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Abstract. This article examines the development of bilateral relations
between the United States of America and the Republic of Korea, with a focus
on diplomatic, military, and economic dimensions. It provides historical context,
highlighting the evolution of ties from the Cold War era to the present, and
analyzes contemporary challenges facing the two nations. The study relies on
secondary sources and literature review to explore the foundations of the US-
ROK alliance and the influence of American foreign policy on South Korea’s
development. The theoretical significance lies in better understanding the roots
of the bilateral partnership, while the practical relevance is found in evaluating
strategic cooperation across three main dimensions: politics, military defense,
and economic investment. The article aims to contribute to scientific knowledge
by offering insights into how this alliance has shaped both countries’ foreign
policy agendas and regional stability.

The main findings show that South Korea has taken an active role in the
Indo-Pacific economic order, combining cooperation and “hedging” to maximize
benefits and minimize risks. The study confirms that the U.S.-ROK alliance
reflects a new type of alliance policy, where networks, interconnections, and
strategic economic alignment play a key role not just military power.

This research employs qualitative and historical-comparative analysis
of key government strategies and speeches by top officials, as well as expert
research analysis. The article may be useful for scholars of international relations,
policymakers, economists, diplomats, as well as students and graduate researchers
studying Korea-U.S. relations.

Key words: Republic of Korea, United States of America, alliance, politics,
economics, bilateral relations, military cooperation, balancing

Introduction

In today’s interconnected world, nations are compelled to form alliances,
join international organizations, and engage in ongoing dialogue even disputes,
with other countries. While some states may pursue peaceful policies, the global
landscape makes it difficult to remain unaffected by the actions of allies or
adversaries. In this case, we surely can affirm that the Republic of Korea (South
Korea) is no exception.

Bilateral relations between the Republic of Korea and the United States of
America have deep historical roots, dating back to the era of the Joseon Dynasty
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and to the Treaty of Friendship, Commerce and Navigation which was concluded
after 10 years of the misunderstanding and conflict that occurred between today’s
allies. However, significant developments began in the aftermath of World War
II and during the Cold War, a time marked by ideological and geopolitical rivalry
between the United States and the Soviet Union. Although the term “Cold War”
refers to conflict without direct warfare between superpowers, proxy wars and
regional confrontations such as those on the Korean Peninsula in the defined the
period.

The division of Korea into North and South following the Korean War laid
the foundation for the modern ROK-US alliance. Since then, the United States
has played a pivotal role in South Korea’s security, economy, and positioning
on the global stage. The alliance remains central to South Korea’s defense
strategy, including the provision of a so-called “nuclear umbrella” by the U.S.
to deter North Korean aggression. In addition to military cooperation, American
investments have significantly contributed to South Korea’s economic growth,
making bilateral economic ties another crucial pillar of the relationship.

Today, South Korea is among the top five economies in Asia and ranks
second among 17 economies in Southeast Asia, East Asia, and Oceania. According
to the Global Innovation Index 2024, the Republic of Korea ranks sixth among
51 high-income economies and second in its regional group—surpassing even
China. This achievement is remarkable for a country once dubbed a “shrimp
among whales” in a region dominated by global powers [1].

Description of Materials and methods

This study employs a qualitative research methodology based on secondary
data analysis. The primary sources include academic articles, policy reports,
government publications, historical documents, and statistical data from
international organizations such as the OECD, Congressional Research Service
as well as official key papers of both Governments. The analysis focuses on three
core areas of the ROK-US bilateral relationship: political-diplomatic history,
military cooperation, and economic interaction.

A historical-comparative approach was used to trace the evolution of the
alliance from the post-World War II era to the present. This method allows for
identifying key turning points and trends that have defined the relationship over
decades. The data was synthesized and critically reviewed to assess both the
theoretical underpinnings and practical outcomes of the bilateral cooperation
between the Republic of Korea and the United States.

The research also incorporates case study elements, focusing on pivotal
events such as the Korean War, the Mutual Defense Treaty (1953), the deployment
of THAAD (2017), and recent developments in U.S. Indo-Pacific strategy. This
approach helps illustrate how broader geopolitical shifts influence bilateral
relations.
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Results

Historical Overview of US-ROK relations

Diplomatic relations between the United States and Korea were first
established 143 years ago during the late Joseon Dynasty. The 1882 Treaty of
Peace, Amity, Commerce, and Navigation served as the foundational agreement
between the two nations, and in 1883, the first official American envoy arrived
in Korea. These early diplomatic ties continued until 1905, when Japan began
its colonial occupation of the Korean Peninsula. Under Japanese rule, which
lasted for approximately 35 years, formal relations between Korea and the United
States were effectively suspended. It was not until 1949, it took place only after
four years when Korea regained independence, hereinafter the Republic of Korea
(ROK) and the United States formally reestablished diplomatic ties [2].

The modern era of US-ROK relations began during the Cold War, a period
defined by ideological confrontation and global power rivalry. Facing immediate
threats from the North Korean regime, South Korea required international
support to ensure its survival and sovereignty. The United States responded by
extending military aid, and following the outbreak of the Korean War (1950—
1953), American forces played a decisive role in defending the South. This
military intervention laid the groundwork for the 1953 Mutual Defense Treaty
(MDT), which formalized a strategic alliance that remains central to U.S.
security interests in Northeast Asia. Deep down the signed-on 1 October 1953
the MDT established strong either security or economical connection in the U.S.-
ROK affairs. Moreover, in the frame of the Mutual Defense Treaty in 1967 was
concluded another supplementary document called Status of Forces Agreement
(SOFA) that regulates the status and conditions of the American troops’ presence
in South Korea.

It 1s important to recognize that US-ROK relations are rooted in a deep
historical context, often positively emphasized by both nations. Over the decades,
this alliance has evolved beyond military cooperation, encompassing significant
economic, political, and cultural dimensions. Today, South Korea is considered
one of the United States’ most reliable and strategic allies in the region. Looking
back to the history again, South Korea was not obliged, by any of international
contracts, to take part in Vietnamese war, so the decision to send Korean 350,000
troops showed Korean interaction into American problems based on biliteral
consent and ROK’s strategical interests only. In the time following the decision
of the President Park Chung-hee’s administration brought to the economy
of the country all about 235.6 million dollars as aid, credits and contracts for
conglomerates, which after was the “start” button for “the Miracle on the Han
River” [3, p.22].

Nevertheless, the bilateral relationship is not without challenges. One of the
most pressing geopolitical dilemmas involves South Korea’s position between
two great powers: the United States and the People’s Republic of China. As China
continues to rise economically and militarily, it has become increasingly difficult
for Seoul to navigate the complex dynamics of regional competition. While the
United States remains South Korea’s primary security guarantor, China is also
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South Korea’s largest trading partner but at the same time China plays the main
role of the biggest counterpart of the USA. This has placed Seoul in a delicate
position and some scholars even describe as a balancing act between strategic
and economic interests.

The metaphor of South Korea as a “shrimp among whales,” often used to
describe its historical vulnerability in a region dominated by powerful neighbors,
is gradually being reconsidered. As Professor Ramon Pacheco Pardo of King’s
College London notes, South Korea has transformed into a “whale” in its own
right, especially through the expansion of its global soft power, technological
innovation, and cultural exports [4].

Military Relations and Strategic Alliances

Military cooperation has long served as a foundational element of the
U.S.-Republic of Korea (ROK) alliance. One of the most recent developments
in bilateral defense collaboration is the 24th Korea-U.S. Integrated Defense
Dialogue (KIDD), held on April 11, 2024, and publicly detailed by the U.S.
Department of Defense. The dialogue reinforced three core pillars of the alliance:
(1) enhancing extended deterrence against the Democratic People’s Republic
of Korea (DPRK); (2) modernizing alliance capabilities through scientific
and technological collaboration; and (3) strengthening U.S. regional security
cooperation with allies in the Indo-Pacific [5].

The year 2023 also marked a symbolic milestone, the 70th anniversary
of the U.S.-ROK alliance, commemorated through a joint statement affirming
the enduring value of their strategic partnership. The alliance has continuously
evolved since the Korean War, adapting to new regional and global security
challenges.

U.S. presidential elections are a recurring source of concern for South
Korea, as leadership changes in Washington often influence the direction of
foreign policy. For instance, the possibility of a second term under President
Donald Trump raised anxieties in Seoul due to his administration’s previous
demands for increased South Korean financial contributions to host U.S. troops
and his unpredictability in alliance management. Although these concerns remain
speculative, they underscore the ROK’s vulnerability to shifts in U.S. political
leadership. However, following the updates of South Korean political changes as
the impeachment and subsequent removal of his predecessors and inauguration of
new president Lee Jae-myung took the worries about already selected president
Trump away. In reality, the biggest “headache” of the whole world was the new
tariff policy of the U.S. declared by the president Donald Trump, the wind of
changes hit many countries without any exclusion but to be fair the ROK could
change the rate from 25% up to 15%, in the today’s reality the result is remarkable
and gives us the base to declare about close connection between U.S. and ROK
[6].

In a January 2024 press conference in Washington, D.C., South Korean
Ambassador Cho Hyundong reaffirmed the nation’s commitment to deepening
trilateral cooperation with the United States and Japan in the face of increasing
North Korean provocations. He also emphasized the continued operation of the
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Nuclear Consultative Group (NCGQG), which serves as a platform for strengthening
extended deterrence mechanisms and improving communication in crisis
scenarios.

Beyond institutional frameworks, the influence of American values on
South Korean policy, particularly regarding human rights and the treatment of
North Korean defectors remains strong. South Korea’s public and government
alike show solidarity with North Koreans suffering under the authoritarian
regime, mirroring U.S. advocacy efforts.

While the global spotlight in recent years has focused on other major
conflicts such as Russia’s invasion of Ukraine and violence in the Middle East,
the North Korean threat has not diminished. On the contrary, the DPRK has used
its strategic partnership with Russia to circumvent international sanctions. It has
emerged as a major arms supplier to Moscow, raising the possibility of reciprocal
military or political support that could destabilize the Korean Peninsula further.

To understand the broader context of U.S.-ROK military ties, it is essential
to examine regional defense frameworks. Although South Korea is not a formal
member of QUAD (U.S., Japan, India, Australia) or AUKUS (U.S., UK.,
Australia), it has increasingly aligned with the strategic objectives of these
coalitions. In 2023, the leaders of the United States, Japan, and South Korea
issued a joint statement emphasizing trilateral defense coordination.

Analysts close to President Yoon Suk-yeol’s administration argued that
cooperation with Japan is becoming increasingly practical and necessary. Japan’s
advanced anti-submarine warfare capabilities and missile-tracking systems are
considered valuable in countering North Korean threats. As one expert noted,
“If 1t 1s necessary to contain the threat from North Korea, then all possible
efforts must be combined—including those of Japan” [7]. However, after the
impeachment of the President Yoon, since June 4 of the current year, South Korea
has a new president — Lee Jaec Myung and perhaps new regime. In the frame of
the recent political changes, we can just predict the upcoming scenario.

Despite these collaborative efforts, some South Korean analysts raise
concerns about the perception of their country’s military status. According to the
Global Firepower Index of the year 2024, South Korea ranks below the military
powers of the United States, Russia, China, and India, and even behind Japan,
which ranked in the global top ten. This raises the question: Is the South Korean
military seen as secondary in comparison to its allies, or is its role undervalued in
the broader alliance structure? [§]

Moreover, while the People’s Republic of China (PRC) is widely viewed
as a strategic competitor to the United States, South Korea maintains a more
nuanced relationship with Beijing. The ROK must constantly navigate between
its economic interdependence with China and its military obligations to the
United States—a diplomatic tightrope that reflects its broader strategy of strategic
ambiguity. South Korea’s ability to manage these competing pressures is critical
to ensuring regional security and maintaining the balance of power in East Asia.

Political and Diplomatic Cooperation

The political and diplomatic relationship between the Republic of Korea
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and the United States has evolved significantly since its formal reestablishment
in 1949. Initially shaped by the geopolitical imperatives of the Cold War, the
partnership was largely centered on containing communist expansion in East
Asia. The Korean War (1950-1953) served as a turning point, after which the
United States became South Korea’s primary security partner, formalizing their
alliance through the 1953 Mutual Defense Treaty. From that moment on, the
bilateral relationship became institutionalized through military agreements,
political dialogues, and joint efforts in regional diplomacy.

During the Cold War, South Korea was viewed by Washington primarily
through a strategic lens as a frontline state in the ideological battle against
communism. As such, American foreign policy largely supported South Korean
regimes, including authoritarian governments, so long as they maintained an anti-
communist stance. However, the 1980s marked a shift in U.S. policy, especially
under President Ronald Reagan, who began placing greater emphasis on
democratization as a component of American global leadership. This coincided
with South Korea’s own democratic transition in 1987, a key moment that helped
align the two countries not only strategically, but also ideologically.

With the advent of democracy, political cooperation between Seoul and
Washington deepened further. The alliance extended beyond security interests
to encompass shared values such as democratic governance, human rights,
and rule of law. Over time, the bilateral political dialogue expanded into new
areas, including non-proliferation, climate change, public health, and global
development initiatives.

In the post-Cold War and 21st-century context, U.S. administrations have
pursued different strategies in Asia, each shaping the ROK-U.S. partnership in
distinct ways. The Obama administration’s “Pivot to Asia” reaffirmed America’s
commitment to regional allies, including South Korea, by expanding diplomatic
and military engagement. This policy emphasized multilateral cooperation and a
rules-based regional order, positioning Seoul as a critical partner in maintaining
Indo-Pacific stability.

The Trump administration, by contrast, took a more transactional approach.
While affirming the military alliance, it frequently pressured South Korea to
increase its financial contributions to host U.S. forces under the Special Measures
Agreement (SMA). This created friction in the alliance, though cooperation
continued on key issues such as North Korea’s denuclearization and trade
realignments.

Under President Joe Biden, the tone of diplomacy has returned to a more
traditional alliance-based approach. The Biden administration emphasizes
multilateralism, values-based diplomacy, and strategic competition with China.
In this framework, South Korea plays an increasingly important role—not only
as a regional security partner but also as a global stakeholder. In recent years,
the two countries have intensified coordination on global issues such as climate
change, supply chain security, and emerging technologies [9].

South Korea’s growing participation in trilateral cooperation with Japan
and the United States, particularly in light of shared security threats from
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North Korea and challenges posed by China, also illustrates the maturing of
its diplomatic posture. Despite historical tensions between Seoul and Tokyo,
Washington continues to encourage deeper trilateral coordination. This signals
a shift from a purely bilateral alliance structure to a broader regional strategic
architecture in which the ROK plays a central role.

In conclusion, political and diplomatic cooperation between South Korea
and the United States has undergone substantial transformation from a relationship
driven by Cold War exigencies to a multifaceted partnership grounded in shared
democratic values, regional stability, and global cooperation. As global power
dynamics shift, the depth and flexibility of this alliance will remain critical for
both nations’ long-term strategic interests.

Economic Relations and Investment Trends

In the recent decades, the economic growth of South Korea shows incredible
results and during 1960-1990 yy. South Korea was a part of so called “East
Asian Tigers”, so the country after all troubles that was faced with recovered
and became one of the leading economies in Asian region, undoubtedly that
the economic mystery of Korea could not happen without American support.
Moreover, these relations have two beneficial sides: the ROK is one of the key
partners of America in Asian Pacific Region in the fields of politics, military and
economics as well. Nowadays, Korean economics is on the top, therefore, South
Korea is strong economic power which is playing the main role not only in the
Asia-Pacific region but also worldwide.

Economic relations between South Korea and the United States received
new momentum in 2011, when the Free Trade Agreement (FTA) between the
two countries was ratified. Although the ratification process took several years,
the agreement significantly strengthened bilateral relations. While no other major
agreements have been signed since then, this FTA is considered one of the most
important and is often compared to North American Free Trade Agreement
(NAFTA).

Between 2011 and 2024, U.S. exports to South Korea increased from $63.1
billion to $93.4 billion, while imports from South Korea surged from $67.5
billion to $148.9 billion, resulting in a growing U.S. trade deficit of approximately
$55.5 billion by 2024.This imbalance is primarily driven by strong South Korean
exports in key sectors such as electronics, automobiles, and industrial machinery.

Foreign direct investment (FDI) trends further demonstrate the strategic
dimension of economic ties. As 0of 2023, the cumulative stock of South Korean FDI
in the United States reached $76.7 billion, while U.S. FDI in Korea amounted to
$35.6 billion. Moreover, South Korea ranked among the top sources of greenfield
investment in the U.S. in 2023, committing $21.5 billion to new projects,
particularly in semiconductors, electric vehicles, and battery manufacturing [10].

These developments align with the broader U.S. Indo-Pacific Strategy,
which emphasizes secure supply chains, technology cooperation, and industrial
resilience. As the geopolitical competition between the U.S. and China intensifies,
South Korea’s economic alignment with Washington has gained new strategic
relevance.
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The asymmetry in trade and investment flows also reflects broader
theoretical frameworks such as weaponized interdependence, where networked
economic ties are no longer neutral but can be used for leverage or coercion. For
Seoul, hedging remains essential: the ROK aims to maximize economic gains
from both major powers while reducing exposure to systemic risks.

Overall, the U.S.—ROK economic relationship has evolved beyond trade
liberalization. It now functions as a cornerstone of regional resilience and a
testbed for hybrid economic-security cooperation in a contested Indo-Pacific
order.

The empirical analysis demonstrates that the Republic of Korea and the
United States have significantly expanded their economic engagement over the
past decade, both in volume and strategic scope. U.S. exports to South Korea
grew from $63.1 billion in 2011 to $93.4 billion in 2024, while imports increased
from $67.5 billion to $148.9 billion over the same period [9]. This trend has
led to a widening trade deficit for the U.S., reaching —$55.5 billion in 2024.
Simultaneously, South Korean FDI in the U.S. reached $76.7 billion, exceeding
the $35.6 billion in U.S. investment in Korea [11].

Strategically, the data reveals that South Korea has become one of the most
active middle powers in the Indo-Pacific, engaging in minilateral mechanisms
such as Chip 4, IPEF, and U.S.—Japan—ROK trilaterals. This participation reflects
Seoul’s effort to ensure technological and economic resilience while preserving
autonomy in the face of U.S.—China rivalry.

The findings also support key theoretical frameworks. Neoclassical realism
explains how systemic pressures are filtered through domestic constraints and
elite perceptions, accounting for South Korea’s hedging posture. Meanwhile,
the concept of weaponized interdependence is validated through South Korea’s
exposure to economic coercion, most notably in the THAAD episode and ongoing
semiconductor diplomacy.

Challenges and Prospects for Future Cooperation

Despite the growing economic and strategic alignment between the
Republic of Korea and the United States, the bilateral partnership faces multiple
challenges that may complicate future cooperation. These challenges stem
from both structural pressures in the international system and domestic-level
constraints in each country.

One of the primary challenges is the structural dilemma of systemic
competition between the U.S. and China. As the rivalry intensifies, Washington
continues to promote economic decoupling from Beijing, especially in high-
tech sectors such as semiconductors, Al, and critical minerals [12]. However,
South Korea maintains deep economic ties with China, its largest trading partner,
making it vulnerable to both supply chain disruptions and economic coercion, as
exemplified during the THAAD missile defense dispute in 2017.

This strategic ambivalence places Seoul in a difficult position: it must balance
alliance obligations with the U.S. while managing its economic interdependence
with China. This reality fuels a “hedging strategy”, in which South Korea seeks
to avoid full alignment with either power while preserving flexibility in foreign
and economic policy.
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At the domestic level, political polarization and changes in leadership
can also affect the trajectory of cooperation. While recent South Korean
administrations have been broadly pro-alliance, public opinion remains cautious
about entanglement in U.S.-led containment strategies, especially those perceived
as anti-China [13]. Moreover, three years earlier another survey but with the
same content was conducted by the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace
in November 2019, Seoul, where the respondents were comparing and placing
by the most attractive and non-attractive country for the citizens of South Korea.
Their replies mostly were placing China to one of the last points, for instance,
North Korea was awarded with the last position and China just before the DPRK.
Among the list of the countries which should be positioned were the following
as the United States of America, Japan, North Korea and China. Doubtless fact
that during last 80 years American and Korean relations have been tightening
and most of the Koreans have warm feelings about American citizens, culture
and the country itself. However, there should be focus the attention that Japan
and South Korea based on their history had not the friendliest affairs, as a result
in the phenomenon called “historical memory” there is still background tensions.
Obviously, in spite of these tensions Japan and South Korea are in one ally-
block connected to the U.S., either economically or politically also. In the light
of these “ties” the Peoples’ Republic of China is less attractive to the citizens
of South Korea, this is particularly true in the neighborhood with the one of the
rising empires of the century which is at the same time the biggest enemy of “big
brother”.

Similarly, shifts in U.S. foreign policy priorities such as renewed focus
on domestic industrial policy or electoral uncertainty may also limit long-term
predictability.

Nonetheless, there are clear prospects for deepened and diversified
cooperation, to demonstrate the key areas, there can be shown the following pie-
chart [13]:

Key areas include:

= Semiconductor and high-tech collaboration, especially through platforms like the Chip 4 alliance;
= Supply chain resilience via the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework;
Climate and energy cooperation, including clean energy transitions and battery technology;

Defense and cyber security, particularly in trilateral formats with Japan.

Pie-chart 1 — Key areas
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In addition, both countries increasingly recognize the importance of middle-
power diplomacy and networked minilateralism as mechanisms to navigate a fluid
regional order. Rather than relying solely on rigid bilateral alliances, South Korea
and the United States are investing in flexible, issue-specific coalitions that can
respond to transnational challenges without triggering bloc-based polarization.

If managed carefully, these new institutional pathways offer strategic
autonomy for South Korea and regional leveragefor the United States. Ultimately,
the future of U.S.—ROK cooperation will depend on the ability of both governments
to align their strategic objectives without overstepping political, economic, or
societal constraints.

Conclusion

Concluding the main idea of this study, we are taking courage to highlight
South Korea’s complex position as both a beneficiary and a risk-bearer in the
emerging Indo-Pacific economic order. Far from being a passive actor caught
between two great powers, South Korea is leveraging its strategic position to
become an active node in a networked regional architecture. Through a careful
combination of cooperation and hedging, Seoul is pursuing a pragmatic strategy
aimed at maximizing economic gains while managing geopolitical risks. There is
clearly seen that describing the ROK’s strategic system before it was widely used
the terminology of “balancing” but in today’s reality we face with “hedging”
system, which is proven by the government wise policy aimed to use the “shield”
before the problem arises.

For policymakers, this suggests the need to strengthen resilient, non-
polarizing cooperation frameworks, particularly in technology, energy, and
supply chains. Mini-lateralism, rather than rigid bilateralism or bloc politics,
appears to be the most viable path forward.

For scholars, the case of South Korea affirms the analytical value of moving
beyond traditional alliance theory. Middle powers are not merely balancing
or bandwagoning; they are shaping institutions, setting norms, and managing
interdependence in ways that are increasingly central to regional order.

Based on the results of comparative analysis, case study of mutual key
papers, the fact that the political relations between the United States of America
and the Republic of Korea are directly connected with either economic or
military alliances. It might be noticed that recent years the dynamics between
these two countries are changing not every year but even every day, especially,
it 1s actualized with the recent either American or South Korean establishment
changes.

In conclusion, the U.S.—ROK relationship illustrates the future of alliance
politics in an age of complex interdependence, where power is exercised not
just through military might, but through connectivity, networks, and strategic
economic alignment. Nowadays, the South Korea became not only one of the
leading partners of America in Indo-Pacific region but also the Partner who had
proven its’ loyalty over passed 72 years.
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AMEPHUKA K9HE OHTYCTIK KOPES 9CKEPI-OKOHOMMUKAJIBIK
KATBIHACTAPIABIH JAMY JUHAMUKACHI
*byrpiTacBa C.K.'!
*1 AObLait xaH aTbiHIarbl Kasak XanabIikapasiblK KaThblHACTap JKOHE dJIeM TLIaepi
yHuBepcuteTi, Anmarsl, Kazakcran

Angarna. byn makana IUIUIOMAaTUSIIBIK, 9CKEPU KOHE IKOHOMMKAJIBIK
acrmekTuiepre Hazap ayaapa oTelpein, Amepuka Kypama Illtarrapsl men Kopes
PecniyOnukacel  apachlHIarbl €KDKAKThl  KapbIM-KaTbIHACTApPABIH  J1aMybIH
KapacTeIpaabl. Makanaaa «KpIpFU-KabaK COFbICY Ke3€HIHEH OYT1HT1 KyHTe JEHIHT1
KAapbIM-KaTbIHACTAP/IbIH JIaMy SBOJIIOLUACHIH CUIMATTAUTBIH TAPUXU KOHTEKCT
OepuIreH >KoHE €Kl eJiH Ka3ipri Ke3leri KUbIHABIKTapbl TajlJlaHFaH. 3epTTey
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AKHI-KP anbsHCHIHBIH HET13ACpPiH KOHE AMEPHKAHBIH CHIPTKBI CasiCaThIHBIH
Onrycrik KopesHblH naMyblHa oCepiH 3epTTey YIUiH KOChIMILA JEPEKKe3Iepre
KoHe 9/iedueTTepre moiayFa Heri3enreH. TeopusiiblK MaHbI3AbUIBIK €KIKAKTHI
CEPIKTECTIKTIH OacTayblH »KaKChIpaK TYCIHYJE, ajl MPAKTUKAJIbIK MaHbI3/IbUIBIK
YIII HETI3T1 OaFbITTarbl CTPATETHSIIBIK BIHTHIMAKTACTHIKTHI Oarajiayaa >KaThIp:
casicaT, 9CKEpH KOpFAaHbIC >KOHE HKOHOMMKAJIBIK MHBeCcTULUS. Makana Oy
OJIaKTBIH €K1 €JIJIIH CHIPTKBI CasiCH KYH TOPTIOIHE )KOHE alMaKTBIK TYPAKThUTBIKKA
KaJtaif ocep €TKEHIH Tajl1ay apKbUIbI FUTBIMU O1TIMTe yJIeC KOCYIbl MaKCaT €Te/Il.

Herizri notmxenep Onrycrik  KopestublH ~ MHI0—TBIHBIK ~ MYXHTBI
SKOHOMHUKAJIBIK TOpTiOiHIe OenceHal pen arkapranblH kepceremi. On o3
TNai1acbIH OapbIHIIIA APTTHIPHII, TOYEKEACPIl a3alTy YIITiH BIHTHIMAKTACTHIK TICH
«XEIKUPICYI1» (TOYEKeNIeH CaKTaHy CTpaTerusiChliH) YillIeCcTipin OThIp. 3epTTey
AKHI-Onryctik Kopest onmarel ’aHa TUNTET1 OJAKTHIK CascaTThl OUIAIPETIHIH
pactaiiel. MyH/Ia 9cKepu KYIITEH Topi sKeIIiK OailanpIicTap, e3apa TOYeIUTIK
YKOHE CTPATErusUIbIK SKOHOMUKAJIBIK YHJIECIMIUTIK OAaCThl peil aTKapabl.

By 3eprreyne MeMIeKeTTIK HEeri3r1 CTpaTerusiap MEH KOraphbl Jiaya3bIM/Ibl
TYJIFaJIap/iblH  CO3JepIHE CalaJbIK JKOHE TapUXU-CAJBICTHIPMAIIBI  TaJAay,
COHJIali-aK capariiubliap 3epTTeyjepiHe Moy Kkacanabl. Makana xallbIKapabIK
KaTbIHACTAp/bl 3€pTTEUTIH FallbIMJapFa, casicaTKepiiepre, SKOHOMUCTEpre,
nurioMartapra, conpaii-ak Kopess men AKII apackiaaarbl KaTbIHACTap.bl
3epTTel KYPIreH CTYIEHTTEp MEH MarucTpaHTTapra naiaanbl 00aybl MYMKIH.

Tipexk ce3nep: Kopes Pecniyonukacel, Amepuxa Kypama lltarrapsl, ofax,
cascar, PKOHOMHKA, €KIKAKThl KapbIM-KaTbIHACTApP, OCKEPH BIHTHIMAKTACTHIK,
OaJIaHCTBIK

JTUHAMUKA PABBUTHUSI AMEPUKAHO-IO) KHOKOPEVICKHX
BOEHHO-OKOHOMHWYECKHUX OTHOIIEHUI
*byreitaeBa C.K.!

*1 Kazaxckuii YHUBEPCUTET MEXK/TyHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHUI U MUPOBBIX SI3bIKOB
nMeHu AObL1al xaHa, AnMarel, Kazaxcran

AHHOTanus. B 1aHHON cTaThe paccMaTpUBAETCs PA3BUTHE JBYCTOPOHHUX
otHomeHui mexay Coenunennbivu [lltaramu Amepuku u Pecriyonukoii Kopest
C aKLIEHTOM Ha IUIJIOMATUYECKUE, BOCHHBIE U DKOHOMUYECKHE ACTIEKTHI. B cTarbe
IIPEACTABIIEH UCTOPUYECKUI KOHTEKCT, OIMCHIBAIOIINN 3BOJIIOLMIO OTHOIIEHHUN C
3II0XU XOJIOHOM BOMHBI JJO HAIIMX JIHEH, a TAK)KE aHAIM3UPYIOTCS] COBPEMEHHBIE
po0OJIeMbl, ¢ KOTOPBIMH CTAJIKUBaIOTCsl 00e cTpaHbl. MccnenoBanue 0CHOBaHO
Ha BTOPUYHBIX UCTOUYHUKAX U 0030pe JINTEPATyphl Ui U3YUYEHUSI OCHOB ajibsHCA
CIIA u Pecny6nuku Kopes u BIusiHUS aMEPUKAHCKOM BHEIIHEH MOJIUTUKH Ha
paszsutue Oxunoit Kopeu. Teopernueckas 3HAUMMOCTD 3aKIJIFOUAETCS B JTydIlEeM
IIOHUMAHWH HCTOKOB JIBYCTOPOHHETO IIAPTHEPCTBA, a IIPAKTUYECKass — B
OLICHKE CTPATErM4eCKOro COTPYIHHUYECTBA 110 TPEM OCHOBHBIM HAIIPABIICHUSIM:
MOJINTHKA, BOCHHAsI 00OpOHA M 3KOHOMHUYecKue mHBectuuuu. Llens cratbu —
BHECTH BKJIaJ] B HAYYHOE 3HAHME, IPOAHAIN3UPOBAB, KaK 3TOT AJIbSIHC ITOBIIUSI
Ha BHELIHENOJIUTHUYECKHE IOBECTKH JHS OOEUMX CTpaH U PErHOHAIbHYIO
CTaOUIILHOCTb.
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OcHoBHble pe3ynbTarhl NOKa3biBaloT, uTo FOxHas Kopes 3ansina
aKTUBHYIO posib B MHI0-THXOOKEaHCKOM SKOHOMHMYECKOM IOPAJKE, COYeTast
COTPYIHUYECTBO M «XEIKUPOBAHUE» 11 MAKCHMM3allMH BBITOJ U CHM)KCHHE
puckoB. MccrnenoBanue noareepxkaaet, uyto coro3 CIHIA-PK orpaxaer HOBBIN
THUII COFO3HOM MOJUTHKH, T7I€ KIIFOYEBOE 3HAUCHHE UMEIOT CETH, B3aUMOCBSI3H U
CTpaTernyecKoe IKOHOMUYECKOE BBICTPAUBAHUE, A HE TOJIBKO BOCHHAs CUJIA.

B nanHOM wHCClleIOBaHMM HCIIONB30BAJICS KAYECTBEHHBIM M HCTOPHUKO-
KOMIIAPATUBUCTCKANA aHAJIM3 OCHOBHBIX TOCYIAPCTBEHHBIX CTPATErUd U
BBICTYIUICHUH NEPBBIX JIUII, a TAKXKE aHAIU3 UccieloBaHui skcnepTroB. Crarbs
MOMKET OBITh IOJIE3HOW IJIsl HCCieqoBareie MeXIyHapOJHBIX OTHOIICHUH,
IIOJINTHKAM, SKOHOMHCTaM U JTUIIJIOMATaM, a TAKXKe CTYJIE€HTaM U MaruCTPaHTOM,
HCCIIEIYIOIIME OTHOLIEHUS Mexk 1y Kopeeit 1 AMepHKOid.

KiaroueBbie caoBa: PecnyOnuka Kopes, Coenunennsie IllTars
AMepUKH, aJbsSHC, IOJIUTHKA, SJKOHOMHUKA, IBYCTOPOHHUE OTHOILIECHHSI, BOSCHHOE
COTPYIHUYECTBO, OaJTaHCUPOBAaHUE
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