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<Abstract>

Human Rights as Social Representations
: Discourses on Human Rights in The Anti-Discrimination Act 

of Korea*

Kim, Jongwoo**

19)

This study is to analyze the discourses on human rights produced 
in the process of enacting the anti-discrimination act of Korea by 
social representation theory. This study aims to analyze the aspect 
of polarization of human rights discourse. In order to analyze the 
discourse of human rights in Korea, the author collected about 
5,800 articles on the anti-discrimination act from 2000 to 2019 
from major Korean newspaper and other mass media to construct 
corpus. The corpus analysis conducts through a text mining 
analysis, which is an automated text analysis method for 
summarizing a large number of the document. As a result of the 
analysis, human rights have the character of polarized discourse 
with the socio-political context. In particular, human rights in Korea 
reveal aspects of discourse that constitute a negative discourse on 
the anti-discrimination act. This result shows that human rights are 
not a universal concept but a controversial concept with layered 
meaning. Also, human rights have the character of social 

 * This research was partially supported by the Graduate School of 
YONSEI University Research Scholarship Grants in 2018. This paper 
contains a part of the author's doctoral dissertation currently under review.

** Ph. D candidate, Sociology, Yonsei University.
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representation as interpreted and used according to the intrinsic 
norm of organization. This result is meaningful as empirical 
research that can be useful in the process of enacting human rights 
policy by revealing the discourse that ideas of layered human rights 
in Korean society.

Key words: Human rights, anti-discrimination act, discourse, social 
representation theory, text mining


