [Korean
leadership] is very pleased with the support of the DPRK Eight-Point-Proposal and the demand
to dissolve UNCURK?. The Korean leaders think that the Chinese maintained a firm position on
Korea. As Nodong Sinmun writes, the Korean leadership is viewing this as a great assistance “by
the fraternal Chinese people.” During Nixon’s actual stay in Beijing, the Koreans stated how the
DPRK position was laid out in Kim Il Sung’s speech from 6 August 1971. Nixon would not
arrive in Beijing as a victor but as the defeated. This Korean position had been reiterated in the
[Kim Il Sung] interview with [the Japanese newspaper] Yomiuri Shinbun [in January 1972]. The
Nixon visit was interpreted as forced upon the American president. This way the Korean side
assisted China’s policy and agreed to the discussion of the Korean question in the talks.

In its publications, the Korean leadership attempts to hide from its people the parallel
interests of China and the United States. It is pursuing its nationalist course and fails to notice the
anti-Soviet aspect of rapprochement between the Chinese leadership and the United States. The
Korean leadership asserts that China is a “socialist power,” “stands firm on the basis of
proletarian internationalism,” and so on. The Korean leadership’s position consists entirely of a
course of pragmatism. In their policy toward the Soviet Union and other socialist countries, the
Korean leaders are increasingly guided by pragmatic considerations. They are eager to achieve
Korean unification primarily with Chinese assistance. It became evident that, in preparation for
the talks with Nixon, Chinese leaders were not interested in tensions on the Korean peninsula
(like, for instance, during the declaration of a state of national emergency in South Korea). The
Chinese were successful in moving the Korean leadership from its entrenched position. The
inclusion of the Korean question into the talks in Beijing, which had occurred with the full
knowledge of the Koreans, speaks to new elements in relations between DPRK and China and to
new aspects in the Chinese leadership’s policy towards the DPRK. The Chinese increasingly take
matters to solve the Korean question into their own hands.

Kim Il Sung’s visit to Beijing —which allegedly did not occur in early February according
to the official version- served the purpose of finalizing the exact joint position on the Korean
question for the talks with Nixon. Also the stay of a group of Koreans in Beijing in close regular
contact with the Chinese side further demonstrated the increased stability of relations between
both sides. The Korean side denies a visit by Kim Il Sung to Beijing. Yet Chinese diplomats do
not express denials but indicate how permanent consultations are possible, and a visit must not

2 UN Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea
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have been unusual. It can be assumed that the Koreans and Chinese recently had another
exchange of opinions about the Nixon visit. The [Nodong Sinmun] editorial of March 4 seems to
be an indication for that. It can be expected in this context that steps will be taken to create a
favorable situation for the withdrawal of U.S. troops from South Korea. The Korean leadership
views this as its main objective in the near future. Information exists according to which the
Korean leadership has been continuously informed by secret material about the course of
negotiations with Nixon. The talks with him in Beijing proved that China and the United States
have common interests and want to resolve Asian and other problems without the Soviet Union.
He [Kurbatov] also referred to differing assessments of the Nixon visit by DPRK and DRV.

I thanked Comrade Kurbatov for his presentation and informed him in turn about the
evaluation of the Nixon visit by our Embassy.

Note: A comparison of the text of the [Shanghai] communiqué between China and the United
States and the published version in the DPRK press shows that it was printed almost verbatim
with only few omissions: The last sentence in the first paragraph, the third paragraph, the term
“Republic [of] Korea”, and the last paragraph.

Conversation of Comrade Brezhnev with Foreign Minister Ho Dam in Moscow

Here Comrade Kurbatov remarked that Comrade Ho Dam told Comrade Brezhnev that the
DPRK will assume a new position towards Japan. There are also new elements in Japan’s
attitude towards the DPRK. Another aspect of the talks with Comrade Brezhnev were Comrade
Ho Dam’s statements concerning the United Nations. The DPRK, according to Comrade Ho
Dam, is expecting from the Soviet Union and the socialist countries to support and defend DPRK
positions in the U.N. The PR China would stand up and support the DPRK there as well.
Comrade Ho Dam continued how it would be positive if the socialist countries will act in the
U.N. in a coordinated and identical fashion with China’s positions.

The issues of Japan and the U.N. were not included in the “Joint Message” [of USSR and
DPRK on the visit]. Comrade Brezhnev just listened to the statements on Japan and remarked
about the U.N. that this question warrants close study.

Comrade Kurbatov stated furthermore that currently the Soviet Union is excluding an
attack by the South against the North.

On DPRK-PRC relations Comrade Ho Dam noticed the improvement of relations, though
they had not occurred at the expense of DPRK relations with the Soviet Union and other socialist
countries. Moreover, Comrade Ho Dam said in his talk [with Brezhnev] that the Chinese side
will be fully informed about what the Korean side expressed in its talk with the Soviet comrades.

Although it is an important question, there had been no [Korean-Soviet] consultations
about party relations [KWP-CPSU] on this level [Brezhnev-Ho Dam)].

Later Ambassador Sudarikov will inform more extensively about the Ho Dam visit.

Some Aspects of KWP Activity in the Communist World Movement

Based on a written draft, Comrade Kurbatov made the following remarks:

In 1971 and 1972 the KWP continued relations with communist and workers’ parties. It
participated in party congresses of several parties and practiced exchanges of delegations. It
invited delegations from different parties to the DPRK. As before, the KWP builds its party

226



relations on a bilateral basis and refrains from multilateral cooperation. It increases its efforts to
summarize the ideology of Juche into a comprehensive system and declares Kim Il Sung’s Juche
ideology as the only basis for party activities. The 5™ Party Congress pushed through a petit
bourgeois, nationalist line contradicting socialist development. These nationalist tendencies and
the strengthening of relations with China have increased some negative tendencies in the
communist movement and in KWP relations to the communist and workers movement. Despite
official KWP declarations about the need to build relations with individual parties on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism, by its actual activities in the international communist movement, the KWP is
contradicting Marxism-Leninism with the nationalist Juche ideology, and proletarian
internationalism with “autonomy” and “independence”.

The KWP leadership does not consider the experiences of the communist world
movement, and it does not follow the collectively agreed decisions of fraternal parties. Instead it
praises Kim Il Sung as an eminent leader of the communist and workers movement and praises
him as a genius of the revolution. The KWP is guided by his works where he “provided wise
analysis of the features in the current international situation”. It is guided by Kim Il Sung as “a
leader of the anti-imperialist forces” because his ideas “accelerate the demise of imperialism and
guide the world revolution on the path of victory.” Kim Il Sung’s works, his statements during
internal meetings with foreign party officials, and his published speeches invite the assumption
that he has a negative view of theory and practice of the construction of socialism and
communism in the Soviet Union and the socialist fraternal countries. Apparently he sees the path
to socialism in the DPRK as the “only correct and exemplary one for other countries.” For
instance, he declared in a conversation with the delegation of the leftist Party of Swedish
Communists visiting the DPRK that he does not agree with the CPSU course to develop the
Soviet Union as a people’s state, since in his opinion such leads to a weakening of the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

According to Kim Yong Nam, Deputy Head of the [International] Department IV in the
[KWP] Central Committee, who based his statement on the sayings of Kim Il Sung, “individual
countries where the proletariat has risen to power cannot ignore the facts of a danger of
imperialist aggression and the restoration of capitalism through encirclement by the international
capital, before communism will be eventually established on a global scale.”

Based on Kim Il Sung’s ideas, Korean propaganda is currently leading a broad campaign
that defines all parties as supporters of revisionism which do not agree with positions of Kim II
Sung on questions like the personality cult, dictatorship of the proletariat, class struggle, and so
on. In this context a couple of embassies from the socialist countries have reached the conclusion
that such a campaign leads to the development of camouflaged anti-Sovietism in the DPRK.

All this said and considered, the appeals by the Korean leaders for unity and closeness of
the communist movement are just declaratory in nature, dishonest, and they are not corroborated
by practical measures. The tendency becomes ever clearer that the KWP leadership does not
focus on the unity of the communist world movement but aims at the revolutionary peoples of
the world, of which the so-called united front of the revolutionary people in Asia constitutes the
core (Korea, China, Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos). This approach testifies to a gradual departure
from the class position of proletarian internationalism for a transition towards a nationalist,
pragmatic position. In this context internal Korean propaganda has begun to claim that the
“socialist countries have lost their revolutionary spirit and therefore can currently serve only as a
material base for the struggle of the revolutionary peoples.” In public propaganda this position
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was to be found in somewhat modified form in the Rodong Sinmun article “Let us defend the
Dictatorship of the Proletariat and the Proletarian Democracy”.

As the KWP is counting China among the revolutionary countries, and based on the
ideological and political closeness of positions [between DPRK and PRC], we have to conclude
that the KWP is on the path to solidify party relations with China. Since 1971 they exchange
party delegations. Korean propaganda welcomed the “assignments for the struggle” by the so-
called 9™ Party Congress of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), as well as the implementation
of the so-called “Cultural Revolution.” A “Nodong Sinmun” article celebrating the 50"
anniversary of the CCP claimed, “After the Cultural Revolution, the CCP turned into an even
purer, steeled and strong party”.

The KWP and PRC have established contacts and organize informational changes. In the
DPRK the Chinese journal Hongji continues to be circulated. In pursuing its own goals, the
KWP leadership does not pay attention to the anti-Soviet aspects of China’s foreign policy. At
the same time it comes close to Chinese positions, as it showed in particular concerning the
events in Sudan, India/Pakistan and the Middle East.

Recently the KWP has increasingly activated its relationship with the Party of Labor of
Albania. So far, DPRK efforts have not resulted in desired Korean reactions on the Albanian
side, they only activated bilateral relations on the state level. For the occasion of important
anniversaries they exchanged congratulations to underline traditional and friendly relations. The
most active development of relations is the one with the Romanian Communist Party (RCP) on a
nationalist base and under the labels of “autonomy” and “independence” of the parties. Contacts
between KWP and RCP are activated according to an agreement from 1971.

KWP participation in the party congresses of the fraternal parties in 1971 (Bulgaria,
Czechoslovakia, Mongolia, GDR, Poland, Soviet Union) has not resulted in progress of relations
between the parties. The gatherings were used by the KWP leadership as a podium to propagate
its special positions in front of the international communist movement, namely to emphasize
“autonomy” and “independence” of parties as the base for their mutual relations.

The KWP leadership is departing from an exchange of experiences and delegations with
the fraternal parties. For instance, despite respective agreements there were no party officials
sent in 1971 for vacations in our respective countries. The KWP leadership pays close attention
to the tendencies of parties that deviate from the documents of [the international communist and
workers parties meeting] 1969 [in Moscow]. It is anything but coincidence that after the 1969
Moscow meeting, certain parties have paid visits to the DPRK (Sweden, Spain, Norway, Italy,
and Reunion).

In its relations with the parties of capitalist countries, the KWP leaders aim to, in our
opinion, influence these parties according to KWP policy and use them as a vehicle to establish
diplomatic relations. We must pay close attention—and this is a dangerous phenomenon—that
the KWP might establish relations with pro-Chinese separatist groups. For the first time ever, a
congratulatory telegram to the KWP was published by the Communist Party of Thailand, which
is completely in sync with Chinese positions.

An important vehicle to increase influence abroad is the propagation of Kim Il Sung ideas
through dissemination of his works and the founding of circles. Recent observations show that
more attention is paid to those circles. They attempt to include communists in them in order to
create permanent organizations. The Korean leadership tries to gain increasing ground through
ideological infiltration into the international communist and anti-imperialist movement. There
are ever more publications of congratulatory telegrams to Kim Il Sung with praises of his
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personality. Those congratulatory telegrams and messages cannot hide their Korean authors.
Among other things, they want to manipulate the Korean people into believing that the entire
world is studying the works of Kim Il Sung.

The slide of the Korean leadership into the nationalist Juche ideology, the proclamation
of this ideology’s universal character, and its dissemination abroad, creates an ever growing
danger for the socialist community of states and the communist world movement. It requires us
to pay increasing attention and to hold consultations between our parties how to approach and
deal with these KWP activities.

I thanked Comrade Kurbatov for his statements and expressed that we are in agreement
about the assessment of KWP activities in the International Communist Movement.

Note

A public demonstration of DPRK-PRC relations are facts like how the PRC Embassy in France
organized a friendship meeting when on 25 February the DPRK “Mansudae” Ensemble visited
France (telegram of 29 February 1972). When the ensemble arrived in Geneva on 8 March, it
was welcomed at the train station by, among others, the Chinese Ambassador to Switzerland and
employees of the Chinese Embassy. In the evening of the same day the Chinese side hosted a
reception in Geneva in honor of the ensemble (telegram of 10 March 1972).

60™ Birthday of Kim Il Sung on 15 April

At the end of our conversation, Comrade Kurbatov asked whether the GDR will give a present to
Kim Il Sung or wants to award him an order. This is a very problematic question and the [Soviet]
embassy has so far not reached a result in its discussions. Here I remarked that so far I only know
that we are preparing a congratulatory letter. My personal opinion: A present should have
symbolic character, if a present will indeed have to be given.

Comrade Gensicke, attaché of our Embassy, also attended this conversation.

Merten
Acting Ambassador

CcC
1x Far East Department [Foreign Ministry]
1x Central Committee, Department IV

Ix ZID [Foreign Ministry Central Information Service]
1x Embassy, Political Department

* %k ok

DOCUMENT No. 82

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]
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South:

Date and Time: March 14, 1972 10:25-11:25
Location: Freedom House, Panmunjeom
Details:

I’d like to deliver the message from the Director of KCIA.

. I have accurately delivered your message from the previous meeting to the Director of

KCIA and I’d like to accurately deliver the Director’s message to you now.

. He welcomes your complete agreement to his message and he is glad to hear that the

Director of Organization and Guidance has invited the person the Director of KCIA
trusts.

. Itis Chang Ki Yeong (ex-Vice Premier and current President of Hankook I1bo) who is

going to carry Director of KCIA’s letter of confidence. Although he [now] represents a
private business, he is extensively engaged with the government and is a Republican.

His assistant is Jung Tae Yeon (Hankook Ilbo correspondent to Japan). He is to care for
President Chang Ki Yeong’s personal needs since he is not in a good health.

Chang Ki Yeong and his assistant will visit the North at 12:00, April 25™ 1 will bring the
party to Panmun-gak pretending we are invited for a lunch. I will entrust their guidance
to you after I receive Director of Guidance and Organization Kim Yeongju’s
memorandum assuring our delegates’ safety. While we would like to send the delegates
earlier, we considered that you will have a busy schedule preparing for Premier Kim I1
Sung’s sixtieth birthday on April 15" and decided April 25™ as most appropriate. We
considered it is better to avoid any time prior to April 15™ and to send the delegates when
such a large event is over. Also, the warm weather at the end of April is also preferable
considering Chang Ki Yeong’s health.

He entrusts Chang Ki Yeong’s detailed schedule during his visit to your planning and
suggests around 10 days is appropriate for his visit. The detailed schedule and duration
of stay for President Chang Ki Yeong would be discussed between Mr. Kim Deokhyun
and me as needed.

Chang Ki Yeong’s visit to the North does not bear a specific purpose (will not carry
correspondences). It merely serves the purpose of communications through mutual
exchange of conversation.

. We suggest the letter of credence from the Director of KCIA to be addressed to

Director of Organization and Guidance, Workers’ Party of Korea Kim Yeongju.
What is your opinion on this?

The [appropriate] time for you to visit the South can be before or after Chang Ki Yeong’s
visit to the North. The Director of KCIA will warmly welcome regardless of when.
Regarding this matter, we would appreciate if you could inform us in advance of when
and who you will send to the South.
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I have accurately delivered the Director’s message.

North: I will accurately deliver the Director of KCIA’s message to the Director of Organization
and Guidance and I will deliver his responses when we meet at Panmun-gak on March 16", 10
o’clock. Vice Director of Organization and Guidance, Central Committee, Korean Worker’s
Party will greet them [the delegates] from Panmun-gak. How about visiting before April 25™2
Our circumstance is that we are available to invite [the delegates] earlier.

South: I believe you will be occupied due to the event on April 15™. Also we prefer the end of
April as it is warmer considering President Chang Ki Yeong’s health. We would like to maintain
the date since the Director made the decision with such considerations in account. (Exchanged
conversations over light food with cola and beer. Kim Deokhyun happily enjoyed tangerine,
banana, cola and beer.)

South: What I’d like to speak about from now on is clearly my personal opinion. I’d like to
speak about a few things with this fact stated. President Chang Ki Yeong’s visit to the North is
only to open up a path between the South and the North. The issues regarding the South and the
North must be discussed between Lee Hurak, Director of KCIA and Kim Yeongju, Director of
Organization and Guidance in a third country, for instance, “Paris” or “Geneva” in order to reach
a conclusion, shouldn’t they?? In advance for such an event, we must enhance our mutual
understanding. Isn’t President Chang Ki Yeong’s visit or a visit from your delegate preparation
for such an event? In fact, if [ had to speak about Director Lee Hurak, he is one with a wide
breadth of thoughts and is capable of making daring decisions. Also, he has the most extensive
knowledge on the international situation. Director Lee detests a third country arguing on the
issues of the Korean Peninsula and always suggests that our issues must be solved through our
own will.

I am aware that the Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju is in effect the
second in power in North Korea (Kim Deokhyun showed a mild smile). Ultimately, the South-
North issues will be solved most swiftly and favorably through a direct meeting and agreement
between Director Lee Hurak and Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju. What
are your opinions on this, Mr. Kim?

Although this is a trivial matter, the issues regarding mutual designations are to be solved
most efficiently when the Director of KCIA and Director of Organization and Guidance meet.
What do you think about the Directors meeting in a third country, Mr. Kim?

North: I personally believe it is a brilliant idea. I’ve mentioned the high-level officials holding
conferences. (Re-stating it is a personal idea, he spoke as follows reading through his notes
written in advance.) Our country is not insignificant in terms of land or resources. In addition, we
have a glorious national history. [However] We have suffered from having to become slaves of a
ruined country during the Japanese occupation and today from division. If we developed the
affluent underground resources without being divided, we could become a powerful country.
Observing the domestic and international circumstances, now is the time to eliminate division
and develop through our own power. We consider Director Lee Hurak’s statement on excluding
the third country’s interference as certainly valid. We cannot expect the third countries to
provide us with charity. We must not argue for our own beliefs. Rather our people must stand as
one regardless of our differences in thoughts and ideologies. We are also inclined to the self-
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reliance and self-determination that you support. We believe we must promote self-reliance and
self-determination in deed as well as in name. Our history tells us that we ruined ourselves by
worshipping the powerful. Whether we are Communists or Nationalists, whatever we support, a
divided motherland must not be left as a heritage to our descendants. We must leave them a
unified motherland. In this context, it is of no use that we argue about our past. We should set
aside what happened in the past. Like the saying “Blood runs thicker than water,” our people
have been sharing a bloodline for almost five thousand years.

If we pooled together, we may not be able to become a strong power but we will be able
to keep away from being treated contemptuously or disrespected. Furthermore, we must not be
treated with contempt or disrespect and depreciated by the big powers. We have graceful
mountains and streams and have a beautiful motherland. In this term, we welcome your entrance
(referring to the South’s visit to the North). First of all, I must meet with Mr. Jung more often
and cooperate with you to promote the high-level officials meeting. I personally support your
opinion in whole. I am also supportive of the idea that Director Lee Hurak and Comrade Kim
Yeongju meet. The details should be left to be discussed by them.

South: What Mr. Kim mentioned is perfectly in line with what I mentioned before. We, as aides
should make efforts to provide advice to our superiors so that we are able to solve the South-
North issues. Mr. Kim and I both carry credentials therefore we should meet whenever it is
necessary. President Chang Ki Yeong’s visit is to open a path for [mutual] visits. What Mr. Kim
and I will discuss is going to be the practical part. I would suggest that we allow unrestricted
visits between the South and the North for the two of us. I will visit Pyongyang with permission
from Director Lee Hurak and you could visit Seoul with the permission from Director of
Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju.

North: I personally believe it is a brilliant idea.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 83

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 16, 1972 10:00-11:05
Location:Panmun-gak, Panmunjeom
Details:

North: I have accurately delivered Director Lee Hurak’s message to comrade Kim Yeongju, the
Director of Organization and Guidance at the Central Committee of the Party. Director Comrade
Kim Yeongju in principle agrees to the issues you mentioned. We will accept Representative
Chang Ki Yeong and his assistant Jung Tae Yeon according to the process and method you wish.
We will also clearly provide a memorandum regarding safety assurance signed by Comrade
Director of Organization and Guidance when we greet them. We believe it is preferable that we
mutually don’t describe detailed positions in the memorandum. You should address the
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memorandum to Director Kim Yeongju and we should address it to Director Lee Hurak. The
detailed schedule for your delegate and his assistant will be planned with sufficient consideration
of your delegate’s opinion and we also have no objection that the schedule should be discussed
between Mr. Jung and Kim Deokhyun when it is confirmed and whenever changes are made.

Comrade Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju mentioned that people
wish that the South and the North reach a peaceful resolution of the South-North issues, and also
that it is very important to accelerate the Red Cross meeting. However, our meeting is even more
important. The best procedure will be to facilitate conversation first and then solve the nation’s
issue of peaceful reunification. Comrade Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju,
in principle, welcomes your suggestion to send your delegate and his assistant to the North on
April 25" and also mentioned that the dates between April 1% to 11™ is more efficient for us.
Comrade Director of Organization and Guidance mentioned that we will have a modest
celebration for Premier Kim Il Sung’s sixtieth birthday. Premier Kim Il Sung prohibits any
political event on April 15™. Therefore, we have not invited any visitors from foreign countries
and are not expecting any event.

The circumstance is completely different from what it is currently being discussed in the
media. In fact, our schedule is expected to be more complex after April 15™. Around April 25",
we have May 1% [event] and are expecting some foreign visitors. Therefore, we will be busier
during this period. That is to say, you will be able to meet with Comrade Director Kim Yeongju
and other comrades if you visit between the dates of April 1* to 1 1™ 1 propose we meet
tomorrow afternoon or during the morning the day after tomorrow regarding this issue. When we
meet, please provide us with a response regarding this. I could directly phone comrade Director
Kim Yeongju from this location to report [your response] and receive a conclusion. This is the
end of the official message.

South: You just mentioned that our meeting is even more important than accelerating the Red
Cross meeting. What do you mean by our meeting?

North: It refers to the meetings such as the ones between Mr. Jung and Kim Deokhyun and visits
from Representative Chang Ki Yeong. In other words, it refers to our meetings that are processed
aside to the Red Cross meeting.

South: What is your response to the issues that I mentioned as personal opinion when we met on
the 14™2 I assume you have reported my personal opinion to Director of Organization and
Guidance, Kim Yeongju. (Read through notes.)

North: I have indeed reported what you described as your personal opinion to Comrade Director
of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju in person. Kim Yeongju, Director of Organization
and Guidance welcomed it, mentioning it is as a good idea. He mentioned that he is willing to
meet with Director Lee Hurak if he is the one with President Park’s deepest trust. He mentioned,
if so we will be able to solve the issues most quickly through a direct approach. However,
regarding the meeting location, he stated we should reconsider since there is no reason to travel
to a third country when we have sufficient places that are quiet and appropriate to meet within
our country. When the two officials meet, it seems there are sufficient issues to be discussed.
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South: I personally believe it is quite difficult to hold the meeting within the country in terms of
maintaining confidentiality. When the high-level officials determine to meet, Director of
Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju must visit us or Director Lee Hurak must cross over to
the North somehow. However, considering the current circumstances, they must pass through
Panmunjeom and there are quite a number of hardships in the process in terms of confidentiality.
In order to maintain confidentiality, the officials must stop over at a third country to visit Seoul
or Pyongyang. In this regard, a third country will be an appropriate location. Anyways, Mr. Kim
and I should make cooperative efforts to promote a meeting for the high-level officials. When we
move on to discussing it in detail, we could both examine the issue of where to hold the meeting.

North: Did you also report to Director Lee Hurak on the statement that you mentioned as your
personal opinion?

South: I certainly did. I have reported to him in detail even on the conversations that we
discussed as personal opinions along with the official discussions. Director Lee Hurak also
provided positive remarks regarding the meeting between Director Lee Hurak and Director of
Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju. Have you reported to Director of Organization and
Guidance, Kim Yeongju on my personal suggestion regarding Mr. Kim and I exchanging visits
between Seoul and Pyongyang with permissions from high-level officials?

North: I have not reported regarding the issue [to Director Kim Yeongju].

South: Please report to him on the issue and provide us with a response when we meet next time.
I believe it will be very helpful if Mr. Kim visits Seoul to meet with Director Lee Hurak in
person, and also if I visit Pyongyang to meet with Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim
Yeongju. If we listened to the [high-level] official’s messages in person and report to the
supervisors in person, it will be very helpful for the high-level officials to meet with each other.
President Chang Ki Yeong’s visit to the North is only a part of exchanging conversation. The
two of us (Kim Deokhyun and Jung Hongjin) will be able to provide more practical functions.

North: If Mr. Jung will visit, when would it be?

South: In this case, it can happen much faster. We could enable Mr. Kim and I to visit Seoul and
Pyongyang with ease, couldn’t we? The reason for us to set President Chang’s visit on April 25™
was because we considered your schedule but also because we considered President Chang Ki
Yeong’s health so that he is able to make the visit during the end of April when it is warmer. The
date was set as it is also because President Chang Ki Yeong himself needed some time to prepare.
North: Then let’s meet tomorrow (17™) again.

South: Let us meet at the Freedom House on the 17™. Since we have the Red Cross working-

level meeting tomorrow, I will confirm the time when the meeting finishes. Let us plan on
around 13:30 to 14:00 roughly.

* koK
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DOCUMENT No. 84

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 17, 1972 14:00-14:45
Location: Freedom House, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: I have reported to Director Lee Hurak about both the official and private conversations
we had on the 16™. Director Lee Hurak highly welcomed Director of Organization and Guidance,
Kim Yeongju’s comment that he welcomes a direct conversation between Director Kim and
Director Lee. Also he ordered that I deliver his candid remarks as follows.

He commented, “The ultimate method for a peaceful resolution of the issues on the
Korean Peninsula is for Mr. Kim Yeongju and Director Lee Hurak to meet and discuss in
person.” He also stated, “Since Mr. Kim Yeongju welcomes the meeting (between Director Lee
Hurak and Mr. Kim Yeongju), it may be more efficient that Mr. Kim Deokhyun, who is trusted
by Mr. Kim Yeongju and Jung Hongjin, who I trust, exchange visits instead of involving a third
person. In order to pursue a meeting between the two high-level officials, it will be more
efficient and also we will be able to expedite the process. Therefore, I would like withdraw our
suggestion to send Mr. Chang Ki Yeong and newly propose Mr. Kim Deokhyun and Jung
Hongjin to exchange visits based on mutual trust.”

“The proposal is a revised suggestion in pursuit of our grand objective, bearing our active
will. It is never a negative revision. I’d like to emphasize it,” he mentioned. This is the end of the
Director’s message that I’d like to officially deliver and I would appreciate if you could provide
us with your response as soon as possible.

North: I welcome your suggestion to expedite the meetings between Comrade Director Kim
Yeongju and Director Lee Hurak. On the other hand, while this is only my personal thoughts,
wouldn’t you consider Mr. Chang Ki Yeong’s visit since it’s already been in progress? (As the
North has been suggesting vague political conversation between the South and the North, they
seemed surprised that our proposal is very practical and that we expressed strong intention to
expedite the conversations between Director Lee Hurak and Director of Organization and
Guidance, Kim Yeongju. It is assumed that they showed a diffident attitude and the voice also
sounded as if they lacked confidence.)

South: President Chang Ki Yeong’s visit was planned to promote conversations without any
other specific purpose. Since we have reached an agreement in welcoming and promoting an in
person meeting between Director Lee Hurak and Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim
Yeongju through candid conversation with Mr. Kim previously, I believe it is very desirable that
we select a practical method that will facilitate the conversation [between the high-level
officials].

North: I will return our response when we meet next time.

235



South: I look forward to a positive response from you [when we meet] on the 20", 10a.m. at
Panmun-gak.

DOCUMENT No. 85

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 20, 1972 10:00-11:15
Location: Panmun-gak, Panmunjeom
Details:

North: I have accurately reported Director Lee Hurak’s message from Mr. Jung on the 17", to
comrade Kim Yeongju who is the Director of Organization and Guidance in the Central
Committee of our Party.

Director of Organization and Guidance, Kim Yeongju ordered that I deliver the following
message to Mr. Jung. It is as follows.

“I believe it is very desirable that Director Lee Hurak give a grand significance to a
meeting with me and that he is actively promoting it. Based on the Director’s suggestion that he
send Mr. Chang Ki Yeong, we already invited him and were in the process of discussing the
appropriate dates for his visit. However, on the 17", you suddenly withdrew the proposal to send
Mr. Chang Ki Yeong and newly proposed to replace it with an exchange of visits of the two
representatives who are already in contact. Our opinion is that we are already past the stage
where the liaisons travel to build connections since Director Lee Hurak and I have already settled
on the meeting in principle. I believe it is time for the high-level officials, who can represent the
highest-level officials in discussing national issues openly and frankly, to physically meet. The
meetings between myself and Director Lee Hurak will contribute to promoting such goals. |
sincerely wish to meet with Director Lee Hurak in the nearest possible future. When Director
Lee Hurak visits, we will welcome him as a highly honored guest for he is pursuing such a grand
national undertaking and assure you his personal safety as well as full hospitality.

When Director Lee Hurak visits, he will be able to meet with the highest-level official. If
there are difficulties and inconveniences with Director Lee Hurak visiting us, we believe it is
possible that we meet in a third country. In addition, if Director Lee Hurak is unable to be away
from his office for too long, we will also welcome a visit from another high-level official who
has the confidence of highest-level official and is able to represent the highest-level official. We
believe it is the desired method to rapidly and actively solve the issues of our nation. Also, we
have no objections if you’d like to send Representative Jung Hongjin to deliver his opinion or
letters from the highest-level official or Director Lee Hurak.”

South: Will you allow us to interpret your statement as a full agreement to Director Lee Hurak’s
revised proposal on the 17"?
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North: Yes, you may.

South: That you mentioned we are already past the stage of liaison exchange visits since
Director Lee Hurak and Director of Organization and Guidance Kim Yeongju agreed on a high-
level officials’ meeting. Does this mean that you welcome Director Lee Hurak withdrawing Mr.
Chang Ki Yeong’s visit?

North: It means that we agree to Director Lee Hurak’s active proposal.

South: In the end of your statement, you stated that there has to be a specific purpose when I
(Jung Hongjin) visit, what does that mean?

North: When Mr. Jung visits us, the purpose should be to deliver Director Lee Hurak’s personal
letter or his direct opinion (emphasized direct opinion). It is correct that you understand that Mr.
Jung and I (Kim Deokhyun) exchange unrestricted visits. (Kim Deokhyun was in a good mood
throughout and it seemed that he received new trust and encouragement from Kim Yeongju)
When will it be a good time to meet again to hear your response?

South: Since we have completely agreed to in person meetings between the high-level officials,
we should each examine the issues regarding the meeting. We should meet at 10:00, the 20" at
Freedom House.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 86

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Date and Time: March 22, 1972 10:00-10:45
Location: Freedom House, Panmunjeom
Details:

South: I have accurately reported to Director Lee Hurak on Director of Organization and
Guidance, Kim Yeongju’s statement delivered through Mr. Kim Deokhyun on the 20™. Director
Lee appreciates Director Kim Yeongju accepting “my proposal” on the 17", Especially, he
mentioned that Director Kim Yeongju’s statement delivered through Mr. Kim Deokhyun on the
15™, “It would be best to promote conversations first and then move on to solving the issues of
our nation’s peaceful reunification” is completely in accordance with his opinions, and he is very
glad about the fact. In addition, based on the suggestions made on the 17", he mentioned that he
will send Comrade Jung Hongjin who I trust according to the process discussed on a date of your
convenience. He also stated that the detailed schedule is to be determined by Comrade Jung
Hongjin himself and that he should report updates and maintain frequent contacts through the
Panmunjeom liaison office. Also, Director Lee Hurak cordially invited Mr. Kim Deokhyun, and
requested that you advise us on the desired dates for Mr. Kim Deokhyun’s visit. He mentioned
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that he guarantees Mr. Kim Deokhyun’s safety and will extend every hospitality during his visit
with the conscience of a fellow countryman. Director Lee Hurak also wishes to have meetings
with Director Kim Yeongju in the near future and suggested that the location, time and methods
to be discussed through Comrade Jung Hongjin and Mr. Kim Deokhyun. This is the end of his
official message.

North: (Mentioning it is his personal opinion) We will welcome you anytime if the visit is to
deliver the highest-level official’s or Director Lee Hurak’s immediate opinion or personal letter.
We agree to your visit processed according to the previously discussed process and also fully
assure your safety as well as provide you the memorandum regarding safety. When Mr. Jung
visits us, we will greet you with the warm heart of a fellow countryman. Detailed dates and
procedures are fully entrusted to me (Kim Deokhyun). Therefore, it is desirable that we settle the
details here at this point.

South: Director Lee has entrusted me with the issues regarding dates and duration of the visit. I
am willing to make the visit at any time of your convenience. I believe around three days is
appropriate for the duration of the visit.

North: Since we have the working-level conference for the Red Cross Conference on March 24™,
how about the next day, the 257

South: Since we will have a busy schedule due to the working-level conference, I suggest March
28"™ 11:00 is more appropriate.

North: That is fine. Then I will greet you at Panmun-gak on the 28" at 11:00. (Emphasized that
it is a personal opinion and read through a note on the issues regarding location and time for
Director Lee Hurak and Director Kim Yeongju’s in person meeting as follows.) The meeting can
take place at a third country. However, the best would be to hold it inside the country. The
reason is because they will be able to meet with the highest-level officials only when the meeting
takes place inside the country. It is in fact true that they won’t be able to meet with the highest-
level officials if we hold the meeting in a third country. During the meeting, significant issues
regarding the destiny of our people will be discussed and due to this reason, I believe we will be
able to successfully solve all the issues when the delegates are able to meet with the highest-level
officials. We will be able to hold the meeting in the near future and also be able to maintain
confidentiality when the meeting takes place inside the country (It will attract attention when
significant figures from both the South and the North enter a third country. Therefore, it is
difficult to maintain security). In addition, we will be able to manage various conditions for the
conference that way.

I believe the conference can be held in Pyongyang or in Wonsan. In case it is
inconvenient to enter through Panmunjeom, the officials could travel through a third country or
also by sea. I believe it is appropriate to select a date between April 3™ and 12™. We should both
carefully examine and decide on the location, date and methods.

South: When will Mr. Kim accept our invitation?

North: We should discuss the issue after your visit.
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South: Shouldn’t Mr. Kim visit Seoul and listen to Director Lee Hurak’s words in person? When
I visit Pyongyang, I look forward to listening to Director of Organization and Guidance Kim
Yeongju’s candid thoughts and his ideas on ways to solve the South-North issues peacefully.

* sk ok

DOCUMENT No. 87

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Conversation with Kim Yeongju (1)

Date and Time: March 28, 1972 17:00-18:40
Location: Heungbu Reception Area, Pyongyang

Participants:

South

JUNG Hongjin Director of Conference Management, Conference Office, Korean Red
Cross

North

Kim Yeongju Director of Organization and Guidance Department, Workers’ Party of
Korea

KIM Joong Lin Secretary of the Central Committee, Workers’ Party of Korea

Kim Deokhyun Responsible Leader for the Political Bureau, Central Committee, Workers’
Party of Korea

KIM: How is President Park Chung Hee?
Is Director Lee Hurak doing well?
It is highly desirable that we exchange conversations and discuss the issue of peaceful
reunification. There shouldn’t be diplomacy between us fellow countrymen. Whatever
the issue is, we should discuss it openly and without hesitation. (He showed a very candid
attitude.)

JUNG: I would like to cordially deliver Director Lee Hurak’s regards.
This is the letter of confidence from Director Lee and his personal letter. (Presented letter
of confidence and personal letter.)

KIM: There is no need to read the letter of confidence since we trust each other. I will take a
look at his personal letter. (He did not look at the letter of confidence but opened Director
Lee’s personal letter and read through it.) If you have a message from Director Lee Hurak
in particular, please deliver it first.
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JUNG: I will deliver Director Lee Hurak’s message.
Director Lee mentioned that the meeting in pursuit of our reunification must begin at
some point and it is better when it happens sooner. He mentioned that a break in
conversations would not simply be a tragedy between the South and the North, but would
also be a display of the backwardness of the Korean people to the international
community. Especially, he laments deeply about the current political reality in which the
South and the North can’t help but to defame each other. As a result of this the Koreans
people are giving an impression to the international community that we are
underdeveloped people. He believes such a situation must be eradicated as soon as
possible.

Director Lee mentioned that our nation’s issue of peaceful reunification must be
ultimately solved through the in person conversations between Director Lee Hurak and
Director Kim in consideration of the current position.

He noted the fact that there were a number of suggestions regarding peaceful
reunification until now. However, he pointed out that such one-sided suggestions will not
solve the issue. He suggested that Director Lee and Director Kim must sit down together,
find commonalities and reach an agreement. As a result, we must accept a method which
is suggested by both parties and a one-sided suggestion will not solve the issue of
reunification. He mentioned that it is what he intends to speak with Director Kim about at
the in person conference.

The basic course Director Lee Hurak has in mind is to proceed with conferences
for our nation’s peaceful reunification, allocating sufficient time and at the same time he
observes that we should achieve exchanges in material and human resources as soon as
possible.

It is not only the mission for the South and the North but also is a task for us to
prove to the world that our people are not brutal and underdeveloped.

Director Lee believes that such tasks are not solved through one-sided suggestions
and therefore, he has to meet with Director Kim Yeongju to reach an outstanding
agreement. Also the agreement must be put into action not with the leadership of one
party. Eventually, for domestic and international audiences, it is best to show that we are
both taking the lead, not giving an impression of one party being active and the other
being submissive.

Therefore, Director Lee hopes to hear about Director Kim Yeongju’s idea on
these issues, and also he believes he will be able to provide his candid opinion when Mr.
Kim Doekhyun visits Seoul.

In pursuit of such objectives, Director Lee wishes to meet with Director Kim
Yeongju in Pyongyang or in Wonsan or even in a third country in the nearest future. In
advance to the meeting, it is preferable that we mutually exchange opinions through our
connection between Mr. Kim and me. This is the purpose of my visit to Pyongyang.

Such issues Director Lee pointed out begin from his sincere will and it will be
solved successfully when the two of you meet and discuss them.

As I have spoken before, Director Lee Hurak deeply laments about the political
reality in which the South and the North can’t help but to defame each other and as a
result our people giving an impression to the international community that we are
underdeveloped people. Whether we achieve it sooner or later, we must initiate
conversations in pursuit of our reunification. On the other hand, we should make possible
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KIM:

the exchanges in material and human resources. As a result, he wishes to dissolve the
isolation between the South and the North and our people to be recognized by the
international community as sensible people.

I greatly appreciate Director Lee delivering his candid and kind message through Mr.
Jung Hongjin.

I am well aware that Director Lee Hurak is someone President Park Chung Hee
trusts. Knowing this, I would like to meet with him as soon as possible as Director Lee
Hurak also mentioned. We can expect all the issues to be solved rapidly when we build
on mutual connection and exchange conversations in the near future.

As Director Lee mentioned, it is best that we meet as soon as possible. I believe
there are a number of issues to be discussed when we meet. It is never desirable for the
people of the same nation to be divided into the South and the North abusing each other.
Such circumstances need to be eradicated. Not only eradicating such unfortunate
circumstances, we must achieve our long-desired wish for reunification. When we meet,
there are a number of issues to be discussed and I believe we will be able to carry out the
discussions with open-minds. While many issues will be discussed when we meet, the
ultimate goal is the reunification of our motherland. Many issues will be discussed in
order to achieve such a goal. One fact we must keep in mind is that while the two
(Director Lee and Mr. Kim) must meet to discuss a number of issues, a final conclusion
cannot be reached through the discussions between the two. Final conclusion must be
arranged through the discussions between the General Secretary and President Park
Chung Hee.

Therefore, the fact that Director Lee Hurak and I meet and carry on discussions
can be compared to Mr. Jung Hongjin and comrade Kim Deokhyun meeting to arrange
the meeting between Director Lee and 1. Ultimately, it is to provide an opportunity for the
General Secretary and President Park Chung Hee to exchange conversations.

Since Director Lee Hurak is the person President Park Chung Hee trusts most, I
believe he must be well acquainted with President Park’s thoughts and policies. Kim
Yeongju is also very familiar with “the General Secretary’s” thoughts and his policy line.

It is highly significant that [ meet with Director Lee. Therefore, I must meet with
him. ([Kim] Offered tea and [the two officials] drank tea together.)

Let us move on to the main agenda.

Ultimately, we must reach reunification through peaceful method without relying
on external power. The focus is in the reunification of our motherland.

Mr. Jung Hongjin suggested to comrade Kim Deokhyun about what we will
discuss, in other words, the establishment of agenda. The central goal is to achieve
reunification and we must discuss numerous issues in order to achieve this goal. It is
difficult to discuss the determination of the agenda here. We must study this a little
further. However, I can discuss a few issues even at this moment. What are the issues that
we can discuss now? (He glanced over his notes once in a while as he spoke.)

First of all, as Director Lee Hurak mentioned, what is the reason that brought us
to abuse and defame each other? The reason comes from mutual misunderstanding and
distrust, I believe. Is this desirable, in fact? No, it is not. When I meet with Director Lee
Hurak in the future, the issues to be discussed will include how we will resolve mutual
distrust and mutual misunderstanding. Our discussion will start with this issue. Such an
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issue is not solved with efforts by a third person. This is an issue that is internal to our
people, we must be able to find a solution ourselves. We need to discuss what the reason
is that made us distrust each other. After discussions, we must trust and understand each
other, and eventually, the final conclusion must be made by the highest officials.

I believe the discussions between Director Lee and I will serve as a foundation for
the highest officials to reach conclusion. Let’s take an example on the issue of distrust,
what do we think about President Park Chung Hee? I believe you are interested in this
matter. We believe, conversations between the “Korean Worker’s Party” and the
Republican Party cannot happen without President Park’s presence. We need to discuss
open-mindedly on misunderstandings and distrust. For the matters that we can forgive,
we must forget. For those we can solve at this point, we must find solutions. Also, for the
matters that we need to study more, we should study more. Ultimately, we must initiate
conversations as soon as possible. There are plenty of issues [to be discussed]. In order to
discuss these in detail, I must meet with Director Lee in person as soon as possible.

Second is the difference in political opinions.

We can also discuss this issue. There are differences in political opinions.
Nevertheless, I believe we can put aside our differences as much as possible if we sit
down and discuss them. For instance, regarding the matter of establishing Juche, we
could reach an agreement or draw closer our opinions when we discuss the matter
together. No one ever brought about the Juche ideology before. Our “General Secretary”
developed the ideology for the first time in the world. The “people in the North of the
Republic” are in a process of development based on this Juche ideology. Therefore, the
Juche ideology has become the principle for the people in the North. Recently, President
Park gave a speech at the Educators’ Assembly. He brought up the issue of independence,
self-reliance, and self-defense. I read his speech. I believe he brought up a great point. In
order to establish Juche, we must be independent in politics. During the [anti-Japanese]
army struggles, there was a song called Song of Freedom. In the song, a line goes
“without freedom, a person is alive but dead.” In the end, it supports the idea of
independence. What is required to promote independence in politics? We must strongly
object to worshiping the powerful.

At the Fifth Party Congress, the “General Secretary” mentioned in his report that
“When a person worships the powerful, the person becomes a fool. When a nation
worships the powerful, the nation becomes ruined.” The significant part of his statement
is that he spoke based on the history of a nation, I believe. Taking an example from
recent history, why was our country under the rule of the Japanese? It is also due to the
conflict between the feudal ruling group and the people but it is mainly because we
worshiped the powerful.

Flunkeyism is a painful lesson in our nation’s history. We must put an end to
Flunkeyism in our history. We can put an end to Flunkeyism. The reality in the “North of
the Republic” expresses this. We conduct and promote everything independently. The
South and the North together should put an end to Flunkeyism. We notice that you are
promoting a policy to distrust the powerful states. It is a great effort. The strong powers
pretend that they support you. However, ultimately they promote their own good. I forgot
to mention one thing. (Stressing that he forgot.)
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We do not have the Soviet Union or China [backing us]. Even the children know
that worshiping the powerful is evil. It is needless to mention Japan’s impudence,
brutality and guile.

The Korean-American Treaty of Amity and Commerce was agreed in 1882.
However, the Taft-Katsura Agreement was secretly reached in 1905 and was finally
announced in 1924. Therefore, the Chosun people must reach reunification through self-
determination and must stand independently even after the reunification. Our country will
fail when we worship the powerful. Therefore, we must promote independence in
governance. We did not know that you promote policy to distrust the strong powers. We
only learned it recently and we believe it is very much favorable. When we were not
aware of the fact, we considered you still had the United States and Japanese influence
behind you.

Another issue in political difference is which system we should pick between
Communist and Capitalist. I believe we shouldn’t be concerned about this issue.
Nonetheless, it is the course of natural principle in world history that Communism
triumphs in the international sphere. This course is the transition from Democracy to
Communism. President Park also stated we should be able to defend ourselves. We can
find commonalities in self-defense to draw our ideas closer.

We do not intend to overturn your system with force. Indeed, we do not plan to
use force at all. Then, what did we think [about the South] so far? Frankly speaking, we
have prepared for a war, thinking that the Americans are inciting the South and the
Japanese to have a war with us.

Preparation for war from a Communist standpoint is building a safeguard capacity.
Especially, as Japanese militarism was restored, it is true that they constructed Operation
Three Arrows (referring to Mitsuya Kenkyu) targeting the North of the Republic, isn’t it?
How are we going to settle the issue regarding military conflict? There is going to be no
war if you dismiss the American Army from the South and [promise] not [to] conspire
with the Japanese. Should the Koreans go through fratricidal war? I believe we are able to
find a solution to this matter as well.

This is also one of the issues to be discussed in detail when I meet with Director
Lee Hurak.

Next is the self-reliance in economy. We can also seek a solution through
conversations. We are aware that the South is more developed in light industry. Of course,
we are self-reliant in light industry as well. You can’t find any product made outside of
the country [in the North]. On the other hand, we have a well-developed heavy industry.
In mechanical production industry which is the essence of heavy industry, we are capable
of everything with the exception of aircraft production. Our electricity production per
capita is 1,140 kw/h. Even the most remote area in rural agricultural community is
equipped with telephone cable. Per capita production of steel is 158kg. For chemical
fertilizer, it is 108kg. Therefore, I believe we will be successful if the South and the
North pooled together in the category of a self-reliant economy. In terms of investment,
unlike from the large sum of foreign capital in the South, in the North it is strictly
domestic capital [investment]. With the South and the North combined, we are fully
capable of utilizing domestic capital only. While discussing the establishment of an
agenda, we can discuss such issues. Other issues can be discussed in an investigating
stage.
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To summarize, we are a single nation sharing a history from time immemorial and
share same bloodline. [Therefore,] We must achieve peaceful reunification. Anyhow, we
must sit together face to face. Exchanging conversations is a great thing.
(Extemporaneously looking around the assembly, he spoke as the following in a touched
voice.)

It feels as if | am dreaming that I am sitting with Mr. Jung. I have waited for you
for a long time. I have high expectations for your visit to Pyongyang, and also, I’ve
looked forward to it. My heart is filled with deep emotions. This moment feels like a
dream. [For] I am speaking with an official representative [from the South] anyhow......
[For] We are able to discuss the possibility of removing the barrier [between our people]
in our motherland...... We must sit together as soon as possible for the issues [to be
solved]. In the future, I believe the “General Secretary” and President Park Chung Hee
must sit together. (Continued jokingly)

You must be doing an excellent job in intelligence. What made you select me?

JUNG: I will deliver Director Kim’s messages accurately to Director Lee Hurak when I return.

KIM: Thank you. We should take a break and have dinner together.

* sk ok

DOCUMENT No. 88

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Conversation with Kim Yeongju (2)

Date and Time: March 31, 1972 11:30-11:40
Location: Heungbu Reception Area, Pyongyang

Participants:

South

JUNG Hongjin Director of Conference Management, Conference Office, Korean Red
Cross

North

KIM Yeongju Director of Organization and Guidance Department, Workers’ Party of
Korea

KIM Joong Lin Secretary of the Central Committee, Workers’ Party of Korea

KIM Deokhyun Chief Officer of the Political Bureau, Central Committee, Workers’ Party
of Korea

JUNG: Did you have a good night’s sleep? I’d like to bid farewell to you before I leave. |
greatly appreciate your hospitality during my visit.
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KIM:

It is a good thing that we treat each other with respect. Was there anything
uncomfortable? I don’t have a particular message......

We must overcome our differences in political view, religion and faith.

We must reach the reunification of our nation. For the things we can draw closer, we
must draw closer and for the things that we should overlook, we must do so. I don’t
have a particular message but please deliver the following message to Director Lee

Hurak.

1.

I received your personal letter with gratitude. I am thankful for your kindness.

2. Twould like to meet you soon and have a candid conversation.

3.

I would like to express some personal opinions regarding Director Lee Hurak’s
visit. It is favorable for us that Director Lee visits before April 12th. I will send
a trusted high-ranking official to Panmunjeom or Wonsan to greet Director Lee.
I will warmly welcome Director Lee and believe we are able to handle the
conferences and conversations without diplomacy.

The reason for setting the date as April 12th is because I have a public
proposition to make and believe it is better that I discuss the issue with Director
Lee prior to the proposal. After I hear Director Lee’s thoughts, why would I
make unilateral a proposition? I enthusiastically welcome Director Lee’s
suggestions. It is the reason why I suggest that he visits us in the near future.
As a return (for Jung’s visit) I would like to send our delegate. The dates are to
be discussed. I will consider sending comrade Kim Deokhyun, or comrade Kim
accompanied by other officials. I will discuss them with the other officials.

I will send him a personal letter. The letter will include details about the
invitation for Director Lee Hurak and the issue regarding when to visit.

JUNG: Farewell. I will deliver your messages and your kind hospitality to Director Lee.

KIM: Please deliver my regards to Director Lee and have a safe trip.

* koK

DOCUMENT No. 89

[Source: South Korean Foreign Ministry Archive. Copy in NKIDP Archive. Translated for
NKIDP by Song Jihei]

Meeting with Director of KCIA Lee Hurak (1)

Date and Time: April 19, 1972 13:43-14:30
Location: KCIA Director’s Office, 19" Floor, Government Complex, Seoul

Participants:

South
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LEE Hurak Director of Korean Central Intelligence Agency

LEE Cheol Hee Acting Deputy Director of Intelligence Service, Korean Central
Intelligence Agency

JUNG Hongjin Director of Conference Management, Conference Office, Korean Red
Cross

North

Kim Deokhyun Chief Officer of the Political Bureau, Central Committee, Workers’Party
of Korea

South: Welcome. It is unfortunate that it started to rain as you arrived.
North: How is President Park?
South: How are Premier Kim and Director Kim Yeongju?

North: I’d like to deliver Director Kim Yeongju’s regards along with his letter of confidence and
a personal letter.

South: (Confirmed the letter of confidence)

North: Comrade Director of Organization and Guidance mentioned he does not have a particular
message since Mr. Jung Hongjin visited and spoke with him. He mentioned that he’d appreciate
if you could provide us with many good remarks.

South: I’ve heard all about the things discussed through comrade Jung Hongjin. Director Kim’s
thoughts were completely in accord with my thoughts. I believe I have the feeling not because I
heard about it. It is because we [both] belong to the white-robed race.

While there may be some repetition, I’d like to speak to you frankly about what I think.
There are clearly some politicians in both the South and the North who hope for our reunification
promoted through military force. It is also a fact that both the South and the North have been
building war preparations for the past 20 years. There are some people in the South who wish for
a northward reunification using military force. In such a case, it may be possible that we triumph
and reach reunification. Moreover, I believe there are some people who wish to use armed force
in the North as well and it may be possible to achieve reunification through the invasion of the
South. However, if we reunify through a war again, “Heecheon Factory” in the North and
Wolsan Second Industrial Complex or the oil refinery in the South will be devastated and our
people have to go back to the point before the Korean War.

I feel responsible for the circumstance as I am in charge of a section of the government.
The North has a Communist system and the South has a Capitalist system. The systems are
different to both extremes. Therefore, reunification requires a sufficient amount of time and
effort. Nonetheless, we can’t sit still and wait for reunification to happen. We must promote non-
political exchanges. We have established the Red Cross meetings as a step towards these
exchanges.

246



We should conduct the conversation between Director Kim Yeongju and me as the both
of us are well acquainted with the highest-level officials’ thoughts. I believe it is best that
Director Kim and I take on such tasks on our own back. Instead of remaining indifferent until we
achieve reunification, we should exchange [material matters] and interchange [non-material
matters] if we can. [ suggest that we need to get rid of any discomfort in our people’s social lives
even prior to our reunification. There are two ways in order to achieve this objective,

First is for Director Kim Yeongju and me to meet after drawing our opinions closer
through working-level meetings. The other is for Mr. Kim Yeongju and me to meet in person
first to speak openly and then hold working-level meetings.

I will study the issue. However, I hope Director Kim Yeongju has a chance to examine
the issue as well. To summarize,

1. We must initiate political meetings in order to achieve reunification as soon as

possible,

2. We should exchange officials and communications on the economy even before we

solve the issues with political reunification,

3. In order to promote this objective, Mr. Kim Yeongju and I should hold meetings.

North: You have mentioned that there are two methods. You have mentioned the first is to hold
working-level meetings and the other is for the two [high-level] officials to meet first and discuss
the issues openly. Comrade Director Kim Yeongju stated the latter is very much desired.

South: I endorse the idea that we meet first and then hold working-level meetings.
We shall so proceed.

North: I will accurately report Director Lee’s statement [to Director Kim].

South: In the letter, you mentioned that you will entrust the date of visit to me. I will deliver the
answer through comrade Jung later.

North: The international circumstance is changing rapidly. We must meet as soon as possible.
Please notify me the preferred date of your visit. The two high-level officials must meet to find a
desired solution for the South and North misunderstandings and peaceful reunification of our
motherland. If you are unable to visit during April, we would like to have another official who
President Park trusts to visit us. Among them we would like to have Mr. Chang Ki Yeong visit.
When Mr. Chang Ki Yeong visits, Second Vice-premier Pak Seongcheol will meet with Mr.
Chang Ki Yeong. He [Director Kim Yeongju] stated the best would be Director Lee Hurak
visiting us.

South: Even after Mr. Kim Deokhyun’s departure, I will contact [you] through comrade Jung in
the near future.

North: Would you be able to answer us if you could visit us soon during April?

South: I would like to visit you soon. Of course, it is best that I visit. Anyways, [ will try to
remain within the range of what Mr. Kim Yeongju had planned. The details include the
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