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I. Introduction 

After the Korean War, with the exception of the Rhee Syngman regime, the official position of North and South Korea was ‘peaceful reunification’. 

The necessity of reunification through peaceful means was natural since the Korean Peninsula has experienced the pain of national division soon after liberation and the Korean War. ‘Peace’ and ‘reunification’ cannot be divided. The process of overcoming national division is through peaceful methods and not through war and this will eventually lead to true peace and the overcoming of national division. 

However, due to the reality of national division, any reference to the true meaning of peace and reunification on the Korean Peninsula is met with controversy and reprisals. Cho Bong-am, the head of the Progressive Party who was sentenced to death in 1956 by Rhee Syngman, for proposing peaceful reunification, and although there are differences, any mention of reunification is still considered fateful. 

The problems on the Korean Peninsula are related to the tension and mutual dependence of the governments under the structure of national division existing in South and North Korea, the interests and tensions of the US and neighboring countries, and the tension within the South Korean civil society accustomed to the Cold War. The developments in intra-Korean relations in the aftermath of the June 15 Summit Meeting and the changes in the political environment of the neighboring countries due to the aggravation of tensions in US-North Korean relations over the North Korean nuclear issue, have appeared with turbulence and realism to affect the political climate in the region. Also, the subjective awakening of the South Korean society and the strength of solidarity of peace and reunification are growing rapidly but the shadows of a society under 50 years' of national division are not likely to be lifted easily. 

II. The Peace & Reunification Movements of the 1980s 

After Cho Bong-am's proposal for peace and reunification, intermittent movements of peace and reunification and the theory of neutral reunification were carried out after the April 19 Revolution in the 1960s. Mass reunification movements only emerged after 1988 with the proposal for the North-South Korea Student Summit suggested by Jeondaehyup (the umbrella body for the student movement). Although the North Korean visit by Reverend Moon, Ik-hwan and university student Im, Su-kyung in 1989 were punished under the National Security Law, a fossil of the Cold War within South Korea, these events became the catalyst for activating the reunification movement and raised heated debates over the necessity and direction of the reunification movement. 

The reunification movements in the 1980s can be defined as `national liberation reunification.' This movement focused on the `pan-national rally' between North-South Korea and called for `autonomous exchange events'. It was a three-party meeting of South and North Koreans as well as overseas Koreans in efforts to discuss national unity and political cooperation. The US and the South Korea government were defined as anti-reunification forces.   

The anti-US-autonomy-reunification movement highlighted the existence of the US on the Korean Peninsula, which has been prohibited for the past 50 years and directly countered against the anti-Communist-anti-North Korean ideology. These struggles were successful in restoring to the public the trends of resistant nationalism prohibited for since national liberation. The demands of `anti-US, anti-war, anti-nuclear'; movements of `getting to know North Korea properly'; autonomous exchanges and national grand unity; prospects for the co-existence of North-South Korea in a confederation; etc, were all very drastic demands at that time. These issues have been dormant despite liberation from Japanese rule in 1945 due to the formation of separate governments in 1948 and the subsequent failure to form a single government because of the breakout of the Korean War in 1950. After the war, these issues were submerged under an anti-Communist system. Although these demands were crude, they were meaningful because they brought to public mind the importance of these important spheres that had existed as a vacuum in the South Korean social movements. 

However, belated rise in these movements of `anti-imperialist nationalism' and `national liberation reunification' "reflected the unique historical period of the national division on the Korean Peninsula" and had both limitations and problems. 

First, the over-emphasis on national disparity had clouded the critical perspective of the structure of national division which has been in existence for the past 50 years. As such, all the problems were linked to ‘the US’, focusing on `anti-imperialism' and `national unity' and emphasizing `national-centeredness' so much so that the problems on the Korean Peninsula were losing links with `other races, other countries, the world and other universal problems.” 

Second, vague references to `national grand unity' and emphasis on territory, blood ties, etc, i.e., `one nation', started to emerge. Accordingly, the labor movement, environmental movement and other diverse South Korean social movements did not have a common link with the reunification movement and separated into specific movements while the youth and religious movements were reduced. 

Third, the drastic emphasis on national disparity led to astonishment at the relative legitimacy of the North Korea regime in the early stages and this raised non-critical attitudes and unilateral support for North Korean policies. These attitudes ignored the universal standards (such as human rights and peace) to be applied to understand North Korea or the progress of the reunification movement.  

The three-party solidarity movement, the most representative of the reunification movements had the tendency to support the North Korean regime (non-civilian) politically. There is no differences in opinion in the fact that the cooperation of the civilians of North and South Korea and overseas, and not the governments, are necessary for the reunification movement.  However, the three-party solidarity movement supported the North Korea reunification model, opposed the mutual recognition of UN entry and tried to form an irrational political union. It was not taken into consideration that the civilian groups from North Korea participating in the three-party solidarity movement were all semi-governmental organizations and that no other independent civilian organization existed. 

III. Impetus for Change 

The limitations of the reunification movement from the end of the 1980s to mid-1990s were internal but the limitations of objective conditions and the political trends cannot be ignored. The impetus for the development and specialization of the reunification movement came from the struggles of the social movements against political changes.  

1. The North Korean crisis 

The North Korean economic crisis was predestined with the collapse of the structure of state socialism in 1989. However, the seriousness of the food crisis was predicted beforehand. Famine and deaths from starvation were thought of as things happening in countries far away and to the South Korean society; North Korea's food scarcity came as a big shock. 

North Korean economic crisis and famine came as a shock to South Koreans but this also became a turning point in the awareness of South Koreans on North Korea. This was the conviction that the South Korean structure was indeed more superior and this was accompanied by the lessening of wariness and enmity against North Korea. Until that time, North Korea was ‘a Communist country to be regarded as an enemy’ but became a `country in need of relief aid'. South Korea had to consider giving humanitarian aid to a country once regarded as an enemy. 

On the other hand, it became necessary for the peace and reunification movement to have a more realistic awareness of North Korea. It was clear that the North Korean crisis could not be resolved on the basis of one` nation' or humanitarian aid alone and that it was a structural problem. In whatever forms, it was clear that the North Korean structure was demanding internal reform. The problem of North Korean escapees who crossed the North Korean border with China in search of food became an issue and because of the strong actions taken by North Korea, this has become a human rights issue as well. 

2. The Kim Dae-jung government and Engagement Policy 

The change in the South Korean government at the end of 1997 brought new impetus for intra-Korean relations and the reunification movement. The Kim Dae-jung government pursued an engagement policy called `Sunshine Policy' on North Korea. As such, the 2000 North-South Korea Summit was an important change in the fifty years' of national division and was evaluated as an important historic event. 

With the June 15 Declaration, it was difficult for the reunification movement to label the South Korea regime as being `an anti-reunification regime’. In the same way, the three-party solidarity forces which had been targets for suppression were safeguarded by the two governments to a certain extent `within the range of management'.  The August 15 pan-national reunification festival was successfully carried out with the cooperation of the two governments. In South Korea it was an opportunity for the government and civilian groups to overcome the vicious cycle of exclusion and form relations of cooperation and restraint. However, the Sunshine Policy of the Kim Dae-jung government came under serious attacks from the conservative forces and the conservative press formed during the Cold War era. Internal tensions within South Korea were starting to emerge. 

3. The Rise of the Bush Administration 

The election of George W. Bush as the US President in 2000 became a factor for tensions on the Korean Peninsula. President Bush pursued militaristic and hegemonic foreign and security policies. The Bush Administration was critical of the policies of the previous Clinton Administration on North Korea and disapproved of South Korea's Sunshine Policy. All the comprehensive measures for improvements in relations agreed during the US visit of North Korea's Special Envoy Cho Myong-rok at the end of 2000, Secretary of State Albright's North Korean visit and considerations of the visit to the US by North Korean leader, Kim Jong Il, came to nothing. 

After September 11, President Bush undertook a new military interventionist strategy, the so-called `pre-emptive strike security doctrine.' President Bush in his 2002 New year's Address to the nation, referred to Iraq, Iran and North Korea as `the axes of evil' and claimed that  “these countries cannot be left to develop weapons of mass destruction (WMD) which can be used to threaten our lives”, delineating the countries targeted for the second phase of the war against terrorism. In reality, the US has announced its suspicions over the North Korean enriched uranium program in October 2002, and declared frequently selective blockade and even the option of `pre-emptive strikes' against the North Korean nuclear issue. 

The emergence of the Bush Administration created serious problems in the smooth progress at normalizing North Korea-US and North Korea-Japan relations since the 2000 Summit and became an obstacle to the settlement of regional peace. The problem on the Korean Peninsula especially the military aspect, i.e., the structure of peace, which had been somewhat bypassed by the Sunshine Policy, now became a major issue in East Asia.  

However, President Bush's hegemonic policies of military intervention and the Iraqi War aroused a global anti-war and peace movement never seen in history. The South Korean civil society also faced a radical impetus for change, Critical public opinion against the Bush Administration’s attitude to the Sunshine Policy burst into the open in the candlelight Virgil following the death of two middle-school girls in 2002. This also influenced the election of President Roh, Moo-hyun (who was facing major difficulties in his campaign) to office and the Iraqi War also helped in the creation of the largest organization of `anti-war peace solidarity movement' ever in history. 

   
IV. Overcoming the Structure of National Division - the Diversification of the Peace   Movement 

With the growth of the forces within the civil society calling for democracy, peace, autonomy, and reunification in the midst of the turbulent political changes aforementioned, the mid-1990s to early 2000, saw the growth of a multi-faceted social movement. 

1. The Movement to Aid North Korea 

With the food crisis in North Korea in 1996, movements to help North Korea were proposed, encompassing all movements from the citizens' to the peoples' movements - the whole nation moved in a successful attempt to provide humanitarian aid to North Korea. 

However, opposition to providing humanitarian aid to North Korea was as strong within South Korea. A few politicians and the conservative press claimed that humanitarian aid to North Korea was just `sentimentalism' and expressed concerns that the food provided could be used as military rations. But the movement to aid North Korea was necessary from the aspect of war prevention on the Korean Peninsula and the reduction of economic burdens on South Korea in the case of the rapid collapse of North Korea. And with the possibility of securing and fostering the support of forces within North Korea who are opposing the North Korean system, the South Korean conservatives did not have much to base their opposition of North Korean humanitarian aid. Because of this, the foundations for wide-ranging solidarity did not lose strength. The movement to aid North Korea progressed from relief aid to development aid. 

It is important to note here that, unlike the three-party solidarity, these movements joined forces directly with the North Korean authorities and the society. Through diverse methods of contact with North Korea, these people became civilian experts on the North Korean society and acted as multi-structured messengers between the North and South Korean governments and the civilian society, and started to establish themselves as rational mediators providing rational advice to the international society and as agents for resolving tensions. 

2. The Emergence of the North Korean Human Rights Movement 

 

In the past, the North Korean human rights issue was usually proposed by the government or government-sponsored organizations. This was part of the government's diversionary tactics to move away from the demands of the South Korean democratic movements on the reform of the internal human rights situation. 

However, the North Korean human rights situation resurfaced again in the 1990s when cases of brutal arrests, forced imprisonment, public death sentencing, etc, of North Korean escapees on the hands of the North Korean authorities became known. In the midst of growing criticism against the closed and oppressive nature of the North Korean structure, the human rights issue re-emerged. This situation underwent a drastic turn and while the South Korean government was taking a cautious attitude to the issue in consideration of intra-Korean relations and relations with neighboring countries, the conservative press and a part of the civil movement were taking an active interest in the issue.  

The most representative North Korean democratic organization, the North Korean Human Rights' Citizens' Coalition, the North Korean Democratic Network, etc, claim that the fall of the North Korean regime is very important to the resolution of the North Korean human rights situation and international pressure is necessary for this to be possible. These groups support the US policy of military interventionism that grew out of September 11. They do not exclude war as a method for the resolution of the human rights situation. Regardless of their ideological background, these groups lack the qualities as a `peaceful mediator', one of the most important conditions for activists in the human rights movement. 

Within South Korea, the peace and reunification movements and the human rights movements are divided over the issue of North Korean human rights: The position that denies the subjects of North Korea human rights and claim outside pressure as being inevitable to the resolution of the situation; recognizing the subjects of North Korean human rights but claiming that the problem lies with the internal desire for reform of the North Korean people; proposing quiet diplomacy and step-by-step cautionary approach, considering that the US and other Western capitalist states are strengthening their military interventionist policy on the pretext of human rights; and urging improvements in the human rights condition but opposing blockades, partial aid or any kind of measure that aggravate the North Korean human rights situation. However, these are just classifications according to ideological awareness on the human rights situation and organizations which have a concrete agenda based on these classifications are few and far between. 

And as long as the North Korean leadership adheres to the ruling ideology and principles formed under the Cold War structure and rationalize the ‘human rights crisis’ as foreign threats to its rights of self-determination and survival, the North Korean human rights movement would be pre-destined to become a part of the movement to overcome the structure of national division. Recently, active discourse has been increasing within the social movement organizations on the direction of the movement for improving North Korea human rights. 

3. The Spread of Anti-US Sentiments & the Candlelight Virgil 

From the mid-1990s, with the movements for the eradication of crimes committed by US troops, and the redemption of damages caused by the Maehyangri Bombing range and movement to return the range to the local people, regional movements for the return of the US bases, the investigative movements into group massacre by US troops during the Korean War, etc, became common. These movements were not only anti-US in character but were also complex and comprised of the women's movement, local citizens' movement, movements to rectify the past, etc.  

With the advent of the Bush Administration in 2000, public opposition to the negative intervention of the US with its hegemonic global strategy in the progress of intra-Korean relations, grew stronger and burst forth as a mass movement. The 2002 candlelight Virgil is an exemplary case of these trends. 

With the strengthening of the North-South Korean reconciliation trends, contradictions started to appear in the US plans on East Asia.  This was confirmed during the South Korea-US Summit in 2001 when the two governments collided over differences in the engagement policy, the problems of MD, etc. These political trends also led to the increase in strong anti-US sentiments among young people, aided by medium of the internet. The emergence of young people who were relatively freer from the Cold War ideology was compatible with the trends in North-South Korean reconciliation and maturity of democratic and reform-minded forces. More liberal and autonomous public awareness was formed in cyberspace and this can be viewed as a naturally occurring awareness against the US hegemonic attitudes.  

The death of two middle school students in June 2002 evoked a national protest movement against the US military and the South Korean government for their insufficient response on the responsibility of the deaths of the two students. In December, a nationwide candlelight Virgil was held, organized spontaneously by netizens. This candlelight Virgil broke the belief that ‘the US’ was a `sacred ground' and was replaced by self-confidence, calls for normal relations, opposition to unequal relations, and also contained ultra-nationalistic emotional prejudice. 

4. The Spread of the Peace Movement & Anti-Iraqi War Peace Solidarity 

From the mid-1990s, a few groups in the social movement felt that `anti-US-autonomy' and `nationalism-autonomy' had limitations in their application to the problems of the Korean Peninsula and started to expand their scope to include a peace discourse or the peace movement. 

From the mid-1980s, groups such as the women's and environmental groups started to research on `women and peace', `environment and peace,' `religious spirituality and peace,' `human rights and peace,' `minority people and peace', etc. This led to the linking of the peace movement with the women's movement, environmental movement, religious movement, education movement, i.e., the diversification of the movements. Reform movements against the diverse aspects of a state under national division, security state, and prosperity state also became active. The traditional investigative movement into suspicious deaths in the military grew into a more systematic human rights movement including the `movement by conscientious objectors to oppose military conscription and demand replacement service' as a way of direct confrontation against the structure of national division, and the introduction of an enlistment system instead of conscription, etc.  Curriculums on tolerance training instead of security education, conflict resolution, rectifying history, were produced and disseminated. Investigations into `massacres during wars' and the ‘Sorry Vietnam' efforts are some examples of such outgrowths of movements. All these efforts meant challenges against deeply rooted militarism and anti-Communism embedded in a nationally divided civil society. 

Military reform movements including the monitoring of military spending and monitoring of weapons purchases also started to emerge.  These spheres have been highlighted during cuts in military spending and on the level of mutual arms control. And when the international movement against anti-personnel land mines was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize, the military watch movement became infused with a new methodology and possibility as well as new awareness on the danger of inhumane weapons and for the first time, a countermeasures committee was formed to publicize the danger of   landmines - a network to oppose the introduction of specific weapons. This increased the struggle by the civil society to counter specific weapons and called for the reform in the purchasing price of parts for local tanks, opposition against the introduction of attack helicopters, F-15K, and PAC3, and the anti-MD movement was also activated. And recently, efforts are being carried out to systematically monitor military spending leading to the preparation of policy on arms reduction. 

Struggling against the side-effects of the globalization of capitalism, and strengthened US militarism and the violence of unilateral foreign policy after September 11, the anti-globalization, anti-war peace and solidarity movement crossed borders and became very active.  Opposition against the Bush Administration `preventive war doctrine', which was first applied during the Iraqi War, grew heated all over the world. 

The question facing the South Korean peace movement was how to overcome the simple nationalistic sentiment and feelings of injury of the candlelight Virgil and how these feelings can be guided into a universal solidarity, and how to link the crisis on the Korean Peninsula that was heightened during the Iraqi war with the intentions of a peaceful resolution of the crisis. It was a testing ground for `assertive diplomacy', `saying-what-needs-to-be-said diplomacy', and the East Asian peaceful foreign policy of the Roh Moo-hyun Administration. 

On this perspective, the anti-Iraqi war peace movement can be evaluated as a partial success as well as a partial failure. The fact that the first ever anti-war solidarity against a war outside the borders of the war zone had continued as a mass movement, that labor unions carried out struggles against the dispatch of troops, the `anti-war and peace group' of National Assemblymen who went against party policy and prevented the passage of the troop dispatch bill twice, could all be seen as results of the movement. Furthermore, the `anti-Iraqi war peace team', the so-called `human shields' who went directly into the field of battle, is an exemplary model of direct action civil disobedience.   

However, while the majority of the Korean people oppose the Iraqi War on the grounds of being unethical, two-thirds of the population approve of the dispatch of troops `for the national good.' Many of the Korean people agreed with President Roh's appeal that “for the peace and economic stability of the Korean Peninsula, alliance with the US cannot be ignored and this pursuit of practical gains is the stark reality in the international community”. Warnings that participation in an unethical war of prevention goes not only against human rights and human nature but that it could have a boomerang effect, were not heeded. President Roh claimed that “our situation is special”, selecting pragmatism which relates to the regressive nature of nationalistic feelings of injury.  

V. Issues of the Peace & Reunification Movement 

During the 1994 North Korean withdrawal from the NPT and the so-called `sea of fire' crisis, leading to a war situation on the Korean Peninsula, the South Korean social movements did not do much to counter the situation. We knew later that the US had even considered a pre-emptive strike on North Korea but did not adequately respond to the situation. 

Compared to 1994, the democratic reform of the South Korean society has been partially realized and support by the people on external autonomy and North-South reconciliation, and the formation of a peace structure on the Korean Peninsula, have increased to a large extent. It is still dubious whether the South Korean government possess effective policy measures and vision to manage a crisis on the Korean Peninsula, and whether it has the leverage to implement the policy measures on the US, North Korea, and neighboring countries. Especially, a strong vision of President Roh concerning ‘the peaceful resolution of the North Korean nuclear issue’, the restructuring of the South Korea-US alliance system, etc, cannot be found. 

The `autonomous defense theory' emphasized by the Roh Administration is, in reality, a `theory of arms increase' based on the subordinated alliance structure, rationalizes the aggressive restructuring of US troops in the East Asian region and contains the possibility of acting as a catalyst for an arms race in the region. It is doubtful whether the incorporation of the new Cold War structure can co-exist with peace and prosperity in East Asia. 

The problem lies not only with the government but also within the tensions in South Korea, that is, the peace forces in South Korea are not sufficient enough to overcome the crisis and implement a peace structure. 

1. Citizens' peace doctrine to overcome the `theory of the North Korean threat' and security dilemma is needed. 

On issues of national security, the government frequently refers to the `North Korean threat'. Accordingly, a citizens' peace doctrine on the principles and course of regional peace and the politics and security of the Korean Peninsula is needed. 

More importantly, on political awareness and the concept of security, there must be a shift from `military security' to ‘assertive peace.' Without overcoming deterrence and exclusion of national security and military security, regional peace and the overcoming of national division cannot be possible. The monopolistic analysis of threats and secretiveness must be challenged and the opening of the military security sector must be pursued. `Absolute deterrence', `absolute defense', `main enemy’, etc, that is, the security concept of arms competition and mutual exclusion must be challenged.  Confidence-building measures must take place through mutually dependent security; defense based on the concept of mutual sufficiency; leadership in arms control; and peace must be established based the exclusion of sophisticated weapons and arms control. Furthermore, a framework to guarantee multi-lateral peace must be considered on the principles of multi-lateral cooperation and harmony. Measures must be prepared for the abandonment of the cease-fire structure on the Korean Peninsula, the signing of the peace treaty and subsequent restructuring of the alliance structure, especially the tripartite South Korean-US-Japan alliance structure under progress. 

These plans must not end up in mere position papers or theoretical work. A framework for comprehensive dialogue of the civil society must be formed and continued so that the fruits of the dialogue could be accumulated as rational measures to be changed and planned as citizens' peace measures. Also the governments, Congress, and the civil society must be lobbied in order to make efforts to spread or re-trim the measures so that these measures could create confidence and legitimacy. 

Military security assurances and arms control are direct measures for guaranteeing peace and the indirect but effective measures are economic cooperation and humanitarian aid. This would resolve the survival problems of North Koreans, in the least, and also his effective in inducing structural reform. Thus, the civilian peace plan must be based on economic cooperation and the separation of politics and the economy, and must include humanitarian aid without any conditions attached. 

2. The Need for International Solidarity to Resolve Peace & Nuclear Problems on the Korean Peninsula 

What is most important at the present stage on the Korean Peninsula is the formation of peace and solidarity. International peace solidarity comprising of the North and South Korean governments, civilians, and overseas Koreans are needed to resolve the issues on the Korean Peninsula. The international anti-war peace movements so active since the Iraqi War must be linked to the peaceful resolution of the crisis on the Korean Peninsula formed by the North Korean nuclear issue. 

On this note, the universal aspect of the North Korean nuclear or the crisis on the Korean Peninsula must be emphasized rather than the nationalistic aspect. Based on this, the dispatch of troops to Iraq would prove detrimental to the security of the Korean Peninsula. Any appeals to the international community for the creation of peace on the Korean Peninsula would lose all legitimacy. Therefore, the peace and reunification movement must go hand in hand with movement against troop dispatch to Iraq. 

For the peaceful resolution of the North Korean nuclear issues, there must be harmony between the anti-nuclear peace movement and the anti-US, anti-war movement. The unilateralism and the unfairness of the US policy of blockade and related side effects, and the results of regional security and North Korean reform to be caused by the policies of peace and co-existence must be emphasized. The `globalization' of the North Korean human rights issue must be dealt with flexibility. Any politicization of the human rights issue such as human rights for blockade or human rights for war must be strictly opposed and appeals for peace on the Korean Peninsula and reform on North Korea human rights must be separately countered.  

But compared to Iraq, the international community knows little about South Korea and we, too, are not used to international actions. It could be the language barrier but to be confined within the constraints of nationalism is not wise. The peace and reunification movement must make efforts to make the problems of the Korean Peninsula be objective and universal in space and time. 

  Furthermore, methods of direct action by citizens are needed to make the Korean nation and the world participate for the settlement of peace on the Korean Peninsula. Candlelight Virgil, the three-step-one-bow rally for life and peace and direct actions by the `anti-Iraqi War peace team' are all good examples of direct actions. The satihagra movement led by Gandhi is good for social education purposes and is both a smooth and strong movement targeting the nucleus of the problem.     

3. The Reform of the Cold War Politics is Necessary 

From the late 1990s the movement for the reform of the National Security Law, the movement to restore honor to the democratic movement, and the movement to investigate suspicious deaths became very active and a movement started calling for the establishment of a National Human Rights Commission and with the exception of the movement against the National Security Law, all the movements bore fruit. 

The movement to reform the press and the growth of a progressive netizen press weakened the leadership of the Cold War, ultra-rightist press and helped to eliminate barriers hindering the development of democratic, reform-oriented and autonomous peace. Such fruits of the movement were due to the efforts and growth of netizens who were free from the experiences of the Cold War era and this culminated in the election of President Roh Moo-hyun to office that called for the continuation of reform, succession of the engagement policies and an assertive foreign policy. 

However, the reaction of the conservative forces is emerging as well.  The City Hall rally by conservative Christian and ultra-rightist groups in response to the candlelight Virgil, the construction of an anti-Communist conservative netizen press, political North Korea human rights campaigns are some examples. The actions by conservatives are a reflection of the `internalization' of political and social tensions within South Korea in line with political changes. The issue of overcoming national division and the reform of the North and South Korean civil society are becoming increasingly linked with each other. 

In this context, two presidents who are more inducive to peace and reunification have been elected but the weaknesses of the democratic and peace forces within the South Korea society cannot be ignored. The slowing down of political reform, chronic corruption, and the monopoly of regional structures by conservatives, are serious problems. Democratic reforms and peaceful co-existence policies are important internal investments for the peace and reunification of the Korean Peninsula peace. The attritional political culture which uses the Cold War and political tactics as leverage, must be reformed. Policy measures must not be in collusion with political corruption and the capitalists. The opposition party criticized the Sunshine Policy under the Kim Dae-jung Administration for the sake of criticism. The Sunshine Policy was used by the ruling party as pretext for the accumulation of astronomical amounts of political slush funds. For the settlement of peace and reunification on the Korean Peninsula, political reform is a must. 
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