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Contention 1 is Inherency

Joint Military Exercises cause North Korea to threaten nuclear retaliation
Hyung-Jin Kim, Associated Press Writer, 7-20-10, “US, SKorea to conduct military drills next week” (http://www.bnd.com/2010/07/20/1335397/us-skorea-to-conduct-military.html)

SEOUL, South Korea -- The U.S. and South Korea will launch joint military exercises this weekend to sharpen their readiness against North Korean aggression, the allies' defense chiefs, despite warnings from Pyongyang that the drills would deepen tensions on the peninsula. U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates said Washington and Seoul want to send a "clear message" to North Korea after the March sinking of a South Korean warship. Forty-six South Korean sailors were killed in the sinking, which an international investigation pinned on a torpedo fired from a North Korean submarine near the Koreas' tense sea border. The waters have been the site of several bloody skirmishes in recent years. 
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South Korean honor guard soldiers wearing traditional military uniforms, salute during a rehearsal for the welcoming ceremony of U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates in Seoul, South Korea, Tuesday, July 20, 2010. Gates, who arrived on Monday, will be joined by Clinton on Wednesday for high-profile security talks with their South Korean colleagues, a meeting meant to underscore Washington's firm alliance with Seoul as the two nations plan military exercises in a message of deterrence to North Korea. "These defensive, combined exercises are designed to send a clear message to North Korea that its aggressive behavior must stop, and that we are committed to together enhancing our combined defensive capabilities," Gates and South Korea's Kim Tae-young said in a joint statement issued Tuesday after their talks. North Korea flatly denies the accusations, and has warned that any punishment would trigger war. Gates arrived in South Korea late Monday for a series of high-profile security talks with South Korean officials. U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton landed in Seoul on Wednesday morning for a conference with Gates and their South Korean counterparts later in the day. The U.S. and South Korea say North Korea must pay for the sinking of the Cheonan, the worst military attack on South Korea since the 1950-53 Korean War. The two Koreas remain in a state of war because the conflict ended in a truce, not a peace treaty. South Korea's foreign minister, Yu Myung-hwan, told the YTN television network in an interview Tuesday that Washington is considering additional sanctions against North Korea. He said he expected a U.S. announcement on the issue on Wednesday. Clinton on Tuesday described South Korea as a "stalwart ally" but did not mention possible new sanctions. "It's particularly timely to show our strong support for South Korea, a stalwart ally, and send a very clear message to North Korea," Clinton told reporters in Kabul where she was attending an international conference on Afghanistan before departing for Seoul. "Tomorrow is a real show of solidarity."Gates said he and Clinton are to visit the Demilitarized Zone dividing the two Koreas on Wednesday to demonstrate their "steadfast commitment" to South Korea, where Washington stations 28,500 troops as deterrence against the North. The 155-mile-long (250-kilometer-long) DMZ serves as a buffer between the two Koreas and is strewn with land mines and guarded by hundreds of thousands of combat-ready troops.

At the height of the Cold War, the two Koreas occasionally exchanged gunfire along the DMZ. In 1976, two U.S. Army officers were hacked to death there with their own axes by North Korean soldiers. Former President Bill Clinton, who toured the no-man's land in 1993, reportedly described it as "the scariest place on Earth."South Korea and the U.S. plan to conduct a four-day combined maritime and air readiness exercise, dubbed "Invincible Spirit," off the Korean peninsula's east coast from July 25-28, their militaries said in a separate joint statement. About 8,000 South Korean and U.S. troops, more than 20 alliance warships and submarines including the massive aircraft carrier USS George Washington and 200 military planes are to take part in next week's drills, it said. The F-22 Raptor - the world's most advanced fighter jets - will also be flying training missions in and around Korea for the first time, it added. More joint drills would follow off Korea's east and west coasts in the coming months, the statement said. South Korea and the U.S. have said the drills are defensive-oriented, but the North has warned the training would only intensify tension because it is nothing but a preparation for an invasion. "The warmongers would be well advised to behave themselves, bearing deep in mind the consequences to be entailed by the above-said war moves," the North's government-run Minju Joson newspaper said in a commentary carried Tuesday by the official Korean Central News Agency. China has also opposed South Korea-U.S. military exercise, particularly one in the Yellow Sea, saying that would inflame tension on the peninsula. 
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NK threatens a sacred war that will be nuclear in response to joint military exercises
David Eimer, East Asian Corrospondent for the Telegraph, 07/24/10 “North Korea ready for 'sacred war' against South”
 http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/northkorea/7908078/North-Korea-ready-for-sacred-war-against-South.html
The latest threat from the DPRK came the day before a large joint US-South Korean naval exercise is scheduled to start off the Korean peninsula. It follows Washington’s announcement last Wednesday that it would impose new sanctions on the renegade regime. Pyongyang raised the prospect of using its small nuclear arsenal in any future confrontation in a statement from the National Defence Commission issued by North Korea’s official news agency KCNA. “The army and people of the DPRK will start a retaliatory sacred war of their own style based on nuclear deterrent any time necessary in order to counter the US imperialists and the South Korean puppet forces deliberately pushing the situation to the brink of war,” said the statement. On Friday, North Korea had promised a ‘physical response’ to the naval war games. But by threatening to use nuclear weapons, Pyongyang has further elevated tensions in the region that have been running high since the sinking of the South Korean warship Cheonan in March. Seoul claims a DPRK submarine was responsible for the loss of the corvette and the 46 crew on board. Sunday’s naval manoeuvres, which will see the nuclear-powered aircraft carrier USS George Washington join 20 other ships in the Sea of Japan, were planned as an effort to deter further aggression from North Korea. Pyongyang, though, has repeatedly denied sinking the Cheonan and claimed Saturday that the exercises were “nothing more than outright provocations aimed to stifle the DPRK through force of arms.” China, too, has criticised the drills and is unhappy with such a show of US military strength so close to its borders. Washington dismissed Pyongyang’s threat to use nuclear weapons as mere rhetoric. “What we need from North Korea are fewer provocative words and more constructive action,” said US State Department spokesman PJ Crowley. 
Plan Text 

Thus the plan: The United States Federal Government should stop the joint military exercises operated by the United States and South Korean Military in the Korean peninsula
China Advantage (1/5)

Contention 2 is US – China Relations

Relations with China are rapidly declining – freeze of all military Sino-US talks and naval standoffs prove 

Iskander Rehman, Visiting International Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, 7/7/10, Eurasia Review, "Deflecting The Assassin's Mace: Pentagon's New AirSea Battle Concept", http://www.eurasiareview.com/201007074555/deflecting-the-assassins-mace-pentagons-new-airsea-battle-concept-and-its-strategic-relevance-to-india.html
Over the past year, a whispering chill has settled over the waters of the Asia-Pacific, and as Sino-US relations continue their downward plunge, all talk of an emergent G2 axis based on mutual understanding and cooperation seems increasingly blithe. Already marred by a series of naval stand-offs in 2009, ranging from the harassing of the USNS Impeccable in the South China Sea to a mysterious collision between a Chinese submarine and the USS John McCain’s towed sonar array off the coast of the Philippines, Sino-US took a further blow earlier this year when Beijing unilaterally decided to freeze all militaryto- military contacts in response to the official confirmation of a long-announced 6.4 billion dollar arms transfer to Taiwan. The 9th Asian Security Summit, or Shangri-La Dialogue, held in Singapore last month, was the scene of tense verbal exchanges between US Secretary of Defence Robert Gates and General Zhu Chenghu of the Beijing National Defence University. This came only days after the Defence Secretary’s proposed fence-mending visit to the Chinese capital had been abruptly turned down.1 The Chinese government’s snub, cryptically imputed to the “visit’s inconvenient timing,” was a knee-jerk reaction not only to the Taiwan deal but also to the release of a new and potentially game-changing document named “AirSea Battle: A Point-of-Departure Operation Concept.” This 123 page report, which was released by the increasingly influential Washington DC-based Centre for Budgetary and Strategic Assessments (CBSA) in May, could not be more different in tone from the Obama Administration’s National Security Strategy, which preceded it by only a week or so. Indeed, while the latter expounds at length, and in rather woolly terms, the virtues of engagement, the AirSea Battle (ASB) concept, which has been subsequently validated by both the US Air Force and the Navy, is a terse, concise call for greater jointness between the two services in the WPTO, or “Western Pacific Theatre of Operations”, and is probably the most detailed blueprint for an armed Sino-US confrontation to have been released in the public domain for years. While its authors take pains to stress that the report is in no way a manifesto in favour of containment of China, or of a roll-back of the PLA’s military power, they do state quite clearly that the goal of ASB is to “offset the PLA’s unprovoked and unwarranted military buildup.” 2 This occurs at a time when China’s growing anti-access and area-denial capabilities (A2/AD) have fostered fears that US power projection in the region may become not only increasingly difficult due to its stagnating naval force structure, but also particularly risk-prone, thus leading to a slow but inexorable decline of American influence in the Asia-Pacific Theatre. This has led to widespread concern, not only amongst the cognoscenti of the US policy-making world, but also in Asia, where fears of an impending security vacuum have sparked a naval arms race. What follows is an attempt to shed some light on Asia’s rapidly morphing security arena, first by briefly outlining the emerging fault lines and potholes currently shaking the regional military balance; and secondly by summarizing some of the main ideas underlying the ASB concept. It will then be argued that, notwithstanding the fact that the Indian Ocean’s tactical environment differs greatly from that of the Western Pacific, India can nonetheless glean some valuable insights from AirSea Battle, most notably when it comes to countervailing Pakistan’s vigorous efforts to implement a strategy of offensive sea denial.
China Advantage (2/5)

China is opposed to US-ROK Joint Military Exercises for 5 reasons – Security, Strategic Thinking, Geopolitical Strategy, Security in the Korean Peninsula, and Sino-US relations – stopping it would be a bargaining chip in US-China relations
People's Daily Online, ”Why China opposes US-South Korean military exercises in the Yellow Sea” 07/16/10, 

http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90780/91342/7069743.html
Major General Luo Yuan, deputy secretary general with the PLA Academy of Military Sciences, explained the reasons why China is opposed to the U.S.-South Korean military exercises in the Yellow Sea in a recent online discussion with netizens on People's Daily Online. Luo pointed out five reasons behind China's opposition to the joint military exercises: First, in terms of security, Chairman Mao Zedong once said, "We will never allow others to keep snoring beside our beds." If the United States were in China's shoes, would it allow China to stage military exercises near its western and eastern coasts Just like an old Chinese saying goes, "Do not do unto others what you do not want others to do unto you," if the United States does not wish to be treated in a specific way, it should not forcefully sell the way to others. Second, in terms of strategic thinking, China should take into account the worst possibility and strive to seek the best results. The bottom line of strategic thinking is to nip the evil in the bud. The ultimate level of strategic thinking is to subdue the enemy without fighting. Preventing crisis is the best way to resolve and overcome the crisis. China's current tough stance is part of preventive diplomacy. Third, in terms of geopolitical strategy, the Yellow Sea is the gateway to China's capital region and a vital passage to the heartland of Beijing and Tianjin. In history, foreign invaders repeatedly took the Yellow Sea as an entrance to enter the heartland of Beijing and Tianjin. The drill area selected by the United States and South Korea is only 500 kilometers away from Beijing. China will be aware of the security pressure from military exercises conducted by any country in an area that is so close to China's heartland. The aircraft carrier U.S.S. George Washington dispatched to the Yellow Sea has a combat radius of 600 kilometers and its aircraft has a combat radius as long as 1,000 kilometers. Therefore, the military exercise in the area has posed a direct security threat to China's heartland and the Bohai Rim Economic Circle. Fourth, in a bid to safeguard security on the Korean Peninsula, the U. N. Security Council has just issued a presidential statement, requiring all parties to remain calm and restrained to the so-called "Cheonan" naval ship incident, which had caused a major crisis on the Korean Peninsula. On the other hand, the joint military exercise by the United States and South Korea on the Yellow Sea has created a new crisis. This is another reason why China strongly opposes the military exercise on the Yellow Sea. In order to safeguard security on the Korea Peninsula, no country should create a new crisis instead they should control and deal with the existing one. Fifth, in terms of maintaining China-U.S. relations, especially the two parties' military relations, China must declare its solemn stance. China has been working to promote the healthy development of China-U.S. military relations. Therefore, China has clearly declared that it is willing to promote the development of the two parties' relations. Deputy Director of the General Staff Gen. Ma Xiaotian has also expressed his welcome to U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates to visit China at a proper time. Ma had made it clear at the meeting in Singapore that three key problems greatly impeded China-U.S. exchanges. First, the Unites States' arms sales to Taiwan. Second, the frequently detected American military aircraft and ships over and on the East and South China seas at close range. Third, the 2000 U.S. National Defense Authorization Act and the Delay Amendment restricted military exchanges with China in 12 fields. The current barriers have not been eliminated, while the United States has created another obstacle. This time, they not only sent military ships, nuclear submarines and Arleigh Burke-class guided missile destroyers, but also aircraft carriers. Luo added that a U.S. aircraft carrier had once been in the Yellow Sea in 1994, also known as the "Kitty Hawk issue," which caused strong reactions from China at that time. After that, aircraft carriers have never appeared in the Yellow Sea area. The United States and South Korea said that the joint military exercise aims at putting pressure on North Korea and deterring North Korea's submarines. However, as the Yellow Sea is a marine outlet, the joint military exercises actually include the task of military surveillance. Any aircraft carrier has strong reconnaissance and early warning capacities therefore it can also monitor and detect on the circumjacent hydrologic geology, meaning that it can detect Chinese marine outlets over and over again. As the Yellow Sea is a high sea, the aircraft carrier can also detect the hydro-geological conditions of China's submarines' channels out to sea. Therefore, the two purposes of the joint military exercise, strategic reconnaissance and testing initial combat plans, will pose a threat to China. The United States has always talked about the China military as a threat, but this joint military exercise by the United States and South Korea proved that it is not China but the U.S. military that is the threat.
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Moving the exercises from the west to the east coast of Korea is not enough to solve – not substantial

Rachel O’Brian, staff writer for AFP, 7/22/10, “Strained US-Sino ties loom at Asia security forum”, http://www.google.com/ hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5hjo1aP6h4naTjW5cl_-_eS2hXBWg)
US and South Korean plans to hold a series of naval drills from Sunday in response to North Korea's alleged torpedoing of a South Korean warship in March are the latest source of bad blood between Beijing and Washington. The drills off the Korean peninsula -- relocated from the Yellow Sea due to Chinese objections -- are designed as a warning to nuclear-armed North Korea over the sinking of the warship with the loss of 46 lives, Gates said. Pyongyang denies involvement and Beijing has refused to blame its communist ally. "We resolutely oppose foreign military ships and planes coming to the Yellow Sea and other waters near China to engage in activities that affect China's security interests," Chinese foreign ministry spokesman Qin Gang said. During a visit to South Korea this week, Gates acknowledged he was "disappointed" at China's rebuff of his scheduled visit in June but said he was willing to move forward. "I remain open to rebuilding and strengthening military-to-military dialogue between the United States and China because I think it can play an important role in preventing miscalculations and misunderstandings," he said. Even so, top US commanders have made it clear they are watching China's military buildup, particularly its naval reach into disputed territories in the resource-rich South China Sea. Speaking to US troops in South Korea on Wednesday, top US officer Admiral Mike Mullen said China's military had made "a fairly significant investment in high-end equipment" including satellites, aircraft, anti-ship missiles and a planned aircraft carrier group. He called the move a "strategic shift, where they are moving from a focus on their ground forces to focus on their navy, and their maritime forces and their air force". US officials worry that China's more assertive stance in the Pacific Ocean and its anti-ship missile arsenal, capable of striking aircraft carriers, could undercut America's long-dominant naval power in the region. Shi Yinhong, an expert on Sino-US military ties at Renmin University in Beijing, said the relocation of the US-South Korea naval drills from the Yellow Sea would not be enough to re-build trust. "That alone will not help Sino-US relations and the resumption of military ties," he said. "The opportunity to fully resume military exchanges has been lost due to the military exercises." Analysts said ASEAN member states would be looking on in horror as their immediate concerns -- such as territorial claims to islands in the South China Sea -- are drowned out by the noise of Sino-US tensions. Beijing lays claim to the entire sea but ASEAN members Brunei, Malaysia, the Philippines and Vietnam have claims to the Spratly archipelago, along with Taiwan. Vietnam also claims the more northerly Paracels. The United States meanwhile demands unfettered access to vital sea lanes in the area. "The current chill in Sino-US military relations is quite unwelcome at the ASEAN Regional Forum," Center for Strategic and International Studies analyst Ernie Bower said.
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Stopping the military exercises would prevent escalation of tensions with China

Wen Wei Po, Hong Kong newspaper, 7/7/10 (re-reported in BBC Monitoring Asia Pacific, "Hong Kong paper accuses US of 'provoking' China with scheduled military drill", lexis)
In response to the joint military exercise that the United States and the ROK militaries would carry out in the Yellow Sea as they announced, Qin Gang, spokesman for the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, said yesterday that under the current situation, all sides should keep their composure and exercise restraint, and should not do anything that may aggravate the regional tension and do harm to the national security interests in this region. In the past days running, senior Chinese military leaders openly expressed strong opposition to the entry of the US aircraft carrier into the Yellow Sea, and emphasized that China has strong will and capability to deal strikes at any invading foreign warships. The United States' action of carrying out a military exercise in an area critically sensitive to China's security under the pretext of the Ch'o'nan [Cheonan] incident will be an extremely serious military provocation to China, not only reflecting the United States' hegemonic arrogance, but also showing that the United States has extended its strategy of containing China to the military domain in an undisguised manner. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and made clear its clear-cut attitude. This was a necessary move for safeguarding regional peace. The United States should understand that Sino-US cooperation will benefit both sides, but Sino-US struggle will do harm to both sides, immediately stop its activities of military provocations, and prevent the escalation of the tense situation. In the past, the US military mainly carried out exercises in the Sea of Japan. This time, while the situation on the Korean Peninsula became tense drastically because of the Ch'o'nan incident, the United States indicated in a high-profile manner that it would carry out a joint military exercise with the ROK in the Yellow Sea, and announced that it would dispatch an aircraft carrier to take part in the drill. This was actually a targeted action of provoking China, as described in a Chinese proverb - "Xiang Zhuang's sword dance was aimed at killing Pei Gong who was then watching aside". The Yellow Sea is the gateway to the North China region where Beijing, China's national capital, is located. If American aircraft carriers can freely move into this sensitive area, that will put China's Liaodong Peninsula and Shandong Peninsula completely within the attack range of the US military force. This move taken by the US military will obviously smack of military deterrence. On one hand, the show of force in the Yellow Sea may give a warning to the DPRK; on the other hand, this is also to flex muscle towards China and conduct strategic reconnaissance against China's coastal military facilities. No matter what is the purpose, the United States' military presence at the door of China will do nothing good to the easing of the situation on the Korean Peninsula, but will just escalate the confrontation atmosphere in that region. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and first carried out live fire shooting training in the East Sea, showing that China would not be indifferent to the United States' threats, and had capability and determination to protect her national security and the regional stability.

Decreased US-Sino ties lead to regional instability, prolif, and nuclear war

Eschan Adhariri, Armed Forces college national security professor, August 1, 1999 (Jane’s Intelligence Review, online)

Looking ahead, a continued deterioration of Sino-US ties does not bode well for the regional stability of the very large and equally important Asia Pacific. Yet this regional stability might be negatively affected for a long time if Washington and Beijing fail to bounce back from this fiasco and assiduously work to improve their strategic relations. In the meantime, the issue of immediate concern for the USA is nuclear non-proliferation. Immediate work has to be done by both sides to minimize damages on this issue. The PRC, armed with the knowledge of America's premier nuclear programs, is likely to be a much more sought after sources for nuclear proliferation than it has ever been in the past by those countries keenly interested in enhancing the sophistication of their extant nuclear programs and by those who have not yet developed indigenous nuclear know-how but desire to purchase it. China, along with Russia, has an established record proliferating nuclear technology. This reality is not likely to change in the foreseeable future, much to the continued consternation of now-nuclear India. The increased nuclear sophistication on the troubled subcontinent carries with it the risk of a potential nuclear holocaust. The Kashmir issue still remains unresolved and very explosive given the continued intransigence of both India and Pakistan to amicably resolve it.
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War with China goes nuclear

Charles R. Smith   Professor of Politics and History, Marymount University Formerly military historian and research analyst for Data Memory Systems, Inc., a historical evaluation and research organization Tuesday, Aug. 14, 2001  “War With China” http://archive.newsmax.com/archives/articles/2001/8/14/174213.shtml

Fiction? Then consider this fact: The United States has no defense against a missile attack. The U.S. has NO missile defense and is only testing a limited system that might stop one or two missiles. Those who minimize the Chinese strategic forces frequently state that China has only 20 missiles. These people are fools playing games with the lives of millions of innocent humans. They fail to mention that each Chinese strategic missile is tipped with a multi-megaton H-bomb that can vaporize a city. In the previous scenario, Chinese forces used only half their current strategic and tactical missiles in a single attack, turning 10 of the top U.S. cities and most of free Asia into charred, radioactive wastelands. China apologists also question whether Beijing is willing to wage war against America. However, the Chinese military makes it very clear it wants nuclear combat with the U.S.A. According to an August 1999 policy document published by the People's Liberation Army Office of the Central Military Command, "unlike Iraq and Yugoslavia, China is not only a big country, but also possesses a nuclear arsenal that has long since been incorporated into state warfare system and play a real role in our national defense." "In comparison with the U.S. nuclear arsenal, our disadvantage is mainly numeric, which in real wars the qualitative gap will be reflected only as different requirement of strategic theory," states the PLA military document. "In terms of deterrence, there is not any difference in practical value. So far we have built up the capability for the second and third nuclear strikes and are fairly confident in fighting a nuclear war. The PCC [communist Party Central Committee] has decided to pass though formal channels this message to the top leaders in the U.S." China also has recently tested a new long-range missile capable of reaching America, the DF-31. The DF-31 is capable of delivering a single multi-megaton H-bomb or up to three 90-kiloton nuclear bombs. The most recent DF-31 test took place earlier this year, and some Pentagon analysts expect the PLA Second Artillery will begin active deployment of DF-31 units early next year. 1,000 Nuclear Missiles by 2006. Clearly, China apologists must seriously consider the growing capability of Beijing's nuclear missile forces, including the tremendous buildup of short-range tactical missiles. China continues to deploy short-range "Dong Feng" or "East Wind" missiles. China has a force of nearly 500 DF-15 and DF-11 mobile tactical missiles and at the current rate of production will have more than 1,000 missiles by 2006. The Soviet Union and the U.S. considered the short-range tactical missile to be the most dangerous threat to peace because of its short flight time. Despite the tension between Moscow and Washington, both sides agreed to withdraw and ban the weapons. The Soviet SS-20 Saber and U.S. Pershing missiles were dismantled and destroyed. It is worth noting that each Chinese DF-15 tactical missile has a flight time of less than four minutes, from launch to impact. Today, China dominates the tactical nuclear missile category and frequently demonstrates that fact. In 1996, China dropped dummy DF-15 warheads just off Taiwan's coastline.
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Contention 3 is 6 Party Talks 

Scenario 1 is North Korean war
North is ready to resume six-party talks – sees exercises as grave threats – ending the exercises would be a bargaining chip

Donald Kirk, Correspondent for the Christian Science Monitor, 07/22/10 “North Korea denounces war games, but is still game for six-party talks” http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0722/North-Korea-denounces-war-games-but-is-still-game-for-six-party-talks
 At a time when North Korea is attempting to show it's ready to resume six-party talks on its nuclear weapons program, Pyongyang fired off a volley of rhetoric aimed at joint US and South Korean military exercises. The denunciation, one day after the US announced new sanctions may increase regional tensions, say analysts, but does not mean fresh clashes are likely. At the regional forum of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) in the Vietnamese capital of Hanoi, North Korean spokesman Ri Tong-il characterized US and South Korea war games as “a grave threat to the peace and security not only of the Korean peninsula but of the region.” While Mr. Ri’s tone was typical of North Korean denunciations of the annual US and South Korean exercises staged every spring, analysts fear North Korea may be using the war games to raise the temperature in the wake of the sinking of a South Korean navy ship in the Yellow Sea. The war games are slated to begin Sunday off South Korea's east coast. "[North Korea sees] the exercises as a real danger,” says Kim Bum-soo, a scholar on international relations and editor of an influential conservative magazine. “If we carry out the exercises, North Korea needs to fly its own fighters, to take defensive measure," he advises. But North Korea’s aging warplanes, mostly Russian-built MiGs, are not likely to go anywhere near the exercises. They remain grounded much of the time due to of a lack of fuel and spare parts. “I don’t think there will be retaliation in the near future,” says Mr. Kim, even though “the exercises will increase tensions.” He says he sees pressure against North Korea as building on the basis of “two-plus two talks” – that is, the meetings this week between Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates and their South Korean counterparts in Seoul. North Korea appears to see those meetings, and the exercises, as the basis for revving up a diplomatic campaign intended to show its willingness to return to six-party talks on its nuclear weapons. North Korea’s spokesman says the country would return to the talks on North Korea’s nuclear program, last held in Beijing in December 2008, if they were held on “an equal footing” with other participants.
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Joint military exercise kills the six-party talks and undermines NK willingness to negotiate

Zhu Lin, staff writer from Xinhua News, 03/11/10 http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/indepth/2010-03/11/c_13207191.htm
The annual joint military exercise of the United States and South Korea, which the two parties termed as purely defensive, is feared to dampen the efforts to reopen the six-party talks and may also undermine the volatile inter-Korean relations. On Thursday, the U.S.-South Korean military exercise, codenamed "Key Resolve/Foal Eagle," has entered the fourth day of its 11-day run. First launched in 1968, the "routine exercise" by the two militaries has continued to this year without interruption, with only names changed. Also unshaken is the military cooperation between the U.S. and South Korea, which is buttressed by joint exercise and annual ministerial-level Security Consultative Meetings. This year's drill engages about 10,000 U.S. troops and 8,000 reinforcement personnel for the Key Resolve exercise and it also involves some 20,000 South Korean troops in the Foal Eagle one. It includes live firing by U.S. Marines, aerial attack drills and urban warfare training across South Korea. The United States and South Korea argued that the joint exercise is aimed at rehearsing the defense of South Korea in case of emergencies and improving combined operational posture between the two militaries, while the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK) denounced it as preparation for a nuclear attack. The joint exercise this year is confronted with more vehement reaction from the DPRK side as its army spokesman declared an end to military dialogue between the DPRK and South Korea and the high command ordered the entire army, navy and air force into a state of alert. In protest against the joint exercise, the DPRK also threatened to halt its denuclearization process, strengthen its nuclear deterrence and be no longer bound by the truce that ended the 1950- 53 Korean War, as the two sides are technically at war with no peace treaty signed. 
SIX-PARTY TALKS FURTHER STALLED The U.S.-South Korean joint drill came amid a rather sensitive time as various diplomatic efforts are being made to bring the DPRK back to the negotiation table for denuclearization on the Korean Peninsula. However, the positive signs, which the DPRK had shown during a flurry of inter-Korean talks and a recent exchange of high-level visits between Beijing and Pyongyang, seem to have been reduced to nothing. The DPRK said in an earlier statement that it will not rejoin the suspended six-party talks, which it quit last April in protest against UN sanctions, or hold further military dialogue only if the joint military drill is dropped and the UN sanctions are lifted. 
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Six party talks is the only way to solve the NK nukes – US can’t solve problem alone, UN Security Council does not include all involved countries, and it prevents NK from playing countries against one another

Peter Van Ness, visiting fellow in the Contemporary China Centre and the Department of International Relations at the ANU, coordinator of the project on peace building in Northeast Asia, 06/23/09, “Stick to the Six Party Talks on North Korea” http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/06/23/stick-to-the-six-party-talks-on-north-korea/ 
The DPRK has now tested a second nuclear device, launched more missiles, and even nullified all of its agreements from previous negotiations, including the truce that ended the Korean War (1950-1953). After the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 1874, more provocations followed. Clearly Kim Jong-Il’s first priority is to keep his regime in power, and it is very likely that Pyongyang sees nuclear weapons adventurism as the best way to do that. If so, what can be done to dissuade the DPRK and move to a new course? None of North Korea’s neighbours want to see the regime collapse for fear of thousands of refugees and a fundamental destabilization of the region. But to permit North Korea to emerge as a nuclear-weapons power would probably produce a nuclear arms race in the region with serious implications for non-proliferation elsewhere in the world, including Iran and with respect to non-state actors. Compounding the difficulty in dealing with this situation, there are doubts about whether Kim Jong-Il is in complete control after apparently suffering a stroke last August – it is reported that he has chosen his youngest son, Kim Jong-Un, as his successor. Why is the Six Party Talks still the best venue for working out a joint response to North Korea’s provocation when Pyongyang insists that the Talks are dead and that it would not participate? Resolutions from the United Nations Security Council can be helpful, but its deliberations to date have been characterized more by demonstrating serious differences among the major powers rather than providing a context for reaching agreement about how to proceed. Let me suggest three main reasons for choosing the SPT as the best venue to build a viable policy response to North Korea. 1. The United States cannot resolve this problem by itself. President Obama will need the core countries in the region to put together a successful strategy to deal with North Korea. As Henry Kissinger has argued, ’No long-term solution of the Korean nuclear problem is sustainable without the key players of Northeast Asia, and that means China, South Korea, the United States and Japan, with an important role for Russia as well.’ The SPT includes all of these core countries; the UN Security Council does not. Moreover, the Security Council includes two members with veto power, the UK and France, which are not directly involved in the confrontation, and ten more members elected for a two-year terms — all countries that have their own separate interests to be served when debating about how to deal with the Korean problem. President Obama needs to bring together only the key players to build a consensus about how to deal with the DPRK. 2. A fundamental principle in North Korean strategy, as we have seen time and again in previous negotiations, is to attempt to play countries against one another. To defend against this approach, it is best to address the DPRK in a negotiation in which all of the most affected countries, but no others, directly participate. The objective should be to address Pyongyang with one voice and a shared commitment to sustain the positions being put forward. Whether the decision is to impose additional sanctions or to provide further positive inducements, or some combination of the two, all parties should be firmly supportive of the initiative so that Pyongyang cannot play them against each other. 
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NK has enough plutonium for 6 atomic bombs and will use them if in conflict
Japan Today 3-26-10 “North Korea vows 'nuclear strikes' in latest threat” 
(http://www.japantoday.com/category/world/view/n-korea-vows-nuclear-strikes-in-latest-threat)
North Korea’s military warned South Korea and the United States on Friday of “unprecedented nuclear strikes” over a report the two countries plan to prepare for possible instability in the totalitarian country. The North routinely issues such warnings and officials in Seoul and Washington react calmly. Diplomats in South Korea and the U.S. instead have repeatedly called on Pyongyang to return to international negotiations aimed at ending its nuclear programs. “Those who seek to bring down the system in the (North), whether they play a main role or a passive role, will fall victim to the unprecedented nuclear strikes of the invincible army,” North Korea’s military said in comments carried by the official Korean Central News Agency. The North, believed have enough weaponized plutonium for at least half a dozen atomic bombs, conducted its second atomic test last year, drawing tighter U.N. sanctions. Experts from South Korea, the U.S. and China will meet in China next month to share information on North Korea, assess possible contingencies in the country, and consider ways to cooperate in case of an emergency situation, South Korea’s Dong-a Ilbo newspaper reported earlier this month, citing unidentified sources in Seoul and Beijing. The experts will also hold follow-up meetings in Seoul in June and in Honolulu in July, it said. The North Korean statement Friday specifically referred to the March 19 newspaper report. A spokeswoman said the South Korean Defense Ministry had no information. South Korean media have reported that Seoul has drawn up a military operations plan with the United States to cope with possible emergencies in the North. The North says the U.S. plots to topple its regime, a claim Washington has consistently denied. Last month, the North also threatened a “powerful—even nuclear—attack,” if the U.S. and South Korea went ahead with annual military drills. There was no military provocation from North Korea during the exercises. China, Japan, Russia, South Korea and the U.S. have been trying to persuade North Korea to give up its nuclear weapons in six party talks. The North quit the negotiations last year. The fate of the North’s nuclear weapons has taken on added urgency since late 2008 as concerns over the health of leader Kim Jong Il have intensified. Kim, who suffered an apparent stroke in 2008, may die within three years, South Korean media have reported. His death is thought to have the potential to trigger instability and a power struggle in the North.
A Korean conflict causes global thermonuclear exchange killing all life.
Chol Director Center for Korean American Peace’02 (Chol,  2002 10-24, http://nautilus.org/fora/security/0212A_Chol.html)

Any military strike initiated against North Korea will promptly explode into a thermonuclear exchange between a tiny nuclear-armed North Korea and the world's superpower, America. The most densely populated Metropolitan U.S.A., Japan and South Korea will certainly evaporate in The Day After scenario-type nightmare. The New York Times warned in its August 27, 2002 comment: "North Korea runs a more advanced biological, chemical and nuclear weapons program, targets American military bases and is developing missiles that could reach the lower 48 states. Yet there's good reason President Bush is not talking about taking out Dear Leader Kim Jong Il. If we tried, the Dear Leader would bombard South Korea and Japan with never gas or even nuclear warheads, and (according to one Pentagon study) kill up to a million people." Continues…The first two options should be sobering nightmare scenarios for a wise Bush and his policy planners. If they should opt for either of the scenarios, that would be their decision, which the North Koreans are in no position to take issue with. The Americans would realize too late that the North Korean mean what they say. The North Koreans will use all their resources in their arsenal to fight a full-scale nuclear exchange with the Americans in the last war of mankind. A nuclear-armed North Korea would be most destabilizing in the region and the rest of the world in the eyes of the Americans. They would end up finding themselves reduced to a second-class nuclear power.
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Scenario 2 is Kaesong Industrial Complex

6 Party talks will focus on Korean p

eace and security – successful talks will lead to development of the Kaesong Industrial Complex

Chon Hyun Joon, Senior Researcher, Korea Institute of National Unification and Institute for Far Eastern Studies 01/25/10 “THE NORTH KOREAN NUCLEAR ISSUE AND ‘SIX-PARTY TALKS’” - IFES
Therefore, it appears that the North will double its efforts in the future to conclude a U.S.-DPRK peace agreement in order to resolve the nuclear issue and, of course, to ensure regime stability. On January 11, a North Korean Foreign Ministry statement proposed a meeting of parties involved in the armistice to discuss a peace agreement. This is evidence that the North’s diplomatic offensive has begun. We need to take advantage of the North’s positive stance. Now a six-party summit meeting needs to be convened in order to resolve the North Korean nuclear issue, as it is of decidedly growing importance to regional and even global security. If a six-way summit meeting is to be realized, then the six countries need to set aside their self-interests, and not inject their own problems into Six-Party Talks. The focus of the talks needs to be only on Korean peninsular peace and security through resolution of the North Korean nuclear issue. Of course, bringing together all six countries will not be easy. However, if China, Russia, South Korea, Japan and the United States can recognize the seriousness of North Korea’s nuclear issue, then Six-Party Talks could be revived in 2010 and North Korean denuclearization could begin, with political relations between North Korea and the United States improving and economic aid for Pyongyang could begin to flow. Discussion will begin on issues such as security guarantees for the North and building a peace regime on the Korean peninsula. Obviously, an inter-Korean summit will be held, production in the Kaesong Industrial Complex will grow, and tourism to Mount Kumgang will be revived. North Korea will also further open up and the DMZ will be put to peaceful uses. Pyongyang’s nuclear program is an issue for both global and peninsular peace. This is also the reason the South Korean government needs to more actively work to resolve the North Korean nuclear issue.
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The Kaesong complex is extremely critical to South Korean economy

Park Suhk-sam – senior economist at the Bank of Korea, EAST ASIAN REVIEW Vol. 16, No. 3, Autumn 2004, pp. 87-104 “Creating a Visible Bridge: The Economic Impact of Kaesong Industrial Complex Construction”

The Kaesong Industrial Complex will help South Korean smalland medium-sized companies cut costs drastically, boosting ordinary profits by 200 to 700 percent, depending on the type of industry. The benefits will ultimately raise price competitiveness of South Korean industries, and help the South Korean economy make a soft landing in industrial restructuring. If the companies operating in the Kaesong industrial complex make use of these benefits to reduce costs of the products, it will increase their price competitiveness and increase their market share in the domestic and international markets. The Kaesong Industrial Complex will also help labor-intensive industries to regain their price competitiveness. Moreover, marginal firms on the brink of bankruptcy due to falling profitability are expected to move into the complex rather than into China, in order to capitalize on low labor costs. The Kaesong Industrial Complex will also promote both Koreas’ economic growth. The sizes of the South and North Korean economies will not be affected much by the Kaesong Industrial Complex until the 8th year when the first and the second stages are in operation, but in the 9th year when the third stage begins, substantial impacts are expected, which will stabilize in the 17th year. Meanwhile, to ensure that the expected economic benefits materialize, the assumption is that 190,000 South Korean companies18) will move into the Kaesong Industrial Complex for 8 years when the first, second and third-stage projects are finished. Therefore, the impact of the Kaesong Industrial Complex on the South Korean economy depends on South Korea’s potential to bring enough business into the complex. If existing companies in South Korea shut down their factories and move into Kaesong, it will decrease added value and employment in the South Korean economy, reducing the overall economic effects of the Kaesong Industrial Complex on the South Korean economy explained above. However, in the event that South Korean marginal companies and those which originally planned to advance into China move into the Kaesong Industrial Complex, it will have a positive effect, rather than a negative impact on the South Korean economy. Moreover, considering that a sizable number of new businesses targeting the high-profit potential of Kaesong will be included in the total movement statistics, the exodus of South Korean companies into the Kaesong Industrial Complex over the next eight years will not create much negative impact on the South Korean economy. In the long-term, the Kaesong Industrial Complex will definitely contribute to the unification of South and North Korea, and its proximity to the demarcation line will reinforce the idea that it is a symbol of peace. The complex will also entail massive movement of goods and human exchange, as well as contacts between South and North Koreans related to the operation of factories in Kaesong, substantially easing tensions on the Korean Peninsula. In the Kaesong Industrial Complex, South Korea will be able to access cheap land and labor of North Korea while North Korea will earn hard currency from South Korea. When inter-Korean relations are established on the basis of mutual economic benefits, the relations will be less affected by factors other than economic ones. In addition, the Kaesong Industrial Complex will house South Korean companies and South Korean developers will manage them according to the market economy, giving North Korea the opportunity to learn about the system
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South Korean economic decline causes a destabilizing East Asian arms race and nuclear conflict.

Corey Richardson, Washington-based analyst who covered East Asian security issues as a presidential management fellow with the US Department of Defense, 9/6/2006, Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/HI09Dg02.html

A Korea faced with an economic dilemma of such magnitude would find maintaining its conventional military forces at current levels impossible. At the same time, it would feel more vulnerable than ever, even with US security assurances. For a nation paranoid about the possibility of outside influence or military intervention, strapped for cash, and obsessed about its position in the international hierarchy, the obvious route might be to either incorporate North Korean nuclear devices (if they actually exist), or build their own, something South Korean technicians could easily accomplish. North Korea, after all, has set the example for economically challenged nations looking for the ultimate in deterrence. One might argue that clear and firm US security guarantees for a reunified Korea would be able to dissuade any government from choosing the nuclear option. If making decisions based purely on logic the answer would be probably yes. Unfortunately, the recent Korean leadership has established a record of being motivated more by emotional and nationalistic factors than logical or realistic ones. Antics over Dokdo and the Yasukuni Shrine and alienating the US serve as examples. But the continuation of the "Sunshine Policy" tops those. Instead of admitting they've been sold a dead horse, the Roh administration continued riding the rotting and bloated beast known as the Sunshine Policy, until all that are left today are a pile of bones, a bit of dried skin, and a few tufts of dirty hair. Roh, however, is still in the saddle, if not as firmly after North Korea's recent missile tests. Japan must then consider its options in countering an openly nuclear, reunified Korea without USFK. Already building momentum to change its constitution to clarify its military, it's not inconceivable that Japan would ultimately consider going nuclear to deter Korea. As in South Korea, there is no technological barrier preventing Japan from building nuclear weapons. While the details of the race and escalation of tensions can vary in any number of ways and are not inevitable, that an arms race would occur is probable. Only the perception of threat and vulnerability need be present for this to occur. East Asia could become a nuclear powder keg ready to explode over something as childish as the Dokdo/Takeshima dispute between Korea and Japan, a Diaoyu/Senkakus dispute between China and Japan, or the Koguryo dispute between Korea and China.

Solvency

Contention 4 is Solvency

Ending Military Exercises will not undermine US-South Korea military interoperability - Cobra Gold is the biggest multinational military exercise in the world – it solves US-Asia interoperability

American Forces Press Service, accessed through Global Security “Six Nations Gear Up for Cobra Gold 2010”, 01/12/10, 
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2010/01/mil-100112-afps04.htm
FORT SHAFTER, Hawaii– Cobra Gold, the largest multinational military exercise in the world, begins its 29th year of joint training and cooperation among six countries in the Asia-Pacific theater in Thailand on Feb.1. Cobra Gold 2010 marks the first time South Korea will participate in the exercise. “Thailand is one of our closest friends and partners in Asia, as well as being our oldest ally in Asia,” said Lt. Gen. Benjamin R. Mixon, commander, U.S. Army Pacific. “The Cobra Gold exercise is the largest multilateral joint military exercise in the world.” Sponsored by U.S. Pacific Command and the Royal Thai Supreme Command, the three-week exercise includes a command-post exercise, a series of medical and engineering civic-action projects and joint and combined field training. The exercise continues to serve as a venue to build interoperability between the United States and its Asia-Pacific regional partners. The command-post exercise focuses on training a Thai, U.S., Singaporean, Indonesian, and South Korean coalition task force. The exercise also includes Japan participating within a United Nations Force staff. A team composed of representatives from Brunei, Chile, China, Germany, Laos, Mongolia, New Zealand, South Africa, Sri Lanka and Vietnam will observe the command-post exercise at the invitation of the Thai government. Among Cobra Gold 2010’s objectives is Pacom’s rapid deployment of a joint task force and subsequent coordination with U.N. forces, with the aim of improving Pacom’s ability to conduct multinational operations and increase interoperability with partner nations, officials said. In addition, officials noted, the military-to-military relationships developed during Cobra Gold exercises underscore a combined capability to face myriad issues in the Asia-Pacific theater, including terrorism, transnational threats, and humanitarian-assistance and disaster-relief efforts.

Stopping the joint exercises are key to maintaining regional security and denuclearizing North Korea - China is against them

Kim Young-gyo, staff writer for Yonhap press – 07/13/10 “China reiterates call to resume six-party talks”
 http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/national/2010/07/13/22/0301000000AEN20100713009400320F.HTML
China reiterated its call Tuesday to resume stalled multinational talks aimed at denuclearizing North Korea. It was the second call from the Chinese foreign ministry following last Friday's adoption of a U.N. Security Council (UNSC) statement on the deadly sinking of a South Korean warship in March. The 15-member Council, including China, unanimously approved the statement a month after South Korea referred the North Korean attack on the South's naval ship to the global security body. A North Korean torpedo sunk the Cheonan ship in the Yellow Sea, killing 46 South Korean sailors. "We hope the parties concerned enhance trust, reduce differences and improve relations through dialogue and contact while contributing to peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula," Qin Gang, spokesman for the Chinese foreign ministry, said at a semiweekly press briefing. The remark came after South Korea urged the North to apologize for the attack in recognition of the spirit of the statement before resuming the six-party talks. The United States also called on North Korea to renounce further provocations and hold to its denuclearization pledge with an eye toward resuming the six-party talks. The spokesman also reconfirmed that China is still against the proposed South Korea-U.S. joint naval exercises in the Yellow Sea. "We call upon the relevant parties not to escalate the (already) tense situation," Qin said. "By enhancing dialogue and negotiations, we should together maintain regional security, rather than undermine it. Then we will be able to denuclearize the Korean Peninsula and bring peace and stability to the region." South Korea and the U.S. plan to stage massive anti-submarine exercises later this month in waters between the Korean Peninsula and China in a show of force against North Korea. Beijing has strongly opposed the planned drills that will reportedly include a U.S. nuclear-powered aircraft carrier, saying they are "provocative actions toward China." 

Inherency

US-ROK Military Exercises are needlessly provocative – no clear reason to carry on exercises

Shen Dingli, professor and executive dean of the Institute of International Studies and director of the Center for American Studies at Fudan University “US-S. Korean maritime war games needlessly provocative” Global Times, 7/14/10, http://opinion.globaltimes.cn/commentary/2010-07/551234.html
The US and South Korea are implementing joint military exercises this month in the Yellow Sea, with the possibility of deploying the US aircraft carrier George Washington. The running of such exercises so close to China's waters has left China strongly, and rightfully, dissatisfied. The US and South Korea may argue that the exercise is not in China's territorial waters, so China has no right to comment. However, even if the joint exercises are not in Chinese sovereign waters, they may take place in the waters of China's interests as the international waters at Yellow Sea near China's exclusive economic zone are extremely important to China's interests. Though there is still no final words as to where exactly the US-South Korea joint drill will take place,. the issue and the tension it has aroused in Northeast Asia will continue for a long time. Military exercises aimed at provoking other countries in the waters of important Chinese interests can only be seen as a threat, and China should strongly oppose them. Given the sophisticated equipment it carries, the George Washington poses a real potential threat to Chinese territory. Even if the US-South Korea military exercises are outside China's territory, the striking power of the US nuclear-powered aircraft carrier also poses a serious threat to neighboring countries. China's strong reaction is also part of its defensive diplomacy, which aims at dissovling the tension before it escalates into a serious crisis. During the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962, when the Soviet Union established nuclear missile bases on the island, the US objected to the close proximity of the Soviet weaponry even though they traveled only through international waters to reach Cuba, and the US set up a blockade to stop them being deployed. When the US ponders the idea of deploying its nuclear aircraft carrier in the Yellow Sea, very close to China, shouldn't China have the same feeling as the US did when the Soviet Union deployed missiles in Cuba Historically speaking, for the Chinese public, the Yellow Sea area is also associated with a painful period in history when in 1894 China was defeated by the Japanese navy in the same waters. Thus it is a sensitive area that could especially agitate Chinese sensitivites. Such a provocative attitude damages US credibility in the region and its chance to build strong bilateral relations. China may not have the military strength to forcibly prevent such exercises now, but it may do so in response to such provocative actions in the future. The US and South Korea have said the military exercises are being held in order to deter North Korea because of the sinking of the South Korean Cheonan corvette and the death of 46 South Korean sailors. But the case for the possible North Korean sinking of the Cheonan has not been thor-oughly established. South Korea refused to let North Korean officials present their case against the evidence for their supposed complicity in the sinking. When South Korea launched the so-called international survey, it refused the participation of China and other countries, which did not increase the credibility of the so-called findings. The South Korean Defense Ministry also harassed South Korean politicians who ques-tioned the results of the investigation. It is understandable that South Korea hopes China can help see justice done. China has expressed its condolences to the families of Korean victims in the Cheonan incident. But in executing justice, it is not enough to listen to only one side. When South Korea started the field investigation, it should have requested that all parties participated, rather than exclude China. The US and South Korea have leapt to conclusions too soon. These exercises are needlessly provocative, and will eventually backfire on the US and South Korea.
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ROK-US Joint War Maneuvers are threatening the DPRK and are testing East Asian Peace

KCNA (Korean Central News Agency) – Main Media Source for the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea “S. Korea and US Joint War Maneuvers Assailed” 07/16/10  http://www.kcna.co.jp/index-e.htm
Pyongyang, July 16 (KCNA) -- The south Korean puppet war hawks blustered that they would stage joint naval exercises with the U.S. within July as part of the "countermeasure" against the case of sunk warship and conduct more than ten war maneuvers including the Ulji Freedom Guardian joint military exercises and an anti-submarine drill in the East Sea, the West Sea and the South Sea of Korea in a sustainable manner. The south Korean puppet group had a confab with the U.S. over the issue of the joint naval maneuvers at the 26th meeting of the south Korea-U.S. "security policy initiative" held in Washington on July 9. It said that the group would make public a specific action plan at the "diplomatic and defense chiefs talks" with the U.S. due to be held in Seoul on July 21. The U.S. military war-like forces declared they would massively hurl forces of the U.S. 7th Fleet including nuclear-powered carrier "George Washington" into the waters off south Korea to stage joint naval maneuvers larger than the preceding joint military exercises. A spokesman for the National Peace Committee of Korea in a statement Friday vehemently denounced the projected large-scale joint maneuvers as extremely dangerous and reckless ones designed to harass the peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula and the rest of Northeast Asia and escalate the tension there and serious military provocations to the DPRK on behalf of all the Koreans and other peace-loving people of the world. The warship case which the south Korean puppet group and the U.S. are using as a pretext for staging the above-said joint naval maneuvers faced a stern judgment of the domestic and foreign public as its conspiratorial nature was brought to light, the statement noted, and went on: The south Korean puppet group referred the warship case, an anti-DPRK conspiratorial farce, to the UN only to suffer bitter disgrace, much less getting any recognition of the "results of investigation" announced by it. The above-said moves of the south Korean puppet group and the U.S. are intolerable as they are extremely reckless provocations to recover from the diplomatic defeat in the UN and persistently pursue the anti-DPRK conspiratorial racket and moves to tighten "sanctions" against it. The prevailing situation proves with added clarity that it is none other than the U.S. and the south Korean puppet group that are harassing the peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula and the rest of Northeast Asia and the recent conspiratorial case was an extremely dangerous plot to ignite a war of aggression against the DPRK. The army and people of the DPRK will never remain an onlooker to the projected provocative war maneuvers of the enemies. Should the group of traitors finally stage the above-said maneuvers together with the U.S., the army and people of the DPRK will consider them as a grave infringement upon its dignity and sovereignty and strongly react to them
NK threatens a sacred war that will be nuclear in response to joint military exercises
David Eimer, East Asian Corrospondent for the Telegraph, 07/24/10 “North Korea ready for 'sacred war' against South”
 http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/northkorea/7908078/North-Korea-ready-for-sacred-war-against-South.html
The latest threat from the DPRK came the day before a large joint US-South Korean naval exercise is scheduled to start off the Korean peninsula. It follows Washington’s announcement last Wednesday that it would impose new sanctions on the renegade regime. Pyongyang raised the prospect of using its small nuclear arsenal in any future confrontation in a statement from the National Defence Commission issued by North Korea’s official news agency KCNA. “The army and people of the DPRK will start a retaliatory sacred war of their own style based on nuclear deterrent any time necessary in order to counter the US imperialists and the South Korean puppet forces deliberately pushing the situation to the brink of war,” said the statement. On Friday, North Korea had promised a ‘physical response’ to the naval war games. But by threatening to use nuclear weapons, Pyongyang has further elevated tensions in the region that have been running high since the sinking of the South Korean warship Cheonan in March. Seoul claims a DPRK submarine was responsible for the loss of the corvette and the 46 crew on board. Sunday’s naval manoeuvres, which will see the nuclear-powered aircraft carrier USS George Washington join 20 other ships in the Sea of Japan, were planned as an effort to deter further aggression from North Korea. Pyongyang, though, has repeatedly denied sinking the Cheonan and claimed Saturday that the exercises were “nothing more than outright provocations aimed to stifle the DPRK through force of arms.” China, too, has criticised the drills and is unhappy with such a show of US military strength so close to its borders. Washington dismissed Pyongyang’s threat to use nuclear weapons as mere rhetoric. “What we need from North Korea are fewer provocative words and more constructive action,” said US State Department spokesman PJ Crowley. 
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North Korea threatens to retaliate against “masked preparations for invasions” – joint military exercises 
Hyung-Jin Kim, Associated Press Writer, 7-20-10, “US, SKorea to conduct military drills next week” (http://www.bnd.com/2010/07/20/1335397/us-skorea-to-conduct-military.html)

SEOUL, South Korea -- The U.S. and South Korea will launch joint military exercises this weekend to sharpen their readiness against North Korean aggression, the allies' defense chiefs, despite warnings from Pyongyang that the drills would deepen tensions on the peninsula. U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates said Washington and Seoul want to send a "clear message" to North Korea after the March sinking of a South Korean warship. Forty-six South Korean sailors were killed in the sinking, which an international investigation pinned on a torpedo fired from a North Korean submarine near the Koreas' tense sea border. The waters have been the site of several bloody skirmishes in recent years. 
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South Korean honor guard soldiers wearing traditional military uniforms, salute during a rehearsal for the welcoming ceremony of U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates in Seoul, South Korea, Tuesday, July 20, 2010. Gates, who arrived on Monday, will be joined by Clinton on Wednesday for high-profile security talks with their South Korean colleagues, a meeting meant to underscore Washington's firm alliance with Seoul as the two nations plan military exercises in a message of deterrence to North Korea. "These defensive, combined exercises are designed to send a clear message to North Korea that its aggressive behavior must stop, and that we are committed to together enhancing our combined defensive capabilities," Gates and South Korea's Kim Tae-young said in a joint statement issued Tuesday after their talks. North Korea flatly denies the accusations, and has warned that any punishment would trigger war. Gates arrived in South Korea late Monday for a series of high-profile security talks with South Korean officials. U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton landed in Seoul on Wednesday morning for a conference with Gates and their South Korean counterparts later in the day. The U.S. and South Korea say North Korea must pay for the sinking of the Cheonan, the worst military attack on South Korea since the 1950-53 Korean War. The two Koreas remain in a state of war because the conflict ended in a truce, not a peace treaty. South Korea's foreign minister, Yu Myung-hwan, told the YTN television network in an interview Tuesday that Washington is considering additional sanctions against North Korea. He said he expected a U.S. announcement on the issue on Wednesday. Clinton on Tuesday described South Korea as a "stalwart ally" but did not mention possible new sanctions. "It's particularly timely to show our strong support for South Korea, a stalwart ally, and send a very clear message to North Korea," Clinton told reporters in Kabul where she was attending an international conference on Afghanistan before departing for Seoul. "Tomorrow is a real show of solidarity."Gates said he and Clinton are to visit the Demilitarized Zone dividing the two Koreas on Wednesday to demonstrate their "steadfast commitment" to South Korea, where Washington stations 28,500 troops as deterrence against the North. The 155-mile-long (250-kilometer-long) DMZ serves as a buffer between the two Koreas and is strewn with land mines and guarded by hundreds of thousands of combat-ready troops.

At the height of the Cold War, the two Koreas occasionally exchanged gunfire along the DMZ. In 1976, two U.S. Army officers were hacked to death there with their own axes by North Korean soldiers. Former President Bill Clinton, who toured the no-man's land in 1993, reportedly described it as "the scariest place on Earth."South Korea and the U.S. plan to conduct a four-day combined maritime and air readiness exercise, dubbed "Invincible Spirit," off the Korean peninsula's east coast from July 25-28, their militaries said in a separate joint statement. About 8,000 South Korean and U.S. troops, more than 20 alliance warships and submarines including the massive aircraft carrier USS George Washington and 200 military planes are to take part in next week's drills, it said. The F-22 Raptor - the world's most advanced fighter jets - will also be flying training missions in and around Korea for the first time, it added. More joint drills would follow off Korea's east and west coasts in the coming months, the statement said. South Korea and the U.S. have said the drills are defensive-oriented, but the North has warned the training would only intensify tension because it is nothing but a preparation for an invasion. "The warmongers would be well advised to behave themselves, bearing deep in mind the consequences to be entailed by the above-said war moves," the North's government-run Minju Joson newspaper said in a commentary carried Tuesday by the official Korean Central News Agency. China has also opposed South Korea-U.S. military exercise, particularly one in the Yellow Sea, saying that would inflame tension on the peninsula. 
Inherency

Stopping the exercises are key to maintaining regional security and denuclearizing North Korea - China is against the joint exercises 

Kim Young-gyo, staff writer for Yonhap press – 07/13/10 “China reiterates call to resume six-party talks”
 http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/national/2010/07/13/22/0301000000AEN20100713009400320F.HTML
China reiterated its call Tuesday to resume stalled multinational talks aimed at denuclearizing North Korea. It was the second call from the Chinese foreign ministry following last Friday's adoption of a U.N. Security Council (UNSC) statement on the deadly sinking of a South Korean warship in March. The 15-member Council, including China, unanimously approved the statement a month after South Korea referred the North Korean attack on the South's naval ship to the global security body. A North Korean torpedo sunk the Cheonan ship in the Yellow Sea, killing 46 South Korean sailors. "We hope the parties concerned enhance trust, reduce differences and improve relations through dialogue and contact while contributing to peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula," Qin Gang, spokesman for the Chinese foreign ministry, said at a semiweekly press briefing. The remark came after South Korea urged the North to apologize for the attack in recognition of the spirit of the statement before resuming the six-party talks. The United States also called on North Korea to renounce further provocations and hold to its denuclearization pledge with an eye toward resuming the six-party talks. The spokesman also reconfirmed that China is still against the proposed South Korea-U.S. joint naval exercises in the Yellow Sea. "We call upon the relevant parties not to escalate the (already) tense situation," Qin said. "By enhancing dialogue and negotiations, we should together maintain regional security, rather than undermine it. Then we will be able to denuclearize the Korean Peninsula and bring peace and stability to the region." South Korea and the U.S. plan to stage massive anti-submarine exercises later this month in waters between the Korean Peninsula and China in a show of force against North Korea. Beijing has strongly opposed the planned drills that will reportedly include a U.S. nuclear-powered aircraft carrier, saying they are "provocative actions toward China." 
These exercises are a largely symbolic gesture against the North Koreans with 200 planes and 20 ships including the USS George Washington

OR
Even though there will be no naval exercises in the Yellow Sea this time there will be in the future which would hurt China-South Korea relations

The Economist 7/24/10 http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9798145994&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9798143642&cisb=22_T9798143641&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=7955&docNo=1
The sanctions mainly target foreign banks that deal with companies suspected of facilitating North Korean arms deals, but appear to be more symbolic than practical. Of greater interest are the military exercises between the American and South Korean navies—long planned, but frequently delayed—that will take place this weekend. They involve 200 aircraft and 20 ships, including the USS George Washington, an aircraft carrier. The war-games were at first planned for the Yellow Sea between Korea and China, but have been moved to the Sea of Japan (East Sea), after loud Chinese protests. China may no longer be quite "as close as lips and teeth" to North Korea, as Mao Zedong once put it, but it is still reluctant to allow any measures to be taken against its recalcitrant neighbor. The South Korean ministry of defense, however, has stated that it may well conduct future joint military exercises in the Yellow Sea, opening up the possibility of strained relations with Beijing. In a strongly worded statement, Qin Gang, a spokesman for the Chinese foreign ministry, expressed opposition to forces "coming to the Yellow Sea and other waters near China to engage in activities that affect China's security interests". It cannot be a coincidence that Chinese armed forces themselves have also recently conducted similar exercises in the same area. This is a worrying period indeed. 

Inherency

The US and South Korea are doing joint military exercises to aggravate the North

The Australian 7/22/10 http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/returnTo.do?returnToKey=20_T9798280639
South Korea, its US ally and other countries, citing findings of a multinational investigation, accuse the North of torpedoing the Cheonan warship near the disputed Yellow Sea border -- a charge it denies. The incident has sharply raised tensions on the peninsula. Dr Gates and his South Korean counterpart, Kim Tae-young, announced a major joint naval exercise starting on Sunday as a deterrent to the North. The South's Defence Ministry said it would be the first in a series of about 10 joint naval drills. Mrs Clinton said the US State Department and the Treasury would designate more entities and individuals supporting proliferation and freeze their assets. There would be new efforts to stop North Korean trading firms and individuals from engaging in proliferation activities.

The US and South Korea are doing a joint military exercise to anger the North

The Nation (Thailand) 7/22/10 http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9798145994&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9798143642&cisb=22_T9798321511&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=220765&docNo=21
The United States yesterday unveiled new sanctions against North Korea after the sinking of a South Korean warship and said the attack could be the start of more provocations by the communist state. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said the measures were designed to pile pressure on Pyongyang and prevent the regime from bankrolling its atomic programme or spreading weapons of mass destruction. She said the measures were not directed at the North Korean people, "who have suffered too long due to the misguided and malign priorities of their government". "They are directed at the destabilising, illicit and provocative policies pursued by that government." The sanctions are aimed at stopping the North's buying and selling of weapons, the purchase of luxury goods and other illicit activities.

The joint military exercises between the US and South Korea are angering the Chinese and the North Koreans

Cary Huang journalist for South China Morning Post 7/23/10 South China Morning Post http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9798577094&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9798577083&cisb=22_T9798577082&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=11314&docNo=1
Beijing's snub of a request from Seoul to examine evidence it says proves North Korea sank one of its warships has hardened its resolve to take part in this weekend's joint military exercises with the United States. A South Korean diplomat in Beijing said that instead of reining in its rogue neighbour, Beijing had shielded Pyongyang from international condemnation, leaving South Korea little choice but to engage in the first overt military response to the March sinking of the corvette Cheonan, which left 46 South Korean dead. "China declining to accept South Korea's invitation to verify evidence makes Washington and Seoul believed that Beijing is not interested in finding out the result and co-operating with the international community, as Beijing is reluctant to point the finger at North Korea," the diplomat said. The North has denied any responsibility for the attack and has warned the exercises will be considered an act of provocation. The exercises will be held in the Sea of Japan, called the East Sea by Koreans, from July 25 to 28 and will involve about 20 ships, including the US aircraft carrier USS George Washington and some 200 fixed-wing aircraft Washington and Seoul had hoped that a fair assessment by China of evidence collected by investigators would enable Beijing to make a decision on whether or not to support a United Nations Security Council's statement condemning North Korea. South Korea wanted the council to condemn the North. But China, Pyongyang's closest ally and a veto-wielding council member, opposed a third round of sanctions against North Korea or direct condemnation for the sinking.

Inherency

The US and South Korea are engaging in joint military exercises in response to North Korea. They are threatening to move exercises to the yellow sea in the future despite Chinas worries.

Steve Herman broadcast correspondent in South Korea 7/22/10 http://www1.voanews.com/english/news/usa/US-South-Korea-Set-Joint-Military-Exercise-99020814.html
The United States and South Korea are to hold a series of joint military exercises in response to the late March sinking of a South Korean warship, blamed on North Korea. The first drill is to begin Sunday in the Sea of Japan.  It is being called unprecedented in scope with 8,000 forces participating, 20 surface ships and submarines and about 200 fixed wing aircraft. Aircraft carrier USS George Washington, arriving in Korean waters, is the centerpiece of a considerable four-day show of force off South Korea's east coast and in its skies.  The top brass of the U.S. Forces in Korea say the large-scale drill will highlight resolve to face any threat posed by North Korea. Rear Admiral Kim Kyung-shik, of the South Korean joint chiefs of staff, puts it in even blunter terms. "The purpose of this drill is to confirm the strong will of the US-South Korean alliance and to send a clear warning to North Korea," said Kyung-shik. "We are conducting this exercise to train in preparation for various military provocations by North Korea." Another significant aspect of this exercise: for the first time, F-22 jets, with Stealth technology, will participate. Known as Raptors, they are considered the most advanced fighter aircraft of the U.S. Air Force. South Korea had originally announced that the exercise would also take place in the Yellow Sea. China strongly objected. This joint drill will keep to waters off South Korea's east coast. U.S. Army Major General John MacDonald says the Sea of Japan is most suitable for this particular drill, while the more controversial western waters will be the setting for future joint training. "It has a capability that we're going to exercise very thoroughly on that side," said MacDonald.  "So we will have exercises in whichever sea that the ROK (South Korea) and the U.S. alliance decide to do, and you'll see that those come in the future."

The United States and North Korea are doing a joint exercise in response to North Korea attacking a South Korean ship earlier this year

Mike Shuster award-winning diplomatic correspondent and roving foreign correspondent 7/22/10 http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=128698910
On Sunday, the U.S. and South Korea will launch a large-scale set of naval and air maneuvers designed to send a strong signal to North Korea. The exercise is in response to North Korea's torpedo attack on a South Korean naval vessel in March that sank the ship and killed 46 sailors. Both the U.S. and South Korea have been slow to decide how to respond to the North Korean attack — in part out of fear of provoking more conflict and in part because of pressure from China. So it has taken nearly four months for the U.S. and South Korea to figure out how to respond to the North Korean attack on the Cheonan. They waited for a South Korean-led investigation as well as action in the U.N. Security Council. The wait was frustrating, and both the U.S. and South Korea initially intended to hold naval exercises in mid-June.
Joint exercises aggravate NK and will bring retaliations – NK warns of physical responses

Malcolm Moore, staff writer for the Telegraph/UK 07/23/10 “North Korea Threatens 'Physical Response' to US War Games” http://www.commondreams.org/headline/2010/07/23-3
Pyongyang lashed out after Hillary Clinton, the US secretary of State, laid out plans for new sanctions against North Korea to Asian leaders attending a regional security summit in Hanoi. Mrs Clinton said North Korea had embarked on a "campaign of provocative, dangerous behaviour" and described the rogue state as "isolated and belligerent". Replying to Mrs Clinton, Ri Tong-il, North Korea's representative at the regional security summit, warned that the US was harking back to the days of "gunboat diplomacy" and said there would be "a physical response to the steps imposed by the United States militarily." He said the military drills involving South Korea, Japan and the US were "another expression of hostile policy against North Korea". There was no sign of contact between US and North Korean delegates at the summit, which has in the past been a venue for rare talks between the two sides. China has also opposed the naval drills in the Yellow Sea, worried that the US will take the chance to reconnoitre Chinese submarine routes in the region. On Wednesday, Mrs Clinton announced that the US would attempt to target the ruling regime in Pyongyang with new sanctions as a punishment for the sinking of the Cheonan, a South Korean warship, which was torpedoed in March with the loss of 46 men. North Korea has denied any involvement in the incident. The new sanctions will target counterfeit cigarettes and money-laundering in order to cut off the cash flow of North Korean officials. Mrs Clinton also urged Asian leaders to put pressure on the military junta in Burma. "What's happening in Burma is not only dangerous for the people who endure life under the regime, though they are first and foremost on our minds," Mrs Clinton said. There was also a direct link, she said, between open and free societies and political and economic stability.
US-China relations low now

***China Adv 
US-China tensions high

 (Ishaan Tharoor, TIME 7/22/10, " On North Korea and More, China Flexes Its Muscles ", http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,2006001,00.html)

But Pyongyang is not alone in voicing its discontent. In recent weeks, a growing chorus of protest has come from Beijing, stoked in part by nationalist sentiment at home. A July 8 editorial in the Global Times , a Chinese state-run English newspaper, said the exercises could be interpreted as "a direct threat to [Beijing's] territorial waters and coastline." China reportedly completed its own coastal defense drill, dubbed Warfare 2010, on July 20. Government officials, both civilian and military, have issued a series of statements expressing a thinly veiled opposition to the planned U.S.-South Korean mobilization, and have warned against any interference in China's backyard. Earlier in June, tempers flared at a high-level regional defense summit in Singapore that was attended by Gates and counterparts from the Chinese top brass; American frustration with China's coddling of the North Koreans was met with rhetoric condemning U.S. meddling elsewhere in the region. An invitation for Gates to visit Beijing was rescinded. (How big a threat is the Chinese navy to the U.S.?)

Freeze of all military Sino-US talks and naval standoffs prove relations with China are rapidly declining
Iskander Rehman, Visiting International Fellow at the Institute for Defence Studies and Analyses, 7/7/10, Eurasia Review, "Deflecting The Assassin's Mace: Pentagon's New AirSea Battle Concept", http://www.eurasiareview.com/201007074555/deflecting-the-assassins-mace-pentagons-new-airsea-battle-concept-and-its-strategic-relevance-to-india.html
Over the past year, a whispering chill has settled over the waters of the Asia-Pacific, and as Sino-US relations continue their downward plunge, all talk of an emergent G2 axis based on mutual understanding and cooperation seems increasingly blithe. Already marred by a series of naval stand-offs in 2009, ranging from the harassing of the USNS Impeccable in the South China Sea to a mysterious collision between a Chinese submarine and the USS John McCain’s towed sonar array off the coast of the Philippines, Sino-US took a further blow earlier this year when Beijing unilaterally decided to freeze all militaryto- military contacts in response to the official confirmation of a long-announced 6.4 billion dollar arms transfer to Taiwan. The 9th Asian Security Summit, or Shangri-La Dialogue, held in Singapore last month, was the scene of tense verbal exchanges between US Secretary of Defence Robert Gates and General Zhu Chenghu of the Beijing National Defence University. This came only days after the Defence Secretary’s proposed fence-mending visit to the Chinese capital had been abruptly turned down.1 The Chinese government’s snub, cryptically imputed to the “visit’s inconvenient timing,” was a knee-jerk reaction not only to the Taiwan deal but also to the release of a new and potentially game-changing document named “AirSea Battle: A Point-of-Departure Operation Concept.” This 123 page report, which was released by the increasingly influential Washington DC-based Centre for Budgetary and Strategic Assessments (CBSA) in May, could not be more different in tone from the Obama Administration’s National Security Strategy, which preceded it by only a week or so. Indeed, while the latter expounds at length, and in rather woolly terms, the virtues of engagement, the AirSea Battle (ASB) concept, which has been subsequently validated by both the US Air Force and the Navy, is a terse, concise call for greater jointness between the two services in the WPTO, or “Western Pacific Theatre of Operations”, and is probably the most detailed blueprint for an armed Sino-US confrontation to have been released in the public domain for years. While its authors take pains to stress that the report is in no way a manifesto in favour of containment of China, or of a roll-back of the PLA’s military power, they do state quite clearly that the goal of ASB is to “offset the PLA’s unprovoked and unwarranted military buildup.” 2 This occurs at a time when China’s growing anti-access and area-denial capabilities (A2/AD) have fostered fears that US power projection in the region may become not only increasingly difficult due to its stagnating naval force structure, but also particularly risk-prone, thus leading to a slow but inexorable decline of American influence in the Asia-Pacific Theatre. This has led to widespread concern, not only amongst the cognoscenti of the US policy-making world, but also in Asia, where fears of an impending security vacuum have sparked a naval arms race. What follows is an attempt to shed some light on Asia’s rapidly morphing security arena, first by briefly outlining the emerging fault lines and potholes currently shaking the regional military balance; and secondly by summarizing some of the main ideas underlying the ASB concept. It will then be argued that, notwithstanding the fact that the Indian Ocean’s tactical environment differs greatly from that of the Western Pacific, India can nonetheless glean some valuable insights from AirSea Battle, most notably when it comes to countervailing Pakistan’s vigorous efforts to implement a strategy of offensive sea denial.

US-China relations low now

China pushes for power in East Asia but ignores problems such as North Korea – not changing from the status quo may cause problems in Sino-US relations
Zorawar Daulet Singh, master's degree in international relations from the School of Advanced International Studies, Johns Hopkins University and a research fellow at the Centre for Policy Alternatives, New Delhi, 7/10/10, “Shangri-La No More” (http://www.hardnewsmedia.com/2010/07/3606)

The Pentagon becomes a growing voice in Sino-US relations even as China seeks greater space from the US in East Asia and the Western Pacific. If there was one big message from this year's Shangri-La Dialogue, the annual Asian security conference held in Singapore, it was the quiet burial of the G-2. Last year's exuberance surrounding the idea that the US and China could attain seamless geopolitical cooperation on diverse issues has finally been overwhelmed by a realistic re-assessment by Washington. What explains this new image of Sino-US relations? It is now clear that China misperceived the US quest for a broad-based cooperative entente with China as a sign of weakness, which emboldened an already confident Beijing to assert itself diplomatically. To be sure, the West's narrative for a G-2 itself was flawed, since it was based on the naïve assumption that a Sino-US partnership could be constructed without ceding strategic space to a rising China, especially in the Western Pacific. The Chinese, while they relished the accommodative 'Chimerican' spirit of Obama's first year in office, were unwilling to actually expend resources and diplomatic capital on solving questions that were viewed as inherently American problems: Afghanistan, Iran, North Korea, economic imbalances, climate change etc. Second, it seems that the post-economic-crisis phase has affected the internal balance of influence on US's China policy. The Obama administration appears to be rebalancing its China policy, which until the crisis was dominated by a coalition of business and financial interests, towards a more coordinated approach that now includes the security community or the Pentagon as a growing stakeholder in US policy towards China and Asia. Arguably, the first group's bargaining power has diminished within the US national security hierarchy.  Further, given the national imperatives of reviving growth across the world economy where US, China and others are scrambling for new export markets, including market access vis-à-vis each other, to raise aggregate demand and employment at home, it is unlikely that the pre-crisis equilibrium of China exporting its way to glory can be restored. In sum, competition in the economic sphere has added a new dimension to Sino-US interactions. 

The elevation of the US military establishment as a growing voice in Sino-US relations was signaled by the firmness that Washington showed on issues such as arms sales to Taiwan, which, despite being an old question, was initiated to dispel Chinese perceptions of a major global power shift that entitled China to assume a more active foreign policy. For example, this March, it was reported that Chinese officials told two visiting senior US administration officials that China would not tolerate any interference in the South China Sea, labeling it for the first time a 'core interest' for China. China seems to be probing to discover if it can extract greater space from the US in East Asia and the Western Pacific, but the US has so far been unwilling to accept a change in the status quo. Finally, the complexity and geopolitical plurality across Eurasia, which includes other important actors like Russia and India, along with the latent and open contradictions between the US and China, have altered the trajectory of US-China relations and devalued its supporting G-2 narrative. The Sino-US equation has now reverted to one based on the actual balance of power between the two sides. This was the general backdrop to this year's Shangri-La conference.

China protests Asian U. Exercises

Sify 7/22 (7/22/10, " China expresses "deep concern" over US-ROK September military drills    ", http://sify.com/news/china-expresses-deep-concern-over-us-rok-september-military-drills-news-international-khwmOefigec.html)

China has expressed "deep concern" over the joint military drills between the United States and Republic of Korea (ROK) slated to be held in the Yellow Sea by early September. "We resolutely oppose any foreign military vessel and aircraft conducting activities in the Yellow Sea and China's coastal waters that undermine China's security interests," The China Daily quoted Qin Gang, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman, as saying. "We will continue to follow closely the developments of the situation," he added. The Yellow Sea is located between the Chinese mainland and the Korean Peninsula. The ROK calls it the Sea of Japan the East Sea. The US and ROK claim that the exercises aim to deter the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK) from any future attack, after Seoul blamed Pyongyang for the sinking of ROK warship Cheonan in March. Earlier, Chinese military analysts had said that the exercises will put Beijing under the attacking sphere of the US aircraft carrier USS George Washington, which is involved in the drill. (ANI)

US-China relations low now

US-China relations strained by Korean war games

7/21/10, “US-ROK drill in Sea of Japan”, http://english.eastday.com/e/100721/u1a5343444.html
Beijing has strongly protested against the exercise first set in the Yellow Sea near its coast. The joint drill is very dangerous for China with Beijing under the attacking sphere of the US aircraft carrier, military analysts had said. The US-ROK joint exercise was repeatedly delayed and partially located to the Sea of Japan with the aircraft carrier to stop further straining US-China military relations, which have been frozen since the White House tried to push forward a massive arms deal with Taiwan earlier this year, analysts said. Beijing in June said it was inconvenient for it to receive Gates for a planned visit. Gates on Tuesday said that the upcoming joint drills are routine and not targeted at China. "These exercises are off the coast of Korea, not off the coast of China. These are exercises like we have conducted for decades in the past," he told reporters. "There is nothing provocative about them at all." But a number of analysts said the latest move signaled a consideration for Chinese concerns. "The US and ROK have taken our feelings into account this time ... ideally we would want the drill to be far off our sea territory," Li Qinggong, deputy secretary-general of the China Council for National Security Policy Studies, told China Daily. The DPRK has also benefited from the change in the schedule of the exercise as the new date and location have "lessened pressure" on it, Li said. The US now wants to get the Six-Party Talks back on track to better focus on Iran, Li said. "If the ROK continues taking a harsh tone with the DPRK, then the US-ROK relation might slightly change as well," Li said. Kim Yong-hyun, a professor of DPRK studies at Seoul-based Dongguk University, also told Bloomberg that restricting the US-ROK drill to the east coast suggests a concession to China. "The Cheonan incident helped bring to the surface the conflicting military interests between the US and China regarding the Korean peninsula," Kim said. "The US and DPRK would have to accommodate China's security concerns in the region if they were to use China's leverage in solving the DPRK issues."

Relations key

Further aggression guarantees U.S clashes with China
Christopher Layne, Associate Professor in the Bush School of Government and Public Service at Texas A&M University and Research Fellow with the Center on Peace and Liberty at The Independent Institute, 2007, "The Case Against the American Empire," American Empire: A Debate, p. 64-65

To be sure, the United States should not ignore the potential strategic ramifications of China’s arrival on the world stage as a great power. After all, the lesson of history is that the emergence of new great powers in the international system leads to conflict, not peace. On this score, the notion—propagated by Beijing—that China’s will be a “peaceful rise” is just as fanciful as claims by American policy-makers that China has no need to build up its military capabilities because it is unthreatened by any other state. Still, this does not mean that the United States and China inevitably are on a collision course that will culminate in the next decade or two in a war. Whether Washington and Beijing actually come to blows, however, depends largely on what strategy the United States chooses to adopt toward China, because the United States has the “last clear chance” to adopt a grand strategy that will serve its interests in balancing Chinese power without running the risk of an armed clash with [end page 73] Beijing. If the United States continues to aim at upholding its current primacy, however, Sino-American conflict is virtually certain.
Relations solve a nuclear war between India and Pakistan

William Perry (Former Secretary of Defense) 1995 Remarks to the Japan Society, September 12, http://www.defense.gov/speeches/speech.aspx?speechid=971
There is a lot to gain from engaging with China. Through engagement we can address a broad range of global and regional security concerns. Our military-to-military contacts put us in touch with the highest levels of the PLA, who have great influence in China. And by working to improve relations with China, we are also working to reduce tensions between the three great powers on the Asian continent -- China, India and Pakistan. The relationship between these three powers has long been one of fear and mistrust. While India worries about the threat from Pakistan, it also keeps a strong force because it feels threatened by China. And Pakistan keeps a strong force as a deterrent against India's forces. What makes this tension truly worrisome is the potential for nuclear weapons use in the event of a conflict. Our relations with China are crucial in reducing tensions between these three regional powers.
Miscalculation is likely—too many uncertainties.

Woosang Kim, Professor of political science and director of the Institute of East and West at Yonsei University, 08. The United States and Northeast Asia: debates, issues, and new order. G. John Ikenberry and Chung-In Moon. Pg. 129.

When considering the China factor, however, we should always estimate one national power relative to that of other powers. To speculate about China's potential to catch up with the United States in terms of national power, China's rates of growth must be estimated in connection with those of the United States. We should also keep in mind that perception and misperception really matter. That is, how the United States and China perceive their relative national powers is probably more important than their actual relative national capabilities. For example, one country may overestimate its own power, while the other may underestimate its competitor's power. Others also suggest that although China cannot be a peer competitor to the United States globally, China can pose a threat to the United States' interests in the region.
Relations key

Nuclear war.

Charles R. Smith   Professor of Politics and History, Marymount University Formerly military historian and research analyst for Data Memory Systems, Inc., a historical evaluation and research organization Tuesday, Aug. 14, 2001  War With China http://archive.newsmax.com/archives/articles/2001/8/14/174213.shtml

Fiction? Then consider this fact: The United States has no defense against a missile attack. The U.S. has NO missile defense and is only testing a limited system that might stop one or two missiles. Those who minimize the Chinese strategic forces frequently state that China has only 20 missiles. These people are fools playing games with the lives of millions of innocent humans. They fail to mention that each Chinese strategic missile is tipped with a multi-megaton H-bomb that can vaporize a city. In the previous scenario, Chinese forces used only half their current strategic and tactical missiles in a single attack, turning 10 of the top U.S. cities and most of free Asia into charred, radioactive wastelands. China apologists also question whether Beijing is willing to wage war against America. However, the Chinese military makes it very clear it wants nuclear combat with the U.S.A. According to an August 1999 policy document published by the People's Liberation Army Office of the Central Military Command, "unlike Iraq and Yugoslavia, China is not only a big country, but also possesses a nuclear arsenal that has long since been incorporated into state warfare system and play a real role in our national defense." "In comparison with the U.S. nuclear arsenal, our disadvantage is mainly numeric, which in real wars the qualitative gap will be reflected only as different requirement of strategic theory," states the PLA military document. "In terms of deterrence, there is not any difference in practical value. So far we have built up the capability for the second and third nuclear strikes and are fairly confident in fighting a nuclear war. The PCC [communist Party Central Committee] has decided to pass though formal channels this message to the top leaders in the U.S." China also has recently tested a new long-range missile capable of reaching America, the DF-31. The DF-31 is capable of delivering a single multi-megaton H-bomb or up to three 90-kiloton nuclear bombs. The most recent DF-31 test took place earlier this year, and some Pentagon analysts expect the PLA Second Artillery will begin active deployment of DF-31 units early next year. 1,000 Nuclear Missiles by 2006 Clearly, China apologists must seriously consider the growing capability of Beijing's nuclear missile forces, including the tremendous buildup of short-range tactical missiles. China continues to deploy short-range "Dong Feng" or "East Wind" missiles. China has a force of nearly 500 DF-15 and DF-11 mobile tactical missiles and at the current rate of production will have more than 1,000 missiles by 2006. The Soviet Union and the U.S. considered the short-range tactical missile to be the most dangerous threat to peace because of its short flight time. Despite the tension between Moscow and Washington, both sides agreed to withdraw and ban the weapons. The Soviet SS-20 Saber and U.S. Pershing missiles were dismantled and destroyed. It is worth noting that each Chinese DF-15 tactical missile has a flight time of less than four minutes, from launch to impact. Today, China dominates the tactical nuclear missile category and frequently demonstrates that fact. In 1996, China dropped dummy DF-15 warheads just off Taiwan's coastline.

 Relations key

China and the US need to work together to solve many global issues

Jinghao Zhou, professor Jinghao Zhou from Hobart and William Smith Colleges 2008, ASIAN PERSPECTIVE, Vol. 32, No. 3, 2008, pp. 171-182.  – Does China’s rise threaten the United States?, www.asianperspective.org/articles/v32n3-g.pdf
Third, there are many common interests between China and the United States.26 On the one hand, China-U.S. relations are critical not only to both countries but also to the entire international community. David M. Lampton notes that “there is no global issue that can be effectively tackled without Sino-American cooperation.”27 On the other hand, it is one of the greatest challenges for the United States to coexist with China in the new century.28 To be sure, they share many opportunities for mutual benefit. Economically, the Chinese economy heavily relies on Western expertise, Chinese foreign trade largely depends on foreign-invested companies, and about 60 percent of China’s total exports are produced by foreign-funded enterprises. All of this makes China sensitive to the ups and downs of the international economy, and in particular that of the U.S. economy. If the U.S. economy has troubles, it hurts China’s economic growth. In turn, China is the largest market of the United States. Sara Bongiorni has recounted the story of how her family wanted to spend a year without buying anything made in China. In fact, Bongiorni discovered it was not only difficult but also not worthwhile to do so, because she found that there are vast consumer areas that are nearly all Chinese-dominated. Thus, it is really difficult to exclude China from economic globalization.Politically, China and Western societies need to work closely together in order to maintain the global peace. In fact, China has successfully worked with Western governments on several key international issues. China hosted the Six Party Talks. As a result, North Korea agreed to disable its nuclear programs by the end of 2007.30 China took tough actions on Iran’s nuclear program, showing the seriousness of China’s commitment to nonproliferation. The United States and China also share common interests in energy, global warming, human rights, anti-corruption, social welfare, the role of nongovernmental organizations, AIDS and other disease prevention, United Nations reform, and counterterrorism. China and the United States recently signed an agreement to open a military hot line between their defense departments. Fourth, a hostile U.S. relationship with China would damage both countries’ interests and make it impossible for them to work jointly on global issues. As early as 60 years ago, an Australian ambassador warned the United States that it was very dangerous to be hostile to China and suggested that it keep China as a friend, because China might easily become a very powerful military nation in 50 years. Likewise, John Ikenberry advised that the United States cannot stop China’s rise.31 If the United States tries to keep China weak, it would increase China’s domestic instability, which would negatively affect global peace and development. The most important thing for the United States to do is not to block China from becoming a powerful country, but to under- stand China and learn to live with a rising China. In the mean- time, the United States should urge the Chinese government to become a responsible, accountable, and democratic stakeholder.32 If China moves in that direction, the United States can focus on shared interests such as fighting terrorism and promoting world peace.

Relations key

U.S. military presence causes China to build up own military, increasing risks of war

Jonathan Pollack, Chairman of the Asia-Pacific Studies Group at the Naval War College, 02. Asia-Pacific review (1343-9006), EBSCO
American military preponderance remains a fact of life for Chinese defense planners. US-Chinese strategic ties are not deeply rooted in either system. The PLA leadership lacks long-term confidence in relations with the United States, remains exceedingly wary of potential US unilateralism, and retains abiding anxieties about the US capacity to intervene in what China deems areas of vital interest, especially Taiwan. At the same time, the increasing US focus on information warfare, long range precision strike, and a capability to operate unimpeded in the East Asian littoral all have major implications for Chinese security. Chinese analysts do not speak with one voice on these issues. One especially discerning assessment, marking the thirtieth anniversary of President Nixon’s visit to China, advocated a policy of “cooperation amidst struggle,” especially given the profound asymmetries in Chinese and American power, and what the authors characterized as the disproportionate importance of stable US-China relations for China’s future development. A mature, durable policy toward the US required China to recognize that the United States “has its own reasonable interests…as befits a large nation.” China needed to grasp the complexity and diversity of American interests; zero-sum calculations in bilateral relations were no longer relevant. A more discriminating Chinese approach had to undertake appropriate defense preparations and “maintain a certain wariness” toward US military actions along China’s periphery, while avoiding the easy lure of an “America threat theory” to counter a “China threat theory.”  China hopes to constrain the exercise of US military power by political and diplomatic means in the near to mid-term. It also seeks to acquire capabilities over the longer run that would ultimately raise the perceived military costs and risks to US forces deployed near China. Developing capabilities that will complicate or inhibit the US ability to operate in areas contiguous to Chinese territory therefore ranks very high among China’s long term defense priorities. Without clearer rules of the road and explicit understandings between the American and Chinese militaries, such an “area denial” capability by China seems all but certain to emerge over the coming decade and a half, immeasurably increasing the potential risks to both countries in any future political-military crisis. Hence the irony: both countries appear intent on deterring actions deemed highly threatening to their respective security interests, thereby raising the costs and risks to both in a future confrontation. But security planners in both countries are operating autonomously and independently; neither side yet seems willing or able to explore the possibilities for mitigating these potential dangers. 

Decreased US-Sino ties lead to regional instability, prolif, and nuclear war

Eschan Adhariri, Armed Forces college national security professor, August 1, 1999 (Jane’s Intelligence Review, online)

Looking ahead, a continued deterioration of Sino-US ties does not bode well for the regional stability of the very large and equally important Asia Pacific. Yet this regional stability might be negatively affected for a long time if Washington and Beijing fail to bounce back from this fiasco and assiduously work to improve their strategic relations. In the meantime, the issue of immediate concern for the USA is nuclear non-proliferation. Immediate work has to be done by both sides to minimize damages on this issue. The PRC, armed with the knowledge of America's premier nuclear programs, is likely to be a much more sought after sources for nuclear proliferation than it has ever been in the past by those countries keenly interested in enhancing the sophistication of their extant nuclear programs and by those who have not yet developed indigenous nuclear know-how but desire to purchase it. China, along with Russia, has an established record proliferating nuclear technology. This reality is not likely to change in the foreseeable future, much to the continued consternation of now-nuclear India. The increased nuclear sophistication on the troubled subcontinent carries with it the risk of a potential nuclear holocaust. The Kashmir issue still remains unresolved and very explosive given the continued intransigence of both India and Pakistan to amicably resolve it.

Relations key

War with China goes nuclear

Charles R. Smith, investigative journalist for News Max, author of book about China, Aug 14, 2001 – “War with China”, http://archive.newsmax.com/archives/articles/2001/8/14/174213.shtml
Fiction? Then consider this fact: The United States has no defense against a missile attack. The U.S. has NO missile defense and is only testing a limited system that might stop one or two missiles. Those who minimize the Chinese strategic forces frequently state that China has only 20 missiles. These people are fools playing games with the lives of millions of innocent humans. They fail to mention that each Chinese strategic missile is tipped with a multi-megaton H-bomb that can vaporize a city. In the previous scenario, Chinese forces used only half their current strategic and tactical missiles in a single attack, turning 10 of the top U.S. cities and most of free Asia into charred, radioactive wastelands. China apologists also question whether Beijing is willing to wage war against America. However, the Chinese military makes it very clear it wants nuclear combat with the U.S.A. According to an August 1999 policy document published by the People's Liberation Army Office of the Central Military Command, "unlike Iraq and Yugoslavia, China is not only a big country, but also possesses a nuclear arsenal that has long since been incorporated into state warfare system and play a real role in our national defense." "In comparison with the U.S. nuclear arsenal, our disadvantage is mainly numeric, which in real wars the qualitative gap will be reflected only as different requirement of strategic theory," states the PLA military document. "In terms of deterrence, there is not any difference in practical value. So far we have built up the capability for the second and third nuclear strikes and are fairly confident in fighting a nuclear war. The PCC [communist Party Central Committee] has decided to pass though formal channels this message to the top leaders in the U.S." China also has recently tested a new long-range missile capable of reaching America, the DF-31. The DF-31 is capable of delivering a single multi-megaton H-bomb or up to three 90-kiloton nuclear bombs. The most recent DF-31 test took place earlier this year, and some Pentagon analysts expect the PLA Second Artillery will begin active deployment of DF-31 units early next year. 1,000 Nuclear Missiles by 2006. Clearly, China apologists must seriously consider the growing capability of Beijing's nuclear missile forces, including the tremendous buildup of short-range tactical missiles. China continues to deploy short-range "Dong Feng" or "East Wind" missiles. China has a force of nearly 500 DF-15 and DF-11 mobile tactical missiles and at the current rate of production will have more than 1,000 missiles by 2006. The Soviet Union and the U.S. considered the short-range tactical missile to be the most dangerous threat to peace because of its short flight time. Despite the tension between Moscow and Washington, both sides agreed to withdraw and ban the weapons. The Soviet SS-20 Saber and U.S. Pershing missiles were dismantled and destroyed. It is worth noting that each Chinese DF-15 tactical missile has a flight time of less than four minutes, from launch to impact. Today, China dominates the tactical nuclear missile category and frequently demonstrates that fact. In 1996, China dropped dummy DF-15 warheads just off Taiwan's coastline.

Modern weapons & global problems have made US-Sino tensions more dangerous than ever before

Joshua Pollack, Chairman of the Asia-Pacific Studies Group at the Naval War College, July/August 2009 (“Emerging strategic dilemmas in u.s.-Chinese relations,” Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, vol. 65, no. 4, pp. 53—63. EBSCO)
But the present calm is not guaranteed to last. Two waves of confrontation between the United States and China took place in the strait, in the 1950s and in the 1990s. Serious tensions have come and gone, depending on developments in China, Taiwan, and beyond. Moreover, in the decade since the U.S. Air Force accidentally bombed China’s embassy in Belgrade in March 1999, military developments on both sides of the Pacific have drifted into unfamiliar and potentially dangerous waters. What political scientist Christopher Twomey aptly calls an “interlocking pattern” of new or upgraded strategic forces increases tensions and risks for both sides.1 In future war scenarios, the interactions of strategic forces may encourage preemptive moves that risk even more serious forms of escalation. Current risks—already a source of discomfort—are only liable to grow as China and the United States continue to modernize their strategic forces. Each side tends to draw ominous inferences about the other’s intentions for new weapons developments, which justifies countermoves and, most of all, injects considerable suspicion and antagonism into a centrally important international relationship. The particular crisis, war, and escalation scenarios that animate this security dilemma are outweighed in significance by their potential to confound cooperation on crucial global challenges: financial stabilization, trade relations, economic recovery, and cli-mate change. But this outcome can be avoided. China and the United States should seize on the current lull in cross-strait tensions to quell the prospect of a trans-Pacific strategic arms race before it becomes self-fulfilling.

Relations key

Chinese militarization causes Asian arms races—causes war.

Erik Lin-Greenberg, Massachusetts Institute of Technology in the department of political science and cadet in Air Force Reserve Officer Training Corps Detachment, Fall 2007, Air & Space Power Journal, “Offensive Airpower with Chinese Characteristics: Development, Capabilities, and Intentions” cp
Even though the likelihood of China’s initiating a war in the Pacific region remains small, offensive development of the PLAAF still poses a threat to regional stability. The ability of China to project military power throughout the Pacific jeopardizes American influence in the region. The United States has maintained military dominance in the Pacific since the end of World War II, but recent Chinese military development has the potential to shift the balance of power there. Even with China’s promise of a peaceful rise, its acquisition of platforms such as the J-10 and Su-27 fighters may lead the PLAAF to become a regional, technological peer competitor to the United States and other Pacific nations. Chinese militarization may lead neighboring states such as Japan and Korea, which recently expressed concern over the lack of transparency in China’s military buildup, to develop more aggressive military postures.38 China might respond by increasing its own military capabilities, resulting in a spiral process that could lead to intense diplomatic or military confrontations.39 It might also use airpower to project power to Central Asian states, such as Kazakhstan, that supply China’s burgeoning energy demand.40 Any form of PLAAF involvement in these nations could produce tension with the United States and Russia, both of which wish to gain influence in the geostrategically important region.41
Asian wars go nuclear.

Toshimaru Ogura and Ingyu Oh, Professors of Economics and Political Economy at Waiikato University, MONTHLY REVIEW, April, 1997, p. 30 

North Korea, South Korea, and Japan have achieved quasi-or virtual nuclear armament. Although these countries do not produce or possess actual bombs, they possess sufficient technological know-how to possess one or several nuclear arsenals. Thus, virtual armament creates a new nightmare in this region- nuclear annihilation. Given the concentration of economic affluence and military power in this region and its growing importance to the world system, any hot conflict among those countries would threaten to escalate into global conflagration.

And forward deployment guarantees US clashes with China.

Christopher Layne, Associate Professor in the Bush School of Government and Public Service at Texas A&M University and Research Fellow with the Center on Peace and Liberty at The Independent Institute, 2007, "The Case Against the American Empire," American Empire: A Debate, p. 64-65

To be sure, the United States should not ignore the potential strategic ramifications of China’s arrival on the world stage as a great power. After all, the lesson of history is that the emergence of new great powers in the international system leads to conflict, not peace. On this score, the notion—propagated by Beijing—that China’s will be a “peaceful rise” is just as fanciful as claims by American policy-makers that China has no need to build up its military capabilities because it is unthreatened by any other state. Still, this does not mean that the United States and China inevitably are on a collision course that will culminate in the next decade or two in a war. Whether Washington and Beijing actually come to blows, however, depends largely on what strategy the United States chooses to adopt toward China, because the United States has the “last clear chance” to adopt a grand strategy that will serve its interests in balancing Chinese power without running the risk of an armed clash with [end page 73] Beijing. If the United States continues to aim at upholding its current primacy, however, Sino-American conflict is virtually certain.
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China is threatened by military maneuvers, which trigger underlying tensions
TIME, 7/22/10 (" On North Korea and More, China Flexes Its Muscles ", http://www.time.com/time/world/ article/0,8599,2006001,00.html)
But Pyongyang is not alone in voicing its discontent. In recent weeks, a growing chorus of protest has come from Beijing, stoked in part by nationalist sentiment at home. A July 8 editorial in the Global Times , a Chinese state-run English newspaper, said the exercises could be interpreted as "a direct threat to [Beijing's] territorial waters and coastline." China reportedly completed its own coastal defense drill, dubbed Warfare 2010, on July 20. Government officials, both civilian and military, have issued a series of statements expressing a thinly veiled opposition to the planned U.S.-South Korean mobilization, and have warned against any interference in China's backyard. Earlier in June, tempers flared at a high-level regional defense summit in Singapore that was attended by Gates and counterparts from the Chinese top brass; American frustration with China's coddling of the North Koreans was met with rhetoric condemning U.S. meddling elsewhere in the region. An invitation for Gates to visit Beijing was rescinded. (How big a threat is the Chinese navy to the U.S.?) China is North Korea's most important ally and trade partner and Beijing went out of its way to soften a recent Security Council resolution that sought to punish Pyongyang for its supposed attack on the Cheonan, which killed 46 South Korean sailors. Yet ultimately, experts say, current Chinese posturing is just the surface tension of a far greater and slower geo-political shift. For decades along this rim of the Pacific, a de-facto Pax Americana has reigned — U.S. bases and carrier groups guaranteed security for a number of nations finding their feet after World War II, keeping sea lanes open and allowing trade to flourish. But that implicit hegemony is being steadily challenged by an ascendant China, charged by a feeling of historical grievance and an eagerness to assert itself on the global stage. "There's no question that the Chinese have a sense that they've been putting up with things for decades that have rankled them," says Denny Roy, a senior fellow at the East-West Center in Honolulu. "Now, they are starting to push back." (See how U.S. missiles deployed near China send a message.) China's new confidence can be seen in a range of arenas — from the economic clout gained from its vast foreign exchange coffers, to the ever-lengthening diplomatic reach to its stubbornness on a host of global issues, such as climate change — but nowhere is this push-back more conspicuous than with the Chinese military, or People's Liberation Army (PLA). Though still a fraction of the U.S.'s own outlay, PLA spending has more than doubled in the past decade. In particular, Beijing has sought to beef up its blue water navy, building a sophisticated submarine fleet, installing anti-ship ballistic missiles on a number of its vessels, improving its cyber-military technologies and setting up a string of listening posts from the South China Sea to the Indian Ocean. The keel of the first PLA Navy aircraft carrier will be laid this year. "This new suite of Chinese capabilities has no other purpose than to neutralize the U.S. presence in the Western Pacific," says Andrew Shearer, director of studies at the Lowy Institute for International Policy in Sydney, Australia. "China wants to maximize its power in Asia and, in the long term, squeeze out U.S. influence, island chain by island chain." (See how Asia watches the growth of China's navy.)

Plan key

Stopping the military excercises would prevent esclation of tensions with China

Wen Wei Po, Hong Kong newspaper, 7/7/10 (re-reported in BBC Monitoring Asia Pacific, "Hong Kong paper accuses US of 'provoking' China with scheduled military drill", lexis)
In response to the joint military exercise that the United States and the ROK militaries would carry out in the Yellow Sea as they announced, Qin Gang, spokesman for the Chinese Ministry of Foreign Affairs, said yesterday that under the current situation, all sides should keep their composure and exercise restraint, and should not do anything that may aggravate the regional tension and do harm to the national security interests in this region. In the past days running, senior Chinese military leaders openly expressed strong opposition to the entry of the US aircraft carrier into the Yellow Sea, and emphasized that China has strong will and capability to deal strikes at any invading foreign warships. The United States' action of carrying out a military exercise in an area critically sensitive to China's security under the pretext of the Ch'o'nan [Cheonan] incident will be an extremely serious military provocation to China, not only reflecting the United States' hegemonic arrogance, but also showing that the United States has extended its strategy of containing China to the military domain in an undisguised manner. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and made clear its clear-cut attitude. This was a necessary move for safeguarding regional peace. The United States should understand that Sino-US cooperation will benefit both sides, but Sino-US struggle will do harm to both sides, immediately stop its activities of military provocations, and prevent the escalation of the tense situation. In the past, the US military mainly carried out exercises in the Sea of Japan. This time, while the situation on the Korean Peninsula became tense drastically because of the Ch'o'nan incident, the United States indicated in a high-profile manner that it would carry out a joint military exercise with the ROK in the Yellow Sea, and announced that it would dispatch an aircraft carrier to take part in the drill. This was actually a targeted action of provoking China, as described in a Chinese proverb - "Xiang Zhuang's sword dance was aimed at killing Pei Gong who was then watching aside". The Yellow Sea is the gateway to the North China region where Beijing, China's national capital, is located. If American aircraft carriers can freely move into this sensitive area, that will put China's Liaodong Peninsula and Shandong Peninsula completely within the attack range of the US military force. This move taken by the US military will obviously smack of military deterrence. On one hand, the show of force in the Yellow Sea may give a warning to the DPRK; on the other hand, this is also to flex muscle towards China and conduct strategic reconnaissance against China's coastal military facilities. No matter what is the purpose, the United States' military presence at the door of China will do nothing good to the easing of the situation on the Korean Peninsula, but will just escalate the confrontation atmosphere in that region. China resolutely responded by unsheathing the sword and first carried out live fire shooting training in the East Sea, showing that China would not be indifferent to the United States' threats, and had capability and determination to protect her national security and the regional stability.

The US is using the exercises to pressure China

China Daily Online, 7/9/10 ("JOINT DRILL A PRESSURE TACTIC, SAYS EXPERT", lexis)
China unhappy with proposed exercise near its own territory Beijing - Repeatedly delaying in a joint military drill between the United States and the Republic of Korea (ROK) is a strong-arm tactic, an political expert said on Thursday. The ROK has said it would hold the exercise after any possible UN action against the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK) over its alleged sinking of an ROK ship that killed 46 sailors in March.  Shi Yinhong, a senior scholar on international relations with Beijing-based Renmin University of China, said that countries including the US and the ROK are pushing for a vote inside the 15-member Security Council for a more stringent resolution of condemnation against Pyongyang. "They are putting off the exercise to force China to cooperate," Shi said. The Chinese government and military have fiercely protested the anti-submarine drill, which reportedly involves a US aircraft carrier and nuclear submarines that military experts warn would pose great threats to China. Seoul "will conduct the drills by linking them to the result" of possible UN Security Council action against Pyongyang, said Colonel Lee Bung-woo, a spokesman for the ROK Joint Chiefs of Staff. He did not elaborate on the timing and scale of the drill off the ROK's western coast. The exercises were originally scheduled for June. Seoul's announcement came days after China held live-fire drills off its eastern coast in what was seen as a response to the planned US-ROK naval exercises.
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Moving the exercises is not enough to solve

Rachel O’Brian, staff writer for AFP, 7/22/10, “Strained US-Sino ties loom at Asia security forum”, http://www.google.com/ hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5hjo1aP6h4naTjW5cl_-_eS2hXBWg)
US and South Korean plans to hold a series of naval drills from Sunday in response to North Korea's alleged torpedoing of a South Korean warship in March are the latest source of bad blood between Beijing and Washington. The drills off the Korean peninsula -- relocated from the Yellow Sea due to Chinese objections -- are designed as a warning to nuclear-armed North Korea over the sinking of the warship with the loss of 46 lives, Gates said. Pyongyang denies involvement and Beijing has refused to blame its communist ally. "We resolutely oppose foreign military ships and planes coming to the Yellow Sea and other waters near China to engage in activities that affect China's security interests," Chinese foreign ministry spokesman Qin Gang said. During a visit to South Korea this week, Gates acknowledged he was "disappointed" at China's rebuff of his scheduled visit in June but said he was willing to move forward. "I remain open to rebuilding and strengthening military-to-military dialogue between the United States and China because I think it can play an important role in preventing miscalculations and misunderstandings," he said. Even so, top US commanders have made it clear they are watching China's military buildup, particularly its naval reach into disputed territories in the resource-rich South China Sea. Speaking to US troops in South Korea on Wednesday, top US officer Admiral Mike Mullen said China's military had made "a fairly significant investment in high-end equipment" including satellites, aircraft, anti-ship missiles and a planned aircraft carrier group. He called the move a "strategic shift, where they are moving from a focus on their ground forces to focus on their navy, and their maritime forces and their air force". US officials worry that China's more assertive stance in the Pacific Ocean and its anti-ship missile arsenal, capable of striking aircraft carriers, could undercut America's long-dominant naval power in the region. Shi Yinhong, an expert on Sino-US military ties at Renmin University in Beijing, said the relocation of the US-South Korea naval drills from the Yellow Sea would not be enough to re-build trust. "That alone will not help Sino-US relations and the resumption of military ties," he said. "The opportunity to fully resume military exchanges has been lost due to the military exercises." Analysts said ASEAN member states would be looking on in horror as their immediate concerns -- such as territorial claims to islands in the South China Sea -- are drowned out by the noise of Sino-US tensions. Beijing lays claim to the entire sea but ASEAN members Brunei, Malaysia, the Philippines and Vietnam have claims to the Spratly archipelago, along with Taiwan. Vietnam also claims the more northerly Paracels. The United States meanwhile demands unfettered access to vital sea lanes in the area. "The current chill in Sino-US military relations is quite unwelcome at the ASEAN Regional Forum," Center for Strategic and International Studies analyst Ernie Bower said.
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5 reasons why China is opposed to US-ROK Joint Military Exercises – Security, Strategic Thinking, Geopolitical Strategy, Security in the Korean Peninsula, and Sino-US relations – stopping it would be a bargaining chip in US-China relations
People's Daily Online, ”Why China opposes US-South Korean military exercises in the Yellow Sea” 07/16/10, 

http://english.peopledaily.com.cn/90001/90780/91342/7069743.html
Major General Luo Yuan, deputy secretary general with the PLA Academy of Military Sciences, explained the reasons why China is opposed to the U.S.-South Korean military exercises in the Yellow Sea in a recent online discussion with netizens on People's Daily Online. Luo pointed out five reasons behind China's opposition to the joint military exercises: First, in terms of security, Chairman Mao Zedong once said, "We will never allow others to keep snoring beside our beds." If the United States were in China's shoes, would it allow China to stage military exercises near its western and eastern coasts Just like an old Chinese saying goes, "Do not do unto others what you do not want others to do unto you," if the United States does not wish to be treated in a specific way, it should not forcefully sell the way to others. Second, in terms of strategic thinking, China should take into account the worst possibility and strive to seek the best results. The bottom line of strategic thinking is to nip the evil in the bud. The ultimate level of strategic thinking is to subdue the enemy without fighting. Preventing crisis is the best way to resolve and overcome the crisis. China's current tough stance is part of preventive diplomacy. Third, in terms of geopolitical strategy, the Yellow Sea is the gateway to China's capital region and a vital passage to the heartland of Beijing and Tianjin. In history, foreign invaders repeatedly took the Yellow Sea as an entrance to enter the heartland of Beijing and Tianjin. The drill area selected by the United States and South Korea is only 500 kilometers away from Beijing. China will be aware of the security pressure from military exercises conducted by any country in an area that is so close to China's heartland. The aircraft carrier U.S.S. George Washington dispatched to the Yellow Sea has a combat radius of 600 kilometers and its aircraft has a combat radius as long as 1,000 kilometers. Therefore, the military exercise in the area has posed a direct security threat to China's heartland and the Bohai Rim Economic Circle. Fourth, in a bid to safeguard security on the Korean Peninsula, the U. N. Security Council has just issued a presidential statement, requiring all parties to remain calm and restrained to the so-called "Cheonan" naval ship incident, which had caused a major crisis on the Korean Peninsula. On the other hand, the joint military exercise by the United States and South Korea on the Yellow Sea has created a new crisis. This is another reason why China strongly opposes the military exercise on the Yellow Sea. In order to safeguard security on the Korea Peninsula, no country should create a new crisis instead they should control and deal with the existing one. Fifth, in terms of maintaining China-U.S. relations, especially the two parties' military relations, China must declare its solemn stance. China has been working to promote the healthy development of China-U.S. military relations. Therefore, China has clearly declared that it is willing to promote the development of the two parties' relations. Deputy Director of the General Staff Gen. Ma Xiaotian has also expressed his welcome to U.S. Defense Secretary Robert Gates to visit China at a proper time. Ma had made it clear at the meeting in Singapore that three key problems greatly impeded China-U.S. exchanges. First, the Unites States' arms sales to Taiwan. Second, the frequently detected American military aircraft and ships over and on the East and South China seas at close range. Third, the 2000 U.S. National Defense Authorization Act and the Delay Amendment restricted military exchanges with China in 12 fields. The current barriers have not been eliminated, while the United States has created another obstacle. This time, they not only sent military ships, nuclear submarines and Arleigh Burke-class guided missile destroyers, but also aircraft carriers. Luo added that a U.S. aircraft carrier had once been in the Yellow Sea in 1994, also known as the "Kitty Hawk issue," which caused strong reactions from China at that time. After that, aircraft carriers have never appeared in the Yellow Sea area. The United States and South Korea said that the joint military exercise aims at putting pressure on North Korea and deterring North Korea's submarines. However, as the Yellow Sea is a marine outlet, the joint military exercises actually include the task of military surveillance. Any aircraft carrier has strong reconnaissance and early warning capacities therefore it can also monitor and detect on the circumjacent hydrologic geology, meaning that it can detect Chinese marine outlets over and over again. As the Yellow Sea is a high sea, the aircraft carrier can also detect the hydro-geological conditions of China's submarines' channels out to sea. Therefore, the two purposes of the joint military exercise, strategic reconnaissance and testing initial combat plans, will pose a threat to China. The United States has always talked about the China military as a threat, but this joint military exercise by the United States and South Korea proved that it is not China but the U.S. military that is the threat.

SK – China Addon

Reducing the US-Korea exercises will improve Sino-Korean relations.

Ha- won Jung, Staff Writer for Global Research, 7-13-10 (US-ROK War Games Threaten China? Seoul Faces New China Tensions Over Naval Drill, http://www.globalresearch.ca/index.php?context=va&aid=20113), 
South Korea could face a period of increased tensions with China due to the joint naval exercise it plans to hold with the U.S. in the Yellow Sea in spite of objections by Beijing. The joint South Korea-U.S. naval exercise is meant to send a warning to North Korea about provocative actions in the Yellow Sea after the North’s sinking of the Cheonan in March. But Beijing has opposed the anti-submarine exercise, which may include the U.S.S. George Washington, a U.S. Nimitz-class aircraft carrier, because the drill will take place close to its territorial waters. South Korea’s relations with China have already been strained in recent months following the sinking of the Cheonan because of China’s efforts to water down any international condemnation of North Korea. Security analysts in Seoul say that South Korea could ease tensions with Beijing by inviting Chinese observers to the upcoming exercise or reduce the scale of the operation. China’s media and security analysts have had harsh words about the exercise after the U.S. Department of Defense announced on June 28 that the drill would take place this month. Qu Xing, president of the state-run China Institute of International Studies, said China felt “very sensitive” about the exercise, adding that Seoul needed to take into account the reaction of North Korea when the inter-Korean relations had sunk to their lowest level in at least a decade. “Even when you use the exclusive economic zone [of South Korea] for peaceful purposes, you still need consensus from neighboring countries,” Qu told journalists. “You need to make a decision on the military exercise very cautiously by considering inter-Korea relations, Korea-China relations and U.S.-China relations.” China’s Foreign Ministry spokesman Qin Gang said Beijing “resolutely opposes” foreign military warships and aircraft coming close to Chinese waters. “Our stance is consistent and clear,” Qin said. “We have already expressed our resolute interest and concerns to related parties.” Global Times, a Chinese newspaper, said the exercise had the potential to “destabilize the Northeast Asia region more than the Cheonan incident.” “Is South Korea trying to take revenge on China for not joining the criticism of North Korea regarding the Cheonan issue” said the paper in an editorial. It added, the military exercise “is something South Korea should not do to China, its biggest trading partner.” South Korea has shown no attempt to appease China. Foreign Ministry spokesman Kim Young-sun said, “I am pretty sure China understands well the nature of this joint drill.” But analysts say that Seoul must take into account that China agreed to a presidential statement from the UN Security Council last week condemning the attack on the Cheonan, although it did not name North Korea as the guilty party. One senior Foreign Ministry official said China made a “very significant, painful but right decision” in supporting the statement. Lee Su-seok, a senior analyst at the Institute for National Security Strategy, said Seoul needs to work harder to avoid political disputes with China, which views the involvement of a U.S. aircraft carrier in the Yellow Sea as having a possible link to plans by the U.S. to defend Taiwan in the event of a Chinese attack on the island. “You can give China some options, like inviting Chinese officials to view the drill or keeping them updated about the drill’s progress and activities to some degree,” he said. Kim Ki-jung, a professor of political science at Yonsei University, said another option to ease China’s opposition is to reduce the scale of the exercise, which is now expected to include nuclear submarines, Aegis-class destroyers and F-15 combat fighters in addition to the aircraft carrier. “You can’t just cancel the scheduled military drill because China opposes it,” he said. “But you can minimize the diplomatic disputes by scaling back the exercise and strategically choosing the timing of the event.”
NK, China tensions
Tensions in East Asia rise as North Korea threatens war and China increases missile arsenal
Tom Ramsack, Staff writer for All Headline News, 7-22-10, North Korea Says U.S. Sanctions Heighten Military Risks in Far East http://www.allheadlinenews.com/articles/7019363053?North%20Korea%20Says%20U.S.%20Sanctions%20Heighten%20Military%20Risks%20in%20Far%20East– 
AHN News Correspondent Pyongyang, North Korea (AHN) - North Korea warned the United States Thursday that new sanctions would increase risks the country will develop more nuclear weapons. North Korean officials also said joint military exercises between South Korea and the United States scheduled to begin Sunday are a provocation that would heighten political tensions. North Korean spokesman Ri Tong Il made the comments a day before an Asian security meeting starts Friday in Hanoi, Vietnam. “The sanctions are a direct expression of intensified hostility,” Ri said. “The U.S. should make concrete steps toward engaging in dialogue if it is serious about ridding the Korean peninsula of nuclear weapons.” U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton announced the sanctions Wednesday, in part as a response to North Korea’s sinking of a South Korean warship in March that killed 46 sailors. South Korea has demanded an apology for the attack on its navy ship Cheonan, but North Korea so far has refused. The United Nations’ Security Council condemned the sinking in a statement this month but did not condone new sanctions against North Korea. The U.N. Security Council already has imposed sanctions on North Korea for its 2006 and 2009 tests of nuclear weapons. The new sanctions are designed to disrupt North Korea’s money-laundering, counterfeiting and arms sales that the United States says help fund its nuclear program. International relations experts say the sanctions are unlikely to stop North Korea’s nuclear weapons development or even to hurt its economy. Clinton said the sanctions are intended to punish only North Korea’s government, not its people “who have suffered too long due to the misguided and malign priorities of their government.” North Korea has warned that war is possible if it is punished for sinking the Cheonan in the Yellow Sea with a submarine that torpedoed the ship. The joint military exercises off South Korea’s coast would involve 20 warships, 200 aircraft and thousands of troops. The U.S. government described them as a “deterrence” to North Korea’s “aggression.” However, a statement from the North Korean government quoted by the Yonhap News Agency said the military drill “presents a grave threat to the peace and security not only to the Korean Peninsula, but to the region.” The security meeting of the 27-member 
Asean Regional Forum (ARF) in Hanoi is part of a new effort to draw North Korea back into negotiations to cease its nuclear program. All six of the countries involved in the previous talks – China, Japan, the two Koreas, Russia and the United States – are represented at the ARF meeting. South Korea’s foreign minister cast doubt on whether the negotiations would resume. “North Korea must show genuine willingness and make progress in denuclearization before the six-party talks can take place,” said Yu Myung-hwan. China refused to participate in the U.N. statement that condemned North Korea over the sinking of the Cheonan. China’s growing military presence in the South China Sea was discussed by U.S. State Department officials as they gathered in Vietnam for the Asean Regional Forum. China halted relations in January with the U.S. military in frustration over continued arms sales to Taiwan, which has competed with China for influence in the region. Michael Mullen, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, said recently he was concerned about the inability of the U.S. military to communicate with Chinese military officials. He mentioned China’s investments in high-tech military hardware, such as advanced satellites, aircraft and missiles, as being troubling. In a separate development, the State Department issued statements this week saying new agreements with Indonesia and Vietnam show the United States still has allies in the South China Sea.

***

Six Party Talks Adv

NK willing to negotiate, Exercises prevent them

NK is ready to return to 6 party talks but military exercises will prevent them from returning and may bring physical retaliation

Kwang-Tae Kim, Associated Press Writer, 07/10/10  “NKorea says it's ready to return to nuclear talks”
 http://www.bnd.com/2010/07/10/1324726/nkorea-says-its-ready-to-return.html
SEOUL, South Korea -- North Korea expressed willingness Saturday to return to international nuclear disarmament talks, a sign it is satisfied with the U.N. Security Council's decision to avoid directly blaming it for the sinking of a South Korean warship. South Korea responded to the announcement with caution, saying it wanted proof. In a presidential statement Friday, the Security Council expressed "deep concern" about the March sinking of the 1,200-ton Cheonan, and findings by a South Korean-led international investigation that North Korea had torpedoed the ship. But it refrained from directly condemning North Korea - something the North had warned could trigger a military response. UN Koreas Ship Sinks In this photo released by China's Xinhua News Agency, U.S. Ambassador to U.N. Susan Rice speaks to the media at the U.N. headquarters on Thursday, July 8, 2010. Diplomats said the U.N. Security Council was set to approve a statement condemning a deadly torpedo attack on a South Korean warship that killed 46 sailors, but the declaration stops short of directly blaming North Korea. Rice introduced the draft statement to the 15-member council at a closed meeting late Thursday. - AP Photo A peace treaty was never signed after the 1950-53 Korean War, which ended with a cease-fire, leaving the two Koreas still technically at war. North Korea "will make consistent efforts for the conclusion of a peace treaty and the denuclearization through the six-party talks conducted on equal footing," its Foreign Ministry said Saturday in comments carried by the country's official Korean Central News Agency. That raised hopes North Korea would return to the nuclear talks, stalled since December 2008. South Korea said it would consult with other countries on how to push for North Korea's denuclearization, and would closely monitor the North's actions following the Security Council statement. North Korea should "clearly show its commitment to denuclearization," South Korean Foreign Ministry spokesman Kim Young-sun said, without elaborating. He urged the North to clearly acknowledge and apologize for the sinking of the Cheonan, in which 46 sailors died. On Friday, Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Qin Gang said Beijing hoped relevant parties could "turn over the page on the Cheonan incident as soon as possible." "We call for an early resumption of the six-party talks and joint efforts to maintain the peace and stability of the Korean peninsula," Qin said in a statement. Beijing has hosted the nuclear talks, which involve China, Russia, the two Koreas, Japan and the U.S. North Korea quit the nuclear negotiations in April last year in anger over a U.N. rebuke of its long-range rocket launch. Since then, its communist government has further ratcheted up tensions, conducting a second nuclear test and a series of missile launches. South Korea has imposed separate measures against North Korea to punish it over the warship sinking. It installed 11 loudspeakers along the border with North Korea to blare propaganda, but has yet to start the broadcasts. South Korea has also vowed to hold military exercises with the United States, but the Defense Ministry said Saturday the exact timing and scale of the drills off the country's western coast have not been finalized. The exercises were originally scheduled for last month. North Korea's Foreign Ministry also warned Saturday that any provocations or sanctions imposed by South Korea and the U.S. "in contravention of the presidential statement" would be met by "strong physical retaliation." 

NK willing to negotiate, Exercises prevent them

North Korea willing to re-enter talks but exercises threaten retaliation

 (Park Chan-Kyong, AFP 7/14/10, " US, S.Korea to hold joint military exercises: Pentagon", http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5goVemu8iGKpPlpvJDyXwaKAPA6vA)

SEOUL — The United States said Thursday it will likely hold joint exercises with South Korea in the Yellow Sea in the near future, raising tensions with North Korea ahead of key military talks with Pyongyang. North Korea's military is scheduled to hold the talks Thursday with the United Nations Command, the first since the sinking of a South Korean warship, after postponing the meeting from Tuesday for "administrative reasons." The talks are scheduled to be held at 10:00 am (0100 GMT) at the border village of Panmunjom, according to a statement Wednesday from the UN Command, which monitors the Korean War armistice. Only hours before the meeting is due to start, the Pentagon said that the US intended to hold joint military exercises with South Korea, a move likely to anger North Korea and despite objections from China, the North's main ally. Pentagon spokesman Geoff Morrell said Defense Secretary Robert Gates and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton will meet their counterparts in Seoul on July 21 to "discuss and likely approve a proposed series of USD/ROK combined military exercises." These exercise will include "new naval and air exercises in both the Sea of Japan and the Yellow Sea," Morrell said. The war games will involve a wide range of assets and are expected to be initiated in the near future," he said. The announcement comes after China warned against the joint exercises near its waters, and urged the two allies to not add to tensions with North Korea. Morrell, however, dismissed China's criticism, insisting the drills are "a matter of our ability to exercise in the open seas, in international waters. Those determinations are made by us, and us alone." The exercises would be defensive in nature but "will send a clear message of deterrence to North Korea," Morrell said. "Where we exercise, when we exercise, with whom and how, using what assets and so forth, are determinations that are made by the United States Navy, by the Department of Defense, by the United States government," Morrell added. Earlier this month South Korea confirmed it would stage a naval exercise with the United States in the Yellow Sea, to deter North Korean's "illegal provocation," with defense ministry spokesman Won Tae-Jae again slamming the sinking of the South Korean warship, the Cheonan. The South, backed up by the findings of a multinational investigation, accuses the North of torpedoing the Cheonan in March with the loss of 46 lives. Pyongyang denies the charge. The North previously refused to hold discussions with the US-led UN Command over the sinking of the Cheonan, calling for talks only with South Korea, but it shifted its stance last Friday. Thursday's talks, between colonels, are intended to make arrangements for a later meeting at general-level. After the North agreed last week to the talks, the UN Security Council issued a statement which condemned the attack but did not apportion blame -- a result hailed by the North as a "great diplomatic victory". The statement was watered down under pressure from Pyongyang's ally China. In the wake of the UN statement, the North also reiterated its conditional willingness to return to stalled six-party nuclear disarmament negotiations. But it also threatened "strong physical retaliation" if South Korea and the United States persist in "demonstration of forces and sanctions". Some analysts believe the North's navy sank the corvette in revenge for damage it suffered in a firefight last November near the disputed sea border. Analysts at a Seoul seminar did not specify who was to blame for the sinking, but said the North may also become more belligerent as it prepares for a power transfer from leader Kim Jong-Il to his youngest son Jong-Un. David Kang, professor at the University of Southern California, said the new leadership could mean a "more belligerent North Korea that is less willing to negotiate with the outside".

NK willing to negotiate, Exercises prevent them

North is ready to resume six-party talks – sees exercises as grave threats – ending the exercises would be a bargaining chip

Donald Kirk, Correspondent for the Christian Science Monitor, 07/22/10 “North Korea denounces war games, but is still game for six-party talks” http://www.csmonitor.com/World/Asia-Pacific/2010/0722/North-Korea-denounces-war-games-but-is-still-game-for-six-party-talks
 At a time when North Korea is attempting to show it's ready to resume six-party talks on its nuclear weapons program, Pyongyang fired off a volley of rhetoric aimed at joint US and South Korean military exercises. The denunciation, one day after the US announced new sanctions may increase regional tensions, say analysts, but does not mean fresh clashes are likely. At the regional forum of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) in the Vietnamese capital of Hanoi, North Korean spokesman Ri Tong-il characterized US and South Korea war games as “a grave threat to the peace and security not only of the Korean peninsula but of the region.” While Mr. Ri’s tone was typical of North Korean denunciations of the annual US and South Korean exercises staged every spring, analysts fear North Korea may be using the war games to raise the temperature in the wake of the sinking of a South Korean navy ship in the Yellow Sea. The war games are slated to begin Sunday off South Korea's east coast. "[North Korea sees] the exercises as a real danger,” says Kim Bum-soo, a scholar on international relations and editor of an influential conservative magazine. “If we carry out the exercises, North Korea needs to fly its own fighters, to take defensive measure," he advises. But North Korea’s aging warplanes, mostly Russian-built MiGs, are not likely to go anywhere near the exercises. They remain grounded much of the time due to of a lack of fuel and spare parts. “I don’t think there will be retaliation in the near future,” says Mr. Kim, even though “the exercises will increase tensions.” He says he sees pressure against North Korea as building on the basis of “two-plus two talks” – that is, the meetings this week between Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Defense Secretary Robert Gates and their South Korean counterparts in Seoul. North Korea appears to see those meetings, and the exercises, as the basis for revving up a diplomatic campaign intended to show its willingness to return to six-party talks on its nuclear weapons. North Korea’s spokesman says the country would return to the talks on North Korea’s nuclear program, last held in Beijing in December 2008, if they were held on “an equal footing” with other participants.

Drills intended to deter North aggressions risk causing setbacks to Six Party talks

Center for Strategic and International Studies, 7-20-10, U.S, South Korea plan major military exercises next weeks
http://csis.org/blog/us-south-korea-plan-major-military-exercises-next-week
Last week from North Korea and the U.S.-led UN command on the Korean Peninsula met to discuss potential resolutions to current tense relations. Scheduled to meet again today, the North has been more open to dialogue and the resumption of six-party talks, while denying its involvement in the sinking of the Cheonan. South Korean diplomat Yu Myung-hwan has expressed doubts that Pyongyang really wants to return to six-party talks or end its nuclear weapons program. Instead, they are attempting to shift pressure away from the regime following last week’s UN condemnation of the attack. Although not specifically blamed, the Security Council’s statement has brought more international attention to issue, Yu said. “It is very regrettable that (North Korea) is trying to abuse the six-party talks to make an excuse to shun the global attention to the Cheonan incident.”U.S. officials point out that major U.S.-South Korean exercises staged directly against North Korea have not been carried out for several years. The timing of the exercises could set back any efforts to get Pyongyang back to the negotiating table with other major powers. While the drills are intended to deter North Korea from further aggression, the message may be lost to a regime that is organized around the belief that it is under constant threat of attack from the United States and South Korea.

NK willing to negotiate, Exercises prevent them

US military exercises prevent North Korea from coming to the table for Six Party Talks

Today Online, 7-23-10, U.S Military Exercises present grave threat to region”
 “http://www.todayonline.com/World/EDC100723-0000093/US-military-exercises-present-grave-threat-to-region,-says-North-Korea
HANOI - North Korea warned the United States and South Korea yesterday to call off military exercises scheduled for this weekend and to back off any new sanctions against it or risk placing the entire region in danger. The warning issued on the sidelines of a meeting by the Association of South-east Asian Nations (Asean) in Hanoi came as tensions on the peninsula simmer over the sinking of a South Korean warship that killed 46 sailors. The North was blamed for the attack, but has denied any responsibility. On Wednesday, Washington announced it would impose new sanctions aimed at stifling the North's nuclear activities. Mr Ri Tong Il, a North Korean spokesman, said the sanctions would be in violation of a United Nations Security Council statement approved earlier this month. The joint naval exercises also present "a grave threat to the peace and security not only to the Korean peninsula, but to the region," he said. "If the US is really interested in the denuclearisation of the Korean peninsula, it should halt the military exercises and sanctions that destroy the mood for dialogue," he added. He later said the North is willing to meet the US and Japan on the sidelines of today's forum if they request it, but no such proposals have come. Singapore Foreign Minister George Yeo yesterday met his North Korean counterpart Mr Pak Ui Chun and expressed Singapore's concern over the attack on the warship Cheonan. But he told reporters that Asean is not likely to condemn Pyongyang for the sinking. He encouraged North Korea to work with South Korea and the international community to close the chapter on the incident and resume the six-party talks. Meanwhile, North Korea's military said it will hold more talks today with the US-led United Nations Command about the warship sinking
DPRK threatens to increase nuclear deterrence and boycott six party talks if military exercises start
Bridget Johnson, staff writer of The Hill - - 03/07/10, North Korea: Nuclear disarmament is off if military exercises proceed 
(http://thehill.com/blogs/blog-briefing-room/news/85327-north-korea-nuclear-disarmament-is-off-if-military-exercises-proceed)
North Korea said Sunday that if the U.S. moves forward with a South Korean military exercise, nuclear disarmament is off. "The maneuvers clearly indicate once again that the U.S. and the South Korean authorities are the harassers of peace and warmongers keen to bring a war to this land," a statement from the government-run Korean Central News Agency said. China said Friday it was hoping to restart stalled six-party talks with North and South Korea, China, the United States, Japan and Russia before July by dangling the promise of aid to Pyongyang. North Korea said the joint exercises would not only kill the possiblity of restarting talks, but encourage the communist country to beef up its nuclear arsenal."The process for the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula will naturally come to a standstill and (North Korea) will bolster its nuclear deterrent for self-defense," the statement said. On Friday, North Korea had urged the U.S. to call off the joint military exercises. A commentary in the government newspaper Minju Joson said "the United States and the south Korean puppet army are working with bloodshot eyes to make a preemptive attack on the DPRK any moment while staging Key Resolve and Foal Eagle joint military exercises." "...Should the U.S. imperialists and the south Korean puppet warmongers launch the joint military exercises for aggression defying the DPRK's repeated warnings, the KPA will react to them with strong military counteraction and, if necessary, mobilize all its offensive and defensive means including nuclear deterrent to mercilessly destroy their bulwark of aggression."
Military Exercise kills 6 Party Talks

US-ROK military exercise kills six-party talks and undermines inter-Korean relations

Zhu Lin, staff writer from Xinhua News, 03/11/10 http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/indepth/2010-03/11/c_13207191.htm
The annual joint military exercise of the United States and South Korea, which the two parties termed as purely defensive, is feared to dampen the efforts to reopen the six-party talks and may also undermine the volatile inter-Korean relations. On Thursday, the U.S.-South Korean military exercise, codenamed "Key Resolve/Foal Eagle," has entered the fourth day of its 11-day run. First launched in 1968, the "routine exercise" by the two militaries has continued to this year without interruption, with only names changed. Also unshaken is the military cooperation between the U.S. and South Korea, which is buttressed by joint exercise and annual ministerial-level Security Consultative Meetings. This year's drill engages about 10,000 U.S. troops and 8,000 reinforcement personnel for the Key Resolve exercise and it also involves some 20,000 South Korean troops in the Foal Eagle one. It includes live firing by U.S. Marines, aerial attack drills and urban warfare training across South Korea. The United States and South Korea argued that the joint exercise is aimed at rehearsing the defense of South Korea in case of emergencies and improving combined operational posture between the two militaries, while the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK) denounced it as preparation for a nuclear attack. The joint exercise this year is confronted with more vehement reaction from the DPRK side as its army spokesman declared an end to military dialogue between the DPRK and South Korea and the high command ordered the entire army, navy and air force into a state of alert. In protest against the joint exercise, the DPRK also threatened to halt its denuclearization process, strengthen its nuclear deterrence and be no longer bound by the truce that ended the 1950- 53 Korean War, as the two sides are technically at war with no peace treaty signed. 
SIX-PARTY TALKS FURTHER STALLED The U.S.-South Korean joint drill came amid a rather sensitive time as various diplomatic efforts are being made to bring the DPRK back to the negotiation table for denuclearization on the Korean Peninsula. However, the positive signs, which the DPRK had shown during a flurry of inter-Korean talks and a recent exchange of high-level visits between Beijing and Pyongyang, seem to have been reduced to nothing. The DPRK said in an earlier statement that it will not rejoin the suspended six-party talks, which it quit last April in protest against UN sanctions, or hold further military dialogue only if the joint military drill is dropped and the UN sanctions are lifted. 

6 Party Talks only way to solve NK Nukes

Six party talks is the only way to solve the NK nukes– US can’t solve problem alone, UN Security Council does not include all involved countries, and it prevents NK from playing countries against one another

Peter Van Ness, visiting fellow in the Contemporary China Centre and the Department of International Relations at the ANU, coordinator of the project on peace building in Northeast Asia, 06/23/09, “Stick to the Six Party Talks on North Korea” http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/06/23/stick-to-the-six-party-talks-on-north-korea/ 
The DPRK has now tested a second nuclear device, launched more missiles, and even nullified all of its agreements from previous negotiations, including the truce that ended the Korean War (1950-1953). After the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 1874, more provocations followed. Clearly Kim Jong-Il’s first priority is to keep his regime in power, and it is very likely that Pyongyang sees nuclear weapons adventurism as the best way to do that. If so, what can be done to dissuade the DPRK and move to a new course? None of North Korea’s neighbours want to see the regime collapse for fear of thousands of refugees and a fundamental destabilization of the region. But to permit North Korea to emerge as a nuclear-weapons power would probably produce a nuclear arms race in the region with serious implications for non-proliferation elsewhere in the world, including Iran and with respect to non-state actors. Compounding the difficulty in dealing with this situation, there are doubts about whether Kim Jong-Il is in complete control after apparently suffering a stroke last August – it is reported that he has chosen his youngest son, Kim Jong-Un, as his successor. Why is the Six Party Talks still the best venue for working out a joint response to North Korea’s provocation when Pyongyang insists that the Talks are dead and that it would not participate? Resolutions from the United Nations Security Council can be helpful, but its deliberations to date have been characterized more by demonstrating serious differences among the major powers rather than providing a context for reaching agreement about how to proceed. Let me suggest three main reasons for choosing the SPT as the best venue to build a viable policy response to North Korea. 1. The United States cannot resolve this problem by itself. President Obama will need the core countries in the region to put together a successful strategy to deal with North Korea. As Henry Kissinger has argued, ’No long-term solution of the Korean nuclear problem is sustainable without the key players of Northeast Asia, and that means China, South Korea, the United States and Japan, with an important role for Russia as well.’ The SPT includes all of these core countries; the UN Security Council does not. Moreover, the Security Council includes two members with veto power, the UK and France, which are not directly involved in the confrontation, and ten more members elected for a two-year terms — all countries that have their own separate interests to be served when debating about how to deal with the Korean problem. President Obama needs to bring together only the key players to build a consensus about how to deal with the DPRK. 2. A fundamental principle in North Korean strategy, as we have seen time and again in previous negotiations, is to attempt to play countries against one another. To defend against this approach, it is best to address the DPRK in a negotiation in which all of the most affected countries, but no others, directly participate. The objective should be to address Pyongyang with one voice and a shared commitment to sustain the positions being put forward. Whether the decision is to impose additional sanctions or to provide further positive inducements, or some combination of the two, all parties should be firmly supportive of the initiative so that Pyongyang cannot play them against each other. 
6 Party Talks only way to solve NK Nukes

Any aggression against NK will not denuclearize NK – will lead to a long dragged war since NK will never surrender – dialog and negotiation through 6 party talks are the only way to solve NK nukes
Chon Hyun Joon, Senior Researcher, Korea Institute of National Unification and Institute for Far Eastern Studies 01/25/10 “THE NORTH KOREAN NUCLEAR ISSUE AND ‘SIX-PARTY TALKS’” - IFES
Traditionally, North Korea has considered itself the only legal government on the Korean peninsula, and sees nuclear weapons as one more tool to prevent the United States from ‘pillaging’ its land. This means that the North will not give up its nuclear weapons until the United States not only gives up any plans to launch a nuclear attack against it, but also recognizes it as the only legitimate Korean government. In other words, North Korea will never surrender its nuclear weapons if its security is not firmly secured. Of course, this perspective is absurd and unrealistic. The North has deluded itself in a manner than cannot allow it to give up its nuclear weapons under any circumstance. The problem is that the United States does not recognize this strategy of the North. Even if North Korea continues to push on with nuclear weapons development, Washington feels that there is no need to invest much to entice Pyongyang since, given time, it will naturally collapse anyway. Washington thinks time is on its side, but that is not the case. North Korea is not a country that will collapse or concede easily. Pyongyang will go to any length to prevent collapse, and will not take orders from any outside government. The United States has only implemented a strategy of encirclement, but cannot implement a concrete strategy of seizing the North. The United States is great at establishing strategies, but is weak at concretely enforcing them. Wars fought in Korea, Vietnam, Somalia, Afghanistan and Iraq stand as examples of that. It is true that the Korean peninsula is, strategically, a very important piece of real estate. In particular, for the United States to fulfill the role of balancer in Northeast Asia, it needs to be able to control the entire Korean peninsula. Washington faces many political burdens because it has neglected the strategic value of North Korea, focusing only on the South. If North Korea and the United States could narrow the gap between them, not only will peace and security come to the Korean peninsula, but it will also come to Northeast Asia. The United States has always utilized countries for strategic gains despite their lack of democracy, including with Japan, China, India, Pakistan, Turkey, and the Ukraine. Now, the time has likely come that Washington will consider North Korea as a strategic partner. Through the 2010 New Year’s Joint Editorial, North Korea mentioned that “the main issue” related to the nuclear issue is “the cessation of the United States’ hostile policy toward North Korea,” but it also mentioned “resolution of the issue through dialog and negotiation.” 
Six party talks are key to NK denuclearization – IAEA chief
Jun Hongo, staff writer for the Japan Times, 7/17/09 “New IAEA Head Amano Hopes To Revive Six-Party Process”  http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20090717a6.html
Reviving the six-party talks remains a vital component of the effort to denuclearize North Korea, Yukiya Amano, the next director general of the International Atomic Energy Agency, said Thursday in Tokyo.   But Amano, who earlier this month became the first Asian voted in as head of the nuclear watchdog, noted that the IAEA can only play its role once Pyongyang agrees to allow inspectors to enter its nuclear facilities. "There needs to be steps forward within the six-party talks on a process for denuclearization," he said in a news conference at the Foreign Ministry, adding that the IAEA is ready to do its job when called upon. Turning to Iran, Amano acknowledged that Tehran hasn't fully cooperated in the release of information on its nuclear programs and that the agency will continue to push the government for more transparency. Amano, who has served with the Permanent Mission of Japan to the International Organizations in Vienna since 2005, said nuclear nonproliferation and promoting the peaceful use of atomic energy are two key objectives for the IAEA today. He said he will continue to push for both with Japan, the only country to have experienced nuclear attacks. He added that Tokyo is ready to provide technological assistance to those who pursue the peaceful use of nuclear energy.  

NK Nukes Impact

NK has enough plutonium for 6 atomics bombs and threatens to use them in chance of conflict
Japan Today 3-26-10 “North Korea vows 'nuclear strikes' in latest threat” 
(http://www.japantoday.com/category/world/view/n-korea-vows-nuclear-strikes-in-latest-threat)
North Korea’s military warned South Korea and the United States on Friday of “unprecedented nuclear strikes” over a report the two countries plan to prepare for possible instability in the totalitarian country. The North routinely issues such warnings and officials in Seoul and Washington react calmly. Diplomats in South Korea and the U.S. instead have repeatedly called on Pyongyang to return to international negotiations aimed at ending its nuclear programs. “Those who seek to bring down the system in the (North), whether they play a main role or a passive role, will fall victim to the unprecedented nuclear strikes of the invincible army,” North Korea’s military said in comments carried by the official Korean Central News Agency. The North, believed have enough weaponized plutonium for at least half a dozen atomic bombs, conducted its second atomic test last year, drawing tighter U.N. sanctions. Experts from South Korea, the U.S. and China will meet in China next month to share information on North Korea, assess possible contingencies in the country, and consider ways to cooperate in case of an emergency situation, South Korea’s Dong-a Ilbo newspaper reported earlier this month, citing unidentified sources in Seoul and Beijing. The experts will also hold follow-up meetings in Seoul in June and in Honolulu in July, it said. The North Korean statement Friday specifically referred to the March 19 newspaper report. A spokeswoman said the South Korean Defense Ministry had no information. South Korean media have reported that Seoul has drawn up a military operations plan with the United States to cope with possible emergencies in the North. The North says the U.S. plots to topple its regime, a claim Washington has consistently denied. Last month, the North also threatened a “powerful—even nuclear—attack,” if the U.S. and South Korea went ahead with annual military drills. There was no military provocation from North Korea during the exercises. China, Japan, Russia, South Korea and the U.S. have been trying to persuade North Korea to give up its nuclear weapons in six party talks. The North quit the negotiations last year. The fate of the North’s nuclear weapons has taken on added urgency since late 2008 as concerns over the health of leader Kim Jong Il have intensified. Kim, who suffered an apparent stroke in 2008, may die within three years, South Korean media have reported. His death is thought to have the potential to trigger instability and a power struggle in the North.
Asian wars go nuclear.

Toshimaru Ogura and Ingyu Oh, Professors of Economics and Political Economy at Waiikato University, MONTHLY REVIEW, April, 1997, p. 30 

North Korea, South Korea, and Japan have achieved quasi-or virtual nuclear armament. Although these countries do not produce or possess actual bombs, they possess sufficient technological know-how to possess one or several nuclear arsenals. Thus, virtual armament creates a new nightmare in this region- nuclear annihilation. Given the concentration of economic affluence and military power in this region and its growing importance to the world system, any hot conflict among those countries would threaten to escalate into global conflagration.

NK Nukes Impact

North Korea Proliferation would lead to an imminent attack, destroying the global economy

William J. Perry 06, William J. Perry, a senior fellow at the Hoover Institution, is the Michael and Barbara Berberian Professor at Stanford University, with a joint appointment in the School of Engineering and the Institute for International Studies, where he is codirector of the Preventive Defense Project, “Proliferation on the Peninsula: Five North Korean Nuclear Crisis” http://ann.sagepub.com.ezp-prod1.hul.harvard.edu/cgi/reprint/607/1/78

The growing nuclear arsenal in North Korea is a security disaster for several compelling reasons, including the likely domino effect on proliferation. But the overriding reason is the possibility that a North Korean nuclear bomb will end up in one of our cities, not delivered by a missile, but by a truck or freighter. Al Qaeda has already stated unequivocally that it is seeking weapons of mass destruction. More chillingly, as reported by Graham Allison (2004), they have stated that they have a mission to kill 4 million Americans in revenge for specific wrongs that they believe the United States has inflicted on Muslim people. So we must take seriously the consequences of such a terror group gaining access to nuclear weapons, and the only plausible avenue for doing so is to buy or steal them from a nuclear power. If North Korea proceeds unchecked with building its nuclear arsenal, the risk of nuclear terrorism increases significantly. Of course, terrorists setting off a nuclear bomb on U.S. soil would not be equivalent to the nuclear holocaust threatened during the cold war. But it would be the single worst catastrophe this country has ever suffered. Just one bomb could result in more than one hundred thousand deaths, and there could be more than one attack. The direct economic losses from the blast would be hundreds of billions of dollars, but the indirect economic impact would be even greater, as worldwide financial markets would collapse in a way that would make the market setback after 9/11 seem mild. And the social and political effects are incalculable, especially if the weapon were detonated in Washington or Moscow or London, crippling the government of that nation. For all of these reasons, checking the nuclear aspirations of North Korea should be a top security priority for the United States.

North Korea nuclearization leads to prolif

Bruce Bennett and Nina Hachigian, September 2007 “Regime Change in North Korea Will Not Make the World Safer” pg 69

A cessation of North Korean efforts to make nuclear weapons is the most critical short-term issue. However many nuclear weapons North Korea has, the United States will be far worse off if Pyongyang adds the five or six more weapons that it could by completing the work on its 8,000 nuclear fuel rods, plus other weapons that it could derive from uranium enrichment. The larger North Korea’s arsenal, the more empowered it will feel, and the greater the chances that it will be tempted to sell nuclear materials, especially if economically pressured. The United States cannot afford to wait months or years to freeze Pyongyang’s nuclear weapons program. 
A Korean conflict causes global thermonuclear exchange killing all life.
Chol Director Center for Korean American Peace’02 (Chol,  2002 10-24, http://nautilus.org/fora/security/0212A_Chol.html)

Any military strike initiated against North Korea will promptly explode into a thermonuclear exchange between a tiny nuclear-armed North Korea and the world's superpower, America. The most densely populated Metropolitan U.S.A., Japan and South Korea will certainly evaporate in The Day After scenario-type nightmare. The New York Times warned in its August 27, 2002 comment: "North Korea runs a more advanced biological, chemical and nuclear weapons program, targets American military bases and is developing missiles that could reach the lower 48 states. Yet there's good reason President Bush is not talking about taking out Dear Leader Kim Jong Il. If we tried, the Dear Leader would bombard South Korea and Japan with never gas or even nuclear warheads, and (according to one Pentagon study) kill up to a million people." Continues…The first two options should be sobering nightmare scenarios for a wise Bush and his policy planners. If they should opt for either of the scenarios, that would be their decision, which the North Koreans are in no position to take issue with. The Americans would realize too late that the North Korean mean what they say. The North Koreans will use all their resources in their arsenal to fight a full-scale nuclear exchange with the Americans in the last war of mankind. A nuclear-armed North Korea would be most destabilizing in the region and the rest of the world in the eyes of the Americans. They would end up finding themselves reduced to a second-class nuclear power.
6 Party Talks key to so many Stuff

6 Party talks will focus on Korean peace and security – talks will lead to NK denuclearization, a peace regime on the Korean peninsula, and development of the Kaesong Industrial Complex

Chon Hyun Joon, Senior Researcher, Korea Institute of National Unification and Institute for Far Eastern Studies 01/25/10 “THE NORTH KOREAN NUCLEAR ISSUE AND ‘SIX-PARTY TALKS’” - IFES
Therefore, it appears that the North will double its efforts in the future to conclude a U.S.-DPRK peace agreement in order to resolve the nuclear issue and, of course, to ensure regime stability. On January 11, a North Korean Foreign Ministry statement proposed a meeting of parties involved in the armistice to discuss a peace agreement. This is evidence that the North’s diplomatic offensive has begun. We need to take advantage of the North’s positive stance. Now a six-party summit meeting needs to be convened in order to resolve the North Korean nuclear issue, as it is of decidedly growing importance to regional and even global security. If a six-way summit meeting is to be realized, then the six countries need to set aside their self-interests, and not inject their own problems into Six-Party Talks. The focus of the talks needs to be only on Korean peninsular peace and security through resolution of the North Korean nuclear issue. Of course, bringing together all six countries will not be easy. However, if China, Russia, South Korea, Japan and the United States can recognize the seriousness of North Korea’s nuclear issue, then Six-Party Talks could be revived in 2010 and North Korean denuclearization could begin, with political relations between North Korea and the United States improving and economic aid for Pyongyang could begin to flow. Discussion will begin on issues such as security guarantees for the North and building a peace regime on the Korean peninsula. Obviously, an inter-Korean summit will be held, production in the Kaesong Industrial Complex will grow, and tourism to Mount Kumgang will be revived. North Korea will also further open up and the DMZ will be put to peaceful uses. Pyongyang’s nuclear program is an issue for both global and peninsular peace. This is also the reason the South Korean government needs to more actively work to resolve the North Korean nuclear issue.
Kaesong Industrial Complex KT SK Econ

The Kaesong complex is extremely beneficial to South Korean economy

Park Suhk-sam – senior economist at the Bank of Korea, EAST ASIAN REVIEW Vol. 16, No. 3, Autumn 2004, pp. 87-104 “Creating a Visible Bridge: The Economic Impact of Kaesong Industrial Complex Construction”

The Kaesong Industrial Complex will help South Korean smalland medium-sized companies cut costs drastically, boosting ordinary profits by 200 to 700 percent, depending on the type of industry. The benefits will ultimately raise price competitiveness of South Korean industries, and help the South Korean economy make a soft landing in industrial restructuring. If the companies operating in the Kaesong industrial complex make use of these benefits to reduce costs of the products, it will increase their price competitiveness and increase their market share in the domestic and international markets. The Kaesong Industrial Complex will also help labor-intensive industries to regain their price competitiveness. Moreover, marginal firms on the brink of bankruptcy due to falling profitability are expected to move into the complex rather than into China, in order to capitalize on low labor costs. The Kaesong Industrial Complex will also promote both Koreas’ economic growth. The sizes of the South and North Korean economies will not be affected much by the Kaesong Industrial Complex until the 8th year when the first and the second stages are in operation, but in the 9th year when the third stage begins, substantial impacts are expected, which will stabilize in the 17th year. Meanwhile, to ensure that the expected economic benefits materialize, the assumption is that 190,000 South Korean companies18) will move into the Kaesong Industrial Complex for 8 years when the first, second and third-stage projects are finished. Therefore, the impact of the Kaesong Industrial Complex on the South Korean economy depends on South Korea’s potential to bring enough business into the complex. If existing companies in South Korea shut down their factories and move into Kaesong, it will decrease added value and employment in the South Korean economy, reducing the overall economic effects of the Kaesong Industrial Complex on the South Korean economy explained above. However, in the event that South Korean marginal companies and those which originally planned to advance into China move into the Kaesong Industrial Complex, it will have a positive effect, rather than a negative impact on the South Korean economy. Moreover, considering that a sizable number of new businesses targeting the high-profit potential of Kaesong will be included in the total movement statistics, the exodus of South Korean companies into the Kaesong Industrial Complex over the next eight years will not create much negative impact on the South Korean economy. In the long-term, the Kaesong Industrial Complex will definitely contribute to the unification of South and North Korea, and its proximity to the demarcation line will reinforce the idea that it is a symbol of peace. The complex will also entail massive movement of goods and human exchange, as well as contacts between South and North Koreans related to the operation of factories in Kaesong, substantially easing tensions on the Korean Peninsula. In the Kaesong Industrial Complex, South Korea will be able to access cheap land and labor of North Korea while North Korea will earn hard currency from South Korea. When inter-Korean relations are established on the basis of mutual economic benefits, the relations will be less affected by factors other than economic ones. In addition, the Kaesong Industrial Complex will house South Korean companies and South Korean developers will manage them according to the market economy, giving North Korea the opportunity to learn about the system

Kaesong Industrial Complex KT Korean Econ

The Kaesong complex brings 76,000 new jobs and 24.3 trillion won in annual production to South Korea

Park Suhk-sam – senior economist at the Bank of Korea, EAST ASIAN REVIEW Vol. 16, No. 3, Autumn 2004, pp. 87-104 “Creating a Visible Bridge: The Economic Impact of Kaesong Industrial Complex Construction”

Impact on the South Korean Economy Estimated direct effects on the South Korea economy in the 4th year, when the first stage (1 million pyong) project is in operation, are measured at 9.4 trillion won in annual production, 2.7 trillion won in annual added value, and 13,000 new jobs. If indirect effects are added, it amounts to 10.6 trillion won in annual production, 3.2 trillion won in annual added value, and 33,000 new jobs. During this period, some 2,000 companies are expected to move into the Kaesong Industrial Complex, and will be fully exempt from corporate income taxes until the 8th year of operation. In the 7th year when the first and second stages (1.3 million pyong) will be in operation simultaneously, direct effects on the South Korean economy are predicted to be 21.7 trillion won in annual production, 6.1 trillion won in annual added value, and 30,000 new jobs. If indirect effects are added, it amounts to 24.3 trillion won in annual production, 7.4 trillion won in added value, and 76,000 new jobs. During this period, 2,600 new companies will also be operating in addition to the 2,000 existing companies of the first stage, all of which will be fully exempt from corporate income taxes.16) In the 9th year when the first, second, and third (6.2 million pyong) stages are all in operation, direct effects on the South Korean economy are predicted to be 83.9 trillion won in annual production, 24.4 trillion won in annual added value, and 100,000 new jobs. If indirect effects are added, it amounts to 93.9 trillion won in annual production, 29.1 trillion in annual added value, and 283,000 new jobs. The total number of companies is some 19,000 (1st stage: 2,000, 2nd stage: 2,600, 3rd stage: 14,300). In the 9th year, the first stage companies will pay 50 percent of their corporate income taxes while second and third-stage companies are fully exempt.17) The annual production and added value will peak during the 9th through the 11th years, right after the third-stage project is complete (direct effects of 83.9 billion won and 24.4 billion won) because companies are mostly exempt from corporate income taxes. In the 12th year and beyond, corporate income tax payments are expected to increase, reducing annual production and added value. In the 17th year, when corporate income taxes will be paid at 100 percent, annual production and added value will stabilize at 81.9 trillion won and 22.4 trillion won (3.1% to 2003 GNI) respectively in direct effects.
The Kaesong Industrial Complex is the crucial gateway in modernizing the North Korean economy
Dick K. Nanto, Specialist in Industry and Trade - Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division and Mark E. Manyin, Analyst in Asian Affairs - Foreign Affairs, Defense, and Trade Division, 07/19/07 “The Kaesong North-South Korean Industrial Complex” CRS report for Congress 
At a still wider set of interests, the KIC may be the proverbial camel’s nose under the tent in attempts to reform, liberalize, and modernize the North Korean economy. In neighboring China in 1978, foreign businesses were first allowed to operate in special economic zones. Now foreign invested businesses generate more than half of China’s exports and imports. The Chinese speak of practicing socialism with Chinese characteristics and, indeed, many state-owned enterprises still encumber the Chinese economic system. The state-owned enterprises that are successful, however, operate much like privately owned enterprises, and one is hard pressed to find other significant differences between the Chinese brand of socialism and market capitalism. In January 2006, Kim Jong-il paid his fourth visit to China to see its special economic zones. There he observed modern high-technology factories — many of them foreign-owned — in operation.51 Likewise, the KIC exposes average North Koreans to modern business methods and to the accouterments of Western industrial society. According to the Economist Intelligence Unit, the decrepit North Korean economy has “three crying needs: deeper market reforms, greater openness, and above all, massive investment to modernize decrepit plant and infrastructure.”52 The KIC potentially addresses all three of these needs to a limited extent. 
Korean Econ / East Asia Econ Impacts

South Korean economic decline causes a destabilizing East Asian arms race and nuclear conflict.

Corey Richardson, Washington-based analyst who covered East Asian security issues as a presidential management fellow with the US Department of Defense, 9/6/2006, Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/HI09Dg02.html

A Korea faced with an economic dilemma of such magnitude would find maintaining its conventional military forces at current levels impossible. At the same time, it would feel more vulnerable than ever, even with US security assurances. For a nation paranoid about the possibility of outside influence or military intervention, strapped for cash, and obsessed about its position in the international hierarchy, the obvious route might be to either incorporate North Korean nuclear devices (if they actually exist), or build their own, something South Korean technicians could easily accomplish. North Korea, after all, has set the example for economically challenged nations looking for the ultimate in deterrence. One might argue that clear and firm US security guarantees for a reunified Korea would be able to dissuade any government from choosing the nuclear option. If making decisions based purely on logic the answer would be probably yes. Unfortunately, the recent Korean leadership has established a record of being motivated more by emotional and nationalistic factors than logical or realistic ones. Antics over Dokdo and the Yasukuni Shrine and alienating the US serve as examples. But the continuation of the "Sunshine Policy" tops those. Instead of admitting they've been sold a dead horse, the Roh administration continued riding the rotting and bloated beast known as the Sunshine Policy, until all that are left today are a pile of bones, a bit of dried skin, and a few tufts of dirty hair. Roh, however, is still in the saddle, if not as firmly after North Korea's recent missile tests. Japan must then consider its options in countering an openly nuclear, reunified Korea without USFK. Already building momentum to change its constitution to clarify its military, it's not inconceivable that Japan would ultimately consider going nuclear to deter Korea. As in South Korea, there is no technological barrier preventing Japan from building nuclear weapons. While the details of the race and escalation of tensions can vary in any number of ways and are not inevitable, that an arms race would occur is probable. Only the perception of threat and vulnerability need be present for this to occur. East Asia could become a nuclear powder keg ready to explode over something as childish as the Dokdo/Takeshima dispute between Korea and Japan, a Diaoyu/Senkakus dispute between China and Japan, or the Koguryo dispute between Korea and China.

Six Party Talks only way to solve East Asian Prolif 

Doing the plan would solve for South Korea and Japanese Prolif – the CP would cause East Asian Prolif since the UN Security Council does not include South Korea and Japan – they would be concerned of the risk of North Korean attack and proliferate

Peter Van Ness, visiting fellow in the Contemporary China Centre and the Department of International Relations at the ANU, coordinator of the project on peace building in Northeast Asia, 06/23/09, “Stick to the Six Party Talks on North Korea” http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/06/23/stick-to-the-six-party-talks-on-north-korea/
3. South Korea and Japan are the two countries most directly threatened by the DPRK provocations. Both countries are members of the SPT but not permanent members of the UNSC. Their interests must be taken into account in order to produce a sustainable resolution of the current crisis. In the past, North Korea has attempted to exclude both countries and to play the US, South Korea, and Japan all against each other. The SPT in which South Korea and Japan are all full participants is the best context for designing and implementing policies to deal with North Korea. If the core security concerns of South Korea and Japan are not adequately addressed in the negotiations with the DPRK, it is likely that a serious arms race in the region will occur, increasing the possibility that Japan, and perhaps South Korea, might decide to build nuclear weapons. When the Six Party Talks are reconvened, the DPRK should be invited to participate in all meetings. Since Pyongyang has said that they would not participate, the five other countries presumably would at first meet without them. Repeated meetings among the five could provide an ideal opportunity to decide and to implement a concerted policy toward the DPRK. This appears to be the intention of Presidents Lee and Obama in their meeting in Washington last week. The objective would be to convince North Korea at some point to re-join the talks in order to work out a solution, but whether or not the DPRK participates, the Six Party Talks format is the best venue for addressing the problem because the core countries in the region will have to work effectively together in order to resolve the crisis and preliminary meetings of the Five are a good first step.

East Asian Prolif Impacts

East Asian prolif causes fast arms race and nuclear war
Cirincione 2K (Joseph, director of the Non-Proliferation Project at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Foreign Policy, March 22, lexis)
The blocks would fall quickest and hardest in Asia, where proliferation pressures are already building more quickly than anywhere else in the world. If a nuclear breakout takes place in Asia, then the international arms control agreements that have been painstakingly negotiated over the past 40 years will crumble. Moreover, the United States could find itself embroiled in its fourth war on the Asian continent in six decades--a costly rebuke to those who seek the safety of Fortress America by hiding behind national missile defenses. Consider what is already happening: North Korea continues to play guessing games with its nuclear and missile programs; South Korea wants its own missiles to match Pyongyang's; India and Pakistan shoot across borders while running a slow-motion nuclear arms race; China modernizes its nuclear arsenal amid tensions with Taiwan and the United States; Japan's vice defense minister is forced to resign after extolling the benefits of nuclear weapons; and Russia--whose Far East nuclear deployments alone make it the largest Asian nuclear power--struggles to maintain territorial coherence. Five of these states have nuclear weapons; the others are capable of constructing them. Like neutrons firing from a split atom, one nation's actions can trigger reactions throughout the region, which in turn, stimulate additional actions. These nations form an interlocking Asian nuclear reaction chain that vibrates dangerously with each new development. 
6 Party talks KT China SoPo
Six party talks are key to Chinese soft power 

Barry Desker, Chairman of the Board of Governors of the Jurong Port Pte Ltd and Singapore Technologies Marine Ltd., “Sight of Pax Pacifica”, 12/ 17/08, Singapore Straight Times, Lexis)
The impact of the American recession on the world reminds us of the dramatic shifts in global power and influence which can be expected over the next two decades. We are on the cusp of a new age. Attention has focused on the rise of China and India, but we are really at the beginning of the Pacific century. The sharp US recession has been a wake-up call for proponents of unfettered financial liberalization. There will now be a greater willingness to recognise other models of capitalism. This is likely to lead to greater acceptance of East Asia's openness to international trade amid its continued regulation of financial markets. Over the next 20 years, East Asia is likely to be the fastest-growing region in the world, outstripping Europe and the United States. Trans-Pacific trade and investments for the US are already more significant than trans-Atlantic commerce. Although its economy is slowing, China is still likely to achieve 5 per cent growth next year, according to International Monetary Fund forecasts. It is moving up the value chain, with a capacity to handle labour-intensive manufacturing and high-end, high-skills requirements. There is increasing intra-East Asian trade because of the continuing trend towards distributed manufacturing, especially in the electronics sector. Parts and components are manufactured in several East Asian countries before assembly into final products, often in low-cost centres such as China and Vietnam. Increasing intra-regional economic interactions have provided the impetus for a growing sense of regional solidarity. Nevertheless an emerging regional economic divide may be discerned between outward-looking economies and autarkic economies such as North Korea. One risk is that such laggard states may see the promotion of regional and international conflict as a means of distracting domestic malcontents and securing foreign aid intended to buy their acquiescence. The economic rise of China will lead to a commensurate increase in its political influence. The holding of the six-party talks on North Korea's denuclearisation in Beijing reflects China's increasing influence in the region. While the US has been most vocal about the dangers posed by the North's nuclear capabilities, it is China that has had the greatest leverage on the hermit state.The transformation of Chinese cities, the emergence of Chinese technocratic elites, the increasing interest in learning Chinese, the growing numbers from the region and beyond who are being educated or work in China - all these will shape perceptions of China. Chinese 'soft power' will grow and regional memories of conflict with China will decline. This development will be significant. Although the rise of new powers has historically been accompanied by conflict, current trends suggest that East Asia is likely to be a region of managed competition. While regional governments have been closely aligned with the US since the Cold War ended, a rising China will be increasingly influential in the region. We are likely to see a stable relationship between the US and China, enabling states in the region to engage both powers without the need to identify themselves as allies or enemies of either. While a Pax Americana facilitated economic growth, a Pax Pacifica could be the basis for regional economic development. 
China SoPo Impact

Chinese soft power rise is key to peace

Bonnie S. Glaser, resident senior associate with the CSIS Freeman Chair in China studies, focusing on Chinese foreign policy, senior associate with CSIS Pacific Forum, consultant on East Asia for US government, and Melissa E. Murphy, fellow with the CSIS Freeman Chair in China Studies, former US-China relations specialist at international law firm Dewey Ballantine, worked in East Asia for US government for 7 years, Mar 2009 (“China’s Use of Soft Power in the Developing World: Strategic Intentions and Implications for the United States,” Chinese Soft Power and Its Implications for the United States, edited by Carola McGiffert, Center for Strategic and International Studies,  http://csis.org/files/media/csis/pubs/090305_mcgiffert_chinesesoftpower_web.pdf, pg. 24-25)
From the Chinese perspective, the primary purpose of building up the country’s soft power has been defensive, not offensive.100 The popularity of the China-threat theory and calls to contain or curb China’s rise have threatened to scuttle the goal of amassing greater comprehensive national power, which is essential if China is to reclaim what it believes to be its rightful place as a major global player. In tandem with propagating the peaceful-development policy, the imperative of China’s soft-power promotion has therefore been to improve China’s image abroad. According to a senior Chinese official, “China is using soft power with the objective of creating an international environment that is favorable to China’s development.”101 In line with the foreign policy guideline to keep a low profile and eschew being a leader, China continues to assiduously avoid being perceived as challenging the United States, either through the use of hard power or soft power.
Other Stuff

North Korea threatened nuclear attack if the drills go forward

AP Worldstream, 10 ("NKorea threatens attack if US, SKorea hold drills", lexis)

North Korea threatened a "powerful" attack if the U.S. and South Korea proceed with joint military drills next month, warning Thursday that it could even resort to nuclear means.  The threat, routinely issued before South Korea and the U.S. embark on regularly scheduled military exercises, was made just hours after President Barack Obama's special envoy to North Korea arrived in Seoul to discuss the North. Communist North Korea, believed to have enough weaponized plutonium to make at least a half-dozen atomic bombs, quit six-nation disarmament-for-aid negotiations last year. It also conducted a nuclear test, earning stricter U.N. sanctions. China, the U.S. and other nations involved in the disarmament talks have been trying to draw North Korea back to the negotiating table. U.S. envoy Stephen Bosworth met Thursday with South Korea's Wi Sung-lac after a stop in Beijing for talks with Chinese nuclear envoy Wu Dawei the previous day. During his Beijing visit, Bosworth called for the quick resumption of the nuclear negotiations with North Korea. He heads to Tokyo on Friday. The North has demanded a lifting of the sanctions and peace talks with the U.S. on formally ending the 1950-53 Korean War before it returns to the negotiations. "We believe the six-party talks are presented with a good opportunity to work out of the dilemma," Chinese Foreign Ministry spokesman Qin Gang told reporters, without elaborating. South Korea and the U.S., which maintains 28,500 troops in South Korea, plan to conduct annual military exercises starting March 8. The North sees the exercises as preparation for an invasion, but the U.S. and South Korea say the maneuvers are purely defensive. "If the U.S. imperialists and South Korean warmongers launch the joint military exercises ... we will react to them with our powerful military counteraction, and if necessary, mercilessly destroy the bulwark of aggression by mobilizing all the offensive and defensive means including nuclear deterrent," a Korean People's Army spokesman said in a statement carried by the North's official Korean Central News Agency.
Other Stuff

North Korea’s sinking of South Korea’s Cheonan might be the last straw – North Korea is prepared to go to war

Peter Foster Daily Telegraph's South Asia Correspondent May 2010 North Korea threatens 'all-out war' over warship sinking report http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/northkorea/7745370/North-Korea-threatens-all-out-war-over-warship-sinking-report.html

In the most serious attack for over 20 years, a North Korean torpedo was found to be responsible for the sinking of the Cheonan, a 300-ft South Korean warship, which sank on March 26 with the loss of 46 lives. An official report, carried out by South Korean investigators together with teams from the United States, Britain, Australia and Sweden, said the evidence pointed "overwhelmingly to the conclusion that the torpedo was fired by a North Korean submarine." It added: "There is no other plausible explanation." South Korea vowed "resolute countermeasures" against the North and is likely to appeal to the United Nations for further sanctions on the rogue state. Barack Obama immediately offered his "strong and unequivocal" support to Lee Myung-bak, his South Korean counterpart. "This attack constitutes a challenge to international peace and security," the White House said. Britain, Japan and Australia all joined the chorus of condemnation. William Hague, the British Foreign secretary, said North Korea had a "total indifference to human life and international obligations". He said Britain was working on an "appropriate multilateral response to this callous act". Robert Gibbs, the White House spokesman, said: "This act of aggression is one more instance of North Korea's unacceptable behaviour and defiance of international law.... Such unacceptable behavior only deepens North Korea's isolation." He said the attack "constitutes a challenge to international peace and security". However, North Korea strongly denied responsibility for the attack, calling the investigation a "fabrication orchestrated by a group of traitors". It said it would "promptly" react to any retaliation and further sanctions with "various forms of tough measures including an all-out war". In recent weeks, North Korea has begun massing more troops on the border with the South. China, the last major ally of Pyongyang, gave a cautious and lukewarm response, saying that all parties should "remain calm" and that it would conduct its own "assessment" of the findings. Without China's support at the UN Security Council, North Korea is likely to escape punishment. "China is not directly involved, so it should not take a stance on either side or express views on the incident," said Zhang Liangui, a North Korean expert at the Central Party School, where Communist Party leaders are trained. "South Korea's submission of its report to the UN will clearly force China into making a stance and this will be a challenge. This will be handled by the Foreign ministry, but my view is that China, in accordance with its rising status as a major country, should not go against the rest of the world, but should consider its interests in line with the majority," he added. In Seoul, the long weeks of mourning since the attack and the personal stories of the young men who lost their lives have deepened the sense of outrage, piling pressure on the government not to allow the lost lives to pass unavenged. However, military retaliation against North Korea seems to have already been ruled out. "Nobody wants a war on the Korean peninsula and the truth is that it is not easy to take revenge after the event," said Choi Jong-min, whose brother-in-law, Petty Officer First Class Jo Jin-young, was among the dead. "Military reprisals should have been taken there and then [at the time of the sinking], or not at all," he added. South Korea has called an emergency meeting of its National Security Council to discuss its options. However, experts said that most of the punitive actions on offer stand to hurt Seoul at least as much as Pyongyang. "There really are few good options out there for South Korea," said Daniel Pinkston, a North Korea expert at the International Crisis Group. "They can go to the UN, but in reality China is very unlikely to back serious economic measures against the North which is already in economic crisis. "Anything too drastic, such as military retaliation or real moves to destabilize the North's economy risks regional instability that could trigger market crashes, capital flight and an overnight loss of regional confidence. It is really hard to see how the South ends up better off after this."
Other Stuff

Cobra Gold is the biggest multinational military exercise in the world – it can solve possible problems of discontinuing US-Korea joint exercises such as US-Asia interoperability

American Forces Press Service, accessed through Global Security “Six Nations Gear Up for Cobra Gold 2010”, 01/12/10, 
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2010/01/mil-100112-afps04.htm
FORT SHAFTER, Hawaii– Cobra Gold, the largest multinational military exercise in the world, begins its 29th year of joint training and cooperation among six countries in the Asia-Pacific theater in Thailand on Feb.1. Cobra Gold 2010 marks the first time South Korea will participate in the exercise. “Thailand is one of our closest friends and partners in Asia, as well as being our oldest ally in Asia,” said Lt. Gen. Benjamin R. Mixon, commander, U.S. Army Pacific. “The Cobra Gold exercise is the largest multilateral joint military exercise in the world.” Sponsored by U.S. Pacific Command and the Royal Thai Supreme Command, the three-week exercise includes a command-post exercise, a series of medical and engineering civic-action projects and joint and combined field training. The exercise continues to serve as a venue to build interoperability between the United States and its Asia-Pacific regional partners. The command-post exercise focuses on training a Thai, U.S., Singaporean, Indonesian, and South Korean coalition task force. The exercise also includes Japan participating within a United Nations Force staff. A team composed of representatives from Brunei, Chile, China, Germany, Laos, Mongolia, New Zealand, South Africa, Sri Lanka and Vietnam will observe the command-post exercise at the invitation of the Thai government. Among Cobra Gold 2010’s objectives is Pacom’s rapid deployment of a joint task force and subsequent coordination with U.N. forces, with the aim of improving Pacom’s ability to conduct multinational operations and increase interoperability with partner nations, officials said. In addition, officials noted, the military-to-military relationships developed during Cobra Gold exercises underscore a combined capability to face myriad issues in the Asia-Pacific theater, including terrorism, transnational threats, and humanitarian-assistance and disaster-relief efforts.

Exercise Reduction could be Concession

DPRK is angry but willing to work with US if we discontinue the military exercise as a concession 

http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9772288457&format=GNBFI&sort=RELEVANCE&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9772288460&cisb=22_T9772288459&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=4
The exercises they launched under the pretext of "coping with emergency on the Korean Peninsula" are a clear proof of the hostile policy towards the DPRK and the North-South confrontational policy pursued by the US and the South Korean puppet authorities as they are war manoeuvres targeted against the DPRK from A to Z. The US changed Ulchi Focus Lens, the codename of the joint military exercises it staged every year from the middle of the 1970s, into Ulchi Freedom Guardian this year in a bid to create impression that the exercises are "led" by the South Korean puppet army, "supported" by the US forces. This is to serve the purpose of the Korea strategy aimed at using South Korea as a shock brigade in invading the DPRK. This is clearly evidenced by what the US and the South Korean puppet authorities said when kicking off the exercises. They blustered that the exercises would help boost the level of the combat capability of the US forces in South Korea and they would conclude the "war manoeuvres through a perfect operation to promptly react to someone's provocation." It has become clear that the "contingency on the Korean Peninsula" touted by the US and its followers precisely means a pre-emptive nuclear attack on the DPRK. This situation compels the DPRK to heighten vigilance against such unjust demands as the "verification in line with the international standard" recently claimed by the US as regards the nuclear issue. The DPRK will increase its war deterrent in every way as long as the US and its followers continue posing military threats to it. It will judge all matters on the principle of giving top priority to the security of the country and actively take corresponding practical measures.

Six Party Talks only way to Solve NK nukes 

Six party talks is the only way to solve the NK nukes– US can’t solve problem alone, UN Security Council does not include all involved countries, and it prevents NK from playing countries against one another

Peter Van Ness, visiting fellow in the Contemporary China Centre and the Department of International Relations at the ANU, coordinator of the project on peace building in Northeast Asia, 06/23/09, “Stick to the Six Party Talks on North Korea” http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/06/23/stick-to-the-six-party-talks-on-north-korea/ 
The DPRK has now tested a second nuclear device, launched more missiles, and even nullified all of its agreements from previous negotiations, including the truce that ended the Korean War (1950-1953). After the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 1874, more provocations followed. Clearly Kim Jong-Il’s first priority is to keep his regime in power, and it is very likely that Pyongyang sees nuclear weapons adventurism as the best way to do that. If so, what can be done to dissuade the DPRK and move to a new course? None of North Korea’s neighbours want to see the regime collapse for fear of thousands of refugees and a fundamental destabilization of the region. But to permit North Korea to emerge as a nuclear-weapons power would probably produce a nuclear arms race in the region with serious implications for non-proliferation elsewhere in the world, including Iran and with respect to non-state actors. Compounding the difficulty in dealing with this situation, there are doubts about whether Kim Jong-Il is in complete control after apparently suffering a stroke last August – it is reported that he has chosen his youngest son, Kim Jong-Un, as his successor. Why is the Six Party Talks still the best venue for working out a joint response to North Korea’s provocation when Pyongyang insists that the Talks are dead and that it would not participate? Resolutions from the United Nations Security Council can be helpful, but its deliberations to date have been characterized more by demonstrating serious differences among the major powers rather than providing a context for reaching agreement about how to proceed. Let me suggest three main reasons for choosing the SPT as the best venue to build a viable policy response to North Korea. 1. The United States cannot resolve this problem by itself. President Obama will need the core countries in the region to put together a successful strategy to deal with North Korea. As Henry Kissinger has argued, ’No long-term solution of the Korean nuclear problem is sustainable without the key players of Northeast Asia, and that means China, South Korea, the United States and Japan, with an important role for Russia as well.’ The SPT includes all of these core countries; the UN Security Council does not. Moreover, the Security Council includes two members with veto power, the UK and France, which are not directly involved in the confrontation, and ten more members elected for a two-year terms — all countries that have their own separate interests to be served when debating about how to deal with the Korean problem. President Obama needs to bring together only the key players to build a consensus about how to deal with the DPRK. 2. A fundamental principle in North Korean strategy, as we have seen time and again in previous negotiations, is to attempt to play countries against one another. To defend against this approach, it is best to address the DPRK in a negotiation in which all of the most affected countries, but no others, directly participate. The objective should be to address Pyongyang with one voice and a shared commitment to sustain the positions being put forward. Whether the decision is to impose additional sanctions or to provide further positive inducements, or some combination of the two, all parties should be firmly supportive of the initiative so that Pyongyang cannot play them against each other. 
Ending Military Exercise K2 NK relations

Relations with DPRK will be vastly improved by ending Ulchi Freedom Guardian

http://global.factiva.com/aa/?ref=YONH000020100225e62p003ux&pp=1&fcpil=en&napc=S&sa_from=

 North Korea threatened Thursday to launch an attack if South Korea and the United States go ahead with their joint military drill next month as planned. North Korea routinely claims the annual exercise that mobilizes a nuclear-powered aircraft carrier and tens of thousands of U.S. and South Korean troops amounts to a precursor to an invasion of its soil. The Korean People's Army said in a statement that the Key Resolve and Foal Eagle exercise from March 8-18 would prompt the North to mobilize what it claims to be its nuclear deterrent if necessary. "We will react to them with our powerful military counteraction, and if necessary, mercilessly destroy the bulwark of aggression by mobilizing all the offensive and defensive means including nuclear deterrent," it said in the statement released through its official Korean Central News Agency. South Korea and the U.S. say the exercises are purely defense-oriented. Some 25,000 U.S. troops, tens of thousands of South Korean soldiers and a nuclear-powered U.S. aircraft carrier took part in last year's exercise, which is the largest joint U.S.-South Korea exercise along with the Ulchi Freedom Guardian. About 28,500 U.S. troops are stationed in South Korea as a deterrent against North Korea, which is technically still at war with the South as their 1950-53 conflict ended in a truce rather than a peace treaty. North Korea has been raising military tensions with the South, firing artillery shells into waters near their border for three days in a row last month. Analysts say that Pyongyang's provocative gesture may be part of its attempt to highlight the necessity of a peace treaty to replace the 1953 Korean War armistice. North Korea, which operates a military of 1.2 million troops, is believed to possess enough plutonium to build at least six atomic bombs and conducted two nuclear tests in 2006 and last year.

Military Exercise – South Korea puppet

The joint military exercise between the U.S. and the puppet South Korea government will further strain the relationship between the Koreans and possibly lead to a nuclear war

KCNA government run online news outlet 7/20/10  North Korean paper criticizes South-US "conspiracy" to provoke war http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9781317283&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9781229612&cisb=22_T9781229611&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=1
The puppet Ministry of National Defence of South Korea on July 15 announced that South Korea-US joint military exercises would be staged in the East and West Seas of Korea within this month and its specific action plan would be decided upon at "the talks between the US and South Korean diplomatic and defence chiefs" slated to take place in Seoul on July 21. Minju Joson Tuesday observes in a signed commentary in this regard: The joint military exercises to be staged by the group of traitors together with its US master despite strong public protest and denunciation at home and abroad are a very dangerous saber-rattling aimed at further straining the already deadlocked inter-Korean relations and igniting a nuclear war against the DPRK, while watching for a chance. What should not be overlooked is that the operational theatres of the military exercises will be areas along the Military Demarcation Line including the waters of the West Sea where fierce armed skirmishes took place between the North and the South several times. This foretells the exercises may trigger off an all-out war.

North Korea is angry at South Korea for continuing to be a puppet to the United States

KCNA government run online news outlet 7/3/10 North Korean party organ decries South president's 'begging' US for delay LexisNexis  http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9781317283&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9781229612&cisb=22_T9781229611&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=14
Traitor Lee Myung-bak during his recent foreign trip committed such treachery as begging US President Obama to extend the "transfer of wartime operation control (OPCON)" till 2015 and wresting an agreement on the proposal. Rodong Sinmun Saturday observes in a signed commentary in this regard: The above-said action betrays the scenario for a war of aggression pursued by the United States and the South Korean puppet group against the DPRK as it was a product of the sordid collusion and tie-up between the American master and his servant. As a matter of fact, the extension of the transfer of the OPCON is little short of completely giving up the command over the armed forces of South Korea. The group created a "security crisis" under the pretext of the warship case and adamantly opposed the transfer of the OPCON, giving the impression that something very serious would happen if South Korea received it from the US. Under that pretence. But this is nothing but sheer sophism to cover up its traitorous nature and an unpardonable mockery and insult to the South Korean people. It is the US that got windfall from the extension of the transfer of the OPCON. The Obama administration behaves as if it had done for South Korea great favour at the South Korean puppet authorities' "request" though it was its commitment to transfer it. Lurking behind this is a sinister aim of the US. It is by no means fortuitous that the above-said action created rumour that the US has an initiative in all aspects such as the issue of concluding "a free trade agreement" with the South Korean puppet authorities, the issue of "sharing the upkeep for the US forces " and the issue of dispatching troops to Afghanistan and the South Korean people have come under all the ensuing enormous burdens. Having the South Korean authorities in its tight clutches in the wake of the extension of the transfer of the OPCON, the US is now seeking to use the conservative group as a shock brigade for igniting a war of aggression against the DPRK. Through its imploration and dirty bargaining for the extension of the transfer of the OPCON the Lee group self-exposed in the eyes of the world that it is the most faithful lackeys of the US, concludes the commentary.

NK wants change in Ulchi 

DPRK wants US to change policy specifically about Ulchi Freedom Guardian
http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9772288457&format=GNBFI&sort=RELEVANCE&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9772288460&cisb=22_T9772288459&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=7
The US bellicose forces staged the "Ulchi Freedom Guardian" war exercise with the South Korean warmongers some time ago. This war exercise - which was carried out by changing the signboard of the "Ulchi Focus Lens" joint military exercise, staged annually by the United States since the mid-1970s, into "Ulchi Freedom Guardian" - took place in the form of the South Korean puppet army taking the "lead" and the US forces providing the "support." The United States and South Korean puppets attempted to rationalize this joint military exercise as one intended to "cope with the transfer of wartime operational control," "defensive training," and the like. This, however, is nothing more than sophistry aimed at covering up the aggressive nature, purpose, and dangerousness of the recent war exercise. While kicking off the recent joint military exercise, the US bellicose forces let loose a string of violent remarks, such as that they would "further enhance the level of force capability" of the US forces in South Korea and that in "times of emergency on the Korean Peninsula," they would "bring it to a conclusion with full operations by responding instantly" to the "provocation" of somebody. This was a stark disclosure of the aggressive nature and purpose of the recent joint military exercise. Though talking about "wartime" in a time of peace cannot be overlooked, nothing can justify the staging of a joint military exercise for northward aggression itself, while turning a war into an established fact and babbling about the "transfer of wartime operational control." The "times of emergency on the Korean Peninsula" loudmouthed by the United States and the South Korean warmongers precisely means a preemptive nuclear attack against our Republic. The recent game of playing with fire for a war of northward aggression, which took place frantically in all parts of South Korea, involved the commitment of more than 10,000 US soldiers stationed in South Korea and overseas, some 56,000 troops of the puppet army, and large-scale up-to-date war equipment. The US bellicose forces mobilized vast armed forces of aggression, including a nuclear-powered aircraft carrier, nuclear-powered submarines, and other means of nuclear attack, as well as a mobile strike force, for the recent war exercise and carried out various test operations that simulated a large-scale surprise preemptive attack against our Republic. Through the reckless war exercise, they schemed to reorganize their armed forces of aggression in preparation for "times of emergency" on the Korean Peninsula, perfect a system of combined operations for northward aggression, and complete the preparations for igniting the fuse of war at any time. The "Ulchi Focus Lens" joint military exercise staged annually by the US imperialists and South Korean warmongers up until now was, in essence, a dangerous war game of playing with fire aimed at "comprehensively inspecting and improving" the state of readiness in preparation for provoking a war of northward aggression, including even the South Korean administrative organs, while also enhancing the actual mobility of the armed forces of aggression with an eye on launching a preemptive nuclear attack against our Republic. As the contents of the war exercise that took place under the cloak of so-called [reporting on the] "development of crisis situation," "crisis management drill," and "mock support drill," the US bellicose forces are attempting to enhance the operational command capability and preemptive nuclear attack capability to the maximum on the basis of the redeployment of the US imperialist armed forces of aggression and the "transfer of wartime operational control" to South Korea.

NK Concession stuff

North Korea is angry at US but wants peace agreement and nukes out of South Korea
http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9772509664&format=GNBFI&sort=BOOLEAN&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9772288460&cisb=22_T9772288459&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=13
Great leader [ryo'ngdoja] Comrade Kim Jong Il [ has pointed out the following:"The issue of easing the state of tensions and removing the danger of war in our country can be resolved only when, first and foremost, the United States gives up its hostile policy towards our Republic and a peace agreement is concluded between the DPRK and the United States." At this time, we will bring you a talk entitled Criminal Essence of the Hostile Policy Towards the DPRK. Today, our fellow countrymen's struggle to guarantee peace for the Korean Peninsula and achieve independent reunification and national prosperity has come to face vicious challenge from outside forces. Finding fault with our Republic's launch of an artificial earth satellite for peaceful purposes and self-defensive nuclear activities as a violation of something and as a threat to the peace, the United States has frantically carried out sanctions and rackets of pressure against the Republic, thereby creating the worst state of tension in which nobody can predict when a war may break out. This is a clear manifestation of the anachronistic and criminal policy of hostility towards the DPRK enforced by the United States which seeks to obstruct our nation's reconciliation, unity, and reunification and provoke a war of northward aggression. In essence, the US hostile policy towards the DPRK is a policy of national division and an anti-reunification policy of confrontation aimed at keeping our fatherland divided in two and aggravating distrust and confrontation between the North and South. The division of our nation was forced upon us by outside forces and the United States is the ringleader responsible for it. Sneaking into South Korea under the pretext of disarming the defeated Japanese army, the United States has divided our people who share the same bloodline and have lived together in harmony from generation to generation into the North and South, driven by its criminal intent to bring not only the whole of Korea, but also Northeast Asia under its control, using South Korea as its colony and a strategic point of military importance. This was the beginning of our heartrending history of national division. It is a hackneyed trick of the US imperialists to divide and rule other countries and peoples and fish in the troubled waters by making homogeneous people fight each other. Fearing the great unity of our nation most, the United States has maliciously enforced a policy of national division from the day it forcibly occupied South Korea. The United States blocked all the connections between the North and South, such as transportation and communication, that had been in place until shortly after national liberation, and then blocked even the routes for human traffic. The flames of a war of aggression that the United States waged against our Republic separated countless people from each other in the North and South. The essence of the US policy of national division is to drive a wedge between our people and make them fight each other in confrontation. To realize it, the United States placed pro-US stooges it had groomed in the seats of power, controlled them from behind, aggravated the animosity and confrontation between the North and South, and encouraged discord and distrust between fellow countrymen. If we are to achieve national reunification, it is imperative to eliminate the state of confrontation between the North and South and develop North-South relations. However, the United States, which sets its eyes on freezing [koch'ak] and perpetuating the division on the Korean Peninsula, has actively instigated the ruling forces in South Korea to confrontation with their fellow countrymen. Had the United States not sneaked into South Korea, our fatherland would not have been separated in the first place and had they not clung to their racket of hostility towards the DPRK, our nation would have realized national reunification a long time ago. Reality clearly shows that the US hostile p olicy towards the DPRK is really a criminal policy of national division that has kept our nation separated in two, encouraged and aggravated confrontation between fellow countrymen, and obstructed reunification of the country. The US hostile policy towards the DPRK is an intolerable policy of a war of aggression that threatens the peace and increases the danger of war on the Korean Peninsula. The state of extreme tension prevailing today on the Korean Peninsula by no means cropped up suddenly, over a single day. Its source lies in the United States' persistent hostile policy towards the DPRK and its continuous and frantic moves to provoke a war of northward aggression. The wicked intention of the United States is to take control of South Korea permanently and invade our Republic using that place [South Korea] as a nuclear outpost. The US policy towards the DPRK, aimed at harming our Republic by the use of force, while viewing it with hostility, has never changed. Even today, the US administration keeps strengthening its moves to provoke a war of northward aggression, while seeking to crush the Republic to death. Last March [ 2009], the US imperialist belligerent circles staged Key Resolve and Foal Eagle joint military exercises, the largest ever in size, in South Korea, babbling about security and alliance. Not content with it, they again staged Ulchi Freedom Guardian joint military exercise a while ago, driving the situation on the Korean Peninsula closer to the brink of war. The United States' criminal hostile policy towards the DPRK and its moves to crush the Republic to death, in line with the former, are causing really enormous damages on the cause of peace on the Korean Peninsula. It is clear beyond doubt that without ending the US hostile policy towards the DPRK and its moves to isolate and crush the Republic to death, it is impossible to achieve lasting peace on the Korean Peninsula. Today, when the entire fellow countrymen in the North and South and abroad desire independent reunification, peace, and prosperity, the United States has no reason or cause to keep its hostile policy towards the DPRK in place. The United States should ditch at an early date, its hostile policy towards the DPRK, the legacy of the old era of confrontation that runs counter to the current of the times which is moving in the direction of peace and reunification. The US anachronistic and criminal hostile policy towards the DPRK will never be able to avoid coming to a rupture.
AT T Presence Card

The Military exercises are defiinatly US military presence
RTT News 7/23/2010 “North Korea Pledges Strong Response To US-S. Korea Naval Drills” http://www.rttnews.com/Content/MarketSensitiveNews.aspx?Id=1368433&SM=1&pageNum=2
North Korea on Friday pledged a strong "physical response" to the planned U.S.-South Korea naval exercises scheduled for this weekend, urging the United States to abstain from imposing further sanctions on Pyongyang if it really wants to ensure that the Korean peninsula remains a nuclear weapon- free zone. The North Korean warning was issued by Ri Tong II, Pyongyang's representative to the Regional Forum of the Association of South-East Asian Nations (ASEAN) in Hanoi. He insisted that the planned U.S.-South Korea naval exercises were against the sovereignty and security of his country. "It is a threat to the Korean peninsula and the region of Asia as a whole," Ri Tong II told reporters on the sidelines of the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF). "The DPRK's [North Korea's] position is clear: there will be physical response to the threat imposed by the United States militarily." "If the U.S. is really interested in the denuclearize of the Korean peninsula, it should halt the military exercises and sanctions that destroy the mood for dialogue," he added. His remarks came after the United States and South Korea announced earlier this week that they would conduct major military drills starting this Sunday in the Sea of Japan to send a deterrent message to Pyongyang. Some 10 U.S. frigates, eight South Korean vessels, 200 planes and 8,000 personnel would take part in the drill, which is expected to serve as a practice session for anti-submarine and anti-aircraft operations. The drill, code-named "Invincible Spirit," is scheduled to last four days from Sunday. The exercise was originally planned to be conducted in the West Sea, but was shifted to the East Sea following protests from China, which does not want a massive U.S. military presence near its coastline. The joint exercises are in response to the sinking of a South Korean Navy frigate earlier this year. The 1,200-ton 'Cheonan' sank off the island of Baengnyeong in the West Sea near North Korea on March 26 following an onboard explosion. 
Possible CP

China can take the place of the US in the drills

Epoch Times, 7/8/10 (" Beijing Opposes US-South Korea Joint Military Exercises ", http://www.theepochtimes.com/ n2/content/view/38776/)
SEOUL, South Korea—The planned U.S.-South Korea joint  military exercises in the Yellow Sea have elicited harsh criticism from Beijing, which said that China can replace the United States in the operation and “take the presence of a U.S. aircraft carrier as a ‘drill target.'” The U.S.-South Korea exercises were announced in June as a countermeasure to North Korea's alleged sinking of the South Korean warship Cheonan that killed 46 sailors in late March. China has repeatedly expressed opposition to this joint activity. An editorial titled “U.S. Has to Pay for Provoking China by the Global Times, an affiliate of the Chinese regime's mouthpiece People's Daily, reads: “True, the U.S. has the right to play its war game against the imagined threat from North Korea on the high seas. But the anxiety on the Chinese side will be huge if a U.S. aircraft carrier enters the sea connecting the Korean Peninsula and China.” The editorial goes on to say, “If the U.S. does not pay for this ‘adventure' now, it will pay in the future.” During a routine news conference on June 22, Chinese Foreign Ministry Spokesman Qin Gang has stated that Beijing is “very concerned” with the planned U.S.-South Korea military exercises. On July 1, Ma Xiaotian, deputy chief of staff of the Chinese People's Liberation Army (PLA), said during an interview with the Hong Kong-based Phoenix TV that China “strongly opposes the drill in the Yellow Sea because of its close proximity to the Chinese territorial waters.” The PLA staged a live ammunition exercise in the East China Sea from late June to early July, during which two Chinese naval warships were spotted passing through international waters between Japan's southern islands of Okinawa and Miyako en route to the Pacific Ocean, reported South Korea's Arirang TV. The exercise has been viewed as a rebuke of the Cheonan incident and the planned joint U.S.-South Korea drill, thereby further heightening the tension between the United States and China. Chen Hu, editor-in-chief of the World Military magazine, which is affiliated with the Chinese regime's mouthpiece Xinhua News Agency, said that “the PLA can take the presence of the giant aircraft carrier fighting group as a ‘drill target' and achieve what's impossible to accomplish under regular or routine exercise.”

Neg Cards
The drills aren’t a threat to US-China relations
New Yorker, 7/23/10 (" Any Cooler Heads in China? ", http://www.newyorker.com/online/blogs/evanosnos/2010/07/any-cooler-heads-in-china.html)
How did the news play in Beijing? For weeks, the Chinese press has kept up a drumbeat of foreign-policy analysts warning that the maneuvers would inflame U.S.-China relations. A typical comment was this one in World News Journal on Tuesday, warning that the drill “demonstrates that with the growth of China's comprehensive national strength, China will have to more actively defend its maritime rights and interests.” In the days since the U.S. acknowledged that it wasn't going into the Yellow Sea, the saber-rattling has hardly died down, though another more moderate voice has popped up, and that's worth noting. The Chinese edition of the Global Times, a reliably nationalist organ, quoted the scholar Su Hao yesterday saying that China should not crow about any perception of a U.S. concession. “If  China acts as though it has won, the United States will take revenge.” In that vein, the International Herald Leader today quoted Shen Dingli, of Fudan University, saying that the “military drill would not influence the Sino-U.S. relationship. Compared with the weapons sales to Taiwan, the military drill is not a threat.”

Other random Stuff

Close probe shows that the Cheonan ship was the act of North Korea

CBS News 7/21 (David Martin, 7/21/10, " S. Korean Warship Probe Shows How Ship Blew Up ", http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2010/07/21/eveningnews/main6700147.shtml)

Investigators have concluded that a North Korean torpedo with a 500-pound-warhead hit and destroyed the South Korean Navy vessel, Cheonan. As David Martin reports, many questions still remain. Investigators from the U.S. and South Korea used an out-of-service Australian warship for target practice with a heavy weight torpedo to determine what happened to the Cheonan, which was ripped in two last March off the west coast of the Korean peninsula. (CBS) Stories N. Korean, U.N. Officials Discuss Sunken Ship UN Condemns Sinking of S. Korean Ship (CBS) In a show of force, the aircraft carrier USS George Washington arrived in South Korea Wednesday. It's expected to take part in military exercises next week. Relations with the north have gone straight downhill since a South Korean warship was sunk in March, an attack blamed on North Korea. The 46 sailors who died never had a chance, CBS News National Security Correspondent David Martin reports. Investigators from the U.S. and South Korea used an out-of-service Australian warship for target practice with a heavy weight torpedo to determine what happened to the Cheonan, which was ripped in two last March off the west coast of the Korean peninsula. The 500 pound warhead detonated directly below the Australian ship, lifting it out of the water, sending its superstructure overboard, bending the steel girders that make up its spine. A second later, the ship crashed back into the water, breaking its spine, splitting it in two and sending it to the bottom. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton traveled to the demilitarized zone Wednesday between North Korea and South Korea with Defense Secretary Robert Gates to announce plans to impose new sanctions against the north. "To date, we have seen nothing that gives us any reason to believe that North Korea is ready to end its provocative, belligerent behaviors," Clinton said. The sinking of the Cheonan took place under of darkness. When investigators raised the severed hull and brought it back to port, readings from seismic stations, testimony of surviving sailors and analysis of the bent and twisted metal all led to the conclusion the Cheonan had been sunk by a torpedo with a 500-pound warhead. There was no proof of who fired the shot. Then South Korean fishermen dredged up the remnants of a torpedo from the ocean bottom. The corrosion on the metal parts indicated it had been underwater from about the same time the Cheonan was sunk, and its design exactly matched that of a North Korean torpedo. It was an act of war although the North Koreans deny they did it, but the only real mystery about the sinking of the Cheonan is why they did it.
China prepares for self defense with modern military and advanced economy - U.S should prepare for an East Asian war 

Rick Rozoff, staff writer for Eurasia Review, 7-16-10, U.S. Risks Military Clash With China In Yellow Sea http://www.eurasiareview.com/201007165124/us-risks-military-clash-with-china-in-yellow-sea.html

Delayed until after the United States achieved a United Nations Security Council statement on July 9 condemning the sinking of a South Korean warship in March, Washington's plans for naval maneuvers in the Yellow Sea near Chinese territorial waters are forging ahead. The joint exercises with South Korea, as news sources from the latter nation have recently disclosed, will be conducted on both sides of the Korean Peninsula, not only in the Yellow Sea as previously planned but also in the Sea of Japan. (Referred to in the Korean press as the West and East Seas, respectively.) Confirmation that the U.S. nuclear-powered aircraft carrier USS George Washington will participate has further exacerbated concerns in Northeast Asia and raised alarms over American intentions not only vis-a-vis North Korea but China as well. An exact date for the war games has not yet been announced, but is expected to be formalized no later than when U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and Secretary of Defense Robert Gates arrive in the South Korean capital of Seoul on July 21. For weeks now leading Chinese foreign ministry and military officials have condemned the U.S.-led naval exercises, branding them a threat to Chinese national sovereignty and to peace and stability in the region. China's influential Global Times wrote on July 12 that "The eventuality that Beijing has to prepare for is close at hand. The delayed US-South Korean naval exercise in the Yellow Sea is now slated for mid-July. According to media reports, a nuclear-powered US aircraft carrier has left its Japanese base and is headed for the drill area." [1] Permanently based in Yokosuka, Japan, the USS George Washington is an almost 100,000-ton supercarrier: "The nuclear carrier, commissioned in 1992, is the sixth Nimitz-class vessel, carrying some 6,250 crew and about 80 aircraft, including FA-18 fighter jets and E-2C Hawkeye airborne early warning aircraft." [2] The F/A-18 Hornet is a supersonic, multirole jet fighter (F/A is for Fighter/Attack) and one of its primary roles is destroying an adversary's air defenses. The E-2C Hawkeye has been described as the "eyes and ears" of American carrier strike groups, being equipped with long-range surveillance radar. In addition to the nuclear aircraft carrier, "an Aegis-equipped destroyer, an amphibious assault ship, about four 4,500-ton KDX-II-class destroyers, the 1,800-ton Son Won-il-class submarine and F-15K fighter jets are expected to join the exercise." [3] U.S. Aegis class warships (destroyers and cruisers) are equipped for Standard Missile-3 anti-ballistic interceptor missiles, part of a U.S.-led Asia-Pacific (to date, along with the U.S., Japan, South Korea, Taiwan and Australia) and ultimately international interceptor missile system. The F-15K ("Slam Eagle") is a state-of-the-art multirole (used for both aerial combat and ground attack) jet fighter supplied to South Korea by the U.S. The presence of a U.S. nuclear aircraft carrier and scores of advanced American and South Korean warplanes off the coast of China in the Yellow Sea - and near Russia's shore in the Sea of Japan if the Washington is deployed there - qualitatively and precariously raises the level of brinkmanship in Northeast Asia. The drumbeat of confrontation has been steadily increasing in volume and tempo since the sinking of a South Korean corvette, the Cheonan, on March 26 with the resultant death of 46 crew members. An investigation into the incident was organized by the U.S. and included experts from the U.S., South Korea, Britain, Australia and Sweden, but not from China and Russia which both border the Korean Peninsula. On May 20 the five-nation team released a report blaming a North Korean torpedo for the sinking of the Cheonan. North Korea denied the accusation and neither Russia nor China, excluded from the investigation, have concurred with the U.S. accusation. American provocations escalated dramatically at the Group of 20 (G20) summit in Toronto on June 27 when U.S. President Barack Obama (in his own words) held a "blunt" conversation with China's President Hu Jintao, accusing him and his nation of "willful blindness" in relation to North Korea's "belligerent behavior." Upbraiding his Chinese counterpart, Obama stated, "I think there's a difference between restraint and willful blindness to consistent problems." (On the same occasion Obama praised South Korea's President Lee Myung-bak for his "extraordinary restraint.") "My hope is that president Hu will recognise as well that this is an example of Pyongyang going over the line." President Hu and the Chinese government as a whole would be fully justified in suspecting that mounting U.S. threats are aimed not only (and perhaps not so much) against North Korea as against China itself.Beijing is not alone in entertaining suspicions that Washington is employing the sinking of the Cheonan as the pretext for achieving broader geopolitical objectives. On July 14 Russia's Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov, in speaking of the Cheonan incident and its aftermath, pleaded: "I believe that the most important [concern] at the present time is to ease the situation, avoid agitation, escalation of emotions and start preparing conditions for the resumption of the six-party [North Korea, South Korea, China, Russia, the U.S. and Japan] talks." [4] Portraying the UN Security Council statement on the matter last week (which was not the harsh condemnation of North Korea Washington had pushed for) as being a balanced one, he also said, “It is important that nobody tries to distort the evaluations given.” In addition, referring to North Korea's latest reaffirmation of its willingness to jointly investigate the Cheonan's sinking with South Korea, Lavrov said: “This statement is not new. From the very beginning the DPRK confirmed it wanted to participate in the investigation. “I hear, the sides were to agree on some format of interaction.” [5] When on June 27 President Obama stated "our main focus right now is in the U.N. Security Council making sure that there is a crystal-clear acknowledgement that North Korea engaged in belligerent behavior that is unacceptable to the international community" [6], his characterization of the latter entity excluded not only North Korea but China and Russia as well. The severity and urgency of mounting U.S. threats is illustrated in a recent column by Shen Dingli, executive dean of the Institute of International Studies and director of the Center for American Studies at Fudan University in Shanghai. His comments end with a frightening parallel and a dire warning: "The US and South Korea are implementing joint military exercises this month in the Yellow Sea, with the possibility of deploying the US aircraft carrier George Washington. "The running of such exercises so close to China's waters has left China strongly, and rightfully, dissatisfied. "The US and South Korea may argue that the exercise is not in China's territorial waters, so China has no right to comment. "However, even if the joint exercises are not in Chinese sovereign waters, they may take place in the waters of China's interests as the international waters [in the] Yellow Sea near China's exclusive economic zone are extremely important to China's interests. "Given the sophisticated equipment it carries, the George Washington poses a real potential threat to Chinese territory."Even if the US-South Korea military exercises are outside China's territory, the striking power of the US nuclear-powered aircraft carrier also poses a serious threat to neighboring countries. "The US and South Korea have said the military exercises are being held in order to deter North Korea because of the sinking of the South Korean Cheonan corvette and the death of 46 South Korean sailors. "But the case for the possible North Korean sinking of the Cheonan has not been thoroughly established. "South Korea refused to let North Korean officials present their case against the evidence for their supposed complicity in the sinking. "When South Korea launched the so-called international survey, it refused the participation of China and other countries, which did not increase the credibility of the so-called findings. "These exercises are needlessly provocative, and will eventually backfire on the US and South Korea. "During the Cuban Missile Crisis in 1962, when the Soviet Union established nuclear missile bases on the island, the US objected to the close proximity of the Soviet weaponry even though they traveled only through international waters to reach Cuba, and the US set up a blockade to stop them being deployed. "When the US ponders the idea of deploying its nuclear aircraft carrier in the Yellow Sea, very close to China, shouldn't China have the same feeling as the US did when the Soviet Union deployed missiles in Cuba? "China may not have the military strength to forcibly prevent such exercises now, but it may do so in response to such provocative actions in the future." [7] The only surviving head of state of the nations involved in the Cuban Missile Crisis, former Cuban president Fidel Castro, has issued several warnings lately that a U.S. and allied attack on North Korea (and Iran) could result in regional conflagration and even nuclear war. A Chinese commentary last week provided more details of the threat that a U.S. nuclear aircraft carrier off its shore will pose to the nation and also contained a blunt warning, stating "the anxiety on the Chinese side will be huge if a US aircraft carrier enters the sea connecting the Korean Peninsula and China - it would mean that major cities like Dalian, Qingdao, Tianjin and even Beijing are within US attack range. "At this stage, China may not react through a show of force to the US fleet cruising into the international waters of the Yellow Sea. But it does not mean that the Chinese people will tolerate it. Whatever harm the US military maneuver may inflict upon the mind of the Chinese, the United States will have to pay for it, sooner or later." [8] Washington's recent deployment of two nuclear-powered guided missile submarines to China's neighborhood - the USS Michigan to South Korea and the USS Ohio to the Philippines [9] - only add to China's concerns. As do the ongoing U.S.-led Angkor Sentinel exercises in Cambodia with over 1,000 troops from 26 nations, including American and NATO and Asian NATO partners like Britain, France, Germany and Italy (along with the U.S., the NATO Quint) and Australia, India, Indonesia, Japan and Mongolia. The last country, wedged between China and Russia, is being integrated into the American global military network, even supplying troops to serve under NATO in Afghanistan. [10]   "This is the first time in the history of the Cambodian military that we are hosting [exercises] with the participation of many countries...which encompasses such a multi-national military basis," a Cambodian general said of the training. [11] "Addressing the ceremony, US Ambassador Carol Rodley said Washington remained committed to enhancing its military relationship with Cambodia. She added that Angkor Sentinel provided a 'unique opportunity' to deepen the two countries’ friendship." [12] Cambodia is only once removed from China, the two nations connected by both Laos and Vietnam. An Agence France-Presse dispatch reported "The United States and Laos pledged to step up cooperation after their highest-level talks since the Vietnam War, the latest country in a renewed US effort to engage Southeast Asia," after Secretary of State Hillary Clinton met with Laotian Foreign Minister Thongloun Sisoulith in Washington, D.C. on July 13. Sisoulith, also his country's deputy prime minister, is the first major Laotian official to visit the U.S. since before 1975. State Department spokesman Philip Crowley told reporters "The United States is committed to building our relationship with Laos as part of our broader efforts to expand engagement with Southeast Asia," and Agence France-Presse added "President Barack Obama's administration has put a new focus on Southeast Asia, saying the region was overlooked as George W. Bush's former administration became preoccupied with wars in Iraq and Afghanistan." [13] Next week Clinton will visit Afghanistan, Pakistan, Vietnam and South Korea. The first three countries border China and South Korea faces it across the Yellow Sea. The Pentagon and NATO have ensconced themselves in Afghanistan, Pakistan and the Central Asian nations of Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, all five of which border western China. [14] Clinton will visit Vietnam to attend meetings of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and the Lower Mekong Initiative (consisting of Cambodia, Laos, Thailand and Vietnam). The State Department's Vietnam hand, Joe Yun, said that it will be part of "Secretary Clinton’s fourth trip to East Asia in the past year. "Her engagement in this region demonstrates the vital importance of the Asia-Pacific region, and especially Southeast Asia, to the future of the United States." Fellow Southeast Asian nation Malaysia has just announced the deployment of its first military contingent to assist NATO's war in Afghanistan, "as ties with the United States deepen." "In an April meeting between Malaysian Prime Minister Najib Razak and US President Barack Obama, the two leaders agreed to cooperate on key security issues to create a stronger relationship." [15] Singapore's Prime Minister Lee Hsien Loong recently toured the Mountain Home Air Base in the American state of Idaho where 400 of his country's pilots and other service members and their families are now stationed. "The Singapore military personnel will be at the US base for the next 20 years or so." [16] Singapore troops have been assigned to NATO in Afghanistan and are facing a long stay there also. Malaysia and Singapore are currently participating for the first time in the mammoth U.S.-led Rim of the Pacific (RIMPAC) war games in the Pacific which will continue into August. To indicate to what purpose the U.S. is "expanding engagement" with Vietnam in particular and Southeast Asia in general, the aforementioned Yun revealed that "we also look to Vietnam as ASEAN’s Chair to exercise leadership, including in sensitive areas such as North Korea’s attack on the South Korean naval vessel, the Cheonan. We would like to see Vietnam exercise its influence to press for a genuine dialogue so that the people of Burma can work with the existing government to move forward, and to press Burma on the need to fully implement UN Security Council Resolutions 1718 and 1874. Burma ought to be transparent with the international community in its dealings with North Korea." [17] North Korea and Burma (Myanmar) are, like Vietnam, southern neighbors of China's and along with the seclusive kingdom of Bhutan are the only nations near China with which the U.S. is not cultivating closer military ties. Also to China's south, its giant neighbor India has been pulled deeper into the Pentagon's orbit since the New Framework For The U.S.-India Defense Relationship was signed in June of 2005, including hosting U.S. warships, warplanes and troops for annual Malabar war games off its coasts. Last December U.S. Pacific Command chief Admiral Robert Willard stated that the Pentagon and India "are in talks to convert their bilateral Malabar series of naval exercises into a joint services war game involving their navies, air forces and marine commandos." [18) This year's Malabar 2010 included a U.S. guided missile cruiser and frigate and two destroyers as well as a fast attack submarine. Last October over 1,000 U.S. and Indian troops participated in the Yudh Abhyas 2009 military exercises in India, which was the first time the Pentagon deployed a Stryker armored combat brigade outside the Iraqi and Afghan war theaters. "The size and scope of this combined exercise is unparalleled" [19], stated an American commander present for the war games. President Obama is scheduled to visit India in November and his trip there will "result in some 5 billion dollars worth of American arms sales to India....Observers point out that the role of India’s biggest arms supplier is shifting from Russia to the United States." [20] The arms transactions are reported to include Patriot interceptor missiles, thus complementing comparable missile shield arrangements the U.S. has with Japan, Taiwan, South Korea and Australia in the Asia-Pacific area. The projected deal also includes Washington supplying Delhi with 10 Boeing C-17 military transport planes: "Once India gets the C-17 transport aircraft, the mobility of its forces stationed along the border with China will be improved....[The] arms sales will improve ties between Washington and New Delhi, and, intentionally or not, will have the effect of containing China's influence in the region." [21] The U.S. has also lately led joint military exercises in Bangladesh and East Timor, and the annual U.S.-organized Khaan Quest military exercises in Mongolia are to start next month. A recent article in the China Times by an unidentified researcher with the Chinese navy's military academy observed that "the US has seemingly become less restrained in its move to push forward an Asian version of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization with its allies in the region. "In so doing, Washington has harbored the obvious strategic intention of containing China - whose economic and strategic influence has kept increasing in the international arena...." [22] It is against that backdrop, in the context of Washington putting the finishing touches to the consolidation of an Asian analogue of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, that China is being challenged in the Yellow Sea. The last-cited source detailed the Pentagon's encroachment near China's borders: "The radius of the US military operation has expanded to more than 1,000 kilometers, which means a US military mission in the waters off the ROK [South Korea] can still constitute a huge deterrence to China and other countries along the nearby coastline and strike at strategic targets deep inside their territories. "With unchallenged armed forces, the US has never relented in its efforts towards long-planned strategic adjustment in the Asia-Pacific region. Under this strategy, the US has gradually increased the presence and activity of its warships and airplanes in China's surrounding maritime area." [23] Regarding the naval exercise with the U.S., South Korean Foreign Ministry spokesman Won Tae-jae recently affirmed that “We can say that it will take place sometime this month. This month, there are a variety of schedules concerning bilateral security and diplomatic issues, and the decision on the exercise will be made in consideration of those schedules.” [24] China, which conducted a live-fire naval exercise in the East China Sea from June 30-July 5 "in an apparent show of...force ahead of the [U.S.-South Korean] exercise...appears unnerved as the 97,000-ton [USS George Washington] carrier has an operational range of some 1,000 kilometers and can glean intelligence on military facilities and installments along China’s eastern coastal regions once it is deployed in the West [Yellow] Sea." [25] The U.S. armed forces newspaper Stars and Stripes disclosed on July 14 that "In what the Pentagon says is a direct response to North Korea's sinking of the South Korean naval vessel Cheonan, the U.S. and South Korea likely will agree to a series of new naval and air exercises next week, when Defense Secretary Robert Gates and Secretary of State Hillary Clinton make a joint visit to Seoul." [26] Pentagon spokesman Geoff Morrell was cited asserting that "The announcement is the result of direct instruction from President Barack Obama to find new ways to collaborate with...Korean counterparts following the attack....He would not offer specifics other than they would occur in the Sea of Japan and the Yellow Sea." In his own words, Morrell said "We are not yet ready to announce the precise details of those exercises but they will involve a wide range of assets and are expected to be initiated in the near future." [27] Gates and Clinton are to meet for the first bilateral talks with their South Korean counterparts Minister of National Defense Kim Tae-young and Foreign Minister Yu Myung-hwan on July 21 and, according to the Pentagon spokesman, will "discuss and likely approve a proposed series of US/ROK combined military exercises." [28] Regarding concerns voiced by China about the U.S. advancing its military so near its coast, Morrell said that "Those determinations are made by us, and us alone....Where we exercise, when we exercise, with whom and how, using what assets and so forth, are determinations that are made by the United States Navy, by the Department of Defense, by the United States government." [29] There is no way that such confrontational, arrogant and vulgar language was not understood at its proper value in Beijing. Nor is the prospect, as noted by Lee Su-seok, analyst at South Korea's Institute for National Security Strategy, of "the involvement of a U.S. aircraft carrier in the Yellow Sea as having a possible link to plans by the U.S. to defend Taiwan" [30] likely to go unnoticed. What the response to the U.S.'s increasingly more brash and adventurist policy might be was indicated in a recent Chinese editorial, which stated in part: "In their recent responses, several high-ranking Chinese navy officials have made it plain that China will not stay in 'hands-off' mode as the drill gets underway. For that will make the US believe that China's defense circle on the sea is small, and, therefore, US fleets will be able to freely cruise over the Yellow Sea, East China Sea and South China Sea in the future. "Military experts have warned that if the joint drill really takes place off the western coast of South Korea, Chinese airplanes and warships will very likely go all the way out to closely watch the war game maneuvers. Within such proximity on not-so-clearly-marked international waters, any move that is considered hostile to the other side can willy-nilly trigger a rash reaction, which might escalate into the unexpected or the unforeseen. "One false move, one wrong interpretation, is all it would take for the best-planned exercises to go awry....The impact of a crisis on that scale would be tremendous, making any dispute over trade or the yuan's value between the two in recent years pale in comparison....Tension is mounting over the US-South Korean joint exercise. Beijing and Washington still have time, and leeway, to desist from moving toward a possible conflict on the Yellow Sea." [31] A similar warning was sounded in another major Chinese daily: "If the US and ROK continue to act willfully by holding the controversial military drill, it would pose a challenge to China's safety and would inevitably provoke a huge backlash from Chinese citizens. "Today's China is no longer the China of a century ago that had no choice but to bend to imperialist aggression. After decades of development, especially since the adoption of the reform and opening-up policies, China has become the world's third largest economy and possesses a modern military capable of any self-defense missions." [32] When Robert Gates and Hillary Clinton arrive in Seoul on July 21 it will formally be to mark the 60th anniversary of the beginning of the Korean War, which within three months drew China into the fighting. When the two American secretaries meet with South Korea's defense and foreign ministers and, as State Department spokesman Philip Crowley recently claimed, "likely approve a proposed series of U.S. and Korea combined military exercises, including new naval and air exercises in both the Sea of Japan and the Yellow Sea" [33], the world should prepare for the threat of a second Korean war, a second U.S.-China armed conflict.

More Joint Exercises are scheduled in the future – July 25 is just the beginning 

Xinhua News http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2010-07/23/c_13411753.htm 2010-07-23
South Korea and the United States have agreed to stage a series of joint naval and air drills starting next week, which the White House said are "defensive in nature" and are designed to send a " signal of deterrence" to the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK). China on Wednesday expressed concern over the military exercises, urging relevant parties to exercise calm and to refrain from acts that might escalate tension in the region. The first joint exercise involving the U.S. aircraft carrier USS George Washington will come July 25 in waters off the east coast of the Korean Peninsula, and the two allies plan to stage more drills down the road in both the Yellow Sea and the East Sea.
***

2AC blocks
AT: Six party talks don’t work
1. The 6 Party Talks are the only way that can solve the North Korean nukes - US can’t solve problem alone, UN 

Security Council does not include all involved countries, and it prevents NK from playing countries against one another that’s 1AC Van Ness

2. Dialog and negotiation through 6 party talks are the only way to solve NK nukes - any aggression against NK will not denuclearize NK – will lead to a long dragged war since NK will never surrender
Chon Hyun Joon, Senior Researcher, Korea Institute of National Unification and Institute for Far Eastern Studies 01/25/10 “THE NORTH KOREAN NUCLEAR ISSUE AND ‘SIX-PARTY TALKS’” - IFES
Traditionally, North Korea has considered itself the only legal government on the Korean peninsula, and sees nuclear weapons as one more tool to prevent the United States from ‘pillaging’ its land. This means that the North will not give up its nuclear weapons until the United States not only gives up any plans to launch a nuclear attack against it, but also recognizes it as the only legitimate Korean government. In other words, North Korea will never surrender its nuclear weapons if its security is not firmly secured. Of course, this perspective is absurd and unrealistic. The North has deluded itself in a manner than cannot allow it to give up its nuclear weapons under any circumstance. The problem is that the United States does not recognize this strategy of the North. Even if North Korea continues to push on with nuclear weapons development, Washington feels that there is no need to invest much to entice Pyongyang since, given time, it will naturally collapse anyway. Washington thinks time is on its side, but that is not the case. North Korea is not a country that will collapse or concede easily. Pyongyang will go to any length to prevent collapse, and will not take orders from any outside government. The United States has only implemented a strategy of encirclement, but cannot implement a concrete strategy of seizing the North. The United States is great at establishing strategies, but is weak at concretely enforcing them. Wars fought in Korea, Vietnam, Somalia, Afghanistan and Iraq stand as examples of that. It is true that the Korean peninsula is, strategically, a very important piece of real estate. In particular, for the United States to fulfill the role of balancer in Northeast Asia, it needs to be able to control the entire Korean peninsula. Washington faces many political burdens because it has neglected the strategic value of North Korea, focusing only on the South. If North Korea and the United States could narrow the gap between them, not only will peace and security come to the Korean peninsula, but it will also come to Northeast Asia. The United States has always utilized countries for strategic gains despite their lack of democracy, including with Japan, China, India, Pakistan, Turkey, and the Ukraine. Now, the time has likely come that Washington will consider North Korea as a strategic partner. Through the 2010 New Year’s Joint Editorial, North Korea mentioned that “the main issue” related to the nuclear issue is “the cessation of the United States’ hostile policy toward North Korea,” but it also mentioned “resolution of the issue through dialog and negotiation.” 
3. Six party talks are key to NK denuclearization – IAEA chief
Jun Hongo, staff writer for the Japan Times, 7/17/09 “New IAEA Head Amano Hopes To Revive Six-Party Process”  http://search.japantimes.co.jp/cgi-bin/nn20090717a6.html
Reviving the six-party talks remains a vital component of the effort to denuclearize North Korea, Yukiya Amano, the next director general of the International Atomic Energy Agency, said Thursday in Tokyo.   But Amano, who earlier this month became the first Asian voted in as head of the nuclear watchdog, noted that the IAEA can only play its role once Pyongyang agrees to allow inspectors to enter its nuclear facilities. "There needs to be steps forward within the six-party talks on a process for denuclearization," he said in a news conference at the Foreign Ministry, adding that the IAEA is ready to do its job when called upon. Turning to Iran, Amano acknowledged that Tehran hasn't fully cooperated in the release of information on its nuclear programs and that the agency will continue to push the government for more transparency. Amano, who has served with the Permanent Mission of Japan to the International Organizations in Vienna since 2005, said nuclear nonproliferation and promoting the peaceful use of atomic energy are two key objectives for the IAEA today. He said he will continue to push for both with Japan, the only country to have experienced nuclear attacks. He added that Tokyo is ready to provide technological assistance to those who pursue the peaceful use of nuclear energy.  
AT: Previous exercises didn’t trigger the impacts
1. Inter-Korean tensions are at its peak – the Cheonan corvette sinking has made all impacts substantially more probable and dangerous – previous exercises were not conducted amidst significant tensions

2. The goal of stopping the exercises is to improve Chinese relations and get North Korea back into the 6 Party talks – it is important to do the plan right now – that’s Kim 7/13

AT: Korea already threatened war
1. We do not end claim that North Korea will attack soon if we continue the exercises, we are saying that ending the exercises will lead to North Korea coming back to the six party talks extend our Kirk 10 and Lin 10 evidence that ending the exercises is key to denuclearization of North Korea
2. China is also angry about the exercises so US-China relations will improve extend our peoples daily online 10 and wen 10 cards that say ending these exercises key to US-China relations

They are not dealing with either of our advantages. This does not affect our solvency at all.
AT – Threaten/Condition CP (1/2)

1. Perm do non-binding consultation to South Korea and then do the plan regardless – no risk of South Korea saying no

2. The Courts passed the naval bases to be built – South Korea will not reverse decision now

Yang Seong-cheol , reporter of JoongAng Daily “Court gives nod to big Navy port on Jeju Island” 07/16/10
http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2923280
JEJU - After 15 months of controversy, the Seoul Administrative Court yesterday rejected Jeju residents’ request to stop the Defense Ministry from building a naval base on the island. The ruling gave the ministry permission to speed up the building of a port for 20 battleships and two large cruisers by 2014. Over 400 Jeju residents filed a lawsuit against Defense Minister Kim Tae-young in April 2009 claiming the ministry approved the construction of the base in January 2009 without completing a study of the environmental impact on the island. The residents also argued that the local government and the ministry hastily promoted the project without gauging public opinion. Park Jeong-hwa, the judge who presided over the case, said there were no illegalities in the way the ministry handled the project. Park said Defense Minister Kim didn’t abuse his power even though he approved the plan before an environmental impact assessment was done. The judge said the Navy did consult with residents and then conducted an environmental impact study in March, almost three months after the project was approved. Jeju residents had mixed reactions to the court ruling. Yoon Ho-gyeong, the head of a Gangjeong villagers association that is opposed to the base, said he can’t accept the ruling. “I don’t think flaws in the plan will disappear even after the ministry changed its plan a bit,” Yoon said. Ko Yu-gi, a senior executive of a civic alliance that opposes the base, said he is mulling over an appeal. Lee Sang-ho, the head of a civic group that supports the base, said it’s time to end the dispute. 
3. Public wants US to maintain presence in South Korea – conservative administration supports – will say no

Andrew Yeo, Assistant Professor in the Department of Politics at the Catholic University of America. Published in Foreign Policy in Focus, Anti-Base Movements in South Korea: Comparative Perspective on the Asia-Pacific. 6/23/10 <http://www.fpif.org/articles/anti-base_movements_in_south_korea>
A pro-U.S. security consensus still ingrained in the national security perceptions of South Korean and Japanese elites continues to dominate strategic thinking in Seoul and Tokyo. Heightened tension with North Korea under the conservative Lee Myung-Bak regime has dampened the political climate for anti-base opposition and shaped Asian leaders’ perceptions of U.S. force posture and base realignment in South Korea. Although many South Koreans rebuked President Lee for his harsh response towards the North, the Cheonan incident has nevertheless reinforced this dominant security consensus.25 In South Korea, escalating tensions with North Korea even before the Cheonan incident had strengthened South Korean support for continued U.S. military presence on the Korean Peninsula. In this environment, opposition to U.S. military initiatives ring hollow to the broader public compared to previous campaigns. For example, the emerging anti-base movement on Jeju Island earlier this year against the construction of a South Korean naval base capable of hosting two Aegis destroyers has been isolated primarily to Gangjeong village.26 Although the appeal of Gangjeong village’s mayor and residents have received significant attention from global anti-base activists in Okinawa, Japan, Guam, Europe, and the U.S., the movement has garnered relatively little attention in South Korea. The Cheonan incident has also reinvigorated calls to delay the transfer of wartime operational control (OPCON) from the United States to South Korea.27 Currently scheduled to take place in April 2012, the South Korean MND, as well as conservative forces in Seoul and Washington, have advocated delaying the transfer until 2015 after USFK completes its relocation process from Seoul to Pyeongtaek.28 The previous government and progressive NGOs supported transfer of OPCON to South Korea sooner rather than later. However, as East Asia Institute president Sook-Jong Lee argues, following the Cheonan incident, “public opinion began to shift toward the conservative view that Seoul is not ready to take on OPCON.”29 Proponents argue that OPCON’s transfer provides South Korea with greater independence when dealing with North Korea. However, progressive leaders may also find grounds for supporting OPCON’s delay if it contributes to greater restraint on South Korean policies towards the North.

AT – Threaten/Condition CP (1/2)

4. South Korea’s Lee administration still expects the US to provide the bulk of their security – will say no

Sun-won Park, Northeast Asia Energy and Security Visiting Fellow, Center for Northeast Asian Policy Studies, in World Politics Review, Brookings Institution, 7/11/10 <http://www.brookings.edu/articles/2010/0317_korea_park.aspx> 
The government of Lee Myung-bak took office with the view that the ROK-U.S. alliance was in worse shape as a result of the Roh-Bush configuration, and proposed to the Bush administration during the latter's final year in office to upgrade the relationship to a strategic alliance. In April 2008, Lee became the first South Korean president to visit Camp David, a symbol of renewed political amity resulting from the lifting of the ban on U.S. beef imports to the Korean market. The Lee government's strong commitment to the U.S.-ROK alliance, and acknowledgment of its value, has been well-received in Washington, but several sources of potential friction have arisen in the last two years. The problem arises not from the political tone, which has improved, but from the substantive views of a conservative South Korean government that expects the U.S. to play a constant role in defending Korean security. The Lee government would also like to limit increases in military expenditures from the levels pursued by the Roh government (8.7 percent annual growth), and believes that the transfer of wartime OPCON in April 2012 must be postponed, since OPCON is the most reliable guarantee that the U.S. would augment its manpower assistance in the event of a North Korean invasion. On numerous occasions, President Lee has considered raising this rescheduling issue with President Obama, but has so far held off, in light of the desire expressed by the Obama administration not to alter the agreement. The potential rescheduling of the OPCON transfer is driven by Lee's aversion to devoting budgetary priority to military expenditures. But when, soon after coming to power, the Lee government signaled cuts in defense spending, U.S. Secretary of Defense Robert Gates did not hide his frustration with the new government's attempt to "free-ride" on U.S. security guarantees. In autumn 2009, further controversy erupted when President Lee adopted a 3.8 percent increase in the defense budget for fiscal year 2009, over the leaked protests of South Korea's Defense Minister Lee Sang-hee, who had requested a 7.8 percent increase (already 2.1 percent less than the original plan). The two critical tripwires for the OPCON transfer schedule are the relocations of USFK's Yongsan headquarters and the Second Infantry Division to the Pyongtaek Hub Base, currently under construction below the Han River line. When the Lee government proposed to complete the Pyungtaek Military base by 2016 -- or four years later than originally planned -- U.S. Defense Secretary Roberts Gates insisted on sitting in on the annual Security Consultative Meeting (SCM), held in Washington in October 2008, to weigh in on the matter. In an effort to ease the resulting strain on the relationship, the South Korean National Assembly recently approved the Defense Ministry's request to send about 320 troops to Afghanistan, with the mission to protect members of South Korea's Provincial Reconstruction Team operating in the country. It is not certain whether this degree of involvement in the U.S. war effort will be sufficient to absorb the potential shocks should bilateral consultations over flexibility in USFK's out-of-theater deployment result in further reduction of USFK's 28,000 troops.

5. South Korea loves the base – it gives them a naval strategic advantage with Aegis destroyers and the base is a tactical point 

Jung Sung-ki, Staff Reporter for the Korea Times, “Jeju to Open Eco-Friendly Naval Base in 2014” 09/23/09
http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2010/01/205_52400.html
Strategic Mobile Fleet The Jeju base will serve as the home port for the Navy's strategic mobile fleet of two Aegis destroyer-led squadrons to be initially operational beginning next year. The mobile squadrons, which are designed to be rapidly deployed in regional conflict, consist of 4,500-ton KDX-II destroyers, 7,600-ton Aegis-equipped KDX-III destroyers, Type-214 1,800-ton submarines, anti-submarine Lynx helicopters and frigates, among others. The Navy has two of the planned three KDX-III Aegis destroyers with the lead ship, Sejong the Great, deployed since last December. The second ship, Yi I, was launched last November for commissioning late this year. The Aegis combat system, built by Lockheed Martin, is the world's premier surface-to-air and fire-control system, capable of conducting simultaneous operations against aircraft, ballistic and cruise missiles, ships and submarines. Only a handful of countries, including the United States, Spain, Japan and Norway, deploy Aegis warships. The KDX-III is one of the most advanced Aegis warships. Its SPY-1D radar can simultaneously track about 1,000 aircraft within a 500-kilometer radius, providing 360-degree coverage. The squadron is expected to develop the South Korean Navy's blue-water operational capability beyond coastal defense against a North Korean invasion, Navy officials say. In line with the plan, the Air Force also plans to build a base for a search-and-rescue unit to help facilitate the Navy's operations in the southern waters. "Jeju has long been considered a tactical, strategic point to secure southern sea lanes for transporting energy supplies and to conduct mobile operations in the case of an emergency in the region," the Navy official said. "Following the construction, the Navy will be able to successfully conduct long-range operations to protect our commercial vessels in blue waters, including the Malacca Strait, as well as carry out full-scale operations around the Korean Peninsula," he said. He emphasized that the base makes sense in terms of both military and commercial interests, as the nation`s economy heavily depends on trade, 96 percent of which is transported by sea.

AT- Covert CP

1. Perm do both
2. Perm do the counterplan.
3. Huge Solvency deficit
A. It can’t solve the China advantage – China feels threatened by the presence of US forces near its territory – that’s People’s Daily Online ’10. Even if the US were to keep the exercises on the down low, the Chinese military sensors could pick that up. 
B. North Korea will only come back to six party talks if it percieves the US has made a concession – that’s Kirk ’10. If North Korea doesn’t know about the concession, it won’t be willing to concede to talks and denuclearization.  
4. Exercises are highly visible – even if we don’t advertise them, they will be detected

Korea Hearld 10 (editorial, March 10, "Joint exercise", lexis)
Key Resolve, as the words imply, is the most visible  evidence of the military alliance between South Korea and the United States as the Pentagon spends hundreds of millions of dollars each year to demonstrate the U.S. commitment to the alliance, which has lasted six decades. Key Resolve itself is a command-post exercise with the computer-based simulation of bringing troops and equipment onto the Korean Peninsula in the event of war. More spectacular is the Foal Eagle part of the exercise which features thousands of U.S. troops airlifted here from their duty stations around the world, some in the continental United States. In the Key Resolve/Foal Eagle 2010, 18,000 U.S. service members, including 8,000 from outside Korea, are engaged in joint maneuvers with Korean armed forces. Historically, it was North Koreans themselves that invited the United States to launch the intercontinental rapid deployment exercises with their series of provocations back in the late 1960s. After a commando raid in Seoul and the capture of the USS Pueblo in January 1968, the North mounted guerrilla attacks and DMZ forays throughout the year.
5. Pics bad.

A. Ground – steals aff pre-round prep and case ground. We can’t turn our own case.

B. Education – uses aff impacts, which reduces clash and evidence comparison.

C. Infinitely regressive – leads to picing out of 1 word like “the”. 

D. Doesn’t compete – still justifies plan action.

E. Voter for education and fairness.

AT: Taiwan arms CP (1/2)

1. Perm: do both
2. Solvency deficit – North Korea is not involved with Taiwan, so it won’t be useful as a bargaining chip to get them back into six party talks. 
3. Why hasn’t it the impact yet happened – US has been giving Taiwan some missiles already 

4. Taiwan needs arms sales for deterennce
Central News Agency 09 ("Taiwan should boost its military deterrence against China: scholars", lexis)

Taiwan should beef up its military deterrence in the face of Chinas ever-growing military power, a group of noted scholars said Saturday at a roundtable discussion on the challenges Taiwan faces in regards to the U.S. security commitment stipulated in the Taiwan Relations Act (TRA) as the U.S. law enters its 30th anniversary. "Taiwan ought to do everything it can to enhance its defense credibility and capability,"Stephen Krasner, a professor at Stanford University said at the meeting jointly hosted by the non-governmental Institute for National Policy Research (INPR) and Academic Sinicas Institute of European and American Studies (IEAS).  "The kind of ambiguity that existed over the last few years about exactly what Taiwan has committed to doing ought to be eliminated. Taiwan ought to commit itself to the most robust defense relationship that it could establish with the U.S,"he added. The U.S. Congress passed the TRA in 1979 after Washington established diplomatic relations with Beijing and severed formal diplomatic ties with Taipei. The act requires the U.S. to guarantee defensive arms sales to Taiwan and to maintain the capacity of the U.S. to resist any resort to force or other forms of coercion that would jeopardize the security, or the social or economic system of the people of Taiwan. The TRA, however, does not require the U.S. to intervene militarily if the Peoples Republic of China attacks or invades Taiwan and the U.S. has adopted a policy of"strategic ambiguity,"in which it neither confirms nor denies that it would intervene in such a scenario. According to an annual report released March 25 by the U.S. Department of Defense, China has continued with a military modernization program and remains a threat to Taiwan, with the military balance continuing to shift in Beijings favor despite reduced tensions in the region over the past year since the inauguration of President Ma Ying-jeou. Michael Pillsbury, a consultant of the U.S. Department of Defense, expressed the same view as Krasner at the roundtable discussion, saying that Taiwan needs to increase its military deterrence to a level that is much higher than it is today. According to Pillsbury, there are too many alarms that have been sounded about the hardening of Taiwans defense and it goes back to the Clinton administrations efforts in 1997 and 1998 by resuming with Taiwan bilateral military contacts that included sending survey teams and much faster action on arms sales requests. In addition to increasing military deterrence, Krasner, however, proposed an idea that was described by other discussants as rather" revolutionary"or"radical, "saying that while enhancing its defense capability, Taiwan should at the same time give up its formal recognitions by 23 countries that it is a sovereign nation. Doing so, he said, would"demonstrate Taiwans commitment to maintaining its autonomy and independence, and at the same time not give the appearance that Taiwan is absolutely committed to a path to formal independence." Rebutting this view, Taiwan's Vice Foreign Minister Andrew Hsia said at the roundtable that as a sovereignty state, there is no way Taiwan would ever consider doing so. "We are not saying that our being sovereign is based on recognition, but I think without recognition, the legitimacy of our sovereignty will be challenged,"he said. John Tkacik, another participant at the roundtable who is a senior research fellow at the U.S. think tank Heritage Foundation, said that since Taiwan has lost its military leverage against China, with no comparison to Beijings military power, it should be careful not to give up anymore bargaining chips. As to the question of whether the TRA in practice implies the statehood of Taiwan, Tkacik said the only reason why it is even being discussed is because China threatens war over Taiwan. "There is no philosophical problem that the U.S. has with Taiwan s statehood. Taiwan is completely a state as far as the America is concerned except one thing -- China threatens war over it,"he said.

AT: Taiwan arms CP (2/3)

5. Cross-apply Smith 1. 

6. Still links the the net benefit – (insert aff answer once we know what the net benefit is)

7. Taiwan is the domino that could trigger war in the Asia-Pacific

Central News Agency , 7/19 ("Military strength key bargaining chip for Taiwan with China: DPP", lexis)
Taiwan has to maintain its military strength to serve as a bargaining chip in negotiations with China, Chairwoman Tsai Ing-wen of the opposition Democratic Progressive Party (DPP) said Monday. The DPP, "whether in power or as an opposition party, should continue to urge the United States to provide necessary weapons to Taiwan, and the sooner the better, " Tsai said at a seminar in Taipei called "A Rising Chinese Hegemony and a Challenge to the Region." Tsai said China's performance at the United Nations Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen last December showed that it only wanted to enjoy the benefits of being a developing country rather than being a responsible country, seen by its reluctance to cooperate with the U.N. Security Council in dealing with North Korea's sinking of a South Korean naval vessel in March. Also speaking at the seminar sponsored by think tank Taiwan Brain Trust, Randall Schriver, the former U.S. Deputy Assistant Secretary of State for East Asian and Pacific Affairs, argued that China's rise poses a comprehensive and global challenge that needs to be dealt with accordingly. He said the Afghan war and the financial crisis have hobbled Washington's ability to face up to a rising China, and that under such circumstances, enhanced relations between the U.S. and Taiwan will be very important and send an accurate signal to Japan, South Korea, the Philippines and other U. S. allies in southeast Asia. Taiwan Brain Trust Chairman Koo Kuan-min said Taiwan is the most important and the first "domino" in maintaining peace in the Asia-Pacific region, and that the balance of power of the past 50 years in the region would be totally destroyed if Taiwan were to fall into China's hands.
AT: Taiwan arms CP (3/3)

8. Tensions over Taiwan could lead to US-China War

Economist, 09 ("Overkill", lexis)
China's growing armoury would make it far more difficult for America to respond to a crisis in the Taiwan Strait in the way it did in 1996 when it sent two aircraft-carrier battle groups close to the island. The Pentagon says China is developing medium-range ballistic missiles that could be guided to their targets far out into the Pacific beyond Taiwan: a clear threat to the American navy. Medium-range missiles are also being targeted at American bases in Japan and Guam. China, says the Pentagon, has the biggest missile programme of any country in the world. Although it is well aware of the dangers of misunderstandings, China has brushed off repeated American overtures for more dialogue. Talks between the two armed forces typically sputter on for a few months before being called off again by China to express its disapproval of American military support for Taiwan. There have been glimmers of progress. This year multinational anti-piracy operations in the Gulf of Aden (China's first active naval engagement beyond Asia) saw Chinese and American ships operating in the same zone and communicating with each other in a friendly enough manner.  But Pentagon officials have never been allowed to visit the headquarters of the Chinese armed forces, an underground facility in the Fragrant Hills west of Beijing. Attempts by the Pentagon over the past few years to persuade the chief of China's strategic nuclear forces to visit America have so far failed (although he has visited other countries). In 2008 the two countries agreed to establish a hotline between their two defence ministries. But for unexplained reasons the two sides did not use it when Chinese boats harassed an American surveillance ship, the Impeccable, in the South China Sea in March. Few expect rapid progress. Dennis Wilder, a former adviser to the National Security Council under President Bush, says there is a dangerous lack of knowledge even about basic issues such as China's nuclear-alert system. China has a few dozen land-based nuclear missiles capable of hitting some or all parts of America and is soon expected to deploy them on submarines. America's nuclear force is far larger, but as Richard Bush and Michael O'Hanlon of the Brookings Institution argue in a book published in 2007, nuclear war between the two countries over Taiwan is not unimaginable.  No less worrying to the Pentagon is what appears to be a lack of effective communication between the Chinese armed forces and other parts of the bureaucracy. This was evident in April 2001 when an American EP-3 military spyplane hit a Chinese fighter jet off the Chinese coast. American officials believe the crisis was escalated by distorted information that was fed to Chinese leaders by the armed forces before other departments were able to weigh in with sounder analysis. It seemed that the Chinese armed forces did not promptly inform China's foreign ministry about the Impeccable incident. China bristles at any American suggestion that its behaviour could be construed as threatening. America's latest National Intelligence Strategy, the first issued by the Obama administration, makes one brief mention of China, saying that its "increasing natural-resource-focused diplomacy and military modernisation are among the factors making it a complex global challenge." This statement of the obvious was enough to trigger howls of protest. The Chinese foreign ministry called on America to abandon its "cold-war mentality and prejudices". At an annual gathering of regional defence ministers in Singapore earlier this year, a speech by the deputy Chinese chief of staff, Ma Xiaotian, was sprinkled with critical allusions to American "cold-war" behaviour in Asia. China has reason to feel uncomfortable about the imbalance between its own military power and America's. American ships and spy planes claim the right to operate only 12 nautical miles from the Chinese coast (a boundary observed by Soviet and American military craft off each other's coasts during the cold war). They routinely come closer than the 200-mile boundary that China insists on. China does not have the means to project its power anything like as close to America's shore, and shrewdly refrains from suggesting that it would like to. 

Taiwan Ext.

Arms sales maintain balance in the Taiwan strait

Defense Daily International, 08 ("Obama, McCain Welcome News of Possible Arms Sale To Taiwan", lexis)
"The sale helps to contribute to Taiwan's defense and the maintenance of a healthy balance in the Taiwan Strait," she said, adding Obama "looks forward to fully reviewing" the notifications and Pentagon justification. Obama supports China and Taiwan's efforts to reduce tensions, and believes a "strengthening of Taiwan's defenses will not undermine the process of reduction of tensions and can actually promote it," Morigi said. The Democrat also "regrets" that China responded to word of the possible arms deal by suspending military-to-military exchanges with the United States as well as nonproliferation talks, she said, and believes those discussions should be resumed. GOP presidential nominee McCain released a statement Tuesday welcoming news of the potential arms sale to Taiwan and calling for it to be expanded to include submarines and Lockheed Martin [LMT]-built F-16 fighter jets. "I have long supported such sales in order to strengthen deterrence in the Taiwan Strait and to help preserve the peace," McCain said, saying if elected president he will "continue the longstanding and close ties between our peoples." He noted the Bush administration has not included in the package all the elements Taiwan requested "for its legitimate security requirements." "I urge the administration to reconsider this decision, in light of its previous commitment to provide submarines and America's previous sales of F-16s," McCain said. "These sales--which could translate into tens of thousands of jobs here at home--would help retain America's edge in the production of advanced weaponry and represent a positive sign in these difficult economic times."
Arms sales to Taiwan promote a cross-strait balance of power 

Brian Kennedy, President of the Claremont Institute in California and member of the Independent Working Group on Missile Defense. 10 (Wall Street Journal, Jan 10, http://online.wsj.com/article/ SB10001424052748703948504574649093522202158.html)
Absent such serious defensive weaponry, the sale of arms is just a symbolic gesture rather than a meaningful military acquisition. If the U.S. wants peaceful cross-strait relations, then we must help the Taiwanese create a balance of power that ensures that any future dialogue over reunification be conducted without nuclear blackmail and military intimidation. The citizens of Taiwan may someday decide to rejoin their brothers on the mainland, but that day will come when they decide democratically that it is in their interest to do so. Since the recognition of China in 1979, the U.S. has followed a policy of strategic ambiguity with regard to how far we would go in the defense of Taiwan. During that time, Taiwan has become a brilliant example of democratic freedom. It is this example that all Americans wish for all the Chinese people. There should be no ambiguity that the U.S. wishes this to continue and that we will help the people of Taiwan help themselves.

AT: Sanctions CP (1/6)
1. PERM: Do Both – Simply removing sanctions will not work- to achieve progress with North Korea it solves much better if we have both defensive measures including sanctions and peace talks
Stephan Haggard and Marcus Noland, Peterson Institute for International Economics, 7-3-09, What To Do about North Korea: Will Sanctions Work? (http://www.iie.com/publications/opeds/oped.cfm?ResearchID=1254)

This does not mean that the United States and its allies are without economic options, however. Even in the absence of complete multilateral coordination, the United States can still exercise leverage if it can identify how and where North Korea finances its international trade and goes aggressively after financial intermediaries. This particular form of sanction does not require multilateral coordination, since foreign banking institutions that conduct significant business in the United States have a strong interest in avoiding institutions that the US Treasury has identified as engaged in illicit finance. In 2005 the US Treasury signaled that a small Macau bank, Banco Delta Asia, was possibly engaged in money laundering activities on North Korea's behalf. Without any further action, the bank immediately suffered a run on its deposits and was forced into receivership, freezing $25 million of North Korean funds. The issue became a major sticking point in the Six Party talks but also appeared to motivate the North Koreans to return to them, setting the stage for the agreements reached in 2007. Undoubtedly the North Koreans have attempted to diversify their financial linkages since then. In sum, the world appears capable of hurting North Korea economically, but given the extreme priority that the regime places on its military capacity, it is unlikely that the pain that the world can bring to bear will be sufficient to induce North Korea to abandon core political goals. However, holding out the possibility of removing these measures could constitute one incentive for a successor government to reassess the country's diplomatic situation and to terminate its nuclear weapons program.What To Do? In dealing with the current North Korean regime, it is important to have modest expectations. Sanctions have failed in the past, but so have inducements, including quite generous ones. There is ample evidence that current North Korean behavior is not driven by the external environment but by complex domestic developments that we understand poorly. These include Kim Jong Il's health, succession struggles, and shifts in the power of internal factions and domestic economic developments that have weakened the hold of the government over a fraying socialist system. We should not believe that fine-tuning of incentives—either carrots or sticks—is likely to succeed at this particular juncture. Much will depend on how things evolve within the Pyongyang regime. With those reservations, there is merit in the broad approach outlined by William Perry in 1999. This policy involved two clear tracks. On the one hand, the United States should stand willing to discuss all issues on the agenda. We should not hold communication hostage to North Korean behavior. We should stand ready to send a special envoy to North Korea to outline our concerns and to hear any and all that the North Koreans might want to say. Even in the face of provocation, it is important to leave on the table the offer of improved relations. The United States should remain committed to the principles outlined in the September 19, 2005, agreement, which included both the complete and verifiable denuclearization of the peninsula and an improvement and ultimate normalization of relations with North Korea. However, in the interim we should also communicate that the United States and its allies have little choice but to take protective or defensive measures. "Sanctions" should be explained in defensive terms. The UN Resolution is rightly focused on trade in weapons that immediately affect the security not only of the five other parties engaged in the Northeast Asian talks, but the wider international community as well. This distinction between offensive and defensive actions may not be appreciated in Pyongyang, but the principle is important nonetheless. Finally, much of our diplomacy at the present should be addressed to Beijing as well as to Pyongyang. We need to simply state the obvious: that what is currently taking place on the Korean peninsula is directly counter to Chinese interests. Recent developments risk escalation on China's northeast border and a wider regional arms race. If we pursue this two-track approach—olive branch and defensive measures—it becomes much harder to blame the United States for lack of effort. Up until this point, too much of the onus of the Six Party talks has been placed on the United States. It is time to make them more genuinely multilateral and a place for all of the five parties to coordinate on a common strategy: an olive branch coupled with a willingness to act aggressively to limit the contagion from Pyongyang's recklessness.
AT: Sanctions CP (2/6)

2. Doing the plan would solve for South Korea and Japanese Prolif – the CP would cause East Asian Prolif since the UN Security Council does not include South Korea and Japan – they would be concerned of the risk of North Korean attack and proliferate

Peter Van Ness, visiting fellow in the Contemporary China Centre and the Department of International Relations at the ANU, coordinator of the project on peace building in Northeast Asia, 06/23/09, “Stick to the Six Party Talks on North Korea” http://www.eastasiaforum.org/2009/06/23/stick-to-the-six-party-talks-on-north-korea/

 3. South Korea and Japan are the two countries most directly threatened by the DPRK provocations. Both countries are members of the SPT but not permanent members of the UNSC. Their interests must be taken into account in order to produce a sustainable resolution of the current crisis. In the past, North Korea has attempted to exclude both countries and to play the US, South Korea, and Japan all against each other. The SPT in which South Korea and Japan are all full participants is the best context for designing and implementing policies to deal with North Korea. If the core security concerns of South Korea and Japan are not adequately addressed in the negotiations with the DPRK, it is likely that a serious arms race in the region will occur, increasing the possibility that Japan, and perhaps South Korea, might decide to build nuclear weapons. When the Six Party Talks are reconvened, the DPRK should be invited to participate in all meetings. Since Pyongyang has said that they would not participate, the five other countries presumably would at first meet without them. Repeated meetings among the five could provide an ideal opportunity to decide and to implement a concerted policy toward the DPRK. This appears to be the intention of Presidents Lee and Obama in their meeting in Washington last week. The objective would be to convince North Korea at some point to re-join the talks in order to work out a solution, but whether or not the DPRK participates, the Six Party Talks format is the best venue for addressing the problem because the core countries in the region will have to work effectively together in order to resolve the crisis and preliminary meetings of the Five are a good first step.

3. East Asian prolif causes fast arms race and nuclear war
Cirincione 2K (Joseph, director of the Non-Proliferation Project at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Foreign Policy, March 22, lexis)
The blocks would fall quickest and hardest in Asia, where proliferation pressures are already building more quickly than anywhere else in the world. If a nuclear breakout takes place in Asia, then the international arms control agreements that have been painstakingly negotiated over the past 40 years will crumble. Moreover, the United States could find itself embroiled in its fourth war on the Asian continent in six decades--a costly rebuke to those who seek the safety of Fortress America by hiding behind national missile defenses. Consider what is already happening: North Korea continues to play guessing games with its nuclear and missile programs; South Korea wants its own missiles to match Pyongyang's; India and Pakistan shoot across borders while running a slow-motion nuclear arms race; China modernizes its nuclear arsenal amid tensions with Taiwan and the United States; Japan's vice defense minister is forced to resign after extolling the benefits of nuclear weapons; and Russia--whose Far East nuclear deployments alone make it the largest Asian nuclear power--struggles to maintain territorial coherence. Five of these states have nuclear weapons; the others are capable of constructing them. Like neutrons firing from a split atom, one nation's actions can trigger reactions throughout the region, which in turn, stimulate additional actions. These nations form an interlocking Asian nuclear reaction chain that vibrates dangerously with each new development. 
4. CP is a direct link to Politics D.A – Obama approves sanctions 

5. Extend Japan Today from 2010 which says that North Korea has enough plutonium for 6 atmonic bombs and can use them in case of U.S drills

AT: Sanctions CP (3/6)
6. Can’t denuclearize North Korea by lifting sanctions. Empirically proven – Bush tried this in 2006
USA TODAY 6/26/2008, Bush administration to lift North Korea sanctions (http://www.usatoday.com/news/world/2008-06-26-north-korea-nuclear_N.htm)

North Korea's only functioning reactor was a 5-megawatt facility at its main nuclear complex at Yongbyon, 60 miles north of the capital, Pyongyang. It was able to produce plutonium. It was shut down in July 2007, and the reactor cannot be easily restarted under the watch of U.S. experts. North Korea has begun building a 50-megawatt reactor at Yongbyon but has made little progress. Construction of an even larger reactor nearby in Taechon has been stalled for years. Under a 1994 U.S.-North Korea disarmament deal, two light-water reactors for generating power were to be built with international funding on North Korea's eastern coast. Construction was halted after the latest nuclear crisis erupted in late 2002. RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS:  Experts believe North Korea may have produced up to 110 pounds of plutonium but do not know where it might be stored. The U.S. also has accused North Korea of having a secret uranium enrichment program. U.S. Secretary of State Condoleezza Rice said in early June that Washington was "troubled by additional information about North Korea's uranium enrichment capability." WEAPONS: North Korea conducted a test detonation of a nuclear device in October 2006, confirming it had the ability to make an atomic weapon. It is believed to have enough plutonium to make as many as 10 nuclear bombs. North Korea is not believed to have a design for a bomb that is small enough to be placed on top of a missile. WASHINGTON — President Bush announced Thursday that he will lift U.S. economic sanctions against North Korea — a charter member of the "axis of evil" — and remove it from the U.S. terrorism blacklist now that Pyongyang has met a key requirement of its promise to abandon its nuclear weapons program. Bush, in a State of the Union address in 2002, first labeled North Korea, Iraq and Iran members of the "axis" for what he said was support of terrorism and efforts to develop weapons of mass destruction. The president's announcement, in a Rose Garden meeting with reporters, came after North Korea turned over an accounting of its nuclear work to China, which is a member of the six-party talks set up to pressure North Korea to abandon its nuclear ambitions. Bush called the move, which comes six months late, an important breakthrough in the 5-year-old negotiations, but cautioned it was only the first step in a series of commitments North Korea must fulfill. "We will trust you only to the extent you fulfill your promises," Bush said. "I'm pleased with the progress. I'm under no illusions. This is the first step. This isn't the end of the process. It is the beginning of the process." Specifically, Bush said the U.S. would erase trade sanctions under the Trading With the Enemy Act, and notify Congress that, in 45 days, it intends to take North Korea off the State Department list of nations that sponsor terrorism. "If North Korea continues to make the right choices it can repair its relationship with the international community … If North Korea makes the wrong choices, the United States and its partners in the six-party talks will act accordingly," Bush said. The talks, involving North Korea, China, Japan, Russia, South Korea and the United States, first convened in 2003. "The United States has no illusions about the regime in Pyongyang," Bush said. "We remain deeply concerned about North Korea's human rights abuses, uranium enrichment activities, nuclear testing and proliferation, ballistic missile programs, and the threat it continues to pose to South Korea and its neighbors." The declaration does not include detailed information about North Korea's suspected program of developing weapons fueled by enriched uranium nor does it spell out how any cooperation with Syria on its alleged nuclear program. Sen. Joseph Biden, D-Del., chairman of the Foreign Relations committee, welcomed the announcement but said "a lot of tough work lies ahead." Biden said it was critical to get a clear picture of North Korea's full nuclear program and its cooperation with Syria and other countries on nuclear programs. "Without clarity on these issues we cannot proceed with confidence to the next phase of the negotiations — the dismantlement of North Korea's nuclear facilities and the removal of any fissile material from the country," he said. "It certainly keeps the diplomatic process alive and moving forward," said Ted Galen Carpenter, vice president for defense and foreign policy studies at the Cato Institute. "This is a good thing because the alternatives are too horrid to contemplate." Sen. John McCain, the presumptive Republican presidential nominee,said that during the verification period "we must keep diplomatic and economic pressure" on North Korea to meet all of its obligations, include full denuclearization. "If we are unable to fully verify the declaration submitted today and if I am not satisfied with the verification mechanisms developed, I would not support the easing of sanctions on North Korea," he said in a statement. Sen. Barack Obama, the presumptive Democratic presidential nominee, called the developments "a step forward, and there will be many more steps to take in the days ahead. Critical questions remain unanswered. We still have not verified the accuracy of the North Korean declaration. We must confirm the full extent of North Korea's past plutonium production. We must also confirm its uranium enrichment activities, and get answers to disturbing questions about its proliferation activities with other countries, including Syria. Lawrence Korb, an assistant secretary of defense in the Reagan administration, called the developments "the beginning of a more realistic foreign policy which says you've got to negotiate with your enemies."  To underscore its commitments, North Korea is expected to televise live the blowing up of an already disabled 65-foot-tall cooling tower at its main nuclear reactor at Yongbyon. 
AT: Sanctions CP (4/6)
7. DOUBLE BIND: Either the Neg is stealing Aff ground and ruining education and fairness by defending International Fiat or the Neg cannot access their solvency: U.S by itself itself can’t remove all sanctions - CP will never solve – other members of U.N demand sanctions

8. Five reasons why U.N sanctions on North Korea are successful and should be continued

Bruce Klingner Senior Research Fellow for the Heritage Foundation, Northeast Asia, 5-3-10, Sanctions An Important Component of US North Korea Policy (http://www.heritage.org/Research/Commentary/2010/05/Sanctions-An-Important-Component-of-US-North-Korea-Policy)

The debate over the utility of sanctions in foreign policy is usually depicted in binary fashion, i.e. whether the U.S. should use pressure or engagement. The reality, of course, is that sanctions and engagement—along with economic assistance, military deterrence, alliances, and public diplomacy—are all diplomatic tools to influence the negotiating behavior of the other side. Rather than being used in isolation, these tools are most effective when integrated into a comprehensive strategy utilizing all the instruments of national power. The level of engagement and timing must be modulated to fit the circumstances. But completely abandoning or over-relying on any component of national power reduces the effectiveness of U.S. foreign policy. Sanctions and engagement are a means to an objective rather than an end in and of themselves, a point often lost on those who claim the mere resumption of negotiations is itself a success. To be most effective, sanctions must include a way to ameliorate their impact—as incentive to end the abhorrent behavior that triggered them—just as engagement must carry a penalty when the conditions are violated. To assess the effectiveness of UN and bilateral sanctions on North Korea, the three principle criteria are whether they: signal resolve to enforce international agreements; have an economic impact on the target country; and bring about the desired policy change. Sanctions Show Resolve to Enforce International Agreements. Sanctions send a strong signal that there are consequences for defying international agreements. As President Barack Obama correctly commented, “sanctions are a critical part of our leverage to pressure North Korea to act. If the North Koreans do not meet their obligations, we should move quickly to re-impose sanctions that have been waived and consider new restrictions going forward.”[1] In 2009, in response to Pyongyang’s belligerent behavior and violations of UN resolutions, President Obama declared, “Rules must be binding. Violations must be punished. Words must mean something.”[2] Subsequently, the UN Security Council approved a more restrictive resolution and imposed enhanced punitive measures against the North. As a result, there is now a greater international willingness to confront and intercept North Korean vessels suspected of carrying weapons or related technology, which also deprives the regime of another source of revenue. One estimate is that North Korea’s weapons exports have dropped 90 percent as a result of these sanctions.[3] Principles are important. If laws and UN resolutions are not enforced and defended, they cease to have value. There must be a heavy penalty for provocative actions that transgress the law. Removing sanctions, as some advocate, would undermine efforts to deter weapons proliferation and send a dangerous signal to other nuclear aspirants. If the international community isn’t willing to enforce international law and defend UN resolutions, why should we expect nations to abide by them? Sanctions are Causing Economic Pain to North Korea… U.S., South Korean, and Japanese officials have privately commented that intelligence data indicate that sanctions are having a deleterious financial impact on the Kim regime. In addition to UN measures and the interception of its illegal arms shipments, North Korea also faces growing restrictions on other revenue sources:

    * The U.S. and South Korea are less willing to offer unconditional benefits without progress in the Six Party Talks;

    * Seoul refuses to resume the Mount Kumgang tourist venture after North Korea killed a South Korean visitor and refused to conduct an investigation;

    * South Korean businesses are less willing to invest in the Kaesong economic zone following Pyongyang’s anti-market actions;

    * International aid is drying up in response to Pyongyang’s refusal to accept global monitoring standards;

    * Pyongyang’s self-inflicted wound of currency revaluation and crackdowns on free markets in late 2009 exacerbated the country’s economic problems.  As a result of this “perfect storm” of restrictions, North Korea faces increasing economic isolation that could lead the regime to become more malleable.  U.S. officials have explained that current international sanctions will be even more effective than the unilateral American measures targeting Banco Delta Asia (BDA) in 2005-07. In that case, it was an unpopular U.S. administration asking countries to participate while UN sanctions require all nations 
AT: Sanctions CP (5/6)

(no break)
to comply. The BDA law enforcement initiative was derided at the time by critics who characterized it as a neoconservative attempt to undermine the Six Party nuclear negotiations. But senior Obama officials now privately characterize the initiative as having been “very effective” and that President George Bush’s decision to rescind it was “a mistake that eased pressure on Pyongyang before it took irreversible steps to dismantle its nuclear program.” The U.S. action against BDA, taken in conjunction with a sub rosa effort by U.S. officials meeting privately with foreign banks and businesses, had a chilling effect on the North Korean regime’s financial status. Foreign businesses and banks were less willing to do business with North Korea for fear of being designated as complicit in North Korean illegal activity. That included banks in Singapore, Vietnam, China, Hong Kong, and Mongolia.[4] …But Have Not Yet Achieved Denuclearization. Despite success in defending UN resolutions and imposing economic consequences, sanctions have not yet induced North Korea to resume its pledge to abandon its nuclear weapons. This leads some analysts to conclude that sanctions aren’t working and should be abandoned. However, these measures have only been in place a short time and more could be done to strengthen them. Some of those who are so impatient to declare sanctions a failure had inordinate patience for 10 years of unconditional South Korean largesse that did nothing to curb North Korea’s nuclear ambitions. North Korea has withstood sanctions in the past because nations were eager to abandon them in return for fecklessly buying Pyongyang’s way back to the status quo or for simply returning to the negotiating table. But this time, North Korea faces an international community emboldened to confront Pyongyang over its belligerent behavior. China Remains the Weak Link. Long a defender of North Korean interests, China has belatedly come to the realization that sanctions must play a part in the multilateral approach toward eliminating Pyongyang’s nuclear weapons. Yet, China remains a reluctant partner in international efforts to impose punitive measures on North Korea for its violations of UN resolutions, fearful that a resolute response could trigger North Korean instability or even collapse, replacing a buffer state on its border with a powerful reunified Korea. The effectiveness of sanctions is hindered by China’s willingness to provide economic benefits outside of the conditionality of the Six Party Talks. Chinese economic engagement, though not a violation of UN resolutions, undermines the overall effectiveness of sanctions. By offering alternative sources of revenue, Beijing reduces the likelihood that North Korea will return to the Six Party Talks. Why would Pyongyang seek the conditional benefits offered as inducements in the nuclear negotiations when it can receive the same benefits directly from China? What Should Be Done—More Pain, More Gain. Washington should insist that all nations fully implement UN sanctions in order to prevent North Korean procurement and export of missile- and WMD-related components and freeze the financial assets of any complicit North Korean or foreign person, company, bank, or government. The sanctions should be maintained until Pyongyang abandons the behavior that triggered the punitive actions.  Given North Korea’s continuing defiance of the UN, the Obama Administration should press the Security Council to close the loopholes in Resolution 1874, such as adding measures to enable military means to enforce the sanctions. Doing so would prevent recurrences of the Kang Nam incident in which the U.S. Navy was prevented from boarding a North Korean ship suspected of being engaged in proliferation. The UN should also begin targeting the other end of the proliferation pipeline. To date, the Obama administration and the international community have been reluctant to fully enforce Resolution 1874, preferring instead to focus only on North Korean noncompliance. However, growing concerns over Pyongyang’s nuclear relationships with Burma, Syria, and Iran indicate it is now time to identify and target foreign companies, banks, and governments that facilitate North Korea’s nuclear and missile programs. If the UN is reluctant to do so, Washington should impose unilateral sanctions on a more extensive list of foreign entities engaged in proliferation, as well as call upon other nations to fulfill their obligations to enforce laws and UN resolutions. The advantage of U.S. sanctions is that they are not dependent on Chinese acquiescence. 

9. Sanctions have impacts on North Korean actions – violations of sanction policies will lead to harsher limitations
The Hill - Sam Youngman - 07/02/09 , White House claims N. Korea sanctions are working, (http://thehill.com/homenews/administration/49308-white-house-claims-n-korea-sanctions-are-working)

Even as the North Koreans tested four more missiles this week, the White House said Thursday that tough new United Nations sanctions are showing signs of working. White House press secretary Robert Gibbs declined to say what evidence the administration has that the most recent round of sanctions was effectively tightening the noose on North Korea, and he warned that it will likely continue with provocative behavior. "I think it is clear the sanctions are having an impact," Gibbs said. When asked what the U.S. was doing in response to the most recent round of threats and missile tests from the country, Gibbs said "first and foremost, the administration is working to ensure the vigorous implementation of those sanctions." "We continue to watch the North Koreans," Gibbs said. "They continue to do and say what they do and say." The Thursday test-firing of four short-range, surface-to-ship missiles came two days after a North Korean vessel, believed to be carrying weapons or weapons materials in defiance of the sanctions and being followed closely by the USS John S. McCain, turned around and headed back to North Korea.

AT: Sanctions CP (6/6)
10. North Korea desperate for ways to avoid impacts of sanctions but will not receive aid from South Korea or other U.N members  

JoongAng Daily International Herald Tribune 2-16-10, North struggling to survive effects of UN sanctions - Cash-strapped country looking to China as avenue to save economy (http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2916658)
North Korea, apparently strapped for cash and life supplies under tight international sanctions and suspended aid from South Korea, has made moves aimed at giving its sagging economy a boost. Won Tong-yon, a senior Workers’ Party official, spent about a week in Beijing earlier this month and studied the South’s plan to launch a tree-planting campaign in the North. In January, a special presidential committee on social integration in Seoul named planting trees north of the border one of its 10 core projects of 2010. Aware of this, Won asked a South Korean acquaintance about the possibility that the committee would replace trees with rice and fertilizer. A government official here shot down the idea. The South government used to provide rice and fertilizer to the North but the flow has stopped under the Lee Myung-bak administration. The conservative president has linked aid to the North’s progress in denuclearization. The North also recently made a proposal to the U.S. forces to resume searching for remains of American soldiers killed during the Korean War. According to a South Korean defense official, North Korea, in its meeting with the United Nations Command in January, also urged the U.S. forces to retrieve remains of American soldiers killed during the Korean War after North Koreans had independently recovered them. A diplomatic source in Seoul said North Korea’s prodding of the U.S. for excavation to resume may have something to do with financial fallout. The United States and North Korea jointly excavated 225 remains in the North from 1996 to 2005. The United States ended the project in 2005 citing security concerns, but not before having paid North Korea an estimated $28 million for taking back the remains. Following the North’s long-range rocket launch and nuclear test last spring, the United Nations Security Council passed Resolution 1874, which includes embargo on arms trade and places a ban on financial institutions from dealing with North Korea. Also, UN members are not allowed to provide North Korea with financial assistance except for humanitarian or developmental causes directly related to civilian needs. The U.S. and European Union have also imposed separate sanctions on North Korean officials and companies related to the country’s weapons programs, freezing companies’ assets and banning individuals from traveling outside North Korea. South Korean government officials couldn’t independently confirm news reports yesterday that North Korea attracted $10 billion in investments through Wang Jiarui, the senior Chinese Communist Party member who recently visited Pyongyang. “The North may be exaggerating the figures,” one Seoul official said. “And it would be virtually impossible to get this deal done with sanctions currently in place, anyway.” Domestically, North Korea has also been anxious to resume suspended tours to Mount Kumgang and Kaesong for South Koreans. The tour programs are considered a big cash cow for the North but they were discontinued after a South Korean woman was shot to death by a North Korean solider after entering a restricted zone in July 2008. 
Politics Answers

Korea is low on Obama’s agenda

Daily Outlook Afghanistan, English language afghan newspaper, 10 ("Barack Obama's Asia Diplomacy, Almost a Success", lexis)
Obama has visited the region, the first U.S. president to attend an Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) summit, and underscored the importance of the region for U.S. policy. Instead of simply containing China, Obama has stressed a relationship of cooperation. He has called for strengthened alliances with South Korea  and Japan. And he has offered a policy of careful diplomacy toward North Korea. As with much of his foreign policy agenda, the U.S. president works best at creating an inclusive community with his rhetoric. When it comes to North Korea, the learning curve has been steep for the U.S. president, but he has mastered it far more quickly than his predecessor. In spring 2009, North Korea tested a rocket, which it called a satellite, and a second nuclear device, which it called a success. The Obama administration overreacted to the first and then had to respond even more severely to the second by imposing tough sanctions. U.S.-North Korean relations had been on the upswing at the end of the Bush years, but they quickly froze over under Obama. Obama, however, did not rely entirely on the fist. Instead of waiting for nearly six years before attempting to re-engage with Pyongyang, as the Bush administration did after 2001, the Obama administration waited only about six months. The visit to Pyongyang in December by envoy Stephen Bosworth was an important signal that Washington was willing to negotiate. The sanctions are still in place, and the United States has been distinctly cool to North Korea's insistence on first negotiating a peace treaty. But at least the two sides are talking. Regardless of the president's Pacific heritage and inclusive rhetoric, Asia isn't high on the foreign policy agenda of the current U.S. administration, and foreign policy overall has taken a backseat to domestic issues. So the Obama administration deserves praise for implementing some serviceable policies in the region, particularly at a time when key appointees were not yet in place. What has dragged down the U.S. president's grade, however, has been the relationship with Japan. In September, a new government took power in Tokyo as the Democratic Party of Japan (DPJ) finally ended the one-party rule of the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP). DPJ Prime Minister Yukio Hatoyama called for a more equal relationship with the United States. And that included a renegotiation of a 2006 bilateral agreement on military bases in Okinawa that mandated closing the Futenma Air Base and relocating 8,000 U.S. Marines to Guam but, more controversially, building a new U.S. base in Nago, also in Okinawa.
Being tough on South Korea is popular

CQ Politics 09 (6/15/09, http://blogs.cqpolitics.com/eyeon2010/2009/06/voters-say-obama-not-tough-eno.html)
About two-thirds of voters believe that President Obama has not been tough enough with the two nations - North Korea and Iran - that have raised serious concerns about their nuclear ambitions, and those numbers include a majority of Democrats, according to a Fox News/Opinion Dynamics poll conducted June 9-10. Sixty-nine percent say Obama has not been tough enough on North Korea, including 65 percent of Democrats, and 66 percent say he has not been tough enough on Iran, including 57 percent of Democrats. The biggest concern among voters is that North Korea and Iran would develop and sell nuclear missiles to terrorists or another country, with 41 percent saying that about North Korea and 35 percent about Iran. Eighteen percent are worried that North Korea would use nuclear missiles to attack the U.S. while 23 percent are concerned that Iran would use them against Israel.

AT: North Korea always threatens war

Political uncertainty in North Korea makes it more likely to attack

Washington Post 7/25/10 (Chico Harlan, http://www.washingtonpost.com/wpdyn/content/article/ 2010/07/25/AR2010072500754.html?hpid=moreheadlines)

Meanwhile, nuclear-capable North Korea, with 1.5 million troops and weapons pointed at Seoul, has said that the U.S.-South Korea joint exercise threatens the security of the region and has warned of a "retaliatory sacred war." North Korea routinely responds to the drills with threats of aggression. Last year, Pyongyang demanded cancellation of the joint exercises and said the provocations would lead to war. But North Korea, facing political uncertainty as the ailing Kim plots a power transfer to his son, now has increased reason to seek confrontation with the United States and South Korea, according to experts and political analysts. 

AT: South Korea gets nukes

South Korea supports non-proliferation

Byun Duk-gun 10 (April 7 BBC Monitoring Asia Pacific "South Korea 'welcomes' new US nuclear policy", lexis)

South Korea hailed the new US nuclear policy on Wednesday [ 7 April] that warned North Korea of the danger in pursuing a nuclear path while reaffirming the security commitment to its allies. "The government welcomes the United States' announcement of its policy through the Nuclear Posture Review (NPR) that it will continue to maintain and strengthen its security commitment to its allies while seeking to build a nuclear-free world and supports such a policy," Seoul's foreign ministry spokesman said in a statement. The policy reaffirms Washington will continue to provide nuclear deterrence to South Korea and makes it clear that North Korea will continue to face isolation and greater pressure from the international community as long as it pursues its nuclear ambition, the statement said. In the new NPR, released Tuesday in Washington, the US renounced the use of nuclear weapons against non-nuclear weapons states that are party to the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT) and comply with the treaty obligations.
AT: South Korea likes plan

South Korea wants continued U.S presence and support even after possible unification of peninsula

BBC Worldwide Monitoring 10-15-08 [By Hwang Doo-hyong: "S. Korean Minister Calls For Continued Deployment Of US Troops In Korea"] South Korea calls for continued deployment of US troops in Korea (http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/results/docview/docview.do?docLinkInd=true&risb=21_T9808882941&format=GNBFI&sort=RELEVANCE&startDocNo=1&resultsUrlKey=29_T9808882956&cisb=22_T9808882955&treeMax=true&treeWidth=0&csi=10962&docNo=24)
South Korean Defence Minister Lee Sang-hee [Ri Sang-hu'i] Wednesday called for continued deployment of US troops in the Korean Peninsula after Korean reunification. "Certain elements of the ROK-US alliance must be upheld even after the unification of the peninsula," Lee told a forum here. "I repeat, even after the reunification of the two Koreas, the alliance will continue to contribute to the security of the region." Lee's remarks come on the heels of the decades-old bilateral alliance between South Korea and the United States reshaping as South Korea seeks greater independence from the US, which still maintains 28,500 forces in the Korean Peninsula as a legacy of the 1950-53 Korean War. South Korea will take back wartime operational control (OPCON) of its more than 600,000 troops from the US in 2012 despite concerns that the OPCON transfer will create a loophole in the defence of South Korea from a possible invasion by nuclear-armed North Korea. Pyongyang detonated its first nuclear device in 2006, and multilateral talks are underway to persuade the North to abandon its nuclear ambitions in return for hefty economic benefits and diplomatic recognition. Peacetime operational control was returned to Seoul in 1994. Gen. Walter Sharp, commander of US forces in Korea, told a news conference here last week that "The United States is not leaving after the OPCON transfer," adding that the bilateral alliance will "continue to stay strong." Lee and Sharp are here for an annual meeting of defence ministers and senior military officers of the two sides. South Korean President Lee Myung-bak [Ri Myo'ng-pak] and US President George W. Bush agreed in April to maintain the current US troop level, although Lee's liberal predecessor, Ro Mu-hyo'n [Roh Moo-hyun], pushed ahead with the gradual reduction of US troops to 25,000 in coming years. Lee and Bush also agreed to proceed with the OPCON transfer as scheduled. Minister Lee dismissed concerns over the OPCON transfer, saying, "If we do not allay the concerns of Koreans who worry that OPCON transfer will lead to weaker deterrence, then those concerns in and of themselves could lead to lower confidence in the alliance." The minister asserted that a joint defence system to be established after the OPCON transfer should be "as robust and efficient as our current combined defence system." "The overwhelming military power to be delivered by the US during crisis will have definitive implications," he said. Minister Lee also said a "unified Korea will serve as a more mature partner that can share the security burdens of the US at the regional and global levels." "The alliance is evolving into a module wherein the ROK is assisting the US in its effort to contribute to world peace," he said, noting that South Korea currently deploys 1,079 troops in 13 countries to contribute to global peace and stability in close cooperation with the United States' war on terror. "As strategic partners sharing the fundamental values of democracy, the two states have stood shoulder-to-shoulder weathering the vicissitudes on various global stages, including Vietnam, Iraq, and Afghanistan," he said. "Now, the Korean military is taking a step forward in making amends for all that it had received from the international society during the Korean War, in ways of peacekeeping and disaster relief efforts."

AT: South Korea likes plan

Bilateral U.S- South Korea relationship renews its joint-defense against nuclear North Korea 
BBC Worldwide Monitoring, 6-16-09, US says will use "all means" to protect South Korea from North (http://www.lexisnexis.com/us/lnacademic/search/focusSearch.do?risb=21_T9808882941&pap=results_docview_DocumentRenderer&formStateKey=28_T9808887763&format=GNBFI&returnTo=20_T9808887764)

US Secretary of Defence Robert Gates said Monday his country will use all means necessary, including nuclear arms, to defend South Korea against any military threats from North Korea as Pyongyang recently said it will build up its nuclear arsenal despite international condemnations for its latest nuclear test. "Secretary Gates reaffirmed the United States will fulfil its commitment to the joint defence of South Korea through all necessary means, such as the provision of a nuclear umbrella," a spokesman for South Korea's presidential office said of a meeting between Gates and South Korean President Lee Myung-bak [Yi Myo'ng-pak] held here. The South Korean president arrived here earlier Monday on a three-day visit, during which he is scheduled to meet with his US counterpart, Barack Obama, for summit talks. "President Lee expressed his wish that the South Korea-US alliance will be developed into a strategic alliance that can meet all the future needs of the countries on security, economic and environment issues," spokesman Lee Dong-kwan said in a press release. Washington has repeatedly reaffirmed its provision of extended deterrence to South Korea since 1992, when it withdrew all its nuclear capabilities from the Korean Peninsula. However, a renewal of the US commitment has recently been called for, especially since the communist North conducted its second nuclear test on May 25. Lee and the US defence secretary noted the alliance between their countries, forged in the battlefields of the 1950-53 Korean War, has significantly contributed to the peace and stability on the Korean Peninsula and in Northeast Asia, and said they will continue to cooperate to have complete and verifiable denuclearization of the North, the press release said. Lee and the US president were expected to sign a joint statement at the end of their summit Tuesday that will provide a detailed course of actions for the allies to develop their bilateral relationship into a strategic, future-oriented alliance that will enable future cooperation not only on security, but also economic, social and political issues. The statement will also include Washington's provision of extended deterrence, including a nuclear umbrella, to Seoul, according to South Korean officials accompanying the president.


