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Abstract

Ulrich Beck defined modern society as a risk society. The cause of this was found in
modernity. It also suggested reflective modernity as an alternative to overcome the risk of
modern society. Since then, this discussion has developed into a discussion of the world risk
society and suggested global citizenship as an alternative to overcome this risk. The premise
of global citizenship is the individual's ability to reflect. However, as the Corona 19 is spreading,
fear and anxiety are emerging in the form of discrimination, violence and exclusion. This
aspect is understood as the ambivalence of the individualization theme mentioned by Beck.
For the positive effect of individualization, Beck raises the need for a sub-politics of social
formation from the bottom, centered on autonomous citizens. But the premise of this sub-
politics is citizens who have organized democratic values. In response, this paper raises the
need for education for world citizens who systematize democratic values in the present
situation facing global risk.
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I. Introduction

In 1986, Ulrich Beck's discussion of risk society came to the world's attention in the wake of
Chernobyl's nuclear accident. After that, Beck expanded his discussions to world risk society
and raised the need for a global citizenship. Based on Beck's discussions on world risk society,
this paper seeks to raise the need for global citizenship through Corona19, which originated in
China in 2019 and is now spreading around the world.

Globalization raises various issues. However, infectious diseases are more directly threatening
human life than any other problems caused by globalization. In particular, the meaning of the
infectious disease that has continued every 2-5 years since the 2000s is that even if the ongoing
Corona 19 has subsided, the virus can emerge again in a new form. These problems can never
be solved at the national level and require solidarity and cooperation at the global level. At this
level, it is necessary to discuss global citizenship.

Global citizenship has its origins in ancient Greece. And this debate has been consistently
raised, at least in Western political thought. The reason this discussion received attention
again is that it was one of the ways to solve the problems caused by globalization since the
1990s. However, despite the ambiguity of this concept and the question of whether it is
possible, the debate on global citizenship continues to be raised.

At this level, Beck's discussion is meaningful enough as a way to raise the need for global
citizenship to solve the global problems caused by Corona 19. Above all, Beck's global
citizenship rejects Western-centered universalism. It also rejects multiculturalism that
separates the majority and the minority so that the minority should be protected by the
majority. However, Beck's global citizenship is based on a belief in the reflective individual,
based on recognition of the other for dual loyalty to the state and the world.

In discussing global citizenship, the subject of reflective individuals has a greater meaning
than anything else. However, in a situation where Corona 19 is spreading all over the world,
the reality is rather reinforcing the boundaries of the nation-state for its own safety. It can be
fully understood in that it is a measure to prevent the spread of the pandemic of COVID-19
around the world, but fear and anxiety caused by the virus appear in the form of hatred,
violence, and discrimination against foreigners. This form of exclusive nationalism can be
understood in a completely different direction from Beck's discussion, which raises the need
for a global civil society through reflection by individuals facing danger. However, as Beck's
discussion shows, personalization has two-sided features. In other words, personalization has
an emancipatory aspect, but on the other hand, personalization has a negative aspect of solving
social change and economic instability on its own. Thus, from Beck's discussion, this paper
seeks to raise the need for global citizenship in world risk society.

For this purpose, the composition of this paper is as follows. Chapter IT addresses the issues
raised as Beck's discussion of risk society developed into a world risk society discussion. In
particular, I would like to focus on the subject of reflective modernity in Beck's discussion and
the content that expands to global citizenship based on this. In Chapter III, although Beck did
not identify infectious diseases as a type of world risk society, for some reason, Corona 19 could
be an element of the world risk society that Beck refers to. Chapter IV attempts to raise the
need for global citizenship education based on the meaning of Beck's discussion on global
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citizenship in the real situation of xenophobia, violence and discrimination against foreigners
caused by Corona 19.

II. Ulrich Beck's World Risk Society

ITa. Risk society and world risk society

In 1986, German sociologist Ulrich Beck defined modern society as risk society in "Risk Society:
Towards New Modernity." The risk mentioned by Beck are not natural disasters, but an

unintended risk caused by the successful development of modern industrial society, as it was

artificially caused by humans. After all, the risk of modern society, which Beck says is the result

of the progress of modern civilization through the development of science and technology. The

theory of risk society came into the spotlight in the same year as the Chernobyl nuclear power

plant accident in Ukraine, the former Soviet Union, as a concept defining modern society.

In this dimension, the risk of modern society that Beck refers to have artificial characteristics.
In other words, as mentioned above, risk are the result of political, economic, social and
technological changes in the process of modernization (Ulrich Beck and Johannes Willms
2014, 115). Even with the same air pollution, volcanic air pollution, coal use, and air pollution
from automobiles are fundamentally different risks. In other words, air pollution in modern
society is an unintended risk in the process of industrialization, which is due to the success of
modernization. In contrast, the Chernobyl accident that occurred when Beck wrote "Risk
Society: Towards New Modernity" is another example. This is because the success of the
successful research on nuclear power and the success of science and technology that visualized
it as a power plant caused unintended consequences. This is risk caused by the remarkable
achievements of science and technology, the driving force that was able to move away from
the order of the medieval gods and move on to the modern society. In addition, risk of modern
society have a universal tendency throughout the world. Chernobyl's nuclear accident not only
affects Ukraine, but regionally Nordic and the damage of radiation exposure cannot escape the
impact of not only the poor but also the rich. Beck's comment, “poverty is hierarchical, but
smog is democratic” expresses the nature of risk of modern society (Beck, translated by Hong

Sung-Tae 1997, 77).

In the 2000s, Beck expanded his discussion of risky society to global risk. Already in 1986 in
"Risk Society: Towards New Modernity;, Beck mentioned the trend of globalization of risk

(Ulrich Beck 1997, 77-78), but it is because the global financial crisis and the terrorist crisis
were raised as problems of the existence of all humans on the planet (Ulrich Beck 20064,
2006b: Ulrich Beck 2010). Discussing global risks, Beck expanded the range of risks to the
global financial crisis and terrorist crisis. There are clear differences between these risks.
There are obvious differences in terms of the ecological interdependence crisis, which is
dynamic at the global level, the economic interdependence crisis at the initial but individual
level, at the national level, and the threat posed by the interdependence crisis of terrorists
(Ulrich Beck 2006, 22). In addition, in the case of ecological and economic risk, the
unintended side effects caused by the modernization process have similarities and differences
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in that terrorist risks are intended (Ulich Beck 2010, 37-38). However, despite these
differences, ecological, economic and terrorist threats can be perceived as threats at the global
level in the sense that they can be regarded as threats caused by cultural differences within the
Earth rather than from outside the Earth. This is Beck's point (Beck 2006b, 23). In this
dimension, Beck pointed out the commonality in that the location cannot be defined, cannot
be calculated, and cannot be compensated as a characteristic of a global risk society (Ulrich
Beck 2010, 101).

The process of expanding the discussion from the theory of risk society to the world risk society
is connected with the real problems facing global risk and the academic criticism of the theory
of risk society. Criticism of Beck's discussion has been raised since the risk society theory was
raised in 1986. This criticism can be summarized in three dimensions. First, Beck's argument
puts more emphasis on people's perception of risk than on the risk itself. In other words,
people are aware of risk and focus on self-reflection on modern problems, and thus people are
bound to solve problems through self-reflection in presenting policy alternatives (Lee Wang-
hui 2008, 65). Second, since Beck's theory of risk society in 1986 basically focused on the risk
arising at the domestic level, there was a problem in the analysis of global risks such as
financial crisis, crime, poverty, and unemployment caused across borders (Lee Wang-hui
2008, 65; Noh Jin-cheol 2010). Third, it is a criticism of the universality of risk. The expression
“poverty is hierarchical, but smog is democratic” expresses the universal character of the risk
of modern society beyond regional and class characteristics. However, in reality, capitalism
has an effect on environmental destruction, but criticism is raised against the universality of
risk in that developed countries have an opportunity to normalize these risks through political,
legal, engineering, and industrial institutions (Marshall 1999, 265). In other words, the
differences between groups and society are overlooked in situations in which people are
exposed to risks, perceptions of risks, and coping with it.

It can be seen that the discussions raised by Beck in the theory of world risk society have been
expanded into discussions on the global-level risks that are actually being caused based on the
response to such criticism. A typical example of this is the global financial crisis and terrorist
risk that arises from crossing borders. In addition, Beck acknowledges national differences in
risk in the theory of global risk society. In other words, differences in historical and
institutional experiences in each country are linked to differences in perception and coping
with risks (Ulrich Beck 2010, 35).

ITb. Reflective Modernity and Subject

Ulrich Beck's theory of world risk society is a discussion developed in response to the realities
of global risks such as the 9/11 terrorism and the global financial crisis. However, what Beck
continues to emphasize in the theory of risk society and the theory of world risk society is a
new modernity, that is, reflective modernity.

As mentioned earlier, the basis for Beck's defining modern society as risk society is a side effect
of modernity, such as advances in science and technology based on the enlightenment that
enabled us to escape from the god-centered society of the Middle Ages. After all, today's risk
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is basically caused by the development and industrialization of science and technology, which
is not by the failure of modern times, but by the success of modern times.

However, based on this discussion, Beck should not be considered to deny modernity. This is
because Beck clearly states that "rejects the idea of a shift from modern to postmodern” (Ulrich
Beck 2008, 9). It is also because modernity, like the modernity that dismantled the feudal
society and developed human history into an industrial society, is in the process of forming
another modernity that solves the problems of the industrial society (Ulrich Beck 1997, 40).
This, after all, is not insisting on a return to pre-modernity, but a pursuit of a new modernity,
second modernity. In other words, Beck is not giving up the core values of modernity by
insisting that a new modernity is necessary rather than completely disconnecting from
modernity (Ulrich Beck 2008, 9; Hong Chan-suk 2016, 14-15).

In this sense, Beck divided modernity into modernity that appeared in the process of
converting from traditional society to industrial society and new modernity to solve problems
arising from industrial society, and classified them into simple modernity and reflective
modernity, respectively. While simple modernity was the modernity that led to the industrial
society based on enlightenment, reflective modernity means the radicalization of modernity
with a new modernity that modernizes modernity with modernity to overcome side effects
such as dangers in industrial society (Hong Chan-suk 2016, 17).

Through this distinction on modernity, what Beck ultimately wanted to pursue is the necessity
of reflective modernization in a new political situation. Risk in the modern industrial society
is inevitable for the survival of the industrial society. Marx mentioned the core problem of
society with the development of industry after the Industrial Revolution, that is, the problem
of capitalists and workers. However, in today's modern society, the problem of class
confrontation is being offset through the expansion of social rights and the welfare state. At
least the development of higher productive forces does not solve the problem of class conflict,
but it is offsetting it. However, the development of this productive force has a “boomerang
effect” (Ulrich Beck 1997, 58), transforming the modern industrial society into a dangerous
society. In this context, what Beck emphasizes is not to constantly pursue irrational rationality,
but to create a new era against this irrational rationality that creates risk. In the end, this can
be said to create a new political situation. What is needed in this new political situation is
reflective modernity. In this respect, Beck raised the need to be “not only concerned with the
use of nature or the liberation of mankind from the traditional constraints, but also with the
problems arising form technological-economic development itself” (Ulrich Beck 1997, 3). After
all, Beck insists that we humans should create a society in which reflection power is increased
based on reflection and skepticism rather than belief in scientific progress. In this dimension,
Beck explained the concept of reflective modernization and expressed it as "the possibility of
creative (self) destruction in the era of industrial society" (Ulrich Beck 1998, 22). Therefore,
in order to keep the political and economic order unchanged, it means to cut off from the
existing industrial society and move on to a new modernity for the “radical evolution of
modernity” (Ulrich Beck 1998, 23).

Regarding this reflective modernization or reflective modernity, an important concept for
Beck is the personalization thesis. Beck's discussion of personalization is divided into two
stages. The first stage of personalization is the process of forming a category of individuals that
were socially meaningless. In other words, it means the birth of an individual in social, political
and cultural aspects in the process of transitioning from feudal subordination to capitalism.
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The second stage of personalization is the personalization of an individual born in the first
stage, that is, an individual formed in the category of social institutions. The focus of Beck's
theory of personalization is this second stage of personalization, which is related to social
structural changes centered on Western society since the 1960s. In other words, it is
personalization caused by the institutionalized individualistic devices provided by the
abundance, the nation-state, and the welfare state. The first stage of personalization, which is
the institutional outcome of family and class, is a result of the transformation of the market
principle into a structure that governs society. Specifically, it appeared in the form of
“individualization from family, individualization from class, and individualization from
nation-state” (Hong Chan-suk 2009, 227). Marriage is no longer a necessity, and childbirth
has become an area of choice and planning as the labor force of women and men is defined as
an individual labor force due to the increasing demand for women's labor force (Hong Chan-
suk 2015, 33). This is, in the end, that the traditional gender role was transformed into a matter
of personal decision with the second personalization. Class-related personalization is that
there is a limit to explaining an individual's identity as a class or stratum concept. Class, which
was an important criterion in determining the existence and identity of individuals in the 19th
and early 20th centuries, is now merely an image of the past. This means that, as Weber
mentioned earlier, the traditional support for class classification based on status was lost due
to changes in living conditions due to changes in income and education (Beck 1997, 159).
Although class inequality has not disappeared, the improvement of the standard of living and
the development of the social security system have made it impossible to find individual
identity in society from class.

Another key point in Beck's discussion of personalization is the uncertainty about how this
personalization process will go. This process of personalization is quite dynamic, and
individuals separated from traditional support networks, such as families, may face a situation
in which they can suddenly become unemployed despite the protections of the welfare state,
which can fundamentally destroy their lifestyle. This means the negative consequences of
personalization arising from new living conditions in which the proportion of wages increases
and the dependence on consumption increases in all areas of life (Ulrich Beck 1997, 160-161).
This is more evident in the three value dimensions of the labor market: education, mobility
and competition, which are more evident in intensifying competition, higher education levels,
readiness to endure economic collapse, deepening social inequality and middle-class unrest
(Ulich Beck 1997, 162-163; Hong Chan-sook 2015 and 34).

However, Beck is not only interested in the negative effects of personalization, but also
mentions the positive aspects of personalization. Due to personalization, in a risk society,
individuals are faced with a situation in which they must resolve risks by themselves while
planning and creating their own lives. In this situation, “the desire to control one's own money,
time, living space, and body” emerged and “requested for the right to establish one's life
outlook and live” (Beck 1997, 160). Beck's logic is that there has been an increased tendency
to decide one's life and future behavior under the individual's own judgment, choices,
calculations, and responsibility in order to avoid or escape from risk. In other words,
individuals are bound to be actively interested in subjective areas such as self, love, and
marriage (Beck and Willims 2004, 62-108; Song Jae-ryong 2010, 103-107). In this dimension,
the positive aspect of personalization is that it also has a progressive value aspect that leads to
an increase in individual independence and autonomy.
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At this level, personalization is socially compelled, but it is the result of personal decisions,
questioning the legitimacy of the existing political system in order not to face risk, and it can
lead to the expansion of freedom through the formation of the political thing (Ulrich Beck 1997;
Chansuk Hong 2014, 118).

IIc. Global Citizenship

One of the characteristics raised by the expansion of the discussion from Beck's theory of risk
society to world risk society is global citizenship. The world risk society is also a result of the
success of modernity, and therefore it is suggested that it should be overcome through
reflective modernity. According to Beck's personalization thesis, the individual, the subject of
reflective modernity, is the subject of criticism and reflection, which has deviated from the role
traditionally given by social institutions. Beck's thesis of personalization expands into a
discussion that for the existence of humanity, individuals must move away from the modernity
centered on the nation-state as a global citizen and move toward criticism and reflection, in a
situation where risk threatens the survival of humanity across borders. Eventually, it
developed into a discussion that the individual, the subject of reflection, should be conscious
and act as a global citizen rather than staying at the national level (Hong Chan-suk 2016b,
160).

This expansion of the discussion about personalization is because, above all, risks are caused
all over the world at the same time, where risks can no longer be separated by national-state
boundaries, and the existing modern state-centered discussions cannot adequately cope with
world risks. Accordingly, Beck argued that continuing the existing national-state framework
does not properly analyze the dynamics, conflicts, contradictions, and paradoxes of world risks
that threaten human existence. To overcome this problem, Beck raised the need to move away
from “methodological nationalism” to “methodological cosmopolitanism” (Ulrich Beck 2010;
2011).

Beck is looking for the reason he has to move toward “methodological cosmopolitanism” in
the existing error of “methodological nationalism” (Ulrich Beck 2011, 93-102). First of all, it is
a situation in which national and international are inseparable. In this situation, it is because
there are limitations to analyzing social phenomena based on the boundaries, categories, order
ideas, and variables underlying the modern state. For example, at the national level today,
there is a limit to finding the causes of inequality, conflict, and risk and suggesting
countermeasures. In this situation, the distinction between domestic politics and international
politics cannot suggest proper causes and countermeasures. Second, from a national
perspective, it can be seen as the collapse of the existing national-state-centered order, but this
can be understood as the emergence of a new order. For example, economic globalization can
be considered as the most representative example of breaking down the boundaries of
countries. There is a side in which a country's economic policy has limitations due to the
increase of interdependence between countries, but this can be understood as a direction of
transnationalization. In the end, it is understood that the increase in interdependence among
countries raises the need to grasp the nature of the problem from a transnational perspective
rather than a national level (Lee Wang-hui, 2008, 66). Third, there is a lack of historical
understanding and abstraction of the concept of the modern state. Today, new political realms
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that were not conceived in the existing national-state framework have come into the country
from outside and are being implemented. The scope of human rights and environment is
resolved as a political issue at home by domestic civil society and international NGOs as an
example. This means that just as the modern nation-state emerged and developed in a specific
historical situation, the existing nation-state can also develop into a global civil state in the
context of the times. However, Beck's discussion does not mean to remove the existing nation-
state. In this regard, fourthly, Beck argues that it is necessary to clearly distinguish the nation-
state from the state. What weakens in the process of globalization is that it is a modern nation-
state, not the state itself. For example, in the neo-liberal globalization phenomenon, the state
is not extinct but is changing into an economic state, a rival state, or a neo-liberal state as it
adapts to the global market through privatization and deregulation. Then, in a situation where
the modern nation-state is weakening, where is the source of political legitimacy in the new
form of state? This question is the fifth discussion. Methodological nationalism, according to
Beck, prevents finding a basis for legitimacy in political action in the current situation. In a
situation where the traditional concept of national sovereignty is unclear and the distinction
between national and international levels disappears, in order to clarify the subject of
decisions and responsibilities, it is necessary to take a global citizenship perspective rather
than a methodological nationalism.

Beck's global citizenship perspective means that due to the phenomenon of globalization, it
must be re-established from a methodological cosmopolitanism, freeing from the
methodological nationalism that has been the basis of the modern society (Ulrich Beck 2011,
102). What is needed for this is reflective modernity. The thesis of personalization raised in
his 1986 book "Risk Society: Towards New Modernity." is expanded to a global citizenship
perspective to overcome the existential risks of humanity.

III. Corona and World Risk Society

A world-risk society is a society in which risk is globalized. “The setting of boundaries and
transcendence are interlocked, and unexpected relationships and interconnections take place”
(Ulrich Beck 2008, 28). For Beck, risk is a byproduct of modernization. The risk that pose a
threat to human existence today can be said to be the result of the advancement of science and
technology. Thus, infectious diseases such as plagues of the Middle Ages are not risks caused
by modernization such as nuclear power plants, ecological risk, and climate risk.

However, the increase in social relations caused by globalization and the development of
science and technology have made infectious diseases! global. In particular, in the 21st
century, infectious diseases are occurring on a global level every 2-5 years. Examples include
severe acute respiratory syndrome (SARS) in 2003, swine-origin influenza A (HINT) in 2009,

1 According to the World Health Organization, infectious diseases are caused by pathogenic microorganisms such
as bacteria, viruses, parasites or fungi that can be transmitted directly or indirectly from person to person. It also
refers to a disease that can be transmitted to humans by means of animals.
((https://www.who.int/topics/infectious_ diseases/en/)
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Ebola virus in 2014, Middle East Respiratory Syndrome (MERS) in 2015, and Corona 19 in
2019.

<Table 1. Infectious diseases since 2000>

SARS HiN1 Ebola Virus MERS
An Infected country 32 129 4 24
Outbreak 2002-2003 2009 2014-2015 2012-2015
Confirmed case(Person) 8,273 25,584,595 8,396 1,154
The number of 775 14,378 4,032 471
deaths(Person)
Fatality rate(%) 9.3 0.056 48 40.8

Source: Doh, Jongyoon. 2020. “International Situation after Corona 19: Our Strategy from the View of Health
Security.” P. 5.

In the case of Corona 19, which occurred in Wuhan, China in 2019, and has spread to all
continents except Antarctica, 61, 299, 371 people were confirmed as of 3:48 am(CEST) on
November 28, 2020, and 1.439, 784 people died.

<Table 2. Top 12 Corona confirmed countries (3:48 CEST on November 28, 2020)>

Cases(Persons) — cumulative Death(Persons) — cumulative
total total
United  States  of 12,763,997 261,460
America
India 9,351,109 136,00
Brazil 6,204,220 171,460
Russian Federation 2,242,633 39,068
France 2,157,332 51,554
Spain 1,628,208 44,668
The United Kingdom 1,589,305 57,551
Italy 1,538,217 53,667
Argentina 1,399,431 37,941
Colombia 1,280,487 36,019
Mexico 1,078,594 104,242
Germany 1,028,089 15,965

Source: WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Dashboard, https://covid19.who.int/table Date of Access: Nov 29,
2020

In the case of Corona 19, it is currently in progress, and there is a limit to comparison with
other infectious diseases since the 2000s. However, what is clear is that, unlike previous
infectious diseases, it is spreading so rapidly around the world that the above-mentioned
numbers are also increasing. For this reason, the United Nations Development Program
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(UNDP) describes the global spread of Corona 19 as a period of global health crisis and the
greatest challenge faced by our humanity after World War II.

Compared to previous infectious diseases, Corona 19 is more distinctly occurring all over the
planet. In other words, it poses a threat regardless of the country's wealth or poor environment.
After all, the danger of an infectious disease is that there is no outside of the danger as it is
spreading throughout the globalized world today. In addition to the threat of death, the
worldwide spread of Corona 19 is leading to economic problems such as trade problems,
financial crisis, and social isolation due to deteriorating international exchanges, social and
political problems such as social isolation, xenophobia, and leakage of personal information.

This appearance of Corona 19 can be regarded as a type of risk, although Beck did not refer to
the epidemic as a major example of a global risk society. This recognition can be largely
justified in the uncertainty of risk and the characteristics of world risk that Beck mentioned in
“Global Risk Society”.

Regarding the uncertainty of risk, Beck admits that the world in which we live today has
succeeded in controlling the uncertainty of accidents, diseases, etc. In other words, it is
recognized that it has succeeded in preparing safety measures through support and the ability
to accurately predict volcanic eruptions. Therefore, it can be argued that the risks caused by
modernization today can also be managed (Beck 2010, 98). For example, the Spanish flu,
which occurred in 1918, was the most prevalent flu of the 20th century. At the time, there were
no diagnostic kits and no treatment. In addition, the public health system and medical
facilities were also poor compared to today. However, nowadays, it is possible to manage not
only through diagnosis kits, but also through advanced medical equipment and science
technology. Beck also acknowledges that an important point in today's world-risk society is
dealing with uncertainty through predicting and preventing disasters. However, what Beck
emphasizes in a global risk society is that it is not the management and resolution of these
uncertainties, but the conditions of the present society that constitute the risk (Ulrich Beck
2010, 100-101). In this respect, although it is possible to manage COVID-19 compared to the
Spanish flu, it can be said to be a type of world risk in terms of today's social conditions, where
infectious diseases that have been continuously occurring since the 2000s are spreading
around the world.

In "Global Risk Society,, Beck also presents three characteristics of risk in the world risk

society. First, it is not possible to define the place of danger. In other words, in a world-risk
society, danger is that cause and effect are not limited to a specific geographic location, but are
everywhere in the world. The impossibility of location identification is particularly spatial in
that it spreads across the borders of the nation-state, temporally in the sense of not knowing
who will be the victim, and socially because the danger has a chain. Second, it cannot be
calculated. In other words, it is impossible to detect, predict, and estimate the consequences
of potential risks. Third, it cannot be compensated. New risks threatening the existence of
mankind cannot be turned back into money. In addition, there is no countermeasure other
than prevention because even the existence of the risk has not been proven (Ulrich Beck, 2010,
101-102). This feature is also present in the ongoing Colonna 19. It occurred in Wuhan, China,
but spread from Earth to all continents except Antarctica. In addition, the outbreak of the
Corona 19 virus was not predicted at all, and the outcome is unknown until vaccines and
treatments are released. In addition, money cannot be compensated for the social isolation

Corona 19 and the Need for global Citizenship: Focusing on the Discussion of Ulrich Beck 112



and the lives of those who have died. In this respect, infectious diseases such as Corona 19 can
be said to be a factor of a new world risk.

IV. Corona and Ulrich Beck's Global Citizenship

IV a. Ulrich Beck's Global Citizenship

The starting point of the debate on global citizenship can be found in the ancient Greek
philosopher Diogenes. When asked where he came from, he replied with Cosmopolites,
meaning that he is a citizen of the world. In other words, Diogenes did not present his identity
by origin, gender, and status such as Greeks, males and free peoples, but expressed himself as
a characteristic shared by all people, including males, females, Greeks, non-Greek, slaves and
free people Martha Nusbaum 2020, 16). This means also in Plato's dialogue, “We are all
relatives, friends and compatriots. Not by law, but by nature.” In addition, Cicero pointed out
that the right principles are applied to his fellow citizens, but not toward foreigners, as
destroying the solidarity that unites humanity (Suksoo Kim 2004, 225). This discussion of
global citizenship is bound to receive great attention at the point in time when the problems
arising from today's globalization need to cope with humanity not at the national level, but
beyond the boundaries of the nation-state.

However, criticism of this global citizenship is also raised. For example, what does global
citizenship specifically mean? Martha C. Nussbaum (2003) insisted on Americans to take
away from the pride of American identity and citizenship and to recognize them as members
of the global village to solve problems in the human community. However, this is because it
can be said that it is not a global citizenship but a general ethical virtue. It also raises the
question of whether global citizenship is possible. In other words, the word citizen basically
means the subject of the sovereignty of the nation-state, and it is an empty and abstract
concept of who it means in a situation where the construction of a world state and world
government is not possible (Byeon Jong-heon 2006, 146).

However, despite these criticisms, discussions about global citizenship as an alternative and
the need for the existence of humanity in today's globalized world are constantly being raised.
In other words, a global citizenship that recognizes the autonomy and specificity of a country,
not building a world government or a world state, is being raised. This discussion basically
starts with the discussion of Kant, which is based on the coalition of states rather than the
establishment of the world republic, that is, global citizenship that recognizes the sovereignty
of a nation or state.

The global citizenship proposed by Beck is also one of the arguments starting from Kant's
argument. This is evident above all in Beck's argument that “global citizens are both citizens
of the world and citizens of the state” (Ulrich Beck 2011, 78). Beck understands that Diogenes'
rejection of the distinction between the Greeks and the barbarians is a resistance to the logic
of distinction commonly used at the time. Therefore, global citizenship is not a distinction
between us and the other, but a new principle of distinction that constitutes a dual position
for all (Ulrich Beck, 2011, 79). In the end, Beck is a global citizen, both male-female, free-man-
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slave, and Greek-non-Greek, claiming global citizenship with the universe as their hometown,
even though they have their hometowns in certain regions (Ulrich Beck, 2011, 79). At this level,
Beck's discussion can be said to be a global citizenship that has an identity as a member of a
modern nation-state and a global citizen.

On this level, Beck rejects universalism. Beck gives an example of a controversy over the
Indians in 1550 between Aristotelian school and Dominican priests. Unlike the Aristotelian
school that claimed their inferiority from the life of the Indians at the time, the Dominican
priests insisted on the similarity with the Europeans because they were ready to listen to and
practice the word of God. What Beck emphasizes is the commonality behind this discussion.
In other words, they all did not have a view that Indians were different and equal to Europeans.
It is only that the Dominican priests were seen as equal in that the Indians were capable of
accepting the universal truth of baptism, or Christianity. This Western universalism is in line
with the discussion that developing countries should accept the market economy and
democracy and follow the Western modernization process (Ulrich Beck 2011, 431-432). After
all, the idea that humans can be classified as inferior humans and that they are all equal by
nature are both invalid arguments.

Beck's global citizenship also rejects multiculturalism. It is pointed out that since
multiculturalism basically presupposes a collective category, the majority must represent the
minority. In other words, multiculturalism presupposes an essentialist identity for culture.
Therefore, the culture of the minority group is always bordered by something different from
the culture of the majority group, and in that, the individual is nothing more than a being in
the culturalized society to which he belongs. In this dimension, multiculturalism is bound to
be opposed to personalization. But Beck's global citizenship is based on personalization. In
other words, individuals are bound to differ from each other by marriage, family of origin,
work, political position, and ambition, and at the same time are members of the nation-state.
Therefore, each individual lives as a member of the same nation-state and has a memory of
life, but at the same time, through his own experiences, he forms his own microcosm and
discovers world society in it (Ulrich Beck 2011, 433-434).

Based on these discussions, Beck's global citizenship can be said to be "basically rediscovering
and acknowledging the other" by "not averaging or eliminating all differences regardless of
time." Therefore, it can be summarized as the recognition of the difference of the cultural other,
that is, the recognition of modernity different from other civilizations, the recognition of the
difference in the future, the difference of nature, the recognition of the difference of objects,
and the recognition of other rationality (Ulrich Beck 2011, 435).

IV b. Corona and Global Citizenship in Reality

Compared to infectious diseases such as smallpox, plague, yellow fever, and cholera, the
epidemic that has occurred since the 2000s shows how much people live in a globalized world
today. Above all, it is almost impossible to control the speed and extent of disease transmission.
In particular, the case of Corona 19 is even more so than infectious diseases that have occurred
since the 2000s. Therefore, human history is sometimes divided into BC (Before Corona) and
AC (After Corona), not before and after the birth of Jesus.
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Beck's global citizenship can be said to be an alternative to overcome the existential situation
of mankind caused by this risk. In particular, Beck understands that as risk is perceived in life,
people will transform from the limits of reality based on the ideology of the nation-state into
individuals with a global citizenship perspective.

As Beck mentioned, individuals facing the risk of Corona 19 are showing a global citizen's
perspective of cooperation and solidarity beyond the boundaries of the nation-state to
overcome this. For example, despite the sense of isolation that the city is controlled and living
in isolation at home, hashtags such as #covid19, #weareinthistogether, #wereinthistogether,
#wewillgetthroughthis, and #WellGetThroughThisTogether show international solidarity to
overcome COVID-19. In addition, residents of Bamberg, Germany, perform Italian folk song
Bella Ciao for solidarity with Italians suffering from Corona 19, and transferring Italian
patients suffering from medical system problems to treat in Germany are good example of a
global citizenship perspective.

However, despite the threat of COVID-19, even in the moment of international solidarity
where NGOs, medical experts and scientists gather together, global business is focused on
economic benefits through manufacturing and procurement of respirators for patients and
personal protective equipment for medical staff. This aspect raises the question of whether
international solidarity is possible beyond the boundaries of the nation-state. In this regard,
Beck evaluated the risk as a greedy demand that economists have been looking for a long time,
in that the risk of modernization can be a huge business object. Beck's point is that the risk
created by modernity can eventually become the object of economic use (Ulrich Beck 1997, 58).
In addition, the panic caused by Corona 19 is leading to negotiating against foreigners in
search of victims of resentment and anger. With Corona 19, anti-Chinese or anti-Asian
sentiment is also spreading around the world.2

IV c. The need for global citizenship education

These positive and negative aspects that appear in the face of the global risk of Corona 19 can
be thought of in connection with the two sides of personalization mentioned by Beck.
According to Beck's argument, individuals who are exposed to risk today are faced with a
situation where they have to create their own lives and opportunities. But the individual has
to make a decision alone. This is because, above all, politics, media, economy, law, and experts
do not have the ability to reasonably regulate and control risks. In the end, it is a situation
where the judgment of experts cannot be trusted, but it is a tragic situation that must be
believed (Ulrich Beck 2010, 104-105). However, it is pointed out that if an individual perceives
such a tragic situation, the desire to live his or her life becomes stronger, and the daily struggle
for autonomy in one's life can become a collective experience at the global level (Ulrich Beck
2010, 375). This aspect can be understood from the positive side of personalization. In this
dimension, the positive aspect of personalization is above all the emancipatory aspect. The

2 An article titled “As Coronavirus Spreads, So Does Xenophobia and Anti-Asian Racism” published in Time
magazine on March 6, 2020, and on the cover of Der Spiegel, a leading German weekly magazine, on February 1,
2020. 19 is expressed as “Made in China”.
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first stage of personalization was the period of creating the other: women, poor people,
workers, pagans and first, second World War. The second stage of personalization is forced to
accept restrictions on freedom and citizenship for the sustainability of society due to life-
threatening conditions. Beck argues that this is a global citizenship that recognizes differences
and cultural diversity, and can be expressed as a world risk community based on global
solidarity beyond the organizational form of a nation-state (Hong Chan-suk 2015, 36). This
can be found in the solidarity that people show in the global panic of Corona 19.

However, on the other hand, the negative side of personalization can also be confirmed in the
situation of Corona 19. That anxiety and fear appear in an exclusive form such as xenophobia
and exclusion toward foreigners is a phenomenon far from a global citizen's perspective. Above
all, this can be understood as an expansion of the danger that personalization appears in the
form of fundamentalism through the formation of a political one (Beck 1997; Chansuk Hong
2014, 118). Personalization, which Beck refers to, does not imply atomization, isolation,
individualism, or egoism (Beck 2008b, 303). Therefore, in a situation where technical
rationality, limit of risk management through a system of rational control, and opinions of
expert’s conflict with each other, anxiety and fear appear in the form of collective exclusion
from others.

Regarding the two-sidedness of personalization, Beck's subpolitics have great significance. An
important point in this sub-political is the ability of autonomous organization, which means

bottom-up social formation (Ulrich Beck 2000, 87). In other words, “places and subjects that

can define the common good and guarantee public peace and historical memory” are outside
the existing political system (Ulrich Beck 2000, 87). With regard to sub-political politics, Beck
refers to "an opportunity for brave individuals to enter the central nervous system of the
development of events and even move mountains", which implies a weakening of centralized
governance. In the end, regardless of government, representative system, citizen, social
movement are central to form a society from the bottom up (Ulikhe Beck 1998, 50). The
meaning of this sub-political can be understood in relation to the duality of personalization.
In other words, it can be understood as a concept for identifying political phenomena in which
people are on the one side of the revolution but on the other side the reactionary forces are
supported (Ulrich Beck 1998 47). In the end, it can be said that the sub-politics of social
formation, based on autonomy, presupposes a brave citizen. In the end, these brave citizens
are individuals who systematize the values and ideologies of democracy and cope with the
globalization of danger. After all, it can be said that global citizenship education is what is
necessary to form a brave citizen based on the positive effect and minimize the negative effect
of personalization.

In the case of SARS, which was presumed to have occurred in Guangdong Province, China in
November 2002, Beck noted that transnational cooperation is a prerequisite for the state to
manage risk in a global risk society. In the early days of the SARS outbreak, the authoritarian
Chinese government took a method of disregarding the threat of SARS and blocking
information as a way to maintain social order. This was risk control in a way that conceals the
spread of the threat. However, with the SARS virus spreading to countries other than China in
a globalized world, it was forced to follow the intervention of the World Health Organization
(WHO). This means that in the face of the global risk of infectious diseases, international
norms affect China's domestic policy, and also shows that cooperation through transnational
sub-politics is necessary to solve the problem (Beck 2008, 28-32). As Beck mentioned, it is
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very obvious that in the situation where the epidemic is spreading internationally in today's
globalized world, domestic quarantine alone is limited and cannot be resolved without
cooperation between countries due to a variant virus. In a situation where cross-border
cooperation must be centered on various actors, it is global citizenship that is necessary for
vitalization of sub-politics.

Ultimately, global citizenship, which is necessary in a world-risk society, can be said to be the
vitalization of sub-politics centered on individuals based on reflection. Therefore, individuals
with reflective ability are individuals who recognize differences even in uncertain situations,
and are owners with the ability to accept differences from others. In addition, they are
individuals who practice to solve problems directly through solidarity with various forces.
However, in reality, individuals with these abilities are not created by themselves, but are
created through education.

V. Conclusion

Ulrich Beck defined today's society as a world risk society. However, the cause of this danger
stems from the modernity that enabled mankind to escape from the darkness of the Middle
Ages and enable today's advanced and prosperous life. However, it does not abandon this
modernity, but tries to overcome the danger based on another modernity, that is, reflective
modernity. The subject of this reflective modernity is the individual. Therefore, in today's
(world) risk society, individuals must be able to reconstruct their own life as an actor with the
ability of reflection to maximize their ability to judge, choose, and account. In addition,
individuals with such reflective abilities must have a global citizenship perspective to
cooperate with each other to solve problems for the existence of humanity in a situation where
today's risks are globalized and spread throughout the world.

Beck's discussion is meaningful in that it enables recognition as a destiny community of
today's globalized global village where politics, economy, society, and culture are
interdependent, and joint efforts are needed to overcome this. In addition, it has validity and
meaning in that it rejects Western universalism and multiculturalism that it should protect
minorities by separating them into majority and minority, and also recognizes the identity of
individuals.

However, in the face of Corona 19, the reality that is happening all over the world now exists
in both positive and negative aspects from a global citizenship perspective. Despite being
isolated by Corona 19 by itself, there are aspects of international solidarity based on humanity,
but in the process, a situation of thinking of economic logic first or a situation of xenophobia
is also emerging. This shows the person facing danger. Most of all, when faced with danger, it
appears to be strengthening the boundaries of the nation-state to protect its own safety.

The ego can appear in contradictory forms in the face of risk. Education does not always
produce positive results in self-forming. However, as an autonomous citizen, as Beck refers to,
we cannot give up education in order to form a self to cope with the dangers of the global level.
As Beck mentioned, the solutions to various problems in today's globalization cannot be solved
at the national level. Therefore, the global citizenship perspective is an argument that can
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never be given up. This is because even though the point of view is ideal, it is a task to be
continuously pursued and thus to be discussed continuously.
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o
soll Bup Pt veh=d], A3t 7“3, Y =2 WGeE, FAE gee e F=],
Aete= ARRlEEE 2Eal Skl B9t SolA B WEeA Jehdtieds
162-163; 33k 2015, 34).

Tet v AQlskel AN Esfelw BAS FE Ao) ohe Alske] THA FW
AL glek. AT s ABANA AL AN e 2z A3, FEeEA 2
22 919 Sas) Thokshs Aaol AuaiA ek, olels Aelx “xale] E3) Ak} A

g7t SAE SASAA S &7 YR A2 Al AES AlS-aL Atobzt
AYE 2 ”obﬂ Q= Aolok(¥ 1997, 160). &l kA A, "oy
AN 2] gk A AL 3o Folste] zRale] gt mEje] des AAshe
VAl H Qs Aol Mol =glojt) F Q1 Axg Ao}, dofl, A% d Fo F
8oz S Z2Hs el §lAl E o= Aolth(Beck and Willims 2004,
62-108; &A% 2010, 103-107). o]efgt xpdellA 7iR1ste] 344 SH- 1] 59 2t
H439 SR AAEE 2R A THH] = ‘%i wgh Zhan Qo= Aol

olelgh Ao A JHIskE ARSI A o= e w= oAk Q1A AL Ao
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Aol oz AT S slrhe Ao
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—
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o
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x

[lc AAAF=2]

ol 9gAls|Zo] AIAIYEAIS|Eo R =o)7)t S A AVIHE 5 T syt nkE
A AN FIF=o o), MAIIFARS] Tk ojide] o] st dijoln wabx] AJz4 o
S Bl FEEoF & Zlo= A7) Wel sils} HAle| o)t AdEA Zujde] FAIQ
ML HEA 02 AS|A| =7} Fofgh %‘%‘i#—ﬂ Aol v, Az FAolnt. #We] 7jQlst
HAE o] w745 do] Qe s P S 7Iske dllA Q1o AES S8 7
2 AAARICZA wRlx7E T4 g ollA HJOM Hlg, o] FA| R volrtof gtk
o2 gjEth. Ao e FAIQ1 lle]l A=Al 2k 1 w3 Aol oyl AAIAIRL S
24 928l gFdlof drfs =o® WS THEZ 2016b, 160).

Az} EA =29 olglgt = FolET ¢ o) o] IHlxvHE AAR FEE T
g, A AANA FA of7lE= AL®m 7|Ee] FiwTvt TAY o EE AlA Yl Al
2 A = gl7] wiolt) old #(Beck)S 7|E] IRyl £S5 A&EH) @opd
Ao AES Ak AAl AE e 3, QE, 2 il 9GS AR BAEA] He]
R "ﬂﬂé%@ AFFo) oA Hojup HPEHER AAFe) = Yool ghtkal Sdskar itk
(&3] ¥ 2010; 2011).
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MO Ed AAT R ol 4 wel W o4 )z WER dwToe) of
ATHE 3] ¥ 2011, 93~ 102) HA d=2]Ql |

_\1

™
2
oﬁ, M
=2
X
FH

= =7ke] A, W, AA g, HEEe] AR 7
= AREE g v Aolnk oE 50] & =7t Akl e BHE, 2] 1 W
A =2 ﬂﬂﬁ BAE (e ARl AR A Ae] 2 AldlE E R
Wafeh o= Bl fluk= Aolvk. &4, 3 =7F 2k e ARl s 712 sRevF T
Aol ZeEtom B = ARt o]Flo] AjRR HAe] wHow ofsd
£ 5ol =7 AATE slEolAl= 7P uisAQ] AkElR BAE AASE B
Z7VS 7he] AsolEAol ZUlE d] aF wvle] AA Ao AAS zh= Zmo] YAt o
= g9y B Z2=ske] WEkow olgd = gl Aolt) ol Am wvbE Y] AeeEA e
sl Ao 2HS A=A 2pdo] opye} = WA vfetsof o FeAde AVIeh=
Aoz oleetHel 2] 2008, 66). AA, 7IEe] =7t Zldel tigh =JAd Lejar 34
doltk. o5 7S] =T SollMe A XY AR AAH g9l N2t
B Iz Foieh ¥EE L i), #749] o] L AlbE Sl AlRIALS|9E A4 H
AH7ITEel oJal =lell A AgAE o]t Hof sldd v Aol o= & o] =wl=Tt
7 543 GAH el SAske] gk AAE Y] wl=Th 3 AU AR Sl
A AAA =7 ‘ﬂ‘ﬂ%‘ T dth= Aotk ey o] jh ot Ve Swl=TE Al st
© Ao] ofyelz SHolA viAz W awl=riel =7kE WEgs] FHEof & art 3l
v TN S, AASE ZdE= wgolA oSt = A DA on| o] wl=TolA]
=7} 1 =RA|7} o].x/]\:q.&_ Aot} dE So] AARFFolA AAE A = 2EEA
oL AbEl Al fkEkE Sall AlAAEl Al 7FaA A=Y BAETE e AR
o] m7k= Wslel 7k dvke Aolty. 2T ojxy el SWl=Trl ofshEar Q= A
oM A= FEje] =7kl 1 AAA Ade] S ot A=TP viR o] 5ol vl
A w=ojoltt. o ofshd W EA Aol AA el ARl o] FFAd
A5 A FHA v 74013} T7go] slEolAHA HEA Il Tlidoe] ERrg sl
A= gEolA, 7 = 7h Aol AFt A A QL o] Aol 7h AleAlE Aol A 7 AAS St
A, Ado]l oGA AR =Al tigh ¢14S flsliA s WHEEA d=Fol7t obd AAIAT
Fol4 Bade] dagh Ao

o] o]x 7l MAARFA e A7skes AL AAIs e A Sl As7hA 2
ALBl el 3] HR A, A, =7 T JiEES e =gl "oy W E
A AAARFE A ARl A vhA] e olof stk Ae otk s] ¥ 2011, 102). ©
£ 9?18 Zagh Ao] AzA Ziidolw nl= o3 ApdolA 1FARSol A o] A1t HiAlE
g o2 S5 FASIthE AAANIT Y A ow Qi A4 s SHdof It
© Zlo] Ho] 7ol

1FH

|

-

Il 24t AAI AL

A BAEE S19o] AASE AER ATH ALdelA Al AR xgo] N uE
2, A7) e WASH s AA5] dojuhs wpgelty(£2l8] ¥ 2008, 28). ¥l
glo] S1glolet 2ujsie] Fabgolth & 0By el Azel WS ekt 99 el
o Aol Zlure Avtel & 5 oleh mebd B4 Aldle] AaEs) e Aglue 97
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2, A A, 715 91389 22 SuistE op7|d $13lo] obd Q¥ ot
ZEM AAstel w2 AR H A St BErlee] Hde A AWCE AlAsE AF
£3] 21417] B9 20039 T5FAHETITF ?L(SARS) 20094 AlE1EFA2HHIND, 2014
W ol&e} vlo]] 2 (Ebola Virus), 20154 S5 2575w (MERS), 2019 Z2419%} 22
A Aol 2-51d Ao 7 A4 z}-dcﬂw gskaL ot

<FE1. 200090 o] % 7A Au>

TouNEE] AE o Ea} TE3E
s AZFNA} Hlo] 2] 2~ ST
= 32 129 4 24
A7 2002-2003 2009 2014-2015 2012-2015
SRHE) 8,273 25,584,595 8,396 1,154
AFEAHE) 775 14,378 4,032 471
A AHEH(%) 9.3 0.056 48 40.8

A =, 2020, “AL2UH9 o] $-2] A Al - BxAgtR ] o

o,

Jol 4] $-2le] A2, p. 5. AL S

20199 2] $-3F 2o A wAEte] #A) WalEEel ZEUH 9 A9 FEUES A)g
B Sl St *o%lp_i 2020 114¥ 289 S4FHETA 715 24 34 482 @A
FOR 61,299, 3710 S W9kar 1.439,784790] APEalS

<E2 2 A A 12701252020 119 289 CEST 3A] 48% 7]1%)>

=7} SRI=HE) AFEALH(TE)
)= 12,763,997 261,460
o1% 9,351,109 136,00
Bk 6,204,220 171,460
2] Ao} 2,242,633 39,068
R 2 2,157,332 51,554
s )| 1,628,208 44,668
g 1,589,305 57,551
ojgz]o} 1,538,217 53,667
o= FE|L} 1,399,431 37,941
4o}k 1,280,487 36,019
ERE] 1,078,594 104,242
=Y 1,028,089 15,965

Z2]: WHO Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) Dashboard, https://covid19.who.int/table 7321<: 2020.
11.29

3 ARAZIF ot FEAd ol wrE o}, nlolg 2 VAS EE o] Z2 HAA vAEe
& WA= AoR ARFE b AP Hon AdE £ Q= Aoty EI TES viJIE 3 Alghel
A 24 ¢ A= AdHE on|3th(https://www.who.int/topics/infectious_diseases/en/)
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F2UH99] A9 dAl JgF o= 2000y o] F thE 79 AR vlal= SHA7F AT 1
euh gekek A ol A AW gel A AAA R T wEs dutEar glo] 9

oA AFe X HgF AAZZE FTFskaL vk Aoltth o]y d o] fr = 7N A € (United
Nations Development Program, UNDP)& =&21}199] AAA 2 xlol tjal & A)7)S &
H A7 91719 Al7]o|=} A2at AAYA o] % 98] 177 AW 7P & =Ho s Aisial

olxe] 7+ Arol nls] IEU19%E B} SRS A 3L3kelA] st 9o A
Hlo] zfolu} dotst gho] apdolA] ThE = fl TAIZ o171 - =AI9 5ol A4l
o] ¥ 7hatar vtk Aw A Aol 99 eu5g AAskd AGE e E A
v, abdths Ao 9ol oRl EAekA] ethes Zloltl Wik IR 199 AAMAH
S o] 99 ool A wFe otz et T} TA, 58971 T AAA
a7, el=elel digk de, AR fE 3 2 A8, FAAH EAE A

¢

o

HM

ELELHSW} HoFe offdt Rad W(Beck)o] BIE HAAHS AAIARAIS]S] T2 Al
= dusiAe FUARE A rEoR 5 5 vk ol A2 AA #W(Beck)ol
FE=d AdAks]y oA dud e 232 2o AAl A SZM 2 e
s T 3
Ao E s WMBeck)> L5 FE7F Aokl = A AkaL, AH
A= AeehA] aderhs AES AV A4, st i‘ﬂ‘% o=
& e TEe T O tiFdle vt desitles dAska
s 2SR opld 9 =3 ded ¢ vk = AE 5
501 1918 TAYH 291 5742 2041719 7HE A F37E S5, %“\]Oﬂ
ger AgAE gtk tEe] gErd A, 8AE =3 Q5d v
= o ey dAls Ad 7IES Fel AR A ek opue) ddE ojmad,
Ve & Tl o)y EEl wert Jhesith WBeck) 3 LEE A @AM ClM
8% A2 XH‘%} of gt d53 s 3 BEIAES tFe Zlolgke S sk o
Jo] AAADAS]ANA 2ok A o2 gt &2 ol digh e, sido] ozt
= & AREle) 2olehe Aot (Ee

b1 Lo

ox ol

n}.

O},S

201

O

O

W 2010, 100-101). o]&]d+ =}l A

. 3]
S 259] Sk wla) mEb19e] #elv) sFedHels 2000 o] A& o sl
I A Aol A AR BME I Qe o5l AelE zxlolEte SR A

d =
A el & wdolst & 5 3
HAL3]y oA H2 gk Al S1EAESlA 18] 5 A AV E AASE
Aok AA, el AR, A AT e jloks Aotk S A ARSI Ade 2

(o

A, ARk AR AR Ax, F00] FAEA 2w A mANA ks Aol oleld
947 Fele] Brbse B3 FWThe] AAS do} AvtHrks FolH FHOE, 7 99
A7} 8 =

AQA e AollM AR ez Tan 9ge A aelE 7L 7] el
AR R SRS ER1E o g "vk =4, AR 5 itk Aelvh 5 Ao e 9
goll gk B, A5 Telar 1 Aafe] g F40] wrbesirhs Aok A, BAdd 5 8l
s Aolr irel AEs Agshs AZe A9 frad dF 5o 1 &4 2o s
d o glo] T EAERA [l HA e Sl tig argollell= BinlEe] gtk Aot (=
2ls] ¥, 2010, 101-102). °]23F 545 2t = Al 1ALl 9] S48 @A 2
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P FEU19NM = JWE e itk S5 -3l BAPAT A el E=S Al
g 2= Sl dutEo] glom, o] IE1H9 Hiole ] MAS A o5 shA| Foem
oz wiale] ke 7] X7k Oﬁﬁ @ﬂa oA e Agfoltt. EI AzuU19% le

>
05

I
PR Alaksel AT, A1EH LR 5o Eow wAkE 4 girh nie ojz@ Suda mw
Lot 4o AgEe Aze A Adel aclold 8 & g

_l

IV, sELbs gel8] We) AAA )
IV a. 23] ¥ AAARTY

| 2=(Diogenes)oll A 2Hs 4= 3l

A
o i ofr] EAloluks ARe] AL AAY ARlelehs Eo| sawEeldsn gk
@ 5 tesdlat aelael W, ARE 28 24, 4, ARew Al A4S
ANSHE Aol ohlet Wy, o, ezl Hl e el el AfNS EGF HE AE)
FHoks SHOR AN FAT AoITHEIA} kg 2020, 16). oS Sv)i= e HehE

(Plato)®] wispdel] Q= “-gli= BF7F JH ol Zolat F3kolrh, HEFS

o} AdEAg oz TV AL S = ) tlEo] 7)AZ(Cicero)E A4 U

Als 2vke 43S A8t e)=elel] tiaire 194 X Bl gis) liE shte A
A7) AUE Fashs Aoz XA e STH A 2004, 225). o]21Fk AAAIIFS
ol APIEk e5d oblEl Aol A=A ARlol obd wwlm7he] AAIS Mol |l

& tsol B AlFloAM F FEE e Sl glth

e} o]efst AAIATIFle] tigh vl B3 A7) H) dE 5o AAIAITIT T A4 2
2 FOlE oulsh= A7l gk nlstolt), whAL F2nkg-(Martha C. Nussbaum 2003)< V]

AEolA v=2 BA, AlRlolgk= AprbalolA "o IF &&Ae] ZAlldS fls AT
=9 AP EA QXS TSI ol o] AAAIRIFL7) ot dbAl g4 Y
Lolgbal & o Q7] wiEolrh B3k AAARF7E H TFe gt EAAI7 ] olv S AlRIo]

= WO V|EA 0w aHl=Tvl FHY FAE vkt AAISTE AR o] 7t
oA B AolA FE YrlsheA] wlskal FAR Aol Aloln(iER 2006,
146)

et} o] gk H|el = %?3}1 AAskE 59 2
AAANFE] == A|EH o7 A7|Ha vt S AABHR, AA=7HE %
=7ke] 2HE, SE dA-sks AAIAINIA ] A7 E AL Q) °
E(Kant)®] =o|2HE F3sl=d AASs=Te FHETR= 3?7}%94 Agfel 79kt & W=
EE w7 S A AlIAAIRIA ot

o] AAJsk= AAATF2] T3 FES =oRiE SWds = T sty & 5 vk
ol FolBET “MAARL AIAIS] AR sAlel =7Fe] AlRlo|tE = B o] =ojof A W Ee}
UeERdTHEE 8] #2011, 78). W2 T A~ F 2] 2l ofwkel ko] S %l'?*?'ﬂ A
A drbH o g AREHE o] =g ik AFer olajgitl. -2lot Bpxte] 1 = ‘o]
A ohH Aol dF'o] opd ‘ol=A L vy o] Al o w tiA|H= Aew Adwskal vk
A AAA T = -glof Bprbe] o] opbd RSO A| o]FA A7l A EE RS
Tl 91Fo] AAEE= Aolth&Els] B, 2011, 79). Aar W& WA -4, Aful-in, 1g
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T BT Al E MEEdEEe] ARAALL WIFFolE wolse] AT s
w2y ol =09} dMAEsith= Aolo(&els] ¥ 2011, 431-432). A= <l

=
AT Ao TRA 5 grks A7 TPy ANHoR BT FEavhs 47 BE
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;

=

ol
IofN o X Rl oo

do
;

Aol AA] =tk Aot o] gk apdellA valae]

2} o] QAT E ARleE AR gl F Rl AE, FAUNS, A%, A

- ‘) : j] =
&, oFgel ofsf M= vE atell flom Sl =Rl Aol w7 A1 &
Al ALl Bde Sl

Qg FH=te] FAPeR Aopbaa kel 7]o zta A
AAIEES] 29T B AslaL 1 Zo|lA] AL E WS
434).

ole]gt i=o]F uigow Hle] AAARIFE “HE Jo|E
QoA eis ATom “BpAE SRHom ANAst 91gat
84 gt b & e Eyss g2 24 4, o
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e Y

IV b. Z2u}el fale] Al AR

AAF, dH=E, 39y, Zdd 9 2494 @y njaglS of 200094 o] dAst 4

o7t AREZE Al MAISE H A Boleth ARG Aol A

& EAdts g0l Ae Whea] diold, S8l szihioe] 4

sk 7kl Are vjs] v 1efsitl witel IR IJAME ol '
21 1% = BC(Before Corona), AC(After Corona)® T3] %= St}

= olelgk YFe = Q& ofrlel 7o ALA s F&sr] g o

Qrole}l o =tk o] ALY FolA AXF o= el Hl=7Ee] ol \dol 7]x3k MA A4
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o] Zt= A
Hol AFgh AXH Z=2H19 Yol AW 7SS o] S5S A&l wwl=7te] FAE
Hoju} ey} dAdieh= AAATA #S Holal gnk oE ta: LAY EAE el Hel A
g LS ske 1HA HolAE #covidl9, #weareinthistogether, #wereinthistogether,
#wewillgetthroughthis, #WellGetThroughThisTogether®} 722 sjAJEl1E E3 Z=UH9
FES 93 A dUE BoFa Yk E 5] w23 (Bamberg) TRIES A ELH9
T AN Qle ojgeol AlgtEte] AE #18) olgweol vla e} 22 (Bella Ciao)E &
dAshe g 28 Z2U99 Fhto s ARAA FAE AL e olgEol eSS =Y,
292 Aol A A g8t7] 918l ok EES AAXRA #HS Hoge 2 A
61— 2= oh;}

Ty =99 1% NGO, o547t H8taso] 37 Rol= A4 Atfe] &1t
=2 H=2y2as SE 9 Qe S5V, o519 Q] Ba Y] Alx B Y

AZTE AAARA BHS zh= TlQles e Aow of3)ditt,
o

1‘-

é

= o

2 e BEE aWe7te] AAE ol =414 Adivt The st AN E mojet o]
Aok s e Tuiske] o1d2 AR ARdARVE 2 e gl Aol e BA
SPabsol LBlEst Fop & BEAE o' Uiyl 5§ wid, e ddd 5 A
Rl 1S Wkl S 2 e S AL QoA S5 5 glom] FEke] At
2 5 A s S AHESI ol = AARE S o] wheo] Wl f1de] AAlA ol
gol gk AHolet & = glrk&E]d] ¥ 1997, 58). W RU19R opy|H sy gt
w0 S-S Ztof ef=elel] gk Pe = ojoxaL gtk m=uh9eh A NkEAA Ha
dlolalo} A Eak A AAH o Satela Qo

U192 AAA 1ol His] yehs olefdk 34, FAA Bae wo] Aust Ui
Asfe] FHAI AANA AL 5 vk #o] =olof oshd o5 Al mEH U=
ML AR Ghe 22 V]3], FEdof of= *@“ﬂ 2ds)] olvk 19 JHQlS EAF A
d& Welof gtk ol FART A, AR, A, ¥, divkeel fds deHew 14,
A sl gl7] witolth A= AT J&%—E— AEE 5 gls AdRelAt adel=
ook o}b v =4 AFgho|ti(-2]3] ¥ 2010, 104-105). 124 o] g u|=2 At tjs|
Mle] AAshA 2o ks A7) 948k Argo] AalA A7) ghel A 913 A FAel
Al akdel e Aol d o lae AHskar ek ds] ¥ 2010, 375). ol# g’ By
= JNQ1ske] S8 SHellA olsfd 4= drk of2fdt xklellA JHRIste] S A W FA
B} Bl Mg dolM = oﬂ P2 Swolet & = Qv ekollA w3 WA dAl9] A
Ash= oA, W, =52}, o]ulle & BARE wHEe] Wil 1, 23k AAIdES Aol A7
A A GAle] TS EXFW} FEe] A Eal ArE s 3 ARl e

=4 ol

dgske 2o Qs ABle ALbsHS S8l A, ATAe] AT wopsd
Sl GALA Al 97 whEel T FahA te Agske AAANEE, SHEst

42020 3¢ 6¥=+ B} (Time)A ol A% “As Coronavirus Spreads, So Does Xenophobia and Anti-Asian
Racism” A &9 7|A} 28] S99 38 F7x2 739 A(Der SpiegeD# 2] 2020 2¢€ 1¥Ax FAol+=
F2ZY 195 “Made in China" & X &3t}
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