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1. Introduction 

Critical discourse analysis is a tool that serves to analyze how ideology is transmitted through 

language. It allows us to study language use from a social perspective, and observe the 

mechanisms that are used to maintain the status quo. This paper’s aim is to give an overview 

of the main currents and ideas of critical discourse analysis, and afterwards use its 

methodology to analyze written texts dealing with the Korean conflict in the Anglo-American 

written press. 

The Korean conflict is a political and military struggle that extends from the end of 

the Second World War (1945) to our days, although the roots of the conflict go back to the 

end of the nineteenth century. To give a more nuanced account of this issue, the second 

segment of the paper is devoted to contextualizing the last 150 years of the Korean 

peninsula’s history, from the last years of the Joseon Dynasty to the present day. 

Whilst the Korean War is known in the United States as ‘the Forgotten War’, the 

conflict has marked the life of Koreans for several generations. Recent developments have 

made the conflict one of the most talked about international topics in the press. Since the 

election of Donald Trump as president of the United States and all throughout 2017, the West 

has been shaken up with North Korea’s threats of using their military power, and tensions 

kept rising as Kim Jong Un and Donald Trump traded inflammatory rhetoric. But after Moon 

Jae In, a more liberal candidate than his predecessors, won the elections to the South Korean 

presidency, there was a change in strategy. Moon defended engagement with North Korea 

over confrontation, and partly thanks to his efforts the tide changed at the beginning of the 

present year, when the two Koreas started talking about collaborating during the Olympics. 

The change of government in South Korea has directly impacted the relations of North and 

South, but the United States’ stance has been ambivalent. Whilst Trump has engaged in 

threats and insults with the North Korean government, the president of the United States 

seems to be more willing to cooperate with North Korea than his predecessors. Because he 

does not come from a traditional political career, his attitude could open up new paths of 

communication with the North Koreans. Even so, many worry about his volatile personality 

and militaristic rhetoric, which could endanger the peace talks. The United States cooperation 

is vital for the end of the Korean War, since the truce after the 1953 armistice was signed by 

North Korea, China, and the United States; South Korea did not sign, for their leader opposed 

any truce that left the peninsula divided. Thus, the Korean conflict is not only a local, civil 

war, but an extension of the Cold War climate that has lasted into our days. 
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The Korean conflict is relevant not only because of the recent developments and its 

current popularity in the media, but because of the way the western press portrays it. When 

dealing with issues such as this particular one, words go beyond the textual and enter into the 

political and social realms. Critical discourse analysis gives us a tool to go beyond the textual 

and explore the ideology that mediates the representation of the conflict and of the key 

players. As it has happened with past conflicts, media can either serve as a tool to justify and 

support a war, or as a means to denounce it. 

In this dissertation, I aim to analyze the ways in which North Korea and the Korean 

conflict are portrayed in two English-language online newspapers, hoping to find any 

recurring patterns. Using the theoretical background of critical discourse analysis, I look to 

identify some of the linguistic strategies that mass media uses to represents the Korean 

conflict, as well as ascertain whether there may be any motivations behind these linguistic 

choices. 

The text is organized as follows: Firstly, section two is an introduction to the recent 

history of the Korean peninsula, from the end of the nineteenth century to our days. The 

purpose of this segment is to contextualize the situation from a historical perspective, 

following the ideas of the Discourse-Historical Approach to critical discourse analysis, a 

method of analysis that stands out for its focus on context. Afterwards, section three will give 

an overview of the main currents and ideas of critical discourse analysis, as well as those that 

are specifically relevant for this paper, that is, media studies and studies of racism through 

critical discourse analysis. Section three is again divided into six segments, which give an 

account of the particularities of critical discourse analysis, its history and its methodology. 

Segment four of part three also expands on the three main approaches to critical discourse 

analysis, the Dialectic Approach, the Socio-cognitive Model and the Discourse-Historical 

Approach.   

After presenting the theoretical background, section four will consist of the case 

study, an analysis of written media texts that deal with the Korean conflict in two English-

language online newspapers, following the methodology of critical discourse analysis 

explained in section three. I have chosen two online newspapers both because of their impact 

and because of practicality reasons. Firstly, The Guardian and USA TODAY are well 

established online newspapers with a wide following, in the United Kingdom and the United 

States, respectively. Secondly, they both can be accessed online without having to pay 

subscription fees, making the data easier to access. Lastly, it is worth mentioning the impact 
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of online press in the current climate of “fake news”, in which social media serves as a means 

of spreading information quickly. 

The case study focuses around three main points: war lexis, othering, and the 

representation of the different agents of conflict. War lexis, the first part of the analysis, 

studies the construction of metaphors related to war through three expressions: “war of 

words”, “charm offensive” and “war games”. The metaphors they construct, are WORDS 

ARE WARFARE, DIPLOMACY IS WAR and WAR IS GAME, respectively. The section 

on othering deals with the representation of the North Koreans (and all Koreans by extension) 

as “other”, describing their attitudes as “mysterious”, “odd”, or “irrational”, which could 

ultimately lead to their dehumanization. This section also focuses on the representation of 

Kim Yo-jong, a North Korean politician and Kim Jong Un’s younger sister, and how the 

ways in which the media portrays her help perpetuate both sexist and racists assumptions. 

The last part of the analysis focuses on the use of four words: attack, defend, warn and threat. 

This section seeks to find whether there are any patterns in the choice of subjects and objects 

of the verbs attack, defend, warn and threat, as well as any patterns behind the semantic 

choices between ‘warn’ and ‘threat’. 

Lastly, section five of the dissertation are the conclusions, in which a synthesis of the 

main ideas of the analysis is given, as well as an overview of the most relevant findings of the 

paper. 

On The Language of the Third Reich, a book considered to be a precursor of critical 

discourse analysis, Victor Klemperer, a Jewish scholar that lived in and survived Nazi 

Germany, writes the following about language:  
Language does not simply write and think for me, it also increasingly dictates my feelings and 
governs my entire spiritual being the more unquestioningly and unconsciously I abandon myself to 
it. And what happens if the cultivated language is made up of poisonous elements or has been 
made the bearer of poisons? Words can be like tiny doses of arsenic: they are swallowed 
unnoticed, appear to have no effect, and then after a little time the toxic reaction sets in after all 
(Klemperer 2013: 15). 

The language the media uses when talking about political conflicts may condition the 

way the readers cognize the world, construing a positive or negative image of different 

subjects, which will penetrate into the subconscious without our realizing, and affect the way 

we feel about other humans and their plight. 
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2. Historical context 

2.1. The road that led to the Korean War 

To fully comprehend the Korean conflict, the war, and its lasting impact in both Korea’s 

societies, we need to go back to the end of the nineteenth century, when Korea was under the 

rule of the Yi Dynasty, in what is known as the Joseon Era. The Yi Dynasty ruled Joseon 

(modern day North and South Korea) for 500 years, from 1392 until 1910 (Britannica 2014); 

and by the end of the nineteenth century, foreign powers were battling the local government 

for dominance of the peninsula.  

The Korean peninsula has a geopolitically strategic location between China, Japan 

and Russia, which over the course of its history has led to many invasions of the land by 

foreign powers (Tiku 2008: 195). At the end of the nineteenth century several countries had 

their eyes on Korea: through naval warfare, France, the United States and Japan pressured the 

Yi Dynasty to open up. Ultimately, in 1876, the Japanese Empire succeeded in making 

Joseon sign the Ganghwa Treaty, which stablished commercial relations between the two 

countries, an association that favored Japan (Kang 2006: 452). Under Japanese coercion, 

Joseon changed its name to Imperial Korea in 1879 (Information Service “Fall”).  

The Sino-Japanese war in 1894 and the Russo-Japanese war in 1904 concluded with 

the victory of the Japanese Empire (Tiku 2008: 195), which kept on expanding its power over 

North East Asia, including the Korean peninsula (Information Service “Fall”). 

In 1910, Japan finally annexed Korea, after Emperor Sunjong of Korea signed the 

Treaty of Annexation (Lee et al. 2017; “Treaty”), and Imperial Korea became a colony of the 

Japanese Empire (Information Service “Fall”). 

2.1.1. Japanese colonial rule (1910-1945) 

The Japanese colonial rule of Korea lasted from 1910 until the end of World War II. During 

this period, Korean culture was suppressed and the Korean language banned. Koreans were 

even forced to change their names to Japanese style ones (Information Service 

“Independence”). 

The country’s resources were exploited by the Japanese, and their men and women 

forced to relocate to other parts of the Empire, to serve as soldiers and forced laborers 

(Information Service “Independence”). Korean women in particular suffered during the 
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colonial period, as many were victims of forced prostitution (Varga 2009). The struggle of 

these ladies, known as “comfort women”, is still a source of conflict between Korea and 

Japan to this date (Akaha 2008). 

The colonial period saw the rise of several independence movements (Information 

Service “Independence”), which would set the stage for the division of powers and the 

conflicting local forces in the Korean conflict (Hickey 1999: 5). 

2.1.2. The division of Korea 

After the defeat of the Japanese Empire and the end of World War II, the Soviet Union and 

the United States were deployed north and south of the 38th parallel, respectively 

(Information Service “Independence”). The 38th parallel was an arbitrary division that was 

intended as temporary (Armstrong 2005), proposed by the government of the United States 

(Tiku 2008: 196). 

The US government and the Soviet Union could not agree on who should lead the 

provisional Korean government. The US considered leaving the country, whose economic 

conditions were quickly deteriorating, but feared the growth of communist power in China 

(Matray 2007).  

From August 1945 to August 1948, the South of Korea was under the rule of the 

United States of America Military Government in Korea, or USAMGK, which instead of 

punishing Japanese collaborators, recruited them to govern the newly liberated Korea. The 

USAMGK was initially destined to occupy Okinawa, but it was suddenly directed to Korea 

without any real knowledge of the country. Korea was not considered an independent state, 

but a colony of Japan.1 These Japanese collaborators once again undertook violent repression 

of any political opposition, especially as the conflict between the Soviet Union escalated, and 

anti-communism became a political tool in the South (Shin 2017). 

In the north, the Soviet Union sponsored self-government and social and economic 

reforms (Cumings qtd. in Matray 2007), although some, like Van Ree, consider the USSR 

was plotting to establish a Stalinist satellite state (qtd. in Matray 2007). 

In 1947, the Truman administration decided to stop cooperating with the Soviet Union 

and sought to establish a US backed South Korean government, seeking legitimacy from the 

UN (Matray 2007). In May 1948, general elections were held in South Korea under the 

                                                
1  For a more detailed explanation of the occupation of the Korean Peninsula at the end of War World II by US Troops see: 
Shin, Kwang-Yeong. “The Trajectory of Anti-Communism in South Korea.” Asian Journal of German and European 
Studies, vol. 2, no. 1, Feb. 2017, pp. 1-4., doi:10.1186/s40856-017-0015-4.  
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support of the United States and the UN, whilst the northern part of the peninsula refused to 

participate in UN held elections (Tiku 2008: 197). Syngman Rhee, a US backed Korean 

nationalist who had been the leader of the Korean Provisional Government in exile 

(Britannica “Rhee” 2018), became the first elected president of the Republic of Korea (Tiku 

2008: 197). 

In the north of the country, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea was 

established in October 1948, backed by the Soviet Union, under the rule of Kim Il Sung2, a 

former anti-Japanese guerrilla fighter. Both governments saw themselves as the legitimate 

rulers of Korea (Tiku 2008: 197).  

According to Matray, the situation in the north was initially better than in the south of 

the country: 

While President Syngman Rhee created a repressive, dictatorial, and anti-communist regime in the 
south, Kim Il Sung followed the Soviet model for political, economic, and social development in 
the north. These events magnified the need for the United States to withdraw, since Stalin, acting 
on a North Korean request, announced that Soviet troops would pull out of the north by the end of 
1948. Despite plans to leave the south before 1949, Truman delayed military withdrawal until June 
29, 1949 in response to a major uprising against the Rhee government in October 1948 (2007). 

By the end of 1949, most foreign troops had left the peninsula (Tiku 2008: 197). 

2.2. The war (1950-1953) 

The Korean War started on the 25th of June 1950 (Millett 2018), after North Korea had 

secured the Soviet support of an invasion of the South (Matray 2007). According to current 

North Korean sources, the war started “[o]wing to the US armed invasion” (Korean 

Friendship Association 2011). Whilst past historiography believed that it was North Korea 

who initiated the conflict, it is now acknowledged that South Korea’s President Rhee sought 

to unify the country by military means, and the South initiated most of the border clashes 

between the two countries, starting during the summer of 1948, and therefore the two Koreas 

were already “waging a civil conflict” before North Korea’s attack in June 1950 (Matray 

2007). 

Initially, North Korea believed that the military reunification of the country would be 

quick and easy, due to the support of southern guerrillas and a predicted uprising against the 

Rhee government.  Kim Il Sung travelled to Moscow and Beijing to garner support from the 

                                                
2 According to Korean naming conventions, the family name precedes the given name, so this is the order I will use, with the 
exception of names that have a distinct westernized form, such as Syngman Rhee. 
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Soviets and the Chinese, who, fearing US retaliation, were at first unwilling to support 

military intervention, but ultimately reluctantly agreed (Matray 2007). 

After the initial North Korean invasion, on the 30th of June, 1950, President Truman 

sent US ground troops to Korea, for it was feared that without them South Korea would be 

conquered by the communists. Fifteen nations fought on South Korea’s side, but almost all of 

the manpower and military resources were from the US and South Korea (Matray 2007). 

China joined the war on the North’s side at the end of 1950, after the US crossed the 

38th parallel. The US believed the Chinese would not join the war, and launched their “Home 

by Christmas Offensive” in October 1950. Two days later, Chinese forces counterattacked 

and made US troops retreat. After Chinese intervention, the objective of the USA changed 

from controlling the whole peninsula to restoring the antebellum status quo (Matray 2007).  

Truce talks opened after the Soviets advocated for a ceasefire in June 1951. After ten 

months of negotiation, the talks reached a stalemate regarding the repatriation of prisoners of 

war (Matray 2007). 

By the start of 1953, both Washington and Beijing wanted an armistice. Pyongyang 

had favored one from even earlier on, whilst Soviet leadership sought a conciliatory approach 

to the Cold War after Stalin’s death. Only Rhee opposed an armistice that left Korea divided, 

but he finally accepted the truce after Eisenhower promised financial aid and a mutual 

security pact (Matray 2007). 

During the armed conflict, which lasted until the 27th of July 1953, at least 2.5 

million people lost their lives (Millett 2018): over two million Koreans, 33,000 Americans, 

and 152,000 Chinese (Matray 2007). Representatives of the United States, North Korea and 

China signed an armistice. Even though President Rhee accepted the truce, South Korea did 

not sign (Tiku 2008: 198). To this date, a peace treaty between the countries that took part on 

the conflict has not yet been signed. 

2.3. From the end of the war to our days 

The war devastated both north and south. On top of the loss of lives and the dislocation of 

millions of Koreans, large regions of the country were destroyed, including the capitals of 

Pyongyang and Seoul (Tiku 2008: 198). 
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2.3.1. South Korea: from military dictatorships to democratization 

From its creation in 1948 until the late 1980s, the South Korean political system was highly 

authoritarian, especially in the period of military rule between 1961 and 1988 (Armstrong 

2005: 3).  

During the course of the war, the Rhee government had become increasingly 

dictatorial and corrupt, and political opposition was violently suppressed. After the public 

found out that the ruling party had rigged votes in the 1960 presidential elections, massive 

protests broke out. The protests turned into a popular revolt which forced Rhee to step down 

from his position. The constitution was revised and general elections were held, but the new 

Republic did not last long (Tiku 2008: 198-9). 

In May 1961, General Park Chung-hee seized power in a coup d’état. After two years 

of military rule, Park was elected President, and set up a 5-year economic development plan. 

The results of this plan brought about what is known as the “Miracle of the Han river”: South 

Korea turned from an impoverished agricultural society into an industrial powerhouse 

(Information Service “Transition”). South Korea’s rise from the ashes of war to being one of 

the leading economies in Asia has few parallels (Armstrong 2005: 3), but the prize paid for 

this economic growth was steep: the Korean people had to suffer many years of violent 

repression and massacres at the hands of its government. 

In 1979, Park was assassinated, and General Chun Doo-hwan took control of the 

country after another coup d’état (Tiku 2008: 202). Chun’s government, too, was oppressive 

and violent. One of his government's most infamous acts was the crackdown on the Gwangju 

Democratization Movement, a massacre in which hundreds of civilians protesting against 

Chun’s coup were brutally killed by military troops (Tiku 2008: 203). 

Chun’s rule ended in 1987 with a peaceful transfer of power, after popular movements 

against his rule spread across the country. The constitution was revised once again, and after 

the elections, Roh Tae-woo, Chun’s military colleague, became the first president of the new 

Republic (Tiku 2008: 203). 

In the last decade of the 20th century, South Korea became a democracy after many 

years of dictatorial rule, but the plight of the nation was not over yet. Most of its democratic 

governments have been investigated for corruption, and in 2016, massive peaceful protests 

against the corrupt government of President Park Geun-hye, daughter of the late Park Chung-

hee, broke out across the country, in what is known as the Candlelight Revolution (Park 
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2017). Park was finally impeached in March 2017 (Choe 2017), and Moon Jae-in, a more 

liberal president, won the elections, marking a shift in relations with the North. 

2.3.2. North Korea: from collectivization to worldwide enmity 

After the war, Pyongyang undertook a highly nationalistic program of “self-reliance” 

(Armstrong 2005: 2), and for the first 20 years of the new country’s history, the efforts paid 

off: until the 1970’s, North Korea’s economy was ahead of that of South Korea’s (Armstrong 

2005: 3). However, as external aid declined, and population and military expenditure grew, 

the country’s economic growth was stalled from the 1970’s onwards (Lee and Yu 2018). 

In 1994, after Kim Il Sung’s death, his son Kim Jong Il succeeded him, consolidating 

his power over several years. During his regime a guideline of “military first politics” was 

adopted (Lee and Hahn 2018).  

In 1996, North Korea suffered a famine that killed hundreds of thousands of people. A 

series of natural disasters, coupled with the fall of the Soviet Union at the beginning of the 

decade, which had left the North Koreans with no international support, led to a dire situation 

in the country, known as the “arduous march” (Lee and Hahn 2018). 

The country’s situation improved on the first years of the 21st century, partly because 

of the North’s change towards more open trading policies. However, in 2009 the economy 

suffered a setback after a currency reform devalued won to 1 percent of its former value (Lee 

and Hahn 2018). 

After the death of Kim Jong Il in 2011, his youngest son Kim Jong Un became the 

leader of the country (BBC News 2018). The new ruler sought to present a friendlier public 

image than that of his father, but his political stance did not bring about an expected change 

for the country (Lee and Lew 2018). Since the younger Kim took power, the stance of North 

Korea in worldwide politics has been tense, but the change in South Korean politics at the 

beginning of 2018 has marked a shift in the DPRK’s behavior.  

2.3.3. Relations between the two Koreas and the US 

Since the end of the war, relationships between the two Koreas have been tense. In the South, 

anticommunism and national security laws prohibit South Korean citizens from speaking 

positively about North Korea (Shin 2017). As for the North, hatred of the United States is 

deeply rooted on the state’s propaganda, and South Koreans are seen as “imperialist 

puppets”. 
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However, there have been approaches between the two countries over the years. 

During the 90s, the South Korean government sent humanitarian aid to North Korea to 

alleviate the damage of the famine. The countries have also held reunions of families 

separated by the war, and there have been mutual economic projects such as the joint plant at 

Kaesong. 

Nonetheless, there are many points of conflict between the two governments. North 

Korea opposes the presence of US forces in the South, and often reacts negatively when the 

South Korean and the US army embark in war games. It should be noted that North Koreans 

are not the only ones who oppose US military presence in the peninsula, some sectors of the 

South are also against the presence of US forces in their land and critical of the 

consequences, such as the spread of camp prostitution or the impact of the THAAD missile 

system in the health of the locals. 

Defectors are also a point of conflict between North and South. Over the years, almost 

30,000 North Koreans have crossed the border into China and moved to South Korea (Haas 

“Forever” 2018). Some want to go back to the north, whilst others even claim to have been 

kidnapped. Many others make a living making fun of the north in South Korean television or 

selling the story of their plight, but the majority of them just struggle to adapt to a society that 

shuns them for being from the North. 

2.4. Recent developments 

2017 was a year that saw a great rise in tensions between the government of the DPRK and 

that of the United States. Threats between the leaders of the two countries created a tense 

climax and an international fear of nuclear war.  

However, the first day of 2018 already brought a change, with Kim Jong Un’s 

overture in his New Year’s speech, and Moon Jae In’s invitation to North Korea to take part 

on the Olympics. This change of tide culminated in two events this spring: a meeting between 

the leaders of the Koreas and a meeting between Kim Jong Un and Donald Trump.  

The Declaration of Panmunjom, signed by the leaders of North and South Korea on a 

town located on the border between both countries, had both a great symbolic charge and 

reopened paths of collaboration between North and South. 

Lastly, The North Korean - US Summit took place in Singapore this June. Even 

though not many expected the summit to take place or to have a positive outcome, Donald 
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Trump and Kim Jong Un signed a document and ended the meeting on a positive note. As I 

write, there is hope that the Koreans will be able to sign a peace treaty soon.  

3. Theoretical background 

3.1. Discourse Analysis and Critical Discourse Analysis 

Before we delve into critical discourse analysis, its definitions and main approaches, we need 

to look at its core meaning. There are numerous definitions of discourse analysis. Both the 

terms “discourse” and “discourse analysis” have different meanings depending on the 

scholars and the field of study. For some linguists, “discourse” is defined as “anything 

beyond the sentence level”, whilst for others it is the study of language in use (Gee 2011: 

xiii); (Fasold qtd. in Tannen et al. 2015: 1). The power of discourse is to create new meanings 

through the relationships between sentences (Tannen et al. 2015: 7). However, for critical 

theorists, “discourse”, used in examples such as “discourses of power” or “discourses of 

racism”, denotes a combination of social practices, both linguistic and non-linguistic, that 

reinforce systems of thought (Tannen et al. 2015: 1). Critical analysts Kress & Van Leeuwen, 

as many of their peers, define discourse as “a socially constructed knowledge of (some part 

of) reality”, developed in specific social contexts (Sancho 2007: 33-34). From these 

definitions we can gather that discourse analysis is the study of language in use, above the 

sentence level, and sometimes combined with the study of the social practices that surround 

it. 

Unlike discourse analysis, critical discourse analysis (CDA) puts an emphasis in 

social change: “what distinguishes critical social analysis from forms of social analysis that 

are not critical is its emphasis upon existing social realities as humanly produced constraints” 

(Fairclough 2012: 10). In Cotter’s words, “Critical Discourse Analysis is critical in the sense 

of revealing societal power operations and invoking a call to social responsibility” (2015: 

799). Critical discourse analysis seeks to challenge surface meanings and engage in rational 

thinking to question prevailing arguments and ideas. Thus, critique serves as a tool for 

explaining social phenomena as well as for changing society (Wodak 2011: 40). 
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Wodak traces the use of the term “critical discourse analysis” to the influence of the 

Marxist school of thought, and particularly the Frankfurt school, both of whom use critique as 

a mechanism for explaining society (2011: 40). 

3.2. A Brief History of Critical Discourse Analysis 

Critical discourse analysis started to develop in the early 1990s (Wodak 2011: 38), evolving 

from critical linguistics (Bernardo 2007: 6); (Sancho 2007: 17). Critical linguistics originated 

at the University of East Anglia (Britain) during the late 1970s, stemming from Halliday’s 

Functional Grammar (Sancho 2007: 17). Its object of study is ideology in discourse and how 

ideological processes are manifested as systems of linguistic characteristics (Bernardo 2007: 

5). Therefore, critical linguists began drawing attention to “the ideological potential of certain 

grammar forms” (Wodak 2011: 42). 

Compared to critical linguistics, critical discourse analysis adds two new elements in 

the interpretation of discourse: the role of audiences and the extension of the scope of 

analysis to the intertextual (Bernardo 2007: 5). CDA adds the critical tradition of social 

analysis to language studies, bringing to critical social analysis a particular focus on discourse 

and its relations with social elements (Fairclough 2012: 9). 

3.3. What is Critical Discourse Analysis? 

Critical discourse analysis can be defined as a “problem-oriented interdisciplinary research 

programme,” which encompasses a variety of approaches, each with its own theoretical 

model, research methods and objectives. However, all of these approaches have several 

interests in common, namely power, identity politics and political-economic or cultural 

change in society (Wodak 2011: 38).  

Van Dijk defines critical discourse analysis as a “discourse analytical research that 

primarily studies the way social-power abuse and inequality are enacted, reproduced, 

legitimated, and resisted by text and talk in the social and political context” (2015: 466). 

CDA studies how groups in power use language to stabilize or intensify inequities in society 

(Wodak 2011: 52), and CDA is therefore concerned with individual text production as an 

expression of ideological discursive practices (Stockwell qtd. in Attia 2007: 82).  

Fairclough (qtd. in Bernardo 2007: 7-8) defines ideology as “meaning in the service 

of power”. Discourse is therefore ideological, as it contributes to maintaining previously 

established relations of power and domination (Fairclough 2012: 15). When ideological 
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processes treat a phenomenon as inevitable, beliefs remain unquestioned, for they are 

represented as exempt from any possible critical inspection (Verstergaard & Schrøder qtd. in 

Bernardo 2007: 8). However, ideology cannot be detected just by observing linguistic 

elements, but it must be contextualized and put into perspective from a socio-political or 

historical point of view (Wodak 2011: 42). CDA must then extend beyond the textual and 

look at extra textual relationships of power given by the social and historical context. 

Critical discourse analysis does not only describe realities, but it also evaluates them 

and seeks to explain them (Fairclough 2012: 9), working with the objective of addressing 

social wrongs (Fairclough 2012: 15). 

3.4. Methodology and objectives of CDA 

There are various diverse tendencies regarding critical discourse analysis, each with their 

own approaches and methodology (van Dijk 2015: 468). Nonetheless, we can find several 

ideas which unify and link the different approaches: Attia cites power, control, manipulation 

and ideology as common keywords (2007: 81), to which van Dijk (2015: 468) adds 

dominance, hegemony, class, gender, race, discrimination, interests, reproduction, 

institutions, social structure, and social order. 

 Van Dijk establishes the following common characteristics of CDA studies (2015: 

467):  

● Focus on social problems and political issues over the study of isolated discourse 

structures. 

● Multidisciplinary critical analysis of social problems. 

● Discourse structures are not just explained, but also described in terms of social 

interaction. 

● Focus on the way discourse structures legitimate, reproduce or challenge relations of 

dominance in society. 

Overall, CDA seeks to identify “possibilities within the existing social process for 

overcoming obstacles to addressing the social wrong in question” (Fairclough 2012: 15). 

Research methods vary depending on the schools and the object of study, creating a 

variety of approaches to CDA (Wodak 2011: 40). These approaches differ in the weight they 

give to different issues, with some focusing more on social change, whilst others might 

prioritize cognitive issues (Fairclough 2012: 19). 
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Following Maalej (2010: 133), Wodak (2011: 42-3) and Sancho (2007: 18-23) we can 

divide critical discourse analysis into three main tendencies: Van Dijk’s socio-cognitive 

model, Wodak’s Discourse Sociolinguistics (or Discourse-Historical approach) and 

Fairclough’s socio-semiotic (or relational-dialectic) approach.  

3.4.1. Fairclough’s Dialectic Approach 

Fairclough’s line of work has explored the discursive aspect of processes of social 

transformation, through a dialectical theory of discourse and an approach to social change 

that combines different disciplines. In his work, CDA is combined with sociology and other 

social scientific research as a means to investigate the changes in discourse and to explore the 

social consequences of discursive change (Wodak 2011: 42). 

3.4.2. Van Dijk’s Socio-cognitive Model 

Van Dijk approaches critical discourse analysis from a cognitive perspective. His studies 

have dealt with discourse in relation to racism, ideology and knowledge, showing the link 

between the racist portrayal of immigrants and refugees by the media and the elites, and the 

reproduction of racism and perpetuation of ethnic stereotypes amongst the general public 

(Wodak 2011: 43). 

Critical discourse analysis focuses on the ways discourse may influence specific mental 

models and representations, and how beliefs can be manipulated. From his own work 

analyzing the dominant discourse of immigration in the press, van Dijk draws the following 

examples (2015: 473-4): 

● Headlines might represent preferred narratives and mental models. 
● Implications and presuppositions help to show statements as facts, even when they 

may not be true. 
● Metaphors serve to make abstract mental models more concrete. 
● The lexical expression of mental models in the discourse of powerful speakers may 

influence the mental models of recipients. 
● Passive structures and nominalizations can be used to downplay or hide agency. 

3.4.3. Wodak’s Discourse-Historical Approach 

The Discourse-Historical Approach (DHA) was developed by Ruth Wodak alongside other 

scholars affiliated with the ideas of the Frankfurt school (Wodak 2011: 43), and it was 

originally designed for an interdisciplinary study of post-war antisemitism in Austria (Wodak 

2011: 44). 
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The DHA is set apart from other methods for its focus on context: it attempts to 

integrate “all available background information in the analysis and interpretation of the many 

layers of a written or spoken text”. The main topics it focuses on are sexism, anti-Semitism, 

identity politics, organizational discourses and racism (Wodak 2011 43-4). 

3.5. Critical Discourse Analysis and Media Discourse 

The term “media discourse” refers to written or spoken interactions that take place through a 

broadcast platform, oriented to a non-present reader, listener or viewer: it is a public, on 

record, and manufactured form of interaction. Since it is manufactured, we need to consider 

how media is made, both literally (looking at the methodology behind it) and from an 

ideological perspective (O’Keeffe 2012: 441). 

Montgomery discerns two main traditions of study of news discourse: the first deals 

with written media, whilst the second one focuses on the broadcast news interview. This first 

approach, more relevant to my own research, sees newspapers as “the embodiment of forms 

of ideology under late capitalism” (Montgomery 2011: 213). Montgomery defines ideology 

as a “sense of the common beliefs, assumptions and opinions of a determinate group” or as 

“specific frameworks of meaning that underpin (and routinely disguise) relations of power in 

particular socio-historical circumstances” (2011: 215). 

Critical discourse analysis takes a critical stance to media discourse research 

(O’Keeffe 2012: 411). Originally introduced in critical communication studies, critical 

analysis of media discourse has a central place in critical discourse analysis these days. In the 

1970s, Roger Fowler became the the first to critically study the media in linguistics, showing 

how the structures of sentences (for instance, the usage of active or passive forms) may 

enhance the negative representation of certain groups (outgroups) and downplay the negative 

actions of authorities such as the police (ingroups) (van Dijk 2015: 477).  

Media texts do not simply mirror realities, but they create versions of reality that 

depend on the social position and interests of those who produce them (Fairclough qtd in 

Sancho 2007: 24). Montgomery finds “the practices that underpin the shaping of mainstream 

news” questionable, for they show a “limiting construction of reality” (2011: 215). Van Dijk 

offers an example of this construction (or reconstruction) of social and political realities: the 

restricted topic selection of news media. The process behind the inclusion or exclusion of 

news pieces serves the interests of various dominant groups, “elite actors, persons, groups, 
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classes, institutions, nations or world regions” (Van Dijk qtd. in Bernardo 2007: 9), thus 

construing knowledge according to their system of values and ideology. 

Cotter divides the discourse of the news media into three segments: the text, the 

production of the text, and its alignment to the audience. Out of these three, texts have 

traditionally been the primary focus of media research (Cotter 2018: 801). Nonetheless, we 

must not forget the role that the reader plays in textual interpretation. 

Some scholars consider that mass media has the power to influence the public’s 

perception, whilst others argue that readers select newspapers which reinforce their own 

views (O’Grady 2009: 60). Montgomery points out that readerships associate a concrete 

editorial line to each newspaper, and therefore pick whichever is closer to their own ideas 

(2011: 215). O’Grady argues that we cannot assume that readers are passive consumers, and 

cites Fairclough’s idea that readers are free to interpret texts in a resistant or a compliant 

manner (2009: 60). 

Conversely, Sancho argues that readers are not trained to examine texts critically, and 

instead interpret them according to their own background knowledge and the information 

they usually obtain from mass media (2007: 28). Ultimately, Montgomery cites Scannell’s 

commentary on hermeneutics of suspicion and hermeneutics of trust, concluding that the 

habitual attitude of a reader would be a mixture between the two (2011: 227). Whilst we 

cannot ascertain readers’ reaction to a text, I believe that from a critical discourse analysis 

perspective we should not put the burden of interpretation in them, but in the text itself and its 

author. 

According to Sheyholislami, the product of the media is the audience of interest to 

advertisers, therefore leaving mass media open to the effects of commercial pressures (qtd. in 

Sancho 2007: 27). Additionally, the way media organizations are structured ensures that the 

voices it gives a platform to are the dominant ones, the political and social establishment. 

Media discourses, then, “contribute to reproducing social relations of domination and 

exploitation”, even when there may be exceptions (Fairclough qtd. in Sancho 2007: 27). 

3.6. Racism and Critical Discourse Analysis 

As I have mentioned earlier, racism is one of the principal topics encompassed by critical 

discourse analysis. In particular, I would like to emphasize the work of the proponents of the 

Discourse-Historical Approach, a system originally designed to “enable the analysis of 
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implicit, coded prejudiced utterances” on anti-Semitism (Wodak 2011: 44), and van Dijk’s 

research on racism and the press. 

DHA, Wodak’s approach to critical discourse analysis, proposes that in order to 

understand a text, it needs to be placed in its historical context, for without that knowledge it 

would be impossible to ascertain the motivations of the text producers (O’Grady 2009: 58). 

The Discourse-Historical Approach studies discursive strategies of positive self-presentation 

and negative presentation of others. In this case, ‘strategy’ refers to the practices used to 

obtain a goal, whether it be social, political, psychological or linguistic (Wodak 2011: 49). 

Van Dijk’s studies argued that the racist discourses of mass media and the dominant 

elites provide the cognitive frameworks and the discursive resource for the reproduction and 

perpetuation of ethnic stereotypes in the masses (Lin and Kubota 2011: 280); (Wodak 2011: 

43). 

Besides these two critical discourse analysis approaches, I would like to mention the 

importance of the ideas of Edward Said’s Orientalism, one of the key texts of postcolonial 

theory, as well as Hall’s theory on the construction of the idea of ‘the West’. According to 

Hall, the West is not a geography, but a historical construct produced in colonialist 

discourses, which has an othering capacity: thus, the opposite of ‘the West’ is not ‘the East’, 

but ‘the Rest’, the inferior and non-White other (qtd in Lin and Kubota 2011: 278). 

4. Case study 

The discourse of powerful speakers, such as the mass media, can influence the mental models 

of the readers, as stated by van Dijk (2015: 474). Media influences the public’s perception of 

certain topics, particularly those in which direct information is hard to access. Even though 

several scholars point out that readers tend to select newspapers that reinforce their own 

views, and that we must accept that readers can interpret a text in a resistant manner 

(O’Grady 2009: 60), readers are not trained to interpret texts critically, and oftentimes the 

only information they have on a particular topic comes from mass media (Sancho 2007: 28). I 

believe this is the case with most readers when dealing with news covering the Korean 

conflict. Most English speakers will not be able to access original Korean sources, so they are 

left with translations or second hand interpretations of the words of the Korean leaders and 

the countries’ citizens. Furthermore, the Korean conflict is often presented from a US centric 
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perspective, representing both Koreas in relation to the United States, instead of 

contextualizing their issues as individual countries that share a common history and territory. 

Additionally, the public image of North Korea is mediated by orientalist tropes, 

presenting the country as mysterious and inaccessible, even though it has been possible for 

non-Korean tourists to visit the country.3 

In my case study, I analyze media from USA TODAY and The Guardian, an American 

and a British online newspaper, respectively, hoping to see what mechanisms they use to 

portray North Korea and the Korean conflict to their English-speaking audience. 

4.1. Data sources 

For my practical analysis I have examined news pieces dealing with the Korean conflict from 

online newspapers USA TODAY and The Guardian, from the first three months of 2018. I 

have excluded from my analysis opinion pieces as well as sport news. 

I have chosen to collect my data from two online newspapers, both because of the 

importance of online media nowadays and because of practicality reasons. USA TODAY and 

The Guardian are leading English language online newspapers, and unlike some of their 

competitors they offer their content without a paywall. 

Since my analysis seeks to study the discourse of the press, I have also tried to 

exclude direct and indirect quotations from the data, and focused on what is written as the 

newspaper’s own editorial line. 

After having selected the newspapers and restricted the news pieces that I would use 

for my data, I read all of them and decided to center my analysis around three key points: war 

lexis, othering and agency. I then organized the collected data in tables.4 All the news pieces 

used for the analysis are included in the bibliography. 

4.1.1. The Guardian 

The Guardian is a left-leaning British newspaper with an international and a US edition. Its 

origins can be traced to The Manchester Guardian, founded in 1821 (“History” 2017).  

The online version of The Guardian was launched in 1995. By March 2001 it had 

over 2.4 million unique visitors, making it the most popular UK newspaper website 

(“History” 2017). 
                                                
3 The Korean Friendship Association, an official webpage of the DPRK, sells guided tours for tourists who want 
to visit North Korea. See: http://www.korea-dpr.info/kfa-delegation-sep-2018.html 
4 See Appendix.  
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4.1.2. USA TODAY 

USA TODAY is an American multi-platform news and information media company that was 

founded in 1982. Its online newspaper, USATODAY.com was launched in 1995. According to 

its website, in 2017 USA TODAY sites had nearly 102.2 million unique visitors and 1.2 

billion page views (“Marketing”). 

The newspaper claims to be “credible, accurate, and up-to-the-minute” and to provide 

readers with in-depth analysis of larger, far-reaching issues (“Marketing”). USA TODAY has 

been described as a newspaper with a centrist audience, leaning slightly towards the left 

(“USA TODAY” 2017). 

4.2. Analysis 

4.2.1. War lexis 

Following van Dijk’s idea that metaphors serve to make abstract mental models into more 

concrete ideas (2015: 474), I have studied the usage of metaphors of war, as well as 

metaphors related to its semantic field. My analysis of metaphors was also inspired by 

Lakoff’s work on conceptual metaphors, that sees metaphors as a mechanism that help us 

understand an idea in terms of other. According to Lakoff, one of the most commonly used 

metaphors is ARGUMENT IS WAR, which makes us see an argument in terms of a battle. 

(2011). In my analysis, I have looked in particular at the expressions “war of words”, “charm 

offensive” and “war games”, and at the three metaphors they support: WORDS ARE 

WARFARE, DIPLOMACY IS WAR and WAR IS GAME. 

I have also found inspiration in past studies that explore how language has been used 

to create enemies and justify war, such as Reyes-Rodriguez’s. 

4.2.1.1. War of words 

Both The Guardian and USA TODAY use the expression “war of words” to refer to the 

exchanges between Kim Jong Un and Donald Trump5. The threats, insults and overall 

communication between the two leaders are described in terms of warfare in both 

newspapers. 

The Guardian characterizes this war of words as “fiery” (Kuo “KJU Agrees” 2018), 

and USA TODAY as “unprecedented” (Durando “Purported” 2018), creating an image of 
                                                
5 See Table 1 in Appendix 
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unpredictability and singularity for both leaders. USA TODAY continues the war metaphor 

using the expression “raged on” (Miller 2018). The metaphor WORDS ARE WARFARE 

extends to other expressions in USA TODAY: Cerbin refers to Trump’s rhetoric as “some of 

the most bellicose language uttered by any president since World War II” (2018) (emphasis 

mine), again adding to the metaphor of war and the idea of the leader’s unpredictability. 

Writing for USA TODAY, journalist Christopher Woolf says that “Kim’s regime in 

Pyongyang has [...] deployed inflammatory rhetoric” (2018). “Deployed”, a verb that is often 

used for troops or weapons, is here used to describe the language used by the North Korean 

government. 

On both The Guardian and USA TODAY words are presented as warfare, equating, 

on a metaphorical sense, verbal expressions with actions. Unlike performative utterances 

such as “I declare war”, the expressions to which “war of words” refers to are insults, threats 

and warnings exchanged between the leaders of the US and North Korea, and its usage seems 

to serve as a way of characterizing both men as unpredictable and hungry for war. 

4.2.1.2. Charm offensive 

The expression “charm offensive”, present in both newspapers, adds war-like characteristics 

to the word “charm”.6 Collins English Dictionary defines a “charm offensive” as a “a 

concentrated attempt to gain favour or respectability by conspicuously cooperative or 

obliging behaviour”, and adds that it is generally found in journalistic uses, and that it 

denotes disapproval. Whilst an “offensive” is “a carefully planned attack made by a large 

group of soldiers”, a “charm offensive” is an attack where the only weapon used is 

cooperative behavior. 

The usage of “charm offensive” by The Guardian has a negative connotation, whilst 

USA TODAY’s usage of the term seems more neutral.7 The Guardian presents North Korea’s 

“charm offensive” as a distraction “from the country’s prison camps” (Haas “Cheerleaders” 

2018) or uses it to give an image of the country as a bellicose one (Branigan 2018).  

“Charm offensive” is also used in both newspapers to refer to North Korea’s actions 

from the perspective of Japan, whether directly or indirectly. This is remarkable from a 

Discourse-Historical Approach, since Japan has had interests over the Korean peninsula for 

years (see section 2.1. of the present paper). Additionally, Japan seems to be using the 

supposed threat that North Korea poses to the country as an argument in favor of 
                                                
6 See Table 2 in Appendix 
7 See Table 2 in Appendix 
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strengthening its military power (Deutsche Welle 2018; Maresca “North and South” 2018; 

Phillips et al. 2018; Hurst “Protocol” 2018). However, we must keep in mind that this is not a 

direct statement, but a translation of the Japanese government's words into English. 

The metaphor at play, DIPLOMACY IS WAR, presents diplomatic actions as a ruse, 

an attempt of North Korea to distract or confound the US or South Korea, who are presented 

as their enemy. 

The expression “charm offensive” appears quite often associated to the visit of Kim 

Yo-jong to South Korea, North Korea’s Propaganda Minister and Kim Jong Un’s younger 

sister. The implications of this association will be studied in section 4.2.2. of this paper. 

4.2.1.3. War games 

We can find two usages of “war games” in USA TODAY8, a literal one and a metaphorical 

one. The latter refers to North Korea’s attitude in the conflict with the US, whilst the former 

is a description of Foal Eagle, a combined training exercise conducted annually by South 

Korean and US Forces. 

The metaphorical use of “war games” extends the game metaphor to North Korea (or 

possibly Kim Jong Un), described as “the player representing North Korea”, who “chooses to 

escalate the conflict in such war games” (Woolf 2018). This North Korean “player” appears 

in opposition to “Pentagon war-gamers” at the beginning of the paragraph. Woolf uses the 

WAR IS GAME metaphor to present the conflict between North Korea and the US, a game in 

which the players are the representatives of North Korea and the Pentagon (2018).  

In presenting war as a game, a serious conflict is trivialized and its possible 

consequences minimized. Wars, like games, can be “won” or “lost”, but their consequences, 

unlike those of games, are insurmountable.  

There are no instances of usage of “war games” in the data collected from The 

Guardian. 

4.2.2. Othering 

Othering is the practice of ascribing characteristics to a person or a group of people in order 

to mark them as different or opposite from the speaker. The practice of othering is highly 

entrenched in colonial and racial discourses. Some examples of this practice can be found in 

the construction of the Irishman as opposed to the Englishman during the colonization of 

                                                
8 See Table 3 in Appendix 
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Ireland, or the idea of the Orient as the Other: an exotic and mysterious place opposite to 

Europe and the Western World, studied by Edward Said in his book Orientalism. 

Associated with these two concepts is the construction of the West. Sociologist Stuart 

Hall argued that the West was a historical construct, an idea instead of a geography (Hall 

186). This construction of the West served to create an opposition: whatever is not part of the 

West is opposite and therefore “Other”. 

Oftentimes, North Korea is presented in both USA TODAY and The Guardian as the 

common enemy of the western world, using expressions such as “the international 

community” or “the US and its allies” and opposing them to negative characterizations of the 

DPRK, such as “the pariah country” (Deutsche Welle 2018) or “the rogue nation” (Australian 

AP 2018). Other opposites to this international community are countries that used to be part 

of the Second World, such as China and Russia. 

The representation of North Korea in the media is often mediated by stereotypes. Van 

Dijk argued that the racist discourses of mass media provide the cognitive frameworks for the 

reproduction and perpetuation of ethnic stereotypes in the masses (Lin and Kubota 2011: 

280); (Wodak 2011: 43). The representation of North Korea by the western media serves to 

present a negative image of the country, describing it as “pariah”, “reclusive”, “isolated” or 

“rogue”, as well as ascribing qualities of irrationality to the country and its leader. 

The Guardian presents North Korea as an odd country (Branigan 2018), presenting its 

behavior as irrational. Even though it contextualizes North Korea’s fear of US threats (the 

country was heavily bombed during the Korean War), it dismisses the country’s attitude as an 

excuse: “Having been flattened by US bombs, it is genuinely frightened of future threats– but 

US aggression is also a convenient excuse for the poverty of a country that once prospered” 

(Branigan 2018).  

What both newspapers seem to purposefully ignore is that North Korean isolation 

may be understood as partly forced by the US influence in the international community, and 

that its economic situation could be aggravated by the lack of trade options, which decreased 

even further after last year’s US sanctions. 

The claim that “the North’s siege mentality dates back to its creation” (Branigan 

2018) is too, deeply entrenched in prejudice. Before the fall of the Soviet Union, North Korea 

had international relations with other countries, and even to this date there are embassies in 

countries such as Sweden (Wertz et al. 2016). 

Another typical word associated with orientalist depictions that we can find in the 

media portrayals of North Korea is “mystery”. In the headline that relates Kim Jong Un’s trip 
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to China, the train he travels in is described as a “mystery”, although in the news body it is 

not apparent why the train is qualified as such (Kuo “Mystery” 2018). 

Within the representation of North Korea as other, I have found remarkable the 

portrayals of both Kim Yo-jong and the team of cheerleaders the country sent to the 

Pyeongchang Olympic Games. Kim Yo-jong, the North’s Minister of Propaganda and Kim 

Jong Un’s younger sister, visited the South as part of a diplomatic mission before the 

Olympic games, and was a guest of honor at the Games. In her piece for The Guardian, 

Branigan characterizes both the cheerleaders and Kim Yo-jong as charming “by virtue of 

gender – not only charming and unthreatening but somehow morally elevated, detached from 

worldly, manly concerns of power (never mind that, in reality, Kim is at the heart of her 

brother’s regime)”(2018). The task of all of these North Korean women is then “to normalise 

the image of a country that looks utterly abnormal to outsiders” (Branigan 2018), reinstating 

the idea of North Korea’s oddity. This portrayal, although put in the mind of imagined North 

Korean decision-makers, seems to mirror orientalist depictions of women, and assigns 

western patriarchal values to their image and actions. This is especially evident in the case of 

Kim Yo-jong, whose role as a high level minister seems to take a second place to her gender. 

 USA TODAY represents the politician as “dramatic” for carrying a folder with a letter 

from Kim Jong Un and placing it on the table where the meeting between the North Korean 

delegation and the South Korean government took place, a characterization that does not 

seem to match the situation described, but that can be understood when we observe the ways 

in which she has been described by the press: “Showing a flair for the dramatic, Kim Yo Jong 

carried a blue folder with a personal letter from her brother, carefully placing it on a table 

where the delegation sat across from Moon and his aides.” (Michaels “Invite” 2018). Writing 

for The Diplomat, International Studies experts Antoine Got and Danny Anderson point out 

the danger in representing Kim Yo-jong in this way: 
These stereotypes are powerful and can profoundly shape the way we think and act. If we leave 
unquestioned the media narratives that reflect them, it will serve to maintain the sort of social 
hierarchies that contribute to ostracizing women from the realms of global politics and diplomacy, 
where traditional notions of masculinity – such as might, violence, and power – have historically 
prevailed.  

By relying on such highly gendered representations of women, the media reproduces and 
perpetuates assumptions that underpin the gender inequality pervading global politics. It narrows 
the space at the top of the foreign policy realm not only for alternative policy proposals, but also 
for women and men alike who do not fit a narrow typecast (2018). 

 Kim Yo-jong’s name often appears alongside the expression “charm offensive” 

(previously analyzed in section 4.2.1.2.). Diplomacy is, then, equated with softness and 
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womanly characteristics, and the women’s “petite stature and beguiling smiles” opposed to 

“the North’s usual macho bluster and missile tests” (Branigan 2018), associated with men. 

This association seems to stem from gender prejudices, and willfully ignores that North 

Korea is a highly militarized society with mandatory conscription for both men and women. 

Also writing for The Guardian, Haas’s headline states that Kim Yo-jong has “charmed the 

media” and talks of her “deadly side-eye and “‘nimble’ ways”, although these descriptions 

seem to be cases of reported speech and not the journalist’s own words (Haas “Humble” 

2018). According to Haas, Kim “has been deployed to show a softer side of the North Korean 

regime, which is better known for perpetrating a host of human rights violations and 

threatening nuclear war”, once again equating her with softness and characterizing North 

Korean diplomacy as a deception (“Humble” 2018). 

4.2.3. Agency: attack, defense, threat and warning 

Critical discourse analysis studies the ways that discourse may influence mental models and 

how beliefs can be manipulated (van Dijk 2015: 473). Van Dijk gives two examples of ways 

in which this influence can manifest. Firstly, implications and presuppositions serve to show 

statements as factual truth, presenting them as the given, unmarked option, and therefore as 

unquestionable. Secondly, passive structures and nominalizations can be used to downplay 

agency or to hide it altogether (2015: 474). 

Following his examples, I decided to study agency when talking about attacks or 

defenses, as well as the usage of the words “threat” and “warning”, to see if there are patterns 

that point out to particular agents of these threats and attacks, and whether there is any 

ideological difference in the semantic choice between “threat” and “warning”.  

4.2.3.1. Attack 

In the data I have collected from USA TODAY there are two instances in which North Korea 

are the subject of the verb attack9. In one of them, the object of the verb’s action is the USS 

Pueblo, a United States boat, and it is a descriptive sentence that talks about an American 

ship that was captured by North Korea in the 1960s (Cerbin 2018). The other instance has the 

United States as its object, but it is a conditional sentence, so it describes a hypothetical 

attack (Durando “Purported” 2018). There are other two references to a North Korean attack, 

but in those instances ‘attack’ is used as a noun, not a verb. These two uses describe how a 

                                                
9 See Table 4 in Appendix 
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hypothetical North Korean nuclear attack would affect their Chinese neighbors (Law 2018). 

In The Guardian, there is also a mention to a past conflict, in which a North Korean 

organized an attack in which South Koreans were killed (Bacon 2018). The word ‘attack’ is 

modified by “nuclear” and “missile” when referring to a North Korean attack that would 

threaten other countries, like the US or China (Reuters in Palm Beach 2018; Law 2018). 

In the data from The Guardian, attack is mostly used as a noun. For instance, Haas 

talks about “the days of Kim Jong-un’s threats to attack the US” (Haas “Disconnect” 2018). 

Here, Kim Jong Un and the USA are mentioned, but both “threats” and “attack” are nouns, 

and therefore there is no subject that is actively doing the threatening or the attacking, 

although the threats are ascribed to Kim Jong Un. 

When used as an adjective, the word attack can be found modified by “pre-emptive” 

in both newspapers. Talking about Trump, an article in The Guardian states: “He would not 

say whether the United States has been considering a limited, pre-emptive attack to show the 

North that the United States means business” (Reuters in WA. “Accuses” 2018). The 

adjective pre-emptive is also used by Dorell in USA TODAY: “the White House issued a 

report that discussed pre-emptive attacks on countries like North Korea” (“Dumping” 2018). 

Describing possible US attacks as “pre-emptive” sets a framework in which North Korea are 

the aggressors, when the Asian country’s rhetoric regarding their missiles has consistently 

referred to them as a way to defend themselves from the US. Talking about “pre-emptive 

attacks” implies that those who you are attacking are planning to do something, and that the 

attack is the only way to stop them from doing so, but it is a misrepresentation of the actual 

conflict. 

Conversely, an attack of North Korea to the US is described as “suicidal” in Branigan 

(2018), whilst on the same piece, Pyongyang is said to want “to avoid” a “US attack”. Thus, 

it seems that the press represents North Korea as threatening enough to have be stopped by 

military means (pre-emptive attacks), but not powerful enough to pose a real threat, for an 

attack to the US would be “suicidal” and they want to avoid it at all costs. 

4.2.3.2. Defend 

The instances of ‘defend’ on the data are all from The Guardian, as there were none in the 

news pieces from USA TODAY.10 The usage of ‘defend’ can be divided into two categories: 

those expressions related to war or military conflict, and those related to words or ideas. The 

                                                
10 See Table 5 in Appendix 
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first are used when talking about Japan’s military in relation to ‘the North Korean threat’. The 

second, when governments or individuals defend someone else's words and actions, or their 

own. 

Regarding Japan’s military, the country is presented as lacking ability to “defend 

itself against North Korea” (Safi 2018). The sale of anti-ballistic missiles from the United 

States to Japan is “to help defend itself [Japan] against a growing North Korean threat 

(Reuters “US” 2018). The news that “Japan formally decided in December that it would 

expand its ballistic missile defense system” (Reuters “US” 2018), are presented in relation to 

North Korea and the threat they supposedly pose to the island country. As stated earlier on 

this paper, Japan’s government seems to be using the North Korean threat narrative as a way 

to justify the increase of their military power. The Guardian’s reporting on the issue does not 

question the idea that North Korea poses a threat to Japan, but pieces like Safi’s do give it 

context, stating that “Abe and his allies view their country’s postwar pacifism as an anomaly” 

(2018).  

In regards to ideas and words, South Korean government officials are said to have 

defended “the planned use of North Korea’s Masikryong ski resort as a training base” during 

the Olympics against criticism (McCurry “Frosty” 2018). On a different piece, it is the North 

Koreans who defend their “weapons programmes as essential to deter what it says is US 

aggression” (Haas “Ivanka Gets” 2018). “Trump” and “Trump’s rhetoric” are also the object 

of the verb defend, for his words on North Korea were defended by Mike Pompeo and Nikki 

Haley, the US ambassador to the United Nations (Pengelly “Nikki” 2018). 

4.2.3.3. Threat and warning 

Lastly, I looked at the usage of the words ‘threat’ and ‘warning’, to see if there were any clear 

motifs behind the semantic choice between the two words.11 

On a news article that appeared on The Guardian early in January, Trump is said to 

have “warned” that he will consider “all options, including military action” in response to 

“the threat from North Korea’s nuclear programme” (McCurry “South” 2018). Initially, I 

thought that the word “threat” would often be associated to North Korea, and “warning”, to 

the United States. Nonetheless, this structure seems to be reversed on a news piece written by 

the same journalist three days later: “Kim’s overture, however, came with a warning that 

Pyongyang would continue to develop nuclear weapons to counter threats by the US” 

                                                
11 See Tables 6 and 7 in Appendix 
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(McCurry “NK Agrees to First” 2018). Another instance of this opposition can be found on a 

news article published on the 23rd of January in The Guardian. In this piece, the US 

administration “warns” whilst “the regime of Kim Jong-un” “threaten[s] the US” (Borger 

“CIA” 2018). 

Even though the choice between ‘threat’ and ‘warn’ does not seem to follow a fixed 

rule across different newspapers and journalists, Branigan’s usage of both terms in The 

Guardian could be perceived as specially alarming. In her words, a military incursion of US 

troops in North Korea serves “to warn Kim Jong-un”, whilst Kim’s “threatening the US” 

refers to North Korea’s verbal assertion that they will use their nuclear weapons in response 

to an US attack (2018). Besides offering an inaccurate portrayal of the situation, this kind of 

language could prove dangerous, since it may cause a misinterpretation of the words, 

strategies and reactions of the DPRK. Presenting a country that sees themselves as threatened 

by the United States as the instigator of threats, instead of putting their reactions into context, 

could lead to an escalation of the conflict and a desensitization of the general public towards 

the citizens of North Korea. However, it should be noted that this use of ‘threat’ and ‘warn’ is 

preceded by “hawks are arguing for”, so the word usage could be following US hawk’s 

perspective, although this is not made clear in the text. 

Both Kim Jong Un and Donald Trump are often the subject that make the warnings. 

In The Guardian, Kim Jong Un is said to have “warned the United states his country’s 

nuclear forces” were completed (McCurry “Kim” 2018; Gambino 2018). Almost identical 

sentences are used in two occasions by two different writers. There is another instance in The 

Guardian of Kim being the subject that warns the United States: “Kim also warned that the 

entire United States was in range of North Korean nuclear missiles and a nuclear button was 

always on his desk” (Reuters in WA. 2018). The message is conveyed again using “warning” 

as a noun: “a warning that Pyongyang would continue to develop nuclear weapons to counter 

threats by the US” (McCurry “NK Agrees to First” 2018). The aforementioned warning is 

attributed to Kim. As for Trump, he warns “unlimited military action” against North Korea 

(Pengelly “Nikki” 2018), and in numerous occasions is said to warn North Korea that if 

sanctions fail, he will take military action, described as “phase two” (Jackson “White” 2018; 

Haas “NK Willing” 2018; Borger “NK Wants” 2018; AP in WA. 2018). He also warns North 

Korea not to make any more threats to the US (Cerbin 2018). But Trump is also the object of 

warnings in two occasions (Borger “Trump’s” 2018; Page 2018). 

Regarding threats, my analysis will focus on three issues: threats related to Japan and 

their Prime Minister Shinzo Abe, threats made by Donald Trump, and threats made by Kim 
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Jong Un. While studying the data, I found that instances of threats are more often assigned to 

Trump than to Kim Jong Un, whilst more often to North Korea than to the United States.12  

Only one instance relates Japan’s government to the word “threat” in The Guardian, 

whilst two examples can be found in USA TODAY. In the British newspaper, it is stated that 

Japan’s Prime Minister Abe won the election on the ““national crisis” created by the looming 

missile threat” (Safi 2018). USA TODAY states that “Abe will want assurances that the 

summit won’t allow Kim to continue threatening Japan” (Michaels “Invite” 2018) and 

mentions “shorter-range missiles that threaten Japan” (Onyanga-Omara “Kim” 2018). This 

association between Japan, North Korea and the word “threat” maintains the idea of section 

4.2.1.2. of this present paper, in which I argued that the Japanese government uses the 

supposed North Korean threat as a justification of their militaristic urges, and that these 

intentions are reflected in their language use, in their insistence of a threat and the usage of 

“charm offensive”, analyzed in the aforementioned section. 

Kim Jong Un is in several occasions associated with threats, but it should be noted 

that is name is not used as often as Trump’s as the subject that threatens. His threats are 

“against the U.S. and its allies” (Hjelmgaard “South” 2018), but also portrayed as a fact more 

than a menace: “Kim Jong-un, declared on Monday the US should be aware that his country’s 

nuclear forces were now a reality, not a threat” (Safi 2018). Kim’s actions are also described 

as responses to US actions: “Kim’s overture, however, came with a warning that Pyongyang 

would continue to develop nuclear weapons to counter threats by the US” (McCurry “NK 

Agrees to First” 2018) or he is said to be “[r]eplying to threats in a speech” given by Trump 

(Miller 2018). 

In the data that I have collected, Trump’s name appears related to the word “threat” 

up to twenty times. He is often the subject that makes the threats: “Trump has threatened to 

attack North Korea” (Onyanga-Omara “Kim” 2018), “Trump, who has repeatedly threatened 

military action” (Pengelly “Nikki” 2018), “Trump, who has threatened to “utterly destroy” 

the regime” (Agence France-Presse “NK Criticises” 2018), “Trump has threatened to 

dismantle by force if necessary” (AP in WA. 2018), etc. Amongst the most common 

references to Trump’s threats against North Korea are “fire and fury” (Borger “Doomsday” 

2018; Hurst 2018; Michaels 2018; Wolf 2018), “military action” (Pengelly “Nikki” 2018; 

McCurry “NK Agrees to First” 2018), and to “totally destroy” or “wipe off the face of the 

earth” North Korea, Kim, or the regime (Hurst “South” 2018; Durando “Purported” 2018; 

                                                
12 See Table 7 in Appendix 
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Agence France-Presse 2018). He has also threatened “very rough” action (Jackson et al. 

“Trump” 2018). Many of these sentences were conditional, in which he threatened to do 

something in response to a hypothetical North Korean attack. 

Contrary to what I first expected, it does not seem that the choice between threat and 

warning varies according to the subject, as they seem to be used interchangeably. If anything, 

they are associated with President Donald Trump. 

5. Conclusions 

My case study has focused on the analysis of news pieces written in USA TODAY and The 

Guardian, two English-language online newspapers, during the first three months of 2018. 

This analysis initially excluded direct and indirect quotations from the data, although 

sometimes it was tough to draw the line between reported speech and the newspaper’s own 

editorial line. 

Before my study I expected to find a more neutral language in The Guardian than in 

USA TODAY, since The Guardian is a newspaper with a leftist readership, whilst USA 

TODAY is more centrist. However, The Guardian’s portrayal of North Korea seems to be 

more skewed: even when trying to present what seems like a nuanced image that looks 

complexly at the country, they assign adjectives to the nation or its leaders that maintain 

orientalist tropes. 

 The test study centered on three main issues: war lexis, othering, and the construction 

of responsibility through the usage of attack, defend, warn and threat. Inspired by Teun van 

Dijk’s idea that metaphors serve to turn abstract models into concrete ideas, and Lakoff’s 

work on conceptual metaphors, I studied the usage of metaphors related to war. In my 

analysis I focused on three expressions and the metaphors they construct: “war of words” 

(WORDS ARE WARFARE), “charm offensive” (DIPLOMACY IS WAR) and “war games” 

(WAR IS GAME). “War of words” was used in both newspapers to refer to the verbal 

exchanges between Kim and Trump, thus equating words to warfare. From my findings I 

concluded that this metaphor is used in the press to characterize both leaders as volatile and 

unpredictable. These conclusions on the usage of “war of words” to present a certain image 

of Trump seem even more poignant these days, in which US mainstream liberal media has 

reacted negatively to the Singapore summit between the United States and North Korea. 

Writing for Jacobin Magazine, Branko Marcetic argues that: “One ominous result is that 

liberals, panicked at the idea that Trump might receive credit for lowering the risk of war, are 
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starting to become increasingly militaristic. It will be a sad irony if it ends up being 

Democrats who torpedo Moon’s quest for peace” (2018). Wishing to discredit Trump, these 

people seem willing to overlook the reality of the conflict and the seemingly positive results 

of the talks. 

Contrary to what I first believed, these newspapers do not seem to favor Trump in 

regard to the Korean conflict for his position as President of the United States. On the 

contrary, he is often represented as the source of threats. Although in most cases this is an 

accurate representation of the situation, sometimes Trump’s characterization mirrors that of 

Kim Jong Un: irrational, blood-thirsty and overall dangerous. Whilst I do believe that his 

behavior justifies the descriptions of the press, I worry that his personality could be used to 

distract from the fact that US imperialist policies in Korea have not changed in a long time. 

Focusing on the current US President’s rhetoric is a double edged sword:  whilst we can get 

an insight into the ways in which he construes his opponents and justifies his policies and his 

world view, it could become dangerous because some people would rather have another 

Korean war than have to give credit to Trump, thus misinterpreting the situation completely 

and causing a warped image of the conflict to the general public in the West, and especially 

in the United States. 

After my analysis of the collocation “charm offensive” and the metaphor it triggers, 

DIPLOMACY IS WAR, I found that this expression has a more negative meaning in The 

Guardian than in USA TODAY. This metaphor presents diplomacy as a tactic from North 

Korea to distract or mislead the United States or South Korea, instead of a genuine wish for 

talks between the nations. In the analysis of the usage of “charm offensive”, as well as in the 

use of “threat”, I found something remarkable from the perspective of the Discourse 

Historical Approach: the narrative surrounding North Korea that includes Japan. From the 

end of the nineteenth century until the end of World War II, Japan exerted its political, 

economic and military power over Korea, making it a colony of the Japanese Empire. Even 

after the end of the war, the relationship between Korea and Japan has been difficult, due to 

the atrocities committed by Japan during the decades of occupation. Japan has also been 

using the perceived North Korean threat as a means to justify growing their military power. 

Put into historical context, their implications that North Korea’s actions are a sort of ruse and 

their insistence on the threat they pose to Japan take on a different weight. However, it must 

be noted that many of the pieces do contextualize the Japanese government’s militaristic 

objectives. 
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The last part of the war lexis analysis focuses on the metaphorical use of “war 

games”, which presents war as a game that can be lost or won, and thus trivializes the real life 

consequences of such a conflict, consequences which many Korean families still suffer today. 

Othering, the representation of a group of people or a person as opposite from the speaker, 

and therefore inferior, mediates many of the representations of North Korea in the press. 

Initially, I was planning to devote part of my dissertation to studying how average North 

Korean citizens were portrayed in English-speaking western media. However, I found almost 

no mention of them on the news pieces that I analyzed. That is, those that appeared on The 

Guardian and USA TODAY from the 1st of January to the 31st of March 2018. Nonetheless, I 

did find that the descriptions of Kim Yo-Jong, a North Korean minister and the younger sister 

of Kim Jong Un, as well as those of North Korean cheerleaders that participated in the 

Olympics, were often mediated by orientalist tropes. Kim Yo-jong’s representation seems to 

follow orientalist depictions of women, assigning western patriarchal values to the minister’s 

behavior. Yo-jong is presented as the softer side of her brother’s policies, the feminine 

diplomacy to his male militaristic attitude. I find that this is both a sexist and somewhat racist 

interpretation, considering that in North Korea, conscription is mandatory for both men and 

women. The description of the country as a whole is too, presented through an orientalist 

lens. North Korea is described with epithets such as “rogue”, “irrational”, “pariah”, 

“reclusive” or “mysterious”, and it is shown as opposite to “the international community” or 

“the US and its allies”, that is, a common enemy of the western world. Instead of presenting 

the reasons behind North Korea’s isolation (the fall of the USSR, the enmity of the United 

States, China’s shift towards capitalism) or its attitude towards the United States (the country 

was heavily bombed during the war), the country’s behavior is dismissed as an excuse. Partly 

because of these misconstructions, many still fail to understand why many South Koreans are 

satisfied with the recent peace talk developments, something that makes no sense to 

mainstream US media. 

Lastly, my analysis focused on the words “attack”, “defense”, “threat” and “warning”, 

through which I looked at issues such as agency and nominalization. Whilst I expected to find 

the words “attack” and “threat” associated with North Korea and “defense” and “warning” 

with South Korea and the United States, the data showed that their usage was 

interchangeable. Remarkably, “threat” was often associated with President Donald Trump, 

serving again to represent him as violent and volatile, similar to what I found in relation to 

“war of words”. 
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The data studied in this dissertation is highly constrained, in that it focuses on just three 

months of news across just two newspapers. Because of the current political situation, in the 

first six months of 2018 we have seen a great deal of change in the relationship between both 

Koreas and the US. However, from what I have gathered while researching and elaborating 

this dissertation, there are some common tropes, misconceptions and general attitudes 

towards the conflict, (whether accidental or intentional) that mediate the image of the Koreas 

and of the conflict in general. 

 Thanks to this present paper, I was able to study the issue as it developed, as there 

were many changes as I worked on the dissertation. Much has changed regarding the 

relationship between the Koreas and the United States since the end of 2017, when I started 

researching the topic. I close this dissertation with the hope that these positive changes will 

be maintained on the future and peace will finally arrive on the Korean peninsula. 
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Appendix: tables 

Table 1: “war of words” 
The Guardian 

And the head of US forces in South 
Korea warned on Thursday against 
raising hopes over North Korea’s peace 
overture amid a 

  war of words  over its development of nuclear-tipped 
missiles capable of hitting the United 
States. 

resuming the  war of words between the two leaders that began last 
year with a flurry of personal insults 

which saw Kim and Trump engage in a 
fiery 

war of words . 

USA TODAY 

The move toward talks comes after a  war of words between North Korea and Trump 
ratcheted up for months 

Monday likely will be a typical 
working day for North Koreans as Kim 
engages in an unprecedented 

war of words with President Trump. 

a  war of words has raged for a while. 

 

Table 2: “charm offensive” 

 

 

Table 3: “war games” 

USA TODAY 

Pentagon  war-gamers  have repeatedly found that a limited 
war with North Korea is not a realistic 
option,  

The Guardian 

Japan, which has repeatedly cautioned 
the international community to be 
wary of falling for North Korea’s 

charm offensive , 

Pyongyang had sent them as part of a charm offensive to help distract from the country’s 
prison camps 

It is a  charm offensive by a country better known for the latter 
than the former 

USA TODAY 

North Korea did prove it was capable 
of a 

charm offensive , 

North Korea's charm offensive charm offensive at the Olympics has made headlines, 
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while the player representing North 
Korea consistently chooses to escalate 
the conflict in such 

war games . 

The decision to delay Foal Eagle, one 
of the largest 

war games in the world, 

 

Table 4: “attack” 

The Guardian 

exactly 50 years after Kim Il-sung 
launched a surprise 

attack across the 38th parallel into South 
Korea 

But a false emergency alert of an 
impending missile 

attack issued by Hawaii state authorities on 
Saturday underscored the threat from 
North Korea 

He would not say whether the United 
States has been considering a limited, 
pre-emptive 

attack  to show the North that the United 
States means business.  

in a challenge to Trump who has 
threatened to “utterly destroy” the 
regime in the event of an 

attack . 

The days of Kim Jong-un’s threats to attack the US seemed like ancient history 

though he must know any attack would be suicidal 

The aim for Pyongyang is clear: to 
avoid a US 

attack , 

Despite his reputation as a dove and the 
way that Trump has repeatedly 
undermined relations between 
Washington and Seoul, such as by 

attacking the bilateral free trade deal, he has no 
intention of offering the North 
something for nothing. 

it was suggested the UK and US may 
have launched retaliatory cyber- 

attacks against North Korea. 

The UK and the Trump administration 
blamed North Korea for the WannaCry 
malware 

attacks which brought chaos to hospitals, banks 
and other companies in May 2017 

Kim is a highly controversial figure to 
lead the delegation because many in 
South Korea blame him for the sinking 
of a naval ship that killed 46 sailors and 

attacks on remote islands in 2010. 

The 72-year-old previously headed the 
Reconnaissance General Bureau and 
was tasked with foreign espionage and 
cyber- 

attacks.  

North Korea has been implicated in a 
number of major cyber- 

attacks over the past few years 

USA TODAY 

North Korean forces attacked and captured the USS Pueblo 

making the only realistic U.S. option 
for a pre-emptive strike being a nuclear 

attack . 

Trump has referred to Kim as "little 
rocket man," "short and fat" and a 
"madman," and threatened to wipe Kim 
and his country off the face of the earth 

attack  the United States or its allies. 
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if they   

suspected by Seoul of having 
masterminded two 

attacks in 2010 that killed 50 South Koreans. 

Trump has threatened to attack  North Korea 

Che Yong, a 6-foot-1 native here, 
shudders at the thought of ducking for 
cover in a nuclear 
 

attack . 

The Chinese government has offered 
advice to its citizens along the border 
with North Korea in case of a nuclear 

attack : duck and run for cover.  

But after the 9/11 terrorist attacks , Bush named North Korea in his “Axis 
of Evil.” 

Then the White House issued a report 
that discussed pre-emptive 

attacks on countries like North Korea that were 
developing weapons of mass 
destruction. 

 
 

Table 5: “defend” 

The Guardian  

South Korean government officials 
have also been forced to defend 

defend  the planned use of North Korea’s 
Masikryong ski resort as a training 
base, 

Abe and his allies view their country’s 
postwar pacifism as an anomaly – a 
concession necessitated by wartime 
defeat but which now is an unfair 
constraint on its ability to 

defend itself against North Korea, 

Japan formally decided in December 
that it would expand its ballistic missile 

defense  system with US-made ground-based 
Aegis radar stations and interceptors 

the US government approved the sale 
of the anti-ballistic missiles to Japan to 
help 

defend itself against a growing North Korean 
threat 

Senator Lindsey Graham, one of the 
most vocal 

defense  hawks in Congress 

US ambassador to UN defends president’s rhetoric on North Korea 

The CIA director, Mike Pompeo, also defended Trump 

It defends the weapons programmes as essential to 
deter what it says is US aggression. 

 

Table 6: “warn” 

The Guardian 

Kim Jong-un, has warned warned the United States his country’s nuclear 
forces are now “completed”, 

Trump has sometimes declared himself 
open to talks while on other occasions 
rejecting them as pointless, publicly 
warning 

warning Tillerson that he was “wasting his time” 
pursuing contacts. 

Some analysts believe Kim is warned  that he is considering all options, 
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attempting to drive a wedge between 
Moon and Trump, who has 

including military action, 

Kim warned  the United States his country’s nuclear 
forces were now “completed”, 

And the head of US forces in South 
Korea warned 

warned on Thursday against raising hopes over 
North Korea’s peace overture amid a 
war of words over its development of 
nuclear-tipped missiles capable of 
hitting the United States. 

But Kim also warned  that the entire United States was in 
range of North Korean nuclear missiles 
and a nuclear button was always on his 
desk. 

[Nikki Haley] warned of even tougher steps in response if it 
did so 

Kim’s overture, however, came with a warning that Pyongyang would continue to 
develop nuclear weapons to counter 
threats by the US. 

South Korea’s president, Moon Jae-in, 
has credited Donald Trump for creating 
the political backdrop to this week’s 
inter-Korea talks, and echoed the US 
president’s 

warning that Pyongyang faced more pressure if 
it continued to conduct missile and 
nuclear tests. 

Pompeo explained for the first time 
what the administration meant when it 

warns that it would not allow the regime of 
Kim Jong-un to threaten the US with a 
nuclear weapon. 

Despite personal warnings  from Donald Trump on Twitter and in 
speeches, 

But he [Lee Ki Beom] warned warned the mood could soon change if the 
expected resumption of joint military 
exercises between South Korea and the 
US after the Olympics was used as a 
trigger by North Korea to restart 
weapons testing. 

hawks are now arguing for a “bloody 
nose” strategy to 

warn Kim Jong-un off threatening the US  

When TVs around the world blare out warnings of the latest North Korean provocation 

A senior former US military 
commander and intelligence chief has 

warned against a pre-emptive “bloody nose” 
strike on North Korea. 

The former director of national 
intelligence 

warned about the difficulty of destroying North 
Korea’s nuclear weapons, 

but he [Victor Cha] had warned of the dangers of triggering a wider 
war. 

North Korea warned against restarting the drills 

Experts have 
 

warned  a resumption of field drills could 
infuriate North Korea and hurt progress 
made during the Olympics. 

Donald Trump announced on Friday a 
new package of measures against North 
Korea aimed at cutting off smuggling 
routes and 

warning that if sanctions fail, the next phase 
would be “very unfortunate for the 
world”. 

Donald Trump warned  there would be a “phase two” if the 
move did not produce results. 

Trump warned last week that if sanctions fail, 
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But observers 
 

warned  there were still serious issues that 
would need to be resolved for any 
progress to be made. 

Japan has been cautious about the 
recent Olympics-driven rapprochement, 
with Abe 

warning on Thursday that 

the president was warned that his bellicose rhetoric on North 
Korea risked triggering a violent 
backlash from the Pyongyang regime. 

He had begun his career as a 
mathematician and engineer, and was 
testing a hypothesis: that with the right 
mix of incentives and dire 

warnings of the alternatives, a comprehensive 
bargain could be struck. 

The general warned his visitors 

Yun’s favourite aunt and frequent 
babysitter would 

warn him that if he did not behave, North 
Korean soldiers would come for him. 

Perry spends his time travelling the 
world, accompanied by his daughter, 
Robin, 

warning of the dangers of a nuclear conflict,  

USA TODAY 

[Rex Tillerson] warned that a military option may result if the 
country does not show a willingness to 
discuss de-nuclearization 

Pence warned the world to be suspicious of the 
North’s Olympic charm offensive. 

He [Trump] did not specify what 
"phase two" might involve, but he 

warned , 

the newspaper warned in December 

Trump warned : 

Analysts warned that the characterization of Kim as 
crazy or irrational is flat wrong. 

key lawmakers offered cautious support 
for the prospects of a U.S.-North Korea 
meeting, while also 

 warning  against any softening of U.S. policy 
and against any overly optimistic 
expectations. 

But he [Sen. Lindsey Graham] warned the North Korean dictator against trying 
to “play” Trump. 

Former president Jimmy Carter, one of 
the few U.S. officials who has traveled 
to North Korea and met with its 
leaders, expresses hope for the planned 
White House summit with Pyongyang 
but 

warns that President Trump may have made 
“one of the worst mistakes” of his 
tenure by naming John Bolton to the 
sensitive post of national security 
adviser. 

 

Table 7: “threat” 

The Guardian 

The North Korean leader, Kim Jong-un, 
declared on Monday the US should be 
aware that his country’s nuclear forces 
were now a reality, not a 

threat . 

Shinzo Abe, Japan’s conservative 
prime minister, who successfully 

threat . 
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fought this autumn’s general election 
on the “national crisis” created by the 
looming missile 

[Haley] threatened “even tougher measures” against the 
regime if he carried out the test. 

to address the threat from North Korea’s nuclear 
programme. 

Trump at times dismissing the prospect 
of a diplomatic solution to a crisis in 
which both sides have  
 

threatened to destroy each other. 
 

Kim’s overture, however, came with a 
warning that Pyongyang would 
continue to develop nuclear weapons to 
counter 

threats by the US. 

 he [Trump] said, in a more allusive 
version of previous  

threats   to turn to military action that have 
included the promise of “fire and fury”  

the two leaders, who have exchanged threats and insults, 

But a false emergency alert of an 
impending missile attack issued by 
Hawaii state authorities on Saturday 
underscored the 

threat from North Korea. 

He declined to comment when asked 
whether he had engaged in any 
communications at all with Kim, with 
whom he has exchanged insults and 

threats , 

a nuclear test and threats to the US and the South. 

Pompeo explained for the first time 
what the administration meant when it 
warns that it would not allow the 
regime of Kim Jong-un to 

threaten the US with a nuclear weapon. 

The risk to global civilisation is as high 
today as it has ever been in the face of 
twin 

threats , nuclear weapons and climate change, 

He [Trump] has threatened “fire and fury” against the nation,  

and vowed to “totally destroy” if 
Pyongyang continued to 

threaten the US 

the US government approved the sale 
of the anti-ballistic missiles to Japan to 
help defend itself against a growing 
North Korean 

threat . 

Trump, who has repeatedly threatened military action, 

Relations between the two countries 
reached fresh lows last year with the 
North launching a series of missiles and 
staging its most powerful nuclear test to 
date, in a challenge to Trump who has 

threatened  to “utterly destroy” the regime in the 
event of an attack. 

The US president has characterised 
conciliation efforts as appeasement, 
demanded South Korea pay more for its 
defence and 

threatened unlimited military action “to totally 
destroy” North Korea.  

It [North Korea] described Trump’s 
State of the Union 

threats as “the height of Trump-style 
arrogance, arbitrariness and self-
conceit”.  
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the North Korean regime, which is 
better known for perpetrating a host of 
human rights violations and 

threatening nuclear war. 

The days of Kim Jong-un’s threats to attack the US seemed like ancient 
history. 

 North Korea is a small and 
impoverished nation distinguished by 
its isolation, rapidly advancing nuclear 
programme, 

threats and invective, appalling human rights 
abuses and, yes, its oddity. 

 hawks are now arguing for a “bloody 
nose” strategy to warn Kim Jong-un off 

threatening the US  

Having been flattened by US bombs, it 
is genuinely frightened of future 

threats – but US aggression is also a 
convenient excuse for the poverty of a 
country that once prospered. 

The aim for Pyongyang is clear: to 
avoid a US attack, but also to rid itself 
of the sanctions  

threatening its economy. 

The report suggests the group has been 
active since 2012, but has now 
graduated to the level of an advanced 
persistent 

threat . 

The report comes after months of 
increasingly hot rhetoric between Kim 
Jong-un and Donald Trump amid US 
fears that North Korea is its biggest  

threat , 

The face-to-face encounter in South 
Korea would have been the first 
between senior officials from the 
Donald Trump administration and 
Pyongyang, which are in a standoff 
over Kim Jong-un’s pursuit of nuclear 
missiles that 

threaten the US mainland. 

 discuss its nuclear weapons program, 
which Donald Trump has 

threatened to dismantle by force if necessary. 

 Donald Trump responded by threatening unprecedented “fire and fury” and to 
“totally destroy” North Korea if the US 
was forced to defend itself or its allies. 

North Korea pledged to not use 
conventional or nuclear weapons 
against its neighbour, despite frequent 

threats from Pyongyang 

And Trump’s  threat of steel tariffs would have a damaging 
economic effect on South Korea, the 
third biggest supplier of steel to the US. 

The Korean war never formally ended 
and the 

threat of a new devastating conflict has hung 
over the peninsula for decades. 

if it turns out the North Korean leader 
is not cowed by 

threats and sanctions but emboldened by the 
development of a nuclear arsenal. 

They follow a year of bombastic 
rhetoric on both sides with North Korea 

threatening to attack the US and Trump saying he 
could unleash “fire and fury”. 

Chinese president Xi Jinping has 
described North Korea’s military 
provocations as a 

 threat to his country’s national security. 

USA TODAY 

 Kim also repeated threats against the U.S. and its allies.  
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Trump has referred to Kim as "little 
rocket man," "short and fat" and a 
"madman," and 

threatened to wipe Kim and his country off the 
face of the earth if they attack the 
United States or its allies.   

an exchange of nuclear  threats and insults between North Korean 
leader Kim Jong Un and President 
Trump. 

Trump has  threatened to attack North Korea, exchanged 
unprecedented insults with Kim and 
imposed tough sanctions. 

North Korea did prove it was capable 
of a charm offensive, a stark contrast 
from the past year when Kim Jong Un 
and President Trump have traded 
insults and dire 

threats . 

the officials were questioned about a 
multitude of potential 

threats  confronting the United States, 
including North Korea's long-range 
missile campaign.  

The intelligence director expected 
North Korea to "press ahead" with its 
testing of long-range missiles and 

threats to strike the USA and its allies in the 
region. 

President Trump on Friday threatened "very rough" action if economic 
pressure doesn't force North Korea to 
give up its nuclear weapons program. 

A sincere offer of talks would provide a 
rare step toward diplomacy after years 
of missile and nuclear tests and direct 

threats of war from Pyongyang — and from 
Washington. 

President Trump last year dismissed 
Kim as “Little Rocket Man” and 

threatened to unleash “fire and fury” on North 
Korea. 

A request to cancel the exercises could 
put the United States in a bind and 

threaten to drive a wedge between Seoul and 
Washington. 

The Chinese here fear they could 
become collateral damage as North 
Korea 

threatened  to target the U.S. and its territories, 
including Guam.  

Che, born to one of the many ethnic 
Koreans who have lived in this region 
for generations, taps outside sources to 
stay informed about a possible nuclear 

threat . 

His use of apocalyptic imagery in threatening "fire and fury" against North Korea 
represented some of the most bellicose 
language uttered by any president since 
World War II. 

Trump's statement, in response to 
reports that the communist regime had 
developed a warhead that could be 
mounted on a ballistic missile, mirrored 
a North Korean propaganda machine 
that once  

threatened to turn the South Korean capital into a 
"sea of fire." 

Replying to threats  in a speech Trump gave at the United 
Nations, Kim said he'd "surely and 
definitely tame the mentally deranged 
U.S. dotard with fire." 

After North Korea threatened a ballistic missile strike on the U.S. 
territory of Guam, Trump vowed "fire 
and fury like the world has never seen." 

The threat  threat came just hours after reports that 
country had developed a miniaturized 
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nuclear warhead. 

The threat from Pyongyang's nuclear program has 
only grown since then. 

Trump has used more threatening rhetoric than any of his predecessors, 
vowing "fire and fury" against a North 
Korea threat.  

Trump has used more threatening 
rhetoric than any of his predecessors, 
vowing "fire and fury" against a North 
Korea 

threat . 

 the two combative and idiosyncratic 
leaders traded frequent 

threats and insults.   

Trump previously threatened "fire and fury" for "little Rocket Man" 
and boasted of having a larger nuclear 
button. 

The two leaders traded insults and 
nuclear 

threats last year. 

The number of dead and wounded 
multiply if war goes nuclear, as North 
Korea has 

threatened . 

Abe will want assurances that the 
summit won’t allow Kim to continue  

threatening Japan and other countries in the region.  

shorter-range missiles that threaten Japan at the U.S.-North Korea summit, 
the Associated Press reported. 

In April 2009, North Korea tested a 
long-range missile and later announced 
it would no longer negotiate or abide by 
previous agreements. In all its 
statements since, it asserted its right to 
develop nuclear weapons to deter the 
U.S. 

threat . 

Moon will be careful to avoid anything 
that could 

threaten the Trump-Kim meeting, 

 


