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Introduction

« On June 30", 2020, Joongmin Foundation held a second media briefing
on the topic of “Data Analysis of Survey on 30 Global Cities—National
Image Transformation of South Korea, Japan, the United States, and
China”.

» As for the survey process, Hankook Research has produced an online
survey program, and Rakuten Insight Survey has sampled 15,312 adult
males and females over the age of 19 in 30 global cities (approximately
500 citizens in each city) according to gender and age distribution.

« This review summarizes the key issues in a more concise and
straightforward way, with the questions raised by reporters at the
second media briefing on June 30". Next slide is the distribution of 30
global cities.
3
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Two Main Issues

 During the June 30" media briefing, two questions drew attention.

» The first is about the outstanding characteristics of South Korean
citizens. Sangjin Han, an emeritus professor at Seoul National
University, diagnosed that South Korean people are proud of the
success of the “K-prevention model”, but also have a tendency
toward national narcissism. Following are more detailed data
analysis results.

« Second is the evaluation of the world citizens regarding the
capabilities of the Japanese government. The evaluations of East
Asian citizens and citizens around the globe were markedly
different. Following data and materials may help infer the cause.

5
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1. Global Averages by each city
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» Figure 1 shows the global averages for each city. Global average is the average value
of capability scores of governments in all countries evaluated by each city’s citizens.
Therefore, the global average scores vary from city to city. The data is used to compare
with the South Korean, Japanese, the US, and Chinese governments’ performance

Scores.
7
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« The South Korean average is higher than the global average without any single
exception. It indicates that a broad consensus has been formed on the excellence

of the South Korean COVID-19 prevention model among global citizens.
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3-1. Comparison of the global
average and the US average
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evaluation score of the US government is close to the global average, none of the US

government performance score is higher than the global average. It demonstrates that

a global consensus has been made that the US is incompetent to fight against the

COVID-19.



3-2. Comparison of the global average and
the US/South Korean average
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« Based on the global average scores, the South Korean and the US scores are
clearly distinguished. The US scores are below the global average, whereas South
Korean scores are above the global average. From this point of view, there is an
agreement that South Korea is seen as a successful model, while the United States

is viewed as a failed model. 10



4. Comparison of the global average
and the Japanese average
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Compared to the global average, there are two characteristics of the Japan’s evaluation.
1) In East Asia, Japanese government performance scores are lower than the global
average (except Singapore). 2) However, in other parts of the world, Japan’s scores are

higher than the global average.
« Japan received extremely low scores in South Korea, and very high scores in Latin

America and Southeast Asia.
« Tokyo and Osaka see the Japanese government as having the global average. 11



5. Comparison of global averages and
the Chinese average
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There are three trends in Chinese government performance evaluation. First, in most

East Asian countries, Chinese government got the scores lower than the global
average. Second, high scores were given in some cities, such as Moscow, Mexico City,
Jakarta, and Singapore. Third, rest of the cities considered the Chinese government

have the global average. 12
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6-1. Comparison of the global
average and home country averages
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Another data analysis is to compare the global average and home country
government performance scores. In East Asia and Oceania, there is widespread
appraisal that governments do better than the global average. Latin America and
Southeast Asia are the opposite. Europe and North America have inconsistent

views. Lastly, the cities with the largest gap between the home country government
performance scores and the global average are Seoul, Daegu, and Taipei. .
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6-2. Scatter plot - home country
government performance scores and

This scatter plot is a visualized version
of Figure 6-1. The vertical axis
represents the home country
government performance, and the
horizontal axis is the global average.
Seoul and Daegu rated their (South
Korean) government’s performance
very high but evaluated other
government’s performance very low.
South Korean case is very uncommon
as seen in the figure, and it can be
interpreted as showing a tendency to
self-centered nationalism and
narcissism.

14
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7-1. The uniqueness of South Korean

citizens - differences between progressives and conservatives

In case of South Korea, we
separated two cities’ citizens into
the progressives and conservatives.
As seen in the figure, Seoul
progressives and Daegu
progressives can be categorized
into one group, and two cities’
conservatives can be grouped as
well.

Progressives are showing a
stronger tendency of nationalist
narcissism to elevate oneself and
lower all others than conservatives.
It can be interpreted as a danger
behind the success of South
Korea’s “K-prevention”.

15



7-2. Comparison of South Korea and the world
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« In terms of South Korean government performance, the evaluation scores by South Korean
citizens and global citizens are remarkably distinguished.

« Evaluation scores of the South Korean government performance is higher than the global
average by all citizens in 30 cities. Yet, the difference between the South Korean scores and the
global average is only 0.6 point out of 5 point.

* On the other hand, the difference between the two evaluated by South Korean citizens is 2 point
which is approximately three times higher than 0.6 point.

« ltilluminates that South Korean citizens value their government performance higher than the
global citizens, and underestimate other governments’ performance.

» It can be diagnosed that there is a jeopardy of nationalist narcissism in here. "



8-1. Comparison of Japan and the world

Citizens in Japan Global Citizens
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« The average score of Japanese government performance evaluated by citizens
in 30 global cities is higher than the global average performance score.

* Nevertheless, Japanese citizens rate their home country government’s
performance similar to the global average performance score.

17



8-2. The uniqueness of Japanese citizens
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Conclusion1-Meaning of the media briefing

« The COVID-19 crisis is changing the world dramatically.
* Yet, the empirical analysis is rare so far.

« Joongmin Foundation’s second media briefing is
groundbreaking in that it analyzed the viewpoints of
citizens in 30 global cities.

 Although the contents of the questionnaire are
exhaustive, the data analysis presented above is limited
to the topic of “National Images Transformation of South
Korea, Japan, the United States, and China”.

19
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Conclusion2-South Korean experience

The initial COVID-19 policy in South Korea had suffered a lot.

Nonetheless, by virtue of medical system, medical professionals’
excellencies, and citizens’ cooperative social-distancing behavior, it
succeeded in prevention of further spread of COVID-19.

* In this regard, foreign media’s coverage on the advantages of South Korean
COVID-19 prevention model (K-prevention model) has become frequent.

* |n this situation, we have confirmed the international consensus on the
excellence of the “K-prevention model” by data analysis.

» Meanwhile, the data present that there is a hidden danger of falling into
nationalist narcissism after the success. Moreover, the risk is markedly
higher among progressives than conservatives in South Korea.

20
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Conclusion3-the United States experience

« The data analysis notifies the collapse of the US hegemony.

* A hegemon presupposes the moral and ethical persuasion
capabilities of a political system (governing group) that leads to the
public’s spontaneous consent or obedience.

« The important point is that one of the basic duties of a democratic
nation is to protect the lives of the people and improve
health/welfare. When a country cannot provide these, it is
supposed to come down from a moral and ethical hegemonic
position regardless of its military and economic power.

« Data in this presentation clearly imply that COVID-19 crisis is
accelerating the collapse of the US hegemony.

21
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Conclusion4-Japan and China’s experience

There are opposed viewpoints on Japanese government
performance.

Historically, Western countries inclined to see Japan favorably,
and data here provide the evidence of it.

* However, East Asian countries’ views on Japan vary from country
to country. Moreover, most countries in East Asia have a strong
perception that the Japanese government is not as good as other
East Asian countries.

 Also, data has shown that the Chinese national image is divided
by global citizens.

22



Thank you!

(For further information and questions,
please feel free to contact us.)

Contacts Chairman: Sang-jin Han 010-9971-8474
Office: 02-875-8474, www,joongmin.org
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