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Abstract

In this study, | analyze mainstream news-media ingmof North Korea and the inter-
Korean relationship in the London 2012 Summer Olgn@ames. | use this study as a way of
exploring the role that media plays in promotingtisalar understandings of North and South
Korean nations and cultures. My research was guigetie following questions: 1) How did
mainstream news-media in South Korea and in ats&hecf other national contexts frame the
relationship between North Korea and South KorgaénLondon 2012 Games?; 2) How was
North Korea’s involvement in the Games understawdi @ortrayed within different news-
media?; 3) To what extent were themes pertainiriggainity of and/or divisions between North
and South Korea evident in the coverage?; 4) Wiffarences were there, if any, between the
South Korean coverage of these topics and othemiational news-media coverage?; and 5)
What might these differences imply about subjettiin decision-making processes in
mainstream news-media, and/or about how journatigght be implicated in the promotion of
stereotypes and/or xenophobia? This study dravexisting research on news media coverage
of conflict, sport, and nationalism with particuktention to the interrelated concepts of
ideology, hegemony, and Orientalism (Said, 2008)e ltelevised commentary and newspaper
articles from South Korea and other English-spegakiations were collected and analyzed using
Norman Fairclough’s (1995) Critical Discourse Argasyto examine how language operates in
framing events and topics in a manner that may nsakee points or perspectives more visible

than others.

The results illustrate that South Korean and irggomal media covered North Korea’s
involvement and the inter-Korean relationship dgiine Games differently. Namely,

international media representations of North Korpariormance were at times derogatory or



dismissive, and included more discussions of thelNgorean government and its associated
conflicts and issues (as compared to South Koreaerage). As well, emphasis on division was
found more often in international coverage whenrecioyg the inter-Korean relationship. The
study concluded with commentary on the potentikd of sport media producers in peace
promotion and in the perpetuation of cultural viale, the potential impacts of the studied
portrayals on audiences, and possibilities for tgreg more critically-informed approaches to

creating media messages.
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Chapter One: Introduction

In this study, | analyze mainstream news-media ingsof North Korea and the inter-
Korean relationship in the London 2012 Summer Oligngeames. | use this examination of
media portrayals as a way of improving scholarlgenstandings of contemporary relationships
between North Korea and South Korea and betweethMamrea and other parts of the world —
and as a way of exploring the role that media piaywomoting particular versions of these
relationships. | also consider how an improved wstdeding of sport media’s relationships to
peace and conflict is relevant to debates abouthen@and how sport unites people and/or

exacerbates divisions between them.

My study of these topics and issues is guided byfdhowing research questions: 1)
How did mainstream news-media in South Korea aralgalection of other national contexts
frame the relationship between North Korea and Is&utrea in the London 2012 Olympic
Games?; 2) How was North Korea’s involvement in@anes understood and portrayed within
different news-media?; 3) To what extent were thepertaining to the unity of and/or divisions
between North and South Korea evident in the cgefta4) What differences were there, if any,
between the South Korean coverage of these top@®ther international news-media
coverage?; and 5) What might these differencesyi@ipbut subjectivity in decision-making
processes in mainstream news-media, and/or abaujduwnalists might be implicated in the

promotion of stereotypes and/or xenophobia?

This work has implications for thinking about tloder of sport media producers in peace
promotion and reconciliation (and in the perpetuanf conflict and cultural violence), the

potential impacts of mass media on audiences, assilulities for developing more critically-



informed approaches to creating and receiving spedia messages. As McCombs, Shaw and
Weaver (1997) explain, it is important to recogrizat while news-media cannot explicitly tell
readers whalb think, it can suggest how and what to think dbtius similarly relevant that
sporting competitions are consistently framed aslmlic of broader political relationships
(Bairner, 2001; Hargreaves, 2002; Jung, 2007; Bsdi 2012). For example, mass media
commonly play a role in reinforcing the ‘sport aarivmetaphor through the common and
explicit comparison between and ranking of coustrdeomparisons and rankings which are
symbolically important for countries seeking prgstirecognition, and potentially dominance on

a world stage (Cho, 2009; Joo, 2012; Larson & PEIR3; Lee & Maguire, 2009a, 2009b).

The Korean case that is the focus of this thesdystieserves particular attention for
various reasons. Sport has been used as a diptotoali- for both antagonistic and
reconciliatory purposes — by North Korea and Sd(gatea since the two states divided in 1948
Even before the divide, sport was considered a sywitnational solidarity and strength,
especially throughout the Japanese occupation gH&rilanzenreiter, 2002; Oh, 2009; Ok,
2007; Podoler, 2008). Of course, sport’s role mklorean peninsula has changed throughout the
years. Following the divide in 1948 to the earl¥Q9, sport was a site characterized by intense
bi-lateral rivalry, with international sporting cqmtitions taking on great importance during this
stretch as each country attempted to assert andrdgrate their superiority (Mangan, Ok, &

Park, 2011). From the South Korean perspective hatidg that the South Korean economy

! 1n 1945, along with the Allied victory in World W4, the 35-year long Japanese annexation of Kereted.
Following, the United States and the Soviet Unigread to form a provisional government until areipeindent
Korean government emerged. However, the Soviet tlaiter refused to cooperate with the electiongdualed by
the United Nations, resulting in a semi-permanemmunist state in the northern region of the Koneaninsula.
Consequently, the United States set up a westenodatic state in the southern region and markedlivision of
the peninsula along the 3arallel. The United States and the Soviet Unachesupported different Korean
leaders, representing democracy and communismatsgyg; each side claimed power over the wholeipsiia,
rendering the conflict irresolvable.



started to boom in the 1970s under the militaryegomnent of Park Jung-Hee, the country’s
leading politicians were mainly focused on its oaéll growth and put efforts into portraying
itself as the only legitimate Korea (Cho, 2009).

Starting in the 1990s, the tense inter-Koreanimiahip started to ease with the signing
of the ‘Agreement on Reconciliation, Non-AggressiBrchange, and Cooperation’ of both
parties (Chung & Choe, 2008), which led to posifreace-building activities such as the
formation of a united team to compete in the Woftdith Football Tournament. With the
introduction of a new democratic government anditieadly diplomatic policy with the North
called the ‘Sunshine Policy’ (Armstrong, 2005), t#90s can be considered the decade in which
the road to reconciliation seemed most promisifysT sport subsequently became a medium
through which a friendly discourse of “brotherhod(=ho, 2009, p. 358) and unity was
emphasized, and a channel through which positpliatic recognition was sought (Ha &
Mangan, 2002; Lee & Maguire, 2009a, 2009b, 2011).

It is notable here that Lee and Maguire (2009a9P0Q011) describe how changes in the
socio-political context in and around North Korewa &outh Korea were accompanied by
changes in sport reporting. For this reason, anidgnthat the messages promoted through mass
media and dominant political ideologies are commahlown to be linked, it would be useful to
delve deeper into this relationship, to seek aretstdnding of ways that media may reflect
existing political relationships, and to consideg tole it could play and might be playing in
promoting reconciliation and unity — and in perp@itng negative stereotypes, socio-political

divisions and xenophobia.

2 Directly translated from the Korean wor@%| X|Z+”, which is often used to reflect a positive, faiail
relationship between North and South Korea.



In a similar way, this study is needed at a morméren the role that sport can play in
peace promotion and reconciliation efforts withimided societies has been gaining significant
political and public interest (Giulianotti, 2011n. this context, it is certainly pertinent that kear
is a divided natiohwith a long history of conflict and (more and lesgcessful) attempts at
reconciliation.

This study also fills a gap in the sociology of gpiterature that explores
interrelationships between sport, national idenatyd media — what Cho (2009) refers to as the
“Symbiotic Triad” (p. 348). To date, several stigllave shown how major sport events are
covered in mass media in ways that promote naigmadnd the nationalistic agendas of those
who are covering the event (e.g., Atkinson & You2@Q3; Falcous & Silk, 2005; B. Wilson,
2012). However, studies on these topics: (a) fecadominantly on English language media; (b)
have yet to examine the North Korea and South Koasa since the recent and highly
publicized change in leadership in North Korea; @@)docus predominantly on coverage at a
particular moment without focusing attention on hmovtrayals may have changed (in the same
media, and over time) as political context has gedrn(with the exception of a few studies which
will be referred to later). Through this study,rbaden understandings of how sport media is
implicated in the promotion of particular percepsmf international relationships, and how it

may hinder and/or promote peace-building efforts.

3 Since 1948, the Korean Peninsula has been offidalided into the Republic of Korea (South Koread the
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North Koresgch state with its own government.



Chapter Two: Literature Review

Sport and Politics

Bairner and Sugden (1999), in their edited colec8port in Divided Societigdlustrate
the role of sport in constructing, reproducing, ahdllenging national identities in societies with
major internal divisions and intra-group dissentidvarious kinds. These scholars and many
others conclude that sport in divided societie$ alWlays be a “contested terrain” as it has the
possibility to both transcend and exacerbate dimsi(Bairner & Sugden, 1999, p. 10). For
example, both the 1995 Rugby World Cup and the ZOE® World Cup held in South Africa
provided the nation with an opportunity for “therpuit of symbolic politics — a chance to signal
important changes of direction, reframe dominamtateves about the host, and/or reinforce key
messages of change” (Black, 2007, p. 261) and slss\icitizens who were being wooed into
the nation-building process” (Steenveld & Strelit298, p. 609). However, and as B. Wilson
(2012) notes, these events have been shown to pearedain kinds of temporary unity, while

leaving many of the country’s divisions and inedfied largely intact.

Studies on the Olympic Games especially, by autlicedHargreaves (1992, 2002),
speak to these connections between the Games dads/eorms of nationalism and national
identity (see alsdllison, 2000;Bairner, 2001; Jarvie, 1993; Tomlinson & Young, 800
Hargreaves (1992) defines national identity asegpression of difference from others based on
perceived membership of a community within a gitemitory, or of a community with historic

claims to a given territory” (p. 123). In a laténdy, he states that the Olympics are promoted as



an “instrument for the creation of a sense of matiadentity and as a way of enhancing their

state-nation’s prestige and influence internatigiigHargreaves, 2002, p. 32).

The 2008 Beijing Summer Olympics is a case in p@hina, while promoting a “soft
power agenda” to create a positive cultural idgratitd diplomatic relations through the Games,
also accentuated nationalist and patriotic sentism@hen, 2010; Finlay & Xin, 2010, p. 876;
Manzenreiter, 2010). It is worth noting, howevégttevents such as the torch relay — which
brought attention to the controversial relationdbgpween the region of Tibet and the Chinese
government — undermined some of China’s effor{grtonote a positive image of itself (Preuss
& Alfs, 2011). It is important to keep in mind thémat perceptions of the Olympics as a
“rejuvenator of society” (Hargreaves, 1992, p. 1@l as a forum where hostilities between
nations can be overcome is considered to be aartageal by sport scholars who recognize how
sport’s relationship with peace and conflict istexual and always shifting (Andrews &
Giardina, 2008; B. Wilson, 2012). This is yet arestheason to study how relationships within

divided societies change over time, with attentmkey historical events.

Sport and Politics — the Korean Case

Sport has been a significant presence in the palitelationship between North and
South Korea since the divide in 1948 (Ahn, 200201§H.982; Goh, 2002; Jung, 2007; Joo,
2012; Oh, 2009; Ok, 2007; Podoler, 2008). Despstemique status as a divided nation, Korea
has not been a popular topic — especially comp@arddpan and China — in the realm of sport
studies and political science, particularly in Véestscholarship. There are a few key studies,

however, that will be important reference pointstfos research.



Ha and Mangan (2002), for example, provide an ingmbranalysis of the transformation
of Korean sport from 1945 to 1992. The authorsragisat the modern sport context in South
Korea is the “consequence of its political pri@sti (p. 213), and note that what started out as a
direct product of an anti-Communist ideologicaljpod by the military government transformed
over time — as sport began to be used to advanmmabstatus and image around the world, and
to promote a more peaceful relationship with Né&tthrea. In fact, the leader of the military
government from 1961 to 1979 — also known as tle¢H&r of Modern Sport” (p. 220) — Park
Jung-Hee, put sports at the political forefronhasassociated individual physical and mental
fithess with national toughness (p. 216). Park tliasmain driving force behind bidding to host
the 1988 Olympics in Sedylas he strongly believed that this would signifttypadvance South
Korea’s national image in contrast to that of Ndftrea’s. While the 1988 Games may have
achieved Park’s goal of promoting South Koreantith\gras subsequent research shows,
however, sport’s potential role as a diplomatid togoromote reconciliation between South
Korea and North Korea only started to emerge #fier1988 Olympics (Ha & Mangan, 2002;

Goh, 2002; Merkel, 2008).

Pursuing this idea, Merkel (2008) discusses Soutte&'s recent use of sport as a foreign
policy and diplomatic tool. He obtained the dataHis study from the South Korean (then-
ruling) OORI Party, several sports governing bodiles National (South) Korean Olympic
Committee, and South Korean academics. He alsovieteed government officials, sport

administrators and journalists while staying in ®aiorea for six months. He concludes from

* The path to the 1988 Seoul Games was complexditr Koreas as well as for South Korea’s ally, thetéd
States, and North Korea'’s ally, the Soviet Unionrriediately following the announcement that the 1G88nes
would be held in Seoul, North Korea strongly voidtscopposition to the decision. Four tension-riddeeetings
with South Korea, North Korea, and the 10C — “deti from the outset never to result in an agreehfPound,
1994, p. 87) — took place. For more informatiorttee multilateral negotiations from an insider pexsyve, refer to
Five Rings over Korefl994)by Richard Pound.



his analysis that sport has positively contributethe inter-Korean relationship with unification
as the ultimate goal. He comes to this conclusioaxploring various inter-Korean sport
encounters, exchanges and programmes, which helssas being “underpinned and framed
by the reunification theme” (p. 292). He furtheates that sport is a key part of both states’
foreign policy agendas, and has a “versatile symlpatency” (p. 289), through which each

state can send political messages to one anotketokls, however, note that sport “is not always
the best means of promoting a better understarahdgelationship between states” due to its
emotionally charged nature (p. 307). Nonethelesgl&dims that sport is a way for keeping

reunification talks in the public discourse, atsieia both Koreas.

While contextualized and engaging, a drawback igfdfticle is that Merkel provides an
overly simplistic portrayal of sport’s role as adge between the two states. He says little, for
example, about how sport has been used to asperiauty over the other by defeating the
other in sporting competitions, as was the casmgduhe early days after the divide
characterized by bi-lateral rivalry (Mangan et 2011). Also, his reference to North Korea’s
contrasting reactions to South Korea’s successfsiing of the 1988 Summer Olympic Games
and the 2002 FIFA World Cup (antagonistic to th88.®lympic Games, pleasant to the 2002
FIFA World Cup), “a rare display of nationalism oseming deep political differences” (p. 292),
is an example of over-simplification. North Koregéactions to these events were also not as
straightforward as it would seem from Merkel’s eldi He overlooked critical and controversial
events that unsettled the inter-Korean relationtap happened close to these sport
competitions, an example of which is the Battlev@onPyeong Island on June 29, 2002, which
took place during the 2002 FIFA World Cup (Lee, €hRan, & So, 2002). It is also important

to note that Merkel’s paper has little to say alibatrole of sport-related mass media as a forum



where political messages are disseminated. Trasioakhip between sport, media, and politics

will be discussed in the next section.

Sport, Media, and Politics

What we see and hear from sport-related mainstreams-media is influenced by

various social, cultural, and political factors K&tson & Young, 2012; Delgado, 2003; Falcous
& Silk, 2005; B. Wilson, 2012). Since ‘the news’sscially constructed, specific values or facts
will always be stressed over others. For this neassues covered by journalists will always be
‘framed’ in particular ways (Price, Tewksbury, &Wers, 1997; De Vreese, 2004). Scholars who
study media influences, sport-related and otherveissmmonly use concepts like ‘ideology’ and
‘hegemony’ to describe the sets of ideas that avélgged in and distributed through mass
media and elsewhere, and the role that media playsnerating consent for these ideas. In this

context, and following Lull (2000), ideology can tefined as:

Organized thought — sets of values, orientationd,@edispositions that are
expressed through technologically mediated aretpetrsonal communication...
internally coherent ways of thinking, points oéwi that may or may not be "true" (p. 13)

Lull goes on to suggest that the term ‘ideologyresents the “selected ways of thinking” (p.
14) chosen by those in society with political armdremic power — and promoted for the

purposes of sustaining the existing power strugtsee also Williams, 1976, p. 156).

The generating of consent for particular ideololgomsitions is the core of the hegemony
concept — which refers to a situation where a pawegroup’s opinions and views, by way of

social structure, become the most popular, orah&/” legitimate version of thought (Gramsci,



1971). Hall (1977) views hegemony as the domink#sts way of maintaining their power
through constructing reality “within the dominatass’ range”, setting mental and structural
boundaries within which subordinate classes shibegdp. 333). Lull speaks to mass media’s
integral role in the contemporary relationship begw hegemony and ideology, suggesting that
media disseminates and tends to naturalize therdornideology, and convinces people to think
in the ways those with power intended. In the psead disseminating particular viewpoints and
ideas through media, ideologies gain legitimacy iangbme cases “glamour”, which, Lull

argues, increases the potential social impactesetmessages (Lull, 2000, p. 50).

Sport media has been shown to be implicated iouanmanifestations of ideology and
hegemony. The very notion of politics being played on the contemporary sporting stage is
difficult to conceive without media. For exampleglfado’s study (2003) demonstrates how the
soccer match between the US and Iran in 1998 wesepted (and can be understood) in
different political frames. Moreover, it is througte reporting of sports mega-events that many
people around the world make sense of the politittsin sport. With this in mind, Levermore
(2004) describes how mass mediated messages cognretiatt and promote a hyper-
competitive, antagonistic ‘us versus them’ ideologhile Atkinson and Young (2012) note that
the meanings and significance of events are “hgavéscribed by media framings of them”

(p.289).

An example of a type of media framing that maydiewant to this study can be
explained with Edward Said’s ‘Orientalism’ (Sai@0d38). Through ‘Orientalism,” Said
challenges conceptions of difference between thenD(the East) and the Occident (the West),

and the European construction of the world andedtpeople. As Said put it:

10



[N]either the term Orient nor the concept of thestvhas any ontological stability;
each is made up of human effort, partly affirmatipartly identification of the
Other... [M]y argument is that history is maderbgn and women, just as it can
also be unmade and rewritten, always with varglesces and elisions, always
with shapes imposed and disfigurements tolera@that “our” East, “our” Orient
becomes “ours” to possess and direct (Said, 2008;ii-xviii).

This concept is significant for my study — spexfly as a trajectory of how ideology and
hegemony are manifested in mainstream news-medlaen analyzing international media
outlets’ representations and portrayals of Northd&cand the inter-Korean relationship, for
‘representing (and reporting) on the Orient’. | agpecially interested in Said’s arguments as a
way of thinking through the types of portrayalstbe East’ offered through various Western
media outlets (e.g., consider the name of one @@’ BBews programs: ‘BB®&onitoring Asia
Pacific’). Orientalism is an appropriate conceptige in line with hegemony and ideology since
the history of the portrayals of the Orient — asalwed by Said — inspire sensitivity to the
possibility that narrow and simplistic, and posgibégative and stereotypical, depictions of

North Korea and the North Korea-South Korea retetiop might be privileged.

However, it is important to acknowledge that Otadist thinking is not only limited to
the gaze of ‘the West’ viewing ‘the East.” Whileelfer to Orientalism in this study to explain
Western coverage of North Korea and the inter-Kiore¢ationship, Orientalism can nonetheless
be examined and applied in multiple ways. For eXapthe concept underlining Orientalism
that a society’s view of another may be used ta¢sty its own institutions and political
aggression” (Plumb, 1979) may be applicable tagthee of South Koreans directed at North
Koreans during politically hostile times. As suttis fundamental concept of Orientalism could

be used by any group of people or nation, and woaldribute to nationalist sentiments.

Sport, Media, and Politics — the Korean Case

11



Mass media exposure is one of the ways that acelseencounter messages about their
nation’s culture and politics — messages that méyrin their understandings of and feelings
about their nationality (Szerszynski, Urry, & MyeP900). In the Korean case, this nationality
was once a separatist, South Korean-focused oh&dhaformed slowly into a pan-Korean
national identity promoted in mass media by thet®#&orean government. It is thus important
to understand the reasons, processes, and imphesatf such a drastic change, especially since
media coverage has been shown to reflect the domigeologies (Billings, MacArthur, Licen
& Wu, 2009; Larson & Park, 1993; Lee & Maguire, 201l evermore’s (2004) suggestion that
mass media producers are effective at portrayimgpbex issues in simplistic ways — and
commonly ascribe particular and narrow sets ofesland interests to entire populations — is of
particular relevance to the study of sport. Pugymsport-related media is known to be
implicated in legitimizing antagonistic relationphibetween countries and to naturalizing
patriotic versions of sport-related conflicts (Haaves, 1992, 2002, p. 127; Billings & Eastman,
2002; Cho, 2009; Mangan et al., 2011). With thistest, | observe how national identities and

inter-national relations are constructed and regpresl through sport reporting.

There are three studies that are especially sinalary study with respect to the
objectives and methods that | will be building ®he first is Cho’s (2009) examination of South
Korean media representations of sporting natiomeiisthe 1968 Mexico, 1984 Los Angeles,
and 2000 Sydney Olympic Games. The purpose ofthiy svas to “examine the complex
interactions of sport, nationalism and media int8d{orea” by questioning how sporting events
(re)constitute nationalism (p. 347). He claims fiealings and expressions of solidarity with
one’s national team unite people internally whitelading others who are out-of-(national)-

bounds. Cho introduces the “Symbiotic Triad” coricpa way of encapsulating the

12



interrelationships between sport, nationalism, @edia (p. 348). He emphasizes that this
relationship is not static, but rather dynamichanges according to “artificial and intentional
outcome,” and is “constantly reconfigured in radatto shifting contexts, both national and
international” (p. 349). As evident in the transh@ation of North Korea’s nickname from the
“North Monster,” since the divide to the early 198@ the “Brother,” from the 1990s, media
disseminated cultural and political values providihe audience with a fundamental basis for

their national identity and understanding of itsthern counterpart (Cho, 2009, p. 352).

The second similar study, by Lee and Maguire (2008 an analysis of the unitary
Korean nationalism in South Korean media coverddgken2004 Athens Olympic Games. The
researchers’ objective was to examine the discanrsedia coverage of the Games around
Korean unification. The authors note how the cogeraf the 2004 Athens Olympics was similar
to that of the 2000 Sydney Olympics due to the tlaat the Korean peninsula was still in a
peaceful, reconciliatory mood with unitary Koreationalism as the dominant political
ideology. Unsurprisingly, they found that media emge reflected the governing state belief (of
the time) of unitary Korean nationalism. Brothertipassociations by blood, and national
unification were the dominant subjects in the comtat®rs’ broadcasts (p. 860). It is also
noteworthy that many historical references wereertadimes when Korea, as one nation,
suffered and eventually triumphed through struggggsther before the split in 1948. As they
outline, sport’s role in inter-Korean history haeh constantly transforming depending on the
political context of the time. While similar in dgaing media portrayals of the inter-Korean
relationship, Lee and Maguire’s study and my priogiiter in that | look also at other
international media outlets’ portrayals (in additio South Korean portrayals) of the inter-

Korean relationship and representations of Northe® participation alone.

13



Lastly, K.Y. Kim’'s (2012) research explores remsitions of Korean women
professional golfers in the U.S. and South Koreadimmfrom 1998 to 2009. Through document
analysis, Critical Discourse Analysis, and intetmg@l analysis, she found that “globalization,
neoliberal capitalism, patriarchy, and colonial amgerial history” (p. ii) framed the women
golfers’ representations. Specifically, U.S. mgoatrayals of Korean women golfers comprised
of racialized (i.e., ‘Orientalist’) and genderedh@r’ discourse, while South Korean media
representations framed the women golfers as “wsaader hypermasculine Western forms of
globalization and neoliberal reformation... whiletla¢ same time, as keepers and performers of
Korean traditional Confucian values” (p. ii-iii).itld’s and my research are similar with respect
to the emergence of Orientalism in the resultsyelsas the method of comparing and
contrasting sport media representations of diffenational contexts. However, my dataset
consists of a wider range of international perdpest whereas Kim’s focus was the U.S. media.
Also, while Kim’s subjects of focus were South Kamevomen golfers, mine include South
Korean and North Korean Olympians, as well as #regived relationship between North Korea

and South Korea by various national media.

Reflections on Existing Literature

A common theme shared by the literature reviewedhis study is that sport media,
especially in the Korean peninsula, changes aaogitdi the political context. The last study
exploring media representations of the inter-Konedationship in the Olympics was of the 2004
Athens Games. Needless to say, the political atherspof the Korean peninsula has changed
drastically since then, and this study providesoaenmelevant perspective for the current political
context. Interestingly, the results of this stuBpprted in the next section) indicate that not all

sport news during the London 2012 Games, espetiadse of South Korean media, appeared to

14



reflect the seemingly tense political relationshaps issues that characterize the current

moment. | will elaborate more about this in thetrsection.

Of course, to understand the relationship betweamhN<orea and South Korea as
presented by the various international news-mediiis during the London 2012 Olympic
Games, it is important to be attentive to the braad nuanced history of this connection. While
this history will be referred to and interspersitighout the findings of my study — and some
has already been discussed — | provide here arguaad introductory timeline of key events
since the end of the Korean War. The period fro%31i® the early 1980s can be characterized
as a time of intense rivalry as each state stri@edecognition as the ‘only legitimate Korea.’
With the rapid economic development in South Kateating in the 1980s, the gap between the
two states widened, leading to a less intenseryivdith the exception of a few incidents, the
1990s leading up to the 2004 Athens Olympics cbeldonsidered the most reconciliatory
period thus far. Since 2004, the tension betweenwo states has been quickly increasing with
events such as naval battles (e.g., YeonPyeongl Batttes) and disputes on cultural exchanges
(Armstrong, 2005; Merkel & Kim, 2011). Such changethe relationship have been reflected in
some major symbolic sport events, as well as ireaye of these events (Cho, 2009; Larson &
Park, 1993; Lee & Maguire, 2011, among others).éxample, the two Koreas entered various
opening ceremonies as one united Korea from 20@0@d. Such reconciliatory interactions,

symbolic or otherwise, have not happened since then

In addition, the inter-Korean relationship is oticge not merely an internal matter.
Because of concerns about nuclear power develognentorth Korea especially, global
superpowers are increasing attention on the regnmoaddition, the change in leadership in North

Korea due to the death of Kim Jung-Il in Deceml@&?adds an extra layer of context for
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consideration because of widespread speculationtabe domestic and foreign policy

directions of North Korea under its new leadersKipy Jung-II's son Kim Jong-Un.
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Chapter Three: Research Methods

My study builds on existing literature, especidalg work of Cho (2009) and Lee and
Maguire (2009a), by looking at both the live broastcand mainstream print news coverage of
the London 2012 Olympics. My data consists of Bauth Korean broadcasts of the Games
coverage as well as both South Korean and a smheatiinternational mainstream print and
broadcasted news coverage of events and issugamete North and South Korea in the Games.
The data is interpreted using Critical Discoursealfsis (Fairclough, 1995). Below, | describe

the steps and details of the study and rationdizgsions about data collection and analysis.

Step One. Data Collection

| collected relevant articles from South Korean attter international news-media
outlets that emerged during the Olympics. For Séuttean data, | used three sources. First, |
watched and recorded the live, online South Kolwaadcast coverage of the Olympics
provided by the three major South Korean televisimadcasting networks’ coverage (the same
footage as one would watch through television intBdorea) — Korean Broadcasting System
(KBS, Munhwa Broadcasting CorporatioMBC), and Seoul Broadcasting SystegBg. |
focused on particular events relevant to eitheirnter-Korean relationship or just North Korea,
which resulted in 178 minutes and 22 seconds airded footage. Second, | followed the three
dominant newspapersGhosun llbg JoongAng llbpandDonga llbo— which are read nation-
wide and can be considered the most influentialt priedia outlets (Cho, 2009). Third, |
followed online the 9pm daily news program — whigleonsidered one of the most watched,

official, and extensive news programs in South lergaying close attention to news-stories
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pertinent to North Korea'’s participation in the Gasrand inter-Korean politics. | did not record
the news footage clips, but rather, saved the ¢rgits (provided online by the broadcasting
companies) on a Word document and the links tlzat threctly to the actual footage of the news

whenever in need.

For perspectives outside the Korean peninsuldldvied various international news-
media outlets, which included links to news stofiesn the London Games official webpage
Associated Presheadquartered in New York, USA)he Guardianheadquartered in London,
England),1045 the TeanESPN radio, headquartered in New York, USRBC News
(headquartered in New York, USAJanadian Television Netwo(kCTV Network,
headquartered in Toronto, Canada), andheadian Broadcasting Corporatiqheadquartered
in Toronto, Canada). It is important to note thattsnews media originating from different
countries may have a national or an internationglea For example, althougkssociated Press
is headquartered in New York, USA, it has jourrtalf different nationalities reporting from all
around the globe, and can therefore be considatechational. | went on the London Games
website everyday from July 25 to August 15, 201@ searched for articles using keywords such
as ‘Korea,’ ‘North Korea,’ ‘South Korea,” ‘DemocratPeople’s Republic of Korea,” and
‘DPRK’. The resulting articles on the London Gamétcial website were noted to be from the
Associated Pressvhich led me to do the same search on its websgey day. | conducted the
same search separately on Associated Pressebsite to ensure that | attained all relevant
articles that were not featured on the London Gaoffesal website. | carried out the same
search oThe Guardianwebsite as well since it is a widely-read papeh&United Kingdom

(UK). In addition, after the Olympics ended, | uskd Lexis-Nexis database to search for all

® The news stories on the www.London2012.com welgites from ‘Government Olympic Communications’ as
well as the Associated Press.
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English-language articles relevant to either ohti¢dreas from July 25 to August 15, 2012
resulting in articles from a total of eighteen drént newspapers around the world (e.g.,

Associated Press, The Guardian, CBC, Agence FrBnesseto name a few).

Comparing the South Korean news coverage of thenflity Games to that of news-
media coverage in other national contexts highghat each news-media source emphasized
more (if at all), potentially illuminating what assptions there may have been and the possible
implications of these portrayals for the relatiapdbetween North and South Korea (and
perceptions of these countries and their relatignsihe comparison also functions as a strategy
to consider how news may be constructed similarlgitberently depending on the source — and
offers an opportunity to consider the implicatiafigarticular messages being ‘privileged’ in

each media outlet.

Step Two. Data Analysis

Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) (Fairclough, 199&as the core analytical tool in this
study. The goal of using CDA is to achieve a corhpnsive understanding of how particular
messages are privileged over others in media anmdlinese ‘favoured’ topics and perspectives
commonly reinforce and perpetuate dominant ideelognd power structures (Fairclough, 1995).
CDA is a powerful tool for demonstrating how langaaperates to make some points or
perspectives more visible than others (Fairclod@®5), which fits well with the analytical
concepts introduced earlier — ideology and hegemioclyose CDA to support my attempts to
better understand the role of language in promaifygarticular problem definition,
interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or treatmrecbmmendation” (Entman, 1993, p. 55).

Furthermore, CDA in this study also incorporateel ‘trticulation” concept (Hall, 1985). ‘To
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articulate’ is to give an entity meaning througlkisehistorical relations (Hall, 1985). Howell,
Andrews, and Jackson (2002) note that articulatiwalves the “deconstruction and
reconstruction of a historical context in ordeptoduce a contextually specific map of the social
formation” (p. 155). It is through situating in $ubistorical, political, and socio-cultural

contexts that any events obtain “meaning and itértiowell et al., 2002, p. 155).

Using CDA to analyze the above data consistest, fof extracting all text (written and
spoken, no images) from online and offline newilas ( and broadcast footdg@his was done
separately for the South Korean articles (n=114)thnse from other international media (n=45),
resulting in two datasets. Following this, | orgaed the textual data into indices of themes and
subthemes according to recurring topics within edatlaset (see Appendix for topics and
number of articles). This process required manyaihgh readings of the transcribed data and
newspaper articles. Overlapping topics (e.g., N&dhean athletes’ performance in the Games,
the flag blunder, inter-Korean table-tennis mafcbin both datasets were identified for a more
in-depth comparative analysis. | was sensitivénéoguestion of how each media outlet covers
the same events/themes — with a particular focuso@nNorth Korea and the relationship
between the two Koreas are perceived and reprasbgteach source. | also examined how and
what language is used to cover different themescangey various sentiments. After exploring
international coverage, | repeated the procesSdoth Korean data. | then compared the various
sets of data and considered what differences amithsities there were between South Korean
and other international news-media coverage oftsveamd their representations of North Korea.

| was attentive not only to the differences betw8enth Korean and other international

® There is one televised clip in my dataset: Southeld’s live-broadcast of the inter-Korean groupeabnnis
match (Unknown Producer of KBS, 2012). The broamrascomments were transcribed verbatim.
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coverage, but also the differences among all distasaying attention to the source of the

coverage.

It is important to note here how the languagediation was addressed in this study, as |
translated all relevant Korean media data (tithed iamportant quotations) into English. | am a
trained and approved KoreamEnglish language interpreter for the Ministry ofvathced
Education, Employment and Immigration of a Canaghiavincial government, and am
confident in my translating abilities. NevertheleBsslin’s (1970) ‘back-translation’ method —
in which the input language is first translateaitiie target language, and then the target
language is translated back into the input languagas applied for a more rigorous approach.
In addition to language translation, cultural iptetation is also important in this study as media
narratives are heavily imbued with cultural nuan@e¥’. Kim, 2012, p. 69). For example,
familial terms such as ‘brother’ or ‘sister’ areedgo depict tight-knit relationships, as was the
case of some South Korean reporting when refetargorth Korean athletes. For such terms or

ideas that do not directly translate into Englishdded footnotes for further cultural explanation.

Reflexivity

It is important for all critical researchers toredlexive — to examine the way in which
their understanding of a phenomenon “changes thehtteeir relation, not only to both the
phenomenal world they are observing and their kedgg of it, but also to how they are
observing and understanding” the phenomenon (T@gP8, p. 38). | am in a unique position as
| have multiple, simultaneous identities with redy&o this project: a visible ‘Other’; a South
Korean citizen; a western-educated student; ancdedor basic human rights of North

Koreans; and a citizen of a global society withitioal view. Throughout the recent half of my
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life spent in the West (the U.S. and Canada), Elmome to both defy and internalize/embody
‘the Other’ at the same time, which may have ineeelamy sensitivity in identifying

‘Otherizing’ and essentializing discourse. Altemaly, this also means that | was able to pick
up on the nuanced messages underlying media dgethat ‘non-Others’ may not have, that
nevertheless have impact. In a similar vein, myiifg as a South Korean citizen who sees the
need and value in a unified Korea (achieved iresorable manner) could have led to a
heightened sense of criticism toward media outlesare harshly negative about North Korea
and its people based on assumptions, or ‘fact$’they (the journalists) have also probably
heard themselves from media (noting that North Kaseclosed off to most outsiders, including

journalists).

However, at the same time, | have been Westernageld@and | am therefore conscious
of Western criticisms of the North Korean governimeome of which | agree with. | should
make clear that | am in no way defending the N&hean dictatorial regime; my purpose in
this media analysis study is to challenge the apsioms that underlie media discourse that may
perpetuate stereotyping and xenophobia, which issare not limited only to the gaze directed at
the Korean peninsula. | feel the need to disclbaeltam an advocate for basic human rights,
and that | am a volunteer at a non-governmental #id organization for undernourished North
Korean children. | feel very strongly about theus®f famine in North Korea (likely a result of
the corrupt authoritarian regime), and | often fmgself wondering if harsh, negative media
portrayals, that make audience members angry erpak, would trigger more action. Just as
my thoughts are informed and influenced by my midtidentities, | recognize that each South
Korean and other international journalist has tbhein subjectivities. For this reason, | feel that

it is crucial to question the current system of ragdpresentation and the underlying
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assumptions upon which they are founded in ordetiiae media for empowering and

liberatory purposes rather than perpetuating unglesilogies and judgment.
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Chapter Four: Results

In the following results section, | outline the wars topics and themes that emerged from
my analysis. Under each topic, | compare and cen8auth Korean and international data,
providing illustrative quotations and details of gpertinent findings for each. This
organizational structure offers the best representaf my research findings. That is to say, the
main finding from the study was that South Koread mternational media covered North
Korea’s involvement and the inter-Korean relatiopsturing the Games differently. The
distinctions can be seen in the coverage of: Nkdifean performance; scandals and mishaps
involving North Korea during the Games (e.g., tlag blunder); and the interactions between
North Korean and South Korean athletes. The purpogetaposing South Korean and
international media coverage is not to declare wiparnalists are more accurate or appropriate
in their coverage. Rather, contrasting the twowsag of demonstrating and offering details on a
striking pattern in coverage of a highly politiaizesport-related topic, as well as identifying

potential implications and consequences of diffetgmes of representational work.

A. North Korean Performance in the Games: “Refrigeator for winners, labor camps for

losers” vs. “Sport Superpower”

International data. When reporting successful North Korean event restliere were
prominent examples of international articles tlessed to search for reasons awy andhow
North Korean athletes could perform well. ABC Newsstory titled “North Korea’s key to
Olympic medals: Refrigerators for winners, labomga for losers” provided the following as

one possible reason behind North Korean athletesesses:
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[T]he success of the country’s small contingenatbietes at the Games may be
the result of a policy of training them from aygoung age at specialized schools,
backed up by rewards like cars and refrigeratmrsvinners and the threat of labor
camps for losers (J.H. Cho, 2012b).

While assessing the validity of such claim is nobajective of this study, it should be noted that
regardless of whether or not this claim is truehsstatements could be considered dismissive of

the North Korean athletes’ efforts and motivestfaming.

Some articles had titles and associated commetitatyvould seem to invoke
‘suspicion’ about North Korea'’s tactics for attagisuccess. Consider the following excerpt
from an article titled Secretto North Korea’'s Olympic Success” (italics added):

... Training involved four hours of ‘ideological edaton’ per week aimed at

cultivating loyalty to the leader... [l]t is a comm@rocedure to open ‘review

meetings after the sports events in which paditip ‘assess’ their own and each
other’'s games...If during that process the persaleiermined ‘disloyal’ to their

Dear Leader, the athlete is likely to be expeftedh the sports organization and at

times sent to labor camps (J.H. Cho, 2012a).

Another article fromndian Expres®ffered a different explanation for the success, b
with a similarly derogatory reference to the Ndfibrean ruler and regime:

The reason for North Korea’s Olympic performargsimple. Its totalitarian

rulers may be starving its people, but they atstiae time lavish what little

money they have on a state-controlled athletigamme designed to produce

Olympic medalists (Pei, 2012).

Furthermore, comments such as “Its totalitariaemuimay be starving its people, but they at the

same time lavish what little money they have otagescontrolled athletic programme designed

to produce Olympic medalists” (Pei, 2012) ironigalilifies the athletes for winningt the cost
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of other North Korean lives, while at the same tirosifooning them as passive, helpless subjects

or puppets.

It is also noteworthy that international coverafisuccessful North Korean athlete
performances included a focus on the North Kordhlet@s’ victory speeches. A particular
emphasis in many cases was on speeches that nezhtimmth Korea’s ‘Dear Leader,’
highlighting their loyalty ABC Newsin an article mentioned earlier titled ‘North kar's key to
Olympic medals: Refrigerators for winners, labomea for losers,” reported the same interview

as.

Gold medalist Kim Un-Guk, who set an Olympic recoréd?2-kilogram weight-
lifting, dutifully attributed his triumph to theleader Kim Jong-Un. ‘I won first
place because the shining Supreme Commander KigrUa gave me power
and courage,” he told reporters in London (J.Ho,(20©12b).

The Associated Pressent so far as to issue an article titled ‘CrejtKim,” solely devoted to
discussing the North Korean athletes’ attributingit successes to their ‘Dear Leaders.’ This

article ended with this interview excerpt with Omn¢Chol, who won gold in weightlifting:

| believe the great Kim Jong-Il looked over me;tarding to the internal news
agency at the Olympic Games. “I am very happygind thanks to our Great
Leader for giving me the strength... it is all besaof him (Meredith, 2012b).

Yet anotheAssociated Presarticle titled ‘Aloof North Koreans a great Olynapi
mystery’ mentions that “all [Om Yun-Chol] wantedtadk about was the late North Korean
leader Kim Jong-II"” (White, 2012). As such, bothrioKorean athletes’, coaches’, and staff's

remarking of their ‘Dear Leader’ were often thedbpoint of many international articles.

During this process, the athletes’ successes dadsivere deemphasized, and the athletes
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themselves were represented as generic, passtvdyramwashed’ by the state, thus reifying the

idea that North Koreans have minimal or no age@wyngings, 2011; Myers, 2012).

In summary, much of the international media coveraigNorth Korean participation in
the Olympic Games was dismissive of the athleti#stts and highly politicized. Specifically,
the athletes’ accomplishments were deemphasizedftarddiscussed in relation to the North
Korean regime. In most international news-mediporeng of successful North Korean
performances in the Games seemed to involve astigetion of why and how that was
possible. The reasons offered were largely cul@mdlor political accounts to do with the North

Korean regime, rather than the individual athletesshing and efforts.

Exceptions.On the other hand, it is important to note that samernational media —
albeit a minority — did recognize successful Ndttrean performance in a positive manner, as
can be witnessed in the following excerpts: “Coming a streak of spectacular performances by
North Korean lifters in London” (Ritter, 201€ TV andAssociated Pre$s“Triumphed to win
gold... stunning personal best” (“Records Tumble”12(Associated Pre3sand “Continue the
nation’s remarkable surprise performance” (“Job Mdeine,” 2012 Daily Mail UK). Still, these
articles are exceptions to an overwhelming tremehtds more derogatory and/or dismissive

portrayals.

South Korean data.Most South Korean reporting of North Korean invohent in the
Games had to do with their performance resultscivhiere, generally speaking, provided with
no explanations or speculations as to how the tathlgerformed so well. Sentiments of praise
were attached in some articles, although they sédess pronounced as compared to Lee and

Maguire’s (2009a, 2009b) reporting of coveragemythe 2000 Sydney and 2004 Athens
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Games. An article frorilanguk llbolabeled North Korea a “sport superpower,” and aixed

how their successful performance is not surprising:

In reality, North Korea'’s success should not Iseiigrise. North Korea has put
immense effort into becoming a sport power. The leader Kim Jong-Un himself
is a basketball fan and very interested in spdttere is nothing better than sport
when bringing a nation together. North Korean raede promptly delivering news
of their successful athletes, and promoting thteswith statements such as: “[the
North Korean athletes] are serving our Dear Le&dier Jong-Un honour, as well
as giving our army and civilians continuous pridgé'S. Lee, 2012).

Another South Korean article fro@hosun llbooffers an explanation similar to other
South Korean coverage for North Korea'’s succegsftfiormance. Note that while North Korean
state receives some ‘credit’ for their athlete€cassful performance results, negative

interventions such as ‘labour camps for losers’mtementioned:

Kim Jong-Un put lots of support in weightliftingié other events, which acted

as a contributing factor to this success. Accaydana North Korean defector, Kim
Jong-Un, since becoming appointed as the hei@@92said that, “Sport is the best
way to advertise our country, we need to get éouo old sport system and we need
to hire more highly trained, professional coadtigzse, 2012).

In addition, another South Korean article providadexcerpt from an interview with North
Korean weightlifting coach Park Gi-Sung after Hislete Kim Un-Guk won a gold medal, in
which the coach says: “We are highly disciplined are trained and trained and trained some

more, which led to this result” (S.H. Kim, 2012b).

Titles such as “North Korea is London’s Dark Horgdbng, 2012a); “North Korea
alreadyhas four medals, ranking fifth overall” (Kwak, Z)italics added)’ and “North Korea is
continuing their successful performance right fribv@ beginning of the Games” (Park, 2012)

illustrate the positive South Korean media coveraigdorth Korean performance. In addition,
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some South Korean media highlighted how some ‘fprenedia’ were wrong in their prediction

of North Korea’s performance in the Games:

Foreign media’s prediction that North Korea witllpwin one silver medal has
completely missed (Nam, 2012).

Sports lllustratedoredicted that North Korea will maybe win one silvnedal,
if at all — but they were completely wrong (Kw@g12).

Such reporting may suggest the possibility thattls#wrean journalists felt protective of their

northern counterpart.

Furthermore, a large part of South Korean mediensdeo be concerned with how the
North Korean athletes were perceived by the sparstat while international media said nothing
about this. In &BS Newstory about North Korean weightlifter Kim Un-Guldsld medal
victory with a world record, the journalist repattan interview with a ten-year old English boy

spectator, who said:

[Kim’s lift] was unbelievable. When he set the @lyic and world record,
it was just... amazing! (Park, 2012).

The same journalist also described the scene ofithary as follows:

When he lifted the Olympic record of 153kg in thed round, the crowd
gave him a standing ovation, welcoming the bifth aew hero (Park, 2012).

As demonstrated here, South Korean news artictegyrezed that North Korean athletes could
be heroic and inspirational for international andies — a point never mentioned in international

coverage.
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Like international media, most South Korean netesiss included North Korean
athletes’ victory speeches as part of a broades+stary about their performance. However,
speeches were seldom a focus of the articles,aimiknternational coverage. Furthermore,
South Korean articles reported other commentsttiletas had to say other than, and/or in
addition to, attributing their success to Kim Jdhgnd/or Kim Jong-Un. For exampl&BS
Newsprovided an interview clip with the North Koreanigllifter Kim Un-Guk after he won
his gold medal, in which he exclaimed, “Thank ybcan’t express how happy | am!” (Park,
2012).KBS Newsimilarly reported North Korean judoist An Kum-Aevictory speech after
winning Gold: “There is no greater happiness thenthought of having pleased my nation with
a gold medal” (Go, 2012). Another example KBS Newsnterview excerpt with Lim Jung-

Shim, a North Korean weightlifter:

The 19-year old was excited, but she showed matmgosure — <interview>
Lim Jung-Shim: “there have been tough matchesvedkkept up my guts.

I'll train harder to improve in my weak areas vk no mistakes next time
(Yang, 2012).

As demonstrated above, South Korean media covefagerth Korean athletes’ performances

in the Games was not only limited to the North Korathletes’ accrediting their Dear Leader.

B. Scandals and Mishaps during the Games: “Over-théop protest after flag gaffe” vs.

“These are not children’s games...an embarrassment tbOCOG "

There were two especially notable scandals invglorth Korea during the Olympics.
The first was the ‘flag blunder’ at the North Koneaomen'’s soccer match against Colombia on

July 25, 2012, at which the South Korean flag wiapldyed next to the faces and names of

" London Organising Committee of the Olympic andaBanpic Games.
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North Korean players on the big stadium screen.sBmend was the Australian newspaper
Melbourne Commuter mixewspaper's medal tally table that ‘nicknamed’ tRdforea as
‘Naughty Korea’ and South Korea as ‘Nice Korea.efdwere almost no similarities between
South Korean and international media’s coveragemf scandals, although both reported on the
incidents. Although the number of articles for etttdme is not a focus of this qualitative study,
it is worth mentioning that the ratio of South Kanenews articles about North Korean
performance to those about scandals and mish&éslg, whereas the same ratio for
international data is 14:21. The international set@oes include a higher number of media
outlets, and each outlet of course has their ovumiryg's athletes to follow, which explains the
lower number of articles to do with performanceuitss It is nonetheless noteworthy that
scandals and mishaps of the North Korean teamvegt@nore attention than the team’s

performance from international media outlets.

In this section, | first explore international madioverage of the ‘flag blunder’ and the
‘nice Korea, naughty Korea’ incidents. Followingyutline South Korean coverage of the same
mishaps. This delineation of South Korean reporisnguch shorter than that of international
coverage, which is reflective of the amount ofces that was written about said incidents in

each dataset.

International data.

The ‘flag blunder.’ At the North Korean women'’s football match agai@stombia, the
South Korean flag was inadvertently displayed fresent the North Korean team. International
media reports covering the flag swap had titlehisagc ‘London Olympic organizers apologize

to North Korea for displaying South Korean flagt¢hdon Olympic Organizers,” 2012);
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‘Apology fails to quell North Korea flag row; Nortkorea raises incident at general assembly of
the International Olympic Committee’ (Brown, 2012prth Koreans cry foul over flag fiasco’
(Kelso, 2012); and “Innocent’ errors can prove dlgdor North Koreans; Hermit Kingdom’s
soccer players right to stage over-the-top prattst flag gaffe — anything less might have
resulted in unpleasant consequences’ (Simpson,)2812h focus on North Korea'’s reaction
expressed in the titles was continued in the cartktine articles. For exampl&he Daily

Telegrapharticle reported:

Kick-off in the game at Hampden Park was delaygdh hour after the furious
North Korean team refused to emerge from the drggseom following the error,
claiming the blunder was a premeditated insult. el¢k, 2012).

A slightly different North Korean reaction was rejgal when

Ung, the North Korean Olympic Committee represi@rgawas interviewed:

Asked whether he was satisfied with the apologynft.ondon organizers,
Chang said, ‘They apologized to the national tetiat;s enough’
(S. Wilson, 2012a).

Chang raised the matter at the IOC general asyesdling ‘I don’t think it's
a big political issue’ (S. Wilson, 2012b).

Lastly, anAssociated Presarticle expressed sympathy with LOCOG by statiBgen
with the best of intentions, organizing an offefige Olympics is nearly impossible” (Bell,
2012). It is also important to mention that onlyemf these articles from international media
reported the result of the said soccer match (NQaifea 2: Colombia 0), whereas the majority

of South Korean articles did report the match issul
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Some international media articles extended thertgygoof this flag-swap into a political
discussion of the North Korean regime — specificdlie state’s treatment of athletes. UKlise

Timesarticle stated:

Back in their dressing room, angry and worried alityongyang’s reaction,
they considered withdrawing from the tournametdgadther (Brown, 2012).
Interestingly, this article also had an interviexeerpt with the North Korean coach, wherein he

stated:

Winning the game can’t compensate for the mistakgust want to stress once
again that our players’ images and names carshbe/n alongside the South
Korean flag (Brown, 2012).

It is unclear where the journalist gathered thernmfation that the North Korean players were

‘worried about Pyongyang’s reaction.’” Also, theadbat the North Korean team considered

withdrawing from the tournament was not reporteghdrere else.

Furthermore, international media seemed especrdayested in the North Korean
team’s reaction to the flag mix-up. For examflee Guardianin the article ‘North Korea vs.
South Korea: the Opening Olympic Skirmishes,’” sjeged as to why the North Korean team

reacted the way it did:

It is rumoured that North Korean athletes who emds® the homeland in inter-
national competitions face being sent to laboungson their return home — one
explanation, perhaps, for the excessively longgstdaunched by the women’s
football team at Hampden Park last week (McCW264,2).

In similar fashionSouth China Morning Pogtublished an article titled, “Innocent’

errors can prove deadly for North Koreans; Herniitgdlom’s soccer players right to stage over-
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the-top protest after flag gaffe — anything lesghihhave resulted in unpleasant consequences,’

in which the journalist explains the possible remsbehind the North Korean team'’s reactions:

But the North Korean team did the right thing. Hlaely not walked, the
repercussions on their return home would be ukéfile... To a North Korean,
seeing your flag replaced by that of your enenkeg angerBut mostly, it
induces fear and you act accordinghihe footballers did not use the bungle to
make a political point, as some claimed... ‘If thésetballers had not made the
sort of protest they did, they would have a riskj@estions being asked when
they got back home and perhaps being taken td @enp nice place,” Korea
analyst Aidan Foster-Carter said (Simpson, 20afics added).

This article also reported exchanges with Chang:Ung

‘Of course the people are angry,” Chang Ung, N&hea’s Olympic represent-
ative saidHe was hoping to be heard by his masters watchittgequal horror

back in the capital Pyongyanif your athletes suffered something similar, what
happens?’ Ung challenged us. Well, Mr. Ung, ofrseuihere would be some anger,
plenty of shame, huge embarrassment and offip@llogies aplenty. There might
be a few involuntary smiles at such tense, gremed. But there would not be a
walk off (Simpson, 2012, italics added).

This excerpt about Chang-Ung’s reaction differsrfthie ones provided in the previous section,
in which he expressed that it was not a big isand,that an apology was enough. This article
raises questions and curiosity as it is from Chivarth Korea’s biggest and the most significant
political ally. Although it is not certain wheth#irere was only one or multiple interviews, the
fact that this information is available only frddouth China Morning Pos$ noteworthy. It

raises questions about the access that some neegiaed to North Korea representatives — as
perhaps Chinese journalists had privileged acae€hang Ung that other journalists did not
have. Furthermore, the statement (italicized abtide)was hoping to be heard by his masters

watching with equal horror back in the capital Rygang”is striking for it could be an
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assumption made by the journalist, which could thetranslated as fact or common sense by

the readers.

In addition to centring on the reaction of the Mdforean team, most international
media coverage of this flag mix-up emphasized tigigal history between the two Koreas,
especially the Korean War and other conflicts tieate occurred since the 1953 armistice.

Examples of detailed historical descriptions inelud

The two countries are still officially at war ful62 years after the end of the
conflict that led to the Korean peninsula beingaid... The countries were
formally established as separate entities in 1848,the bitter Korean War began
in 1950. Hostilities flared again in 2010, whenrtiidKorean artillery shells killed
four people, two from the military and two civitig, on Yeon-pyeong Island in
South Korea (Kelso, 2012).

North Korea and South Korea are still technicatlyvar. The fighting from 1950
to 1953 ended with an armistice, not a peaceytr@éie peninsula is divided by a
heavily fortified border and vast differencesdealogies (Griffiths, 2012).

North Korea and South Korea doter rivals and are still technically at war
because their 1950-53 conflict ended with an drogisather than a peace treaty
(Brown, 2012, italics added).

The Guardiararticle titled, ‘North Korea vs. South Korea: thgeming Olympic skirmishes’
provided the most detailed historical analysishef articles studied, and also attached political

meaning to the inter-Korean table tennis match calee for later that week:

The flag mishap set the tone for the early stajélse Games, during which the
historical rivals, who are still technically at whave maintained a theme of mutual
loathingthat will intensify this week in a showdown in tiveen’s team table tennis...
the countries’ separate entrance to the Olympidisim during the opening ceremony
reflects the dramatic deterioration in bilateedhtions since they marched together,
under the blue-and-white flag of a united Koreanipsula, in Sydney 12 years
ago...The thaw was noticeably absent in Beijingnsafter North Korean guards had
shot dead a South Korean tourist, and there hers liite evidence of rapprochement
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in London (McCurry, 2012, italics added).

The title ofThe Timesrticle ‘Hampden highlights North-South divide’ eged the newspaper’'s
political focal point. Interestingly (or ironicallythis article expressed the misfortune of the
Olympics’ turning political:
It is always a shame when politics intersect wjibrt; it is a shame it had to
intervene here, to cast a shadow on a day thatwite had been an unexpected
success... This is what the Olympics is supposdx tabout: igniting passion,
restoring faith, escaping the world. Too ofter tlag, and incidents of its ilk, is
what it is actually all about: offence, nationalde and realpolitik. In two hours
or so yesterday, Glasgow saw both side. Welcontleet®@lympic Games
(Smith, 2012).
In a similar vein, the political background of tkerean peninsula is highlighted in the title
‘Mistake inflames Korean tensions’ of the Australiehe Daily Telegraplarticle (Migliaccio,

2012), which stated in its content, “LOCOG quicklyologised but the mistake only heightened

tensions between the feuding Korean nations.”

‘Nice Korea, Naughty Korea.One of the most notable scandals revolving arouoidhN
Korea happened when an Australian newspdapes,Melbourne Commuter Daily mpublished
a medal rankings table, in which North Korea wdkddNaughty Korea’ and South Korea was
called ‘Nice Korea.” When reporting the incidentpshinternational media coverage used North
Korea as the subject noun, which made the foctisenf reporting North Korea'’s reactions,
rather than th&lelbourne Commuter mXinitiating act. For exampl&,he New Zealand Herald

article titled ‘North Korea angry at Aussie papstated:

North Korea has criticized an Australian newspdbat called the country
‘Naughty Korea’ when listing London Olympics med#ndings... Pyongyang’s
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official KCNA accusednX on Wednesday of a ‘bullying act’ that insults gerit
of the Olympics (“N Korea Angry,” 2012).

It is also noteworthy that this article ended with:

Tensions have been high on the Korean Peninsuta diorth Korea launched a
rocket in April that the United Nations called@er for a banned long-range missile
test. North Korea says it was trying to put alfsgento orbit. North Korea has since
threatened to attack Seoul over perceived in§Nt«orea Angry,” 2012).

In The Guardiararticle titled ‘North Korea attacks paper whichledlnation ‘naughty’,” the
translated text report ?®§€CNAs (North Korean’s state-run media) reaction t@ thgcandal is
provided, in whiccKCNA states:
This is a bullying act little short of insultingeg Olympic spirit of solidarity, friend-
ship and progress and politicising sports. Medéaadbliged to lead the public in
today’s highly-civilised world where [the] mentahd cultural level of mankind is
being displayed at the highest level. The papbkabed so foolish [sic] as to use the
London Olympics that has caught the world interestdegrading itself... Editors
were so incompetent as to tarnish the reputatidheopaper... cooked up a way of
moneymaking, challenging the authority of the dfigd sovereign state... it will
remain as a symbol of rogue paper, to be cursgglibOlympic history
(Hills, 2012).
This response from North Koreak&NA could be interpreted in many ways by different
audience members. It is also noteworthy that tfiisial reaction from North Korea is framed

under the title “North Koreattackspaper which called nation ‘naughty” (Hills, 201ifzlics

added).

Other articles reporting this incident were titl&gorts politics: North Koretaunch

attackon ‘bullying’ newspaper’ (“North Korea Launch Atla” 2012, italics added), and

8 Korean Central News Agency (KCNA), the state-ruedia of North Korea.
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‘DPRK accuse8risbané Metro of trying to politicise Olympics’ (‘DPRK Accuses2012).
After North Korea officially issued their reactitimough the above-mentioned KCNA report,
theMelbourne Commuter miXsued an article titled ‘Pyongyang goes ballistier mX tally’
(Hastings, 2012)The Atlantic Wirgeported this exchange between North KoreaMeltbourne
Commuter mXhrough an article titled ‘Australian Commuter N@aper Goes to War with

North Korea’ (Hudson, 2012).

In addition, a South Korean fencer was introduceft@nm ‘People’s Republic of Korea,’
which is a mix of the two countries’ official nam®&emocratic People’s Republic of Korea’
(North Korea) and ‘Republic of Korea’ (South Kor€d)G. Kim, 2012). Both ‘mix-ups’ of South
Korea as North Korea (which were the reverse ofldgeincident) did not receive much
attention from South Korean media, and none froentkernational media, which may imply
that the focus of international media was on Néhea’s reactions to such scandals, rather than

the scandals themselves.

South Korean Data.Compared to international coverage, South Koreasiarfecused
less on scandals and mishaps of the North Koresam.té/hen such topics were covered,
however, they were done in a drastically differ@@inner. For example, it is noteworthy that
South Korean media reports of the flag mix-up ddtlinclude suggestions that the incident led
to an increase in inter-Korean tensions, as wasteg in the majority of international reporting.
Furthermore, South Korean articles covering thg flaffe emphasized the fact that it was a
mistake on LOCOG’s part — rather than focusinghenNorth Korean team’s reaction. For
example, the title of thelankyoreharticle readsThese are not children’s games — results

reversing, wrong flag — an embarrassment to LOC®IES. Cho, 2012), and$BSnews-story

° Mistake from the newspaper — correct name isvtalbourne Commuter mXpt theBrisbane Metro.
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stated that this was “a clear mistake of LOCOGSH. Lee, 2012). Adanguk lIboarticle
extended this focus on LOCOG's slip-ups by diseugsither mistakes that the committee had
made, such as displaying ‘Democratic People’s RiepabKorea versus Switzerland’, rather
than ‘Republic of Korea versus Switzerland’ durthg men’s football group stages competition

(H.S. Cho, 2012).

South Korean coverage of the ‘Naughty Korea, Mioeea’ incident differed drastically
from international coverage as well. Among the 8d(brean media dataset for this study, there
was only one article reporting this scandal. T3S Newpiece reported on some readers’

reactions as follows:

Some expressed that this is ‘funny albeit politidait other Twitter users expressed
that such statement stems from deep-rooted xetogphad racism (“North Korea
called ‘Naughty Korea,” 2012).

This article used the Australian paper as the stilpjgun for most of its sentences, indicating
that the newspaper/report is the ‘do-er’ of theagigant action. As demonstrated above, South
Korean media focus on the scandals revolving Niddirea was significantly less compared to

international coverage, perhaps exposing the @ifieg in their respective interests.

C. Inter-Korean Relationship Portrayals during the Games

In addition to representations of North Korea asdathletes, depictions of the inter-
Korean relationship was another topic of focushig study. Both South Korean and
international media provided interpretations of il@¥ean geopolitics through coverage of
various events. The most significant of these wvleeanter-Korean table-tennis matches. There

were two inter-Korean table-tennis matches duriveg®@lympic Games: first, a men’s singles
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table-tennis match, which the North Korean playenyand second, a men’s group table-tennis
competition, wherein the South Korean team worerhdtional media seemed to emphasize the
political and diplomatic significance of the mateimd at the same time highlighted the divisions
between the two Koreas. Conversely, South Koreataremverage of these two matches

consisted of both competition-focused and ‘politeantimental’ language geared toward unity.

International Data.

Inter-Korean table-tennis matches: “The Grudge Md&it¢ International media articles
covering the inter-Korean matches tended to empbdke political division between the two
Koreas, as witnessed in the following titles: “Skat clash of rivals” (“Shock in Clash,” 2012);
“Koreans declare ping-pong cordiale in London 28dihd of wiff-waff war” (Hyde, 2012); and
“The Grudge Match: So, South vs. North Korea aketédnnis...” (“The Grudge Match,” 2012).
The Guardiararticletitled, ‘Koreans declare ping-pong cordiale in Lond2012 round of wiff-
waff war’, made several political references, sash

[lln a game pretty much hyped aginner takes peninsula. As you'll be aware,

the Bumper Book of Olympic Cliché dictates thatiwest classify international

sport as war by other means... Yet so freneticdynentedly aggressive is elite

table tennis that the question with the Koreasclaeemed not so much whether

it was war by other means, but whether the emtaebetween the two nations —

technically still going on after six decades witha peace treaty — had not in fact

been table tennis by other meadsclear tests, ship sinkings, incursions into the

demilitarised zone all these seemed faintly tame compared witre#teeme whiff-

whaff, the stony-faced speed drives andNbeth Korean team’s insistence on

applauding points they’d won for just a coupleinettling seconds too long
(Hyde, 2012, italics added).

While the excerpt about the North Korean team ‘lang a point for longer than usual” was

not reported in any other international or Soutlmd@ém media reporting — it is worth noting here
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as it was a major international source that madebservation. Furthermore, the act of
celebrating a point for “just a couple of unsetjlseconds too long” is one that may provoke
rivalry and hostility between teams at any sportogpetition. With this in mind and
considering the fact that this was reported froy one source, it is possible that the North
Korean team’s prolonged celebration was the inggpion of the journalist, perhaps seeking to

emphasize the conflict between the two Koreas.

As evident thus far, the geopolitics of the Korganinsula was taken up by many
international media outlets when discussing intergén table-tennis matches. | would argue
that while it might make sense in this contextaasider how sport can act as a diplomatic tool,
the Korean conflict and tensions were simplified @araggerated in many articles. Perhaps the
reasoning behind discussing the history of the Kiorgeopolitics was to provide background for,
and build up excitement and anticipation for theahaHowever, there are other implications of
this type of reporting (e.g., emphasizing conféint/or absence of peace), such as shifting the
focus away from reconciliation efforts that wenegare, being made (Galtung, 1998; Hackett,

2007; B. Wilson, 2012).

Lastly, some international media coverage assuiredSouth Korea would win both
matches and expressed surprise when North Koreafaorexample, in Belfast Telegraph
article, North Korea is described as having “gaiaeshock success ouwévals South Korea”
(“North Surprise the Neighbours,” 2012). Similanyhen South Korea won the team-
competition,The Guardiarreported, “South Korea beat North Korea to gougtoto the quarter

finals, as the form book said they should” (Hyd@12).
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In sum, division, war, and rivalry were a centi@aus in international media coverage of
the inter-Korean table-tennis matches, and theragaiping to unity of the Korean peninsula
were almost non-existent. With introductions susHhatter rivals” (Brown, 2012), “winner
takes peninsula” (“The Grudge Match,” 2012), anthoeents such as “the two states have
maintained a theme of mutual loathing” (McCurry12}) most international media emphasized
the divided and “still technically at war” (Merekjt2012a, Brown, 2012; McCurry, 2012) status
of the peninsula, with perhaps an exaggerated sdreeersion between the two states. It is
important to consider whether such statementsesessary when discussing performance

results, and what possible implications these miginy forth.

Exceptions.It is important to note that there were exceptimnthe dominant trend. In an
ABC Newasarticle titled, “South Korea defeats North Koraaliable Tennis,” the following is
reported:

Despite the political intrigue for the Koreanss titmosphere at the 6,000-seat

sellout was sporting, with warm applause for esidk... South Korean coach Yoo

Nam-Kyu, a gold medalist in the 1988 Olympicsddaiere is always pressure playing

North Korea. He described how the two sides chtit @ach other in the Athletes’

Village, but on the court there is always tensi@ve are the same people and speak

the same language, but politically we are not \fegndly at the momenty oo said.

‘From the history we felt we have to win againsttNdKorea — because it's North

Korea...[but] When we talk, it's about everyday.Iifée don't talk political stuff’
(Wade, 2012, italics added).

Coach Yoo's comment (italicized above) deviatesiftbe majority of other international
coverage of the inter-Korean table-tennis matche¢lwvivas largely conflict-focused. The fact
that this comment was not reported in any oth@&rmngtional coverage is noteworthy — for it may
demonstrate that some mainstream news-media oaklet® not to report on this (assuming all
outlets had access to this interview).
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In a similar vein, other articles took a slighti§ferent political approach to the match by
discussing the role and/or possibility of tablerisras a diplomatic tool, also known as ‘ping-
pong diplomacy.’ In ar\ssociated Presarticle titled, ‘Ex-NKorean star recalls ‘ping pong
diplomacy,’” a former North Korean table-tennis @awho was part of the 1991 unified team

was interviewed:

Her eyes well up when Li Pun Hui recalls her rial@ historic example of ‘ping

pong diplomacy... Putting aside politics, the inEgpsompetitive Li paired up

with her arch rival, South Korean star Hyun Jumgzhin 1991 as part of the first
‘unified Korea’ team to march into internationaingpetition wearing the flag of the
Korean Peninsula. Li and Hyun fondly recall howytimet as enemies and parted as
friends, and champions...’"We speak the same languagjee the same people. We're
Korean. We all had the same goal: To win... ‘I nfiss very much,’ said Li, her eyes
glistening with tears. She still, 21 years latherishes the gold ring given to her by
her old doubles partner (J.H. Lee, 2012).

This article, which was also published under thraeséitle inFox Newssuggests that

perspectives that depart from the dominant treedrateed possible.

South Korean Data.

Inter-Korean table-tennis matches: “The misfortung South and north Korea playing
each other.”Unlike the majority of international coverage, therd “rivals,” or any other
similar word, were not once used in South Koreadien® describe the inter-Korean table-
tennis matches or the relationship in general. I'sBorean media articles covering the inter-
Korean matches had titles such as: “Men’s firsketdénnis match to be a South-North match”
(“Men’s First Table-Tennis,” 2012), and “South-Noiten’s Table-Tennis: Misfortune of
playing one another in first round” (K.M. Kim, 201 Zollowing the matches, the results were

reported in articles titled: “Men’s group table-bésy victory in South-North match — onto the
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next rounds” (“Men’s Group Table-Tennis,” 2012)ddiMen’s group table-tennis beat North
Korea and proceed to next round” (H.G. Lee, 2002her Korean reporting included more
information about the political and sentimentahgigance of the inter-Korean matches, as
evidenced in thélankyoreharticle which read, “Thenisfortuneof South and North Korea
playing each other in the first rounds” (K.M. Ki@012, italics added). This title suggests the
possibility that the journalist had hoped the twaréas did not have to play each other in the
first round so both could be successful and advargether in the beginning rounds. South
KoreanKBS Newsrticle titled, ‘South and North intersect agaithe two coaches ill at ease’

reported:

The two coaches know each other from when theg wkyers and up to now
they’'ve always been friendly with each other whemehey met at international
competitions. But today was different... there waeeuliar tension between
the two (Choi, 2012).

Another KBS news-story sketched out what the atiesgpof the competition was like:

Our senior officials attended and cheered atdigisificant match... behind a
couple of rows sat the North Korean officials waiso cheered loudly... After
having won the match, North Korea seemed to ttyide their expressions
(Shim, 2012).

A SBS Newatrticle delivered an interview with the South Karemach:

Coach Yoo Nam-gyu said, ‘The first match is alwayset of pressure; in addition

to that, the North Korean team is not easy ancetb@ lot more focus on this match
due to political reasons...the weight of the alrehéesvy first match has increased
all the more because we are playing North Koreachrically, South Korea is the
better team but the North Koreans have solid foretdals due to their Sparta-like
training’ (“Men’s First Table-Tennis,” 2012).
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Coach Yoo started off the interview mentioning ploditical significance of the match, then
followed up with a competition-focused reasoningxplain the ‘pressure,” which differs from

the majority of international coverage which foaliee political tensions for ‘pressure.’

TheKBSlive television broadcast coverage of the merasnteompetition (Unknown
ProducerKBS 2012) had several remarks from the commentabaitsailuded to the political

nature of the match. For example, consider:

An unfortunate providence or harsh, ill-fated destiSouth and North.

There is always a grave emotional pressure in-idteean matches.

The players are shaking hands now — how wonderduillavit be if it was like that always.
Through the unified team in 1991 and also throlghSouth Korean movie ‘Korea,’

the people have been moved — it would be greheiptayers could be on the same
team but the match set-up is already said and sonlee game has to be played, and

of course, the players need to enjoy this matchrotegss.

Inter-Korean matches are always difficult to boldwyfor the players] and even

to watch [for the spectators], isn’'t it? I'm haviadhard time watching... the players
definitely feel more pressure compared to playing @ther country.

The commentators also mention the competition-tacknical-side of the match, such as:

North Korea has a very strong team this year, exgside of table-tennis they're
winning many gold medals, so | anticipate thas thill be a good match.

In addition to this traditional political pressutke fact that North Korea is a good
team increases the weight on the players.

In sum, most South Korean media tended to destiidbater-Korean table-tennis matches by

focusing on competition while also lamenting thet flat there is not a unified Korea.
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Other portrayals of inter-Korean relation®Although both South Korean and
international media noted that North and South Korathletes were estranged during the Games,
the difference was that South Korean media ackroydé the historical progression of the
relationship from previous Games. Furthermore, mspmvering the interactions between North
and South Korean athletes outside the sport cotiggetiontext (i.e., inter-Korean table-tennis
match) were found more often in South Korean meliaof them spoke to the distance that has
grown between the two states’ athletes since therg Olympic Games in 2004 when they
entered the opening ceremony together under thieation flag. For example, 8BS News

article titled, “Estranged South and North Kore#neies” claims:

The atmosphere is not like it used to be... in presiinternational competitions,
they used to call each other ‘hyung’, ‘dong-sa&higiit now they just say a formal
hello and get back to their respective trainirigsftanged South and North Korean
Athletes,” 2012).

The journalist who wrote this article then statiealttthe inter-Korean athlete interactions were
more cordial and at times quite collegial in th®@@®ydney and 2004 Athens Games, as the
athletes during those international games wouldrgitdine together, and even take voluntary
pictures with each other. The journalist then exygd that the mood started shifting before the
2008 Beijing Games and now, in 2012, the scenebiapletely changed. Likewise KBS
Newsreport covering the inter-Korean athlete interatiavas titled, ‘South and North Korean
athletes greet each other with just a nod... growlistance’ (S.H. Kim, 2012a). Hankyoreh

article reports an interview with a South Korearightifting staff who said, “on the 21[of

“Hyung’ is a familial term in Korean used to adssen older brother or man whom you consider teebg close;
‘dong-saeng’ is also a familial term to refer tgaanger sibling or person whom you consider to ény ¢lose.
They are both terms of endearment and represdmnitkigt, familial closeness.
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July], we practiced side by side with each othdrdiher than a formal greeting, there were no

conversations” (“South and North Athletes,” 2012).

Conversely, some South Korean coverage allude@ toaunity than the growing
distance between the two states. For exampiasun Ilbaarticle titled, ‘South and North
Korea’s Golden Relay — Rank #3 if Joint” (Hong, 2B}l explains that if the two Koreas were to
join forces, the synergy would result in a morecassful performance. Themes pertaining to
unity were found also where both North and Southeldo performance were discussed in the
same article/news-story in South Korean coveragesider for example, the title, ‘South and
North Korea, smooth beginning’ (“South and Northr&a,” 2012). Furthermore,@hosun llbo

article covering the North Korean weightlifter Kidn-Guk’s gold medal victory reported:

[Kim Un-guk] showed ceremonial showmanship by ipgthis fist in the air and
shaking it, and when asked about this, he sAllChosun peoplare joyous, it's
our spirit’ and laughed (Bae, 2012, italics added).

The use of the words ‘Chosun’ and ‘our’ are notdiges. ‘Chosun’ is the name of the last
dynasty of Korea before the Japanese conquesti®1945 and before the split in 1953; a time
when the Korean peninsula was not divided into fimthis day, North Koreans often refer to
North Korea as ‘North Chosun’ and South Korea aatB Chosun.’ Likewise, the use of the
word ‘our,” (“Oo-ri” in Korean) is significant wheaxamining South Korean media coverage
relevant to the inter-Korean relationship. The w@a-ri’, which means ‘we’, and/or ‘our’, is
used very frequently in the Korean language, andais the dominance of the collective culture
and identity in Korea. For example, “my mother’atitly translated into Korean i©6-ri-Um-
Ma,” meaning “our mother.” Likewise, when speakingabfamilies, friends and homes, it is

always said “our family,” “our friend,” and “our Inee.” Even the fact that one’s family name
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comes before his or her given name reflects tHisi@s When Koreans refer to Korea, they use
the term Oo-ri-Na-R3g” which directly translates into “our country,theer than Dae-Han-Min-
Guk” which is the official translation of Republic &orea. This “we” ethos directly sustains the
predominant ideology of collectivism underlying {b&orth and South) Korean society (Yoon

& King, 2012).

In a similar vein, it is noteworthy that South Kai®official name ‘Republic of Korea’
was used when discussing its performance alone m@lation to other countries, but when North
Korea was also part of the same discussion ofdertidSouth Korea) was referred to as ‘South
Korea.’ It is possible that this is the case beeaN®rth Korea’ and ‘South Korea’ allude more
to the geographical division between the two, camgéo ‘Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea’ and ‘Republic of Korea’, which representsagnition of each state as autonomous,

separate countries.
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Chapter Five: Discussion

As outlined in the Results section, there wereghihemes that stood out. First, South
Korean and international mainstream news-mediaggals of North Korea’s participation and
the inter-Korean relationship in the London 2012r@a differed drastically. Second,
international media representations of North Kaweae often dismissive of North Korean
athletes’ accomplishments and focused on macraigalconcerns about North Korea — a
contrast to the more positive and less politicizederage by South Korean media. Lastly, the
inter-Korean relationship was viewed differentlyibternational and South Korean media, with
the latter having more of a unity-focused lenghifollowing section, | will outline how these
fundamental study findings inform, and are infornbgdexisting literature on Orientalism (Said,
2003) and conventions of journalism. As well, thgportance of timing and context will be
explored by comparing this study’s findings to #o$ other similar studies of media
representation. In doing so, this study’s implieas and contributions to the field will be

identified.

Orientalism, Stereotyping, and Sport Media

South Korean and international mainstream news-angalitrayals of North Korean
participation in the Games differed drastically. Wtsouth Korean coverage focused more on
North Korean athletes’ performance in the Gamestiambernational media coverage tuned
more into scandals, mishaps, and victory speedbmst #ghe ‘Dear Leader,’ all of which often led
to derogatory political discussions of the Northré&m regime. These differences can be
explained by Said’s theory of Orientalism (2003)teechnological tool and discursive practice in
the process of Othering” (K.Y. Kim, 2012, p. 16jc6&003). Although there are criticisms and

debates about Orientalism such as Said’s choiegidénce, monolithic representation of
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Western scholarship, and ignoring the role of tiagite’ in developing the discipline (McHolm,
2013; Poole, 2002; Richardson, 2004), Orientalismevertheless useful in my research as a
trajectory for understanding how highly selectivel @ften derogatory portrayals of those
associated with some Asian cultures and countreepravileged in some mainstream news-

media.

Derogatory Orientalist discourse was especiallgen as North Korea was defined as
the eternal ‘Other’ by many international medialetst Specifically, the ‘North Korean way of
doing things’ — such as their victory speeches;tieas to scandals, and behaviour in interview
settings — were underscored as deviant, whilewstern standard’ was positioned as superior.
Such trends can be compared to K.Y. Kim (2012)iggtvherein she analyzed South Korean
and U.S. media representations of Korean femaleA_.B@fers. Kim (2012) found that U.S.
media constructed the women “ambivalently withie thcial and cultural boundaries of us-
Other discourses” (p. 267) through employing catittary terminology, and both de-sexualized
and hyper-gendered representations. While | sudigasthere was not much ambivalence in
most international media representations of Normineldn athletes, the parallel to Kim’s study
can be found with respect to the homogenizing asémializing of athletes to provide an easy
‘us versus them/Other’ comparison opportunity, emaging a hierarchical, binary value-
judgment practice among audience members. Covefagerth Korean athletes’ victory
speeches, for example, is a case in point in wihietathletes were depicted as passive compared
to other international athletes who, by implied pamson, embody agency and freedom.
Homogenizing and essentializing North Korean subjaltows for easy binary comparisons and

value judgments.
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Disparaging media narratives of North Korean aéfetan also be compared to
portrayals — some historical, some current — oéogroups in mainstream sport journalism.
These groups include, but are not limited to, fenahletes (Markula, 2009; Wilson, 2007),
athletes with disabilities (Duncan & Aycock, 200bgmosexual and transgendered athletes
(Cavanagh & Sykes, 2006; Hardin, Kuehn, Jones, Gs® & Balaji, 2009); and ‘non-white’
(especially black) athletes (Grainger, Newman, &daws, 2006; Wilson, 1997). Missing from
so many of these portrayals, according to crit&gppropriate contextual information. Others
point to how these portrayals attain meaning bexafitheir intertextual relationships with other
texts — for example, as was evident in the Reselttion, foreign policy of some (Western)
governments may be inscribed in portrayals of N&idhean athletes. A possible outcome of
such portrayals may be stereotypes, which Davig-ards (1998) define as “a generalization
about a category of people that is negative amdisieading” (p. 157). The issue is that
stereotypes often obscure the possibility of vemmtithin a certain category. For example, in
the case of this study, actions and characterisfitise North Korean government, military,
citizens, and athletes often get lumped into onéten, a mix of images of the North Korean
government. As a result, concerns about such patg@aften emerge from, and are reflective of,

broader issues concerning (for example) racismxandphobia.

Of course, this is not the first time political $gons contributed to negative media
coverage in sport. A close comparison to the NKdlean case can be found in Canadian
mainstream news-media reporting of sporting evauatsg the Cold War era. For example, the
1972 Canada-USSR Summit Series broadcast inclieeda references to World War 1.
Scholars like Scherer, Duquette, and Mason (20@eal that these portrayals “mobilized

patriotic interest among Canadians like no othéucal event before or since” (p. 163; see also
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Gruneau & Whitson, 1993, p. 249). To this day, tioskey series continues to be deciphered
with Cold War metaphors (e.g., capitalism versusmanism, freedom versus totalitarianism)

and associated ‘us versus them’ terminology.

Most international coverage of North Korean papttion has an uncanny resemblance
to this. Although the Cold War era has past, tlagit@lism versus communism,’ ‘freedom
versus totalitarianism,” and ‘West versus East’aphabrs are still valid when considering media
coverage of North Korea. As was done for the SunSweites in 1972, patriotic coverage of a
sporting event by Western media can be seen tdrochs ‘common enemy,” and in doing so
creates a unified national identity that is defilbydvhat (and who) is not ‘on our side.” Bairner
(21999) illuminates the processes at work in theeand related cases in his discussion of ways
that media was utilized by state authorities taitatte the behaviours and identities of Irish
hooligans (or described in the Irish context asigaundesirables’) to establish and maintain
social hegemony and power dynamics. Portrayalsoofi\Korean participation fit within such a
narrative as well, further alienating them whilghilighting the ideological conflict between

North Korea and the rest of the world.

With this in mind, it is easier to see how, as‘teviant’ behaviours of North Koreans
are emphasized in sport media, North Koreans mpgapncreasingly different from “us.” In
this way, North Koreans become subjects for “thaugrveillance, evaluation, judgment,
marking, training, governing, and changing” (K.YinK 2012, p. 286). In a similar vein, Kim
(2012) found that another common construction 0dAs in US media was “subjects for
education/emancipation” (p. 160). This construct®hased on the assumption that the
‘advanced, modernized ‘us” (the U.S. in this caam&) superior, positioning them in a “saviour

position” (p. 175). Portrayals of North Korean atiels examined in this study share some of the
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above characteristics and others, such as “undabimaliens” and “perpetual foreigners” (K.Y.
Kim, 2012, p. 19). However, it does not share ottmenmon depictions such as the “model
minority” (Daniels, 1988, p. 319; Lee 2005; Nogy&t@03). In fact, North Koreans are far from

being considered the ‘model minority.’

This often condescending, derogatory coverage oftiNGorea by many international
media elicits the possibility that North Korea @asidered the ‘béte noire’ in the realm of global
mass-media. In other words, it would seem thattmgentious political status of North Korea —
with its isolation and widely-condemned governmeigaves it open to politics-related
criticisms by Western journalists, even in situasiavhen it might appear that the country’s

national and foreign policies are not particuladievant to the journalist’s story.

Linking North Korean athletes’ performance with ‘Wersus ‘Them’ imagery may result
in generating consent for a specific way of thigkabout issues. In this case, the success of
North Korean athletes was attributed to politigapeession and fear of punishment —
explanations that would seem to diminish and gtn&s the undoubtedly complex and
potentially inspiring reasons that many North Kerethletes were successful. For example,
speculating about reasons such as threat of “ls@ngto labour camps for losers” behind North
Korean athletes’ (surprising) successes is prolienfar it undermines the time and effort that
athletes inevitably had to put into their trainiag,would any champion from any other country.
Such sport-related narratives obtain the statisooimon sense’ when these narratives work
alongside similar media narratives offered throatter sources. In this respect, these social
constructions of the news by international mediéetsimay contribute to the privileging of
specific viewpoints and values over others (Pri@yksbury, & Powers, 1997; De Vreese,

2004).
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The complex cultural and ideological differencesn®s®n North Korea and the West
were portrayed in simplistic ways that may resulfurther distancing between the two. In an
interview with the North Korean coach after the thd{orean women’s soccer team lost to the
U.S., American players posed the question, “Whatlaey doing to be, likevormal?” (White,
2012, italics added). Such a question — widelyairgaated through mass media — automatically
positions the Western standards (in this caséyeothkS.) as the norm, which in turn marks North
Korea as ‘deviant,” since the “absence of Westemmcples marks the Orient” (\égenalu,

1998, p. 103). Much is conveyed through what issaad and what journalists have chosen to
foreground here; although there is no explicit camgon made to the Western athlete and
training system, the Western standard automatieaibpimes the empty space that is considered
natural and normal. Such a rhetorical strategytjpos the North Korean athletes and systems as

inferior to the Western standard.

The same news article reported that “all [the cpa@nted to talk about was the late
North Korean leader Kim Jong-Il,” which inevitaltgnstructs the coach as a ‘puppet,” more
concerned with carrying out his loyal duties tharesponsibilities as a soccer coach — an
obviously undesirable characteristic in the Wesmgky (2008) notes that in news stories that
deal with activities considered undesirable, tloeystimplicitly expresses a value about what is
desirable” (p. 8). Furthermore, the use of politlahels such as “axis of evil” (Parker, 2012) to
describe North Korea further promotes and perpesuidite dichotomy between desirable and
other/undesirable. This type of discourse/reportingerhaps fueled by Orientalism — presents an
authoritative value judgment of North Korean bebaviand places it against a Western-defined
standard. Yet again, their deviance becomes “aestibf mockery” (K.Y. Kim, 2012, p. 156),

further positioning North Korea as the ‘béte noiremost international media coverage.
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Evidently, most international media coverage oftNd&forea(ns) was consistent with a wealth of
existing socio-cultural and political representati@f North Korea, leaving little room for new

or nuanced perspectives to emerge.

Explaining the Differences: Conventions of Journabm

Most international media portrayed the inter-Korealationship as a conflict-riddled one.
Conversely, the majority of South Korean media @yed the relationship within the frame of
the “misfortune” and “ill-fate” othaving to balivided. The difference between international and
South Korean media portrayals of the inter-Koredationship, as well as of North Korea itself,
elicits an examination of conventions of journaljsand reasons why particular journalists

produce the stories they do.

First of all, reasons behind the emphasis on adnfiiinternational media may be
associated with the fact that sport journalists an attempt to create drama by ‘playing up’
conflict and dissent in their sport coverage — nmégntionally or inadvertently promote extreme
forms of patriotism and Othering (B. Wilson, 20p2,181-82). Specifically, journalists may be
socialized to write in ways that foreground wamatetl themes, and accentuate conflict (Atkinson
& Young, 2012; B. Wilson, 2012, p. 179). Such temzdes are in accordance with what Dunsky
(2008, p. 367) laid out as ‘traditional news valuesnflict, drama, impact, magnitude, and
timeliness, among others. These values are parsef of “formulaic guidelines” that inform the
production of “empirical, dramatic, yet superficglapshots” that the public can “easily

recognize and digest...” (p. 367).

Furthermore, Dunsky states that journalists’ fragmof events can be considered the link

between hegemony and mainstream news-media repaiticonflicts (2008, p. 6). Dominant
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media discourse thereby act as “effective mechasii$on maintaining and propagating such
ideological conventions (Fairclough, 1995, p. 96t1L2000). It is important to note here that
“hegemony operates effectively, yet outside congmness” (Gitlin, 1980, p. 257); in other words,
this hegemonic process may or may not be operatitigpurposeful motivation on the part of
journalists. The problem of negative and sterealpnedia portrayals is only part of a broader
issue here. The main concern is that today’'s carmuenof journalism seem to contribute to the

production of “regime of truth about the other” (§dl979; Ygengslu, 1998, pp. 89-90).

| am aware that one media outlet’s portrayal oéaent cannot be used to generalize
about how an entire nation understands the evant-that one media outlet’s coverage may not
be consistent with coverage from another outléhénsame country and context. In line with this,
Delgado (2003) found in his investigation of megipresentations of a U.S.-Iran soccer match
that the same event can be (and was) framed inpilewtays, featuring different political
possibilities of sport in each. Hence, it is impaitto recognize the multiple ways in which an

event can be understood and portrayed.

While it is certainly important to be sensitiveth@ national and cultural context in which
sport-related news is produced — something | dsstatsr in this section — a heuristic device that
may be useful for understanding how journalistendtely arrive at the decisions they make in
featuring selected aspects of events is the ‘heagaof influences’ model (Shoemaker & Reese,
1996). This model outlines five different ‘levels influences that may impact a journalist’s
writing. The first is the individual level, such ase’s socio-demographic background and
personal political beliefs. This level allows compan of individual journalists across different
news agencies and countries. The second levellysvdark routines that may result in recurring

patterns of news. That is to say, there are infteenn the work place that may be constraining,
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such as technology, time, office space, and nohaisare out of the journalists’ control. The
third level consists of broader organizational dast such commercial systems that may shape
news in accordance with ownership’s interests.example, if a news organization’s main goal
is economic gain, the news produced may serventkeest of those who are benevolent to the
company. The fourth level is extra-media (instanal) influences, such as origins or sources of
information. This level acknowledges that newsasstructed not only by the news agency, but
also other social institutions, such as the govemtrand advertisers. And the fifth level is
ideological (socio-cultural), such as values anliebsethe larger society embodies. At this final
level, the question of how meanings and commonesanderstandings come to be taken as
‘natural’ can be explored (Hackett, 2007; Shoem&kBeese, 1996, pp. 221-24; Reese, 2001,

pp. 179-183).

This model is helpful for explaining how these npl# levels may interact with one
another, enabling an easier comparison betweenanoediets of different countries. Especially
for cases such as this study, where a globallyifsignt event is filtered through prisms of
various national news organizations, the hieraatpfluences model can help reveal
connections among different structures and prosdgés® et al., 2002; Reese, 2007).
Specifically, linking this heuristic device to mgsults may help in thinking through the potential
reasons for the differences in reporting — bothwken nations and within nations. For example,
the difference in opinion between two news agencig¢se U.S. may be explained by factors of
individual beliefs and/or daily work routines sintean be assumed that both news

organizations work under the same national, idec&dsocio-cultural) context.

Another potential explanation behind the differenbetween South Korean and

international media coverage can be found in Loriam&l Gasher’s (2001) comparative analysis
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of ‘local’ versus ‘global’ media reporting, wherdimey found that international news reported in
the U.S. underwent a significant ‘filtering’ prose$or example, sports comprised 23.22% of the
news sent out by the Latin American news bureawesseds sports comprised 0.00% of the Latin
American news reported by the U&ssociated Press8leanwhile, crime comprised 13.81% of
Latin American news coverage, whereas it comprise6% of the Latin American news
reported by the U.RAssociated Pres§uch filtering processes demonstrate the value
conventions behind story selection by media oggsonnel who decide what news will be most
appealing to their respective audience. AssumingtSidorean reporting is considered ‘more
localized’ coverage, given its geographical proxynaind political relationship to North Korea,
my findings reflect those of Lorimer and GasheBsuth Korean journalists covering North
Korean participation in the Games were not as fedws scandals and mishaps as their

international journalist counterparts.

A further possible explanation for why South Koreaud international media coverage of
the inter-Korean relationship differ can be foundhe fact that South Korea is a direct stake-
holder in the relationship. Whether the geopolitios inflammatory or reconciliatory at a
specific moment, the two Koreas are inevitably ctifeengaged with each other. In other words,
it can be assumed that a South Korean journalisingrrabout North Korea has various issues to
consider depending on the socio-political contdéxthe time since an inter-Korean conflict can
have direct implications for South Korean journali§he same can be said for international

journalists as well, although the impact would &ssldirect.

A specific way in which the South Korean coveradfeed from international
representations (in addition to the fact that iswat condescending nor conflict-focused) is that

some South Korean media were interested in howhNCotean athletes were perceived by
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(Western) spectators. This may be understood bsotherly act’, with South Korean journalists
showing an interest in ways that their ‘kin’ weeeognized, especially the more favourable
portrayals. In similar sense, and parallel to KK¥m’s (2012) finding, Korean media often
referred to and seemed to be sensitive about Ueliancomments on both North and South

Korean athletes’ performance.

Coverage Across Contexts: Comparisons and Implicains

Although political tensions between North and Sdttinea were, at the time of the
London Games (and currently), high due to Northg&s on-going threats of nuclear weapon
attacks, references to unification and brotherhwerk nevertheless present in South Korean
media coverage. This mirrors Lee and Maguire’s §20@009b) findings from their exploration
of South Korean media coverage of the 2004 Atheara &3, wherein the geopolitics of the
Korean peninsula were warm and friendly. ConsitderSouth Korean live broadcast coverage of
the inter-Korean table-tennis match, in which tbenmentators expressed “how wonderful it
would be” (Unknown Producer &BS 2013) if North and South Korean players could/pla
together as a united team. They also commenteldeosignificance of inter-Korean table-tennis
matches as a symbolic diplomatic tool, which was al finding in Lee and Maguire’s (2009a)

study.

The contrast between international and South Kocearrage of the inter-Korean
relationship can be compared to American mainstneaws-media coverage of the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict. In her bodkens and Swords: How the American Mainstream MB@jgort
the Israeli-Palestinian ConflicDunsky (2008) demonstrates how the American melka

studied tended to overlook important contextuakatpof issues. She states that “mainstream
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reporting of the conflict itself rarely goes muakybnd superficial details of failed diplomatic
initiatives and intercommunal violence in the fieldeaving the American public without
important contextual information about why the dmhfemains so intractable” (p. 3). Parallels
can be drawn here in that the majority of interai sport reporting of the inter-Korean
relationship emphasizes the Korean War, outbufst®tent incidents, and lasting tensions.
Much of international coverage bypasses importantextual information, such as the origin of
the division of the Korean Peninsula, and the mglobal superpowers that were involved in the
original decision. It also overlooks the reasora guperpowers like the United States, Russia,
and China might have a vested interest in keepiiad<brean Peninsula divided (Parry, 2013)
In both cases (reporting of Israeli-Palestinianflictnand the inter-Korean conflict), the
dominant framing by international media will contento shape a broader discourse that may

“directly or indirectly influence how those evemigl continue to unfold” (Dunsky, 2008, p. 4).

Ultimately, the findings of this thesis study rageestions about the role that sport-
related media play in the perpetuation of violeimcis various forms, and the role that it could
play in promoting reconciliation and peace. Thasestjons are pertinent to the body of work in
the emerging area of ‘War/Peace Journalism’ (Ggltd898; Hackett, 2006; B. Wilson, 2012).
This area includes research that examines notfmvymass media covers conflicts and
reconciliation processes, but also how mass mexdierage could be improved in these

situations so that reconciliation and peace areerikely.

This body of work is pertinent to the current stulgome key ways. For example,

thinking about what media could do (as well as @Bréng what it already does) leads to

" For example, China may have a “strategic selfr@s# in keeping the two Koreas separate for maagons,
such as strategic geopolitical power dynamics,thad/aluable economic extractions that can be raagery low
costs from North Korea (assuming North Korea’s tarus vulnerability to, and dependency on Chisagh as
coal, iron and minerals. S@he Impossible State: North Korea, Past and Fu{@iea, 2012) for more detalils.
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guestions about how South Korea'’s ‘friendlier’ meedepictions of the inter-Korean relationship
and North Korean participation in the Games miginitabute to (or at least not get in the way

of) reconciliation work — or, conversely, how byt@sking critical questions, it might be

complicit in the promotion of problematic foreignlggies or potential human rights violations.

On a related note, while international media cogeraften offered opportunities for

perpetuation of negative stereotypes of North Kamgé xenophobia, references to and
discussion of the North Korean regime in connectuith the athletes’ performance can be
considered more ‘critical.’ In other words, althdugternational coverage can be considered less
friendly, or derogatory, some might say that thtosgch portrayals, issues that need to be
addressed can receive more attention. Therefaseegisential to question if there is a place for

more inflammatory, radical and highly critical madand what purpose it can serve.
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Chapter Six: Conclusion and Future Directions

This study examined South Korean and other intemnak mainstream news-media
portrayals of the inter-Korean relationship andtNdforea’s participation in the London 2012
Olympics as a way of exploring the role that mga&ys in promoting particular understandings
of North and South Korean nations and culturess Tésearch was also designed to improve
scholarly understanding of contemporary relatiopsthetween North Korea and South Korea,
and between North Korea and other parts of thedvéiirclough’s (1995) Critical Discourse
Analysis (CDA) helped me to illuminate the hegenegmiocesses and ideologies that underlie
and perhaps motivate problematic media discoutsgsiay have negative social impacts. With
the premise that ideology manifests itself throlagiguage, carrying out a comparative analysis
of South Korean and international media coverage ws&ful for demonstrating what was
excluded/silenced and what was included in eaclséstand illustrating what aspect of an event
or an issue was important for journalists. Said’e@alism (2003) was especially helpful for

sensitizing me to problems with the Western-basetigyals of the East.

To enhance understanding of the current and retafeds, | offer further questions that
need to be addressed. First, while South Koreart sperdia coverage among different
newspapers were similar to one another, it appdavadmy superficial examination of other
sections of the newspaper (such as politics, ecgnand other issues) that opinions expressed
may have, in these areas, differed from newspapeewspaper. That is to say, while
newspapers known to be ‘conservative’ and ‘libesakmed to provide different stances on
political, economic, and other social matters @ftime, coverage of North Korean participation

and the inter-Korean relationship represented duhe London Games were similar across the
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spectrum. This relative universality of sport meginion within South Korea may imply that
sport media in South Korea is less critical comg@acecoverage of other topics. Or, in line with
Merkel (2008)’s claim that sport has a “versatijenbolic potency” (p. 289) for both North and
South Korea, it may also suggest that sport med&outh Korea is a place where a pan-Korean
unity perspective is privileged. Future studiesld@address the important questions of: what
place sport media holds in today’s news-room, anBiduth Korea in particular; whether or not
this universality in sport media opinion shouldthken as non-critical, or as a space in which
narratives of unity and peace-promotion are prgeld and finally, what South Korean sport

media opinions reveal about the current inter-Konegationship if anything.

Second, as K.Y. Kim (2012) pointed out, the “dotifseEmeneutic” (p. 296) — referring to
the two layers of interpretation, one from the jalist and the other my own — should be
recognized and accounted for in future researchekample, future studies could include
interviews with journalists to gain a deeper untirding of their narratives and the reasoning
behind their decision-making. In addition, powdatiens in a newsroom as described by the
‘hierarchy of influences’ model created by Shoemakel Reese (1996) and adopted by Hackett
(2007) and B. Wilson (2012), should be implemeritech multi-layered understanding.
Acknowledging that the study reported in this teesin only offer a departure point for thinking
about how journalists are, in fact, influencedhatse various levels — | suggest that future studies
should employ this model as a guide for designingdtirmethod approaches for how particular

news stories come to be produced.

Third, although gender was not a focus of thisitheswould be worthy of a future study

to analyze if and how portrayals of North Koreamé#te athletes reflect the often highly
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gendered nature of sport media (Billings, 2008plL8aMarkula, 2009; MacNeill, 2009, among

others).

Lastly, audience studies are crucial to enhancenstahdings of the potential impacts of
discursive practices in media (Millington & Wilsa2Q10). As an extension, comments on online
news websites should be examined. While accesgwgpaper articles online as a part of my
data collection, | noticed that some online newbsites provided sections in which viewers
could comment on the news article — in these sestithere were racist comments as well as
rebuttals against them. As Hughey and Daniels (RA&&, race and racism exist and persist
online “in ways that are both new and unique toitiernet, alongside vestiges of centuries-old
forms that reverberate both offline and on” (p. B38nce, further investigation would offer
valuable insight into how audience members acoeghioa defy news media messages, and how

they interact with other audience members who nragay not agree with their point of view.

An overarching question of this study was howntgriove understandings of sport
media’s relationship to peace and conflict. Thiesjion is relevant to debates about whether and
how sport unites people and/or exacerbates disd@tween them. As Fairclough (2002)
pointed out, the ultimate aim in using concepts ldkeology and hegemony to study discourse is
to challenge the ways we use language (p. 127rGive vital role of mainstream mass-media
in disseminating persuasive messages through jgponalism, it is also worth considering how
to pursue progressive social transformation. Ruaphi, if we want things to change, the way we

talk about them has to change.
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APPENDIX
Topics and number of articles
Table 1

South Korean Media Data

Topic Number
of
articles

North Korean Performance in Olympics 26

Scandals and Mishaps 12

Inter-Korean Table-Tennis Match 8

North Korean — South Korean Athletes’ Interactions 6

South Korean Reporting on North Korea’s Olympic @@age 5

South Korean Reporting on International Media Cagerof both Koreas 3

South Korean News Stories (outside of sport) ablmuith Korea during the Olympics 40

Op-Eds on North Korea 4

Miscellaneous 10

TOTAL 114

Table 2

International Media Data

Topic Number
of
articles

North Korean Performance in Olympics 14

Scandals and Mishaps 21

Inter-Korean Table-Tennis Match 6

Comment regarding Media Practices 1

Non-Sport News of North Korea during the Olympics 3

TOTAL 45

Total number of articles: 159
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