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The Korean Peninsula split into two countries about sixty years ago after World War Two and the reunion process has not yet been accomplished. Locating and the center of East Asia, the Korea Peninsula has always been in the spotlight and gained worldwide attention. It plays an important role of balancing the world power countries in that region such as China, Japan, and Russia. Even the world’s dominating country, the only superpower country, America, attaches great concern to the Korean Peninsula. However, just a few days ago, on November 10th, 2009, a firefight broke out between North Korea and South Korea on the western border of the two countries on the sea and this is the first military collision in recent seven years. The atmosphere of the peninsula suddenly gets tense and it seems the reunion process is blocked. Moreover, North Korea’s nuclear weapon program also adds instability to the Korean Peninsula. Seemingly, the situation and the reunion process of the two countries is one of the world’s focuses and heated issues. Some people firmly believe that the two countries should reunite for various reasons. They argue that the reunion process follows the trend of the history and benefits not only the countries but also the whole world. However, those opinions are only scratching the surface and that the reunion process actually will have more negative effects than the positive ones. It might cause the sense of distrust among people in North Korea, result in the collapse of the South Korea’s economy, as well as break the comparatively peaceful international environment. In short, the two countries should not reunite.

Those who argue for the reunion process mainly focus on the emotional level; however, their argument is unpersuasive and invalid. They state that the citizens demand zealously and desperately for reunion because the two countries used to be one nation and that the governments will eventually yield to the public and reach an agreement on the reunion issue. After all, it is people who make the history and the supreme power belongs to the mass, not the government. Nevertheless, the history never proceeds simply according to people’s will. There are many other factors that decide the trend of the history, such as the politics, the economy, and the situation of the whole world. Moreover, the urge of the people to reunite is only on the emotional level and is not practical at all. Therefore, the belief that people make the history and the government will eventually yield to the public is unrealistic and superficial. 

People who believe that the two nations should be reunited tend to resort to the political aspect to seek proof for their arguments. They point out that the relationship between North Korea and South Korea was amicable and the reunion process was smooth under the government of the former North Korean president. And the situation of the Korean Peninsula becomes tense and unstable after the former president died and the newly-elected president came into power because of the noncooperation of the North Korean government and its nuclear weapon program
. They blame the current president for the failure and believe that the reunion can be realized if the current president is out of power. However, even if the former president of North Korea were still in power, the reunion would not have been accomplished. Although he officially declared that the reunion is in sight and that he would do anything he could to promote such affair, he did this only as a political means to gain the support of the North Korean people and he never wanted the reunion to be accomplished
. 
Suppose the reunion program is accomplished, there will be at least one problem: which side will be the leader after the reunion. Obviously, North Korea is far inferior to the South economically and politically, the combination of the two governments in fact means the devastation of the North Korean government. After the reunion, the South will have greater power and more say than the North and the North president would gradually lose the support of the people in company with his power. Evidently, none of the presidents of North Korea would be so silly to promote the reunion process and lose their power after the reunion. In this aspect, the argument of people for the reunion sounds ridiculou
s.
The supporters of the reunion program hold the opinion that the economy of the Korean peninsula will rise sharply after reunion. They are under the illusion that the South Korea can use fairly cheap labor of the North and help develop their economy and the North can develop rapidly with the help of the South Korea’s advanced technology. It seems that reunion is a double-win solution for the two countries and they look forward to the leap of the newly-born country. However, the economy of the two countries after reunion will not rise sharply as some people have predicted; on the contrary, there will be a tremendous decline of the economy following the example of East Germany and West Germany. Before reunion, the economy of West Germany ranked 2nd in the world with a GDP of 38,000 dollars while after reunion, the economy declined to the 15th with a GDP of 22,000 dollars
. The main cause of such decline lies in the big difference between the two countries’ economy. Statistically, the GDP of West Germany was three times of that of East Germany before reunion. However, amazingly, the GDP of South Korea now is fifteen times of that of North Korea, which means that if the two countries unite, the economy will definitely suffer a greater decline than that is suffered in Germany. Obviously, the reunion equals a disaster to the economy of the Korean Peninsula. The cause of the decline in economy lies in the high unemployment rate and the sense of distrust towards the government among the people who lose their jobs. What is worse, the 24 million poor people of the North will become a great burden to the South and the insufficiency of the South Korea’s resource will cause instability of the whole nation. All these bad effects of the reunion will completely destroy the economy of the peninsula. Economically speaking, the two countries should not reunite.
Another reason why North Korea and South Korea should not be reunited is that the reunion would do harm to many other countries including China, Japan, and United States. 
It will violate China’s interest because China is willing to maintain the current situation of the Korean Peninsula in order to unite Taiwan as early as possible in a comparatively stable international environment and unwilling to lose a natural frontier defense force since North Korea separates China from facing the threat of US army directly; it will influence Japan, as Japan fears that North Korea and South Korea might unite together and turn against them in world affairs; it is also against the United States’ will because US is undergoing a huge economic decline and surely they are unwilling to bail out Korea once their economy collapses. Moreover, the reunion process might change the comparatively peaceful international environment and offer opportunities for terrorists and insurgents to break the world peace. What is worse, it might ignite a worldwide war more devastating than the precious
 two. Since the reunion of the North Korea and South Korea has such bad international influence, the two countries should not reunite.

To sum up, the reunion of North Korea and South Korea will result in the collapse of the peninsula’s economy and break the comparatively peaceful international environment and its negative effects far outweigh its positive ones. Therefore, the two countries should not be reunited. 
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Essay 3: Argument Paper 
	
	Levels of Achievement

	Criteria
	4
	3
	2
	1

	Introduction, thesis, and conclusion

(    x 5 =     )
	Intro is engaging and presents multiple positions of argument, argumentative thesis clearly stated and creatively developed, conclusion recasts thesis in a new light and makes connections to the larger world.
40
	Intro grabs attention somewhat, provides some info on other sides of the argument, thesis is implicitly stated but clear, conclusion reiterates thesis with little implication for the larger world.

	Intro provides little info about other sides of the argument and does little to capture attention, thesis is implicit and hard to find, conclusion makes little reference to thesis 
	Intro provides no info about other sides of the argument, does not capture attention, thesis is not explicit or not present, conclusion does not refer to thesis and does not add to cohesion of paper

	Argument
& organization

(     x 5 =    )
	Argument is identifiable, reasonable, and sound. Counter-arguments are included and successfully refuted. Every main point is supported by persuasive evidence. Paragraphs with clear transitions are clearly ordered with the argument progressing in a logical fashion.
	Argument is generally reasonable and identifiable but not always sound. Counter-arguments are included and defused somewhat.  Main point is supported by some evidence. Order of paragraphs could be better organized. Some transition sentences and cohesion markers are used but could be more effective30
	Argument is barely reasonable and identifiable. Counter-arguments are included without defusing them. Few major points are supported by evidence and examples. The order of paragraphs doesn’t make sense in most of the paper, transition sentences and cohesion markers are rarely or inappropriately used


	Argument is not identifiable with no supporting evidence or examples. Counter-argument is not included. Paragraphs seem to be out of order and haphazard, no transition sentences or cohesion markers are used

	Audience awareness

(    8 x 5 =     )
	Targets specific audience. Engages audience effectively throughout paper. Has an academic and consistent tone throughout the paper. Provides sufficient background info about the topic to the audience 40
	The specific audience is generally identifiable. Engages audience through most of the paper, can capture but not sustain interest. Has a somewhat academic tone. Provides some background info about the topic to the audience
	The specific audience is barely identifiable. Has little engaging qualities to hold the interest of the audience. The tone is inconsistent and inappropriate through most of the paper. Provides little background info about the topic to the audience
	There is no specific audience. Does not hold audience interest. The tone is inappropriate and inconsistent throughout the paper. Provides insufficient background info about the topic to the audience

	Use of sources 

(     x 5 =    )
	Quotations,  paraphrases, and visuals are well integrated into the text and are adequately analyzed. At least 5 sources are referred to. 
	Quotations. Paraphrases, and visuals are somewhat integrated into the text and analyzed. 5 sources are referred to. 35
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are scarcely used and analyzed or overly used. Fewer than 5 sources are used. 
	Quotations, paraphrases, and visuals are not used or used incorrectly or inappropriately. Fewer than 5 sources are used.

	Language

use & mechanics

(     x 5 =    )
	Sentences are clearly written, economical, varied in structure. APA style correctly followed. Impeccable spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, and punctuation, good use of 
academic language.
	Sentences are generally clearly written except for some wordiness or repetition. APA style generally followed. Few errors in spelling, grammar, word usage, and punctuation. 35
	Sentences could be improved a lot. There are many cases of wordiness or repetition, and choppy sentences. APA style barely followed. Several errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.
	Sentences are poorly written, problems with wordiness, repetition, or choppy sentences. APA style was not followed. Many errors in spelling, grammar, word order, word usage, punctuation.


Dear Rob,
This paper deals with an interesting controversy. In general, your argument is sound and support your position on the issues well.

As indicated in my side-comments, some of the points you were raising needed to be supported by outside sources. 

Overall, excellent job!

Your grade is 180/200
Figure 2. Body conflicts between officials from North Korea and South Korea during the meeting. (Source: Baidu Search)





Figure 1. Collision between North Korea and South Korea on November 10th, 2009 (source: Xinhua Press)








�Where do you get these ideas from? Cite the sources.


�Some evidence from outside sources is needed to support this point.


�This is not an appropriate word in an academic paper.


�Cite the source that these facts are coming from.


�I indicated this before also. What does this mean?





