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THE WHITE HOUSE 

Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release June 9, 1998 

REMARKS BY PRESIDENT CLINTON 
AND PRESIDENT KIM DAE JUNG OF SOUTH KOREA 

AT ARRIVAL CEREMONY 

The South Grounds 

10:50 A.M. EDT 

PRESIDENT CLINTON: I am proud to welcome President Kim 
Dae-jung, and the entire Korean delegation to the United States and 
to the White House. 

We live in remarkable times. In the 1980s, some of the 
greatest heroes of freedom were the political prisoners of repressive 
regimes -- Lech Walesa in Poland, Vaclav Havel in Czechoslovakia, 
Nelson Mandela in South Africa, and Kim Dae-jung, who faced a death 
sentence in South Korea after years of unjust and brutal treatment by 
the government. 

How very different things are now. Lech Walesa was 
elected Poland's President; Vaclav Havel and Nelson Mandela are the 
Presidents of their countries; and Kim Dae-jung is here today as 
President, after the first ever democratic change of power from the 
governing party to the opposition in the 50-year history of the 
Republic of Korea. (Applause.) 

The irresistible longing for freedom, human rights, and 
democracy has carried Kim Dae-jung to the presidency of his country 
and now back to America, where he once lived in exile and where there 



has long been strong bipartisan support for Korean democracy. 
(Applause.) 

Mr. President, you have the admiration of the American 
people. We will work together to deepen democracy and economic 
opportunity. 

President Kim has spoken of the powerful link between 
democratic governments and market economies. In the 21st century, 
nations will not be able to sustain great economic power unless their 
people are empowered, free to speak their minds and create their own 
futures; unless there is equal opportunity and the rule of law. 

America strongly supports the economic reforms President 
Kim is pursuing -- opening markets, making financial institutions, 
businesses, and government more accountable. We will work with South 
Korea as it moves toward a full recovery and broader prosperity, with 
increased trade and investment that will benefit both our nations. 

Mr. President, your leadership will guide Korea's 
economic recovery, but so will your example. If one man can triumph 
over such great adversity, then surely the Korean people can surmount 
their current challenges. The American people, including more than 
one million Korean Americans who contribute so very much to our 
country, stand with you. 

Let me also reaffirm America's steadfast commitment to 
our security alliance. We will continue working together for peace 
and stability on the Korean Peninsula and across Asia. 

As President, I stood on the Bridge of No Return, where 
I saw the sacrifices made by American and South Korean troops to 
protect freedom. I also saw the young North Korean soldiers on the 
other side and imagined a future where people from North and South 
could walk freely across that bridge. 

We strongly support South Korea's efforts to find common 
ground with North Korea. The United States also will continue to 
participate with China in the four-party efforts to build a permanent 
peace. (Applause.) 

Let me conclude by saying something to men and women all 
around the world who work to protect human rights: Your work 
matters. You help transform nations and end tyranny. You save 
lives. Standing with me today is living proof -- Kim Dae-jung, a 
human rights pioneer, a courageous survivor, and America's partner in 
building a better future for the world. 

Today let us celebrate the freedom that has brought so 
much hope to the end of the 20th century. But let us also strengthen 



our efforts to build even greater democracy and peace and prosperity 
for all our children in the 21st century. 

Mr. President, again, welcome to the White House and 
welcome back to America. (Applause.) 

PRESIDENT KIM: Mr. President and Mrs. 
Clinton, and distinguished guests, thank you for inviting 
my wife and me, and for your warm welcome. I would also like to 
express the gratitude of Koreans to the American people for your 
unswerving friendship. 

After 50 years of consistent struggle for democracy, the 
Korean people won an historic victory by achieving the first peaceful 
transition of power from the ruling to an opposition party. I'm 
aware that behind this victory was the message of hope for freedom 
and democracy sent by the American people. 

As I faced 40 years of persecution from dictators and 
authoritarian regimes, including death threats, imprisonment, house 
arrest, exile, and surveillance, the unwavering support from America 
was a source of encouragement and deliverance. Today the triumph of 
democracy in Korea is also a victory for the democracy-loving 
people of America. 

Korea has begun a new struggle. It is a struggle to 
wipe out the legacy of dictatorship that suppressed democracy and a 
free market economy, and to promote the simultaneous development of 
these two, so that we can overcome the current national crisis and 
join the ranks of advanced nations in the 21st century. (Applause.) 
With the support of the Korean people, I will surely succeed in this 
struggle. And that victory will be a role model for many of our 
Asian neighbors. 

Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen, I will never forget 
the support and encouragement you gave me last year when the foreign 
exchange crisis hit Korea. The day after I was elected President, 
you personally called me and extended your strong support. It was a 
deeply moving experience. It reminded me once again, a friend in 
need is a friend indeed. 

Throughout history and throughout difficult times, the 
United States has been an unwavering friend. You liberated us from 
Japanese colonial rule. You helped us guard our nation against the 
communist aggression. You have given us on numerous occasions 
support and assistance. 

For its part, Korea has been a faithful partner to the 
United States. We also did not spare our cooperation with the United 
States whenever it was necessary. Together we must protect the 

values of liberty, democracy, and peace, which our two nations have 
jointly nurtured. (Applause.) 



I intend to raise a spirit of peace on the Korean 
Peninsula by engaging North Korea in activities to promote 
reconciliation and cooperation, while maintaining a strong security 
posture and coordinating our North Korean policy with the United 
States. I believe U.S. cooperation is crucial for the success of 
this policy. 

Mr. President, under your fine leadership the United 
States is enjoying a stability and prosperity unprecedented in 
history, and a decisive influence on world affairs. (Applause.) At 
the same time, nations in Asia are experiencing uncertainty and pain 
amid economic crisis. Never before has so much been expected of your 
leadership. Korea, for its part, faces its worst economic crisis 
since the Korean War. And so eyes and ears of the Korean people are 
focused on our meeting today. 

I look forward to seeing great riches come from our 
meeting. It will give our people renewed hope. Our two nations must 
develop a higher level of partnership, a higher friendship, sharing 
the ideals of democracy and free market economy. 

For the success of our meeting, I ask you and other 
American leaders for cooperation and support. Thank you. 
(Applause.) 

END 11 :10 A.M. EDT 
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Kim Dae-jong Peace Foundation-USA 
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Kim Dae Jung: A Brief Biography 

foi:1r almost four clc:cadc:s, Kirn Dae Jung's name h·as been synonymous with ~c:•uth Korea'~ 

~lrug;_~le for demc·crncy ind hurnAn nghts. Under the ~ucces~i,-e dictarornil re~1mes of Generals Pt1rk 
Chung Hee and Chun Doo Hwan, Dr. K1rn steadfastly cillcci for greater freedom ·111d respect for h11nrnn 
nghts. Gm-emment Assas~it1i:1r1011 attempts And kidnaping ha\-e lefr hun physically scaned, hut e'.·er more 
dcd1cltcd to rhe Cduse of democracy. The Korean pei:•plc elected Kirn D-,w-jung President un DeLTrnbcr 
18, l 'JIJ7. Since ;i,csummg ofrice on l-'ehn .. 1;i,1y 2Sth, J<.im 1s now f;..K1ng his grea1·est clF1llenge of his 
rem;.irkable ltfr: with he [(,:>rcan economy i~n crisis and the entire cconom1c and political system in need 
of drnstic and immediate overhflul. 

Dr. "-im heg;;in his cueer A' the he;1d of A 'hipping concern •rnd o\vner ,-,f ::i l·•cal ne\vspaper. I le 
sc•c:•n c·ntcrcd politics, \v111ni11g ;1 scat in Korc;1 1s 1'llt1onal Assembly 111 1961. He rose quickly \\·ith111 the 
opposition ~e\v Demorn-1tic Pflrty and, in his forties, hecame IJ1e p;i,rty's standard-he-Mer ag;;imst Gener;-1] 
Park Chung Hee in the 1911 presidc11t1;1I clcct1on. Dc~p1tc rampant dector;1l fraud, Dr. Kim nearly 
detef\ted P;;irk, gamermg 46'~·:) of the \·Ne. Shortly ;i,frerwArd, 1\lr. P;i,rk unilarerfllly suspended 1'-t.·rea's 
constitution, and Dr_ Kirn bcg,111 his tirc;t foreign cx1lc, gAthcring 111tcrrutional suppon for the cwsc: of 
1'.orea.n democr.:icy. 

Dr. "-im w:is unpnsoned numtr·>u~ tunes and spenl: oyer fifteen yerirs under house flrrest, m 
foreio-n exiles and 1n [)rison. Tn 1973, Dr. [(im \\';1S kidna1x:d in Tokvo hv '{WC'llt:~ ot' Srn1th r.,,:orl'a's b ~ J b 

Central Intelligence A.gency ;;ind mrro\vly sun-i\'ed A murder .ntempt flS his ;;ihduc1·ors ferried him across 
the Sea ofJi!par1. T n 1980, following the dc;1th of Park Chung Hee, Dr. Kim's o•.'il right~ were restored -
only 1:0 he reYoked :lgflin just rhree months b1-er. ln 1\fay 1980, Dr. Knn w;-1s arrested hy c;enernl Chun 
Dor; Hw:.in, who ruled the 1ntion \nth <I ,;tmng ;1rm t;:>r eight years 1111t:il c<Hly 1988, and sentcnt:c:d to 
de:'!1·h hy a m11it;iry rribu1d. Presidents Crner ;ind Re:1gan subsequently played p1ff1t:1l roles in the effort 
to s;1,·c Dr. Kim's life. :\s a result of mtcnsc intc:m;1tir.11al prcs~urc, Dr. Kim's dc.·ath sentence: \\',lS 

c\·en1u;lily commuted. 

Two year~ l;;irer, Dr. h.un's 1Ail t:erm was suspended -,md he emharked on his secc·nd L .:-:;. exile. 
\'\:hilc 111 the L:111tc:d States, he founded the T(orc,m Institute for Hum;.in Rights ;md co-founded the 
(c1uncil for the Promotion of Democracy. I le wris Also a visiting guest scholar a.t l lfltvr.trd U niYersir-y's 
Center for T ntcrnattonal .'\ ffalfs (CJIT .\.), where he authored the hook, ~fass Pa1t1cipatory T\:onomy: .-\ 
Democratic Alternariw for 1'-oreA. _-\n updMed ;i,nd revised edmon of this hook was published hy C:bL\ 
1n N<:I\ ember 1996. 

Despite the Chun rqprnc's reprntcd th rear:; ro 1ail h1m, Dr. r.,,:irn returned home in 1985. He then 
led a non-\-iolent pro-democracy srrup,,l',le that forced C:hun's m1lir;i,ry goyernment· ro agree lo democr;:itic 
reforms two yc1rs later. Dr. Kirn ag'1111 ran for pre5idc11t in 1981 - los111g t<) Gencr;il Roh 'Lie \'Coo in 
a 1:hree-wAy race widely hehffed I{) hrtve hcen L1111ted hy fomd. :\~ the he;id of Korea's largest 
opposition p;irty, Dr. Kirn continued to press the government fr>r further dcrnC>cr;l!lc reforms, 111cludi11g 
curhing rhe ~overnment's much-abused >.;i.ric01ul Securi~; La\v- and tlghrmg for the rights of bhor, 
women -.ind the: econorrnc11lv d1:sad,·a11t;1crcd. • b 

:\ fter Jn unsuccessful bid for tile prcsicirncy 1n 1991, Dr. Kirn retired ff')rn politics. He 
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subseljlH:·ntly accepted a visiting fdk>wship at C1ml>ridge L-niversity's Center fur International Studies, 
\vhere he de\·oted hunself to studying the complex issues relating ro reuniticn1on .. -.[ rhe l(ore:1n 
penimula -- £Ln issue he has <1ddressed seriously for 'JVtr n.vo dtc£tdes. 

InJ<ll1UJI)' 1994 Dr. Kim establishe<l the Kim D<te-jung Peace F·:Jtmdati·:Jn For T11e ~\s1d-Paufic 
Region (KPr~1 m Seoul. fogether w1rh pohtJCal, academic and spinlufll lei!ders from Kore;i, _,\s1r1, 
\\.estern £tnd Eastern Eurupt· and the l- nited States. he has been devtloping nt'\Y proposJb for 
mo,·ement on some of rnday's most pce~sin_s issues m K·)rea ;ind A.s1a. 

To.i?;ether with Corazon c'\.quino And Oscar c'\1us, Dr. 1-\..tm founded the l-ornm of Democr;11ic 
Lc1ders in the ;\s1a Pacific (FDL) in Dec.:eml>er 1994. The FOL is a memlJtTship orgarnzariun of Asian 
;:ind world democr;iric leaders dedicated to promoting pluralism and cinl society in Asia. lt has fr:.cused 

5rreat attention on prnmc·tmg peacetl..il demc-cratic change in I3urma. 

Concerned about the dekriurating opposition structure folk.l\Vmg :;ucces~ful l:)cal de·..:tions in 

I une 199 i J..;.im Dae-jung friunded rhe 1'.Ationfll C:ongress for New Politics (!'\ C:.\. P) rn he ;i reform 

uppos1tion party with the broadest possilile b;1se. The new party is dedicated to pracbcing a new politics 
of openness, responsihihry, and sound policy-m;iking. Issues of econ•1m1c reform and prnrnc1l 
reu111 fi·..:atiun were strtssed. In ~\pril l 99G, the :>JC:>JP w0n 79 scats in the new Nation<d ~\ssemlily, 
makmg it. the m;un oppositic·n pArty. ln Decemher 1997, l'-im Dae-jung W·')n 1he Presidency as 1he 
NC:>JP candidate. !'\ow the p<trt:y faces the challenges uf implementing its :1ml>1t1•Jll ~ refum1 <L~enda 111 

1he midst of d1e economIC and political tumull: of 1998. 

Dr. Kim's de·;otion to peace, democrar1c chr111ge and the: pnnciples of human nghrs are \v·fll­

knuwn t:hrr JlH!hout Asia and the \vorld. So toe· is his enormum t'ffott tc· htlp bnnit demuo:acv t·:J Kure<t. ' u . 0 . 

~\s ;i statesm::m, Dr. 1-\Jm's sincere desire is t•) 1-rnnslare the experiences ;ind les~ons nf his long career m10 
,i legacy in tht' service uf reunification of Korea and democratizatiun and peace in .\sia and the world. 

February 1998 

### 
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KIM DAE·JUNG PEACE FOUNDATION·USA 
DC Olliro • 61 IO &ecu~1e Boolenrd, Suite El!lll, Rnckiill., 110 20~52 • Tel 3f1l1231-.ll43; Fai 31))/211-5275: [-m.11 lfinl!i@c1o~iliik.net 

CCRRICCLUM \1TAI. 

KIM DAE JUNG 
POSITIONS CURRENTLY IIELD 

President-Clect, Republic of Korea: Inaugurated 25 frbniary 1998 for a single five year tcnn 
Prtside11t. National Congress for New Politics. South Korea: Main Opposition (soon to be ruling) Party 
Chainnan, Kirn Dae Jung Peace Foundation for tbe Asian-Pacific Region, Seoul: Public Policy Think Tank 
Cu-President. forulll of Democratic Leaders in the Asia Pa·ifk Seoul: Regional Democracy Ndwork 
Ilonorarv Chainnan, Korean Institute for Iluman Rights. Rockville. MD: Iluman Rights Institute 
l\lemLer. Board of Directors. LaRoche College. Pittsburgh. PA Catholic College 

I 949- l ')52 
1%4 
1967 
11)70 
1')83-1%4 
J ()1)2 

J C)C)'._\ 

Oduber J 948 
rcbruarv 1950 
l\1arJ1 J 951 

Mav 1951 
October 1956 
November 1958 

October 1960 
M~n' 1961 
Jul:· J ')63 
November 1963 
June 1965 
J anuarv 1966 
Aug11st J 966 
hbruarv I 967 

EDUCATION 

Studied Political Scieno.:: at Kunkook University. Interrupted by the Korean \Var 
Completed one yea.r of graduate program in Busine~s Administration 
Completed one vear program at the Institute of Industrial Management. Kyunghee Universitv 
Completed two year graduate program in [conomics, Kyu11ghec Universit~· 
Visiting fellow at the Center for International Studies, I Iarvard University 
Received Ph.D. in Political Science. Diplomatic Academv of 1l1e Russian roreign Ministry, rvloscow 
Visiting rellow at Cambridge University, UK 

PERSONAL I II STORY 

President, The Mokpo Dailv Ne,_,-~ 
At<t>sted b:' North Korean communists, narrowly escaped execution by breaking out of 1::iiJ 
President, rvtokpo Merchant Ship Co 
President. Chunnam Shipping Union 
President. Dae Yang Shipbuilding Agents 
I\:lember of the Standing Cornmittee. ll1e Democratic Party 
Spokesman. TI1e National Alliance to Protect IIurnan Rights 

Spokesman. and elected to the Planning Cou1Kil, The Democratic Partv 
Ueo:ted to the 5th National A%emblv. A<>sembly aborted bv l\·fav 16 •:oup 
Spokesman. TI1e Demon-atic Part:' 
Elected to the 6th National A.sst'rnblv 
Spokesman. TI1e Minjung Party 
Visited USA at invitation of the US State Dt'p:utrnent made an arowtd-the-world trip 
[lei.:ted Chainnan of the Policy CounLil and member. Executive Board. ll1e Minjung Partv 
Spokesman. and elected to the [xecutive Board. ll1e New Democratic Party 

Sq1tcmbcr 1970 
April 1971 

Nominated for President at the New Democratic PartY Convention 
\Von 461l'i: of the popular vote (5.4 million votes) in the 7th Prt'sidential [lection. despite 
extreme eleL1ion corruption and rigging 
Elected to the National Assembly. Injured iu the first assassination attempt by the Park 
regime Walks with a distinctive gait as a result of the injury 
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October l 072 

August I 973 

/\1ard1 1976 

Mar,-h 1977 

December l 978 
Lkcembcr l •)/') 

February l 980 
/\1av I 980 

November l 980 

] anuarv 198 I 

Uccembc:r L 982 
July 1983 
hhruarv 198') 
Mardi 198') 

] a11uar:' l 987 

July 1987 
Now·mb,,r 1987 
J_),"cem bc:r l ') 8 7 
April 1988 

March 199 L 
Septel1iber I 99 I 
September 199 I 

Mardi J 992 
Mav I 092 
J_),~cembcr t •N2 
] anuarv 1993 
I a11uarv 1994 
L),·:rembcr 1994 

St'pleinber I 99) 

/\pri 1 J C)96 

,·\pril I 997 

Mav 1997 

President Park Chung Hee suspende,i the Constitution a scconci time and dedan~d the 

Yu.shin Sys rem Kim Dae Jung started his first foreign exile and srageci ancj-dictatorshi 11 
mowments in Japan and the USA. 

Kidnap[Xd from fokyo. Japan, by agents of the Korean Central lntelligen,:e Agen,::: l wo 

assassination atternpts during the ordeal were foiled 

Arrested on charges of Yiolating the l::mergencv Decree 9 hv initi;ning "The March l st 
Democratization Statement" 

Senf.,"nced to a) year jail term and in1prisonrnent in the Jinju Correctional Centt"r 
(pen1temiary) 

Jail terrn suspended. released fr0m jail and put. under ho11~.-: arrest 
1-lotrst' arrest was lifteci following President Parl(s assassination 

Amnl°sty was granted an,i 1:ivil rights restored 
Arreskd by Mariial Law Comman11 prior t.o Kwangju uprising. charged with sedition, 
ploning anti-government activii:y 

Sentenced lo death at the final I.rial by court-martial Accused of masterminding Kwangp1 

uprising even though in prison ar the i:ime 

Death sente1Ke was commuted t.o life in prison. US. presidents Carin and Reagan both 

involn"d in commutation of death sentence Sentence later reduced to 20 y1:ars in 1ail 

The 20 year jail i:erm was suspendi:-.:l, second foreign ex.ile in US. began 
Founded th!° K•)rean Institute for Human Riglns in Akx.andria, Virginia 

lteturn home to Kore<i from L'.S. f'xile. to imnwciiat<" hou<;e arrest 
Co-Chairman, The Council for Promotion of Demo,~racv 
Nominated for the Nobel Peace Prize in recognition of his three-decade struggle for 
democracy and human rights 
Cleared of all outstanding charges and iull political rights restort"d 
Founded the Party for Peace and Democracy (J'PD) 

Ran for Pre5ident of Korea, as nominee of the Pl'D Lost to Roh Tae-woo 
lteelf'ct.ed to the National Assernblv 

Achiewd united opposition under name of New Democratic Pany (NDl') 

Opposition further consolidated un.kr the Democratic Party (DP) 

/\ccompanied President Roh to United Nations ceremonv on the occasion of the entrance 

into the L'N of the two Koreas Visited the S0v1et. Union. Poland, and Genn<inv. meeting 

with national leaders 
Reelectt"d to the National Assernblv Led DP to major gains in Nat·l t\ssemblv elections 

Nomi natcd the UP candidate for l\esi1:l."nt of Kor1"a 

Retired from politics aft.er his thirci bid for the presidencv 
Accepted visiting fellowship at Cambridge Universit.v, UK 

Founded Kirn Dae-jung l'ea1:l" Foundation for the Asia-Pacific Region (KL'r) 
Co-founded. \Vit.h Corazon Aquino and Oscar Arias. the 1-orum of Dem(i,:ratJc Lea,-kr~ .in 

the Asia Pacific (1-DL). a regional network of democratic le;.iders and young people 

lleentt"red active politics in Korea and founded. with over 30 1awmakers, the National 

Congress for New Polit.i,:s (NCNP) 

ln National Asscmblv elections. NCNP won 79 seats. became main opposition partv. 

Visited New York and Washington wjth NCNP delegation Gave four ma1or addresses in 

Washington on U S-ROK Security, The Korean Economy, Tlw North Knrean Situation. 

and Korea in a Regional Conte~1. Met. with officia1s, experts. legislators. press. 

Elected Candidate for President by NCNP at party convention. vows to change 
government. 
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MAJOR ESSAYS, ADDRESSES 

Nm·t/1 J<ol'en: \.Yhere Vo V\'c Go From Herc?, a luncheon address at the N::ttional Press Club on I 0 April 1997. As 
the magnitude of famine in .\Jorth Korea 1s becoming dear to the world, Kim urges the North's gow·rnment to begin 
an honest dialogue with the South He s::ivs South Korea. Japan and the U.S should take i:he lead to do all that is 
possible to feed the hungry in the North, transcending diplomcitic obstacles. 

I11c U..S.-ROK Allit111cc mul Sccuri~y in Northeast A5ia, an ciddress at the N;itional Defense Universitv, l-ort Leslie 
McN,'.1ir. Wcishington on l l April 1 ()()/_ Kim stresses a 1oint U.S-ROK appro<:tch to North Korea which maint;1ins 
a strengthe1wd deterrent while providing a avenue for improved relai:ions. He ccills for reform of the ltOK militarv 
by ensuring its political neutrality, transparent personnel managemenr., improYed benefits and increased 
prc,fe~si on al ism. 

Reji1r111i11g J(orcn's Ecmwll!V· an address before the Center for International Private l:nterprise ::it the US Chamber 
ol Commerce in \Vashington on r.1 April 1997. Kim 1:ndorscs the ex~)ansi•Jn of market mechanisms in the Korean 
tYonomy and the cournry·s responsibilities under the \VTO He asks for underst<:tnding as imtitutions struggk mlh 

;in t·:onomi,: slowdown. and reaffirms the mut11cil adyanr.ages of dose bilateral an,i regional lJ.S.-Korean economic 
COO[Xfa ti on. 

Korra n11d th1• Future of the J>acijic Bnsi11. an ::id dress at Gt'orgetown University on S April l ()07. Before an 
au,i1ence oi experts, srudent.s and professors, Kim strongly urges America to st::iv engaged in Asia in order to 
maint.a1n peace and stabilitv on into the 21st centurv. He predicts Korea will play an increasingly pivotal role in 
reg11111;:il rnattrrs as i1s democracy matures and its economy adjusts tn the \VTO order. 

A11 lu-dept/1 111tc,.vicw 1-\'itli Kim Vae-j1mg, l'reside11t, Tiw Nntimwl Congress for New Politic.~. (in English) an 
intervit"w conducted bv Cho Kap-jae for the v\'olgan Cho~un (Chosun l'vlonthly) of September 199'), pp 204-228. 
lh'." offprint includes a cable ot contents by subject, inclu,iing Gowrnment. \lorth Kore;.i, Politi,:s. and Per~onal 
is-:ues This is one of the best guidt's to recent issue~ in Korea for English speakers. 

A.~iam 1\Just T nkc the Lend lVitll Burmn, Cover article j n / une/J uly 199') issut: of Bunntl Vchr1tc, a pubJ ic<:1tio11 of r.lw 
Burma l'ro1en of the Open Srxiety institute. \Jew York. Kim argues for Asians. and specilkallv I.he ASEAN 
organization, to take the lead in pre-ssing for ::in end to the conrinued oppression ::ind illigit1mat,, rule in Burma 

A1111m111rr111c11t of Uctum to l'olitirs, National Congress for Nrw Politics (!\'CNP). iin English). Seoul, Korea. l 8 
July l <)9), 4pp The te:>.1 of this announcement is vrry helpful in undersr.;inding whv Kim Dae-jung returned to 

politics frnm retirement., and what. the goals of the new party are. 

J5 C'11/t11re De.~tir!v:. Essay in Nowmber•'December 1994 issue of h1rcig11 Ajja;rs, publishd bv the Council on 
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A~v S11gge.~tiomfor US.-Asin11 l'ofiries. Address to the National Press Club. 12 M::iv 1994. Washington. UC In 
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Korea tc, break the impasse. In t.hc question and answer session following the speed1 (i1i--luded) Kirn Dac-jung 
suggests that Jimmv C<:trter would be a desirable person for SLh:h a mjssion. Carter ,kcideci to go to North Korea 
•.vi thin several \Veeks of this speech. and began a dialogue which led r.o thr Agreed hamework of October l C>()4 
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Korcr111 lfr1111ijlcntim1: A Rejointfr.r. an ess;w in the December 1 or13 issue of Sci'lfriCv /)ialog11c (Volume 24, Number 
4 :1 1 publication of the lnternational Peace Research Institute, Oslo (PH.JO), published bv SAGE Publications (JSSN 
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Le~som ot the German Reunification Process for Korea," chaired bv Helmut Schmidt. Paris. 17-18 february J 993. 
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President-elect Kim Dae Jung was not born in a family of privilege, like many 
Asian politicians, but rather was raised on a poor island so remote it did not 
get electricity until 1988. 

The island of Ha Eui, 30 miles off the southwest Korean coast, had fewer than 
10,000 people and no paved roads or other signs of modernization, and Mr. Kim's 
early life is shrouded in mystery. Indeed, his enemies have said that he was 
born out of wedlock and that the man who raised him was not his real father, 
although there is no convincing evidence of this. 

Mr. Kim has used various birth dates over the years, and at the moment -­
after rivals accused him of being too old -- he has settled on Dec. 3, 1925. But 
in an unpublished biography, written in 1993 by a relative, Young Jack Lee, he 
is quoted as saying that he was actually born almost two years earlier, on Jan. 
6, 1924, and that his parents later falsified his birth date so he could avoid 
Japanese military service during World War II. 

Korean society has always been obsessed with education, and when Mr. Kim 
proved himself an excellent student as a small child, his parents abandoned 
their rice paddy on the island and moved to the mainland city of Mokpo so the 
boy could go to a good school beginning in the fourth grade. It was this 
sacrifice for a child's education, the kind still made by families across the 
country, that enabled Kim Dae Jung to get a first-rate schooling and later make 
a name for himself. 

After graduation from high school, he worked for a Japanese shipping company 
and then, as the best-educated Korean on the staff, was chosen by his fellow 

workers to take charge of the company when Japan surrendered Korea at the end of 
World War II. He then started his own shipping conpany and quickly made a 
fortune, but when North Koreans seized Mokpo during the Korean War he was 
arrested as a capitalist and nearly executed. 
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In the 1950's, already a very successful businessman, Mr. Kim entered 
politics as an opposition figure and proI1q;>tly lost four consecutive elections 
while also spending his fortune on the caI1q;>aigning. In 1959, when he was 
virtually bankrupt and seemed to have little future, his wife died of an 
overdose of over-the-counter drugs. Mr. Kim's critics have long suggested that 
it was a suicide; Mr. Kim says the death was unintentional. 

Mr. Kim, left with two small boys, persevered in politics and was introduced 
to Catholicism by his political mentor, John Chang, a future Prime Minister. 
Ever since then, Mr. Kim says, he has been profoundly comforted by his religious 
faith. 

Finally elected to the National Assembly in 1961, Mr. Kim was unseated by a 
coup a few days later. But he rose in the opposition ranks and remarried in 
1962, wedding Lee Hee Ho, one of South Korea's first women scholars and social 
activists. Mrs. Lee, who was educated in the United States, is the mother of a 
third son. 

In 1971 Mr. Kim ran for President, and his spell-binding speeches almost won 
him the election even though the military dictator had thoroughly rigged the 
system. Later that year, a truck owned by a figure in the governing party 
crashed into Mr. Kim's car, killing several people and leaving him with a 
permanent liilq;>. There is no firm evidence, but many Koreans regard that as a 
Government attempt to assassinate Mr. Kim. 

Two years later, when he was in Japan, he was kidnapped from a hotel by South 
Korean intelligence officials, put on a ship and -- by his account -- tied to 
concrete weights and prepared to be thrown overboard. At the last minute he was 
spared, apparently because of vigorous intervention by American officials in 
Seoul, and Mr. Kim was instead released, battered and dazed, on the streets of 
Seoul. He walked home and stumbled into the arms of his wife. 

His eldest son, crying in relief, rebuked him, saying: •Father, you're not 
the only one responsible for our country. Why do you have to take everything on 
yourself?• The words cut deeply, for Mr. Kim has acknowledged that his passion 
for politics cost his children enormously. 

Then in 1980, the military Government sentenced Mr. Kim to death and came 
within a hair's breadth of hanging him. The military dictator, Chun Doo Hwan, 
finally agreed to spare his life in exchange for a lunch at the White House with 
President Ronald Reagan. 

Mr. Kim was exiled to the United States, where he polished his English and 
wrote a book about the Korean economy. When democratic elections, more or less, 
finally came to Korea in 1987, he ran again -- but split the democratic vote 
with another ex-dissident, Kim Young Sam. In an interview, Kim Dae Jung said 
that his failure to bow out to Kim Young Sam was the biggest mistake he had ever 
made, and that a result was the election of a former general, Roh Tae Woo. 

In 1992, Mr. Kim ran again for President but lost to Kim Young Sam, and he 
announced his retirement from politics. Widely regarded as a has-been, a tragic 
figure belonging to Korea's past, he seemed finished. But then he ran again for 
President in 1997 -- and won. 



pressure for clemency, and thus sharply increasing the chances that Kim would be 
executed. The private assessment of some of Reagan's aids, matched by those of 
some of Carter's administration officials, was that Kim would not be put to 
death during the U.S. presidential transition period to spare the incoming 
administration embarrassment. 

Shortly after the election, Muskie contacted both the Reagan foreign policy 
team and senior Republicans on Capitol Hill to make the case for clemency for 
Kim, and its importance to the U.S. national interest. The response from both 
quarters was positive. 

Senate Republican leader Howard H. Baker Jr. (Tenn.) sent an emissary to 
Seoul in early December to ask that Kim's sentence be commuted. The same 
message bearer, staff aide Cran Montgomery, also carried a private message from 
Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D-Mass.). 

The.most important message, without question, was from Reagan foreign policy 
adviser ~chard y. Allen, now presidential national security adviser, saying 
that in e view of the incoming administration, Kim's execution ould have 
s · r Ko ' atera re at1ons with the United States as 
well as its relationship with Japan and other vital countries. 

In a November conversation with Gen. Lew Byung Hyun, chairman ofth~orean 
joint chiefs of staff, Allen discussed the possibility of a Washington visit bY'­
Chun at the time of the inauguration. The idea of a visit was refined and 
discussed at greater length by Allen later with Korean Ambassador Kim Yong Shik 
and embassy minister Shon Jang Rae, a confidant of Chun. 

For some in the Reagan camp, dangling a trip to Washington was seen as a 
means of staving off Kim's execution long enough for the new administration, 
after taking office to make a plea for his life. Reagan's strong backing for 
Korean security as well as the outspoken opposition to U.S. troop withdrawls by 
his designated secretary of state, Alexander M. Haig Jr., made a compelling case 
for a reciprocal gesture by Chun to pave the way for improved relations with the 
United States in the Reagan era. 

Washington was not informed before Jan. 20 that Chun would commute Kim's 
death sentence before setting forth on his official trip, which is to begin 
tomorrow in Los Angeles. But shortly after Reagan's official invitation was 
extended, Chun sent word of the action he was preparing to take. 

Last Friday, shortly after it was announced, the Reagan State Department 
welcomed the clemency for Kim, calling it "a Korean decision" that will serve to 
"improve the atmosphere" of relations between Washington and Seoul. 

Newsweek December 15, 1980, UNITED ST A TES EDITION 
HEADLINE: Reagan and Hunman Rights 
BYLINE: TOM MA THEWS with JANE WHITMORE in Washington, WILLIAM E. SCHMIDT in 
Moscow, HOLGER JENSEN in Johannesburg, TESSA NAMUTH in New York and bureau 
reports 
I think that all of us in this country are dedicated to ... human rights. 
But I think it must be a consistent policy. I don't think that you can tum away 
from one country because here and there they do not agree with our concept of 
human rights. 

Ronald Reagan, Nov. 6, 1980 



The Washington Post January 27. 1981, Tuesd!YJ'.inal Edition 
HEADLINE: Joint Carter-Reagan Effort Reportedly Helped Save Korean's Life 
BYLINE: By Don Oberdorfer, Washington Post Staff Writer 
An unusual cooperative effort by the Carter and Reagan administrations, 
including a series of private messages delivered in Washington and Seoul, was 
instrumental in saving the life of Soutb Korean oppnsition political leader 
Kim dae J11ng ac<:ording to sources in both the Carter and Reagan camps, 

South Korean President Chun Doo Hwan commuted the death sentc~e against the 
opposition leader on Friday, t,bree days after Ronald Reagaq, in one of his first 
acts as President, signed an invitation for Chun to make an official visit to 
the United States, 

Reagan administration aides denied that there was an explicit swap of Kim's 
life for the Washington visit. But they did not deny that the trip figured in 
importannt fashion in the discussions of Kim's fate. Seoul was told according 
to the sources, that there could be no trip to Washington by the new Korean 
leader ifthe opposition figure was executed, 

~ Sou orea since e came close to winn' ears 
ago, W3,! arrested inMay l!5 a 1 1 action headed by Chun cemented its power 

1'ii11ie face of widespread protests. Kim was sentenced to d a bµ m ilit!!' 
C£..urt Sept. 17 on sedition charges, wlilc e tate Department called 
"far-fetched."·-------

The Carter administration was appalled by Chuil's power play, which ended a_ 
f.asi!e drive tmvard dcmncratjµtjpp in South Korea, but was unwilling or unable 
to exert enough leverage to force a change. Although the United States 
gradually accepted Chunas Korea's new leader, it continued to view the execution 
of Kim as a serious threat to U.S.-Koreaan relations. t 

Officials of the Carter and Reagan administrations, in similar words, said 
their concern about Kim was not just personal or humanitarian, but arose from 
the belief that his execution would be an event oflarge-scale symbolic and 
political importance throughout the world. This would make it much more 
difficult, Chun was told by both administrators, for the United States to work 
closely with Korea in the future. 

After a major internal battle, the Carter administration decided to make most 
of its pleas for Kim's life in private rather than in public. For example, 
State Department legal officer Jeffery H. Smith spent 4 1/2 weeks in Seoul 
observing Kim's Court maniiJ -- which was condemned by Amnesty Intematin~l as 
"failing to meet internationally accepted standards of fairness" - but 
Smith's report was never pennitted to see the light of day, on grounds that it 
would complicate the task of winning clemency for the condemned leader. 

Then-Secretary of State Edmund S. Muskie authorized several priv~te messages 
telling Seoul that Kim's execuiion would risk "the abuse of the relationship" 
with Washington. Among those who sent strong messages to Seoul, in addition to 
the State Department, were then-Defense Secretary Harold Brown, who traveled to 
Seoul to discuss the Kim case with Chun, and Carter's CIA director, Stansfield 
Turner. 

Reagan's election in November was widely seen as decreasing U.S. interest and 
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Africa. arguing that South Africa's blacks could benefit from such a stance. 
Human-rights advocates doubt it. 

Dissidents: The Soviet Union also seems delighted with the passing of the 
Carter stress on human rights and the arrival of Reagan's new line. Given the 
Reagan position, there may be little pressure on Moscow to increase the trickle 
of Jewish emigration or to release political dissidents. And with Afghanistan 
still at arms and Poland boiling, it seems likely that there will be no 
improvement unless Reagan and Brezhnev manage to patch together the shreds of 
detente--and the Soviets conclude that it is to their advantage to barter 
human-rights for trade concessions. 

Reagan himself has not announced a formal human-rights policy. Richard 
Allen, his chief foreign-affairs adviser, has directed the more talkative 
members of the transition team to keep quiet partly to reduce the risk of 
miscalculations by over-eager hard-line conservatives abroad. Reagan people 
contend that they are simply correcting the naivete of Carter's human-rights 
policy. "They were looking for Utopia," says Jeane Kirkpatrick of Georgetown 
University, a top Reagan adviser. "That resulted in a great deal of confusion, a 
lot of arbitrariness and a much lower degree of effectiveness than would a 
carefully drawn policy." Given a world in which human wrongs so often collide 
with human rights, Reagan will have to draw up and act on an effective policy 
soon after Inauguration Day. And the issue may yet come to bedevil him--in a 
different sense, but just as persistently--as it did Jimmy Carter. ' 

The Washington Post January 27, 1981, Tuesday, Final Edition 
HEADLINE: Joint C r-Reagan Effort Reportedly Helped Save Korean's Life 
BYLINE: By Don Ob rdorfer, Washington Post StaffW ter. 
An unusual cooperative ort by the Carter and Reag administrations, 
including a series of priva messages delivered in shington and Seoul, was 
instrumental iri saving the h of South Korean op sition political leader 
Kim dae Jung, according to s rces in both the er and Reagan camps. 

uted the death sentence against the 
opposition leader on Friday, three ays afte onald Reagan, in one of his first 
acts as President, signed an invitati for un to make an official visit to 
the United States. 

there was an explicit swap of Kim's 
life for the Washington visit. But the di ot deny that the trip figured in 
importannt fashion in the discussio of K · 's fate. Seoul was told according 
to the sources, that there could be trip to ashington by the new Korean 
leader ifthe opposition figure w executed. 

Kim, among the most promin nt and most con versial mainstream political 
leaders in South Korea since h came close to wino 
ago, was arrested inMay as a ilitary faction headed Chun cemented its power 
in the face of widespread pr ests. Kim was sentenced t 
court Sept. 17 on sedition c arges, which the State Dep 
"far-fetched." 

The Carter administraf n was appalled by Chun's power play, 
fragile drive toward de ocratization in South Korea, but was unwil or unable 
to exert enough lever e to force a change. Although the United State 
gradually accepted C unas Korea's new leader, it continued to view the execution 
of Kim as a serious reat to U.S.-Koreaan relations. t 
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It seemed a modest proposal, a break with Jimmy Carter's politics of moral 
witness in favor of a more practical view of America's friends and interests. 
But Ronald Reagan's signals may have gone awry. Encouraged by them, right-wing 
regimes as far afield as South Korea, South Africa and Latin America now seem 
eager to tighten the screws more relentlessly than ever on dissent. "They 
perceive it as open season," says Thomas Farer, president of the Inter American 
Commission on Human Rights. "Rightly or wrongly, they believe they may be 
chided--but not opposed." 

The impression has been fostered mostly by Reagan's loose-lipped transition 
team. In recent travels some Reagan emissaries have dropped hints that the 
President-elect might give support to right-wingers in Argentina, Brazil and 
Bolivia, provide military aid to conservatives in Guatemala and El Salvador and 
reduce U.S. support of the leftist Sandinista in Nicaragua. Others have said 
that he may upgrade America's Taiwan connection; still others, that he might 
send troops to conservative outposts in the Persian Gulf. And word leaked to The 
New York Times last week that a transitio squad headed by Pedro Sanjuan, a 
fonner John F. Kennedy protocol officer turned rightward, and John Carbaugh, an 
assistant to North Carolina's conservative Sen. Jesse Helms, had prepared a plan 
that would strip the State Department Bureau of Inter-American Affairs of 
human-rights advocates and "social refonners." 

Conservatives in Latin America now count on Reagan to place regional se~rity 
above human rights. The right-wing government in Guatemala is stepping up its 
offensive against Marxist-led Indians entrenched in several strongholds in 
jungle districts. Rightist groups in Costa Rica, Honduras and Panama have begun 
antiCommunist propaganda campaigns that include "proof that Nicaragua is a 
"closet Cuba" with expansionist designs. Within Nicaragua itself, conservative 
voices, revived by Reagan's election, now say that the Sandinista government is 
fast developing a true Marxist state. And in El Salvador, the danger of a 
right-wing coup against the country's compromise-minded, increasingly rightist 
ruling junta is escalating. 

Opposition: Reagan's election also has sheered the right in South Korea, the 
Philippines and Taiwan. South Korea's strongman Chun Doo Hwan was surprised when 
a Reagan aide warned him not to execute his politically bothersome opponent 
Kim Dae Jung; but South Korean dissidents say with alarm that Chun may now feel 
confident enough to execute Kim anyway. In the Philippines, former Sen. Gerardo 
Roxas, a leader of the always endangered opposition to President Ferdinand 
Marcos, has been worried enough by Reagan's views to warn the President-elect to 
"anchor his efforts on the moral principle of human rights" or risk a burst of 
underdog antiAmericanism among Filipinos. In Taiwan, where eight dissidents were 
found guilty last spring, government critics say bleakly that they can no longer 
count on the support of Washington. And the Nationalist government hopes that 
the Washington-Peking-Taipei triangle may work a bit better to their advantage. 

South Africa now seems to be calculating that Reagan will dwell less on its 
miserable human-rights recNd than on its rich minerals, its econon: ;c strength 
and its strategic position guarding oil-tanker routes around the tip of Africa. 
After Reagan's election, Pretoria said it would not attend an allparties 
conference sponsored by the United Nations on the future of troubled Namibia 
until after Reagan took office. Supporters of Prime Minister Pieter Botha hope 
Reagan will show more sympathy for Botha, who risked an ultra-white backlash by 
advocating a few modest improvements in apartf1eid. They also hope the Reagan 
Administration will use less stick and more carrot in future dealings with South 
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deal with, who had time to care about a lone dissident in far-off Korea? 

But U.S. officials had been debating Kim's plight for months. Some thought 
the U.S. should launch a public protest to Chun, asking him to prevent the 
execution, others argued such a move would be counterproductive. In early 
December ~regg, then on the National Security Council staff, left for Seoul 
with Defense Secretafy Harold Brown for a me§g with1:1tan thafooth men 
Cfoubted would yield mucfl. To their surprise, Chun got right to the point. 
Remembers Gregg: "The first thing he said was, 'I've ot a terribl roblem 
Kim Dae Jun . Eve sin le 
I do I know I have trouble with you and in Europe. I do not kpow what to do.!!! 

Yet Chug seemed inclined to go with his generals. "I left the meeting thinking 
• that we failed and Kim Dae Jung was a dead man," recalls Gregg. 

Meanwhile, State Department official Michael Armacost, among other 
policy-makers nervous over Kim's fate, contacted Richard Allen. a foreign 
affairs adviser to Reagan. Armacost warned Allen that a high-ranking Republican 
had told senior Korean officials that Chun should deal with Kim as he saw fit. 
If that message was not quickly disavowed, Chun was likely to consider it a 
green light to kill Kim. After seeking Reagan's support, Allen leaked news 
reports that the new administration would in fact not look kindly on an 
execution. The Koreans arranged a meeting in Washington with a Chun 
emissary--who said it was none of Washington's business. "I said if you [kill 
him] you will be struck by a lightning bolt from heaven," recalls Allen, who 
concedes he did not have a clue as to what Washington's policy would be. 

The next day, Chun's emissary suggested a deal: ifthe Korean President were 
invited to Reagan's inauguration, they might consider a lesser penalty for Kim. 
Allen easily said "no" to that; heads of state do not attend presidential 
inaugurations. "They made a big mistake out of ignorance, and now I knew I had 
the leverage," Allen recalls. He pressed the Koreans to relent and, confidant 
that Kim's life was saved, he discreetly arranged a "private" visit for Chun 
with Reagan in February 1981. Ironically, that helped earn Reagan the ire of Kim 
supporters in and out of Korea for "coddling dictators." Even Kim, whose life 
had been twice spared, learned only years later that it was the Republicans who 
bailed him out. "He has a "PfY warm feeling for the U.S.," say!i,,{prmer 
Congressman Stephen Solarz. "He knows if it wasn't for us, he undoubtedly 
wouldn't be here." 

--By Stella Kim/Seoul. With reporting by Douglas Waller/Washington 

The New York Times January 21, 1998, Wednesday, Late Edition - Final 
HEADLINE: On the Korea Tightrope, 1980 
BYLINE: By Richard V. Allen; Richard V. Allen was Ronald Reagan's first 
national security adviser. 
The interesting account by Richard Holbrooke and Michael Annacost ("A Future 
Leader's Moment of Truth," Op-Ed, Dec. 24) of the 1980 rescue of Kim Dae Jung 
suggests that i!Js tjme to tell the full story of a distant drama that could 
have become a catastrophe. 

During the Presidential transition from Jimmy Carter to Ronald Reagan in 
1980, the news media's major foreign policy focus was on American hostages in 
Iran. In South Korea, the generals who had seized power in a coup in late 1979 
were pondering how to carry out the death sentence they had imposed on Mr. Kim, 

rea's perennial democrat and opposition leader. Korea had been a vexing -
problem or e ion. 
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HEADLINE: Cl d-dagger gawes· Savins die life ef a ~ader 
BYLINE: Stella kiril/Seoul, With reporting by Douglas Waller/Washington 
K~ms bad jt19Jinjsbed a secret lijpcb with another Korean nppoeitioft 
jader at Tokyo's downtown Grand Palace Hotel on Aug. 8. 1973. As Kim stepped 
into a liihway, a,group of men erabbed hi~ ordering him in Korean to keep 
silent Beaten and smothered with a chloroform-soaked rag, Kim was bound, 
blindfolded and dumped into a waiting car. By the following night, he had been 
~rred to a Korean freighter at_sea. ]'here he was bound again, his face 
covered m tape with air boles around his nose. As the ship moved off into the 
darkness, his captors ro ed Kim to a traditi for 
burial; weights were attached to his wris A devout Cathoh Kim saw the end 
coming and began to pray. 

Suddenly, as if in response, the IJIDlble of aircraft engines swept over the 
ship.As crew members shouted "an airplane," Kun heard heavy objects falling 
into the sea. Then the ship turned so sh I Kim was thrown t ec . "Are 
you Mr. Kim Dae ung. aske a voice, which Kim aides now believe belonged to 
the ship's cook. "I think the worst is over and you are alive." The fly-by had 
scared Kim's captors enough to save his life. 

Only now are details of the kidnapping beginning to emerge. Last week, a top 
Korean official revealed that the KCIA had planned the abduction ... but he failed 
to explain the mysterious appearan~e of the plane. Time has learned that Kim's 
savior was the United States. According to Donald Gregg, rben chief of the 
Central Intelligence Agency's Seoul statio.n. tlie U.S. swept into action 

·1iiiiii'ediately on hearing news of Kim's abduction. Ambassador Philip Habib called 
Gregg into his office. "I know how things work around here," said Habib. -
"They're going to wait 24 hours, and if we don't say anything Kim will be 
killed." As Gregg tells it, he called in as many favors as he could from among 
his Korean counterparts to verify the kcia's role in the kidnapping. The next 
morning, Habi~ent to the Blue House and warned President Park Chun H e that 
Kim's murder would be a "terrible setback" or . - · ns. The 
aircraft that buzze e ea s 1p at night was not American, says Gregg, but 
could have been Korean or, more likely, Japanese. In any case, its warning kept 
Kim from a horrible fate. 

The next U.S. in~rvention on Kim's behalf was considerably more complicated. 
It was late 1980, the df!,sident leader had been convicted of treason and was 
awaitin~tion. Overseas Koreans, foreign leadtiS mad hUmatt ngnfs activists 
had called for his r ease, to no avail. In Washington, Jimmy Carter was in the 
process of turning ver the White House to President-elect Ronald Reagan. With 
U.S. diplomats being held hostage in Iran and a still-intact Soviet Union to 

' 
i 

.f 



discussions. Only my immediate staff would be involved, and a careful record 
would be kept.__I then spread word infonnall¥ and without direct attribution that 
South Korea would encounter great difficulties with the new Administration if 
Mr. Kun were harmed. .. 

A few weeks later, Kim Yong Shik, the Korean Ambassador, called to say that 
an emissary, .¥aj. Gen. Chung Ho Yong, had arrive.Q. To preserve security, the 
general and I met m my private offices, not the transition office. Ambassador 
Kim and an aide were there. My lifelong friend, Lieut. Col. Donald L. Johnson, 
took notes. 

After the talks adjourned for the night, I told Mr. Reagan that the Koreans 
appeared detennined to carry out the sentence on Mr. Kim. Mr. Reagan instructed 
me to let them know that he was intent upon Mr. Kim's sentencebein ci>mmuted or 
dropped, and that any other outcome w ave serious consequences. That ha 
been the Carter Aaministrat1on's message, too, but it seemed to be having no 
effect. 

I rejected the suggestion of an inaugural invitation (the Koreans did not 
kn~tocol prohibits invitations to heads of state), instead offerjog 
the possibility of a eeting with President Rea an short ~ 
inauguration, but no a s e v1s1 . a cou be accomplished, however, only 
if Mr. Kim's sentence were drastically reduced and he would not be mistreated. 
Moreover, if word of this arrangement were to leak, I would deny that a deal had 
been struck. This gave us great leverage over Mr. Chun and made secrecy all the 
more vital. The Koreans eventually agreed. 

To insure that we would not have a Korean coup leader as the President's 
first foreign visitor, we invited Prime Minister Edward Seaga of Jamaica to 
Washington before Mr. Chun. Then, to make the point about the level of the Chun 
visit, I issued an itinerary that was "out of protocol" with a state visit, 
requiring that be visit Los Angeles and New York en route and substituting a 
lunch for a state dinner. 

Mr. Kim's recent election as South Korea's President justifies the risks we 
took at a crucial and delicate moment. It was our good fortune, and his, that it 
turned out so well and that South Korea bas become a democracy. The Carter 



In December 1980 Secretary of State Edmund Muskie asked that I meet with him 
at his home. As Mr. Reagan's chief foreign policy adviser, I was responsible for 
national security transition issues. At the meeting, Mr. Muskie said he was 
convinced the Korean generals were intent u n executing Mi':'l<.im. He asked that 
I join 1111 m a pu 1c enunciation of the Koreans. e te epartment had 
already approached me during the campaign on the same subject. 

I discussed the Muskie initiative with President-elect Reagan; we were deeply 
concerned by Mr. Kim's plight, but because of the delicate Iranian hostage 
situation, we decided not to assume joint responsibility for policy matters 
during the transition. 

The unusual earlier contact had come on Oct. 12, when I was called by Mr. 
Armacost, then Deputy Assistant Secretary of State. He said that someone who had 
been very prominent in past Republican administrations had met a few days 
earlier with Ambassador Kim Yong Shik of South Korea and a visiting major 
general. Mr. Arma aid the high-profile Republican had told them t the 
Korean Government should "dea w1 1111 ae ung as 1t saw fit, taking into 
ac..'E0ttnt dmhestic concerns without regard to mtematlonai raimhcat1oils." Mr. 
Armacost feared that the Koreans might think the statement was ours. 

Mr. Armacost said that it would be "unfortunate ifthe Koreans got the 
impression they could execute Kim before a new Administration takes office" and 
that an execution would cut military sales and force troop withdrawals, making 
"life in a new Administration miserable by the consequences." 

When I told him that the individual he mentioned had no connection with Mr. 
Reagan's campaign and certainly did not speak for us, he seemed relieved. I had 
no way of determining the accuracy of what I had been told, but the exchange 
left me concerned: s ving Mr. Kim's life was a worthy priority on humanitarian 
and political grounds,_ e eagan c p c t o ~ec , . · 
Carter's disastrous 1979 visit to South Korea - during which he suggested troop 
withdrawals -- had so chilled our relationship with Korea that effective 
dialogue seemed impossible. 

After the second alert from Secretary Muskie, Gen. John Vesse r., then Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Army, i vit d me to a b of great 
importance to our national security." I was surprised to encoq_nter there the 
Korean Joint Cbiefs ofStaffCbajnnap. Lew Byong Hion. 

G~eral Lew said ha.wished to discuss the "Kim Dae Jung matter," informing me 
that South Korea was entitled to deal with insurrection as it saw fit and that 
Mr. Kirn was res onsible h loss of rfe and Id be executed. In this 
way, e said, relations with the Reagan Administration could start with a "clean 
slate." 

General Lew said the Korean coup leader and President, Chun Doo Hwan, had 
sent him to me to convey the message. Unprepared to react to this life-and-death 
issue and sta !ling for time, I said that I did not believe he was an emissary 
from the Korean President, that he had no letter authorizing him to speak with 
me and that ifhe was an emissary, to return in two weeks with authorization or 
have someone sent who could be authenticated. That gave me time to discuss the 
matter with Mr. Reagan and formulate a response. 

Mr. Reagan, who thought the_execution of Mr. Kim would be a moral and. 
P:Qlitical disaster, agreed that 1 would have full responsibility for the 
~ 
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unusual situation, however, required an exception. 

With our encouragement, Mr. Allen contacted President Chun and told him that 
President-elect Reagan was opposed to Mr. Kim's execution. Mr. Allen held out 
the possibility of the first state visit of the Reagan Administration, but only 
ifthe sentence was commuted. Mr. Chun accepted, and he visited Washington and 
stayed at Blair House in February 1981. 

Despite heavy press criticism of the Reagan Administration for "coddling 
dictators," this deal - never made public -- saved Mr. Kim's life. Kim Dae 

.Jnos, the man whom the military considered a crypto-Communist and wantea to 
kill, took a fellowship at Harvard. As Korea moved slowly toward democracy, with 
Amencan encouragement, MT. Kim returned to his coun Now he is about to sit 
at -- ome mg no one thought possible onfy a few years ' 
ago. 

Meanwhile, history plays its astonishing tricks. Mr. Chun,_!!!e man who wanted 
to execute Kim Dae Jung,J!OW sits in jail h.u1ng been condemned to death. 
himself for corruption. And Kim Dae Jung's first act as · to 

s 
n , o gran . Chun amnestf and ielease him and another former 

President, Roh Tae Woo, also a general, from jail. 
< 

The Denver Post March 3, 1998 Tuesday 2D EDITION 
HEADLINE: Special prosecutor is trying to put the wrong people in jail 
BYLINE: Ed Quillen 
Let me make it clear that this by no means is intended as a criticism of 
Whitewater Special Prosecutor Kenneth Starr or anyone on his staff, and further, 
I have received no leaks or other communications from anyone in the White House. 

I retain full confidence that, any millennium now, Starr will issue a 
complete and sensible explanation of how an investigation into a land 
development 15 years ago in Arkansas requires hauling executive-branch 
appointees before a grand jury to explain what public records they might have 
pointed out to reporters, or forcing parents to testify as to what their 
children might have told them. 

So, please don't issue a subpoena to me, or anyone I know. We are not critics 
of the special prosecutor. We think he is just dandy. There must be a connection 
between Starr's current inquiries and the long-ago and faraway lending policies 
of a savings-and-loan, and if we can't see it at the moment, well, we have 
faith. 

Now that the disclaimer is settled, we need to take a broader look at the 
whole process. It appears that the job of the special prosecutor, ifhe 
succeeds, is to put politicians in jail. 

For bleeding hearts who often proclaim that America needs some prison reform, 
this should be a blessing. 

As it is, we put people in office. They run the risk of failing re-election, 
losing a bid for higher office, or getting ousted by term limits (self-imposed 
term limits don't count, though, at least if you ask my congressman, the 
Honorable Scott Mcinnis). 

Once out of office, they will need gainful employment, usually as a lobbyist 
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Administration deserves credit for trying to save Mr. Kim and highlighting the 
issue, and so does President Reagan, for authorizing an early risk to do what 
was right. Chalk up one for the Gipper! 

The New York Times December 24, 1997, Wednesday, Late Edition - Final 
HEADLINE: A Future Leader's Moment Of Truth 
BYLINE: By Richard Holbrooke and Michael Armacost; Richard Holbrooke was 
Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian Affairs in the Carter 
Administration. Michael Armacost, his deputy, later served as Under Secretary of 
State in the Reagan Administration. 

The election of Kim Dae Jung as President of South Korea is as astonishin 
in its o an ela in South Africa. E d a 

's rulin establishment" e h was ·ailed for 

Mr. Kim faced death several times in his remarkable life, but never more 
clearly than at the end of 1980, when he was in a South Korean jail with his 
health deteriorating. After a staged trial, the military regime of President 
Chun Doo Hwan sentenced him to death, claiming he was a traitor and a secret 
supporter of North Korea. 

inistration informed the Korean generals that the e 
eou e aye is execution while 

awaiting the results of the 1980 Presidential election in the United States. 
Their preference for a Reagan victory was clear; they expected that the 
Republicans would be more sympathetic than President Carter, who had lectured . 
the Koreans about human rights during his trip to Seoul in 1979. 

After Ronald Reagan's victory in November, Washington received solid 
information through several channels that the Korean generals now felt free to 
execute Mr. Kim, and planned to do so before Mr. Reagan's inauguration. 

We were then Assistant Secretary of State and senior Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for East Asian Affairs, respectively. We knew that relations 
between the outgoing Administration and the Republicans coming to power were 
marked by suspicion and distrust, especially at the higher levels. Acting on our 
own, we requested a meeting with Richard Allen, who was set to become Mr. 
Reagan's national security adviser. 

In late November we called on Mr. Allen in his temporary transition offices. 
Our message was simple. "The Carter Administration managed to keep Kim Dae Jung 
alive for the last few months," we said. "But we cannot do so any longer unless 
you send an immediate signal to Seoul in the name of President-elect Reagan. We 
are virtually certain Kim will be dead before the inauguration unless you act 
immediately." We shared with Mr. Allen sensitive intelligence information to 
show that we were not exaggerating the danger. 

Mr. Allen, who knew Korea well, understood both the substance of the mes~:1ge 
and its political implications. He did not want the new Administration to begin 
with a crisis in Korea. In addition, Mr. Allen understood that if Mr. Kim were 
executed the incoming Administration would be blamed. 

Traditionally, incoming administrations do not take any policy action during 
transitions. As the saying goes, "We only have one President at a time." This 
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Or so we would like to imagine. But sometimes our confidence in our knowledge 
is matched only by the disorientation that overwhelms us when what we know one 
year turns out to be wrong the next. Last year, the common wisdom held that 
the twenty-first century would be the "Asian century." Last month, the director 
of the International Monetary 

Robert Kagan is senior associate at the Carnegie Endowment for International 
Peace. 

Fund warned that the most salient issue of the next century would be the 
Asian fmancial crisis. Our trusty models turn out to be almost comically 
useless. They have proven unable to predict or to explain the most consequential 
events of our time, whether it is the collapse of Soviet communism or of Asian 
economies. They are like the flamingo mallets and the hedgehog balls of Alice's 
croquet game, which unfurl and pad away from us just when we feel confident 
enough to use them. 

For more than a decade we were told that the "Asian model" of "guided 
capitalism," in which the state intervened heavily and strategically to support 
and to steer industry in the most promising directions, was probably superior to 
the American model, according to which the national economy unfolded without 
clear direction or sense of national strategy. Apostles of the Asian model, such 
as James Fallows and Chalmers Johnson, took evident pleasure in the way the 
Asian miracle, which seemed to depend on the limitation of individual freedoms 
in favor of the collective interest, pointed up the deficiencies of the American 
system. Rather than look for ways to remake other cultures in their own image, 
Fallows chided, "Western societies should first concentrate on whether and how 
to remake th_emselves." Many Americans, and their political leaders~ took these 
warnings to heart and supported various forms of what was once known as 
"industrial policy." 

For Samuel P. Huntington, the stunning success of the Asian model was the 
central pillar upholding the dubious thesis of The Clash ofCiviliz.ations, that 
the West was in decline relative to the rising power of the "Sinic" civilization 
of East Asia. Confidently projecting Asian growth rates in a straight line into 
the future, Huntington predicted that by 2020 Asia would contain "four of the 
five largest and seven of the ten largest economies," and would account for more 
than 40 percent of the world's economic output. And this astounding growth would 
have enormous geopolitical, cultural, and ideological ramifications--all of them 
bad from the standpoint of American power and Western principles. It would mean 
an ineluctable shift in the balance of international power away from an 
American-dominated West and toward a China-dominated East. It would mean that 
the "liberal" model of political and economic development--which assumed that 
economic growth had to be accompanied by politicaJ liberaliz.ation-could be 
challenged and even replaced by a new mode~ represented by the capitalist 
authoritarianism of China or Lee Kuan Yew's Singapore. "The mounting 
self-confidence of East Asia, " Huntington argued, had given rise "to an 
emerging Asian universalism comparable to that which has been characteristic of 
the West." 

Those fashionable theories had some important things in common: a tendency to 
deny the universality of such "Western" ideals as freedom, individual rights, 
and democracy; economicism, or the tendency to view political and social matters 
as determined by economic matters; and a tendency to dismiss as futile, 
arrogant, and undesirable any attempt by the United States to try to shape the 
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Three other congress leaders serving life sentences were moved with him: 
Walter Sisulu, Raymond Mhlaba and Andrew Mlangeni. 

Prison officials have confinned the move, saying only that it was for 
"administrative reasons." They added that Mandela was not moved for health 
reasons. 

Mandela will be more comfortable physically in the mainland jail, although 
the separation from his fellow dissidents remaining on the island is a blow. 
Robben Island is a low-lying, damp, windswept place often lashed by heavy seas. 

Some of the prisoners on Robben Island are young Soweto students who were 
jailed after the 1976 uprisings in that Johannesburg township. They will be 
released in a few years, and the authorities may have feared the influence the 
outspoken Mandela had on them. 

Mandela's educationalprogram began with about 40 prisoners, but he recently 
sent messages to friends to raise funds for nearly all the prisoners on the 
island. 

The New Republic 
HEADLINE: What Korea Teaches 
BYLIN&cReHis1Ffkagan 
HIGID...IGHT: 

MARCH9, 1998 

Models, principles, and the future of dem<_>cracy in Asia. 

BODY: 
Korea's Place in the Sun: 
A Modem History 
by Bruce Cumings 
(Norton, 527 pp., $35) 
The Two Koreas: 
A Contemporary History 
by Don Oberdorfer 
(Addison Wesley, 472 pp., $30) 

I. 

At the dawn of this century, Henry Adams, dazzled and humbled by "the 
acceleration of history," by the advances in science that were transfonning his 
age, predicted that "every American who lived into the year 2000 would know how 
to control unlimited power. He would think in complexities unimaginable to an 
earlier mind. He would deal with problems altogether beyond the range of earlier 
society." Today we flatter ourselves that Adams was right. Our particular 
conceit as we enter the twenty-first century is that we know how things work. 
About new issues, such as the machinations of international financial markets 
and the revolutionary effect of computer technologies, and about old ones, such 
as questions of politics and international conflict, we tend to believe that, 
with enough infonnation and the ri,t)1t methods, these can be measured, m;1pped, 
and manipulated. This is still the age of the social sciences, and we are 
particularly enamored of models. We have models for everything--for how 
economies grow, for how nations democratize, for how wars start. The 
Enlightenment dream of mastering nature and the complex interactions of mankind 
has been realized. Mr. Adams, meet Messrs. Rubin, Greenspan, and Camdessus. 



matched only by the rather remarkable extent to which it seemed to illustrate 
the most popular theory of political development: call it the not-ready-for­
prime-time theory of democratic development. S~Snuth iarea had grown wealthy 
under Park's authoritarian regime, and ha · · 
be ealthy, many o servers assumed th ot accidental. 
South Korea a passe through predictable and appropriate stages of 
development, and each of these stages was necessary for building the present 
happy outcome. 

In South Korea, the authoritarian staee was nernssarv for twO reason§... 
because it provi<4;d a peiiod of stability and the firm dirigisme that made an 
economic take-off possible; and because, in the absence of that economic take­
off the Korean people, larkiA9 the e&:Qng mjddle c~on which successful 
democracies are presumed to rest, were not "g;ady" to sustain a popular fonn of J 

.govemmeiu.. Indeed, according to this ge0eral theory, if democracy h3cf come to 
South Korea before economic development, it would have been premature, unstable, 
chaotic, unproductive. It would have been an "illiberal" democracy, and 
therefore a dangerous democracy. In this evolutionary view of political and 
economic development, nations are a little like people. They need to crawl 
before they can walk. 

The sunnier side of this thcpry was that once a nation like South Korea did 
achieve a certajQJeyel oferpnomjc growth, it would be a!!!!ost impossible for it 
not to become democratic. The most prominent spokesmaDfor this have-a- nice-day 
~conomicism is Thomas L. Friedman- It was also the view ofmiµiy conservatives 
both during and ifter the Cold War, who argued that capitalism was not only a 
necessary condition for democracy but also a sufficient condition. Political 

_scientists today believe that they can demonstrate a direct link between a 
nation's average income levels and its fonn of government. Writing in The 
National Interest in 1996, Henry Rowen noted that " the transition to stable 
democracy correlates with mean incomes between $5, 000 and $6,000, and becomes 
impregnable at the $7 ,000 level." On the basis of such calculations, Rowen 
predicted that China would be a democracy by 2015, for that was when China's per 
capita GNP could be projected, given current growth rates, to cross the magic 
threshold. Or rather, that was the date as of the 1996 projections, before last 
year's Asian economic collapse forced so many recalculations and invited 
speculations about many different possible Asian futures. Now, presumably, 
China's emergence as a full-blown democracy will have to wait until 2019 or so. 

This developmental model has also another important use. It serves as a 
weapon in the debate over American policy toward such Asian dictatorships as 
China and Indonesia. To those who have recommended that the United States use 
economic sanctions or other forms of pressure on these countries to compel a 
change in governance, the proponents of th " orean model" have res nd at, 
on the contrary, such inte Uon would only interrupt natural evo!ytion 

...tcu.vard democracy r ovemments in China or Indonesia, you need 
only to increase trade and thereby hasten the day w en econom1 gro compels 

--,tni:-o:i:;s""'e""fi ... aN'ld~o=n:::-s r.oo~s::'l:fi:"":e:::rd-;thc-:eir authoritarian fins and gills, which no longer serve 
any useful purpose, and leave the water of dictatorship for the land of 
democracy. Eventually, growing wealth in the hands of an increasing number of 
people will naturally create the conditions for democracy. It will, in fact, 
necessitate democracy. After all, look at South Korea. 

II. 

Well, let's look at South Korea. Did it evolve from traditional 



direction of history. 

For many years South Korea served as a showcase for these notions. In the 
1970s it was among the first of the Asian "miracles," an improbable economic 
success story that convinced many in the East and the West that extensive 
government involvement in guiding and subsidizing industries--the so-called " 
Asian model"--was a sound and even a critical ingredient for achieving rapid 
economic growth in developing nations. For three decades South Korea's GDP g~ 
at avera e rate of nine ercent a year des ite eriods of e mic failure 

c:!.n the late 1960s and the early 198 s. 1llin the dream of General Park 
Clv..me Hee, who ruled South Ko~ with an increasingly strong and om 1961 to 
1979, uth Korea became one of the world' din ex orters of steel cement 

. electro · · s. t managed to produce internationally-known 
brand names such as Daewoo, Samsung, and Hyundai. By the mid-'90s, South Kor~a 
boasted the eleventh largest economy m the worjd.~ a featured exhibit in 
theWorld Bank's publication, The East Asian Miracle . .And nobody expected the 
miracle to end, in Korea or in any of the other exemplars of the Asian model. As 
recently as jast fall, the International Monetary Fund declared the South Korelllb. 
economy sound as a bell .,,--

That was last year's wisdom. This year we know that the Korean model 
contained a flaw at birt~, a flaw that was destined to bring the economy !own in 
the absence of radical corrective surgery. It seems that precisely what made the 
South Korean economy great in the early stage of its economic 
development-- tate-directed Iendin at subsidized interest rates to fav 
industries und · · · ventures--1s what mos con uted t · 
collapse... "Suddenly it is clear," The Washington Post reported in December, that 
South Korea's huge conelomerates. the chaebol, "had run amok, relentle~ly 
~kin bi er market shares d · · lfcl to rofits c 
fl or tential Suddenly, that is, they were doing what they had 
always been doing, ever since the 1970s. And suddenly this was a big mistake. 

Now we know better. We know that the ke s to economic success in the modem, 
globaJized world are greater 'lfjpsoarency,''._be - n m 

market-driven investment, which is to say, less corruption 
~mnyis00 1 le~ bac oom een govemme usmess, less "guided 
capitaJism." We know this, of course, with as much confidence as we knew that 
the old Korean model was invincible. In newspapers and in journals around the 
world, commentators now note, as if it has always been perfectly obvious, that 
the chaebol system was all along riding for a fall, that the cozy relationship 
between government and industry had to be broken up, that what the South Korean 
economics s re--would ou believe it?--democracy. The model is 
ea , long live the model. 

Several weeks ago, South Korea's president-elect Kim Dae Jung declared that 
"if we had true democrac)' in Korea. then the collusjye jntjmaqr b1w/ee11 barutess 
arufSoveroment and corruption would not have been as &reat he.r.e." (For Kim, of 

. course, this was not instant wisdom. It was not necessary for the scales to drop 
from this former dissident's eyes.' He even had the temeri to claim tha: SoutJ\ 
Korea's current problems were th~ result o a long tradition o · omic 
e e opment ea o emocra y. _ c attack on those "leaders of 

Asian s~ie'¥ who have been sa\71ng that military dictatorship was the way and 
democracy was not good for their nations. 11 

-

Asian leaders have not been the only ones making such arguments, of course. 
Until recently, South Korea's utility as a model for economic development was 
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prevented economic growth. 

~ 
For Koreans, war was a great equalizer and, in its awful way, a great 

liberator. Before i1s t1"8Rtie.i,. HRh'Q!~sters, Korea was characterized by an 
indolent arjstocrai;y the yangban, sittin atop an immo 1 e o . er 

- two wars and two foreig~alieRs, Cummgs writes, 'stocrac -;;--
"'Ciiiiacjty to control the people below thxm,' ... and their continuous tendency 
to control markets and stifle enterprise, was blasted to smjthereen,s. " A people 
that for centuries had been "frozen in place in rural settings" was suddenly and 
brutally thrust into jl.new age of social and spatial mobilicy. "What the 
Japanese had begun with their massive shifts of Korean population in 1935-45, 
what the national division after World War II had intensified, the Korean War 
completed: Koreans of all classes were now thoroughly displaced from their local 
roots. Everyone was jostled or pushed or thrown bodily out of his or her social 
niche." 

War and occupation not only opened Korean society, it also provided the 
opportunity and the fmancial capital to fuel its development. During the long 
Japanese occupation, and during the American occupation that followed World War 
II; Koreans made their money almost entirely from the occupiers. Many a future . 

_!}'coon who would later command one of Korea's powerful corporate conglomerates 
gQL!iis start serving the needs of occupying forces. As Cumings points out, 
these were hardly archetypal capitalist entrepreneu~s looking for "the main 
chance." For the Kim Song-su group, Korea's first chaebol, "the main chance had 
been the Japanese regime and the opportunities that close alliance with it 
brought." Under the American occupation, Cumings argues, the true "creative 
enterprise" of South Korea in the 1950s "consisted of sucking the American teat 
for all it was worth." Chong Chu-yong, the chainnan of the Hyundai Corporation, 
started on his path to billionaire status by carrying supplies to American bases 
on half-ton trucks. Cho Chong- hun, later to become the head of Korean Airlines, 
amassed his early fortune through lucrative American transport contracts. 

South Korea's economic miracle, in short, could not have occurred without the 
All)erican occupation and the billions of dollars it broughtJo a d~ 
pe~fter World War II, ancf even more so after the Koreffii"'War, American 

--aollars poured into the Korean economy in an unimaginable deluge. Between l21L_ 
and 1965. $12 billion from t!!e treasury of the United States was transferred to 

' South Korea in the fonn of aid. !l!Jd ~the l 950sa accordingTo Cumings, this aid 
accounted for 100 percent of Sean J's b11dget. By the end of that decade, direct 
grants from the United States accounted for five-sixths of all South Korea's 
imports. This does not include the money spent by Americans living in South 
Korea, or the dollars that flowed in through the underground economy. 

Every stratum of the otherwise barren Korean economy was "fertilized," as 
Cumings puts it, "by the inconceivable amounts of American cash that flowed into 
the country, down from the presidential mansion, through the bureaucracies civil 
and military, coursing through the PXs and onto the black market, into the 
pockets of a horde of people who serviced the foreign presence: drivers, guards, 
runners, valets, maids, houseboys, black-market operators, money changers, 
prostitutes, and beggars." In describing the Korean "miracle," analysts usually 
start from a base of about $100 per capita income in 1960 and marvel at its rise 
to more than $10,000 over three decades. But Cumings, for good reason, 
considers the low estimates of South Korea's per capita income in the early 
decades after World War II "grossly uninfonnative." After all, according to one 
estimate that Cummings cites, American aid to South Korea between 1945 and 1976 
added up to as much as $600 every year for every Korean. 



authoritarianism to modem democracy, as a consequence of economic growth? Did 
Korea's authoritarian governments prior to the late 1980s serve their 
teleological purpose of providing the stability to allow economic growth to 
proceed, a stability that would have been absent had democracy emerged too soon? 
And was it this economic growth, producing the necessary social conditions, such 
as a middle class, that finally compelled South Korea's traditional rulers to 
give up their hold on the political system and let democracy flower? 

Two new books help to answer these questions. In Korea's Place in the Sun: A 
Modem History, Bruce Cumin,s, one of the last of the red-hot revisionist 
historians, has writt~n a lively,3trari3iQ, occasionally dyspeptic account of 
itc;reaJi history that ought to shake up some conventional thinking about the 
Korean "model." Don Oberdorf er, the retired reporter for The Washington Post, 
has written The Two Koreas: A Contemporary History, a less contentjnus but.­
highly infonnative QCrDiil!! of the past fifty years. Both books are well worth 
reading for the background to South Korea's current crisis, and for what it may 
portend in a part of the world where the United States has repeatedly, if 
unexpectedly, found itself entangled. 

Reading Cumings's and Oberdorfer's accounts of the last half-century in 
Korean history, one is hard-pressed to find evidence that things unfolded in the 
smooth, organic evolution suggested by the popular models of development. Both 
the Korean economy and the ~urse of Korean polit~ weU' shaped less~e 
broad, impersonal forces of economic growth or social and institutional change 
than by p~hleFfill individuals and 1mpredjctable evsts. As Cumings notes, Korea 
"presents the Westerner not with a smooth narrative of progress ... but with a 
fractured, shattered twentieth-century history," a history filled with accidents 
and miscalculations that defy political science modeling. And then there was 
that ri!!ier large external fact~r that shaped, often but not always for the 
better, the course of South Korean life: the United States. · 

What were the essential ingredients of South Korea's economic success? As 
Cumings points out, they are not to be found among the usual list of capitalist 
building blocks. In Korea before the "miracle," there were "no capitalists, no 
Protestants, no merchants, no money, no mar'ket, no resources, no get-llP-and-go, 
... n~discemjble bjstory of commerce foreign trade._ or industrial 
deveopment." Koreans did possess a high level of general educatio_!l_ and a long 
tra£1ition ofhureaucptjc governance by scholar- ofhc1als, which provided a 
J2S>OI of technocrats adept at managing a state-led development program. Average 
Koreans after World War II applied to most of the problems they encountered, at 
home and in the American diaspora, a remarkable willingness to work long and 
hard. But the work ethic that we associate with Koreans today may not always 
have been a notable national trait. The Japanese, who occupied Korea from 1910 
to 1945, considered the Koreans lazy. In Cumings's view, "Confucianism" and 
other ingrained cultural traits "neither hindered nor helped" the economic 
progress of South Korea. 

Far from being determined by any existing cultural, social, political, or 
economic preconditinns, '(\area's ecopomic success came as :i consequence of events 
that were (as the political scientists like to say) exogenous: world wars that """"' 
had nothing to do with Korea;..foreign occup1fttons, hrst by Japan and tlien by 
the United States; a Cold War that div10ectthe collhtry and sparked a civil war 
in which huge foreign and Korean armies devastated Korean soil and society. In 
one of-history's terrible but familiar ironies, these wars and occupations 
blazed the trail for South Korea's march to prosperity, by.burning away 
institutional, social, and cultural obstacles that might have slowed or 
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Stalin," Park believed (according to Cumings) that "an industrial sovereign did 
not rely on foreigners for the guts of an industrial base." Thus many risky 
investment decisions were made by Park chiefly for reasons of national honor and 
national strategy. 

Those decisions wound up scoring huge economic successes. As Cumings writes, 
"The Western economists' estimates of future demand should have been multiplied 
by the hairs on their legs." Over the course of the 1970s, Korea's steel 
capacity grew fourteenfold. "Who bought all this steel? Korean shipbuilders who 
had no factories in 1970, Korean automakers who weren't supposed to be needed by 
the world market, American manufacturers who bought Kor«:an steel delivered to 
the Midwest well below the posted price in Pittsburgh or Gary." Although some of 
the new export industries launched by Park failed, enough of them succeeded to 
transfonn the South Korean economy. 

It is amusing to read, these days, in The Economist that the big problem in 
the Korean economy these past few years has been the propensity of state­
directed banks to throw "free money at the chaebol, which has allowed the 
chaebol to build recklessly huge factories, and to diversify into businesses in 
which they have no expertise." This was precisely Park's fonnula for success. 
Korean industries had no expertise in shipbuilding when Park thrust them into 
it, and the machine-tool industry was a wild venture at which he threw enormous 
quantities of "free money." He just rolled the dice and they kept coming up 
natural. 

Even during the Park years, however eco e ended to a 
sul:i egr on non-ecopomic factors such as war. At Lyndon Johnson's 
request, SQY.th Korea contributed some 300,000 troops to the American war in 
Vietnam and, according to Cumings, r_eceived as much as $7.5 million per divisio!) 

> compensation. Between 1965 and 1970, Seoul earoed about a billion dollars_, 
-.:tlis wat::accmiiiilng for between seven and efght percent of its GDP, and for as 

--IDuch as 19 percent of its total foreign earnings. Korean industry also benefited 
enonnously from the war. Vietnam, Cumings writes, "became a frontier for Korean 
enterprise, as many finns, especially construction companies, got contracts to 
support the American effort." For several years the war absorbed more than go 
percent of So ' ex orts and more than 50 ercent of al rts 

ansportation equipment. "Warfare in East Asia," Cumings notes, "was 
handmaiden to economic growth." 

To note this fact is not to deny Park's achievements nor those of his 
successors, but it does place them in a larger context. And it raises a number 
of questions, some of which are especially pertinent now that the Korean "model" 
has come a cropper. There is the question raised by Kim Dae Jung, for instance, 
of whether Korea's economy would have been healthier all along had it expanded 
in a freer political atmosphere. Indeed, the collapse of the Korean economy, 
coinciding as it did with the third consecutive ee elect10n e m 
K rea since 1987 rovides an opportunity to re ect once mplex 
relationship between economic eve opment and political developmel!!,..-

III. 

As with economic development, South Korea has for many years been the model 
for a host of theories about political development. Since South Korea became _,. 
democratic in the late 1980s, it has provided a showcase for those who claim,. 
mat economic groWth and mduStrial and technological modernization lead 
1Dexorably to democracy. Since South Korea's most stunning economic growth 
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The Korean economy also benefited, ifthat word is not too obscene, from the 
utter devastation meted out during the.Korean WiJL As in Japan during World War 
II, Qjz[olete industrial plants were destrgye<b makiilg room for an otherwise 
impossible modernization of technology. In both North and South," the war 
renovated plant and industry in the flash of phosphorus." According to Cumings, 
the war and its aftermath also had a big effect on the South Korean character by 
increasing the size and the influence of the South Korean military.which from 
the rubble of war e~rged as the "syonge~ inost cohesive, best-organized 
institution in Korean life." Since just about every Korean male had to go 
through the military's vigorous form of education and training, Cumings 
speculates that the military may have provided a "sr.b.QQ!_ for industrial 
discipline" that served the burgeoning industries of postwar Korea well. • - --

Korea's devastation also affected the culture in another important way. The 
stunning success of South Korean businessmen in the '60s, '70s, and '80s owed 
much to their unusually high propensity to take risks, a propensity that was 
born in the desperate circumstances of the wars of the mid-century. As the 
Harvard business economist Michael E. Porter has pointed out, "everyone had to 
start from scratch mptivated by a sense of crisis, a lingering resentment of 
ihe Japanese, and the feeling that there was nothing to lose. The competitive 
spirit that has resulted is perhaps the single greatest source of advantage that 
Korean companies have possessed." 

From the Japanese occupation, then, Koreans got "foreign" investment and 
learned the style of state-directed capitalism that later made the chaebol 
famous, benefiting from what Cumings calls Japan's "developmental" colonialism. 
From the American occupation, the South Koreans got money-making opportunities 
and steady flows of financial sustenance and seed capital to see them through 
the early phases of industrialization. In between, awful wars wiped out 
stultifying social hierarchies and a flaccid aristocracy, creating mobility, 
fluidity, and a hard-scrabble style of individual entrepreneurship. Some model! 

These were all essential preconditions for the glory years of South Korea's 
economy under the direction of President Park Chung Hee, who presided over 
astonishin owth from the l 960'S until his assassmabon 10 1979. It was Patk 
w o single-handedly created the Korean economic mode at we know today, 
ordermg the establishment pracfically guc:might ofne~ort industries pi 
steei, electronics, chemicals, shipbuilding, automobiles, and machine tools, and 
subsidizing them with special low-interest loans in what became known as the 
"big push." 

Still, looking back on Park's success from the perspective of today's 
economic calamity, one gets the sense of a man--and a nation--on a long winning 
streak that depended, as such streaks usually do, on a fair amount of luck. J\t 
the time, American advisers and economists at the IMEbelieyed that Parh graryi. 

..Rlans made no economic sense. The heavy industries that Park wanted Korea to 
compete in suffered from overcapacity. Korea's domestic market was too small to 
absorb tl1~ new goods he wanted to produce, and there was no demand in the world 
market for most of these products. The ~meric;in advisers iJl their wisdom had 
always envisioned South Korea as best suited to Ii t industry. 

But Park ignored the economists' advice. The reason was that he had his sight 
on more than economics. A serious country, he believed, engaged in heavy 
industry. "Steel," he once declared, "is national power." Park's demand for 
rapid development of a machine-tool industry was especially reckless, but "like 



by the mammoth power of Washington. 

American officials understandably put a high premium on stability in South 
Korea, and therefore they were willing to tolerate some measure of deviance from 
the democratic fonns that they had helped to erect. Reinforcing that toleration 
was the American-manufactured fiction, not exclusive to Korea, that Washington 
had to respect the sovereignty of other nations and not meddle in their internal 
affairs. This was at once noble and hypocritical, idealistic and irresponsible; 
and it was very American. Only Americans could claim that they did not wish to 
manipulate the politics ofa country in which tens of thousands of American 
troops were stationed and in which the home country's army was directly under 
American command. And only Americans could make that claim with a measure of 
sincerity. 

But Koreans were baffled whenever American officials insisted that their 
hands were tied regarding "internal" Korean matters. Oberdorfer recounts that in 
1979; after the military coup by Chun Doo Hwan, a Korean academic asked an 
American official why the United States did not simply "nullify what General 
Chun did and kick him out." Why not "teach Koreans a lesson that the United 
States does not support just anyone"? The American ambassador responded tersely: 
"Cannot act as a colonial governor." This was nonsense. Koreans knew perfectly 
well that American officials could act and did act as colonial governors. 

Unfortunately, the Americans were inconsistent in their colonialism. The v~ 
next year, when the Korean military and the right wing, fearing a drift to~ 
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occurred under authoritarian rule, however, it has also been a useful example 
for those (most recently Robert D. Kaplan and Farced Zakaria) who maintain that, 
at a certain stage in the development of most nations, a "traditional" 
authoritarian government may be preferable to a "premature" transition to 
democracy. These theories take as their assumption that some nations are" 
ready" for democracy and some nations are not. 

The problem with applying Korean history to illustrate these theories is that 
Korean history does not illustrate them. For a start, there was no evolution 
fr~ a "traditional" authorjtarjan regime to a more modem style of democracy, 
fQr the simple reason that the poJitjcal system established in South Korea in> 
the late 1940s was not a "traditional" authoritarian re ime at al twas born 
~ a ore1gn occupation--specifica ly. an American occupation-;and so it was 

not an organic product of Korean culture. I institutions were not rooted in 
or 1 , nor ad acquired over the centuries the Burkean legitimacy so 

revered by American conservatives. If it is true, as Jeane Kirkpatrick wrote in 
1979 in "Dictatorships and Double Standards," that traditional autocracies 
"worship traditional gods and observe traditional taboos," that they are 
characterized most by their contentment to leave things in nation and society as 
they have always been, then there was nothing at all "traditional" about the 
Republic of Korea. Owing to war and to foreign occupation, little in Korea was 
as it had been before. Social and economic hierarchies, usually preserved by 
"traditional" autocracies, had been shaken before Syngman Rhee took power; and 
they were shattered by the Korean War. 

Even in the 1940s, politics in Korea did not follow "traditional" patterns. 
As Cumings explains, Korea after 1945 alread ha " modem' olitics in whi 
charismatic leaders ofleft an n t develo ed hu e mass constituencies." At 

e 1rth of the South Korean republic, there was a political oppos1t1on, albeit 
a tepid one, wid a National Assembly in which that opposition could express 
itself. Cumings rarely has a kind word to say about the United States or the 
governments it supported in South Korea, but he agrees with the CIA's view at 
the time that the NatW,nal Assembly, though weak, was "the locus of democratic 
spirit" in South Korea. Rhee "tolerated a emyl hit of Q,Qj_sy debate and 
interpellation." Intolerance, persecution, and torture were aimed af the 
£Ommunists and tile left. The more moderate Korean opposition escaped some of the 
worst horrors of Rhee's serbi-authoritarian rule. -

Perhaps the biggest flaw in most theories of political development, when 
applied to Korea, is their omission of the role of the great "exogenous" factor, 
the United States. That Korea's politics should have been heavily influenced by 
an outside power should come as no surprise. Any nation that moved from 
occupation to war to occupation to war over the course of a few decades could 
hardly be expected to shape its own political institutions free from outside 
influence. And Korea, despite its reputation as "the hermit kingdom," was 
especially susceptible to such influences. "It is a curiosity of Korean politics 
going back several centuries," Cumings writes, that the though 

was " d britt e when faced with extema · " As 
a consequence, Korean history has 1lways been characterized by "indigen(llJS 
s · d exo enously induced ch;Hlge. -

Enter the Unite tes. ou orea was born under the shadow of American 
power. When the Republic of Korea was inaugurated on August 15, 1948, General 
Douglas MacArthur was on the podium. When South Korean elections were held that 
same year, they were sponsored by the United Nations, which is to say, by the 
United States. And when South Korea's first president, Syngman Rhee, came to 
power, the emigre who had spent much of his life in the United States was backed 



time to be bothered." ~k ~ould have predicted as much: tbfee weeks hefomhe 
made his move, Oberd0i1'Cr notes, Park had watched closely as Ferdinand Marcoj.in 
the Philippines ~clared martial law and overthrew his country's political 
institutions--~ silence m Washington . ., 

As always, it was a little hard to credit American professions of 
helplessness, what with 40,000 American troops in Korea, many billions of 
dollars in direct American aid, and an American general in titular command of 

the Korean military~ When Wrfn1~:' ~~~~:::: ;:g !~· When 
Henry Kissinger 2.fdetCd Paik =~ L ' ti ~ : Park 
obeyed. In 1973, after the J5.CIA tortured a professor to death, the CIA statio11, 
chiefsajd that be could no longer work with the head of the KCIA. The official 
was fired a week later. .... 

Still, an ever-shifting combination of fear, timidity, laziness, and 
inattention, especially in the wretched decade of the 1970s, made American 
9fficjals &eluctant to engage themselves consistently and effectively in Korean 
politics. In justifying their passivity, they hid behind the skirts of 
non-intervention and, worse still, fell into endorsing the very.ratinnalintjon. 
Korean dictators used to justify their misrule: that the Korean people were not 
,y for democracL 

The Carter administration, for all its chatter about human rights, was not 
very different from the Nixon and Ford administrations in this respect. Waves of 
student protests, growing political opposition, and ..e.ersecution by the Park 
regime of Kim Dae Jung and other dissidents led to ritualistic denunciations bx. 
Carter officials; ~ut in Korea, as elsewhere, C_arter's devotion.to the principle 
of non-intervention ~ped his devotion to human rights. Carter's prjmarv ggaL 
m Korea, based on a promise that he made rather flippantly during his 
presidential campaign, was to withd@w all American fiaF4ieS. (Asked later by 
Oberdorfer why he thought wfthdrawal was a good idea, Carter wrote back that 
"the origin of my position is not clear to me.") 

When Pask Was assassjpated in I 972 when the brief political openine that 
followed was slammed shut by another military c2up, when in the following year a 
p~ular rebellion in Kwangju was brutally repn;ssed by the Korean army, Carter 
o ~cials were paralyzed. The conspirators, led by Chun Doo Hwan, knew, as Park 
had known in 1972, that the Americans were reoc 1s e 
hostage crisis in Iran. Accor m er orfer, they also" sensed, correctly, 
that Washington ... felt under great pressure not to push so hard in Seoul that 
they created another Iran."' General JohD Wickham Carter's commander in KQrSa, 
declared in the midst of the KOrean crisis that " national security and internal 
stability surely come before political liberalization"--an observation that 
could have earned him a Ph.D. from the Harvard government department. In any 
case, Wickham opined, "I' tand it is ready 

I 1 ./l fo orea, or the Kore · " ' gg ~Seven years after this sagacious judgmen~ South Koreans took part in the /est apen electjons sjnce Park's crackdown in 1972. The rival opposition 
leaders Kim Y d Kim Dae J\iiig split the antigovemment vote in 1987 and 
handed the election to the m1 1 can 1 e oh Tae Woo--but the long era of 
military rule was ending. · telection in 1292. And five 
years later Kim Dae Jung capped a remarkable career in opposition--a career in 
which he was run gyer by a m1ck kjdnapped. arrested and almost execut~ 
being elected Presjdent~ South Korea's third free election. 

IV. 



left and talk ofreunification with the North, decided to stage a coup, e 
Amecjsags renzati;d helplessly jnto their non-interventiom e Kennedy 
ancHohnson administrations, after blinking at the coup, did manage to put 
enough ressure on Park Chung Hee to force h · 
of e Butffi 1972...:.Yhen P 'his 
P!111Y de~c partly authoritarian regirnc;into a rigjd ~HD~ the 
Americans !ind e e a . Iii the early 1970s South Koreans entered an 
era o authoritarianism more brutal and complete than any they had known since 
their liberation from the Japanese. Park declared · self resident for life, 
oW;l.awed bjs opposition, reconstitu e e ational Assembly to assure is 

control, and set the Koreaii intelligence servic~ the ~pA. ~oose on all 
political opponents, not just suspected communists. 

There was nothing natural, "traditional," or inevitable about South Korea's 
tum to rigid authoritarianism in the early 1970s. It was the consequence of the 
usual confluence of unrelated events that so often shapes the course of history, 
combined with the decisions of a single individual with the power to tum 
desires into deeds, and with the conscious inaction, justified as " realism," of 
the outside power capable of stopping him. 

In 1969. South Korea's ecgngmy hit a snag,, causing political and union 
turmoil, and leading to the bankruptcies of some 200 Korean firms by 1971. That -year Park had his political near-death experience, when Kirn Dae Jung ran 

,.,neck-and-nec~ith him in national elections. Those evefi'"ts alone might have 
persuaded Park to call a halt to democracy, but his decision to impose a strict 
tyranny may have been shaped even more by developments outside Korea. And chief 
among them was the rapidly deteriorating strategic position of the United States 
in East Asia. With the war in Vietnam going badly, the Ni~on administration was 
retrenching, withdrawing, searching for help from such unlikely sources as 
Communist China, and, in the view of some Asian allies of the United States, 
like Park, systematically selling out the anti-Communist forces in the region, 
from Saigon to Taipei. To make matters worse, Nix,on announced the withdrawal of. 
IJ.,full division ofAmerjcan troops frnm Kprea As Cumings writes, "a sense of 
crisis afflicted Seoul within and without, and the regime reacted w!!!!J complex 
mixture of rigid authoritarianis!J¥framatic change in ihe politicareconomy the 
"big push" , and some quick footwork in foreign policy." ... ' 

But Park justified his tum to strict authoritarian rule in terms familiar to 
us today. Long before "Asian values" became fashionable, declared that he 
was establishing "Korean-style democracy." Koreans were a family w1 collective 
responsibilities, he cia1D1ed--and so he eviscerated the National Assembly so as 
to permit a more "organic cooperation" among the governing bodies. Most Koreans 
saw through the rhetoric, and so did the Nixon administration. It took 20 years 
for such rationalizations of dictatorship to be dignified as high theory by 
Western scholars and policymakers. 

As Oberdorfer records, Nixon's ambassador to Korea, Philip Habib, cabled 
Washington that Park's measures aimed simply at keeping him in office for at 
least twelve years without oppo';ition. Park was clearly abandoning the co1;1rse 
"which we have been advocating and supporting in Korea for 27 years.·• The only 
question was what did Washington intend to do about it. The answer was, nothing. 
As the State Department cabled OOih. "We agree that Park's contemplated 
measures are unnecessary, and have grave reservations about the course he has 
embarked upon." But it was "an· e ... It is u to him to decide." 
As then-Assistant Secretary o State Marshall Green ater to er o er, the 
Nixon administration, thoroughly preoccupied by the war in Vietnam, "didn't have 



Jeane Kirkpatrick's highbrow defense of authoritarian allies, and as preoccupied 
with the threat of communism, Reagan could have been expected to back Chun no 
matter what he did. Ob orfer reports that in I hen Alexander Haig.Fas 
asked by a Korean officia a ed 

e Seoul 

But there was another side to Reaganism; and in South Korea, as in the 
Philippines, Chile, and El Salvador, the B.cil&_an administration confounded the 
critics and, for that matter, its own ideologists:'by ai;ting far more 
mergetically on behalfofdemacrae, thau .. tbc .. £arter administration--aq<!..f&_ 
more effectiyel)' As Oberdorfer tells the story, which has never been adequately 
told before, Reagaa_gfficials began early on to 1>2x Chun in by praising h~ 
" · ted" commitments to turnmg over ower, even though they suspected that 
he would aban on those commitments 1 given e chance to do so. As the 
then-Secretary of State George P. Shultz later told Oberdorfer, "Chun Doo Hwan 
had made a commitment, and we wanted him to realize that the United States 
expected him to keep it." 

The mastermind of the strategy to compel Chun's compliance was Assistant 
Secretary of State Gaston Sigur, whose speech in February 1987 calling for "a 
ncw=pelitiiif l?au.~work ;re;outh Korea tolled die death kiiill for Korean 
authontanamsm;lgur cal; for the "c1v1lianizing" of Korean politics, 'Yhich 
meant an end to military rule. Reagan and fits aides, prompted by Richard 
Holbrooke and other Carter officials, even saved Kim Dae Jung's life, bartering 
it for a state dinner for Chun early in Reagan's first term. That turned out to 
have more than symbolic value. It was the opening move in a new American policy 
that ultimately brought down Korean dictatorship. 

World events also conspired to weaken authoritarian rule in South Korea, 
though some of those events, too, were shaped by Washington. By the mid-1980s, 
democracy had come to a number of countries in Latin America; it was stirring in 
parts of Eastern Europe; and it was beginning to reshape the politics of Asia, 
once thought to be impervious to democratic governance. In 1986, as the end of 
Chun's seven-year term was approaching, the Marcos regime in the Philippines was 
toppled by a combination of "people power" and the American demand that Marcos 
respect the results of the elections it had forced him to hold. Events in the 
Philippines rippled northward to Korea. There was, to use the poli-sci term, a 
"demonstration effect." Just as the Nixon administration's acquiescence to 
Marcos's imposition of authoritarian rule in 1972 had emboldened Park to do the 
same, so in I ~the 4 medcan- hacked democratic reyo!utjgn jg the Phi!ippjpes 
emboldened o osition leaders in Korea and gave Chun and his clique a strong 
sense t at ey were not on the right side of history. As one Chun loyalist told 
an American official in the midst of the crisis, "There's a fever going on and 
that fever is democracy. And we cannot tum it back." 

In truth, they could have turned it back; except that the Reagan 
administration acted to prevent them. tQ I 987, wbe° Chim made it dear &hat he 
intended to hand power over to Roh Tae Woo wi out a free election, thus 
exten mg m1 1 ru seven years at least, mass1ye emonstrations 
erupted throughout the country. South Korean history was repeating itself. Faced 
with another uprising, this time even more widespread than the Kwangju disaster 
in I 980~hun took the 115113! steps to put it down h;v foe~ He drafted an order 
to the military to prepare to deploy troops on campuses and in cities throughout 
South Korea. He prepared an emergency decree dissolving the opposition political 
parties and establishing military courts to deal with dissidents. 



Seven years after the Carter administration pronounced South Koreans "not 
ready" for elections they were suddenly "ready." What had happened? Had South 
Korean society undergone some remarkably swift evolution and "maturation" 
between 1980 and 1987? Did the rise of a hitherto unknown middle class make 
dictatorship suddenly unsustainable? Had the many years of dictatorship under 
Park and Chun provided the necessary period of stability in which liberal juices 
could fennent and eventually produce this democratic wine? 

The common wisdom holds that the answer to all these questions is yes, that 
South Korea was "ready" for democracy in the late 1980s but not before. And so 
will Indonesia eventually be "ready," and so will China, if we just give them 
time in which economic growth and domestic stability can perform their 
politically transforming (and, for American business, economically bountiful) 
magic. But again the common wisdom has elevated theory over facts, and broad 
economic and social trends--the stuff of political science--over events and 
people, the stuff of history. And again the models have omitted from their 
calculations that most critical factor in South Korean politics: the United 
States. 

The first place to begin to understand what happened in South Korea in the 
1980s is not the Korean economy but the Korean military, the men who took power 
in the coup that followed Park's assassination. Chun Doo Hwan and Roh Tae Woo, 
the same generals who brutally crushed the uprising ID Kwangju ID l980, provea a 
good deal less ruthlas in their determination tp hold pew1r than Park .. This was 

itot because they were great believers in the theory that a growing middle class 
is ~e midwife of democracy, or because they were carefully watching the mean 
income levels to determine the moment at which democracy would become 
"impregnable." The_y were aware, instead, of the dangers of hanging on to 
power--dangers, that is, to their own health. 

According to Oberdorfer's account, Chun had drawn "a profound lesson from 
watching the regime of his mentor, President Park, decline, decay, and collapse 
in a hail of gunfire when its leader stayed on too lo92." Chun and Roh also 
shared what had become a natfon · barrassment at Park's style of 
rule. Before taking power, C un told an American visitor that "if I were o 

- become president, I would like the history books to say that I was the first one 
in Korea to tum over power in a legitimate and constitutional manner." Chun's 
wife want · ' Washin ton. Once in power, Chun 
pu 1cly declared that he was committed to establishing in outh Korea "a 
tradition of peaceful transfer of power" and would step down after completing a 
seven-yeartean, .._ -

Critics greeted Chun's announcement skeptically, and they doubted the 
sincerity of the elaborate preparations Chun made for his post-presidential 
life. Cumings, less credulous than Oberdorfer, suggests that Chun's real plan 
was to set himself up as a power behind the facade of a parliamentary 
government. In fact, whatever Chun's original intentions may have been, as the 
date of his departure from office drew nearer he was less and less indined to 
retire. As he told reporters, "In a country like ours, it requires a lot n1ore 
courage to give up power than to grab it." 

But Chun's ambivalence offered an opportunity for the United States to steer 
South Korean politics away from authoritarianism--ifthe United States was ready 
to seize it. One would not have expected the Reagan administration to do so. 
Openly disdainful of Jimmy Carter's campaign for "human rights," in thrall to 



values in Korean words. And the current crisis is now in his hands. It may well 
be that Korean democracy provides more stability than Korean tyranny. 

There is no Korean model. There is only Korean history, and it was a history 
shaped by individuals, by combinations of causes too complicated to predict or 
to control, by accidents, by wars, and by American intervention. This historical 
truth is unsettling for American policymakers and policy intellectuals. To 
understand this history is to feel the burden ofresponsibility. Models, by 
contrast, are far more comforting than history, even if they fail to capture and 
to explain reality, especially the 50-year- old reality of American global 
influence. (The universal demonstration effect of America's existence, you might 
call it.) Models also absolve us ofresponsibility. They do not call for 
sacrifices. They encourage us to drift along and let events take their 
predictable and inevitable course. 

One wonders whether we will ever come to realize how enervating the escape 
from responsibility can be, politically, morally, and spiritually; whether we 
will ever recognize that our nation's ability to do some good now and then is a 
rare gift, and that this gift benefits the giver as well as the recipient. " 
Realism," and its cousin economicism, has no room for such sentiments. But 
perhaps we can put ourselves less in thrall to the pseudo-science of politics at 
the end of this most bloodied and scientific of centuries. "Although modem m51 
h8!J!mduced a dazzling arra>' ofsci•a•ifjc achievement§ aDd pm~ 
aGAd)mplishments," Kim Dae fong wrote in IQK I, "iR Miflntl efreil=c"ons 0 p quth > 

d ha mess m Iife, he is as d" candle before the sun." Modem 
scientists "includin "tical scientists, economists, and soci@ogists, ha 
not been able to offer any meaning so u 10ns o our pro e at is the 
observation of a man who may fah ly Claim to have been a v1ctJm ofthe models of 
Western science. Perhaps we, too, can be guided in the next century by something 
a bit closer to faith--faith in the few fundamental principles that our nation 
embodies, not least that all peoples are "ready" for freedom and for the only 
form of government that can reliably provide it. That faith has served us well 
in the past. It bas undergirded all of our most successful foreign policies, 
from Truman to Reagan. Faith and foreign policy? Maybe even in this life. 

(Copyright 1998, The New Republic) 

Time March 2, 1998 
HEADLINE: Cloak-and-dagger games: Saving the life of a leader 
BYLINE: Stella Kim/Seoul, With reporting by Douglas Waller ashington 
Kim Dae Jung had just nished a secret lunch with another orean opposition 
leader at Tokyo's downt wn Grand Palace Hotel on Au , 1973. As Kim stepped 
into a hallway, a group o en grabbed him, orderin im in Korean to keep 
silent. Beaten and smother with a chloroform- ed rag, Kim was bound, 
blindfolded and dumped into waiting car. B e following night, he had been 
transferred to a Korean freight at sea. e he was bound again, his face 
covered in tape with air holes ar nd · nose. As the ship moved off into the 
darkness, his captors roped Kim t ditional Korean funeral plank for 
burial; weights were attached to ists. A devout Catholic, Kim saw the end 
coming and began to pray. 

Suddenly, as if in re onse, the rumble aircraft engines swept over the 
ship. As crew mem rs shouted "an airplane," Kim heard heavy objects falling 
into the sea. The e ship turned so sharply Kim as thrown to the deck. "Are 
you Mr. Kim D e Jung?" asked a voice, which Kim aides now believe belonged to 
the ship's cook. "I think the worst is over and you are alive." The fly-by had 



The pattern was by now thoroughly familiar. But this time the United States 
stepped in, demonstrating what Koreans had always known: that American influence 
was decisive in Korea if American leaders chose to wield it. Reagan sent a 
letter t Chun calling upon him to honor his rom · .::::::: 
o democrl\CY; Then, ma meetmg with Chun, A~assador James Lilley,_ a 

har'd-nosed former CIA official, "went beyond the gentle language of the Reagan 
letter to warn that intervention by the Korean military would stretch the 
U.S.-Korean alliance in dangerous fashion." Lilley'~ threats~acked by the U.S. 
military commander, broke...Chun's will. AnJ!.our after Lilley's meeting with the. 
Korean general, the mo 1liz.ation ende<l,.Ien 

residential elections for -

What of the assertion that an authoritarian phase was necessary in South 
Korea · nom1c w to s is 
even less persuasi~. for the very simple reason tha _ ~ 

aul!wFilai:ian l'i8HR~i did ggt P'guida 11t11Wtability. ~s Cumings points out, " 
every Korean rsptthlie tlft*il t~one elected in 1992, under Kim Young Sam, 
be · · · or military coups." Park's Third Republic 
began with a coup and ended with Park's m er a ands of his own 
intelligence chief. Chun's regime "began and ended with popular rebellions that 
shook the foundations of the system." One could just as easily argue, as Cumings 
does, "that South Korea hc:s had one of the most unstable political systems in 
the world." 

' i 
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President Kim's self-proclaimed vision is for a kinder, gentler Korea that 
balances mar t economics wi e kind of democrac he has fought for decades 
to install. "If we had ha greater democracy in this country we could haye 
v,yojded the present crjsj~ e the ovemment would not have controlled 
b~ and fmance," Kim told Time. To put orea ac on track, the country s 
durable dissident will have to convince a legion of longtime opponents that he 
can change the system from within. "He'll want to show past Korean leaders that 
you don't need tota!jtadan mle to expand economjc &mwth," says economist 
Kim <Jong In. "Mr. Kim understands the problems we face, he has the right set of 
solutions and if he sticks to them, we will be able to overcome this crisis." 

By any measure, Kim has been running Korea since the day after his Dec. 18 
election--with impressive results. Briefed on the economy shortly after his 
victory, he conceded he had vastly underestimated the scope of Korea's woes and, 
discarding his initial hesitance, vowed to follow the IMF's structural refolJ!l 
program to the letter. He sought advice from international fmanc1ers like 
-Oeorge Soros. Andhis early statements on the need for reform were encouraging 
enough that forejgn bankers tentatively agreed Jan 28 to reschedule $ 24 
billion of Korea's short-term debt. Most important, Kim bce;ap negotiating with 
powerful labOr umons and busmess leaders tg accept adowusizjng of vast, 

~ efficient corporate em ires--a process that inevitably will lead to ~ 
I ose s resulted in historic legislation that will give Korean 
companies the discretion to fire large numbers of workers, allow substantial 
foreign ownership of securities and permit hostile corporate takeovers. 

Part of the secret to Kim's early success has been the public response to the 
crisis. Militant labor union officials admit that they '-ancele~ plans to launch 
a strike ~inst the new layoff legislation after a barrage of letters from 
o'Tciinary citizens leadin with them to COoj)erate. Storefronts throughout the 
cap1 sport signs citing the I an o enng orean goods at deep discounts. 
Many Seoul residents have stopped driving to work, easing the city's legendary 
traffic jams. Expense accounts have been curbed. Teachers are imploring 
elementary school students to use their pencils until they are mere stubs. In 
some Seoul neighborhoods, street-lamps have been extinguished and apartment 
building elevators are stopping at every other floor to save energy. And there 
is the now-legendary effort by Koreans to refill the government's foreign 
exchange coffers by donating gold jewelry and hard currency. 

Such patriotic fervor will do little to solve Korea's fmancial problems. But 
in combination with Kim's early administrative moves, the enthusiasm for reform 
has hel ed draw support from investors and int · · . or 
the time being, e won has halted its freefall, and the fmancial markets, 
while by no means vibrant, are at least showin signs of life. IMF managing 
director Michel Camdessus as public! sal ore orts in contrast to 
Indonesia's. Las week, credit ratmg agency Standard & Poor's upgraded Korea's 
foreign currency credit from B-plus to double B-plus. The real test, however, is 
yet to come. Says Kim: "It is not true to say that the worst is over." 



with Reagan in February 198 . 
Kim supporters in and out of 
life had been twice spared, le 
who bailed him out. "He h 

--By Stella Kim/Seoul. With reporting by Douglas Waller/Washington 

was m e or under house arrest" Kim to 
that someday there woul ing like this." 

giant cong omerates, the cbaebo!Jiaye lost their credibility, if not their 
credit. And the country's annual growth i:ate, which hummed for so long at well 
over 6%, now looks as if it might slip to zero. 

The Korea that Kim Dae Jung inherits is a paradoxical study in success and 
failure: having achieved a prosperity Kim himself once could not have imagined, 
the country now faces the task of wholesale reorganization. "Never have Korea's 
institutions--the military, labor, business, students--been so weak," says Kim 
Jong Hwi, a national security adviser to fonner President Roh Tae Woo. "This is 
a challenge, but it is an opportunity as well." Yet Kim--who is known as "D.J." 
to distinguish him from the multitude of Korea's political Kims--faces a long 
list of other challenges. They range from stabilizj~; elations with the Unjted. 
States and Japan to fOr~ing a new blueprint for coexistence jf pot.. 
reunification, with deteriorating North Korea. Last week, North Korea made a 
su nsm o Seoul. How Kim responds win depend 
largely on whether the man who for dee as branded a communist sympathizer 
can win the support of would-be opponents in the NJitional Assembly, where his 
fragile coalition remains eat) outnumbered by conservative lawmakers from the 
onner ruling party. 

1 



visiting fellow at H~ard University, he attracted a coterie of influential 
friends: the late scholar and ambassador Ed~jn Beischauer~enator Edward 
Kenped4 Congressman Ste~ Solarz, Philippine dissident Benigno Aquino. But 
the pull of his homeland remained strong. In 1983, fellow dissident Kim Yoijijg 
Sam staged a month-long hunger strike to protest C"'Ftun•s he\vy-handed rule. Then 
Aquino was murdered ste ping off a plane in Manila. (Kim still has Aquino's 
manua ewnter, a ift from the Fili ino . fs ill-fated 
departure.) Although U officials accom anied Kim on his o return to Seoul 
JD..}985, Korean security officers brutally dragged him out of Kimpo airport--an 
bacf to house arrest. 

Nonetheless, Kim resumed his quest for the presidency. When Chun stepped down 
in -UBL Kim contested and lost what analysts widely agree was a rigged 
presidential election. Five years later, after his old colleague JS:im Young Sam ,, 
broke with him to jofu President Roh Tae W ' emocratic Liberal P 
Kiili vowed finally to uit olitics. As 

Yet b~ Kim was back. N!!rth Korea was threatening nuclear war--a crisis 
he helped defuse by suggesting that fonner President Carter travel to Pyomwang 
for ii talk with the North's "Great Leader" Kim II Sung. At home in Seoul, the 
opposition had fallen into disarray, and President Kim Youn~ Sam's bumbling had 
begun to lead South Korea downhill, damaging relations with the U.S. and 
pitching the country into a frantic bid to expand its economic reach beyond its 
means. Kim Youn Sam's last ear was bli ted b · mismanagement 
and the conviction of his son Kim Hvun Chui for bribery. Today "Y.S.," as e 
outgoing President is known to distinguish him from the incoming "D.J.," is so 
unpopular that bypassers tell of a sign hung in his old Seoul neighborhood: 
"Don't come home." Says Kim Yoon Hwan, majority leader of the opposition Grand 
National Party: "It is fair to say that Kim Young Sam's reform completely 
failed." 

That sense of failure reverberates among Korea's increasingly desperate 
citizens. Kang Ho Sung, a general manager at Daewoo Electronics, was earning 
enough to own a car and a house and send his daughter to college in the U.S. 
Then Daewoo cut white collar salaries by 15% and increased working hours. His 
daughter returned to Korea prematurely, and now the family scrimps, rarely using 
the car to save on fuel. "We always had plenty of hope and confidence," says 
Kang. "Now there is the feeling that no matter what we do we cannot reverse this 
national crisis." Namkoong Hyun would agree. A salesman of Kia cars, he was well 
on his way to the middle-class dream: a house, plenty of meals out and tutoring 
for his two children. Then Kia became Korea's best-known business failure. In 
December, Namkoong lost his job. He is now divorced and living in a friend's 
basement. 

Long before this week's inauguration, Kim Dae Jung was scrambling to set 
things right. Two weeks ago, he forged what has been called a "Grand National 
Compromjs( involving government, labor and big business in which all parties 
agreed to legalize mass la offs b em lo ers, in return for onl the v f 
re mng guarantees. ctaoverrunent pledge to crea e a .2 billion 
unemployment fi.m.d. And the chaebol, whose heavy debts and overblown expansion 
plans are widely viewed as a major source of Korea's woes, have been ordered to 

.. clean yp their balance sbee•s or fiice extjnction. As incentive, the new 
legislation allows foreign investors to buy up to one-third of a listed company, 
whether management likes it or not. 

' l I 
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Japan grew more desperate toward the end of World War II. schools were clos~ 
and ,Kim started a careet.in the shipping business. But the yollilg rebel was 
already dabbling in anti-establishment politics. On a business trip to Seoul 
during the Korean War, Kim's future materialized when, as he say~, "I saw ..tht._ 
suffering of the ~o le aused b bad olitics." In early 1961, a popular 

e epublican President Syngman Rhee. Kim"""WiiS'elected to the 
ijational Assembl , a job that lasted just one month, until General Par hung 
Hee oo over in a coup. 

Since then, Kim has led Korea's political opposition. He had been flirting 
with anti-establishment views even before the outbreak of the Korean War; once 
the annistice was signed, he plunged ever deeper into politics, educating 
himself with long hours in the stacks at the National Assembly library. With 13 
speeches during his first six months as a legislator, Kim made his mark as a 
~q' an1i Pad< oratru:. pie more Kjm was persecuted, the more popular he became. 
In 1970. against the backdrop of the Vietnam War, he announced his liberal yjews -

on North-South reunification_,_The government propaganda machine responded with a 
Cainpaign to brand the young politician a communist outcast. Still, his first bid 
for the presidency won him a remarkable 46% of the vote, though he lost out to 
Park Chung Hee. 

Kim's real troubles began when Park scrapped Korea's constitution and 
declared himself the country's dictator-in-chief. It was 1972, and Kim was~ 
trip to Japan for medical treatme,pt. Rather than face arrest, he decided to 
pioselytize abroad against the Park regime. In retaliation, Park confined 
K)m's famil)' to thejr modest Seoul hpme.,Kim's aides in Korea were subjected to 
interrogation and often torture. In August l273, Kim was kidnapped b..v 
unidentified Kore om Tok o's Grand Palace and readied for ex 

n y American intervention saved his 1 e: earning of the a uction, U.S. 
Ambassador Philip Habib bluntly warned Park of the re ercussions or relations 
with the U.S. ifKim were 1 e . nan mterv1ew with Seoul'~ Dong A newspaper 
last week, former Ko ntral lntelli ence A enc assistant director Lee Chu 
Hee admitted for the first time what many have long assumed: that e 1 apping 
W.fS ordered by the head of the KCIA. 

Kim was returned bruised and exhausted to his Seoul home. where he was 
cppfined for much of the next nine years-when ppt jo jajl or exile. President 
Park was assassinated in late 1979. As General Chun Doo Hwan moved to 
consolidate his control over the country, anti-government protests spread 
through the city of Kwangju in the south, the heart of Kim's support. He was 
jailed again, and Chun ordered troops into the city, where by some estimates 
they killed at least 200 people. In June, Chun gave Kim an ultimatum: cooperate 
~th 11s or fa1:e death K jm refused In September, after a trial that lasted a_ -

mere six minutes he was sentenced to death for treason. 
e---

Once again, the U.S. came to the rescue. Ronald Reagan had just won the 
presidency, and members of his transition team joined with officials from the 
outgoing Jimmy Carter Administration in putting pressure on Chun to spare Kim. 
His sentence was cpmmuted to life in pr· mo apd. two days before Christmas 19_.g 
ht: was put on a plane for the U.S. ~ 



investisat1 a 0 d perhaps pJ:QlilG'11e Kim Y9YA8 ~ho deserted him 11 years ago, 
for his mismanagement of the economy. 

The problem is that in the tough months ahead, such magnanimity will only 
become more difficult. First, Korea may face another debt crisis: bil!jops of 
dollars in short-tenn corporate debt comes due at the end ch. Even ifthe 
country squeaks past that e me, e economy w1 probably get worse before 
it gets better, as companies and banks fail and layoffs increase. "In one sense, 
we have turned the comer," says economist Yoo. "That doesn't mean we are out of 
the woods." ~ing unemploymeyt will increase the prospect of social 
unrest--for w iCKorea is already well-known, particularly during the spring, 
when students regularly hit the streets in anti-government protests. And the 
clamor for someone to take the blame for Korea's economic plight may make it 
impossible to avoid a public bloodletting. 

In the beginning, such criticism will be directed, no doubt, at outgoing 
President Kim Young Sam. But ifthe new President is unable to keep a balance 
between reform and retribution, he could soon feel the backlash, and hard. Says 
Kim Jong In, a former presidential economics adviser: "lfhe wants to succeed, 
Mr. Kim will have to realize that he doesn't have that much time." This week, as 
luminaries from George Soros to Michael Jackson to Corazon Aquino descend on 
Seoul for his inauguration, Kim is doubtless aware that the real celebration 
will have to come later. 

USA TODAY 
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HEADLINE: S. Korea turns to outsider Opposition leader Kim wins in fourthattempt 
BYLINE: James Cox 
SEOUL •• Kim Dae Jung completed a 51-year journey Thursday from 
the political wilderness to the presidency of South Korea. Kim 
won election by the slimmest of margins on his fourth attempt 
to become the country's leader. 

Horrified by the collapse of their economy, South Koreans turned 
against the ruling party for the first time since 1948 to hand 
power to an opposition candidate. "The ruling party ruined this 
country. How can I vote for them?" said Seoul cabbie Kim Jung 
Shik. 

Kim, 73, edged out the ruling party's Lee Hoi Chang, 63, in a 
race that was a dead heat as ballots were counted through the 
night and into this morning. With 98% of votes counted, Kim won 
40.3% to Lee's 38.7%. -....;;...---------
~ 

Former ruling party politician Rhee In Je hurt Lee by defecting 
to make his own run. Rhee, 49, attracted young voters and got 
19 .2% of the tally. Four minor candidates accounted for the rest. 
President Kim Young Sam, -whose five-year term ends in February, 
is barred by law from re-election. 

Kim won't be sworn in until Feb. 25, but he will wield power almost 
immediately. The outgoing president, a one-time ally and now bitter 
rival, will leave office in disgrace over his handling of the 
economy and a scandal involving his son. 
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The chaebol represent one of the new President's biggest problems. Even as 
Kim warns Ulem to shape up, some of the giant firms are resistin& demands to 
publicize their co orate restructurin plans. They argue thi°t they are indeed­
re orming but that a public announcement o that effect would invite chaos. "If 
a business conglomerate says we'll just duck it and wait for the lapse of time 
to go back to the old ways of managing, I'm sure they will perish," says Samsung 
group treasurer Kim Suk, adding that Korea's largest company has already 
targeted ways in which it can downsize. "What we are saying is we'll do it, 
please trust us." 

The chaebol may have gotten the message, but change will come hard. Two weeks 
ago, for example, at a glitzy cocktail bash in Seoul's luxurious Shilla Hotel, 
Samsung unveiled its new line of sedans--the electronics giant's first foray 
into the automobile business. Analysts slammed the company's plans to produce 
80,000 cars this year in a market already plagued by overcapacity. Tacitly 
acknowledging such concerns, Samsung this month began talking with Ford Motor 
Co. about selling a stake in the company. 

As he threads through Korea's economic mess, Kirn will have to juggle tough 
diplomatic problems. Although he has pledged that he will not be "soft" on North 
Korea, Pyon an 's eace initiative last week ma for e earl decisions on 

w to kee the meantime, a scu e w1 
Japan over fishing rights threatens to develop into a full-blown diplomatic 
tussle. Says outgoing Foreign Minister Yoo Chong Ha: "In one way or another, our 
relationship with Japan portends a lot of trouble in the future." 

The real trouble, however, remains at home. For all his early progress, Kim 
leads a fr ile arliament coalition in which his chief all im Jo 
.is.a conservative establishment pol. Ironically, he is also the founder of the 
KCIA. which was responsible for the-1973 kidnapping in Tokyo.) To win his 
support, Kim not only agreed to nominate "J.P." to the prime ministership bl!!_ 
also to adopt a parljamentacy system whjcb wpuld gjye the Prime Ministw more 

"'--power. The opposition Grand National Party, which controls the National 
Assembly, has already voiced disapproval of those plans. And although its 
leaders have pledged "not to attack" Kim Dae Jung for the time being, the party 
is unlikely to make life easy for the new President. "I've been at the opposite 
end of the political spectrum for 25 years," says party leader Kim Yoon Hwan. 
"It's possible but it isn't going to be easy to change that." 

In hopes of defusing that tension, Kjm has pledged to form a coalitio!! 
~binet made up of talent from all leading paI_!!es. Though detractors claim he 
lacks a competent brain trust, Run has alfeady succeeded in luring some of 
Koi:ea's best agd brightest away ftom their conservative roots. Several of his­
top deputies served under Chun and Roh. The President's qimo11s all-night talk 
S«Ssions have left skeptics impressed with his "vast pool oflngwled~" as one > 

convert puts it--and his willingness to change his mind when presented with a 
thoughtful argument. :::a 

What is most remarkable about Kim's resolve to tackle Korea's problems i~ the 
former dissident's patience, infused with a surprising willingness to forgive. 
"He is a man who would not let the past interfer ith the future" a s Yoo 
Jong Keun, a provmc1 governor an one of Kim's key economic advisers. Even 
Kim's supporters once feared he might use his presidency to settle old scores 
with those who persecuted him for so many years. Yet no sooner had he won 
election than he agreed to pardon fonner presidegts Cb"D and Roh from their 
lifetime jail sentences for corruption. He has so far resisted calls to 

C:. ~ 
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But South Koreans got few clues from Kim Dae Jung about what will 
be done to fix their economy. Nervous global financial markets 
are expected to look to Kim for strong reassurances that he will 
live by the terms of the country's$ 57 billion bailout from the 
International Monetary Fund. Investors want South Korea to open 
its economy, break the grip of the mighty chaebol conglomerates 
and make way for business failures and layoffs. 

Kim, a lifelong po ul "s tudents 
ere n orea's stock and currency markets during the 
campaign by saying he would re-open talks with the IMF. He also 
proposed a six-month ban on layoffs. ~e pla¥ed tg nationalism," > 
said David Steinberg, a Korea expert a Georgetown University. 

~ost haye strong feelings about Kim. Some might find it tough 
to rally to his side as he mends the economy. "He elicits extreme 
emotions. It's almost frightening," says Hahm Chai Bong, politics 
expert at Seoul's Yonsei University. 

Kim needs to reach out to old rivals to build a broad coalition 
if he is to get Koreans to accept the pain of economic restructuring, 
says Lho Kyongsoo also ofYonsei. "He has the necessary magnanimity. 
But if he appoints only (his own) people, he'll fail before he 
starts." 

e was too old. He negated his reputation 
as a pro-labor radical, soft on communist North Korea. Kim's aides 
accused Lee's campaign of playing the North Korea card with election-day 
pamphlets warning voters of a "red government" 

Lee, a colorless former judge, aroused little passion among voters, 
but was seen by many in elite business and academic circles as 
a more solid, conservative choice than Kim. 

Business leaders were staunchly against Kim when he ran in 1971, 
1987 and 1992. He argued then that the country should not rely 
on a handful of conglomerates to build its economy. 

Ho..pnrtreyed bjmselfthjs tjme as a h115jness-friendly m,te. 
"He softened bis views so much to appear middle-of-the-road," 
Hahm said. 

Kim's followers worship him with an almost messianic fervor Jk_ 
p~bimself jn the same league as South Africa's Nelson Mandela._. 
the Czech Republic's Vaclav Havel, Poland's Lech Walesa apd slain .. 
Philippine democracy champion Benigno Aquin~ 

His reneated coAfl'9Ataii9AG with &Ile 'OYAU-y'lil barsh mjljtaey 
reg~ landed him in prison five times. ""' 



Democrats Jimmy Carter and Ted Kennedy are close to Kim, who was 
exiled in December 1982 to the USA for two years. 

Despite his fondness for the United States, which has 37,000 troops 
stationed in South Korea, he has criticized Washington in the 
past for backing authoritarian regimes in the name of anti-communism. 

Kim is likely to leave one final act to lame-duck Kim Young Sam: 
pardons for former military rulers Chun Doo Hwan and Roh Tae Woo, 
imprisoned for taking bribes during their presidencies. 
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