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North Korea relations
Inclusion of North Korea into international policies is key to prevent nuclear escalation, war, and a feeling of division

O’Neil 2007 (Andrew, October 07, Senior Lecturer in the School of Political and International Studies, Flinders University, Australia. He also worked with Australia’s Department of Defence as an intelligence analyst. Nuclear Proliferation in Northeast Asia: The Quest for Security, JH, BH, QJ, RK) 
Short of war or the transfer of fissile material beyond the DPRK's borders, the worst possible outcome of North Korea going nuclear would be the fur¬ther isolation of the regime in Pyongyang. This is why the view that North Korea should "remain isolated and unable to participate in the dynamism of Northeast Asia" as punishment for not disavowing nuclear weapons makes little sense." Part of the reason why Pyongyang took the decision to acceler¬ate its nuclear program in the early 1990s was its increasing sense of detach¬ment from the international community and a growing sense of strategic vulnerability in the posr—cold war era. If nuclear deterrence is to succeed on the Korean peninsula, Pyongyang needs to be actively and consistently engaged at the political level, and greater effort needs to be expended by Washington in particular to understand the regime's strategic outlook. Deterrence may be all about threatening unacceptable punishment to pre¬vent specific actions, but for it to have any chance of succeeding, lines of communication must be nurtured in order to circumvent the ever-present trap of misperception. If as a by-product of opening these channels of com-munication, war is avoided and at some future point agreement is reached between Pyongyang and Washington to cooperate in areas such as fissile material security and limited arms control, then the investment of time and energy in deterring North Korea will have more than paid off.

Cooperation with key countries necessary for DPRK disarm

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

Combating Pyongyang’s very diverse set of legal and illegal contacts that generate its hard currency throughout the world requires a multilateral approach. The United States must work with the key countries involved to ensure that pressure is correctly, rather than indiscriminately, applied to North Korean elites. Building the capability to continue restricting weapons exports, to crack down on North Korean drug trafficking and counterfeiting operations, and to set clear conditions for aid and remittance flows may allow the United States and its allies to place the economic prosperity of North Korea’s elites at risk, putting pressure on the North Korean regime in ways that the traditional package of U.S. economic sanctions have failed to do. In the best case scenario, using multilateral cooperation to pressure North Korean elites directly will raise the cost of maintaining a nuclear program to levels impossible for the regime to sustain, leaving North Korea with little choice but to negotiate in good faith.

Japan re-arm

Theory flawed -- Japan won’t nuclearize. Numerous opportunities to seize power prove that Japan is not a typical realist nation state.

Kang professor at the Tuck school of Business at Dartmouth college 03 (David C., Spring 2003, Associate professor of government and adjunct associate professor at the Tuck school of Business at Dartmouth college, “Getting Asia Wrong: The need for new analytical frameworks”, International Security, Vol. 27, No. 4, Accessed 5/18/10, JH & BH)
In support of the great power explanation, Michael Desch offers evidence of Japanese supposed intentions: marginally increased defense spending, pursuit of a virtual nuclear deterrent, and growing nationalistic rhetoric from selected politicians."5 Yet this evidence is speculative at best. The key is not the offhand remark of a right-wing politician, but rather that Japan could easily triple its defense budget and still spend only what other powers such as France and Germany do (Figure 1). In addition, Japan could modify its constitution, de-velop a nuclear arsenal, deploy intercontinental ballistic missiles, and build aircraft carriers. It could also forge a foreign policy independent from that of the United States and attempt to exert far more influence in diplomatic arenas. This would be convincing evidence that Japan is, or aspires to be, a great power. Discussion of Japan as a virtual, potential, or nascent power is simply an admission that Japan does not function as a typical realist nation-state.

North Korean relations with China

Unsolved border problems affect Sino-Korean relations to this day

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
Border conflicts seriously affect Sino-Korean relations. Even if these tensions are not decisive-they should not provoke a complete break in relations-in the premodern, modern, and postmodern eras they have impacted the overall political relationship among the states involved. These conflicts continue to be relevant today. Even the two communist regimes of the PRC and the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK), close allies since the end of the 1940s, have not been able to free themselves from the vicissitudes of this conflict. Nearly 60 years after their founding, the two nations have not yet solved their territorial problems. Even though the border dispute has never threatened to rupture bi-lateral diplomatic ties, without a doubt it has caused moments of considerable tension and remains one of the problems yet to be resolved.' 

Border issues make relations between the PRC and the DPRK tense

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
Although the recent dispute concerns Beijing and Seoul, the case of Yanbian has also been a point of confrontation between China and North Korea-based theoretically on modern principles of mutual sovereignty. Yet, the presence of some two million ethnic Koreans on Chinese territory has not been readily accepted by Pyongyang, which considers itself a defender of all Koreans living outside the peninsula, especially in the former Soviet Union, Japan, and China. For example, after 1949 the North Korean regime encouraged the chaoxianzu to return to their historical homeland, offering them DPRK citizenship. The CCP was fully aware of this development: its creation of an autonomous region in Yanbian in 1952, the first in the PRC, was in part a response to North Korea's actions.

The PRC will not willingly surrender Paektusan to the DPRK

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
The zone surrounding the volcano is inhospitable and uninhabited. To prevent any movement of people, especially ethnic Koreans, Beijing has not tried to develop the region economically but rather has taken advantage of its great ecological diversity. In 1960 Changbaishan was declared the largest natural reserve in China and in 1980 was placed under UNESCO protection as a bio-sphere area. The region contains several endangered animal species such as Siberian tigers and black bears. The territory is also the subject of study by botanists and other scientists. By constantly referring to a concern for the protection of the natural environment and by developing the zone as a tourist at-traction, Beijing further hinders possible negotiations with North Korea and clearly shows that it is unwilling to renounce control of the area. China has another argument to justify its control over Paektusan. 

North Korean relations with China

Chinese support key to solve North Korea – Economic leverage

Kairouz Writer for the Economic and Political Weekly Magazine 04 (Aki, Jan. 04, Writer for the Economic and Political Weekly Magazine, “North Korean Nuclear Crisis”, Economic and Political Weekly, Vol. 39, No. 1, Date accessed: 6/22, JH & BH) 
Although Beijing has many interests in diffusing the current nuclear crisis, it has yet to take a leading role instead of limiting itself to calling for dialogue and peaceful resolution of the conflict. The Chinese posses a great economic leverage on North Korea and could help convince Pyongyang to abandon its nuclear military programme. Privately, however, the Chinese blame, in great part, the US for designating North Korea as a member of the 'axis of evil', consequently turning it into a potential target for US and international sanctions and possibly military action. Beijing also considers that Pyongyang aims at getting the US's attention and to obtain security guarantees from Washington.30 China calls upon both, the US and North Korea to return to the 1994 Agreed Framework and sit on the negotiating table to mutually save face. In addition, China hinted that if the North Korean nuclear issue was brought before the UN it could foresee serious dilemmas. It cannot remain indif-ferent, and not use its veto, nor comply with the imposed economic sanctions, even if North Korea remains intransigent and defiant. As a result, it is unlikely that China would, under these circumstances, apply any strong pressure on North Korea to abandon its nuclear policy.
The PRC and the DPRK dispute control of the Tumen and Yalu islands

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
China and North Korea have refused to situate the demarcation line in the middle of the rivers, thereby adopting the principles of joint ownership, management, and use of the two waterways. This differs from the status of bridges crossing the rivers, where previous agreements divided the jurisdiction at the middle of each structure. Historically, the main problem in this case has been the question of sovereignty over the dozens of islands in the rivers. Ownership of the islands has usually been determined according to the nationality of their populations, but discrepancies appear for uninhabited islands. In this case, some sort of shared responsibility has been applied. Beijing has recognized North Korea's sovereignty over 80% of the Yalu and Tumen Islands, including the largest ones. But there is a dispute over Pidan (in Chinese, Chouduandao). This island, located at the mouth of the Yalu, was administered by the DPRK but inhabited by people of Chinese origin, and Beijing regarded it as an integral part of its own territory .

The PRC seeks to avoid the unification of Korea

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
Nevertheless Beijing was very concerned by the South Korean legislators' actions because these were the first to tackle the Gando issue at a parliamentary level. China is also worried about the border issue because of potential political upheaval if the peninsula were to be reunified. A united Korea would probably be stronger in its demands and not so easily affected by foreign pres-sure. Until now, the Chinese leadership has been able to cool North Korea's territorial claims using the lever of aid to Pyongyang. 

North Korean relations with China

The unification of Korea would seriously damage Sino-Korean relations 

Gomà  2k6

(Daniel  “The Chinese-Korean Border Issue: An Analysis of a Contested Frontier”.  Asian Survey Http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497212     Accessed: 18/5/2010   M.H.  And S.H.)
However, a unified Korea would not be subject to these conditions. It would defend its own national interests against all odds, and its nationalism would be further reinforced, affecting China's stance on the border issue. This new Korean state, stronger politically and economically, would retain North Korea's contentions about Paketusan, Shindo, etc. In this scenario, the pressure will come from the entire Korean nation. No longer dependent on China, a unified Korea would defend itself more forcefully against the PRC, and Sino-Korean relations would be negatively affected.

NK-SK good
The bond between the Koreas is getting stronger

Lim, fellow at Korea Development Institute, 2007

(Wonhyuk, “How to Deal with South Korea)

Washington Quarterly, Spring 2007

At the same time, economic and social ties between the North and South are growing stronger. Since the historic summit between then-President Kim Dae-jung and Chairman Kim Jong-il in June 2000, there have been a series of successful collaborative projects between the South and the North. Railroads are being connected, and an increasing number of South Koreans are visiting North Korean tourist attractions. In 2005 alone, nearly 300,000 South Korean tourists visited Mt. Kumgang, which that year turned a profit for the first time. At the Kaesong Industrial Complex, just north of the de​militarized zone, South Korean companies employ more than 10,000 North Korean workers to make clothes, shoes, and many other products for the countries’ mutual benefit. It would be an exaggeration, however, to claim that South Korea no longer regards North Korea as a threat. Although they see North Korea as a needy neighbor, South Koreans do not dispute that it is also a potential troublemaker that can wreak havoc on the Korean peninsula and around the globe.
South Korea looks to reconcile with North Korea

Fukuyama, 05.

(Francis Fukuyama, Professor of International Political Economy at the Paul H. Nitze School of Advanced International Studies (SAIS) of Johns Hopkins University, January/February 2005, Council on Foreign Relations, “Re-Envisioning Asia,” http://www.cfr.org/publication/7927/reenvisioning_asia.html, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC)

The first problem concerns the United States' relationship with South Korea. With the ascendancy of left-wing Presidents Kim Dae Jung and Roh Moo Hyun over the past decade, a new generation of Koreans has grown up seeking reconciliation rather than confrontation with North Korea. Many young South Koreans today regard the United States as a greater threat to their security than the regime of Kim Jong Il. This bizarre perception is based on extraordinary illusions. The North Korean dictatorship is one of the most inhumane and dangerous that has ever existed, but the Bush administration misplayed its hand at the beginning of its first term by undercutting President Kim Dae Jung's "sunshine" policy of Korean reconciliation— triggering a generational revolt among younger South Koreans against Cold War verities. The reflexive gratitude that South Koreans who lived through the war against the North feel toward the United States is simply absent among the younger generation, which, like its German counterpart, grew up in peace and prosperity.
NK-SK bad
South Korea to continue hardline policy

CNN Wire Staff, 5/25.

(newspaper, May 25, 2010, “North Korea freezes relations with South Korea,” http://www.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/asiapcf/05/25/n.korea.threats/index.html, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC) 

Lee has already announced that South Korea was suspending trade with North Korea, closing its waters to the North's ships and adopting a newly aggressive military posture toward its neighbor.

While in China on Monday, U.S. Secretary of State Hillary Clinton said the United States supports the finding on the Cheonan's sinking.

She urged North Korea on Monday to reveal what it knows about the "act of aggression." She also said the United States' "support for South Korea's defense is unequivocal" and that North Korea should "stop its belligerence and threatening behavior."

"We endorse President Lee's call on North Korea to come forward with the facts regarding this act of aggression and, above all, stop its belligerence and threatening behavior," Clinton said.

U.S. President Barack Obama has directed military commanders to work with South Korean troops "to ensure readiness and to deter future aggression" from North Korea.

The Committee for the Peaceful Reunification of Korea, the group that is in charge of relations with South Korea, said in its statement Tuesday that it would consider South Korea's "smear campaign over the sinking of the warship as a declaration of a war."

It said the North would "mete out a merciless and strong punishment," KCNA reported.

Among the committee's recommendations:

-- That all relations be severed and inter-Korean issues be handled under wartime laws.

-- That dialog between North and South be halted during Lee's tenure.

-- That all communications between North and South be cut off.

-- That South Korean ships and airliners be banned from passing through North Korean territorial waters and airspace.

South Korea is using the most severe punishments against North Korea

CBC News, 5/25.

(Newspaper, May 25, 2010, “North Korea to sever ties with South,” http://www.cbc.ca/world/story/2010/05/25/north-korea-ship-retaliation.html, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC)

The South is also slashing trade and denying permission to North Korean cargo ships to pass through South Korean waters.

A team of international investigators concluded last week that a torpedo from a North Korean submarine tore apart the Cheonan. The sinking was the South's worst military disaster since the 1950-53 Korean War, which ended with an armistice but no peace treaty.

The North denies involvement and has warned that retaliation would mean war. It has threatened to destroy any propaganda facilities installed at the heavily militarized border.

On Tuesday, the North claimed dozens of South Korean naval ships violated the countries' disputed western sea border earlier this month and threatened to take "practical" military measures in response.

South Korea's military had no immediate response other than to say that North Korea routinely makes similar accusations.

North Korea is already subject to various UN-backed sanctions in response to its nuclear weapons and missile programs. The latest steps announced by Seoul are seen as among the strongest it could take short of military action.

NK-SK bad
President Lee Myung-bak won’t change his hard-line policy on North Korea – two years prove he’s consistent.

JoongAng Daily, 1/19.

(English-language newspaper in South Korea, January 19, 2010, “Diplomatic Winds of Change,” http://joongangdaily.joins.com/article/view.asp?aid=2915458, Date Accessed: 06/25/10, CC)

When President Lee Myung-bak punched his presidential ticket with a hefty dose of hard-line policies toward the North, it was clear that the free flow of rice and fertilizer aid that had helped sustain the regime in the North for the past decade would come to a halt. But nobody knew how consistent that approach would be. Well, here we are two years later and the policy still stands. Many North Korean observers say that in the spring the North may be facing a food crisis similar to the one they had in the mid-1990s. Meanwhile, humanitarian aid from the United States and the international community has also dried up. Coupled with the bad weather conditions this winter, the coming year will be critical. 

Right now, tensions between North and South Korea are high because of war games.

Wallace, writer for Weekend Australian, 6/26.

(Rick Wallace, Australian newspaper, June 26, 2010, “Peace hopes sunk by war games,” Lexisnexis, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC)

After 60 years the wounds on the Korean Peninsular are still raw

AMONG the packed program of events planned in South Korea to mark the 60th anniversary this week of the start of the Korean War, the south's navy is re-enacting a crucial sea victory it won over the communist north.

Naval officials announced the exercise, which began Thursday, would involve two submarines and at least 10 ships and two submarines, one of which would open fire on a mocked-up North Korean steamer off the coast near Pusan.

The event commemorates a David and Goliath battle that occurred hours after the start of the Korean War in which a South Korean patrol boat sunk a North Korean steamer with 600 troops aboard off the coast of Pusan.

The mock battle comes amid ongoing tensions of the north's sinking of the South Korean corvette Cheonan in March, and it is a good illustration of how far from reconciliation the two Koreas remain so long after the war.

The north and south are still trading barbs over the Cheonan sinking and talks on the north's nuclear program have been suspended for a year following Pyongyang's testing of a ballistic missile, which was followed by an underground nuclear test.

The two countries face each other across a border just 60km from Seoul that is crammed with armed troops. Their representatives talk only sporadically in a conference room that straddles the 38th parallel that divides the countries.

At least half of North Korea's 1.5 million-strong army are thought to be forward deployed near the border, which is heavily fortified with US and South Korean troops on the other side.

NK-SK bad
North Korea and South Korea go into another state of high-tension

Wallace, writer for Weekend Australian, 6/26.

(Rick Wallace, Australian newspaper, June 26, 2010, “Peace hopes sunk by war games,” Lexisnexis, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC)

``First of all we must restart the six-party [US, South Korea, North Korea, China, Japan and Russia] talks and resolve the nuclear issue,'' he tells Inquirer.

Rhee says that despite the tensions over the Cheonan, there is too much at stake internationally for a return to war in the Korean Peninsula.

``China and the US, both of them, they don't want tension increasing on the Korean Peninsula,'' he says.

The International Crisis Group's north Asia deputy project director Daniel Pinkston says there is always the chance of an inadvertent or accidental ``escalation'', but it is clear the north is in no condition to fight another war.

``A lot of the bellicose rhetoric from the North Koreans is taken out of context. When you read the whole statement it's almost always in the context of deterrence. For example, `If the US imperialists violate our territory we will turn Seoul into ashes.'

``But people just focus on the turning Seoul into ashes part.

``The rhetoric is not helpful and it's troubling, but on the other hand North Korea is not in a position to fight. With all the problems they have can't even feed themselves.''

The long history of North Korean aggression includes a number of deadly provocations, including an assassination attempt on South Korean president Chun Doo-hwan in Rangoon in 1983 that saw 21 people killed, including three members of Chun's cabinet.

Four years later the north was accused of blowing up Korean Air flight 858 en route to Seoul, killing all 115 passengers.

None of these events -- nor the north's pursuit of nuclear capability -- has brought the peninsula to outright war again.
North-South Korean relations deteriorating

CNN Wire Staff, 5/25.

(newspaper, May 25, 2010, “North Korea freezes relations with South Korea,” http://www.cnn.com/2010/WORLD/asiapcf/05/25/n.korea.threats/index.html, Date Accessed: 6/25/10, CC) 

Mounting tensions on the Korean Peninsula reached a new level Tuesday as a North Korean agency announced that the communist nation is severing all ties with its neighbor to the south and will "abrogate the agreement on non-aggression."

A spokesman for North Korea's Committee for the Peaceful Reunification of Korea accused South Korean President Lee Myung-bak of falsely blaming Pyongyang for the sinking in March of the South Korean warship Cheonan, according to the state-run Korean Central News Agency.

An official South Korean report accused the communist North of firing a torpedo at the ship, killing 46 sailors.

Meanwhile, a North Korean military official accused the South of intruding into North Korean waters in the Yellow Sea from May 14 to May 24, the Yonhap news agency reported.

"This is a deliberate provocation aimed to spark off another military conflict in the West Sea of Korea and thus push 

to a war phase the present north-south relations," the official said in a statement, according to Yonhap.

NK-SK bad
North Korean relations with other nations are in a poor critical state

Manosevitz, Graduate student in the Department of Political Science, George Washington University, 2003

(Jason, “Japan and South Korea: Security Relations Reach Adolescence”, 

 Asian Survey, Vol. 43, No. 5, accessed at http://www.jstor.org/stable/3557858, KK/EL)

The China-South Korea and China-Japan subsystems are not the only systems comparable to the Japan-South Korea link. North Korea has security relations with both China and Russia. But that set of relations has not fully recovered from the blows struck in the early 1990s, when Russia and China both formally recognized South Korea. More important, North Korea's security relations with both China and Russia seem to be at a critical juncture, as the United States seeks a multilateral solution to North Korea's resumption of plutonium reprocessing and nuclear brinkmanship.
NK-US relations
North Korea is willing to negotiate with the U.S.

Michishita, Assistant professor of the Security and International Studies Program at the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies (GRIPS) in Tokyo, 2009

(Narushige, “Playing the Same Game: North Korea’s Coercive Attempt at U.S. Reconciliation”, The Washington Quarterly • 32:4 pp. 139-152, KK/EL)

The nuclear and missile capabilities of the Democratic People’s

Republic of Korea (DPRK) are certainly improving, but that does not mean its strategy has changed. Those who argue that Pyongyang has abandoned diplomacy and chosen a military path risk missing the point: nuclear weapon sand missiles are the means, not the ends. North Korea is actually taking necessary steps to prepare for future talks with the United States. In other words, North Korea is playing the same game again.

Obama is willing to work with North Korea

Michishita, Assistant professor of the Security and International Studies Program at the National Graduate Institute for Policy Studies (GRIPS) in Tokyo, 2009

(Narushige, “Playing the Same Game: North Korea’s Coercive Attempt at U.S. Reconciliation”, The Washington Quarterly • 32:4 pp. 139-152, KK/EL)

Even after the missile and nuclear tests, the United States has expressed willingness to engage with North Korea. On June 11, 2009, Ambassador Stephen Bosworth, special representative for North Korea policy, revealed a ‘‘fourpronged strategy’’ toward North Korea, which emphasized close regional consultation and cooperation, UN and national sanctions, defensive measures, and diplomatic engagement to negotiate a path to denuclearization if North Korea showed serious willingness. Bosworth reiterated U.S. policy not to threaten to change the North Korean regime through force and its continued commitment to the September 2005 Joint Statement.27

The United States is willing to address not only nuclear and missile issues, but also signing a peace treaty with North Korea. On this point, Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton stated in February: 

If North Korea is genuinely prepared to completely and verifiably eliminate their

nuclear weapons program, the Obama Administration will be willing to normalize

bilateral relations, replace the peninsula’s longstanding armistice agreements with a permanent peace treaty, and assist in meeting the energy and other economic needs of the North Korean people.28

This position did not change after the nuclear and missiles tests
NK-US relations
U.S. Japanese and South Korean relations are key to solving North Korea.

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

Any effective, long-term resolution of the North Korean nuclear issue, whether through multilateral, bilateral, or no talks at all, will be successful only if all interested and influential states cooperate with one another. Although the road to Pyongyang traditionally has been through Beijing, careful examination of the potential cultural-political, military, and economic sources of influence available demonstrates that U.S. coordination with Japan and especially South Korea, particularly to crack down on Pyongyang’s sources of hard currency, is also important. Combining each of these state’s independent sources of influence on Pyongyang will maximize the potential to convince Kim Jong Il to abandon North Korea’s nuclear program permanently.
Korea-Russia Relations
Russia is increasingly becoming an important figure in North East Asian diplomacy

Moltz, Deputy Director and Professor at the Center for Nonproliferation Studies at the Monterey Institution of International Studies, 2005 James, “U.S.-Russian Relations and the North Korean Crisis: A Role for the Russian Far East?”, Asian Survey, Vol. 45, No. 5, accessed at http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497127, KK/EL)

Today, Russia is becoming increasingly interested in seeking a settlement to the thorny issue of the North Korean nuclear program. The first three rounds of the Six-Party Talks failed to yield meaningful progress, which Moscow blamed largely on Washington's inadequate willingness to bargain. Russia welcomed the greater flexibility shown by U.S. Assistant Secretary of State Christopher Hill in the fourth round. Compared to the United States, Russia has a much greater interest in a long-term settlement, because North Korea is a border state that stands directly in the way of Moscow's broader plans for regional economic development, political normalization, and security building. Russia's recent direct talks with both the North and South-at a variety of levels in the federal and regional governments-are beginning to bear fruit. With the participation of other key countries, these efforts could help foster a deal that meets the major objectives of the concerned parties while reestablishing Russia as a major participant in Far Eastern diplomacy. Russia is an important negotiator between the U.S. and North Korea due to its good relations on both sides.

Russia is a key player in negotiations between U.S. and NK due to good relations 

Moltz, Deputy Director and Professor at the Center for Nonproliferation Studies at the Monterey Institution of International Studies, 2005 (James, “U.S.-Russian Relations and the North Korean Crisis: A Role for the Russian Far East?”, Asian Survey, Vol. 45, No. 5, accessed at http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497127, KK/EL)

Unfortunately, the rapid ratcheting up of the North Korean crisis after October 2002 was fueled by misunderstandings and "worst-case" thinking in both Washington and Pyongyang. The two sides each took their worst fears and attributed them as the top priority of the other party, leading to a spiral of mistrust and a hardening of positions. These dynamics are depicted in Tables 1 and 2. Given these misperceptions and the hostile dynamics associated with them, a major part of the challenge for moving toward a comprehensive settlement has been convincing each party of the actual intentions of the other side. 

In this effort, Russia could be a useful player, because it now enjoys solid relations with both the United States and North Korea. Thus, as the United 

States works to follow up on the fourth round of the Six-Party Talks held in July 2005, its own interests would seem to be well served by renewed consultations with both Moscow and, especially, Russian regional leaders. These actors may be able to help bring North Korea around to a new way of thinking, thus making U.S. problems on the Korean Peninsula more manageable.

Korea-Russia Relations
Russia – North Korea economic ties will increase

Moltz, Deputy Director and Professor at the Center for Nonproliferation Studies at the Monterey Institution of International Studies, 2005            






 (James, “U.S.-Russian Relations and the North Korean Crisis: A Role for the Russian Far East?”, Asian Survey, Vol. 45, No. 5, accessed at http://www.jstor.org/stable/4497127, KK/EL)

But Moscow (as compared to the Russian Far Eastern leaders) is eager to strengthen economic relations with North Korea not for the sake of these ties themselves but instead as a means to create more stable conditions in North-East Asia more generally, thus opening markets for Russian products (particularly energy). The instability that emanates from the on-going North Korean crisis has kept a number of countries from moving more actively into regional infrastructure projects that might include Russia.13 A settlement could free up these funds and create the kind of integrated regional economic network that would greatly stimulate business opportunities in the Russian Far East. Not surprisingly, Moscow again reiterated its readiness to help meet Asian energy demands at the meeting of the Association of Southeast Asian Nations held in Laos in late July 2005.

