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KORFAN INSTITUTE FOR HUMAN RIGHTS

"THE KOREAN PENINSULA - PEACE AND REUNIFICATION"
by KIM, Dae Jung

Riverside Church
New York City
February 22, 1984

It is a privilege for me to speak before you at this church - a church which
is so closely identified with one of the themes in my talk - that of peace.
This church must take pride in the role it has had and in its minister, Rev.
Coffin, who has been a leader in the peace movement for a long, long time. He
is widely recognized as having been an outstanding figure in the Vietnam peace
movement. I believe we may safely call him a prophet of our time as he continues
to press for a resolution of the conflict in Central America.

I am touched by and deeply grateful for the role Rev. Coffin and this church
took in my personal plight in 1980. I know that on very short notice Rev. Coffin
opened this church to a gathering of some 600 people who expressed concern and
anger when news of my arrest in May of that year reached here at the time of the
Kwangju incident.

It is my hope that Rev. Coffin and this church will continue to play a
significant role in the resolution of problems facing my country, Korea.

I. The Conditions of Peace

Technically speaking, the Korean peninsula has continued on in a state of
war ever since the truce of July, 1953 because there has been no progress toward
a peace treaty. Intense hostility has remained. The number of soldiers and the
amount of weaponry has actually increased. The possibility of another conflict
has been evident for over thirty years. The United States has maintained tens
of thousands of troops in South Korea throughout this period in order to prevent
another conflict. However, there has been peace on the peninsula - though it
has been tenuous.

I see two major reasons that this peace has been maintained in spite of the
poor conditioms. First, there has been a balance of power factor not only between
the South and the North but also with their respective supporters, the United States
and Japan on one side and China and the Soviet Union on the other. As in Europe,
the balance of power on the Korean peninsula has helped to keep the peace. The
situation in Korea is thus not like that in the Middle East where there is mno
effective balance of power. Second, neither side has felt that it could gain any
advantage by provoking war and thus upset this balance of power. Each side has
felt it would only sustain serious damage should war break out. The damage would
destroy the works of great labor which went into building up out of the ashes
of war. War has been avoided because there has existed a balance of power and
there has been no temptation to gain advantage on either side. These conditions
will last long into the future. Thus, I don't see much possibility of another
conflict. In addition, China has recently expressed a strong desire to promote
peaceful conditions on the peninsula in cooperation with the United States and
Japan. The Soviet Union is also unwilling to see any conflict on the Korean
peninsula because it can see no advantage in such a conflict.
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Last month, North Korea proposed a three-way dialogue revealing a drastic
change in attitude. It had strongly opposed any dialogue with South Korea before
then and had persistently insisted on having negotiations only with the United
States to bring about a peace treaty. There is a great possibility that dialogue
involving both South and North Korea will take place this year in spite of
present delays. President Reagan's visit to China this April may bring about
significant progress toward the start of dialogue. Though I am not sure that
a permanent peace treaty can be achieved, I believe that dialogue can ease the
tensions and hostility on the peninsula. I know that South Korea on the one hand
and China and the Soviet Union on the other have hopes of establishing trade
ties. It is known that North Korea also has a desire to develop economic relations
with western countries. There is talk that North Korea is preparing a free port
for this purpose on its west coast. Such economic relations could greatly help
to maintain peace on the Korean peninsula.

However, there is a serious factor which if uncorrected can certainly damage
the balance of power on the peninsula and the national security of South Korea.
Since South Korea is under dictatorial rule, there is no guarantee of freedom of
speech, academic freedom, freedom to organize and participate in trade unions,
and elections of true value. There is a rubber stamp opposition party, National
Assembly, and judicial branch. The more the economy grows, the greater is the gap
between the haves and the have-nots, between urban and rural areas, between
big enterprises and small enterprises, and between regions. Ten tycoon businessmen
alone control 50% of the GNP. Therefore, the people's dissatisfaction has
seriously increased. Consequently the present military regime can not enjoy the
people's support and the United States is being criticized as the main support
of this evil government. North Korea is eager to take advantage of the situationm,
but I don't see much chance that North Korea will stage an invasion across the
DMZ. As Congressman Stephen Solarz has said North Korea will become ever bolder
in seeking to promote turmoil by agitating dissatisfied people. Without improvement
toward democracy there is no doubt that turmoil will become common and continue.
Thus, North Korea may have a chance to create another Vietnam-like situation.

The clearest danger to peace is within South Korea. For peace, the most
important thing is not good negotiations with the North but establishing a sound
government which enjoys the voluntary support of the people. Only democratic
government can gain the people's full support and ask for the people's dedication
in maintaining stability and security. This is so because democratic government
can guarantee the freedom, justice, and human dignity to which the Korean people
have so long aspired. Support from the people will prevent any subversive force
from gaining hold in the South and will prevent any possibility of the North's
communizing the South. Furthermore, from a position of strength, the South can
lead North Korea to dialogue and peaceful resolution of problems. The future
for peace on the Korean peninsula will be decided on the question of whether the
people in the South can restore democratic government and on whether the United
States supports such efforts and terminates its present policy of support for
military dictatorship.

Another important factor is om an international level. Support for peace
must come from the four big powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan
and China, which have geographical and traditional interests in the region.
So, a three-way dialogue alone will not be sufficient. It must develop toward
a six-way dialogue,

In a word, restoration of democracy and four-power cooperation are essential



for peace on the Korean peninsula.

II. Prospects for Reunification

Unlike the two Germanys, both Koreas have taken unification as their main
goal. Unification has been persistently supported internationally. The four
powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan and China, which have strong
interests in and influence on the peninsula now also support unification officially.
In spite of the lack of opposition to unification, we have failed to achieve
it in forty years time and there is no strong hope that we may achieve this goal
in the near future.

There are two reasons for failure to achieve unification. First, even though
the four powers support unification, they have not been truly interested in the
realization of unification due to the nature of the cold war. They have not
wanted to see any change in the balance of power on the peninsula and unification
might upset it. The strategic importance of the peninsula is perceived as critical.
The four powers have preferred to maintain the status quo with the peninsula
divided in two. There is no real possibility of establishing a unified and neutral
government such as that in Austria. Second, the persistent ambition of North Korea
to communize South Korea and South Korea's continuing fear of North Korea have
prevented moves toward peaceful unification. There has been no mutual trust,
no progress toward reduction of hostilities between the two sides, no progress
toward the restoration of a national consensus., There is a significant difference
in the two systems' political, economic, and social development over the last
forty years, and so we can see little possibility of early peaceful reunification
as one country under the present circumstances.

To achieve peaceful unification we must succeed in addressing two areas
of concern - a local one and an international one.

First, in South Korea, we must establish a strong and truly stable government
with the people's cooperation and full support via the implementation of democracy.
Such a government may have meaningful dialogue with North Korea in working toward
the realization of peaceful coexistence. and move toward a loose federal system
as a first step. The existence of the communist government in the North could be
recognized on one hand while South Korea would have to be guaranteed its right
to exist as a democratic government on the other. The greater the increase of
mutual trust and negotiation, the farther along we may proceed toward establishing
one country under a loose federal systems.

According to a recent report, Chinese Prime Minister Zhao Zi Yang when meeting
with Australian Prime Minister Hawke said that he did not believe it was possible
for the two Koreas at present to achieve unification as one country. This might
indicate a significant change in policy by not only China but also North Korea.

At present the only way to proceed is to adopt a style of a loose federal
system such as that of Great Britain or the Soviet Union. But, our final and
absolute goal must be to realize one country.

Second, on an international level, though we think of unification as
something to be solved by the 60 million Koreans in the South and North, we can
not deny that there is a strong influence coming from the four powers affecting the
goal of unification. ZEach of the big powers has serbus misgivings about a unified
Korea. Each fears that a unified Korea might damage its security or other
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interests. The four powers may maneuver to thwart our efforts for the realization
of unification thus augmenting the anti-unification factors within the South and
the North. Whether we like it or not, we can not, therefore, ignore international
attitudes though we should maintain a strong national determination to work toward
one Korea,

Fundamentally speaking, peace and unification should be gained with the aid
of the Korean people's strength. When there is a govermment in the South which
is strong, North Korea will be cooperative in working toward the realization
of peace and unification. When there is such a strong government in the South,
the four powers will not be able to disregard the Korean people's desire for peace
and reunification. Such strenth must come from democratic government which can
enjoy the people's full support. But, unfortunately, there is now no such democratic
government in the South. This is mainly because of United States support for the
present military dictatorship. It is well-known that while enjoying little support
from the Korean people, General Chun can maintain his power only with United
States support. United States support has led to Japanese support. Such international
support for dictatorship has seriously discouraged democratic elements in the military
and among our people. Though the United States has justified its support of
military dictatorship using maintenance of peace as an excuse, this stand has
backfired and peace is now actually threatened because dictatorship has greatly
destroyed our people's loyalty. There is also a growing anti-American feeling
among our people because of United States failure to support the cause of democracy
in the South. If the present situation continues, we can not avoid meeting a
fate similar to that seen in Vietnam: The present feeble peace may not be
maintained and South Korea may be communized by the North.

I am not asking the United States to restore democracy in our stead; we
only ask that the United States nd support military dictatorship but lend moral
support to our democratic cause. With such moral support, we can achieve
democratic government and work toward peace and eventually towards reunificationm.

As I said at the beginning of this talk, this church under the guidance
of Rev. Coffin is a world-renowned force for peace. 7You base your belief and
work for peace in God's love. I sincerely ask you to impress your government
and the American people to support the Korean people's efforts. We can succeed
with your help.

I thank you.



"The Present Situation in Korea"
by KIM, Dae Jung

Interchurch Center Luncheon- NCC
New York City
February 21, 1984

You are all knowledgeable in Asian affairs and particularly well-versed in
Korean issues. As a Korean who has long been imprisoned and thus separated from
Korean society and now one who has been away from Korea for more than one year,

I should be the one receiving information from you on the present Korean situation.
In Korean, we say this is like preaching Buddhism to Buddha. Recognizing my
shortcomings in this regard, I will tell you briefly what I know of the present
situation in South Korea to set the stage for the question and answer period

which is to follow.

I want to address five areas. They are: 1) the issue of talks between
North and South Korea as proposed by North Korea; 2) the necessity of systematic reform for
human rights; 3) the possibility of another Yushin System; 4) the possibility
of conflict between students and the government; and 5) the present role
of the Korean churches.

I. The Issue of Talks Between North and South Korea

Last month North Korea made an unexpected proposal for three-way dialogue
involving both Koreas and the United States. A similar proposal for a three-way
dialogue was put forward by the late Park Chung Hee and President Carter in
1979 when President Carter visited Seoul. In spite of this, the attitudes of
South Korea and the United States toward the present North Korean proposal are
not very positive. The United States prefers to have a four-way dialogue
which would include China. South Korea insists on a bilateral dialogue between
the South and the North while leaving open the possibility of a four-way or
six-way dialogue which would include the Soviet Union and Japan. South Korea
is firmly resisting participation in a three-way dialogue even at the risk of
contradicting its stand of 1979 when a proposal for such talks was issued from
South Korea. South Korea worries about being excluded if North Korea should
concentrate its efforts on dealing with the United States alone. North Korea
might justify such an attitude on the grounds that it was North Korea and the
United States which signed a truce agreement to end the Korean War in 1953.

On the other hand, North Korea is strongly opposed to a four-way dialogue.
Two reasons can be cited. One is to avoid the dissatisfaction of the Soviet
Union by participating in talks which would only involve China and not the Soviets.
The other reason is to prevent South Korea's long-held desire of establishing
contacts with China. The North Koreans are not likely to suppor a six-way
dialogue at present either. The North Korean proposal for a three-way dialogue
is supported by the Soviet Union.

The coming visit of President Reagan to China may result in decisive
progress on this issue,

I see a strong possibility of opening some type of dialogue this year.
However, I think that if there is a firm guarantee of equal status for South
Korea at a three-wav conference, that the three-wav dialegue would be most
likely.



-

My position is not in opposition to any type of dialogue as a first step
to easing tensions on the Korean peninsula, but I firmly believe that only a six-way
dialogue can produce any progress toward " peace on the Korean peninsula because
all four powers, the United States, Japan, China, and the Soviet Union, have vital’
interests and strong influence in Korea. Without their combined cooperation, we can
never expect real peace on the Korean peninsula. This has been my persistent position
since the 1971 Korean presidential election when I proposed four-power cooperation on
the Korean peninsula.

II. The Necessity of Systematic Reform for Human Rights

The State Department has pointed out improvement in the Korean human rights
situation in 1983 as compared with previous years. This came in its annual report
on human rights. It mentioned the release of political prisoners - mainly students -
and the granting of permission for students to return to their respective campuses.
0f course, I also welcomed these moves, but this does not constitute a fundamental
improvement in the human rights situation because many times in Korea we have seen
the repeated release and imprisonment and the repeated expulsion and re-entry of students
to college campuses. Without systematic reform toward a guarantee of human rights,
we can never say that there is improvement in human rights. What we see is rather
the cosmetic tactics of dictatorial rule in cheating public opinion both domestically
and internationally. We need legal guarantees for the democratic rights of assembly,
academic freedom, freedom for labor to organize, and freedom for farmers to form
cooperatives. Of all freedoms, the freedom of speech and the freedom to have fair
elections are the most essential core elements in guaranteeing human rights. When there
is freedom of speech, any violation of human rights can be publicly criticized.
When there is a fair system of elections, any government which can not guarantee
human rights or which violates human rights will be voted out of office. The South
Korean regime of Chun Doo Hwan strongly opposes any systematic reform - éspecially
anything moving toward freedom of speech and free elections. The regime strongly
opposes abolition of the notorious basic law governing the mass media, and government
dominated election laws. Further, it refuses to 1lift the ban imposed on 300 political
figures., This ban prohibits these figures from making any public speeches or participating
in any election activities.

ITI, The Possibility of Another Yushin System

As you may remember, Park Chung Hee abused the South/North dialogue coming out of
the July 4, 1972 joint communique. He proclaimed the Yushin System - justifying it
as necessary to promote reunification, but from the time of the proclamation of
the Yushin System until his death in 1979 - a period of seven years - the Yushin
System only served to shore up his dictatorial regime.

In spite of General Chun's repeated pledges to step down from office in March of
1988 after serving one term, there is a strong possibility that he seeks to continue
his rule after 1988. There is a possibility of political maneuvering this year. Something
which indicates that this is so is a move by the rubber stamp opposition parties for -
direct election of the president. The rubber stamp mass media has -given full . coverage to
this idea. 1In South Korea without government approval, no opposition party or press
organization can put forward such an idea. Chun was elected indirectly. A direct
election after a constitutional amendment could be justified by Chun as a necessity
in facing North Korea in talks. That is, Chun could say he needed to prove his popular
support in order to face the North. Such a direct election under present conditions
without freedom of speech and fair elections could easily be orchestrated by the government.
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I predicted that Park Chung Hee would abuse the unification issue as a means
to have himself elected for life. I made this prediction in 1970 and 1972. 1In 1972,
the Yushin System was put in place and confirmed my prediction. I now see a
similar possibility under the Chun regime.

IV. The Possibility of Conflict Between Students and the Government

Student power has grown tremendously through years of bitter experience
and ordeal. Students are firmly determined to fight against dictatorship.
Most of our people are different than they were in 1980. They now support
the students' cause.

Expelled students are being forced to sign pledges of repentence before they may return
to the campuses. However, the majority of these students refuse to do this saying that
they have nothing to repent for and that what they have stood for is an open
advocacy of democracy which is not wrong. At thée same time, there are signs
that the government seeks to stir up trouble among students so that it may
have an excuse to strongly repress them this coming spring. The government
has been letting statements out from unidentified sources which accuse students
of being leftist or pro—communist. The govermment has always used the charge
of communism to crack down on its rivals. You know that in Korea this is
a very serious charge which may easily turn some people against the students.

I believe we must exercise caution at this critical time to avoid playing into
the government's hands. We should be on our guard against such plots by the
government and not be abused by such things.

V. The Present Role of the Korean Churches

Korean churches have played a central role in the restoration of democrecy and human
rights movement since Park Chung Hee proclaimed the Yushin System in October,
1972. The role of churches has been significant and decisive in maintaining
our movement. Recently, there have been signs of a lessening of the churches'’
role and there has been criticism -~ especially among students - of the role
played by the churches because of the churches' pro—American attitude and the
reluctance of the churches to continue their courageous role as they, as individuals,
did before with prayer meetings and in risking imprisonment because of their
stands. I don't think these criticisms are necessarily correct, but -there is
some indication of weakness in the church movement for democracy and human
rights. On the other hand, some young men are showing signs of impatience.
Patience is very necessary in enduring such periods of trial and in dealing
with the short~tempered military regime.

Even though there are some arguments between church and non-church groups,
we still have the same strong goal of realizing democracy. All recognize this
as most important. Democracy is necessary in order to realize national security
without the presence of American troops and to have a dialogue with North Korea
with full confidence that a peaceful solution may be realized. To promote
mutual understanding, joint activities involving church and non-church groups are
essential in order to achieve our goal and not give any room for abuse by the
shrewd maneuvering of the government.
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I came here in December of 1982, During this last year I have devoted
myself totally to persuading the United States government and friends not to
support the military dictatorship in Korea. I believe it is harmful to the
United States to support the dictatorship. For stability and security in Korea
and for friendly relations between the people of Korea and the United States
such support is also harmful. In spite of the Chun Doo Hwan government's
lack of support from the people as reported in the American press, the Chun
regime is maintained mainly because of United States support. As the United
States supports the regime so does Japan. Because the United States and
Japan support the Chun regime, democratic elements in the military and among
our people have been greatly discouraged. Now, the United States has become
a target of criticism and even hatred among our people. I really worry about
this phenomenon for both Korea and the United States. My main purpose in
being here in the United States is to persuade the United States to change
its policy. I geek American public support. We must avoid another debacle
such as seen in Vietnam. As I first mentioned, you are well informed about
the Korean situation and I believe you will share my worries about the present
situation. Let's focus our attention and energies to impress your government
to change its policies. '






KOREAN INSTITUTE FOR HUMAN RIGHTS

"THE KOREAN PENINSULA -~ PEACE AND REUNIFICATION"
by XKIM, Dae Jung

Riverside Church
New York City
February 22, 1984

It is a privilege for me to speak before you at this church - a church which
is so closely identified with one of the themes in my talk - that of peace.
This church must take pride in the role it has had and in its minister, Rev.
Coffin, who has been a leader in the peace movement for a long, long time. He
is widely recognized as having been an outstanding figure in the Vietnam peace
movement. I believe we may safely call him a prophet of our time as he continues
to press for a resolution of the conflict in Central America.

I am touched by and deeply grateful for the role Rev. Coffin and this church
took in my personal plight in 1980. I know that on very short notice Rev. Coffin
opened this church to a gathering of some 600 people who expressed concern and
anger when news of my arrest in May of that year reached here at the time of the
Kwangju incident.

It is my hope that Rev, Coffin and this church will continue to play a
significant role in the resolution of problems facing my country, Korea.

I. The Conditions of Peace

Technically speaking, the Korean peninsula has continued on in a state of
war ever since the truce of July, 1953 because there has been no progress toward
a peace treaty. Intense hostility has remained. The number of soldiers and the
amount of weaponry has actually increased. The possibility of another conflict
has been evident for over thirty years. The United States has maintained tens
of thousands of troops in South Korea throughout this period in order to prevent
another conflict.- However, there has been peace on the peninsula - though it
has been tenuous.

I see two major reasons that this peace has been maintained in spite of the
poor conditions. First, there has been a balance of power factor not only between
the South and the North but also with their respective supporters, the United States
and Japan on one side and China and the Soviet Union on the other. As in Europe,
the balance of power on the Korean peninsula has helped to keep the peace. The
situation in Korea is thus not like that in the Middle East where there is no
effective balance of power. Second, neither side has felt that it could gain any
advantage by provoking war and thus upset this balance of power. Each side has
felt it would only sustain serious damage should war break out. The damage would
destroy the works of great labor which went into building up out of the ashes
of war. War has been avoided because there has existed a balance of power and
there has been no temptation to gain advantage on either side. These conditions
will last long into the future. Thus, I don't see much possibility of another
conflict. In addition, China has recently expressed a strong desire to promote
peaceful conditions on the peninsula in cooperation with the United States and
Japan. The Soviet Union is also unwilling to see any conflict on the Korean
peninsula because it can see no advantage in such a conflict.
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Last month, North Korea proposed a three-way dialogue revealing a drastic
change in attitude. It had strongly opposed any dialogue with South Korea before
then and had persistently insisted on having negotiations only with the United
States to bring about a peace treaty. There is a great possibility that dialogue
involving both South and North Korea will take place this year in spite of
present delays. President Reagan's visit to China this April may bring about
significant progress toward the start of dialogue. Though I am not sure that
a permanent peace treaty can be achieved, I believe that dialogue can ease the
tensions and hostility on the peninsula. I know that South Korea on the one hand
and China and the Soviet Union on the other have hopes of establishing trade
ties. It is known that North Korea also has a desire to develop economic relations
with western countries. There is talk that North Korea is preparing a free port
for this purpose on its west coast. Such economic relations could greatly help
to maintain peace on the Korean peninsula.

However, there is a serious factor which if uncorrected can certainly damage
the balance of power on the peninsula and the national security of South Korea.
Since South Korea is under dictatorial rule, there is no guarantee of freedom of
speech, academic freedom, freedom to organize and participate in trade unions,
and elections of true value. There is a rubber stamp opposition party, National
Assembly, and judicial branch. The more the economy grows, the greater is the gap
between the haves and the have-nots, between urban and rural areas, between
big enterprises and small enterprises, and between regions. Ten tycoon businessmen
alone control 50% of the GNP. Therefore, the people's dissatisfaction has
seriously increased. Consequently the present military regime can not enjoy the
people's support and the United States is being criticized as the main support
of this evil government. North Korea is eager to take advantage of the situation,
but I don't see much chance that North Korea will stage an invasion across the
DMZ. As Congressman Stephen Solarz has said North Korea will become ever bolder
in seeking to promote turmoil by agitating dissatisfied people. Without improvement
toward democracy there is no doubt that turmoil will become common and continue.
Thus, North Korea may have a chance to create another Vietnam—like situation.

The clearest danger to peace is within South Korea. For peace, the most
important thing is not good negotiations with the North but establishing a sound
government which enjoys the voluntary support of the people. Only democratic
government can gain the people's full support and ask for the people's dedication
in maintaining stability and security. This is so because democratic government
can guarantee the freedom, justice, and human dignity to which the Korean people
have so long aspired. Support from the people will prevent any subversive force
from gaining hold in the South and will prevent any  possibility of the North's
communizing the South. Furthermore, from a position of strength, the South can
lead North Korea to dialogue and peaceful resolution of problems. The future
for peace on the Korean peninsula will be decided on the question of whether the
people in the South can restore democratic government and on whether the United
States supports such efforts and terminates its present policy of support for
military dictatorship.

Another important factor is on an international level. Support for peace
must come from the four big powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan
and China, which have geographical and traditional interests in the region.
So, a three-way dialogue alone will not be sufficient. It must develop toward
a six-way dialogue.

In a word, restoration of democracy and four-power cooperation are essential



for peace on the Korean peninsula.

I1. Prospects for Reunification

Unlike the two Germanys, both Koreas have taken unification as their main
goal. Unification has been persistently supported internationally. The four
powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan and China, which have strong
interests in and influence on the peninsula now also support unification officially.
In spite of the lack of opposition to unification, we have failed to achieve
it in forty years time and there is no strong hope that we may achieve this goal
in the near future.

There are two reasons for failure to achieve unification. First, even though
the four powers support unification, they have not been truly interested in the
realization of unification due to the nature of the cold war. They have not
wanted to see any change in the balance of power on the peninsula and unification
might upset it. The strategic importance of the peninsula is perceived as critical.
The four powers have preferred to maintain the status quo with the peninsula
divided in two. There is no real possibility of establishing a unified and neutral
government such as that in Austria. Second, the persistent ambition of North Korea
to communize South Korea and South Korea's continuing fear of North Korea have
prevented moves toward peaceful unification. There has been no mutual trust,
no progress toward reduction of hostilities between the two sides, no progress
toward the restoration of a national consensus. There is a significant difference
in the two systems' political, economic, and social development over the last
forty years, and so we can see little possibility of early peaceful reunification
as one country under the present circumstances.

To achieve peaceful unification we must succeed in addressing two areas
of concern - a local one and an international one.

First, in South Korea, we must establish a strong and truly stable government
with the people's cooperation and full support via the implementation of democracy.
Such a government may have meaningful dialogue with North Korea in working toward
the realization of peaceful coexistence. and move toward a loose federal system
as a first step. The existence of the communist government in the North could be
recognized on one hand while South Korea would have to be guaranteed its right
to exist as a democratic government on the other. The greater the increase of
mutual trust and negotiation, the farther along we may proceed toward establishing
one country under a loose federal systems.

According to a recent report, Chinese Prime Minister Zhao Zi Yang when meeting
with Australian Prime Minister Hawke said that he did not believe it was possible
for the two Koreas at present to achieve unification as one country. This might
indicate a significant change in policy by not only China but also North Korea.

At present the only way to proceed is to adopt a style of a loose federal
system such as that of Great Britain or the Soviet Union. But, our final and
absolute goal must be to realize one country.

Second, on an intermational level, though we think of unification as
something to be solved by the 60 million Koreans in the South and North, we can
not deny that there is a strong influence coming from the four powers affecting the
goal of unification. Each of the big powers has seribus misgivings about a unified
Korea. Each fears that a unified Korea might damage its security or other
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interests. The four powers may maneuver to thwart our efforts for the realization
of unification thus augmenting the anti-unification factors within the South and
the North. Whether we like it or not, we can not, therefore, ignore international
attitudes though we should maintain a strong national determination to work toward
one Korea.

Fundamentally speaking, peace and unification should be gained with the aid
of the Korean people's strength. When there is a government in the South which
is strong, North Korea will be cooperative in working toward the realization
of peace and unification. When there is such a strong government in the South,
the four powers will not be able to disregard the Korean people's desire for peace
and reunification. Such strenth must come from democratic government which can
enjoy the people's full support. But, unfortunately, there is now no such democratic
government in the South. This is mainly because of United States support for the
present military dictatorship. It is well-known that while enjoying little support
from the Korean people, General Chun can maintain his power only with United
States support. United States support has led to Japanese support. Such international
support for dictatorship has seriously discouraged democratic elements in the military
and among our people. Though the United States has justified its support of
military dictatorship using maintenance of peace as an excuse, this stand has
backfired and peace is now actually threatened because dictatorship has greatly
destroyed our people's loyalty. There is also a growing anti-American feeling
among our people because of United States failure to support the cause of democracy
in the South. If the present situation continues, we can not avoid meeting a
fate similar to that seen in Vietnam: The present feeble peace may not be
maintained and South Korea may be communized by the North.

I am not asking the United States to restore democracy in our stead; we
only ask that the United States nd support military dictatorship but lend moral
support to our democratic cause. With such moral support, we can achieve
democratic government and work toward peace and eventually towards reunification.

As T said at the beginning of this talk, this church under the guidance
of*Rev. Coffin is a world-renowned force for peace. You base your belief and
work for peace in God's love. I sincerely ask you to impress your government
and the American people to support the Korean people's efforts. We can succeed
with your help.

I thank you.
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You are all knowledgeable in Asian affairs and particularly well-versed in
Korean issues. As a Korean who has long been imprisoned and thus separated from
Korean society and now one who has been away from Korea for more than one year,

I should be the one receiving information from you on the present Korean situation.
In Korean, we say this is like preaching Buddhism to Buddha. Recognizing my
shortcomings in this regard, I will tell you briefly what I know of the present
situation in South Korea to set the stage for the question and answer period

which is to follow.

I want to address five areas. They are: 1) the issue of talks between
North and South Korea as proposed by North Korea; 2) the necessity of systematic reform for
human rights; 3) the possibility of another Yushin System; 4) the possibility
of conflict between students and the government; and 5) the present role
of the Korean churches.

I. The Issue of Talks Between North and South Korea

Last month North Korea made an unexpected proposal for three-way dialogue
involving both Koreas and the United States. A similar proposal for a three-way
dialogue was put forward by the late Park Chung Hee and President Carter in
1979 when President Carter visited Seoul. 1In spite of this, the attitudes of
South Korea and the United States toward the present North Korean proposal are
not very positive. The United States prefers to have a four~-way dialogue
which would include China. South Korea insists on a bilateral dialogue between
the South and the North while leaving open the possibility of a four-way or
six~way dialogue which would include the Soviet Union and Japan. South Korea
is firmly resisting participation in a three-way dialogue even at the risk of
contradicting its stand of 1979 when a proposal for such talks was issued from
South Korea. South Korea worries about being excluded if North Xorea should
concentrate its efforts on dealing with the United States alone. North Korea
might justify such an attitude on the grounds that it was North Korea and the
United States which signed a truce agreement to end the Korean War in 1953.

On the other hand, North Korea is strongly opposed to a four-way dialogue.
Two reasons can be cited. One is to avoid the dissatisfaction of the Soviet
Union by participating in talks which would only involve China and not the Soviets.
The other reason is to prevent South Korea's long-held desire of establishing
contacts with China. The North Koreans are not likely to suppor a six—way
dialogue at present either. The North Korean proposal for a three-way dialogue
is supported by the Soviet Union.

The coming visit of President Reagan to China may result in decisive
progress on this issue.

I see a strong possibility of opening some type of dialogue this year.
However, I think that if there is a firm guarantee of equal status for South
Korea at a three-way conference, that the three-way dialogue would be most
likely.
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My position is not in opposition to any type of dialogue as a first step
to easing tensions on the Korean peninsula, but I firmly believe that only a six-way
dialogue can produce any progress toward " peace on the Korean peninsula because
all four powers, the United States, Japan, China, and the Soviet Union, have vital
interests and strong influence in Korea. Without their combined cooperation, we can
never expect real peace on the Korean peninsula. This has been my persistent position
since the 1971 Korean presidential election when I proposed four-power cooperation on
the Korean peninsula.

II. The Necessity of Systematic Reform for Human Rights

The State Department has pointed out improvement in the Korean human rights
situation in 1983 as compared with previous years. This came in its annual report
on human rights. It mentioned the release of political prisoners - mainly students -
and the granting of permission for students to return to their respective campuses.
0f course, I also welcomed these moves, but this does not constitute a fundamental
improvement in the human rights situation because many times in Korea we have seen
the repeated release and imprisconment and the repeated expulsion and re-entry of students
to college campuses. Without systematic reform toward a guarantee of human rights,
we can never say that there is improvement in human rights. What we see is rather
the cosmetic tactics of dictatorial rule in cheating public opinion both domestically
and internationally. We need legal guarantees for the democratic rights of assembly,
academic freedom, freedom for labor to organize, and freedom for farmers to form
cooperatives, Of all freedoms, the freedom of speech and the freedom to have fair
elections are the most essential core elements in guaranteeing human rights. When there
is freedom of speech, any violation of human rights can be publicly criticized.
When there is a fair system of elections, any government which can not guarantee
human rights or which violates human rights will be voted out of office. The South
Korean regime of Chun Doo Hwan strongly opposes any systematic reform - éspecially
anything moving toward freedom of speech and free elections. The regime strongly
opposes abolition of the notorious basic law governing the mass media, and government
dominated election laws. Further, it refuses to 1lift the ban imposed on 300 political
figures., This ban prohibits these figures from making any public speeches or participating
in any election activities.

IITI. The Possibility of Another Yushin System

v

As you may remember, Park Chung Hee abused the South/North dialogue coming out of
the July 4, 1972 joint communique. He proclaimed the Yushin System - justifying it
as necessary to promote reunification, but from the time of the proclamation of
the Yushin System until his death in 1979 - a period of seven years — the Yushin
System only served to shore up his dictatorial regime.

In spite of General Chun's repeated pledges to step down from office in March of
1988 after serving one term, there is a strong possibility that he seeks to continue
his rule after 1988. There is a possibility of political maneuvering this year. Something
which indicates that this is so is a move by the rubber stamp opposition parties for -
direct election of the president. The rubber stamp mass media has .given full .coverage to
this idea. In South Korea without government approval, no opposition party or press
organization can put forward such an idea. Chun was elected indirectly. A direct
election after a constitutional amendment could be justified by Chun as a necessity
in facing North Korea in talks. That is, Chun could say he needed to prove his popular
support in order to face the North. Such a direct election under present conditions
without freedom of speech and fair elections could easily be orchestrated by the government.
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I predicted that Park Chung Hee would abuse the unification issue as a means
to have himself elected for life. I made this prediction in 1970 and 1972. In 1972,
the Yushin System was put in place and confirmed my prediction. I now see a
similar possibility under the Chun regime.

IV. The Possibility of Conflict Between Students and the Government

Student power has grown tremendously through years of bitter experience
and ordeal, Students are firmly determined to fight against dictatorship.
Most of our people are different than they were in 1980. They now support
the students' cause.

Expelled students are being forced to sign pledges of repentence before they may return
to the campuses., However, the majority of these students refuse to do this saying that
they have nothing to repent for and that what they have stood for is an open
advocacy of democracy which is not wrong. At thé  same time, there are signs
that the government seeks to stir up trouble among students so that it may
have an excuse to strongly repress them this coming spring. The government
has been letting statements out from unidentified sources which accuse students
of being leftist or pro-communist. The government has always used the charge
of communism to crack down on its rivals. You know that in Korea this is
a very serious charge which may easily turn some people dgainst the students.

I believe we must exercise caution at this critical time to avoid playing into
the government's hands. We should be on our guard against such plots by the
government and not be abused by such things.

V. The Present Role of the Korean Churches

Korean churches have played a central role in the restoration of democracy and human
rights movement sSince Park Chung Hee proclaimed the Yushin System in October,
1972. The role of churches has been significant and decisive in maintaining
our movement. Recently, there have been signs of a lesseming of the churches’
role and there has been criticism - especially among students — of the role
played by the churches because of the churches' pro-American attitude and the
reluctance.of the churches to continue their courageous role as they, as individuals,
did before with prayer meetings and in risking imprisonment because of their
stands. I don't think these criticisms are necessarily correct, but -there is
some indication of weakness in the church movement for democracy and human
rights. On the other hand, some young men are showing signs of impatience.
Patience is very necessary in enduring such periods of trial and in dealing
with the short-tempered military regime.

Even though there are some arguments between church and non-church groups,
we still have the same strong goal of realizing democracy. All recognize this
as most important. Democracy is necessary in order to realize national security
without the presence of American troops and to have a dialogue with North Korea
with full confidence that a peaceful solution may be realized. To promote
mutual understanding, joint activities involving church and non-church groups are
essential in order to achieve our goal and not give any room for abuse by the
shrewd maneuvering of the government.
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I came here in December of 1982. During this last year I have devoted
myself totally to persuading the United States government and friends not to
support the military dictatorship in Korea. I believe it is harmful to the
United States to support the dictatorship. For stability and security in Korea
and for friendly relations between the people of Korea and the United States
such support is also harmful. In spite of the Chun Doo Hwan government's
lack of support from the people as reported in the American press, the Chun
regime is maintained mainly because of United States support. As the United
States supports the regime so does Japan. Because the United States and
Japan support the Chun regime, democratic elements in the military and among
our people have been greatly discouraged. Now, the United States has become
a target of criticism and even hatred among our people. I really worry about
this phenomenon for both Korea and the United States. My main purpose in
being here in the United States is to persuade the United States to change
its policy. I seek American public support. We must avoid another debacle
such as seen in Vietnam. As I first mentioned, you are well informed about
the Korean situation and I believe you will share my worries about the present
situation. Let's focus our attention and energies to impress your government
to change its policies.
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I understand from State that Paul Wolfowitz has recently sent a
letter to XKim Dae Jung regarding U.S. policy toward Korea and the
human rights question. Under these circumstances, State has
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Wolfowitz letter as containing the official position of the USG.
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SUGGESTED REPLY

Dear Mr. Kim:

Thank you for your letter of March 8. I found your
speeches to be timely and interesting.

I share your view that the peaceful reunification of
Korea must come about through the efforts of the two
Korean parties. The US Government, as you know, holds
that decisions on Korea's future are primarily for the two
Korean sides to make, and that direct dialogue between
North and South is essential. We support the Republic of
Korea's proposal for such a dialogue. We are exploring
with the ROKG the recent North Korean proposal, although
we share ROKG skepticism of North Korean motives in light
of the Rangoon attack.

As to political development in the Republic of Korea,
this is of course a process which the Korean people alone
have the right to control. The US has can give support
and encouragement
for democratic change, and provide a security shield
behind which such change can occur. President Reagan, in
Seoul last year, made clear that we would continue to do
both.

Thank you again for your letter.



Mr. Kim Dae Jung,
P.O. Box 11618,

Alexandria, Virginia.
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March 8, 1984

Mr. Robert C. McFarlane
National Security Council
The White House
Washington, DC 20500

Dear Mr. McFarlane:

North Korea has proposed a three-way dialogue which would involve the
United States and North and South Korea. This represents a change in attitude
from its traditional position of intransigence. Previous to this proposal,
it had only sought dialogue between North Korea and the United States. South
Korea is now insisting on bilateral talks between North and South Korea alone.
As T mentioned in one of the enclosed speeches, I see a good possibility of
dialogue developing between both sides which might involve two, three, four
or six nations.

Also at this time, there is a political crisis in the South stemming from
the present military government's lack of popularity among our people and
the lack of democratization to which our people have long aspired.

In a word, I see great possibility of change in Korea this year. There
is looming danger because of the present dictatorial rule in the South and
because of United States government support for that dictatorship.

I have made some speeches which address these issues and I am sending
them to you for your reference as you evaluate the situation in Korea. 1
really hope you will have time to read this material. I would appreciate
any comments you may have to make on it.

‘ Sincerely,
|

p}upfu,
‘ KIM Dae Ju

enclosures: '"The Present Situation in Korea'; February 21, 1984
"The Korean Peninsula - Peace and Reunification"; February 22, 1984

P.O. Box 11618 * Alexandria, Virginia 22312 (708) 941-5482



"The Present Situation in Korea'
by KIM, Dae Jung

Interchurch Center Luncheon- NCC
New York City
February 21, 1984

You are all knowledgeable in Asian affairs and particularly well-versed in
Korean issues. As a Korean who has long been imprisoned and thus separated from
Korean society and now one who has been away from Korea for more than one year,

I should be the one receiving information from you on the present Korean situation.
In Korean, we say this is like preaching Buddhism to Buddha. Recognizing my
shortcomings in this regard, I will tell you briefly what I know of the present
situation in South Korea to set the stage for the question and answer period

which is to follow.

I want to address five areas. They are: 1) the issue of talks between
North and South Korea as proposed by North Korea; 2) the necessity of systematic reform for
human rights; 3) the possibility of another Yushin System; 4) the possibility
of conflict between students and the government; and 5) the present role
of the Korean churches.

I. The Issue of Talks Between North and South Korea

Last month North Korea made an unexpected proposal for three-way dialogue
involving both Koreas and the United States. A similar proposal for a three-way
dialogue was put forward by the late Park Chung Hee and President Carter in
1979 when President Carter visited Seoul. In spite of this, the attitudes of
South Korea and the United States toward the present North Korean proposal are
not very positive. The United States prefers to have a four-way dialogue
which would include China. South Korea insists on a bilateral dialogue between
the South and the North while leaving open the possibility of a four-way or
six—-way dialogue which would include the Soviet Union and Japan. South Korea
is firmly resisting participation in a three-way dialogue even at the risk of
contradicting its stand of 1979 when a proposal for such talks was issued from
South Korea. South Korea worries about being excluded if North Korea should
concentrate its efforts on dealing with the United States alone. North Korea
might justify such an attitude on the grounds that it was North Korea and the
United States which signed a truce agreement to end the Korean War in 1953.

On the other hand, North Korea is strongly opposed to a four-way dialogue.
Two reasons can be cited. One is to avoid the dissatisfaction of the Soviet
Union by participating in talks which would only involve China and not the Soviets.
The other reason is to prevent South Korea's long-held desire of establishing
contacts with China. The North Koreans are not likely to suppor a six-way
dialogue at present either. The North Korean proposal for a three-way dialogue
is supported by the Soviet Union.

The coming visit of President Reagan to China may result in decisive
progress on this issue.

I see a strong possibility of opening some type of dialogue this vyear.
However, I think that if there is a firm guarantee of equal status for South
Norea at a three-way conference, that the three-wav dialogue would be most
iikely.
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My position is not in opposition to any type of dialogue as a first step
to easing tensions on the Korean peninsula, but T firmly believe that only a six-way
dialogue can produce any progress toward: — peace on the Korean peninsula because
all four powers, the United States, Japan, China, and the Soviet Union, have vital
interests and strong influence in Korea. Without their combined cooperation, we can
never expect real peace on the Korean peninsula. This has been my persistent position
since the 1971 Korean presidential election when I proposed four-power cooperation on
the Korean peninsula.

II. The Necessity of Systematic Reform for Human Rights

The State Department has pointed out improvement in the Korean human rights
situation in 1983 as compared with previous years. This came in its annual report
on human rights. It mentioned the release of political prisoners - mainly students -
and the granting of permission for students to return to their respective campuses.
0f course, I also welcomed these moves, but this does not constitute a fundamental
improvement in the human rights situation because many times in Korea we have seen
the repeated release and imprisonment and the repeated expulsion and re-entry of students
to college campuses. Without systematic reform toward a guarantee of human rights,
we can never say that there is improvement in human rights. What we see is rather
the cosmetic tactics of dictatorial rule in cheating public opinion both domestically
and internationally. We need legal guarantees for the democratic rights of assembly,
academic freedom, freedom for labor to organize, and freedom for farmers to form
cooperatives. Of all freedoms, the freedom of speech and the freedom to have fair
elections are the most essential core elements in guaranteeing human rights. When there
is freedom of speech, any violation of human rights can be publicly criticized.
When there is a fair system of elections, any government which can not guarantee
human rights or which violates human rights will be voted out of office. The South
Korean regime of Chun Doo Hwan strongly opposes any systematic reform — é&specially
anything moving toward freedom of speech and free elections. The regime strongly
opposes abolition of the notorious basic law governing the mass media, and government
dominated election laws. Further, it refuses to 1lift the ban imposed on 300 political
figures. This ban prohibits these figures from making any public speeches or participating
in any election activities.

ITITI. The Possibility of Another Yushin System

.

As you may remember, Park Chung Hee abused the South/North dialogue coming out of
the July 4, 1972 joint communique. He proclaimed the Yushin System - justifying it
as necessary to promote reunification, but from the time of the proclamation of
the Yushin System until his death in 1979 - a period of seven years = the Yushin
System only served to shore up his dictatorial regime.

In spite of General Chun's repeated pledges to step down from office in March of
1988 after serving one term, there is a strong possibility that he seeks to continue
his rule after 1988. There is a possibility of political maneuvering this year. Something
which indicates that this is so is a move by the rubber stamp opposition parties for:
direct election of the president. The rubber stamp mass media has -given full :coverage to
this idea. In South Korea without government approval, no opposition party or press
organization can put forward such an idea. Chun was elected indirectly. A direct
election after a constitutional amendment could be justified by Chun as a necessity
in facing North Korea in talks. That is, Chun could say he needed to prove his popular
support in order to face the North. Such a direct election under present conditions
without freedom of speech and fair elections could easily be orchestrated by the government.
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I predicted that Park Chung Hee would abuse the unification issue as a means
to have himself elected for life. I made this prediction in 1970 and 1972. 1In 1972,
the Yushin System was put in place and confirmed my prediction. I now see a
similar possibility under the Chun regime.

IV, The Possibility of Conflict Between Students and the Government

Student power has grown tremendously through years of bitter experience
and ordeal. Students are firmly determined to fight against dictatorship.
Most of our people are different than they were in 1980. They now support
the students' cause.

Expelled students are being forced to sign pledges of repentence before they may return
to the campuses. However, the majority of these students refuse to do this saying that
they have nothing to repent for and that what they have stood for is an open
advocacy of democracy which is not wrong. At thé same time, there are signs
that the government seeks to stir up trouble among students so that it may
have an excuse to strongly repress them this coming spring. The government
has been letting statements out from unidentified sources which accuse students
of being leftist or pro—communist. The government has always used the charge
of communism to crack down on its rivals. You know that in Korea this is
a very serious charge which may easily turn some people against the students.

I believe we must exercise caution at this critical time to avoid playing into
the government's hands. We should be on our guard against such plots by the
government and not be abused by such things.

V. The Present Role of the Korean Churches

Korean churches have played a central role in the restoration of democracy and human
rights movement since Park Chung Hee proclaimed the Yushin System in October,
1972. The role of churches has been significant and decisive in maintaining
our movement. Recently, there have been signs of a lessening of the churches'
role and there has been criticism - especially among students - of the role
played by the churches because of the churches' pro-American attitude and the
reluctance of the churches to continue their courageous role as they, as individuals,
did before with prayer meetings and in risking imprisonment because of their
stands. I don't think these criticisms are necessarily correct, but there is
some indication of weakness in the church movement for democracy and human
rights. On the other hand, some young men are showing signs of impatience.
Patience is very necessary in enduring such periods of trial and in dealing
with the short-tempered military regime.

Even though there are some arguments between church and non-church groups,
we still have the same strong goal of realizing democracy. All recognize this
as most important. Democracy is necessary in order to realize national security
without the presence of American troops and to have a dialogue with North Korea
with full confidence that a peaceful solution may be realized. To promote
mutual understanding, joint activities involving church and non-church groups are
essential in order to achieve our goal and not give any room for abuse by the
shrewd maneuvering of the government.
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I came here in December of 1982. During this last year I have devoted
myself totally to persuading the United States government and friends not to
support the military dictatorship in Korea. I believe it is harmful to the
United States to support the dictatorship. For stability and security in Korea
and for friendly relations between the people of Korea and the United States
such support is also harmful. In spite of the Chun Doo Hwan government's
lack of support from the people as reported in the American press, the Chun
regime is maintained mainly because of United States support. As the United
States supports the regime so does Japan. Because the United States and
Japan support the Chun regime, democratic elements in the military and among
our people have been greatly discouraged. Now, the United States has become
a target of criticism and even hatred among our people. I really worry about
this phenomenon for both Korea and the United States. My main purpose in
being here in the United States is to persuade the United States to change
its policy. I seek American public support. We must avoid another debacle
such as seen in Vietnam. As I first mentioned, you are well informed about
the Korean situation and I believe you will share my worries about the present
situation. Let's focus our attention and energies to impress your government
to change its policies.
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"THE KOREAN PENINSULA — PEACE AND REUNIFICATION"
by KIM, Dae .Jung

Riverside Church
New York City
February 22, 1984

It is a privilege for me to speak before you at this church - a church which
is so closely identified with one of the themes in my talk - that of peace.
This church must take pride in the role it has had and in its minister, Rev.
Coffin, who has been a leader in the peace movement for a long, long time. He
is widely recognized as having been an outstanding figure in the Vietnam peace
movement. I believe we may safely call him a prophet of our time as he continues
to presg for a resolution of the conflict in Central America.

I am touched by and deeply grateful for the role Rev. Coffin and this church
took in my personal plight in 1980. I know that on very short notice Rev. Coffin
opened this church to a gathering of some 600 people who expressed concern and
anger when news of my arrest in May of that year reached here at the time of the
Kwangju incident.

It is my hope that Rev. Coffin and this church will continue to play a
significant role in the resolution of problems facing my country, Korea.

I. The Conditions of Peace

Technically speaking, the Korean peninsula has continued on in a state of
war ever since the truce of July, 1953 because there has been no progress toward
a peace treaty. Intense hostility has remained. The number of soldiers and the
amount of weaponry has actually increased. The possibility of another comnflict
has been evident for over thirty years. The United States has maintained tens
of thousands of troops in South Korea throughout this period in order to prevent
another conflict.- However, there has been peace on the peninsula - though it
has been tenuous.

I see two major reasons that this peace has been maintained in spite of the
poor conditioms. First, there has been a balance of power factor not only between
the South and the North but also with their respective supporters, the United States
and Japan on one side and China and the Soviet Union on the other. As in Europe,
the balance of power on the Korean peninsula has helped to keep the peace. The
situation in Korea is thus not like that in the Middle East where there is no
effective balance of power. Second, neither side has felt that it could gain any
advantage by provoking war and thus upset this balance of power. Each side has
felt it would only sustain serious damage should war break out. The damage would
destroy the works of great labor which went into building up out of the ashes
of war. War has been avoided because there has existed a balance of power and
there has been no temptation to gain advantage on either side. These conditions
will last long into the future. Thus, I don't see much possibility of another
conflict. 1In addition, China has recently expressed a strong desire to promote
peaceful conditions on the peninsula in cooperation with the United States and
Japan. The Soviet Union is also unwilling to see any conflict on the Korean
peninsula because it can see no advantage in such a conflict.
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Last month, North Korea proposed a three-way dialogue revealing a drastic
change in attitude. It had strongly opposed any dialogue with South Korea before
then and had persistently insisted on having negotiations only with the United
States to bring about a peace treaty. There is a great possibility that dialogue
involving both South and North Korea will take place this year in spite of
present delays. President Reagan's visit to China this April may bring about
significant progress toward the start of dialogue. Though I am not sure that
a permanent peace treaty can be achieved, I believe that dialogue can ease the
tensions and hostility on the peninsula. I know that South Korea on the one hand
and China and the Soviet Union on the other have hopes of establishing trade
ties. It is known that North Korea also has a desire to develop economic relations
with western countries. There is talk that North Korea is preparing a free port
for this purpose on its west coast. Such economic relations could greatly help
to maintain peace on the Korean peninsula.

However, there is a seriocus factor which i1f uncorrected can certainly damage
the balance of power on the peninsula and the national security of. South Korea.
Since South Korea is under dictatorial rule, there is no guarantee of freedom of
speech, academic freedom, freedom to organize and participate in trade uniomns,
and elections of true value. There is a rubber stamp opposition party, National
Assembly, and judicial branch. The more the economy grows, the greater is the gap
between the haves and the have-nots, between urban and rural areas, between
big enterprises and small enterprises, and between regions. Ten tycoon businessmen
alone control 507% of the GNP. Therefore, the people's dissatisfaction has
seriously increased. Consequently the present military regime can not enjoy the
people's support and the United States is being criticized as the main support
of this evil government. North Korea is eager to take advantage of the situation,
but I don't see much chance that North Korea will stage an invasion across the
DMZ. As Congressman Stephen Solarz has said North Korea will become ever bolder
in seeking to promote turmoil by agitating dissatisfied people. Without improvement
toward democracy there is no doubt that turmoil will become common and continue.
Thus, North Korea may have a chance to create another Vietnam-like situation.

The clearest danger to peace is within South Korea. For peace, the most
important thing is not good negotiations with the North but establishing a sound
government which enjoys the voluntary support of the people. Only democratic
government can gain the people's full support and ask for the people's dedication
in maintaining stability and security. This is so because democratic government
can guarantee the freedom, justice, and human dignity to which the Korean people
have so long aspired. Support from the people will prevent any subversive force
from gaining hold in the South and will prevent any possibility of the North's
communizing the South. Furthermore, from a position of strength, the South can
lead North Korea to dialogue and peaceful resolution of problems. The future
for peace on the Korean peninsula will be decided on the question of whether the
people in the South can restore democratic government and on whether the United
States supports such efforts and terminates its present policy of support for
military dictatorship.

Another important factor is on an international level. Support for peace
must come from the four big powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan
and China, which have geographical and traditional interests in the region.
So, a three-way dialogue alome will not be sufficient. It must develop toward
a six-way dialogue.

In a word, restoration of democracy and four-power cooperation are essential



for peace on the Korean peninsula.

II. Prospects for Reunification

Unlike the two Germanys, both Koreas have taken unification as their main
goal, Unification has been persistently supported internatiomnally. The four
powers, the United States, the Soviet Union, Japan and China, which have strong
interests in and influence on the peninsula now also support unification officially.
In spite of the lack of opposition to unification, we have failed to achieve
it in forty years time and there is no strong hope that we may achieve this goal
in the near future.

There are two reasons for failure to achieve unification. First, even though
the four powers support unification, they have not been truly interested in the
realization of unification due to the nature of the cold war. They have not
wanted to see any change in the balance of power on the peninsula and unification
might upset it. The strategic importance of the peninsula is perceived as critical.
The four powers have preferred to maintain the status quo with the peninsula
divided in two. There is no real possibility of establishing a unified and neutral
government such as that in Austria. Second, the persistent ambition of North Korea
to communize South Korea and South Korea's continuing fear of North Korea have
prevented moves toward peaceful unification. There has been no mutual trust,
no progress toward reduction of hostilities between the two sides, no progress
toward the restoration of a mational consensus. There is a significant difference
in the two systems' political, economic, and social development over the last
forty years, and so we can see little possibility of early peaceful reunification
as one country under the present circumstances.

To achieve peaceful unification we must succeed in addressing two areas
of concern - a local one and an intermational one.

First, in South Korea, we must establish a strong and truly stable government
with the people's cooperation and full support via the implementation of democracy.
Such a government may have meaningful dialogue with North Korea in working toward
the realization of peaceful coexistence. and move toward a loose federal system
as a first step. The existence of the communist government in the North could be
recognized on one hand while South Korea would have to be guaranteed its right
to exist as a democratic government on the other. The greater the increase of
mutual trust and negotiation, the farther along we may proceed toward establishing
one country under a loose federal systems.

According to a recent report, Chinese Prime Minister Zhao Zi Yang when meeting
with Australian Prime Minister Hawke said that he did not believe it was possible
for the two Koreas at present to achieve unification as one country. This might
indicate a significant change in policy by not only China but also North Korea.

At present the only way to proceed is to adopt a style of a loose federal
system such as that of Great Britain or the Soviet Union. But, our final and
absolute goal must be to realize one country.

Second, on an international level, though we think of unification as
something to be solved by the 60 million Koreans in the South and North, we can
not deny that there is a strong influence coming from the four powers affecting the
goal of unification. Each of the big powers has serous misgivings about a unified
Korea. Each fears that a unified Korea might damage its security or other
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interests. The four powers may maneuver to thwart our efforts for the realiza.r.owu
of unification thus augmenting the anti-unification factors within the South and

the North. Whether we like it or not, we can not, therefore, ignore international
attitudes though we should maintain a strong national determination to work toward

one Korea.

Fundamentally speaking, peace and unification should be gained with the aid
of the Korean people's strength. When there is a government in the South which
is strong, North Korea will be cooperative in working toward the realization
of peace and unification. When there is such a strong government in the South,
the four powers will not be able to disregard the Korean people's desire for peace
and reunification. Such strenth must come from democratic government which can
enjoy the people's full support. But, unfortunately, there is now no such democratic
government in the Socuth. This is maiunly because of Uniied States support for the
present military dictatorship. It is well-known that while enjoying little support
from the Korean people, General Chun can maintain his power only with United
States support. United States support has led to Japanese support. Such international
support for dictatorship has seriously discouraged democratic elements in the military
and among our people. Though the United States has justified its support of
military dictatorship using maintenance of peace as an excuse, this stand has
backfired and peace is now actually threatened because dictatorship has greatly
destroyed our people's loyalty. There is also a growing anti-American feeling
among our people because of United States failure to support the cause of democracy
in the South. If the present situation continues, we can not avoid meeting a
fate similar to that seen in Vietnam: The present feeble peace may not be
maintained and South Korea may be communized by the North.

I am not asking the United States to restore democracy in our stead; we
only ask that the United States nd support military dictatorship but lend moral
support to our democratic cause. With such moral support, we can achieve
democratic government and work toward peace and eventually towards reunification.

As I said at the beginning of this talk, this church under the guidance
of Rev. Coffin is a world-renowned force for peace. You base your belief and ’
work for peace in God's love. I sincerely ask you to impress your government
and the American people to support the Korean people's efforts. We can succeed
with your help.

I thank you.
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Dear Chairman Choue:

I have been asked to reply to your moving letters to
President Reagan and Secretary Shultz of September 15, in
which you discuss the tragedy of divided families in Korea.

President Reagan, during his visit to the Republic of
Korea in 1%82, eloquently described Americans' feelings:

Americans have watched with a mixture of sadness and
joy your campaign to reunite families separated by
war. We have followed the stories of sisters torn
apart at the moment of their parents' deaths; of small
children swept away in the tides of war; of people who
have grown old not . knowing whether their families live
or have perished.

In the same speech, President Reagan declared that
full reunification of families and peoples is a most basic
human right. He encouraged North Korea to pursue family
reunification with the South and promised that the United
States would continue to support efforts to reduce
tensions and the risks of war on the Korean Peninsula.

Neither our feelings about this tragedy nor our policy
concerning it has changed since President Reagan's
speech. We continue to support the many constructive
proposals put forward by the Government of the Republic of
Korea, including its recent call for a renewal cof Red
Cross talks on family reunification. Through the United
Nations Command, we have proposed several
tension~-reduction measures, including mutual notification
and observation of military exercises, which, if accepted
by North Korea, would contribute to a general improvement
in the situation and enhance the prospects for family
reunification.

Dr. Young Seek Choue
Chairman,
The Korean Assembly for Reunion of
Ten Million Separated Families,
Suite 301, Asia Building,
407-13 Shindang-Dong, Choong-ku,
Seoul, Korea.




I would like to assure you that we will not rest until
the tragedy of separated families in Korea has been
overcome.

Sincerely,

e e
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Desaix Anderson
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary of State
for East Asian and Pacific Affairs
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