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U.S. presence is giving South Korea the security and cover to boost its role in world security – especially peacekeeping operations

Axe, 10 – independent military correspondent based in South Carolina. He has reported from Iraq, Afghanistan, East Timor, Lebanon, Somalia, Chad and other conflict zones (4/27/10, David, The Diplomat“South Korea’s Secret War,” http://the-diplomat.com/2010/04/27/south-koreas-secret-war/, JMP)

More than half a century since the end of the Korean War and the beginning of a long period of relative military isolation, South Korea is gradually, and quietly, playing a larger role in world security.
Despite strong US support, South Korea’s rise as a military power is complicated by domestic politics, and by a belligerent North Korea. To avoid provoking foreign and domestic opposition, Seoul has cleverly disguised its newest overseas military operation as a strictly peaceful affair.
Despite a technologically advanced military and a gross domestic product just shy of $1 trillion, making it the world’s 15th wealthiest country, the Republic of Korea has rarely deployed troops outside its borders. Granted, more than 300,000 South Koreans fought in the Vietnam War, and about 5,000 died. But it wasn’t until 1999, when Seoul sent 400 soldiers to boost a UN force trying to stabilize East Timor, that the country of 49 million participated in an overseas military campaign.

South Korean medics and engineers joined the US-led coalitions in Afghanistan in 2001 and in Iraq in 2003. The Afghan mission was curtailed after the Taliban kidnapped a South Korean church group in Afghanistan and murdered 2 of its 23 members. The extremists released the surviving captives when Seoul promised to stick to a planned withdrawal by the end of 2007; the departing South Koreans left behind only a small civilian-run hospital at Bagram Air Field, outside Kabul. The Iraqi mission ended peacefully in 2008. That year, Seoul also sent a warship to patrol Somali waters for pirates.

But it was a second deployment to Afghanistan in 2010 that marked South Korea’s true debut as a military power. In response to US President Barak Obama’s call for a bigger international coalition in Afghanistan, Seoul last year pledged a Provincial Reconstruction Team and a powerful infantry force to accompany the team—a total of around 500 troops.

South Korea also plans to send helicopters to support these ground troops. The aircraft, scheduled to arrive this year, will integrate into the US Army’s 3rd Combat Aviation Brigade based at Bagram, according to brigade commander Colonel Don Galli.

Engineering and reconstruction are core strengths of the Korean military. But the planned Afghan PRT represents a ‘face-saving vehicle’ for Seoul, providing political cover for the combat force, according to Scott Snyder, an analyst with the San Francisco-based Asia Foundation. While South Korea is committed to making a meaningful contribution to the Afghan war, sending fighting troops ‘is somewhat sensitive in the South Korea political context,’ Snyder told The Diplomat magazine. Hence the ‘reconstruction’ rubric. 

All the same, Snyder said there’s been less domestic discomfort with the Afghan deployment than many observers expected. An alliance of small opposition parties promised to fight the deployment, but is unlikely to reverse Seoul’s decision. ‘The South Korean public is getting more comfortable’ with sending troops abroad, Snyder said. Just not so comfortable that they don’t demand a soft sell.

A ‘Global Korea’

That shift has its roots in the US-led international coalition that defended South Korea five decades ago and helped rebuild the country after the war. ‘The new administration [in Seoul] is emphasizing this theme of a “global Korea,” which increasingly hits on the idea that South Korea had been a recipient of international contributions and now it’s time for South Korea to pay that back,’ Snyder said.

But Seoul’s appetite for a broader security role is complicated by ongoing tensions with North Korea. In May last year, Pyongyang officially withdrew from the truce that ended the Korean War, amid the North’s escalating efforts to develop nuclear weapons. North and South Korea have sparred over their disputed sea border. In November, North and South Korean naval vessels opened fire on each other. A North Korean sailor died in that exchange.

On March 26, a South Korean patrol boat, the Cheonan, exploded and sank in the Yellow Sea. Forty-six sailors died. Officials have blamed the sinking on an ‘external’ explosion—perhaps from a mine or a torpedo—rather than some internal malfunction. That means Cheonan might have been attacked. Seoul has been careful not to directly accuse Pyongyang of orchestrating an attack, but Foreign Minister Yu Myung-Hwan did say the UN Security Council might become involved if emerging evidence implicates North Korea.

Seoul’s guarded response to the Cheonan sinking underscores President Lee Myung-Bak’s intention to avoid direct confrontation with Pyongyang. South Korea seeks to expand outward as a military power, rather than continuing to focus its security apparatuses solely on its neighbour. After all, overseas military operations can be cloaked in peaceful rhetoric, while confrontations with North Korea frequently and obviously result in bloodshed.

The South Korean contingent in Afghanistan illustrates Seoul’s veiled approach to a wider security role. The Korean troops, with their helicopters and armoured vehicles, form a ‘heavy’ reconstruction team that is, in fact, virtually indistinguishable from a US Army combat task force. And in fact, both the Korean PRT and a typical US task force conduct many of the same kinds of operations. After all, the Afghanistan war is a counter-insurgency campaign, where efforts to win Afghans’ allegiance drive military planning. In Afghanistan, the only important distinction between the South Koreans and the Americans is rhetorical.

Seoul is not the first government to attempt this sleight of hand in the interest of deploying forces to Afghanistan. The Dutch government deployed a similar heavy PRT to the southern part of the country soon after the US-led invasion in 2001. The Hague sold the deployment as a strictly peaceful, reconstruction exercise—never mind the jet fighters, artillery and helicopter gunships that accompanied the engineers. The rhetoric of peace was the only way to avoid a popular backlash against the operation.

The Taliban poked holes in The Hague’s cover story when hundreds of armed extremists attacked Dutch positions in Uruzgan Province in June 2007. It was one of the largest pitched battles of the year for NATO forces. Several Dutch soldiers died, while more than a hundred Afghan civilians were killed when the Dutch fired artillery and dropped bombs on heavily populated areas. In the aftermath of the fighting, elements in the Dutch government advocated cancelling the Afghanistan deployment; it took more than two years of political manoeuvring, but in February The Hague announced it would evacuate its troops this year.

[CONTINUED]
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[CONTINUED]

As long as Seoul pursues a similar strategy to disguise its growing war role, it runs the risk of a political conflagration similar to The Hague’s, if and when South Korean forces come under attack in Afghanistan.

US Cover

South Korea is hardly striking out on its own as a burgeoning power. At every step, Seoul’s closest ally is providing cover. The United States has offered support at every level—even at Bagram, where US Air Force security personnel protect the South Korean hospital. ‘They do a good job for us,’ says nurse Chon Jung Ae, referring to the US guards.

Seoul’s military expansion has a strong foundation in the continued presence of US forces in the South. The strong US military contingent in South Korea ensures the country can direct resources towards other conflicts, without jeopardizing its security vis-a-vis the North.

More than 25,000 US troops are permanently based in the Republic of Korea to help defend against any North Korean attack. Washington considers the defence of South Korea so important that the Pentagon has barred US troops in the country from ever deploying to Iraq or Afghanistan. ‘Our number-one priority in Korea is to be prepared to deter and defend,’ US Army Gen. Skip Sharp, Commander of U.S. Forces Korea, told The Diplomat.

Still, Sharp said the US-South Korean alliance is ‘definitely blossoming into something larger’ than mere territorial defence. ‘I really do think we are looking at what kind of training capability we need on the [Republic of Korea] side, not only against the North Korean threat, but future threats as well.’

This year’s Afghanistan deployment is a big step towards a South Korean military that routinely participates in a wider range of missions abroad. Major weapons purchases are consistent with this trend, and might point to an even greater world security role for Seoul in coming years. In 2007, South Korea commissioned the first of three small aircraft carriers. If and when Seoul buys naval fighters to fly from them, the 14,000-ton vessels will be among the most powerful in Asia—and capable of projecting South Korea’s influence all over the world.

By then, no doubt, the rhetorical veil in place in Afghanistan will be both unnecessary, and impossible to maintain. 

South Korean peacekeeping forces are key to global peace and successful war on terror

Colonel Groves, 07 – currently assigned as the UCJ39, UN Command, Combined Forces Command and U.S. Forces Korea (September 2007, Col. Bryan Groves, Army, “Republic of Korea Peacekeeping Operations—Ensuring Peace and Stability Around the World,” http://www3.ausa.org/webpub/DeptArmyMagazine.nsf/byid/TWAH-765RK9/$File/Groves.pdf?OpenElement, JMP)

Playing a larger role on the world stage is not without its costs. Paying his respects to Sgt. Yoon Jang-ho, who was killed in a suicide bombing in Afghanistan, President Roh Moo-hyun expressed the agony he went through before deciding to send ROK soldiers to Iraq and Afghanistan: “It is sometimes unavoidable to ask the nation’s soldiers to shoulder the burden of maintaining world peace. Knowing every life is precious, it is not easy to send soldiers abroad to assume such a role.” 

Still, the ROK government is convinced that supporting international efforts to fight terrorism is not only reasonable but also in the nation’s best interests. ROK leaders know that by actively participating in international peacekeeping operations, supporting efforts to prevent weapons of mass destruction proliferation and by helping sustain the global war on terrorism, they are contributing to a better future for their own citizens. 

Korea currently has more than 2,200 troops serving as peacekeepers and observers in 12 countries. In every instance, they have successfully accomplished their mission and have been welcomed by the local people. The Iraqi minister of domestic affairs told Korean assemblymen visiting Iraq in September 2006 that the Iraqi people consider the Korean soldiers in the Zaytun Division as their brothers and kindly asked for their continued presence in Iraq.

The ROK understands that global peace and security are essential to a growing world economy and the prosperity of its citizens. The ROK has repeatedly demonstrated that it is willing to use its military towards that end, and the men and women of the armed forces of the Republic of Korea have answered the call repeatedly and in outstanding fashion. 

Extinction

Sid-Ahmed, 04 – political analyst (Mohamed, Managing Editor for Al-Ahali, “Extinction!” August 26-September 1, Issue no. 705, http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2004/705/op5.htm)
What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and losers. When nuclear pollution infects the whole planet, we will all be losers.
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ROK peacekeepers are key to anti-piracy forums

Twining, 10 – Senior Fellow for Asia at the German Marshall Fund of the United States (4/1/10, Daniel, “Strengthening the U.S.-Korea Alliance for the 21st Century,” http://www.gmfus.org/galleries/ct_publication_attachments/AsiaDanTwiningU.S.KoreaAlliance.pdf)

Another new multilateral mechanism could be functional groupings of principal Indian and Pacific Ocean powers, including the five above plus India, Australia, and Indonesia, (1) to develop a joint anti-piracy and disaster relief naval force, and (2) to build regional peacekeeping capacity for joint peacekeeping operations under UN-mandated operations in Africa and the Middle East. South Korea, with its capable armed forces, could play an important role in both the peacekeeping and the anti-piracy forums, inculcating habits of cooperation among Indo-Pacific powers that could spill over into other functional realms.

Piracy causes oil spikes 

Yusef, 09 -- Foreign Policy In Focus contributor and a program officer at the Engaging Governments on Genocide Prevention Program (EGGP) at George Mason University (Hussein, Foreign Policy in Focus, “What's Next for Somalia.” ed. John Feffer, http://www.fpif.org/articles/whats_next_for_somalia) 

This neglect resulted in the presence of pirates in Somalia, who have the finances, the physical access to one of Africa's largest coastlines, and the technology to capture a range of merchant ships. Spoils have included a huge Saudi oil supertanker carrying $100 million of oil. In 2008 alone, pirates attacked more than 100 ships.

In response to the threat of the Somali pirates, warships from several countries, including Canada, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Denmark, and the United States, are now operating in the Gulf of Aden off of Somalia to protect shipping lanes. If the United States doesn't fully engage with Somalia, piracy will grow. Oil prices will rise due to security demands, higher insurance rates, ransoms, and longer shipping routes.

Oil price spike collapses the global economy

Kenneth M. Pollack (Director of Research at the Saban Center for Middle East Policy at the

Brookings Institution. From 1995 to 1996 and 1999 to 2001, he served as Director for Persian Gulf

Affairs on the staff of the National Security Council) 2003 “ Securing the Gulf “ 

America's primary interest in the Persian Gulf lies in ensuring the free and stable flow of oil from the region to the world at large. This fact has nothing to do with the conspiracy theories leveled against the Bush administration during the run-up to the recent war. U.S. interests do not center on whether gas is $2 or $3 at the pump, or whether Exxon gets contracts instead of Lukoil or Total. Nor do they depend on the amount of oil that the United States itself imports from the Persian Gulf or anywhere else. The reason the United States has a legitimate and critical interest in seeing that Persian Gulf oil continues to flow copiously and relatively cheaply is simply that the global economy built over the last 50 years rests on a foundation of inexpensive, plentiful oil, and if that foundation were removed, the global economy would collapse. Today, roughly 25 percent of the world's oil production comes from the Persian Gulf, with Saudi Arabia alone responsible for roughly 15 percent -- a figure expected to increase rather than decrease in the future. The Persian Gulf region has as much as two-thirds of the world's proven oil reserves, and its oil is absurdly economical to produce, with a barrel from Saudi Arabia costing anywhere from a fifth to a tenth of the price of a barrel from Russia. Saudi Arabia is not only the world's largest oil producer and the holder of the world's largest oil reserves, but it also has a majority of the world's excess production capacity, which the Saudis use to stabilize and control the price of oil by increasing or decreasing production as needed. Because of the importance of both Saudi production and Saudi slack capacity, the sudden loss of the Saudi oil network would plyze the global economy, probably causing a global downturn at least as devastating as the Great Depression of the 1930s, if not worse. So the fact that the United States does not import most of its oil from the Persian Gulf is irrelevant: if Saudi oil production were to vanish, the price of oil in general would shoot through the ceiling, destroying the American economy along with everybody else's. 
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Econ collapse causes power vacuum multiple nuclear wars, terrorism, and extinction

 Aaron L. Friedberg (professor of politics and international affairs at Princeton University,  served from 2003 to 2005 in the office of the Vice President of the United States as deputy assistant for national-security affairs and director of policy planning. PhD in Politics from Harvard) and Gabriel Schoenfeld (senior fellow at the Hudson Institute in Washington DC and a resident scholar at the Witherspoon Institute in Princeton) October 21, 2008 “The Dangers of a Diminished America” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB122455074012352571.html?mod=rss_opinion_main

Then there are the dolorous consequences of a potential collapse of the world's financial architecture. For decades now, Americans have enjoyed the advantages of being at the center of that system. The worldwide use of the dollar, and the stability of our economy, among other things, made it easier for us to run huge budget deficits, as we counted on foreigners to pick up the tab by buying dollar-denominated assets as a safe haven. Will this be possible in the future?  Meanwhile, traditional foreign-policy challenges are multiplying. The threat from al Qaeda and Islamic terrorist affiliates has not been extinguished. Iran and North Korea are continuing on their bellicose paths, while Pakistan and Afghanistan are progressing smartly down the road to chaos. Russia's new militancy and China's seemingly relentless rise also give cause for concern.  If America now tries to pull back from the world stage, it will leave a dangerous power vacuum. The stabilizing effects of our presence in Asia, our continuing commitment to Europe, and our position as defender of last resort for Middle East energy sources and supply lines could all be placed at risk.  In such a scenario there are shades of the 1930s, when global trade and finance ground nearly to a halt, the peaceful democracies failed to cooperate, and aggressive powers led by the remorseless fanatics who rose up on the crest of economic disaster exploited their divisions. Today we run the risk that rogue states may choose to become ever more reckless with their nuclear toys, just at our moment of maximum vulnerability.  The aftershocks of the financial crisis will almost certainly rock our principal strategic competitors even harder than they will rock us. The dramatic free fall of the Russian stock market has demonstrated the fragility of a state whose economic performance hinges on high oil prices, now driven down by the global slowdown. China is perhaps even more fragile, its economic growth depending heavily on foreign investment and access to foreign markets. Both will now be constricted, inflicting economic pain and perhaps even sparking unrest in a country where political legitimacy rests on progress in the long march to prosperity. None of this is good news if the authoritarian leaders of these countries seek to divert attention from internal travails with external adventures.

***UNIQUENESS
Peacekeeping Now
South Korea has significant peacekeepers in Afghanistan, Iraq, and Somalia 

Lee, 09 – President of the East Asia Institute and a professor at the Department of Public Administration at Sungkyunkwan University. (Sook-Jung, “South Korea’s Soft Power Diplomacy.” EAI Issue Briefing No. MASI 2009-01 www.eai.or.kr/data/bbs/eng_report/200908061729956.pdf) 
Within the policy community in Seoul, some have criticized this new attention to soft power diplomacy. They point out that much of the debate lacks concrete descriptions of what the exercise Korean soft power would look like. Others argue that South Korea is bet- ter off contributing resources to the world first before hastily talking about soft power. Despite a steep rise in its developmental assistance around the world, its ODA (Official Developmental Assistance) remains only a meager 0.05 percent of its Gross National In- come, which stood at US$455.3 million in 2006. This ratio is far below the average 0.3 percent achieved by the OECD’s Development Assistance Committee (DAC) member nations. South Korea’s Peacekeeping Operations (PKO) contribution through either the United Nations or other multilateral military opera- tions is more impressive. It has so far dispatched about 30,000 soldiers as part of peacekeeping activities to eighteen countries and twenty-one regions since it first sent army engineers to Somalia in 1993. The bulk of Korea’s PKO activities has involved sending hundreds of non-combatant forces to Afghanistan since Febru- ary 2002 (scheduled to return by December 2012) and about 20,000 noncombatant forces to Iraq from Sep- tember 2004 to December 2008. Both of these com- mitments were backed up by UN Security Council resolutions. And in mid-March of 2009, a Korean de- stroyer with Special Forces soldiers onboard was sent to the Middle East to escort Korean vessels in danger of hijackings by Somali pirates. Recently the destroyer rescued a Dutch ship that had pirates in pursuit.

PKO now – quick deployment of troops 

Jung, 08 – staff writer, Korea Times (Sung-Ki, “S. Korea Seeks Rapid PKO Deployment.” http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2008/04/205_17198.html) 

South Korea is seeking ways to enable the quick deployment of its peacekeeping troops to troubled regions worldwide by institutionalizing a prior parliamentary endorsement system, officials of the foreign and defense ministries said Sunday. 

The plan is part of efforts to facilitate and increase the country's participation in global peacekeeping operations (PKO) to upgrade its economic status in the international community, they said. It was recently reported to President-elect Lee Myung-bak's power transition team.

To that end, the incoming administration plans to revise laws pertaining to the deployment of PKO forces, the officials said.

Under the current law, the government is required to obtain parliamentary approval whenever it wants to send PKO troops to foreign nations. 

Peacekeeping/Modernization Now 
South Korea is modernizing its fleet now to fight pirates globally 
Sung-Ki 2008 – Defense News Staff Writer (Jung, Defense News, “S. Korean Navy To Expand Blue-Water Ops.” http://www.defensenews.com/story.php?i=3778078) 

SEOUL - South Korea's Navy is seeking to expand its capabilities beyond coastal defense against a North Korean invasion into open-sea operations to cope with emerging threats.

Adm. Jung Ok-keun, chief of naval operations, expressed strong confidence in plans to modernize his fleet into a powerful blue-water force with greater mobility and operational range that can rapidly deploy to an area of conflict.

"Given about 50 percent of the world's naval powers are deployed in the region surrounding the Korean Peninsula, the South Korean Navy should make strenuous efforts to modernize its fleet to not only deal with North Korea's threat, but also counter emerging regional threats," Jung said. "In that context, our service should go in a direction toward building mobile squadrons capable of long-range overseas operations."

Most recently, this has led to interest in dispatching naval forces to fight piracy in the waters off Somalia.

"We're ready to deploy our ships to waters off the coast of Somalia and now awaiting final approval from the government," Jung said Oct. 14 during a parliamentary audit of the Navy at the Gyeryongdae military headquarters in South Chungcheong Province. "Currently, some 21 nations are operating their warships in waters off Somalia. Our Navy's dispatching of troops to the region will help conduct joint operations with other navies, as well as protect our cargo ships and sailors from pirates."

The Ministry of National Defense said Oct. 15 that the government plans to send a team of officials to Somali waters this month to decide whether dispatching ships and troops would effectively thwart abduction attempts by pirates.

Yu Myung-hwan, minister of foreign affairs and trade, said related government ministries were discussing the dispatch of a 4,300-ton Chungmugong Yi Sun-shin class KDX-II destroyer to fight pirates in the African region.

The South Korean Navy has six KDX-II destroyers equipped with Harpoon ship-to-surface missiles, RAM Mk 31 ship-to-air guided missiles, a 30mm Goalkeeper system for engaging sea-skimming anti-ship missiles, and the domestically built SLQ-200K Sonata electronic warfare system.

Located along the route of a crude-oil pipeline connecting the Red Sea to the Indian Ocean, and racked by civil war, Somalia's coastline has become infamous for piracy. Reports said more than 1,000 pirates have hijacked vessels from foreign nations and taken more than $30 million in ransom.

South Korean cargo ships have also suffered a series of hijackings in recent years. Eight crewmembers of two Dongwon Fisheries tuna ships were released in 2006 for a ransom of $800,000 after being held hostage for four months by Somali pirates. Two Daechang Fishing boats were hijacked in May last year, and their 25 crewmembers released six months later. Last month, Somali pirates kidnapped a cargo vessel carrying eight South Korean and 13 Myanmar crewmembers. Seoul is negotiating with the kidnappers for their release.

ROK peacekeeping operations are increasing – wants to be seen as a global partner

Snyder, 08 – director of the Center for Korea Policy at The Asia Foundation and a senior associate at Pacific Forum CSIS (Scott, Aug. 7, Asia Foundation, “Recovering The Potential of the U.S.-South Korea Relationship.” http://asiafoundation.org/in-asia/2008/08/07/recovering-the-potential-of-the-us-south-korea-relationship/) 

American and South Korean interests have converged and now expand well beyond the narrow focus on security interests that emerged as a result of the Korean War. South Korea’s successful economic modernization and its political consolidation into a vibrant democracy underscore the attraction of South Korea as a key Asian partner. South Korea has developed the economic, political, and security capacity to be considered as a first-tier partner in promoting both regional and global stability as evidenced by South Korea’s contributions to peace operations in Timor Leste and Iraq.
The United States will increasingly require strengthened regional partnerships to underwrite regional and global stability and prosperity. Cooperation with like-minded allies in the Asia-Pacific is likely to be at a premium as the center of gravity for global economic and political interactions shifts away from Europe and toward Asia in the twenty-first century. South Korea will be near the top of the list of countries that have the capacity and interest to work together with the United States.

South Korea’s new president Lee Myung-bak has articulated aspirations to play an expanded international role by promoting the phrase “Global Korea.” South Korea’s economic development and its peaceful political transition from authoritarianism to democracy stands as a model to which many developing countries aspire. The South Korean government has committed to doubling its budget for overseas development assistance by 2010 and is seeking ways to enhance its contributions to international peacekeeping.

Peacekeeping/Modernization Now 
Korea is increasing peacekeeping operations now – combating piracy 

Sang-heee, 09 – ROK Minister of National Defense (Lee, Korea Times, “Advanced Korean Military Reaches Out to the World.” http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2010/04/270_40101.html) ***PKO = peacekeeping operations 

In an effort to further increase its PKO participation in the future, Korea will create a permanent PKO unit and develop relevant legislations and systems.

The Korean military is also working with the international community to address common security threats facing the world, such as piracy and international disasters, and building a coordinating body against such threats. 

In the wake of the Sichuan earthquake and the cyclone in Myanmar last year, Korea did not spare any effort in providing active assistance and relief to the disaster-struck areas. 

To partake in the international response to piracy, Korea will deploy a naval vessel to Somalia in March and continue to act as a responsible member of the world as it increases its level of practical contributions toward world peace.

ROK navy modernizing now 

Roehrig, 10 -- Associate Professor in the National Security Decision Making Department, at the U.S. Naval War College (Terrence, International Journal of Korean Studies, “ROK-U.S. Maritime Cooperation: A Growing Dimension of the Alliance.” www.icks.org/publication/pdf/2010-SPRING-SUMMER/6.pdf) 
In addition to the United States and South Korea’s sharing a broader, more global set of security concerns, the ROKN has also made significant advancements in its naval capabilities with the construction of state-of-the-art destroyers, a large-deck amphibious ship, and extensive plans for further expansion of ROK naval capabilities. Consequently, South Korea is simply able to do more by taking on a larger array of roles and missions while still maintaining a careful watch on Korean coastal waters. As a result of these changes in the security environment and increased ROK naval capability, maritime cooperation is broadening the base of the ROK-U.S. alliance with a greater global footing that can address common security concerns beyond those on the peninsula.

South Korean peacekeeping increasing now – launched new unit 

Bernama Malaysian News 6/1 (“South Korea Launches Permanent Peacekeeping Unit.” http://www.bernama.com/bernama/v5/newsworld.php?id=510189)

SEOUL, July 1 (Bernama) -- South Korea launched a 1,000-strong military unit Thursday to help international peacekeeping operations led by the United Nations as it seeks to raise awareness of wider global responsibilities.

The peacekeeping unit from the Special Warfare Command will be deployed to an international crisis environment within a month after South Korea agrees to join such mission, Yonhap news agency quoted the Army as saying in a statement.

Previously, South Korea had to hastily recruit soldiers from different military units to send its troops on the U.N.-led peacekeeping missions, causing administrative and other difficulties.

The new unit, named "International Peace Supporting Standby Force," also befit a rise of South Korea from the ruins of the 1950-53 Korean War, said Gen. Hwang Eui-don, the Army chief of staff, in a statement.

"The launch of the permanent peacekeeping unit is a significant turning point for a rise of the nation's fortunes," quoted as Hwang saying in the statement.

Separately, the Army has operated two units to back up the peacekeeping unit since early this year. The two units are made up of 1,000 special forces and another 1,000 non-combat troops, said Col. Yoo Jae-ik, who is in charge of peacekeeping operations for the Army.

South Korea, which holds the chairmanship of the Group of 20 leading economies this year, is actively seeking to increase its international responsibilities.

Early this year, the nation sent about 240 troops to help rebuild the quake-hit Haiti. Another 320-member contingent was set to start its mission this week in Afghanistan to protect the nation's civilian aid workers there.

Last year, the Navy sent a destroyer to fight pirates off the coast of Somalia.
Piracy Decreasing
Piracy decreasing – specifically in the gulf of Aden 

Hennessy 6/15 – staff writer, VOA news (Sarah, VOA News, “Report says Pirate Attacks Down in 2010.” Report says Pirate Attacks Down in 2010) 

Piracy attacks declined worldwide during the first half of the year, according to the International Maritime Bureau.  But it says Somali pirates are increasing their range and capabilities.

The coast of Somalia remains a major piracy hotspot, the location of more than half this year's pirate attacks.  But International Maritime Bureau Director Pottengal Mukundan says the target area is widening.

"The fact is that the Somali pirates are ranging further out than they have ever done before.  We are talking of going 1,000 nautical miles [1,609 kilometers] away from the coast in order to attack ships, board them, hijack them and then bring them back into Somalia until a ransom is paid for their release," noted Mukundan.

The International Maritime Bureau recorded 196 piracy incidents in the first six months of the year - about 20 percent less than the same period last year. 

In the Gulf of Aden there were 86 pirate attacks in the first half of 2009 and 33 so far this year.  

Mukundan says foreign navies, which have operated in the Gulf of Aden since 2009, have been instrumental in reigning in piracy in the area. But he says piracy is more difficult to manage in the Indian Ocean. 

***LINKS
2nc Link Block
Close security ties with the U.S. is key to ROK’s military deployments abroad

Levin 4, Senior Analyst at the RAND Corporation, (Norman D, “Do the Ties Still Bind?: The US-ROK Security Relationship After 9/11,” http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2004/RAND_MG115.pdf)

Also important are the strategic benefits Korea receives from the broader U.S. role as regional stabilizer. At best Korean views toward Japan are ambivalent, and China looms large as a major uncertainty. Relations among the major Asian powers themselves are problematic, with an unstable mix of historical animosities, contemporary suspicions, and unresolved territorial and other issues. Close security ties with the U.S. relieve the ROK of the need to address these imponderables by itself and buy time for Koreans to sort out relations with their powerful neighbors. They also facilitate Korea’s desire to play a larger security role beyond the Korean Peninsula, as reflected in U.S. political, military, and logistical support for Korea’s constructive role in the Republic of Georgia, Western Sahara, and East Timor. 
U.S. support motivates ROK participation in peacekeeping operations
Levin 4, Senior Analyst at the RAND Corporation, (Norman D, “Do the Ties Still Bind?: The US-ROK Security Relationship After 9/11,” http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2004/RAND_MG115.pdf)
Such support illustrates a broader point not widely appreciated: South Korea has supported the U.S.—including political, material, and human support—in virtually every major conflict the U.S. has waged since World War II, from Korea and Vietnam to Afghanistan and Iraq. Not many U.S. allies can say that. Korea has also participated in smaller peacekeeping operations in such places as Mozambique and East Timor, usually at U.S. urging and with U.S. logistical and other assistance. Such support reflects the high value South Koreans place on their alliance with the U.S. and can legitimately be listed as one of the benefits the U.S. derives from the security relationship. 

Security cooperation encourages ROK participation in peacekeeping operations

Levin 4, Senior Analyst at the RAND Corporation, (Norman D, “Do the Ties Still Bind?: The US-ROK Security Relationship After 9/11,” http://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2004/RAND_MG115.pdf)
Fourth, security cooperation encourages broader Korean horizons and a positive ROK security role beyond the war on terrorism. This is reflected in Korea’s decisions to deploy over 400 troops to East Timor and participate in Cope Thunder, RIMPAC, and other multilateral military exercises.24 A second reflection is active ROK participation in the United Nations’ (UN’s) Standing Arrangement Program for Peacekeeping Operations, which designates forces to be ready for UN-led peacekeeping operations. Small, if hesitant, steps to foster expanded U.S.-ROK-Japan and ROK-Japan military cooperation might be considered a third reflection. To be sure, Korean wariness about Japan remains an obstacle to major advances. Still, as a younger, self-confident generation gradually assumes power in South Korea, this obstacle may diminish. In the meantime, the U.S. connection is critical to fostering expanded Korean military interactions with Japan. Although it is true that U.S. security cooperation with Korea cannot by itself dictate progress in this area, it is also true that little progress is likely in its absence. 

U.S. Key to ROK Piracy Solutions
US ground forces allow for ROK maritime operations including piracy

Roehrig, 10 – Associate Professor in the National Security Decision Making Department, at the U.S. Naval War College (Terrence, International Journal of Korean Studies, “ROK-U.S. Maritime Cooperation: A Growing Dimension of the Alliance.” www.icks.org/publication/pdf/2010-SPRING-SUMMER/6.pdf) 
ROK-U.S. maritime cooperation is significant, positive, and the level of cooperation continues to grow. Seoul and Washington conduct many important exercises to improve cooperation, and intelligence sharing continues to be an important strength. The maritime environment poses serious challenges for the global maritime community. Piracy remains a challenge off the coast of Somalia and in the Straits of Malacca, and a rash of bad weather and earthquakes in Southeast Asia once again demonstrated the need for disaster relief that is lead by the navies in the region. Maritime activities are part of a broader ROK-U.S. security alliance that has been largely focused on deterring an attack by North Korea, particularly a ground assault across the DMZ. There has always been a maritime component to this relationship, but it has usually been secondary to the needs on the ground. While the North Korean threat remains, the list of challenges to South Korean and U.S. security is changing and increasing. Some of these challenges —piracy, ensuring the free flow of commerce, terrorism, nuclear proliferation, and humanitarian assistance/disaster relief— are important maritime concerns shared by Washington, Seoul, and the larger global community.
US forces key to train ROK navy 

Roehrig, 10 – Associate Professor in the National Security Decision Making Department, at the U.S. Naval War College (Terrence, International Journal of Korean Studies, “ROK-U.S. Maritime Cooperation: A Growing Dimension of the Alliance.” www.icks.org/publication/pdf/2010-SPRING-SUMMER/6.pdf) 
While maritime cooperation between Seoul and Washington remains strong, there are three areas that need continued, more immediate, attention to improve ROK-U.S. maritime cooperation. First, South Korea will need further training to improve its participation in the U.S.- led PSI. South Korea has been a relatively new participant in this effort and needs to continue work on its ability to contribute to these operations. Second, countering special operations forces remains a complicated mission, one that requires continued training and exercises with the United States. When South Korea assumes the lead for this mission in 2012, it will require increased training and exercises between the ROKN and USN to ensure the capability to block the insertion of DPRK’s special operations forces along the thousands of miles of ROK coastline.
Finally, North Korea’s submarine fleet remains a serious problem. South Korea continues work on its plans to improve its submarine force, but, in the near term, Pyongyang’s submarines remain a problem. Consequently, greater cooperation and attention to anti- submarine warfare is an important priority in maintaining ROK maritime security.
***IMPACTS
African War Impact – 2nc
Somali pirates cause African regional instability 
World Beat, 09 – Publication of Foreign Policy in Focus Think tank (Ed. John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies. World Beat vol. 4, num. 5, Feb 3, 2009. “Our Pirates and Theirs.” http://www.fpif.org/articles/our_pirates_and_theirs) 
Hussein Yusuf disagrees. "Somalia poses a grave danger to the United States and the Horn of Africa today," the FPIF contributor writes in What's Next for Somalia. "Despite the U.S. 'Global War on Terror,' piracy in the Gulf of Aden threatens the supply of oil and commercial trade to the West. Islamic extremists threaten the stability of this region more than ever." Yusuf and Nesbitt offer contrasting interpretations in their strategic dialogue on this topic.

Regional instability causes global nuclear war
Deutsch PhD and political risk consultant 02 Jeffrey, and Founder, Rabid Tiger Project, 11/18/02 (http://www.rabidtigers.com/rtn/newsletterv2n9.html)
The Rabid Tiger Project believes that a nuclear war is most likely to start in Africa. Civil wars in the Congo (the country formerly known as Zaire), Rwanda, Somalia and Sierra Leone, and domestic instability in Zimbabwe, Sudan and other countries, as well as occasional brushfire and other wars (thanks in part to “national” borders that cut across tribal ones) turn into a really nasty stew. We’ve got all too many rabid tigers and potential rabid tigers, who are willing to push the button rather than risk being seen as wishy-washy in the face of a mortal threat and overthrown. Geopolitically speaking, Africa is open range. Very few countries in Africa are beholden to any particular power. South Africa is a major exception in this respect - not to mention in that she also probably already has the Bomb. Thus, outside powers can more easily find client states there than, say, in Europe where the political lines have long since been drawn, or Asia where many of the countries (China, India, Japan) are powers unto themselves and don’t need any “help,” thank you. Thus, an African war can attract outside involvement very quickly. Of course, a proxy war alone may not induce the Great Powers to fight each other. But an African nuclear strike can ignite a much broader conflagration, if the other powers are interested in a fight. Certainly, such a strike would in the first place have been facilitated by outside help - financial, scientific, engineering, etc. Africa is an ocean of troubled waters, and some people love to go fishing. 

Global Economy Impact – 2nc
Asian piracy on Singapore port crushes the markets – global economic turmoil 

Marshall, 10(Andrew, 3/5/2010, Insurance Journal, “Maritime Terrorism Could Have Global Economic Impact.” http://www.insurancejournal.com/news/international/2010/03/05/107926.htm) 

This is because while specialization in global supply chains has brought significant efficiency gains, it has also brought vulnerability. Disruption to a key node in the supply chain can cause dramatic and unpredictable turbulence in the whole system.

That was why global semiconductor prices nearly doubled following an earthquake that hit Taiwan in 1999, and why Hurricane Katrina spread turbulence throughout world markets.

"A major terrorist attack that closed a port ... for weeks would have severe economic consequences on world trade because it would inflict major disruptions in complex just-in-time supply chains that comprise the global economy," the World Economic Forum said in its Global Risks 2010 report, released in January.

In a research paper for RAND, terrorism risk analyst Peter Chalk said: "Maritime attacks offer terrorists an alternate means of causing mass economic destabilization." Disrupting the mechanics of the global 'just enough, just in time' cargo freight trading system could potentially trigger vast and cascading fiscal effects, especially if the operations of a major commercial port were curtailed," he added.

The Strait of Malacca between peninsular Malaysia and Sumatra is among the world's busiest shipping lanes, used by more than 70,000 ships in 2007. Up to 80 percent of China's oil imports and 30 percent of its iron ore imports, and 90 percent of Japan's crude oil imports, pass through the Strait.

Any attack could also have a big impact on shipments of some major commodities from Sumatra, Indonesia's main producing island of palm oil, rubber and coffee.

Singapore is the world's top container shipping port and biggest ship refueling hub. And because of the central importance of Singapore's port to its economy, an attack that shut it down even temporarily would have a major negative impact on local stocks and the Singapore dollar.
Markets would suffer even if the mere threat of attack led some shippers to avoid Singapore. The 2002 suicide bomb attack on the French supertanker Limburg led to a tripling of war risks premiums levied on ships calling at Aden -- and a 93 percent drop in container terminal throughput there.

Piracy in the Malacca Strait became so serious a decade ago that in 2005 the Joint War Committee of the Lloyd's Market Association added the area to its list of war risk zones, sending premiums sharply higher. The decision was reversed in 2006 following lobbying from Singapore, Malaysia and Indonesia.

Global Economy Impact – 2nc
Econ collapse causes power vacuum -- multiple nuclear wars, terrorism, and extinction

Aaron L. Friedberg (professor of politics and international affairs at Princeton University,  served from 2003 to 2005 in the office of the Vice President of the United States as deputy assistant for national-security affairs and director of policy planning. PhD in Politics from Harvard) and Gabriel Schoenfeld (senior fellow at the Hudson Institute in Washington DC and a resident scholar at the Witherspoon Institute in Princeton) October 21, 2008 “The Dangers of a Diminished America” http://online.wsj.com/article/SB122455074012352571.html?mod=rss_opinion_main

Then there are the dolorous consequences of a potential collapse of the world's financial architecture. For decades now, Americans have enjoyed the advantages of being at the center of that system. The worldwide use of the dollar, and the stability of our economy, among other things, made it easier for us to run huge budget deficits, as we counted on foreigners to pick up the tab by buying dollar-denominated assets as a safe haven. Will this be possible in the future?  Meanwhile, traditional foreign-policy challenges are multiplying. The threat from al Qaeda and Islamic terrorist affiliates has not been extinguished. Iran and North Korea are continuing on their bellicose paths, while Pakistan and Afghanistan are progressing smartly down the road to chaos. Russia's new militancy and China's seemingly relentless rise also give cause for concern.  If America now tries to pull back from the world stage, it will leave a dangerous power vacuum. The stabilizing effects of our presence in Asia, our continuing commitment to Europe, and our position as defender of last resort for Middle East energy sources and supply lines could all be placed at risk.  In such a scenario there are shades of the 1930s, when global trade and finance ground nearly to a halt, the peaceful democracies failed to cooperate, and aggressive powers led by the remorseless fanatics who rose up on the crest of economic disaster exploited their divisions. Today we run the risk that rogue states may choose to become ever more reckless with their nuclear toys, just at our moment of maximum vulnerability.  The aftershocks of the financial crisis will almost certainly rock our principal strategic competitors even harder than they will rock us. The dramatic free fall of the Russian stock market has demonstrated the fragility of a state whose economic performance hinges on high oil prices, now driven down by the global slowdown. China is perhaps even more fragile, its economic growth depending heavily on foreign investment and access to foreign markets. Both will now be constricted, inflicting economic pain and perhaps even sparking unrest in a country where political legitimacy rests on progress in the long march to prosperity. None of this is good news if the authoritarian leaders of these countries seek to divert attention from internal travails with external adventures.

Middle East Stability Impact – 2nc
ROK military deployments stabilize Middle East and South Asia

Twining, 10 – Senior Fellow for Asia at the German Marshall Fund of the United States (4/1/10, Daniel, “Strengthening the U.S.-Korea Alliance for the 21st Century,” http://www.gmfus.org/galleries/ct_publication_attachments/AsiaDanTwiningU.S.KoreaAlliance.pdf)

With regard to land power, South Korea’s military deployments to Afghanistan and Iraq set an important precedent for future contributions by the Korean armed forces to stabilization and security operations in the arc of instability encompassing the Middle East and South Asia. U.S.-ROK combined training and exercises could increasingly focus on enlarging the South Korean army’s capacities for counterinsurgency and post-conflict stabilization with an eye on future challenges beyond the peninsula. This program to add a global-operations dimension to the interoperability between the American and South Korean armies on the peninsula would build on existing joint training and planning for stabilization operations following a potential collapse of the North Korean regime.

Middle East instability threatens nuclear war 

Morgan, 07 – political writer (Stephen J., Political Writer and Former Member of the British Labour Party Executive Committee, “Better another Taliban Afghanistan, than a Taliban NUCLEAR Pakistan!?”, 9-23, http://www.freearticlesarchive.com/article/_Better_another_Taliban_Afghanistan__than_a_Taliban_NUCLEAR_Pakistan___/99961/0/)
However events may prove him sorely wrong. Indeed, his policy could completely backfire upon him. As the war intensifies, he has no guarantees that the current autonomy may yet burgeon into a separatist movement. Appetite comes with eating, as they say. Moreover, should the Taliban fail to re-conquer al of Afghanistan, as looks likely, but captures at least half of the country, then a Taliban Pashtun caliphate could be established which would act as a magnet to separatist Pashtuns in Pakistan. Then, the likely break up of Afghanistan along ethnic lines, could, indeed, lead the way to the break up of Pakistan, as well.  Strong centrifugal forces have always bedevilled the stability and unity of Pakistan, and, in the context of the new world situation, the country could be faced with civil wars and popular fundamentalist uprisings, probably including a military-fundamentalist coup d’état.  Fundamentalism is deeply rooted in Pakistan society. The fact that in the year following 9/11, the most popular name given to male children born that year was “Osama” (not a Pakistani name) is a small indication of the mood. Given the weakening base of the traditional, secular opposition parties, conditions would be ripe for a coup d’état by the fundamentalist wing of the Army and ISI, leaning on the radicalised masses to take power. Some form of radical, military Islamic regime, where legal powers would shift to Islamic courts and forms of shira law would be likely. Although, even then, this might not take place outside of a protracted crisis of upheaval and civil war conditions, mixing fundamentalist movements with nationalist uprisings and sectarian violence between the Sunni and minority Shia populations.  The nightmare that is now Iraq would take on gothic proportions across the continent. The prophesy of an arc of civil war over Lebanon, Palestine and Iraq would spread to south Asia, stretching from Pakistan to Palestine, through Afghanistan into Iraq and up to the Mediterranean coast.  Undoubtedly, this would also spill over into India both with regards to the Muslim community and Kashmir. Border clashes, terrorist attacks, sectarian pogroms and insurgency would break out. A new war, and possibly nuclear war, between Pakistan and India could no be ruled out.  Atomic Al Qaeda Should Pakistan break down completely, a Taliban-style government with strong Al Qaeda influence is a real possibility. Such deep chaos would, of course, open a “Pandora's box” for the region and the world. With the possibility of unstable clerical and military fundamentalist elements being in control of the Pakistan nuclear arsenal, not only their use against India, but Israel becomes a possibility, as well as the acquisition of nuclear and other deadly weapons secrets by Al Qaeda.  Invading Pakistan would not be an option for America. Therefore a nuclear war would now again become a real strategic possibility. This would bring a shift in the tectonic plates of global relations. It could usher in a new Cold War with China and Russia pitted against the US.

ROK Forces Solve Piracy
ROK peacekeeping is key – it guards slow, vulnerable ships in Somali pirate-infested area and deters pirate attacks 

Roehrig, 10 – Associate Professor in the National Security Decision Making Department, at the U.S. Naval War College (Terrence, International Journal of Korean Studies, “ROK-U.S. Maritime Cooperation: A Growing Dimension of the Alliance.” www.icks.org/publication/pdf/2010-SPRING-SUMMER/6.pdf) 
In 2008, the ROK National Assembly approved South Korea’s first foreign deployment of naval forces for an anti-piracy mission in the Gulf of Aden and off the coast of Somalia. The KDX-II destroyer, Munmu the Great, commanded by Captain Jang Sung-woo, was dispatched in March 2009 with 300 personnel on board for a six-month deployment to the region. The ship participated in the U.S.-led Combined Task Force (CTF) 151 along with the navies of 16 other countries including Canada, Germany, Japan, Russia, the Netherlands, Spain, and India. CTF 151 is a multinational force organized to protect the shipping lanes and conduct counter-piracy operations around the Horn of Africa.

While in the Gulf, ROKS Munmu the Great guarded 325 commercial vessels, 140 of which were Korean ships. Over 450 South Korean ships use this shipping route each year, and one-third of these are particularly slow, making them vulnerable to pirate attack. Increasingly, ROK commercial vessels are becoming targets for pirates in the region. While in the Gulf of Aden, Munmu the Great participated in 22 missions and
repelled seven piracy attacks, including one against a North Korean ship, the Dabkasol. In one operation, Munmu the Great responded to a distress call from an Egyptian ship on its way from the Red Sea to India, and the South Korean commander sent a helicopter with a team of snipers to rescue the vessel. Soon after, the ROKN helicopter was joined by a U.S. Navy helicopter to carry out the first joint ROK-U.S. naval operation since participating in CTF 151.60
According to Captain Jang, “Allied forces gave high marks to the Korean Navy’s capabilities and assigned us the most pirate-infested area of northern Bosaso off Somalia. We are proud to raise Korea’s reputation in the international community.”61
The Munmu the Great has since returned home and was relieved by another ROKN KDX-II destroyer, Daejoyeong. In November 2009, a third KDX-II destroyer, Chungmugong Yi Soon-shin, left to relieve the Daejoyeong. The new contingent of the Cheonghae unit will carry an anti-submarine Lynx helicopter and a 30-man underwater demolition unit.62

Despite the considerable distance from South Korea, ROKN participation played an important role in protecting its commercial interests. Moreover, its presence also helped to deter attacks on other ships in the region.

South Korea’s peacekeeping forces are significant – they train and coordinate global forces 

Hwang, 09 – Senior Special Advisor to Ambassador Christopher Hill, Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs at the U.S. State Department (Balbina, “A Roadmap for Expanding U.S.-ROK Alliance Cooperation Cooperation on Global Issues: Peacekeeping.” asiafoundation.org/resources/pdfs/HwangPeacekeepingAbstract.pdf) 
The growing convergence in the global strategic outlooks of the two countries is a welcome development and a necessary requirement for any further transformation of the alliance. South Korea’s contribution to international peacekeeping and stabilization operations remains, however, comparatively limited. Despite its middle-power status, ROK can play a unique leadership role in the global community by actively increasing its support for and participation in peacekeeping missions around the world both by offering PKO training and through direct participation. Although it will not be an easy task, with careful coordination and management, South Korea has the potential to make a significant contribution to international stability through PKO activities.
Piracy Hurts Trade
Piracy undermines key trade routes

Mukudan, 08 – ship captain and writer at ICC Commercial Crime Services (Pottengal, ICC Commercial Crime Services helps businesses stay in business by deterring crime, “Unprecedented rise in piratical attacks.” http://www.icc-ccs.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=306:unprecedented-rise-in-piratical-attacks&catid=60:news&Itemid=51) 
In the third quarter of 2008, a total of 26 vessels were hijacked by Somali pirates with 537 crew members taken hostage. A further 21 vessels were fired upon by Somali pirates in the same period. As of 30 September 2008, 12 vessels remain captive and under negotiation with over 250 crew being held hostage. 

Captain Mukundan added: “The number of piracy attacks off the coast of Somalia is unprecedented. Pirates in the Gulf of Aden are growing increasingly brazen, attacking vessels, including tanker and large bulk carriers, with impunity. This major international seaway requires immediate increased protection and naval intervention.” 

The shift of attacks from the East coast of Somalia into the Gulf of Aden as initially indicated in the IMB second quarter report, has begun to threaten shipping and trade passing through this extremely important trade route between Asia and Europe. 
Piracy targets the Gulf of Aden 
Mukudan, 08 – ship captain and writer at ICC Commercial Crime Services (Pottengal, ICC Commercial Crime Services helps businesses stay in business by deterring crime, “Unprecedented rise in piratical attacks.” http://www.icc-ccs.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=306:unprecedented-rise-in-piratical-attacks&catid=60:news&Itemid=51)

The latest piracy statistics released by the International Maritime Bureau (IMB) Piracy Reporting Centre (PRC) indicate a dramatic increase in attacks of piracy for the first nine months of 2008. 

Somalia, Nigeria, and Indonesia remain international piracy hotspots, ranking first, second and third in acts of piracy up to the end of Q3 2008. 

A total of 199 incidents were reported to the IMB Piracy Reporting Centre (PRC) in the first nine months of 2008. The third quarter of 2008 saw reported incidents spike to 83, a significant increase when compared to the 53 reported in the first quarter and the 63 reported in the second quarter. The reported acts of piracy committed to date in 2008 have included 115 vessels boarded, 31 vessels hijacked, and 23 vessels fired upon. A total of 581 crewmembers were taken hostage, nine kidnapped, nine killed and seven missing – presumed dead. 

IMB Director Captain Pottengal Mukundan stated: “The increased frequency of piracy and heightening levels of violence are of significant concern to the shipping industry and all mariners. The types of attacks, the violence associated with the attacks, the number of hostages taken, and the amounts paid in ransoms for the release of the vessels have all increased considerably.”

Much of the increase in piracy can be directly attributed to the increasingly dangerous Gulf of Aden and East coast of Somalia. This region ranks as the number one piracy danger zone with the 63 incidents reported there accounting for almost a third of the overall reported attacks. 

Piracy Hurts Trade
Piracy hurts US trade

Dillon 2000 -- Dillon is Policy Analyst for Southeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation (Dana, Heritage Foundation, “Dillon is Policy Analyst for Southeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation.” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2000/06/Piracy-in-Asia-A-Growing-Barrier-to-Maritime-Trade) 
The United States is the world's largest trading nation, and although the dollar amount of losses due to piracy is difficult to assess, America's reliance on trade makes any attack on ships in foreign waters or ports, especially those of its trading partners, a maritime concern. Both the U.S. Department of State and the U.S. Coast Guard consider maritime piracy a problem that merits U.S. participation in regional seminars on the issue. Although today's pirates target their victims in ways that may limit a direct U.S. response, several steps can be taken to help protect maritime trade and to assist other nations in improving their ability to combat piracy and reduce the threat.
Piracy crushes U.S.-Asian trade 
Dillon 2000 -- Dillon is Policy Analyst for Southeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation (Dana, Heritage Foundation, “Dillon is Policy Analyst for Southeast Asia in the Asian Studies Center at The Heritage Foundation.” http://www.heritage.org/Research/Reports/2000/06/Piracy-in-Asia-A-Growing-Barrier-to-Maritime-Trade) 
The three components of maritime industry most affected by piracy are the shippers (manufacturers that own the cargo), carriers (companies that own the vessels), and insurers of the ships and cargoes. In the highly competitive shipping market, the carriers often decide not to report incidents of piracy. They appear to prefer to cover the losses out of their own resources rather than pay increased insurance costs after placing a claim or incurring delays due to an official investigation that can result in additional port costs of up to $10,000 a day. With many pirate attacks going unreported, calculating the amount of financial damage caused by this maritime crime is very difficult; estimates range as high as $16 billion annually.4

Beyond the physical danger to seamen and the loss of property, the rising costs associated with piracy and imposed on shippers, carriers, and insurers threaten America's diplomatic efforts in Asia. To recoup their losses from piracy, insurers raise rates for carriers that cross the more dangerous waters; some carriers feel compelled to employ armed guards. Both activities raise the cost of shipping.

As the United States lobbies to reduce trade barriers in Asia, these increased costs from piracy serve as a non-tariff barrier to trade. In addition, the added insurance costs and safety risks for trading in particularly dangerous ports act as an indirect economic boycott, restraining companies from conducting business with many of America's friends or allies that are least able to afford direct efforts to combat the piracy.

Piracy Hurts Trade
Piracy threatens global trade via the Gulf of Aden hurting the economy 

MARAD, 08 – US Dept of Transportation Maritime Administration (Official Government report, 12-23-2008, “Economic Impact of Piracy in the Gulf of Aden on Global Trade.” Pdf) 
Over 80 percent of international maritime trade moving through the Gulf of Aden is with Europe. Although those economies are currently more directly affected by the attacks, piracy poses significant burdens on governments and the maritime industry as they take steps to protect themselves from being attacked or hijacked. These actions may include a larger military presence in high-risk areas, rerouting ships to bypass the Gulf of Aden, paying higher insurance premiums, hiring private security guards, and installing non-lethal deterrent equipment. Ultimately, the costs of these actions are passed along to the tax payer and the consumer.

The carrier has basically two courses of action against piracy in the Gulf of Aden: Avoiding the area by rerouting vessels via the Cape of Good Hope, or accepting the risk of operating ships through the area by enhancing vessel security. Rerouting may be a viable option for lower value cargoes, such as some bulk commodities. However, for high value consumer goods or items needed for just-in-time manufacturing, the added delay may be unacceptable to the shipper.

For example, routing a tanker from Saudi Arabia to the United States via the Cape of Good Hope adds approximately 2,700 miles to the voyage. This longer distance will increase the annual operating cost of the vessel by reducing the delivery capacity for the ship from about six round-trip voyages to five voyages, or a drop of about 26 percent. The additional fuel cost of traveling via the Cape of Good Hope is about $3.5 million annually.

The cost of avoiding risk becomes more complex in the liner trades. A long route change would result in the need for an additional vessel in order to maintain the scheduled service and capacity commitments of the liner operation. For example, a routing from Europe to the Far East via the Cape of Good Hope, rather than through the Suez Canal, would incur an estimated additional $89 million annually, which includes $74.4 million in fuel and $14.6 million in charter expenses. In addition, the rerouting would increase transit times by about 5.7 days per ship. This would result in the need for an additional vessel to maintain the service frequency. However, these costs do not consider the disruption in the logistics chains.

The cost of the war risk binder for ships transiting the Gulf of Aden is estimated at $20,000 per ship per voyage, excluding injury, liability, and ransom coverage. A year ago, the cost of the additional insurance premium was only $500.1
It is estimated that the increased cost of war risk insurance premiums for the 20,000 ships passing through the Gulf of Aden could reach as much as $400 million.2
Clearly, this estimate represents an upper bound on the additional insurance cost as not all vessels will seek the additional coverage, and the estimate excludes rebates given when no claim is exercised on the policy.
ROK Soft Power Impact
Key to South Korea’s international leadership

Colonel Groves, 07 – currently assigned as the UCJ39, UN Command, Combined Forces Command and U.S. Forces Korea (September 2007, Col. Bryan Groves, Army, “Republic of Korea Peacekeeping Operations—Ensuring Peace and Stability Around the World,” http://www3.ausa.org/webpub/DeptArmyMagazine.nsf/byid/TWAH-765RK9/$File/Groves.pdf?OpenElement, JMP)

The Republic of Korea (ROK) has long been a case study in successful democratization and economic development. Now, recent world events have shown that the ROK is assuming a leadership role in the international community. ROK peacekeeping operations in Iraq and Lebanon are evidence of that leadership. The ROK is sending significant foreign aid to countries where it has deployed its soldiers to support peacekeeping operations. Indeed, the ROK pledged $260 million towards reconstruction in Iraq in 2003. (Since then, the ROK upped its pledge to $460 million. Its military has spent more than $48.6 million for humanitarian assistance and reconstruction in Iraq, and the ROK government’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade has spent another $250 million on development projects in Iraq. The ROK has budgeted $37 million for aid to Lebanon this year.) 

***Aff ANS
Piracy Economy Impact Ans
Piracy doesn’t kill econ – markets are resilient 

Marshall, 10 (Andrew, 3/5/2010, Insurance Journal, “Maritime Terrorism Could Have Global Economic Impact.” http://www.insurancejournal.com/news/international/2010/03/05/107926.htm) 
How much economic damage could maritime terrorism inflict? Economic warfare is a central tactic of terrorism. But financial markets tend to be resilient in the face of attacks.

From the hijacked airliner attacks in the United States on September 11, 2001, to the suicide blasts at nightclubs in Bali in 2002 and the Madrid and London train bombings of 2004 and 2005, markets tend to react in a highly consistent pattern.

Domestic equities, bonds and the local currency suffer a knee-jerk sell-off. Risk appetite drops sharply and there is a swift flight to quality, with investors seeking the sanctuary of U.S. Treasuries, and sometimes selected commodities and gold. But within weeks -- and usually days -- asset prices recover.

Piracy doesn’t cause econ collapse 

Nesbitt, 09 – Foreign Policy In Focus contributor and teaches African politics and conflict resolution at San Diego State University. He is the author of Race for Sanctions (Indiana University Press, 2004) and is completing a book on peacemaking in the Horn of Africa (Francis Njubi, FPIF, “Strategic Dialogue: Somalia.” http://www.fpif.org/articles/strategic_dialogue_somalia) 
It's important not to hype the threat pirates pose to the United States and international security. Vice Admiral Gortney, commander of the naval forces in the Middle East, estimated that only one-tenth of 1% of the thousands of ships that use the Gulf of Aden are in danger of being hijacked. Analysts estimate that piracy costs $1 billion a year in a global maritime industry worth trillions of dollars.

Piracy Terrorism Impact Ans
Piracy doesn’t cause terror

Nesbitt, 09 – Foreign Policy In Focus contributor and teaches African politics and conflict resolution at San Diego State University. He is the author of Race for Sanctions (Indiana University Press, 2004) and is completing a book on peacemaking in the Horn of Africa (Francis Njubi, FPIF, “Strategic Dialogue: Somalia.” http://www.fpif.org/articles/strategic_dialogue_somalia) 
Efforts to find a link between piracy and terrorism also threaten to escalate the conflict. In a New York Times op-ed, for instance, Douglas Burgess, Jr. claimed last month that piracy is terrorism because both involve non-state actors and gangs of disaffected youth. But there's no evidence of collaboration between Islamists and the pirates, let alone evidence of ties to global terrorism networks.

Piracy Somalia Impact Ans
There are 16 countries preventing Somali piracy – ROK not key 
Piro 10 – author of the African Jihad: Bin Laden’s Quest for the Horn of Africa (Gregory Alonso, “Stopping Piracy and Terrorism in Somalia.” April 16, 2010. Ocnus News. http://www.ocnus.net/artman2/publish/Dark_Side_4/Stopping-Piracy-and-Terrorism-in-Somalia.shtml) 
Until a land-based solution can be found to end the piracy, an international naval flotilla is curbing piracy in the Indian Ocean and the strategic Gulf of Aden, which is one of the world’s busiest shipping routes through which 20 per cent of global trade passes. Off the coast of Somalia, 27 ships from 16 different nations conducting counter-piracy operations are on watch. They are part of European Union NAVFOR, NATO, the U. S. Navy’s anti-piracy Combined Task Force 151, and other nationally deployed ships from Japan, China, India and Saudi Arabia. A Pan Arab Task Force is in the making with Saudi Arabia the first to command it.

South Korea can’t solve piracy – Ethiopia invasion of Somalia is root cause 
World Beat, 09 – Publication of Foreign Policy in Focus Think tank (Ed. John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus at the Institute for Policy Studies. World Beat vol. 4, num. 5, Feb 3, 2009. “Our Pirates and Theirs.” http://www.fpif.org/articles/our_pirates_and_theirs) 

The anti-piracy campaign, argues FPIF contributor Francis Njubi Nesbitt, is a giant red herring. "Ethiopia's invasion of Somalia in December 2006, backed by the United States, sparked an Islamist resistance that led to thousands of civilian deaths, displaced over a million people, and depopulated the capital, Mogadishu," he writes in Somalia: Waiting for Obama. "But instead of focusing on the aftermath of this crisis and helping foster a peace process, the United States, European Union, and other international actors are engaged in the more dramatic and media-friendly anti-piracy campaign."

Peacekeeping forces can’t deter Somali piracy – too much money, peacekeeping forces are opposed by locals, pirates will just move around, and punishment fails  

Wadhams 2009 – staff writer, Time magazine (Nick, Time Magazine, “Why the Pirates Are Winning the Battle of the Seas.” http://www.time.com/time/world/article/0,8599,1890350,00.html 

There are several reasons for the spike in attacks. For impoverished Somalis, who appear to be behind most of the attacks, massive ransom payouts in recent months have proved that the piracy trade is perhaps their best route out of despair and hopelessness. It now appears that the earlier drop in attacks had more to do with the weather than with the international show of force. "There are new pirates all the time," Abdi Timo-Jile, a pirate himself, told TIME from his home in the central city of Garowe. "We people are not afraid. There is death every day."

Pirates, ex-pirates and pirate recruiters tell TIME that even with all the international attention, the tough talk from leaders around the world and the presence of warships from 20 or so of the most powerful navies, the lure of the piracy trade remains as strong as ever. It only takes a few pirates to hijack a massive vessel, and shipping companies continue to pay out ransoms — in some cases more than $3 million — to secure the release of those precious cargo carriers. Given Somalia's miserable state, the temptation is irresistible. (See the top 10 audacious acts of piracy.)

It doesn't help that Somalis have a marked aversion to foreign forces. Fiercely conservative and suspicious of outsiders, the country bristled under the failed U.N. peacekeeping mission in the early 1990s and the Ethiopia occupation over the past few years. "The sea and the land are the same," says Abdinaser Biyokulule, a pirate recruiter in the pirate haven of Bossaso. "Foreign troops did not succeed on land, so they will not succeed in the sea either."

Stepped-up patrols around the Gulf of Aden were designed to intimidate the pirates. But the recent attacks, including hijackings and attempted hijackings hundreds of miles farther down the East African coastline, show that the Somalis are just changing tactics and moving away from the heavily patrolled gulf. "It's not that the navies have been unsuccessful," says Tony Mason, secretary-general of the London-based International Chamber of Shipping. "You can almost argue that they've been too successful, so the pirates have decided it's easier to go after targets in the Indian Ocean because the navies are not there and it's a much, much more difficult area to patrol because there's an awful lot more sea." (See pictures of Somalia's modern piracy.)

The international community was hopeful in March when Kenya agreed to try suspected pirates in its courts. That, experts said, would provide a deterrent and at least impose some sense of rule of law off Somalia's coasts. Yet the threat of arrest has done nothing to dissuade the pirates. "Not even 0.2% of the total pirates are arrested, so anybody who is at all intelligent can understand that arrest does not bring fear," says Maryam Jama, a pirate recruiter in Bossaso. "If you get arrested, in prison the others will say, 'Do not worry, you will be out and then hijack another ship with good luck.'” 

Piracy Increasing Now
Asian piracy is easy and coming now – we control impact uniqueness
Marshall, 10 (Andrew, 3/5/2010, Insurance Journal, “Maritime Terrorism Could Have Global Economic Impact.” http://www.insurancejournal.com/news/international/2010/03/05/107926.htm) 
How vulnerable is shipping to terrorist attack? Very. Shipping presents a soft target, particularly after global airline security was massively tightened following al Qaeda's use of hijacked planes as flying suicide bombs in its attacks on the World Trade Center and Pentagon in September 2001.

Perhaps the main vulnerability is the ease with which large, slow-moving oil tankers and cargo ships can be targeted by fast explosives-laden dinghies or speedboats in suicide attacks.

Thursday's first warning from the Singapore Shipping Association noted: "In past cases of successful terrorist attacks on tankers, smaller vessels such as dinghies and speedboats were used. Analysis of past incidents of sea robberies and piracy in the Malacca Strait has also revealed small fishing vessels such as sampans were used to board victim ships".

Al Qaeda has launched or planned several seaborne attacks in the past decade -- notably the suicide bombing of the USS Cole in 2000, which killed 17 American sailors, and a similar attack two years later on the Limburg, which killed one crewman and spilled 90,000 barrels of oil into the Gulf of Aden.

The ease with which Somali pirates have been able to board and hijack large vessels -- including an oil supertanker in 2008 -- has also raised concerns of another kind of terrorist attack in which a ship is commandeered and turned into a "floating bomb" that could shut down a major shipping lane or destroy a port.

Piracy increasing now 
Brandon, 09 – The Asia Foundation’s Director of International Relations Programs (John J., Asia Foundation, “Reducing Piracy in Southeast Asia.” http://asiafoundation.org/in-asia/2009/08/05/reducing-piracy-in-southeast-asia/)  
Historically, the idea of piracy carries with it a romantic image of sailing ships, handsome swashbucklers like Errol Flynn, and Jolly Roger flags. But in recent years maritime piracy has become a security problem of substantial proportions. Attacks of late have most notably occurred off the Coast of Somalia and in the Gulf of Aden, where more than half of the world’s 293 pirate attacks took place in 2008. Trends indicate that pirate attacks will increase given Somali pirates ability to range further out to sea and the Somali government’s inability to counter these threats; the most notable of these attacks occurring in April when an American captain of a cargo ship was taken hostage by Somali pirates 350 miles off the country’s coastline.

Southeast Asian piracy increasing – economic downturn 
Brandon, 09 – The Asia Foundation’s Director of International Relations Programs (John J., Asia Foundation, “Reducing Piracy in Southeast Asia.” http://asiafoundation.org/in-asia/2009/08/05/reducing-piracy-in-southeast-asia/)  
The littoral states of Southeast Asia have shown how national, bilateral, and regional measures, coupled with international support, can help significantly diminish the problem of piracy. But given the global economic downturn, there is no room for these countries and the region to be complacent. Pirate attacks doubled from 10 to 21 in Southeast Asia from April through June 2009. While these pirate attacks remain far below the number of attacks earlier this decade a possible upsurge in piracy in the region would not bode well for Southeast Asia, U.S. security interests in East Asia, and the global economy at large.

Piracy increasing – avoiding foreign fleets 

Hennessy 6/15 – staff writer, VOA news (Sarah, VOA News, “Report says Pirate Attacks Down in 2010.” Report says Pirate Attacks Down in 2010) 

"It is a huge, huge expanse of sea, very difficult for the navies to effectively monitor it and deal with it in the way it has been successfully dealt in the Gulf of Aden," he added.

He says he thinks by the end of 2010 the number of piracy attacks may match or even exceed the 2009 total. 

"At the moment we are seeing a lull because of the southwest monsoons in the Indian Ocean, where these small pirate skiffs cannot operate," Mukundan explained.  "But the southwest monsoons will subside by the end of August and then we expect the pirates to be back there trying to seize the ships."
ROK Peacekeeping is Small
South Korean peacekeeping is negligible 

Jung, 08 – staff writer, Korea Times (Sung-Ki, “S. Korea Seeks Rapid PKO Deployment.” http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2008/04/205_17198.html) 

Currently, a total of 37 countries are participating in PKO activities and only 14 of them are enforcing the case-by-case parliamentary approval, he added. 

Seoul is the 10th largest donor to the U.N. in the world. Its troop contribution for U.N. PKO missions remains 36th.

About 400 South Korean troops are taking part in U.N. peacekeeping operations in eight countries, including the 350-strong Dongmyeong unit stationed in Lebanon. 

Uniqueness Outweighs the Link 
Uniqueness overwhelms ROK will still do peacekeeping operations in order to raise its international profile 
Hwang, 09 – Senior Special Advisor to Ambassador Christopher Hill, Assistant Secretary for East Asian and Pacific Affairs at the U.S. State Department (Balbina, “A Roadmap for Expanding U.S.-ROK Alliance Cooperation Cooperation on Global Issues: Peacekeeping.” asiafoundation.org/resources/pdfs/HwangPeacekeepingAbstract.pdf) ***PKO = peacekeeping operations 
South Korean public debates on participation in PKO have thus far focused on the idea that ROK participation will help maintain and enhance the U.S.-ROK alliance. Embedded in this logic is the implication that the ROK is following U.S. direction rather than perceiving any real independent value from such endeavors. This argument suggests achievement of South Korean national interests is secondary to the primary goal of preserving the alliance relationship with the United States. This conception may indeed have been the driving motivation in the past to justify politically sensitive PKO activities, particularly to a skeptical South Korean public. But Korean leaders would do better in the future to validate these operations through a framework that clearly articulates and demonstrates how they directly contribute to Korean national interests and goals.The rationale for ROK participation in multinational PKO encompasses a wide range of national interests including: contributing to regional and global security; raising the ROK’s international profile through tangible contributions that commensurate with its global economic status; repaying its past debt to the international community; and enhancing the ROK’s own security by establishing a reputation as a proactive stabilizing force. Current ROK investments in global PKO also increase the likelihood of future reciprocity by the international community in the event of Korean reunification, which will most likely require tremendous foreign assistance. Participation in multinational operations would provide opportunities for South Korean government officials to learn how to cooperate with foreign counterparts and build relationships and trust, while also improving ROK civil-military operation capabilities.
Dependence on U.S. Hurts ROK Diplomacy
Dependence on the US only hurts ROK diplomatic efforts 

Snyder 2009 – Director of the Center for U.S.-Korea Policy (Scott, CSIS, “Pursuing A Comprehensive Vision for the U.S.-ROK Alliance” csis.org/files/media/csis/.../090409_snyder_pursuingcompvision_web.pdf) 
South Korea, as the world’s thirteenth largest economy, has expanded its capacity to the brink of the first rung of global leadership, but has not yet broken into the most exclusive international leadership clubs.  South Korea’s military capacities have grown in selected areas, but given the size and advanced level of neighboring military forces in the region, South Korea will still not feel completely comfortable on its own as an independent player in East Asia.  South Korea will also have difficulty broadening its view of global affairs—seeing over the shoulders of China and Japan, respectively—in order to make contributions requisite to its size and status in a global context.  Although South Korea has grown as an increasingly capable actor in a regional context, the fundamental choices of independence, alignment within the regional context of Northeast Asia, or alliance with a distant offshore balancer remain essentially the same.  South Korea’s diplomatic profile has become more multi-dimensional at the same time that its political dependency on the United States has diminished, enhancing both South Korea’s desire for diplomatic independence and its potential attractiveness as a partner with a different type of history and development experience from that of the United States.  

