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Government and National Security
Tension has significantly risen between the United States and North Korea in the past recent two years especially following the successful testing of the intercontinental ballistic missile capabilities in July 2017. The United States government has tried to design strategies that could deter nuclear-armed North Korea to prevent its threat to the U.S and its allied countries. A debate has emerged on what best approach should be adopted by the United States to control North Korea's threat. The two main options that have been involved in the discussion include the military response and negotiations. This essay discusses how the U.S would respond to the North Korea's threat and what strategy is best appropriate.
Due to the recent test of the intercontinental ballistic missile by the North Korea, a critical issue that has emerged in the recent months after the 2017 successful test is whether or not the United States would be able to control or deter North Korea if it were to attack the United States. According to McInnis et al. (2017), the United States has considered the military response approach. Through the Congress, the United States, the federal government, has been engaged in serious strategies to minimize the threats of the nuclear-armed North Korea. The Congress has been considering how to employ the military to accomplish the denuclearization. However, there has been a serious dilemma arising from the military approach. For instance, the question of whether the military approach would minimize the threat or escalate the tension between the two countries has been a serious issue of consideration. The officials in the Trump's administration have clearly stated that "all the options are on the table" towards the North Korea denuclearization (McInnis et al., 2017).
Apart from the military response, the denuclearization of North Korea could be successfully achieved through a different way, negotiation. According to Editorial Board (2018), there can be another way to resolve the issue of denuclearization of North Korea. Even though it would be difficult to achieve, a negotiation process is considered to be safe and considerable, especially when conflict is on the edge. Perkovich (2018) explains that negotiation is a process, which involves different phases. The first phase involves holding summits that could anchor the denuclearization goal. This is the stage where all the parties are consulted. Since the denuclearization process should be from both sides, the local and state governments should also take part in the process. Perkovich (2018) explains the responsibilities of the governments from both sides. Both local and State governments should take part in the denuclearization process by implementing the policies made by the Federal government to stop production of the nuclear elements such as plutonium, uranium, and tritium. The Federal government, under the Congress, makes policies and negotiates on behalf of the state and local governments. However, the implementation of the policies and strategies is a responsibility of both the local and state governments.
However, the greatest responsibility in the denuclearization remains with the Federal government. Editorial Board (2018) explains that the U.S government, under the presidency, has undertaken the first steps towards negotiating with North Korea to reduce the nuclear threats it poses to the United States and its people. President Trump's meeting with the North Korean leader, Kim Jon Un, in Singapore June 2018 was the first step towards denuclearization negotiations. The Federal government is directly involved and has a responsibility to ensure that the negotiations are planned and successfully executed.
Even though the negotiations may take some time, I believe that it is the most preferable and appropriate solution to the denuclearization issue. However, as Perkovich (2018) explains the negotiations must contend with the reality that North Korea may not be able to dismantle the nuclear plants. The negotiation process can be influenced by different parties, but when it is undertaken in the right manner and with good faith. Therefore, the agreement to denuclearize North Korea should be based on the interest of protecting the Americans and preventing destabilization of the American continent due to nuclear threats.
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