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0 .
aJver the past sixty years, the two Koreas have embarked on completely different paths in
most eyery res;})]ect. One developed into a successful example of democracy with remarkable
economic growth, while the other became one i
, of the most oppressive regi
e il 2 athe : : gimes on the planet
‘ def a dyna§t1c dictatorship in its third generation. Despite their differences, reunification
.emaI.ns ell national goal for both countries. Ethnic identity, connected to the bel’ief that Korea
1s a single nation destined to be unified. dri i
. , drives this goal. Yet, recent studies indi
ngle > be ] . , es indicate the
detchnl_ng xmportaflce of ethnic identity among the South Korean people. This chapter, an
fx enil(l)\? ofh tIh<e discussion on ethnic identity, examines the South Korean public’s attit’ude
Oward North Korean defectors in South Kor
ea. It first finds that emotional di
St Koneam o otional distance between
orean defectors has not chan i ir i
ged much despite their incr
o i eased
o ‘:ltj;llters. In ftact) South Koreans are beginning to see North Korean defectors similarly to
o ey see 1.mgrant groups. Those who do not regard ethnic identity, such as bloodline or
- t:dy, as an important component to being Korean are more likely to have accommodating
- c;ls towa.rd Noﬂh~ Korean defectors as toward other immigrant groups. On the other
dista, t c;‘se w;h n;gatlve opinions on immigrants are more likely to feel greater emotional
nce trom North Korean defectors. Finall i i
. ¥, the perceived security threat |
b . A de y threat level from North
a also influences one’s attitude toward North Korean defectors. As it increases negative

Irs alS() InCreaseS) Wthh COIll'IlbuteS to ﬂle (Ielec‘()l S S lak Iallls mn
S

?Ct, tt:eerb(e]?u?ing of 2())1 5, the Korean movie market was dominated by the movie Ode to My
(Kukje ijang), a film about the tough life experiences of Korea’s i

The main character, Duk-soo, survives the Korean War as a child and - g'eneranon
authoritarian government-led developmental period. The movie et 'bthen NS 'the
that laid the foundation of modern South Korea enj'oyed by tod pa’ys oot T B
the format of Forrest Gump in that it depicts one man’s lifeyagaizzt ilileotl)lthi{h ot fOl"IOWS
most important historical events. The movie rea i N Ofananon,s
natic.mally held television campaign by the Kore::el;ri:clilc?:t)i(n‘;hsznstte}z I()Il(olt?. gm'vels 5
reunite families separated during the Korean War. Duk-soo finds his youn er)sliI;t 983}:0
swa/?ls ft;ailicalsly separated from her mother and siblings when they escaped Iiorth Ke(:;e‘: t((z
o Tl ;: outh. Qde 10 My Father was a tearjerker for most South Koreans. Not only did

ail the hardships endured by the so-called terribly stubborn Korean elderly and how

g
dl Vlded, but one I(Ol ca But are we Ieally H

Thi . . . .
Kl(l)lrse ::agt;r sheds light on this subject by examining South Korean attitudes toward North
etectors as members of one ethnic Korea (as ¢ i
OIS s onveyed in Ode to My Fath
Although the situation is differ: rectore
ent and many years have passed, North K
not differ much from Duk-so0 and hi i e e monae o 40
is family who fled from Hamh h i
of the Korean Peninsula, to Busan i vl N el
; , a southern port city, as the h i
o : d y sought survival. Nonetheless,
. erasszg; of mx"ty years has brought change. South Korean public attitude toward North
towa:(;lthe ectt;)lrs is l;:nalyzed from an important perspective, ethnic identity. First feelings
em through the lens of ethnic identity are disc o0 ’
ussed. The assertion that def:
must be welcomed to South Korea is | i solbelong
argely based on ethnic nationalism: th
to the Korean ethnic grou i i b it e
p. How strongly and in which direction i i i
] : ethnic nationalism affects
thc;utsh K(})]rean perspectl.ves on North Korean defectors is explored. Second, whether or not
outh Korean public’s opinion on migrant groups is associated with those of North
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Korean defectors is investigated. Last, I delve into the North Korea effect on South Korean
views of defectors. Even though they departed from the North and are living in the South, the
fact that they are from “North Korea” cannot be easily forgotten. When a security threat is
perceived, how seriously this affects South Korean attitudes toward North Korean defectors
is examined. How South Koreans view defectors is related to how they view the North
Korean people and to South Korean attitudes toward reunification.

For this study, I use survey data from both the annual survey of the Institute for Peace and
Unification Studies at Seoul National University from 2007 to 2013 for the overall trend of
attitudes toward North Korean defectors by the South Korean public, and, as the primary
source, the Asan Daily Poll conducted on February 14-15, 2014, by the Asan Institute.

ATTITUDES TOWARD NORTH KOREAN
DEFECTORS AND REUNIFICATION

According to Ministry of Unification statistics, the number of North Korean defectors
in South Korea was 27,518 in 2014. Although the influx slowed down from 2012, South
Korea is accepting approximately 1,000 defectors from North Korea annually.! After the
famine in the late 1990s, an increase in the number of North Koreans leaving the country
was noticeable. Of course, the number of North Koreans in South Korea is still very small
compared with the number of people arriving from Southeast Asian countries and China,
which is around 700,000 and 500,000, respectively. Most South Koreans do not oppose the
admission of North Korean defectors in general. As a matter of fact, North Korean defectors
were once considered almost as heroes or as champions of freedom. In particular, during the
authoritarian regime period, North Korean defectors were greeted with open arms because
they symbolically legitimized the government of the South. There was no better propaganda
device to prove its legitimacy than defectors. But as democracy consolidated in South
Korea, the government found defectors less politically useful. Additionally, as the number of
defectors increased, salience by rarity declined and perceptions of North Korean defectors

began to change.

The Institute for Peace and Unification Studies at Seoul National University has conducted
public opinion surveys on South Korean attitudes toward unification since 2007. They ask
respondents how close they feel to North Korean defectors. According to the results, even
though South Koreans appreciate the courage it takes to come to South Korea, the public
does not feel very close to the defectors. In 2007, 63.8 percent of respondents answered
that they did not feel close to them, while only 36 percent of them did. Seven years later, in
2013, the number of respondents who did not feel close to North Korean defectors slightly
decreased to 58 percent, while the opposite side increased to 42 percent. Yet, a majority of
South Koreans still feel estranged from North Korean defectors.

What is more interesting is the level of intimacy that South Koreans are ready to accept with
North Korean defectors. For instance, according to the Unification Attitude Survey in 2013,
51.2 percent of South Koreans stated that they did not mind at all having North Korean
defectors in their neighborhood. Only 15.3 percent of respondents hesitated to do so and 33
percent answered “so-so.” In the case of co-workers, the number who did not mind working
with North Korean defectors at the workplace decreased slightly to 48.4 percent. Yet it is
still a plurality. As the relationship becomes more intimate, however, South Koreans display
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Source: Institute for Peace and Uni ; : . . .
Pl /tongﬂ‘snu‘{a kmpu:/‘an Unification Studies. Unification Attitude Survey. 2007-2013.

more di tv,comfort, Only 27 8 percent of South Koreans were fine with North Korean defect

as‘ a'busmess partner, in contrast to 38.9 percent who did not. What South Koreans were | ori
willing to accept was marriage to a North Korean. When asked how they feel about ma e'as
North Korean defectors, only 23.3 percent answered positively, and as many as 49.8 creent
stated that they did not want a marital relationship with them.’ The result shows th f eSrcerE
Koreans hold quite an emotional distance from North Korean defectors.? o

Opinions have changed on the extent to which South Korea should accept incoming North
Korean defectors. If the question had been asked twenty years ago, a solid majorit gw N 1d
have answered that all the defectors should be admitted to South ’Korea becaise tB;le ou
away from the oppressive, brutal, and illegitimate North Korean regime to a demoZ r: .
Soiut.h Korea seeking freedom. That turns out to be no longer true. Table 1 indicates cha: “_1 .
opml.on‘ over admitting North Korean defectors into South Korea, In 2007 slightl morfzl tglllng
amajority of the public, 52 percent, thought that South Korea had to accep,t all def}e,ctor 37ar21
percent thought that defectors should be selectively admitted, and 10.8 percent thou Z’t th.
we. should no longer accept North Korean defectors. The numbers ﬂﬁctuated afterwfrd a(;
opinions of “admit everyone” and “selectively admit” moved within the margins of errorar;n
12013, hovsfer, the percentage of people? who thought all defectors should be admitted hif its
owest point 42'.2 percent—and selective admission reached 45.2 percent. The percentage
of people wlllo tl‘nnk Soqth Korea should no longer accept North Korean defectors increased
to 12.4, wl.uch is the highest for the past six years. All in all, almost one-half of South
Koreans think that not all North Korean defectors should be :given a free pass to Szlljth

Korea, and quite a consistent
1 number (about ten percent) of the public issi
the defectors altogether. : ’ cppose sdmission of

—
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Table 1. Public Opinion on Admission of North Korean Defectors

2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013

Accept all defectors 520 | 436 | 466 | 436 | 475 | 438 | 422
Selectively accept defectors 372 | 464 | 431 | 479 | 436 | 462 | 452

Should not accept any more 10.8 9.6 103 7.8 8.8 9.9 124

Source: Institute for Peace and Unification Studies. Unification Attitude Survey. 2007-2013.
hitp://tongil.snu.ac.kr/ipus/.

Table 2. Public Opinion on Subsidies to North Korean Defectors

2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013

592 | 4556 | 533 | 557 | 59.7 | 509 | 496

Oppose increase 408 | 544 | 467 | 443 | 403 | 491 | 504

Source: Institute for Peace and Unification Studies. Unification Attitude Survey. 2007-2013.
http://tongil.snu.ac.kr/ipus/.

Support increase

These two results lead to another important issue. Currently, North Korean defectors have
to go through an investigation process by the South Korean government upon their arrival.
After the process, they check into Hanawon, the facility that educates and helps North
Korean defectors safely settle down in South Korea. When they exit Hanawon, defectors
receive a one-time subsidy and housing assistance from the government. The subsidy is
$6,500 per person ($4,000 for an initial settlement and the remaining $2,500 provided in
installments). Assistance for a one-person household is around $11,000. In addition to
this financial package, defectors receive government-assisted job training. Of course, they
are entitled to register for pensions, healthcare, and tuition exemptions for public schools
(including national universities).> The number of North Korean defectors is still small, and
the amount spent on the subsidy is not large. Yet it is still taxpayers’ money. When asked
whether the South Korean government should increase the subsidy, there was no clear public
opinion over time. In 2007, almost 60 percent approved of the increase, but the response was
reversed the following year. What is apparent, however, is that public opinion on government
aid for North Korean defectors is almost evenly split.

The younger generations were most reluctant to have any type of relationship with North
Korean defectors. In particular, those in their twenties were most skeptical of marrying a
defector. According to the 2013 survey, only 15.6 percent—the lowest proportion among
all age groups—stated that they would not mind marrying a defector. Looking at this from
a different angle, the youngest generation responded with the highest figure of 56 percent
that they did not want to marry a defector. To South Koreans in their twenties, North Korean
defectors are strangers who are supposedly too different to allow for any intimate relationship,

and that attitude is growing.
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WHO ARE THEY TO US?

Previous poll results reveal that a lingering emotional gap exists between South Koreans
and North Korean defectors. North Korean defectors have a very complicated and confusing
status in South Korea. They are practically migrants because they were not born in South
Korea. A primary reason for them to choose the South over the North is to pursue a better life.
In fact, defectors are very similar to migrant workers in South Korea in many respects.* As
mentioned, what makes them most distinguishable from the other migrant groups is the fact
that they are from North Korea. This sometimes is advantageous for the defectors because
they are treated quite differently from other immigrant groups. They almost automatically
receive citizenship upon arrival and even receive government subsidies. The government
also provides appropriate job training, making it easier for them to adjust to South Korea.
What should especially ease their lot in acclimating to their new home is that North Korea
is not simply a neighboring country but is home to ethnic brothers and sisters of South
Koreans. Like reunification discourse in South Korea, ethnic ties between the two Koreas
have served as justification for South Korea’s special treatment of defectors.

South Koreans’ attitude toward North Korean defectors has been unilaterally understood
from one conventional perspective, ethnic identity. Because civic identity does not require
one’s inherent nature such as bloodline or nativity, there seldom is commonality South
Koreans can share with North Korean defectors. This is an oversimplified sketch of South
Korean perceptions of North Korean defectors, however, especially considering the declining
importance of ethnic identity among South Koreans. It is uncertain whether ethnic bond is
effective in explaining how welcoming South Koreans are toward defectors s In this section,
therefore, I analyze the role of ethnic identity in shaping one’s perceptions of North Korean
defectors. In particular, T delve into the conventional belief that South Koreans welcome
North Korean defectors because they belong to the same ethnic group.

I'set up three independent variables to be analyzed relating to one’s sentiment toward North
Korean defectors: strength of ethnic identity, opinions on immigrants, and evaluation of
national security. Conventional wisdom tells us that strong ethnic identity should make the
South Korean people warmly welcome North Korean defectors. I first examine this premise.
Secondly, opinions on immigrants should be used to explore the psychological lens through
which South Koreans take in North Korean defectors. As numerous studies on immigrants
and ethnic identity indicate, those who have strong ethnic identity tend to be hostile toward
immigrants.® Thus, those who have negative opinions on immigrants are likely to possess
relatively strong ethnic identity. This should lead to a positive attitude toward North Korean
defectors if our conventional belief in the role of ethnic identity relating to the defectors is
correct. This line of analysis also serves as an indirect investigation of how differently or
similarly North Korean defectors and migrants are perceived by South Koreans. Last, I focus
on the peculiarity of North Korea, the enemy of the state, and its security threat. The fact the
defectors are from North Korea may be an advantage for them to safely land in South Korea
thanks to the financial assistance and ethnic bonds they have with a new home. We cannot
exclude, however, the possibility that the security threat taints the image of North Korean
defectors as well. Of course, if one fully considers North Korean defectors to be South
Koreans, the security threat from North Korea should not affect the attitudes toward them.,
But, if North Korean defectors are not yet regarded as insider members of South Korea,
security threats from North Korea may play a role in forming attitudes toward defectors.
Table 3 explains the variables to be used for the analysis.
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Figure 2. Distant Feeling Toward North Korean Defectors:
By Age Group
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Source: Institute for Peace and Unification Studies. Unification Attitude Survey. 2007-2
http://tongil.snu.ac.kr/ipus/.

NATIONAL IDENTITY AND
NORTH KOREAN DEFECTORS
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. : . . db
A latent rationale for this is the long-lasting belief that Korea is a smille }Ilatlonhf;:)sriizs al};
i i the story of Dangun—which emp
shared blood and history. For a long time, . et emphasoes &
—has been taught in South Korean schools.
Koreans are from one ancestry—has . ' : b heomne
i — j i d Koguryo—in ancient times was .
the three kingdoms—Baekje, Shilla, an . s described 8 n
i i ional identity also played an impo
duous effort to unite the nation. Nationa ' . t
?;dependence movement against Japanese colonial rule. Well found.ed or. notg, the belief tha
Korea is a single ethnic nation has been a driving force behind reunification.

i i “us” “ ” and how to draw
Essential for national identity is the demarcation of “us” and thenjx a?idenﬁty e
the line. Exclusiveness and inclusiveness is a vital component of nationa ,

i ies, “ethnic identity” “civic identity.”
Anthony Smith categorizes into two categories, “ethnic identity” and
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Variable Explanations

Attitds toward Nomh Koiean defactors One’s attitude toward North Korean defectors’
0 = Most negative, 10 = Most positive

One’s attitude toward immigrants

Attitude toward immigrants
0 = Most negative, 10 = Most positive

A Korean should have the same bloodline

Degree of ethnic identity 1
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

A Korean should be born in Korea

Degree of ethnic identity 2
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

A Korean should have been living in Korea
for most of her/his life
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

Degree of ethnic identity 3

One’s perception of national security

Evaluation of national security 0
=Bad, 1 = Good

Immigrants increase crime rate

Opinion of immigrant issues 1
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

Immigrants take jobs away from South Koreans

Opinion of immigrant issues 2
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

Immigrants undermine Korean values

Opinion of immigrant issues 3
0 = Disagree, 1 = Agree

Under civic identity, citizens of a nation share the same set of political and legal principl

and valu.es. They also respect the system and do their duty as citizens. A na%i pfmmp}f :
pelrspectlve o.f ethnic identity is virtually an extended family sharing the samz IngZ;I;iLee
tc}llletl;z,e irtlci(l)nziﬁirzh(zn whichidentity a person pujcs more emphasis by and large determine;
e 10 heh pe;lson puts otheirs 1.n an in-group or out-group. Apparently, it is
e e Ky as shaped and mamtam.ed the Korean reunification agenda for this

8. : uth Koreans are taught that people with the same history and bloodline must fo

otTe. nation; therefore, reunification with North Korea, the country that fre 1 rm
military provocations, became the ultimate national goal. avently commis

Ethnic identi , s

. rrtl}llc I1<dent1ty shapes one’s assumptions toward North Korean defectors They are from
o orea, which, together with South K ‘

LK . orea, was once was a single nation, and thi

‘ ' oge ‘ , and this

peculiarity brings ethnic identity to the fore when it comes to defectors. Therefore, it is
resu ic i i : ’

r}; * rlrlled ‘that those who have a strong ethnic identity will treat North Korean defectors

e hospitably than those who do not, perceiving them as part of the Korean ethnic group

After all, North Korean defectors i i
, are ethnically in-group, speak th
share the same pre-Korean War history. e 7 some feneuage, and

InOId 1 t y i i € ]l()f e“[]l 1 nt Iy
a“l“l(l‘es oW [0) orean Iec‘()l I ][e Asa]l Dall I 01]. aSkS a espOnd 1 (0) he O
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respondent does not feel at all close to them, the choice is 0 or close to that. If a person feels
very close to North Korean defectors, the respondent chooses 10 or close to that. The higher
the score, the person is more sympathetic toward North Korean defectors.

To measure ethnic identity I use three variables. In order to be a Korean, it is important to 1)
be born in South Korea, 2) have a Korean bloodline, and 3) live in South Korea for most of
one’s life.1® Each variable is recoded dichotomously. Those who think being born in South
Korea is important for “Koreanness” have their answer coded as 1, otherwise as 0. The
two other variables are coded in the same way. If one thinks having a Korean bloodline is
important in determining one’s Koreanness, the answer is coded 1. If not, it is coded 0, and
if a respondent thinks living in South Korea is an indispensible element for being Korean, it
is coded 1, otherwise 0.

First, I compare average closeness scores depending on a respondent’s answers t0 ethnic
identity questions. To investigate if the differences of average closeness are significant, I
run a i-test. Table 4 demonstrates the surprising results. In contrast to the initial hypothesis,
those possessing a strong ethnic identity overall tend to be less sympathetic toward North
Korean defectors. For instance, those who think that having a Korean bloodline is important
to be Korean feel less close to North Korean defectors (6.019) than those who do not think
the same bloodline is an important element (6.649). A f-test confirms that the difference
between the two groups’ means is statistically significant. A similar tendency is found in the
case of nativity for Koreanness. Those who think that being born in South Korea is important
to being Korean tend to feel less close to North Korean defectors (6.018) than those who
do not (6.505). In this case, the f-score is high enough to create a p-value of 0.006, which
implies a statistically significant difference. The only result that does not show statistical
significance is the variable of living in South Korea for most of one’s life. Yet the direction
of the relationship corroborates the two previous tests. Those who do not think long-time
residence in South Korea is an important element for being Korean feel closer to North
Korean defectors (6.392) than those who do (6.099).

The results reject the hypothesis that ethnic identity makes South Koreans feel close to
North Korean defectors. On the contrary, those who have a stronger degree of ethnic identity
tend to feel significantly less close to defectors than those who do not. Apparently, those
who think bloodlines and nativity in South Korea are crucial to determining Koreanness
are significantly more likely to have negative attitudes toward North Koreans. The same
propensity was found when I examined South Korean’s attitudes toward immigrants in
relation to the three ethnic identity elements.! This suggests that South Koreans’ perceptions
of North Korean defectors resemble their perceptions of immigrants. Ethnic identity does
not make the lives of North Korean defectors in South Korea any easier. It is, in fact, quite

the contrary.

NORTH KOREAN DEFECTORS:
ANOTHER IMMIGRANT GROUP

A growing number of studies have recently attributed the public’s attitude toward immigrants
to one’s national identity.'? Earlier works on national identity and attitude toward immigrants
demonstrate that ethnic identity is particularly inversely related to one’s attitude toward
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Table 5. Attitude Toward Immigrants and North Korean Defectors

Negative 54 27 50 131

41.2 20.6 38.2 100

Neutral 51 255 109 415

123 61.5 26.3 100

Immigrants

Positive 26 65 343 434

6.0 15.0 79.0 100

Total 131 347 502 980

134 35.4 B2 100

Pearson chi2(4) = 353.1324
Pr = 0.000

work in the opposite direction, i €., those who are negative toward immigrants feel positively
toward North Korean defectors due to ethnic identity. However, if South Koreans simply
regard defectors as a migrant group (or close to one), overall opinion on foreign migrants
should apply to defectors as well, demonstrating a positive relationship. Three questions
relating to migrants are asked in the survey, and the responses are compared with one’s
attitude toward North Korean defectors. The questions ask whether or not the person agrees
with the following statements: 1) migrants increase crime rates, 2) migrants take jobs away
from South Koreans, and 3) migrants undermine Korean values.

Tt turns out that one’s opinions on immigrants are quite closely associated with perceptions
of defectors. Contrary to initial belief, the more negatively a respondent thinks about
immigrants, the more significantly likely he or she will feel less close to North Korean
defectors. If a person thinks that migrants increase crime rates, there is less warmth toward
defectors (6.019) than is the case for those who do not agree with the statement (6.361). Also,
those who think that migrants take jobs away from South Koreans do not feel as close to
North Korean defectors (5.761) as those who disagree with the statement (6.339). The most
significant difference is found in the responses regarding migrants and Korean values. Those
who think that migrants in South Korea disturb Korean values have the lowest score for
defectors (5.525). The difference between the two groups is 1.023 in absolute terms, which
produces a high z-score and confirms that the groups have distinctively different attitudes

toward defectors.

The results show that those tolerant of immigrants are tolerant of North Korean defectors
as well. The initial hypothesis was that a person who has a strong ethnic identity would feel
closer to North Korean defectors due to the idea that North Koreans are co-ethnics, while
being more likely to have a negative opinion of immigrants as confirmed in numerous
sources.' Thus, those who are negative about immigrants should feel close to North
Korean defectors because of ethnic identity. The results turn out to be completely the
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opposite. Those who have a negative opinion toward immigrants are also less sympathetic
to North Korean defectors. Critical for perceptions of both groups is not ethnic identity but
“tolerance” of outsiders.

NORTH KOREA AND SECURITY THREAT

Since the division of the peninsula after the Korean War, North Korea and its regime have
been the enemies of South Korea, which never recognized North Korea as an independent
country. When reunification is discussed in South Korea, it is basically one of unilateral
absorption of North Korea by the South. Although there have been some brief periods
of reconciliation between the two (e.g., the. early 2000s), relations have always been
troubled. North Korea’s nuclear tests, shutdown of Geumkang mountain tours, and military
provocations in 2010, which led to economic sanctions by South Korea, testify to the current
tense relations between the two Koreas.

Although most South Korean condemnations target the North Korean regime when these
confrontational incidents occur, the impact of these incidents on attitudes toward North
Korean defectors is uncertain. A number of scholarly works on the American public’s attitude
toward Muslim Americans after 9/11 show that Americans tended to have lingering resentment
toward Arab and Muslim Americans during the war on terror. For instance, Davis and Silver
find that Americans harbored increased hostility toward Arab-Americans after 9/11.)7 Kam
and Kinder note that an increased threat perception strengthens one’s sense of ethnocentrism
which discriminates in-group from out-groups. That is, when the perceived level of threat is
substantial, people tend to be ethnocentric, and this increases hostility toward the perceived
enemy—out-groups in many cases. '8 Severely negative attitudes toward Arab-Americans were
observed in the immediate aftermath of 9/11, and these perceptions have persisted a while 1°

If we strictly apply this framework to North Korean defectors, we would expect South
Koreans to hold negative attitudes toward the defectors whenever there are military
provocations by North Korea. Of course, the defectors are not unambiguously members of
an out-group. Ethnically, they can be considered in-group members. If the South Korean
public considers North Koreans members of South Korean society, threats from North
Korea would not have much impact on people’s attitudes toward them. If not, threats from

attitudes toward Arab-Americans were affected. In order to examine this relationship, I
compare one’s perceived security threat with attitudes toward North Korean defectors.
Table 6 presents the results. When asked about current national security, 434 respondents
positively evaluated national security, while 380 did so negatively. The score for attitudes
toward North Korean defectors for those who positively evaluated national security is
6.551, whereas those who had negative evaluations were much colder to defectors (5.837).
The difference between the two groups is 0.714, and this is stati stically significant. That is,
those who more seriously perceive the security threat posed by North Korea feel less close

group members, but shows ethnic bloodline is not sufficient to protect them from the taint
of North Korea’s perceived belligerence.
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Table 6. Perceived National Security Situation and Attitude Toward
North Korean Defectorsﬂ

a5

Disagree 380 5.837

Table 7. Opinion on Migrants and Attitude Toward North Korean Defectors

. | pif ;

F 3 i 5
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re
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re
Disagree 699 6.339
i i lues
Immigrants undermine Korean va
Agree 278 5525 -1.023 -5.979 0.000
g
Disagree 640 6.548
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One important implication of this study is the outlook for a unified Korea. North Korean
defectors are still a tiny segment of the South Korean population. This implies that they are
a group with little impact. Whether embracing them as co-ethnic Koreans or treating them
as just another migrant group, the South Korean societal fabric would hardly wrinkle. Once
unified, however, South Koreans will have to face a much more sizable and visible presence.
Koreans from the north would then comprise one-third of the total population of a unified
Korea and could essentially be an independent force in establishing a powerful political bloc.
It is uncertain how South Koreans would greet this idea.

President Park was correct to be aware of the South Korean public’s dubiousness toward
reunification due to economic costs. Numerous studies indicate that the greatest determinant
in turning South Koreans against reunification would be the potential economic burden
of doing so. It is on this point that Park attempted to persuade the public. Nonetheless, a
more fundamental disparity between the North and the South comes from the loss of an
ethnic bond, which was previously thought to be the driving force behind the pursuit of
reunification. How to deal with this increasing emotional distance should also be a priority
for the current and future presidents.
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