
"Aspiring sincerely to an international peace based on order, the Japanese people forever 
renounce war as a sovereign right of the nation and the threat or use of force as means of settling 
international disputes. In order to accomplish the aim of the preceding paragraph, land, sea and 
air forces, as well as other war potential, will never be maintained. The right of belligerency of 
the state will not be recognized." 

— Article 9, The Constitution of Japan (1947) 

 

Bilateral Security Treaty Between the United States of America and Japan (September 8, 
1951) 

Japan has this day signed a treaty of peace with the Allied Powers. On the coming into 

force of that treaty, Japan will not have the effective means to exercise its inherent right of self‑ 

defense because it has been disarmed. 

 

There is danger to Japan in this situation because irresponsible militarism has not yet 

been driven from the world. Therefore, Japan desires a security treaty with the United States of 

America to come into force simultaneously with the treaty of peace between the United States of 

America and Japan. 

 

The treaty of peace recognizes that Japan as a sovereign nation has the right to enter into 

collective security arrangements, and further, the Charter of the United Nations recognizes that 

all nations possess an inherent right of individual and collective self‑defense. 

 

In exercise of these rights, Japan desires, as a provisional arrangement for its defense, 

that the United States of America should maintain armed forces of its own in and about Japan 

so as to deter armed attack upon Japan. 

 

The United States of America, in the interest of peace and security, is at present willing 

to maintain certain of its armed forces in and about Japan, in the expectation, however, that 

Japan will itself increasingly assume responsibility for its own defense against direct and 

indirect aggression, always avoiding any armament which could be an offensive threat or serve 



other than to promote peace and security in accordance with the purposes and principles of the 

United Nations Charter. 

 

Accordingly, the two countries have agreed as follows: 

 

Article 1. Japan grants, and the United States of America accepts, the right, upon the 

coming into force of the Treaty of Peace and of this Treaty, to dispose United States land, air, 

and sea forces in and about Japan. Such forces may be utilized to contribute to the maintenance 

of international peace and security in the Far East and to the security of Japan against armed 

attack from without, including assistance given at the express request of the Japanese 

Government to put down large‑scale internal riots and disturbances in Japan, caused through 

instigation or intervention by an outside power or powers. 

 

Article 2. During the exercise of the right referred to in Article 1, Japan will not grant, 

without the prior consent of the United States of America, any bases or any rights, powers or 

authority whatsoever, in or relating to bases or the right of garrison or of maneuver, or transit of 

ground, air, or naval forces to any third power. 

 

Article 3. The conditions which shall govern the disposition of armed forces of the 

United States of America in and about Japan shall be determined by administrative agreements 

between the two Governments. 

 

Article 4. This treaty shall expire whenever in the opinion of the governments of the 

United States of America and Japan there shall have come into force such United Nations 

arrangements or such alternative individual or collective security dispositions as will 

satisfactorily provide for the maintenance by the United Nations or otherwise of international 

peace and security in the Japan area. 

 



“On Eliminating Dogmatism and Formalism and Establishing Juche [Chuch’e] in 
Ideological Work” (Speech, 1955) 

By Kim Il Sung 

Today I want to address a few remarks to you on the shortcomings in our Party’s 

ideological work and on how to eliminate them in the future. As you learned at yesterday’s 

session, there have been serious ideological errors on the literary front. It is obvious, then, that 

our propaganda work also cannot have been faultless. It is to be regretted that it suffers in many 

respects from dogmatism and formalism. 

 

The principal shortcomings in ideological work are the failure to delve deeply into all 

matters and the lack of Juche. It may not be correct to say Juche is lacking, but, in fact, it has not 

yet been firmly established. This is a serious matter. We must thoroughly rectify this 

shortcoming. Unless this problem is solved, we cannot hope for good results in ideological 

work. 

 

Why does our ideological work suffer from dogmatism and formalism? Why do our 

propaganda and agitation workers only embellish the facade and fail to go deeply into matters, 

and why do they merely copy and memorize things foreign, instead of working creatively? This 

offers us food for serious reflection. 

 

What is Juche in our Party’s ideological work? What are we doing? We are not engaged 

in any other country’s revolution, but solely in the Korean revolution. This, the Korean 

revolution, determines the essence of Juche in the ideological work of our Party. Therefore, all 

ideological work must be subordinated to the interests of the Korean revolution. When we 

study the history of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union, the history of the Chinese 

revolution, or the universal truth of Marxism‑Leninism, it is entirely for the purpose of correctly 

carrying out our own revolution. 

 

By saying that the ideological work of our Party is lacking in Juche, I do not mean, of 



course, that we have not made the revolution and that our revolutionary work was undertaken 

by outsiders. Nonetheless, Juche has not been firmly established in ideological work, and this 

leads to dogmatic and formalistic errors and does much harm to our revolutionary cause. 

To make revolution in Korea we must know Korean history and geography as well as 

the customs of the Korean people. Only then is it possible to educate our people in a way that 

suits them and to inspire in them an ardent love for their native place and their motherland. 

 

It is of paramount importance to study and widely publicize among the working people 

the history of our country and of our people’s struggle. ... Only when we educate our people in 

the history of their own struggle and its traditions can we stimulate their national pride and 

rouse the broad masses to revolutionary struggle. Yet, many of our functionaries are ignorant of 

our country’s history and so do not strive to discover, inherit and carry forward our fine 

traditions. Unless this is corrected, it will lead, in the long run, to the negation of Korean 

history. 

... 

Once I visited a People’s Army rest home, where there was a picture of the Siberian 

steppe on the wall. Russians probably like that landscape. But we Korean people like the 

beautiful scenery of our own country. There are beautiful mountains such as Kumgang and 

Myohyang in our country. There are clear streams, the blue sea with its rolling waves, and 

fields with their ripening crops. If we are to inspire in our People’s Army men a love for their 

native place and their country, we must display more pictures of our own landscapes. ... I 

noticed in a primary school that all the portraits on the walls were of foreigners, such as 

Mayakovsky and Pushkin, but there were none of Koreans. If children are educated in this way, 

how can they be expected to have national pride? ... 

 

We should study our own things in earnest and get to know them well. ... 

... 

It is important in our work to grasp revolutionary truth, Marxist‑Leninist truth, and 



apply it correctly to our actual conditions. There should be no set rule that we must follow the 

Soviet pattern. Some advocate the Soviet way and others the Chinese, but is it not high time to 

work out our own? The point is that we should not mechanically copy the forms and methods 

of the Soviet Union, but should learn from its experience in struggle and from the truth of 

Marxism‑Leninism. So, while learning from the experience of the Soviet Union, we must put 

stress not on the form but on the essence of its experience. ... 

 

Merely copying the forms used by others instead of learning the truth of Marxism‑ 

Leninism does us no good, only harm. In both revolutionary struggle and construction, we 

should firmly adhere to Marxist‑Leninist principles, applying them in a creative way to suit the 

specific conditions and national characteristics of our country. If we mechanically apply foreign 

experience, disregarding the history of our country and the traditions of our people and 

without taking account of our own realities and our people’s political level, we will commit 

dogmatic errors and do much harm to the revolutionary cause. This is not fidelity to Marxism‑ 

Leninism nor to internationalism. It runs counter to them. 

 

Selections from To Build a Nation (1971) 
by Park Chung-hee 

 

Before May 16 the Korean economy was in disorder. Accumulated political blunders 

and misguided economic policy had utterly disarranged it. The postwar rehabilitation of the 

nation was at a near‑standstill, while the amount of grant‑type foreign aid was lessening. 

Economic stagnation aggravated poverty and unemployment. Farmers’ debts rose sharply ... 

With growth at a standstill at the turn of the 1960s, Korea found itself one of the lowest income 

countries in the world. The industrial structure was not solid. Due to a huge gravitation toward 

them of a huge amount of foreign aid, the secondary and tertiary industries seemed excessively 

swollen in comparison with primary industry. ... 

... 

The institutional and moral aspects of the society were no better. People fatalistically 



took poverty and reliance on foreign aid as unavoidable facts of life. Businessmen and 

industrialists failed to fulfill their important role in economic development. Many corrupt 

government officials and parvenus worked together to amass illegal fortunes. The market, 

suffering from its small scale and lack of vigorous competition, did not function normally. The 

underdeveloped agricultural system was unable to meet the demand for food — we were 

forced to rely on the farm products of advanced countries. The whole economy was afflicted by 

inexperience, inefficiency, and wasteful management. 

 

When I took over power as the leader of the revolutionary group on 16 May 1961, I felt, 

honestly speaking, as if I had been given a pilfered household or a bankrupt firm to manage. 

Around me I could find little hope or encouragement. The outlook was bleak. 

 

But I had to rise above this pessimism to rehabilitate the household. I had to break, once 

and for all, the vicious circle of poverty and economic stagnation. Only by curing the abnormal 

economic structure could we lay the foundation for decent living standards. But I soon came to 

realize the difficulty of simultaneously achieving our goals of social stability and economic 

development and the goal of efficient government. I was also aware of the fact that economic 

development in the capitalist manner requires not only an immense investment of money and 

materials but also a stable political situation and competent administrators. 

 

To achieve this stability, the military revolutionary government temporarily suspended 

political activities of students, the press, labor unions, and other social and political 

organizations, which had caused political crises and social unrest during the rule of the 

Democratic Party regime. We also made it clear that civilian government would be restored in 

1963. 

 

Meanwhile, we organized a planning committee of college professors and experts with 

specialized knowledge in many fields. By mobilizing the maximum available expertise for 



government administration and policy making, we intended to hold in check the arbitrariness 

and rashness of the military officers. The establishment of this committee served as a turning 

point. Korean professors began to show positive interest in the realities of the country and to 

present policy recommendations on the basis of scientific analyses of the country’s situation. 

Even though not all of these recommendations could be justified in terms of efficiency and 

rationality, their advice was of great help to the revolutionary government. Thus the Confucian 

tradition of Yi Korea, in which scholars played a positive part in government affairs, seems to 

have been revived. 

 

The key to improving a backward economy is the way one uses human resources, for 

economic development is a human undertaking, impossible without combining the people’s 

potential into a dynamic driving force. This task requires not only strong national willpower 

but also the ability to translate willpower into achievement. Blueprints must be drawn and 

explained. If people have a sympathetic understanding of a task, they will voluntarily 

participate in it. 

 

In 1961 the revolutionary government announced the first Five‑Year Economic 

Development Plan (to start in 1962), the first such overall development program ever prepared 

for Korea. To prepare it, the revolutionary government mobilized all the wisdom and 

knowledge available and set clear goals, the primary goal being to establish a self‑supporting 

industrial economy. The principle of free enterprise and respect for the creativity of private 

industry was adopted, for in this way we believed that the private sector would be encouraged 

to act voluntarily. Under the plan, however, the economy was not entirely free, since 

development of basic industries was directed by the government. 

 

Taking into consideration the structural characteristics of the Korean economy, the five‑year 

plan gave priority to the following things: 

 



1. Development of energy industries such as coal production and electric 

power; 

2. Expansion of agricultural production aimed at increasing farm income 

and correcting the structural imbalance of the national economy; 

3. Development of basic industries and the economic infrastructure; 

4. Maximum utilization of idle resources; increased employment; 

conservation and utilization of land; 

5. Improvement of the balance of payments through export promotion; 

6. Promotion of science and technology. 

 

 


