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Who would care about ‘the other’ Korea if they are willing to depart their home?
: considering the effects of neoliberalism among young generation in Korea

Jihoon Kim (IPUS, Korea)

Ch1. Introducing the Three Give-up(Sampo) Generation!

It takes its beginning a couple of years back, roughly around 2015, when the South
Korean young people come up with a value-laden expression that sums up many feelings they
have accumulated towards their country, ‘Hell Joseon’. This expression arguably depicts that
South Korea in 21% century resembles a hell where the life conditions are similar to those of
their ancestors under the Joseon Dynasty — a feudal kingdom where social hierarchy, which
was corrupt and unjust, ruled over people’s fate (Park 2016; Kirk 2016; Kim 2016, 39).2 The
expression ‘Hell Joseon’ appears to be a reaction against the rising economic inequality; its
discourse is within the more broad historical context of contemporary political discourse. The
political discourses formed in Korean society since the 1960s share two crucial features - the
narrative of progress and the people as the powerful agent of it. Both left and right political
parties have attempted to rally the youth as the agent of this historical narrative, prompting the
inter-generation debate popularized since the mid-2000s. These attempts for ideological
mobilization, however, failed to materialize. It rather brought about cynical responses from the
very group, culminating in the Hell Joseon discourse. This discourse, the paper will argue,
negatively affects Korean youth’s view on not only their private and public life but on on
unification. Who would care about ‘the other’ Korea if they are willing to depart their ‘hell’

state? To clarify the nature of this willingness is the aim of our undertaking.

This paper will set forth an attempt to elucidate the feelings towards life in Korea —
where this anger comes from, what life episodes the youth connect to the expression, and how
they navigate in this perceived insecure and uncomfortable space. The further aim from here is

to seek out how the characteristics of life in ‘Hell Joseon’ relate to youth consciousness

! A Similar expression is found both in Taiwan, called Bomb Generation( A5 t£1X) (Yang 2019)

2 The term “Ghost Island” in Taiwan could be a similar expression (Hong 2016).
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regarding their ‘the other’, North Korea. For a little caveat, this paper does not an attempt to
frame Korea as a ‘hell’ or ‘heaven’ by simply presenting statistics or hard data, but intends to
give an account of epistemological considerations regarding Korean youth consciousness; the
youth’s aspiration and dreams for futures — including a unified Korea - are contingent upon
social conditions and their own political opportunities. If youth consciousness is somehow
lacking, or simply different, comparted to other age groups, what lies behind this divergence
in political behaviors? This paper attempts to explore to what extent neoliberalism can help
explain this divergence. It will be argued that the main psychological effects are increases in
individualism — or more accurately neoliberal culture- and declines in political efficacy. In the

following chapters, we will review each aspect.

Ch2. Bright outfit and Darker insider?: modernization and its aftereffects in Korea

As the popular story goes, Korea has undergone a miraculous economic transformation
and modernization since 1950s (i.e. Stiglitz 1996). It was enrolled on the OECD list in 1995
and became a member of OECD Development Assistance Committee in 2009. Korea ranks 10™
worldwide in terms of nominal gross domestic product(GDP) in 2021, two ranks advanced
from 2019. The countries ahead of Korea in the rankings are the big four — the US, China,
Japan, and Germany — along with the UK, India, France, Italy, and Canada. The IMF predicts
that Korea will stay in the 10" place through 2026. Furthermore, life expectancy of 83.35 shows
that Korean men and women can expect to live some of the longest lives in the world. In this
sense, South Korea has truly achieved something unprecedented, and called “impossible

country” in the positive sense (Tudor 2012, 10-11).

This evaluation seems unfitting for the state description, ‘Hell Joseon’. It could be said
that this notion is too far exaggerated or even fabricated by an ungrateful, lazy, or spoiled youth.
This sentiment can be seen in the speech made by Park Geun-hye, a former president, on
Independence Day in 2016. Park said that “there are some newly coined words popular with
the public. They are designed to ignore our proud modern history and cast Korea as a hard
place to live... Self-depreciation and pessimism will never bring us development.” The
impressive and indisputable Korea’s record-setting growth rates and development, however,

do not tell us about the society in which they were achieved. Regardless its appropriateness or
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not, it still leaves us in the dark about the characteristic of life most Koreans, especially youth,
experience. We need to build up a suitable theoretical framework from which we can better
understand the underlying root causes of feelings, experiences, opinions, and consciousness

articulated.

In the aftermath of the Asian financial crisis which hit Korea in 1997 and thereafter
the newest wave of globalization affects the life of ordinary people who “have become
functionally overloaded and socially risk-ridden” (Beck 2016, 267). Over the last decade,
Korea has been infamous for having the absolute highest suicide rate per capita in the OECD
and some of the lowest scores of subjective happiness amongst the youth, which affects a
singular rise of suicidal rate among the youth, particularly teenagers(See figure 1-3 below).
OECD also reports that “over the past 20 years, there has been a general trend for fewer
psychiatric care bed in OECD countries, as mental health care has shifted to the community.
Korea is the exception to this trend, and psychiatric bed numbers have been rising.” Meanwhile,
the fertility rate in Korea “again recorded the world’s lowest...with the number sinking to a
new low” (BBC 2022, see Figure 4). Regarding this fertility issue, OECD not only explains the
socio-economic factors influencing this rate, but suggests pathways to overcome it, titled

“Rejuvenating Korea: Policies for a Changing Society.”

Trends in age-standardised suicide rate per 100 000 population, selected OECD countries, 1970-2016
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(Figure 1. Global trends in suicide rate, 1970-2016)
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This another dark side of Korea had been captured by Chang(2010), with the newly
coined term, ‘compressed modernity’. Chang argued that throughout rapid developmental
phase, Korea foments “civilization condition in which economic, political, social and/or
cultural changes occur in an extremely condensed manner in respect to both time and space,
and in which the dynamic coexistence of mutually disparate historical and social elements leads
to the construction and reconstruction of a highly complex and fluid social system.” One of
main arguments behind this concept of ‘compressed modernity’ is that an “indigenous social
revolution” never materialized in the aftermath of the Japanese occupation, feudal social
hierarches and “cultural order” were never fully erased. It yields a situation where traditional
and modern elements not just coexist, but constantly compete, collide and disjoint. Known as
the “simultaneity of non-simultaneous matters”, these clashes take place in economic, political,
cultural and familial spheres. Within this “stress field”, citizens have to act flexibly in order “to
remain normally integrated with the rest of society” (Chang 2010, 6-7; Hwang and Lim 2015).
This attempt to emphasize the uniqueness of Korean case seems to be well-grounded. But I

would present another perspective to situate Korea in the broader global trend, neoliberalism.

Ch3. To become a neoliberal subject in competition: Battle Royale (2000), Race to the Top
(2008), Squid Game (2021)
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The following questions race through almost every Korean student: Will I perform
well enough on this assignment? Is my GPA competitive enough to secure a place at law school?
Will this major actually translate into a highly paid job? Am I doing well enough? These quite
personal and intimate anxieties — which had remained private talks with a best friend or touchy
subjects a therapist brings out- now come from the society Korean youths inhabit. The purpose
of this chapter, first of all, is to understand why life today appears and feels as it does by

cultivating a critical understanding of neoliberalism.

According to neoliberalism, government’s duty is not to direct citizens including
students toward elevated beings, but rather promote political-economic forces that puts
competition at the center of social life, thus making every citizen a well-armed entrepreneur.
This phenomenon is well reflected in Shuya’s annual ‘Battle Royale’ participation in a remote
island and recently Gi-hun’s invited place to play ‘Squid Game’ - both of them gained
international attention. As if watching these players- who wear green tracksuit and put under
the constant surveillance by masked guards in pink jumpsuits, Michel Foucault argues that the
modern state is mainly concerned in regulating the population’s merits and daily business
(Foucault and Giovanni 2018, 184).> His analysis is premised on the idea that government
increasingly directs subjects towards particular lifestyles and that this tends to become
excessive (Foucault 2008, 13). Thus Foucault argues that modern government has “the
population as its target, political economy as its major form of knowledge, and apparatuses of
security as its essential technical instrument” (Foucault 2007, 108). These apparatuses operate
not only within institutional boundaries, but they also affect undefined social spaces —
manipulating people’s socio-economic environment so to steer their behavior in a desired
direction. Unlike traditional disciplines and institutions, they do not impose rigid or
predetermined norms, but analyses and present behaviors and dynamics already present in the

population through scientific and statistical studies (Foucault 2007, 63).

Neoliberal reason was apparent in former President Obama’s approach to public

education. On July 25, 2009, President Obama and his Secretary of Education Arne Duncan

3 “One often says that the modern state and society ignore the individual. To the contrary, when one takes a closer look, one
is struck by all the techniques that were put in place and developed so that the individual does not escape power in a way, or
surveillance, or control, or wisdom, or rectification, or correction. [ ...] Paradoxically, power is much more individualizing as
it becomes more bureaucratic and state-centred” (Foucault and Giovanni 2018, 199).
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announced their signature initiative, Race to the Top, a federally sponsored competition
between states designed to reform public education, and here is what President Obama said at

the program’s rollout:

“Because improving education is central to rebuilding our economy, we set aside over
$4 billion in the Recovery Act to promote improvements in schools. This is one of the largest
investments in education reform in American history. And rather than divvying it up and
handing it out, we are letting states and school districts compete for it. That’s how we can
incentivize excellence and spur reform and launch a race to the top in America’s public
schools... This competition will not be based on politics or ideology or the preferences of a
particular interest group. Instead, it will be based on a simple principle—whether a state is
ready to do what works... Not every state will win and not every school district will be happy

with the results.”

Rather than distribute $4 billion to the schools that need it most, Obama constructs a
competition, a “race to the top,” that “not every school district will be happy with.” Following
the logic of Race to the Top, the way to excellence in education is to promote competition
between states, schools, teachers, and students. Race to the Top shows how neoliberal
governmentality works to shape institutions and conducts, bringing them with alignment with
broader political aims — i.e. not get out-competed by China - through imposing the norm of
competition. Crucially, this structural adjustment agenda cannot be readily challenged, since it
has come to operate under the banner of good governance and the ongoing evaluation. Spurred
by competition, individuals, institutions, and even the government itself, will seek to optimize
a society where the best people come out on top. As such, neoliberalism refers to the
reinvention of liberal ideas and commitments in ways that have profoundly transformed the
fabric of identity and social life, and in theory neoliberalism and its commitment to creating a
competitive society make no-one be doubtful. Every aspect of our lives, even those facets that
do not necessarily have anything to do with the economy become geared toward market

competition.

4 See “A Race to the Top Scorecard,” The National Council on Teacher Quality,
www.nctg.org/dmsView/Race to_the Top Scorecard NCTQ_Report. It is important to point out that, by and large, the arts
and humanities are not included in the dominant formula for neoliberal reform.
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Neoliberalism is more than a new form of political reason; it is also what Raymond
Williams (1921-1988), a Welsh Marxist, called a “structure of feeling” (Williams 1977, 128-
135). A best illustrated example is depicted by Julie’s life, one of the young people featured in
Alexandra Robbins’ book, The Overachivers, which documents the ordinary worlds of students
attending an elite private school. In that story, Julie is pouring all of her energies getting into a
decent college. Julie wrote after getting an early decision to a top liberal arts college: “For as
long as I can remember, I have had two after-school activities every day followed by a long
night of homework. Occasionally I would take breaks to eat dinner or call a friend, but for the
most part I was plugging away every day. During this time I had tons of problems- with friends,
with acne, with depression—but mostly I just pushed these issues aside because [ was too busy”

(Robbins 2006, 54, 207-8).

Neoliberal subjects like Julie embody the norm of competition in their everyday lives,
as neoliberalism comes to shape her very sense of what is possible. Specifically, neoliberalism
keeps Julie moving through her world as a self-enclosed individual. Incited by competition,
she trades her health and social connection for the individual payoffs of high performance (an
improved test score, acceptance to an elite school). While Julie knows that she is more than a
number and that her overachieving lifestyle is detrimental to her health, she nonetheless
soldiers on, propelled by a powerful sense that if she works really hard, she will achieve her

goals. As a result, Julie shuns relationships in order stay focused on competition.

Ultimately, weighing on Julie’s affects are broader social realities connected to the rise
of neoliberal governmentality. Specifically, in order to grasp Julie’s affective life, we need to
understand the privatization of risk. Privatization of public goods, services, and infrastructures
ultimately demands that individuals and families take on more social responsibility for their
health, security, and futures. Individuals come to bear more and more risk, effectively
becoming their own insurance agencies in a world where work and a livable future are far from
a sure thing. While earlier regimes of liberal governmentality distributed risk across
governments and corporations, neoliberalism works to condense risk onto individuals. Social
protections have been shredded, so it’s up to individuals to protect themselves and their own
interests. Resources are scarce; nothing is guaranteed; focusing on self-appreciation is the only

way forward.
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Simply put, neoliberal governmentality works through self-governmentality. To
succeed (and not become disposable), individuals, including young people like Julie, feel they
must construct their own vigilant regimes of government rooted in neoliberal reason so as to
guarantee their social position and mitigate any risks that might lead to failure. Suchowerska
(2013, 91) argues: “Because youth experience life through individualised and fragmented
structures, their evaluation of collective political action as a vehicle for social change is
substantially compromised....By encouraging individualistic values, late modernity disrupts

youth’s development of shared political identities.”

If we are, first and foremost, competitive social beings, then the prospect of failures
comes to define our lives. We are constantly comparing ourselves to others and worrying about
the ramifications of every choice, actin, or relationship. More specifically, neoliberalism asks
us to be constantly calculating potential gains, losses, and risks, to be thinking about how this
or that decision might or might not give us a competitive edge over the rest of the field. Thus,
according to neoliberalism, one is turned into an enterprise, the CEO of oneself. Neoliberalism
asks us to be in charge of our own fates through competition within a global, complex, capitalist
society. Living in competition undercuts what enable our lives- that is, our social connections-,
thereby squashing our capabilities for coming together, trusting and caring for each other, and
organizing for social change. In turn, everyday life comes to feel so insecure and uncertain.
These anxieties are so powerful in that they keep us unable to imagine other social and political

possibilities for ourselves, our communities as a unified one, and our future.

Ch4. Duty without Right: underlying causes of political apathy

General elections are the most obvious and direct form of political engagement in
Korea, where people have a direct say on who represents them in what is the highest, sovereign
decision-making body of the land. Korean general election turnout has declined from a peak of
84.6% in 1985 to a mere 46.1% in 2008, only recovering to hover around 66.2% over the three
general elections. Modest recoveries in turnout since 2008 still leave much to be low compared
to the mid-twentieth century heights (see Figure 5). Apart from this overall trend, there is a
meaningful gap in turnout rate between 50s — soon to be retired- and early 30s — newly

experience life at work, respectively, though the gap itself is shown to be decreasing (see Figure

-11 - Perceptions of Young Generations in Asia:



6).

HAHEEE

%)

00 |,

80 * * -

o o s

i Nyotagusrt=? ~

80 ¥ * »

50 .

4

20

-
1 1 1 1 1 2 22 2 2 2 2 22 2 2 2 2 2
2 9990089 8 EEEER: 9 98 98 9000 0 00 000
45 5 5 5 588 8 7 2888900009000 0 11 1 2 2
8 02 46 280 3 15 7 2 567 8024686 g 2 4 8 8 0 2

(Figure 5. Orange dots: turnout rate in general elections)

90
80
70
60

50 —

. =

30
20
10

0
1992 1996 2000 2004 2008 2012 2016 2020

e DO LY 7 b e QL S H 30CH ™ut

T =

30CH = HF e 40 CH e 50

(Figure 6. Turnout rates of each generation in general elections)

The simplest explanation for a lack of political engagement is that people are just
disinterested, indifferent or apathetic when it comes to politics. This so-called apathy theory is
more commonly found in political commentary rather than academic papers, and argues that
young people simply have no interest in politics. For example, Pickard (2019, 244) describes
that “apathy explanation argues that contemporary young people are less interested in politics,

political parties and political organizations than in the past.” Researches in general, however,
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are moving away from apathy narratives, arguing that young people generally are skeptical
about political results and about politicians and political parties (Henn and Foard, 2012). If it
is in the individual’s temperament, or personality, or something to do with their values brought
up as a child, or a sense of learned helplessness, or a deep pessimism about the state or even a
narcissistic lack of caring for others, these are deeper, more useful explanations for political
disengagement than simply stating that ‘they just don’t care.” Apathy must have structural or
systemic causes, which we argue that political under-represented status and (political) mistrust

constitute the major component of those.

There is a considerable amount of evidence as to the role political efficacy plays in
political engagement, stretching back decades (Wollman and Stouder, 1991; Shingles, 1981;
Niemi et al, 1991; Valentino, Gregorowicz, & Groenendyk, 2009). However, we are seeing that
youth are under-represented in the National Assembly and in politics more generally. Below
table shows biennial IPU review of youth participation in national parliaments worldwide, and
Korea ranks 107" with 3.7%. Only thirteen out of three-hundred members (4.3%) under 40s
were elected on the recent legislative elections held on 15 April 2020. As we have seen above,

this under-represented phenomenon and turnout behavior do not go hand in hand.

Under 40s, lower and unicameral chambers

(Table 1. Elected members under 40s, lower and unicameral chambers worldwide)
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Apart from this political ‘inequality’, Korean society suffers from mistrust not only of
government but of general population. The Edelman Trust Barometer (2022, Figure 7)
describes that for a majority of countries in the democratic world more than half of their
populations distrust both their media and their governments, with South Korea listed lowest.
In addition, below data (Figure 8) reports that people are much less likely to see each other to
keep their promises and less likely to see them as trustworthy in 2020s than they were in 2010s.
In short, it appears that trust in a variety of political institutions and in each other is depressingly

low, and this is getting more pronounced.
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ChS5. Conclusion

As Michel Foucault explains, “a critique is not a matter of saying that things are not
right as they are. It is a matter of pointing out on what kinds of assumptions, what kinds of
familiar, unchallenged, unconsidered modes of thought the practices that we accept rest.”
(Foucault 1981). The work of critique goes beyond pointing out what’s wrong and seeks to
unravel the socially constructed conjuncture in which these problems emerge and get

negotiated. For only then can we step outside of this culture and being to imagine another
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possibility.

The polices and social structures Korean youth might experience are aimed less at the
direct management of institutions but serve to facilitate economic conduct. They consist in not
only installing impartial rules for the economic game, right monetary and budgetary
frameworks for institutions, but privatization of responsibilities and the provision of credit to
take those on (Foucault 2008, 138-42). Foucault shows that the framework of regulatory
competition urges subjects throughout the social body to act like an entrepreneur. (Foucault
2008, 84-86, 144, 228). If this morality is incontestable as well as deeply rooted in Korean
society, the policies involved to promote unified movement should meet its standards such as
utility and security. But if there is room for discussion, we should imagine a world beyond
neoliberalism: we need relevant and effective intellectual resources for political intervention

and social interconnection. I’d like to end this paper by citing Foucault’s

“Police makes statistics necessary, but police also makes statistics possible. For it is
precisely the whole set of procedures set up to increase, combine, and develop forces, it is this
whole administrative assemblage that makes it possible to identify what each state’s forces

comprise and their possibilities of development” (Foucault 2007, 315).
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Human Rights at Large? The China Issues in Taiwan ~Ray Tsai

Hello, professors and scholars, I am Ray Tsai from Taiwan or ROC(Republic of
China). I am very honored to be able to participate in this workshop. My study
area is Chinese Modern literature and cultural studies, and gender and queer
studies. Today, my report will start from these perspectives and I will analyze
the related phenomena surrounding the tongzhi([5] & > LGBT) movement,
especially the same-sex marriage movement([5] ¥4 45 4 % #jJ, or marriage
equality movement) in Taiwan during 2015-2019. By analyzing these cultural
and political events, I will discuss the Chinese issues within Taiwan in recent

years.

I would like to show you three figures at first and I will come back to discuss
about them later. In my point of view, these images represent that same-sex
marriage movement and the Chinese issues how to intertwin together for the

young generation in Taiwan. (Please see the figures and descriptions, I will use
PPT on 11/26)
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WY 0 W[ ST S A o BRI E0NT 1 S R " RHET
W, ASEE - BT GRASEIERE DR LR RTE

AR TR, « FENENGY S LSS EINSE T RIS FEEL PR RN RS
i TEIRSA « EEEHTR - B -

HRITERC R R R EATRR ST R BN R R
W PR A o R MRS
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Figure 1. President Tsai Ing-wen’s post on twitter: Tsai posted the statement
about the twentieth Tongzhi Pride (LGBT parade in Taipei) this year. The
headline of the post was “What other people think is very common, but for
some people, it has great meaning.” And Tsai clearly stated the following:

“Taiwan is the first country in Asia to achieve marriage equality. Now, being
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able to choose marriage is already a common thing for most people. For this
kind of transformation and progress, I would like to thank to the joint efforts
of many people and Taiwan's democracy and civil society, which we could
continue to dialogue and communicate and move toward mutual
understanding and tolerance.” It represents the tongzhi parade and same-sex
marriage symbolized progressive value of freedom, democracy, and equality
in Taiwan. And this kind of public relation is not only necessary for internal
affair, but also a diplomatic tool for the DPP(Democratic Progressive Party)

government.

Figure 2. The Facebook fan page “Bitching about the Blue Gays” (51L& FH): the
political parties in Taiwan are mainly divided into two kinds of color-coded
blocs. In brief, the Green camp(deep or pan-green - ;5450 4kf#H =) supports
the DPP or/and Taiwanese independence(% %), while the Blue camp(deep or
pan-blue > %€ 85 2 = B5 [ = ) supports the KMT(Kuomintang, Chinese
Nationalist Party) or/and the traditional Chinese culture, and the Blue camp
believes that cooperating with the PRC(People’s Republic of China) could bring
more economic growth. There is the third color-coded bloc in recent years. The
white camp/TPP(Taiwan People’s Party - {2 /J&) is often labeled as pro-
China(#iH*) or white outside/red inside(H F74['&) during the elections. Many
politicians of the Blue camp were opposed to the same-sex marriage
legalization during the movement. The “Blue Gays” (8 ) indicates the tongzhi
who belong or incline to the Blue camp. It adopts the homophonic usage of
Taiwanese, which “Gay” pronounces like “H” in Taiwanese, and it also play
in the image, which “H1” means “beetle” (FH &%) in Chinese abbreviation for the
young netizens. We could see the image that a big blue beetle occupies the
mainland China and Taiwan which are all red, and it represents the “Blue Gays”
is pro-PRC. The young generation who supported the Green camp created the
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vocabulary and fan page to criticize and ridicule the discourses of the “Blue
Gays”. It is a kind of political censorship label on virtual world, especially

during the elections.

Figure 3. A naked man with slogans which said: “I do not serve the ‘Blue Gays’,
except for a lot of money.” “If you say “Xi Jinping is Winnie the Pooh’, I will
teach you a fitness class.” It represents that anti-Blue Gays(fZ & H)=anti-Xi(fz
F)=anti-China(Z #) in a sarcastic way within the subculture of young tongzhi

in Taiwan .

From what the these figures reprsented, I would like to ask: for the young
generation--many of them are the so-called “the naturally born pro-
independence generation” CKZA%&HAL), because of the Taiwaneseness-localized
(A +A1E) education policy implemented after the DPP in power since 2000--
what is relationship between Taiwanese nationalism and same-sex marriage
movement? How the intimate entanglement of the sexual and the political is in
this case? In other words, how do national ideologies (pro-unitary versus pro-
independence, pro-Sino versus anti-China) and same-sex marriage movement
influence each other?

My report attempts to discuss why and how the discourses of Taiwan
nationalism and same-sex marriage movement are intertwined and
reproduced in the global post-Cold War context of recent years. I suggest that
the human rights discourses are one of the important driving forces for this
case,! and the logic of these discourses continues and transforms from the Cold

1 Josephine Chuen-juei Ho, “Queer Existence under Global Governance: A Taiwan Exemplar,”
Positions: East Asia Cultures Critique, 18.2(2010), 537-554.
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War ideology.2 Hence, I would like to explore the Cold War ideology as a
knowledge production/affective effect refracts the China issues in Taiwan as
well. The widespread effects of the Cold War not only affected political-
ideological, economical-scientific, and social-cultural conflicts in various places,
but also extended to everyday life and manifested in personal experience,
forming a historical influence of interrelated and multi-level development.3
However, under the current post-Cold War political situation of global national
arms competition and renewed confrontation within various regional societies,
especially in East Asia, how does a binary structure of “imperialist
aggression” (KE{ZH%) and “nationalist resistance” (E&JZ#K$1) ferments about
the issues of human right, especially the issues about tongzhi and same-sex

marriage.

My research uses the concept “Cold War as method” from the queer Marxism
scholar Petrus Liu(#|7r{#). Liu proposed that Cold War as method, not as a
time frame, to analysis the cultural logic and formation in contemporary
Chinese cultural studies and even East Asia, especially the “division system”
still being in the two Chinas (PRC and ROC) and the two Koreas (North and
South). Liu pointed out: “While communism and anticommunism are no
longer the reigning ideologies that divide China and Taiwan, contemporary
cross-strait relations transformed an old vocabulary into an identity politics
without reinventing its essence.”# Liu used “Cold War structure of feeling”, a
concept from Kuan-Hsing Chen who proposed de-colonialism and de-
imperialism within Asia, to interpret that “the Cold War is not just a state of
geopolitics but a persistent affective structure, it could polarize a wide range of
discourses and objects beyond the doctrines of communism and
anticommunism.”? Liu further argued the Cold War as a kind of cultural
palimpsest, which the old ideology of communism versus free world is
reconfigured and rewritten into a new discourse of mainland Chinese

colonialism versus local self-determination.

Based on Liu’s research, I maintain that the standard of distinction of the binary
affective structure (“Chinese colonialism or imperialism versus local self-
determination or Taiwan's democracy”) based on the so-called “progressive

2 Petrus Liu, “Cold War as Method,” Prism 16.2 (2019), 408-431.

3 Bernd Stover, Der Kalte Krieg 1947-1991(/4#¢1947-1911), trans. Meng Zhongjie (Guilin: Lijiang
Publishing, 2018), 8-15.

4 Petrus Liu, “Cold War as Method,” 411.

5 Ibid.
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value”(freedom, democracy, and equality), that is, came from the viewpoint of
the West. For example, the International Human Rights Conventions of the
United Nations were officially legalized in Taiwan since 2009 (6 of 9 core
conventions: ICCPR, CEDAW), etc.). By making commitment to practice and
protect the human rights, the DDP government proclaimed its difference from
PRC/China, although the most conventions were signed during the KMT
government. The public discourses of human rights as a seemingly universal
standard of judgment are similar to the model of cultural Cold War of the past.
The model of operation is not only based on military, economic and political
competition and confrontation, but also through cultural war dominated by the
discourses of human rights. It reconstructed the confrontational situation of the
Cold War ideology.

Currently, Taiwan is in the world order of so-called the “new Cold War”: the
trade war between China and the United States from 2019, the two largest
economies formed the multiple confrontations.” Or I prefer to use the concept
of “post-Cold War”, from the cultural studies scholar Jinhua Dai (##72E), to
understand the current situation of the cross-strait and East Asia geopolitics.
Dai emphasized that the tensions and conflicts were no longer a continuation
of the Cold War era which represented the socialist and capitalist
modernization, but a manifestation of the inherent crisis of the capitalist
globalization process.® Therefore, I use her concept “the Cold War-style
situation in the post-Cold War era” to focus on the context of the
epistemological framework (not only in global but also in the East Asia). This

framework indicates a continuation and expansion of relational structure of

6 Because Taiwan is not a member of the United Nations, the implementation of these
conventions is reviewed by the treaty bodies by using the “Taiwan Approach” which involves
collaboration between non-government organizations, scholars and experts, and the
government since 2009. The National Human Rights Commission which was officially
established in 2020 exercises this mechanism of report and review now.
https:/ /nhrc.cy.gov.tw/en-US/monitor/implementation. 2022/11/17 accessed.

7 For example, “A New Cold War Has Begun”, Foreign Policy, 2019/01/07.

https:/ /foreignpolicy.com/2019/01/07 /a-new-cold-war-has-begun/. 2022/11/1 accessed.

“A New Kind of Cold War,” The Economics, 2019/05/16.
https:/ /www.economist.com/leaders/2019/05/16/a-new-kind-of-cold-war. 2022/11/2
accessed.

8 However, Jinhua Dai also thought that the “new cold war” as a descriptive rhetoric could
highlight the symbiosis and collision between the current globalization structure and
unilateralism, and this concept might be wary of the multiple conflicts and multiple crises
which we face today. Dai Jinhua, “The New Cold War? That Is the Question,” position politics 5
(2021).  https://positionspolitics.org/the-new-cold-war-that-is-the-question. =~ 2022/11/2
accessed.
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mutual confrontation. From this framework, I regarded the controversy around
the legalization of same-sex marriage as the effect of the specific affective
structure and discourse system. I would like to illustrate that the ghost of the
divided system formed by the legacy of the Cold War is still floating in the sky
over Taiwan. The so-called “Sinophobia (F[E]ZL#), the anti-China sentiment
(FZH1%4%), the China factor (FHE[AZ)” all make the issue of unification more
entangled and complicated, and make it almost impossible to discuss and
understand each other, especially for the young generation.

Some scholars have studied the relationship of Taiwan’s sovereign and same-
sex marriage movement. Let me first briefly describe the research of three
scholars, which have shown the attitudes of the young tongzhi generation about
Taiwan’s sovereignty. Finally, I will come back to the three figures I introduced
earlier and use them as examples to offer some other explanations.

1. Minwoo Jung argued that “at the critical juncture of the nation’s uncertain
future and the public aspiration for sovereignty, marriage equality gained dual
significance: as a pivotal human rights agenda against the state’s unequal
treatment of LGBT people, and as a symbol of national difference, particularly
from China, that manifests Taiwan’s democratic values and systems.”? Jung
articulated the Sunflower movement( X [5 f % #jj ), the “Sunflower
generation” (K[Z(EH AL > the young generation who has joined the movement
in 2014), and the same-sex movement, and he believed that “LGBT activists
were now able to ride this wave and rearticulate the issue of marriage

equality.”10

2. Compared with the queer studies in West, which are quite awareness and
critical of nationalism (such as Jasbir K. Puar's famous concept of
homonationalism), Adam Chen-Dedman (&%) also asked : Why is the same-
sex marriage (tongzhi) movement so closely related to nationalism in Taiwan?
Chen-Dedman demonstrated what he termed “tongzhi sovereignty” which
tongzhi seek to protect Taiwan from PRC takeover “while simultaneously
transforming the ROC apparatus into an inclusive Taiwanese sovereign polity
that embraces sexual and other minorities.”1! And Chen-Dedman made a case
for “interpreting tongzhi practices of national identity as an inclusive impetus

9 Minwoo Jung, “Imagining Sovereign Futures: The Marriage Equality Movement in Taiwan,”
Social Movement Studies (2021), 13.

10 Ibid, 11.

1 Adam Chen-Dedman, “Tongzhi Sovereignty: Taiwan's LGBT Rights Movement and the
Misplaced Critique of Homonationalism,” International Journal of Taiwan Studies (2022), 9.
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in Taiwan's project of nation-building that is inseparable from its status as a
contested state.”12 For example, Chen-Dedman observed the placards in the
tongzhi parades, such as “I am proud of being in Taiwan” or “I stand for
Taiwan’s Independence” were often seen. And the left figure: “Vote for Tsai
Ing-wen in 2020 Election. Protect Taiwan’s Sovereignty. Defend Same-sex
Marriage.”’3 Another example: there were also students from Hong Kong who
marched in parade and hold rainbow flag mixed with the slogan of the
Umbrella Movement--“Hong Kong Liberation, Time to Revolution”. And the

right figure: “Hong Kong Nation. Strive for Independence.”14

A

3. Wen Liu(%(X) proposed queer Taiwan in the temporal turn during the war

time to break away from the epistemological framework of the geopolitical
structure of the Cold War (China versus US): “facing China's authoritarian
expansion, (......) it is the temporary and necessary strategy that negotiating
with and fighting for rights with the nation, and connecting other pan-
democratization and transitional justice movements, especially during the
wartime of queer Taiwan.” 1> Liu believed that tongzhi need a strategic
“homonationalism”. On the one hand, Liu looked out the possible dangers of
nationalism, and on the other hand, Liu thought that we need to make good
use of the achievements of same-sex marriage movement to let the world see
Taiwan. Especially after the CCP strengthened its suppression and tightening
of dissident organizations in 2015, the gathering and cooperation of tongzhi in

12- Adam Chen-Dedman, “Seeing China Differently: National Contestation in Taiwan's LGBTQ
(tongzhi) Movement,” Nations and Nationalism 28(2022), 1215.

13- Adam Chen-Dedman, “Seeing China Differently,” 1224.

14 Ibid., 1220.

15 Wen Liu, “Non-Western Sexuality, Queer Asia, or Cold War Geopolitics? Repositioning
Queer Taiwan in the Temporal Turn,” NTU Studies in Taiwan Literature 26(2021): 29.
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the three places across the Taiwan Strait had disappeared.1®

These studies have reflected the position of the young generation on
PRC/China on the one hand. But on the other hand, their stories also
reproduced the logic of the Cold War, which again divided into the binary
framework of whether pro-China or pro-Taiwan independence even when
concerning same-sex marriage. This kind of mechanized and dogmatic binary
opposition leaves no room for reflection and criticism. It also makes “the
possibility of discussing cross-strait unification or of re-exploring the third

world” to become the opposition of tongzhi rights and human rights.

Let me go back to the three figures. In the first one, we seem to witness the
continuous progress of Taiwanese society with President Tsai, and we also
entered an unimaginable future together. However, through the narrative of
linear temporality presented in the post, those historical traumas connected
with tongzhi, and those stigma, shame, discrimination, and state violence
received by tongzhi,17 seem to be displaced or replaced by this narrative of
progress. The government now could reframe an ideal civil society and
national identity with an appeal to liberty, democracy, and equality which so-
called human rights values. Po-Han Lee argued that: “Taiwaneseness upon a
cosmopolitan approach—beyond the unification/independence and
left/right-wing dichotomies rooted in Taiwanese social activism--to cultural
identity and human rights through a case study of the emerging rainbow
coalition.”® But Lee also reminded from the perspective of “BwO”(Body
without Organs) of “Queer Asia” that: criticize human rights with “the
totalisation and territorialisation of the idea of ‘a permanent population’, by
counteracting the settlement.” 1 And this actualization of futurity(the

legalization of same-sex marriage) conceal sexual minorities” sufferings at this

16 Wen Liu, “Commentary,” NTU Sociology Department Lecture Series: “Tongzhi Sovereignty:
National Contestation in Taiwan’s LGBTQ Rights Movemen,” 27t. Oct. 2022. Taipei: NTU
Sociology Department.

7 The starting point of the first tongzhi parade, Taipei New Park, gad been a landmark of the
gay community after the civil war in Taiwan. In 1996, when Chen Shui-bian(f7K /) was the
mayor of Taipei (he won the first president election for the DPP in 2000), the park was renamed
228 Memorial Park. After the name changed, tongzhi moved to Changde Street next to the park.
In 1997, there was an incident of police abuse when inspecting tongzhi. See Goffy, “I Have Been
in Taiwan Tongzhi Movement for 30 Years” (Taipei: Yiwei Wensi, 2021), 56-59.

18 Po-Han Lee, “Queer Activism in Taiwan: An Emergent Rainbow Coalition from the
Assemblage Perspective,” The Sociological Review 65.4(2017), 694.

19 Po-Han Lee, “Queer Asia’s body without organs in the making of queer / decolonial politics,”
in Queer Asia: Decolonising and Reimagining Sexuality and Gender, eds. ]. Daniel Luther & Jennifer
Ung Loh (London, UK: Bloomsbury Academic, 2019), 233.
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moment, that is to say, those traumas have passed away, and thus become
unimaginable and unrememberable. Those traumas have become even more
incomprehensible and indescribable in the vision of human rights discourses
(Taiwan is no longer the third world so we would not have these happen again).
I think it is in this sense that the same-sex marriage movement could become
an alternative divine tablet to build Taiwan’s sovereignty and national identity
(Taiwan is different from China), and it is also an effective switch to improve
diplomatic situation and international visibility (Taiwan is in line with the

world).

Moreover, the complexities of disputes over same-sex marriage and Taiwan
sovereignty within the DDP are simplified in these narratives. For example,
even though the DPP publicly supported same-sax marriage, some ruling
seniors in the Tsai government concerned their traditional electorates more
than the human rights of minorities, not to mention the controversial same-sax
marriage issue. The electoral calculations of the Tsai government delayed the
same-sex marriage legalization, which intensified the confrontation between
tongzhi movement and the church-based countermovement. The same-sex
marriage legalization was a historical contingency due to various factors, not
just for the sake of Taiwan’s sovereignty. Ming-Sho Ho maintained that a
political process within the domestic context, such as the new electoral system
after 2008, the Sunflower effect after 2014, and the DPP’s political ascendancy

after 2016, overdetermined Taiwan’s tongzhi mobilization.?0

Finally, the gay activist Chi Chia-wei(f$%¢&) was the first gay man who
applied for a same-sex marriage license in 1986. He also applied for the
constitutional interpretation in 2015, won the Judicial Yuan Interpretation No.
7A8(E AR REEEE 748 SEf#FE) in 2017, and indirectly contributed to the
legalization in 2019. But Mr. Chi was labeled the “Blue Gay” by young
generation who support the Green camp, because he publicly supported some
politicians of the KMT.2! The result of over-emphasizing “Taiwanese values”
(58 (E{d) will intensify the hostility and opposition within the tongzhi
community. When the election lost, everyone was looking for instigators. The
second or third generation descendants of Chinese civil war migrants(¥M& A)
will become the original sin of their identity. If someone criticizes the policies
of the DPP, he/she will be labeled pro-China. Different opinions like the “Blue

20 Ming-sho Ho, “Taiwan’s Road to Marriage Equality: Politics of Legalizing Same-sex
Marriage” China Quarterly 238(2019), 482-503.
21 https:/ /www.mirrormedia.mg/story/20210106cul003/. 2022/11/17 accessed.
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Gays” may easily be annihilate in the brilliance of fongzhi sovereignty. What I
am saying is not to defend certain viewpoints of the “Blue Gays” or even the
anti-tongzhi conservatism. But if all of us who live in Taiwan wish her to be a
heterogeneous, diverse, and inclusive society, perhaps we should discuss and
envisage the relationship between the issues of sovereignty and the living
conditions of sexual minorities and other subaterns more carefully and more

openly.
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1. MZM|CH S| ZEHE FX| 82 (2022)
Fle 5= B
20CH 36.4 52.2 11.4
3014 388 | 509 | 103
40Ch 39.3 50.7 10.0
S5OCH 25.8 47.0 27.2
60Cf O|& 16.8 34.3 48.5
HA] 30.6 46.2 22.9
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« SFARR| Q| 20t 28 2| X 2|4 0| ‘HFK|SY, FHR[H Ha
sb ZEHOIY R, 200 HX|olA EMIF YA HEo| HY 4
2 2010)

« 20054 20CHe| EotM = O M EHLF FQOLE 2007
Lo 22, 2006 108 =S¢t HAHO| Fk
o« 2SHM T 20CH: 38.4%>21.5%, 30CH: 39.3%>24.8%
o 0| ZMSE: 20CH: 33.5%>46.7%, 30CH: 36.4%>46.8%

1995 2005 2007 2012 2017 2022

STQUA | TEDs | SFUA | TEIts | 2FUA | TE2Its | SFQA | SIS | SFQUA | T2IIs | 3FAUA | T¥Its

20CH 147.754.867.153.278.566.659.6 74.9 56.0/77.9 58.6 60.1

3008 141.948.372.035.882.859.9 64.9 68.451.372.7 59.8 60.2

A40CH 131.154.167.540.078.454.466.467.452.171.365.563.6

5001 124.464.261.540.676.8 56.2 60.6 66.3 59.3 66.3 67.0 57.1

60CH 116.150.053.645.865.961.2 - | - 55.765.364.163.0
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Are today’'s youth more tolerant?

Trends in tolerance among young people in
Britain

» Jan Jamatt and Auvril Keating (2019)

- @2 HHZ 9| tolerance (acceptance of, and favourable and
inclusive attitudes towards, various minority groups) ol 5k
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0.0

20154

2016

K38t At

2017

2018

uheh/ % D80t

2019 2020 2021

— 2| I | K| Y=

2022

MICHE o|==&lof .

N

=4 (2022)

— L
MITHE o|z=glof chet &2 2022
" ~ = S LLOFA|OF QI Lt -
spolgFe  zM3 mde F3e gge SR HHngq 50
20cH 17.8 115 8 8.7 26.2 21.6 46.1 4.1
30cH 228 16.3 84 10.6 228 19.8 46.9 32
40ty 229 18 12.5 121 225 24.4 433 6.8
50CH 241 15.4 15.8 10.7 19.7 25.8 435 46
60CH 264 179 13.5 14.2 20.3 249 433 54
Ha 231 16.4 11.9 114 221 235 445 49
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Perceptions of
Young Generations in Asia:

Unification, the Society. and Neighboring Countries
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International conference (IPUS-CEPCS), 26 Nov. 2022

South Korean Younger Generation’s Perception of Neighboring Countries

: Focusing on China and Japan

Lee Moonyoung
(Institute for Peace and Unification Studies,
Seoul National University)

* Korea's media reports on MZ's perception of China & Japan

- “Who is the core that hates everything of China?: ‘hatred of China=B{X#Fi#H"..” <BEIN> 2021.6.17.
“586 are JR3%, we are R&! What fostered the MZ generation’s hatred of China?” <iBTI$3#¥> 2021.5.24.
2030, six out of ten dislike China: K3 ttt{{’s R sentiment has soared” <HRE#H> 2021.1.19.

- “Why do Korea and China hate each other: asking MZ of both countries...” <88 H%k> 2022.08.23.

- “MZ and Kor-Jap. relation: like each other unlike the older generations...” <t B> 2022.01.06.
- “2030 dislike China more than Japan” <#2El H#E> 2021.6.14.
“Koreans, ‘dislike Japan’ 8% |, ‘dislike China’ 14% 1 " <R H#f> 2021.9.29. etc.

2 Korean MZ
= a group leading R atmosphere in Korea

= a group with greater affinity for Japan
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* Pew Research Center: “In 2020, negative views of China have reached their highest points.”

% Koreans who have an unfavorable view of China
(2007-2020)

80

60

40

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Pew Research Center, Oct. 2020: 9

Older people often see China more negatively
% who have an unfavorable view of China
Oldest-
1829 3049 50+ yo":,f,e“
us. +25
56% 1 81
Canada & +24
59 68 83
UK O—0O—— +22
. . 61 70 83
“The only country surveyed in which Belgium o0—0——— 8
H France S +18
younger people hold more unfavorable views S Y—
. . o Australia 3 a@—— +18
of China than their elders is South Korea.” 68 8486
Germany 5 +13
62 68
Netherlands +12
64 75
- Pew Research Center, 2020: 10 Italy 003(‘ +10
5560 ¢
Spain O—C +10
55 6465
Sweden O~O——— +7
79 8586
Denmark oY o) +2
727678
Japan -O— +1
83 84 89
South Korea L —— ] -12
68 8082
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* Background of R 1&#& in Korea
- after B8P 1£33(1992): H&h 1 > FILTiE(2004) & THAAD economic retaliation(2016) & Corona(2020): K& 1

: history-culture conflict (RItT#8, kimchi-3&8R origin) / environment-hygiene (yellow-fine dust, Corona)

: democracy/human rights issues (Chinese political system/Taiwan/Hongkong/Xinjiang Uighur)...

* §ch M/Z's conflict: online comment war
: K-pop idol ‘dulgi’ issue / 2019 crackdown on pro-democracy protests of Hongkong
: 2020 controversy over award acceptance speech of BTS (on Korean war)
: 2021 Korean drama <###3KE 5 > early end (history distortion/Chinese capital issue)
: 2022 controversy over 2R in opening ceremony of Beijing Olympics
: yellow/fine dust & Corona
& surge of Chinese students in Korea > 70,0008 (2019)

- separate grade system: controversy over grade fairness & reverse discrimination

= “Korean MZ's K - based on concrete damage experience” (Cho, 2022: 192)

<Media reports on MZ in Korea>

1) <EZHin> (17 June 2021)

5 57.3
oz 238 : 53.7
50.6 515

48.7

<emotion score of China by age (2021)>

20cH 15.9
g
30cH & 218
1 1 1 1 1 25 1 40[H 283
2018 & 20185t 2019¢ & 20198 5F 2020 4 20204 5F 20214 53 @
50cH ® 30.8

60CH o] 4 . 311
<emotion temperature on neighboring countries (2018-2021)>
+ China=red/ Japan=sky blue / North Korea=yellow / USA=blue

+ The higher, the better emotion : 20s = 1/2 of average
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2) <BEIRA#R> (25 June 2021): country that you dislike the most = China

2=

: 51.7% of MZ generation : 60% of Z generation

* If to compare media’s short-term research to academic long-term research?
: <#H—FHMPAER> (IPUS)'s <H—REWE> (2007-2022)
& <®7 Y 7HEK>(EAN's <EABERBEZHFE> (2013-2021)

* Limitations of this work

1) lack of agreement on the exact criteria of MZ & Z sample size too small (M/Z LLE: not easy)
= analyzed not by M/Z, but by 20s/30s

2) absence of panel data: long-term track of the same group = impossible
= impossible to differentiate age-effect and cohort effect
ex) Korean MZ's R P 1&E##: time-dependent or independent?
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IPUS “the most familiar country?” (2013-2022: cumulative mean by age)>

USA Japan NorKorea

19-29 1660 197 256
73.6% 114%
30-39 1670 145 288
72.4% 12.5%
40-49 1917 137 406
71.9%  51%  152%
50-59 1925 99 384
735%  38%  147%
60+ 1667 65 293
77.5%  30%  13.6%
average 8839 643 1627

737% | 54% = 13.6%

* familiarity for Japan: 20s & 30s > average

China
122

* familiarity for China: 20s « average / 30s > average

Russia no answer

18
0.8%
20
0.9%
16
0.6%
18
0.7%
10
0.5%
82
0.7%

2
0.1%
2
0.1%
8
0.3%
2
0.1%

0.0%
14
0.1%

total
2255
100.0%
2308
100.0%
2667
100.0%
2620
100.0%
2150
100.0%
12000
100.0%

the most familiar country (average)

-_— —_—

2013

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

e=—=USA ==)apan North Korea China

* 20s «< average

120.00%

100.00%

80.00%

60.00%

40.00%

20.00%

0.00%

The most familiar country = China

14.00%

12.00%

10.00%

8.00%

6.00%

4.00%

2.00%

0.00%

* 305 >> average 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

= 19-29 e===30-39 e===average
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* Emotion score of neighboring countries (2004-2019, EAI)
(very friendly=100 / very hostile=0)
average
80
70
60
50 score of China
\___
40 _\ 620
30
20 60.0
1o 58.0
0
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 56.0
——USA =——China =——Japan North Korea
54.0
520
50.0
48.0
* 20s «< average 460
2014 2015 2018 2019
* 30s = not consistent 1929 ——3039 ——average
* “Impression of China?” (2019-2021, EAIl)
not good
90.00%
80.00%
70.00% Z
60.00% —
50.00% —_—
40.00% good
30.00% 30.0%
20.00%
10.00%
0.00% 25.0%
2019 2020 2021
—19-29 ===30-39 ==——40-49 50-59 =60 more ==——average 20.0%
15.0%
10.0%
5.0%
* After COVID19, good impression of China = sharp |
0.0%
: 20s & 30s « average 2019 2020 2021
—10-29 wmm—=30-39 wm———40-49 50-59 =60 more ====average
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1. "Which country is more important for Korea's future, China or Japan?”
2. "Which country do you feel more familiar with, China or Japan?” (2014-2020, EAI)
importance (average) familiarity (average)
60.00% 45.00%
40.00%
50.00%
35.00%
40.00% 30.00%
<
2500% L
30.00%
20.00%
15.00%
20.00%
10.00%
10.00% 5.00%
-’\/\_ 0.00%
0.00% 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
e Japan == China both neither
=Japan ====China ====both
Average Koreans, both importance & familiarity: China > Japan
importance (average) importance (19-29) importance (30-39)
50.00% 50.00%
60.00%
4000% _—\/\/ 40.00% \/\__\ oo
30.00% 30.00% 40.00% /\/\/
%
20.00% 20.00% 3000
20.00%
1000% -— 10.00% —_—— ~——— 10.00%
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
——Japan =——China ——Japan =——China ——Japan =——China
familiarity (average) familiarity (19-29 .
amiliarity (19-29) familiarity (30-39)
.
50.00% 35.00% 35.00%
40.00% 30.00% 30.00%
30.00% 25.00% 25.00%
20.00% 20.00%
.
20.00% \’/\ 15.00% 15.00%
10.00% 10.00% 10.00%
0.00% 500% 5.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 0.00% 0.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
Japan China 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
—Japan ——China ——Japan ——China

-91 - Perceptions of Young Generations in Asia:



China - more important
60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
" 20.00%
20s « average
10.00%
* 30s = not consistent
0.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
m—19-29 mmmm30-39 ==——average
China - more familiar
45.00%
40.00%
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%
* 20s & 30s <« average 5.00%
0.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
N 19~29 W 30~39 -———average

Japan — more important

10.00%
9.00%
8.00%
7.00%
6.00%
5.00%
4.00%
3.00%
2.00%
1.00%
0.00%
* 30s = not consistent 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

N 19-29 WM 30-39 =———average

* 20s: often consider Japan more important

Japan- more familiar
35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
2000%
15.00%
1000%
* 20s & 30s > average 5.00%

0.00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

BN 19-29 WM 30-39 =——average
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familiarity (19-29) familiarity (30-39)

IPUS
IPUS
16.0%
14.0% 14.0%
12.0% 12.0%
10.0% 10.0%
80% 80%
6.0% 60%
4.0%
40%
20%
0.0% 20%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 00%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
e Japan === China
e Japan ===China
EAI
EAI
35.00%
35.00%
30.00%
30.00%
25.00% 25.00%
20.00% 20.00%
15.00% 15.00%
1000% 10.00%
5.00%
5.00%
0.00%
0.00% 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
e Japan === China
= Japan ===China
* “What is China for us?” (2013-2022, IPUS)
average
60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%
0.00%
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 [ ETRETE 3
—h HR —BE HR —— B 8% Wy R 16.00%
14.00%
12.00%
10.00%
8.00%
6.00%
400%
2.00%
* 20s > average
0.00%
* 30s <average 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
——19-29 ——30-39 ——average
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(2018-2022, IPUS)

help

35.00%
30.00%
25.00%
20.00%
15.00%
10.00%

5.00%

0.00%

2018 2019 2020 2021

==—19-29 e==30-39 ====average

* “China’s rise helps peace on the Korean Peninsula?”

2022

average

80.00%

60.00% \/_
40.00%

e — e ————
20.00%
0.00%
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
—help not help

* 20s «< average

* (If not emotion/impression) but (%= EJl)

30s > average

I,

* this features repeats in other items

/A

30s: similar to, or more positive than average.

USA

60.00%
50.00%
40.00%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%

0.00%

2018 2019 2020 2021

—19-29 e===30-39 e====average

* 20s > average / 30s = average

2022

* “Korea's position in US-China conflict?” (2018-2022, IPUS)

9.00%

8.00%

7.00%

6.00%

5.00%

4.00%

3.00%

2.00%

1.00%

0.00%

80.00%
60.00%
40.00%
20.00%

0.00%

2018

* 20s «< average / 30s = not consistent

average

e
—_—

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

= {JSA ====China ===neutral
China
2019 2020 2021
—19-29 wmm==3(-39 ===average

2022
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* “Why do you have a good impression of China?” (2021, EAI)

great power of Asia

* 20s & 30s

: much less positive

high cost-effectiveness of Chinese products

on Chinese culture and tradition

giant market (big economic opportunity)

* 30s: more practical reasons

achievement of high growth

Chinese culture and tradition

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 300% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0% 80.0% 90.0% 100.0%

Waverage M30-39 ®19-29

* “Why do you have a bad impression of China?” (2019-2021, EAI)

average

military threat

no affinity for Chinese political leaders
no respect for Korea

history conflict

one-party rule system

THAAD economic retaliation

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0% 80.0%

Maverage M30-39 ®19-29

* 20s & 30s: no big difference from average
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* “Impression of Japan?” (2014-2021, EAI) average

80.0%

60.0% —_\/\

40.0%
e
N

0.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

e=——good ====not good neither
good
not good

45.0%
40.0% 80.0%
35.0% 70.0%
30.0% 60.0%
25 0% 50.0%
40.0%

20.0%
30.0%

15.0%
20.0%

10.0%
10.0%

5.0%
0.0%

0.0% 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
==—=19-29 ===30-39 ===average

=——19-29 e===30-39 ====average

* 20s & 30s: better impression than average (20s > 30s > average)

* “Japan - friendly country?” (2019-2021, EAI)

I've never felt that way

60.0%
50.0%
100% V
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%

2019 2020 2021
——19-29 =—=30-39 average

* 20s & 30s: more friendly than average (20s > 30s > average)
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* “Why do you have a good impression of Japan?” (2021, EAI)

no reason

high quality of Jap. products
* 20s: 15t rank= no reason

interest in Jap. culture

* 20s & 30s
: importance of Jap. Culture
(both = 34 rank)

kindness and sincerity of Jap. people

same liberal-democratic country

advanced country with high living standards

a8

0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0% 70.0%

Maverage M30-39 M19-29

* “Now, Korea-Japan relations?” (2014-2021, average
EAI) 100.0%
0.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
e JOOC == bad s neither
good bad
7.0% 100.0%
6.0% 90.0%
6
80.0%
5.0% 70.0%
po% 60.0%
50.0%
3.0% 40.0%
0% 300%
20.0%
1.0% I 10.0%
0.0% l l 0.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 20142015 2006 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
. 19-29 WM 30-39 ==——average I 19-29 M 30-39 ==—average
* 20s: better than average
* 30s = not consistent, but in general, closer to ‘better’
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* “Future of Korea-Japan relations?” (2014-2021,
EAI)

Will be worse

45.0%
40.0%
35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0%

50%

0.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

e—19-29 ====30-39 ==——average

average
70.0%
60.0%
50.0%
40.0%
30.0%
20.0%
10.0%

0.0%
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

— better same worse no idea

* 20s: more optimistic

* 30s = average

* “Do you enjoy Japanese pop-culture?” (EAI)

2021
no interest
No
Yes
0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0%

®average ™30-39 m19-29

* “Does the deterioration of Kor-Jap relations

affect your consumption of Jap. pop culture?” (EAI)

2021
neither
related
not related
0.0% 10.0% 20.0% 30.0% 40.0% 50.0% 60.0%

Maverage M30-39 ®19-29
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* 20s & 30s like Japan more than the older generation,

then, how about history/politics?

* “Priority in policy toward Japan?” (2019, EAI)

more friendly? or no interest in history/political issues? = neither

solution to the resolving trade . . .
R solving historical )
Supreme Court's disputes, such as trust restoration
. problems such as
ruling on forced export control between leaders
L comfort women
mobilization measures
19-29 6.3 184 48.1 10.8
30-39 7.0 24.0 43.9 11.7
40-49 9.3 33.8 32.8 123
50-59 124 32.2 24.8 22.8
60-69 10.5 32.0 19.7 232
70 Bk 243 43.2 8.1 10.8

(Yoon, 2020: 13)

* “How to evaluate 2015 comfort women agreement between the Korea -Japan government?”(2016-2019, EAI)

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

0.0%

positive

m—10-20 mmmm 30-39 mmmm 40-49

average (2016-2019)

* negative

: 20s & 30s >»> average

neither

negative

50-59 =60 more ==average
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<19-29 (2017)>

* “Comfort women issue was solved by 2015 agreement?” (2017-2018, EAI)

solved (2017-2018)

0.0%

25.0%
15.0%
10.0%
5.0%
0.0%
2017 2018
—19-29 wmm=3(-39 ===average
msolved ®not solved = no idea
not solved (2017-2018)
<30-39 (2017)> wsom
2.9% 820%
80.0%
78.0%
76.0%
74.0%
72.0%
70.0%
68.0%
66.0%
64.0%
2017 2018
msolved = not solved = no idea —19-29 wmmm=3(0-39 e average
* “How to solve comfort women issue?” (2018, EAI)
0% * discard of 2015 &7 & renegotiation
(the strongest position)
50.0%
: 20s & 30s > average
400% (20s: the highest)
30.0%
have to re-negotiate
20.0%
60.0%
10.0% 50.0%
40.0%
0.0%
acceptance of 2015  re-negotiation complement  delay resolution no idea 300%
agreement existing agreement o
20.0%
. 19-29 N 30-39 average
10.0%

19-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 more
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* “How to evaluate the 2018 Korean Supreme Court's ruling on Koreans who were forced to work?” (2019, EAI)

A 19~29 30-39

N

. . y = positive = negative = neither
= positive = negative = neither ® positive ® negative = neither

* Conclusion

1. Japan

1) Korean 2030s’ affinity for Japan > older generations
= leading the rise in the overall Korean average
: 20s = very visible & consistent

: 30s = between 20s and average

2) but, history/political issues: similar to average, or more strong/principled/negative position

: ‘age effect’ does not overwhelm ‘period effect'.

3) sensitive to historical issues such as comfort women issue

: history + (unique to FF#{X) gender/human rights sensitivity

= 'decoupling phenomenon’ of Koreans’ perception of Japan: BZS BUF vs HZASA 258 58 (Son Yeol, 2019)
: maximized in 20s (history/politics vs culture/society)

: realizing two-track policy in everyday life
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2. China

1) 2030s’ R1E#E: (in terms of period & tendency) corresponds to the whole Korean society’s R trend
but, 20s: more negative & consistent
30s: not prominent & not consistent,
: rather, if not emotion/impression, but perception/judgment related practical interests,

often similar to, or more positive than average.
= 20s: direct contacts with Chinese students in Korea

= 30s: entering the period of demographic reproduction(marriage/birth) & social reproduction(employment)

— more realistic thinking

= It cannot be generalized like ‘media reports’. (# upsurge of R¥ in the entire 2030s or the whole MZ)

2) B4 FEHR's conflict

= crush between Korean ‘Elpon’(B]+(philo)pon) vs Chinese ‘fandom nationalism’, but the same background...

* both for & 2030: “public pride — private anxiety(T%)" coexist =2 ‘F&F RiEEE (FRER, 2007)

1) public pride
@ §& 2030: born/grown in the 1st XEBUF / successful overcoming of financial crisis / entry into 5E#E & K-culture power
@ % 2030: born/grown in rapid eco. growth period / the world 2" largest economy & G2

2) private anxiety: social/eco. M#2{t / unemployment crisis / extreme competition / uncertain future...

= as a result, @ ¥ 2030 = Elpon + hell##, =Hitt{(give up romance/marriage/birth), dirt spoon, B~~~~J...
@ % 2030(18F, MPHL) = BEEHE + T, A, 9965 (work 9 to 9 - 6 days per week)...
(o 2030’s online nationalism = EEHR's I & BUAHEN EHR's o EB” (Ha, 2022)

(cf) B 2030 also shares a partial similarity
: born/grown in the end of bubble-eco. & long-term recession
> (familiar) 5&EE pride + B, £, HBRh, Tt (3 L Y itK)

= both % 2030's T&f RiKE% crushes in internet subculture.

* but, they share the same anxiety caused by the same background, so they have basis for understanding each other

enough.

= not division of El / K, but communication between & & K (2030s of 394 H) is necessary (Lee, 2008) -The end-
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Perceptions of
Young Generations in Asia:

Unification, the Society. and Neighboring Countries
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International . .
Partnership * Peter Trubowitz and Brian Rurgoon(2022)
1 , O R0 HE =7HE U A|F 27
“GLOBALISM” /NTEF;k/fﬁgﬂlLAUSM" ° E—E:LEH-I Elé(G IObaIism) : Lil- =2 ;H | Z| % %
Partnership Power plus :I_:Il-z-” % §|I X| Ook
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wiay | * AbET2| A =] F9|(Embeded-liberalism):
Power = _ =
Little Power Power over OEI %-)I 4_% E-Hl zl %EI- %Z-” 0‘21 Ejl' 9_| l:g OOH
or Partnership Partnership
« DIZ20|(Nationalism): = A& H EC} 52|
“RESTRAINT” “NATIONALISM”
3 oilnal=l P
4
* 2E|(Restraint): ¥2 ZA|@S, Y2 A
&4 Peter Trubowitz, Brian Burgoon (2020), “The Retreat of the West”, Perspectives on Politics, March 2022, Vol.20, No.1. pp.102-122.
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KOF Globalization index
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2t&: KOF globalization index, SIPRI MILEX data
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a2l 3,20074 0|5 22Y 2|4 ¥i5}
APPROVAL OF GLOBAL LEADERSHIP o MAH 2N ZAME
2] Al SIO| =l
Median approval (%) OI ‘—-l 02|-O| %‘I- 2l =
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30
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Source: Gallup
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Where did United States of America export to between 1995 and 20207

EX : https://atlas.cid.harvard.edu/explore 2020
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Where did China export to between 1995 and 2020?
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Where did China import from between 1995 and 2020?
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Important

2022 Feb 1-17 68
2020 Feb 3-16 63
2017 Feb 1-5 68
2016 Feb 3-7 67
2015 Feb 8-11 68
2013 Feb 7-10 62
2007 Feb 1-4 61
2000 May 18-21 70
1999 May 7-9 59
1993 Mar 29-31 61

23

Not that important

Do you feel that it's important for the United States to be number one in the world militarily. or that being
number one is not that important, as long as the U.S. is among the leading military powers?

No opinion
32 1

36
31
32
31
37
38
29
39
37

[ S

GALLUP POLL SOCIAL SURVEY
February 2022
Public Release Data

0|3 30l o{EZA (29 030
T3t QIA1Z ZN MR 212 el 2

ENEST

- PAHSZ 2240 20| ER3ICHE
B Tt (1993-2022 : 59~68%)

¢ Lo} 848, GAULE, DKO
U242 3oid, B4 A4E

Justin Mccarthy, (2022), “About
Half Say U.S. Military Is No. 1 in the
World”, Gallup politics, 2022. 3. 2.

QN14: Important: U.S. Number One Militarily BY Total + Gender + Race | + Age + Education + Party I.D. + Ideology

Election Date

Gender Race | Age Education Party LD. Ideology
Non- College | Some |HS Grad | Republic |Independ Conserva
Total Male Female White white 18-34 35-54 55+ Grad College | orLess an ent Democrat| tive Moderate| Liberal
Total Unweighted n 1008} 581 251 270 321 413 280| 394
Weighted n 1008 487| 507 654 332 265 310 412 362 283 358 263 421 293 374 374 237
Is important 682 349 324 433 237 141 219 n 223 184] 270 233 269 161 323 240 108}
68%| 72%) 64% 66%)| 71%| 53%) 71%)| 75%| 62%) 65%)| 75%| 88%| 64%) 55%| 86%| 64%) 46%)
Is not that important 319 138 178 214 95 123 87| 99| 135 98] 86 31 148 130] 51 128 129
32% 28% 35% 33%) 29%| 47% 28%) 24%)| 37%) 35% 24%)| 12% 35%) 44% 14% 34%| 54%]
(DK)/(Refused) 6| 1 6 6|- 4] 2 4 0| 2|- 4 2|- 6] 0]
1% 0% 1% 1%|- 1% 1% 1% 0% 1%|- 1% 1%|- 2%) 0%)
Source : Gallup Poll Social Series: World Affairs (2022. 2. 1-17)
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