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Six Party Talks Don’t Work (1/5)
Multilateral negotiations will not work without enforcement

Lee 10

(Eunice, BA in political science and anthropology, “Operation 'Denucleunification': A Proposal for the Reunification and Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula”, Hastings International, Comparative Law Review, Winter 2010 Accessed on 6/22/10 AW GW)

However, like the Agreed Framework, a major problem surrounding the agreements arising from the Six Party Talks is that they do not constitute binding treaties. If a party refused to follow through with an agreement, international law could not intervene to induce the party to comply. n115 A partial explanation for the unenforceable nature of the agreements has been that "there [was] ... pressure to get a deal done ... [and] often the easiest deal to make is one that is vague, illusory, or lacks adequate enforcement." n116 The lack of a dependable enforcement mechanism raises doubts about the progress being made to end North Korea's nuclear program. During a congressional hearing in 2007, U.S. Congressman Donald Manzullo acknowledged North Korea's unreliability, questioning the lack of a verification mechanism in the agreements arising out of the Six Party Talks. n117
Six Party Talks Don’t Work (2/5)

6 Party Talks fail – concessions must be made for progress
Synder, 07 (Scott, Senior Associate at the Asia Foundation & the Pacific Forum/CSIS, “Responses to North Korea’s Nuclear Test: Capitulation or Collective Action?”, The Washington Quarterly, Vol 30 No 4, pg. 39, FT & RV)

Following the negotiation of a regional agreement among the six parties, they should now take practical actions that require some degree of perceived sacrifice of self-interest for the sake of the six-party process. China and South Korea must continue to subordinate their bilateral ties with North Korea to the common objective of North Korea’s denuclearization. The United States and Japan will have to sacrifice their respective antipathies for North Korea to the collective will to improve bilateral relations with Pyongyang, including offering political and economic incentives.

Six Party Talks Don’t Work (3/5)

6-Party talks fail – inadequate US leadership and unwilling members.

Synder, 07 (Scott, Senior Associate at the Asia Foundation & the Pacific Forum/CSIS, “Responses to North Korea’s Nuclear Test: Capitulation or Collective Action?”, The Washington Quarterly, Vol 30 No 4, pg. 41-2, FT & RV)
As the North Korean nuclear crisis has worn on, a certain level of fatigue has set in among all the actors in the region regarding the North Korean nuclear program and its implications for regional security. Just as the North Korean humanitarian crisis unfolded over months, revealing a systemic failure among North Koreans to be able to feed their own people, so the North Korean nuclear challenge, well into its second decade, now has been a creeping crisis. Following the negotiation of a regional agreement among the six parties, they should now take practical actions that require some degree of perceived sacrifice of self-interest for the sake of the six-party process. China and South Korea must continue to subordinate their bilateral ties with North Korea to the common objective of North Korea’s denuclearization. The United States and Japan will have to sacrifice their respective antipathies for North Korea to the collective will to improve bilateral relations with Pyongyang, including offering political and economic incentives. If the North Koreans are able to maintain a nuclear deterrent capacity while gaining acquiescence from its neighbors, the DPRK may indeed be able to expand the threat it poses to the region without uniting the region in opposition. To the extent that the United States is seen either as prematurely sounding the alarm or overestimating the region’s willingness to confront the threat, the United States may become an obstacle to a regional recognition that concerted action must be taken to address this problem. Fallout from U.S. intelligence failures regarding Iraq’s nuclear capabilities has resulted in reticence in South Korea and China in particular to fully accept U.S. intelligence estimates regarding the status or level of threat from North Korea’s nuclear capabilities. Moreover, U.S. reluctance to engage North Korea diplomatically in the early stages of the six-party talks led other parties to blame the United States for intentionally delaying or preventing diplomatic progress in the talks. At the same time, U.S. policy leadership is insufficient if other parties are not also willing to take responsibility and actions proportionate to their own respective interests in response to North Korea’s nuclear development.
Six party Talks Don’t Work (4/5)

North Korea’s assurances are empirically untrustworthy – Six Party Talks prove
Cha, inaugural holder of the Korea Chair at CSIS, adjunct senior fellow at the Pacific Council in Los Angeles, former director of Asian affairs on the National Security Council and deputy head of the U.S. delegation to the Six-Party Talks, 2009 (Victor D. Cha, “What Do They Really Want?  Obama’s North Korea Conundrum”, Washington Quarterly, Winter 02-03, accessed on Project Muse, pg. 2, jb, sob)

The DPRK finally received the security guarantee and the end to ‘‘hostile’’ U.S. policy that they had long sought. Yet, after holding this out as a precondition for progress, in subsequent rounds of negotiations they proceeded to brush this off as a meaningless commitment, a piece of paper that guaranteed nothing for North Korean security. Today, the clause remains buried in the 2005 Joint Statement bereft of any significance, despite all of the intent to make it the definitive statement of U.S. non-hostile intent. Negotiating with North Korea is all about contradictions. What can be important one day can become unimportant the next. A position they hold stubbornly for weeks and months can suddenly disappear.

Six Party Talks Don’t Work (5/5)

North Korea mainly wants bilaterally talks, not six-party talks.
NY Times 10

(“North Korea calls for Better U.S. Ties” January 1, 2010 http://www.nytimes.com/2010/01/02/world/asia/02korea.html Accessed on 6/24/10 GW)

The sequence of easing tension with Washington, establishing a peace regime and then denuclearizing the Korean Peninsula has been shaping up as the North’s policy approach before it re-engages in talks about giving up its nuclear weapons, according to officials and analysts in Seoul.

The North’s new emphasis on that policy sequence proved to be a stumbling block when President Obama’s special envoy on North Korea policy, Stephen W. Bosworth, visited the North’s capital, Pyongyang, last month to try to persuade North Korea to return to the six-nation talks about its nuclear program.

The six-party format began in 2003, and the talks focused mainly on dismantling North Korea’s nuclear weapons facilities. The participants are the two Koreas, the United States, China, Russia and Japan. Washington and its allies have provided North Korea with food aid and other assistance while offering incentives such as security guarantees, normalized ties and a peace treaty.

The talks dragged on for years, but the North dismantled only some of its nuclear facilities. A missile test by North Korea in April 2009 led to a swift United Nations condemnation, whereupon the North quit the six-party talks, saying they were “useless.” The next month, North Korea conducted its second nuclear test, which led to a United Nations Security Council resolution and a further tightening of sanctions. 

North Korea now insists on separate, bilateral talks with the United States as a way to defuse the hostile relations. During Mr. Bosworth’s visit, North Korea acknowledged a possible role for the six-nation talks but did not say when it would resume them.

Multilateralism fails

Multilateralism fails – no motivation to negotiate.
Feffer 06

(John, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies, The Future of US – Korean Relations: The imbalance of power, 2006 Accessed on 6/24/10)
The General Theory of Multilateralism, then, doesn't apply to East Asia. Grave threats have generated bilateral agreements, but have been insufficient to engender a more structured, NATO-like multilateral security arrange​ment.5 Nor have conditions been propitious for the Special Theory to come into play. So far, at least, the countries of the region have not been motivated to transcend boundaries and ideologies to grope their way toward a "grand bargain" that might address not only the current nuclear crisis but other outstanding regional security issues. The key reason for this lack of an East Asian CSCE seems to lie with the status of North Korea. This putatively communist country remains a diplomatic outlier — lacking normalized rela​tions with the United States, Japan, and South Korea — and has been generally reluctant to participate in multilateral security dialogues. The CSCE could proceed without marginal Albania; North Korea is too central to the future of East Asia to be left out of a similar negotiating framework.

Six Party Talks Will Resume (1/5)
Six Party talks will resume conversations due to the rising threat of nuclear proliferation of North Korea 

MNNA ‘10
(June 22, 2010; No Six-Party Talks Before Addressing Warship Sinking: South Korean FM; http://www.bernama.com/bernama/v5/newsworld.php?id=507855; Malaysian National News Agency; AW)

SEOUL, June 22 (Bernama) -- The six-way talks aimed at ridding the North Korea (Democratic People's Republic of Korea - DPRK) of its nuclear programmes would not resume before addressing the sinking of a South Korean warship currently blamed on Pyongyang, South Korea's top diplomat said Tuesday "As North Korea (DPRK) has been found to be responsible for the sinking of the Cheonan, the government plans to focus on responding to the incident at the current stage," Foreign Minister Yu Myung-hwan told the parliament, according to Yonhap News Agency. "The government will discuss resuming six-party talks with countries concerned after completing its response," Yu reportedly said. Yu reiterated Seoul's stance that Pyongyang should make actual progress in the denuclearization process, and that the government would pursue a so-called "grand bargain" approach once the stalled talks reopen. The approach, called for by South Korean President Lee Myung- bak, is aimed at achieving the DPRK's denuclearization at once, rather than gradually approaching the goal in phases, in return for international aid and other incentives for Pyongyang. The minister's remarks come at a time when two Koreas are making their separate cases at the UN Security Council over alleged Pyongyang's torpedo attack on a navy corvette, which killed 46 South Korean seamen. Seoul is hoping to adopt a new resolution or a strongly worded presidential statement condemning its wartime rival, which denies its involvement. Fifty-eight countries and five international organizations have rebuked the DPRK and shown support for South Korea's response to the deadly incident, Yu reportedly said.
Six Party Talks Will Resume (2/5)

Six party talks will resume after response to ship wreck incident 

Ruwitch ‘10

(S.Korea: resolve ship, then consider nuclear talks; Tue Jun 22, 2010 3:46pm IST; http://in.reuters.com/article/idINIndia-49528820100622; Reporting by John Ruwitch; Editing by Alex Richardson; AW )
The March 26 sinking of the corvette Cheonan near the de facto maritime border between the two Koreas has raised tension in the region and further complicated already hamstrung diplomatic efforts to revive six-nation talks on the denuclearisation of North Korea. "As North Korea was found to have sunk the warship Cheonan, the government will concentrate on the Cheonan incident at this stage," the South's Yonhap news quoted Yu as saying during a meeting of parliament. The government "will consult related countries on resuming six-party talks after completing its response", he said. Six-party talks involving the two Koreas, the United States, China, Japan and Russia have been stalled for more than a year. South Korea is pushing for a censure of the North in the U.N. Security Council after a multinational investigation concluded in May that a North Korean submarine torpedoed the Cheonan. North Korea has denied involvement, saying the investigation was a fabrication and threatening military action if it is punished for the incident. Isolated North Korea's only major ally and benefactor, China, and fellow veto-holder Russia will be key to the success of any Security Council action and Yonhap quoted Yu as saying South Korea would continue efforts to win over both. The United States is considering going after the assets of North Korean entities and individuals to punish Pyongyang after the sinking, sources said.

Six Party Talks Will Resume (3/5)

Six party talks will restart after ship sinking incident 

Cha ’10 

(http://csis.org/publication/aftermath-cheonan; The Aftermath of the Cheonan 

By Victor Cha; MAY 25, 2010; AW)
Q5: Will this incident impact efforts to restart the Six-Party Talks?

A5: Almost certainly. Quiet efforts by the United States and others to engage in preliminary discussions with the North Koreans to restart Six-Party Talks prior to the ship’s sinking have all been shut down as a result of this incident. The ROK government has made clear that it is not interested in returning to the Six-Party Talks until the conclusions of the investigation.

Six Party Talks Will Resume (4/5)

Six party talks up and coming as the nuclear proliferation becomes an eminent issue 

Budianto ‘10

(Japan seeks RI support over Korean issue; Lilian Budianto, The Jakarta Post; Tue, 06/15/2010; http://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2010/06/15/japan-seeks-ri-support-over-korean-issue.html; AW)

Japan has sought Indonesia's support for the settlement of the Cheonan sinking incident that has raised tension in the Korean peninsula, although has stopped short of defining what role Jakarta could play. The Japanese Embassy in Jakarta released a press statement on the 20-minute conversation between Japanese newly inaugurated Foreign Minister Katsuya Okada and his counterpart Marty Natalegawa last week, in which both discussed the escalation of tension after the South Korean vessel, Cheonan, was allegedly torpedoed by North Korea on March 26. "Both ministers agreed to continue their cooperation, including the settlement on the Korean ship sinking, through the UN Security Council," said the press release. North and South Korea are scheduled to address the UN Security Council (UNSC) separately Monday over the Cheonan sinking, Reuters reported. Japan, a non-permanent member of the UNSC, is a member of the six-party talks that brings South Korea, China, the US and Russia into discussion with North Korea over its nuclear disarmament. The six-party talks have been met with a stalemate for two years and the Cheonan sinking has raised concerns that the negotiations would be put on hold for a longer time now. North Korea has shunned a joint report blaming Pyongyang for the sinking that killed 46 South Korean sailors. Two Indonesians also died after their vessel sank in a separate accident when rescuing the Cheonan victims. Seiko Namba, press attache of the Japanese Embassy in Jakarta, said Monday the telephone conversation between both ministers had not gone into detail regarding what role Jakarta could play in the settlement of the Cheonan sinking. In a separate occasion, Beijing also asked for Jakarta to support the resumption of the six-party talks during a meeting between Marty and Chinese Vice Foreign Minister Cui Tiankai in Jakarta last Friday. "China is playing an important role as the initiator of the six-party talks. China has also noted that Indonesia has good relations with both South and North Korea," Marty told the press after the meeting. Jakarta has a longer history of diplomatic relations with the North compared to the South, although Jakarta and Seoul boast much stronger trade and investment ties. Relations with the North were established in 1963, followed with South Korea in 1973. A diplomat from the South Korean Embassy said Jakarta's role in the resumption of six-party talks was now confined to giving political support as opposed to giving technical support because Jakarta was not involved in this forum. Foreign Ministry spokesman Teuku Faizasyah said Indonesia had capacity to make a positive contribution to the six-party talks process, based on its close relations with the two Koreas. He said Indonesia played the role as messenger between South and North Korea shortly before the establishment of the six-party talks. "It was and remains possible because both countries feel comfortable with our role. Indonesia has always been driven by altruistic motives in its efforts to help resolve conflict in the region, including in the East Asian region," he said. Japan has strongly condemned North Korea for torpedoing Cheonan, while China and Indonesia denounced the attacks but refrained from referring to North Korea as those responsible in the attack. Jakarta said "it condemned such a heinous act and those responsible must be held fully accountable". China, which has close relations with North Korea, has been pushing for the resumption of six-party talks while South Korea has given priority on the settlement of Cheonan through the UNSC. South Korea has said that it did not expect the UNSC to slap sanctions on North Korea but wants Pyongyang to admit and take responsibility over the incident.

Six Party Talks Will Resume (5/5)

Negotiations frozen after ceasing of Six Party talks; New ship sinking issue brings them back as key to solving the Korean conflicts 

National Journal Group ‘10

(June 22, 2010; http://www.globalsecuritynewswire.org/gsn/nw_20100622_3563.php; Global Security Newswire; National Journal Group; AW )
South Korea today said it would not join efforts to reinvigorate the stalled North Korean denuclearization talks until Pyongyang is internationally rebuked for its alleged role in the March sinking of a South Korean warship, the Yonhap News Agency reported (see GSN, June 21). "As North Korea was found to have sunk the warship Cheonan, the government will concentrate on the Cheonan incident at this stage," South Korea Foreign Minister Yu Myung-hwan told South Korean lawmakers. "[The Lee administration] will consult related countries on resuming six-party talks after completing its response." The six-nation talks involve China, Japan, the two Koreas, Russia and the United States. The paralyzed negotiations, last held in December 2008, seek to reward North Korea's permanent nuclear disarmament with large infusions of foreign aid and international security guarantees. Pyongyang pulled out of the talks in early 2009 and shortly thereafter detonated its second nuclear test device. Amid international efforts to persuade the aspiring nuclear power to return to the talks, the Cheonan was destroyed on March 26 in a suspected torpedo attack that killed 46 South Korean sailors. A multinational investigation ruled that North Korea was to blame for the sinking. Seoul has sought redress over the incident through the U.N. Security Council. The South wants to see the body approve a resolution or a less-forceful presidential statement that would rebuke North Korea and warn it against any more hostile actions. Pyongyang has denied all responsibility and threatened "all-out war" should it be condemned or sanctioned for the attack. Yu accused the Stalinist state of "blackmail" by issuing such threats and said Russia and China were more worried over how the North would respond to Security Council action "rather than the truth" about what happened. Beijing and Moscow, both permanent Security Council members, were considered the only veto-wielding holdouts on a measure that would castigate the North for the attack. Russia was carrying out its own analysis of the probe's findings.

China key to Six Party Talks (1/4)
China involvement is key to solving Korean Conflicts through Six Party talks 

Tobey ‘10

(NPR; Foreign Policy: Time For China To Act In North Korea; by WILLIAM TOBEY; June 17, 2010; http://www.npr.org/templates/story/story.php?storyId=127899225; AW)
China is the key to solving the Korean quandary. The Middle Kingdom is North Korea's largest trade partner, most generous aid donor, and only real friend. Without help from China, North Korea is not viable — if such an impoverished and benighted nation can be said to be so. In what should be an embarrassment to modern business and political leaders in Beijing, relations between China and North Korea are still conducted by their recondite and fossilized Communist Parties. Again, the North has crossed the line of civilized behavior — if indeed it has ever resided on the proper side of that boundary — by torpedoing a South Korean ship and killing 46 sailors. This is not new behavior. In October 1983, North Korean agents attempted to blow up South Korean President Chun Doo-Hwan during a wreath-laying ceremony in Burma. The attempt failed, but killed 21 people, including several of Chun's cabinet. In the 1970s and 1980s, North Korea kidnapped dozens, if not hundreds of Japanese and South Korean citizens, ripping them from their families to exploit them for their knowledge of the outside world. In the 1990s, Pyongyang's policies of meeting military needs first and autarky starved more than 1 million North Koreans. Later, North Korea exported nuclear weapons material and technology to Libya and Syria. In response to the North's latest atrocity, Chinese Premier Dai Bingguo toured Northeast Asia, urging restraint and maintaining studied neutrality between the aggressor and the aggrieved. Surely, this is a prelude to asking the United States, Japan, and South Korea to make further concessions to Pyongyang. At the same time, North Korea seems to be implementing plans for Kim Jong-Eun to succeed his father, perhaps after a period of regency. Undoubtedly, Pyongyang consulted its Chinese patrons on this plan. But rather than perpetuating this monstrous dynasty, Beijing should seize the opportunity for change. For nearly a decade, the United States has attempted to invest Beijing with a sense of responsibility for solving the North Korea problem. As the country with the most at stake and the most influence over the issue, China should take the lead. While hosting the Six Party Talks on denuclearizing North Korea, China has graciously provided hundreds of lunches to diplomats, but utterly failed to take any of the tough actions necessary to bring about real change in North Korea. Beijing fears instability, and rightly so. Military confrontations, refugee flows, and political turmoil are all to be avoided. But it is time China made a choice between a failed and cruel regime, and a modern, peaceful, and prosperous Korean Peninsula. The United States can stipulate that democratic reunification of Korea would diminish the need for U.S. ground forces — and certainly not motivate any movement of U.S. troops toward China's border with Korea. It would also lessen imperatives for regional missile defenses and closer U.S. alliances with South Korea and Japan — providing strategic reassurance to Beijing. Advance planning and coordination on refugee flows, economic dislocations, nuclear proliferation, and security issues would mitigate the dangers of instability. On the other hand, if China continues to abet North Korea, if it refuses to use its influence in productive ways, it should expect no further help in the form of international ransom payments to Pyongyang. If Beijing seeks to block effective action by other nations — as it can do by wielding its veto as a permanent member of the United Nations Security Council — responding to North Korea's demands should become Beijing's problem exclusively. The United States and our allies should then band closer together to contain North Korea militarily — as we have since the end of the Korean War — and to defeat and deter Pyongyang's efforts at nuclear and missile proliferation. We should bring maximum pressure on the North attacking its illicit activities, which range from counterfeiting Marlboro cigarettes, Viagra, and U.S. $100 bills, to drug smuggling and gun running. We should remorselessly hunt down and confiscate Kim Jong-Il's personal overseas bank accounts, funded by his despotic and criminal activities. In short, China should know that we will no longer dance to the tune played so long by Pyongyang: 

create an international crisis, use that crisis to extract economic and political concessions, and apply those concessions to prop up a bankrupt system. China is a great power, and still rising. It is already an economic colossus. Its people enjoy greater prosperity than ever before because far-sighted leaders accorded them sufficient freedom to succeed. But if China is to fulfill its enormous promise, Beijing must recognize that its interests no longer lay with the squalid and barbarous dictator ruling a country whose entire GDP and is about equal to China Telecom's revenues. The United States must help China to choose between the 
promise of its future and the worst continuing manifestation of its Communist past. If we do so, the choice for Beijing should be easy.

China key to Six Party Talks (2/4)

Chinese cooperation key to successful denuclearization and stability.
Pritchard, et al. ’10.

(Charles L. Pritchard, John H. Tilelli Jr., Scott A. Snyder,  President of the Korea Economic Institute (KEI)  & former visiting fellow at the Brookings Institution; Tilelli = degree in economics from Widener University; Snyder = Adjunct Senior Fellow for Korea Studies at Council on Foreign Relations, June 2010, “U.S. Policy Toward the Korean Peninsula,” Independent Task Force Report No. 64, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/22205/us_policy_toward_the_korean_peninsula.html?breadcrumb=/region/478/northeast_asia, Date Accessed: June 25, 2010, CC)

Chinese cooperation is essential to the success of denuclearization on the Korean peninsula and to ensuring regional stability. Sino-U.S. cooperation to prevent proliferation of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) is in the mutual interests of both countries and will be a critical proving ground for the relationship. Failure to make progress toward denuclearization of the Korean peninsula would be a significant setback for efforts to promote a cooperative approach to regional security in Northeast Asia. The level of China’s cooperation and involvement is the main factor that will determine whether it is possible to achieve a strategy that goes beyond containment and management of North Korea’s nuclear and missile aspirations to rollback. 

China key to Six Party Talks (3/4)

Extent of nuclear proliferation of North Korea depends on Sino-American relations, which will only be successful with multilateralism 

Cossa et. al. 09

(Ralph A. Cossa President of Pacific Forum CSIS, Brad Glosserman Executive Director of Pacific Forum CSIS, Rear Admiral Michael A. McDevitt, USN (Ret.) Vice President and Director of Strategic Studies at the Center for Naval Analyses, Nirav Patel Bacevich Fellow at the Center for a New American Security, Dr. James Przystup Senior Research Fellow at the Institute for National Strategic Studies at National Defense University, Dr. Brad Roberts research staff at the Institute for Defense Analyses, The United States and the Asia-Pacific Region: Security Strategy for the Obama Administration, publication in Pacific Forum CSIS, February 2009 Accessed 6/22/10 AW GW)

The Korean Peninsula denuclearization process (or the lack thereof) will continue to have a significant impact on ROK and Japanese thinking about security. It has also created a diplomatic dynamic in which Beijing’s apparent leverage with Pyongyang places a premium on Washington’s maintaining cooperative relations with China. To some degree, the success of U.S. attempts to achieve a fully denuclearized North Korea depends upon good Sino-American relations. It also requires the other five members of the Six-Party Talks—China, Japan, South Korea, Russia, and the United States—to speak with one voice in dealing with a recalcitrant North Korea. Meanwhile, the continued reliance on the six-party process to deal with this issue underscores another trend in the Asia-Pacific region over the past decade: the increased tendency to build, if not rely upon, multilateral initiatives to deal with regional challenges and promote broader regional cooperation. 

China key to Six Party Talks (4/4)

Consultation with China key to successful united Korea.

Pritchard, et al. ’10.

(Charles L. Pritchard, John H. Tilelli Jr., Scott A. Snyder,  President of the Korea Economic Institute (KEI)  & former visiting fellow at the Brookings Institution; Tilelli = degree in economics from Widener University; Snyder = Adjunct Senior Fellow for Korea Studies at Council on Foreign Relations, June 2010, “U.S. Policy Toward the Korean Peninsula,” Independent Task Force Report No. 64, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/22205/us_policy_toward_the_korean_peninsula.html?breadcrumb=/region/478/northeast_asia, Date Accessed: June 25, 2010, CC)

China worries about the emergence of an unfriendly regime in a future unified Korea. If the Obama administration’s efforts to build regional cohesion and closer Sino-U.S. cooperation are to bear fruit, the United States will need to clarify its objectives toward the Korean peninsula and provide reassurance about its intentions. The Task Force calls for a dialogue with China about the future of the Korean peninsula and “principles” of a united Korea. Such a dialogue could include discussion about the process of potential unification and what a unified Korea might look like, including the number, location, and even presence of U.S. troops in Korea and a pledge to keep the peninsula nuclearfree. Any discussion with China regarding desired outcomes or future developments on the Korean peninsula would have to be based on full, prior U.S. coordination with allies in Seoul and Tokyo. 

Six Party Talks Work (1/3)
Six-party cooperation key to denuclearization.

Pritchard, et al. ’10.

(Charles L. Pritchard, John H. Tilelli Jr., Scott A. Snyder,  President of the Korea Economic Institute (KEI)  & former visiting fellow at the Brookings Institution; Tilelli = degree in economics from Widener University; Snyder = Adjunct Senior Fellow for Korea Studies at Council on Foreign Relations, June 2010, “U.S. Policy Toward the Korean Peninsula,” Independent Task Force Report No. 64, Council on Foreign Relations, http://www.cfr.org/publication/22205/us_policy_toward_the_korean_peninsula.html?breadcrumb=/region/478/northeast_asia, Date Accessed: June 25, 2010, CC)

This option envisions a definitive resolution of North Korea’s nuclear challenge by strengthened regional security cooperation between the United States and North Korea’s neighbors. It means that the Obama administration must treat the rollback of North Korea’s nuclear program as a realizable objective, and use all the tools at its disposal (including raising the profile of the work of the sanctions coordinator) to increase pressure on North Korea, both directly and indirectly, by coordinating with other members of the six-party framework. Such an approach requires that the United States convince China that denuclearization is necessary for long-term regional stability and find ways to encourage China to cooperate. Active efforts to roll back North Korea’s nuclear gains run the risk of heightening tensions on the Korean peninsula in the short term, but these temporary pressures would be relieved by North Korea’s resumption of the implementation of its denuclearization commitments outlined in the Six Party Joint Statement. 

Pursuit of this option entails North Korea’s neighbors working in concert with one another to implement agreed-on UN sanctions until North Korea recommits itself to denuclearization. Any party, such as China, that fails to fully implement its obligation under the UN resolutions would be effectively validating North Korea’s claim to be a nuclear weapons state. Thus, it should not be in the interest of any party to 16 U.S. Policy Toward the Korea Peninsula prematurely relent until North Korea’s leadership takes actions in the direction of denuclearization. 

Six Party Talks Work (2/3)

Six party talks are urged to continue or Korean conflict will reach the breaking point 

Doo-hyong ‘10

(Obama urged to continue engaging N. Korea through 6-way talks: Scowcroft; By Hwang Doo-hyong; Yonhap News Agency; June 7 2010; http://english.yonhapnews.co.kr/national/2010/06/08/17/0301000000AEN20100608000900315F.HTML)

WASHINGTON, June 7 (Yonhap) -- The United States should continue engaging North Korea through six-party talks for its denuclearization and avoid a military option on the impoverished but nuclear-armed communist state, a former senior U.S. official said Monday. "I don't see any reason to give up the six-party talks," said Brent Scowcroft, who served as national security adviser under Presidents Gerald Ford and George H. W. Bush. "I am cautiously hopeful the U.S-Chinese cooperation on the six-party talks can produce success." Scowcroft made the remarks at a forum at the Foreign Press Center here as the multinational nuclear talks stalled over North Korea's torpedoing of a South Korean warship, the Cheonan, which killed 46 sailors. Seoul has taken the issue to the U.N. Security Council and cut off ties with Pyongyang, saying it will not join the nuclear talks until North Korea is held duly accountable. Washington supports Seoul's position. The nuclear talks have been on and off since their inception in 2003 and were held last in December 2008. Scowcroft urged the Obama administration to avoid any military option on North Korea, despite its nuclear ambitions and continued provocations. "Probably not," he said when asked if he would give the same advice to Obama as he did to the Bill Clinton administration, when he proposed that it attack North Korea's nuclear facilities in 1994. "That was a very different circumstance and very different time." He said that what he suggested was to "take out the reprocessing plant," referring to one of the key facilities in the North linked to production of weapons-grade plutonium. "That was not a war with North Korea, but simply to demonstrate we were serious about stopping their nuclear program," he said. "We moved a long way since then." Scowcroft said China neither wants nuclear armed North Korea nor any instability in its communist neighbor. "With a very unstable government and neighbors, especially China but also in part South Korea are very worried about the collapse of the system and what the consequences might be," he said. "I don't think China wants North Korea to have nuclear weapons. They are also very fearful about the collapse of North Korea due to millions of North Koreans flooding across the border into China. They are worried about what the ensuing political structure would be." Noting the Korean Peninsula "has been the cause of great power conflict in the region over the last century," he said the Obama administration should not consider North Korea less important than the Iranian situation "because of North Korea's position in the world."

Six Party Talks Work (3/3)

Six party solves the nuclear issue 

Ming Pao Daily News ‘05
(http://www.globalsecurity.org/wmd/library/news/dprk/2005/wwwh90521c.htm; "Multilateral Cooperation Is Better Than Hegemony"; The independent Chinese-language Ming Pao Daily News had an editorial (9/21); AW)
"The fourth round of six-party talks held in Beijing concluded yesterday.  The six parties finally made a significant breakthrough over the issue of denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula.  Participants issued a joint statement to set up a framework for resolving the whole nuclear issue on the Korean Peninsula.  They have laid down a foundation for eliminating the factor--North Korean nuclear crisis--for clashes in East Asia.  We believe the breakthrough this time has another significant meaning.  It tells the international community that as long as we have patience, the mechanism of multilateral talks is an effective way to defuse international crises.  This means is far better than advocating hegemony, punishment, military forces as threats to resolve contradictions." 

Multilateralism key (1/2)
Multilateral approach key to solve North Korea. Otherwise, U.S. credibility will continue to be undermined.

Horowitz a doctoral candidate in the Department of Government at Harvard University Harvard University 05 (Michael, Winter 04-05, 2004 by The Center for Strategic and International Studies and the Massachusetts  Institute of Technology  The Washington Quarterly • 28:1 pp. 21–44. and a predoctoral fellow in national security at the John M. Olin Institute for Strategic Studies. “Who’s Behind that Curtain? Unveiling Potential Leverage over Pyongyang”, The Washington Quarterly 28:1 pp.21-44, JH & BH)

Time does not appear to be on the U.S. side. Continuing de facto North Korean proliferation will encourage other potential proliferant states and undermine U.S. credibility in Asia. Without a multilateral strategy that effectively brings the United States and its allies together to use their available, potential cultural, political, military, and especially economic levers of influence, North Korea will continue to be able to extract unending concessions and maintain the initiative in the existing diplomatic stalemate. 
Multilateralism key (2/2)
Multilateral talks are necessary for a unified Korea

Mitchell, senior fellow in the International Security Program at CSIS, 2003
(Derek, “A Blueprint for U.S. Policy Toward a Unified Korea”, The Washington Quarterly • 26:1 pp. 123–137, accessed at http://muse.jhu.edu, KK/EL)
Long-term U.S. active engagement in East Asia—whether political, diplomatic, economic, or military—has traditionally managed to promote a peaceful security environment by providing a buffer against tensions. To continue to safeguard its regional interests, even after change on the Korean peninsula, U.S. security strategy should preserve U.S. treaty alliances as the cornerstone of peace and stability in East Asia. It is unlikely that a multilateral institution akin to NATO will be possible in Asia for the foreseeable future. The U.S. alliance structure and regional military presence will remain the most viable guarantor of regional security in its absence. At the same time, Korean unification will not minimize the profound U.S. interest in strengthening U.S. engagement with other nonallied nations in the region, particularly China, Indonesia, Singapore, Malaysia, and Vietnam. Multilateral dialogues to promote a common approach to regional affairs and to sustain broad regional support for the alliance structure will also be increasingly necessary and appropriate.
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