
Korea: 
An Alternative History
For decades, Americans have been fed a series of 
repeated stories concerning the status of northern 
Korea. Tales of mass starvation and brutal torture 
are told over and over, occasionally updated but 
essentially the same as those told when 
Washington first realized it could not defeat the 
national forces headquartered in Pyongyang.
These stories become more frequent and 
considerably more dramatic during those times 
the US military heightens tensions in the 
region. While some of these “reports” are probably 
based in fact, the more revealing aspect of their 
being told is the lack of context involved in their 
telling. In other words, most US residents have 
very little knowledge of Korean history and culture 
and, if asked, would most likely be unable to 
identify where Seoul or Pyongyang are on the 
map.  This serves the interests of the powers that 
be in DC quite nicely. If the citizens of an 
aggressor nation (which the United States 
certainly has been in Korea) are ignorant of the 
land and people their rulers wish to attack, then 
those citizens are likely to believe most anything 
they are told by those in power intent on making 
war.
This seems especially the case when it comes to 
Korea—now Washington’s longest surviving 
enemy.  Indeed, most all US political figures liberal 
and conservative, military members and media 
folks buy into the commonly held portrayal of 
northern Korea as a land ruled by a brutal 

dictatorship imposed originally from the outside 
that starves many of its people and enslaves the 
rest.  Even many of those who have expressed 
doubts about similar claims made by war hawks in 
regards to other nations (Iraq, Iran) believe such 
stories when it comes to Korea.
This situation exists because it strengthens the US 
argument for the continued occupation of the 
Korean peninsula and its maintenance of the state 
of not-quite-war.  The Korean history understood 
by many Koreans.  is a history of resistance to 
outside intervention; a resistance forged in blood 
from fighting Japanese and US invaders. It is also 
a history that emphasizes the self-reliance and 
independence of a people, and a of series of 
invasions and occupations they repelled over the 
centuries, like the Japanese occupation in which 
the Japanese stole Korean lands, enslaved its 
people and forced thousands of its women into 
prostitution to serve Japanese troops.
When the second of the twentieth century’s two 
great wars was over, Korea was free of outside 
domination.  Japan had been defeated and 
awaited its fate.  Meanwhile, the Korean 
people began to take back their country.  The 
resistance forces who had helped overthrow 
the Japanese occupation forces began to set 
up local and regional governing councils.  This  
action was supported by the Soviet Union but 
was strongly opposed by the United States, 
which had already decided it was going to 
make Korea its outpost in eastern Asia.
To this end, policy makers in Washington and 
generals in the Pentagon worked together to 
devise a way to destroy the popular 
government being constructed in Korea. In a 

now-familiar scenario, right-wing figures from 
Korea were given positions of power in the 
governing structure put in place by Washington, 
leftist and democratic organizations and 
individuals were imprisoned, tortured and killed by 
Washington’s clients, and fake elections were 
held.  Many of the officials in this government had 
also served the Japanese occupation regime—a 
fact that did nothing to make the US-imposed 
authorities any more popular. So, the resistance 
continued.
The military leadership of Kim Il-sung combined 
with the popularity of the resistance’s political 
platform proved a serious opponent to US plans.  
Ultimately, it was the strength and depth of the 
resistance that led to the intensification of 
hostilities, a division of the nation and the conflict 
the west calls the Korean War.
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Americans watching and reading the Corporate 
Media aka Fake News about the recent 
rapprochement between North and South Korea 
were subjected to a lot of critical, cynical and 
skeptical analysis, but one thing they were 
lacking—almost to a pundit—was genuine 
optimism. The dark mood of the US chattering 
classes compels one to ask: What do 
these media pundits know that the 
South Korean public doesn’t? What 
unique insight into the proceedings 
do they have that the general South 
Korean citizenry does not, these 
publications littered with quotes from 
the Atlantic Council, the Center for 
Strategic and International Studies 
and the Belfer Center for Science 
and International Affairs—all of 
which are funded by a combination 
of weapons contractors and 
NATO/GCC countries, and which 
primarily exist to defend the 
Washington foreign policy 
consensus?
According to a recent poll, 88% of 
the South Korean public viewed the 
recent peace summit between North 

Korean leader Kim Jong-un and South Korean 
President Moon Jae-in as a success. In addition, 
65% of South Koreans trust Kim Jong-un on his 
pledge to denuclearize, and Moon Jae-in’s 
approval ratings have shot up to 86 percent. 
Broadly speaking, recent developments between 
North and South Korea have been met with 

widespread optimism and 
praise from the South 
Korean public.
Reading US media, one 
would hardly know any of 
this.  The response in US 
media was the polar 
opposite to how these 
peace efforts are being 
received in South Korea. 
“Yada, yada, yada,” the 
perennial hawk Max Boot 
wrote disparagingly in the 
Washington Post about 
the “Korea summit 
hype,” adding that 
“there is very little of 
substance here.” Similar 
hot takes were offered by 
Nicholas Kristof and 

Nicholas Eberstadt in the New York Times, 
Jennifer Rubin in the Washington Post, Robin 
Wright in the New Yorker, and Michael O’Hanlon 
in The Hill. Their doubts were repeated and 
amplified as gospel by the usual critics on cable 
TV.
The kicker came on Sunday, April 29, when the 
Times’ Mark Landler painted the Korean summit 
as an affront to US national-security interests. 
Citing every establishment pundit he could find, 
Landler argued that a resumption of diplomatic 
ties between the Koreas “will inevitably erode 
the crippling economic sanctions against the 
North,” while making it hard for Trump “to 
threaten military action against a country that 
is extending an olive branch.” It was 
depressing to see such overt cheerleading for US 
imperial control over Korea in the media all of 
which echoed the conventional wisdom that we 
have gone through this before, and there was 
little new or plausible in the peace agreement.
When 88% of Soputh Koreans think something is 
good, and 95% of US media say that thing is 
bad, one should ask why that is.
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