














PLAN B FOR DEALING WITH NORTH KOREA
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position towards a distuptive and dangerous
North Korea. Negotiations should be aimed at
urging China to take decisive Chinese action for
fewer concessions. At the same time, the nuclear
crisis is urgent enough that US policymakers need
to be flexible about their Taiwan policy in their
negotiations with China.

For obvious reasons, making major geopolitical
concessions to encourage China to be more
forceful and proactive regarding the North Korean
problem would not be easy for US policymakers. It
would involve a tacit admission that China would
henceforth be the most influential outside power
with respect to Korean affairs, a development that
would certainly not please Japan, Washington’s
principal ally in East Asia. It would also mean a
measurable shift in the overall status and power
positions of the United States and China in
the region. Such a change would likely make
all of China’s neighbouts somewhat nervous.
Nevertheless, American—and East Asian—Ileaders
must ask themselves whether such sacrifices might
be the necessary price they have to pay to end the
North Korean nuclear threat.

In any case, US and East Asian officials need
to think about a Plan B now. It is not a prudent
strategy simply to hope that the six-party talks will
produce an enforceable, effective solution. Given
North Korea’s record, that is metely the triumph
of hope over experience.
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