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    The Republic of Korea had issued a request to the United States for 
additional information as there had been a report that a U.S. Forces 
plane had dropped a bomb over Takeshima. This document, a note 
verbale, is a response from the United States to this request. In the 
note,  the United States stated that it could not verify the report, and 
reminded that its understanding of the territorial status of Takeshima 
was as stated in the Rusk's note (refer to the left). At the time this 
exchange of notes verbales took place, Takeshima was designated as a 
bombing range for use by the U.S. Forces. 

*Original English text shown with dotted lines
    “The Embassy has taken note of the statement contained in the 
Ministry's Note that “Dokdo Island (Liancourt Rocks)... is a part of 
the territory of the Republic of Korea”. The United States 
Government's understanding of the territorial status of this island 
was stated in Assistant Secretary of State Dean Rusk's note to the 
Korean Ambassador in Washington dated August 10, 1951.”

Note verbale from the U.S. Embassy in the Republic of Korea 
to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Korea

Document sent by the United States to Korea expressing 
once again the view set out in the Rusk's note
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Dated December 4, 1952

(2) Understanding of the United States and the United Kingdom
     on the territorial sovereignty of Takeshima

    The documents shown from pages 67 through 78 demonstrate 
that both the United States and the United Kingdom had 
understood Takeshima as a territory to be retained by Japan in 
the drafting of the San Francisco Peace Treaty, and there are 
many instances which the United States and United Kingdom 
expressed this understanding even after the peace treaty 
entered into force. For example, the provision of facilities and 
areas to the U.S. Armed Forces (Takeshima bombing range) in 
accordance with the administrative agreement between Japan 
and the United States in July 1952 was based on the premise 
that Takeshima is a part of the territory of Japan. This view was 
expressed even more clearly in an official document sent by the 
U.S. Embassy in the Republic of Korea to the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of Korea in December the same year, which set 

out that the position of the United States on Takeshima was 
precisely as it was set out in the official document dated August 
10, 1951 (the Rusk's note) (boxed section below).
    In addition to these, the U.S. government’s view of Takeshima 
as a part of the territory of Japan was also clearly shown in the 
1954 Report of the Van Fleet Mission to the Far East (→No.57).
    In our research conducted in FY2017, a telegram (dated July 
15, 1953) was found in The National Archives of the United 
Kingdom. This was sent by the British Embassy in Tokyo to the 
British Foreign Office to explain (report on) the Takeshima 
dispute. This telegram presents the view that “under Article 2 of 
the Peace Treaty […] Takeshima unmistakably forms part of 
Japanese territory.” (→No.56) 

Commissioned Research Report on the Takeshima-related Documents (FY2019) Commissioned Research Report on the Takeshima-related Documents (FY2019)

Signing of the 
San Francisco 
Peace Treaty

September 8, 
1951

Entry into force 
of the San Francisco 
Peace Treaty

April 28

Communication of the
Japanese government’s
position on Takeshima
to South Korea 
(first correspondence)

July 14, 
1953

ROK President 
issued a declaration 
concerning 
“maritime 
sovereignty”

January 18, 
1952 1955

Period IV

South Korea strengthened 
illegal occupation
of Takeshima

June 
1954

(2)–i. Understanding of the United Kingdom on the territorial sovereignty of Takeshima

Report to the British Foreign Office by the Embassy of the United Kingdom in Tokyo, 
communicating its view that Takeshima is a part of Japan’s territory
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Report from the British Embassy in Tokyo to the British Foreign Office 
on July 15, 1953 (Japanese claim to Takeshima, also claimed by 
the Republic of Korea) July 15, 1953

56No.
FY2017/P36

    On July 12, 1953, an incident 
occurred that a Japanese patrol 
vessel “Hekura” was shot at by the 
South Korean side. At the cabinet 
meeting on July 14, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs Okazaki made a 
remark that he would request both 
the U.K. and the U.S. governments 
to act as mediators  to resolve the 
Takeshima dispute(*1). In response 
to this, the British Embassy in 
Tokyo provided background 
information to the British Foreign 
Office regarding the Takeshima 
dispute. The Embassy clearly 
stated that “Takeshima 
unmistakably forms part of 
Japanese territory,” on the ground 
of Article 2 (paragraph a) of the 
San Francisco Peace Treaty (refer to 
p63).

Overview

*1  Reference article “July 14, 1953, 
Yomiuri Shimbun Evening Edition” (P. 
108)
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*Reference article “Requesting mediation of the USA and the UK 
/ Takeshima dispute / Takeshima in old times is present-day Utsuryo Island 
/ The basis of ownership Announcement by the Government” 
(July 14, 1953, Yomiuri Shimbun Evening Edition)
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5. Meanwhile you may wish to be considering 
what should be our attitude. If required to 
mediate we should of course have to ask both 
sides to present their case; but our preliminary 
view is that under Article 2 of the Peace Treaty, 
of which we are co-signatories, Takeshima 
unmistakeably(*sic) forms part of Japanese 
territory.

Excerpt

Repository: The National Archives (United Kingdom)

Repository: Niigata Prefectural Library (the part of the article held at this library 
is the one that appeared on the paper of July 15)

* N.B.: The faintly seen mark “×” is a show-through of the ink on a blank page, which is 
the back side of the corresponding page. The mark is not meant to deny the content of 
this page.
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