Peace Agreement Suggested by North Korea

Date: Source:
1975  South Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives. Translated for NKIDP by Jihei Song.

Peace Agreement Suggested by North Korea

[1975]
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1. Overview
a. The Beginning of Peace Agreement Suggestions

At the Geneva Conference in June, 1954, North Korea first suggested that we turn
from armistice status to peace-treaty status and reduce the size of both sides’ armed
forces (100 thousand each). Since then to suggest a Nonaggression Peace
Agreement Treaty, which takes the withdrawal of the American Army as a
precondition, at the joint meeting of the Supreme People’s Assembly Presidium,
Democratic Front for the Reunification of the Fatherland Central Committee, and
Committee for the Peaceful Reunification of the Fatherland, North Korea has argued
for a peace agreement between South and North Korea (withdrawal of the American
Army, reduction of 100 thousand armed forces each by the South and the North) as a
part of ensuring peaceful reunification.

b. Interruption in Suggesting Peace Agreement

Between 1964 to the end of 1969, North Korea did not mention a peace agreement
or peaceful reunification officially. We observe that North Korea has prepared for a
war during this period.

c. Re-discussion of Peace Agreement

In a memorandum submitted to the United Nations in October 1969, North Korea
argued for a peace agreement between North and South Korea. North Korea again
brought up the issues of the withdrawal of the U.S. Army and mutual reduction of
armed forces through Minister of Foreign Affairs, Heo Dam’s suggestion (8 Points) in
March 1971. Furthermore, the country has argued for a peace agreement between the
South and North (ceasing the competition in military spending, withdrawal of foreign
military, mutual reduction of 100 thousand armed forces, discontinuing the induction of
weapons) at the second meeting of the fifth Supreme People’s Assembly in April
1973.

d. Change in the Counterparty to Conclude the Peace Treaty with (Peace Agreement with the
u.s.))

Heo Dam’s Report at the Fifth Supreme People’s Assembly, third meeting, on March
25th, 1974, suggested achieving a peace treaty with the United States directly. Since
then, the peace treaty to be directly concluded with the United States is mentioned as
a “peace agreement” between the so-called “real parties” at the United Nations
General Assembly in 1974 and 1975 as well as at non-alliance meetings at each level
after 1976.
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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL

WASHINGTON, D.C, 20506
TOP ET/NODIS (XGDS){3) January 9, 1975

National Security ' Decision Memorandurn 282

TO: ' The Secretary of Defense
The Deputy Secretary of State

SUBJECT: Korean Force Modernization Plan

The President has reviewed the response to NSSM Zll, together with
he departmental and agency views thereon, and has decided the
following:

-- The United States will complete ita obligation to the Republic of
Korea Force Modernization Plan at an early date, in order to
demonstrate the United States commitment tothe security of the
Republic of Korea.

-- The shift from grant military assistance to FMS credifs should be
accelerated to the rate defined in Option 2 in the NSSM response.

~- No termination date should be set for grant military assistance
to the Republic of Korea. The downward trend in grant military
assistance defined in Option 2 should be continued beyond FY 77,
but should lock toward the maintenance of a modest investment
and training program with an annual ceiling of $10 million.

~- The F-4D squadron now on bailment to the Republic of Korea
should be transferred to the Republic of Korea by sale, The
Republic of Korea should be asked to pay the $3. 3 million cost
for rehabilitating the two F-5A squadrons being returned to
Scouth Korea under the Enhance Plus Agreement, but this should
not be a condition for the sale of the F~-4D squadron if the Republic
of Korea raises serious and persistent objections,

-- The review of the North Korean threat and the Republic of Korea
air defense requirement contemplated by NSDM 227 should be

TOP ET/NODIS (XGDS){3}
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TOP S [/NODIS (XGDS}{3) 2

forwarded with recommendations to the President no later than
March 3, 1975.

A

Henry A, Kissinger

cc: The Director of Central Intelligence
Director, Office of Management and Budget
The Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff
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Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 05 JUL 2006

Message Text
SECRET
PAGE 01 SEOUL 01089 2102537

61
ACTION OES-04

INFO OCT-01 EUR-12 EA-06 10-10 ISO-00 ACDA-05 CIAE-00
INR-07 L-02 NSAE-00 NSC-05 FEA-01 SS-15 EB-07 XMB-02

AID-05 TRSE-00 OMB-01 COME-00 /083 W
--------------------- 121711
P R 2008487 FEB 75 ZDK
FM AMEMBASSY SEOUL
TO SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORITY 8451
INFO AMEMBASSY PARIS
AMEMBASSY TOKYO
AMEMBASSY TORONTO
USMISSION IAEA VIENNA
AEC GERMANTOWN

SECRET SEOUL 1089

E.O. 11652: GDS
TAGS: ETRD ENGR PARM NUC TECH KS
SUBJECT: ROK NUCLEAR PROGRAM

1. DURING PAST WEEK EMBASSY WASVISITED BY MEMBERS OF
GENERAL ELECTRIC (GE) NUCLEAR SURVEY TEAM VISITING KOREA

TO ASSESS ROK NUCLEAR PROGRAM AND POSSIBILITY OF GE SELLING
GE BWRS FOR KOREAN NUCLEAR PLANTS5AND 6. GE TEAM WORKED
CLOSELY WITH EMBASSY AND WERE DEBRIEFED PRIOR TO DEPARTURE.

2. GE PLANS FOR SALE OF 600 MEGAWATT NUCLEAR POWER PLANT

TO ROK ARE BASED ON SIMILAR OFFER RECENTLY MADE TO EGYPT.
PLANT WOULD BE TURNKEY OPERATION WITH TOTAL COST OF DOLS
SIX TO SEVEN HUNDRED MILLION WITH FOREIGN EXCHANGE COSTS OF
DOLS THREE TO FOUR HUNDRED MILLION. GE EMPHASIZED THAT
THEY EXPECT COMPETITION FROM FRENCH, WHO GE SAYS HAVE BEEN
"VERY ACTIVE" IN NUCLEAR SALESAND HAVE MOUNTED "MASSIVE"
PROGRAM ORIENTED TOWARDS DISPLACING US AND WEST GERMANY
IN TERMS OF NUCLEAR EXPORTS.

3. GE TEAM WAS AWARE OF FRENCH NUCLEAR SALESACTIVITY IN
SECRET

SECRET
PAGE 02 SEOUL 01089 2102537

ROK INCLUDING POTENTIAL SALE OF 100-METRIC TON A YEAR NUCLEAR
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REPROCESSING FACILITY. IN TALKSWITH HE TEAM, ROKG OFFICIALS
INVOLVED IN NUCLEAR MATTERS EXPRESSED KEEN INTEREST IN
CONCEPT OF KOREA AS REGIONAL REPROCESSING CENTER, SELLING
REPROCESSED NUCLEAR MATERIAL FIRST TO JAPAN AND TAIWAN AND
EVENTUALLY TO SOUTHEAST ASIAN COUNTRIES. KOREA ATOMIC ENERGY
RESEARCH INSTITUTE (KAERI) HASDONE A STUDY ON ESTABLISHMENT
OF A REGIONAL NUCLEAR REPOCESSING FACILITY AND GE TEAM
EMPHASIZED THEIR IMPRESSION THAT REPROCESSING WAS OUT OF IDEA
STAGE AND NOW A DEFINITE PLAN. GE TEAM INDICATED THAT, ON A
COMMERCIAL BASIS, IDEA OF A REGIONAL REPORCESSING FACILITY

IN KOREA WAS SOUND AND COST OF PLANT LARGE ENOUGH TO BE COM-
MERCIALLY SUCCESSFUL MIGHT BE ABOUT DOLS 250 TO 300 MILLION.
ROK OFFICIALS RAISED IDEA OF COMBINING JAPANESE CAPITAL AND
US TECHNOLOGY FOR SUCH A PLANT.

4. ROKG OFFICIALS RAISED POSSIBILITY THAT, DUE TO POLITICAL

AND FINANCIAL PROBLEMS STILL INVOLVED IN CANADIAN SALE OF

CANDU UNIT FOR ROK NUCLEAR PLANT 3, GE UNITS FOR ROK NUCLEAR
5AND 6 COULD BEBUILT FIRST. IN RESPONSE TO ABOVE POSSI-

BILITY GE TEAM RAISED WITH EMBASSY POSSIBILITY OF US

FORESTALLING ENTIRE CANDU PROGRAM THROUGH GE OFFER OF "STRONG"
PACKAGE PROGRAM FOR FOUR NUCLEAR PLANTS, THE FIRST OF WHICH
COULD COME ON LINE IN LATE 1980. GE TEAM EMPHASIZED THAT

THEY WOULD MAKE SUCH AN OFFER IF GE HAD USG SUPPORT, TO

INCLUDE SOME EXIMBANK FINANCING.

5. GE TEAM WAS IMPRESSED WITH KNOWLEDGE OF NUCLEAR MATTERS
DISPLAYED BY ROKG OFFICIALSWITH WHO THEY MET. ROKG
OFFICIALS WERE DESCRIBED AS BEING IN "DECISION FRAME OF

MIND." ROKG APPROACH TO NUCLEAR MATTERS CONTAINED REAL
"SENSE OF URGENCY" AND GE WAS TOLD DECISION OF NUCLEAR 5 AND
6 WOULD BE MADE THIS YEAR.

SNEIDER

SECRET

NNN
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, SECRET, No. 059.057

Date: Source:
27 February Archives of the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: South Korea,
1975 Folder 1632, Secret, Concerning the Sessions of the North-South Coordination Committee. Problems

Discussed by the Co-Presidents of the Committee. Assessments regarding the Prospects for Korea’s
Unification. Some Incidents Occurring between the Two Koreas, etc., Filing: Permanent. Obtained and
translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang
CLASSIFICATION: SECRET
Date: 27.02.1975

No.: 059.057

To: Comrade Stancu (handwritten)

Less than two weeks [since the last incident], a second serious incident took place in the South Korean territorial
waters, which resulted in the sinking of another North Korean vessel. Pyongyang says it was a fishing vessel while
Seoul claims it was an armed vessel, which, together with a group of military vessels went into the South Korean
territorial waters.

Navy and Air Force units from both sides were deployed during this incident. In order to expedite the succession of
events, an American Phantom Fighter jets escadrille intervened. Each side blamed the other for the occurrence of
this incident, accusing each other of being the instigators. News agencies in both the North and the South published
statements. Both sides asked for the urgent summoning of the Panmunjeom Armistice Supervisory Commission.
After this incident, which began on February 26th in the afternoon, a state of tension, almost incandescent, emerged:
decision-makers in South Korea ordered the general mobilization [of the armed forces] and they are keeping air, navy
and army units in the impact areas with North Korea in a state of alert.

The Democratic People's Republic of Korea is using this incident to intensify its campaign against the Seoul
authorities and the US presence in South Korea, to intensify the disorder which dominates Seoul and within the South
Korean military leadership.

We will inform you separately on the official position of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea.

Signed: Dumitru Popa
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, SECRET, No. 059.060

Date: Source:
1 March Archives of the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: South Korea,
1975 Folder 1632, Secret, Concerning the Sessions of the North-South Coordination Committee. Problems

Discussed by the Co-Presidents of the Committee. Assessments regarding the Prospects for Korea’s
Unification. Some Incidents Occurring between the Two Koreas, etc., Filing: Permanent. Obtained and
translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang
CLASSIFICATION: SECRET
Date: 1.03.1975

No.: 059.060

To: Comrade Stancu (handwritten)

To continue our telegram no. 059.057, we would like to inform you that after four days since the Yellow Sea incident
between South Korean and Democratic People's Republic of Korea vessels, a fiery debate on this topic continues, in
which the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is seeking to involve the support of those countries with which it
has friendly relations; in this respect, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is releasing numerous official
documents to the press and it is summoning the diplomatic corps at various levels.

At a meeting with the heads of diplomatic missions to Pyongyang, Li Jongmok the North Korean deputy foreign
minister, asked on behalf of his government that the governments of all states represented in Pyongyang to support
the measures undertaken by the Democratic People's Republic of Korea on matters related to this conflict.

At the reunion of all ambassadors with Li Jongmok, our attention was caught by the fact that the insufficient
preparation of the North Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs to be able to completely and accurately inform the heads
of diplomatic missions about the February 26th incident.

When asked to elaborate on whether the US air forces, involved in the incident, opened fire on the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea vessels, the Deputy Foreign Minister said that because of the darkness in which the
incident occurred, it is impossible to accurately know what happened, although the briefing contained formulations
with clear accusations in this respect.

After omitting to inform that the North Korean fishing ships were themselves protected by military vessels and aircraft
which took part in the conflict, a fact which is absent from public documents, Li Jongmok admitted to this fact only
after being repeatedly and directly asked about it by the diplomats present at the meeting.

The opinion of our mission is that the February 26th incident eloquently reflects the high level of tension between the
North and the South, tension which often turns into military conflict.

By insisting on not avoiding such situations, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea tries to demonstrate the
righteousness of its statements regarding the aggressive nature of the current South Korean administration, [which
enjoys the] support of the United States, regarding the irreconcilable character of North-South relations, and
consequently, regarding the need to “prepare for war,” an idea put forward in recent [official] documents.

The increased frequency of armed clashes, the last one being of noteworthy seriousness, and the aggravation of
inter-Korean disagreements give birth to the danger of sparking new conflicts of this sort.

Signed: General Dumitru Popa
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, No. 059.076

Date: Source:
11 March Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: Democratic People's
1975 Republic of Korea —US, Folder 1642, Concerning the Democratic People's Republic of Korea’'s

Relations with the US, Started on: 11.03.1975, Completed on: 16.12.1975, Filing deadline: Permanent.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang

No.: 059.076

Date: 11.03.1975

Time: 08:00

To: Comrade |. Ciubotaru,

Following the transfer of new US military units from Southeast Asia to South Korea and the introduction of significant
quantities of nuclear arms, the spokesperson of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea Foreign Ministry has
issued a statement on March 10th warning about the danger of an armed conflict in the Korean Peninsula and deems
the US as responsible for the serious results of this situation. The comments of the diplomatic community in
Pyongyang concerning this situation often indicate that the US, while losing ground in Southeast Asia, do not wish to
worsen their position in the Korean Peninsula; that the intensification of US activities in South Korea is due to the
increased confrontations between the USS.R and the People’s Republic China, on the one hand, and Japan and the
US on the other; that the increase of US troops in Seoul is made at the request of South Korean authorities and of
their complete lack of resistance. There is also mention that these developments are due to preparations for war of
the North Korean side, to declarations of Pyongyang officials to the effect that the next war or South Korean
revolution must be used towards reunification.

The continued tension of internal situation in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, the declarations of most
authorized Korean personalities concerning “the approach of the great revolutionary event,” are strong pretexts for
South Korea and its allies to balance the ability for confrontation.

Signed: Dumitru Popa
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, No. 059.076

Date: Source:
11 March Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: Democratic People's
1975 Republic of Korea —US, Folder 1642, Concerning the Democratic People's Republic of Korea’'s

Relations with the US, Started on: 11.03.1975, Completed on: 16.12.1975, Filing deadline: Permanent.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang

No.: 059.076

Date: 11.03.1975

Time: 08:00

To the First and Second Directions - Relations

Following the intensification of the revolutionary struggle in Indochina, together with the attitude lacking in firmness on
the part of the US and unwillingness to intervene for maintaining the present authorities in Phnom Penh and Saigon,
as well as for renewed talks for withdrawing the last aviation units from Thailand, South Korea is showing signs of
increased concern.

Authorities in Seoul consider the US position passive and damaging for the political atmosphere in South Korea.
There is an increase in the number of declarations pointing that a future dismantling of the U.N. troops’ headquarters
in South Korea will not influence the presence of US troops in the Korean Peninsula.

In various ways, guarantees are being required from the Americans that “in the present situation a withdrawal of
foreign troops from South Korea is not in question and impossible”.

South Koreans are intensely “assisting” South Viethamese refugees, by providing them with food, medicine and
transportation means for their evacuation from dangerous areas.

At the same time, with the intensification of anti-communist propaganda and the increase to a maximum of the
“Northern danger,” measures are being taken in South Korea for preventing any type of disorder. Thus, new
restrictions, backed by last year's decrees for exceptional situations, have been again set in place over the last days.
An increase in the number of arrests, together with an intensified censorship of the opposition’s political activity is
being registered.

We note an increased activity of the union of progressive forces under the leadership of neo-democratic and unity
parties, a coalition that we deem capable of successfully conducting activities against the current President Park
Chung Hee.

Nevertheless we note that presently in South Korea not even the opposition fosters anti-American feelings, which
helps the authorities in Seoul and the US, which until now does not allow for the possibility to renounce the positions
they occupied in the country.

Signed: Dumitru Popa
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Meeting Minutes between Lee Sang-ok and Paul Cleveland

Date: Source:
12 March 1975 South Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives. Translated for NKIDP by Jihei Song.

Meeting Minutes

Date: 1975 March 12 (Wednesday) 11:00 ~ 11:25

Location: Office of Director for Americas Division

Participant: Lee Sang-ok, Director for Americas Division
First Secretary Paul Cleveland

Details:

First Secretary Cleveland: [I] came to the meeting on behalf of Counselor Horowitz as he is visiting the
U.S. temporarily. | am aware that there were discussions between [you and] Counselor Horowitz but |
would like to mention again regarding the incident in the West Sea last February 26th because | have
received order from the Department of State. The Permanent Mission of the Republic of Korea to the UN
issued press releases twice on February 28 and March 4. Regarding this matter [:]

- First, it is desired that Korea “plays down in public relations” regarding the announcement of this
incident.

- Second, the press release included a phrase stating the above-mentioned water as “operational
waters.” The U.S. believes that such “claim” is complicated. Since the matter involves conflict with
international law, if the U.S. is officially asked questions on this matter, we have no other choice but
“to disassociate ourselves.”

- Third, media reports based on the press release related to the United Nations Command
announcement on March 4 present an impression that it is a press release by the United Nations
Command.

The Department of the State would like [me] to convey our interests in the above-mentioned three
issues.

Director for Americas Division: First, the Permanent Mission of the Republic of Korea to the UN had
provided a press release on the incident in the West Sea not because we wanted to actively publicize this.
It was because we wanted to stand against the North Korean puppets promoting propaganda surrounding
this incident. Li Yungyeom, the second in command of the Mission of North Korea to the UN has even
insulted [South] Korea through hosting a press conference.

Second, in addressing the operational waters issue, we have delivered your inquiry and the interest of
your embassy to the Ministry of Defense. Our Navy is under the directive of United Nations Command.
Regarding this issue, shouldn’t we consider that there has been a preliminary negotiation or cooperation
between the UN Command and our Navy?

Third, the press release on March 4 was a reprint of the excerpt related to the West Sea incident from
KPS News Service which we send out to the public information officials overseas. KPS is a summary of
English newspaper articles in Korea. Therefore, there should be no concern for the press release to be
misunderstood as an announcement by the UN Command.

The End.
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, SECRET, No. 059.101

Date: Source:
25 March Archives of the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: South Korea,
1975 Folder 1632, Secret, Concerning the Sessions of the North-South Coordination Committee. Problems

Discussed by the Co-Presidents of the Committee. Assessments regarding the Prospects for Korea’s
Unification. Some Incidents Occurring between the Two Koreas, etc., Filing: Permanent. Obtained and
translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang
CLASSIFICATION: SECRET
Date: 25.03.1975

No.: 059.101

The recent 10th meeting of the Vice-Presidents of the North-South Coordination Committee, on which the head of the
Liaison Division in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea Ministry of Foreign Affairs individually informed the
Romanian Ambassador and other heads of diplomatic missions, confirms our conclusion that the inter-Korean
dialogue continues to stall, being practically limited to an organized exchange of accusations and labels.

In spite of the seemingly new proposals made by the Democratic People's Republic of Korea at the 10th meeting of
the North-South Coordination Committee, these are premeditatedly inoperable, tacking fundamental claims which
could be solved only if the two parties gradually drew closer to one another and reached an understanding (regarding
the cessation of the hostile South Korean campaign against the North, the cancellation of anti-communist measures
in South Korea, etc).

The recent discovery of another two tunnels connecting the North with the South, for which the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea is blamed but which North Korea refuses to admit to, dug at great depth under the DMZ and
allowing for the instantaneous launch of important [armed] forces [into South Korea], aggravated the crisis in inter-
Korean relations even more, which was the main topic tackled by the Vice-President from South Korea at the most
recent meeting.

In the current circumstances, it is impossible to mitigate the tensions on the Peninsula, as long as the two sides are
drifting away from the political path of achieving the unification [of the country], and as long as the primordial role of
the entire Korean nation in fulfilling this desideratum is ignored.

Signed: Dumitru Popa
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTONM
SE T

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPANTS: Mr. Richard L. Sneider, U.S. Ambassador to
' the Republic of Korea
Lt. General Brent Scowcroft, Deputy Assistant
to the President for National Security Affairs
Mr. W. R. Smyser, National Security Council
Staff Member

DATE, TIME &
PLAGE: March 27, 1975
: 5 p. m.
White House

Sneider: The President's trip to Korea was very useful. The crucial
question in Korea is our credibility, and that trip did much to boost it.

Things are going well in Korea. The country is becoming a middle size
power, though we do not realize it. It is tco large an ecocnomy to be a
client state. In ten years it will be a significant military power. It will
also have a per capita income of $2,000 or more. It has energy intelligence
and leadership.

Right now Korea is in a real box of rising cil prices anddeclining export
markets.,

President Park has been developing his second option,the "what if" option.
He says it in terms of a 2 to 3 year period. He wants to accelgrate
independence. He knows we do not like it, so he does it in a clandestine
way.

Park knows that the Administration wants to keep a U.S, presence in
Korea but he does not know if we can deliver the goods. Vietnam made it

worse. We can no longer tell him what to do.

Scowcroft: Will he go in this direction no matter what we do?

SECYT
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Sneider: We have to go to Park with an honest package that will tell
him how we will help him and what we do not want him to do -- such as
move toward nuclear weapons. Once it gets out that South Korea is
developing nuclear weapons, I do not know what the Russians or the
Chinese or the North Korean reaction would be.

I do not just want to go in and beat him over the head. I want to give
him a package, perhaps a broad energy agreement with ERDA, We are

making a lot of ad hoc decisions but none are coordinated.

Scowcroft; That makes good sense. Maybe the debacle in Southeast Asia
will help us with other aid bills in time.

Sneider: It may go the other way.

Scowcroft: We fight a constant eroding action from DOD. Schlesinger
wants to pull out.

Sneider: I have him interested. He may come out to Korea,

Scowcroft: In response to Congressional pressures, he wants to pull
out from other places than Korea as well,

What do you think about I Corps?

Sneider: I think we should hold off until the end of the year and then do it
as part of the :-UNC rearrangement.

I am concerned about coordination. I did not learn of the Yellow Sea
incident until several hours after the event.

Scowcroft: We were worried about the scramble.

Sneider: We should have put aircraft over our assets, but not to deter
the North Koreans. n e

On Lockheed, I do not want the ¥French to get this contract. We should
draw a line on where we will not give them stuff. We should be in bed
with them so as to have access. We should talk to Park about this in
the next six months or so.
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I have the Department looking at the thing and I have talked to Schlesinger.
I have asked for a science attaché. But I do not want to talk to Park
without the President's or the Secretary's instructions.

Park knows that we are holding back. We have to talk to him promptly.
Every time he is worried, he tends to be erratic and he plays silly games.

The President's visit was a boost to Park. He now wants to come here.
I don't know what a good time is.

Scowcroft; Not now. It may change after Southeast Asian events.
What about the UNC?

Sneider: We have talked to the Koreans on the basis of Kissinger's
decision., We will go to the Security Council and then to the General
Assembly. The Non-Aligned Bloc has decided to make North Korea a
full member. That means a few more votes for them.

I have told the Koreans they have to fight their own battles with the
Non-Aligned, I have told Park to visit some of those countries that
will show the initiative and they will take him seriously. All this

UNC stuff will force us to sort out Opcon. I thing we should keep this.
We can exercise caution in a situation, Our commanders have to be
able to say '""no" to Park. On the air side, we have good control. I
also think that, with 40, 000 men, Congress won't be comfortable unless
we cannot be dragged into things. If we do not have Opcon, we may
need to reduce.

Smyser: Habib says we do not really have Cpcon,
Sneider: In the Yellow Sea incident, we gave the orders.

Scowcroft: It turned out ckay. We were lucky. .

Sneider: They will get a lick in somewhere. They have lost three ships.

Scowcroft: I think it is better not to clobber them in international water.
That was our concern.

Sneider: Would we be prepared to do anything with the Chinese and the
Russians on Korea? We cannot wait for ever. We can live with the
presént situation, but it is not a good one. I think North Korea will need
more Russian economic aid.

S ET
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Scowcroft: The Sino-Soviet split is a factor.

Sneider: Maybe there would be a payoff for Moscow or Peking. Gan
you think about it?

in Korea, we should prove that we have a negotiating process. I hope that
Schlesinger comes for this security consultants meeting in August.

It was good to see you.

Scowcroft: It was good to see you. Please stop by any time.

-,

S ET
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Message Text
LIMITED OFFICIAL USE POSS DUPE
PAGE 01 PEKING 00716 170107Z

14-11
ACTION EA-10

INFO OCT-01 EUR-12 1SO-00 SAM-01 CIAE-00 DODE-00 PM-03
H-02 INR-07 L-02 NSAE-00 NSC-05 PA-01 PRS-01 SP-02

SS-15 USIA-06 10-10 SAJ-01 /079 W
--------------------- 046528

R 160915Z APR 75
FM USLO PEKING
TO SECSTATE WASHDC 3586
INFO AMEMBASSY TOKYO
AMEMBASSY TAIPEI
AMCONSUL HONG KONG
AMEMBASSY SEOUL
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE PEKING 716

E.O. 11652/ N/A
TAGS: CH, NKR
SUBJECT: PEKING PREPARES BIG WELCOME FOR KIM [1-SUNG

THE PRC APPEARS TO BE PREPARING AN UNUSUALLY LARGE WELCOME FOR KIM
I1-SUNG WHEN HE COMES ON A STATE VISIT IN THE NEXT FEW DAY S. PEOPLE'S
DAILY APRIL 16 ANNOUNCES THE VISIT WITH A SET-OFF HEADLINE

CLEARLY AIMED TO GIVE IT UNUSUAL PROMINENCE. IN THE AFTERNOON THOUS-
ANDS OF BRIGHTLY DRESSED PEKING SCHOOL CHILDREN WERE GATHERED IN

TIEN AN MEN SQUARE TO REHEARSE FOR KIM'SARRIVAL. PREPARATIONS
SUGGEST A MASSIVE RECEPTION ON A SCALE WHICH THE CHINESE

HAVE NOT ACCORDED TO A VISITING HEAD OF STATE IN MANY YEARS.
RESIDENT JOURNALISTSHAVE BEEN TOLD THAT KIM AND HISENTOURAGE WILL
ARRIVE FRIDAY AT 4:00 PM PEKING TIME AND A WELCOME BANQUET WILL BE
HELD THAT NIGHT.

2. COMMENT: VISIT BY KIM I1-SUNG COMES AS A SURPRISE AND RAISES

A NUMBER OF QUESTIONS. BOTH MAO AND CHOU WILL ALMOST CERTAINLY HAVE
TO APPEAR FOR A LEADER OF THISSTATURE, AND A MAJOR TIEN AN MEN
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REVIEW SHOULD HAVE THE CHAIRMAN ON THE PODIUM, SOMETHING WHICH IS
MOST UNLIKELY. COMING AT A TIME WHEN THE SITUATION IN INDOCHINA IS
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EVOLVING MORE RAPIDLY THAN ANYONE EXPECTED, THERE ISA POSSIBILITY
THAT BOTH SIDESFELT IT NECESSARY FOR CONSULTATIONS AT THE HIGHEST
LEVELS. SOME OF THE MISSIONSHAVING RELATIONS WITH NORTH KOREA
ARE ATTEMPTING TO SEE THE AMBASSADOR HERE REGARDING THE VISIT
AND WE WILL BE CHECKING WITH THEM ON ANYTHING THEY PICK UP.

BUSH
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"1 em also Bvgely delighted to mest here head of state of Canbodia Samdech Morvdom

D~gong Banquet Jpesch
Peking NOBA in Bnglish 2119 OMT 18 A 75 OW

[Text of speech by [Kim] D-song, gensral sedratary of the KNP Central Coumittes gna
preuident of the DFRK, at 18 Afril Faking banguet given by the COP Central Committes
and FRC State Copunsil) -

[(Text] Esteczmed Cormrade Vigs~Jhairocan Wang Rung-wen,

Eskesmad Comrade Viece=-Chairman Yeh Chisn-ying,

Extesxmed Comrade Vice-Chairman Teng Halso-ping.

Estoemed leading opzrades orf ths Chinese garty and government,

BEsteemcd Samdeoh Norodom Sihanouk, head of state of Cambodia, and princess,

Estosmad Prinde Penn Fouth, prims nintater of the Royal Government of Natiomal Unfon
of Cambodia, snd maden,

Dear ctmrades and frisnds,

It given ua groat pleasure today Go revisit ths Feopleis Republie of China, cur frater-
ml country, alfter a long time and ait togather with you, our closs touredes-in-aras,
kera in an azicabls atrosphera,

Mlow ne, rirat of all, t¢ expreas &y Geep thanis % Courzde Mao Taatung, the praat
leader of the Chinese people and intimmte friend of the FEorean pepple, the Jantral
Committes oFf the Comrmunist Party of Ohina and the Govermment of the Feople's Republio
of Ching. for having kindly invitsd our delegation to wiait Ohina and for shuwing us
this boundliess hospitality now.

At the sate tims ) would 1ike to convey the warm militant greetbings “rom the ent!ra
Farean peofle o the fraternal Chinmae peolio.

Sihamouk, our close comrade-in-arms, Frince Fenn Nouth and other Cainbodisn friends,
and Y sxpress By fxofound thanks to you for your wara weleone,

¥e have besn warsly wvelcomed dy the Chiness pevple svarywvhere wve went throughefrom
the very first scusnt of our entry into Tantung yesterday from our country until our
arrival at Peking,

Zhe tumaltuous weloods overflowing with revolutionary enthusiasm ascordsd us today by
the oitizens of Peking vividly showed the beautiful pioture of great friendahip between
Eored and China snd desonstrated the irrinoibility of this friendship to the whole world,

Ne sooner had we arrived st Feking than we weat atraight to have a signifioant nesting
with Comrads Mao Teotung and sxohanged & friendly talk with him in qan anicadtlds atrmosphere,
This is an expressiot of martioular attention to our dolegation, for which X feel very
glad, _ '

Krea-Ohing friendahip is 2 nilitant rrisndship beatweon dlass brothars taned on Marxism=
laninigw and roletarian internatiormalism; it is & moble frisndship sealed 1in blood
through the commen atruggle againat imperialisw and an inmortal frisndship tat vill
andurs any ordeal and will Tlower forever.

We are convincded that o vigit %o Chinm will eontribute greatly to daveloping the tra-
ditiomal relations of Irierdship and cooperation bLetween our two parties, tw countriles
and two poopiies onts a higher plane in conformity with the trend of the davalopusnt of
the rasent era; and to 2oocelorating the rewolutiomry movemants ik Asia and the rest
of the world, :

Cur pressnt era ia oharacterized by the ocetselese struggle betwaoh the old foroes and

the nou-emerging fordes, as a nsw historisc era in whish the genoral orisis of imperialism
ip being aggravated and the peoples of the soaisliat countrisg and the Third Werld have
appaare? on the internmational erama as ita masters.
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© 12 being aggravated and the peoples of the modialist eountries and the Third World have
. appasrsd on the intornatioral arena as its msters, ._

Ag the scomouio orisis is worsening ani the political orisis and acolal dontradiotions

" are growing soute in the capitalist worid, the imperisliste are wore stubdornly persist-
; ing In ¥he polioy of war, threat and blackmail in an attempt to rind 3 wer ovt, oOn the

other hand, the anti-imperialist struggle of the peoples of the scoialist countries end
the Third wrld and the intermaticnal working clses is surging high on a wrlduide soale

At the prement stage in wnioh the etruggle between the rovoluticnary and the ogunters

i rayolutionary foreer is boooming insreasingly fieroe on the Intermtiomel) soens, ‘t 12
, of very great importants tc intensify the anti-faperislist comxn struggle of cuwr tw

e
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peoplas,

¥u shall take thia oppoxtunity €0 have an ample exchangs of views witk Chiness comrades
of pretlems of the Cerclopaant of the present tntermabtionsl relsiions and taks effective
:;l_um for our tw peoples! future commnn ptruggle to cope with the fust-ohanging situa~

R

Joing handa olossly from long ago, the Xorean and Chinese pooples have been hewing out
tha road to mational liberation and olass eumancipation, ta spoalist revolution end
construotion; gnd through their oun experiencs they have reslized that their destinies
are inscparadly rolated to each other as toeth to lips.

In tho past our twe peoples fought in firm unity, end defeated Japanese impariglism and
slso ropulsed the U,S8. ismperialist aggressers,

In the future, too, the two peoples will ugm snd win an comrades-in-arws and as brothers,

The present aituation In our two sountries is oxcollent and thair might 13 indrexsing
ak never befors.

Uhder the leadership of Comrade Neo Tsetung dnd the Jowmunist Party of China hesded by
him the fraternal Chiness people have achieved great successes in the socialist
revolution and oonstriotion with the revolutionsry spirit af independencs, sovereighty
ant self-reliance and convarted & baskward old ﬂhm into & soolnliat new Ohima in &
short span of time,

The imperislista! policy of blookeding and isolsting China hap besh benkrupied shame-
fully, end the Faople’s Republie of China has growvn in strangth as a powerful anti.
teperial tot revoluticrary foroe in Asin and ite internaticnal prestige is rising as
never yolore,

In recent yeards in China the Great Proletsrisn Cultural Rewnlution and the movement R0
critioise Lin Plao and Canfuoius ham gonsolidated the Mrolatarisn dictatorsl.ip, atrangth-
sned the unity of the entire poople, built up the mationis eoononio might and Sefence
capubllities avd fuwrther renewed the people’s mental znd morsl qualities.

Indesd, the Chinese poople ars now sntering an er of natiomal prosperity Chima has
never inown in its history of thousands of years.
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China was histarically plagusd by poverty ard hangse and 18 inkabited by a huge
population. Put 4t has sucecessfully solved the prodlems of food, clothing and housing
for its pecple, reaping a bumper harvest every year when the world ia swept by food
orisis; though onoe far removed from mederm toohnologieal oivilization, it has rapidly
devaloped itoeconomy, oulture, solsnce and teshnelogy to such a lsvel as to launch
artifioial earth satellites, All this vas poseiblp only in the present ora led by the
Comsunist FParty of China,

All the epochal changes drought aboaut in Chime today ars the brilliant fruits borne of
the long, indomitable revolutionary activities avd wise leadership of Compade Mao Tsetung
vho founded the Communist Party of Chima and has inwariably led it glong road to vietory
and vho has dediostevd nia all to ths freedom and happineas of the Chinese paople, and
borne of hiek revolutionary line vhich has creatiyoly applied the universal truth of
Marxism-Leninism to the conorste realitiss of the Chiness raevelution.

The Korean people wvarmly dongratulate the fraternal Chinese paople on their susocases
athieved in the revolution and construntion, regarding them gs 3 common viotory for the
world's revolutionary peoples,

Ths Tomth Congress of the Communist Party of Chibe and the ripat session of the Uth
National People!s Congrass of the Pfaople's Republio of China showed that the unity of
the party, the SAR [as received], the people and the aruy in China has resched nsv
heights and been further ocopsolidated under the bauner of proletarian dictatorship.

Ve sinoerely uish the fraternal Cinsse pecple aver greater vioctoried in their future
struggie £0 build China into a mighty wodarn sooialist state and in their cause of
liberating Taiwvan and reunifying all Chima,

Since oational 1iberation the Eoresn people have izplexented the revolutionary lime of
independence, Belf-reliance and self-defenss in the northern half of the republic under
oar party's leadership, snd theredby turned, in s short aspece of time, Sheir onse Baokward
oountry into a strong scoialist scvereign end indeperdent state which rever waoillatss

is viatever stors lmt strass,

As present our pop:l.o are furdher spesding up the ohollizs maroh in order to fulfill
abusd of Sohadule the G-year plan pst forth by ths fifth party cengress tuis yesr which
will mark the 3J0th anniversary of the founding of She Workers Nrty of Yorm,

As the soolalist oonstruotion hat antered a higher stage and the revolutionization ard
working-ciassisation of the whele sodiety 18 -aceslerated thrsugh the intoensified
ideologioal revolution in ocur countyy, the sodialist soontmic emmstriotion goas on more
sucaensfully and thare 48 a fresh upewing throughcut a1l its spheres,

Mo suscessful ullding of soctaliem ir Xorea and Chine and the militant unity of the
two peopled ars pracisely a powerful fackor that will strengthen the world's sooislist
forsss and the mtl-lhaerhuut mational 1iberstion foroes and hasten the destrustion of
She nmmm rona _of aggragsicon in Asia.

Dsar oonrades and .fﬂcitdi."
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" This ie a great victory won by the yatristic Cambodian peocple in their 5-year-long hevoie
. struggle aga inst U.B8. sggression and for mational salvation, and 1t 18 another shameful
. defeat susteined by the .3, imperisliste in Asia, |

! PFmom Penh and in the oauss of liberating the whole aountry under the 10adership or the
. Nationsl United Front of Cambodie with Bead of State of Cambodis Samdach Norodon
: Sihanouk as its ochairman ond the Rpyal Qovernment of National Uaion of Cambodia.

f': KNow in South vVietnanm, 0o, the Saigon puppet olique ia being dealt strong punitive _ :
! attaoks by the Scuth Vietnamese paopls and the peoplets liberation asrmed forces and it

A great revolutionsry transformation has taken place in the East and thes look of Asis Mas
radically ohanged sinoe the Jecand World var,

Toe eolonial Asga, the underdevelopad East of yesterday las disappeared onoe and for
al)l and naw Asia has Deon born that advenoes touards indupondence, prograss and prosperity.

™e U.8. imperialists started going 2ovmhill after thair ignominfous military defest in
the Koresn war and have sustainsd repeated setbacks in their aggrsssive wart to Indochina,
snd their hostils polioy towards Chine hxs gous banirupt. A)1 this proves that no
deaperste manosurring on the part of the imperialists can hlook the liberstion struggle

of the peopler ard atop the vistorious advamee of socislism,

Nowadlays the U.S, tmparialists aro again deing dealt fatal dlows snd are £liding into an
inextricable quagnmire of ruin in Indoohim,

vestarday the Cambodian Nople?s Natiomsl Lideration Armed Poroes defeated the traitorous:
lon Nol eilque, the stoogas of U.3, imperialiss, add timelly liberated Fmom Penh.

This glorious vietory of the Cambodian people over 1.3, imparialism and its etooges 15 an
important eontribution to the antieimpericlist national lideration struggle of the opprossed
nations and a historio event sxerting a great influance upon tho development of the
sivaation of Southeast Asis as u whible,

Avalling ourselves of this oppostunity, I warsly ocongratulate the Cambodion People's
Kational Liberation Armed Porces on their shining victories in the cperation to liberate

18 on ths verge of ocollapse,

In AGia tho imporialisis have resorted to varicus methoda and trioks ons after the
other such aa direct armed intervention, neo-¢olonislist rule bthrough their puppets

|
|
: and the "now Asian policy” to make Asians fight among themselves; however, they hawve ‘

Lount unable to Bave thamselvea [rom doom and veasohed such a dead end that thay o&aun no
18nger hold out in Asia.

We sotively support the struggle of the Indochineme peoples ggainst U,.3. imperdalisy and i
1t5 laokeys and the &Snti-imperialist nationslliberation strugglo of all the ARien peoples, |

We atrongly oupport the Arab peoples in thelir etruggls to regain the ocooupisd Arabd
tarritoties ard restore the national pights of the Falestinian psople and panifest rim !
solidarity with the Africen and Latin Amesricen pecple in their anti-imporielist, anti-
oolonialist strugglae, |
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Afrion which was ocnlled Coark Continent yestarday 18 turning into & new continent over
uwhinph the light of camplete liberation is dawning; in latin Amerios, tno; the oolonfal
eystoem of {mperialism ie being 8haken to 1ts very foundation.

At present tho strugale of the Third ¥World peoplea 1s developing in depth, into a
oollleative, joint strugple to achieve otmplete esonomio ermgnoipation, while foncolidating
their political indepondence already achioved, to destroy the old iaterrational e¢onomic
ordeyr set wp by the imperinliats and establish a new international ordser.

Because of the community of their past situations and theitdentity of their present
struggles the Korean peaple are standing firm by the Third World peoplec on the eamo
Iront and fighting in olose ecordination with them,

Indeed, the worlé has never andergone wuch & mfam change in such depth and width as
todey.

T™he Third World which emerged out of struggle 19 a mighty anti-imperialist rovelutionary
forde of our times; 1t ts a great motive power that advanees the history of manukind,

The oommon struggle waged by the Third ¥orld, whiech is inhabited by the overwhelming
ma jority of the worldis papulation and has o vast territory and inexhaustible
naturgl resources, is g great struggle that will out off the 1ifeline of world
izperislisn.

once old and new colonmialfsm 1s wiped out of Asia, Africa and lLatin America, neither
imperialist Western Burope nor ioperialist North Americs will be ableé to exist.

However this does not mesn that imperialiss will recede from its position of itz oun
agoord.

The firther the laperialists are drive: into a predicament, the more they resort to
double-faced taotics, holkding an olive branch in ons hand and wielding & bayonet in
the other, and the nore violously they manoeuvre for azgression and war under bthe
sighboard of "pemce.® This 18 a rule.

How the imperisiists are apenly working to £ind a way out of their deepaning scononio
erisis in a new adventurous war of apgression.

However, war will never bring them any way out.

Ad historical facts show. in former days aggzressive wars ended in the defeat of
inperialists. How if they provoke war egain, it will aocoglerats the finol ruin of
inperialism.

¥e 8hall slways keep a sharp vigilance againgt the ilmperialist thr-éat of wor and get

ourselves firnly prepared to meet the forthooming jreat revolutionary event victorioualy,
whather there will ba war or revolution.
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¥o consider that in order $o defeat inperielisn, maintein and consolidate pPeace and
hasten our revolutionary vistory, we must thoroughly frustrate the counterrevoluticnary
doubl c=-faced taoctios 4Af the imperielists by countering the enemy's spsar with owr

spear and meeting his deceptive “pesce” taotics with rsvelutionary prineiple.

The world's anti-imperialist reveluticnary forces will definitively defeat imperialism
and win final revolutionery viectory, if they are strongly wnited, and adainister
sugcensive blows at imperfalisz and dring pressure to bear upon Lt everywhere,

Our people's present strugale o reunify their divided cowntry is & major link in the
uhole chain of the mnti-~imperislist national liberaticn struggle which is deing
sarried out am & worldwide scale.

Nov that the colonial syatem of imperialisn i{s in the process of total disintegrntion
the ocolonial rule of V.S, imperiaglism in Scuth Korea will never resain intact, either.

Engouraged by the avoceusful suelalist construction in the northern half of ths republis,
the people of all strpta im Siuth Koroa gre waging an incregsingly dynamic siruggle
agadnst fasolsm and for demeeraoy, and the coloniak military fasoist rule of U.9.
imperinlism and its stooges in ainking into s serious ¢riais.

In an endeavour to save themselved from orisis, U.8, imperialism amd South Xorea's
ruling clique are intensifying their fascist repression of the South Korean pecple
and further stepping up their preparations of war against the northern half of the
republic.

However, history 13 not moving as the imperialists and their laokeys expeob dut
advancing steadily ss the people, makers of hiatory, wish and act.

If the Jouth Korean rulers oontinue to suppress at the point of the bayehet the
peopleis discontent and wrath that 15 underlying South Koresn soolety, it will
result in & greater revolutionary explosion.

If revolution takes plede in South Korek, we, a8 ohe and the sats mation, will not
Just look at it with folded grms dut will strongly support the South Korean people.

If the eneny ignites wir rgoklessly, we shall reaolutely answesr it with war and
oompletely destroy ths aggreasors.

In this var we will only loss the military demarsation line mnd will gain the
country's reunification.

The problem of whether thera be peace or war in Korea now depends, im the last
analysis, on the attitude of the Unlted States whioh aotually holds all powers
in South Xorea and lords i% over there. ’

If the United States really desired peacse in Korea and dost not want to obstruot the
peaceful reunifioation of Korea, it should stop inatigating the traitorous forces
rejetted by ths people in South Xorea and it should not interfere in what the people
are doing 5o that they may realizoe the desmooratization of sooiety and establish a
demotratic regime as they demand.
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U.5, imperialism must desist from its aggressive ambition to rig up "tws Koreas" gnd
take hold of South Korea as its pernanent colony and military base, and must get out
of South Korea.

If V.8, troops pull out of South Korea and a demooratie figure with national conscience
opmes into power in South Korea as its people demand, we will firmly guarantes a
durable peace in Xorea and guccessfully solve the question of Korea's revnification
among us Xoragns themselves by peaceful means.

The Communist Party of China, the Qovernment of the People's Rapublic of China and
the Chinese people glways give firm support .and encouragement te our people {n the
Just struggle for the country's independent and peageful reunification.

I take this opportunity to express my profound gratitude to the Communist Party of
China, the GQovernment of the People’s Republic of ‘China and the Chinese people for
having sent their volunteers to help our people with blood during the Korean war,
for having given us a lot of aid in our postwar rehabilitation and rescnstruotion
and in owr work of socialiat construdotion and for carrying on positive activities
in support of our people'’s struggle for national reunificabion on the intarnational
arena.

Dear conrades and friends,

The future of the world delengs %o the psoples who edvanes, holding aloft the banner
of Marxizm~Leninism, the revolutionary hanner of anti-imperialist struggle.

In order to prowote the common cause of anti-imperialism and achieve the final triumph
of the saude of socinlism, the Korosan pasple «will maroh forward forever shoulder to
shoulder with the friaternal Chineds people and will Cirmly fight on hand in hand with
tho psoples of the sooimlist countries, the Third World pecples and all the progressive
paople of the world.

How, at this plsoe overflowing with fratermal friendship, may I propose a toast:

Po the averlasting militant friendahip and unity detween the Koresn peopls and the
Ohingse people,

To the prosperity and progress of the Peoplels Repudlic of Chiva,

20 the solidarity of the peoplaes of sociplist countrdes, the Third World peoples and
the progressive people the worlad over,

To the good health and long life of oonrads Kao Taetung, the great leader of the
Chinsse pecple and ¢lose friend of the Korsan people.

To the health of Cozrade Chairman Chu Te,

To the hoalth of Comrade Premier Chou En-~lal,

To the health of vice-ohairmen Wang Hung-wen, Yeh Chien-ying and Teng Helap=-ping,

To the health of leiding comrades of the Chinsse party and government,

To the good health and long life of Samdech Norcdom Sihanouk, head of state of
Canbodia, @nd prinoess, L _
To the health of Prince Penn .NHowth, prime minister of the Royul Government of Rational
Union of Jambodia, and madam,

P60 the health of diplosatic envoys from diffsrent ocuntries and madass,

And to the health of all comrades and friends present hers.
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"{Text of spesech by ﬁnc Hodno~ping, vice chairman of the CCP Central Comaittes and
vios presier of the State Counci), at 1B ADril Poking Danquat honoring DPRK Prasident
Kim Hsong) .

{Text] FRespeotad Comrade Presidant Klm L -sohg, respsated comrades oh the Korean
party and government delagetion,

coarsdes and (riends,

T™ha Xorean pecplo's great leader president Xim Il-song has ocme to our country at the
head of the Korean perty and goverrment dalegation on an offioisl rriendship visit,
This i3 & major ovent of hiatorio signifijancs LA the relations betwosnh the ¢hinese
and Xorean partiss and our Ltwo countries, The people of our countpy are much rejoiced
and [napired by this evens, Juat row the Chinsse peopla‘’y great lsader Chiirzan

Mao Teatung met the Korean pecple's great léader Preaident Xim Il-aong, and they hed
a very wordial and rriendly canversalbion, oOn behall of ths Cnineme pecple’s great
leader Chairman Mao Teatung, the Chinass Communist Papty and the Chinsss Qovernmsnt
and people, 1 here oxtend our varmast welooms and highost ssteen to Preaidaut Kim

N -sang, the chingsd pedple'a glone dowmrada~in=epns, and the Korean Ferty and govern~
ment delsgation led by him.

Preaident Kiz Il-pang i the founder of the great Horean Workers Party and the
Denocratic Peoplets Republie of Xorea and the long-tested, respeotsd and beloved
legder of the Koreanm peopls, For decudes, President Xim Il-zong hes integruted the
unfversal truth of Marxien-Leninids with the ¢onopets practice of the Korean revelu-
tion, sdhered to the Marxist-leniniat 1ins and iod the Kersen people in winning one
great viotory after another.

Under the leadarship of the Korean Workera Purty leaded by Comrads Kim Il.-song, the
Xoresn people fought bravely and vere the first to derfvat V.5, imperislist arzed
aggresajon since the conolusiom of the Second World War, They thus safeguarded the
frults of vietory of tha pecplets ravolution end set o brilliant example for the
revolutionary people of the world In tha anti-~imperinlist cauee,

Following Propident Xim Jle-song's revolutionary 1ins, the hercis Xorean psople have
persisted in the dioctatorship of the proletariat, adhared to the steialist road end,
through self-r2liance end hard weork, aohieved spendid successes in soclalist oconstruo-
tion at chollios apesd, At present, 4in efthusiaatic response to Lhe militant oall of
the tenth plenary scesioh of the Fifth Cantral Commitiee of the Korsan Workers Party,
they are vigorously caprying rforward the thrse great pevolutionary mowmetitg--
ideeclegical, tesonnioal and oultural, bringing sbaut o now upsurge in spcialiat
sonatruotion with high political zesl and boundlase revolutionary drive end striving
to attain phead of soheduls thas magnificent goals set in the G.year national cconomic
plah,

The Korean wWorkera Party and ths Koresh Qovernzent and people have adhered’ to pro-
letarian intarnationalism, resolutely opposed imperialism and modern revicionism and
actively supperted the ravelutionary atruggles of the oppressed nations and oppressed
pecples, thus making an impertant contpibution to the pevolutionary cause of the people
of the world.
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USUNMISSION NEW YORK 1534
CINCPAC

CONFIDENTIAL SEOUL 2764

E.O. 11652: GDS
TAGS: PFOR CH KN KS
SUBJECT: KIM IL-SUNG VISIT TO PEKING

REF: A PEKING 743, B HONG KONG 4424, C SEOUL 2689

1. DURING PEKING VISIT KIM IL-SUNG HAS TAKEN HARSH

AND UNCOMPROMISING LINE ON NORTH-SOUTH RELATIONS AND
KOREAN UNIFICATION PROBLEM. WHILEIT ISDIFFICULT TO
SPECULATE ON PURPOSE AND OUTCOME OF VISIT, IT SEEMS CLEAR
THAT KIM ENDEAVORING TO CONVINCE HISHOSTS OF NEED TO
SUPPORT HIM IN WHAT ISBASICALLY POLICY OF CONTINUED
ANTAGONISM RATHER THAN DETENTE ON KOREAN PENINSULA.

2. EMBASSY HAS REPORTED IN DEPTH THE ROK CONCERN
WITH IMPACT OF INDOCHINA ON KOREA. KIM'SAPRIL 18
BANQUET SPEECH IN PEKING AND HIS CAREFUL ATTENTION
TO SIHANOUK BEAR OUT THIS CONCERN, ILLUSTRATING KIM'S
CONTENTION THAT KOREAN SITUATION ISLINKED TO
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
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REVOLUTIONARY EFFORTSIN OTHER AREAS, OF WHICH CAMBODIA
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ISLATEST SUCCESSFUL CASE. HOWEVER, IT ISUNCLEAR
WHETHER KIM ISPRIMARILY CONCERNED WITH STRENGTHENING
HIS CREDENTIALS AS CHAMPION OF THIRD WORLD, FOLLOWING
SUCCESSFUL OPENING STAGE BY NORTH KOREAN DRIVE TO JOIN
NONALIGNED NATIONS CONFERENCE, OR WITH SEEKING TO
REPEAT INDOCHINA SUCCESSES IN KOREA. ON LATTER
POSSIBILITY, MOFA NOTES THAT KIM IN 1966 HAD SUGGESTED
UNITED ACTION IN INDOCHINA BY FORMING MILITARY GROUP OF
SUPPORTERS OF NORTH VIETNAM, AND THAT HE HAD SAID AT THAT
TIME THAT GROUP COULD BE PATTERN FOR ACTION IN KOREA,
BUT THAT PRC HAD OBJECTED TO IDEA.

3. ITISOF COURSE WITH POSSIBLE IMPLICATIONS

FOR KOREA THAT ROKG IS CONCERNED, AND WE FIND KIM'S
SPEECH NOTABLY HARD-LINE WITH RESPECT TO FUTURE
DEVELOPMENTSHERE. APPEARING IN HISREMARKSTO

IGNORE BOTH THE ROKG AND THE UN ASRELEVANT TO THE
KOREAN QUESTION, KIM STATED THAT "THE PROBLEM OF
WHETHER THERE BE PEACE OR WAR IN KOREA NOW DEPENDS
...ON THE UNITED STATES." HE CALLED FOR THE REMOVAL

OF US TROOPS AND REPLACEMENT OF EXISTING GOVERNMENT IN
ROK, IN RETURN FOR WHICH NORTH KOREA WOULD

OFFER UNILATERAL GUARANTEE OF PEACE. ALTHOUGH HE GAVE NO TIME
LIMIT IN INSISTING ON USWITHDRAWAL, KIM CLEARLY INDICATED
THAT HIS SCENARIO FOR SOLVING KOREAN QUESTION INVOLVES

A REVOLUTION IN THE SOUTH LEADING TO UNIFICATION OF THE
PENINSULA, IF THE USDOES NOT INTERFERE "IN WHAT THE

PEOPLE ARE DOING."

4. MOFA FINDS THE KIM SPEECH THREATENING, HARSHER IN
TONE AND CLEARER IN MEANING THAN PREVIOUS NORTH
KOREAN PRONOUNCEMENTS. WHILE MAINTAINING LINE THAT US
ISKEY TO SETTLEMENT OF KOREAN PROBLEM, KIM WENT
FURTHER THAN BEFORE IN STATING HISMILITANT INTENTIONS,
ACCORDING TO MOFA, WITH HISDECLARATION OF SUPPORT
FOR REVOLUTION AND HIS STATEMENT THAT "IN THISWAR WE
WILL ONLY LOSE THE MILITARY DEMARCATION LINE AND WILL
GAIN THE COUNGRY'S REUINFICATION". ON THE OTHER HAND,
TENG SPEECH IN MOFA'S VIEW DID NOT BREAK NEW GROUND,
AS CHINESE APPARENTLY REFRAINED FROM DIRECT SUPPORT
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
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FOR KOREAN REVOLUTION.

5. MOFA ALSO SEESVISIT IN CONTEXT OF INDOCHINA

AND SINO-SOVIET RIVALRY ALTHOUGH ISUNSURE OF
WHETHER IT WASINITIATED BY CHINESE OR NORTH KOREANS.
A SUBSEQUENT VISIT TO MOSCOW BY KIM IS SEEN ASA

POSSIBILITY BY ROKG, SINCE IN 1961, ON HISLAST
TRIPTO THE TWO CAPITALS, KIM VISITED MOSCOW FIRST
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AND THEN PEKING A WEEK LATER. MOFA BELIEVES THAT KIM
WOULD NOT HAVE COMMITTED HIMSELF ENTIRELY TO

CHINA AT THISTIME AND DOUBTS A RECENT PRESS STORY

THAT USSR HAS ASKED NORTH KOREA TO PAY ITSKOEAN WAR
DEBTS. EMBASSY NOTES THAT RECENT PYONGYANG RADIO
REPORTS OF RETURNING DPRK DELEGATIONS HAVE EMPHASIZED
PRESENCE AT AIRPORT OF SOVIET

DIPLOMATS, ASIN CASE OF IPU DELEGATION RETURNING FROM
COLOMBO VIA PEKING, WHEN SOVIET GREETER WAS ONLY
DIPLOMAT IDENTIFIED BY COUNTRY.

6. ROK PRESS CONTINUES TO EXPRESS VIEW THAT KIM'S

VISIT ISDESIGNED TO GAIN PRC SUPPORT FOR MILITARY

MOVE AGAINST ROK. HISBANQUET REMARKS WERE CRITICIZED
BY MOST PAPERS AS PROVOCATIVE, WITH TONGA ILBO
CALLING HIS SUPPORT FOR REVOLUTION IN SOUTH AN

OPEN VIOLATION OF THE JULY 4 JOINT COMMUNIQUE. TONGA
LAMENTED FACT THAT KIM INTENDS USING ANTI-COMMUNIST
MOVEMENT IN ROK FOR HIS COMMUNIST POLITICAL PURPOSES.
GOING ONE PREDICTABLE STEP FURTHER, SEMI-OFFICIAL
KYUNGHYANG SHINMUN SAID "IT ISNOT THE TRIGGER-HAPPY
NATURE OF KIM IL-SUNG BUT THE INTERNAL DISUNITY IN

OUR SOCIETY THAT WE HAVE TO TRULY DREAD IN FACE OF THIS
EXTERNAL THREAT".

7. PRESS APRIL 21 REPORTED REMARKSBY UNIFICATION

MINISTER SIN TO-SONG, REPORTEDLY GIVING CONCLUSIONS OF
APRIL 18 MEETING OF ROK NORTH KOREAN EXPERTS ANALYZING
RECENT MOVESBY PYONGYANG. SIN TOLD PRESS THAT VISIT

BY KIM TO PEKING AGAINST BACKGROUND OF INDOCHINA
DEVELOPMENTS WAS INDICATION THAT NORTH KOREA'S STRATEGY
AGAINST SOUTH "HAS NOW BEEN SETTLED ASA POLICY OF
UNIFICATION BY MILITARY FORCE." SIN SAID THAT THE EXPERTS
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
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HAD CONCLUDED THAT NORTH KOREA HAD FAILED IN ITS SIX
YEAR ECONOMIC PLAN, FORCING IT TO ADOPT AGGRESSIVE
MEASURES AGAINST THE ROK. DECIDING AGAINST ALTERNTIVE
OF OPENING ITSSYSTEM TO THE WORLD, SIN SAID,NORTH
ISOPTING FOR MILITARY CONFRONTATION AGAINST SOUTH ON
ONE HAND AND PROMOTING INTERNATIONAL

REVOLUTIONARY STRATEGY ON THE OTHER, WITH THE LATTER
COURSE AIMED AT ISOLATING SEOUL FROM THE INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNITY AND CREATING INTERNATIONAL PUBLIC OPINION
FAVORING THE WITHDRAWAL OF US FORCES FROM KOREA.
SNEIDER

CONFIDENTIAL
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Message Text
CONFIDENTIAL
PAGE 01 PEKING 00762 2208282

20
ACTION EA-10

INFO OCT-01 EUR-12 1SO-00 CIAE-00 DODE-00 PM-03 H-02
INR-07 L-02 NSAE-00 NSC-05 PA-01 PRS-01 SP-02 SS-15

USIA-06 SAJ01 OMB-01 SAM-01 /070 W
--------------------- 115913
P R 220800Z APR 75
FM USLO PEKING
TO SECSTATE WASHDC PRIORITY 3618
INFO AMEMBASSY SEOUL
AMEMBASSY TOKYO
AMEMBASSY MOSCOW
AMEMBASSY TAIPEI
AMCONSUL HONG KONG
CINCPAC FOR POLAD

CONFIDENTI AL PEKING 0762
E.O0.11652: GDS

TAGS: PFOR KN CH

SUBJECT: KIM IL SUNG VISIT TOPRC
REF: A. PEKING 743; B. HONG KONG 4424

1. SOUNDING AMONG PEKING DIPLOMATIC COMMUNITY REFLECT
CONSIDERABLE UNAMITY THAT KIM'SVISIT TO PEKING WAS A) AT
PYONGYANG'SINITIATIVE; B) ON SHORT NOTICE; AND C) SEEN BY
NORTH KOREA AS A MEANS OF EXPLORING WAYSTO CAPITALIZE ON
DEVELOPMENTSIN INDOCHINA TO STEP UP PRESSURE ON THE ROK.
(REF A). SEVERAL DIPLOMATSHAVE COMMENTED ON THE FACT THAT
THE ONLY NORTH KOREAN OTHER THAN KIM TO PARTICIPATE IN THE
SMALL PRIVATE MEETING WITH MAO FOLLOWING THE PICTURE TAKING
SESSION WAS DPRK CHIEF OF STAFF O CHIN YU, WHO IS

NOT THE SECOND RANKING MEMBER OF THE DELEGATION. NO ONE IN
THE COMMUNITY HAS BEEN ABLE TO GET ANY HARD INFORMATION ON
SUBJECTS DISCUSSED, BUT THE ASSUMPTION ISTHAT MILITARY MATTERS
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
PAGE 02 PEKING 00762 2208282

FIGURED PROMINENTLY.
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2. PROTOCOL HAS INFORMED SEVERAL WESTERN DIPLOMATS THAT THE
RETURN BANQUET FOR KIM IL SUNG WILL TAKE PLACE FRIDAY EVENING,
APRIL 25. WE ASSUME, THEREFORE, THAT KIM WILL DEPART FOR
PYONGYANG ON SATURDAY, AND WE CAN PROBABLY EXPECT A JOINT
COMMUNIQUE FOLLOWING HIS DEPARTURE. NO ONE HASBEEN ABLE TO
PIN THE KOREANS DOWN ON WHETHER KIM PLANS ANY FURTHER TRAVELS,
BUT THE SOVIETSHERE ARE PUSHING THE IDEA THAT HE MAY RETURN

TO PYONGYANG AND THEN JOURNEY TO MOSCOW.

3. TEN HSIAO-PING HAS CONTINUED HISLEADING ROLE ASKIM'S

PRINCIPAL INTERLOCUTER. ALTHOUGH AS REPORTED REF A, THE PRINTED
TEXT OF TENG'SWELCOMING ADDRESS DISTRIBUTED AT

THE BANQUET OMMITTED ANY REFERENCE TO HIS SPEAKING ON BEHALF OF
CHAIRMAN MAO OR CHOU EN-LAI, THE NCNA ENGLISH VERSION WHICH
CAME OUT AFTER THE BANQUET CORRECTED THIS OVERSIGHT AND HAS TENG
WELCOMING KIM ON BEHALF OF MAO, THE CHINESE COMMUNIST

PARTY, THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT AND PEOPLE. INCIDENTIALLY,

CHINESE INCLUDED DOG MEAT IN GREAT HALL BANQUET MENU, PLEASING
THE NORTH KOREANS BUT OFFENDING THE ARABS AND ALL DOG LOVERS
PRESENT. ONE AMBASSADOR DESCRIBED THE BANQUET ASTHE

GRIMMEST HE HAD EVER ATTENDED. BUSH

CONFIDENTIAL
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Message Text
LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
PAGE 01 HONG K 04590 29014372

64
ACTION EA-10

INFO OCT-01 EUR-12 1SO-00 CIAE-00 DODE-00 PM-03 H-02
INR-07 L-02 NSAE-00 NSC-05 PA-01 PRS-01 SP-02 SS-15
USIA-06 AID-05 SAJ01 SAM-01 ACDA-05 |0-10 EB-07

OMB-01 TRSE-00 /097 W
--------------------- 085526

R 280909Z APR 75 ZDK
FM AMCONSUL HONG KONG
TO SECSTATE WASHDC 4727
INFO AMEMBASSY MOSCOW
AMEMBASSY TAIPEI
AMEMBASSY TOKYO
AMEMBASSY SEOUL
P
KNQPG/USLO PEKING 4019
CINCPAC HONOLULU HI

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE HONG KONG 4590

CINCPAC FOR POLAD

E.O. 11652: N/A

TAGS: PFOR KN KS

SUBJ: DPRK-PRC COMMUNIQUE

REF: HONG KONG 4224

SUMMARY: THE DPRK-PRC JOINT COMMUNIQUE CONTAINS NO DE-
PARTURE FROM KNOWN OR PRESUME DPRC STANDS OR POSITIONS,
BUT DOES SEEM TO REFLECT SOME MODIFICATION OF KIM'S MORE
MILITANT PRONOUNCEMENTS ON KOREAN REUNIFICATION. THE
COMMUNIQUE'S REFERENCES TO ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, SUGGEST
THAT KIM MAY HAVE SOUGHT AND RECEIVED SOME PRC AS-
SISTANCE ALONG THESE LINES. END SUMMARY

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

PAGE 02 HONG K 04590 290143Z

1. ASPREVIOUSLY REPORTED, THE SUDDEN AND HIGH-LEVEL
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NORTH KOREAN GOVERNMENT AND PARTY DELEGATION LED BY KIM
IL-SUNG (AND THE KIM-MAO MEETING) IN THE WAKE OF RECENT
COMMUNIST VICTORIES IN INDOCHINA SERVED TO DEOMNSTRATE AND
UDERSCORE THE CLOSE TIES AND BONDS BETWEEN PEKING AND
PYONGYANG. IN THE APRIL 26 JOINT COMMUNIQUE ISSUED AT THE
CONCLUSION OF KYGS 9 DAY VISIT, BUT CHINA AND NORTH KOREA
ACCLAIMED THE "HISTORICAL SIGNIFICANCE" OF THE MEETINGS,

THE TWO SIDES HAVING "COMPLETE IDENTITY" OF VIEWS ON "ALL
QUESTIONS DISCUSSED", AND FEELINGS OF COMPLETE SATISFACTION
WITH THE RESULTS OF THEIR BILATERAL TALKS. HOWEVER, THIS
RECENT EXERCISE IN SUMMITRY SEEMS MORE AN EXERCISE IN STYLE
WITH LESSTHAN FULL AGREEMENT ON KEY SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES. THE
JOINTCOMMUNIQUEMERELY RESTATES POSITIONS AND THEMES SET
FORTH IN THE EARLIER BANQUET SPEECHES OF TENG AND KIM. THE
PRC STATED SUPPORT FOR PEACEFUL KOREAN REUNIFICATION, EXPLICIT-
LY REITERATING CHINA'S SUPPORT FOR KIM'S "THREE PRINCIPLES AND
'FIVE -POINT PROPOSITION' AS BEING THE "CORRECT WAY" IN WHICH
THIS GOAL "SHOULD BE REALIZED". THE CHINESESIDE REFERRED TO
THE PROTRACTED NATURE OF THIS STRUGGLE AND PAID TRIBUTE TO
THE NORTH'SEFFORTS TO FULFILL ITS"MAGNIFICENT" ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT TARGETS.

2. ON OTHER CRITICAL ISSUES OF THE UN COMMAND AND US FORCES
IN KOREA, CHINA MERELY REPEATED CALLSFOR DISSOLUTION OF THE
"SO-CALLED UN COMMAND" AND WITHDRAWAL OF USARMED FORCES,
WITHOUT ANY HINT OF A SPECIFIC TIME FRAME. THERE ISALSO

NO MENTION OF JAPAN OR OF US FORCES THERE.

4. PYONGYANG MAY HAVE BEEN MOVED CLOSER TO ACCEPTANCE OF A
MORE MODERATE AND PRAGMATIC PRC-TYOE STRATEGY IN ACCOMPLISH-
ING ITSGOALSIN INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS IN RETURN FOR OB-

TAINING AND END TO PEKING'S TENTATIVE STEPS TOWARDS SEOUL.

THE COMMUNIQUE NOTES THE VIEW THAT THE DPRK ISTHE "SOLE LEGAL
SOVERIGN STATE OF THE KOREAN NATION."

4. WHILE THE DPRK SEEMS TO ALIGN CLOSER WITH THEPRC WORLD
VIEW, THERE ISA CONSPICOUS ABSENCE OF CRITICAL REMARKS OR
REFERENCES TO MOSCOW OR MODERN REVISIONISM, INDICATING THAT
THE NORTH KOREANS ARE NOT READY TO COMPLETELY RULE OUT THEIR
SOVIET OPTION. THERE IS EXPRESSION OF MUTUAL SUPPORT FOR
LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE

PAGE 03 HONG K 04590 2901432

SIKANOUK AND CAMBODIAN FORCES, SPECIFIC WORDS OF PRAISE FOR
THE PRC LEADERSHIP IN SOUTH VIETNAM, BUT AN EQUALLY GLARING
OMISSION OF A HANOI ROLE IN RECENT INDOCHINA DEVELOPMENTS.
THE COMMUNIQUE ALSO CONTAINS THE EXPECTED STATEMENT OF
SUPPORT FOR THE SOUTH KOREAN PEOPLE AND CONDEMNATION OF THE
US-INSTIGATED PAK CLIQUE AND ANY US TWO-KOREA SCHEME.

5. THERE ISNO HINT OF NEW BILATERAIL ECONOMIC AGREEMENTS,

Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US De%%rStment of State EO Systematic Review 05 JUL 2006



Margaret P. Grafeld Declassified/Released US Department of State EO Systematic Review 05 JUL 2006

ALTHOUGH ECONOMIC MATTERS WERE UNDOUBLTEDLY A PRIOIRTY TOPIC
AND THE TWO DPRK ECONOMIC MINISTERS STAYED ON IN PEKING WHILE
THE REST OF THE DELEGATION VISIT NANKING. THUS, NORTH

KOREA'S PROFESSIONS OF SATISFACTION WITH THE VISIT MAY STEM

FROM POSSIBLE PRC AGREEMENT TO ASSIST PYONGYANG IN RESOLVING
ITSCURRENT CROP OF DPRK ECONOMIC WOES.

CROSS

LIMITED OFFICIAL USE
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Message Text
CONFIDENTIAL
PAGE 01 PEKING 00802 2900172

72
ACTION EA-10

INFO OCT-01 EUR-12 1SO-00 10-10 CIAE-00 DODE-00 PM-03 H-02
INR-07 L-02 NSAE-00 NSC-05 PA-01 PRS-01 SP-02 SS-15
USIA-06 /077 W

R 280909Z APR 75

FM USLO PEKING

TO SECSTATE WASHDC 3649
INFO AMEMBASSY MOSCOW
AMEMBASSY TAIPEI
AMEMBASSY TOKYO
AMEMBASSY SEOUL
AMCONSUL HONG KONG
USMISSION USUN

CINCPAC FOR POLAD

CONFIDENTI AL PEKING 802
E.O0.11652: GDS
TAGS: KIM IL SUNG'SVISIT TO THE PRC

SUMMARY: THE CHINESE-NORTH KOREAN JOINT COMMUNIQUE SIGNED
DURING KIM IL SUNG'SVISIT SUGGESTS THAT THE NORTH KOREANS MAY
HAVE SUCCEEDED IN OBTAINING CHINESE ACQUIESCENCE TO A HARDER
LINE TOWARD NEGOTIATIONS ON THE KOREAN PENINSULA. THE
CHINESE, FOR THEIR PART, APPEAR TO HAVE DAMPENED ANY THOUGHTS
KIM MIGHT HAVE HAD OF ATTEMPTING TO EXPLOIT U.S. DIFFICULTIES

IN INDOCHINA BY STEPPING UP MILITARY PRESSURES ON THE KOREAN
PENINSULA. PREDICTABLY, KIM CONTINUED TO HOLD OPEN

THE SOVIET OPTION BY AVOIDING ANY ANTI-SOVIET RHETORIC.

END SUMMARY.

1. THE PRC-NORTH KOREAN JOINT COMMUNIQUE OF APRIL 26

(RELEASED APRIL 28) APPEARS TO INDICATE THAT THE CHINESE AGREED

TO TAKE A HARDER LINE ON NEGOTIATIONS ON THE KOREAN QUESTION.

IN THE COMMUNIQUE, THE TWO SIDES MAKE THE STANDARD DEMAND THAT
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
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THE UNITED NATIONS COMMAND BE DISSOLVED AND THAT U.S. FORCES
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BE WITHDRAWN FROM SOUTH KOREA. HOWEVER, THE CHINESE GO

FURTHER THAN USUAL BY SUPPORTING THE DPRK ASTHE "SOLE LEGAL
SOVEREIGN STATE OF THE KOREAN NATION" AND CONDEMNING THE UNITED
STATES FOR PURSUING A "TWO KOREAS" POLICY. THESE STATEMENTS
SUGGEST THAT THE CHINESE HAVE AGREED NOT TO NEGOTIATE COMPROMISES
WITH THE UNITED STATES ON THE KOREAN QUESTION EITHER AT THE UNITED
NATIONS OR ELSEWHERE AND TO BACK OFF FROM THEIR PROPAGANDA
SUPPORT FOR NEGOTIATIONS BETWEEN THE NORTH AND SOUTH KOREAN
GOVERNMENTS.

2. AT THE SAME TIME, THE CHINESE MAY HAVE MANAGED TO COOL

SOME OF KIM'S RHETORIC ON THE POSSIBILITY OF WAR ON THE KOREAN
PENINSULA. NONE OF KIM'S TOUGH STATEMENTSIN HIS OPENING

BANQUET SPEECH ON THE POSSIBILITY A NEW WAR -- E.G. ACCUSATIONS THAT
THE SOUTH WAS STEPPING UP WAR PREPARATIONS OR THAT THE NORTH HAD
NOTHING TO LOSE IN A WAR BUT THE DEMARCATION LINE--SURVIVED THE
NEGOTIATIONS ON THE TEXT OF THE COMMUNIQUE. AND AN UNUSUAL
STATEMENT THAT THE CHINESE PEOPLE HAD "TRUST IN" KIM IL SUNG

MAY HAVE BEEN A VEILED REFERENCE TO A PROMISE BY THE NORTH
KOREAN LEADER THAT HE WOULD NOT STEP UP MILITARY PROVOCATIONS
TOA LEVEL WHICH WOULD RISK WAR ON THE KOREAN PENINSULA.

3. THE WORDING OF THE JOINT COMMUNIQUE ALSO CONFIRMED THAT THE
KOREAN "COMPLETE AGREEMENT" WITH THE CHINESE DID NOT EXTEND TO
THE SUBJECT OF RELATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION. PREDICTABLY, KIM
CAREFULLY RETAINED HISOPTIONSWTITH THE SOVIETSBY AVOIDING ANY REF-
ERENCE TO "MODERN REVISIONISM" OR OTHER IMPLIED CRITICISMS

OF THE SOVIET UNION DURING HIS PEKING VISIT. THE NEAREST HE CAME

TO CRITICIZING SOVIET POLICY IN THE COMMUNIQUE WAS AN AMBIGUOUSLY
WORDED CRITICISM OF "IMPERIALIZM" USE OF THE "SIGNBOARD

OF PEACE" AS A TRICK, WHICH COULD BE SEEN AS AIMED AGAINST

DETENTE IN A CHINESE INTERPRETATION AND AGAINST COMPROMISE ON THE
KOREAN PENINSULA IN THE KOREAN INTERPRETATION.

4. COMMENT: WHILE THE EVIDENCE OF THE PUBLIC RECORD REMAINS SKETCHY,
WE SUSTPECT THE CHINESE AND NORTH KOREANS ACCOMPLISHED THEIR

BASIC GOAL DURING KIM'SVISIT OF COORDINATING THEIR APPROACHES

TO KOREAN QUESTIONS. WE SUSPECT THE CHINESE MADE CLEAR TO

KIM THAT SHARPLY INCREASED TENSION OR ACTUAL CONFLICT ON THE KOREAN
PENINSULA WOULD BE CONTRARY TO PRC FOREIGN POLICY INTERESTS, BUT
CONFIDENTIAL

CONFIDENTIAL
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IN EXCHANGE WE CAN PROBABLY EXPECT A TOUGHER PEKING STANCE

ON QUESTIONS RELATING TO KOREA. BUSH

CONFIDENTIAL
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Report from the GDR Foreign Ministry, “On the Visit of a DPRK Party and Government Delegation Headed
by Kim Il Sung to the PR China from 18 to 26 April 1975.”

Date: Source:
29 April 1975 PolA, MfAA, 300/78. Translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.

[GDR Foreign Ministry]
Far Eastern Department
Berlin, 29 April 1975

On the Visit of a DPRK Party and Government Delegation Headed by Kim Il Sung to the PR China from 18 to 26 April 1975

A party and government delegation headed by the General Secretary of the Central Committee of the Korean Workers" Party
and President of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, Kim Il Sung, visited the PR [People,s Republic] China from 18
to 26 April, 1975. The delegation consisted of high-ranking officials from the army and others concerned with foreign affairs
and foreign trade.

The actual date of the visit was apparently decided on short notice based on the context of current developments in
Cambodia and South Vietnam, although such a visit had certainly been in the making for a long time. This was Kim Il Sung's
first official visit [abroad] since he had visited the USSR and China in 1961 and Indonesia in 1965.

Kim Il Sung was received upon his arrival by the Deputy Chairman of the CCP Central Committee and Deputy Prime Minister,
Deng Xiaoping, and by other members of the PRC party and state leadership. Shortly after his arrival Kim had a meeting with
Mao Zedong and later met with Zhou Enlai at a hospital.

Intensive negotiations were conducted between the DPRK delegation and the PRC delegation headed by Deng Xiaoping.
According to the Communiqué, “issues of further strengthening and expanding the fighting alliance and revolutionary unity
between the two parties and states, as well as questions of the current international situation and problems of joint interest to
both sides” were discussed in “a cordial atmosphere of revolutionary friendship.” A “complete agreement of positions” was
reached on “all issues discussed,” which left “both sides completely satisfied.”

The main concern of the Korean side during this visit was to apparently coordinate its future policy towards South Korea with
the PRC. Various indicators point to the direction that based on developments in Indochina, the DPRK leadership apparently
made an assessment of how pressure placed on the United States might force them to give up their positions in South Korea.
During his first public appearance in Beijing, Kim Il Sung accordingly made extremely aggressive statements on the liberation
of South Korea. First he listed the well-known demands for the withdrawal of U.S. forces from South Korea: the ending of all
American interference [in Korean affairs]; and for the overthrow of the Park Chung-hee regime in South Korea as
preconditions for peaceful reunification without external force. Then he stated, among other things, that the DPRK will rush to
offer assistance in the case of a “revolution” in South Korea. The Korean people “have only to lose a demarcation line but
reunification to gain.” It is up the United States themselves “whether there will be a war in Korea or not.”

From the beginning, the Chinese side stated its support for the DPRK"s policy of peaceful reunification without foreign
interference. The Chinese side demanded the withdrawal of U.S. forces and condemned the terror of the Park Chung-hee
regime. It also declared that reunification must be achieved on the basis of the three principles outlined in 1972 by Kim Il
Sung himself (peaceful, without foreign interference, establish national unity irrespectively of different ideologies and social
systems) and the DPRK's Five-Point-Proposal of 1973 (détente, disarmament, rejection of the two-Korea policy ,
confederation etc.). The Chinese side expressed its preference for the continuation of dialogue between North and South
Korea that began in 1972 but had been stagnant since mid-1973. This shows that the Chinese are presently not interested in
the DPRK"s policy of confrontation with the United States and South Korea, which, due to the unstable situation in Korea,
could easily lead to hard-to-calculate risks for the PR China and jeopardize the PRC's rapprochement with the U.S. and
Japan.

In fact, the Communiqué unilaterally represents the position of the PR China. The three principles mentioned above and the
Five-Point-Proposal are defined as “the correct path towards the solution of the question of Korea's reunification.” Still, Kim I
Sung's posturing during the end of the visit was much more moderate than at its beginning. However, it cannot be excluded

that, during negotiations, joint foreign policy measures and steps were discussed in order to increase pressure on the United
States.

The Chinese side intended for this visit to commit the DPRK and Kim Il Sung, based on their similar ideological and political
outlines, as far as possible to anti-Soviet positions, to tie the DPRK even closer to China, and to steer it away from the
community of socialist states. In particular, it might have done so because Kim Il Sung, according to yet unconfirmed
information, is planning to accept the invitation from the USSR—pending for many years already—for a visit during the
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current year.

At the welcoming banquet Deng Xiaoping talked about “modern revisionism,” the “struggle of the superpowers for world
hegemony,” and so on. Apparently due to Korean requests, the Chinese side did not undertake any direct name-calling
attacks against the Soviet Union. Yet both sides strongly emphasized the “unbreakable friendship and closeness, sealed with
blood, initiated by Mao Zedong and Kim Il Sung themselves”. The Communiqué states that this matches with the “basic
interests of the Chinese and Korean people.” After praising the successes of the DPRK and its policy—whereby those
aspects of DPRK policy of interest to the PR China are highlighted—the Korean side offers an extraordinarily enthusiastic
praise of the PRC and Mao Zedong.

The Chinese side made massive attempts to influence the DPRK against the policies of détente as they are pursued by the
Soviet Union and the other states of the socialist community. During the first day of the visit, Deng Xiaoping accused the
“superpowers” of warmongering and declared that, “not the so-called irreversible process of détente, but the growing danger
of a new global war is the predominant trend of our times.” Though the Communiqué defines the international situation in a
favorable light for the revolutionary peoples and unfavorably for imperialism, the conclusion drawn from the crisis of
imperialism is said to be the danger of a new global war.

While at the beginning of his visit Kim Il Sung still referred to a close connection between the struggle of the socialist states
and the “third world” against imperialism, the Communiqué exclusively recognizes the “third world” as a power force in the
global revolutionary process.

Materials published do not support the conclusion that there was complete agreement on all issues, despite that it was
explicitly emphasized this way. To the contrary, both sides seem to have stuck to their positions. Aside from the South Korea
issue, this also seems to apply to issues not mentioned in the Communiqué at all; for instance, the policy towards the Soviet
Union and the other socialist states, but also policies towards U.S. imperialism and Japan.

Despite lengthy negotiations, the Communiqué does not contain any concrete results for bilateral relations (there also is no
return invitation mentioned). However, one cannot exclude Chinese promises for further aid. This might in particular apply to
arms and equipment, but also to economic aid given the precarious foreign trade situation of the DPRK (high obligations of
debt towards both socialist and capitalist states).

Although Kim Il Sung was apparently unable to move the PRC towards a full and unconditional support for the DPRK's South

Korea policy and more long-term differences in opinion remain, it is to be expected that this visit will further develop the
already close party and state relations between the DPRK and the PR China.
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Visit to China by North Korean Leader Kim Il Sung

Date: Source:
April/May 1975 South Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives. Translated for NKIDP by Jihei Song.
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS
Classification : Received Telegram
Number . GEW -04106 Date : 222200 ORIGINAL
To : Minister Reference (Copy) : Chief of KCIA
From : Ambassador to Germany [? lllegible]

Regarding: WGE — 0455

1. An official from our ministry visited the Head of East Asian Affairs of the resident country on the
22nd and exchanged opinions regarding Kim Il Sung’s visit to Communist China.

2. According to the person in charge at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Kim’s visit to Communist
China occurred as a result of an unexpected request. China was rather perplexed because his
visit coincided with Belgium Prime Minister Tinderman’s visit to Communist China.

3. In his speech, Kim mentioned that North Korea will crush any attempt by the South to attack
North Korea. He also stated, when a revolution occurs in the South, [the North] will provide
support at an adequate point of time, thus, suggesting a possible war. On the other hand, Deng
Xiaoping made a speech mentioning that Communist China will support peaceful and
independent unification of the Koreas. Therefore, the official mentioned, both sides are exposing
differences in their opinions.

4. Predicting the possibility of Kim’s visit to the Soviet Union, the official mentioned, Kim’s visit to
China and the Soviet Union reminded him of Kim’s visit to the countries immediately before June
25th, 1950. He expressed concerns that, first, whether we will recognize Kim’s [illeqible] as an
,, Initiative of revolution in the South, and second, if [(object unsure)] will willingly accept Kim’s
Y¥ defeat when Kim provokes a war, arguing Communist China has not approved of the war.

5.During the discussion, the official mentioned Portugal as an example. Understanding it is a
supposition, we inquired if the West bloc will intervene if Portugal is communized, the official
negated the possibility to intervene. (5°], 4, +)

MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Control [75 -
No. 201




Classification : Received Telegram
Number : USW -04638 Date :291730 ORIGINAL

To : Minister Reference (Copy)

From : Ambassador to the United States of America

Response to: WUS — 04365

| have exchanged XX opinions with Assistant Secretary of State Habib on Kim Il Sung’s recent
visit to Beijing. Assistant Secretary Habib believes that the recent joint statement used the
standard language of the Communists and, from the Communist Chinese perspective, it does not
seem that China has encouraged North Korean provocations. In this recent visit, Communist
China treated Kim Il Sung with lavish treatment. Kim has stated that he will not remain as a mere
spectator when there is a revolution in the South. However, if we limit our focus to the joint
statement only, he has expressed his support for the peaceful unification of Korea. Also, while he
did argue for the withdrawal of the U.S. Army, the lack of a definite deadline clearly requires
attention. The joint statement itself seems to be focused on diplomacy and as a response to the
U.N. [Assembly] taking place this year, it is to improve North Korea’s image outward and we
observe that it is likely to initiate a diplomatic offensive. Working level officials at the Department
of State are currently analyzing [the circumstances] by accumulating the joint statement and other
speeches as well as exchange of opinions of relevant organization. The outcome is likely to be
released by the beginning of next week and | will report the outcome as soon as we obtain it.

2. Making the use of this opportunity, | have inquired about Kim Il Sung’s visit to the Soviet Union.
Assistant Secretary Habib has referenced to the person in charge at the Soviet Foreign Affairs,
Asia Desk, who is likely to have sufficient information to answer the inquiry. He has confirmed that
there is no such plan at the moment.




MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Classification : Provision Received Telegram
Number : JAW -04786 Date :281431 ORIGINAL

To : Minister Reference (Copy)

From : Ambassador to Japan

Regarding: Continuation of JAW — 04778 (Part 2)

Such superiority and unity is completely aligned with fundamental interests of both the Chinese
and North Korean people. Both parties should form solid unity in the course of struggles against
Imperialism and operations for socialist revolution and establishment. Both parties should fight
against as one and contribute to the world people’s revolution.

3. Communist China recognized Korean unification as an event that should be realized on the
basic principles and measures as provided by Prime Minister Kim Il Sung. Communist China
condemned Park Chung Hee’s group for firmly pressing (Kataku Nani) to divide Koreans under
the support and silence by American Imperialists, violating the South-North Joint Statement,
oppressing fascism on the people of the South and the North, and aggravating the tension on the
Korean peninsula.

Communist China firmly supports social democratization for each level of the people in the South
as well as the struggle for justice to realize autonomous and peaceful unification of our fatherland.
Communist China criticized American Imperialists promoting the “Two Koreas” policy, solidifying
the division of Chosun [Korea], and scheming to promote permanency of the division. Communist
China firmly argued that the issues of Chosun should be settled by the people of Chosun, without
any external disruption. So-called “Combined Armed Forces Command” must be dismissed. The
U.S. Army must withdraw from South Korea (Chosun) completely.

4. Chosun [North Korea] highly applauded the Chinese Communist party including Mao Zedong
for utilizing the universal truth of Marx-Leninism in the actual details of revolutionizing China.

It also praised highly of Chinese Communist party’s victory in its long-sustained struggle by
instructing the Chinese people and fighting against its domestic and international opponents.

5. The Chinese public follow the basic line of the Party’s total Socialist historical process which is
set by their great leader Mao Zedong, continue revolution under the proletariat dictatorship, lead
the proletariat Grand Revolution into victory by defeating two anti-revolution bourgeois level
headquarters, led by Liu Shaoqi Lin Bao, and continue Criticize Lin, Criticize Confucius movement
widely and in-depth.

Public movement to study the theories of Proletariat dictatorship is being expanded widely in the
nation. The Chinese public shall promote the revolution spirit of independency, autonomy and self-
regeneration under the leadership by the Chinese Communist Party, always fight against boldly,
build more Socialism, quickly and without wasting. While accomplishing valuable results, the
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Chinese public are striving to establish Communist China as a strong modernize Socialist nation
within this century. The people of [North] Korea consider this achievement of our Chinese
brothers, achieved under the leadership of Prime Minister Mao Zedong, consider it as
achievement of our own, fervently congratulate it, and whole heartedly wish even greater
achievement in the future.

(Schedule — North 1, North 2, Political 2)

75.4.28,15:53
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Kim Il Sung’s Attempt to Visit the USSR in 1975

Date: Source:
Late April 1975 South Korean Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives. Translated for NKIDP by Jihei Song.

Purpose of and Outlook for Kim Il Sung’s Visit to Soviet Union

1. Kim Il Sung’s Visit to Soviet Union :

The possibility of Kim Il Sung visiting the Soviet Union is presently rising. If this is
realized, his visit will be the eighth trip to the Soviet Union since March 1949 when he
visited to discuss “June 25th Provocation [the Korean War]” with the Soviet leadership
group. In terms of the timing, this plan requires attention [from us] as it is likely to take

place immediately after his visit to Communist China and the collapse of Vietham and
the Khmer.

2. Purpose of Visit :
There are several theories regarding the purpose of Kim |l Sung’s visit to the Soviet

Union. In summary, these theories are largely categorized as the following.

A. To request support for North Korea’s revolution in the South
On the outside, Kim Il Sung is likely to argue to the Soviet leadership that there is
potential for revolution in the South and if [the North] supports the revolution in the
South, the situation will explode and will result in the liberation of the people and the
reunification of the Korean Peninsula (in order to conceal the North’s potential plan to
the Soviet leadership for its all-out-war against the South). Kim is likely to request
support from the Soviet Union [in this endeavor].

B. To request diplomatic support in reunification by communizing the South

[Kim] is likely to request diplomatic support from the Soviets to remove major barriers to
the peoples’ liberation movement, that is, the withdrawal of the U.S. Army from the
South and also the dissolution of the UN Armed Forces. At the same time, Kim will want
to obtain assurance from the Soviets that North Korea is the only legitimate government
in the Korean Peninsula and to request that Soviet Union avoid contact with the South
in the future, in order to isolate the South,

C. To request support in military and economy
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He [Kim] is likely to request military support and argue that new arms are needed and
are an important element to the peoples’ liberation movement. Also, in order to tackle
economic and financial difficulty due to the North’s focus on the peoples’ liberation
movement, he is likely to request economic and financial support from the Soviet Union,

D. To explain Kim Il Sung’s visit to Communist China
The visit is to resolve the Soviet leadership’s doubts about North Korea due to Kim |l
Sung’s visit to Communist China. In order to maintain a more powerful “equal distance”
diplomacy with China and Soviet Union, Kim is likely to make excuses to the Soviet
Union and state his visit to Communist China was merely for the “solidarity among
international Communist Parties,” coming from the international Socialists principle,

E. To extend mutual assistance treaty on alliance and cooperation between Soviet
Union and North Korea
It is mentioned that Kim will argue for the strengthening of mutual alliance and
friendship, signifying the extension of the treaty on military alliance between Soviet
Union and North Korea, which was signed on July 1961.

3. Outlooks

A. Soviet Union’s basic attitude towards the Korean Peninsula
If the Soviet Union actively supports North Korea'’s forceful reunification by
communizing the South, it will result in a worsened U.S.-Soviet relationship and
fundamentally threaten the Soviets current East-West rapprochement policy. In terms of
national welfare, [it is not beneficial because] it will result in Japan’s rearmament and a
strengthened alliance between the U.S. and Japan. Also, the Asian empires are likely to
oppose to Soviet expansionism and promote pro-U.S. or pro-Sino policy and realizing
Asian security as the Soviet plans is going to become more difficult. Therefore, the
Soviet Union has no other choice than to maintain current status in the Korean
Peninsula. However, it is dominantly argued among experts, including Donald S.
Zagoria of Hunter College, that the Soviet is unable to officially promote such policy
because it must avoid upsetting North Korea and prevent the North from leaning
towards Communist China.

B. Communist China strengthening its support on North Korea and Soviet Union’s
response
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Recently, the joint communique following Kim |l Sung'’s visit to Communist China,
Communist China designated North Korea as the “only legitimate country in Korea.”
They also criticized our “Statement of June 23rd” and signaled their policy to change the
status quo of the Korean Peninsula. To summarize, they actively supported the North’s
so-called people’s liberation movement in the South. In current visit to Soviet Union,
Kim Il Sung is expected to make same request to the Soviet leadership. We believe the
following as possible responses from Soviet Union.

When North Korea obtains assurance from the Soviet Union that it is the “only legitimate
government” on the Korean Peninsula and requests the Soviet Union to “avoid contact
with the South,” the Soviet Union might accept the request in order to restrain North
Korea from leaning towards Communist China, mistakenly believing the peoples’
liberation movement argued by the North is feasible and at the same time considering
Communist China already agreeing to the North’s request. On the other hand, if the
Soviet leadership recognizes the so-called peoples’ liberation movement cannot be
realized, and if they are convinced that the North will definitely attempt forceful
reunification by communizing the South, we cannot rule out the possibility for the Soviet
leadership to clarify their basic standpoint (status quo on the Korean Peninsula is
ultimately the best measure for peaceful reunification) and reject North Korea'’s
requests.

C. Support North Korea’s revolution in the South
While supporting North Korea'’s effort in the liberation of the people, the Soviet Union is
[illegible] in terms of supporting North Korea’s forceful revolution in the South.
Considering the Soviets basic standpoint for the Korean Peninsula, we observe that the
North will attempt to persuade and induce the Soviet to their benefit.

D. Support [the North] in dissolving the UN Military Command and withdrawing the
U.S. Army in the South

The Soviet Union does not welcome the dissolution of the UN Military force and the
withdrawal of the U.S. Army from the South in order to prevent North Korea’s
provocation in the South. However, they will support the North as in the past (Soviet
Union has supported North Korea at the UN [assembly]), to prevent North Korea’s
opposition and their leaning toward Communist China and hoping for the people’s
liberation movement in the South to mature.

E. Military assistance to North Korea

387



We observe that Soviet military assistance to North Korea will be influenced by the
Soviet leadership’s decision on the feasibility of the North’s forceful reunification by
communizing the South. We project, there can be some military assistance intended for
defense which includes conventional weapons and military supplies, in order to prevent
North Korea'’s inclination to Communist China and to attract them to Soviet Union.
However, we believe, nuclear weapons and other massive scale military support
intended for offense is unlikely.

F. Economic and financial assistance to North Korea
We observe that Soviet economic and financial assistance to North Korea will depend
on the Soviet leadership’s decision on North Korea’s adherence to Communist China,
observed in Kim Il Sung’s current visit to Soviet Union and North Korea’s pro-Soviet
attitude in Sino - Soviet conflict. Unless North Korea abandons its Sino-Soviet equal
distance policy, unprecedented, large scale assistance from the Soviet is hard to
expect. (report from the U.S. Ambassador to Soviet Union)

4. Kim Il Sung’s visit to the Soviet and the impact on our country :

A. When the Soviet leadership restrains North Korea from leaning towards
Communist China and attempts to attract North Korea, and accepts North
Korea’s argument (that potential for people’s revolution in the South is
accumulated and thus, communist revolution is currently possible) :

We observe that the Soviet Union will observe the conflicts in the Korean Peninsula as
domestic issue in Korea, and to support North Korea'’s so-called peoples’ liberation
movement, the Soviet might adopt policy that abandons the status quo in the Korean
Peninsula as Communist China did. Therefore, as outlined above (refer to Outlooks),
the Soviet will provide substantial diplomatic, military, economic and financial assistance
to North Korea. The Soviet Union is also likely to avoid “contact” with our country and
this will largely impact our policy to improve relationship with communist countries.

B. When the Soviet attempts to prevent North Korea from leaning toward
Communist China and to attract the North to the Soviet while not viewing the
South has accumulated potential for communist revolution :
We observe that the Soviet policy towards Korea will stay in a range where it will not
upset North Korea. The Soviet is likely to continue its unclear status quo policy on the
Korean Peninsula, depending on the circumstances in the Korean Peninsula and its
relationship with the U.S. and Japan. At the same time, the Soviets assistance to North
Korea will not radically change, compared to its previous assistance.
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SUBJECT: MEETING WITH PRESIDENT PARK: KIM IL-SUNG VISIT TO PEKING

1. DURING APRIL 30 MEETING WITH PRESIDENT PARK | REVIEWED
INITIAL IMPRESSIONS REGARDING KIM IL-SUNG'SVISIT TO

PEKING. | POINTED OUT COMMUNIQUE APPEARED RELATIVELY
MODERATE IN TONE WITH ROUTINE TREATMENT OF "PEACEFUL
REUNIFICATION" AND AVOIDANCE OF ANY DIRECT LINKAGE
BETWEEN INDOCHINA DEVELOPMENTS AND KOREA. | SAID THAT WE
WERE STILL ANALYZING RESULTS OF VISIT AND IT WAS

PROBABLY TOO EARLY TO REACH ANY FINAL CONCLUSIONS.

2. PARK AGREED WITH THESE CONCLUSIONS BUT SPECULATED THAT

KIM IL-SUNG IN FACT MAY NOT HAVE SOUGHT DIRECT CHINESE

SUPPORT FOR MILITARY ADVENTURES SINCE THISWOULD BE DIFFICULT
FOR PEKING TO PROVIDE. INSTEAD KIM IL-SUNG MIGHT HAVE ASKED

FOR CHINESE AGREEMENT TO TAKE ADVANTAGE OF THE REVOLUTIONARY
MOVEMENT IN ROK AND TO SUPPORT NORTH KOREA POLITICALLY AND
DIPLOMATICALLY ONCE SURPRISE ATTACK ACCOMPLISHED INITIAL CONTROL
OF SEOUL AND NORTHERN PART OF ROK. CHINESE WOULD BE

EXPECTED TO SUPPORT CEASEFIRE CALL AND SUBSEQUENT NEGOTIATIONS
RATHER THAN TO PROVIDE ARMS AND GROUND TROOPS. PARK THOUGHT
THAT PRC WOULD FIND IT DIFFICULT TO SAY NO TO SUCH A REQUEST.

3.1 POINTED OUT THAT WE DOUBTED THAT PEKING DESIRES ANY
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NORTH KOREAN ATTACK WOULD INVOLVE USFORCES, AND THAT PEKING
COMMUNIQUE EMPHASIS SEEMED TO BE PLACED UPON FIRST SECURING
USWITHDRAWAL FROM KOREA. PARK AGREED AND STATED THAT
PERHAPS KIM IL-SUNG MIGHT NOT ATTACK RIGHT AWAY AND WOULD
WAIT FOR USWITHDRAWAL, BUT THEN HE WOULD TRY TO SOW
CONFUSION IN THE REAR AREA BEFORE LAUNCHING HISATTACK. IN

ANY EVENT, HE CONCLUDED THAT EXTREME VIGILANCE ISNECESSARY
SINCE COMMUNISTS PLANS DIFFICULT TO DISCERN.
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Report from the GDR Embassy in the PRC, “Summarized Evaluation of Kim Il Sung's Visit to the PR China
(18 to 26 April 1975).”

Date: Source:
6 May 1975 PolA, MfAA, C 6857. Translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.

GDR Embassy to the PR China
Beijing, 6 May 1975

Summarized Evaluation of Kim Il Sung's Visit to the PR China (18 to 26 April 1975)

1. The General Secretary of the KWP Central Committee and President of the DPRK, Comrade Kim Il Sung, stayed for
an official state visit in the PR China as head of a DPRK party and government delegation between 18 and 26 April
1975. During their stay the Korean delegation visited Beijing and Nanjing. They visited factories, people's
communes and topographical and historic attractions. There are no reports about visits of army units.

On 19, 20, 21, and 25 April, negotiations were held in Beijing between the party and government delegations of the
DPRK and PRC. Delegations were chaired by Deng Xiaoping and Kim Il Sung respectively (see delegation list in
appendix 2 [not included in this translation]). On 26 April 1975, a “Joint Communiqué” was agreed upon and then
published on 28 April.

The Communiqué and speeches from both sides praised in identical language Kim Il Sung's China visit as “a great
event of historical importance” in the history of relations between the parties, states, and peoples of China and
Korea. According to the Communiqué, political negotiations were held in “a cordial atmosphere of revolutionary
friendship.” On all issues discussed a “complete congruence of opinions was achieved.”

There was no return invitation issued for a visit by a Chinese party and government delegation to the DPRK.

2. The Chinese hosts made extraordinarily large efforts to stage the Kim Il Sung visit. This was demonstrated primarily
by the extraordinarily high attention to protocol for Kim Il Sung and the Korean guests, the pompous reception at the
Beijing train station, the colorful line up of Chinese people (for the first time in many years), the organized welcomes
at every location where the delegation traveled, and finally by the meetings with the PR China's top leadership.

Everything was clearly staged for a targeted appreciation of Kim Il Sung the person. Among other things, he was
called “a time-tested great leader of the Korean people” who applies the “general truth of Marxism-Leninism to the
concrete reality of the Korean revolution.” He was called a “wise leader” with “glorious merits for the cause of
revolution” and a “true friend and closest comrade in arms of the Chinese people.”

During his visit to China, Kim Il Sung met almost the entire active top Chinese leadership. In particular, the meetings
with Mao Zedong and Zhu De on 19 April and with Zhou Enlai on 20 April reveal the importance attributed to Kim Il
Sung's visit for China's foreign and domestic policy by the Chinese leadership. Kim Il Sung was the highest ranking
guest from a socialist country since the visit by Comrade Ceausescu in June 1971.

Apparently the meetings by the Chinese top leadership with the DPRK delegation did not fail in their explicit
intention to appreciate Kim Il Sung. Kim Il Sung felt very honored. For instance, he commented on his upcoming
meeting with Mao right after his arrival in Beijing that he was “delighted about this special treatment.”

The Kim Il Sung visit was featured in the Chinese press with extensive and prominent coverage. This demonstrated
in particular the great importance of this event in terms of domestic policy. On the other hand, the Chinese press
featured very few aspects about the Kim Il Sung visit from the DRPK press (excerpts from editorials in “Nodong
Sinmun” and two other newspapers, see also appendix 3 [not included in this translation]).

The Cambodian leadership residing in Beijing was present for all of the official events. Members of the DPRK
delegation headed by Kim Il Sung met twice with Prince [Norodom] Sihanouk and Penn Nouth for talks. Judging by
the visible joint appearances from both sides their relations can be considered as good.

3. Speeches and the Joint Communiqué focused very strongly on bilateral issues. The intense and high praise for the
“correctness” of both sides' policies,” always focused on the personalities of Mao Zedong and Kim Il Sung, is
especially significant.

It was repeatedly asserted that the CCP and KWP are “fraternal Marxist-Leninist parties,” the PRC and DPRK are
“closest socialist neighboring countries,” and the people of China and Korea are “comrades in arms and members of
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one family.” Friendship, as established by Mao Zedong and Kim Il Sung, is based on Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism and is unbreakable. Kim Il Sung talked on 19 April about a “fighting alliance between
class brothers.”

Moreover, the Chinese side portrayed the DPRK as the first country to have defeated the armed aggression of U.S.
imperialism following World War Il and thus gave a shining example for the anti-imperialist struggle. At the same
time, the great domestic policy successes of the DPRK were praised, especially the Chollima movement and the so-
called three great revolutions achieved by the DPRK's own force and its own defense.

The DPRK side fully has recognized and broadly appreciated Chinese domestic policies in recent years. Special
emphasis was given to: great success in socialist revolution and socialist construction; a “revolutionary spirit of
independence, sovereignty, and self-confidence”; the “Cultural Revolution” and the “Campaign against Confucius
and Lin Biao” had “consolidated the dictatorship of the proletariat in China”; the “strength of the economy and the
country's defense” has increased; the “intellectual and moral potential of the people” was renewed; wish for even
more successes “in creating a powerful socialist state”; support for the policy to liberate Taiwan.

It is all but apparent that this visit by the DPRK party and government delegation to the PR China was arranged on
very short notice (supported by e.g. the rather uncommon fact here in Beijing that two high ranking foreign
delegations are visiting the PRC at the same time, Kim Il Sung and the Belgian Prime Minister Leo Tindemans). The
background for Kim Il Sung's visit in China is in all likelihood the new situation in Asia created by the great victories
of the peoples of Indochina during recent weeks. The DPRK leadership was confronted by the question how to
proceed with its policy towards South Korea.

Thus the Korea question was probably one of the most important issues in talks between the Chinese leadership
and in political negotiations between both delegations. This is reflected in speeches and the Communiqué in
different ways (see appendix 1, chapter 3).

The remarks of the Chinese side were consistent from the beginning and there was a firm official convention of
speech in place. China especially emphasized that Kim Il Sung “has defined the correct policy for the independent
and peaceful reunification of Korea” and the DPRK government “repeatedly made correct and reasonable proposals
for the peaceful reunification of the fatherland.” It was always referred to the three principles [of the 4 July 1972
declaration] and the [1973 DPRK] Five-Point-Proposal. In addition, the Chinese side supported the DPRK demand
for the withdrawal of U.S. forces from South Korea and condemned the Park [Chung-hee] clique's policy and its
attempt to create “two Koreas”.

The DPRK referred extensively to the issue of Korean unification only in Kim Il Sung's speech of 19 April. In the
speech, Korean reunification was called “an important link in the chain of the global anti-imperialist liberation
struggle.” Kim Il Sung struck an extremely militant tone. His remarks culminated in the statement that in “a war (if
started by the enemies, added by this author’s evaluation) we only lose the line of demarcation but will gain the
reunification of the fatherland”.

The Communiqué of 26 April only contains the extensive Chinese positions on Korean reunification. The DPRK
position is not represented there. Also the DPRK did not repeat its own proposals and it also did not express thanks
to the Chinese side for its support of proposals and policy of the DPRK (as Kim Il Sung had done in its speech on 19
April).

We think that this analysis demonstrates that there apparently was no “complete congruence of positions” on this
issue. It can be assumed the Chinese leaders were not prepared, given their foreign and domestic policy interests
and intentions, to let themselves dragged into an unwelcome military confrontation in Korea — and thus used to
extened their influence to moderate Kim Il Sung.

During Kim Il Sung's visit to the PR China, statements were also made on some important international issues. The
Chinese side (see Deng Xiaoping's speech on 19 April) forcefully outlined some foundations of its current foreign
policy: the “superpower” thesis with its clear line of attack against the USSR, the role of the “Third World”, the thesis
about the growing danger of a new world war.

Apparently, the results of talks on foreign policy issues differ to certain extent. There were probably similar positions
on the role of the “Third World.” However, the Korean side did not adopt the Chinese phrase that the “Third World is
the main force in the struggle against imperialism, colonialism, and hegemonism.”

On the other hand, the Chinese side did not accept Kim Il Sung's words from his 19 April speech according to which
“in our epoch ... the peoples of the socialist countries and the Third World act as the masters in the international
arena.” The Joint Communiqué talks about the “Third World” as a “great force to drive the history of humankind
toward progress.”
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Both sides did not state, as the Chinese leaders had done many times before, that China or the DPRK belong to the
“Third World.”

Concerning the danger of a new global war, both sides seem to agree on their positions regarding an actual
aggravation of international contradictions. However, it looks like there are far-reaching differences with regard to
their causes: The Chinese side views the “struggle of the superpowers”, i.e. the Soviet Union, as the reason behind
these developments. The DPRK primarily refers to contradictions within imperialism, as well as between imperialism
on one hand and the socialist states and the “Third World” on the other (though this is camouflaged by the definition
of our times as the epoch of “permanent struggle between the old forces and the newly emerging forces”).

Of special relevance is the fact that Kim Il Sung did not accept the massive anti-Sovietism (without explicit
mentioning) contained in Deng Xiaoping's speech on 19 April, and that he requested to refrain from such in the
context of his visit to China. In subsequent Chinese speeches as well as in the welcoming editorials, there is only a
line that the DPRK is leading a decisive struggle “against imperialism and modern revisionism.” We think it
represents compromise language when the Communiqué states “contradictions within imperialism are on the rise.”
The Chinese side interprets this line as “contradictions between imperialisms,” i.e. “between imperialism and social-
imperialism” (refer to the Communiqué’s English translation which says “between imperialisms”).

In the speeches as well as in the Joint Communiqué there are references to the struggle of different peoples and
respective support is declared: Cambodia, South Vietnam, Middle East, South of Africa, Latin America.

It looks like that the phrasing of those passages was comparatively easy due to the well-known positions held by
both sides. Yet here as well the Chinese had to refrain from anti-Soviet remarks.

No references were made in the Communiqué to a number of important geopolitical issues. This applies, among
other things, to the decisive role of the socialist states for the history of the current world, the relations among the
socialist states, the role of the Italian Communist Party and relations between communist and workers parties, the
developments in Europe, the Chinese-American relations, the positions on Japan and India.

Apparently both sides were not interested in stating their positions on some of these issues. On other questions the
actual policy on both sides precluded a public statement (e.g. relations with the socialist states, relations with the
United States and Japan).

Though the bilateral relationship was drummed up by both sides, neither in the speeches nor in the Communiqué
substantial statements were made about actual party relations and concrete bilateral relations. The Communiqué
states only very generally how the visit was “a great success” and made “an important contribution to the further
strengthening of the comrade-in-arms friendship and the great unity between both parties, both states, and the
peoples.”

There are no hints whatsoever regarding concrete agreements reached during Kim Il Sung's visit to the PR China
about the further development of relations. The comparatively long period of negotiations (the delegations met
altogether four times), and the fact that the Ministers for Foreign Trade and for Foreign Economic Relations stayed
behind in Beijing while the DPRK delegation traveled to Nanjing, might invite the conclusion that issues of bilateral,
in particular economic relations, played no subordinate role during negotiations.

For instance, according to rumors, the DPRK asked for Chinese support in planning and construction. So far we
and other fraternal socialist embassies were unable to receive further information from the DPRK Embassy.

Concluding Remarks

The visit by the high-ranking DPRK party and government delegation headed by Kim Il Sung to the PR China
evidently holds important relevance for future relations between both parties and states. In particular the
extraordinary praise for Kim Il Sung personally is supposed to bear favorable results for Chinese-Korean relations. It
also is noteworthy here that Kim Il Sung visited the PR China before the other visits planned for the current year.

At the time, the visit showed that different positions and unresolved problems continue to exist on matters of
importance between the leaderships of PRC and DPRK. This might offer good points of contact for a targeted policy
by the socialist community of states towards the DPRK.

[Signature]

Wittik

Ambassador
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Appendixes

CC:

Comrade Axen
Comrade Markowski
Comrade Moldt
Comrade Liebermann
Embassy Pyongyang
Political Department
Information Department

Appendix 1

Statements on various issues during the Kim Il Sung visit to the PR China

1.

Statements by the Chinese side, respectively from the communiqué, on the international situation and
policy:

Welcome editorial in “Renmin Ribao”:

“True to the principles of Marxism-Leninism and proletarian internationalism, the Korean Workers Party, the
government of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, and the Korean people fight decisively against
imperialism and the modern revisionism. They support with determination the just struggle of the peoples from all
countries, especially the struggle by the peoples of the countries in the Third World to gain national liberation,
respectively national independence and state sovereignty.”

Speech by Deng Xiaoping on 19 April, 1975, during the banquet:

“The current international situation is characterized by great disorder under heaven. All the basic contradictions in
the world are growing. Factors leading towards revolution as well as to war are on the rise. The struggle of the
superpowers for world domination becomes fiercer than ever. The fight is not just over continents but also over
oceans. The further they stretch out their hands, and the more territories fall under their hegemony, the heavier their
burden and the greater resistance they encounter by the peoples of all countries [...]. Lenin is teaching us: 'World
domination' is the content of imperialist policy, and its sequel is the imperialist war.' As long as imperialism does
exist in the world, its social system will generate war. This is independent from the will of the people. What we are
seeing right now is by no means a so-called irreversible process of detente but the increasing danger of a new world
war. The superpowers are talking about 'detente' and 'peace’, but in reality they prepare for a war with all they have.
We must not relax in our vigilance. Neither a nuclear war nor a conventional war can save imperialism and
hegemonism from its demise. Instead they will create a new upsurge of revolutionary struggles by the peoples of the
world”.

Speech by Peng Chong (Chair of the Party Committee of Jiangsu Province) on 22 April:

“Comrade Peng Chong praised the heroic Korean people. Under the wise leadership of President Kim Il Sung and
the KWP, it consequently preserves the course of Marxism-Leninism, holds high the three great banners (ideology,
technology, culture), achieves great successes in the revolution and socialist construction. It makes a great
contribution towards the struggle against imperialism and modern revisionism, as well as to the just struggles of the
peoples.”

Speech by Deng Xiaoping at the concluding banquet:

... no direct references ...

Xinhua News Agency Correspondence in “Renmin Ribao” on 27 April on the Visit of Kim Il Sung:

“The KWP, the government of the DPRK, and the Korean people led by President Kim Il Sung have steadfastly

stood with proletarian internationalism. They have fought against imperialism and modern revisionism and made a
great contribution to the revolutionary struggle of the oppressed peoples all over the world.”

The “Joint Communiqué” of 28 April states:
“Both sides agree in their opinion that the current international situation is developing even further towards the

advantage of the world's revolutionary peoples and to the disadvantage of imperialism and the old and new
colonialism. The old economic order built in colonialist and imperialist foundations is currently confronted with heavy
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destruction and blows on a daily basis. World capitalism is sliding towards an economic crisis which aggravates
daily. Contradictions within imperialism escalate ever further [GDR Embassy insert: “English translation: between
imperialisms”]. Wherever in the world imperialism does exist, the social order serves as fertile ground for war.
Currently imperialism uses the cover of “peace” to move on with aggression and bellicose actions. The danger of a
new world war is increasing. Peoples of all countries must raise their vigilance and make preparations accordingly. If
imperialism will dare to launch a new war, the demise of imperialism will inevitably accelerate and bring about new
victories for the world revolution. Both sides express their conviction that perspectives for the world are bright and
clear, no matter whether a war creates the revolution or the revolution stems the war.”

On the Role of the “Third World”:

Speech by Deng Xiaoping on 19 April:

“The revolutionary struggles by the peoples of all countries move ahead victoriously in the midst of all upheaval.
Now everybody can see that the international situation has massively changed in favor of the peoples of all
countries. The Third World, the main force in the struggle against imperialism, colonialism, and hegemonism is
rising.”

Speech by Kim Il Sung on 19 April:
“Our epoch is characterized by a permanent struggle between the old forces and the newly emerging forces. It is a

new historical era where the general crises of imperialism aggravate and the peoples of the socialist countries and
the Third World appear in the international arena as the masters.

Since the economic crises in the capitalist world worsen, and the political crises and social contradictions there
escalate, the imperialists look for a way out and seek refuge in a policy of war, threats, and blackmail. However, on
the other side the anti-imperialist struggle of the peoples from the socialist countries and the Third World and the
international working class become ever more powerful on a global level. [...]

Due to the joint experiences in situations past and the identity of their current struggle, the Korean people stand
firmly on the side of the peoples from the Third World at the same front. It fights with them in close coordination. [...]

The Third World, created through struggle, is a powerful anti-imperialist revolutionary force of our time. It is a great
force that presses ahead the history of humankind. [...]

“Joint Communiqué”:

“Both sides forcefully state: The awareness and strength of a great number of states from the Third World is an
outstanding characteristic of the current excellent international situation. For a long time, the countries of the Third
World were subject to colonialist and imperialist repression and exploitation. They more than ever increase their
solidarity in the struggle for the gain and preservation of national independence, for the defense of state sovereignty,
and for the development of their national economy and the protection of national resources. They constitute a strong
and vital fighting force and play an ever growing role in international affairs. Peoples of the vast mass of Third World
countries have already become a mighty force for the progress of mankind's history and a powerful anti-imperialist
revolutionary force.”

On Korean Reunification

Speech by Deng Xiaoping on 19 April:

“Under the leadership of the Korean Workers Party the Korean people conduct an indefatigable struggle to turn into
reality their noble strive towards reunification of the fatherland. The government of the DPRK repeatedly made
correct and reasonable proposals for the peaceful reunification of the fatherland. In particular the three principles for
the independent and peaceful reunification of the fatherland and the Five-Point-Proposal for the prevention of
national division and the reunification of the fatherland, both of them proposed by President Kim Il Sung, fully
represent Korea's national interests. They were met with the determined backing by the entire Korean people and
great international support”.

Speech Kim Il Sung's on 19 April:

“ The current struggle of our people for the reunification of their divided fatherland is an important link in the chain of
the global anti-imperialist national liberation struggle. [...]
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If revolution breaks out in South Korea we, being members of the same nation, will not stand by idle keeping our
arms folded, but we will energetically support the South Korean population.

If the enemy recklessly launches a war, we will decisively respond with war and destroy the aggressors completely.
In this struggle we will only lose the military demarcation line but gain the reunification of the fatherland.

Peace or war in today’s Koreaultimately depends on the position of the United States. It is them who hold the power
in South Korea in their hands and view themselves as the masters of the country. [...]

If the U.S. forces withdraw from South Korea and a democratic individual with national conscience comes to power

— as the South Korean population so desires -, we will have a firm guarantee for a permanent peace in Korea and
can successfully resolve the question of Korean reunification in a peaceful manner and among us Koreans. [...]

Speeches at the concluding banquet on 25 April:
Only brief general statements
“Joint Communiqué”

The Chinese side unilaterally states its positions in similar fashion as done in Deng Xiaoping's speech of 19 April.
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MEMORANDUM
THE WHITE HOUSE
sSReREg. WASHINGTON

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPANTS: Presgident Ford
Chung I1-Kwon, Speaker of the National
Assembly of the Republic of Korea
Hahm Pyong-choon, ROK Ambassador to U, S,
Lt. General Brent Scowcroft, Deputy
Agsistant to the President for National
Security Affairs

DATE & TIME: Thuraeday - May 8, 1975
10:45 a, m,
PLACE: The Oval Office

The White House

The President: I understand you have been meeting with a number of
Congressmen on the Hill,

[The press is admitted for photographs. ]

How many members of the Assembly are here?
Chung: Six.

Hahm: You had four Prime Ministers here yesterday,
President: Three yesterday and one _today.

[The press is ushered out. ]

athlev.er bfd‘l A

Chung: I met with President Park before my departure. He asked me
to convey hils special wishes to you.

The President: Please give him my best. I appreciated his welcome
and that of the Korean people when I visited last November, I appreciated
it and the opportunity to discuss with him privately about our special
relationship.

RO. 12958, Sec. 3.5

byt o e

FO Rt 1G98 1)
CLASSIFIED BY: HENRY A; KisSINGER

File sm%nal Security Adviser's Memaranda of Conversatian Collection at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library
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Chung: We appreciate your reaffirmation of the ties with Korea.

The President: I wanted it said publicly as well as privately, We intend

. to maintgin close ties and live up to our obligations., We have no intention

of changing our commitment to your strength and I hope we can proceed
as soon as possgible in helping your modernization, Congress isn't always

' cooperative, but we will do our beat within those restrainte.

Chhng: It raises the morale of the Korean pegple, as did your visit,
I will tranefer your message to President Park and the Korean people,

Prepident: I hope President Park is well,

‘ EE He is. Fra.nkly, we hope you stay as President forever.

The President: That is not quite possible, But my Administration feels
strongly about maintainmg a strong presence in Asia, and 2 vital part of

~ that is our aeeociation with Korea.

Hahm: Even the opposition leaders are 'giﬁng the meseage that we don't

" want the American troopa withdrawn,

The President; We have a problem with Congress, I ﬁbpe you haVe!been
able to convey a unified message. ST

Hahm: We have unity on the security issue, They said to leave the
domestic isgues to us, That is our problem, .

Chung: Pleage convey my regards to Mrs. Ford,

[The conversation ended.,]
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Memorandum of Conversation, Huang Zhen [Huang Chen] and Henry A. Kissinger (abridged)

Date: Source:
9 May 1975 Gerald R. Ford Library. Obtained for NKIDP by Gregg Brazinsky.

MEMORANDUM OF CONVERSATION

PARTICIPATIONS Huang Chen, Chief of the PRC Liaison Office in Washington
Tsien Ta-yung, Political Counselor
Shen Jo-yun, Interpreter
Yang Yu-yung, Notetaker

Henry A. Kissinger, Secretary of State

Philip C. Habib, Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and
Pacific Affairs

Winston Lord, Director, Policy Planning, Department of State

Richard H. Solomon, Senior Staff Member, National Security

Council
DATE, TIME, May 9, 1975; 5:35 p.m. — 6:40 p.m
AND PLACE: Department of State
SUBJECT: Tour d’Horizon with Huang Chen

[..]

Secretary Kissinger: [...]

With respect to Korea, | want to make clear that under no circumstances will we tolerate a
military attack on Korea, and a military attack on Korea will involve the certainty of American
involvement. We will support peaceful evolution on the Korean Peninsula. We are prepared to
discuss measures which would bring about the dissolution of the United Nations Command. And
we will work to create conditions for coexistence on the Peninsula. But we are not prepared to
accept another attack on the American presence.

[.]

Ambassador Huang: [...]

As for the Korean question, our consistent position all along we have consistently and resolutely
supported the Korean people in their struggle for the independent and peaceful reunification of
their country, for termination of the United Nations Command, and for the withdrawal of all
foreign forces from the Korean peninsula.

Secretary Kissinger: We are not asking you to change that position, but military action on the
Peninsula would have grave consequences.

Ambassador Huang: And our position is consistent. As far as we know , the South Korean side,
the Pak Chung-hee clique, has made provocations against the North, made attacks against
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them. And Chairman Kim ll-song has repeatedly stated his intention to carry on the struggle for
the independent and peaceful unification of Korea.

Secretary Kissinger: Just so he doesn’t define ‘peaceful’ too generously. We will not permit
South Korean attacks against the North.

Ambassador Huang: And Chairman Kim ll-song has repeatedly stated his position on the
independent and peaceful reunification of his country. We wouldn’t necessarily accept your
definition of peace. Kim ll-song’s proposals were warmly received by all the people in Korea,
and the Pak Chung-hee clique has disrupted them. The fact that the South Korean side has
repeatedly made provocations and attacks is inseparable from their consideration that they have
the support of the U.S. side.

Secretary Kissinger: We will do our utmost to prevent that [any actions by the South against the
North]; but when war starts on the Korean Peninsula, it will be clear which side of the line the
troops are, and when that is known, we will take action accordingly.

But we will take seriously what you have said.

Ambassador Huang [somewhat agitatedly]: | did not intend to come over here to have a
conversation on Korea, but as you raised it, | intended to clarify our position.

Secretary Kissinger: | understand. We should understand your position. We are not objecting to
your government’s position in general; we are not asking you to change it.

Miss. Shen: Ambassador Huang just said to me that we are not in a position to discuss these
questions on behalf of the Koreans.

[.]
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Telegram from New York to Bucharest, No. 052.467

Date: Source:

9 May 1975 Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: Democratic People's
Republic of Korea —US, Folder 1642, Concerning the Democratic People's Republic of Korea’'s
Relations with the US, Started on: 11.03.1975, Completed on: 16.12.1975, Filing deadline: Permanent.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM
Sender: New York
No.: 052.467
Date: 09.05.1975

As it is known, in the resolution adopted last year concerning the Korean matter, at the initiative of Western countries,
the General Assembly expressed the hope that the Security Council, in consultation with directly concerned parties,
will formulate those aspects related to its mandate, the dissolution of the UN headquarters [in Korea] included, all
within the framework of adequate arrangements meant to preserve the armistice in Korea.

From an occasional conversation with the Democratic People's Republic of Korea ambassador to the UN, transpires
that he had contacts with the American side, with the purpose of turning the above recommendation into reality.

From those mentioned by the Korean ambassador, we conclude that the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is
considering the possibility of reaching an understanding with the US concerning the dismantling of UN headquarters
in Korea, and in so doing, of by-passing a discussion in the UN Security Council. It is possible that the US, as a result
of an implied understanding, will take measures towards de facto dissolving the UN headquarters.

In such circumstances, the General Assembly or the Security Council shall solely take note of the UN headquarters
[in Korea] dismantling, similar to 1973, when the UN Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea was
dissolved.

Signed: lon Datcu
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Telegram from Pyongyang to Bucharest, SECRET, No. 059.156

Date: Source:
10 May Archives of the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Matter 220 - Relations with the Democratic
1975 People's Republic of Korea, 1975.0btained by Izador Urian and translated for NKIDP by Eliza
Gheorghe
TELEGRAM

Sender: Pyongyang
CLASSIFICATION: SECRET
Date: 10.05.1975/04:00

No.: 059.156

To: Comrade Constantin Oancea

Deputy Foreign Minister, Jeon Myeongsu individually briefed the Romanian Ambassador and the other heads of
diplomatic missions from socialist countries regarding the results of the visit made by the North Korean delegation led
by President Kim Il Sung to the People’s Republic of China.

Focused mainly on the elements mentioned in the joint communiqué published after the visit, the briefing revealed the
following ideas which were more noteworthy:

- The North Korean delegation was received with unusual grandeur and cordiality, exceeding the customs of Chinese
protocol.

- The two parties hold identical positions on the achievement of the peaceful and independent unification of Korea,
based on the three principles of the July 1972 declaration.

- The two parties agreed that the evolution of the situation in Indochina positively affects the prospects of the Korean
[matter] and of unification.

- The two parties decided to perfect their economic cooperation and trade, to increase the volume of exchanged,
which are required given the extraordinary tasks involved in fulfilling [the quotas] for the 6-year plan ahead of the
deadline and in fulfilling the objectives of the future plan.

- The assurance granted by the Chinese that the People’s Republic of China would continue to undertake efforts for
the international isolation of the regime in Seoul, rejecting all the attempts of the latter to establish contacts.

Our attention was caught by the idea that the identity of perspectives held by the two sides on fundamental issues for
the region will have a strong impact on the prospects of the situation on the Korean peninsula, a fact which, when
corroborated with other hints, reveals that the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the People’s Republic of
China decided to adopt a firm, yet peaceful line, on the Korean matter, until they manage to compel the United States
to completely withdraw their troops from South Korea and to remove Park Chung Hee from power.

Signed: Dumitru Popa
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Report from the GDR Embassy in the DPRK, “Note concerning a Conversation between Ambassador
Comrade Everhartz with the Head of Department Il in the DPRK Foreign Ministry, Comrade Choe Sang-mulk,
on 7 May 1975 about the Visit by Comrade Kim Il Sung to the PR China.”

Date: Source:
12 May 1975 PolA, MfAA, C 6857. Translated for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.

GDR Embassy to the DPRK
Pyongyang, 12 May 1975

Note
concerning a conversation between
Ambassador Comrade Everhartz with the Head of Department Il in the DPRK Foreign Ministry, Comrade Choe Sang-muk, on
7 May, 1975, about the Visit by Comrade Kim Il Sung to the PR China

The meeting was arranged upon the initiative of the DPRK Foreign Ministry.

Comrade Choe Sang-muk explained that the visit took place between 18 and 26 April in the PR China. The last visit by
Comrade Kim Il Sung to the PRC was said to have taken place more than 10 years ago.

The DPRK mostly attributed a protocol character to the visit, while its great importance lies in demonstrating, in certain
situations, to the capitalist world how relations between DPRK and PRC are moving along well. Since the newspapers have
reported extensively about Comrade Kim Il Sung's journey and its results, he [Choe] just wanted to provide additional
information on some issues which go somewhat beyond the general public coverage.

At both meetings with Mao Zedong and Zhou Enlai, an exchange of opinions was held about current political problems. The
center of the talks was on the situation in Asia, in particular the newly emerging situation in Cambodia and South Vietnam
and its impact on developments in South Korea. With other officials from the PRC, the same issues were discussed, in
addition to the development of socialist construction in the respective countries as well as issues of Korean unification and
Taiwan's alignment with China.

With regard to the situation in Cambodia and South Vietnam, there was mutual agreement to continue the assistance to
those peoples.

Comrade Choe Sang-muk stated that Comrade Kim Il Sung alerted the Chinese side to attempts by the U.S. imperialists to
continue their occupation of South Korea and to cement the existence of two Koreas in collaboration with Park Chung-hee.
The Chinese side commented that it continues to recognize as correct the three principles for the reunification of the country
from 1972, as well as the Five-Point-Proposal of Comrade Kim Il Sung. The Chinese stated those should serve as the basis
for the unification of the country. The Chinese side condemned the attempts by U.S. imperialism to fabricate two Koreas as
well as Park Chung-hee's terror against the South Korean population. The PRC is convinced that such a policy will suffer
defeat.

The Chinese side wants to launch further efforts and initiatives to remove the U.N. mandate from the U.S. forces and achieve
their withdrawal from South Korea. China will continue to fully support the DPRK’s peace offensive for the unification of the

country.

In the context of Park Chung-hee's attempts to establish contacts with socialist countries, the Chinese side stated it will not
establish relations with this regime and is going to continue to fight for the isolation of the Park Chung-hee clique.

When analyzing the situation of the countries of Asia, Africa, and Latin America, Kim Il Sung emphasized the need for
increased cooperation with the states of the “Third World” in order to achieve larger support for the DPRK on issues
concerning reunification of the country. The Chinese side stated its willingness to collaborate with the DPRK on this matter in
the context of the “Third World”.

Both sides conducted negotiations about the expansion of economic relations. It was agreed to realize the mutual exchange
of products for 1975 in full and in compliance with trade agreements signed.

Given the fact that the DPRK'’s Six-Year-Plan will be fulfilled one year earlier than scheduled, there was an agreement to
have negotiations on short notice about future cooperation in the context of scientific-technological collaboration and trade.
There is the intention to extend economic relations in a systematic manner.

Following up on this information | asked the following questions:
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—  Were issues discussed concerning unity of the communist world movement? If so, which point of view was taken by the
Chinese side?

Answer:

As the visit was conducted by a DPRK party and government delegation respective positions were discussed on this
issue as well. The KWP has come up with its own position on the unity of the communist world movement and in
particular regarding the socialist states. The leading comrades of the SED and the GDR government are aware of
this position, which has not changed.

Comrade Kim Il Sung reiterated this position also in his first speech. A joint communiqué cannot reflect everything
that had been said. Yet the DPRK position on this issue is not identical with the Chinese position.
He asked for my understanding not to elaborate further on these questions.

— How does the Chinese side explain its growing relations with the most reactionary representatives of the FRG [Federal
Republic of Germany, aka West Germany] monopolistic capitalists, and the shift of PRC policy towards positions directed
against the GDR and other fraternal countries?

Answer:

There was no discussion about problems of Europe and the FRG. In its negotiations the DPRK side was mostly
guided by commonalities. Questions where differences of opinions exist were deliberately not placed in the center of
talks. Consequently, discussions focused mainly on the situation in Indochina and on problems of the “Third World”.

—  Comrade Kim Il Sung mentioned that in case of a war the DPRK would have only lose a line of demarcation but would
gain instead an united Korea. How did the Chinese side comment on that?

Answer:

Comrade Kim Il Sung mostly talked about the situation in the country. He analyzed and explained how the Korean
revolution is part of the world revolution. The most important question for the DPRK is the withdrawal of U.S. forces
from South Korea. The DPRK is mainly concerned about international solidarity to strengthen its political course.

The Chinese side supported the three principles and the Five-Point-Proposal of Comrade Kim Il Sung, which
simultaneously serves as the DPRK peace program for the solution of the Korea question.

— In speeches and documents both sides talked about the “Third World,” but what is the Chinese position on the First and
Second World in comparison to the DPRK position?

Answer:

The DPRK holds the opinion that the peace offensive also simultaneously means class struggle. If Park Chung-hee
will launch a war, the Korean comrades expect respective support from their class brothers. The latter are primarily
defined as the socialist countries and the progressive people of the world.

Most important here are facts such as that the DPRK has a military assistance treaty with both the Soviet Union and
the PR China. The DPRK is convinced that in case of war China will assist the DPRK the same way it did during the
Patriotic Liberation War between 1950 and 1953.

In his speech Deng Xiaoping stated the PR China will fight shoulder to shoulder with the DPRK for the reunification
of the country.

— What is the status of economic relations between DPRK and PR China? What volume is expected for those relations in
upcoming future periods?

Answer:
Regarding economic relations it was reiterated that the trade agreements for 1975 will be mutually fulfilled. This way
the [DPRK foreign ministry] conversation partner admitted there had been problems in this regard in the past. He
claimed to be unable to provide exact figures about trade volumes of the current year and future plans.

— Does information exist about travel intentions of Comrade Kim Il Sung for this year?

Answer:
It was confirmed that another journey is planned for this year. However, he does not know exactly which countries
will be included and when the visits are going to take place.

The meeting was open and friendly.

It was evident that the partner was under instructions not to provide more detailed information.
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[Signed]
Everhartz
Ambassador

CC:

Comrade Mahlow — Central Committee/ Department IV
Comrade Moldt — Foreign Ministry

Comrade Liebermann — Foreign Ministry, Far East Department
Foreign Ministry/ Central Information

Embassy
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Telegram from Moscow to Bucharest, SECRET, No. 050.572

Date:
19 May
1975

Source:

Archives of the Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: South Korea,
Folder 1632, Secret, Concerning the Sessions of the North-South Coordination Committee. Problems
Discussed by the Co-Presidents of the Committee. Assessments regarding the Prospects for Korea’s
Unification. Some Incidents Occurring between the Two Koreas, etc., Filing: Permanent. Obtained and
translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

TELEGRAM

Sender: Moscow
CLASSIFICATION: SECRET
Date: 19.05.1975

No.: 050.572

With respect to the prospects for the reunification of Korea, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea ambassador,
Gwon Higyeong underlined in a conversation on May 19 [1975] the obstacles generated by the presence of American
troops in South Korea, by the commitments made by the United States towards Park Chung Hee’s clique. In these
conditions, our interlocutor said, during 1975, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea would focus its efforts and
would carry out an active fight at the United Nations and in other international organizations, as well as in its bilateral
relations strategy, to compel the United States to withdraw its troops from South Korea.

Ambassador Gwon Higyeong said that in order to promote and achieve the reunification of the homeland, the
leadership of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea envisages three options:

a.

The peaceful path. This approach has been constantly promoted, starting from the well-known proposals of
the North Korean government. But as long as Park Chung Hee, the adversary of reunification, remains at
the helm of power in South Korea, the will of the people will not be fulfilled. The peaceful path can succeed
only if a democratic government assumes power in Seoul.

The military path. Taking into account the frequent clashes between the armed forces of South Korea,
supported by the United States, and the armed forces of the Democratic People's Republic of Korea,
together with the fact that the two sides signed only an armistice, it may be at any given moment that an
armed conflict breaks out, which would then be blamed on the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. The
[North Korean] ambassador pointed out that there are huge concentrations of troops and weapons on both
sides of the DMZ. Fire exchanges often take place between the two parties. When fired upon with automatic
weapons, North Korean militaries fire back with automatic weapons. The same applies to other types of
weapons. On the contrary, the South Korean side replies to fire from the North as follows: with automatic
weapons to machine guns; with mine launchers to machine guns; with artillery to mine launchers.

In case war breaks out between the two sides, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea is ready to
achieve the unification of the homeland with these [military] means too, but it will not be the one to start the
war. The Democratic People's Republic of Korea believes the US do not want a war either, after the
‘experience’ they gained in Vietnam.

The revolutionary path. As revolutionary spirit intensifies in South Korea, that could lead to sparking a revolt
or to the organization of large-scale revolutionary activities, which would culminate with a democratic
government assuming power. Such a democratic government could ask for help from the Democratic
People's Republic of Korea to reunite the North with the South. In such a scenario, the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea would react positively. In such a scenario, according to Ambassador Gwon Higyeong the
liberation process and then the reunification of the country would happen much faster than in Vietnam.

The North Korean Ambassador said that the leadership of his country assigned three tasks, closely related to
these three options:

a.

b.

The forceful and rapid development of the construction of socialism in the Northern part of Korea.

The support and promotion of the revolutionary and democratic movement in South Korea.
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c. The reinforcement of militant solidarity with all revolutionary forces in the world, with all democratic, friendly
countries, so that in any of the three scenarios outlined above, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea
enjoys their support for the reunification of the country.

Signed: Gheorghe Badrus
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Minutes of Conversation between Nicoale Ceausescu and Kim Il Sung

Date: Source:

23 May  National Archives, Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party — External Relations

1975 Department, 73/1975. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by loana M. Niculescu and R. Eliza
Gheorghe.

Minutes of Conversation taken on the occasion of the Romanian — Korean discussions from May 23, 1975.
Participants:

- Representing Romania: Comrades Nicoale Ceausescu, Manea Manescu, Emil Bobu, Stefan Voitec, lon
Patan, Stefan Andrei, George Macovescu, lon Coman, Dumitru Popa.

- Representing Korea: Comrades: Kim Il Sung, Kim Dong Kyu, | Jin U, Ryu Jang Shik, Heo Dam, Chang
Song Nam, Park Jung Gook.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:

At the beginning of our discussions, | would like to offer once again a warm welcome to Comrade Kim II
Sung and to our other Korean guests. We are glad you were able to make this visit, which will doubtless mark an
important moment in the relations between our countries’ respective parties.

Kim Il Sung:

Thank you. In my turn, | would like to sincerely thank you, Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu, as well as the
Central Committee, [and] the government of the Socialist Republic of Romania, for the kind invitation to visit your
country.

As you yourself Comrade Ceausescu underlined, the visit to your country marks a new opportunity to
strengthen the relationship between the parties, governments and people of our countries.

| would like to express, yet again, my thorough satisfaction with the warm welcome we received
yesterday. As | have previously underlined, this welcome testifies to the special friendship that the Romanian
people have with our people, and | would like to stress that we are extremely touched by this [gesture].

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:

As far as our discussions go, | believe we should agree to discuss any issue we consider necessary and
we should start with bilateral relations and then international issues. And, keeping in mind that you are guests —
as a sign of respect towards our guests, we always give them the word first.

Kim Il Sung:

Thank you. | will start.
To my knowledge, relations between our parties, between our states are developing normally and well.

| would like to present you with my sincere gratitude and, at the same time, express our satisfaction for
the multifaceted and total support, which, you, Comrade Ceausescu are granting in support of our cause.

Nothing in particular is stalling in our relations, | believe. The friendship, solidarity and unity between us
is developing normally and, above all, we have the duty to make greater efforts to allow it to further develop. Just
as we do now, in the future we shall need your support in accomplishing our most pressing issues.

In particular after your visit, Comrade Ceausescu, changes of policy and of our party position took place
in our country. We continue developing the socialist edifice in the Northern part of our country — in the DPRK. Our
first task is to consolidate our socialist order and to strengthen our revolutionary, economic and military basis.
This is our number one priority.

Secondly, we are making efforts to actively support the democratization of South Korea, to strengthen
the new establishment and eliminating the old, Fascist establishment in this region, to furthernew progressive
forces with the purpose of the peaceful unification of the homeland.

Thirdly, we are making efforts for strengthening and developing the relations and strengthening the unity
and solidarity with all socialist countries, as well as for earning new friends and supporters of our positions across
the Third World, specifically with the purpose of bringing to fruition our wish — the unification of the homeland. This
has been our party stance in the past, has been repeated during plenums and during all our party meetings, and
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this shall be also in the future the course of development of our activities, as we consider it to be the most
rational.

As far as the first point is concerned, developing the socialist edifice, there were no particular
developments in our country since your last visit, Comrade Ceausescu. What is new is the progress which has
accumulated over the past 30 years since liberation.

What | can underline as new, is a cadres policy stance, more particularly this is about the party cadres in
the government, from the administrative sector, generally cadres with a long history of communist service. These
are cadres who took part in the liberation, in the first democratic reforms such as the agrarian one, but who could
not keep up with the daring development and the rhythm required. For this purpose we have established the
activity of the Three Revolutions Movement, to assist the cadres in the new [sic., sentence ends here; we can
safely assume the meaning is ‘the new effort/rhythm’] The cadres do not have great experience, but are devoted
to the party. From a practical point of view, they were left a little behind. For this reason, we were not able to
continue with our development, with the technical-scientific revolution. To assist them, we are concurrently
developing an intensive activity of education and support. However, the drawback is that these cadres are of an
old age and, with all efforts to support them, the results do not always meet our expectations.

As far as the Three Revolutions Movement is concerned, it is made up of very well-prepared party
cadres from the administrative sector, teachers, technicians, and students in their last year or graduates, who are
divided into brigades which act along the lines of the three revolutions: the ideological, the technical-scientific and
the cultural ones, throughout factories — all factories, throughout institutes and agricultural and production
cooperatives. This activity has been taking place over the last approximately three years and the results have not
been slow to appear. This is the fight with the older remains of the cadres, the fight to eliminate older, retrograde,
conservative ideas, and against routine, against practicality [sic].

New initiatives, new movements began as a result of the activities conducted by these groups. This
occurred especially in the mining industry and in agriculture. The results obtained in the mining industry are
particularly notable since these sectors needed increased support as the work is very difficult. The progress made
by those who worked was visible. The Three Revolutions Brigades supported innovation in these sectors. They
managed to eliminate the bureaucratic activity which party committees were performing in the factories. The
Three Revolutions Brigades have two characteristics and manners of work. First of all, there is mutual help
between them and the party committees but also with the Central Committee whose indications they transmit
further down the rank. We have acted in this manner in agriculture for about four years. Since 1973 we have
noticed good results, which means that the work has been positive. Since the members of the brigades are
majorly young intellectuals, with work abilities, they can contribute to the improvement of the activity. Positive
results were obtained in the area of industry. Besides our own inventions and innovations, we have managed to
import necessary products from other countries. | can fairly say that in general the socialist edifice is developing
well. This is, in short, what | can tell you about our socialist edifice.

Concerning the unification of our country, | will not insist on it at the moment, as we will have a separate
opportunity for that. A year after your visit to our country, in 1972, a common declaration of the Northern and
Southern parts was made public. This however seems to have been made only with the approval of the
Americans. The South cannot act without their approval. We talked to them. When these delegations were at the
negotiations, | met with them. | proposed three principles:

- Reunification on based independence, without foreign involvement.
- Accomplishing the reunification peacefully, without altercation.

- Accomplishing the principle of national unity independently of the social order in each respective
part, whether it be communist or capitalist, before we accomplish national unity.

It was then that they agreed and our delegations went to Seoul. Our delegates also met Park Chung
Hee. They agreed to our proposals, that is to say to those of Kim Il Sung’s, entirely. They agreed to the principles
and we subsequently proposed the declaration projects, but we were unable to discuss and work on the
declaration project. A month later, on July 7, they came up with the idea of adopting a common declaration as a
response to the many questions asked by opposition parties, by the progressive parties [which] began claiming
that the U.N. army is not a foreign army. All emphasis was on the fact that the U.N. army was not a foreign army.
Secondly, the issue of peaceful unification by reducing armed forces was raised - we therefore wanted to unify
peacefully but they disagreed.

Was not the liquidation of anti-Communist laws necessary for bringing the populations of the North and
South together? This however was not possible because Park Chung Hee declared that the number one objective
of the Southern side was the anti-Communist fight. All the representatives of progressive forces asked for ending
this state of affairs. He said this cannot be done, with the exception of some modifications. It remained therefore
an empty paper.

Further on, after approximately a month, we met again a few times and insisted to have an explanation
with them. They underlined a wish to continue the discussions, but on separate basis — on that of competition and
on that of coexistence. Therefore, they came with new proposals based on the principle of competition between
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the two sides, and that of coexistence. This entire policy is aimed at establishing two Koreas, therefore they don’t
have unification in mind. We have proposed competition and coexistence, we do not know though — perhaps it
would be better to collaborate, to unify. We told them we could collaborate. We told them they need raw materials
as they have very few, while we have plenty. We proposed to give them the necessary technology, if they could
provide the people so that we can work together. Therefore, a collaboration; and within this collaboration we
would only have gotten closer.

We also proposed to set up irrigation systems for them, as in South Korea, the smallest of rains results in
floods, and when it does not rain, there is draught. We proposed to give them specialists and technology for free,
but they asked 2 billion dollars from Japan, who did not give it to them. We also considered how they could pay
this money. We, being part of the same nation, proposed to give it to them for free. We have pumping units, and
we have good experience in irrigations in the North. We considered it was our national duty to help the peasants
in the South live and work well.

There are many fishermen in South Korea. Because of great pollution in the South, there is not too much
fish left there and the production has declined. In the Northern part of the country we have a few very good fish
reservoirs. From the Northern part comes a cold water current, while from the Southern part comes a warm water
current which meet on our side where one can still fish very well. We suggested their fishermen should come to
our side to fish. Of course, they do not fish on industrial level, therefore they cannot make any damage.

The representatives of Park Chung Hee, the personal counselors of [Jang Jee Rang and Lee Hu Rak]
came over, and during discussions they regarded our proposals as being very good, and they did not involve
disputes, but rather rapprochement. We proposed to reduce the armed forces as the costs involved are very high.
We told them that even if they get free assistance from the American side, it is still difficult. The proposals for
reducing armed forces were accepted. They said that their life depends on not reducing the military forces. We
explained that whether their life depends on it or not is to be decided by their own people. We told them they do
not need to support a 700,000people army for oppressing the population in the South, and for this purpose we
have proposed to make reductions, but they disagreed.

We proposed to begin to cooperate. We said that for greater things we have to begin from a rational
collaboration: you will not criticize communism and we will not criticize you. In this manner we can achieve
rapprochement. They received the proposal and showed interest, but without results. They agreed with one
proposal: to use the Diamond Mountain — the Southern and Northern parts — for developing a common tourism
base.

This is the way in which discussions took place. What Park Chung Hee is really after, and this is
something the Americans are also after: Park Chung Hee, just as the Americans, is making a few calculations: in
South Korea there exists a democratic, progressive side; there is then the North; and there is the rightist
movement led by Park Chung Hee. Within a unified government, he thinks that he will lose by a 2-to-1 margin
because the democratic and progressive side will take the part of the North and he will be left with the minority.
This is why he has begun a brutal campaign of interrupting the dialogue with the North, by adopting a variety of
measures. It is well-known that the representative of the New Democratic Party has fled to Japan as a result of
Park Chung Hee’s adoption of measures against progressive forces. Last year, he was abducted and brought to
Seoul, and now he is under house arrest. This is the element which could have constituted that plus of 2-to-1 in
the alliance with the North by realizing a government for peaceful unification.

In South Korea, academic and education activities are interrupted and are in a state of complete
vacation. As a result of the new repressive measures against the masses and the democratic movements, not
only were 200 important and progressive leaders apprehended, but also thousands of students and young
people. Amongst them there were mostly intellectuals, writers and journalists.

This is the stage at which we are with this problem. As a result of our visit to the People’s Republic of
China, they were terribly scared that we may start a war. They say the same things will happen as in Cambodia
and South Vietnam. At the moment they are alert and mobilized. They don’t know what to believe — could it be
that the Americans have given them any indications? There are multiple versions indicating that as a result of
their failure in Cambodia, the Americans will not give up Korea since it is a place of great strategic importance for
them. We are, however, working as we have always worked: we are generally mobilized, but for replanting rice.
Park Chung Hee has only that kind of ideas.

| would like to dwell in a few words on the third point of our discussion, that of the collaboration with the
outside world. | will not focus on the relations we have with the other communist countries, as you, Comrade
Ceausescu, know very well just how good these relations are and you are in a good position to assess our
standing.

Our basic idea is unique: that of strengthening and consolidating the relations with socialist countries, the
same way we did in the past. This line was and will remain in our focus.

We give a lot of attention to the rapprochement and consolidation of relations with Third World countries.
We receive efficient support from Comrade Tito and Boumediene as well as from other chiefs of state in this
respect. This activity has as particular aim, besides the unity with the fore-mentioned peoples, to obtain support
for our cause of unifying the country based on the three principles we have initiated, as well as on the five points
that guide our policy. We are tirelessly working towards participating next year in the meeting of the non-aligned
countries. We were recently accepted as part of the group at the meeting that took place in Cuba. We feared that
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India, Indonesia, and Malaysia would raise objections but, due to insistent activity, we have obtained also the
promise of these countries. There is the possibility that even in Latin America there will be some against us, but
we believe that the great majority will be in our favor. We have the main advantage that we have normalized
relations with a number of countries with which we did not have diplomatic relations.

In what the socialist countries are concerned, we have not encountered objections regarding our
participation at the conference next year. The Soviets have expressed — not within the central Committee — at the
level of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs some opinions, but officially they did not object to our actions. There is no
other purpose to our accession to the Third World but that of strengthening the unity and friendly relations with
that group of countries, and of obtaining allies for our policy of peaceful unification of the homeland, of chasing the
Americans away from South Korea and of eliminating Park Chung Hee.

Another important activity that we are focusing on is that of unmasking the Americans acting under U.N.
helmets. Whether they leave South Korea or not, that is another problem, but they should not be there under the
U.N. helmet. Under this guise, the Americans can also bring Japanese troops - it is very easy to bring them to
South Korea in the name of the U.N. army. This will not be difficult due to the fact that the Americans are in South
Korea as a result of bilateral agreements, of mutual understandings between the two sides. The important thing is
that they are not stationed there under the U.N. helmet. There are also a lot of South Koreans — some
understand, some do not, what it means to take the American troops from under the U.N. helmet.[sic.]

This is the context of our international activity.

As far as the activity, contracts, and our opinions on the discussions with the Americans for resolving our
problem are concerned, | would like to speak privately with Comrade Ceausescu.

In general and brief terms, this would be the situation and activity we are engaging in at the moment. |
will of course insist on some issues during our separate discussions.

As far as our bilateral, and most importantly, our economic relations, | have nothing more to emphasize
except my wish that we will accomplish what we set out to do initially. | would like to ask you that in the future you
receive more of our specialists to learn from you. | do realize there are difficulties, but | would ask you to accept
more trainees.

| also had the pleasure to remind you of the special efforts you have made, Comrade Ceausescu,
together with the medical group, to save a man who seemed almost lost — | am speaking of Prime Minister Kim II.
We are profoundly impressed with and happy about his recovery. Our entire people as well as all party members
shall never forget the assistance you gave him. Comrade Kim Il repeatedly says, jokingly, that had it not been for
the Romanian comrades, he would since long ago been an angel and risen to the heavens. For this reason, |
insist that our specialists should come here and improve their medical, technical-scientific and other levels at
which they have yet to learn.

As far as relations along party lines are concerned, there is nothing in particular that | wish to address. |
consider these relations to be as profound and rational as possible.

With your permission, | will conclude my address here.

If Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu or others wish to ask questions concerning one issue or another, | am at
your disposal for answering.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:

| would like to thank Comrade Kim Il Sung for the exposé he gave us. | believe there are no questions for
now. We will surely have time to discuss other problems.

Kim Il Sung:
Very well.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:

| would also like to make reference to some problems regarding the situation in Romania.

In fact, almost a five-year plan elapsed since our last meeting. We were, then, in the first year of the
cycle and now we are in our last. | have to say that this particular cycle is going according to plan. We foresee
that we will complete it a few months in advance, while in some counties, the capital included, we will complete it
in four years and a half.

In the meantime, at the end of last year, we held the 9" Congress, which elaborated the Party’s Program
as well as the Economic and Social Development Directives until 1980, and, in perspective, those until 1990. We
actually plan to get closer to the developed countries in the next 10 to 15 years. This involves achieving a rather
serious growth in industrial and agricultural volume, and based on these, reaching a national income of about $
2,500 per capita. At the end of the current five-year cycle, by 1975, we will probably have a national income of
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about $2,000 per capita. We are taking into account the continuous development of the industry and, in general,
of the entire economy at a fast pace. During this cycle, the average industrial growth rate is of about 14% per
year; during the next cycle we will reach a growth rate of about 10%. We are allocating about 33% of the national
income (in the last years as much as 34%) added, towards development. It is one of the highest growth rates
internationally. It is precisely on this basis that we hope to accomplish the projected development.

We put stronger emphasis on developing the most modern branches of industry — technology and most
especially equipment, electronics, complex machineries — which would cover not only national demand, but be
also suitable for export.

In order to reach these objectives, we stepped up scientific research as well as the education system,
including the training of highly qualified personnel. About 100,000people are working in research. As far as higher
education is concerned, we are, in effect, preparing all the people we need, and we are admitting 5,000 additional
foreign students.

| can, therefore, say that as far as the industry in concerned — certainly, with some shortcomings and
difficulties we are currently addressing — things are generally going well.

As far as agriculture is concerned, though we registered an increase in production at an average level of
5% per year, we are not entirely satisfied with the results during this last five-year cycle. We have yet to create the
practical conditions for ensuring a good crop regardless of weather conditions. We have launched an irrigation
program and several land exploitation improvements. By the end of this year we will have irrigated approximately
1.8 million-2 million hectares. We want to reach 3 million hectares by 1980 and 5-6 million by 1990, which
represents practically the entire surface that can be irrigated. This requires great efforts, but we are determined to
do this to ensure a radical solution for the state of our agriculture. At the same time, we will solve the issues of
complete mechanization in all sectors during the current cycle until 1980, and will reach the quota of over 250 kg
active fertilizer substance per hectare. This will be the basis of sustainable crops. Generally, we can ensure our
own internal consumption and we even export some products, but we wish for agriculture to contribute more to
the general development of our society.

Concerning the increase in living standards, during this cycle we planned an increase by 20% and will
reach approximately 25%, a larger increase, therefore, than what we originally planned.

Concerning international economic relations, almost 50% of our economic exchanges are with socialist
countries, the rest with developing countries and with developed capitalist countries.

Concerning socialist countries, exchanges with them are based on an annually adjusted balance of
trade. In 1974, however, we reached almost a $200 million positive balance of trade for Romania.

Regarding loans, we have no debts besides those of about $200 million made with the People’s Republic
of China in 1969, during the draught. We did have some debts with the Soviet Union for the SovRom enterprises
and for armament, which we were due by 1980 but which we paid in full by 1974. We do, however, have taken
some credit in capitalist countries, but we have also granted credit in value of several hundred million dollars to
developing countries. In the future, we wish to pay in full the credits made in capitalist countries and create an
external activity fund so that we will never have to get credits in the future. This is, therefore, the present
economic situation of Romania.

As far as the party is concerned, we held the Congress; we have 2.5 million party members. Generally,
the political atmosphere in the country is good.

Concerning the international issues, major changes have taken place in the world since the meeting in
1971. We believe, however, that all these changes are to the benefit of anti-imperialist, socialist and progressive
forces.

In the meantime, the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe has just begun. We are now
close to its conclusion. The important fact is that the workings of the Conference, which lasted for almost three
years, were based on consensus, which ensured unquestionable equality among all participants, regardless of
size and social system. It was certainly not easy, as some socialist states such as the Soviet Union, as well as
some capitalist states such as the United States, disagreed, but eventually they had to accept this principle as the
premise of the conference. We believe there are real possibilities that the Conference will conclude this year with
generally positive results. We know the Conference has been criticized by certain countries, including the Chinese
comrades. We believe, however, that the Conference will end with good results and will represent an important
step in the direction of real collaboration — at least in Europe. We certainly do not have any illusions that this
Conference will solve the complex European problems, but it will open up ways for a more genuine dialogue
towards finding solutions. Certainly, we still have in Europe the two main military organizations — NATO and the
Warsaw Pact; there are still foreign troops on other countries’ territories — the American troops in Europe, the
military bases and nuclear equipment brought to Europe. This is why, at the Congress, we concluded that the
greatest danger for a new conflict is the high concentration of armed forces in Europe. Starting from this
conclusion, we believe great efforts have to be made to diminish this danger and, subsequently, to eliminate it
altogether; to dismantle the military blocks and bases, and to reduce the number of national troops and of arms in
general. There are actual problems in Europe according to our judgment.

We also grant special attention to the situation in the Balkans. In the meantime, things have become
more complicated due to the events in Cyprus and the straining of relations between Greece and Turkey. Our
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focus in this situation is towards finding solutions for the Cypriot problem through peaceful and political means;
towards maintaining the Cypriot independence, as well as towards solving the issues between Greece and
Turkey.

Concerning the events on other continents, according to our appreciation, great changes have taken
place in this direction. | would first of all refer to Africa, where the elimination of colonial domination registered
great successes and where neo-colonial relations are changing, national independence is being affirmed, and the
progressive development of most African states is underway.

Great changes also took place in Latin America. In fact, all states on this continent view their relationship
with the US from a different angle, including the activity reform of the Organization of American States.

As you know, great changes occurred in Asia, especially in Southeast Asia. During my recent visit to the
Philippines, | have taken note of their eagerness to revise their treaties with the United States and to adopt a
more independent position internationally. This tendency is visible in other Asian countries, such as Thailand;
that is to say, among those most devoted allies of the US 2-3 years ago.

All of this testifies to the great changes that occurred over the past years in the peoples’ way of thinking
and to their wish of carrying a defense policy for their national independence and ending foreign dependence and
domination. Based on these facts, we can say the current center of anti-imperialist struggle is found particularly in
these areas: Africa, Latin America, and Asia. From this point of view, Europe is far behind. It is a paradox, but
Europe not only lacks an increased struggle against imperialist countries and for withdrawal of foreign troops from
their territories, but also supports the stationing of foreign troops and military basis on its territory. The issue of
dismantling NATO is no longer even part of the agenda amongst European communist parties. Certainly, this is a
complex situation that would take a lot of time to explain, but among the explanations is the fear some communist
parties have of what could happen in Europe after the departure of foreign troops, especially the American ones.
This situation is, of course, encouraged by the US and the USSR. These developments are complex and changes
will unfold over years to come.

As you know, the Sino-American or the Soviet-American contacts did not being until 1971. During the
following years, Nixon’s visit to the People’s Republic of China took place, and as a result the establishment of
US-PRC contacts, which we considered as positive; an intensification of contacts and the visit of Nixon to the
USSR and well as of Brezhnev to the United States took place; a series of agreements were reached — some
known, others less so. We considered the improvement of relations between the USSR and the United States as
positive. We have of course expressed our concern and told both the Soviet and the American sides that these
agreements should not be made behind closed doors, to the disadvantage of other countries, and should not lead
to the division of the world according to spheres of influence. The events and the change in the balance of forces
at the international level make impossible such a style of solving problems behind the backs of other states and
shall not be accepted by anyone. It is, however, not a secret that the US and the USSR believe that solving
problems between the two of them is equivalent to solving problems at an international level. Reality has
demonstrated that such logic is wrong and that their agreements are not sufficient for solving complex
international issues — this is actually the main result of changes in the balance of power at an international level.
This is why we are for an active participation of all peoples in solving complex international issues, as well as for a
more active role of the U.N., which offers the appropriate backdrop for active participation of all states in the
international arena.

The situation in the Middle East continues to be tense and real and permanent danger for new conflict is
there. We have discussed extensively with all concerned Arab states, including with the Palestine Liberation
Organization. We also consulted Israel and we remain convinced that a military solution is not an option in the
Middle East. This is, in fact, the conclusion of the Arab states and Israel, as well. A military solution is not an
option because this would entail the presence in the Middle East of other states. This is why a political solution is
the only way to peace. In order for this to happen, it is certainly necessary that Israeli troops withdraw from
territories occupied after the war in 1967, and the Palestinian issue be solved [by] the creation of an independent
Palestinian state. This should be the way to secure peace and, consequently, guarantee the integrity of all states.
All Arab states agree with this in general, including the Palestinians.

As far as Romania’s foreign relations are concerned, we definitely have good relations with all socialist
states and in order to reach optimal collaboration we act in a spirit well-known to you. There are a series of
differences of opinion — both within the Council for Mutual Economic Assistance as well as within the Warsaw
Pact — but we are discussing them and we are acting in order to solve them while guaranteeing the independence
and the right of each party and people to solve their own issues.

As you know, there is a lot of talk about socialist integration into the Council for Mutual Economic
Assistance as some see in it a model of integration through supra-national organizations, through a single
instrument of planning, and starting from here there appears also the need for ideological integration and
territorial integration. There are also wishes for military integration. All of this stirs discussion. There are a few
meetings to which we are not participating because we disagree with the proposed directions.

Kim Il Sung:

Are there many who accept them?

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:
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There are many who accept with the thought that in the end nothing will come of it, but unfortunately they
do not have a firm position needed to create a truly new type of relations in the Marxist-Leninist spirit.

In order to understand how this happens | shall give you an example from the military. Within the
Warsaw Treaty there are war provisions regarding the common actions and decisions which need to be taken to
allow for the passage of troops on the territory of different states — hypothetically. To this end, we have suggested
the sealing of government agreements among states. Until now — this happened a few years ago — the Soviets
and the others are refusing to seal such agreements. This is why Romania has not accepted, yet, and still does
not accept, any military presence on its territory. For both maneuvers and transit, state agreements are
necessary.

Therefore, a series of issues which are being discussed and will continue to be discussed as long as this
mentality we disagree withcontinues to exist. We are, however, developing relations and will continue to do so.

We have good relations with Yugoslavia; we have good state relations with Albania; the relations with the
People’s Republic of China are also good. Certainly, we disagree on some issues with the Chinese comrades,
especially, as | showed before, on the issue of European security. We agreed that our different ways of judging
things should not affect our collaboration. They agreed on this point — that they live further away and have a
different view on things. We also have good relations with Mongolia. The same goes for Vietham and Cuba.
Therefore, even with all punctual disagreements, we have managed to develop these past years a satisfactory
collaboration with practically all socialist countries. Clearly, without all the disagreements, the collaboration would
work much better.

| will speak now about the relations between Romania and Korea, but | consider them to be very good.

We also pay special attention to the relations with developing countries. We collaborate well with most
countries in Africa. With Guinea-Bissau we even signed a treaty. We have good relations with almost all Arab
countries except Saudi Arabia. They took a decision not to accept representatives of socialist countries on their
territory, but we, nevertheless, managed to develop some economic relations through the mediation of certain
Arab countries, and we will see whether normalization is possible. It seems that the new king is favorable to that.

We, also, have good relations with countries in Latin America, especially with two — Argentina and Costa
Rica — we have closed treaties. We visited seven countries in the Latin America and, soon, | will visit Brazil and
Mexico.

We have working relations with all Asian states, except South Korea. We cleared the situation with South
Vietnam. With Thailand we initiated diplomatic relations half a year ago. With some of these countries there are
even very good economic collaboration prospective. The same goes for India, Pakistan, Indonesia, the
Philippines, and Malaysia. We have very good economic and political relations with Iran. Also we have good
relations with Iraq.

In total, we have good relations with 125 states. We, therefore, give a lot of attention to developing
countries. We actually have several thousand specialists working in these states, especially in Africa.

Additionally, we are planning to attend the Conference of the Non-Aligned Movement as observers. We
have received promises from a large number of states that we will be supported in this attempt. Perhaps
Romanian and Korean representatives can meet there.

We have good relations with all developed capitalist states in Europe. There are of course problems
related to the Common Market, for example at the beginning of this year they decided they will adopt a joint
approach to deal with some issues, which requires new strategies from our part. We have established some direct
contacts with the Common Market. A year ago, we have become the subject of preferential border provisions, but
we have to keep pushing. We shall see how we can address these issues as members of the Council for Mutual
Economic Assistance. An agreement was reached to initiate ties between the Council and the Common Market.
Contacts have begun. We believe, however, only general issues are to be solved at the level of the Council and
the Common Market, while every separate country is to solve its particular issue directly, without the Council’s
mediation. Discussions are ongoing within the Council but | believe we will go in that direction. In any case, we
wish to solve some issues and begin a direct dialogue with the Common Market, in order to solve some of
Romania’s issues. Certainly, we hold on to the opinion that the Common Market represents a monopoly, but it is
not the only one in the world. We have to solve our problems starting from these premises. This is why we have
also decided to negotiate directly with the Common Market.

As far as our relations with the United States go, these are generally good. We don’t have direct
problems that could affect our relations. Economic exchanges have intensified. Recently, we signed a trade
agreement, which will soon be approved by the US Congress. If this agreement goes through, we shall also
obtain the Most Favored Nation clause and will, therefore, be able to engage in trade under better conditions. It
greatly interests us to develop relations with the US, especially for developing technologies and for importing raw
materials. About 50% of our raw materials already come from the US — coke, cotton, leather and others — under
relatively favorable conditions.

These are in general Romania’s relations with different groups of states around the world. We are
determined to act according to the same principles in the future.
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Among the international problems that concern us most, [| could mention] that of disarmament. The main
issue aside, we also have to consider the fore-mentioned situation in Europe. Disarmament is an important issue
for us if we are to secure the country’s development. The continual accumulation of new armament, the
production of nuclear weapons will undoubtedly lead to additional states getting in their possession. For this
reason and in order to contain this phenomenon, nuclear proliferation has to stop.

The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty is currently underway, and Romania together with other states, has
specifically expressed this point of view together with a long list of proposals regarding the proliferation
prevention. We read an informative note today from Geneva which indicates that even Senator Kennedy
expressed a similar opinion. Clearly, Romania’s position has again failed to be to the liking of Soviet comrades,
but we have openly said we don’t believe there is any other way besides the one mentioned above. It is not
admissible to force a state to buy its nuclear weapons [from somewhere else] while others [are allowed] to
produce them [themselves].

Other issues that seriously concern us — and that actually concern all states - are those related to the
economic crisis, energy, raw materials and economic underdevelopment. Clearly, these are very complex issues,
but without clear regulations from all states, aimed at discouraging underdevelopment, there will be no solution for
the economic crisis and for all the existing problems. There is a lot of discussion nowadays about the new
international economic order, which would bring about an end to inequality and unfair domination and would
replace these with equity and international collaboration. We support an active approach to finding a solution for
these problems, while the Soviet comrades are still reserved. Clearly, they are in a different position: they have
raw materials and a large territory; but generally we consider that socialist countries should be much more active
than they are in finding a solution to these complex economic issues. Starting from this premise, we have joined
the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, the International Monetary Fund and the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development — international organizations that play a rather important role in global
economics — and we believe that we need to continue our presence and activity within these bodies.

This is the way we understand to act internationally.

As far as the relations between Romania and the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea are concerned,
| believe they are developing with positive results and there are no obstacles to extending collaboration between
our parties and states. In the last years, economic exchanges have doubled. Too my mind, however, they are still
underdeveloped and we should set as [our] aim at least the threshold of 100 million rubles. Both Romania and the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea are developing at a fast pace and | believe we can develop a good
collaboration on many issues, and on a longer term basis. Perhaps it would be better to consider a longer-term
understanding, at least over the duration of a five-year cycle. We have such understandings with almost all
socialist as well as with other states, and | believe it would be good to reach a similar bilateral understanding in
the area of industry; if we wish to build an atomic bomb, we should collaborate in this area as well. We have
started to build planes; currently we are building a military aircraft with Yugoslavia. We are producing airplanes.
We wish to start the production of a transport aircraft of 50 seats, for internal flights and flights to neighboring
countries. We can, therefore, successfully seal agreements in any branch of industry. We are interested in some
branches of agriculture, especially in the production of rice, cotton and others. We also have experience in
agriculture, which could be interesting to you and could result in a positive collaboration. The same goes in the
field of scientific research, of technology, including in the area of professional training. We hope that the good
relations between our parties and peoples find expression in an ample economic collaboration that could lead to
the development of both countries and further the socialist and communist edifice in our respective countries.
With this opportunity, we would like to reach a few agreements at least in principle, which would be finalized in the
same spirit, during the next months.

This is the direction in which we want to extend the collaboration between our parties and peoples.

| thank you.
Kim Il Sung:

| sincerely thank you for this comprehensive presentation. In our next discussions, | will address some
international issues.

Regarding the development of bilateral relations, especially economic ones, we have nothing against a
long-term agreement. We have abilities and resources in the field of colored metals, coal, and limestone. We also
have a development plan for extractive industry. | say this especially to underline some prospects for the
development of these sectors, as well as for the expansion of our industry. We have also discussed and identified
some issues regarding extraction. We have iron deposits with a high percentage purity, which we export to the
People’s Republic of China in return for coke. With our consistent resources, we, therefore, have possibilities to
develop the metal industry to the level of 10-12 million tons of iron, but this is not yet done as the deposits are not
close to the earth’s surface. We will be able to reach them after the introduction of the appropriate technology and
machines. Some of these latter ones come from imports, others we produce ourselves. We ask from China as
much coke as we need — they are close and the transportation is cheap. Our iron is also well renowned. Though
we have many exploitable resources, we have difficulties because of water infiltrations.
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As far as electricity is concerned, we need it for the chemical industry and for the production of fertilizers.
We have the ability to develop the energy industry up to 50 billion kilowatts, which would ensure new capabilities
for the industry.

We are renowned for our colored metals industry. We can produce up to 1 million tons of such metals —
lead, zinc, copper. We have closed a series of agreements with other countries in this area.

Concerning oil, we have secured part of it from the People’s Republic of China, part from the Soviet
Union.

We have no major complaints about development prospects in our country.

Concerning cereals, we have to ensure 500 kilograms per capita, with a small arable surface. We have
approximately 2 million hectares, 200 thousands of which are reserved for orchards and other uses. We are
aiming for intensive cultivation. We have reached a high level of rice cultivation. While Japan holds the first place
worldwide for rice cultivation with 4.8 tons per hectare, we have surpassed the level of 5 tons. We went as high as
5.9 tons of rice per hectare. As a result, we have not felt the recent world food crisis.

We have a few strategies in the area of fishing, where we have to secure the necessary number of ships.
There are some difficulties here, as our most intense relations in the field have been with the Soviet Union and
the People’s Republic of China. There are some limitations because these countries cannot secure everything we
want. For this reason, we wish to develop economic relations with the other socialist countries, with developing
countries and with the developed capitalist countries. To this end, we need transportation ships. This year we will
build 8-10 such ships, with a capacity of 10 thousand tones. If we reach the number of 100 such ships, we will
have the necessary transportation means. The distance between us is too long via railway. Often times, we can
use the Soviet Union’s railways, but even they are unable to help us in all circumstances. We can only access the
world by waterway from our location. We believe that in 2-3 years we will solve this problem as well. Even if we
wanted to buy ships from somewhere, it is still difficult to obtain the needed amount.

Regarding our long term agreement, | consider it feasible even with the volume you suggest. The
difficulty resides with what | mentioned before: the distance. This year, we are experimentally building a few large
ships. We will produce them and provide them with imported engines — we realized this is something we can do. |
therefore agree with this long-term agreement — we have a strong economic basis for this as well as the
necessary resources.

From our side, the agreement shall be signed by the Minister for Foreign Economic Affairs.

We are interested by the technical-scientific collaboration. In our turn, we will share everything without
any trace of secretiveness.

Clearly, we can also collaborate in the military field. We have no secrets here either, and until now we
have had good relations in this area. We can therefore develop a good collaboration in this field as well.

We can achieve much more in terms of rapprochement by comparison with the present level of
collaboration. If we only focus on buying from somewhere else, we will have many difficulties; resources are
expensive and we will not obtain everything we need.

As far as our documents are concerned, we will sign a Friendship and Collaboration Treaty as well as a
Common Communiqué. We shall start from the already existing relations. | believe there is no problem with those.
We also got along with our Chinese comrades during our visit. You have certainly seen the Communiqué we
drafted with them. All was made in the spirit of mutual understanding. We were open; we provided information for
each other and made this exchange in order to understand better what and how we think. We only had admiration
for their positions, and they for ours. | believe we share the same principles and in the future we shall be guided
by the same actions.

Let’'s now pass the responsibility to those who have to carry the discussions.

Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu:

Yes, we have here all the comrades who can take care of the external, economic and military areas.

| believe that with this we can close the discussions.

Kim Il Sung:
Certainly.

LG.Mc/2 copies.
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Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu’s Toast Offered to Comrades Kim Il Sung and Kim Song Ae at the Official
Dinner

Date: Source:

23 May  National Archives, Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party — External Relations

1975 Department, 73/1975. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by loana M. Niculescu and R. Eliza
Gheorghe.

Esteemed comrade Kim Il Sung,
Esteemed comrade Kim Song Ae,
Dear comrades and friends,

| take immense pleasure in offering you, comrade Kim Il Sung and comrade Kim Song Ae and all other
Korean delegates, the most cordial greeting on behalf of the Central Committee of the Romanian Communist
Party, the State Council, the government and the entire Romanian people, and to welcome you to Romania, who
receives you with its warmest feelings of friendship. (lively applause)

The visit that you are paying our country these days — just like the visit | paid your beautiful homeland in
the summer of 1971, marks a very important contribution to the development of the friendship, solidarity and
cooperation ties between our peoples, parties and respective countries.

The Romanian people watch with profound sympathy the disciplined work which the diligent Korean
people undertake, under the leadership of the Workers’ Party of Korea, at whose helm is its eminent leader Kim I
Sung, to build the edifice of socialism, to insure progress and the flourishing of his country. (Applause) Dear
friends, we salute with sincere joy the remarkable successes you are achieving in the development of the
economy, science, education and culture, in the rise of the people’s standard of living, in the strengthening of the
defense capacity of [your] country — and we would like to wish you more accomplishments in your grandiose path!
(Applause)

The Romanian people, who constantly and firmly manifested their internationalist solidarity with the
righteous cause of the Korean people, is offering their full support for the constructive policy promoted by the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, by you, comrade Kim Il Sung, for the peaceful reunification of the country
- the precious ideal of the entire Korean nation. (Applause)

Your visit to Romania is taking place in a period when our entire peoples are intensely working to fulfill
the decisions of the 11" Congress of our party, which adopted the Program for the creation of a multilaterally
developed society and advancement of our country towards communism. Throughout your visit, you will have the
opportunity to get to know directly the enthusiastic work that the Romanian peoples, tightly united around the
party, are undertaking to fulfill, ahead of time, the requirements of the current five-year plan. We believe that by
ensuring the success of the building of the socialist society edifice in Romania, we are not only fulfilling our
supreme responsibility towards our people, but also the grand internationalist duty towards the socialist cause, the
strengthening of revolutionary anti-imperialist forces across the globe. (Applause)

Esteemed comrade Kim Il Sung, in the four years that have passed since our last meeting, profound
revolutionary, national and social transformations and deep transfigurations in the global balance of forces have
occurred in the world. The anti-imperialist struggle of peoples against domination and oppression has intensified[;]
the will of nations to assume control over their national wealth and resources and over their destinies is becoming
increasingly assertive. Consequently, certain steps towards détente and the relaxation of tensions have been
undertaken. This course is, however, only starting; reactionary forces capable of imperiling international peace
and security still exist. We, therefore, believe it is the supreme duty of all peoples, of all progressive forces
everywhere to unite their efforts and take firm action to abolish the old policies of inequality and oppression, to
promote new democratic relations throughout the world, to renounce the use of force and use of threats when
solving international issues.

While fighting for peace and international cooperation, Romania is developing its friendships, alliances
and cooperation with all socialist countries, acting consistently to strengthen their unity and their cohesion,
according to Marxist-Leninist and internationalist socialist principles. (Applause)

At the same time, we are expanding our cooperation with developing countries, with states that are
fighting for their own economic and social emancipation [;] we are actively supporting national liberation
movements, [and] the fight of all peoples against foreign domination, imperialism, colonialism and neo-
colonialism, for freedom and independence. In the spirit of peaceful coexistence, Romania is promoting relations
with all countries of the world, irrespective of their social order, starting from the belief that, in our times, the active
participation in the international division of responsibilities represents an objective requirement for progress and
an important factor of détente and peace. We constantly base our international relations on the principles of
equality of rights, respect for independence and national sovereignty, noninterference in internal affairs, and
mutual advantage. We believe that the firm respect for these principles, for the right of every nation to take its own
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decisions on the path to social and political development, represents the crucial condition for instituting normal
rapports in international politics. We are happy to say that the Socialist Republic of Romania and the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea are taking firm action and are productively cooperating to implement these principles
in international politics. (Applause)

Romania saluted with great satisfaction the illustrious victories of the Vietnamese and Khmer peoples in
their struggle against internal reactionary forces and foreign intervention, to liberate the entire territory of their
homelands. These victories are of tremendous international importance and demonstrate, yet again, that when
nations are determined to defend their independence and sovereignty, no force in the world can prevent them
from achieving their aspirations!

In its foreign policy, Romania is paying a lot of attention to the achievement of security and cooperation
in Europe, which would allow each nation to focus its energy on its own economic and social development,
shielded from any aggression or interference from the outside.

As for the Middle East, we believe we should intensify our efforts to find a political solution to the conflict,
beginning with the requirement that Israel withdraw its troops from the territories it occupied during the 1967 war,
that the Palestinian problem be resolved according to its legitimate interests as a nation, including through the
creation of an independent Palestinian state, as well as through guaranteeing the territorial integrity, sovereignty,
and security of all states in the region.

We believe that a fundamental task of our times is to liquidate underdevelopment, the great gaps existing
between the various levels of development between countries resulting from the practices of imperialism and
colonialism. This means that a new economic and international political order must be instituted, that fair relations
must be spread across the globe, to exclude all forms of inequality and to facilitate the rapid progress of all
countries, especially the backward ones.

Romania is firmly in favor of general disarmament and especially nuclear disarmament, of the eradication
of military bases on foreign territory, of the dismantlement of military blocs and of undertaking concrete measures
to insure peace and international cooperation.

It is imperative we intensify efforts for the democratization of international relations, for the participation
of all states — irrespective of their social order or size — in the resolution of all [international] problems so as to
advance the freedom and independence of all nations in the world. (applause)

Starting from the lessons we learned during the Second World War, Romania is in favor of strengthening
the United Nations Organization, [and] all other international bodies that can ensure the resolution of complex
problems through the participation of all states and peoples in the world.

Acting on the principles of the internationalist traditions of the revolutionary workers’ movement in
Romania, the party and the government of our country is developing far-reaching relations of cooperation and
solidarity with all communist and workers’ parties, with other political bodies of the working class, with national
liberation movements, with revolutionary, anti-imperialist, progressive and democratic forces worldwide, actively
fighting for the perpetual strengthening of their unity and collaboration, towards the aim of the anti-imperialist
struggle, social progress, for freedom and peace in the world. (Applause)

Esteemed comrade Kim Il Sung,

| would like to express our wish to perpetually develop the cooperation between our parties and our
peoples. (Applause) Even if your visit is rather short, | wish your stay be most pleasant, and if possible, | wish you
feel as comfortable as you feel at home. (Applause)

I would like to express my confidence that your visit, [and] the talks we will have will mark an important
moment in the development of the multilateral cooperation of our parties and our peoples. (Applause)

At the same time, | believe that the multilateral cooperation between our parties and our peoples fully
corresponds to the interests of our two countries, as well as to the cause of socialism, cooperation and
international peace. (Applause)

| would like to ask you, dear comrades and friends, to raise your glass and toast to the health of our
comrade and dear friend Kim Il Sung and of comrade Kim Song Ae. To the health of all the members of the party
and governmental delegation from the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea! (Applause)

To the friendship and solidarity that exist between our parties, countries and peoples!
To the happiness and wellness of the Korean people!

To the triumph of the socialist cause, democracy, and world peace! (Applause)
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The Speech of Comrade Nicolae Ceausescu at the Friendship Demonstration

Date: Source:

23 May  National Archives, Central Committee of the Romanian Communist Party — External Relations

1975 Department, 73/1975. Obtained and translated for NKIDP by loana M. Niculescu and R. Eliza
Gheorghe.

Dear Comrade Kim Il Sung
Dear Comrades and friends,

Today, we have the pleasure of welcoming from the bottom of our hearts, at this demonstration of the
Korean-Romanian friendship, the party and government delegation of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea,
headed by Comrade Kim Il Sung.

For us it is a great satisfaction to evoke our close relations of friendship, collaboration and solidarity
which has been established between our parties, peoples and countries, linked as we are by the same form of
social organization, by the same supreme goals of building the socialist and communist society. At the basis of
the Romanian-Korean collaboration (which is developing well at many levels: economic, political, technical-
scientific, cultural, including at that of experience exchange with the purpose of building a new social order) stand
the Marxist-Leninist principles of rights equality, respect for national independence, mutual benefit and
comradeship. The friendship, collaboration, and Romanian-Korean solidarity has deep roots in the very historical
development of our peoples, who experienced during their history: foreign domination and exploitation, carried
heroic battles for their national independence and social freedom, for earning the right to be masters of their own
destiny, in their own country.

The Romanian people have consistently manifested their admiration and support for the heroic fight of
the Korean people in the liberation of their homeland. With the occasion of the visit we made four years ago we
noticed the brilliant successes of the working people of the DPRK in their efforts of recovery and independent
development of the country, in ensuring economic, scientific and cultural progress, in improve the quality of life,
both material and spiritual. We sincerely rejoice the remarkable economic realizations that the Korean people
constantly achieve while putting in practice the decisions of the Fifth Congress, in view of building a new society
under the leadership of the Party, headed by the great son of the Korean people, eminent leader of the Party and
the State, comrade Kim Il Sung.

Dear guests, as sincere and close friends, we wish you from the bottom of our hearts new and significant
success in the multilateral flourishing and development of the homeland, in building the socialist and communist
order on Korean territory.

The Romanian Communist Party, our state and people, appreciate and actively support the constructive
initiatives and fair policy that the DPRK consistently promotes, under the leadership of its President, comrade Kim
Il Sung, towards achieving the vital and legitimate aspirations of and independent and peaceful unitifcation of the
Korean nation.

We are entirely convinced that the visit you are now completing in the Socialist Republic of Romania — as
well as the visit which we made in 1971 in your beautiful country — the conversations we are carrying and the
documents that will be signed, shall open ever wider horizons of our multilateral collaboration and militant
solidarity between our countries and parties. This is entirely consistent with the interests of both our peoples, as
well as to the general cause of socialism, progress and peace around the world.

Dear comrades,

You are visiting our country in a period when the Romanian people finds themselves strongly committed,
with all their forces, to putting into practice the historical decisions of the 1" Congress, which adopted the
Program of the Romanian Communist Party, aimed at building a socialist multilateral developed society and at
furthering Romania towards communism. Our entire peoples are working assiduously towards reaching, before
the deadline, the targets established by the new five-year plan for the period of 1976-1980. An increasing number
of enterprise collectives are reporting early final results for the tasks they had to finish during the current five-year
plan.
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The accomplishments of the working men during this period testify to the realism of our plans of
economic and social development, to the creative ability of the Romanian people who follow uncompromisingly
the communist path, and to their decision to ensure the successful completion of the great plan of multilateral
development of the socialist Romanian society, adopted by the 11" Congress. The advances of our country on
the way of economic and social progress, of building a new social order, testify to the flawlessness of the Marxist-
Leninist policy promoted by the Romanian Communist Party, which creatively applies the general principles of
socialism to the conditions in our country, while firmly guiding the Romanian people on the path of prosperity,
happiness and national independence.

Beginning with the close organic and dialectic interdependency of national and international tasks, the
Romanian Communist Party will do everything in its power to bring about the victory of socialism and communism
on Romanian territory, aware as it is that this action represents a contribution to the general cause of
strengthening the forces of socialism, progress and peace around the world.

Your visit to Romania, comrade Kim Il Sung, is taking place during a period when the international arena
is marked by events that open ever wider perspectives for the peoples’ fight for freedom, independence and
social progress. It can be said that we stand at the beginning of a new phase in the crisis of capitalism, which
encompasses all the spheres of social life and which hastens the revolutionary process of change in the balance
of power internationally, in favor of forces which act for a better and fairer world. On all continents,
unprecedentedly wide and strong social forces are raising against imperialist domination and dictatorial regimes,
with the purpose of installing a new, democratic and fair type of relationship in the international life.

As a result of the peoples’ fight, of the enlightened social forces, certain steps towards détente and
collaboration were made in the international arena. Reactionary forces and circles interested in maintaining the
old policy continue to exist in the world, perpetuating conflict and tensions, military clashes and putting in danger
the peace and security of peoples. This renders ever more necessary a colluding of the efforts of socialist
countries, of all peoples and of enlightened, democratic and progressive forces everywhere, to consolidate and
continue in the direction of détente, in order to forever remove from the international arena inequitable and
oppressive imperialist politics, with the purpose of replacing it with a new policy, based on perfect equality and
respect for the sovereignty of all the world’s peoples.

A vivid illustration of the determination and agility with which peoples are fighting for the right to free
development, is represented by the developments in Indochina. The victories obtained by the Vietnamese and
Cambodian peoples, illustrate the truth once more: when the peoples are determined to defend their
independence, their right to determine their own destinies, nothing and no one can stand in their way! The
Romanian people, who have constantly supported from a material, political and diplomatic point of view the fair
fight of peoples in Indochina, salutes with satisfaction these historic victories and wishes them ever new
successes on the way to building a free, independent, and prosperous life.

More than ever, life demonstrates that during our lifetime no problem can be solved with the use of
weapons, through military intervention; force can only aggravate existing problems, increase international tension
and endanger the security and peace of humankind.

As a European country, Romania gives special attention to achieving security on our continent, where
both world wars began, and where presently the most significant armed forces are concentrated together with the
largest arsenal of destruction weapons, including nuclear. We consider that in this situation, by reaching security
we mean that each and every European nation must focus its resources in the area of economic and social
development according to their will, under the conditions of complete and real protection from any aggression or
external involvement. We support the idea that the high level phase of the Conference on Security and
Cooperation in Europe must elaborate clear documents, with explicit provisions and firm commitments from the
part of all states, for the creation of a climate of friendship and collaboration on our continent. We are convinced
that European security corresponds not only to European interest, but must also be accomplished in the interest
of peace and security for all humanity.

An important demand is that of extinguishing all hotbeds of tension and conflict still existing in the world
today, and ensuring political and peaceful resolution to controversial issues. As far as the situation in the Middle
East is concerned, we consider that the essential issue at hand is that of acting energetically, on various fronts,
towards the fast adoption of a political solution to the conflict and establishing a lasting and equitable peace in the
region. For solving the conflict in the Middle East, it is necessary that Israel withdraws from the Arab territories
occupied as a result of the war in June 1967, that the problem of the Palestinian people is solved by including the
creation of an independent Palestinian state, and that the right to independent economic and social development
of all states in the region is observed.

A major goal of progress in today’s world is the elimination of underdevelopment. The enduring and
deepening economic gaps between states, resulting from imperialist, colonial and neo-colonial policies, constitute
a serious source of inequality on the international scene, of tension and conflict, of continual increase of economic
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and political instability. To end underdevelopment, conditions must first be created for all developing countries to
use all their material and human resources in order to accelerate their economic and social progress. We
consider that advanced states have the duty to contribute to programs for accelerating the multilateral economic
and social progress in developing countries, in parallel with the efforts towards industrialization and resource
exploitation made by those peoples themselves.

In this spirit, we must abolish the old norms and principles that have governed the past relationships
between states, and that led to a partition of the world between the oppressed and oppressors, between poor and
rich. A new international economic and political order, as well as new equitable inter-state relations, is necessary
for solving the complex problems in the present economic life, worldwide: the crisis situations, the scarcity of raw
materials, the energy crisis, and world economic instability.

Without doubt, there are in the world today numerous problems that await their solution. As long as the
arms race continues around the world, one cannot speak of true, effective security of the peoples. For this reason,
we believe it is absolutely necessary that peoples act firmly towards concrete disarmament measures, especially
nuclear disarmament.

The complexity of present international life demands that all countries, regardless of their size or social
system, must participate actively, equitably, in finding solutions to the problems humanity is facing, all in the
interest of every nation, towards durable peace on all continents. An increasingly important role in this respect is
played by small and middle-sized states, the developing countries, the non-aligned countries - those most
interested in the democratization of international relations. In this respect, it is necessary to act with determination
for affirming around the world the equality of rights, the respect for independence and national sovereignty, of
non-interference in internal affairs, for renouncing force and threats with force in international relations. Let us do
everything in our power so that the peoples can decide their lives themselves, according to their own wishes,
without external intervention!

The United Nations Organization and other international bodies must have a more important role in
solving complex matters in contemporary international relations; beginning with the realities of today’s world, the
transformations that have occurred in the global balance of power, these [international] organizations must ensure
the inclusive participation of all peoples in finding a solution for international issues, in fighting for security and
peace, for the respect of international law principles in inter-state relations.

The Romanian Communist Party gives top priority to the development of solidarity relations with all
communist and workers’ parties, which play a significant role in the political and social evolution of today’s world,
in the progressive transformation of society, in the global fight for peace and security. We are actively militating for
the strengthening of communist and workers’ movement unity, which represents the basis for the development of
solidarity of all democratic, anti-imperialistic forces. We base our relations with other parties on full respect for the
principles of equality, independence of all parties, their right to design their own political lines, revolutionary
strategy and tactics, creatively applying the dialectical and historical Marxism to those concrete conditions in
which they are operating. We believe that, given today’s international situation, communist parties must put in a
lot of effort to strengthen the unity of all anti-imperialist and democratic forces at the national level — this
represents the key to success for the fight supporting social progress, peace and cooperation.

As an active division of the global anti-imperialist front, our party and government is building cooperative
relations with all political organizations of the working class, all socialist and social-democratic parties, national
liberation movements, ruling parties in newly independent states, and with progressive, democratic social forces,
in its fight for progress and world peace.

More than ever before, it is now necessary to do everything we can to overcome the old way of doing
things, and to strengthen the unity of the working class, of cooperation between communists and socialists; this is
the essential condition for progress and peace in the world!

Our party firmly believes in the dialectical materialist principles about the decisive role of peoples in
creating history, about the necessity to unite and increasingly mobilize the masses, [and] peoples everywhere to
deal away with the old policy of oppression and inequality, for a new policy of cooperation, peace which would
insure full independence, and independent development for all countries.

Dear Comrade Kim Il Sung,
Esteemed comrades,

Throughout our talks over the past few days we reached the joint conclusion to develop the multilateral
cooperative relations between our parties and our peoples. Evidence of our common wish to do so is the decision
to sign a Friendship and Cooperation Treaty between the Socialist Republic of Romania and the DPRK.

421



Undoubtedly, this treaty will provide a durable foundation for the relations, which at this point have been very
good, between our parties and countries, [and] it will exert a positive influence on future Romanian-Korean
cooperation, on the development of cooperation and peace in the world.

This is why we are certain that relations between the Romanian Communist Party and the Workers’ Party
of Korea will strongly develop in the future as well, so as to continuously strengthen Romanian-Korean friendship,
cooperation, and solidarity, the cause of socialism, peace and international security. Esteemed Comrade Kim Il
Sung your visit to Romania will undoubtedly mark a historic moment in the ascendant evolution [sic!] of the
brotherly relations between our parties, countries and peoples.

To conclude, on behalf of the Central Committee of our party, of the State Council, our government, our
entire people, | would like to offer you the warmest welcome to all workers of the DPRK, to the entire Korean
people, wishing them ever greater successes in their efforts to build the edifice of socialism, to fulfill its ideals and
aspirations for national unity, progress and prosperity, socialism and peace.

Long live the Romanian-Korean friendship and brotherly cooperation!

Long live the unity of socialist countries, communist and workers’ parties, all progressive, democratic,
anti-imperialist forces!

May the peace and cooperation among all world’s nations triumph!
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Information on the Talks between Kim Il Sung and Todor Zhivkov

Date: Source:
18 June 1975  PolA AA, MfAA, C 294/78. Obtained and Translated by for NKIDP by Bernd Schaefer.

GDR Embassy to the People’s Republic of Bulgaria
Sofia, 18 June 1975

To:

Member of Politburo and

Secretary of SED Central Committee
Comrade Hermann A xen

Berlin

Dear Comrade Axen!
Enclosed | forward the original and two copies of a translation of “Information for the Central Committee of

the Bulgarian Communist Party about the Talks between Comrades Todor Zhivkov and Kim Il Sung during
the Visit of the DPRK Party and Government Delegation to Bulgaria from 2 to 5 June 1975".

This material was handed over by Comrade Tellalov to the ambassadors of Poland, Czechoslovakia,
Hungary and to me on 17 June to forward to our party leaderships and governments. It is also still supposed
to be shared with the Mongolian and Cuban comrades.

[..]

With socialist greetings
Wenning
[GDR Ambassador]

Enclosure

CC:

1x Central Committee, Department IV, Comrade Markowski
1x Foreign Ministry, Comrade Minister Fischer

1x Foreign Ministry, Comrade State Secretary Dr. Krolikowski

Working Translation

For Personal Information only, highly confidential!

About the Talks between Comrades Todor Zhivkov and Kim |l Sung during the Visit of the DPRK Party and
Government Delegation to Bulgaria (2 to 5 June 1975)

During the official talks between the party and government delegations of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria
and the DPRK, and in private talks between Comrades Todor Shivkov and Kim Il Sung, a wide range of
questions were discussed and positions of both countries outlined.

l. Questions discussed during official meetings of both delegations

[...]

2. [Kim Il Sung:] For Korean Unification

The second issue we are working on is strengthening the revolutionary movement in South Korea, the
struggle for the withdrawal of foreign troops from South Korea, and the creation of conditions for peaceful

unification of the country.

a) The movement for democratization of the society and the unification of the fatherland is growing in
South Korea and very active. A deficit is the lacking active participation of workers and peasants in
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this movement. The intelligentsia are unable to deeply penetrate the village and the working class
and exert respective influence. This is a result of the heavy repression in South Korea. The struggle
for democratization of South Korean society is still highly active. In the past, as well as in the
current year, the students were uprising for mass struggle. Educational institutions were closed
down, a major part of students were drafted into the army, and another part ended up in prisons.
That is the situation in South Korea.

b) We were forced to freeze peaceful dialogue with South Korea since they insist on creating two
Koreas. This means in fact the eternal division of Korea. Such happened on instructions from the
U.S. and Japan. By demanding the creation of two Koreas they aimed at shutting down the talks.
We think we cannot achieve any results by talking to them. Moreover: What benefit would we have
from talking to the dictator [Park Chung Hee] in a situation where the South Korean people are
actively against him?

c) We are against creating two Koreas. The United States is attempting to turn South Korea into an
American base. That is why they insist on petrifying the division. Japan has identical goals. The
Japanese strive at maintaining the South Korean territory as a market for their goods and define
the DMZ at the 38" parallel for the fight against communism. They claim, in light of the changed
situation in Indochina, we will attack the South as well. In this context they make noise and
continue to agitate against us. As a result, compared to previous years, the tension has increased.
In South Korea they have begun an anti-communist campaign with new forms and frequently talk
about a war with the DPRK.

d) Kissinger and the U.S. Defense Secretary repeat over and again that they will not tolerate in South
Korea what happened in Indochina and will continue their commitments. There are additional troop
deployments in South Korea. Obviously, the Americans cannot achieve anything anymore. Their
forces are spread out over many countries. This leads to the assumption that they cannot fight
successfully any longer. Yet they are still imperialists.

e) We have to increase our vigilance and combat readiness. If they attack us, we are ready to fight
them. However, we will never attack first. We even intend to have talks about a peaceful unification
of the country in case there will be a democratic change in [South Korean] leadership. We have not
refrained from using the slogan of the peaceful unification of the fatherland. We continue to insist
on the three principles to achieve unification, namely autonomously, without foreign interference, in
peaceful ways, and independently from ideological differences.

f)  In the context of increasing the fight of the Korean people for unification, we deem it necessary that

ever more peoples from different countries in the world will raise their voice for the withdrawal of
American forces from South Korea.

[..]

Il. Issues discussed in private talks between Comrades Todor Zhivkov and Kim |l Sung

Comrades Todor Zhivkov and Kim Il Sung talked to each other in Varna for about three hours. They
also talked while traveling there [from Sofia]. The following topics were discussed in these talks:

[.]

6. On Korean unification

Comrade Kim Il Sung stated, after the U.S. defeat in Indochina, attention of the world is now focusing
on the Korean question. Western news agencies would relentlessly report the DPRK will attack South
Korea-- inspired by the Viethamese victory. This is directed by the Americans and the South Korean
puppets to increase repression against patriotic and democratic forces that fight for the democratization
of society [in South Korea] and the unification of the fatherland.

The South Korean army (760,000 men) is stronger than the DPRK forces (500,000). The number of
American forces was increased by 4,000, and now amounts to 42,000 troops. With only 16 million
people and a shortage of workers in the DPRK, it will be very difficult to recruit and mobilize even more
young people for the army. Also, the U.S. forces have equipment superior to North Korea’s army.
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Talking in more detail about the situation in South Korea, Kim stated the DPRK maintains relations
with the New Democratic Party. It forms together with the Party of Democratic Unification and the
Social-democratic Party the People’s Front for the Unification of Korea. Religious leaders are also
members of the People’s Front, advocating democratization of society and Korean unification. Yet,
mostly representatives of the middle class are part of the People’s Front. Their relation with workers and
peasants, as well as their influence among them, is still weak.

The Marxist party in South Korea, the Revolutionary Unification Party, is weak in numbers. It has
about 3,000 members. They have centralized leadership and centralized leadership structures in the
provinces. They have representatives in several factories but they are illegal and their activities are
much impaired. Making active efforts among workers and peasants, and fighting openly against Park
Chung Hee, would result in the liquidation of its leaders. Therefore, we have instructed the members of
the Revolutionary Party to join the ranks of the legal opposition parties and increase their influence from
there under the workers and peasants.

An important force in the struggle of the South Korean people for the democratization of society
and Korean unification are the students that organize mass demonstrations against Park Chung Hee.
All these forces are fighting an active struggle. Kim underlined that the de facto score between the
forces fighting for Korean unification and those advocating the eternal division of the country and the
creation of two Koreas is 2:1 in favor of the former when including the DPRK into the count.

Comrade Kim Il Sung explained that there are low-level contacts between DPRK and U.S.
representatives in Panmunjeom. The Americans declared that U.S. forces will leave South Korean
territory if the DPRK makes an official statement not to invade South Korea. The DPRK has frequently
made such declarations, yet there are still American forces in South Korea.

There are two options to achieve the unification of Korea: either peacefully with diplomacy or by
military means. Kim stated the DPRK continues to be committed to the first option and has not given up
the slogan of the country’s peaceful unification. Yet, its success requires American withdrawal, Park
Chung Hee’s international isolation, and the outbreak of an uprising in South Korea.

There is always a possibility for a revolt while U.S. forces are still present. Yet, the DPRK
recommended some advice to the democratic forces in South Korea for their actions. Obviously, Kim
said, there is always the option they do not listen to us and rise up.

Geographical and natural conditions in South Korea are very different from Vietnam’s. South Korea
has no neighboring territories like Vietham has in Laos and Cambodia, and it is surrounded by sea on
three sides. In the case of a move by the Korean army into the South, Northern forces would be in great
danger of entrapment and encirclement. Also, there is no fertile ground for a sustainable guerrilla war.
The forces of the adversary are strong and small unit fighting cannot be successful. For all these
reasons, the DPRK does not favor a military method to solve the unification problem.

Kim Il Sung concluded that this does not mean the DPRK will be unable to defend its achievements
if attacked. To the contrary, it increases its vigilance. The DPRK is ready to fight if attacked. Kim
emphasized that its mountain ranges and submerged rice paddies are natural obstacles for any enemy
to move forward rapidly in case of an aggression. The enemy could only resort to air power, but
countermeasures are already in place — underground bunkers, factories, power plants and so on. Then
Kim stressed that there is the huge supportive hinterland of the allies Soviet Union and China. In
essence, Kim stated that the KWP and DPRK’s positions are aiming at solving the question of Korean
unification peacefully. However, it will take a lot of time.
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Telegram from New York to Bucharest, No. 052648

Date: Source:

1 July 1975 Romanian Ministry of Foreign Affairs Archives, Matter 220/Year 1975/Country: Democratic People's
Republic of Korea —US, Folder 1642, Concerning the Democratic People's Republic of Korea’s
Relations with the US, Started on: 11.03.1975, Completed on: 16.12.1975, Filing deadline: Permanent.
Obtained and translated for NKIDP by Eliza Gheorghe

Ministry of Foreign Affairs
TELEGRAM

Sender: New York

No.: 052648

Date: 01.07.1975

North Korean diplomats at the UN consider the letter addressed on June 27 to the President of the Security Council
concerning the dismantling of the UN headquarters in South Korea, a “tactical maneuver to create confusion at this
year’s session of the General Assembly.”

Ambassador Li Yungyeom pointed out that the US is taking a step back from their traditional approach to the Korean
issue, when agreeing to dismantle the UN headquarters only if the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the
People’s Republic China accept in exchange that American and South Korean troops will take over the
responsibilities of the headquarters, as well as by keeping in place the conditions of the Armistice.

Through the above-mentioned conditions, the US is actually seeking to force North Korea into accepting the presence
of American troops in South Korea and accept the latter as a state.

According to the North Korean diplomat, such an approach represents an obvious interference in the internal affairs
of his country as well as in the Korean efforts at reunification. The North Korean Ambassador has received
instructions from home concerning his future actions at the UN. | however believe they will act towards rejecting and
revealing US maneuvers.

The only means of settling the dispute is via bilateral negotiations between North Korea and the US on the one hand,
as well as between North and South Korea, on the other, in view of signing the peace treaty.

Such a solution would allow North Korea to decide the deadline of US withdrawal from the Korean territory, in order to
make way for a real territorial reunification.

The North Korean diplomat appeared dissatisfied by the passive attitude of the Soviet diplomats displayed in talks he
had with them about the US letter. They avoided formulating their own opinions on the new US position in the Korean
context.

Signed: lon Datcu
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