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Abstract 

 

This dissertation explores the origin of Juche ideology tracing back to the Korean 

War, moving beyond traditional discourses that regards December 1955 as the year 

of origination. Starting from puzzles on North Korea’s emotionally aggressive 

response toward China on the issue of UN sanctions back in 2017, the dissertation 

searches for the impact of emotions on foreign policy decision making. The research 

significance is in exploring Juche ideology focusing on its foreign policy aspects and 

the question of from which specific circumstances and event it was formulated. Such 

subjects have been often neglected by previous studies which have paid more 

attention to Kim Il Sung’s domestic power consolidation utilizing concepts of Juche.  

Under the context, this dissertation argues that the Korean War cracked the Sino-

Korean relations, beyond simply building it. Kim had clashed with China 

distinctively on the three issues of establishing Sino-Korean Joint Command, 

intermission in January 1951, and conditions for armistice. Process of solving the 

conflicts were consistently unfair in the perspective of Kim. The series of 

anticipation, hope and disappointment were merged into his cognitive psychology, 

resulting strong willingness for self-reliance against socialist camp, especially on 

China. In that regard, this dissertation concludes that the origins of Juche ideology 
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can be found from the Kim’s negative memories and emotions on China throughout 

the Korean War.  

In order to draw the conclusion, the research adopts theories in the field of 

psychology and studies on emotions in international relations, and analyzes Kim’s 

memories and emotions formulated during the Korean War with Memory Based 

Judgment (MBJ) framework. The MBJ framework and its three stages of information 

processing mechanism arranges how Kim’s negative memory and emotion 

influenced his notion of Juche. The influence still lasts today and North Korea’s 

reaction emotionally aggressive response to China in 2017 can be more 

comprehensively explained by counting emotional factors into account.  

 

 

 

 

 

Keywords: Cognitive Psychology, MBJ framework, Sino-North Korean relations, 

the Korean War, Juche ideology, Diplomacy of Anger 
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Ⅰ. Introduction 

 

1. Puzzle  

Why was the reaction of North Korea in 2017 to Chine in support of United 

Nations (UN) sanctions so emotionally aggressive1? North Korea criticized China “a 

coward without any courage nor responsibility” when China voted in favor of 

sanctions against North Korea for the first time upon her missile launce in December 

2012. In February 3rd next year, North Korea implemented the third nuclear test 

against which China voted in favor of UN resolution 2094 that obligates financial 

sanctions2.  

In a response to China’s compliance with United Nations Security Council (UNSC) 

resolution 2321, North Korea started to condemn China in an unprecedented strong 

and emotional voice. In February 2017, blaming China’s halt on coal import from 

North Korea, the Korean Central News Agency (KCNA) alleged "this country 

                                           

1 China halted coal all imports from North Korea for the rest of the year in January 2017. 

China also halted some imports of textiles and exports of petroleum products from North 

Korea complying with UN resolutions. 

2 Suho Im, “What is Chinese influence on North Korea’s Jaju foreign policy?” chapter 8 in 

Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at crossroad: China’s 

policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), pp. 131-132. 
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(China), styling itself a big power, is dancing to the tune of the US while defending 

its mean behavior with such excuses that it was meant not to have a negative impact 

on the living of the people in the DPRK but to check its nuclear program"3.  

Following to that in May 2017, North Korea made another unprecedented angry 

criticism on China in the name of KCNA that "a string of absurd and reckless remarks 

are now heard from China every day only to render the present bad situation tenser". 

The agency also warned that "China had better ponder over the grave consequences 

to be entailed by its reckless act of chopping down the pillar of the DPRK-China 

relations". KCNA accused China of "big power chauvinism", and alleged Chinese 

state medias’ calls for North Korea to dismantle nuclear programs were “a wanton 

violation of the independent and legitimate rights, dignity and supreme interests” of 

North Korea which constitutes "an undisguised threat to an honest-minded 

neighboring country which has a long history and tradition of friendship". KCNA 

made it also clear that "DPRK will never beg for the maintenance of friendship with 

China"4.  

                                           
3 Neil Connor, “North Korea says old ally China ‘dancing the tune of US’ with coal ban, 

The Telegraph (February 24, 2017); https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/02/24/north-

korea-says-old-ally-china-dancing-tune-us-coal-ban/. 

4 “North Korean media issues rare criticism of China over nuclear warnings”, Reuter (May 

4, 2017); https://www.reuters.com/article/us-northkorea-china/north-korean-media-issues-

rare-criticism-of-china-over-nuclear-warnings-idUSKBN17Z1TA 
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North Korea’s expression of anger didn't subside easily. In September 2017, 

KCNA again expressed outrages against negative editorials by the People's Daily 

and Global Times, that "some media of China are seriously hurting the line and social 

system of the DPRK and threatening the DPRK" criticizing them "the dirty 

excrement of the reactionaries of history" who "spouted such extremely ill-boding 

words"5. KCNA’s critics on Chinese media continued still in February 2018. KCNA 

argued that China Central Television (CCTV) "seriously spoiled the atmosphere of 

the feast by publishing presumptuous comments of individual experts" while 

condemning Global Times for "the behavior of scattering ashes on other’s happy day 

as they bring the denuclearization issue"6.  

Analysis on KCNA statements indicates that North Korea perceived China’s 

compliance with UN sanctions as an intervention on her domestic affairs, violation 

of the independent and legitimate right, and supreme national interest of North Korea 

as well as its dignity. By criticizing so, North Korea intentionally jeopardized and 

deteriorated bilateral relationship with China. Also, North Korea portrayed herself 

                                           
5 “Chinese media’s shameless and impudent acts blasted,” kcna (22 September 2017) 

http://www.kcna.co.jp/item/2017/201709/news22/20170922-06ee.html. 

6 Da-Gyum Ji, “Chinese media “spoiled the atmosphere” of inter-Korean rapprochement: 

DPRK media,” nknews (8 February 2018); https://www.nknews.org/2018/02/chinese-

media-spoiled-the-atmosphere-of-inter-korean-rapprochement-dprk-media/. 
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as an injured party who was betrayed by China’s unjustifiable behavior which threats 

to “an honest-minded neighboring country which has a long history and tradition of 

friendship”. Overall, North Korea depicted herself as a victim, by using emotional 

terms with normative components such as a wanton violation of the independent and 

legitimate rights, dignity and supreme interests, an undisguised threat to an honest-

minded neighboring country with long history and tradition of friendship, the dirty 

excrement of the reactionaries of history. 

This event of the North Korea’s direct condemnation on China provokes a number 

of questions. Of course, being supportive to UN sanctions against North Korea is 

surely an issue that North Korea would hate. The fact that China’s support on 

sanction is a method that goes against North Korea’s own policy line, however, 

doesn’t explain the distinctively negative response of North Korea targeting China. 

in itself Why North Korea was so aggressive even to its one and the lone ally China? 

Despite potential possibilities of deteriorating bilateral relationship with China that 

are easy to imagine, why North Korea condemned China directly with unprecedented 

emotional terms? Was it because North Korea is irrational or it does not respect 

China’s attempts in promoting her image as a responsible power? In sum, how do 

we explain the ways North Korea make reaction to perceived violations of national 

interests and the subsequent interactions in between other state?  
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North Korea’s critics on China’s support on UN sanction can be partially 

explained by the traditional theories of coercive diplomacy in that North Korea 

threatened further culmination by stating “DPRK will never beg for the maintenance 

of friendship with China"7. Coercion is the use of threats of force to shape the 

behavior of a target8. Multiple typologies of coercion diverge from this standard 

definition, representatively that of Thomas Schelling and Alexander George. 

Schelling’s definition subdivides coercion into compellence and deterrence. 

According to Schelling, compellence refers to the threat of punishment should an 

actor not carry out an action, meaning a trial to persuade an actor to undertake a 

specific action, Meanwhile, deterrence refers to the threat of punishment should an 

actor carry out an action, meaning a trial to dissuade an actor from a particular action. 

George shares and similar and different understandings on these terms with Schelling. 

His definition on deterrence is the same with Schelling. However, George regards 

the term compellence as too broad and vague, thereby proposes two alternative 

                                           
7 Traditional and standard scholarly approach in the field of international relations suggests 

us that state actors, to the extent they are able, should engage in either bargaining or 

coercion, seeking to use payoffs or carefully calibrated threats to maintain their interests 

intact. Todd H Hall, Emotional diplomacy (London: Cornell University Press, 2015), pp. 

40-41.  

8 Thomas C. Schelling, Arms and Influence (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1966), p. 

42. 
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categories. His definition distinguishes between the use of threats to force a target to 

“give up something of value,” which he calls blackmail, and the threat of force in 

order to “stop or reverse an action,” which he calls coercive diplomacy9.  

More specifically, one could describe North Korea’s behavior as simultaneously 

aimed to punish China’s past behavior, influence current behavior, and prevent 

undesired future actions. However, approaching the issue only with single concept 

of coercion has limitation. That is because, even though the fact that 

deterrence·compellence·coercive diplomacy are ideal types that bleed into one 

another in reality, the question of how to analytically reconcile all these framings is 

still a matter. This means it is dubious whether describing the behavior of North Kore 

as a trifurcated deterrent-compellent-punitive strategy would make analytical 

preciseness. The fact that China’s behavior does not fit clearly into any of one among 

the three specific category of compellence, deterrence, or punishment raises the 

question of whether or not those categories are simply being superimposed upon a 

                                           
9 What distinguishes each of these different types of coercion is the forma and content of 

the demand. In other words, whether coercion is being employed to compel or deter can 

only be clear as a function of what is being required of the target. Accordingly, it is a threat 

that plays the central role in coercion, and how the threat is framed comes to have important 

implications for the likelihood of the success of that coercion. Todd H. Hall, Emotional 

diplomacy (London: Cornell University Press, 2015), p. 42. 
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phenomenon driven by a different logic that already exists and be taken for granted10. 

In that sense, this dissertation argues such conventional approach for explaining 

North Korea’s behavior is incomplete for comprehensively understanding North 

Korea’s deviation from China in 2017. In that regard, this dissertation searches for 

an alternative approach to analyze North Korea’s such response on China by 

exploring North Korea’s perception on China during the Korea War. In other words, 

this research examines how Kim’s historical memories influenced the formulation of 

Juche ideology and became a part of heuristics in treating China and coping with 

other diplomatic issues11. 

This research does not deny the role of traditional concepts of bargaining or 

coercion which seeks to use payoffs or carefully calibrated threats to maintain their 

interests intact. Also, it does not argue Kim’s gratitude on China’s support were all 

disguised. Kim praised the role of PVA in assisting North Korea in the anti-American 

imperialism struggle in the New Year’s address12. And it is clear that North Korea’s  

                                           
10 Todd H Hall, Emotional diplomacy (London: Cornell University Press, 2015), p. 45. 

11 Heuristics is a decision making method that makes a judgment based on a previous 

experience with similar problems, rather than strict inspection or analysis on a judgment 

task. It is a cognitive activity to make decisions by simplifying complex tasks into simple 

judgments. Heuristics can be a mental shortcut that ease cognitive loads of making a new 

decision. David G. Myers, Social psychology (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1983).  

12 김일성 전집 [Complete Collection of Kim Il-Sung’s Works] 13, “축전: 영웅적중국인민



8 

 

gratitude on China for sending military troops to the war field was frequently 

carried out through Kim’s statements in various occasions 13 . Some of them 

emphasizes their shared experience tied with blood as well known14. Kim apparently 

expressed his gratitude on PVA for assisting the war into North Korea’s ‘victory’ in 

his address on July 27, 195315. Although Kim appreciated China for saving North 

Korea in crisis, however, he also knew that China does not insist on Korean 

unification16.  

The argument of this dissertation is that the decisive catalyst for the formulation 

of Juche ideology stemmed from Kim the then North Korean leader’s memories and 

emotions in the Korean War17. Initially, Kim planned and initiated the war, hoping 

                                           

지원군부대 장병들에게, 1951년 1월 1일”, p. 12.  

13
 김일성 전집 14, “8.15 해방 6돐기념 평양시경축대회에서 한 보고, 1951년 8월 14일”, 

p. 29; “중국문화대표단과 한 담화, 1952년 4월 4일”, p. 426; 김일성 전집 15, “우리의 정

의의 공동투쟁은 승리한다: 중국인민지원군 조선전선참전 2돐에 즈음하여, 1952년 10월 25

일”, pp. 204-205.  

14
 김일성 전집 15, “조선인민군창건 5돐에 즈음하여: 조선인민군 최고사령관 명령 제 73

호, 1953년 2월 8일”, p. 345. 

15
 김일성 전집 15, “조국해방전쟁의 위대한 승리를 축하한다: 조선인민군 최고사령관 명령 

제470호, 1953년 7월 27일”, p. 458. 

16
 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p. 94. 

17 Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology: During The 
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to autonomously reunify the Korean peninsula. At the end of the war, however, this 

great plan turned out to have caused the country’s loss on military initiative, distrust 

on allies and nosedived status as a sovereign state18. Despite the undeniable fact that 

the war developed the trilateral relationship among North Korea, Soviet Union and 

China into a higher level, the war also caused diverse conflict, confrontation and 

discrepancies in between them. In that sense, the Korean War was an event for North 

Korea where she became keenly aware of discrepancies between expectation as a 

hope and frustration in reality19.  

Pyeongyang coped with the situation by emphasizing the spirit of self-reliance 

during the process of post war recovery. ‘Our type of methods’ that fits with specific 

situation of North Korea, rejecting to blindly follow strategies of Soviet Union or 

China was promoted in nationwide context. Related to that, August incident and the 

post-Stalin international structure are often noted as the main factors in triggering 

the emergence of the Juche ideology by previous literature. This research doesn’t 

deny the correlation of those events with the Juche ideology. However, for grounds 

explained in upper paragraphs, it examines the origin of the Juche ideology from the 

Korean War, focusing on psychology and emotion of Kim Il Sung that were 

                                           

Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41, no. 2 (2001), p. 75. 

18 Ibid., p. 88. 

19 Kim Donggil, “Stalin, Mao Zedong, and Kim Il-sung’ Different Objects in the Early 

Phase of the Korean War, Korean and World Politics, vol. 30, no. 2 (2014), pp.45-77. 
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formulated in relation with China20.  

North Korea’s condemnation on China in 2017 can be more comprehensively 

understood by counting roles of emotions in the realm of international relations into 

account. Consequently, the dissertation aims to find emotional factors residing in 

North Korea’s response to China’s support in UN sanctions in 2017. As an effort to 

find the root in the contemporary Sino-North Korean relations, this dissertation 

traces back to the period of 1950s and reviews the formation of the Juche ideology 

as a foreign policy in relation with China. In order to implement the task, this 

research explores Kim’s emotions and memories on three events during the Korean 

War, on which clash of opinions between North Korea was distinctive. In the sense 

that Kim Il Sung(from below Kim, if not specifically mentioned) is the figure who 

exercised an overwhelming influence over the every political and social aspect, 

studying about him is a study about North Korea 21 . In short, the task of this 

dissertation is to reveal the origin of Juche ideology as a foreign policy in relation 

with China, centering upon Kim’s emotions and memories toward China.  

                                           
20 This paper focuses North Korea’s relation especially with China in that the role of Soviet 

Union was limited while compared to China who had more actively engaged in the war by 

providing substantive supports and sending troops in the name of Chinese People’s 

Volunteer Army.  

21 Ibid., p. 6. 
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Sino-North Korean relations during modern history shows ambivalent features. 

Since the bilateral diplomatic recognition on 6 October 1949, the two countries have 

gone through a series of decline and improvement of the relationship. They 

developed a blood shared relationship overcoming Chinese civil war and the Korean 

War each during the 1940s and early 1950s. But their relationship came in conflict 

notably since the mid-1950s with August incident. Deterioration in the bilateral 

relations became more severe throughout 1960s with the Cultural Revolution. The 

North Korean Workers Party criticized Mao Zhedong (from below Mao, if not 

specifically mentioned) as “an old fool who has gone out of one’s mind”22. The Red 

Guards criticized back North Korea as a “revisionist”.  

Why did North Korea choose to condemn China despite her incomparable 

differences in the aspect of military and economic power? Why have North Korea 

have expressed or sometimes even overstated her wariness on China despite the 

asymmetric national power?  

                                           
22 “The DPRK attitude Toward the So-called ‘Cultural Revolution in China” (7 March, 

1967) “The Korean comrades speak of the 'thousands of victims during the so-called 

'revolution', the 'suicides', the 'political chaos', and the 'chaos in the economy,' about Mao 

Zedong as 'an old fool who has gone out of his mind.' In lectures they cite instances of 

political and economic pressure on the DPRK from the Chinese government." 

https://digitalarchive.wilsoncenter.org/document/114570; Harry Kim, “Mythbuster: 

Beijing’s Relationship with Pyongyang,” Wilsoncenter (July 12 

2017).https://www.wilsoncenter.org/blog-post/mythbuster-beijings-relationship-pyongyang.  
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This dissertation searches for the origin of Juche ideology in order to answer these 

questions. To implement the task, it analyzes the following subjects. First, it reviews 

emotional factors residing in the event of declined relationship with China in 2017. 

Second, it reviews emotional factor residing in the origin of Juche ideology, focusing 

on Kim’s grievance and frustration against China during the Korean War. By doing 

so, this research examines the accumulated negative emotion of North Korea toward 

China throughout the Korean War and its lasting effect on contemporary era with the 

continuing national guideline of Juche ideology.  

It seems Pyeongyang is not restrained by China and does not rely on China. at 

least in the sector of politics. Starting from such recognition, this dissertation argues 

that the Korean War played as an important source of the origin of Juche ideology. 

There are three hypotheses that needs to be reviewed in order to prove the argument. 

One is, that Kim’s negative emotions against China on the issue of establishment and 

control of Sino-Korean Joint Command during the early stage of the war influenced 

the origin of Juche ideology. Another is, that Kim’s negative emotion against China 

on the issue of southward advancement and intermission during the peak of socialist 

camp’s prevalence on the war influenced the origin of Juche ideology. The third 

hypothesis is that Kim’s negative emotion on China drawn from the armistice talks 

also influenced Kim’s idea and concept of Juche ideology. 
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2. Analysis on contemporary Sino-North Korean Relations  

Sino-North Korean contemporary relations shows unique and distinctive features, 

thereby simulating one’s curiosity. At one side, they share a spirit of blood alliance 

that was developed throughout modern history, overcoming shared tough 

experiences together23. On the other side, however, North Korea’s frequent deviation 

on her only major ally China makes it difficult to understand her underlying 

perception and recognition on China24. Such complicated feature of their relation 

makes it difficult to be comprehensively analyzed by standard alliance theory25. 

Pyeongyang is not easily restrained by China and does not rely on China. When 

the thirteen restaurant workers fled to South Korea from North Korean restaurant in 

                                           
23 Kate Mayberry. 'Special relationship' in focus as China's Xi visits North Korea. 

Aljazeera. 20 June 2019. https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2019/06/relationship-focus-

china-xi-visits-north-korea-190620054134706.html; “Xi in North Korea: Kim hails 

'invincible' ties with China”, BBC, 21 June 2019. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-

48714872; Dick K. Nanto and Mark E. Manyin,"China-North Korea Relations," North 

Korean Review, vol. 7, no. 2(2011), pp. 94–101. 

24 Elizabeth Shim, “North Korea criticizes China, Russia for sanctions vote,” While 

Pyongyang did not call its traditional allies out by name, "major powers" China and Russia 

were blamed for isolating North Korea, UPI, March 4 2016. 

https://www.upi.com/Top_News/World-News/2016/03/04/North-Korea-criticizes-China-

Russia-for-sanctions-vote/1001457107331/; “North Korea denounces ally China, saying it 

should be grateful for its ‘protection’,” South China Morning Post. 4 May 2017. 

https://www.scmp.com/news/china/diplomacy-defence/article/2092934/north-korea-

denounces-ally-china-saying-it-should-be; “North Korea criticizes China for 'dancing to the 

tune of the US,” American Military News. May 5 2017. 

https://www.businessinsider.com/status-of-north-korea-us-china-relations-2017-5 

25 Glenn Herald Snyder, Alliance Politics (New York: Cornell University Press, 1997). 
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Beijing in 2016, North Korea criticized China as “renegade”. When the UN sanction 

270 went into effect, North Korea depicted the situation that “China bowed to U.S 

pressure” was used26. In most cases, strong denouncements on China is related with 

North Korea’s security matter, ranging from nuclear issues to relationship with U.S.. 

The reason why this dissertation traces back the historical context of 1950s stems 

from its motivation to prove such dual relationship between China and North Korea. 

the two nations’ relationship has not been not static, but is rather consist of two 

different features. Unlike the standard perception to regard their relationship as 

amicable and solid, North Korea and China has gone through complicated series of 

events of tension and conflicts.  

North Korea is very well aware of China’s pragmatism in using the North Korea 

card when designing international relations strategies. Accordingly, although North 

Korea externally emphasizes the historic relations with China, she also pursues her 

own survival strategy by taking advantage of the relation with China built throughout 

the history. Indeed, North Korea knows that China would not and cannot implement 

a coercive diplomacy against herself that is strong enough to totally break up the 

relationship, even though China criticizes her behaviors in the event of nuclear and 

                                           
26 Minryong Lee, “North Korea criticizing China, have no more place to lean in,” global 

defense news. 2016.4.18. http://www.gdnews.kr/news/article.html?no=3514. 
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long-range missile tests27. 

In that sense, North Korea’s complete confidence and reliance on China is a 

exceptional and rare case28. It is certain that China-North Korea has maintained a 

special relationship even before the formal foundation of each nation. During the 

time when the world order required them to be more intimate, their relationship was 

intimate29. Also, North Korea’s participation in the Chinese Civil War is one of the 

most triggering factors of making the two nations’ relations as blood alliance, and 

maintaining it still as so30.  

Underlying mode of Sino-North Korean relationship has been more often in strain. 

It seems leaders in North Korea fully appreciate that China’s assistance on North 

Korea may change, depending on the change of international order and Chinese own 

                                           
27 Byeonggwang Park, “How did China and North Korea formed the special relationship?” 

chapter 6 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at 

crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), 

p.99. 

28 Yonghwan Choi, “What is China to North Korea?” chapter 7 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong 

Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards 

North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), p. 120. 

29 Byeonggwang Park, “How did China and North Korea formed the special relationship?” 

chapter 6 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at 

crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), 

pp.104-108. 

30 Byeonggwang Park, “How did China and North Korea formed the special relationship?” 

chapter 6 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at crossroad: 

China’s policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), p.103. 
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need either in the scope of economy and politics. It is true that North Korea takes 

advantage of China’s role of assistance for various needs in reality. Still, however, 

North Korea has had limited range of credibility on China so far, and it will be 

remained as so in the future31. China also has argued her limited scope of influencing 

North Korea32. North Korea’s main diplomatic concern has been developing bilateral 

relations with U.S. while receiving Chinese assistance33. 

 

3. Research significance 

There are various research significances this research contributes to the academic 

discussion on Sino-North Korean relations. The first significance is in re-

                                           
31 Yonghwan Choi, “What is China to North Korea?” chapter 7 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong 

Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards 

North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), pp. 121-122. 

32 Related to that, one empirical research on countries material aids on North Korea suggests 

the most decisive savior in sustaining North Korea up until now is not China alone, going 

against widespread recognition that China has assisted North Korea as one of the few counties 

in the world. He argues US, South Korea and China has been the savior of North Korea 

respectively in 1990s, 2000s and since 2008. Jinwook Choi, “who is the saver of North 

Korean regime?” chapter 10 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean 

relationship at crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang 

books, 2013), pp. 148-149 

33 Myeonghae Choi “Debates in China on policy toward North Korea, what is the point?” 

chapter 9 in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at 

crossroad: China’s policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), 

p137.  
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approaching the meaning of the Korean War in the Sino-North Korean relations. 

Standard or traditional academic view reads the Korean War as an event that 

functioned as the source of blood alliance between China and North Korea by 

overcoming difficulties together within the socialist camp. This dissertation moves 

beyond such traditional notion by analyzing the Korean War as a source of crack in 

future relations and exploring conflicts within the socialist camp, especially between 

China and North Korea. Thereby, this dissertation examines the Korean War as an 

event of the origin of Juche ideology, instead of the year 1955 speech that has been 

taken for granted by previous literature.   

The second significance is in paying attention to the impact of emotions on Sino-

North Korean relations. Traditional studies in international relations have tended to 

regard emotions as irrational factor that only lead decision makers astray. 

Consequently, psychological factors were often ignored when analyzing inter-state 

affairs. By counting into the impacts of historical memory and emotions in drawing 

foreign policy decision making, this dissertation moves beyond the traditional 

dichotomous division of rationality and irrationality based on the rational 

expectations theory. 
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Ⅱ. Literature Review on Juche ideology 

There have been diverse efforts to explain the origin and formation of Juche 

ideology. Previous literature has contributed in understanding the position of Juche 

ideology as an ideological and behavioral standard which operates the domestic 

societal mechanism of North Korea. Majority of previous studies on the Juche 

ideology attribute combination of multiple external factors as the source of origin of 

Juche ideology, including Sino-Soviet conflict and Moscow’s revisionism and the 

internal purpose of consolidation on Kim’s legitimacy, elimination on political 

opponents and pursuit on autonomous economic policy line34.  

Meanwhile, some other classic literature of minor perspective regards 

international factors as secondary inducers rather than main triggers35. Instead, they 

pay more attention to then North Korean leaders’ concerns on domestic economic 

development. It is argued the reality of lacking human and physical capital as well 

                                           

34 김갑철, “북한 통치 이데올로기(주체사상)의 형성과 그 기능에 관한 연구,” [Study on the 

Formulation of North Korea’s Juche Ideology and its Functions] 정신문화연구원 편 북한 통치 

이데올로기 연구: 그 현황과 방향 (성남: 정신문화연구원, 1984), pp. 47-100; 양재인, “주

체상의 발전과정,” [Development Process of Juche Ideology] 양재인 외 북한의 정치이념: 주

체사상 (서울: 경남대 극동문제연구소, 1990), pp. 3-35. 

35  최완규, 북한은 어디로: 전환기 ‘북한적’ 현상의 재인식 [Re-recognition on North 

Korean Phenomenon on the Day of Transition] (마산: 경남대학교출판부, 1996), pp. 192-

193; 손호철, 한국정치학의 재구상 [Reconception on Korean Politics] (서울: 풀빛, 1991), 

pp. 332-333; 안찬일. 주체사상의 종언. (서울: 을유문화사, 1997), pp. 103-104. 
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as productivity capacity induced Kim to exclaim the concept of self-reliance as a 

practical ideology and call for the people’s revolutionary spirit for the sake of social 

development.  

Some other flow of studies focuses on social atmosphere of anti-imperialism and 

anti-doctrinairism orientation in North Korea36. It is pointed out the leaders centering 

upon Kim pursued a more autonomous ideology apart from traditional thoughts and 

ideas imposed by Soviet Union or even China. 

Regarding the timeline of the origin of Juche ideology, the arguments of previous 

studies can be classified into two main flows. One is North Korean regime’s official 

argument that finds its origin back to 1930s, the time when Kim was engaging in 

Anti-Imperialist Youth League against Japan in Manchuria 37 . This argument 

emphasizes the early invention of Juche concept by Kim and his qualification as an 

Anti-Japanese nationalist hero tracing back to even before the foundation of North 

Korea.  

                                           
36 황장엽, 나는 역사의 진리를 보았다 [I saw the Truth of the History] (서울: 도서 출판사  

한울 1999), pp. 136-137; 이종석, 현대 북한의 이해: 사상, 체제, 지도자 [Understanding  

Modern North Korea: Ideology, Regime, and Leader] (서울: 역사 비평사. 1995), p.67. 
 

37 Hyung-chan Kim and Tong-gyu Kim. Human Remolding in North Korea: A Social 

History of Education (Lanham, MD: University Press of America. 2005), p. 10; Juche Idea: 

Answers to Hundred Questions (Pyongyang: Foreign Languages Publishing House, 2014) 

cited from Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology: During 

The Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41, no. 2 (2001), p. 

74. 
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The other argument finds the origin of Juche from the context of changing power 

structure within the socialist camp after Stalin’s death in 195338. They regards the 

revisionist movement in Soviet Union and, China-North Korean conflict in the late 

1960s due to the Cultural Revolution as the turning point of North Korea’s 

strengthened domestic promotion of Juche concept39. And Kim’s desire domestic 

power consolidation is emphasized as the main trigger of introducing the concept.  

However, those arguments have limitation in explaining the origin of Juche under 

the specific context of the time North Korea was facing. They also can’t fully answer 

the question of why the Juche concept appeared only in North Korea while other 

                                           
38 Gabchul Kim, Analysis on North Korean Politics Ideology: focusing on Juche Ideology 

(1977); Inyoung Jeon, “The Background of formulation of Juche ideology and theoretical 

system,” in Inyoung Jeon (eds), North Korean Politics (1990); Homin Yang, “The 

Consolidation of Totalitarianism and Autocracy in North Korea,” in Sangwoo Lee (eds), 

The 40 Years of North Korea: Features of the People’s Republic of Korea the Process of 

Transformation (1989). Upper literatures are written in Korean, and each of their original 

tittle is as follows. 김갑철, 북한 정치 이데올로기 분석: 주체 사상을 중심으로 (서울: 서향

각, 1977); 전인영, “주체사상의 형성 배경과 이론 체계,” 전인영, 북한의 정치 (서울: 을유

문화사, 1990); 양호민, “북한의 전체주의 1인 독재 체제의 확립,” 이상우 외, 북한 40년: 

조선 민주주의 인민공화국의 특성과 변천 과정 (서울: 을유문화사, 1989).  

39 Chinese Red Army’s denouncement on Kim Il Sung as a Khrushchev like revisionist, 

spreading, false information on anti-Kim Il Sung revolt in North Korea significantly 

deteriorated China-North Korean relations while facilitating consolidation of personal cult 

in North Korean society. Building strong national defense and internal unity was 

emphasized, fostering and justifying the need for personal cult, which later transformed into 

Kim Il Sung-ism. Jongsuk Lee, “Sino-North Korean relations during the Cold War period: 

the Prelude of Honeymoon and Conflict,” The Journal of Strategic Studies, vol. 17 (1999), 

p. 177.  
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countries who also experienced similar history don’t have such ideology40.  

Yes, anti-Japanese movement and Juche concept for self-reliance has common 

points in that both are yells for anti-imperialism. However, the argument that Kim 

developed Juche ideology already in 1930s is an exaggeration rather than an 

articulation41. Kim could had come up with related ideas but it is difficult to presume 

such piecemeal and fragmentary thoughts as a presentation of ideology. Moreover, 

arguments that finds the origin of Juche back in the period of anti-Japanese struggle 

are in contrast with Kim’s exalts and lauds on Soviet Union during the Soviet 

occupation in North Korea after independence from Japan. In that sense, arguments 

that finds the origin of Juche ideology from the 1930s are often a part of North 

Korean regime’s attempts to build personal cults on Kim under political intention. 

Many other searches conducted outside of North Korea that approach the origin 

of Juche with the structural context of her foreign relations environment of mid 

1950s also have their own limitation. Yes, it is true that Kim perceived strong sense 

of sovereignty intervention by both Soviet Union and China along with August 

                                           
40 Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology: During The 

Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41, no. 2 (2001), p. 74-75. 

41 Dae-Seok Choi, In-Ae Hyun, “A New Understanding of Juche Ideology:  

Formation, Completion, and Decline,” North Korean Studies Review, vol. 11, no.2  

(2007), pp. 257-258.  
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incident42. However, an incident itself as well as structural context of Sino-Soviet 

split does not mean those background triggered the origin of Juche ideology. 

Furthermore, Kim’s emphasis on Juche is a matter that goes beyond a simple 

discourse of domestic power consolidation. His emphasis should be understood as a 

reflection of his inward consciousness to put some distance from China43. Overall, 

there are only few previous studies that explores the ‘origin’ of the Juche ideology.  

Discussion of more recent studies on the Juche ideology is as follows. Jeong-Su 

Kim divides the formation and development of Juche ideology as a ruling ideology 

into five phases44. The five phases consist of the first period (1955-1967) where the 

Marx-Leninism functioned still as the pure ideological standard; the second period 

                                           
42 Soviet Union and China exercised direct influence upon North Korea’s domestic affair of 

power struggle. The incident began with some leading North Korean figures from Soviet-

Korean faction and Yan’an faction, representatively Park Il Woo and Hegay who attempted 

to stand against Kim Il Sung and his power consolidation efforts. As the term of the 

fractions imply, each of whom have close relationship with Soviet Union and China. Kim Il 

Sung responded to this attempt as a part of purging revisionist who servile to foreign power. 

However, Kim’s purge on anti-Kim Il Sung movement were ‘mediated’ by Soviet Union 

and China almost immediately. Thereby, Kim Il Sung perceived this incident as foreign 

power’s infringement on North Korea’s sovereignty. 

43 Jongsuk Lee, “Sino-North Korean relations during the Cold War period: the Prelude of 

Honeymoon and Conflict,” The Journal of Strategic Studies, vol. 17 (1999), p. 158. 

44 Jeong-Su Kim, “The formation and structure of Juche ideology: focusing on the  

formation factor and the feature,” contemporary thoughts, vol. 4 (2009), pp. 205-234  

in Korean 김정수, “주체사상의 형성과정과 체계- 형성요인 및 성격을 중심으로”  

현대사상, 제 4권 (2009), pp. 205-234.  
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(1967-1974) where the Juche ideology and Marx-Leninism jointly functioned as 

ruling guidance; the third period (1974-1980) of transition for the substitution of 

Marx-Leninist; the fourth period (1980-1992) during which ideologicalization of 

Kimilsungism took place; and the fifth period (1992-present) where the concept of 

‘socialism of our style’ and military first (Songun) policy prevails. Having that said, 

Kim focuses on the events in 1950s and Kim’s speech in 28th December 1955 where 

the term Juche was used for the first time45. He sees preclusion of the external 

situation of revisionist course of Moscow and elimination of challenging fractions 

were the two main drives of the of Juche concept.  

Meanwhile, Choi and Hyun divides the historical development of Juche ideology 

into simpler form of three phases of formation, completion and decline46. Arguing 

the ‘Military First’ policy and the ‘Strong Nation’ discourses as the reflection of 

declining Juche, rather than its mere transformation, Choi and Hyun sees that the 

Juche ideology was formulated during the process of applying the Marx-Leninism 

into the reality of North Korea.  

                                           
45 On Eliminating Dogmatism and Formalism and Establishing Juche  

in Ideological Work” Speech to Party Propaganda and Agitation Workers,  

December 28, 1955. (형식주의와 교조주의를 퇴치하고 주체를 확립할 데 대하여).  

46 Daeseok Choi and Inae Hyun, “A New Understanding of Juche ideology:  

Formation, Completion, and Decline,” North Korean Studies Review, vol,11, no.2(2007), pp. 

255-325.  
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Kyong-Sub Oh, similar to majority of previous studies, also approaches the 

discussion on the Juche ideology only since 1955. It is mainly due to the Kim’s 

December speech that first formally used the term took place in that year 47 . 

Regarding the Juche as a declaration for securing exclusive right in interpreting 

Marx-Leninism, Oh focuses on Juche’s consistent function of legitimizing Kim 

family’s monopoly of power while deviating from the influence of Soviet Union 

rather than questioning the formation itself.  

Geun-Sik Kim explores the evolution of Juche ideology from Kim Il Sung to Kim 

Jong Un era48. Kim analyzes how the concept was elevated to a more systematic and 

conceptualized form of pure ideology from its initial trait as a practical ideology for 

the securement of the Kim Jong Il’s monolithic leadership as supreme leader. Kim 

then discusses how Songun ideology was shaped into a practical ideology with his 

promotion on the military first strategy. Kim attribute the August incident as a 

cornerstone of North Korea’s promotion on its own line.  

Ji-Man Kim interprets Juche ideology as a guiding principle of North Korea’s 

domestic and foreign policy, and how it functions as a practical guideline by showing 

the North Korean people why their sacrifices are needed for the leader49. Pointing 

                                           
47 오경섭, 주체사상의 구조와 정치적 기능의 변화, (성남: 새종연구소, 2012).  

48 Geun-Sik Kim, “Kimilsungism-Kimjongilism in Kim Jong-un Era: The Abstraction of 

Juche and Songun Ideologies,” Korean and World Politics, vol. 30, no.1(2014), pp.65-92.  

49 Ji-Man Kim, Won-Jae Hwang, “Changes in Juche Ideology under Kim Jong  
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out the role of political ideology to provide the people a readiness to make sacrifice, 

Kim examines the role of Juche ideology and its transformation in the Kim Jong En 

era. Meanwhile his discussion on the section of the origin and development of Juche 

ideology is only in brief as it simply notes that Juche ideology is “known to be 

created by Kim Il Sung and developed by Kim Jong Il.  

Meanwhile, Dae-Sook Suh went into details in searching the origin of Juche 

ideology from the Korean War in terms of North Korea’s deteriorated relations with 

Soviet Union50. He highlights Kim’s frustration on Soviet Union as the main source 

of Kim’s will for self-reliance, articulating Juche ideology is an outcome of a 

decade’s long concretization of Kim’s skepticism on unity of the socialist camp. 

Suh’s work suggests a good guideline for approaching the origin of Juche ideology 

in terms of Soviet-North Korea relations, but not in Sino-North Korean relations. Put 

differently, the scope of previous studies on searching for the origin of the concept 

itself has been quite limited, with lack of spotlights taking Sino-North Korean 

relations into account. 

Overall, despite their diverse contributions in clarifying features of Juche concept, 

previous literature has imitation in the following points. Of course, existing literature 

                                           

Eun and its impact on the North Korean politics, domestic and foreign, The  

Journal of Peace Studies, vol. 14, no. 2 (2013), p.13. 

50 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000). 
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have well analyzed it with the framework of Kim’s personal ambition or structural 

context of Sino-Soviet conflict as the main source of the Juche ideology. However, 

those arguments have limitation in explaining why and how the concept of Juche 

was introduced in North Korea under the specific context of the time. They also don’t 

fully answer the question of why the Juche concept appeared only in North Korea 

while other countries who also experienced similar history of foreign intervention 

don’t have such ideology. 

Also, previous literature mainly focuses on environment, or structural context of 

inter-national incidents, while overlooking psychological aspects if not ignoring. 

Understanding structural context of course matters, but understanding the political 

decision maker’s perception on such structure also matters51. Furthermore, such 

structural approach in explaining the origin of Juche is also problematic in that its 

logic arrives to the conclusion that if the structure hadn’t existed, Juche ideology 

wouldn’t have been formulated and that other states who also had suffered from 

sovereignty intervention should have developed similar ideology. But why didn't 

other states who experienced the same or similar environmental structure and 

experience develop the concept? Why only North Korea had adopted the strong will 

for self-reliance by being a master of one’s own fate? For instance, South Korea 

                                           
51 Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology: During The 

Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41, no. 2 (2001), p. 74. 
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doesn’t have nationalistic Juche concept for self-reliance who also went through 

Japan’s colonial occupation and confronted with her ally U.S. upon various issues 

during the Korean War.  

Moreover, the previous literature takes the beginning of the Juche concept as the 

year of 1955 for granted. That is because Kim first used the term Juche officially in 

his announcement on December 28, 1955. However, the fact the term was used in 

1955 doesn't necessarily mean the concept was developed at that moment of the 

speech nor at that year. Ideology doesn't form overnight. Ideology is an eye that 

forms a world view of the member by presenting a comprehensive value and 

principle the society pursues. This feature of ideology makes its completion speed 

relatively slower than that of political regime foundation or economic development 

plans52.  

In that sense, tracing the origin of Juche before the year 1955, instead of taking it 

for granted as the origin year of the concept does make sense. Furthermore, the fact 

that North Korea to be more reliant to China and Soviet Union during the Korean 

War, fostered Kim’s need for more autonomous political guideline, if not 

                                           
52 Keun-Sik Kim, “Kimilsungism-Kimjongilism in Kim Jong-un Era: The  

Abstraction of Juche and Songun Ideologies,” Korean and World Politics, vol. 30,  

no. 1 (2014), p. 66. Juche ideology during Kim Il Sung era was also  

systemized in an official and philosophical form only after the purge on the  

opposition party in the late 1950s and the establishment of Kim’s monolithic  

leadership.  
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necessitated. Furthermore, in that this rise of foreign influence agitated Kim’s 

willingness to consolidate his power as well as decrease foreign influence, 

examining the origin of Juche ideology from Kim’s psychology during the Korean 

War does make sense.  

In sum, previous literature leave many questioned unanswered. Why didn’t Juche 

ideology appear in other countries who also have historical experiences of 

intervention and subordination? How can we explain the formation of Juche as a 

unique ideology that only exists in North Korea? More puzzlingly, why North Korea 

had come to develop the strong will for self-reliance that is unexceptionally applied 

even to China, her blood alliance? These are questions that are directly related with 

searching the origin of Juche ideology. The limitation in the current analysis on 

origin of Juche can be overcome with psychological approach by exploring 

experiences Kim had gone through during the Korean War. This dissertation, while 

not denying the influences of those factor, turns the attention to the alternative 

framework of cognitive psychology.  

Understanding Juche ideology is a prerequisite in understanding the past, current 

and future foreign relations policy of North Korea. North Korea has outlived more 

than five decades despite defects in its system, material shortage, and widespread 

forecasts which expect its collapse. Regarding the survival of North Korean regime, 
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some attribute it to Juche ideology which is North Korea’s unique type of political 

institution built on the simple notion of self-determination which commonly 

translated as self-reliance, but best understood as subjecthood or being a master of 

one's own fate53. 

The central idea of Juche ideology is to pursue external independence by attaining 

internal condition of self-reliance, with strong sense of nationalism. North Korea’s 

historical experience of subordination and intervention by neighboring powers even 

before the official foundation of North Korean regime in September 9th 1949 has 

deep linkage with the emergence of such national characteristic. Juche ideology has 

two distinctive functions. One is domestic justification of Kim family’s hereditary 

power succession. The other is external pronouncement of North Korea’s 

independent sovereignty against great powers. 

Then when and by which process did the concept of Juche appear in North Korea? 

Although the systemic and earnest effort for propaganda on Juche ideology started 

to take place in 1970s, the emphasis on the concept began in the mid of 1950s54. 

                                           
53 Jae-Jung Suh, Origins of North Korea’s Juche: Colonialism, War, and Development 

(Maryland: Rowman & Littlefield, 2013). 

54 Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology: During The 

Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41, no. 2 (2001), p. 73.  



30 

 

Unlike its current distinctive role of justifying Kim family’s ruling system, Juche 

ideology at its early stage had stronger feature as a unique international relations 

strategy to keep distance from the two big socialist powers, People’s Republic of 

China and Soviet Union and their unilateral imposition of policies. In other words, 

the early Juche ideology was North Korea’s strategy as a small power to evade from 

external interventions under the asymmetric power structure of socialist camp.  

The brief history of Juche ideology can be summarized as below. The term Juche 

ideology was first introduced by Kim Il Sung during his statement entitled “the Juche 

ideology of our party is the guideline for all the policy and activity” made in 16th 

December 1967 Supreme People’s Assembly meeting. It was the first time the term 

Juche ideology was officially used. Before then, only previously introduced terms 

such as Juche in ideology and Independence in politics were used. Thereafter, the 

concept of Juche became more concretized, specified and systemized as the guiding 

ideology being presented as the official ideology of the Communist Party of North 

Korea along with Marxist-Leninism in the Fifth Party Congress in 1970. After that 

the revised constitution in 1972 finally specified Juche ideology as the main national 

guideline in the content55.  

                                           
55 Chang Hee Kim, “An Analysis on the Governing Ideology of North Korea,  

‘Kim Il Sung-Kim Jongillism,” Jounral of Korean Politics, vol. 22, no. 3 (2013), p.  

192 (pp187-211).  
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Prior to that, however, ideas on Juche were already outlined in the mid-1950s. In 

a speech entitled “On Eliminating Dogmatism and Formalism and Establishing 

Juche in Ideological Work” given by Kim, the term Juche as an ideology was first 

referenced in document in December 28, 1955. Following to that, Kim outlined the 

three fundamental principles of Juche; political independence(Jaju), economic self-

sustenance(jarip) and self-reliance in defense(jawi) in his speech "On Socialist 

Construction in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the South Korean 

Revolution" given already on April 14, 1965. 

All combined together, the concepts of Juche came to consist of four main pillars 

by 1965; Juche in ideology, independence in politics, self-sustenance in economic 

affairs and self-defense in military affairs56. The concept of independence in politics 

was triggered by Sino-Soviet ideology conflict, the Cultural Revolution in China and 

the Vietnamese war. The unprecedented high tension between Soviet Union and   

China throughout 1960s fostered an adequate background for North Korea in 

pursuing balanced distance from them, thereby promoting bigger space for her 

political autonomy, decreasing foreign interventions in domestic affairs. 

Furthermore, the conflict between China and North Korea on the event of the 

                                           
56 More detailed explanation on each notions composing Juche ideology can be referred 

from Jeong-Su Kim, “The formation and structure of Juche ideology: focusing on the  

formation factor and the feature,” contemporary thoughts, vol. 4 (2009), pp. 207-210.  

In Korean 김정수, “주체사상의 형성과정과 체계- 형성요인 및 성격을 중심으로,” 

현대사상, 제 4권 (2009), pp. 207-210.  
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Cultural Revolution and the Vietnamese war also triggered North Korea to adopt the 

concept of independence in politics as North Korea recognized China as a 

doctrinarian while being condemned as a revisionist by China.  

The concept of economic self-sustenance was fostered during the period of 

economic difficulties caused by Khrushchev’s total halt on economic support. It was 

inevitable for North Korea to draw economic development plan combined with 

political ideology as her financial sources from foreign aid had fallen under the 

situation of feasible source of substitution absent.  

The concept of self-reliance in defense was influenced by North Korea’s 

accumulated perception of betrayal by Soviet Union and China on the event of Cuban 

missile crisis and the Vietnamese war. Kim’s witness and judgment on reality 

justified his rationale for strengthening military policy to defend the country’s own 

fate. Accordingly, Kim outlined the idea of self-defense in military affairs in 

December 1962 and promoted the parallel development policy of economic and 

national defense capability(byungin) afterwards57. Overall, Juche ideology is North 

Korea’s response to diverse historical experiences that induced the country to 

develop so ideological inclinations for self-reliance, self-sufficiency and 

independence so that the country’s sovereignty and freedom from big powers can be 

secured.  

                                           
57 https://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/dprk/byungjin.html 
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Ⅲ. Research Methodology 

 

This dissertation refers to Complete Collection of Kim Il Sung’s Works (김일성 전

집) as the main source of obtaining Kim’s emotions and memories, focusing on 

volume 12 to 16 that covers the period of Korean War and the following 

rehabilitation period58.  

1. Theoretical Background: Cognitive Psychology 

Cognitive psychology is a field of scientific study that explores the operation of 

mental processes related to perceiving, attending, thinking, language, and memory, 

mainly through inferences from behavior"59. The Term cognition refers to a mental 

process to recognize various objects, infer conclusion based on memories on that 

recognition, and solving problems by doing so. Cognitive psychology differs from 

‘behavioral psychology’ which deals with only behaviors only (ignoring mentality), 

                                           
58 This dissertation refers to The Complete Collection of Kim Il Sung (from below 김일성전

집, if not specifically mentioned) published by the Worker’s Party of Kore Publishing 

House between 1992 and 1994 to examine the Kim’s perceptions. The complete collection 

has 124 works including speech, talk and report made by President Kim. Each volume of 12 

to 16 covers the following period; 12, 1950.6 ~ 1950.12. - 13, 1951.1 ~ 1951.6. - 14, 1951.7 

~ 1952.4. - 15, 1952.5 ~ 1953.7. - 16, 1953.8 ~ 1954.4. 

59 American Psychological Association (2013). Glossary of psychological terms. Apa.org. 

https://dictionary.apa.org/cognitive-psychology. 



34 

 

that can be ‘objectively’ observed. 

The utility of applying cognitive psychology into topics of international relations 

is in expanding analytical scope that has been missed or neglected. Applying 

cognitive psychological variables to the academic field of foreign policy and 

international relations can tremendously widen the spectrum of explanation to tackle 

the questions that were left unanswered by the traditional assumptions of rational 

actor model or rational expectations theories stemmed from the field of economics60.  

Past scholarly efforts to associate the factors of cognitive psychology with 

international relations had influenced the formation of neoclassical realism that 

accompanies cognitive variables. For instance, factors such as perception or 

misperception are cognitive concepts that are taken in to account as critical elements 

in analyzing international affairs along with traditional power variables of neo-

realism. Moreover, psychological variables of identity, emotion, personality and 

operational code were explored to interpret political leaders’ behavior that deviate 

from traditional notion of rationality61. In a similar context, diverse information 

                                           
60 Graham Allison; Philip Zelikow, Essence of Decision: Explaining the Cuban  

Missile Crisis (2nd ed.) (London: Longman, 1999). 

61 Ole R. Holsti, “Cognitive Process Approaches to Decision-Making: Foreign  

Policy Actors Viewed Psychologically”, American Behavioral Scientist, vol. 20, no.  

1(1976), pp.11-32; Margaret G. Hermann, “Explaining Foreign Policy Behavior Using the 

Personal Characteristics of Political Leaders”, International Studies Quarterly, vol.24, 
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processing theories were introduced, including theories of historical analogy, 

cognitive consistency and mirror image to elucidate foreign policy decision making 

process, counting psychological factors into account62.  

Historical analogy puts especial emphasis on the impact of memory in foreign 

policy decision making process among diverse theories that discuss political 

psychology. Historical analogy in the field of politics searches for how political 

leaders chose a particular analogy from the past to make prospects on a certain event. 

The central argument of this theory is that political leaders tend to rely on history or 

their memories on history should they cope with a judgment task on which they don’t 

have sufficient information63. Yuen Foong Khong explored how individuals turn to 

                                           

no.1(1980), pp.7-46. 

62 Yuen Foong Khong, Analogies at war: Korea, Munich, Dien Bien Phu, and the Vietnam  

decisions of 1965 (Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1992); Stephen G. Walker,  

Mark Schafer and Gregory G. Marfleet, “The British Strategy of Appeasement: Why Britain  

Persisted in the Face of Negative Feedback.” In When Things Go Wrong: Foreign Policy  

Decision Making under Adverse Feedback, ed. Charles Hermann. (New York: Routledge,  

2012); D. G. Pruitt and S. H. Kim, Social conflict: Escalation, stalemate, and settlement (3rd  

ed.) (New York: McGraw Hill, 2004). 

63 Once an analogy is chosen, Leaders hold a cognitive bias throughout the decision making  

process, which ignores new information that indicates the chosen analogy might have been  

wrong. Some of the representative studies that articulate how political leaders learn from 

history when making foreign policy decisions are as follows. Glenn H. Snyder and Paul  

Diesing, Conflicts Among Nations: bargaining, decision making, and system structure in  

international crisis (Princeton, Princeton University Press, 1977); Robert Jervis, Perception 

and Misperception in International Politics (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1976); 
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their repertoire of historical memories and utilize historical analogy when faced with 

a new judgment task64. Political leaders’ decisions on crisis, including the Vietnam 

war, Cuba missile crisis and the North Korean nuclear crisis were analyzed by the 

related previous studies65. 

Mainstream international relations studies, however, has compartmentalized 

emotion from rationality. In other words, emotion has been regarded as an irrational 

and an unreliable factor. Beginning from the mid-1980s, scholars of sociology, 

philosophy, and neuroscience started to reconsider such traditional dichotomous 

approach of reason-vs-emotion, searching for roles of emotion in social interactions. 

This phenomenon was termed ‘emotional turn’ in sociology66. 

                                           

Ernest R. May, Lessons of the past: The Use and Misuse of History in American  

Foreign Policy (New York: Oxford University Press, 1973). 

64 Yuen Foong Khong, Analogies at war: Korea, Munich, Dien Bien Phu, and the Vietnam 

decisions of 1965 (Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1992). 

65 James G. Blight and David A. Welch, On the brink: Americans and Soviets reexamine  

the Cuban Missile Crisis 2nd (New York: Hill and Wang, 1989); Emile M. Hafner- Burton,  

D Alex. Hughes, David G Victor, “The Cognitive Revolution and the Political Psychology  

of Elite decision making,” Perspectives on Politics, vol. 11, no. 2 (2013), pp. 368-386. 

66 Logos-centrism that has prevailed since Platon is pointed out as the cause of such tendency 

to discriminate emotion from reason as a factor that deters rational judgment and behavior, 

thereby as a subject that needs to be controlled. Chaeyong Yong, Yongsoo Eun, “Emotional 

Studies on IR: Critical review and Theoretical Suggestion”, The Korean Journal of 

International Studies, vol. 57, no.3 (2017), p.85. 
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What does the concept emotion imply in the international relations studies67? 

Emotion is a hybrid of body’s reaction, feeling and cognitive elements68. The field 

of neuroscience suggests emotion as the combination of consciousness and 

unconsciousness, simultaneously the mixture of psychological and physical 

cognition69. Affect, feeling and passion are concepts that are interdependent and 

interconnected and a neuroscientist Damasio regards expression of a certain feeling 

as an affection, distinguishing it from feeling which is the components remaining in 

private. In that sense, affection is a facial expression, voice and behavior that can be 

observed by other people. Meanwhile, a feeling is an inner change of emotion in a 

psychological or physical aspect70. The school of cognitivism in reading emotion 

regards emotion as a type of evaluative thinking or knowledge 71 . In contrast, 

                                           
67 Chaeyong Yong, Yongsoo Eun, “Emotional Studies on IR: Critical review and 

Theoretical Suggestion”, The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 57, no.3 (2017), 

pp.55-57. 

68 Detailed contents on the definition on the term emotion in the aspect of neuroscience can 

be found at Chaeyong Yong, Yongsoo Eun, “Emotional Studies on IR: Critical review and 

Theoretical Suggestion”, The Korean Journal of International Studies vol. 57, no.3 (2017), 

p56. 

69 Renee Jeffery., “The promise and problems of the neuroscientific approach to emotions,” 

International Theory, vol. 6, no. 3 (2014).  

70 Antonio Damasio, Descartes’ Error: Emotion, Reason, and the Human Brain (New 

York: Avon Books, 1994). 

71 Martha Nussbaum, Upheavals of Thought: A Theory of the Emotions (Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 2001), pp. 1-22. 
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emotion-focused approach regards the concept not as thinking, judgment or belief 

but as a physical sense, mood and affection without mental reflection72.  

But why has not the mainstream school of international relations paid serious 

attention to emotion so far? The main reason stems from the widespread tendency 

where the mainstream theories putting assumptions on state and decision maker as a 

rational actor73. However, critical approaches on assumptions of rational actor theory 

model and rational expectation theories challenged the traditional standard of 

dividing rationality and irrationality74. These academic attempts opened a new space 

for counting emotion as one of reliable factors in explaining various phenomena 

between states.  

To combine upper discussions, emotion is a body’s physical reaction toward 

environmental stimulus, a feeling on that situation and a belief to understand the 

                                           
72 William James, “What is an Emotion?” Mind, vol. 9, no. 34 (1884), pp. 188-205. 

73 Chaeyong Yong, Yongsoo Eun, “Emotional Studies on IR: Critical review and 

Theoretical Suggestion”, The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 57, no.3 (2017), 

p.55. 

74 Although the Rational Actor Model seems to exclude the presence of emotion in the 

surface, but actors in the theory who have preference on going against sociality while 

maximizing profit actually can be understood as an actor who possesses prioritized value 

and emotion. Jean-Marc Coicaud, “The Question of Emotions and Passions in Mainstream 

International Relations, and Beyond,” in Ariffin, Coicaud, and Popovski (eds.), Emotions in 

International Politics: Beyond Mainstream International Relations (Cambridge: Cambridge 

University press, 2016), pp. 38-42.  
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context. Hall and Rose’s research suggests that affective dynamics is a physicalized 

psychological process that influences one’s thinking and behavior. When affection 

built through an experience enters to the scope of consciousness is recognized as a 

feeling, and it sometimes appears in the form of subjective prejudice in a condition 

before become consciously recognized. In short, affection, emotion and cognition 

are interrelated, bringing about circulation among themselves75. 

Such features of emotion have made its operational definition difficult for 

empirical research. That is because the difficulty to empirically prove if an individual 

or an organization actually do conceive the feeling or not. Also, emotion’s 

characteristic to include both consciousness and unconsciousness has triggered 

confusion to research attempt in the field of international relations in selecting 

specific form of emotion for analysis76. 

                                           
75 Hutchison and Bleiker, “Theorizing emotions in world politics,” International Theory, 

vol. 6, no. 3 (2014), p. 502; Andrew AG. Ross, Mixed Emotions: Beyond Fear and Hatred 

in International Conflict (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2014), pp. 17-19. 

76 The reason why conceptualization on emotion is difficult also stems from the ongoing 

debate on presence of emotion in the field of philosophy, sociology between the school of 

physiological perspective and societal perspective. Is emotion based on individual’s body? 

Or should it be understood as social phenomenon not limited to body itself? Those 

questions are another level of matter that needs further research in the future. Chaeyong 

Yong, Yongsoo Eun, “Emotional Studies on IR: Critical review and Theoretical 

Suggestion”, The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 57, no.3 (2017), p.57. 
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Emotions are central to world politics77. They exist at everywhere at the core 

political events from war, diplomatic negotiations to financial crisis. While central 

to world politics, however, emotions have paradoxically been absent from scholarly 

approaches to international relations78. Although international relations of field have 

engaged late to the study of emotion, it is crucial not to underestimate the works that 

has been done so far. The emotional turn is currently underway in International 

Studies79.  

However, there do exist limitations. Despite the active attempts to apply emotion 

to scope of international relations, there are several challenges that makes its 

methodological debate a hard task. Neta Crawford, the pioneer of the research on 

emotion, sees that the inherently ephemeral nature of emotion brings on 

methodological concerns. As emotions are fundamentally internal, the task of 

isolating them or distinguishing genuine emotion from fake or disguised emotion is 

                                           
77 Hutchison and Bleiker, “Theorizing emotions in world politics,” International Theory, 

vol. 6, no. 3 (2014), p. 490.  

78 For instance, the main reason why people decide to engage terrorist attack often stems 

from highly emotional factors.  

79 Roland Bleiker and Emma Hutchison, “Methods and Methodologies for the Study of 

Emotions in World Politics,” chapter 14 in Maéva Clément and Eric Sangar (eds), 

Researching Emotions in International Relations: Methodological Perspectives on the 

Emotional Turn (Cham: Springer International Publishing: Imprint: Palgrave Macmillan, 

2018). 
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difficult. Jonathan Mercer, another pioneer in the field, also points out the difficulty 

in defining, operationalizing, measuring emotion as well as isolating it from other 

external factors that may or may be a cause or result of the specific feeling80.  

Overall, quantifying emotion is difficult. The delicate process of labelling, 

measuring even in qualitative term is also a complicated process that requires more 

than a delicate concern. Verbalization of emotions may be attempted, but often the 

result fails to deliver the full extent of what is actually being felt inside. Emotions 

appear to be out there unconsciously, deep in the cave of an individual’s mind and 

body. This difficulty sometimes makes investigation into emotions to seem like a 

research that is speculative or trivial at best, especially to the scholars working with 

mainstream methodological framework81. 

Simultaneously, however, such methodological challenges of studying emotions 

are not a new nor an unusual task that confronts international relations scholars. 

Janice Bially Mattern (2014) argues that emotions are no more and no less “fuzzy” 

than many other much studied concepts in the academic field, such as interests, 

identity, ideology and even anarchy. It is pointed out that none of these concepts as 

                                           
80 Ibid., p.327.  

81 Ibid.  
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well as many other well-established phenomena can be easily quantified while being 

central to theoretical and empirical studies82.  

 

2. Analytical framework: Memory Based Judgment framework 

This paper adopts ‘Memory Based judgment’ (MBJ) framework researched by 

Reid Hastie and Bernadette Park as the main tool in analyzing Kim’s memories and 

emotions and their relation with the origin of Juche ideology as a judgment outcome, 

tracing back to the Korean War. MBJ framework has merit in providing more delicate 

tools for analyzing various process of memory formation and selection compared to 

the theory of historical analogy83. This dissertation adopts MBJ framework instead 

of historical analogy for that reason.  

The theoretical analysis of Hastie and Park’s work is nested in information 

                                           
82 Janice Bially Mattern, “On being convinced: an emotional epistemology of international 

relations,” International Theory, vol.6, no.3 (2014), pp. 589-594. 

83 Although MBJ framework and the theories of historical analogy shares the same 

situational assumptions, the former’s feature of providing more delicate tools and steps for 

the memory analysis process justifies this paper’s adoption on it as the main analytical 

framework. Here, the shared assumption means situational condition of ‘judgment under 

uncertainty’ that triggers policy makers to refer to historical analogies. Khong, a scholar 

who studies the role of historical analogy in making judgment argues, that individuals turn 

to their repertoire of historical memories when faced with a new situation. More detailed 

discussion can be accessed in Khong (1992) p.35-37.  
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processing approach to social cognition. They assume that when a person is 

presented with a judgment task, either in an experimental or natural situation, 

evidence information is processed by a judgment operator of which outcome 

generates a conclusion on which a response is based. Here, the productivity of 

judgment operator is constrained by working-memory capacity that controls the 

complexity level of elementary information processes that can be executed at any 

point in time. The activation of memory representation is also constrained by the 

same factor upon the amount of evidence that can be input into the operator at any 

moment84.  

Hastie and Park’s research motivation was triggered from the widespread intuitive 

belief that “the evaluations of people should be related to the amounts of good and 

bad information we have about them”, that the memory and judgment would have a 

simple direct relationship85. Indeed, some studies even seem to support such intuition 

on their direct relationship86. Tversky and Kahneman(1973) who demonstrated how 

                                           
84 Hastie and Park. “Relationship between memory and judgment depends on whether the 

judgment task is memory-based or on-line”, Psychology Review, vol. 93 (1986), p.258-259.  

85 Hastie and Park. “Relationship between memory and judgment depends on whether the 

judgment task is memory-based or on-line”, Psychology Review, vol. 93 (1986), p.258. 

86 Tversky and Kahneman, “Availability: A heuristic for judging frequency and 

probability,” Cognitive Psychology, vol. 5 (1973), p. 208; R. Beyth Marom and B. 

Fischhoff, “Direct measures of availability and judgments of category frequency,” Bulletin 

of the Psychonomic Society, vol. 9 (1977), pp. 236-238. Gabrielcik; A. Gabrielcik and R. H 

Fazio, “Priming and frequency estimation: A strict test of the availability heuristic,” 
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numerous judgments had direct correlation with the “ease with which instances or 

associations could be brought to mind”87. The research experiment showed that the 

experiment participants’ judgment in choosing frequency of words showed in 

English text was correlated with the ease of remembering the words. In reality, 

however, the information processing mechanism between memory and judgment 

indicates not a simple relationship as the popular. Abundant empirical studies came 

up with only vague and ambiguous results in testing the relationship between 

memory and judgment, showing indirect correlation rather than direct relation or 

causation88.  

The major finding of their work is that the type of judgment task determines the 

relationship between memory and judgment. The relationship is not always direct 

                                           

Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, vol. 10 (1984), pp. 85-89. 

87 Tversky and Kahneman, “Availability: A heuristic for judging frequency and 

probability,” Cognitive Psychology, vol. 5 (1973), p. 208. 

88 Experiemets were conducted on diverse subjects, including social impressions, personal 

attitudes, attributions of causes of behavior, and a variety of probability and frequency. B. 

Combs and P. Slovic, “Newspaper coverage of causes of death,” Journalism Quarterly, vol. 

56 (1979), pp. 837-849; M. Ross and Sicoly, “Egocentric biases in availability and 

attribution,” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, vol. 37 (1979), pp. 322-336; N. 

H. Anderson and S. Hubert, “Effects of concomitant verbal recall on order effects in 

personality impression formation,” Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal Behavior, vol. 2 

(1963) pp, 379-391; R. M. Reyes, W. C. Thompson and G. H. Brower, “Judgmental biases 

resulting from differing availabilities of arguments,” Journal of Personality and Social 

Psychology (1980), vol. 39, pp. 2-12. 
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nor indirect89. Rather, the relationship between the two factors do differ, depending 

on the type of judgment task. The ‘relationship’ implies how directly memory is used 

in dealing with the given task. The two types of judgment tasks were compared 

during the experiment which are memory-based and on-line in drawing the 

conclusion. 

How does the on-line and memory based judgment tasks differs from each other? 

In case a subject is forming a judgment “on-line” when the evidence information is 

encountered, this type of judgment task is called “on-line judgment”. Information 

for the operator comes from the external stimulus environment directly influencing 

the working memory and the judgment operator90. Hastie and Park’s review on the 

five theoretical processing model implies that unequivocal prediction on the 

relationship between memory and judgment measure is not probable if the judgment 

                                           
89 They argue against the intuitive belief that the amounts of good and bad information we 

have about others would decide evaluation of those people. Despite some direct relationships 

between memory and judgment that was identified, strong empirical relations are rare while 

results are often contradictory. Reid Hastie and Bernadette Park. “Relationship between 

memory and judgment depends on whether the judgment task is memory-based or on-line”, 

Psychology Review, vol. 93 (1986), p.258-268.  

90 Anderson and Hubert’s 1963 research, which experimented the process of impressing 

formation presenting operators adjectives as the basis for an impression showed that those 

adjectives were used by the operators to update the impression instantly after the moment 

being perceived. N. H. Anderson and S. Hubert, “Effects of concomitant verbal recall on 

order effects in personality impression formation,” Journal of Verbal Learning and Verbal 

Behavior, vol. 2 (1963) pp, 379-391 
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is made on-line.  

The judgment procedure of Memory based judgment course is different. Its 

definition refers to the operator receiving information input from long-term memory 

into working memory, instead of external environment91. Only the Memory-Based 

judgment task triggers information process mechanism that directly utilizes memory 

for judgment. Along with this finding, Hastie and Park reviewed the five different 

information processing models and proved that only Availability model produces a 

direct relationship between memory and judgment among them92. In short, direct 

relationship between memory and judgment depends and can be shown only by the 

availability of memory under memory based judgment task 93 . The following 

                                           
91 Tversky and Kahneman’s research showed the availability effects in judgment task using 

memory directly for making the judgment. In their experiment, subjects were requested to 

estimate how frequently some words with certain characteristics occurs, for instance 

characteristic of k as the first letter. The result suggested that the subjects had to rely on 

information that had been stored in long-term memory in order to make the requested 

estimation of the frequency. Tversky and Kahneman, “Availability: A heuristic for judging 

frequency and probability,” Cognitive Psychology, vol. 5 (1973), p. 208. 

92 The models are independence model, availability model, biased retrieval model, biased 

encoding model and incongruity-biased encoding model. More detailed comparison on 

those alternatives is available on Hastie and Park (1986), pp.259-160.  

93 Only the Memory-Based judgment task triggers information process mechanism that  

directly utilizes memory for judgment. Along with this finding, Hastie and Park reviewed 

the five different information processing models and proved that only Availability model  

produces a direct relationship between memory and judgment among them. The models are  

independence model, availability model, biased retrieval model, biased encoding model and  

incongruity-biased encoding model. More detailed comparison on those alternatives is  



47 

 

example helps distinguish memory based judgment from online judgment more 

concisely 94 . If the judgments had been anticipated before the evidence was 

encountered, the judgments would have been on-line. If the judgments could be 

anticipated after countering evidences, the process is more close to memory-based 

one.  

A university professor returns from a professional meeting and learns that her 

department has a position open. Relatively effortful memory-based judgments are 

made of prospective candidates who had been encountered at the meeting. Similarly, 

a student might discover that he is looking for a roommate and then review 

acquaintances on the basis of memory to make preliminary judgments of 

compatibility. 

There are two conditions that should be met in order to produce memory based 

judgment. One is surprise (to surprise subjects). When a judgment task is a surprise 

to a subject, the outcome of the judgment is more likely to be a memory based one, 

rather than on-line. The other is condition is novelty. A novel task, meaning a 

unprecedented judgment task that hasn’t been made before, triggers an operator to 

                                           

available on Hastie and Park (1986), pp.259-160.  

94 Hastie and Park. “Relationship between memory and judgment depends on whether the 

judgment task is memory-based or on-line,” Psychology Review, vol. 93 (1986), p.262. 



48 

 

use evidences which are retrieved from already stored memory as the information 

input at the time of conducting the judgment task. As a result, the condition of 

novelty leads the operator to rely more on memory compared to previously 

encountered cases. Hastie and Park conducted an experiment to show different 

memory process of the two types of judgment task95 

Table 1. Determinants of Relationship between Memory and Judgment 

(Hastie and Park, 1986)  

                                           
95 The memory based judgment takes place with lower frequency compared to on-line 

judgment as the case where these two specific conditions are met is very rare. Hastie and 

Park. “Relationship between memory and judgment depends on whether the judgment task 

is memory-based or on-line”, Psychology Review, vol. 93 (1986), p.263-264. 
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In Experiment 1, subjects were asked to make a judgment of a man’s suitability for 

a job as a computer programmer after hearing a 5-min conversation between two 

men. Half of the subjects were told of the judgment task before hearing the 

conversation (on-line task condition), and half learned of the judgment only after the 

conversation was over (memory-based task condition) 

Experiment 2 design, with subjects judging the gender of a respondent interviewed 

in a national survey of leisure time activities. Subjects in the gender judgment 

condition were either told before reading the written interview that their task would 

be to infer the gender of the respondent (on-line), or they were given a general "form 

an impression" instruction before and the gender judgment instruction only after 

reading the interview (memory). 

A particular information processing mechanism composed of three different stages 

then starts operation to connect memory to judgment, once the two conditions are 

fulfilled. This mechanism is availability process96. The first stage of the process is 

encoding. Information gets recognized, stored and forms memory structure in the 

brain during the encoding stage. Here, the recognized information gets stored in a 

                                           
96 It is assumed that the most available memory is selected while referring to memory for 

making judgment, among many alternative types of memory that are less available or 

approachable. Tversky and Kahneman, “Availability: A heuristic for judging frequency and 

probability,” Cognitive Psychology, vol. 5 (1973). 
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simplified and more concise form due to the limited storage capacity of brain. Such 

type of perceived information simplified during the encoding process is called 

schema97.  

Table 2. Three Stages of Information Processing Mechanism 

(Source: Hastie and Park, 1986) 

The second stage is priming. The priming process refers to selection of 

information by neglecting, ignoring or emphasizing certain information based on the 

type of schema already built during the prior stage. This means the existing schema, 

or the outcome of information encoding, becomes consolidated going through the 

priming process. 

The third stage is retrieval. Retrieval is a searching process that finds information 

                                           
97 Schema is an abstract theory that forms in mind as a result of an experience. It plays the 

role of processing information in a more effective way, by simplifying the contents in a 

concise form thereby and shortening the amount of time. Meanwhile, strict distinguishment 

between schema and a pure memory is difficult as the transformation process to schema 

takes place almost immediately after perceiving the information (Hastie and Park, 1986).  
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of schema 
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subject’s reference to 

memory to conduct a 
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from a long term-memory or the conveying process that transfers information from 

long-term memory to working memory. In either way, the core function of retrieval 

is a subject’s reference to memory to conduct a judgment. And the most available 

memory, most primed or the most recent, makes the most important impact on the 

reference process of this stage. 

 

3. Path dependence 

This study adopts the methodology of “path dependence” in discussing North 

Korea’s past and current foreign policy toward China guided in relation with Juche 

ideology. Path dependence is the theoretical framework which rests on the 

assumption that choice made in the past influence the menu of options available in 

the present and future. The assumption implies that once a policy has been adopted 

and institutionalized, it becomes very difficult to change or reform 98 . Path 

dependence demonstrates how the range of decisions in a given circumstance is 

limited by the past decisions or experiences, even though the past circumstances is 

                                           
98 Anika C. Leithner and Kyle M. Libby, “Path Dependency in Foreign Policy”, Oxford  

Research Encyclopedia of Politics, Oxford University Press (July 2017);  

https://oxfordre.com/politics/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190228637.001.0001/acrefore- 

9780190228637-e-376?print=pdf. 
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no longer relevant at a given moment.  

The path dependence framework is applicable to exploring North Korea’s Juche 

ideology toward China in that it regards decision making mechanism to denote a top-

down method that most reflects the idea of the top national leader. Related to that, 

March and Olsen explicates a concept of “institutional repertories” which makes 

change in decision difficult when an organizational leader prefer to choose 

preexisting solutions rather than inventing a new one99. Paul Pierson, one of other 

pioneers in applying path dependence methodology into topics in social sciences also 

articulates how particular courses of action can be virtually impossible to reverse 

once introduced100.  

Decision making mechanism of North Korea are relevant to the logic of path 

dependence, meaning that its institution tends to be consistent with certain system 

despite external changes, once it formulated a path dependent pattern by its past 

experiences101. Juche ideology has been North Korea’s national policy guideline 

                                           
99 James G. March and Johan P. Olsen, Rediscovering institutions: the organizational basis  

of politics (New York: Free Press, 1989). 

100 Paul Pierson, “Increasing returns, path dependency, and the study of politics,” American  

Political Science Review, no. 94 (2000), p.251.  

101 Seung Yeol Lee, “Analysis on the Three Determinants of the Succession System in North  

Korea: Focusing on Path Dependence,” North Korean Studies Review, vol. 14, no. 1(2010),  

pp.153-154.  
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consisting her constitution since 1972 while having been comprising the society’s 

policy direction since 1955 with the speech “On Eliminating Dogmatism and 

Formalism and Establishing Juche in Ideological Work” until now. This implies that 

Juche ideology as a foreign policy has been North Korea’s a path dependent choice 

in coping with big powers, despite external changes which make her international 

environment not entirely relevant to the past judgment. In that sense, adopting path 

dependence in analyzing North Korea’s foreign policy toward China guided by Juche 

concept has its logic.  

 

4. Reliability and Validity 

This research refers to Complete Collection of Kim Il-Sung’s Works (김일성 전집) 

as the main source of obtaining Kim’s emotions and memories. The fact that Kim Il 

Sung is the figure who exercised the most overwhelming influence over the past 

decisive political affairs of North Korea provides grounds for justifying studying his 

emotions as a study about North Korea102. 

Of course, quantification or even qualification on emotion is difficult. But it 

                                           
102 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p. 6.  
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doesn’t mean reliability of utilizing cognitive psychology and emotion as a tool for 

analyzing international affairs is not valid. Bleiker and Hutchison suggests that 

multidisciplinary methods towards a pluralist epistemological framework can be a 

possible way to overcome the methodological difficulties of framing emotion in the 

field of world politics103. It is not a systemic theory of emotions nor an attempt to fix 

the parameters of knowledge on them, but “a more open-ended search for the type 

of scholarly and political sensibility that can conceptualize the influence of emotions 

even where and when it is not immediately apparent.  

Political dimensions that are intangible but yet crucial can be more fully 

comprehended only if the facts that insight cannot necessarily produce certainty and 

that emotions are not the type of study field that is objective, measurable and 

falsifiable are accepted. That is because, knowledge on emotion is inevitably partial 

and contingent, and accepting these features does not mean evaluation on 

interdisciplinary and pluralist research is impossible.  

It is important to recognize that searching emotions in international politics is not 

                                           
103 Roland Bleiker and Emma Hutchison, “Methods and Methodologies for the  

Study of Emotions in World Politics,” chapter 14 in Maéva Clément and Eric  

Sangar (eds), Researching Emotions in International Relations: Methodological  

Perspectives on the Emotional Turn (Cham: Springer International Publishing:  

Imprint: Palgrave Macmillan, 2018), pp. 327. 



55 

 

a task that should be restrained to some priori standard of reference104. Instead, its 

role to generate new perspectives on political puzzles should be noted, which 

expands and deepens related discussion that could be missed without taking emotion 

as a valuable factor of the issue105. For instance, if examinations of anger provide a 

new angle in explaining countries’ political behavior that wouldn’t have been 

possible with other types of framework, then it can be evaluated to have generated a 

contribution to knowledge, although the result may remain debatable and ultimately 

un-provable. Once this ability of emotions is appreciated, it becomes possible to 

relate and combine seemingly incompatible methods, with logic that may not 

necessarily operate in a coherent form, for that it is such pluralistic openness that 

may capture the complicated ways emotions are intertwined with world politics, 

moving beyond traditional dichotomy on emotion and rationality. 

 

 

                                           
104 Quentin Skinner argues our judgment of what is reasonable does not depends on prior 

set of objective criteria, but rather on the concepts employed to delineate what we see or 

experience as rational. Quentin Skinner, “Interpretation, Rationality and Truth,” Regarding 

Method, vol. 1 of Visions of Politics (New York Cambridge University Press), pp. 27-56. 

105 Roland Bleiker and Emma Hutchison, “Methods and Methodologies for the Study of 

Emotions in World Politics,” chapter 14 in Maéva Clément and Eric Sangar (eds), 

Researching Emotions in International Relations: Methodological Perspectives on the 

Emotional Turn (Cham: Springer International Publishing: Imprint: Palgrave Macmillan, 

2018), pp. 334-338. 
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Ⅳ. Case Study: Korean War, Sino-North Korean Conflict  

and Juche Ideology 

 

The Korean War prolonged for almost three years. But North and South Korea 

grappled each other only approximately six months while the remaining two and a 

half years was a war of attrition. Stalemates on armistice talks even extended the 

period106. It was China who helped North Korea, not Soviet Union. Before the war, 

Kim had regarded Soviet Union as a suzerain state in the socialist camp and the most 

developed country in terms of ideology, science, culture and military. Kim’s witness 

on Soviet Union’s abandonment on North Korea contrasting with China’s role 

became the source his skeptical on the unity of the socialist camp and will to promote 

North Korea’s independent political line107.  

China’s participation in the Korean War and her series of supports for war 

rehabilitation significantly enhanced Chinese influence on North Korea108. In other 

                                           

106 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p. 75. 

107 Ibid., pp.87-88. 

108 It seems Kim was more trusting Soviet Union more than China. Despite the huge support 

by China who sent hundreds of thousands of soldiers that was in contrast with the attitude of 

Soviet Union, it seems Kim was more trusting and relying on Soviet Union than China. 

Jongsuk Lee, “Sino-North Korean relations during the Cold War period: the Prelude of 
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words, Chinese influence upon North Korea was not distinct before China engaged 

into the Korean War. Rather, the influence had been limited and North Korea didn’t 

regard China as a decisive party to request help up until confronted with serious 

setbacks in the war109. Kim Il Sung was even reluctant to request Chinese assistance 

until the situation in battlefield was escalated into urgency, regardless of the reason 

stemmed from wariness or arrogance110. Perhaps Kim didn’t want to serve a new 

power after Soviet Union who had been the biggest supporter for the foundation of 

his country111.  

It is undeniable that North Korea and China developed special relationship by 

sharing and coping with important moments in modern history. North Korea played 

                                           

Honeymoon and Conflict,” The Journal of Strategic Studies, vol. 17 (1999), p. 157.  

109 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean 

War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 87. 

110 Jian Chen, China's road to the Korean War: the making of the Sino-American 

confrontation (New York: Columbia University Press, 1994), pp. 112, 263; 中共中央對外

連絡部, 1956. Recitation from Donggil Kim, “Stalin, Mao Zedong, and Kim Il-sung` 

Different Objectives in the Early Phase of the Korean War,” Korean and World Politics, 

vol. 30, no. 2 (2014), pp. 47.  

111 When Stalin was considering withdraw his military advisors out from North Korea in 

order to minimize Soviet Union’s involvement in the war after Chinese participation, Kim 

requested their presence to remain for the purpose of educating future KPA divisions that 

would be newly organized. Some scholars point out that was because Kim didn't want to 

serve another big power after Soviet Union who had been the biggest supporter for the 

foundation of DPRK, pointing out China’s leverage on North Korea was not that big until 

she engaged into the Korea War. Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s 

Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 93. 
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a crucial role in leading the Chinese civil war to the victory of the Chinese 

Communist Party. China also played a crucial role in saving North Korea from urgent 

moments during the Korean War. However, their relationship was not always 

cooperative and intimate throughout the Korean War, until the ceasefire agreement 

was signed in 27th July, 1953.  

Previous studies on Sino-North Korea relation in the Korean War have approached 

the subject, by focusing more on cooperation rather than conflict between them. The 

issue of how North Korea and China attained the relationship of blood alliance takes 

up the majority of discussions. Also, previous literature on the Korean War focused 

more on confrontations between the socialist and liberalist camp rather than conflicts 

within each camp.  

Indeed, China and North Korea conflicted in various matters throughout the war, 

notably on the issue of establishment and control of Sino-Korean Joint Command, 

intermission matter and conditions for armistice negotiation. Although Soviet Union 

played a seemingly mediating role to bridge their opinions in discrepancy, the actual 

process pressured North Korea to accept China’s ideas and plans. It was a unilateral 

imposition rather than a mediation to North Korea’s eyes112.  

                                           
112 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean 
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1. Sino-North Korea Conflicts during the Korean War 

a. Establishment and Control of Sino-Korean Joint Command  

As situations in the war field became urgent, North Korean People’s Army(KPA) 

and Chinese People’s Volunteer Army(PVA) had no other choice but to implement 

operations while disagreements on diverse issues of command, communication, 

supplies and transportation still unsolved. Unified commanding system was required 

for more effective tactics113. 

But establishing a joint command was a matter of sovereignty in the perspective 

of Kim. As a young leader at his age of 43, and as the supreme commander of the 

KPA and the commander-in-chief of the army, Kim perceived the issue in relation 

with North Korea’s dignity. Transferring the military commanding authority to 

foreign power during a war that is taking place in North Korea’s own territory was 

something intolerable to Kim114.  

However, Kim’s hope to maintain war commanding right as North Korea’s 

authority encountered hardships as the situation went on. It was partially because 

                                           

War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 86. 

113 Ibid., p. 92. 

114 Ibid., p. 90. 
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China sent more troops and forces than expected115. Also, Peng Dehuai (from below 

Peng, if not specifically mentioned) the chief of Chinese reinforcement force was 

regarding tactics and combat capacity of KPA as inferior and unskilled116. China 

couldn’t bear to allow North Korea to take over supreme authority on joint command 

while North Korea also couldn’t allow to do so. But as the time goes by, the necessity 

of establishing unified command system became lager as its absence resulted 

problems in operations at field. The two armies even fired to each other in mistake 

due to the lack of communication and correct prehension on the territory117.  

To cope with such inefficiency, Peng requested Park Heon Yong (from below Park, 

if not specifically mentioned) to seriously discuss establishing joint command with 

Kim in November 7th 1950 but it didn't result in any crucial consensus. That is 

                                           
115 Despite the expectable sensitivity the issue of joint command would bring about, Stalin 

indicated his opinion in a telegram to Mao and Zhou that “Chinese forces are allowed to 

participate the war under their own cover in the capacity of reinforcements”. This statement 

implies to China’s right for autonomous military command some extent. Ciphered 

Telegram, Filippov (Stalin) to Mao Zedong and Zhou Enlai, 1 October 1950, APRF, Fond 

45, Opis 1, Delo 334, Listy 97-98. Recitation from Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and 

the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, 

no. 2 (2013), p. 90. 

116 Peng’s evaluation on KPA was poor. He criticized KPA’s command system is crude and 

North Korean leaders’ adventurism without long term strategy. Dongman Seo, the History 

of Formation of Socialism in North Korea: 1945-1961 (2005) in Korean 서동만, 북조선사

회주의체제성립사: 1945-1961, (서울: 선인, 2005), pp. 411-413. 

117 Myunglim Park, The Korean War, 1950: a reflection on war and peace (Seoul: Nanam, 

2002), p. 500.  
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because, both of the two parties were regarding the issue sensitively as who gets 

control on command was the matter of national sovereignty as well as reputation118. 

The conflict between China and North Korea was resolved in surface by the 

intervention of Soviet Union. As Chinese leaders realized consensus on 

establishment of joint command cannot be reached by the bilateral discussion, Peng 

directly suggested Chinese proposal to Stalin and asked for permission in 13th 

November119. Chinese leaders, including Mao, was assured that Stalin would accept 

the proposal as the strategy of Soviet Union was to avoid direct involvement while 

still expecting effective execution of warfare.  

In 17th November, Mao received answer from Stalin that accepted China’s 

proposal. Stalin also sent a telegram to Kim in the 15th November, ordering KPA to 

combat against UN force by establishing a unified command system of KPA and 

PVA. Kim who faced the situation which he wanted to avoid, replied to Stalin’s 

telegram after half a month that he would follow the instruction by Moscow. But 

                                           
118 For instance, Mao stressed Kim not to infer a phrase of “the Chinese reinforcement 

confronted invaders under the unified command by KPA” too often. Zhihua Shen, Mao, 

Stalin and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 1950s (London: 

Routledge, 2012), p. 387.  

119 Ahead of the receiving final decision by Moscow, Stykov was already in favor of the 

China’s plan for joint command system. Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the Korean War: 

trilateral communist relations in the 1950s (London: Routledge, 2012), p. 388. 
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Kim clarified that his conformity on the issue is far from North Korea’s spontaneous 

willingness at the same time by noting “As a socialist and your loyal follower, we 

follow your instruction and regard your instruction as the guideline for the 

continuing our work” at the end of his telegram120. In December 4th 1950, the Sino-

Korean Joint Command was finally established, where Peng was entitled to the 

position of commander in chief as well as chairman of political commissar. Among 

North Korean leaders, Kim Woong the chief of the staff in KPA was entitled to the 

deputy command in chief while Park Il Woo was entitled to the position of vice 

chairman of political commissar.121 

In sum, North Korea’s idea and opinion on the issue of KPA-PVA joint command 

was ignored by China and Soviet Union with a prior agreement between them. 

Although neither Mao nor Stalin strongly pressured Kim to accept China’s proposal 

in the surface, the actual process was unilateral persuasion, if not imposition, that 

didn’t count Kim’s stance into consideration. It is not difficult to expect that Kim 

was not pleasant by hearing from Stalin’s decision 122 . In September 12th, Kim 

                                           
120 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean 

War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 95. 

121 Ibid., pp. 96-97. 

122 Ibid., p. 98. 
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repeatedly praised the cooperation of KPA and PVA while strongly emphasizing that 

North Korean people should ‘help’ Chinese troops 123 . But two days before, he 

requested Mao not to make stiff implant even through system of KPA turns out to be 

in contradiction with that of PVA124. By those statement, a reasonable inference can 

be made that Kim had perceived deterioration of his authority as the Supreme 

Commander of the KPA as well as his dignity as the Chairman of the North Korean 

Workers Party125. In other words, Kim grievance on China was accumulated by the 

series of conflicts during the process of establishing joint command.  

 

b. Southward Advancement and Intermission 

Kim conflicted with China also on the issue of whether to keep advancing to 

southward or to stop and rest. In the 8th January 1951, Peng as the commander in 

chief of Sino-Korean joint command, ordered the PVA to stop marching to south and 

                                           
123 김일성 전집 12, “평양시 해방에 즈음 하여: 조선 인민군 최고사령관 호소문” (평양. 조

선로동당 출판사 1995), pp. 434-437.  

124 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean 

War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 97. 

125 Dongman Seo, the History of Formation of Socialism in North Korea: 1945-1961 

(2005) in Korean 서동만, 북조선사회주의체제성립사: 1945-1961, (서울: 선인, 2005), p. 

414. 
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take a rest. This determination stemmed from his concerns about another landing 

operation after Incheon. Peng argued that enemy might lure the allied Chinese and 

Korean force into Nackdong river for attack along with his judgment that the 

reinforcements forces from China are exhausted126. Mao agreed with Peng that a 

thorough realignment is necessary in order to draw continuous victory in the future127. 

The time was shortly after the after the socialist camp’s consecutive victories with 

PVA’s participation. Chinese-Korean allied force reoccupied Seoul in 4th, Suwon in 

7th, followed after Incheon and Wonju in 8th. Kim was very pleased with these series 

of victories, addressing “the wartime administration in the past two months clearly 

shows that our strategic policy is absolutely correct and that socialist troop will win 

for sure as long as they fight in accordance with the courses our party suggests”128.  

Kim was in a complete disagreement with Peng and Mao. He saw taking a rest at 

the middle of consecutive victories, stop marching southward below Seoul, not 

                                           
126 Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 

1950s (London: Routledge, 2012), p. 394. 

127 Telegram from Mao Zedong to I. V. Stalin, transmitting 14 January 1951 Message from 

Mao to Peng Dehuai with Message from Kim Il Sung, 16 January 1951, APRF, Fond 45, 

Opis 1, Delo 337, II. 1-3. Recitation from Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the 

Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 

2 (2013), pp. 105-106.  

128 김일성 전집 13 “최근 2개월간의 군사정세와 각 도 농민열성자대회 소집에 대하여: 조

선로동당 중앙위원회 정치위원회에서 한 결론, 1951년 1월 5일”, p. 22.  
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recovering the 38th parallel didn’t make sense. Moreover, Kim wanted the war to be 

finished as soon as possible. He had already announced the national new year goal 

in the most priority was to finish the war with victory within the year of 1951129. 

Setting the goal as so, occupying as much territory as possible at the end of the war 

was a crucial issue for him.  

Kim expressed his grievance that one hour of rest is enough for rearranging the 

troops. He pointed out possible side effects the intermission might bring, that the 

longer the break becomes, the more difficult for them to move on later with melting 

ice while the enemy would attain plenty of time to catch breath130. Soviet Union was 

also in objection against Peng’s idea at first131.  

Eventually, however, China persuaded Stalin and ordered the allied force to take 

two to three months of rest. Although it is still difficult to verify detailed process of 

how China persuaded North Korea and Soviet Union due to limited access to primary 

                                           

129 1951년을 맞이하여 전국인민들에게 보내는 신년사 (1951년 1월 1일) 조선중앙년감 

1951-1952 (평양. 조선중앙통신사. 1952), pp.37-40. Recitation from Bomi Kim, “DPRK-

PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of North 

Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 104. 

130 Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 

1950s (London: Routledge, 2012), p. 394. 

131 홍학지 저, 홍인표 역. 중국이 본 한국전쟁: 인해전술의 전쟁 기록 (서울: 고려원, 

1993), pp. 169-170.  
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sources, an argument that resumes Stalin again phrased the excellent capability of 

Peng, ordered Kim not to interfere Peng’s command, urging Kim’s involuntary 

agreement for the long term rest plan is persuasive132. Despite the three countries 

shared goal to lead the war into victory and reunify the peninsula, each of their 

preferred tactics differed. But even Stalin could not easily ignore the idea of China 

as it was the PVA force who was conducting the substantial support in the battlefield 

while what Soviet Union herself was backing up materials in need in rear133. 

Conflicts on intermission issue between China and North Korea provoked Kim 

another dejection followed after the prior negative emotions aroused by the 

conclusion of the joint command issue. Kim openly showed his grievance, criticizing 

that some KPA officers have fallen into dogmatism, worshipping foreign power and 

blindingly following foreign tactics as superior. Kim also claimed officers to hold a 

‘creative stance’ when treating foreign countries’ experiences in war and military 

regulations134. Kim also discomforted China by consistently using the expression of 

                                           
132 Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 

1950s (London: Routledge, 2012), p. 397. 

133 Indeed, it was China, headed by Peng’s tactics who led the previous three campaigns  

that had taken place after Chinese participation to victory.  

134 김일성 전집 13, “우리의 전법으로 싸워야 한다. 조선인민군 지휘관, 정치일군들과 한 

담화, 1951년 1.28”, pp. 94-97; Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s 

Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 

107. 
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“under KPA’s unified command’ to glorify victories even after the establishment of 

Sino-Korean Joint Command authority135. Such behavior reflects his intention to 

downsize and underestimate the PVA’s role in the Korean War.  

Some Soviet Union documents also record the negative perception of North Korea 

against China’s decision to take a long intermission. Razuvaev, the then chief advisor 

of KPA reported Moscow that China’s behavior of giving up attacks and explicit 

suspension of fight by sending unprepared troops to the battlefield deteriorated North 

Korean leader’s credit on Chinese leaders136. According to the witness by Soviet 

Union advisors, North Korea and China didn’t maintain consistent communication 

and interaction. It also notes the widespread perception among North Korean leaders 

that China didn’t even tried to utilize situations of enemy in trouble at all137. The 

dissatisfaction of North Korean military leaders against the officers of PVA became 

more accumulated.  

                                           
135 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean 

War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 108. 

136 Razuvaev’s telegram to Moscow (1951.09.10) recitation from Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin 

and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 1950s (London: Routledge, 

2012), p. 398.  

137 Information on the Situation in the DPRK, 1 April 1955, RGANI, Fond 5, Opis 28, 

Delo 314, Listy 34～59. ; Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role 
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Meanwhile, Peng’s tactic of intermission, despite the initial objection of Soviet 

Union and North Korea turned out to be a failure. UN force’s counter attack began 

with two hundred and thirty thousand forces at the end of the January. Due to this 

unexpected full-scale attack, Sino-Korean Joint Force decided to retreat back to the 

38th parallel, withdrawing from Seoul in March 14th. Ironically, a long stalemate 

began after the end this campaign which sustained almost for three months itself138.  

 

c. Armistice Talks 

Majority of previous studies have approached armistice talks in the Korean War 

as under the context of confrontation between the socialist and the liberalist camp. 

However, conflicts within the socialist camp, especially between China and North 

Korea, also played a crucial role in delaying the final conclusion in the truce 

agreement, prolonging the war.  

North Korea and China failed to reach a consensus in armistice talks that began 

on July 10, 1951. During the initial stages of the talks, North Korea had an open 

position toward making truce. Either making truce or not was acceptable to Kim as 

                                           
138 It was the fourth campaign after Chinese reinforcements involved which started in 

January 25th until March 14th.  
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long as its process does not harm North Korea’s dignity. Simultaneously, however, 

Kim’s attitude toward further unfolding armistice negotiation with U.S. was more 

positive than negative. He articulated there is no reason for North Korea to refuse 

the proposal to make an earnest discussion for truce, pointing out how it might bring 

advantages for North Korea’s final victory 139 . It implies that leaderships in 

Pyeongyang still wanted the process to preserve the country’s reputation while 

acknowledging the need for armistice 140 . Meanwhile, China’s position was in 

opposite. Beijing was willing to make a concession to U.S. as long as the armistice 

agreement can be signed. With the prolonged state of stalemate, however, North 

Korea and China changed each of their preferences. While Kim came to hope early 

settlement at the time of July 1952, China switched to more cautious stance on 

resolving armistice talks141.           

The underlying reason mainly stemmed from their disagreement on handling 

                                           
139 Upon the armistice proposal by U.S., Kim stated either taking or  

leaving it is okay. 김일성 전집 13, “미제의 정전담판제의에 대한 우리 당과 공화국정부의
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70 

 

repatriation of prisoners of war(POW) issue. Beijing’s desire was the repatriation of 

all POWs. In contrast, Pyeongyang in September was willing to accept U.S. offer 

that indicates repatriation of only partial POWs. Such discrepancy between China 

and North Korea postponed the talks and worsened the bilateral relations.  

More detailed process of tension, conflict and settlement between Kim and Mao 

is as below. By the time when discourse on armistice talk was first brought up, 

Pyeongyang had a skeptical stance toward the option of concession. In contrast, 

Beijing was willing to accept terms suggested by U.S., Such attitude meant a 

submission to U.S. in the eyes of North Korean representatives who regarded the 

issues as a matter of the country’s dignity142.  

As stalemate prolonged, however, Pyeongyang realized that concluding the 

armistice as early as possible is the best option for the country for various social and 

economic reasons. Pyeongyang was in concern of severe backfires from nationwide 

fatigue, economic collapse and rising propaganda on liberalism all stemmed from 

the unexpectedly prolonged war. Accordingly, North Korea’s initial stance to insist 

on her own terms and conditions and to obtain as much concession from the 
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counterpart was changed into more receptive attitude143. 

According to Soviet Union documents that records then political attitudes and 

Korean-Chinese relations in connection with the armistice talk, the domestic 

atmosphere of North Korea around September 1951 was explicitly negative toward 

continuing the war. North Korean leadership asserted how it is the right time to make 

compromise in order to go back to the pre-war state, arguing the current situation for 

reunify the peninsula got even worse. Documents also records perceptions of 

ordinary people, pointing out how they hated hardships the war imposed on their 

daily life144. Under such overall atmosphere of seeking for a reset, Pyeongyang’s 

concern in priority was switched from winning the war to minimizing further 

deterioration and wrapping up the current situation145.  

According to Razuvaev’s report to Moscow in September 10, the then chief 
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military advisory of Soviet Union, Pyeongyang by that time fully realized that it is 

impossible to reunify the peninsula at least for the moment and that it is inevitable 

to go back to the prewar state. Senses of aversion against the war and frustration on 

the hope of total victory was widespread in the North Korean society in September 

1951146. Park’s briefing to Peng outlines the similar atmosphere. Park portrays the 

general mood of North Korean society that every North Korean people now hopes 

peace while none of them wants more war147. The unwished prolonged war which 

the leaderships in Pyeongyang did not anticipate when opening it made them become 

reluctant in further continuing the costly war.  

The position of Beijing was in contrast with that of Pyeongyang. Mao rejected to 

getting a rush on truce negotiations and insisted to continue the war unless the enemy 

fully accepts Chinese offer. He believed the situation must become eventually 

favorable for the socialist ally with time passage. It seems Mao sincerely expected 

                                           
146 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.62-63 recitation of “拉祖瓦耶夫關於停戰談判中出現 

的政治情緖及中朝關係的電報(1951年9月10日)", 沈志華 編, "朝鮮戰爭:俄國.案館的解 

密文件"下冊, 1022~1026面. 

147 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.67. 



73 

 

the demise of U.S. influence in Asia while foreseeing increased influence of Soviet 

Union that would prevent the 3rd World War148.  

Although Kim pretended to agree to Mao’s hardline policy in surface, he had 

strong underlying willingness to conclude the armistice issue as early as possible 

which resulted conflicts between the two states 149 . For instance, North Korea’s 

response was positive to the U.S. offer to repatriate 83,000 war prisoners in total. 

China immediately criticized such response, pointing out the term includes only 

64,000 Chinese. Zhou Enlai denounced the negotiation attempt as an American 

scheme to deteriorate relationship between China and North Korea by suggesting 

asymmetrically favorable condition to each state. The condition was favorable only 

to North Korea as it offered to repatriate 76,000 North Koreans while rejecting 

                                           
148 Ciphered Telegram, Mao Zedong to Filippov (Stalin) conveying 15 July 1952 telegram  

from Mao to Kim Il Sung and 16 July 1952 reply from Kim to Mao, 18 July 1952, APRF,  

Fond 45, Opis 1, Delo 343, Listy 72～75 and AVPRF, Fond 059a, Opis 5a, Delo 5, Papka  

11, Listy 90～93. Recitation from Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet  

Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013),  

p.113. 

149 Due to the deprived authority to command by China and the past strong  

confidence Kim showed to Stalin when planning the war, Kim cold not directly  

express his underlying opinion on armistice. Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea  

Conflicts over Armistice Talk of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review  

of North Korean Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.70. 
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China’s demand to release 13,600 Chinese war prisoners150. 

Beijing’s choice to solve the contrasting stance with Pyeongyang was to rely on 

Stalin for persuading Kim. Again, Stalin didn't let down Beijing’s expectation151. 

Stalin notified Kim that the discussion on the repatriation issue is already finished, 

and that Soviet and China decided not to accept terms and conditions suggested by 

U.S.152. Stalin even justified North Korea’s sacrifice that North Korea has nothing to 

lose but the people that Pyeongyag must be patient as the enemy wouldn't bear a 

longer war. Indeed, he argued the worst thing the enemy has is nothing more than 

atomic bombs and air strike capacity153. 

                                           
150 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the  

Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p.113. 

151 China dispatched a large delegation to meet Stalin and discuss the Korean War issues  

and the year plan of China in August 1952. After the discussion, After the talks, Stalin  

invited Kim Il Sung, Park Heon Young and Peng Dehuai and related others to a meeting in  

Moscow in September 4th and requested North Korea’s cooperation.  

152 Document No. 96, Record of a Conversation between Stalin, Kim Il  

Sung, and Peng Dehuai, 4 September 1952, New Evidence on the Korean War, Wilson  

Center. Prior to the notification, Kim dismissed the state of conflict with Chinese  

leadership when Stalin asked him about the ongoing relationship between North  

Korea and China. Kim only replied that the both countries are expecting the  

armistice negotiation to reach consensus as soon as possible. 

153 Minutes of Conversation between I.V. Stalin and Zhou Enlai, 20  

August 1952, APRF, Fond. 45, Opis 1, Delo 329, ll. 54～72. Recitation from Bomi Kim,  

“DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of  

North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p.114. 
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As the previous compromises in Sino-Korean Joint Command and southward 

advancement, Kim realized there is little thing he can do as he wants to. Having no 

choice but to accept Stalin’s imposition of order in the name of persuasion for the 

good of the socialist camp, counter attack was operated by Sino-Korean force in 

September 14. In September 19, North Korea and China made concurrence not to 

make any concession to U.S. unless political-military situation improves 154 . 

Consequently, the truce talks were ruptured in October 8 followed by U.S. Secretary 

of State Atchison’s statement that all the related talks will not be reopened unless the 

socialist camp submit a new term155.  

But Stalin’s death changed the situation. Soviet changed the official stance toward 

                                           
154 Conversation between Stalin and Zhou Enlai, 19 September 1952,  

Cold War International History Project Bulletin, Nos. 6～7(Winter 1995～96), pp. 15～17;  

Chen Jian, Mao’s China and the Cold War (Chapel Hill, NC: The University of North  

Carolina Press, 2001), p. 114. Recitation from Bomi Kim,  

“DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the Korean War,” Review of  

North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p.116. 

155 Discussions on repatriation was reopened and the both parties of the war  

and made consensus on “Terms of Reference for the Neutral National Repatriation  

Commission” in 6th June. However, North Korean then president Lee Seung-Man who did not  

wanted to finish the war under the condition unilaterally released 27,000 prisoners. North  

Korea did not even want to make an issue of that. In contrast, China approached Lee’s sudden  

action as an opportunity to foster a better armistice condition for  

socialist bloc. Accordingly, Peng conducted a large scale pre-assault operations under Mao’s  

support. Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the  

1950s, (London: Routledge, 2012), p.417. 
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the Korean War and pursued early settlement. Kim was very glad when heard the 

news156. Eventually having the negotiation concluded in July 27, Kim emphasized 

economic recovery and war rehabilitation as the first national priority in his speech 

the next day157.  

In sum, China’s participation into the Korean War has two opposite implications. 

On the one hand, PVA rescued North Kora on the brink of annihilation. On the other 

hand, it was the beginning of intervention by another big power other than Soviet 

Union. During the initial stage of armistice talks, Kim felt unpleasant to Mao’s 

attitude of opting for early settlement, which he perceived as a deterioration of North 

Korea’s reputation and dignity. However, due to the increased the extent of damages 

and the delay in truce talks, Kim came to hope early settlement on the issue158. In 

                                           
156 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.70. 대한민국 외무부, 한국전쟁 러시아 관련 외교문 

(1994.7.20. 내부용 번역본). 

157 Document No. 112, Report, Polish Embassy in the DPRK to the  

Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Warsaw, 26 June 1953~31 July 1953, New Evidence  

on the Korean War; “정전 협정 체결에 제하여 전체 조선 인민에게 보내는 김일성  

원수의 방송 연설(1953년 7 월 28일), 조선중앙년감 1953 (평양: 조선중앙통신사,  

1953), pp.82-87. Recitation from Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s  

Role during the Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p. 123.  

158 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.68. 
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contrast, Mao persisted in the term of repatriation of all POW still by the time of July 

1952159. In the early 1953, he affirmed that KPA and PVA must continue the war for 

the final victory no matter how long it takes160.  

Conflicts between China and North Korea was resolved by Soviet’s intermediation 

throughout the war. This method consistently satisfied China while frustrating Kim 

and North Korea. In a follow up statement upon China’s statement on POW issue, 

Kim made it clear that Chinese statement is based on the two countries’ shared view 

in the surface. Kim stated that North Korea supports China regarding the issue. 

Simultaneously, he highlighted North Korea’s past great efforts done to reach 

consensus for truce and her readiness in reaching agreement on POW issue161.  

The fact such manner of intervention was a routine makes Kim’s grievance against 

China seem like a natural outcome. The series of involuntary agreements Kim was 

forced to make led him realize that North Korea cannot and had not secured 

                                           
159 Mao argued that accepting U.N proposal would result in enemy’s bigger ambitions,  

crashing down the reputation of the socialist camp to the worstA. V. Torkunov, 구종서 역,  

한국전쟁의 진실과 수수께끼 (서울: 에디터. 2003). p. 398. 

160 人民日報 1953年 2月 8日. Recitation from Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North  

Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,”  

Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.69. 

161 김일성 전집 15, “전쟁포로교환 문제에 관한 성명, 1953년 3월 31일”, pp. 386-387.  
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autonomy throughout the Korean War. Such perception fostered Kim’s recognition 

it is North Korea herself who must be in full responsibility of its own fate, and that 

it is not Soviet Union nor China on whom he should rely162. Even though it was Kim 

who initially planned the war, it was China who took the leadership in the war while 

it was Stalin’s death that concluded the war163. In short, Kim’s memory and emotions 

formulated from his loss of initiative in the Korean War resulted fostered his will for 

self-reliance.  

 

2. Kim’s Perception of Grievance  

Kim’s memory and emotions triggered due to the three events of conflict with 

China resulted his will for securing North Korea’s national autonomy and 

independent policy line that works in the way that most realizes benefits of North 

Korea. Analysis of Kim’s perception on each events are summarized in the following 

table 3. 

                                           
162 Bomi Kim, “DPRK-PRC Conflicts and the Soviet Union’s Role during the  

Korean War,” Review of North Korean Studies, vol. 16, no. 2 (2013), p.125. 

163 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.80. 
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Table 3. Sino-North Korean Conflicts during the Korean War and Kim’s 

Perception 

 
Kim Il Sung’s 

willingness  

 

Actual Outcome 

Kim Il Sung’s Grievance 

Perception 

 

Conflict on 

establishment 

and control of 

Sino-Korean 

Joint Command 

 

Objection on 

establishment 

 

Preference on 

North Korean 

officer as 

Commander in 

Chief 

 

Establishment by 

agreement between 

China and Soviet 

Union 

 

Peng Dehuai as the 

Commander in 

Chief 

Perception on 

deterioration of authority 

as the Supreme 

Commander of the KPA 

as well as his dignity as 

the Chairman of the 

North Korean Workers 

Party 

 

 

Conflict on 

southward 

advancement 

and 

intermission 

 

Objection on 

intermission 

 

Preference on 

southward march 

in continuity 

 

Final decision to 

take 1 to 2 months 

of intermission by 

China’s insistence 

 

Counter attack by 

UN force during the 

period, Retreat back 

to 38th parallel 

 

Perception to prevent 

dogmatism, worship on 

foreign power and 

blindingly following 

foreign tactics as 

superior 
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Conflict on 

conditions for 

armistice 

 

 

 

 

 

Preservation on 

national dignity 

with prudence in 

the initial stage 

 

Switched 

preference for 

early resolution 

since middle stage  

 

Mao’s intention for 

compromise with 

U.S. 

 

Mao’s switched 

preference for 

hardline policy on 

POW issue without 

concession. 

 

Perception on 

deterioration on national 

dignity and reputation 

 

Perception of loss in 

discretion in one’s own 

fate 

(Source: Kim, 2013) 

Firstly, regarding the conflicts on Sino-Korean Joint Command issue, Kim’s 

perceived sense of deteriorated authority of himself as a national leader as well as 

that of North Korea is notable. Kim hardly expected China’s role to be that much 

extended and deeply involved when he planned and initiated the war. By the time of 

the mid 1951, however, it was China who was entitled to most of the commanding 

authorities in operation. 

Kim was reluctant to request Chinese involvement164. Related to that, analyzing 

Kim’ consciousness in request for Chinese assistance is meaningful. In the initial 

                                           
164 Kim’s request for Chinese assistance was the outcome of Stalin’s refusal to  

save North Korea. Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over  

Armistice Talk of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of  

North Korean Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.50-73. 
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stage of the war, Kim didn't want nor expect large scale Chinese participation into 

the war. However, he came to have no other choice to request China for help as Stalin 

didn't reply to Kim’s request for support after the Incheon landing operation.      

Preventing Soviet Union from being directly involved the war was Stalin’s global 

strategy in priority. Consequently, Stalin ordered withdrawal of Soviet force while 

encouraging China’s participation. After the UN force reoccupied Seoul in 

September 28, followed by the success of landing operation in Incheon thirteen days 

ago, Kim realized the need for China’s help.  

Based on the perception that regarded China less crucial player than Soviet Union, 

Kim thought it was natural for North Korean military to instruct Chinese forces165. 

His rationale in claiming North Korea’s command authority over China centered 

upon the fact that it is North Korea who was familiar with geographical situation of 

battlefield166. But Beijing’s idea was different. Kim asserted not to underestimate the 

                                           
165 China finally decided her participation in October 8 in the urgent  

situation of northward march of the U.N forces. 양진삼 “전쟁기 중국 지도부와 북한  

지도부 사이의 모순과 갈등,” 국방부 군사편찬연구소, 한국전쟁사의 새로운 연구 

2 (서울: 국방부 군사편찬연구소, 2002), p. 588. 

166 Kim’s concern over Chinese troops’ unfamiliarity on Korea’s geographical was great. He  

emphasized Peng the importance of securing a close cooperation between KPA and PVA and  

updating information frequently in order to prevent possible tactical flaws the unfamiliarity  

might cause. 김일성 전집 12, “중국인민지원군 사령원과 한 담화, 1950년 10월 21”, pp. 350- 

353.  
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enemy’s strength and to consistently strengthen offensive toward the enemy. He also 

emphasized not to make a mistake of having a insouciant attitude, relieving by the 

fact that enemy had expelled below the 38th parallel. In the perspective of Kim, 

Peng’s insistence to take intermission was an insouciant idea167. Moreover, Chinese 

military leadership chose to consult the commanding issue directly with Soviet 

Union. The outcome of Sino-Soviet discussion was clearly more favorable to China 

than North Korea168. 

Kim thought the process of resolving clash of opinions harmed his authority as 

the Supreme Commander of KPA as well as on his dignity as the Chairman of the 

North Korean Worker’s Party169. Taking Kim’s perception into account, it can be 

logically inferred to have strongly influenced Kim’s hardline policy of preventing 

dogmatism, worship on foreign power and blindingly following foreign tactics as 

superior, provoked Kim’s negative perception China since the early stages of the war.  

                                           

167 김일성 전집 12, “조선로동당 중앙위원회 제 3차전원회의에서 한 결론, 1950년 12월 

23일”, p. 478. 
168 Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts over Armistice Talk  

of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North Korean  

Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.52. 

169 Peng’s statement that says “the Korean War as ‘a fight between me and McArthur’ shows  

his dismissing attitude of perceiving Kim. 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일  

[North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000) 75;  

Attaining the joint commanding authority on KPA-PVA forces was a crucial to both the  

parties of national sovereign and pride to both parties. Zhihua Shen, Mao, Stalin and the  

Korean War: trilateral communist relations in the 1950s (London: Routledge, 2012), p.387. 
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Upon the second issue of tension, the conflict on intermission also provoked and 

accumulated Kim’s grievance toward China170. Kim strongly wanted to continue the 

war when the tide of war turned into the favor of the socialist camp171. However, 

Peng’s insistence ceased the socialist camp’s march toward the south and executed a 

sudden intermission. To make matter worse, UN force used the intermission period 

as an opportunity for counter attack, reoccupying Seoul and marching over 

northward. Consequently, the socialist camp had to retreat back to the 38th parallel. 

Those series of frustration and disappointment resulted in Kim’s willingness for 

securing wider space for national autonomy. Later, Kim indirectly expressed his 

repulsion on China. Kim stressed KPA to fight with ‘our type of tactics’ by the end 

of January 1951. Pointing out specific points of doctrinairism toward on the Chinese 

military in detail, Kim emphasizes KPA commanders to utilize tactics and strategies 

that fits with ‘our case’172. Kim clearly noticed a necessity to reinforce political-

                                           
170 Kim took a determined attitude toward finishing the war without  

intermission when the anticipation of victory was on the side of the socialist  

camp. Kim made a statement as the supreme  

commander of KPA and ordered not to allow the enemy any time to  

take a breather. 김일성 전집 13, “서울시 해방에 즈음하여: 조선인민군 최고사령관  

명령 제7호, 1951년 1월 5일”, pp. 15-16. 
171 Kim had a clear position of favoring the troop to march southward consistently, not  

allowing to the enemy a time to breath taking advantage of the prevailing situation of  

socialist camp. He publicly expressed such position in his speech that “we should not allow  

any moment to the enemy a time to breath, nor to establish a new line of defense, nor to  

reorganize troops. 김일성 전집 12, “평양시 해방에 즈음하여, 조선인민군 최고사령 

관 호소문 1950년 1월 9일”, p. 436.  

172 김일성 전집 13, “우리의 전법으로 싸워야 한다: 조선인민군 지휘관, 정치일군들과 한  



84 

 

ideology education among the North Korean people173. 

Upon the third issue of conflict, the armistice talks, Kim came to have grievance 

against China as he could not stop the war when he sincerely wanted to. Kim’s own 

idea and plan on how to conclude the war with truce agreement was consistently 

ignored by Mao and Stalin. China’s attempt to compromise with U.S. infuriated Kim. 

Kim expressed his anger that “I would rather bear the war without Chinese help. I 

will not make concession to the enemy. I would rather start guerrilla war” to Park 

Heon-Yong after meeting174. Later when Pyeongyang’s position toward armistice 

was changed, Kim wished to conclude the issue with speed as his major concern then 

was to restore the North Korean society and economy175. Kim asserted to prepare for 

                                           

담화, 1951년 1월 28일”, pp. 94-97.  

173  김일성 전집 13,  “당원들과 근로자들 속에서 정치사상교양사업을 개선강화할데 대하

여:  

조선로동당 중앙위원회 조직위원회에서 한 결론, 1951년 3월 27일”, pp. 330-303.  
174 Kim’s anger was triggerd from Mao’s notification n their meeting on July 27, 1951 that  

China is willing to concede to U.S. offers if it agrees to determine thearmistice front line the 

same as military demarcation line. Yong-Sil Park, “Study of China-North Korea Conflicts  

over Armistice Talk of the Korean War and the Role of the Soviet Union,” Review of North  

Korean Studies, vol. 14, no. 3(2011), p.63-64. 

175 Economic stabilization within North Korean society was one of the most significant  

matters Kim was concerning already in December 1950. He clearly argued to work out the  

salvation of North Korea’s economic difficulties by its own effort. He stressed the party  

leaders not to rely on foreign assistance even though they are in the  

wartime. 김일성 전집 12, “조선로동당 중앙위원회 제 3차전원회의에서 한 결론, 1950년  

12월 23일”, pp. 484-485.  
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war rehabilitation early on before the resolution of armistice talks176. Stabilizing 

North Korean society and restoring the destructed economy were his main concern, 

hoping for resolution in the truce negotiation177. Still, it does not mean Kim promoted 

a strict economic independence from the socialist allies, representatively Soviet 

Union and China. Kim openly stated the brotherly aid from them would help 

accomplish North Korea’s restoration into a success178. Kim’s assertion of Juche was 

mainly aimed at promoting political autonomy179. 

                                           
176 김일성 전집 14, “전후도시복구건설준비사업을 추진할데 대하여: 조선민주주의인민공 

화국 내각협의회에서 한 연설 1952년 4월 21일”, pp. 462-466. 

177 김일성 전집 15, “전후건재생산을 위한 준비사업을 다그칠데 대하여: 조선민주주의인 

민공화국 내각협의회에서 한 결론, 1953년 3월 20일”, pp. 374-375; “전후경제복 구건설 방 

향에 대하여: 조선로동당 중앙위원회 정치위원회에서 한 결론, 1953년 6월 5일”, pp. 420- 

456; “평양방직공장을 빨리 복구건설하자: 경공업성 및 평양방직공장 책임일꾼들과 한 담 

화, 1953년 7월 29일”, pp. 481-485; “복구건설에서도 조선사람의 본때를 보여주어야 한다:  

황해제철소 지도일군 및 로동자들과 한담화, 1953년 7월 29일”, pp. 486-491.  

178 김일성 전집 16. “전후복구건설에서 건축가들과 건설기술자들의 임무: 전국건 

축가 및 건설기술자대회에서 한 연설, 1954년 3월 26일”, pp. 462-463. 
179 Kim promoted North Korea’s type of political system during the Korean War, even  

before the Sino-Soviet conflict. For instance, Kim argued for developing KWP as a mass  

party that embraces extensive rage of the population. Such party policy is distinction with  

Soviet Union and China as their policy allowed minority portion of population in  

becoming a national party member. Simultaneously, Kim frequently claiming to expanding  

ideological education within North Korean society. 

김일성 전집 14, “당단체들은 조직사업에서 의 몇 가지 결함들에 대하여: 조선 

로동당 중앙위원회 제4차전원회의에서 한 보고, 1951년 11월 1일”, p. 137; 김일성  

전집 14, “잡지 <정치지식>을 창간할데 대하여: 조선로동당 중앙위원회 부위원장 

에게 준 지시, 1951년 10월 15일”, p .94; “조국해방전쟁의 종국적 승리를 이룩하기 위하여  

인민군대앞에 나서는 몇가지 과업: 조선인민군 련대간부들을 위한 단기강습에서 한 연설,  

1952년 2월 7일”, p. 288. 
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However, the switched position of China to be stubborn to American terms on 

POW issue again clashed with Kim, delaying in reaching consensus. Consequently, 

the delay brought more cost of war and casualty, consolidating Kim’s negative 

feeling toward China as well as Soviet Union. In a meeting discussing the direction 

of armistice talks, Kim emphasized the withdrawal of all foreign armed forces from 

Korea as the most important prerequisite for maintaining stability in a state of 

armistice. He stated there always remains possibility of a new military clashes should 

foreign forces stay in Korean territory180. 

 

3. Analysis with MBJ framework 

Although North Korea’s serious efforts in systemizing Juche ideology began in 

1970s, Kim’s emphasis on the concept was started already in the mid of 1950s181. 

Km’s official statements referring to Juche concept in retrograde order is as below. 

The term Juche ideology was first introduced by Kim during his statement entitled 

“the Juche ideology of our party is the guideline for all the policy and activity” made 

in 16th December 1967 Supreme People’s Assembly meeting. Prior to that, Kim’s 

                                           
180 김일성 전집 14, “정전 담판 방향에 대하여: 정전담판 우리측 대표들과 한 담 

화, 1951년 7월 6일”, p. 4.  
181 Mikyung Lee, “North Korea's Foreign Relations and Chuche' Ideology:  

During The Korean War,” The Korean Journal of International Studies, vol. 41,  

no. 2 (2001), p. 73.  
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ideas on the concept Juche were already outlined in the mid-1950s with a speech 

entitled “On Eliminating Dogmatism and Formalism and Establishing Juche in 

Ideological Work”. And the term Juche as an ideology was first referenced in 

document in December 28, 1955 with the speech.  

Even earlier to that, during the Korean War, Kim inspirited the notion of self-

reliance in his 1951 November statement, saying “it is only our Party’s policy that 

corresponds to our benefit”182. He stressed the importance of having an ideological 

determination never to rely on other countries183. Also, Kim asserted North Korea to 

take initiative roles in the war, saying that “when the owner plays a leading role even 

under the state of receiving supports from other people, they feel worth of helping 

and will more actively participate184. When the post-war rehabilitation arose as the 

most urgent task with the conclusion on the armistice agreement finally in July 27, 

1953, Kim exclaimed to work in accordance with ‘our experience and our reality’ 

                                           
182 김일성 전집 14 “당단체들의 조직사업에서의 몇가지 결함들에 대하여: 조선로동당 중앙 

위원회 제4차전원회의에서 한 보고, 1951년 11월 1일”, p. 118. 
183 Admitting and expressing gratitude on supports of diverse socialist states, Kim asserted  

to enhance political ideology education and to discard reliability upon foreign powers.  

김일성 전집 14, “조국해방전쟁의 종국적 승리를 이룩하기 위하여 인민군대앞에 나 

서는 몇가지 과업: 조선인민군 련대간부들을 위한 단기강습에서 한 연설, 1952년  

2월 7일”, p. 289. 

184김일성 전집 15, “조선로동당은 조국해방전쟁승리의 조직자이다: 조선로동당  

중앙당학교 교직원 학생들 앞에서 한 연설, 1952년 6월 18일”, p. 25-27. 
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was stressed by Kim in implementing the task185. Admitting multiple cases of study 

abroad during the war period due to the poor surroundings for education, Kim 

asserted now it is time to refrain studying oversea and foster outstanding individuals 

domestically. Kim emphasized one can never achieve results if rely on others186.  

Based on those historical statements and records, this dissertation analyzes Kim’s 

memory and emotion during the Korean War in relation with the origin of Juche 

ideology under the Memory Based judgment(MBJ) framework. North Korea’s 

foreign policy strategy during the period of Sino-Soviet conflict in 1960s is the 

subject of North Korea’s judgment task. Analyzing Kim’s memory and emotions 

adopting MBJ framework makes sense as his judgment task in a new foreign policy 

environment fits the three requisites for its application.  

The first two requisites are satisfied in that North Korea’s. judgment task for 

developing foreign policy during the period was a surprise and a new task. Before 

the event of Sino-Soviet split, decision making authority within the socialist bloc 

highly centered upon Soviet Union187. Regarding the third requisite, the feature of 

                                           
185 김일성 전집 16, “우리의 힘으로 강선제강소를 복구하자” 강선제강소 로동자들과 한 담 

화, 1953년 8월 3일”, p. 5.  

186 김일성 전집 16, “자체의 힘으로 우수한 기술인재를 많이 양성하자, 훙남공업대 

학, 함흥의과대학 교직원들과 한 담화, 1953년 10월 18일”, pp. 139-141. 
187 Lorenz M. Luthi, The Sino-Soviet split: Cold War and the communist world,  

(Princeton, Princeton University Press, 2008).  
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judgment task given to Kim was more close to memory-based judgment than on-line, 

as decision making process of foreign policy ‘triggers information process 

mechanism that directly utilizes memory for judgment’ rather than ‘receiving 

information for the operator coming from the stimulus environment external to the 

subject’188. Based on that, the main argument of this dissertation is that through the 

three stages of information processing process consists of encoding, priming and 

retrieval, Kim’s negative memory and emotion accumulated throughout the war 

deeply influenced the origin of Juche ideology as a foreign policy.  

The 1960s is a period that left a huge impact on North Korea’s path for future. 

North Korea argued against Soviet Union and China, developing its own color in 

policy line as a small socialist state. Representatively, Kim, declared external Jaju 

(political independence) and Juche (self-reliance in ideology).  

It was the external context of Sino-Soviet conflict that made the period especially 

crucial to North Korea’s fate. Serious conflicts and tensions between the first two 

leading powers in the socialist camp in Asia was a new and a surprise event for North 

Korea. Consequently, developing North Korea’s new foreign policy in the unfamiliar 

situation required Kim to process information processing mechanism that directly 

                                           
188 Hastie and Park (1986), p.261.  
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utilizes long term memory for judgment, as there was no external stimulus that was 

given to provide information for the operator, directly influencing the working 

memory and the judgment operator.  

 

a. Three Stages of the Origin of Juche ideology 

Kim’s memory and emotions formulated during the Korean War functioned as a 

heuristic in formulating Juche ideology under the context, if analyzed with MBJ 

framework.  

The encoding stage may refer to the period of the Korean War which includes the 

three events of previous discussion in the section 1 of case study. During the 

encoding stage, Kim gained information about the way how China with Soviet Union 

deals with opinions of North Korea, and stored the information memory in a 

simplified form of schema. In other words, Kim’s memories and emotions of 

frustration, grievance and anger against China were stored as schema, which refers 

to an abstract theory that forms in mind as a result of an experience. The main content 

of Kim’s schema was that North Korea need to be more self-reliant. In short, Kim’s 

memory encoded during the Korean War is that it is of no use to expect from Stalin 

and Mao and that North Korea has to engage the full responsibility in its own fate. 

During a priming stage, the task operator selects information from the schema. 
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The period may refer to the period between the 1955 speech “On Eliminating 

Dogmatism and Formalism and Establishing Juche in Ideological Work” where the 

term Juche was firstly used and the speech “On Socialist Construction in the 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the South Korean Revolution” in 1965. 

In this stage of priming, Kim selected information from his simplified memory 

during the Korean War in outlining diverse concepts of self-reliance as a foreign 

policy strategy facing the Soviet Union’s revisionist movement after Stalin’s death. 

This implies that the unfamiliar environment, combined with North Korea’s policy 

need to develop a new direction adequate to changing context, fostered Kim’s idea 

for Juche, as expressed in his speech entitled “On Eliminating Dogmatism and 

Formalism and Establishing Juche in Ideological Work” in 1955. It is the first speech 

that referred the term Juche as below.  

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

as the customs of the Korean people. Only then is it possible to educate our people 

in a way that suits them and to inspire in them an ardent love for their native place 

and their motherland. 

Majority of previous literature in South Korea approach the series of purge on 

Kim’s political rival with a single framework of building personal cult in domestic 
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level of analysis189. However, this dissertation argues there do exist international 

factors that should not be ignored. As organized in table 3, the information selected 

from Kim’ negative memory on the behavior of China and Soviet Union during the 

Korean War can be analyzed to have fostered his rationale in drawing the concept of 

Juche as ideology.  

The retrieval stage of Kim’s judgment on the Juche ideology may refer to the time 

since the 1965 speech “On Socialist Construction in the Democratic People’s 

Republic of Korea and the South Korean Revolution”. In the retrieval stage, Kim 

conducted the judgment task, referring to those selected information during the 

priming stage. The judgment task of Kim under the unprecedented international 

environment of Sino-Soviet split was to develop a new foreign policy strategy that 

makes the best use of the situation. And the role of memory in foreign policy decision 

making is in providing Kim historical analogy in comprehending the situation and 

making a decision190. 

Kim’s judgment on the situation was to promote North Korea’s national autonomy 

                                           
189 The speech was delivered under the background of domestic political purge on rival  

parties that have close relationship with foreign powers as China and Soviet Union after the  

Korean War.  

190 Refer to Khong for the detailed function of historical analogy in the foreign policy  

decision making process. Khong, Yuen Foong. Analogies at war: Korea, Munich, Dien Bien  

Phu, and the Vietnam decisions of 1965. Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1992 
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to minimize scopes of possibility exposed to foreign intervention on domestic 

affairs191. These matter of infringement on national interest was a serious issue to 

North Korea as she had to face the presence of China simultaneously under the 

context of China’s delegated authority from Soviet Union in the Northeast Asian 

region. As a result, North Korea had to cope with the two dominant socialist powers, 

and her perception of wariness was more strong on China who is geographically 

more close to the border192.  

His judgment is well reflected in his speech “On Socialist Construction in the 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea and the South Korean Revolution” on 14, 

April 1965 in Bandung Conference. Kim declared North Korea’s self-reliance policy 

line. Three basic principles of Juche; political independence(jaju), economic self-

sustenance(jarip) and self-reliance(jawi) were organized in the speech. Emphasis on 

‘withdrawal of all foreign forces from Korea’, ‘strengthening the anti-imperialist 

movement in Asia’, and ‘strengthening the anti-imperialist movement in Asia, Africa, 

                                           
191 Referring to the past histories of experiencing foreign interventions, Kim clearly  

revealed his negative perspective toward imperialism in a discourse with Chinese delegation  

of culture. 김일성 전집 14, “중국문화대표단과 한 담화, 1952년 4월 4일”, p. 425.  
192 Suho Im, “What is Chinese influence on North Korea’s Jaju foreign policy?” chapter 8 

in Dukgu Jung, Soryong Choi, (eds) Sino-North Korean relationship at crossroad: China’s 

policy dilemma towards North Korea (Seoul: Joogang books, 2013), pp. 124-126. 
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and Latin America’ are the main subjects of this speech193. 

It was an event that Kim expressed his impression of the Third World countries’ 

promotion on external independence and firm attitudes against worshiping big 

powers. In the 2nd Conference of the Workers' Party of Korea held in October 1966, 

Kim acknowledged North Korea is a country who frequently suffered from foreign 

intervention, and that she will be one of the Third World countries who does not lean 

toward any big power194.  

This dissertation argues that this speech of 1965 was Kim’s way of declaring 

political independence from China and Soviet Union based on his memory and 

emotions accumulated from the Korean War. Although most parts of the speech 

consist of attacks revisionism within the socialist camp and great power arrogance, 

and despite the fact that he does not directly criticize China and Soviet Union, it does 

not mean the criticism is heading only against South Korea and American 

imperialism195. Rather, Kim’s intention in condemning capitalism also includes his 

                                           
193 Chrales K. Armstrong, “Juche and North Korea’s Global Aspirations,” North  

Korea International Document Project Working Paper no.1 (2009);  

https://www.wilsoncenter.org/sites/default/files/NKIDP_WP_1.pdf 

194 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), pp. 111-112.  
195 Dae-sook Suh, Kim Il Sung, the North Korean Leader (New York: Columbia  

University Press. 1988), p. 308. 
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declaration of strong will to work in accordance with spirits of self-reliance even 

against the socialist allies196.  

Juche ideology is an outcome of 10 year lasting concretization of Kim’s negative 

perception formed during the Korean War197. It played a huge role in diminishing the 

influence of Soviet Union and China, and declaring North Korea’s autonomous 

policy line. The 1965 speech is a reflection of Kim’s judgment over how to design 

North Korea’s foreign policy direction. In that regard, Juche ideology can be 

understood as the outcome of Kim’s frustrating memory and grievance emotions that 

was encoded and primed centering upon conflicts with China during the Korean War. 

 

4. Emotional Diplomacy 

Emotional behavior delivers messages. It is an essential part of how human beings 

communicate what matters. Emotional behavior performs such function also in the 

field of international relations between states as a manner in which they 

                                           
196 It is true that North Korea has received enormous economic assistance from various  

countries from the world while claiming Juche ideology domestically. Meanwhile, the main  

topic of this dissertation is reviewing Juche ideology as a political guideline that promotes  

political autonomy rather than economic independence. 

197 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p137. 
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communicate and interact with counterparts198. However, observation and analysis 

of emotional behavior transposing it from interpersonal issue to international issue 

is not so simple.  

The concept of emotional diplomacy can be a good option in overcoming the 

difficulty of merging emotional factors in to the scholarly discussion of international 

politics. It provides a theoretical framework for appreciating the nature, significance 

and consequences of emotional behavior between state-level, which provides 

additional explanation for making sense of diverse state behaviors what seems 

otherwise puzzling. 

Emotional diplomacy is a coordinated state behavior that explicitly and officially 

projects the image of particular emotional response toward other states. The term 

emotional diplomacy adopted here indicates only officially expressed emotions on 

the international stage199. States engage in strategy of emotions when they want to 

                                           
198 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p.2  

199 Hall explains that when state actors engage in emotional diplomacy, the emotions being 

conveyed are official, and official emotion is a completely different matter from personal 

emotion, adopting concept is "emotional labor” of a sociologist Arlie Hochschild and "team 

performance” of Erving Goffman. Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on 

the International Stage (New Work: University Press, 2015), p.2; Arlie Russel Hochschild, 

The managed heart: commercialization of human of human feeling (Berkly: University of 

California Press, 1979; Erving Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life (Gaden 

City: Doubleday, 1959). 
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bring the properties of emotional displays to frame certain issues, to reshape or 

maintain the state's prior image, or to redirect the character of inter-state relationships. 

Emotional diplomacy is a national strategy with which a state attempts to shape 

perceptions and behaviors of other during the process of carrying out emotional 

means in order to achieve a particular end. In that regard, it is not a simple rhetoric 

but is rather a strategic form of foreign policy behavior that can incorporate 

substantive gestures with important consequences in reality, from the issue of using 

force, providing aid or reconstructing prior relationship into a new phase. 

Top leaders’ emotion matters. That is because, not all actors are necessarily in 

equal position in conducting a team performance 200 . First, specific actors may 

occupy superior positions with higher "directive dominance,” implying the ability to 

orchestrate the performance in which a team engages201. In the realm of international 

relations, directive dominance is generally exercised by top leaders, those who are 

in charge of the most responsibility in setting foreign policy and entitled with the 

institutional power to do so202. The strategic actors who seek to match emotional 

                                           
200 Emotional diplomacy is a team performance that can be carried out by the combination 

of consistent behavior of actors within a nation, Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: 

Official Emotion on the International Stage (New Work: University Press: 2015), p.23. 

201 Erving Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life (Gaden City: Doubleday, 

1959) p. 97. 

202 J. D. Hagan, Does Decision Making Matter? International Studies Review; vol. 3, no. 2 
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diplomacy to the state's ends are those tope leaders. Meanwhile, the mechanisms 

through which the directive dominance by tope leaders in the realm of emotional 

diplomacy is exercised do vary203. 

Second, certain player may play a larger role in representing the team which is 

labelled as "dramatic dominance"204. Here the certain player refers to the figures who 

are more central to the performance, constituting a greater portion of the substance 

in it. Presidents, prime minister, or supreme leaders are the main exerciser of the 

dramatic dominance on the international stage, in that the extent and weight of 

influences from their behavior is much more than what a lower-level officer can 

make in general. Often, those who possess directive dominance also have dramatic 

dominance, although it might not be always the case205. The fact that Kim Il Sung is 

the figure who exercised the most overwhelming influence over the past decisive 

political affairs of North Korea provides grounds for justifying studying his emotions 

                                           

(2001), pp. 5-46; Daniel Byman and Kenneth M. Pollack, “Let Us Now Praise Great Men”, 

International Security, vol. 25, no.4 (2001), pp. 107-146. 

203 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p. 24. 

204 Erving Goffman, The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life (Gaden City: Doubleday, 

1959), p.101. 
205 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p. 24. 
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as a study about North Korea206. 

 

a. Diplomacy of Anger and Juche Ideology 

Emotional diplomacy can be delivered in diverse forms. Only the range of human 

emotion constrains possible variations of the sort. Among the variations, Hall 

(2015)’s concept of the diplomacy of anger can be a good tool in explaining North 

Korea's behavior in treating its one and the only major ally China back in 2017.  

Anger is a reactive emotion, a response to a wrongful violation or insult by a 

blameworthy party207. A feeling of anger entails the issues that matters to the actor 

in question, and thus communicates to its target the perceived significance of the 

issue at stake. Anger also entails moral components. It signals that others ought not 

to behave in such a matter that discomforts the actor, beyond just simple signal that 

others are behaving against one’s wishes. In that regard, anger signals one’s 

                                           
206 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p. 6.  

 
207 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p. 47; J. R. Averill, Anger and Aggression: An Essay on 

Emotion (New York: Springer, 1982), p.318. 
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judgment others’ conduct as unfair, unjust, or wrong208.  

There are several features of anger. Often, actors in a state of anger are seen as 

less rational or more prone to belligerent behavior who is likely to lash out at the 

source of the interruption or violation209. Anger also frequently entails discourses on 

accusation, blame or condemnation. Anger triggers actors to strike back and punish 

the cause of the offense, with the force of the reaction being related to the perceived 

significance of the violation in question. The intensity of the feeling anger is at the 

highest immediately after the violation and cools down with time goes by as the 

violation becomes a matter of the past. Therefore, anger is temporary. It is a direct 

reaction to a specific situation whose intensity will dissipate without further new 

provocations as time goes by. In sum. Anger begins with an immediate aggressive 

and punitive response to a perceived wrong and unjust behavior and subsides with 

time210.  

Anger involves diverse functions. In one side, it destructs relationship with others 

                                           
208 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p. 47 

209 Ibid.; R. S. Lazarus, “Progress on a cognitive-motivational-relational theory of 

emotion”, American Psychologist, vol. 46, no. 8(1991), p.226. 

210 Todd H Hall, Emotional Diplomacy: Official Emotion on the International Stage (New 

Work: University Press: 2015), p. 47 
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by accompanying possibility of extreme and aggressive behavior. On the other side, 

it serves the social function of rectifying a wrong by pursuing change of the wrong 

state, including methods of exacting retributions, eliciting compensations, or 

receiving an apology while revalidating the norms that was broken by the other211.  

The diplomacy of anger consists of an immediate, vehement, and overt state-level 

display in response to a perceived offense212. It invokes the discourse of outrage and 

threatens precipitous escalation in the face of future violations or behaviors that the 

state regards as a serious infringement. In that sense the diplomacy of anger features 

with characteristics of riskiness. Constructing particular issues as sensitive and 

volatile, moving them to outside the realm of standard cost-benefit calculations is 

the essence of its strategy.  

The diplomacy of anger has its own logic and trajectory213. It is composed of a 

vehement and explicit state-level emotional display in response to perceive offense. 

Although the diplomacy of anger threatens precipitous escalation in the face of 

further violations, the situation can be ameliorated by reconciliatory gestures, may 

                                           
211 Ibid., pp.321-322. 

212 The diplomacy of anger serves state actors to express that a normatively significant 

boundary has been crossed, thereby functioning as a means of constituting relines on the 

relationship. Ibid., p. 4. 

213 Ibid., p. 40. 
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lull and subside over time absent new provocations. Furthermore, the diplomacy of 

anger can also exercise a reciprocal influence on the emotional disposition of those 

that also practice tactics of emotional diplomacy.  

That said, while the diplomacy of anger is not necessarily more effective than 

traditional notions of coercion or threat, it does matter in terms of peculiar 

implications it brings about. First, the concept of diplomacy of anger entails 

significant difference for the overt messages state actors communicate. Second, it 

entails important difference for their particular sequencing of aggressive substantive 

actions. Third, the diplomacy of anger entails distinctive implication for the 

perceptions and responses of the state's targets, and fourth, for the subsequent effects 

of an intention214.  

Diplomacy of anger and coercive diplomacy may appear to share many things in 

common at a first glace. Both the concepts assume actors who place demands on a 

target. Both of them also involves the potential case of tension culmination to the use 

of force. However, the diplomacy of anger differs from the coercive diplomacy 

notably in the following four aspects. Firstly, the diplomacy of anger features 

distinctive expressive idiom. It deploys a rhetoric of outrage and accusation, coupled 

                                           
214 Ibid., p. 40-42. 



103 

 

with signals for the target to rectify the wrong. Its feature of entailing a especial 

moral tone, calling upon the target to restore the norms that were violated also makes 

it distinguishable from the traditional notion of coercion. Along with that, intentional 

gestures that convey displeasure by various means, including facial expressions, tone 

of voice, symbolic conduct of walking out of the meeting also composes divergence 

points from the notion of coercion. Those emotions embedded gestures are regarded 

unnecessary or superfluous factors in the standard concept of coercive diplomacy, 

while consisting an important part within the realm of the diplomacy of anger in 

building the image of official and corporate anger of the nation as a whole215.  

The second point of divergence resides in sequencing. In other words, the 

traditional logic of coercion and the logic of anger involves different trajectory in the 

implementation process. The former makes a demand, waits for a response and 

engages into substantive action in case the target does not comply. In contrast, the 

latter entails an immediate “lash out”, resulting a strong initial punitive and 

aggressive display which subsides over time absent further provocation, or by effort 

of the target to restore the norm and the relationship between themselves. Also, a 

chance to change is allowed to a target of coercion in order prevent the preannounced 

                                           
215 Ibid., p. 50. 
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retaliatory action with compliance. However, a target of the diplomacy of anger are 

expected to suffer first before being allowed to an opportunity for or de-escalation 

or reconciliation. An event where the diplomacy of anger is adopted represents a 

period of heightened sensitivity to defiant the behavior of the target during which the 

possibility of culmination over minor offenses increases216. 

The third point of divergence is the responsive ways where other states are likely 

to react to the fact of being target. The targets of the both concepts might consider 

themselves to have three options. One option is, running a risk of expanding the 

situation into higher tension with defiant response. Another option is, taking a 

especial caution in order to avoid even the small possibility of additional provocation. 

The other option is, expressing conciliatory gestures that would speed the process of 

reconciliation and reconstruction of the relationship. Conciliatory gestures, however, 

should be distinguished from payoffs. The diplomacy of anger, with its moral nature, 

consequently includes effort to reaffirm the norms that were broken and reestablish 

the relationship. Meanwhile, coercion is generally theorized as aimed at behavior, 

lacking the normative component that the anger possesses. 

The fourth point of difference stems from effects the diplomacy of anger 

                                           
216 Ibid., p. 51. 
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accompanies while the utilities are not necessarily better than that of standard 

concept of coercion. The diplomacy of anger has its own unique ability to mobilize 

and project an emotional image. Even when a state conducts aggressive and angry 

actions, appearing as if irrational, such behavior has its own benefits. The threats 

presented by the diplomacy of anger accompanies similar benefit, as they warn the 

targets with the possibility of sudden escalation of tension should a further violation 

takes place217.  

Based on those four feature of the diplomacy of anger, the most dramatic benefit 

of adopting the strategy is that it constitutes a particular issue as “emotional” and 

“explosive”, thereby making the issue as a subject of uncompromising matter. In 

other words, the display of collective and large scale expressions of anger enables 

the state actor to reinforce its message that a specific issue on dispute is beyond 

standard realm of politics and subject to emotional commitments that are 

nonnegotiable218.  

North Korea’s unprecedented aggressive response toward China in 2017 can be 

more comprehensively understood with the framework of diplomacy of anger 

                                           
217 Ibid., pp.36-43.  

218 Ibid., p. 52. 
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beyond the traditional concept of coercion. First of all, the event can be interpreted 

that North Korea attempted to set her nuclear policy as a nonnegotiable issue even 

to China. It seems China also understood North Korea’s signal to set the issue as a 

object for the diplomacy of anger, rather than genuine intention for deteriorating 

long-term future relationship, judging by the fact that China tried to subside the 

issue219.  

The concept of coercion does not catch such aspect of short-term fast culmination 

of tension and the quick decline. Second, the angry response reflects North Korea’s 

memory of her intervened sovereignty and her determination on own national 

security matters by China during the Korean War. North Korea’s condemnation on 

China in 2017 centered upon in blaming China’s behavior as intervening her own 

sovereignty and autonomy. Third, North Korea’s angry response can be interpreted 

as an attempt to project an angry emotional image that can warn other states, beyond 

mere China. It was an attempt to foster an image of angry actor showing the 

possibility of a sudden tension culmination if they further provoke North Korea’s 

perception of her sovereignty being intervened. Below the surface of the strategy of 

                                           
219 Charlotte Gao, “China refuses to condemn North Korea’s new missile  

launce,” The diplomat (August 30, 2017);  

https://thediplomat.com/2017/08/china-refuses-to-condemn-north-koreas-new- 

missile-launch/. 
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diplomacy of anger, Pyeongyang’s memory of loss of national autonomy by China 

and Soviet Union underlies that was formulated by Kim’s memory during the Korean 

War.  
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Ⅴ. Conclusion 

 

Emotions make impacts in foreign policy decision making. Emotions have 

conventionally been regarded as irrational factors that only lead decision makers 

astray in the field of international relations. However, decisions do not occur from a 

vacuum. Rather, individuals’ past choices and experiences provide the decision 

maker feedbacks when forming a new decision. That is because we learn lessons 

from our experiences once we recognize they are over and have important lessons to 

learn from220. In that regard, this research expands traditional analytical perspectives 

beyond rational expectation theories 

Individuals as well as state actors feel gratitude to those who help them in trouble 

while reevaluate those who refuse their request for help221. Kim’s perception of 

respect on Soviet Union was changed when his request for assistance was refused,  

                                           
220 These outcomes influence how we feel about past decisions, thereby affecting future 

decision making process and outcome. Rose McDermott, “The feeling of rationality: The 

meaning of Neuroscientific Advances for Political Science”, Perspectives on Politics, vol. 2, 

no.4 (2004), pp. 697-698.  

221 Soviet Union was praised in the context of helping North Korea’s liberation from  

Japanese imperialism based on proletarian internationalism, rather than directly as the  

supporter of the war as Kim showed his gratitude on China. 김일성 전집 14, “프롤레타 

리아국제주의와 조선인민의 투쟁, 1952년 4월 25일”, p. 469. 
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and he became skeptical on the unity of the socialist camp222. Kim’s perception on 

China was also changed going through the Korean War. That was because the 

unexpected crucial role China played in the war. Kim initially did not expect nor 

want China to play a huge role in the war. Later, initiatives turned out to be in the 

hands of China , not that of North Korea223.  

The origin of Juche ideology stemmed from Kim’s emotions and memories during 

the Korean War. That is because, Kim’s historical memories influenced the 

formulation of Juche ideology and became a part of heuristics in formulating Juche 

concepts, treating China, and coping with other diplomatic matters. Especially, 

distinctive conflicts between North Korea and China on the three issues of 

establishing Sino-Korean Joint Command, intermission in January 1951, and 

conditions for repatriation of POW frustrated Kim. Although it was Kim himself 

who initially planned and opened the war, but he couldn’t operate nor could conclude 

the when he wanted to. His memories and the accumulated emotions of grievance 

influenced his notion of self-reliance against China and the overall foreign relations 

                                           
222 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김정일 [North Korean Leaders Kim Il Sung and  

Kim Jung Il] (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p128.  

 
223 Jongcheol Park, “A review on China’s role in the Origins of the War and Objectives of  

China’s Intervention: f ocusing on David Tsui (徐澤榮)’s Chinese Military Intervention in  

the Korean War,” The Journal of Strategic Studies, vol. 56 (2012), pp. 230-231. 
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strategy. 

Juche ideology is an outcome of a decade’s long concretization of Kim’s 

skepticism on unity of the socialist camp. The origin of Juche ideology, focusing on 

Kim’s emotions and memory during the Korean War, can be examined adopting the 

MBJ framework from the field of cognitive psychology. Analysis on Kim’s emotions 

based on the MBJ framework suggests that Juche ideology can be understood as a 

policy outcome of Kim’s judgment task, facing the Sino-Soviet conflict in 19960s in 

the following aspects. Firstly, developing the alternative policy guideline with 

concepts of self-reliance was a surprise and new task, meeting the two conditions for 

the memory based judgment task. Secondly, through the three stages of information 

processing mechanism that consist of encoding, priming and retrieval, Kim’s 

memory and emotion accumulated throughout the war can be analyzed, showing 

how they influenced Kim’s foreign policy decision based on the self-reliance concept.  

During the encoding stage, Kim stored information of the ways how Soviet Union 

and China treated North Korea in cases of clash of opinions, and stored it in a 

simplified form of schema. During the Priming stage, Kim selected those memories 

in perceiving the surprise and the new situation of Sino-Soviet conflict. In the 

Retrieval stage, Kim proclaimed Juche ideology as the outcome of his judgment task 

to cope with the unfamiliar international environment. referring to his memories 
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formulated during the Korean War.  

In that sense, the first conclusion of this dissertation is on re-evaluating the 

implication of the Korea War as an event that cracked Sino-North Korean relations. 

While it is undeniable that the shared war experience was a chance to develop Sino-

North Korea blood alliance, the war clearly revealed conflicts and discrepancies 

between them. Moreover, the resolution process of overcoming the gaps was 

implemented in unfair means in the eye of Kim. He often had to involuntarily accept 

the unilateral imposition of China’s argument for the good of socialist camp as a 

whole. For those grounds, this dissertation concludes that the Korean War functioned 

as the source of cracking Sino-North Korean relations, beyond simply building it.  

The second conclusion is that origins of Juche ideology puts its root to Kim’s 

experience throughout the Korean War. Juche ideology has been regarded to 

originated in the year of 1955 for granted. That is because Kim used the term Juche 

officially in his announcement for the first time on December 28, 1955. The fact the 

term was first used in 1955, however, doesn't necessarily mean the concept was 

developed at that moment of the speech nor at that year. Ideology doesn't form 

overnight. Rather, Kim anticipated, hoped and frustrated throughout the Korean War, 

the first event where he acutely felt skepticism from the socialist allies since the 
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foundation of North Korea 224 . Those emotions were merged into a part of his 

cognitive psychology, resulting his strong will for self-reliance while securing 

distance from the asymmetric power structure of the socialist camp.  

This dissertation does not deny other factors and events, including structural 

context of Sino-Soviet conflict and Kim’s personal ambition in the August incident 

to had influenced the formulation of Juche ideology. At the same time, however, 

finding the origin of Juche ideology can be traced back to Kim’s memory and 

emotions from the Korean War as it was the first event where North Korea 

experienced a crucial deterioration in sovereignty and dignity as an autonomous 

independent state by its socialist allies since her foundation, thereby keenly realizing 

the need for self-reliance, especially against China. North Kora’s aggressive 

response to China back in 2017 can be more comprehensively explained by counting 

emotional factors and the concept of diplomacy of anger into account.  

 

                                           
224 To Kim Il Sung, opening the Korean War was an ambitious plan to reunify the Korean  

peninsula with North Korea’s dominance.  

believed North Korea will prevail in the war within a short period as the Chinese Communist  

Party did in the Chinese civil war. Kim planned to celebrate August 15, 1950 as the  

independence unification day of Korea in Seoul. 서대숙, 현대 북한의 지도자 김일성과 김 

정일, (서울: 을유문화사, 2000), p. 80. 
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초록 

국제관계학의 감정 연구 

 

한국전쟁과 주체사상의 기원 

이 지 수  

국제학과 국제협력전공 

서울대학교 국제대학원 

 

본 논문은 국제정치학의 감정연구로, 기억과 감정 요인이 외교적 의사

결정에 미치는 영향을 살피고 그 기능이 기존 합리적 행위자 모델의 가

정과 달리 비이성적 행위가 아님을 주장한다. 2017년 북한은 왜 유일한 

동맹국 중국을 향해 감정적 비난이라는 외교 전술을 펼쳤는가에 대한 물

음에서 시작하며, 그 근본 원인을 외교적 측면에서의 주체사상에서 찾는

다. 이러한 맥락에서 본 논문은 외교정책 결정에 감정과 기억이 결정적 

영향을 미친 사례로 주체사상의 기원을 탐구한다. 기존 연구가 1955년 

12월로 보아온 주체사상의 기원을 한국전쟁 시기로 거슬러 올라가, 북중

관계를 당시 북한의 지도자 김일성의 중국에 대한 인식의 틀에서 분석하

고, 외교적 측면에서의 주체사상의 기원을 탐구하는 것이 연구 의의이다. 

본 논문은 김일성 전집 사료에 기반하여 전쟁 중 김일성의 감정과 기억

을 복원한다. 

한국전쟁 시기 북중 갈등을 김일성의 감정에 주목하여 분석한 결과는 

다음과 같다. 북한과 중국은 초기 조중 연합사령부 창설, 1951년 1월의 

남진과 휴식, 그리고 휴전 회담이라는 세 사건을 중심으로 첨예하게 대
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립했다. 세 가지 사건 모두에서 한국전쟁의 근본적 당사자인 김일성의 

의견은 중국과 소련에 의해 좌절되었으며, 중국의 목소리는 스탈린을 통

해 관철되었다. 세 사건에 대한 사례 연구를 바탕으로 본 논문은 북중관

계에서의 한국전쟁은 양국이 혈맹관계로 발전한 계기인 동시, 중국에 대

한 북한의 부정적 기억과 감정을 유발하고 양자관계의 균열을 예고한 사

건이라 결론 내린다. 주권국가의 수장으로서 느낀 김일성의 좌절감은 외

교적 의미에서의 주체의 필요성을 절감하게 하였고, 이는 주체사상의 발

전으로 연결되었기 때문이다.  

김일성의 기억과 주체사상 창시라는 의사결정 사이의 관계는, 인지심

리학 연구자인 하스티와 박의(Hasite and Park, 1986) ‘기억력 기반 판단 

분석 틀(Memory Based Judgment framework)’에 적용하여 분석한다. 

MBJ 분석 틀을 통해, 기억과 의사결정이라는 두 요인이 어떻게 직접관

계를 가지며, 왜 한국전쟁에 대한 김일성의 기억이 주체사상의 기원이 

될 수 있는지가 탐구된다. 필요에 따라 대국에 대한 종속을 거부하는 북

한 주체사상의 외교적 기능은 아직도 유효하며, 2017년 북한의 대중 비

난 행위는 국제정치에서의 감정 요인을 고려함으로써 더욱 포괄적으로 

이해될 수 있다. 

 

 

 

주제어: 인지심리학, MBJ 분석 틀, 북중관계, 한국전쟁, 주체사상, 분노

의 외교술 

학번: 2017-27095  


	Ⅰ. Introduction 
	1. Puzzle 
	2. Analysis on Contemporary SinoNorth Korean Relations 
	3. Research Significance 

	Ⅱ. Literature Review on Juche Ideology 
	Ⅲ. Research Methodology 
	1. Theoretical Background: Cognitive Psychology 
	2. Analytical Framework: Memory Based Judgment framework 
	3. Path Dependence 
	4. Reliability and Validity 

	Ⅳ. Case Study: Korean War, SinoNorth Korean Conflicts and Juche Ideology 
	1. SinoNorth Korea Conflicts during the Korean War 
	a. Establishment and Control of SinoKorean Joint Command
	b. Southward Advancement and Intermission 
	c. Armistice Talks 

	2. Kim’s Perception of Grievance 
	3. Analysis with MBJ Framework 
	a. Three Stages of the Origin of Juche ideology 

	4. Emotional Diplomacy 
	a. Diplomacy of Anger and Juche Ideology 


	Ⅴ. Conclusion 
	Bibliography 


<startpage>9
Ⅰ. Introduction  1
    1. Puzzle  1
    2. Analysis on Contemporary SinoNorth Korean Relations  13
    3. Research Significance  16
Ⅱ. Literature Review on Juche Ideology  18
Ⅲ. Research Methodology  33
    1. Theoretical Background: Cognitive Psychology  33
    2. Analytical Framework: Memory Based Judgment framework  42
    3. Path Dependence  51
    4. Reliability and Validity  53
Ⅳ. Case Study: Korean War, SinoNorth Korean Conflicts and Juche Ideology  56
    1. SinoNorth Korea Conflicts during the Korean War  59
       a. Establishment and Control of SinoKorean Joint Command 59
       b. Southward Advancement and Intermission  63
       c. Armistice Talks  68
    2. Kim’s Perception of Grievance  78
    3. Analysis with MBJ Framework  86
       a. Three Stages of the Origin of Juche ideology  90
    4. Emotional Diplomacy  95
       a. Diplomacy of Anger and Juche Ideology  99
Ⅴ. Conclusion  108
Bibliography  113
</body>

