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Continuing the Exercises will lead to war with North Korea and China – global devastation
John Feffer, co-director of Foreign Policy In Focus 08/03/10. War in Eastasia |DY http://www.fpif.org/articles/war_in_eastasia?utm_source=feedburner&utm_medium=feed&utm_campaign=Feed%3A+FPIF+%28Foreign+Policy+In+Focus+%28All+News%29%29
The problems begin with North Korea. Ever since taking office, but particularly after North Korea's second nuclear test last year, the Obama administration has been unenthusiastic about engaging Pyongyang. Instead, it has settled into a wary containment of the country. The sinking of the South Korean ship Cheonan in March, which an international inquiry pinned on Pyongyang, only made matters worse. But rather than proceeding with utmost caution, the Obama administration got drawn into even more dangerous waters, thanks to the South Korean government. "Hardliners in the South Korean military and the administration of President Lee Myung Bak, determined to thwart any possibility of dialogue with the North, have pushed relentlessly for an even more confrontational posture towards Pyongyang, seeking to enlist Washington in actions that made the Obama administration distinctly uncomfortable," writes former CNN reporter Mike Chinoy. Those actions include last month's ramping up of a naval exercise near the Korean peninsula, when the Pentagon added a nuclear-powered aircraft carrier George Washington to the mix. This U.S.-South Korean exercise — with the overwhelming show of force provided by 20 warships, 200 planes, and 8,000 soldiers — came just after China and Russia managed to water down a UN Security Council statement, which condemned the sinking of the Cheonan, by avoiding any mention of North Korea as culprit. In the aftermath of this statement, North Korea pledged to return to the Six Party Talks and pursue both a peace treaty and denuclearization. But Washington remains in containment-plus mode, which will likely elicit precisely the kind of North Korean response — a third nuclear test, another long-range missile launch — that will usher in another escalation of tension. Even as it tightens the screws on Pyongyang — with new financial sanctions and monthly U.S.-South Korean military exercises — Washington is turning up the heat on Beijing. True, at the last minute, the administration backed away from a direct confrontation with China by deploying the George Washington not to the Yellow Sea, as South Korea had wanted, but farther from Chinese waters in the Sea of Japan. But it looks as though the next time around, in this month's exercise, the Pentagon will send the carrier to the Yellow Sea, regardless of Chinese objections. In other ways, too, the Obama administration has been spoiling for a fight. At the recent ASEAN summit, Secretary of State Hillary Clinton pressured China to "internationalize" the multi-party territorial dispute in the South China Sea. This maneuver, which required lining up the support of nearly a dozen countries in advance, caught China by surprise. Beijing would like to handle the dispute bilaterally. Big powers such as China or the United States usually prefer to throw their weight around in one-on-one negotiations. Sure, the Obama administration, like its predecessor, engages China at the highest levels on economic issues — we depend, after all, on Chinese manufacturers, Chinese banks, and, occasionally, Chinese consumers — but we work hard to bottle up China militarily. If you look out from Beijing, all you see is the United States making alliances, sending arms, or intervening militarily on Chinese borders: the wars in Afghanistan and Pakistan, the bilateral pacts with South Korea and Japan, the arms sales to Taiwan and India, and so on. We call it hedging. They call it encirclement. And where China has made strong alliances of its own — Iran, Burma, North Korea — we've done our best to disrupt them. Granted, China is hanging out with some tough customers. But for equally pragmatic purposes, the United States cultivates some unsavory relationships, with the likes of Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and Israel. So China bristles at the double-standard, and resists U.S. pressure to join in the sanctions stranglehold on Iran and North Korea. The Pentagon isn't interested in going to war in Asia. North Korea could wreak devastation in South Korea. A war with China, meanwhile, would wreak global devastation. Nor is it likely that either Pyongyang or Beijing is interested in picking a fight with the world's military behemoth. But the United States is also not willing to cede influence in Asia to a rising China.<A recently released report from a bipartisan blue-ribbon panel of military experts, chaired by former U.S. officials Stephen Hadley and William Perry, recommends that the United States embark on a major upgrade of U.S. naval capabilities — to counter China. This report, like its eye-glazing brethren, is couched in the language of the long term, and it is appropriately diplomatic (speaking, for example, of "the rise of new global great powers in Asia" rather than referring to China in particular).  The reality on the ground — or in the water — is something different. When we conduct military exercises on China's doorstep, and within range of a clearly unhappy North Korea, we might be unwittingly starting something that we neither want to nor are able to finish. In the dualism of our decline, we can think only of flexing muscles or relinquishing power: Use it or lose it. We shouldn't be surprised when met by similar behavior, from our allies and adversaries alike.

Military Exercises in South Korea cause strong opposition from North Korea and China – more exercises to come in the coming months
Eunkyung Seo, staff writer for Bloomberg 08/06/10 “North Korea Warns of Physical Retaliation Against South Korea Over Drills” |DY http://www.bloomberg.com/news/2010-08-07/north-korea-warns-of-physical-retaliation-against-south-korea-over-drills.html
North Korea said it will counter with “strong physical retaliation” joint military exercises by South Korea and the U.S. and plans to deploy a nuclear-powered U.S. aircraft carrier off South Korea’s western coast. The warning isn’t an “empty threat,” the state-run Korea Central News Agency reported today, citing a commentary in the Rodong Sinmun daily newspaper. The naval drills off the Korean Peninsula are an “intolerable challenge” and a “premeditated military provocation to ignite a war,” the newspaper said, according to KCNA. North Korea’s military warned on Aug. 3 it may take “physical retaliation” against South Korean naval ships carrying out maneuvers near their disputed border and told all shipping to avoid the area. North Korea’s threats come amid heightened tension in the region following the sinking of the South Korean warship Cheonan in March. South Korean and U.S. forces last month carried out exercises off the east coast. Twenty ships, including the nuclear-powered aircraft carrier USS George Washington, took part in the drills, together with hundreds of aircraft and thousands of troops. The U.S. also plans to send the carrier to South Korea’s western coast in the coming months for more exercises, sparking opposition from China. North Korea and its ally, China, have both said the presence of the George Washington threatens security on the Korean peninsula, which has been divided since civil war ended with a stalemate in 1953. South Korea two days ago began its own anti-submarine exercises in its western waters that will last until Aug. 10.
The Democratic Party in Korea is divided after loss in elections
Ser Myo-ja, Staff Writer for JoongAng Daily, 08/03/10 “DP chief quits, battle for control rages” |DY http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2924082 
Democratic Party Chairman Chung Sye-kyun stepped down yesterday to take responsibility for last week’s by-elections defeat, sparking a demand by some members for the entire leadership to quit in advance of a September convention. “I feel responsible for the party’s disappointing performance in the July 28 by-elections,” Chung was quoted as saying by party spokesman Woo Sang-ho. “It is undesirable for the party to prolong the election aftermath, and it is necessary to hold a convention to select a new leadership. Therefore, I am stepping down from my post.” Following Chung’s resignation at a meeting of the party’s Supreme Council yesterday morning, two camps started slugging it out over the idea of an interim leader before the mid-September convention. Mainstream Democrats loyal to Chung said Kim Min-seok, a Supreme Council member who was the runner-up in the 2008 leadership race, should take over the party until the convention. But a group of reformists led by former DP chairman Chung Dong-young said the entire council should step down so they can’t manipulate the convention’s procedures. The Supreme Council is the highest decision-making power of the Democratic Party. In addition to the chairman, five members are elected at a national convention, and two are named by the chairman. The party’s floor leader in the National Assembly is also a member of the council. Representative Park Jie-won, DP floor leader and a veteran politician who has played a mediating role in the party, reportedly supported the idea that the current leadership should step down, but faced resistance. A preparatory committee for the national convention held their first meeting yesterday to discuss the leadership election, but it only confirmed the factional divide inside the DP. Reformist lawmakers led by Chung Dong-young boycotted the discussion, saying his group won’t participate in a national convention held by the current leadership. Representative Kim Boo-kyum also resigned from his post as the deputy head of the national convention preparation committee in protest against the current leadership. “It is undesirable for a single faction to design the national convention preparation,” he said. Kim is close to another political heavyweight, Sohn Hak-kyu, who is expected to run in next month’s DP leadership race. Moon Hee-sang, the head of the committee, however, warned against the growing factional fights inside the DP ahead of the next month’s chairmanship race. “We may never have another opportunity [to rebound] if we have mudslinging just because others have different opinions,” Moon said. “‘Don’t cut off your nose to spite your face’ is an old saying we must remember.”
PM’s resignation shows turning trend – GNP and Lee losing power while the DP gains momentum
Ser Myo-ja, Staff Writer for JoongAng Daily, 07/30/10 “Chung resigns, hastening Lee’s cabinet reshuffle” |DY http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2923935
Prime Minister Chung Un-chan told the nation yesterday that he will step down from his post, ending a turbulent 10-month term marred by a failed attempt to revise the Sejong City development plan. “A series of major political events has concluded with the July 28 by-elections, and I believe a clean slate has been prepared for the president to start the second half of his term,” Chung said in a televised press conference that was broadcast live. “As a responsible public servant, I decided now is the opportunity to make public my intention to resign.” The Grand National Party trounced the opposition Democratic Party in Wednesday’s by-elections, winning five out of eight districts. With the victory, the GNP now commands 172 seats in the 299-member National Assembly, while the DP occupies 87. “I have tried to dissuade him several times because I want to work with him longer,” President Lee was quoted as saying by his senior public affairs secretary, Hong Sang-pyo. “But Chung expressed his intention to step down out of a heartfelt affection for the people and the nation. I feel very regretful about this situation.” With Chung’s resignation, Lee’s cabinet reshuffle will be hastened. “With this clean slate, I will have a deep consideration [about the reshuffle] during my summer vacation period,” Lee was quoted as saying by Blue House spokeswoman Kim Hee-jung. (The president’s vacation takes place during the first week of next month.) “I will deeply think about the direction of state affairs for the second half of my term and make an announcement.” A senior Blue House official said President Lee will likely replace up to eight ministers in his cabinet and appoint a new prime minister around Aug. 10. In his press conference, Chung candidly recalled the failures and achievements of his term. “Ten months were too short to accomplish what I had aimed for, and Korea’s political landscape was too rough,” Chung said, expressing regret over failed education reform. “Above all, a revised blueprint for Sejong City was created for the long-term future of the nation, but I failed to accomplish it,” Chung said. “It is not only a matter of personal regret, but also a matter of remorse that I had failed to prevent the expected confusion and the waste of the national resources in the future [by moving government offices out of Seoul].” Chung said his proudest achievement was settling the dispute over the Yongsan fire, which claimed six lives (including one SWAT officer) during an eviction of squatters from a redevelopment site in Seoul. In December 2009, Chung issued a statement expressing deep regret as prime minister over the tragedy, in which five squatters were killed. The confrontation also wounded 23 people. Chung said he will perform his duties until a successor is named to make sure there is no vacuum in the government. Following the Grand Nationals’ defeat in the June 2 local elections, Chung told Lee he would step down. On June 29, the National Assembly officially killed the administration’s bills to revise the Sejong City blueprint from a plan to build a mini-capital to an industrial and science hub. The next day, Chung held a press conference and said, “As the architect of the revision bills, I will take all the responsibility for the rejection.” Political observers paid special attention to Chung’s press conference complaint about the “rough” political environment. Chung’s effort to push forward the Sejong City revision met fierce resistance not only from the opposition but also from former ruling party chairwoman Park Geun-hye and her loyalists. Following the local election defeats, the Grand Nationals increasingly urged President Lee and Park to reconcile and end the factional schism in the party. Chung's resignation is expected to facilitate the possibility. Chung, a former Seoul National University president, was named prime minister in September 2009 in a major cabinet shake-up. The 62-year-old Princeton-educated economist had been critical of Lee's policies, but actively promoted the Sejong City blueprint revision. Ahead of the 2007 presidential election, Chung was discussed as a possible candidate for the allied liberal parties to contest Lee’s candidacy. When President Lee named Chung prime minister last year, Park loyalists worried that Chung was being groomed as a successor to Lee. While it remains unclear whether Chung will stay in politics, Lee will continue pushing his reform agenda focused on working-class-friendly, small-business-friendly policies, a Blue House official said. Lee described his plans for the second half of his term in an Aug. 15 Liberation Day address.
Lee Jae Oh’s victory signals GNP bouncing back from the June elections – President Lee gains momentum

Ser Myo-ja, Staff Writer for JoongAng Daily, 07/30/10 “Kingmaker’s comeback will overhaul dynamics of GNP” |DY http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2923934
The political comeback of Lee Jae-oh, one-time kingmaker of the Grand National Party, is going to overhaul the dynamics of the ruling party, possibly broaden the schism with rival Park Geun-hye - and may even lead to Lee going for the throne himself by running for president in 2012. Lee, adviser and personal confidant to President Lee Myung-bak, easily won a National Assembly seat in Wednesday’s by-election for the Eunpyeong B district from voters who, in 2008, kicked their three-term congressman into the political wilderness. When he announced June 30 his intention to end his “exile with a dream” by running once more, presidential aides tried to persuade him to stand down, worrying that a defeat would kill his political career for good. The president himself advised Lee not to run. Lee, however, decided to stage a political comeback entirely on his own, not even allowing GNP bigwigs to campaign for him. His victory will shake up the party, and could put him back in the kingmaker’s chair for 2012 - or make him the GNP presidential candidate. “Since 1996, I spent 12 years to make Lee Myung-bak the president, and now my dream has come true,” Lee said tearfully on Dec. 19, 2007 when Lee Myung-bak won the presidential election. “Now, I don’t have to be criticized and insulted for saying harsh words on behalf of other people for a political purpose.” Lee is now back in the party trenches, and will need both harshness and diplomacy to deal with schisms in the party, even among the pro-Lee Myung-bak wing. After Lee’s victory, pro-Lee Myung-bak lawmakers hailed his return. “He will become the new pivotal figure of the pro-Lee lawmakers and bring a new dynamic to the party,” said Representative Kwon Young-jin. Pro-Park Geun-hye lawmakers, however, worry that factional strife will deepen. The ruling party has been split into two factions - Lee Myung-bak loyalists and Park supporters -- since Lee defeated Park in the 2007 presidential primary. When the party then announced candidates for 2008 legislative elections, most of the candidacies went to Lee’s group, enraging Park supporters. 
The overwhelming victory by the GNP in the elections show public support for Lee Myung Bak’s administration
Ser Myo-ja, Staff Writer for JoongAng Daily, 07/29/10 “GNP bounces back in by-election” |DY http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2923880

In crucial by-elections gauging public sentiment toward the Lee Myung-bak administration midway through its term, the ruling Grand National Party yesterday scored precious victories in high-profile districts, making a successful political rebound from painful defeats in last month’s local elections. Eight vacancies in the National Assembly were filled through yesterday’s elections, and victories of two advisers of President Lee were confirmed last night in Seoul and North Chungcheong, as well as two more victories in Incheon and South Chungcheong. The most closely watched race was in Eunpyeong B district of Seoul, where Grand National Lee Jae-oh made a bid to return to politics. The former chairman of the Anti-Corruption and Civil Rights Commission is one President Lee’s closest advisers. His competitor was the Democratic Party’s Chang Sang. As of 10 p.m. last night, with 94.6 percent of the votes counted, Lee led the race with 58.49 percent, while Chang had 39.73 percent. Lee, a 65-year-old former three-term lawmaker, left politics in 2008 after a humiliating defeat in Eunpyeong B by Moon Kook-hyun, then leader of the minor opposition Creative Korea Party. In an attempt to stop the high-profile GNP politician’s return, two liberal candidates dropped out of the race at the last minute and backed Chang, the 71-year-old former president of Ewha Womans University. The opposition’s unity in the campaign, however, fell short of stopping the president’s adviser and core member of the pro-Lee Myung-bak faction of the GNP from making a grand political return. Lee Jae-oh’s comeback is expected to solidify the faction’s power within the ruling party. In Chungju, the victory of Yoon Jin-sik, former chief policymaker at the Lee Blue House, over his Democratic rival Jung Gi-young appeared to be a sure thing. As of 9:40 p.m., with 53.8 percent of the ballots counted, Yoon had scored 65.06 percent, while Jung had received 34.93 percent. The victories of the Lee advisers were seen as a public endorsement of President Lee for the rest of his term - and a sharp rebound from the June 2 local election setback for the ruling party. The president is trying to push forward his signature projects, including the four major rivers restoration project despite the opposition parties’ fierce protests. Grand National candidates also won elections in Cheonan B of South Chungcheong and Incheon, making it clear that the voters wanted checks and balances in state affairs. According to the National Election Commission, 465,190 out of 1,364, 999 eligible voters in eight electoral districts cast ballots, and total voter turnout stood at 34.1 percent. The elections selected lawmakers to represent Eunpyeong B; Gyeyang B, Incheon; Nam, Gwangju; Chungju, North Chungcheong; Cheonan B, South Chungcheong; Wonju, Gangwon; Taebaek-Yeongwol-Pyeongchang-Jeongseon, Gangwon; and Cheolwon-Hwacheon-Yanggu-Inje, Gangwon. As the locations were spread nationwide, the by-elections were seen as a gauge of public sentiment across the country. The GNP’s wins were particularly striking because opposition parties have traditionally enjoyed victories in by-elections in Korea. And of the eight seats filled yesterday, only one had been originally occupied by the ruling Grand National Party. In other words, the elections took place in opposition strongholds. “We will interpret the outcome as the voters’ support for the Grand National Party to work harder,” GNP Chairman Ahn Sang-soo said last night. The Democrats were clearly disappointed. Party officials’ faces became tense as the vote count progressed. Reflecting such a mood, DP Chairman Chung Sye-kyun only visited the party’s headquarters around 10:10 p.m. “I and the party’s leadership did our best,” Chung said. “We humbly accept the outcome.”
New Exercises in the Yellow sea happening now
Tom A. Peter, Correspondent of East Asia for The Christian Science Monitor, 08/05/10 “South Korea begins largest anti-submarine drills ever, despite North Korea threats” |DY  http://www.csmonitor.com/World/terrorism-security/2010/0805/South-Korea-begins-largest-anti-submarine-drills-ever-despite-North-Korea-threats
South Korea began a five-day naval exercise Thursday near its disputed maritime border with North Korea in spite of the North's warnings of retaliation. With 4,500 service members from all four branches of the military, this drill reportedly represents the nation’s largest antisubmarine training exercise ever. It is unusual for South Korea to independently conduct exercises of this scope without the involvement of the United States military. The maneuvers are taking place off the peninsula's west coast where the South Korean warship the Cheonan was sunk in March, killing 46 sailors. A five-nation investigative team concluded in May that a torpedo fired from a North Korean submarine was responsible for the disaster, but so far the North has denied any involvement and refuses to apologize. With tensions between the North and South steadily rising, the naval exercises represent a show of force that the South hopes will deter any military incursions from the North. The message appears to have resonated with the North, which called the training maneuvers a “direct military invasion” that infringed on the Communist nation’s “right to self-defense,” reports the BBC. Coming less than two weeks after the South's Navy and Air Force conducted joint training exercises with the US off the peninsula's east coast, South Korean officials say that the current training exercise is purely defensive. They have dismissed threats from the North, which has warned of “powerful physical retaliation,” reports China’s state-run Xinhua news agency. “The focus of the exercises is to strengthen our response to the enemy's asymmetric provocations and also our joint operations capabilities,” an official from the South Korea's Joint Chiefs of Staff told the Yonhap news agency. “We will not tolerate any kind of provocations by the enemy, and the drills will allow us to be fully prepared for combat.” The drills will take place near the Northern Limit Line that acts as the maritime border for the North and the South. It was established by the United Nations after the Korean War ended in 1953, but Pyongyang has refused to accept it, arguing that the line was drawn too far north, reports Russia’s RTT News. Although the military will conduct live fire drills over the course of the next five days, military officials have stressed that all guns will be fired south, away from the Northern Limit Line. “The drills will be staged within our areas of operation in the West Sea. They will be staged on the ground, at sea and in the air,” said Rear Adm. Kim Kyung-sik, the JCS's chief of operations, in an article in Korea’s Chosun Ilbo newspaper. Meanwhile, China has expressed concern over the mounting tension on the Korean Peninsula, urging both sides to find a peaceful solution. With the current drills taking place so close to China in the Yellow Sea, the developing world superpower has expressed discomfort with the drills. China’s military announced that it will also be conducting five days of defensive naval training that it says are unrelated, but analysts say there is a connection. “China says the two are not related, but of course they are," Lee Jong-min, dean of the Graduate School of International Studies at Yonsei University, told The Christian Science Monitor. “They are asserting their military powers," he adds. China remains essential to containing the North Korean threat, say security analysts, and its support for new US sanctions on North Korea is "critical" to their efficacy, US special adviser for nonproliferation Robert Einhorn said Monday.

North Korean nukes will lead to a chain reaction of East Asian prolif and inevitable nuclear war – the plan is the only way to prevent that 
Major General Pan Zhenqiang, Deputy Chairman, China Foundation for International Studies, 05/12/09 “Nuclear Weapons in a Changing Security Environment in North East Asia” |DY
The DPRK nuclear crisis If evolving nuclear relations have set a new stage for the continuing role of nuclear weapons in North East Asia, nuclear proliferation is the most daunting challenge to the security in the region. In this regard, the DPRK nuclear crisis has become not only the heart of the proliferation issue, but also has far-reaching implications for the security of the whole region. The reasons are essentially two-fold. In the first place, if Pyongyang is allowed to possess nuclear weapon capability, a chain reaction would almost certainly occur, most probably leading Japan and South Korea to follow suit. On the other hand, if the US and its allies cannot tolerate a nuclear DPRK, and no peaceful solution is in sight, they may resort to more coercise measures including military strikes, which may even involve the use of tactical nuclear weapons. Either of these scenarios would be a disaster to North East Asia. But more profoundly, the DPRK nuclear crisis goes beyond a nuclear issue per se, as it also involves all the real and potential contradictions and conflicts in the security relations among the major players in the peninsula. It is, in particular, the extension of the confrontation between North Korea and the United States. To put it another way, a peaceful solution of the issue, has become the prerequisite for the sustained security architecture in North East Asia in the future. Seen in retrospect, it has become almost a consensus now that the Six-Party Talks offers the best venue for the solution of the nuclear crisis. Having so far been going through six rounds of negations for the past five years, the negotiations proved to be an extremely complex exercise, coming close to collapse several times. Particularly when the DPRK conducted an underground nuclear test on October 3, 2006, indicating North Korea had become a de-facto nuclear armed state, despite all its assurances of commitment to denuclearization, many believed that the Six-Party Talks would soon come to an unhappy end. But thanks to the patience, determination and political wisdom of the parties concerned, this multilateral negotiation body in North East Asia has so far proved to be of great vitality, surviving many previous setbacks and reversals. It has even achieved important breakthroughs towards the goal of denuclearization in the peninsula.
Even a minor shock could doom South Korea’s economy.

Aidan Foster-Carter, senior research fellow in sociology and modern Korea at Leeds University, 7/23/2010, Asia Times, http://www.atimes.com/atimes/Korea/LG23Dg01.html

This phase will make an excellent case study for students of politics and media. On many counts, this was smart. By defusing tensions, it bought time for a considered response. The risks were many. Short of the apocalypse of a new Korean war, which a hasty reaction could have risked - as it was, the Cheonan's sister ship Sokcho did fire at something, supposedly a flock of birds - in a large open economy like South Korea even slight fears can roil markets and spook investors. Besides, at this stage there was genuine room for doubt as to the cause. The Cheonan might have hit a mine, or a reef; or its own ordnance could have exploded.
More and more exercises are planned in the future
DongA Ilbo, Prominent Korean Newspaper 08/07/10 “Another S. Korea-US Naval Drill Slated for Sept.” |DY http://english.donga.com/srv/service.php3?bicode=050000&biid=2010080717548
The U.S. will dispatch its aircraft carrier George Washington, which took part in last month`s joint military drill with South Korea in the East Sea, to participate in another exercise in the Yellow Sea in September. U.S. Defense Department spokesman Geoff Morrell told a regular briefing at the Pentagon Thursday, “As announced, South Korea and the U.S. are planning additional marine and aviation drills,” adding, “The drills will be held in both the East and Yellow seas.” He added the USS George Washington will take part in the drill again, and the drill will be conducted in the Yellow Sea. The George Washington had been scheduled to participate in a drill in the Yellow Sea, but the venue was changed to the East Sea in the face of Chinese opposition. The carrier, however, will participate in the South Korea-U.S. joint drill to be held in the Yellow Sea this time.
MAYBE USE SOMEWHERE SOMEHOW
The Korea Herald, 04/02/10 “`G20 Seoul Initiative` aims to pave way for global green economic order” |DY http://www.koreaherald.com/specialreport/Detail.jsp?newsMLId=20100315000013
To this end, we propose three issues that need to be fully discussed at the G20 Seoul summit: first, the adoption of the "Seoul Declaration"; second, the concept of the "World Green Fund"; and third, the promotion of the "Green for All Program." First of all, the summit should adopt the Seoul Declaration that calls for global green growth governance as the foundation for a new economic order. A paradigm shift is needed to pursue sustainable growth through a green approach. This cannot be achieved only through the efforts of a single region or country but requires international cooperation among countries. Therefore, the declaration must include not only a political resolution but an action plan that each country has to fulfill to establish a green global economic order. Specifically, green value needs to be officially adopted as a new global philosophy together with an action plan and a guideline on how to pursue the new value. Based on the action plan, Korea must make it clear that it is ready to share green technology to promote green growth around the world. For Korea to play a leading role in establishing the global governance structure, it needs to create a reciprocal relationship with advanced G20 members. In consideration of the unique features of the gathering, it is imperative to set the agenda based on consensus. Finally, Korea must share its experience of economic development with developing countries outside the G20 to establish a strategic cooperation relationship. The green growth strategy would not be able to achieve tangible outcomes with only the participation of G20 members. By maintaining a good relationship with developing countries, Korea will be able to spread the outcomes of the Seoul summit more widely. The second agenda we propose for the Seoul summit is the concept of the World Green Fund. The world needs a new arrangement to complement the IMF system which disclosed shortcomings in leading the world economy. The IMF system has not been able to resolve problems between industrialized and developing countries. Especially, the system faces problems stemming from the knowledge gap. More than 75 percent of the global population is left without the benefits of modern science and technology. Developing countries are home to 4.8 billion people but account for only 20 percent of total global GDP. This is evidence that the benefits of globalization are enjoyed by a small number of nations. To tackle the knowledge gap and combat climate change more efficiently, a new paradigm is needed to encourage developing countries to participate in global green innovations. At this year`s World Economic From which closed on Jan. 31, IMF Managing Director Dominique Strauss-Khan announced a plan to create a "Green Fund" worth $100 billion a year by 2020. The World Green Fund aims to help build a knowledge base in countries lacking in green technologies so that they can respond to global issues including climate change, food, water and hygiene. Even though advanced countries possess green technologies, they must be applied to developing countries. The WGF is intended to assist companies in developing countries. A knowledge market can be created to buy and sell information through a voucher system. In this system, the investing countries will receive vouchers when they sell information to developing countries. They can give financial support to developing countries by establishing green knowledge network in collaboration with governments, NGOs and civic groups. Finally, our proposal for the Green for All Program is intended to make green technology accessible to all countries. This will ensure that action programs with specific purposes can be implemented by all countries at the same time. This way, the world will be able to achieve real global green growth. We propose the following seven action programs. First of all, there should be cooperation programs between industrialized and developing countries aimed at developing green technologies. To support active technology transfer to developing countries, it is absolutely essential to create a green technology development roadmap. This will facilitate investment in green innovations. At the third G20 Summit in Pittsburgh last September, the "Initiative for Energy Safety and Climate Change" was proposed. Likewise, at future G20 summits, science and technology ministers and finance ministers can be asked to submit a report on the strategy and schedule for green technology investment and development cooperation. Second, we suggest a "G20 Partnership for Green Technology Program." This will help solve the complicated problem of overcoming the global financial crisis and preserving the environment at the same time. To draw cooperation from the rest of the G20, we suggest Korea, China and Japan undertake a pilot clean energy project. For instance, the three countries would be able to launch a program to transfer nuclear technology for research or power generation purposes to developing countries to promote the peaceful use of nuclear power. Third is a "Green Innovation Capacity-Building Program." This program will support the establishment of government-supported research institutes in developing countries with funds from the WGF, official development aid from Korea and donations by global companies. The scope of R&D will be decided by taking into consideration the demand, research capability and degree of knowledge diffusion in each country. One thing must be emphasized regarding this program: Its objective is not just to provide the space and equipment needed to set up a research institute; it should aim to provide the capability for the research institute to study the national economy and formulate an appropriate innovation strategy. Therefore, Korea must prepare a "Green R&D Master Plan" and draw up ways to share its economic development experience with developing countries, helping them support themselves through innovations in industry and science & technology. Already, several state-run policy research institutes have been undertaking programs to transfer Korea`s development experience to countries in Asia, Africa, the Middle East and Central and South America. Korea will be able to expand the existing consulting services and training programs for developing countries as part of its efforts to increase global green innovation capacities. Providing support to developing countries in the form of knowledge and experience transfer will boost their innovation capabilities and make their development processes more sustainable. This will ultimately benefit Korea by creating opportunities to provide equipment needed for industrial growth. Fourth, a program to establish a "Green Technology Bank" is needed. Korea has transformed itself from a recipient of ODA to a donor. Based on its experience, Korea can promote the transfer or concession of green technology to developing countries. Korea`s state-run research institutes and companies can form partnerships to effectively pursue open innovation and technology management, including management of IPR and commercialization. With this program, Korea will be able to emerge as a "green leader" which shares its economic growth experience based on science and technology. Fifth, Korea must promote a "Global Green Cyber Infrastructure Program." By establishing green information network, Korea can secure a foothold in portals on green growth and technology. This is feasible if Korea makes use of the science and technology information portals it now possesses. Sixth, Korea must review its programs regarding nuclear energy. Nuclear energy is rapidly emerging as a clean energy source. Korea has established itself a nuclear energy powerhouse by winning a $40 billion deal from the United Arab Emirates. Since then, countries like Lithuania and Turkey have been showing a keen interest in introducing Korea`s nuclear technology. If Korea transfers nuclear technology and provides training to developing nations, it will boost its chances of exporting its homegrown technology. It may be necessary for the nuclear technology leaders to divide the world into regions on which they will each focus their technological support. This may facilitate nuclear technology transfer. Lastly, Korea can propose an "Eco-Peace Green Cooperation Program" by making full use of the Demilitarized Zone, an ecological treasure trove. Korea needs to seek international cooperation to preserve the DMZ as a symbol of peace and environmental preservation. A World Natural Heritage Site, the DMZ is well recognized for its ecological value. At the U.N. climate conference in Copenhagen, President Lee Myung-bak proposed the establishment of the Global Green Growth Institute (GGGI). Korea expects to receive global support for the idea. Going one step further, we suggest the Seoul government establish a GGGI subsidiary research institute, tentatively named Global Green Research Institute (GGRI), at Panmunjeom in the DMZ and make it a repository of research on ecological science. The primary task of the GGRI will be to develop an international cooperation program for the preservation of the DMZ after streamlining existing individual programs promoted by private activists (for instance DMZ Hope Solidarity) or the public sector (for instance, the government-funded DMZ Eco-Peace Belt Project). Given the distinct ecological characteristics and symbolic nature of the DMZ, global cooperation on its preservation will provide an opportunity for the two Koreas to cooperate in science and technology. The international cooperation program, if successfully implemented, will make the DMZ a global symbol of green growth. Strategy to promote G20 Seoul Initiative The key to making the Seoul summit a success is to secure support from many countries beforehand. It is important to obtain support from the United States, Japan and China -- the three main economic powers in the international political arena. With this in mind, Lee must pursue green diplomacy. Korea must appoint a special ambassador for the green economy to concentrate all efforts on establishing international cooperation network in advance. At the same time, globalized Korean corporations must also take part. To take advantage of the remarkable reputation that they have secured in foreign markets, Korea must provide an opportunity for them to participate in a green corporate citizenship campaign. In the past, Korean companies contributed to hosting the Olympic Games and the World Cup. Korea can boost the momentum for the Seoul Initiative through private-public cooperation at home and abroad. Korea has to create a "G20 Green Science Summit Initiative" by organizing a ministerial meeting on science and technology. Korea must also operate programs to include non-G20 nations as well as the G20 by sending a roving ambassador for science and technology to these countries. The envoy should make the rounds of non-G20 countries to collect a wide range of opinions. Meanwhile, Korea has a unique development experience -- it started as one of the poorest countries in the world, became a developing nation and now is becoming an advanced nation. This experience will help Korea take the green growth initiative and get support from developing countries. Therefore, Korea must endeavor to reinforce cooperation with developing countries. In this context, we suggest that Korea declare 2010 the first year of embracing science and technology as a component of summit diplomacy toward developing countries. It should push the Green for All Program in this respect. To gain support from developing nations, Korea must upgrade the Green for All Program to the level of a national project. At the same time, it needs to have related cabinet ministries draw up a master plan for provision of assistance to developing countries. To carry out these activities more efficiently, Korea may need a government-run research institute whose primary function is to study the needs of individual developing countries and devise country-specific development assistance schemes. At the same time, smooth channels of communication among the G20 nations are important to facilitate cooperation. To this end, the G20 nations must set up a secretariat which will strengthen the decision making structure and enhance cooperation. It is important to promote cooperation with the OECD, APEC and the United Nations. If Korea proposes a "G20 Carbon Reduction Technology Program Initiative" at the next U.N. Climate Change Conference in Mexico later this year, it will give the world an idea of the agenda for the G20 Seoul summit beforehand. Korea also needs to enhance summit diplomacy and develop science and technology-related diplomatic programs to establish a framework for international cooperation in science and technology. How should the government go about making preparations for the Seoul summit at home while so much is being prepared abroad? First of all, it needs to establish a coordination mechanism for the Seoul meeting. The G20 summit is a powerful gathering not because of the large number of participating nations but because of the presence of advanced nations. It will not be easy to get these nations in one place and gain a consensus. Therefore, a strong mediation will be needed. Korea may need to include the senior presidential secretary for education, science and technology in the G20 summit preparation committee and empower him to spearhead preparations for the G20 debate on the establishment of the global green economic order. Furthermore, Korea will need to create a backup secretariat or a task force with researchers and experts to support its drive for the global green economic order. Korea has to show the leaders of the advanced nations that not only the Korean government but also the public are supporting the green growth approach. To this end, Korea needs to enhance public awareness of green growth and create a social ambience favorable to the emergence of a voluntary social movement that champions green value. Above all things, Korea has to strengthen the links between the G20 agenda and domestic programs for science and technology. It needs to go beyond discussion to achieve the greenhouse gas reduction goal and utilize the G20 meeting as an opportunity to expand its ODA budget with the goal of joining the countries whose ODA exceeds 0.7 percent of their GDP. Korea can use the process of making preparations for the G20 meeting at home and abroad as an opportunity to enhance its prestige in the international stage and nurture basic science. Spillover effects and future prospects If Korea hosts the G20 Seoul summit successfully, it will enhance its national branding as a new leader. Korea will also take pride in contributing to coexistence and prosperity of the whole world by using science and technology. Japan made a giant leap forward in its basic science capability by proposing programs on science and technology at the 1987 G7 Summit in Venice, the first time for G7 summit to include science and technology in its agenda. Now, Korea has a golden opportunity to project a new image to the world -- the image of an advanced nation that is ready to extend a helping hand to developing countries. If the G20 Seoul Initiative is adopted, there will be a need to discuss follow-up measures after Seoul summit to implement the proposed programs. Therefore, Korea will be in a position to lead the global debate on such issues as the Kyoto Protocol and Doha Round, which the world is interested in. In the meantime, Korea has successfully hosted important events such as the Olympic Games and the World Cup. With these events, it was able to create a positive image on the global stage. As a result, Korea is now recognized as a true partner that countries around the world want to work with. When Korea shows the leaders of the global community that it can successfully host the G20 summit and lead the global drive for green growth, it will be able to make another leap forward to become a true global Korea.
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