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1AC Module

Uniqueness: The US military forces in South Korea is the only remaining barrier to the reunification of Korea

KCNA 4/17 (KCNA website, Pyongyang, 4/17/2010, “North Korean agency on South protest at plan of US forces' permanent presence”, Lexis Nexis Database, 6/25/10, ZB)

US Scheme for Its Forces' Permanent Presence in S. Korea Slashed Pyongyang, April 17 (KCNA) - Civic and public organizations of South Korea including the South Headquarters of the Pan-national Alliance for Korea's Reunification and the People for Achieving Peace and Reunification staged the 127th "action for independence, reunification and peace" in Seoul on April 13. The organizations accused the US of its recent undisguised moves to ignite a nuclear war against the DPRK, branding them as an action escalating military tensions on the Korean Peninsula. They charged that the US is seeking to realize the "strategic flexibility" of its forces in South Korea under the pretext of the "transfer of the right to command wartime operations" and have full command over the South Korean army at the time of a war against the DPRK. The US forces are building a new airstrip in Phyongthaek, Kyonggi Province with the taxes collected from South Koreans, the organizations deplored, terming their moves a scheme aimed at their permanent presence in South Korea. In order to achieve peace on the Korean Peninsula and the independent reunification of the nation it is necessary to force the US to withdraw its troops from South Korea as early as possible, they held
Link - The Korean people want reunification.

Easley, 07 (Leif-Eric, Ph.D candidate at Harvard University’s Department of Government, Summer-Fall 2007, “Defense Ownership or nationalist Security: Autonomy and Reputation in South Korean and Japanese Security Policies,” SAIS Review vol. 27 no. 2, pp. 158-9, Project MUSE, Date of Access: 06/22/10, CC/ LF)
The Cold War basically froze North-South Korean relations at their 1953 stalemate. Since the 1990s, the end of the bipolar international order, collapse of the Soviet Union, China’s opening to the world, and South Korea’s economic success compared to the nearly failed North, all allowed Defense Ownership or Nationalist Security 159 Seoul to engage Pyongyang from a position of newfound confidence. The concurrence of these events with South Korean democratization led to a resurgence of long suppressed desires for unification. The artificial division of the Korean Peninsula and the Cold War context produced a South Korean nationalism focused on competition with the North. Post-Cold War circumstances returned Korean nationalism to its prior purpose: a unified independent Korean state encompassing the entire peninsula. How to pursue this goal is politically contested, but a critical mass of domestic support for this international role is evident in the continuation of President Kim Dae-jung’s ‘Sunshine’ engagement of the North. President Roh Moo-hyun expanded engagement projects despite North Korea’s nuclear and missile provocations and human rights abuses. Even if the next South Korean president comes from the opposition Grand National Party, it is likely that inter-Korean projects at Kaesong and Kumgangsan will continue.18 

1AC Module

If North Korea is allowed to survive indefinitely, war becomes inevitable, reunification is the only viable option

Eberstadt, 10

(Nicholas, the Henry Wendt Scholar in Political Economy at AEI, “The North Korea Endgame” April 10, 2010. http://www.aei.org/article/101992  Accessed, 6/22/10.  MH)

As the U.S. and its allies frame plans for dealing with North Korea in the aftermath of the recent sinking of a South Korean warship, political leaders must recognize that security will depend not just upon deterring Kim Jong Il today. Northeast Asia's future security--and America's--will be profoundly affected by the government presiding over the northern half of Korea in the long run. For this reason, Korean unification--under a democratic, market-oriented Republic of Korea that remains allied with the U.S.--must be the ultimate objective. Today that looks like a daunting and risky prospect. But to paraphrase Churchill: Unification would be the worst possible outcome for Korea--except for all the other alternatives. Consider first an indefinite continuation of the Kim Jong Il regime. This means on the one hand terror and grinding immiseration for its people. But on the

other, it means a regime that poses a continual threat to its neighbors and to the world. North Korea's nuclear arsenal is integral to the international military extortion racket by which Pyongyang has been financing its state accounts since the end of the Cold War. More atomic bombs, better missiles by which to deliver them abroad, and a permanently warlike posture are indispensable to the regime's own formula for long-term security. This is why a voluntary denuclearization by Kim Jong Il's North Korea is fantasy--no matter what bribes outsiders including the U.S. offer--and true détente with the Dear Leader's regime can never be in the cards. North Korea's present leadership will surely wish to ratchet up its threat to America and the Western alliance in the years ahead. It is entirely reasonable to anticipate Pyongyang's eventual sale of nukes to hostile powers or international terror networks. The regime has already marketed abroad practically everything in its nuclear warehouse short of user-ready bombs. Even worse, there are troubling signs--repeated nuclear tests, continuing missile tests, and attempts at cyberwarfare probing American and South Korean defenses--that the regime is methodically preparing to fight, bizarre as it sounds, a limited nuclear engagement against the U.S.

Human Rights Add-on

Reunification allows broken families to come together again.  

The Times of India, 10

(The Times of India: War without end still overshadows Korea 60 years on, June 24, 2010, http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/world/rest-of-world/War-without-end-still-overshadows-Korea-60-years-on/articleshow/6084785.cms, accessed June 25, 2010, TS)

Tens of thousands of families separated since the war still dream of reunification - or, at least, of a chance to meet long-separated relatives. There are no mail or telephone services across the minefields and barbed wire. A reunion programme began after the first cross-border summit in 2000. More than 16,000 Koreans from both sides have held face-to-face meetings, while 3,200 others too old to travel communicated through video links. An estimated 600,000 people in the South are believed to have relatives in the North but reunions have been suspended amid the political chill. Many will die before seeing loved ones. "I ardently wish for reunification," said Seoul resident Choi Jong-Kwon, 78. "I still dream of seeing my sister who was left behind in my home town, although I don't know whether she is alive or dead." 

Having one's family torn apart and detained in a hostile nation without causes violates human rights

‘48(The Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  The United Nations.  Acessed 6/27/2010 http://www.un.org/Overview/rights.html, MH)
Article 9.

No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile.

Article 13.

(1) Everyone has the right to freedom of movement and residence within the borders of each state.

(2) Everyone has the right to leave any country, including his own, and to return to his country.

Article 16.

(1) Men and women of full age, without any limitation due to race, nationality or religion, have the right to marry and to found a family. They are entitled to equal rights as to marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution.

(2) Marriage shall be entered into only with the free and full consent of the intending spouses.

(3) The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of society and is entitled to protection by society and the State.

Human Rights Add-on

Human rights are key to our very survival

Copelon 99, (Rhonda, Professor, Law, CUNY, “The Indivisible Framework of International Human Rights,” NEW YORK CITY LAW REVIEW, 1998/1999, p. 71-72.)
The indivisible human rights framework survived the Cold War despite U.S. machinations to truncate it in the international arena. The framework is there to shatter the myth of the superiority [*72] of the U.S. version of rights, to rebuild popular expectations, and to help develop a culture and jurisprudence of indivisible human rights .Indeed, in the face of systemic inequality and crushing poverty, violence by official and private actors, globalization of the market economy, and military and environmental depredation, the human rights framework is gaining new force and new dimensions. It is being broadened today by the movements of people in different parts of the world, particularly in the Southern Hemisphere and significantly of women, who understand the protection of human rights as a matter of individual and collective human survival and betterment. Also emerging is a notion of third-generation rights, encompassing collective rights that cannot be solved on a state-by-state basis and that call for new mechanisms of accountability, particularly affecting Northern countries. The emerging rights include human-centered sustainable development, environmental protection, peace, and security. 38 Given the poverty and inequality in the United States as well as our role in the world, it is imperative that we bring the human rights framework to bear on both domestic and foreign policy.

Uniqueness

The public wants reunification even with war. 

Bae, Korea Times, 2010 (Ji-sook, Korea Times: 40% of Youngsters Would Flee From War, June 23, 2010, http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2010/06/117_68144.html, accessed June 25, 2010, TS)
They were also lukewarm toward unification through war. Nearly 60 percent of teens and 72.3 percent of those in their 20s said the South should absorb the North even if it involves a long war. 
The portion rose to 76.3 percent among 30-somethings, 82.5 percent for those in their 40s and 85.8 percent among 50-somethings. 

A2: Economic Cost

A united Korea would be economically powerful 

Lee, 2006

(Cheoleon, senior research director, The Gallup Organization: Implications of the Reunification of the Two Koreas, October 12, 2006, http://www.gallup.com/poll/24949/gallup-world-poll-implications-reunification-two-koreas.aspx, accessed June 25, 2010, TS)

In the long run, the unification of South Korea's industrial base with North Korea's literate and highly disciplined labor force seems likely to result in an economically stronger nation. A unified Korea may not achieve superpower status in the post-Cold War era, but its alignment with either of the economic giants surrounding it would have a dramatic effect on the political and economic landscape of Northeast Asia.

Solvency

The bond between the Koreas is getting stronger

Lim, 2007

(Wonhyuk, fellow at Korea Development Institute, “How to Deal with South Korea)

Washington Quarterly, Spring 2007)

At the same time, economic and social ties between the North and South are growing stronger. Since the historic summit between then-President Kim Dae-jung and Chairman Kim Jong-il in June 2000, there have been a series of successful collaborative projects between the South and the North. Railroads are being connected, and an increasing number of South Koreans are visiting North Korean tourist attractions. In 2005 alone, nearly 300,000 South Korean tourists visited Mt. Kumgang, which that year turned a profit for the first time. At the Kaesong Industrial Complex, just north of the de​militarized zone, South Korean companies employ more than 10,000 North Korean workers to make clothes, shoes, and many other products for the countries’ mutual benefit. It would be an exaggeration, however, to claim that South Korea no longer regards North Korea as a threat. Although they see North Korea as a needy neighbor, South Koreans do not dispute that it is also a potential troublemaker that can wreak havoc on the Korean peninsula and around the globe.

SK pursues reunification.

Faiola, 2003

(Anthony, Washington Post Bureau Chief, Washington Post, What do they want in South Korea? Unification! Pg A01, September 8, 2003, http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/55a/144.html, accessed June 25, 2010, TS)

<Our generation, born after the Korean War, is more interested in engaging North Korea, and in dealing with the issue of reunification seriously, said Yun Ho Jung, 39, a district leader in Roh’s ruling Millennium Democratic Party. We understand that the Bush administration is upset with the North Korean regime, but we still must think about how to we can push them in the right direction without an aggressive policy. Isolating them will get us nowhere. The thaw in relations between Seoul and Pyongyang has its roots in the so-called sunshine policy of engagement with the North launched in 1998 by former South Korean president and Nobel Peace Prize-winner. Since then, hundreds of families on both sides were selected for reunions with kin who had ended up across the border when the Korean War was over. Millions of dollars in economic investment have been funneled from the rich South to the poor North. In the past, antagonism prevailed, but our policy toward North Korea has drastically changed, said Lee Soo Hyuck, South Korea’s deputy foreign minister who headed the country’s delegation to the nuclear talks between North Korea, the United States, China, Russia, Japan and South Korea last month. That policy has been successful so far. The recent rise of [support for reunification] in South Korea is very natural after the collapse of the Cold War . . . but we are not pursuing this path blindly. . . . We are using it tactically and strategically to open up the North.> 
A2: Regional conflict

A unified Korea would share the same interest as the current South Korea

Mitchell, 2003 (Derek, senior fellow in the International Security Program at CSIS, “A Blueprint for U.S. Policy Toward a Unified Korea”, The Washington Quarterly • 26:1 pp. 123–137, accessed at http://muse.jhu.edu, KK/EL)
The predominant domestic goal of a unified Korea likely will be to establish a stable, democratic government based on an open-market economy, akin to the ROK today. The temptation may exist for the South to impose a more restrictive, perhaps occupation-style control over the North or to curb full participation in unified Korean affairs during at least the transitional period. The challenge for the new government will be to balance what it views as internal security needs with an overall commitment to sustain democratic progress through the gradual development of transparent institutions, civil liberties, electoral processes, and the rule of law in the North. A unified Korea also will continue to have vital interests in preserving stability and peace in the Asia-Pacific region to promote its economic and political goals. At present, South Korea conducts more than two-thirds of its trade within the region. The amount of current ROK trade through Asian sea-lanes accounts for more than 40 percent of its total trade, and about two-thirds of its energy supplies flow through the South China Sea. Unification will not substantially change these trends. The absence of a stable regional security environment, however, would inhibit Korea’s ability to enjoy sustained economic progress or, worse, might challenge its ability to garner sufficient resources for reconstruction.

A unified Korea would not present a threat to the neighboring countries                                                        

Park and Kim, 2001(Kyung-ae and dalchoong, Korean security dynamics in transition, published in 2001 by PALGRAVE, SH) 

In contrast to the European experience, the unification of Korea would not perceived by its neighbors as inherently threatening. Germany in the first flush of its unification during the nineteenth century was expansionist, but in the case of East Asia, Japan was the expansionist power and Korea the victim of its colonial oppression. Moreover, Korea became the focus of external contention of a century ago precise became at that time a power vacuum did exist in Seoul, where the Yi dynasty was collapsing. The vulnerability of Korea coincided with a decline of Chinese power that tempted a newly assertive Japan to move into the vacuum. By contrast, there is no such power imbalance between china and Japan today. Neither would risk a military confrontation over Korea except in the face of the gravest provocation, and it would be much more difficult for either of them to manipulate internal factional divisions in unified Korea than it was in the late nineteenth century. A military neutral Korea would be respected by each of its immediate neighbors, in short, if it also respected by the united states and other extra-regional powers

Narrative

Reunification is good – prevents future “Ms. Lee”’s. 

Oh, senior fellow at Brookings, 2010

(Kongdan, Foreign policy, Center for Northeast Asian Policy Studies, Embracing North Korean Defectors: The “Small Unification” of Korea, June 2010 http://www.brookings.edu/reports/2010/06_korea_oh.aspx, accessed June 25, 2010, TS)

She had decided to leave her hometown when her husband, recently discharged from the military, was unable to get a job because her younger brother had fled to China. Her husband and his side of the family bitterly complained that his wife’s brother had ruined them—which he probably had, thanks to the North Korean government policy of blacklisting the entire family when one member departs without permission for China. Ms. Lee also discovered that her husband was in a relationship with another woman in the village. So she decided to escape from her uncomfortable home life and go to China to look for her brother. The biggest problem with this plan was that she had a six year old son, but on one snowy winter day she embarked on her uncertain journey to China. The previous night she had given the boy a warm new sweater and a bag of candy. “Mommy needs to go to Pyongyang to do some errands and will be back soon. Be a nice boy and be good to grandma and daddy until I return.”  The innocent boy was too pleased with his presents to mind. “No worries, Mom. I feel like today is my birthday with candy and new clothes.” She had told her husband, “I will leave you so you can report me to the authorities as a “missing person,” whereabouts unknown. Then you can get a job. Please take care of our son when you remarry and ask your new wife to treat him as if he was her child. I will save money to send for him.” In the early dawn she slipped out of the house. At the last spot on the road where she could look back at her house, she sat down and cried. She managed to get to China and eventually reach South Korea, using her savings and selling her wedding ring. She was now diligently saving up the $5,000 it would cost to hire a broker to retrieve her son.

A2: Delay CP

The longer it takes for the two Korean States to reunite, the greater the challenges posed will be

Bolton, and Eberstadt 2008(John and Nicholas, senior follow at AEI and the Henry Wendt Scholar in Political Economy at AEI respectively, “Why the World shouldn’t fear the collapse of North Korea” October 2, 2008, http://www.aei.org/article/28714  6/21/2010, MH) 

For any successful response to humanitarian travails in North Korea, of course, establishing order as rapidly as possible will be imperative. In all too many contemporary humanitarian crises, refugees have nowhere to return to. Not so here: the South Korean Constitution already established their right to citizenship in the Republic of Korea. Like Germany during the Cold War, and Israel today, South Korea guarantees a "right of return" for those in the North. Instead of facing an uncertain future in "displaced persons" camps in China, Russia or elsewhere, North Korean escapees could count on protection and legal rights in the Republic of Korea.

The economic implications of absorbing the North Korean population have seemed terrifying to South Korean policy makers ever since the Berlin Wall came down. But the plain fact is that the economic chasm between North and South will continue to widen as long as the North Korean regime survives. The longer unification is postponed, the greater the immediate challenges of reunification are likely to be.
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