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“This land is not a U.S. war base”:
A People-Led Struggle for Korean Sovereignty



South Korea at the Center of U.S. Indo-Pacific Strategy

● South Korea is increasingly being framed as a forward military outpost for U.S. strategy toward China
● Regional Network: Part of a border Indo-Pacific system of basesm alliances, and joint operations
● Command Center: U.S. Indo-Pacific Command in Hawaii coordinates power across the region
● Purpose: Integrated structures aimed at U.S. hegemonic dominance, not just defense



Occupied Nation vs. Sovereignty

● Expanding U.S. Military Role
○ Integrated into Indo-Pacific strategy (United States Indo-Pacific Command)
○ 300+ days of U.S-led ROK joint military exercises 
○ Growing nuclear and operational integration

● Current Political & Security Tensions
○ Rising risk of conflict tied to U.S.’s war against China

● A Fundamental Question
○ Forward base for U.S. war against China or an independent path toward sovereignty 

● Path Forward: Solidarity & Sovereignty



People vs. “Predatory Hegemon”

● What is a “Predatory Hegemon”
○ Seeks maximum gain → even at “ally’s” expense
○ Undermine security, stability, and long-term influence

● A Crisis of Powerlessness
○ Widespread belief that ordinary people cannot shape global outcomes
○ Change requires visible, successful people-led struggles

● Korea as a Critical Case
○ Devastated during the Korean War by massive U.S. bombing
○ Now functions as a forward base in U.S. strategy toward China

● Why It Matters Globally
○ Korea’s experience resonates in scenarios such as the ongoing war against Iran 
○ Reveals the human costs of predatory hegemon power

● The Alternative→People-led movements challenging war, empire, and militarism



Frontline of People-led Resistance

1. 661 organizations in just 5 days: mass mobilization against the illegal U.S.-Israeli war against Iran
2. Gangjeong Village, Jeju (19 yrs): resistance to naval base for U.S. nuclear-powered aircraft 

carriers and destroyers (“Pivot to Asia”)
3. Soseong-ri, Seongju (9 yrs): opposition to the US THAAD deployment and integration into U.S. 

global missile defense system
4. Korean labor movement: challenges U.S. imperialist policies harming workers and sovereignty
5. “Revolution of Light” (2024 - 26): mass movement defending democracy against martial law

Key Insight:

→ Korea as a frontline of people-led resistance to militarism and empire



Five Days, 661 Organizations: A People-Led Rejection of U.S. War Against Iran

● U.S. Pressure 
○ Trump urges South Korea to deploy forces to the Strait of Hormuz

● Massive Civil Society Mobilization
○ 661 organizations mobilized in 5 days
○ Broad coalition: labor, religious, civic, student, political groups

● Core Demands
○ Reject troop deployment 
○ Oppose illegal war and defend Korean sovereignty

● Key Tensions Exposed
○ Sovereignty vs. alliance pressure
○ Human security vs. war logic
○ Democracy vs. externally driven militarization

Big Picture

→ Not just a policy debate, but a nationwide struggle over Korea’s role in U.S.-led war system

→ Demonstrates people power can challenge militarization and shape foreign policy



Update on U.S. Israel War Against Iran 

● Israel’s central role in unprovoked and illegal aggression: operational hub + escalation trigger 
within the U.S.-led war

● Iran seeks to erode U.S. regional presence and confront Israel as a key forward U.S. base
● Multi-theater pressure: U.S. bases, shipping lanes, Israel, and Diego Garcia – “1:100” retaliation
● Asymmetric + combined warfare operations targeting military assets 
● Dividing the adversary: U.S. power treated as multi-layered; allies and adversaries pressured 

differently, increasing political/military and long-term costs
● Strategic implication: long-term, multi-theater strategies challenge overwhelming powers as 

anti-hegemonic resistance, contributing to the emergence of a multi-polar world



Resists the “Predatory Hegemon” 

● Sovereignty vs. subcontracted militarism
○ South Korea becomes a military target if U.S. assets are redeployed

● War logic vs. human security
○ Cost of war falls on ordinary citizens

● Alliance pressure vs. democratic accountability
○ Rejects blind submission to Trump’s demand

● Structural risks & legality
○ Catastrophic consequences for soldiers, economy, and international relations

● Opposition to an an unprovoked and illegal war
● Upholding sovereignty through ethical, democratic resistance to militarization





















































Historical Background: U.S. Military Occupation in Korea

● 1945: Liberation and Division
● Japan surrenders

○ U.S. troops arrive in southern Korea
○ Yalta Agreement: North (USSR): South (U.S.)
○ Koreans expect liberation but face occupation

● 1948 - 1949: Division solidifies
○ Separate states established (North / South)

● 1950 - 1953: Korean War
○ U.S. enters under UN Command (UNC)
○ 1953 Armistice (signed by DPRK/China & UNC)
○ South’s Rhee  → 1954 Mutual Defense Treaty

● Post-War → Today
○ U.S. remains under 1954 Treaty
○ UNC manages DMZ: commander holds multiple roles
○ 28,500 U.S. troops in South Korea
○ Two frameworks: Mutual Defense Treaty & UNC-related forces



U.S. Military Presence in Korea: From Occupation to Forward Base

● 1945: After liberation from Japanese, a new form of domination under the U.S. began, now entering 
its 81st year.

● 1948: The U.S. military government exercised governing authority over Korea south of the 38th 
parallel as an occupying force

● Cold War: U.S. Forces Korea stationed as a forward base for the strategy of containing the Soviet 
Union, adopted the doctrine of “massive nuclear retaliation” and in 1958 deployed 60 nuclear 
warheads and six delivery systems in Osan

● Post-Cold War: U.S. bases transformed to new hegemonic strategies
● 2006: Under the banner of “strategic flexibility”, U.S. Forces Korea, US strategies shifted toward 

containing China
● “Korea is an aircraft carrier”: USFK serves to advance U.S. military hegemony







U.S. Military Bases in Korea

● Camp Humphreys Expansion
○ ~80% of northern Gyeonggi U.S. forces concentrated here
○ Largest overseas U.S. base: 14.774 km²
○ Forward-deployed troops relocated; HQ of U.S. Forces Korea & Combined Forces Command 

● Local Resistance
○ Villages Daechuri & Doduri opposed expansion (May 4, 2006)
○ 500+ injured; arrests; returned lands often polluted

● Strategic Implications
○ Base mission shifted from North Korea defense → monitoring China
○ Potential automatic involvement in regional conflicts (Taiwan contingency)

● Path Forward for Korean Sovereignty
○ Restore wartime operational control (OPCON)
○ Revise 1954 Mutual Defense Treaty





Militarization vs. Local Resistance

● Expanded U.S. military presence: THAAD in Seongju (2017), advanced weapons at Gunsan, 
drones, stealth fighters

● Strategic hub: Pyeongtaek, Osan, Gunsan, Jeju form network targeting China.
● Intensified cooperation: Trilateral U.S.-ROK-Japan military exercises; some>300 + days/year
● Long term impact: residents face threats to livelihood, health, and environment
● People-led resistance persists, but U.S.-ROK alliance structure imposes structural limits



Crimes by U.S. Forces & Korea’s Sovereignty Movement

● Land seizures, crimes, noise, and pollution; 1956 “comfort units” legalized prostitution near bases
● Yun Geum-i (1992): Murdered by U.S. soldier sparked nationwide protests, marking the start of 

Korea’s sovereignty movement
● 2002: Middle school girls killed by U.S. armored vehicle; candlelight protests as a symbol of 

people-led democratic resistance
● Pyeongtaek base expansion met 925 days of protest; forced evictions
● Ongoing struggles; Base returns delayed, environmental harm, continued; displacement ongoing; 

public resistance grows







Ethical Resistance in Practice

● Gangjeong village in Jeju against the navase base 
○ Daily Catholic mass and peace vigil
○ An “Island of Peace transformed into a sanctuary of resistance 

● Soseong-ri village in Seongju against the US THAAD 
○ Elderly “grandmothers” lead daily nonviolent resistance
○ Road blockades, prayer, and continuous presence

● Labor Movement
○ Links militarization to inequality and social injustice

● Candlelight Movement and the “Revolution of Light”
○ Mass protests as rituals of collective conscience
○ Candles symbolize truth, sacrifice, and moral courage

● Key Takeaway
○ Embodies nonviolent, persistent collective practice for sovereignty
○ Ethics and politics inseparable in the struggle for peace
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U.S.- ROK Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA)

● Signed: July 1966
● Key Provision: Grants U.S. personnel broad protection from South Korean law
● Accountability: Limits prosecution for crimes by U.S. forces; repeatedly revised (notably 1991, 2000) 

but core protections remain
● Inequality: South Korea negotiate from weaker positions; not equal partner with the U.S.
● Despite revisions, SOFA remains harmful and unequal, prioritizing U.S. military interests



Challenge the Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA)

● Revise the 1954 Mutual Defense Treaty
○ Remove unequal provisions to allow SOFA reforms to fully reflect Korean sovereignty
○ Address indefinite duration, vague objectives, and excessive U.S. privileges

● Restore Wartime Operational Control (OPCON)
○ Return full command of South Korean forces from UN/Combined Forces Command
○ Military sovereignty is essential to national independence

● Require Prior Approval for Foreign Troops & Weapons
○ Prevent deployments conflicting with inter-Korean peace agreements
○ Revise SOFA’s facilities and zones provisions accordingly

● Reform the 1991 Special Measures Agreement (SMA)
○ Correct Korea’s obligation to fund U.S. troop stationing, which violates the 1954 treaty
○ Costs should reflect current U.S. force roles, Korean GDP, and strategic reality

● Remove legal inequalities, ensure mutual sovereignty, and align military arrangements with Korean 
peace and independence, not broader U.S. geopolitical objectives



US Imperialism and the Korean Peninsula 

● Unending Korean War inaugurated the Cold War
● Imperialism became focus of Washington’s foreign policy in East Asia
● US imperialism has continued to thwart peace in the Korean Peninsula 

○ Heavy US military presence in lieu of direct political control
○ Reliance on unequal alliances with a vassal state
○ Permanent state of war
○ War economy with military industrial complex at the apex

● US imperialism is currently shaping a new Cold War
○ The Japan-Korea-US trilateral military alliance raises risks of conflict and nuclear war 
○ SK is the largest military force projection platform against China
○ SK has joined JAKUS, stated plans to cooperate with NATO and join a Quad-plus
○ Yoon has committed to US economic isolation of China

● The peace movement must oppose US imperial policy and support the South Korean public in their 
fight to regain sovereignty and independence

○ Freeing Korea from its neo-colonial relationship with the US
○ Working toward the goal of peace and unity on the Korean Peninsula



US Quest for Nuclear Superiority and Global Hegemony

● U.S. regional hegemony through military force
● Empire with unipolar hegemonic ambition
● Expanding the threat of war in northeast Asia
● Distributing the totality of threats facing China
● 60% of U.S. naval capacity transferred to the Asia-Pacific
● 400 out of 800 U.S. worldwide military bases and 130,000 troops circling China
● “Anti-hegemonic coalition” of U.S.-armed allies circling China
● A full-scale multi-pronged new Cold War through the Indo-Pacific Strategy

The greatest threat to peace and stability in northeast Asia is the U.S. Indo-Pacific military 
encirclement of China.



Morally Grounded Resistance 

● More Than Political Resistance
○ Anti-war struggle rooted in moral obligation

● Living Tradition of Ethical Struggle
○ Continuity with Korea’s democratization movements
○ Religious communities at the forefront of resistance

● Ritual as Resistance
○ Prayers, masses, and prostrations as public protest
○ Sites like Jeju & Seongju embody lived sovereignty

● Core Insight
○ Sovereignty is not only political—but moral and collective
○ Democracy as an ethical practice of accountability

● Korea’s Global Lesson
○ A model of morally grounded civil resistance
○ Peace = not just absence of war, but presence of justice



Return of the People as a Geopolitical Force

● Predatory hegemony: U.S. strategy pressures allies, drawing them into conflicts
● Limited authority: Korea lacks decisive control over U.S. military assets
● Policy tension: alliance obligation vs. pursuit of national autonomy
● Challenging militarization: Korea’s resistance disrupts the logic of militarized globalization
● Civil society power: organized movements can halt war logic and influence state decisions
● Transformative change can emerge from people, not states
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