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ABSTRACT

The Korean Conflict has been among the most powerful pillars of the balance of power in Northeast
Asia. Yet, that balance changed after North Korea launched its nuclear program. The American presence
in the region, on the other side, has had considerable implications for South Korea’s national security
and its capabilities to defend. The purpose of this chapter is two-fold. First, it theorizes the security
dilemma between North and South Korea and calculates the probability of nuclear escalation. Second,
the chapter explores the effects of North Korea’s nuclear program on the bilateral relations between
Washington and Seoul, particularly regarding Pyongyang’s consistent rapprochement with Russia. The
most important point of this study is to challenge the statement that South Korea can effectively deter
the North without achieving nuclear parity with Pyongyang. Finally, the chapter stresses the difference
between the Korean Peninsula’s old and new realities.

INTRODUCTION

The Korean conflict has existed for more than half a century, and in a sense, the world has merely con-
vened to the status quo on the divided Peninsula. Yet, the security dilemma between South and North
Korea shifted after Pyongyang launched its nuclear program. The prospect of military escalation with the
United States and its allies remains realistic and — to a certain extent — challenges South Korean attitudes
to the deterrent force of the U.S. nuclear umbrella. The mere idea of peaceful coexistence between the
two Koreas is no longer sufficient to provide their policymakers with political legitimacy for their foreign
policies. It would be misleading to believe that Seoul will easily abandon its nuclear free policy, but the
fact that the nuclear arsenal of North Korea could inflict critical damage on the South would inevitably
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change the perceptions and the behavior of both parties. That said, a better understanding of the security
dilemma dynamics on the Korean Peninsula could provide us with more empirical knowledge about the
future of this conflict and its potential implications for Northeast Asia.

The purpose of this chapter is two-fold. First, it theorizes the security dilemma between North and
South Korea and calculates the probability of nuclear escalation. Second, the chapter explores the effects
of North Korea’s nuclear program on the bilateral relations between Washington and Seoul, particularly
regarding Pyongyang’s consistent rapprochement with Russia. The most important point of this study is to
challenge the statement that South Korea can effectively deter the North without achieving nuclear parity
with Pyongyang. While this argument is still subject to a large political and public dispute, I assume that
the Korean Peninsula no longer corresponds to the security architecture of a nuclear-weapons-free zone,
and thus — the implications of North Korea’s Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD) program have not
been fully appreciated. Therefore, four principal contradictions emerge from the present situation: South
Korea possesses one of the most powerful militaries in the world, almost three times that of Pyongyang,
yet it cannot protect itself from the North’s nuclear weapons; the prospect of another military confronta-
tion between Seoul and Pyongyang coexists with the natural fear of imminent preemptive strike; what
Washington promise Seoul to do in case of North Korean attack would escalate the crisis further; levels
of the North’s militarization has disproportionately increased since its rapprochement with Russia. The
key to regulating the security dilemma on the Peninsula, thus, requires a reassessment of the nature of
the security sources in the changed nuclear environment.

Although military success could be achieved at enormous expense, political victory will highly de-
pend on the U.S. support for Seoul. Thus, the central claim of this chapter is that only through nuclear
deterrence could the balance of power be sustained to regulate the security dilemma between the two
Koreas. The significant challenge for South Korean policymakers in coming to grips with the idea of
a fully nuclearized Peninsula would be best predetermined by their ability to respond to the ultimate
dilemma — whether the U.S. nuclear umbrella could make South Korea more or less secure with Pyong-
yang, sophisticating its military program. The well-established reply — that the U.S. military presence
in South Korea decreases the chance of another clash with the North and secures the U.S.-ROK alliance
—1is only a theoretical answer, although it is correct. That said, the ongoing nuclear debate in ROK does
not contradict the mutual trust between Seoul and Washington, it instead seeks to explore whether the
deterrent force of the U.S. umbrella, under the guise of security guarantees, will be enough to deter the
growing nuclear power of North Korea.

Finally, the chapter stresses the difference between the Korean Peninsula’s old and new realities.
What would be new to the security dilemma is not the probability of mutual reaction by both parties
but the present ability of North Korea to inflict as much damage on the other party as the United States
could on Pyongyang. Although the political leadership of the North would not be spared in case of a
South Korean retaliation, the level of destruction will surpass that expected by America and its allies.
Added to those realities is the fact that conventional warfare presumes sufficient time for bargaining,
while a nuclear-armed actor is less inclined to negotiate and quicker to act. Since mutual vulnerability
is no longer a source of security, deterrence remains the ultimate strategy of both parties to balance each
other. That said, while the U.S. umbrella has been designed to prevent a potential conflict or limit the
damage, the force, or the threat of it can no longer support ROK’s foreign policy as it did in the past.

332



19 more pages are available in the full version of this document, which may
be purchased using the "Add to Cart" button on the publisher's webpage:
www.igi-global.com/chapter/americas-squid-game/341481

Related Content

China's Shifting Labour-Intensive Manufacturing Firms to Africa: A Particular Focus on Ethiopia
and Rwanda

Ezihuelen Michael Mitchell Omoruyi (2021). Journal of Comparative Asian Development (pp. 1-36).
www.irma-international.org/article/chinas-shifting-labour-intensive-manufacturing-firms-to-africa/285550

Decision Making as a Contributor for Women Empowerment: A Study in the Indian Context
Richa Misra, Shalini Srivastava, Renuka Mahajanand Rajiv Thakur (2021). Journal of Comparative Asian
Development (pp. 79-99).
www.irma-international.org/article/decision-making-as-a-contributor-for-women-empowerment/272585

Context in International Political Communication: Take on Media and Takeover by Media
(2021). Universal Codes of Media in International Political Communications: Emerging Research and
Opportunities (pp. 52-64).
www.irma-international.org/chapter/context-in-international-political-communication/267798

Identifying Forward and Backward Linkages From China's Infrastructure Investment in Africa
Ehizuelen Michael Mitchell Omoruyi (2021). Journal of Comparative Asian Development (pp. 1-31).
www.irma-international.org/article/identifying-forward-and-backward-linkages-from-chinas-infrastructure-investment-in-
africa/272582

Energy Geopolitics of South China Sea: Can the Prevailing and Prospective Hydrocarbons
Within the Region Further Escalate or De-Escalate

Murat Yorulmazand Sina Ksack (2025). Geopolitics of the South China Sea: Power Struggle in Asia (pp.
49-68).

www.irma-international.org/chapter/energy-geopolitics-of-south-china-sea/372795



http://www.igi-global.com/chapter/americas-squid-game/341481
http://www.irma-international.org/article/chinas-shifting-labour-intensive-manufacturing-firms-to-africa/285550
http://www.irma-international.org/article/decision-making-as-a-contributor-for-women-empowerment/272585
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/context-in-international-political-communication/267798
http://www.irma-international.org/article/identifying-forward-and-backward-linkages-from-chinas-infrastructure-investment-in-africa/272582
http://www.irma-international.org/article/identifying-forward-and-backward-linkages-from-chinas-infrastructure-investment-in-africa/272582
http://www.irma-international.org/chapter/energy-geopolitics-of-south-china-sea/372795

