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“Deployment of anti-missile systems is in South Korea’s best interest” 

 

Chapter I  General Provisions 
Article 1  [Democracy] 
(1) The Republic of Korea is a democratic republic. 
(2) The sovereignty of the Republic of Korea resides in the people, and all state authority 
emanates from the people. 
Article 2  [Nationality] 
(1) Nationality in the Republic of Korea is prescribed by law. 
(2) It is the duty of the State to protect citizens residing abroad as prescribed by law. 
Article 3  [Territory] 
The territory of the Republic of Korea shall consist of the Korean peninsula and its 
adjacent islands. 
Article 4  [Unification, Peace] 
The Republic of Korea seeks unification and formulates and carries out a policy of 
peaceful unification based on the principles of freedom and democracy. 
Article 5  [War, Armed Forces] 
(1) The Republic of Korea endeavors to maintain international peace and renounces all 
aggressive wars. 
(2) The Armed Forces are charged with the sacred mission of national security and the 
defense of the land and their \political neutrality must be maintained. 
Article 6  [Treaties, Foreigners] 
(1) Treaties duly concluded and promulgated under the Constitution and the generally 
recognized rule of international law have the same effect as the domestic laws of the 
Republic of Korea. 
(2) The status of foreigners is guaranteed as prescribed by international law and treaties3 
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Framework 

 

         We  affirm : the Deployment of Anti-missile systems is in South 

Korea’s Best Interests. 

 

We observe that it is a PLAUSIBLE SCENARIO THAT NORTH KOREA WILL 

ATTACK SK 

 

We observe that The South Korean constitution charges its armed forces with 

the 
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Chapter I  General Provisions 
Article 1  [Democracy] 
(1) The Republic of Korea is a democratic republic. 
(2) The sovereignty of the Republic of Korea resides in the people, and all state authority emanates from 
the people. 
Article 2  [Nationality] 
(1) Nationality in the Republic of Korea is prescribed by law. 
(2) It is the duty of the State to protect citizens residing abroad as prescribed by law. 
Article 3  [Territory] 
The territory of the Republic of Korea shall consist of the Korean peninsula and its adjacent islands. 
Article 4  [Unification, Peace] 
The Republic of Korea seeks unification and formulates and carries out a policy of peaceful unification 
based on the principles of freedom and democracy. 
Article 5  [War, Armed Forces] 
(1) The Republic of Korea endeavors to maintain international peace and renounces all aggressive wars. 

(2) The Armed Forces are charged with the sacred mission of national security and the 
defense of the land and their \political neutrality must be maintained. 
Article 6  [Treaties, Foreigners] 
(1) Treaties duly concluded and promulgated under the Constitution and the generally recognized rule of 
international law have the same effect as the domestic laws of the Republic of Korea. 
(2) The status of foreigners is guaranteed as prescribed by international law and treaties 
 
Constitution of the Republic of Korea, art. 5(2), http://korea.assembly.go.kr/res/low_01_read.jsp (accessed 

July 11, 2017).  

  

● Therefore National Security should be considered the best interest of 

South Korea. 

. 

● Therefore, whichever side solves national security will win this debate. 

 

 

Contention 1:AMS are effective 

 

Subpoint A: THAAD  

 

According to Khang Vu from the National Interest in 2016 [an international 

relations analyst]. “The Ultimate Nightmare: U.S. Withdrawal from South 

Korea”  

● South Korea already has short-range Patriot missiles, but THAAD would 

provide a second, longer-range, top-tier layer to the country’s ballistic-

missile interception capabilities.  

http://korea.assembly.go.kr/res/low_01_read.jsp
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●  THAAD adds both another layer and a larger footprint to the Patriot 

system. Both systems could still easily be swamped, of course, as 

interceptor numbers remain limited. 

 

https://www.pri.org/stories/2017-05-03/how-good-new-missile-defense-

system-us-just-deployed-south-korea 

● “It’s just a very powerful, very accurate rocket,” says David Axe  “[It’s] 

tied to a very sophisticated radar.” 

 

Subpoint B: Aegis 

 

According to US Navy files AEGIS is a  high-powered radar is able to perform 

search, track, and missile guidance functions simultaneously, with a track 

capacity of more than 100 targets.  This interface makes the AEGIS combat 

system capable of simultaneous operations against multi-mission threats: 

anti-air, anti-surface and anti-submarine warfare.   

 

 

Subpoint C: Goal Keeper 

https://mostlymissiledefense.com/2015/07/27/aegis-ashore-vs-thaad-july-

27-2015/ 

Goalkeeper is an autonomous an automatic weapon system for short-range 

defence of ships against highly maneuverable missiles, aircraft and fast 

maneuvering surface vessels. Once activated the system undertakes air 

defense process from surveillance and detection to destruction. 

 

 

 

Contention 2: US-SK relations  

 

Claim: US is the most important alliance South Korea has 

Korea heavily relies on the US for natural resources  

Marcus Noland from Seoul National University in “The Strategic 

Importance of U.S.-South Korea Economic Relations “ 

https://mostlymissiledefense.com/2015/07/27/aegis-ashore-vs-thaad-july-27-2015/
https://mostlymissiledefense.com/2015/07/27/aegis-ashore-vs-thaad-july-27-2015/
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According to  U.S. exports to South Korea of natural resource-based 

goods such as agricultural products (SITC 1) or mining (SITC 3) are 

supernormal, reflecting South Korea’s dearth of natural resources.  

 

            

 

Contention 3: Nuclear Weapons provide deterrence 

Cooke, 2007 (Robert, AAAS, December 19, “Top Weapons Experts Explore 

Ways to Reduce the Global Risk of Nuclear Weapons,” Accessed: June 26, 

2010, DMC) 

Wars that might have been fought were not, including a war with the Soviet 

Union in Europe, probably in part because there was fear of igniting nuclear 

conflict. Having nuclear weapons "does make the possessors more cautious," 

he said.   

 

 States may be able to use nuclear weapons strategically in order to garner 

international influence.  

While we acknowledge that proliferation includes some risks, the benefits 

outweigh the costs. 

 

Evidence-  Kai He, “Will South Korea Dump THAAD?” National Interest, 20 

June 2017. JF http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-nightmare-us-

withdrawal-south-korea-16904 

 

  

Impact: Nuclear Weapons lower incentives for war, modify state behavior, 

and conventional war which will be in the best interest of SOuth Korea as an 

independent country and as a member of the international society 

 

 

Because my partner and I are defending the security of South Korea, which is 

ultimately in South Korea’s best interest we urge you to cast a pro ballot 

 

 

http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-nightmare-us-withdrawal-south-korea-16904
http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-nightmare-us-withdrawal-south-korea-16904
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THAAD/other AMS      
 

Claim: The Dutch are going to send the new Goalkeeper system 

to South Korea.  

 

Warrant: Thales 2016 [“Thales to overhaul Goalkeeper close-in weapon systems on S. 

Korean KDX-I destroyers.” Thales. Nov. 22, 2016.  

http://navaltoday.com/2016/11/22/thales-to-overhaul-goalkeeper-close-in-weapon-

systems-on-s-korean-kdx-i-destroyers/] DF 

 

“Thales has joined forces with the South Korean defense contractor LiG Nex1 to overhaul 

Goalkeeper close-in weapon systems on board the KDX-I class vessels of the Republic of 

Korea Navy. 

 

Thales noted that the overhaul would be carried out by Thales in close cooperation with 

DMI (the Naval Maintenance organisation of the Netherlands Ministry of Defence) and 

LIGNex1. Goalkeeper is a Dutch automatic weapon system designed and manufactured by 

Thales Nederland and used by a number of the world’s navies. The latest contract follows 

on from contracts between LiG Nex1 and Thales for the overhaul of the MW08 and STIR 2.4 

radars onboard KDX-II Wang Geon. According to the company, the current overhauls will 

be carried out in conjunction with LiG Nex1 in Korea and will include the construction of a 

dedicated workshop. LiG Nex1 and Thales are expecting to sign further overhaul contracts 

for the other vessels of the KDX-I class.” 

 

Claim: Goalkeeper has been tested and is successful.  

 

Warrant: Rogoway 2014 [Tyler Rogoway. “The Seven Deadliest Naval Close-In 

Weapon Systems.” Jalopik. Apr. 27, 2014. http://foxtrotalpha.jalopnik.com/the-

seven-deadliest-naval-close-in-weapon-systems-1568291678]  

 

http://navaltoday.com/2016/11/22/thales-to-overhaul-goalkeeper-close-in-weapon-systems-on-s-korean-kdx-i-destroyers/
http://navaltoday.com/2016/11/22/thales-to-overhaul-goalkeeper-close-in-weapon-systems-on-s-korean-kdx-i-destroyers/
http://foxtrotalpha.jalopnik.com/the-seven-deadliest-naval-close-in-weapon-systems-1568291678
http://foxtrotalpha.jalopnik.com/the-seven-deadliest-naval-close-in-weapon-systems-1568291678
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Now a “war-expert” at Time Magazine.  

 

“Take the Phalanx's fire control concept and ditch its 20mm Vulcan cannon for the famed 

30mm GAU-8 Avenger cannon, the same monster that is mounted in the A-10 Warthog, and 

you get one hardcore screen of fire surrounding your ship. Goalkeeper, designed by Thales 

Defense, is the ultimate in high rate of fire, sea skimming missile pulverizing capability. The 

Dirty Harry of the CIWS world if you will. 

 

The Goalkeeper is truly one scary looking CIWS, with its large mounting structure needed 

to handle the massive thrust of its Avenger cannon when it spews solid tungsten sabot 

penetrators at 4,200 rounds per minute. This fire breather offers almost double the range 

and much more destructive power than its little cousin the Phalanx, and it is also in the 

process or receiving upgrades that include a FLIR system so that it can chew apart fast 

boats and other doomed floating enemy objects with ease. The Goalkeeper system has been 

around for over 30 years and it is currently deployed with a number of operators including 

the Royal Navy, Belgian Navy and South Korean Navy.” 

 

 

Claim: South Korea and the Netherlands have an excellent 

relationship, and the Netherlands supports South Korea in their 

conflict with the North.  

 

Warrant: Arms Report 2004 [“Annual report on The Netherlands arms export policy 

2004.” Sept. 2005. STOCKHOLM INTERNATIONAL PEACE RESEARCH INSTITUTE. 

https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/research/armaments/transfers/transparency/n

ational_reports/netherlands/NET04.pdf] DF 

 

“The total value of licences for exports of military goods issued in 2004 amounted to € 

644.25 million. That is a considerable decrease relative to 2003 when the total value was € 

1158.80 million, although that year represented an exceptional high when viewed against 

the multiannual trend. As in 2003, Greece heads the list of countries of final destination in 

terms of the value of licences issued in the year under review. The figure for 2004 once 

again includes the disposal of an S-class frigate by the Netherlands Navy, but the greater 

part of the licence value to Greece, in excess of € 161 million, nevertheless related to newly 

built deliveries. A number of licences to supply radar systems and command & control 

systems for the Greek navy represent a total combined value of € 128 million. Second place 

on the 2004 list is occupied by South Korea with almost € 115 million. Of this, some € 80 

https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/research/armaments/transfers/transparency/national_reports/netherlands/NET04.pdf
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/research/armaments/transfers/transparency/national_reports/netherlands/NET04.pdf
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million relates to deliveries of medium to short range air defence systems for the South 

Korean navy. Third and fourth places are held by Germany with just over € 88 million, and 

the United States with just over € 75 million. In both cases, the vast majority of licences are 

for deliveries of components to major local systems manufacturers.” 

 

Claim: South Korea imports military technology from the 

Netherlands.  

Warrant: Dutch Arms Export Policy 2016, p. 37 [“Dutch arms export policy in 2015.” 

Minister for Foreign Trade and Development Cooperation and the Minister of Foreign Affairs. 

June 2016. 

https://www.government.nl/binaries/government/documents/reports/2016/06/01/ann

ual-report-on-the-netherlands-arms-export-policy-

2015/Jaarrapport+2015+Engels_Publicatieversie.pdf]  

The Netherlands gave 2.2 million Euros to South Korea in 2015 for the purposes of military 

technology and other military goods.  

Impact: Because the South Koreans do have their own, indigenous missile system, they are 

able to use a missile system that could potentially maintain their extremely important 

relationship with the Chinese. This Goalkeeper system is still being developed by the 

Netherlands, and it could potentially compete with the THAAD system. China will no longer 

believe that the United States is spying on them, since their THAAD system will no longer 

be deployed. Thus, this is in their best interest.  

 

Impact: 

 

  

Arg: Need for THAAD 
Klingner, Bruce. “THE IMPORTANCE OF THAAD MISSILE DEFENSE.” The Journal of 

East Asian Affairs, vol. 29, no. 2, 2015, pp. 21–41. JSTOR, 

www.jstor.org/stable/43685234. 

NEED FOR LAYERED MISSILE DEFENSE  

A basic precept of air and missile defense is "mass and mix" - having sufficient interceptors 

from different systems so that any one system's vulnerabilities are offset by the capabilities 

https://www.government.nl/binaries/government/documents/reports/2016/06/01/annual-report-on-the-netherlands-arms-export-policy-2015/Jaarrapport+2015+Engels_Publicatieversie.pdf
https://www.government.nl/binaries/government/documents/reports/2016/06/01/annual-report-on-the-netherlands-arms-export-policy-2015/Jaarrapport+2015+Engels_Publicatieversie.pdf
https://www.government.nl/binaries/government/documents/reports/2016/06/01/annual-report-on-the-netherlands-arms-export-policy-2015/Jaarrapport+2015+Engels_Publicatieversie.pdf
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of another system. South Korea's insistence on relying on only lower-altitude interceptors 

will result in smaller protected zones, gaps of coverage that leave fewer Korean citizens 

protected, and minimal time to intercept a missile - all of which contribute to a greater 

potential for catastrophic failure. Successfully destroying a high-speed inbound missile 

requires intercepting it sufficiently far away from the target. The higher the altitude and 

range of the interceptor, the greater the likelihood of success. Seoul's insistence on only a 

last ditch interceptor is like a soccer coach dismissing all of the team's players except the 

goalie, preferring to rely on only one player to defend against defeat. The THAAD system is 

designed to intercept short-range, medium- range, and some intermediate-range ballistic 

missiles trajectories at higher altitudes in their terminal phase. In conjunction with the 

Patriot missile system, THAAD would create a multilayered defensive shield for South 

Korean military forces, population centers, and critical targets. South Korea's 

planned indigenous L-SAM would have less altitude and range than THAAD and 

would not be available for deployment until at least 2023. However, that target date 

is unlikely since creating a missile defense system is a long, expensive, and difficult 

process. For example, the THAAD took approximately 30 years for the U.S. to fully 

develop, test, and field. The THAAD has already been developed, tested (scoring a 

100 percent success rate of 11 for 11 successful intercepts), and deployed. NEED FOR 

ALLIED BMD INTEROPERABILITY Missile defense is most effective when systems are 

incorporated into a seamless and cohesive network. Linking South Korean, U.S., and 

Japanese sensors would enable more accurate interceptions by tracking attacking missiles 

from multiple angles and multiple points throughout the flight trajectory, similar to three 

outfielders communicating with each other to coordinate catching a fly ball. In the instance 

of multiple inbound targets, interoperability would allow directing an individual outfielder 

(or BMD system) to specific targets to enhance success. South Korea, Japan, and U.S. forces 

in both countries face a common threat from North Korean missiles. Military bases of all 

three countries are aligned along a common azimuth and can be threatened by a single 

North Korean missile. A common threat should be addressed with an interoperable, 

multilateral defense. In 2014, South Korea advocated delaying the planned transfer of 

wartime operational control of its military forces because it felt insufficiently prepared to 

defend itself against North Korean attacks. Postponing the transfer ensured maintaining a 

combined allied deterrent and defense effort. It would be illogical for Seoul to prefer going 

it alone on missile defense rather than availing itself of better interceptors and a more 

comprehensive allied BMD network. Deploying THAAD on the Korean Peninsula would 

enhance South Korea’s defense against potentially catastrophic nuclear, biological, and 

chemical attacks and advanced North Korean missile capabilities, would impede 

Pyongyang’s ability to engage in coercive diplomacy, and augment deterrence by reducing 

the certainty of success of a potential North Korean missile strike. The decision to deploy 

THAAD is a sovereign right that Seoul should base on national security objectives and the 

defensive needs of the nation. To date, the Park Geun-hye administration has demurred 

from redressing this national security shortfall out of concern of agitating Beijing. Seoul 

should not subordinate the defense of its citizens to economic blackmail by Beijing. Seoul 
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and Washington should make clear to Beijing that pressure tactics would be better applied 

to its ally North Korea, which has developed nuclear weapons and missiles that have 

caused South Korea and the U.S. to take defensive actions. TA 

 

"U.S. to Deploy THAAD Missile Battery to South Korea." Department of Defense, US 

Department Of Defense, 8 July 2016, www.defense.gov/News/Article/Article/ 

831630/us-to-deploy-thaad-missile-battery-to-south-korea/. Accessed 10 July 2017. 

North Korea is a real threat to South Korea 

WASHINGTON, July 8, 2016 — Based on recent consultations, the United States and South 

Korea have made an alliance decision to deploy a Terminal High-Altitude Area Defense 

missile battery to U.S. Forces Korea as a defensive measure to ensure the security of South 

Korea and that of its people, and to protect alliance military forces from North Korea's 

weapons of mass destruction and ballistic missile threats, according to a Defense 

Department news release issued July 7. North Korea's nuclear test and multiple ballistic 

missile tests, including the recent intermediate-range ballistic missile launches, 

highlight the grave threat that North Korea poses to the security and stability of 

South Korea as well as to the entire Asia-Pacific region, the release said. The 

Terminal High-Altitude Area Defense system pictured here provides the ballistic 

missile defense system with a globally transportable, rapidly deployable capability 

to intercept and destroy ballistic missiles inside or outside the atmosphere during 

its final phase of flight, according to DoD’s Missile Defense Agency website. Lockheed 

Martin photo The Terminal High-Altitude Area Defense system pictured here provides the 

ballistic missile defense system with a globally transportable, rapidly deployable capability 

to intercept and destroy ballistic missiles inside or outside the atmosphere during its final 

phase of flight, according to DoD’s Missile Defense Agency website. Lockheed Martin photo 

THAAD provides the ballistic missile defense system with a globally transportable, rapidly 

deployable capability to intercept and destroy ballistic missiles inside or outside the 

atmosphere during the final phase of flight, according to DoD’s Missile Defense Agency 

website. In Response to North Korean Threat In response to the evolving threat posed by 

North Korea, the United States and South Korea have been conducting formal consultations 

regarding the feasibility of a THAAD battery operated by USFK since early February, as a 

measure to improve the missile defense posture of the U.S.-South Korea alliance, the 

release said. Through the past months of review, the U.S.-South Korea Joint Working Group 

confirmed the military effectiveness of THAAD on the Korean Peninsula, and is in the final 

stage of preparing its recommendation for both the South Korean minister of national 

defense and the U.S. secretary of defense regarding the optimal site in South Korea for the 

system's effectiveness and for environmental, health, and safety requirements, according to 

the release. The United States and South Korea are working closely to ensure the swift 

deployment of THAAD, and will develop specific operational procedures, the release said. 
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When the THAAD system is deployed to the Korean Peninsula, it will be focused solely on 

North Korean nuclear and missile threats and would not be directed towards any third-

party nations, the release said. The THAAD deployment, the release said, will contribute to 

a layered missile defense that will enhance the alliance's existing missile defense 

capabilities against North Korean missile threats. TA 

 

Samman Chung, from  Korea Institute for Maritime Strategy restates 

 

North Korea's nuclear weapons program and its ballistic missile programs have 

developed compelling capabilities that can potentially threaten South Korea and 

its neighbors even including the United States. But, due to Kim Jong Un's 

opaqueness and unpredictability, deterring the North Korea's nuclear threats is 

fraught with difficulty. Thus, U.S. needs to reaffirm its commitment to provide and 

strengthen deterrence for South Korea using the full range of military capabilities 

including its nuclear umbrella, conventional strike, and missile defense capabilities. 

South Korea also needs to make every effort to detect, defend, disrupt, and destroy 

the North's missiles through its Kill Chain and Korean Air and Missile Defense. In 

addition, despite the official desire to keep the Korean Air and Missile Defense (KAMD) 

system independent of U.S. missile defense (MD) system, stem, South Korea needs to 

develop various options for reinforcing interoperability with the U.S. missile system 

Chung, Samman. “NORTH KOREA'S NUCLEAR THREATS AND COUNTER-STRATEGIES.” 

The Journal of East Asian Affairs, vol. 30, no. 2, 2016, pp. 83–131. JSTOR, 

www.jstor.org/stable/44160975. 

TA 
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Based on recent consultations, the United States and South Korea have made an alliance 

decision to deploy a Terminal High-Altitude Area Defense missile battery to U.S. Forces 

Korea as a defensive measure to ensure the security of South Korea and that of its people, 

and to protect alliance military forces from North Korea's weapons of mass destruction 

and ballistic missile threats, according to a Defense Department news release issued July 7. 

North Korea's nuclear test and multiple ballistic missile tests, including the recent 

intermediate-range ballistic missile launches, highlight the grave threat that North 

Korea poses to the security and stability of South Korea as well as to the entire Asia-

Pacific region, the release said. The Terminal High-Altitude Area Defense system 

pictured here provides the ballistic missile defense system with a globally 

transportable, rapidly deployable capability to intercept and destroy ballistic 

missiles inside or outside the atmosphere during its final phase of flight, according to 

DoD’s Missile Defense Agency website. Lockheed Martin photo The Terminal High-Altitude 

Area Defense system pictured here provides the ballistic missile defense system with a 

globally transportable, rapidly deployable capability to intercept and destroy ballistic 

missiles inside or outside the atmosphere during its final phase of flight, according to 

DoD’s Missile Defense Agency website. Lockheed Martin photo THAAD provides the 

ballistic missile defense system with a globally transportable, rapidly deployable capability 

to intercept and destroy ballistic missiles inside or outside the atmosphere during the final 

phase of flight, according to DoD’s Missile Defense Agency website. In Response to North 

Korean Threat In response to the evolving threat posed by North Korea, the United States 

and South Korea have been conducting formal consultations regarding the feasibility of a 

THAAD battery operated by USFK since early February, as a measure to improve the 

missile defense posture of the U.S.-South Korea alliance, the release said. Through the past 

months of review, the U.S.-South Korea Joint Working Group confirmed the military 

effectiveness of THAAD on the Korean Peninsula, and is in the final stage of preparing its 

recommendation for both the South Korean minister of national defense and the U.S. 

secretary of defense regarding the optimal site in South Korea for the system's 

effectiveness and for environmental, health, and safety requirements, according to the 

release. The United States and South Korea are working closely to ensure the swift 

deployment of THAAD, and will develop specific operational procedures, the release 

said. When the THAAD system is deployed to the Korean Peninsula, it will be focused 

solely on North Korean nuclear and missile threats and would not be directed 

towards any third-party nations, the release said. The THAAD deployment, the release 

said,  will contribute to a layered missile defense that will enhance the alliance's 

existing missile defense capabilities against North Korean missile threats.  

"U.S. to Deploy THAAD Missile Battery to South Korea." Department of Defense, US 

Department Of Defense, 8 July 2016, www.defense.gov/News/Article/Article/ 831630/us-

to-deploy-thaad-missile-battery-to-south-korea/. Accessed 10 July 2017. TA 
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Judge we would like to continually stress that our opponents have the burden of proving 

South Korea has an improved national security in a world without an anti-missile system 

compared to the converse. 

 

Klingner elaborates,  

A Lockheed Martin simulation showed that a single THAAD battery could defend most of 

South Korea against a North Korean missile attack, while two batteries would protect all 

of Korea except the southeast and provide greater protection against multiple missile 

attacks. Three batteries would cover all of South Korea.[20] 

 

        

 

● SK needs AMS   

SK needs THAAD to create more layers of defense.  

 

(Bruce Klingner[ senior research fellow for Northeast Asia, the Heritage Foundation, South 

Korea Needs THAAD Missile 

Defense,2015]http://www.heritage.org/defense/report/south-korea-needs-thaad-missile-

defense#_ftn16)  

 

A basic precept of air and missile defense is “mass and mix”—having sufficient interceptors 

from different systems so that any one system’s vulnerabilities are offset by the capabilities 

of another system. Instead, South Korea insists on relying on only lower-altitude 

interceptors, resulting in smaller protected zones, gaps of coverage that leave fewer 

citizens protected, and minimal time to intercept a missile—all of which contribute to a 

greater potential for catastrophic failure. Successfully destroying a high-speed inbound 

missile requires intercepting it sufficiently far away from the target. The higher the altitude 

and range of the interceptor, the greater the likelihood of success. At low altitude, even a 

“successful” interception of a nuclear, chemical, or biological warhead could result in the 

http://www.heritage.org/defense/report/south-korea-needs-thaad-missile-defense#_ftn20
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populace still being harmed. Seoul’s insistence on only a last ditch interceptor is like a 

soccer coach dismissing all of the team’s players except the goalie, preferring to rely on 

only one player to defend against defeat. The THAAD system is designed to intercept short-

range, medium-range, and some intermediate-range ballistic missiles’ trajectories at endo-

atmospheric and exo-atmospheric altitudes in their terminal phase. In conjunction with the 

Patriot missile system, THAAD would create an essential multi-layered defensive shield for 

South Korea. THAAD’s large-area defense capability with 72 interceptors per battery would 

complement Patriot’s point defense and enable defense of more military forces, population 

centers, and critical targets. SK needs THAAD to gain more reaction time. Choi Bong-wan[ 

professor from Hannam University, Call to Revise Plans for Defense Against Nuclear 

Rockets, 

● No options remaining: sanctions, etc. are not 

working.  

https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-

Korea 

 

Sanctions Don’t Work Since 2006, the UN and other global forces have established 

economic sanctions to curtail North Korean efforts in creating a nuclear bomb. One of 

the ways in which the sanctions aimed to undermine North Korean prohibited activities is 

by disrupting the operations of North Korean-linked networks engaged in illicit trade and 

finance overseas. Ideally, the sanctions would direct such intense scrutiny on them, their 

commercial interests, daily activities and associates, that they would be unable to operate 

entirely. However, given the sophistication of North Korea’s evasive abilities, honed over 

decades, and the wildly uneven state of global sanctions implementation by governments, 

this outcome was never the result. Sanctions don’t halt North Korea’s nuclear development  

 

The majority of sanctions imposed since 2006 included: 

 

● embargo on arms and related materiel. 

●  banning the export of aviation and rocket fuel to North Korea.  

●  banning the trade in gold, precious metals and diamonds with the North Korean 

government.  

●  banning the import of minerals from North Korea, with some exemptions for coal 

and iron ore.  

● banning exports of luxury goods.  

● restrictions on financial support for trade with North Korea  

● restrictions on investment and financial activities. 

https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/UN-Security-Council-Resolutions-on-North-Korea
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●  inspections and monitoring of cargoes imported to and exported from North Korea.  

●  prohibiting certain North Korean individuals from entering the EU 1. Sanctions only 

provoke  

 

proliferation/aggression  

 

https://piie.com/publications/wp/wp08-12.pdf (BBC News, “Full Text: North Korea 

statement,” October 17, 2006, http://news.bbc.co.uk) North Korean UN Ambassador Park  

 

Gil-yon called the resolution “gangster-like” and the Foreign Ministry released a statement 

reiterating that sanctions were an act of war and threatening “a merciless strike” against 

any implementer of the UN resolution. 2. Sanctions only hurt the North Korean people 

rather than halt proliferation.  

 

 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/northkorea/10688994/North-Korea-

circumventing-sancti ons-claims-UN-report.html (Reuters, Telegraph, “N.Korea using 

'sophisticated means' to avoid UN sanctions”, March 2014)  

 

North Korea has developed sophisticated techniques to circumvent UN sanctions, including 

the suspected use of its embassies to facilitate an illegal trade in weapons, a United Nations 

report said. The report, compiled by a panel of eight U.N. experts, is part of an annual 

accounting of North Korea's compliance with layers of UN sanctions imposed in response 

to Pyongyang's banned nuclear and missile programmes. The panel reports to the UN 

Security Council. "From the incidents analysed in the period under review, the panel has 

found that (North Korea) makes increasing use of multiple and tiered circumvention 

techniques," a summary of the 127-page report said. Sanctions have generally failed  

 

Why MAD would happen 

Milo Beckman, FiveThirtyEight, 2017, “We’re Edging Closer to Nuclear War” 

https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/were-edging-closer-to-nuclear-war/ AT 

https://fivethirtyeight.com/features/were-edging-closer-to-nuclear-war/
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On the state side, there are a number of ongoing conflicts that could, in theory, go nuclear at 

any time. “Increasingly, some regional powers are relying on nuclear weapons for their 

day-to-day security against conventional conflict,” said Vipin Narang, author of “Nuclear 

Strategies in the Modern Era.” “If they think that a conventional invasion is coming — 

whether it is or not — they may be worried that the nuclear forces that they rely on for 

their survival might be threatened … there may be what’s sometimes called a ‘use it or 

lose it’ situation.” 

 

SK/US relations  

South Korea benefits from U.S. alliance economically and politically. Their relationship has 

been quite strong in past years.   

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

South Korea (officially the Republic of Korea, or ROK) is one of the United States’ most 

important strategic and economic partners in Asia. Congressional interest in South Korea is 

driven by both security and trade interests. Since the early 1950s, the U.S.ROK Mutual 

Defense Treaty commits the United States to help South Korea defend itself. Approximately 

28,500 U.S. troops are based in the ROK, which is included under the U.S. “nuclear 

umbrella.” Washington and Seoul cooperate in addressing the challenges posed by North 

Korea. The two countries’ economies are joined by the KoreaU.S. Free Trade Agreement 

(KORUS FTA). South Korea is the United States’ seventhlargest trading partner and the 

United States is South Korea’s second largest trading partner. Between 2009 and the end of 

2016, relations between the two countries arguably reached their most robust state in 

decades. Political changes in both countries in 2017, however, have generated uncertainty 

about the state of the relationship. South Koreans value the U.S.  ROK alliance and 

positively view the U.S.  

 

 

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, 

fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 
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Additionally, while people to people ties generally do not directly affect matters of “high” 

politics in bilateral relations, the presence of over 1.8 million Korean Americans and the 

hundreds of thousands of trips taken annually between the two nations has helped cement 

the two countries together. Former South Korean President Park Geunhye and her 

predecessor, Lee Myungbak, spoke before joint meetings of Congress, in May 2013 and 

October 2011, respectively. Six South Korean presidents have addressed joint meetings of 

Congress since the ROK’s founding in 1948.34 Large majorities of South Koreans say they 

value the U.S.ROK alliance and have positive opinions of the United States.35 Since at least 

2014, South Koreans have consistently indicated that the United States is their favorite 

nation, according to one opinion poll. However, many South Koreans are resentful of U.S. 

influence and chafe when they feel their leaders offer too many concessions to the United 

States. Many South Korean officials also tend to be wary of being drawn into U.S. policies 

that they perceive as possibly antagonizing China, and are much more suspicious of Japan’s 

actions in East Asia than are most U.S. policymakers. Although many of these concerns are 

widely held in South Korea, they are particularly articulated by South Korea’s progressive 

groups—such as President Moon’s Minjoo Party—who opposed much of President Park’s 

agenda, including the relatively hard line she took against North Korea. South Korea has 

seen significant economic increases and tariff decreases following the establishment of 

KORUS. 

 

Evidence 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

Upon implementation, 82% of U.S. tariff lines and 80% of South Korean tariff lines were 

tariff free in U.S.South Korean trade, whereas prior to the KORUS FTA, 38% of U.S. tariff 

lines and 13% of South Korean tariff lines were duty free. By the 10th year of the 

agreement, the figures are to rise to an estimated 99% and 98%, respectively, with tariff 

elimination occurring in stages and the most sensitive products having the longest 

phaseout periods. Six rounds of tariff cuts have occurred to date. The agreement also has 

arguably the “higheststandards” of any U.S. FTA currently in force, including commitments 

ensuring financial services firms’ ability to transfer data between the two countries, a 

precursor to the TransPacific Partnership’s (TPP) Much lauded digital trade 

commitments. Nontariff barriers in goods trade and barriers in services trade and foreign 

investment have and will continue to be reduced or eliminated under the KORUS FTA. The 

third stage of South Korea’s market opening to legal services, the commitment to allow U.S. 

firms to enter into joint ventures in South Korea, became effective in March 2017. Total 

trade in goods and services between the two countries has grown with U.S. exports rising 

from $61.9 billion in 2011 to $63.9 billion in 2016, and imports rising from $67.3 billion to 
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$81.4 billion during the same period (Table 1). Foreign direct investment (FDI) between 

both countries has also grown with the stock of South Korean FDI in the United States more 

than doubling, growing from $19.9 billion in 2011 to $40.1 billion in 2015 (the most recent 

year available). U.S. FDI abroad into South Korea grew more modestly from $28.1 billion to 

$34.6 billion. South Korea currently houses over 28,500 U.S. troops, and South Korea is 

under an agreement that they would have to consent to their deployment in an East Asian 

conflict. 

 

1) South Koreans deployed some of the the THAAD defense systems with two concerns: 

Miller, J. Berkshire. "What's next for South KoreaUS Relations?" North Korea | Al Jazeera. 

Al Jazeera, 25 

 

June 2017. Web. 10 July 2017. EW 

 

http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2017/06/southkoreatrumpadministration

china1706 

 

23111835734.html Despite THAAD being already deployed and operational, Moon has now 

made good in some 

sense on that pledge through his suspension  pending a probe's findings  on the 

deployment 

of an additional four missile launchers (there are already two launchers active and 

operational). Washington's position, before the Moon Trump meeting, is that Seoul's 

change of heart on THAAD is not only upsetting the operational effectiveness of the missile 

defence system (which is aimed to both defend South Korea and the more than 30,000 US 

troops in the country) but also is simultaneously weakening the credibility of the 

deterrence value of the US Korea alliance. Moreover, some reports have indicated that 

Trump himself is "furious" over Moon's decision to suspend the full deployment of the 

launchers. Despite these structural forces reinforcing the US Korea alliance, there are also 

glaring divergences potentially with strong headwinds in the coming months. Moon seems 

disenchanted with the "deterrence plus" approach at turning the screws on North Korea 

and will likely push back on the need for talks on more robust trilateral security 

cooperation with Japan. Moon is also likely to brush off suggestions of regional missile 

defence  and has previously bristled the Japan South Korea GSOMIA intelligence sharing 

pact. This is true even despite the positive news of a first ever hotline established between 

ministers of defence in Seoul and Tokyo. 
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South Korea receives the majority of its weapons from the U.S.  

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

South Korea is a major purchaser of U.S. weapon systems and is regularly among the top 

customers for Foreign Military Sales (FMS). From 2008 to 2016, ROK FMS contracts with 

the US totaled $15.7 billion, and commercial acquisitions totaled $6.9 billion for a total of 

$22.5 billion in acquisitions during that time period.94Although South Korea generally 

buys the majority of its weapons from the United States, European and Israeli defense 

companies also compete for contracts; Korea is an attractive market because of its rising 

defense expenditures. From 2008 to 2016, approximately 75% of South Korea’s total 

foreign defense purchases have come in the form of FMS and commercial sales from U.S. 

companies. South Korea is largely dependant economically on the U.S., although China has 

become South Korea’s number one trading partner. (PRO CON) 

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017 

 

EW South Korea and the United States are major economic partners. In 2016, twoway 

goods and services trade between the two countries totaled $145 billion (Table 1), making 

South Korea the United States’ seventh largest trading partner. For some western states 

and U.S. sectors, the South Korean market is even more important. South Korea is far more 

dependent economically on the United States than the United States is on South Korea. In 

terms of goods trade, in 2016, the United States was South Korea’s second largest trading 

partner, second largest export market, and thirdlargest source of imports. In 2013, it was 

among South Korea’s largest suppliers of and destinations for foreign direct investment 

(FDI). As South Korea has emerged as a major industrialized economy, and as both 

countries have become more integrated with the world economy, economic 

interdependence has become more complex and attenuated. In particular, the United 

States’ economic importance to South Korea has declined relative to other major powers. In 

2003, China for the first time displaced the United States from its perennial place as South 

Korea’s number one trading partner. Japan and the 28 member European Union each also 

rival and have at times surpassed the United States as South Korea’s Second largest 

trading partner. On the other hand, South Korea’s position among U.S. trading partners has 

been relatively consistent over the past two decades. Recent issues in U.S.  South Korea 

alliance (CON) 
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Frank, Ruediger, Andray Abrahamian, and Leon V. Sigal. "Challenges Ahead for the 

US South KoreaAlliance." 38 North. 13 June 2017. Web. 10 July 2017 EW 

http://www.38north.org/2017/06/bclee061317/ 

 

Complicating this factor, early missteps in Trump’s presidency have sparked tensions with 

South Korea that will likely test Seoul’s diplomatic maturity. In April, Trump’s unexpected 

threats to cancel the Korea US Free Trade Agreement and demand for South Korea to pay 

for the Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) system caused much anger in 

Korea.[3] Many South Korean liberals already see the controversial THAAD system as 

irrelevant or unresponsive to threats from North Korea and resent China’s imposition of 

‘multilayered 

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, 

 fas.org/sgp/crs/ row/R41481.pdf.  Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

 

The decision in July 2016 to deploy the Terminal HighAltitude Area Defense missile 

defense system took place after years of consideration and controversy in South Korea. 

According to reports, the U.S. Department of Defense (DOD) had been considering 

deploying one of its THAAD systems to South Korea since 2014.68 As the threat of North 

Korean ballistic missiles appeared to intensify, the United States and South Korea began 

examining how to improve their BMD capabilities to defend South Korea and U.S. forces 

stationed there. The United States urged South Korea to develop or procure advanced BMD 

capabilities and to ensure that they become more interoperable with U.S. and allied BMD 

systems in the region. There are signs that some U.S. officials would prefer an integrated 

system. In 2014, the Vice Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, Admiral James “Sandy” 

Winnefeld, stated that a regional missile defense system would be more effective against 

North Korean missile launches and would share the burden of defense among allies.69 

However, Washington and Seoul initially settled on a policy of interoperability rather than 

integration. Seoul was resistant to the concept of a regional integrated BMD system for 

several reasons: the desire, especially strong among progressive Koreans, for more 

strategic autonomy; a reluctance to irritate China, which had consistently voiced opposition 

to U.S. BMD deployments; and a disinclination to cooperate with Japan due to poor 

relations based on disputes over historical and territorial issues. South Korea has placed an 

emphasis on indigenous development of hightechnology defense systems. South Korea is 

developing its own missile defense system, called Korea Air and Missile Defense (KAMD), 

which could be compared to the U.S.produced PAC2—a secondgeneration Patriot air 

defense system. KAMD would be interoperable with alliance systems and could gradually 

incorporate more advanced BMD equipment as those elements are procured. In 2015, 

Korea’s Ministry of National Defense announced a budget of $703 million to develop KAMD 
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and Kill Chain—a missile system designed to detect, target, and destroy DPRK military 

installations—within the next 10 years. The ROK Navy has three destroyers with Aegis 

tracking software that could be upgraded but no missile interceptors, and the ROK Army 

fields PAC2 interceptors. South Korea reportedly plans to upgrade PAC2 systems in Seoul 

to PAC3 versions by 2022. ROK contracted Raytheon to upgrade its Patriot Air and Missile 

Defense System batteries for $770 million in March 2015. 70 A PAC3 interceptor unit was 

briefly transferred from U.S. Forces Japan to Gunsan, North Jeolla Province in South Korea 

for joint training drills with ROK units in July 2016.71 

 

Impact: 

 

 

SOUTH KOREA WILL SERVE AS A BUFFER 

ZONE 

 

APRIL 13, 2017, NEWS WEEK, GREG PRICE (has been studying politics and the 

economy for over five years) www.newsweek.com/authors/greg-price "Buffer Zone' 

 

One main reason for the call for a peaceful resolution stretches back nearly a millennium 

ago to China’s dynastic eras. The Ming Dynasty regarded the Korean peninsula as a 

tributary state and attempted to fight off Japan for it. Later, the North remained virtually 

alone among Southeast Asian nations that cozied up to the U.S. following World War II and 

the partition of the peninsula after the Korean war. “China from a geopolitical point of view 

as well as geostrategic point of view see North Korea as sort of a buffer zone from the 

potential encroachment, in a sense, surrounding China by powers that are all aligned with 

the United States,” Arthur Dong, professor at Georgetown’s McDonough School of Business, 

told Newsweek Thursday. “That ring fence that’s sort of been built in the post-World War II 

period with American allies, starting with South Korea, then on Japan, then on to Taiwan 

and certainly places like Okinawa and the Philippines.It is a known fact that the United 

States and South Korea are allies. It is also known to many that North Korea and China are 

allies. This contention is mostly siding with the “status quo.” The United States and China 

are considered to be very powerful countries. This creates a scenario in which both of the 

powerful countries become powerless. If the united states were attack North Korea, then 

china and North Korea would wage war against the United States. This may also lead to 

South Korea facing detrimental consequences. If China were to attack South Korea then it 

would lead to the United States waging war against China and North Korea. Therefore 

where we are now Is better than the other option. The other option being a nuke war 

http://www.newsweek.com/authors/greg-price
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between two very powerful countries and two other countries who have had problems 

with each other for the longest time. 

 

SOUTH KOREA AND UNITED STATES 

RELATIONS 

 

"Preamble: Free Trade Agreement Between the United States of America and the 

Republic of Korea" (PDF). Office of the United States Trade Representative. Retrieved 

18 May 2016. 

 

The Government of the United States of America (United States) and the Government of the 

Republic of Korea (Korea) (the Parties): 

 

Recognizing their longstanding and strong partnership, and desiring to strengthen their 

close economic relations; convinced that a free trade area will create an expanded and 

secure market for goods and services in their territories and a stable and predictable 

environment for investment, thus enhancing the competitiveness of their firms in global 

markets; desiring to raise living standards, promote economic growth and stability, create 

new employment opportunities, and improve the general welfare in their territories by 

liberalizing and expanding trade and investment between their territories; Seeking to 

establish clear and mutually advantageous rules governing their trade and investment and 

to reduce or eliminate the barriers to trade and investment between their territories; 

Agreeing that foreign investors are not hereby accorded greater substantive rights with 

respect to investment protections than domestic investors under domestic law where, as in 

the United States, protections of investor rights under domestic law equal or exceed those 

set forth in this Agreement; Resolved to contribute to the harmonious development and 

expansion of world trade by removing obstacles to trade through the creation of a free 

trade area and to avoid creating new barriers to trade or investment between their 

territories that could reduce the benefits of this Agreement; Desiring to strengthen the 

development and enforcement of labor and environmental laws and policies, promote basic 

workers’ rights and sustainable development, and implement this Agreement in a manner 

consistent with environmental protection and conservation; Building on their respective 

rights and obligations under the Marrakesh Agreement Establishing the World Trade 

Organization and other multilateral, regional, and bilateral agreements and arrangements 

to which they are both parties; and Committed to furthering their economic leadership in 

the Asia Pacific region, in particular by seeking to reduce barriers to trade and investment 

in the region; 
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JANUARY 25, 2017 US DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

 

https://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/2800.htm 

 

The United States and the R.O.K. share a long history of friendship and cooperation based 

on shared values and interests. The two countries work together to combat regional and 

global threats and to strengthen their economies. The United States has maintained Army, 

Air Force, Navy, and Marine personnel in the R.O.K. in support of its commitment under the 

U.S.-R.O.K. Mutual Defense Treaty to help the R.O.K. defend itself against external 

aggression. In 2013, the two countries celebrated the 60th anniversary of the U.S.-R.O.K. 

alliance. A Combined Forces Command coordinates operations between U.S. units and 

R.O.K. armed forces. The United States and the R.O.K. coordinate closely on the North 

Korean nuclear issue and the denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula. As the R.O.K.’s 

economy has developed (it joined the OECD in 1996), trade and investment ties have 

become an increasingly important aspect of the U.S.-R.O.K. relationship. 

 

 May 23, 2017, CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE, Mark E. 

Manyin (specialist in asian affairs), Emma Chanlett-Avery (specialist in asian affairs), 

Mary Beth D. Nikitin (specialist in nonproliferation), Brock R Williams (Analyst in 

international trade and finance), Jonathan R Cordero (research associate) 

https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R41481.pdf 

 

 South Korea (officially the Republic of Korea, or ROK) is one of the United States’ most 

important strategic and economic partners in Asia. Congressional interest in South Korea is 

driven by both security and trade interests. Since the early 1950s, the U.S.-ROK Mutual 

Defense Treaty commits the United States to help South Korea defend itself. Approximately 

28,500 U.S. troops are based in the ROK, which is included under the U.S. “nuclear 

umbrella.” Washington and Seoul cooperate in addressing the challenges posed by North 

Korea. The two countries’ economies are joined by the Korea-U.S. Free Trade Agreement 

(KORUS FTA). South Korea is the United States’ seventh- largest trading partner and the 

United States is South Korea’s second- largest trading partner. Between 2009 and the end 

of 2016, relations between the two countries arguably reached their most robust state in 

decades. CHINA AND 

 

https://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/2800.htm
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/row/R41481.pdf
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● Negotiations/diplomacy can’t solve  

https://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/13/world/asia/korean-negotiators-falter-in-efforts-

to-ease-strain-between-2-nations.html 

 

Negotiations Break Down Between Two Koreas By CHOE SANG-HUN DEC. 12, 2015 ( 

New york times) 

 

SEOUL, South Korea — Two days of marathon talks between North Korea and South Korea 

broke down without agreement Saturday, as negotiators failed to agree on how to bring 

about a thaw in their long-strained relations. At the talks, held in the North Korean border 

town of Kaesong, South Korea called on the North to help thousands of aging Korean family 

members separated by the Korean War six decades ago learn of one another’s 

whereabouts, exchange letters and be reunited temporarily, said Hwang Boo-gi, the chief 

South Korean negotiator. But delegates from North Korea insisted that it would consider 

those requests only if the South resumed sending tourists to the Diamond Mountain resort 

in the North, Mr. Hwang told South Korean reporters in Kaesong. The joint tourism 

program had been an important source of cash for the North until it was suspended in 

2008 after a South Korean tourist who wandered into a restricted area was shot to death 

by North Korean soldiers. South Korea has said it would reopen the program only after the 

North apologized for the killing, agreed to a joint investigation and took steps to prevent 

similar episodes and guarantee the safety of tourists. Both sides failed to narrow their 

differences in the talks that began on Friday. They parted on Saturday, without even 

agreeing on when to meet again. “The North side focused on resuming the Diamond 

Mountain tourism and linked it to the reunions of separated family members,” Mr. Hwang 

said. “Our side maintained that they were separate issues and that it was inappropriate to 

link them.” The collapse of the talks left inter-Korean relations mired in a decades-long 

standoff. The two Koreas appeared headed for an armed clash as recently as August, after 

the South accused the North of planting land mines that maimed two of its border guards. 

The North denied the accusations. The sides later agreed to negotiations, and in October, 

arranged a new round of reunions in which hundreds of war-separated family members 

were allowed to meet their relatives for the first time in more than six decades. South 

Korea wants such reunions to be held on a regular basis so that separated family members, 

most of them in their 80s and older, can meet with long-lost relatives before they die. 

Formally, the Koreas remain at war; the Korean War ended in 1953 in a truce, not a peace 

treaty. Since then, their citizens have not been allowed to exchange letters, phone calls or 

emails with each other, much less to meet. North Korea blamed the South for the 

deterioration of the talks, according to the Reuters news agency. The North’s KCNA news 

agency said the South refused to discuss the resumption of the Diamond Mountain tourism 

program and stuck to “unfair assertions,” Reuters said. 

https://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/13/world/asia/korean-negotiators-falter-in-efforts-to-ease-strain-between-2-nations.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/12/13/world/asia/korean-negotiators-falter-in-efforts-to-ease-strain-between-2-nations.html
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James E. Goodby, Thursday, May 1, 2003 (Brookings) 

 

North Korea—or the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK), as it officially 

calls itself—is a prime example of what US President George W. Bush has called “the 

crossroads of radicalism and technology.” It can be described as the last Stalinist state 

surviving from the Cold War period. And something close to Cold War confrontation 

still exists between North Korea and some of its neighbours. In this environment, 

under the founding president of North Korea, Kim Il Sung, the infrastructure was built 

for a nuclear weapons programme. Most of the facilities were built at Yongbyon, a 

town about 60 miles north of Pyongyang, the capital. That programme led to the first 

US-North Korean nuclear crisis in the early 1990s. In 1994, the crisis was defused 

when the Clinton administration concluded the Agreed Framework with North Korea, 

a deal that halted a programme which might have produced by now enough plutonium 

for scores of nuclear bombs. Kim Il Sung died in 1994 at the age of 82, not long after 

concluding the Agreed Framework with the Clinton administration. His son, Kim Jong Il, 

who had been groomed for the job by President Kim, took over the leadership of the 

country. He has followed in his father’s footsteps by pursuing an alternative path to a 

nuclear bomb, a gas centrifuge project that would produce enriched uranium. In October 

2002, a senior US State Department official representing the Bush administration 

presented DPRK representatives in Pyongyang with charges that their government had a 

clandestine 

uranium enrichment programme. To everyone’s amazement, the North Koreans 

acknowledged that indeed they had such a programme and that they had a right to 

have it. Thus began the second North Korean nuclear crisis. This was an admission 

that North Korea had violated the US-DPRK Agreed Framework, which is now 

inoperative and also a North Korean agreement with South Korea, concluded over a 

decade ago, which declared that the Korean peninsula should be nuclear 

weapons-free. Since October 2002, Kim Jong Il has steadily ratcheted up the level of 

the crisis through one provocative action after another. 

 

 

BY:Chloe Farand, 9 Jul 2017(The Independent) 

 

North Korea has accused the US and South Korea of pushing the region to the "tipping 

point" of nuclear war. Pyongyang was furious after the US deployed two bombers near its 

border in a show of force that it slammed as a "military provocation". It warned a nuclear 

war "would inevitably lead to another world war". The US Air Force bombers dropped inert 

weapons over a training range in South Korea and fighter jets from both countries took 

part in rare live-fire drills. Bombers reportedly flew close to the fortified border, which 

splits the Korean peninsula into two, and dropped 900kg bombs. Tensions escalated in the 
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peninsula after North Korea tested an intercontinental ballistic missile, believed to be 

capable of hitting targets as far away as Alaska. Donald Trump's administration and North 

Korea's Kim Jong-Un have also exchanged hostile rhetoric for months. North Korea, which 

is banned from testing or developing missiles under UN resolutions, has been working to 

develop a nuclear-tipped ICBM capable of hitting the US, ignoring repeated warnings from 

the international community. The military drill by the US and South Korea saw American 

bombers destroy missile batteries and South Koreans jets deliver precision missile strikes 

on an underground command post, the AFP reported. But an editorial titled "Don't play 

with fire on a powder keg" published in the state-run North Korean Rodong newspaper 

said the drill making war more likely. Describing the Korean peninsula as "the world's 

biggest tinderbox", the article said: "The US, with its dangerous military provocation, is 

pushing the risk of a nuclear war on the peninsula to a tipping point." The paper described 

the exercises as a "dangerous military gambit of warmongers who are trying to ignite the 

fuse of a nuclear war on the peninsula". "A small misjudgment or error can immediately 

lead to the beginning of a nuclear war, which will inevitably lead to another world war," it 

added. The article also justified North Korea's weapons' tests as "legitimate and justified 

measures" 

amid increasing "threats of nuclear war" against Pyongyang by Washington. 

    

China non-unique: 
Bruce Klingner [Senior Research Fellow, Northeast Asia] June 12th, 2015, “South Korea Needs 

THAAD Missile Defense”  

http://www.heritage.org/defense/report/south-korea-needs-thaad-missile-defense 

 

“Deploying THAAD to South Korea would clearly not threaten China in any way. One is 

left to conclude that, if not extraordinarily ill-informed, Chinese technical objections can only be 

disingenuous, and Beijing’s true objective is preventing improvement in allied defensive 

capabilities and multilateral cooperation. 

The THAAD deployment issue is a microcosm of the greater North Korea problem. Once again, 

China has shown itself to be more critical of South Korean reactions than to the 

precipitating North Korean threats, attacks, and violations.” 

 

Chinese trade with North Korea increased after sanctions: 
Jane Perlez and Yufan Huang [Bureau Chief in Beijing to NY Times] April 13th, 2017, “China 

Says Its Trade With North Korea Has Increased” 

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/13/world/asia/china-north-korea-trade-coal-nuclear.html 

 

 “Amid sharply rising tensions over North Korea’s nuclear arms program, China said on 

Thursday that its trade with the country had expanded, even though it had complied with 

http://www.heritage.org/defense/report/south-korea-needs-thaad-missile-defense
https://www.nytimes.com/by/jane-perlez
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/13/world/asia/china-north-korea-trade-coal-nuclear.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2017/04/12/world/asia/trump-china-north-korea-xi-jinping.html
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/news/international/countriesandterritories/northkorea/index.html?inline=nyt-geo
http://topics.nytimes.com/top/news/international/countriesandterritories/china/index.html?inline=nyt-geo
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United Nations sanctions and stopped buying North Korean coal, a major source of hard 

currency for Pyongyang. The data released on Thursday showed that China’s trade with 

North Korea grew 37.4 percent in the first quarter of this year from the period in 2016. 

Chinese exports surged 54.5 percent, and imports increased 18.4 percent” 

 

 

“A look at Taiwan’s similar experience as a victim of China’s coercive tactics indicates that 

the sanctions might be lifted soon after the new South Korean president settles into office, 

but could also linger in one form or another for years, depending on the new South Korean 

administration’s strategic orientation.” 

 

China could lift sanctions with the presence of THAAD in 

South Korea: 
Kristian Mcguire [Research Head of The Diplomat] May 12th, 2017, “Dealing With Chinese 

Sanctions: South Korea and Taiwan” 

http://thediplomat.com/2017/05/dealing-with-chinese-sanctions-south-korea-and-taiwan/ 

“There are definitely limits to how far Seoul can/will go to accommodate its neighbor on security 

matters. But if the new South Korean administration can find a way to allay Beijing’s fear that its 

influence with Seoul is irreversibly waning, it is possible that Beijing would lift at least some of 

its sanctions even with THAAD still in place.” 

 

South Korea is only taking a .05% hit in the economy due to 

the loss in tourism 
Shuli Ren [Head Columnist at Barron’s] March 5th, 2017, “China’s Sanctions Over THAAD 

Can Sink Korea’s Economy” 

http://www.barrons.com/articles/chinas-sanctions-over-thaad-can-sink-koreas-economy-

1488773168 

“Chinese tourists, who come as part of tour groups, contribute $7.3 billion in tourism revenue to 

Korea's economy, or 0.5% of its total GDP.” 

 

Diplomacy doesn’t work-- North Korea has violated multiple 

times 
James E. Goodby [Brookings Expert] May 1, 2003, “North Korea: The Problem That Won’t Go 

Away” 

https://www.brookings.edu/articles/north-korea-the-problem-that-wont-go-away/ 

“This was an admission that North Korea had violated the US-DPRK Agreed Framework, which 

is now inoperative and also a North Korean agreement with South Korea, concluded over a 

http://thediplomat.com/2017/05/dealing-with-chinese-sanctions-south-korea-and-taiwan/
http://www.barrons.com/articles/chinas-sanctions-over-thaad-can-sink-koreas-economy-1488773168
http://www.barrons.com/articles/chinas-sanctions-over-thaad-can-sink-koreas-economy-1488773168
https://www.brookings.edu/articles/north-korea-the-problem-that-wont-go-away/
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decade ago, which declared that the Korean peninsula should be nuclear weapons-free. Since 

October 2002, Kim Jong Il has steadily ratcheted up the level of the crisis through one 

provocative action after another.” 

 

Sanctions don’t matter 
Cynthia Kim and Hyunjoo Jin [Reuters Journalists] March 9th, 2017, “South Korea struggles to 

retaliate in missile spat with China” 

http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southkorea-china-lotte-idUSKBN16G1FR 

“In a worst case scenario, the spat could reduce the size of South Korea's economy by as much as 

0.25 percent, she said.” 

 

 

 

AEGIS is operational in South Korea: 
Sukjoon Yoon [Senior Research at the Korea Institute] (The Diplomat) July 18th, 2016, 

“Stopping North Korean Missiles: An Alternative to THAAD”  

“On July 7, 2016 the South Korean government confirmed its intention to deploy the Terminal 

High-Altitude Area Defense (THAAD) system. Is this Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD) system 

the best option available? BMD relies on phased-array radar, notably the Aegis system 

developed by the United States. There are currently six nations operating Aegis-equipped 

ships, of which three – the U.S., Japan, and the Republic of Korea (ROK)” 

Aegis can track more than 100 targets: 
Office of Corporate Communications [United States Navy] January 26, 2017, “Aegis Weapon 

System” 

http://www.navy.mil/navydata/fact_display.asp?cid=2100&tid=200&ct=2 

“The AEGIS Weapon System (AWS) is a centralized, automated, command-and-control (C2) 

and weapons control system that was designed as a total weapon system, from detection to kill. 

The heart of the system is the AN/SPY-1, an advanced, automatic detect and track, multi-

function phased-array radar. This high-powered radar is able to perform search, track, 

and missile guidance functions simultaneously, with a track capacity of more than 100 

targets. The first Engineering Development Model (EDM-1) was installed in the test ship USS 

Norton Sound (AVM 1) in 1973.” 

 

NK has also tested and fired scud missiles 
BBC News, Asia 29 May 2017 “N Korea fires Scud missile into sea, its third test in three weeks”  

http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40081209 

http://www.reuters.com/journalists/cynthia-kim
http://www.reuters.com/journalists/hyunjoo-jin
http://www.reuters.com/article/us-southkorea-china-lotte-idUSKBN16G1FR
http://www.navy.mil/navydata/fact_display.asp?cid=2100&tid=200&ct=2
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40081209
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North Korea has fired a short-range ballistic missile, its third missile test in as many weeks. 

The Scud flew about 450km (280 miles) before landing in Japanese waters, prompting 

Japan to lodge a protest. Pyongyang has repeatedly defied a UN resolution banning all 

nuclear and missile activity, and has ramped up the pace of its tests in recent months. 

 

 

Growth outlook readjusted to 2.6 percent 
Hyun-woo 17[ Hyun-woo, nam @ the korea times, 7/17/17, “BOK raises 2017 growth outlook to 

2.6%”, http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/biz/2017/04/367_227507.html, ]A.G. 

The Bank of Korea (BOK) revised the country's growth outlook for this year to 2.6 percent 

from 2.5 percent on signs of a modest recovery in exports, domestic investment and other 

economic indices. 

 

This is the first time in three years that the central bank has increased its growth forecast. 

The upward revision came after the central bank revised down its growth forecast to 2.5 

percent in January from 2.8 percent it had previously projected. 

 

It said exports are recovering at a faster pace than expected earlier, allowing the bank to be 

a bit optimistic about the outlook for the gross domestic product. 

 

 

BLOCKS 

Response: The United States will remove its military influence 

from South Korea if the government does not give into pressure to 

use their system (THAAD).   

 

Answer: The United States will see the urgency to maintain influence in crucial area of 

world. 

 

http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/biz/2017/04/367_227507.html
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Warrant: Vu 2016 [Khang. “The Ultimate Nightmare: U.S. Withdrawal from South Korea.” 

July 10, 2016. The National Interest. http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-

nightmare-us-withdrawal-south-korea-16904] DF 

 

“A U.S. withdrawal would beyond all doubt create a vacuum of power on the Korean 

Peninsula, prompting North Korea to take on more provocative actions such as testing 

more missile and nuclear tests, attacking South Korean troops near the DMZ more often or 

shelling on the South’s ships and islands near the Northern Limit Line. In return, South 

Korea may respond militarily to avoid losing face, and if initial deterrence fails, the two 

Koreas will be drawn into another Korean War, an adverse prospect for future U.S. 

administrations. The U.S. should not worry about being drawn into a conflict with North 

Korea because the presence of American troops has effectively thwarted North Korean 

attacks in the first place. In addition, keeping American troops on Korean soil is cheaper 

than sustaining the same number of troops in America, which helps shoulder some of the 

budget burden from American taxpayers. Maintaining the presence of American military in 

Korea is undeniably beneficial to both America and South Korea. 

 

Pyongyang clearly understands these facts; thus, it finds no incentive to give up its nuclear 

program and confronts Seoul in the realm of conventional warfare. Moreover, American 

withdrawal does not guarantee that North Korea will not carry on with its nuclear 

programs. The collapse of the Agreed Framework, the Six-Party Talks and the Leap-Day 

Agreement should serve as a reminder of North Korea’s untrustworthiness; therefore, 

Washington must not make the same mistakes in future engagements with Pyongyang. In 

the meantime, the best way for the United States to curb North Korea’s nuclear program 

should be to enforce UN sanctions and persuade China to join forces, and this approach 

only works as long as the United States sustains its influence in the region. It is better to 

deal with the devil we know than the devil we do not know.” 

 

Response: The United States will remove its military influence 

from South Korea if the government does not give into pressure to 

use their system (THAAD).   

 

Answer: It’s in the United States’ best interest to remain in South Korea.  

 

http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-nightmare-us-withdrawal-south-korea-16904
http://nationalinterest.org/feature/the-ultimate-nightmare-us-withdrawal-south-korea-16904
http://www.cnas.org/if-deterrence-fails#.V34G1ZN95PM
http://edition.cnn.com/2016/04/21/politics/trump-troops-korea-japan-cheaper-abroad/
http://nationalinterest.org/feature/americas-korea-mission-isnt-charity-15711
https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/agreedframework
http://www.cfr.org/proliferation/six-party-talks-north-koreas-nuclear-program/p13593
http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/a-great-leap-to-nowhere-remembering-the-us-north-korea-leap-day-deal/
http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/a-great-leap-to-nowhere-remembering-the-us-north-korea-leap-day-deal/
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Warrant: Rinna 2016 [Anthony Rinna. “America’s Korea Mission Isn’t Charity.” Apr. 8, 

2016. The National Interest. http://nationalinterest.org/feature/americas-korea-mission-

isnt-charity-15711] DF 

 

The Korean Peninsula sits in the middle of one of the most important nodes in the global 

economic system, where several of the world’s most powerful economies—those of China, 

Japan and South Korea—converge. East Asia not only remains one of the most economically 

successful regions of the world, but regional economies are experiencing an unprecedented 

growth of intraregional integration. 

 

A large part of the United States’ economic security depends on continued commercial 

health and stability in this part of the globe. The outbreak of armed conflict on the Korean 

Peninsula would likely wreak economic havoc on the region as a whole, with consequent 

economic repercussions for the United States. 

 

Year-to-date trade figures for February 2016 from the U.S. Census Bureau indicate that 

China, Japan and South Korea are all among the top six U.S. foreign trading partners. As 

Kurt Campbell, Assistant Secretary for the State Department’s Asia-Pacific bureau stated 

before the U.S. Congress in 2011, "America’s success in the 21st century is tied to the 

success of the dynamic Asia-Pacific region." Managing the threat posed by instability on the 

Korean Peninsula to the United States’ economic interests cannot be done only through a 

combination of diplomacy and nuclear deterrence. It also requires the continual presence 

of American conventional armed forces. 

 

Americans and South Koreans share a common goal: maintaining stability on the Korean 

peninsula and containing the threat posed by North Korea and its militarism. Yet where 

Seoul and Washington diverge is the scope and underlying motivations behind this 

outward display of solidarity. For Seoul, the primary mission is the defense of a republic—

indeed, this is the only entity to which South Koreans are ultimately responsible. 

 
Blocks: A2: Chinese relations will become more tense and worsen, damaging South Korea. 

 

Response (1): 

 

South Korea benefits from U.S. alliance economically and politically. Their relationship has 

been quite strong in past years. 

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

http://nationalinterest.org/feature/americas-korea-mission-isnt-charity-15711
http://nationalinterest.org/feature/americas-korea-mission-isnt-charity-15711
https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/reo/2015/apd/eng/pdf/areo0415.pdf
https://www.census.gov/foreign-trade/statistics/highlights/top/top1602yr.html
http://www.state.gov/p/eap/rls/rm/2011/03/159450.htm
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South Korea (officially the Republic of Korea, or ROK) is one of the United States’ most 

important strategic and economic partners in Asia. Congressional interest in South Korea is 

driven by both security and trade interests. Since the early 1950s, the U.S.ROK Mutual 

Defense Treaty commits the United States to help South Korea defend itself. Approximately 

28,500 U.S. troops are based in the ROK, which is included under the U.S. “nuclear 

umbrella.” Washington and Seoul cooperate in addressing the challenges posed by North 

Korea. The two countries’ economies are joined by the KoreaU.S. Free Trade Agreement 

(KORUS FTA). South Korea is the United States’ seventh largest trading partner and the 

United States is South Korea’s second largest trading partner. Between 2009 and the end of 

2016, relations between the two countries arguably reached their most robust state in 

decades. Political changes in both countries in 2017, however, have generated uncertainty 

about the state of the relationship. 

 

Response (2): 

 

South Koreans value the U.S.  ROK alliance and positively view the U.S.  

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

Additionally, while peopletopeople ties generally do not directly affect matters of “high” 

politics in bilateral relations, the presence of over 1.8 million Korean Americans and the 

hundreds of thousands of trips taken annually between the two nations has helped cement 

the two countries together. Former South Korean President Park Geunhye and her 

predecessor, Lee Myungbak, spoke before joint meetings of Congress, in May 2013 and 

October 2011, respectively. Six South Korean presidents have addressed joint meetings of 

Congress since the ROK’s founding in 1948.34 Large majorities of South Koreans say they 

value the U.S.ROK alliance and have positive opinions of the United States.35 Since at least 

2014, South Koreans have consistently indicated that the United States is their favorite 

nation, according to one opinion poll. 36 However, many South Koreans are resentful of 

U.S. influence and chafe when they feel their leaders offer too many concessions to the 

United States. Many South Korean officials also tend to be wary of being drawn into U.S. 

policies that they perceive as possibly antagonizing China, and are much more suspicious of 

Japan’s actions in East Asia than are most U.S. policymakers. Although many of these 

concerns are widely held in South Korea, they are particularly articulated by South Korea’s 

progressive groups—such as President Moon’s Minjoo Party—who opposed much of 

President Park’s agenda, including the relatively hard line she took against North Korea. 

 

Response (3): 
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South Korea has seen significant economic increases and tariff decreases following the 

establishment of KORUS 

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

 Upon implementation, 82% of U.S. tariff lines and 80% of South Korean tariff lines were 

tariff free in U.S.South Korean trade, whereas prior to the KORUS FTA, 38% of U.S. tariff 

lines and 13% of South Korean tariff lines were duty free. By the 10th year of the 

agreement, the figures are to rise to an estimated 99% and 98%, respectively, with tariff 

elimination occurring in stages and the most sensitive products having the longest 

phaseout periods. Six rounds of tariff cuts have occurred to date. The agreement also has 

arguably the “higheststandards” of any U.S. FTA currently in force, including commitments 

ensuring financial services firms’ ability to transfer data between the two countries, a 

precursor to the Trans Pacific Partnership’s (TPP) much lauded digital trade 

commitments. Nontariff barriers in goods trade and barriers in services trade and foreign 

investment have and will continue to be reduced or eliminated under the KORUS FTA. The 

third stage of South Korea’s market opening to legal services, the commitment to allow U.S. 

firms to enter into joint ventures in South Korea, became effective in March 2017. Total 

trade in goods and services between the two countries has grown with U.S. exports rising 

from $61.9 billion in 2011 to $63.9 billion in 2016, and imports rising from $67.3 billion to 

$81.4 billion during the same period (Table 1). Foreign direct investment (FDI) between 

both countries has also grown with the stock of South Korean FDI in the United States more 

than doubling, growing from $19.9 billion in 2011 to $40.1 billion in 2015 (the most recent 

year available). U.S. FDI abroad into South Korea grew more modestly from $28.1 billion to 

$34.6 billion. 

 

Response (4): 

South Korea currently houses over 28,500 U.S. troops, and South Korea is under an 

agreement that they would have to consent to their deployment in an East Asian conflict.  

 

U.S.  South Korea Relations. Congressional Research Service, fas.org/sgp/crs/ 

row/R41481.pdf. Accessed 10 July 2017. EW 

 

The United States and South Korea are allies under the 1953 Mutual Defense Treaty. Under 

the agreement, U.S. military personnel have maintained a continuous presence on the 

Korean Peninsula and are committed to helping South Korea defend itself, particularly 

against any aggression from the North. South Korea is included under the U.S. “nuclear 

umbrella,” also known as “extended deterrence.” The United States maintains about 28,500 

troops in the ROK. In the past, U.S. commanders in South Korea stated that the future U.S. 
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role in the defense of South Korea would be mainly an air force and naval role. Since 2004, 

the U.S. Air Force has increased its strength in South Korea through the regular rotation 

into South Korea of advanced strike aircraft. These rotations do not constitute a permanent 

presence, but the aircraft often remain in South Korea for weeks and sometimes months for 

training. The ROK armed forces today total over 625,000 troops, with about 490,000 in the 

Army, 70,000 in the Air Force, and 65,000 in the Navy. 63 Due to the declining birth rate, 

the armed forces are planning to reduce their numbers by nearly onefifth by 2022.64 In 

2015, South Koreahad the largest defense budget in the world, constituting about 2.4% of 

its GDP.65 A bilateral understanding between Washington and Seoul gives U.S. forces the 

“strategic flexibility” to respond to contingencies outside the peninsula, but under the 

condition that South Korea would have to consent to their deployment in an East Asian 

conflict. In the past, issues surrounding U.S. troop deployments have been a flashpoint for 

public disapproval in South Korea of the military alliance, led by progressive political 

groups. In recent years, however, public support for the alliance has become broader and 

more resilient to incidents involving U.S. bases and soldiers in South Korea. 

 

Response (5): 

South Korea is developing its own missile defense system called Korea Air and Missile 

Defense (KAMD) (could be compared to a second generation Patriot system). ROK Navy 

 

has three destroyers with Aegis, and Patriot 2 interceptors, which are planned to be 

upgraded by 2022. Therefore, South Korea has its own antimissile defense systems which 

are and should continue to be being upgraded and improved, which would not create 

conflict with China.  

 

 
 

 


