Dear Friends in the Asia Pacific,
On the occasion of the 57th birthday of General Kim Jong Il, we'd like to send 2 articles on his contribution to peace and security in the Korean peninsula, as well as  on the DPRK-US nuclear confrontation.

They will help you better understand about Korea. And if you don't mind, please send us your comment on this.

It is our sincere hope that as in the past, so in the future, too, you will show your deep concern and render various support and encouragement to the Korean people in their efforts to achieve justice and peace on the Korean peninsula under the Songun leadership of the great General Kim Jong Il, .

Yours sincerely,

Korean Committee for Solidarity with the World People

Societies for Friendship with the Asia Pacific People

Korea-Asia Pacific Exchange

Article One: Defender of peace and justice

The Korean war in the early 1950s had not come to an end; hostilities alone have been temporarily suspended between the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the United States according to the Armistice Agreement.   That is why the Korean peninsula has remained one of the hottest spots in the world for over half a century.    In recent years alone, the situation in the region was driven to the verge of hair-trigger crises many times.

However, another Korean war has not broken out.    This is attributable to Kim Jong Il, supreme leader of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and chairman of the DPRK National Defence Commission.

- Choice

He was acclaimed as the chairman of the National Defence Commission of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea on April 9, 1993 during the “first nuclear crisis of the Korean peninsula”, that is, not long after the end of a worldwide political earthquake like the collapse of socialism in the then Soviet Union and other countries in East Europe.   On July 8, 1994, the Korean people suffered the greatest loss-the unexpected demise of President Kim Il Sung, the founder of the DPRK.     Worse still, unprecedentedly severe natural calamities swept the country.    Yelling for delight that it was the golden opportunity to suffocate the DPRK, the US launched extreme offensives against it in every sector of politics, the military, the economy and culture.

Then on January 1, 1995 Kim Jong Il inspected a unit of the Koran People’s Army(KPA), which was his first official movement as the supreme leader of the DPRK in the first year after the President passed away.    It was also an official movement done amid various conjectures on the future of the DPRK and his political direction.     Many people of the world could realize through his inspection of the army unit as his first official movement in 1995 his will to defend the peace of the Korean peninsula and Northeast Asia and maintain for ever the socialist society-chosen by the Korean people themselves-by further strengthening the KPA so as to cope squarely with the aggressive attempt of the US.

- By strengthening the military power

Posing as the “only superpower” in the world after the end of the cold war, the United States did all it could to suffocate the DPRK.   This can be proved by the fact that America made public “OPLAN 5027＂ for a second Korean war in the latter half of the 1990s.    Particularly, with the advent of the new century, the Bush administration threatened to make a pre-emptive nuclear attack on the DPRK, labeling the country as a “rogue state” and part of the “axis of evil”.   Over the last 10-odd years the US ceaselessly watched for a chance to start a war while frequently waging large-scale military exercises with huge forces.    If the DPRK showed even a trace of weakness, the Northeast Asian region including the Korean peninsula would have turned into a war theatre in a moment.    

However, things did not go as the US had expected because Chairman Kim Jong Il, the defender of peace of Korea and justice, strengthened the combat power of the KPA in every way through his inspection of many army units from the front line to solitary islands.   Form 1995 to 2001, for example, he inspected as many as 814 units of the KPA.   Nearly half of his official movements in 2007 were geared to his inspection of army units and military-related establishments.   Consequently the Korean People’s Army was further strengthened into a force invincible politico-ideologically, militarily and technically.     And the Korean people came to have a reliable war deterrent for frustrating any invasion from abroad.

- By strengthening overall national power

Kim Jong Il administered Songun politics in an all-round way so as to meet the US’s hard line with a harder line, and finally in the latter half of the 1990s, he defined the politics as the main political mode of socialism.

Songun politics not only wards off the war threats on the Korean peninsula and guarantees its lasting peace by strengthening the DPRK’s military power in every way but also makes it possible to remarkably build up its overall national power by putting forward the army as the driving force of the socialist cause.   In the latter half of the 1990s when the country was suffering the worst ever ordeals the KPA soldiers carried out the most difficult and important tasks such as the large-scale construction of the Anbyon Youth Power Station, thus making breakthroughs in the economic construction.    The “revolutionary soldier spirit” demonstrated by the soldiers rapidly spread throughout the society followed by wonderful progresses in the overall socialist construction.    This can be seen through the fact that over 60,000 main construction projects were completed and the strong foundation for the building of an economic power has been laid over the last 10-odd years.

Now it is in the run-up to the building of a great, prosperous and powerful nation, and who will dare to attack the country which survived the lethal oppression in its worst ever condition?

Respects to Chairman Kim Jong Il of the National Defence Commission who is defending peace and justice by dint of Songun politics.

Article Two: Bush’s Review on US-DPRK Nuclear Confrontation – 0:8

Bush’s 8-year-long term, as the succession of abominable days to a large number of people around the world, has now ended.    George W. Bush has been recognized as the worst president and the greatest failure in the US history.    His review is full of serious lessons, one of which is from the result of the US-DPRK nuclear confrontation, a focus of the world’s attention.

- Overturning the predecessor’s Korea policy at the start

The US-DPRK relations were quite optimistic at the end of the Clinton administration, that is, before Bush took office.    The US-DPRK Agreed Framework adopted in October 1994 was under implementation for the peaceful settlement of a “nuclear issue on the Korean peninsula.”   A special envoy of Kim Jong Il, the supreme leader of Korea, visited Washington D.C. in October 2000, followed by the then US Secretary  Albright’s visit to Pyongyang for the preparation of President Clinton’s visit to Korea.    The relations between the US and the DPRK that had been hostile for over half a century seemed to begin to thaw out.

The situation then met a rapid change along with the advent of the Bush administration.   As soon as he took office, Bush insulted Korea by calling it a “rogue state,” and insisted on an “overall reexamination” of its Korea policy.    And the Bush administration went so far to maintain that the DPRK should be designated as an “archenemy” and that “the US-DPRK Agreed Framework be rescinded.”

Bush even abused the 9/11 against Korea.   Though Korea made public its principled stand against all kinds of terrorism, the US labeled it as a “terrorism sponsor” and instigated the press to mold world opinion that the next target of its retaliation against terrorism “might be north Korea” after the end of the Afghan war.

In the very first year of Bush’s office the US-DPRK relations turned for the worse.     Albright then said that she was “disappointed by the Bush administration’s Korea policy.”

- Aftereffects of the expression “axis of evil”

In his State of the Union Message to Congress in 2002, Bush labeled Korea as a “country forming part of an axis of evil.”   Then the Bush administration proclaimed Korea an object of nuclear attack and even made a policy of preemptive nuclear strike on Korea.

The US’s attempt to stifle Korea reached its height on the occasion of the US president’s special envoy Kelly’s visit to Pyongyang in October that year, when he recklessly complained that Korea was forwarding a “uranium concentration plan.”    The Korean counterpart told him that his country is entitled to possess nuclear or more powerful weapons because the US was threatening it with nuclear weapons.     As to the Korean side’s principled reply, the US side clamored that Korea admitted its nuke plan.     But the Bush administration’s unreasonableness made the international community suspicious of whether the US urgently needed “Korea possessed of nukes.”

In mid-November that year, the US issued a resolution that it would suspend its supply of heavy oil to Korea, and thus evaded the only and last duty it had been performing according to the Agreed Framework.     And the DPRK government had to take an immediate measure to unfreeze its nuclear facilities.     On January 6, 2003, the IAEA, at the instigation of the US, adopted a “resolution” against Korea, contrary to its principle of impartiality as an international organization and its director general delivered an ultimatum that if Korea refused to implement the “resolution” within several weeks, the issue would be turned over to the UN Security Council to take sanctions against the country.    Then the DPRK government immediately issued on January 10 the statement that it would formally withdraw from the NPT.

Did the US really need an “enemy possessed of nukes”?   If so, why?     The Washington Post lamented that the Bush administration’s Korea policy was a “poor policy”, a “great failure” and a chaotic error, and that it is the expression of astounding diplomacy based on misconception and immaturity.

- Fruitless “nuclear-abandonment-first” theory

Stubbornly defying the US’s hard-line policy, Korea urged the Bush administration to acknowledge and correct its political errors, and put forward magnanimous and innovative proposals for the peaceful settlement of the “nuclear issue.”   This led to the opening of the six-party talks involving the DPRK, the US, China, Russia, Japan and south Korea in August 2003.

In the talks the DPRK side declared its willingness for nuclear abandonment according to the simultaneous package deal with the denuclearization of the Korean peninsula as its ultimate goal, and made a proposal suggesting such possibilities as that of its taking the relevant first-stage action.   It won sympathy and appreciation from most of the participants.

The US side insisted upon the “nuclear-abandonment-first” theory quite unacceptable to the DPRK.

In fact, the nuclear dispute between the two sides is the product of the US hostile policy against the DPRK.   Form a logical point of view, for the US to abandon its nuclear threat to the DPRK is prerequisite for the peaceful settlement of the “nuclear issue” because the “nuclear crisis” was caused by the US’s threat to the country.

Nevertheless, the US kept insisting on the DPRK’s “nuclear-abandonment-first,” and behind the curtain of the talks accelerated preparation to stifle the latter by means of arms.

What the Bush administration did not understand was that such a trick couldn’t work on the DPRK.   The Herald Tribune said that the Bush administration had a misunderstanding of the north Korean government, attached to the play of avoiding a reasonable plan to admit the country, and advised the US to have a correct understanding of the north Korean leader and its political system.

- Inevitable result of evil for good

The Bush administration should have got a lesson from its failed Korea policy during its first term and started anew.
The DPRK government reiterated its stand that it would renounce its anti-US stance and pursue friendly relations with the US if the latter recognized the former’s system and stopped interfering in its internal affairs, and observed whether the Bush administration would declare its will to change its hostile Korea policy on the threshold of its second term.

But the Bush administration seemed to accept such a good intention of Korea as an expression of “weakness.”   In his inaugural address and annual State of the Union Message to Congress Bush this time labeled the DPRK as an “outpost of tyranny,” and declared that the US would not exclude the use of armed force on the country.    This was as much as a declaration that the US would never co-exist with the latter.

The DPRK made a crucial decision.    On February 10, 2005, it declared: Now that the US clearly has revealed its intention to wipe out the DPRK’s social system by all means, wielding its nuclear stick, the DPRK will take measures to boost its nuclear arsenal in order to defend its ideology and social system of its people’s choice, and its liberty and democracy.

What result did the act of treating the good intention with the evil one produce?   Foreign Policy Focus, the organ of the US international institute of political affairs, said in an essay that Bush had turned north Korea into a nuclear power by treating it harshly in military and diplomatic affairs.

- Successive hard blows caused by threats to DPRK

With the advent of the year 2006, the Bush administration further intensified its threats of the DPRK.   It made a new, extremely risky military operation plan with emphasis on preemptive attack, and put spurs to its realization.  What was more serious was that the “RIMPAC-0-2006” joint military exercise involving tremendous US-led armed forces and state-of-the-art war equipment started on June 25, the day when the US had unleashed the Korean war 56 years before.   Bush must have calculated that the DPRK would concede and surrender, scared by their “gunboat diplomacy” and terror strategy.

As the US’s hostile policy against the DPRK went beyond the limits, driving the situation to the worst, the latter test-launched missiles, and that on July 4, the Independence Day of the US.    This can be said to be a solemn warning to the US that if the US dared to attack the DPRK, the result would be disastrous to the former.

Before the Bush administration came to its senses, it received another hard blow: On October 9 the DPRK carried out an underground nuclear test.

Shocked at such decisive self-defensive measures, the US had the UNSC adopt a “resolution” of sanction and blockade against the DPRK, and made a hubbub as if it were just to do something great.   But it did not ignite the fuse of war, overpowered by the powerful war deterrent of the DPRK.

The US press betrayed the fear of the DPRK’s war deterrent, and qualified Chairman Kim Jong Il of the DPRK National Defence Commission as the most distinguished of leaders military powers, and as a leader who dares to say what he wants to, especially to the US that has risen as a superpower of the capitalist world, and at the same time stresses sovereignty practically without reading another’s face.

- DPRK struck off the list of “terrorism sponsors”

The Bush administration that had pursued hard-line policies was taught a stiff lesson by Korea’s harder-line measures, and had no alternative but to reenter negotiation because it was quite clear that neither force nor highhandedness would work on the DPRK.    As a result there was a contact between the two sides on October 31, 2006 in Beijing, China, followed by the reopening of the six-party talks.

The talks didn’t go smoothly mainly because3 the US desperately refused to withdraw its hostile policy against the DPRK.    Soon after it reluctantly signed a joint statement or agreements overawed by the fair proposals of the DPRK and under the pressure of other parties concerned, the US would deny them all.   According to the October 3 agreement in 2007, the US should put an end to the application of the Trading with Enemy Act against the DPRK and to cross off its name from the list of “terrorism sponsors”.    But it tried to evade to do so under the pretext of unreasonable conditions.

The DPRK was intolerant of the imperialist superpower’s insolence of rejecting even international agreements, to say nothing of its perfidy.   In August 2008, the DPRK declared that it would immediately suspend the disablement of its nuclear facilities and was considering measures to restore the nuclear facilities in Nyongbyon to their original state in connection with the US’s nonperformance of its obligation to erase its name from the list of “terrorism sponsor.”

Then Bush had to sign the document on crossing off the DPRK from the list.   From the very first year of his coming into power Bush labeled the country as a “terrorism sponsors,” but at the end of his term he himself signed the document that cancels his former statements.   It is, therefore, evident that he admitted his defeat in the 8-year-long US-DPRK nuclear confrontation.

The New York Times quoted Prof. Graham Alison of Harvard University as saying that Kim Jong Il scored 8 points while Bush scored none and said that the result of the last 8-year-long US-DPRK nuclear confrontation was Bush’s complete defeat.

Probably Bush’s fate is telling the new US president and administration a lot.

Source: By email from Pyongyang, 11 February 2009 

