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Forme of Meta-change ' :)
As stated abave. the theory of reflexive medemization maintains that we e :
niw experiencing a meta-change In the formatien of Western Industrisl
welfare states, 2 formation thal had been stable for a bng fme. A meta-
chsange meams thit the experiential aad theonetical coondimates ae changing
ot the same Sime as the basic institutions, Other theorles that kave evmined
the same phesomena have also pet foeth the motion that the preseat
represents a stractural break with the gast. Mosst of the ethess, howeves
trace this beeak tack (o developments in autoeomous subsectors of socicty
fior exzmple to developments in the sphere of information technolegy (as
with the theeries of pest-Induswial soclety, infermation soclety and setwork
E!ir . IRCERELION sochely
socioty} or o B loss of key certalnties In the celtural sphere {as I the
theary of pestasodern society)

I comirast 10 such nacrow o even moocawsal teerics, the medel of
reflexive medesnization tries to take inte account the whale beeadth of the
modenization process. The structural beeak Is explained not & a resull of
exgenous factors but as 2 consequesce of modernization itsel. Once
modesnization hiss been radicaliznd, it affects alf spheres of society. It has
& pervasive effect on the histerical feerations of the past-war medem workd
They bave become by this tme traditions (n thelr own right, and. [ike
previous traditions. they are In need of justification and amenable to
rationalization

Let us continue and let us conclude this essay on reflexive modernization by Ulrich Beck. So,
this is a continuation from the previous class and for the last two sessions we have been
discussing on the same essay. Indeed, we are spending quite a lot of time on this because it is
an important essay and not also very easy to comprehend.

So, we are now in the previous class he was talking about the kind of larger argument about
how a new understanding that the which entails the kind of ontological transformation to
understand the transition from first modernity to second modernity or even from traditional
society to the modern society. So, the discussion is a continuation of that.

So, he talks about forms of meta change, as stated above the theory of reflexive modernization
maintains that we are now experiencing a meta change in the form of western industrial welfare
state. In the formation of western industrial welfare state, a formation that has been stable for
a long time. A meta change means that the experiential and theoretical coordinates are changing
at the same time as the basic institutions.

So, he says that in contrast to, what are the kinds of arguments that are put forward by other
scholars as the reasons for these changes and he says that there could be a lot of changes,
because of information technology because of post-industrial society, but Beck says that, those
mono causal explanations as recent, as depending upon a single set of reasons, are not really
helpful.
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society] o fo the loss of ey certainties In the celtural sphere fas in the
theory of pestmodem saciety)

I comirast to such narmow of even momocausal theecles, the medel of
rellexive medernization tries tn take indo account the whale beeadth of the
madeenization process. The structural beeak is explained not as 2 resalt of
L factors But as 2 consequeace of modernizaidn itsedl. Once
mmmmmmmmwmdm.nm
a pervasive effect an the histerical fermations of the past-war meden workd
They bave become by this time traditions in their owa right, and, like
previvus traditions. they are in need of justification and amenable to
rathonlizatlon.

Mesa-chasge Bas many aspects which need 1 be grasped in their
interrelation. Bat because this madel of chasge is so comple, it is best tn
start by separating them analytically. The meee we can clarify these distine-
thons, the mare Socused owr empirical research can be, Wieh that in mind,
we propase (o niially resirict our considerations (o only these developments
that can be traoed back fo the fallowing types of meta-change.
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Rather, you need to this argument about modernization is that once modernization has been
radicalizes, it affects all spheres of society. So, that is why he is using this term meta change
as which is changing not only the systems, but even our understanding about this very existence
of these very systems.
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Meta froa the (nintended .
-chargee Resuitiog Cousequeners af Simgle

Chasge by means of stde-effects & ome of the classical mechastsms of soclo-
Jogical theory {see, 0.8, the work of Norbert Elles. or rathoxal chelee theary).
But the term uswally reders % how the unintended consequences of bndi-
vidual actien combine %o create 3 collective framemork. which in tum sets
the Inftlal conditions for individual action. o the comest of reflexive
modemization. the o ‘side-offects’ refers less t this sort of actien and
muee |0 the transformation of secial structures and the categories of social
thought. The feces is more om what might be called seoond ardhr side-
efficts, where the side-effects of sorfal instittions result i new coaditions
that call them i question. Centrad among these side-effects of side-effects
s boen the politicization of side-effects, which bas been a central problem
for modem society since the 1980s. A good example is the masner in which
the catastrophic risks of new sechnaleges have caused lnstitutional turbe-
Jence. The turbudence, in tum, has besught forth 3 glabal envirvamental



Chiange by means of side-effects is om of the classical mochanisns of socio .)
bogical thesry (see, ¢4, the work of Norbert Elizs. or ratlamal chaéce theary),
But the tenn uswally refers 0 how the unimended consequences of badl
vidual action combine o create o collective framework, which i turn sets
the initial conditicas for individual action. In the contest of reflexive
modenization, the term ‘side-effects’ refers less to this sort of action and
maee to the transisrmation of secial structures asd the categories of social
thought. ‘The feces is more mm what might be called secovd-ordhy side-
eflects, wheee the side-effects of sorfad bastitethons result b new coaditions
that call them info question. Ceatral among these side-effects of side-effects
bats been the politicization of side-effects, which has been & central problem
for modem soclety since the 19805, AJoed example is the masner in which
the catastrophic risks of nesw technalegies have caused instiutional turbe-
Jence. The turbulence, In tum, has beought forth 2 global envirvamental
politics that constitutes 2 new agent and process of transformation
This thearems of instinationad side-effects Bas broad acceptance in the
cument sociolegical literature, bet ¥ can be interpreted b very different
winys. One interprelation (Beck, 1995} start from tho ‘power of danger to
uoe imitotional oppesition”. A subset of this is the idea that institations
om such second-oetlee dangers - soch as Eupean private imsurance
schemes - grow up exactly where previous meass m longss serve, and

So, the first one is meta changes resulting from the unintended consequences of simple
modernization. So, what were the kind of consequences that we were talking about, in the
context of reflexive modernization the term side effects refer less to the sort of action and more
to the transformation of social structures and categories of social thought.

So, not the kind of a conventional understanding of side effects that those things we anticipated,
but he is talking about how there are different, sort of actions and more transformational social
structures and the focus is more on what might be called the second order side effects, where
the side effects of social institutions that result in new conditions that call them into question.

Central, among them, among the side effects of side effects has been the politicization of side
effects, which has been a central problem for modern society since the 1960s. So, it is not only
that the new institutions bring in side effects, but the side effects have created further side
effects especially that of a politicization of that and that he argues, which are not amenable to
be resolved or using the older frameworks.

(Refer Slide Time: 03:21)
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hshmlho,mln'lrtmdwo(dde effects which has been 2 ceniral pmhlm
for modien soclety since the 19805 A goed example Is the masner In which e
the catastrophic risks of new technolegies have caused instinutional turbe
bence. The turbolence, In fum, has beought forth 2 glebal envirrmmental
politics that comstitutes 3 new agent and process of transfonmation

Thes theoreas of Instiationad side-effects kas broad acceptance In the
current sociolegical literature, bt ¥ can be Imeepreted b very different
ways. One interpretation {Beck, 1965} starts from the ‘power of danger to
mzm institutional oppesition’. A subset of this is the idea that institutions

om such sacond-teder dangers - soch as Eumpean private imsurance
schemes - grow up exactly where previsns meass mo longes seve, and
where the systom s having difficulty taking decisive action. Under this
conception, side-effects disrupt the noemal course of institutiomal decisios-
making, undercut its ratloaales and lead by such means b the direction of
nmuilng They week, 50 1o speak, Hke sand In the geass. But this sl
means that. by (institutioeal) defisition, whee they fiest appear they are
ambégueus and Incakculable, And It 1 this that breeds sew foems of golil
clzation, This i how the public percegtion of the BSE crisis bed to the fastest
pessage of laws n the history of the German Republic. Oversight, the
peoductien and peovision of meal and bane meal were made illegal without
the ‘iron rule’ of legiskation - that the cest of laws must be weighed before
making {hem - ever even being mentiooed. 1t was as sudden & the coming




This theorem of institutional side effects has broader acceptance in the current sociological
literature, but it can be interpreted in a very different way. One interpretation Beck starts from
the power of danger to produce institutional position. A subset of this is the idea that the
institution's built on such second order changes such as European private insurance schemes
grew up exactly where previous means no longer served and where the system is having
difficulty taking... I think, let us keep it there and then go into the other sections.
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Instingtional innovation. while legitimation crises may possibly be straighi \ :)
esnd out by changing decisinn-making precedures. and by talaacing out
uppasing inferests.

Raicataed Modernkation

The principles of modern soclety were not untll very recerly applied 1o
every sphese of social [de. What happeaed imstead in the beginning was
that courtermodern socidd stroctures wese generated in reaction, and
combleed with specifically modern oses 1o fill out the full foem of first
madern sockty, Pasallel to the processes of marketization, rationalzation
o the increase of peeductivity was the re-imvertion of traditios and
community structures. First modern society was set in a kind of counter
madesm base that damped the dynamics of medemnization, The mclear
family, the son-uarket roles of wontan, ascrigthe modes of class assign
ment, and the sation-state all pecformed secial imtegration functisns in first
modesn society. Al were originally beyond any need for justification. And
all were eventually called into question by the pracess of reflexive madesmiz-
witn, Under the mfuence of a0 imcreasingly radicalized and all-encom
passing moderntzation (which Inclodes phencena a5 different
ghobalization, the freving of markets and the prospect of masipalable human
genes), each of these institutions has dost its taken-for-graated character
They harve become experienced as variabde, mouldable, and as the preduct

v

Where he talked about the radicalized modernization. So, the principle of modern society was
not until very recently applied to every sphere of social life. What happened instead in the
beginning was this counter mode and social structures were generated in the reaction and
combined with specifically modern ones to fill out the full form of fast modern society. Parallel
to the process of marketization, rationalization and increase of productivity was the reinvention
of traditional community structure.

So, he is talking about earlier a scenario when modernity came with full force that also created
quite a lot of anti-modern institutions, and anti-modern sentiment and the modernity was really
forced to be to coexist with them. The first modern society was set in a kind of counter modern
basis that damn the dynamics of modernization. The nuclear family, the non-market role of
women, ascriptive modes of class assignment and nation-state all performed social integration
function in the first modern society.

We know that even in the status of women change very slowly and even in many of the
industrial societies, the domestic role of woman is still something very important. So, these
complicated dynamics really coexisted between the first and then second one.
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madern soclety. AL were originally beyund any need for Justification. And
all wese eventually called info question by the precess of reflexive maderniz
athon. Under the Snfluence of s increasingly radicalined and a-encom
passing modernization (which inclodes phenomena a5 different =
ghobaltzation, the freeing of markets and the prospect of masipalable human
genes, cach of these institutlons has Jost fts taken-for- granted character
They have become experienced 2s variable, mouldable, and as the product
of free chefce. And that ks beought thers under continual pressure t justify
their curreat form

On the one handd. the maltiplication of pessible forms of community
wd the dissolufion of mechanisms that placed boundaries oa people’s
choices and assigned them sacial roles agaiust their will, are contimsations
of the central and most valued process of modemization - and ose which
Is cherished by comtersodemists as well: the emancipation of the indl
vidaal, On the other hasd, the less of neo-traditional forms of community
causes uncertainties in the socializathen process, which in furm cause
deficits in sacial Integration. Agaimst these deficits are counterpased a large
number of atterspés to Fald new secondary foems of comemunity, ranging.s

On the other hand, the multiplication of possible forms of community and the dissolution of
mechanism that placed boundaries on people's choices and assign them social roles against
their will are continuations in the central and most valued process of modernization and when
which is cherished by counter modernist as well, the emancipation of the individual.

So, on the one hand, the multiplication of possible forms of community and the dissolution of
mechanism that place boundaries on people's choices and assigned to them social roles against
their will are continuation of the central and most valued process of modernization and when
which is cherished by older models as well the emancipation of the individual.

On the other hand, the loss of neo-traditional forms of community causes uncertainties in the
socialization process, which in turn caused deficit in social integration. So, when it comes to
the second modernity, this lack of socialization or the kind of a crumbling of a host of us
institutions are creating quite a lot of negative consequences which we call as the uncertainties
in socialization poses which in turn cause deficit to social integration. Against these deficits
are counter pose to a large number of attempts to build new secondary forms of community,
ranging...
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froen youths cultsre to fundamentalist ethnic groups. Refexive modernity can
be seen as & vast field of social experiment wheee, under the pressere of
ghbalization, varkeus types of past-raditional sochal bonds and post
naticnal imagined u:umﬂﬁﬁ-‘?'ﬂ?‘bﬁﬂ'ﬁWiku with each
ather (Keupp ef 328017 Whither this peocess will produce reflexive

» solutioms, that &5, community strectures thal can stabilize themselves
without depending on an appeal to naseealoess for thelr Jegitinary, &s stll
an empirically open question

Questioning the Cogniive Bexis af Fint Modem Socity

Ratiosalizaticn, the process of increasing the ratfomality of action and
thought, aconmplishes much of ks task through the application of uniues
tioned criteeia and asvemptions. [t is these which determine what, i any

fiiven case, in any already differentisted sphese of action or research, will
caiind a0 rwtlensl A baw cammanant of raflavha medemivation le that thic

D\,

from youth culture to fundamentalist ethnic groups reflectivity or Flexi modernity can be seen
as a vast field of social experiment where under the pressure of globalization, various types of
post traditional social bonds and post national imagined communities are being tried out in
competition with each other, whether this process will produce a reflective solutions, that is
community structures that can stabilize themselves without depending on an appeal of
naturalness or their legitimacy, still is an empirically opened question.

So, this is something similar to what we discussed in Arjuna Appadurai argument, when he
talks about the emergence of new neighbourhood and locality. So, you know that in a highly
industrialized society, an individual gets socialized or an individual identifies his or her group,
not with the kind of ascriptive group that he or she is born into.

And the internet offers quite a lot of possibilities for this person to find a membership, find a
home or identify herself with a with n number of communities which are operating at the global
level. So, that could be from youth culture to fundamental ethnic groups or even terrorist groups
or environment groups and n number of groups.
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an emplrically open question

Questioning the Cognitive Basis af First Modon Sociehy
Raticalization, the process of locreasing the rationality of action and
thought, acoompltshes much of s task thmugh the application of unques-
thoned criteria and assamplions. [t &s these which determine what, ks sy
given case, In any already differentiated sphere of action o research, will
count as rational. A key companent of reflexive medenization is that this
unquestioned basis of modgggzation is itsell examined i terms of its ratien
allty. This Is part of why we charactertze It 35 Second-oeier radenalization
of gedlexivlty, In the cosse of this reflection on reflection. the assumptions
thal guararieed the rationallty of varius subsystems lose their obviosacss
and persuasiveness. | becorees ever maee sbundantly clear that every given
is In fact 2 choice, and that at the level of fundamental prepesitions, sach
ultsgzge sarting poluts cam ealy be nermatively graunded, or defiended
useful aprion constructs. When applied rigecsusly, the maden princlples
of ratinnal jestification simply do not wark all the way down to the greund
To the extent that this erosion of the bases of certainty is publicly
recogeined, space & spesed up for altemative forms of keowledge o come
ito play. T retrospect, these might abways have been af work Estently justl
fying actions and decisions. But they ceuld net previously be used as public
lustibcations. They were comsidered Weeitimate & long as thev mould not

Next one is questioning of cognitive basis of first modern society. rationalization, the process
of increasing rationality of action and thought accomplishes much of its tasks to the application
of unquestioned criterion assumption. In this which determine what in any given case is an
ordinary differentiated space, sphere of action or research will be counted as a rational. A key
component of reflexive modernization is that this unquestioned basis of modernization is itself
examined in terms of its rationality, it is part of why we characterize its second order
rationalization or reflexivity.

Now, what is the cognitive basis for a modern society or what basis do we take into decision
on what basis do we place our decision making our knowledge making processes and we know
that modernity is always equated with the rise of rationality, the rise of reason, the argument
that human beings are now capable of using their reason to make sense of the world, they do
not need to depend upon the theological or religious interpretation.

So, rationality or scientific knowledge and rationality human reason was seen as the basis for
everything, basis for your creation of knowledge, basis for your action and all these things and
this particular pre-eminence given to rationality is now been brought into question according
to Beck, and it is not only Beck, almost every social scientist including, postmodernist and
others, they agree to this question that the monopoly enjoyed by science or rationality is now
being questioned.

It becomes even more abundantly clear that every given is, in fact a choice and that at the level
of fundamental proposition, propositions such ultimate starting points can only be normatively
grounded or defended as useful a priori constructs.
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ultigate starting paints can ealy be normatively nded, or defended as ()
useful aquiori constructs. When applied rigecsusly, the madee principles wen
of rational Jestification simply do not work .u the way down o the ground,

To the extent that this eroshon of the bases of certainty is poblicly
recopnired, space & opemed up foe alternative foems of knowledge 10 come
intn pilay, In retrospect, these might always have been at work latently justi-
fylng actions and decisiors. But they ceuld nat previously be used s public
Justifications. They were comsddered illeghtimalo as long as they coukd nat
be squared with the dominant model of raticaality® The resalt of this sort
of second-ander ratiomalization is 3 situation in which there is so Jonger ‘me
best way’ to salve every problem, but rather several equally valid modes of
Justification chat operate sarultamecasly, Such 3 lossening up of the foun
dations of ratiomality could lead to a multivade of altenative optimtzation
steategies ;andor 10 an expassion in sciestific and techmical knowledge,

In scieace, this process of punlg foundations indo question was
mastly carred owt by an extersal s that spechalized In reflection on
sclence, namely the phifnssphy and sackology of schence, This reflection an
schentific reflection has demenstrated that the chelce between aliermate
methods of soluticn does not Sow of itself fom seientiic methad, Instead o
Is generally derived from a varlety of extra-sclentific criferia. Inchuding

public rocognition personal experience, aesthetic jodgment aad the
procedures that allocate money and ressurces. But in other felds, the same

So, very, closely, you know are referring to the kind of a postmodernist positions are to the
extent that this erosion of the basis of certainties, publicly recognized, spaces opened up for
alternative forms of knowledge to come into play, the result of this sort of second order
rationalization is a situation in which there is no longer one best way to solve every problem,
but rather several.

So, this I think you will understand it more clearly when we discuss Beck's notion of risk
society, he makes very interesting connection between scientific knowledge and then
alternative ways of understanding and how the scientific knowledge has really lost its ability
to categorically say and to convince people about its authenticity and legitimacy. So, yeah, so,
it is reflected in a philosophy and sociology science reflection on scientific reflection has been
demonstrated. So, this is the elaboration of that.
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pluralization of perspectives bas beea described in all cultural fields by the
thesry of pess-medesnism. But refiection on fimdamental principles can also
be seen In practical Belds as diverse as orgastzational thecey, Iechnical
englneering and legal thought.

The classical paradigm of first modem seciety &5 that istellectual
progress along a divessity of fromts will In the end vield 2 unified picture of
the world, and furthermeee one that evidesces the universality of common

principles. Thés mode] sow stands refuted. Thés is the lesson that can be
dmnmgmnll’ from such disparate phenomiena ixs the greenhouse effect,
mad cow disease mnd the potersial risks of globalind fmancial markets.
Each sets off heated argements among experts that typlcally cam’t be
resolved by gathering additional information, but instead doepen, widen and
multiply thermselves. New objects of imvestigation and new lines of research
mece aften thas mot tem up new risks and side-effects, and In the process
undecmine 2ot only the clams of rationality bat sl these of control. Rather
than focusing om 2ad resatving the crises, the established processes of crisis
resolution’ et off new chaim reactions - Jess of confidence, the collagse of
markets, the stragghe over 2ssigning blame and the virtual abolition of
hewrdees - that further fam thoss mechanisme and <ot off svon mors turhe.




The classical paradigm of first modernity is that the intellectual progress along diversity of
front will in the end yield a unified picture of the world and furthermore, one that evidence the
universality of common principles. Now, the model now stands refuted.
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lemce, which has by this polnt become prodictably unpredictable. e
[ contradistinction o many pestmeden pasitices. e peespective of

reflexive modenization does not posit an arbirary meltiplicey as an

ultimate fact. Such a sisation can only maistain itself over the long ren in

cubura! spheres that ore free from the burden of decision-making In

general, where declslons sust be made, where Jegitimacy Is demanded and

where respoastbiiity must be asslgned. ptWLw%gl out and
criteria W&Wﬁm hetser selutinns can
be distinguishe worse. Such reflexive practical knowledpe is
constantly revisable. Tt alses from a diversity of sources and has foeegaoe
"y pre-existing clalms (o certainty. But It effers a context-determined and
temspocally limited ecientation for action that makes |camisg theoogh experi

cace passible.

Dissolving Fundamental Dstincthuns

This topic relates mainly s the cognitive aspects of the side-effict theorem
Certain scientific and techaical developments can - accerding to the
hypothesis - create a sitwation in which some of the fundamental distine-
tions of medem sockety no lomger hokd true. But this cas happen mf anly
through the second-order precess of reflection described above. but also
through side-effects of technical innovation that blur reality, This is

The contradistinction to many postmodern positions, the perspective of reflection
modernization does not pose it an arbitrary multiplicity as an ultimate fact, such a situation can
only maintain itself over the long-run in cultural spheres that are free from burden of decision
making.

In general, where decisions are must be made, where legitimacy is demanded and where
responsibility must be assigned, procedures must be worked out and criteria must be agreed
upon at least to the degree that better solutions can be distinguished from worse, such an influx
of practical knowledge is constantly revisable.

So, this is the point where they make a distinction between the postmodernist position and
reflexive modernity, when the postmodern position any they would say that any basis any
agreeable basis for a position or a decision is impossible, they talk about a kind of a complete
arbitrariness which reflects the modernist do not agree.
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Dissolving Funebassentad Disinetions

This topic relates mainly % the cogitive aspects of the side-effect theorem
Certain scientific and techaical developments can - apcerding o the
Irypothesis - create a sitation in which seme of the fundamental distine
fiors of medem saciety no losger hold true. But this cas happen mt snly
through the seosnd-arder peecess of reflection described above. bat also
through side-effects of technical inoovation that blur reality, This is

especially clear in the czse of the baundary hetween patiseand socirty (L
#ed Baschen, 2001), This divisisn came into being in & specific farm with

modern sochety and wis for a leag tme 3 comstitutive part of its nstinational
teder. So Jeag as It was chear that there was 2 sphere of reallty that was
‘mtural’, and which could be distinguished fom everything social and
culteral. it limited the extent t which certain sacial amangements had o

Now, another section, where Beck talks about is this dissolving fundamental distinctions, a
host of fundamental distinction, again this point will come up when we discuss his argument
about risk society, the distinction between individual and collective, the public and private, the
nature and culture.

So, these things are the one which are the cornerstones of modern social theory. So, now, the
argument that puts that, Beck puts forward is that these it is not that these boundaries are
becoming invisible or these boundaries are simply dissolving, he does not say that.

But he says that there is a multiplicity of such boundaries, we still work with these boundaries,
but there are multiple proliferation of such boundaries and once you have a proliferation of
boundaries, then you get much more latitude, you get much more opportunity and freedom and
to manual around in this whole situation, you can fix the kind of boundary as you want and this
is again something distinctly different from the kind of a postmodernist positions. He talks
about the relation, the boundary between nature and society.

So, this division came into being in specific form with the modern society and was for a long-
time constitutive part of the institutional order. So, long as it was clear that there is a sphere of
reality that was natural in which could be distinguished from everything from social and
cultural, it is limited to the extent to which certain social arrangements had to...
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answer for thereselves. Anyehing considesed natural was relieved from the
need to Justify itsell. It was seli-hegitimating. Bot this ontological division
can 1o Jenger malntaln eelf n the light of sew technological developments
All institutions and systors of action that functicaally tase themselves on
natural’ definitions like that between life and deash. beeween health and
shckness, or between risk and dasger have been brought into difficulty by
the growth of what Braso Latour has called ‘ybrids” (Lateur. 2001). Ose
reasan if i unlikely there will ever be a comglete overthrow of the distine
tion between natere and society (2s has been postulated asd celebrated by
some representatives of postmodernism) Is precisely because it would
destroy the abibity of such institutions to function The thoory of reflexive
¢ medemization starts from the mare realistic assustption that there will be
pluralizatiss--neteral definitions, aed thus of the fictisnal pictures of
nature that each implies
It resmakes 10 be [mvestigated whether other fundamental distinctions
are alfected by forms of meta-change that are independest of the peecess of
double reflection described abave. One key question that remains o be
taken up is whether the distinction between gainful employment and other
fiorms:of activity Is beghening to blur In Gvour of an extension and plural-

answer for themselves, anything considered natural was relieved from the need to justify itself
and we know that this how this term natural has been used, maybe one of the sites, where this
term natural has been used, was in terms in terms of this questions related to sexuality. So,
homosexuality was penalized in India during the colonial time and even after that, because it
was seen as unnatural, it was seen as an unnatural sexual act.

So, this so, anything that is unnatural was seen as something negative, something bad which
needs to be discouraged. Some even needs to be some kind of a punished. So, Beck argues that
we have not traversed much further into dissolving this distinction between what is natural and
what is cultural.

So, now we know that there something that we consider as natural, there is even the sphere of
nature in which we thought that are clearly beyond the purview of human beings are now being
encroached upon, when we are talking about the genetic engineering, when we are talking
about, the recent advancements in in microbiology or artificial intelligence, we are actually
encroaching, we are actually moving into the realms which once were considered to be the
realm of the nature.

If you can create a child with genetic engineering with a particular set of dispositions with the
guarantee that the child will be free from certain kinds of genetic disorders, then definitely we
are moving into that kind of era. The theory of reflexive modernization starts from the more
realistic assumption that there will be pluralization of natural definitions and that this the
fictional picture of nature that it implies.
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are affected by forms of meta-change that are independeat of the precess of ()
donbie reflection described abave, One key question fhat remales to be e
taken up is whether the distinction between gainful employment and other
forms of activity is begimaing to blur in Gvour of an extensicn and plural-
eation of what nm% ven the key rele that gaioful employment
plays in modern saciety, this Weuld have uukspnad ramificatioes. Annther

impectant boundary that awalts investigation is that between public and
private, which appears 1o be blurring under the Influence of new means of
commynication and to be lesing ies ability to orient people. A similar
meltisg of the distinction betweean glebal and local fexpressed in the biera
ture by the term ‘glocal’) has also been the subject of wveral empiricad and
theoretical imvestigations. Other camdidates for fundamental distinctions of
Independent inportance that are beginning tn blur are the distinctions
besween market and Merarchy (Dol ef al, 2001), fiction and reality. the
distinction hetween any ghea soclodogical We and the Others that are &
structuring abseace (Beck-Gernsheim, 1999), life and death, s, Last but
not least, war and peace (Beck, 2001h; Kalder, 1969).

To Wlustrate this again bn refation 1o the world after 11 September
2001: oy, instead of an cidber-or, we face # this-as-well-as-that world:
national security i no bager natienal security: foreign and demestic pelicy,
national security and imernational cooperatiom are now inerlecked. Not
only have the walls between Inside and cutside, military and pofice. seond

Another example that he gives is the whole question of gainful employment and other form of
activities beginning to blur in favour of an extension and pluralization of what counts as work.
Another example that he gives is that the whole argument that our conventional understanding
of work at starting at nine and ending at five is under is undergoing significant change. So, he
has a very interesting argument about how these boundaries are becoming more and more fluid.
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fo fsemulate some anabytic test crferia. These will fint be up';nrlnd in (.)
general terms, and then applied to the example of subjectivity in order 1o e
bring out some impications and make them mare omcrele

Gooeral Criteria

The Muliplicity of Bounchiries o of Attenpts fo Draw Boundaries!.  An
operational definition of reflexive modemization is that the boundaries
hetween soclal spheres are multiphied. This Is alss true for the boundaries
beowven society and nature, between knowledge and supersiition, between
life and death ‘and between Us and the Others. Each of these boundaries
&mmphua}mu‘ And this entails thres thipgs:

1. Boundarles cease 1 be glven and kstead beosme chokes. Drawing
boundaries becimes optional

2. Sirenitaneows with that, there is 2 mubtiplication of the plausible ways in
which bowdartes can be drawn, as well as the ways in which they cn
be brought Into doubt; and

3. The existence of muleiple boundartes clanges vot osly the ollectivity
defined by them but the miture of bowsdaries themsehes. They become
ot bounddiries s much as a variety of attempes (o draw boendaries. In
2 similar masner, berder conflicts are transfoemed Into conflicts over the
drrwieg of berders

Now, a kind of a summary of this test criterion for the presence of reflexive modernization, the
general criteria the multiplicity of boundaries or attempts to draw boundaries, an operational
definition of reflexive modernization is that the boundaries between social spheres are
multiplied, this is also true for the boundaries between society and nature, between knowledge
and superstition between life and death and between us and the others. Each of these boundaries
become pluralized and this entails three things.

(Refer Slide Time: 17:09)



hetwoen soclal spheses are multiptied. This §s alss true foe the boundaries ()
between society and nature, between knowledge and superstition. between weTO
lifee and death and between Us and the Others. Each of these houndaries

becomes pluralioed Arnd this entails thres things:

1. Boundarkes cease o be ghven and imstead becsme chokes. Drawing
boundaries aptianal

2. Simaltaneos with Tl e & 2 multiplication of the plausible ways in
which bowsdartes can be drawn, as well as the ways in which they can
be brought info doubt; and

3. The existonce of multiple boundaries changes mt oaly the collectivity
defined by them but the mature of bowsdaries themsehves. They become
ot boundaries s much as 2 vartety of attempes to draw bosndaries. fn
2 similar mamner, beeder conficts are transfoemed into conflicts over the
draning of beeders

To sum that all up In aneeher way: the moee boundartes Increase, the easier
I8 becomes 10 draw new ones

The Pressure fo Deaw Contextwally Determived Boundaries  \While

Boundaries cease to be given and instead becomes choices, drawing boundaries become
optional. Simultaneously that there is a multiplication of the plausible ways in which
boundaries can be drawn, as such the ways in which they can be brought into doubt and the
existence of multiple boundaries exchange not only the collectivity defined by them, but the
nature of boundaries themselves. So, this point that we discussed earlier.
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To sum that all up in another way: the more boundaries increase. the easier
it becomes to draw new ones.

The Pressure to Deaw Confextually Determined Boundarjes  While
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postmodernisa celebrates this mltiplication and opening up of bowsdaries,
redlexive modernization posits that every individual and institutional
deciston presuppeses that beundarles have somebow been draws on 2
practical basis. Things have bees inchuded or excluded and 2 line drawn
between them. [ reflexive modern society, however. there is not a lmited
ammay of already avadlable options. Instead. the boundaries have to be created

While post modernism celebrates the multiplication and opening up of boundaries, reflexive
modernization posits that every individual and institutional decision presupposes those
boundaries have somehow been redrawn on a practical basis. So, this is the distinction that
again, he makes between post modernism and reflexive modernism.
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with uncertainty and insecerity can be incorporated into an institetional
jearning peocess,

Beyonnd Cortarlnty: The Multjplying of Ratiomaiities. Anther rason that
bomdaries become harder % maintain is that the multiplication of valid
means of pustification leads to a multiplication of clabms to knowledge, The
hosndaries of keowledge - that is. e boundaries between scientific and
unscientific. between science and politics, and between experts and laymen
~ bave mow heen drawn in several places 2 the same time. So the conclusion
of a dispate over what counts as knowledge can mo leager have the same
fimadity. The most seriking consequence is that the est scleaces po
longee have the defin dis In the first place, scieatists
themselves have pablicized their own disputes sbout fandamental
principles’ And, in the secend place. even when these Is comsenses In a feld,
sclengists from other fields can jump in and contradict the resaltant
conchesions oace (hey enter the public arena Asd then ca top of all this is
the fact that perspectives once considesed (Degitinate have wen recognition
and mpectance.

This could be understood as a pastmodern sltwation. What would make
It 2 redlexive moders sitgation, by ceatrast, is when the concluslon of sech
a debute & reached explicitly, but withou! recomese to the authoriey of scien

1 bnredadin Thoy smsctivnl st ie s fallise Tuon wdom e dos't bovse

-

Second one is the ‘Beyond Certainly: Multiplying of Rationalities’. Again, a summary of what
we discussed so far. Another reason that boundaries become harder to maintain is that the
multiplication of valid means of justification leads to multiplication of claims to knowledge.
So, the monopoly of rationality, monopoly of scientific rationality is seriously compromised.
Alternative rationality is based on say, wisdom based on tradition based on religion, based on
other sorts of indigenous knowledge are equally valid or they are perceived to be equally valid.

The most striking consequence is that the established sciences no longer have the definitive
power to end disputes. In the first place, scientists themselves have publicized their own
disputes about fundamental principles. So, this again, we will discuss we take a piece argument
about world risk society or the whole idea of risk society, we will we will discuss that in detail,
so | am not going into the depth.
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and agrets of advocacy, The debate beging based on the recegnition that (')
srince offers 2 multitude of eptions; that there are controversies amoeg W
scientists as wedl as within the public: and that the problem is how to resolve

all these differences. demacratically, In this new siwation. the foremost

public cask of science i mo knger to silence controversbes, bt rather 1o

erable them, that s, 1o enable different public veices o be heard and 1o

make themsolves count. Or, in other words, 1o esable demecracy (Latour,

2001

Exporting the Unexpectee.  The main vesult of thés shift is that the decisicn-
making peocess becomes domisated by the expectation of unexpected side-
effects. When this goes s far as fo reverse the sequence of decision- makiag
~ when the expecttion of wnexpected consequences peecedes the deciston
ltsell - them, in the langeage of ecomomics, externalities have been
imtersalized. What was once cordoned off from the decisios making prociss
s below the level of significance has now become integral to that process. It
has also become infegrated into the objects of thought, Side-effects become
I practioe mseparable from the sseaning of tnitlal facts. The result fs that
the mome we koow, (he mere our [cts, decisions and objects become
dominated by the snexpected consequeaces that are now 2n integral part of
there. And this means that a inub‘tcllviq'mlmgapu&nsa
growth in consesses. Rather it entalls the opgosite: mare objectivity

Third, the next one is this being the expecting the unexpected. Again, he is bringing back
Koselleck and try to see that, the main result of this shift is that the decision-making process



becomes dominated by the expectation of unexpected side effects, which this goes so far as to
reverse the sequence of decision making, when the expectation of unexpected consequence
precedes the decision itself, then the language of economics externalities have become
internalized.

(Refer Slide Time: 19:34)
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as below the leved of significance has now become Intezral to that peocess. It
hias also become imegrated into the objects of thought, Side-effocts become
In practice imseparable from the meaning of initial facts. The result is that
the more we know, the mece oar facts, decishons and objects becume
dominated by the wsexpecied consequesces that are now an Integral part of
ther. And this means that 2 in objectivity no Joager produces a
growth in consesses. Rather it entails the opposite: mare objectivily
preduces more dissert. In wiler to resulve the chronic disputes that resal
from this reaity. ad boc dectsion making Instinations emesge of necessity in
subgolitical arenas. In sach o situation. there can be no generally
universalizablle sodutions. For ad boc problems, only o hoe solutlons are
suitable.

The Consequdies fov Salectivity: The Birth of the Quast-salet

The arguments sketched sbove apply to a very diverse sef of bowndaries
that are censtinative for both thery and experience, Incloding the bowsd-
arbes between natien-states, the national and the internatiomal, society and
riaturc, between ecommy aad state, efc. In erder % clarify these anguments
et us examine how they apply fo subjectivity (Beck and Back-Gernsheim,
2001)

Scott Lash (2001: ix-x} writes

So, this is mainly because our past offers very little cue about what lies ahead. The past
becomes less effective in equipping us to meet the front, meet the future, the future appears
absolutely unexpected and our actions to tame or to prepare ourselves for that becomes highly,
temporary and insufficient.
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universalizable salutiors. For ad hoc problems, mly ad hec saluties are (')
stitable, WP

The Conseguences fo Suljectivity: The Birth of the Quasi-sutyect

The arguments skelched above apply 1o o very diverse st of boundaries
that are constitutive for both theery and experience, inchuding the beund-
aeies between nation-states, the natiosal and the Itersational, society and
naare, between ccomoryy and state, i, b order o clarify these anpumeats
It us examine how they apply o sebjectivity (Beck and Bock-Gernshelm,
20011

{Scatt Lash (2001: Ix-x) writes

The individual of de fest modemity & reflectve whille that of the second
., medemity s reflesive. The Idea of refective Beloags to the phiksaphy of
' vommcimsness of the fiest mocderrity, And, fo be fir, Habermss way e of
the first to acte this: To reflect & t somebow subsume the abiect ander the
sibiject of bnowledge. Refectiom presumes apedictlc koowledge md
ettty & presumes 2 dulisn,  scientlfc asde b which the sabject s
in one realn, She object of knowkedge in soather: Bock's work frars the sery

D et 1 g o # T WA N Tt BTN

Another major area that he looks into is the consequence of this reflexive modernization on
subjectivity, on the whole question of trying to define who we are, how do we perceive
ourselves? How do we understand ourselves? Can we have a more crystallized understanding



of who we are. So, those kinds of questions and it is very interesting points where he is kind of
quoting Scott Lash, another important sociologist who summarized Beck himself.
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nabure, between ccomormy and stae, céc. bn onder to clarify these arguments
let us examine how they apply fo ssbjectivity (Beck asd Heck {ernsheim
2001

{Scott Lash (2001: be-x) writes

()
4

The (odivideal of e fiest mwodemity &s reflecttve whille that of the secood
modernity (s reflentve. The Idhea of reBective belongs (o the plifleaply of
/ comcnmsess of the fest modernity. And, fo be fair, Habermas was ooe of
the first o nete this To reflect is to somehow subsume (he oblect mnder the
st of haowledge Reflction presumes apedictic haowledge md

certalnty. &t presumes a dualism. a scientifc astude B which the sabject is
in oae realn, the object of koowlodge in anathod® Beck's wark fur the very
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So, this is Scott Lash’s summarization or summary of Beck himself, the individual, the first
modernity is reflective, this is a very important point, | hope will give you some clarity about
what is the distinction between reflexivity and reflectivity. So, usually, we say that sociology
is a reflective science or modernity helps you to be a reflective, ability to think about to reflect
on certain thing and then bring that and then constantly think about certain thing and then bring
that information upon your action, so that you are always in that kind of thinking process.

The individual of the first modernity is reflective, while that of the second modernity is
reflexive, the idea for reflective belonging to the philosophy of consciousness of the first
modernity, and to be fair, Habermas was one of the first to note this, to reflect is to somehow
subsume the object under the subject of knowledge.

So, in order to reflect, you have a subject and then you have a knowledge about it and then you
try to understand that particular thing and then reflect over that, it presumes a dualism, a
scientific attitude in which subject is in one realm, the object of knowledge in another. So, you
keep yourself away and then you try to understand certain things objectively. So, this dualism
was a very important premises of the first modernity,
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stant has pesupposed a critiqee of such objectivist knowdodge, 2 critiqoe of
such dualisms, be they Cartesian or Kantian. Thus the objectivity of stple-
rnordernity indhividualiom bs replaced by the Lusegstionality of keowledge tn the
second modemity. This iotentisecality is again o onstre stage in Rk Sovinty,
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Beck's work from the very start has presupposed a critique of objectivist knowledge, a critique
of such dualism, be they have Cartesian or Kantian. Thus is the objectivity of simple- modernity
individualism is replaced by intentionality of knowledge in the second modernity. This
individuality is again a centre stage of risk society. He is summarizing the risk society now tied
with the ecological problematique
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oow ted up with Ge ecolegical prodlmatiper. Sclence aad Industry for all
their claiees to chijectivity, and 1 being somedon chjective and oufside of the
woekd, are indeed in the warld with thelr own proper imterest-constitated
Imtentionality, The problers here, althoagh it is & the same time its saving
proce, Is ot what s inesded Jeads  the mest exrasnlinary usiniesded
ness, 10 shdeelfects, 0 enintended coosequences

The Cantestan subject of staiple redemity, of Descaetes” Matapdysical Mody
fnisees fs nflective, So s the Kantan subject of determanale judemert. Beck
olien describes doday's non-linear {ndividiual in terms of mot the 1 thisk
therefore o', but fostead in terms of Tam T 1 think. therefoee | am” has
1o ) with rellection. 1 am I buas fooee o de with reflex. Aad Beck elien
Indees! warks froe the contrast of veflex with ‘seflection’, Reflesive by arges
has e to do with refiex than reflection. Refleses are indetermimle, They
are rmmedbate. They do act in anry serse sebsume. Refleves cope with a warld
of speed nd quick decisoe-making. The colenporary isdividual, Beck
never tires of saying, is charactertsed by chokce, where previses groeratinas
had to sech chefces. What Beck ofien amilts 1o sy &5 fhat this ndividual
st choose At mut - as I a sellex - rmake quick decishns. Secnd
modemity individuals bavea't wiffciont nflective distmrn o themeelves 01

The Cartesian subject of simple modernity or Descartes metaphysical medications is reflective.
So, is the Kantian subject of determinate judgment. Beck often describes you know the very or
famous thing ‘I think, therefore, I am’. So, here the ability of | think as entity and then to define
themselves as a thinking entity he says is distinctly that of the modern period and in the
reflective modernity, that is in something simply unavailable or impossible.

Today's nonlinear individual in terms of not the ‘I think therefore 1 am’, but instead in terms of
‘I am, I think therefore’, I am having to do with reflection, ‘I am I’ has more to do with reflex
and beck often indeed work from the contrast of reflects with reflection. Reflexive, he argues



has more to do with reflex then reflection, reflexes are indeterminate. We often talk about the
reflexive action when you, when somebody hits here, your hand moves and that is a reflexive
action that that is not a product of your conscious thinking.

So, the argument of Beck is that in late mortality, everybody is in that permanent state of
reflexivity. So, we do not get enough time or we are rather incapable of thinking and processing
and reflecting over and then taking decision rather the pace of social change or the scenario of
uncertainty is so large that we are forced to resort to these reflexive decisions immediately.
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hoppess now s no neo-buowledge or astl-reason. Indeed fhe reflexive
mochem Indivicaal ts better educated. more knoalodpeable than ever. lastead
the type of knowedge o stabe changies 1 s itvell procarious 2 distiset from
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So what does the distinction besween a Sest modem and a second modern
subijectivity refer 107

Limited Sovereignty and Caleufable Sheedivity,  In first medemn society, the
subject was concelved of In tems of limited soveredgoty and calcalable

{ subjectivity. The fundamental assumpticn was that cetain beundaries wese
" indegendently assigned and bevoad s individsal's control. Such mon
optional boundaries wore theught 1o provide the oty framewurk that made

o

So, what this distinction between first and modernity, second modernity subjectivity refers to?
Limited sovereignty and calculable subjectivity was the first modern feature of first modern
society. In first modern society the subject was conceived of in terms of limited sovereignty
and calculable subjectivity, because you could think of, your sovereignty is limited, because
you are a part of a society, but at the same time, you had a subjectivity which was something
more crystallized.

And at the same time, in the second modernity that is different. The fundamental assumption
was that certain boundaries were independently assigned and beyond and individual’s control
such non-optional boundaries were thought to provide only framework that made...

(Refer Slide Time: 25:05)
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stable Identity and irmldmt:_\ribk These unalterable, taken-for-
granted beundaries wese all on virious esseatiallst pictures of the
weld. Some of these workd plctures based themselves on blalgy Ble sexmal
differences, o difSerences in Q%t disparities inheseut in human
natore. Same were based oo society andcanure, like clags differentials and
differences in family strocture. Some were even based en differences in
technalogical ment, like the differences between industrial and
agricultural ways of life, or between dogrees of imvulvesseat i (rasnatisnal
nesworks.

Undes this scherse, individwals are sepposed o create ther lives by
bullding upan pre-given patterss of eccupation, family, gendes, nelghbour-
hoad and natian Sihlovtivity deselone aithin the haundariss sclanad by

stable identity and individual possible, these unalterable taken for granted boundaries were all
based on various essentialist pictures of the world, some of the world pictures based on
themselves on biology, like sexual differences or difference of skin colour. disparities inherent
in human nature, somewhere based on society and culture like class differentials and
differences in family structures.
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natre. Sorse were based on smummc chgs differentlals and ()
differences in family strocture. Seme were even based on differences in s

technodogical ment, like the differences between industrial and
agricultural ways of life, or betwern degrees of imulvement i trasnatioal
nesurks,

Under thés scheme, Individwals are suppesed to create their lives by
building upon pre-given patterss of sccupation. family, gender. neighbour-
hood and natisu Subjectivity develops within the boundaries assigned by
the ife sinsation accompanying a given sechil pesitien, Transgressions of
these boundardes do ol call them fnto question but rather cunfim them
through being regarded as deviances or exceptices. The inclusion of the
individual i diverse social, institutienal and culteral netwerks does mol as
a rule lead %o contradictions, but rathes tn 2 single, well-defined. unam-
bigwous soclal idessity

A Muliplicsry of Subject Boundries. [n reflexive medeen saciety, sach pee-
given boundaries are undernined and overthrows through the technalegical,
ecomomic, polltical and cultural processes of radicalized modersization. The
end result Is that the subject no loeges Jas firm boundaries, There s instead
a multiplicity of inclusionary and exclushonary practices, and. acceeding to
contest, 2 multiplicity of ways that things are bounded off. The question
‘What woups do | bebng (07 cam no fonges be answered collectively

Under this scheme, individuals were supposed to create their lives by building up pre given
patterns of social occupation family, gender, neighbourhood and nation.
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individwl i diverse sockal, instivationad and culteral netwerks does mt as
a rule Jead %o contradicticns, but rather o a single, wedl-defined. unam
higwous social idestity

A Mudiplicaty of Suiyect Bounceries.  Tnreflexive medem saciety, sech pre-
given houndacies are indermined and everthroma through the technolegical,
ecomomic, political aad cultural processes of radicalized modecszzation The
ened result is that the sabject no lnrgter bas firm boyggaries, There is instead
a multiphicity of inclusignancand exclusioary practices, and, accerding tn
contest, & multiplicity of ways that things are bounded off The question
What groups dy o longes e answered colletively
acoording Jo pre-given secial gallems, bul must instead be asswered
Individually wigh reference to changed prebabdlities and mw sterentypes

Charactertzed thus, the sstwatlon fes the usuad description of ‘post
medem’. What would make it distinctively ‘reflexive modem’ would be (f

1. the multiplicity of subject bossdaries were rengimierd and this recog-
nition led fo instifutional terbuleace fe.y, in the adjudication of ciizen-
ship rights or In the compiling of officlal statistics):

2. the necessity of censtructing fictistal but censequersial subject bound
artes were accepled: and

D« dicbintivem iaee v aomnran bosacsn o de born vadidact and o e Bvcvn vinn

Now that situation he says is now leading to a multiplicity of subject boundaries. In the
reflexive modern societies, such pre given boundaries are undermined and overthrown through
the technological economic and political and cultural process of radical modernization.

So, anything that was crystallized, that would provide you some certain sense of a central
subjectivity, Beck says he is now completely disturbed or scrambled or dismantled in the
second modernity. The end result is that the subject no longer has firm boundaries; there is
instead a multiplicity of inclusionary and exclusionary practices and according to context, a
multiplicity of ways in which, they are bounded off.

The question, what group do | belong? Can no longer be answered collectively according to
pre given social pattern, but must instead be answered individually with the reference to change
probabilities and new stereotypes? Absolutely, you know, that the whole course of who am 1?
It is a very complicated question in the era of second modernity or reflexive modernity.

You cannot be defined or you will not be defined on the basis of your nationality or class or
your caste, you could be born in a particular family, but you can end up as a very, very different
person. In terms of your, for example, in terms of your sexual orientation, in terms of your
orientation towards certain political ideologies, your orientation towards consumption, your
orientation towards environment, a host of things, you could turn out to be very, very different
position.
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medemn’. What would make # distinctively ‘reflexive modem’ would be

1. the multiphicity of subjoct bomsdaries were songmized and this recog:
nition led to institutional turbulesce e.g. in the adjudication of citizen-

ship mrg:‘ymu statlstics);
2. the Iy of constrocting fctional but consequential subjject bound-

arfes were accepled: and

3. 2 distinction were to emenge between a g fure subject and a g facioome.
That s o say, the idea of an acting and deciding subject were preserved
i 2 legal fiction BRI division-making would otherwise be im-
peasible, but al the sanw time the lmpossibility and uneeallty of the
‘soverelgm subject” would be acknewledged as the underlyiag reality,

The Agents of fndiricdualizntion Ae Ao fts Victiws, Reflexive indl-
vidwaltzation fs no leager, s to speak, ‘autistic’. Instead It Is concedved In
terms of metworks and ineraction. And It produces side-effects om many
levels, because what for ome individual is the sversiepping or sverthrowing

Cwmmmat tow 53 sapnct o 2 w20 3 Yot e wvems S 200

So, those are points, he says as the multiplicity of subject boundaries were recognized and this
recognition led to institutional turbulence in the adjudication of citizenship rights and the
compilation of official statistics, we know that now, every state is forced to have a category of
others, male, female, and other.

So, such kind of things are becoming important and the necessity of constructing fictional but
consequential subject boundaries were accepted and the distinction would emerge between a
degenerate subject and a de facto one that is to say, the idea of an acting and deciding subject
were preserved as a legal fiction because decision making would otherwise be impossible.

(Refer Slide Time: 28:06)

cenceptualization The guiding assumptica sust be that the reflexive madern ()
subject conates hes network (and maisains (1), where the simple madern i
subject intrpweds hes neswurk (through pre-given beundaries)
The maltiplicity of sibject boundaries cam also be wadenstosd as the
dissolution or displacenat of the boundartes of individual nspoesibility. If
it is v looger clear what group a persom belongs % e wheee they reside,
cenflicts over resporsibility are inevitable. Procedures that atempt 1o sohve
. these probileans have to grapple with conflicting ules, procedures and back-
© ground Infisrmatien. The Bt that the Hines of responstbility are blurred and
the subject unclearly defined means such peocedures are of necessity
complex. The atsempt to reconcile such contradictory spheses of responsi-
bily can Jead & efhical dilemmsas and 2 collective undecidability in which
cases are decided at best arbierastly. This is exactly the scet of sibsation In
which the first modern ideal of a universal rationality that can successfully
arient itself on the basis of clear priaciples proves itself to be an llbsion.

The Quas-subfet  Against this sew backpoend, the individu cam w0
lnnges be conceived of asa stable and unchangeable subject, bt rather s
‘quasi-subiject’, the result as woll 25 the producer of its setwerks. situation,
location 2nd form. The subject can no longes be conceéved of s master of &s
surromedings within prescribed boundarses, s rational action no Joager
constibutes noe guarantees 4 secure soclal oder Bat paradudcally,

So, all the time, you need a legal idea of a person, but in reality you might come across people
who are very different and constantly at odd with this kind of illegal definition of human being.

(Refer Slide Time: 28:26)
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hiley cam bead 0 ethical difemaas and a collective undacidabillty in which
cases are decided at best arbitrarily. This is exactly the sert of situation in
which the first ssodern idead of a univessal rationality thet cam seccessfully
urfent itsell on the basis of clear principles proves iself fo be an illusion.

The Quart-saboct.  Agalnst this new background. the individual can no
Iugnhe(nuinddnamblnndundthksuhjnbnmhﬂxx

-sublect, the result a5 well a5 the produces of its networks, sitgation.
Tocathen and forve. The subject cam no longer be concelved of 2 master of Its
surrmndings within prescribed bowadaries. [t rational action no hager
constitutes nee gearantees a secure social eeder. But, paradeically, the
individsal remains, and may become more than ever. a fictive decishon-
maker, the author of s wiﬂmy‘m mae careers become
un{,n«lablr. he meee Impartance TS given 1o the Bictive narratlves that
imbue them with meaning, and the moce such biographies become
recopuiaed and expected. They become the bingraphy of the “self-employed
In every serse of the ferm

The Internet Is the obviows example o & de-spatialized messs of
societal Inchushon that has been made possible by techmlogical advance. It
also provides an excellent example of the deuble character of sovesvignty
ad dependency that characterizes lhe reﬂexhv d:)m The sublect comes

with o renctallston that | Ardow It winh

Now, another point is about the Quasi subject, a subject against this new background, the
individual can no longer be conceived as a stable and unchangeable subject, but rather as a
Quasi subject, the result as well as the producer of its network situation, location and form. But
paradoxically, the individual remains and may only be more than ever effective decision maker,
the author of his own self and his biography.

(Refer Slide Time: 28:53)

enable welf-expeession, and resaforce it threugh public recognitien. Both the (')
self and the pablic devedop In tandem T

In this way the tension between rale expectations and rle distance is
replaced by a difflerent dynamic. The subject becomes part of a self-selected
network which allows connection and communication. but abes makes it the
object of the choices and decishons of others. instead of being the planner
and ruler of its own life, gubded by pre-given principhes, the subject ks trass-
focmsed it a constitutive part of 3 context that determines ity subjectivity,
and within which ¥ exercises Joint decision-making power. Quasi-sabjec-
tivity thus describes a situation of socially constravted atonemy that is
understond and experienced as sach.

The ambivalence and contradictory mature of this siteation were well
caplured by Richard Senmett (1938). He summarteed the very different reac-
tians people bave to the new sitwation of fexible employment by pasiting
two differest persanality types, the ‘surfer’ and the ‘drifter’. ‘Surfers’ acoept
as a given that there will be rapld changes of context, 2 fhat they need
0 respond 4o them actively, They try to be actively consclous of chasge as
a means of seering. Suriq:isdumdrlulmatlivﬂvllmmwhl
decisions must and can be made under conditicas of wncertainty. It also
1655 o the idea that everything can be stralghsened oul i the Jong run,

‘Driftess’, by contrast, experience the contingency and mon-continuity
of lifie 2 a Joss and a theval, The multiplicity of subject beundaries appears

The argument is the whole idea that you are the master of your own actions, you are the author
of your own actions, these only appear very, very hollow words, you realize that you are
becoming increasingly incapable of taking your own decisions. So, the whole idea of agency,
the whole idea of agency becomes problematic. So, he gives the example of from a surfer and
a drifter, the surfer as in the case of first modernity and drifter in the case of a second modernity,
just read it.

(Refer Slide Time: 29:30)



decisiveness and too litthe can lead o pathologles. The fist can lead 1o an (')
overburdening of the decisica-making process, o o an illusicn of control T
where it does not i fact exist. The latter results in apathy. And bath can

be reinforced foom small beginnings thrgugh repeated experience,

Periodization a5 a Hearistic Device

Againet this background, it is pessible to clarify the distinction between first
modern and second modern saciely. Once again, the gnal of this division Is
1 1o Intreduce a problematic new evoletisnary perledization accerding o
which ene era comes abruptly o 22 end aad a new one begins, 1t &s mt as
U, al aoe pelat In thme, alf the old sacial relationships a and are

replaced by beand new ones. The purpose of distinguishing between first
and second moders soclety & methodelngical and peagratic. Tn the first
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Beck Boves & Lo - The Thesey of Reflexive Modemization 27

And the second next one is periodization of a heuristic as a heuristic device; there is a, summary
that is given.
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Table 2 Consequences for Subjectivity
Simgle, or Reflexive, or  Postmedern
fist madern  second medern  society
tariety society
Imtitwtiona) and  » Clearly asigned » Muldplicity of  » Muiplicity of
Sl gl i
Soundries stbject . mdares
bosndaries
defnisgall  » Recogeition of & Necessity for the
Tc» of wcial  the maltiplicty  sabjoctive
life, inchudimg s of subiject deaning of
Instinstioed, boandaries toundaries net
(Ml and recogelaed

. -
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Nimple, or KelSexive, or Fostmadern | ')
first moders second modern  seciety

soriety sotiely

Towttriosl and ¢ Cleary assigned o Multplicity of  « Mltipiciyof

sulyre? ad infispatable  possible subject  peasible subject
Nndarior sabject boundaras Sourdaries
boundaries
defining o o Recoguitien ol o Necessity for the
aspocts of social (e mmltiphicty  subective
life, including its  of subject drawing of
institimal, boundares bouradaries pot

culbarsl and trengaised
techeical wspects s A necessity for
the subjective o Beloslage

o L mjedoies  draming of neatality. 3
steered withia boundaries, and  pluralized
the Dlmrits set by thele recogaltion  defoundations}
ezt subject 2 pesitive tdng sehjectivity
boundaries fctiony
o Institetional,
cellective s
individual

Afficuttes

And maybe this, these two tables, there is one more table one, which might help you to
understand it simple or fast modern society, reflexive or second modern society and
postmodern society. So, these tables will help you institutional and subject boundaries. They
were clearly assigned and indisputable subject boundaries, defining all aspects of social life,
including its institutional, cultural and technical aspects, here whether it is multiplicity both
same recognition of the multiplicity are subject boundaries necessity, here necessity for the
subjective drawing of boundaries not recognized.

So, the kind of difference between postmodernist and reflective modernity positions are given
here. So, | think I will conclude here, you might have found this slightly difficult, but it is, |
spent so much time on this because it is something important, maybe as a very important
example of the sociological theorization against the postmodernist positions.

As you know, represented by a host of thinkers. So, read it again and if there are doubts or
clarifications, you could always get in touch with me during either a live session or through the
internet or emails or other things. So, see you in the next class and thank you.



