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Summary

Our dissertation addresses the American, BritishRomanian diplomatic language in the 2013
North Korean nuclear test threats and inflamedorietin an attempt to both gain and offer
insight into a very topical situation for today’glbmacy. On the one hand, the United States of
America and their allies are still determined tghti the war against terrorism of which North
Korea is a target as being a constituent part erfdkis of evil” as former President George W.
Bush declared in the State of the Union Addresgdamuary 29, 2002 and, on the other hand,
North Korea still considers itself at war with tbaited States since the Korean War in the ‘50s
ended only with a truce. Moreover, North Korea ssatatermined not to comply with the
multiple resolutions of the United Nations Secuftiguncil on the non-proliferation of nuclear
weapons and, at the same time, to disregard tleenational community’s expressed concern
and demands on the matter to put an end to thaedtpursue the path to peacefully developing
diplomatic relations in accordance with the intéiovaal laws in effect.

We have started our journey towards analyzing treemporary American, British and
Romanian diplomatic language in the case of the320arth Korean nuclear test by quoting
Euripides: “the language of truth is simple.” Wevédooked into the theory and practice of
eloquence, rhetoric and in doing so we have stasigid persuasion as it could clue us in on
understanding how beliefs are shaped and how ceuses reached through dialogue, the key to
our chosen subject of examination. We have moveid @udience, as what one does or says has
consequences that go beyond the safe perimetbe afdividual and is, at the same time, central
to framing strategies. We continued our journeydbpicting the attitudinal choices the speakers
make and the attitude induced to the audience giw@ersuasion by means of employing, in a

passionate manner, the strongest, most effectigenmaants. After considering some rhetoric



features that help framing the mindset of a traispdaker regarding the speech he or she is
about to deliver and the knowledge needed to dbitha convincing manner, we focused our
attention on how to go from thoughts to words aatibas. We acknowledged the cooperative
principle introduced by Grice, the relevance thewoinsperber and Wilson, Leech’s principle of
politeness, the speech-act theory. Without leawvasgle culture and identity in building a
discourse, irony, ambiguity, vagueness were adddess well as the appropriateness of joking
or not in a given discursive context. From thidpltowed logically to move on to discourse and
conversation analysis, looking into some of theiatfires. We focused on some of the most
relevant parameters for the topic that will brirggta our second and third chapter of the present
work. In the light of these, we agree to the woofi€uripides assessing that the language of
truth is simple: the highest virtue that ought sodmught, the truth, needs no embellishment to
maintain its validity. At the same time however, Wwas wrong: in the public sphere, the
language of truth faces barriers that, in the giteto overcome them, reveal undeniable,
inevitable, connective realities. Sensitive matteaasd audience’s perceived attitude...
accompanied by linguistic barriers, cultural bagjenistorical barriers, psychological barriers —
no matter their type, by acknowledging them, asenee briefly attempted to do, we are one step
closer to dealing with them in the most suitablenn&a at hand, to overcoming them and to
persistently start looking for bridges instead einlg stopped by blockers.

For this reason, our second chapter aims at cangettteory and practice and, in doing
S0, in its opening pages we established the etygyotd the word ‘diplomacy’ refers to the
action of duplicating a document, of which one wa&n as a mandate to the messenger, while
the other was archived, the carrier of these doatsnbeing the diplomat. In their role as
messengers and promoters of national interestgstablished the use of language in diplomacy
is the central element, be it in written or spokamm. It is for this reason that ambassador Stanko
Nick consideret“one should use many languages to be properlyratais,” as we have shown
in section I1.2., and the diplomat needs to obséms particularity of their job. This leads us to
our next sections, focusing on negotiation and aatxcommunication in diplomacy, while
learning the rules of the power game the othersplging. Looking into the dimensions and

hidden faces of power, then measuring it, we mowedo the less tackled forms of power,

! Stanko, Nick (2001), “Use of Language in Diplomady” Kurbalija, Jovan and Hannah Slavik (eds.) (2001)
Language and Diplomacialta: DiploProjects. Mediteranean Academy for IDipatic Studies. 39.



acknowledging comparative influence techniqueslabb. We sought to draw attention onto
some different angles an analysis can be made umdeing forward to recent diplomatic issues
of 2013. Again,new types of diplomacy were presented and controvetsigics recalled,
reiterating the importance of avoiding negativeelfibg in tackling a linguistic diplomatic media
scandal, leaving for the end of the chapter thiécdit question of how to deal with the problems
disclosed by the new leaks on the National SecAgggncy. Not haphazardly our second chapter
begins with a quote stating that “diplomacy is thrain of a nation” and ends with former
intelligence employee’s act of publicly answering bwn moral dilemmas by trying to ‘right a
wrong’ he had experienced firsthand.

By the end of the third chapter, we have made anrgion into the historical landmarks
of the North Korean War, have dealt with the comisiupropaganda in Romanian newspapers
of the ‘50s, found our way on the path to disarm@ini®y signing the NPT, SALT | and II,
START | and Il, MBRF and INF, only to come to theal test of the 2013 diplomacy: leaving
behind the treaties and facing the North Koreanleaucthreat on a different path, towards
military and verbal confrontation of egos. We hagached the officials and sought comfort in
their stands in front of the threat, learning thagether we stand, divided we fall,” as “security
cooperation implies relying on other states foriat&l survival.”? And because “what we do
matters,” the Organization for Prohibition of CheraliWeapons was rewarded with the Nobel
Peace Prize for 2013, which, in turn, acts as dn@en and an argument to always know and
show ‘where we stand, what we stand for,” the syimbo of this award winner at this

particularly moment in time pointing to the directibelieved to be the right one to be followed.

M otivation

From the early stages of our research at the urabhrgte level we have come across the
following European Commission’s words: “the moredaages you know, the more of a person
you are” — words that have been my incentive f@uiries ever since. As a student and an
alumnus of the Faculty of Letters, our pronenesé$inguistic studies has been constant, our

interest commencing with words, their power and tosv's, the why’s, the when’s behind

*Miiller, Herald (2013), “Security Cooperation.” iraflsnaes, Walter (2013){andbook of International Relations.
Second edition. Los Angeles: SAGE. 607.



choosing one over another. Moreover, having a backgl of cultural studies as well,
considering at the same time the inseparabilityvbenh identity, language and culture that
Michael Agar summarized by coining the conceptlahuaculture* our interest in how other
cultures conceptualize the world grew bigger. Agrgehat being able to communicate in more
languages opens more doors to further talks, ot@rast grew in the direction of not only
national languages, but also political languagelodnatic language, body language, sign
language and so on. As a student of Japanese lg@mana culture, our interest went beyond the
Romanized world, therefore when the situation brokein North Korea in early February 2013
our attention was focused on following the evemtghie Korean Peninsula in an attempt to
understand the motifs that triggered what the jalists called “the inflamed rhetoric” of the new
supreme leader of the Democratic People’s Repudfli€orea against the United States of
America and, subsequently, their allies, as theimente of a Third World War appeared at that
moment to be undeniably real from the informatidiered by the media. Besides understanding
the rationale behind the moments on the timelinghef events in the Korean Peninsula, our
purpose is to offer insight on this situation amdy prove one day to be a piece that completes

more puzzles.

The newness and relevance of thisinvestigation

We embark upon this investigation because the 20irgh Korean nuclear test provided a new
direction of inquiries in what diplomatic languaigeconcerned and we consider it needs a good
linguistic approach so as to understand and toigirédae rhetorical tools used to inflame and
then to cool off the problematic situation. We gaorize and interpret the theoretical resources
available regarding rhetorics, persuasion, audieattéude, fear appeal in propaganda derived
from the four main appeals in advertising enumerdig Wallace Stegnérnnedia rhetrickery,
political rhetrickery, language, culture and idgntirony and ambiguity, discourse analysis, use
of language and negotiation in diplomacy, forms dedrees of power, hidden faces of power
and unconventional types of diplomacy; we hint la¢ trole of Wikileaks’ activities and

Snowden’s disclosure and warnings and, althoughagkmowledge the symbolism behind the

* Agar, Michael (1994)Language Shock: Understanding the Culture of Cosatésn.New York: Morrow.
* Stegner, Wallace E., E. H. Sauer and C.W. Sach5}198odern CompositionBook Six. New York: Holt,
Rinehart and Winston, Inc. 224-225.



Nobel Peace Prize for 2013 being awarded to the@zgtion for the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons “for its extensive efforts to eliminate mieal weapons>we also make a case for the
importance of negative labeling and avoiding thpp&ry path of stereotype that we might be
inclined to take in developing potentially harmfaf useful) point of views.

Precisely due to the penury of systematic litegatin the 2013 North Korean nuclear test
we consider it is important for a number of stepbe taken in this direction of investigation. We
believe it is important to start from somewhere,dyaing a topical situation that has not yet seen
an end, our understanding on it comes “on the Beihg such a sensitive issue, we believe
reading about it, analyzing it, understanding d affering even the slightest insight on it is ® b
pursued not solely when the situation will be loggne, but even more so while it is still
ongoing.

In our investigation we aim at setting the framekvéor the analysis that we embark
upon, in a quest to understand the motifs thagernigd what journalists called “the inflamed
rhetoric,” which can help predict further actionsather opposing side and thus help finding the
right path to a future successful strategy to dbute to the elimination of the threat the nuclear
tests have posed not only in the Korean Peninbuliayorldwide. At the same time, we aim at
investigating how much Romania’s position in intranal relations has changed, it having
been a communist country itself: are Romanian iaiickeeping a discreet distance and a lower
profile on the matter due to a former communisatg® Or are they just as determined as their
UN and NATO partners to condemn North Korea’s argtb Moreover, is the United States
willing to compromise, or its determination to figthe “war on terrorism” (of which North
Korea is part of) is as strong as in 2002, righera®-11? Furthermore, what is North Korea
seeking with these threats?

We take notice, through hermeneutic studies, cditwhis that North Korea is seeking
through this test and repeated threats for furtimey; wishes that have not even been declined by
the opposing party, the United States, but ign@leabether in the public manifestations of the
US taking a stand on the situation. This issuecaresider, is essential in any attempt to defuse
the conflict provided a member of the internatioc@nmunity will take notice and responsible

> Nobel Media AB (2013), “The Nobel Peace Prize 26]%ess Release.” October 11, 2013. Accessed Qcidhe
2013. <http://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/pédlaceeates/2013/press.html>



action, to which our contribution shows one direatto be taken towards settling the Korean
War truce after a long sixty years’ dormant waittfze volcano to erupt.

We reinforce the importance of having strong allie win power over a problem, while
looking into comparative influence techniques, iddaces of power and the challenges of
measuring power. We disclose the lengths that pilgeasd intelligence agencies go to and their
activities’ role in defusing an inflamed rhetoriedacalling one side’s bluff.

We offer an inter- and trans-disciplinary perspest the selected literature in the
theoretical chapters setting the framework forHerthermeneutic analysis of further words,
accompanied by actions, thrown in the power game ane witnessing ourselves in its

development.

Each chapter ends with a section titled “End ofpt&athoughts” which aims at making
the transition from what we learned from the pregiehapter and where we are headed next in

our investigation.

Furthermore, the Introduction, the three chapters the Conclusions each have their
own motto summarizing the content to be presentbdrefore, for the Introduction: “The more
languages you know, the more of a person you dneé European Commission) — referring to
the diplomatic language; Chapter I: “the languagéruth is simple” (Euripides) — alluding to
rhetorics, either inflamed or not; Chapter II: “@imacy is the brain of a nation” (Venetia de
Blocq van Kuffeler, Editor of th®iplomat Magazing London, UK, 2012) — referring to the
strategies used, particularly those pertainingiptochatic language and to the case of Wikileaks
and Edward Snowden; Chapter Ill: “Where we stankdatwve stand for” — referring to North
Korea’s repeated non-compliance with the Uniteddyat Security Council’s resolutions on the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons; Conclusioth® same motto — referring to the ongoing

nature of the problematic situation in the KoreaniRsula.

Moreover, the short overview in quotes at the enolio research also proves useful.

Theinvestigation methods

Throughout our research, the methods used arebdenational method, experimental methods

and analysis through case studies (media coveraghe protests against cyanide mining in



Transylvania, Romanian diplomacy’s performanceéhamrecent horse meat scandal in the United
Kingdom, Julian Assange and Wikileaks’ activitidsymer CIA employee Edward Joseph
Snowden’s disclosure of up to 200,000 secret doatsn® the press), historical method (the
Korean War), modern hermeneutics and hermeneutisistency as available so far being

scrutinized to fulfill our main goals.

Experienced problems

The main problem experienced in the process ofldpirg the present thesis was the penury of
the literature focused specifically on the 2013 tNdforean nuclear test threat, therefore our
research focused on preparing in advance by saiecinalyzing and understanding the most
useful theoretical tools to smooth the path to gatiy as much relevant information as possible
on the realities in the Korean Peninsula of the32@bllowing this road, the online and offline
media proved to be our eyes and ears in the Pdajrike understanding of both their visible and
non-visible accounts being a process that involaedncursion into more than the philology
domain.

Outline of the investigation

Chapter | offers a general and systematic presentaft the theoretical aspects to be taken into
consideration when embarking upon investigatingdiptbomatic language in use in the case of a
high-level verbal exchange and the actions thabrapany it, focusing in particular to those
aspects relevant to the problematic situation vesemt in Chapter 1ll. Considering the repeated
reference made by the world-wide media as to aihatimed rhetoric from Pyongyang,” a natural
first step into this investigation is starting dff looking into rhetorics and useful rhetorical
devices. In our attempt at conceptualizing rhetoftbe theory and practice of eloquence,
whether spoken or written, the whole art of usiagguage to persuade others” as Wayne Booth
defines it a flowering and resourceful field of study, apetr have distinct definitions that

scholars have not yet chosen the most adequatdrame It appears however that the many

® Booth, Wayne (2004)The Rhetoric of Rhetoric¥he Quest for Effective Communicatiddxford: Blackwell
Publishing Ltd. x.



definitions available range from those focusingaofgood’ part of rhetoric, i.e. persuasion to

those considering manipulation as being the cotbefurther possible discussions on the topic.
Both are to be considered in the case of the 20d8hNKorean nuclear test reactions from
Washington and Pyongyang. As in one way or angbleesuasion presupposes influencing the
audience’s perception of reality or thoughts, whHietler transform into actions, we first looked

into persuasion and then moved on to analyzingdteeof the audience, without leaving aside
the argumentative process.

We considered audience to be central to studyimgortt, for a speech that has no
audience is a failed speech to begin with or, ayd.IBitzer argued rhetoric is never about
discourse in the abstract,” the key consensusaetorital studies showing that the discourse is
best shaped and effective having in view the pe@lddresses to. In this sense, persuasion is as
effective to the degree that rhetors are connestidtheir audiences and speak their langifage,
identifying themselves with their listeners, wriasr followers or, as we will see later, to the
degree that fear appeal, also used in media asiveytianother type of persuasion, is great. This
identification is easier done with audiences ofl s@eeches, for they are regarded as “stable
entities that speakers can analyze, observe armhacodate,” whereas audiences of written
texts are perceived as much less predictable, asuvgelves are proving with the mere endeavor
that we are undertaking with our thesis.

A different angle from which the audience is in@ddn rhetorical studies is that offered
by Edwin Black® who, instead of analyzing a speech for how wethdiulds upon its anticipated
audience, he does it in terms of who the intendetiemace might have been at the moment the
speech was written, what audience is implied indiseourse. The language used, the references,
the metaphors, the images created by the authmepth of the arguments, the topic itself are
some instances that can give an author away onhhantended audience has been. Philip
Wander takes the analysis further, as the titlaisfarticle suggests as wéllby searching for

those groups that are deliberately not a part@fintended audience or those who are purposely

’ Bitzer, Lloyd (1969), “The Rhetorical Situation” Philosophy and Rhetorit. 1-15.

® Burke, Kenneth (1950 Rhetoric of MotivedNew York.

° Sloane, Thomas O. (Ed.) (200Eycyclopedia of Rhetori©xford University Press Inc: New York. 62.

% Black, Edwin (1970), “The Second PersonaQuarterly Journal of Speedss. 109-119.

' Wander, Philip (1984), “The Third Persona: An Ideptal Turn | Rhetorical Theory” i€entral States Speech
Journal35. 197-216.



excluded, negated, alienated through linguistiaaisy discriminated or reduced to silence. He
believes that rhetors have a moral responsibibityairds these groups as well.

Taking this in mind when looking into the North kar of today, we can explain past
events and predict to a certain extent future oRelowing the death of his father Kim Jong-il
on December 17, 2011, Kim Jong-un was officiallcldeed supreme leader after the state
funeral on December 28, 2011. Although having lidies of the First Secretary of the Workers’
Party of Korea, the Chairman of the Central MiljtaCommission, First Chairman of the
National Defense Commission of North Korea and $upreme Commander of the Korean
People’s Army, the international public opinion smlered him to be a very young,
inexperienced state lead€iHe was regarded rather as the beloved defunct Xing-il's son
than as a leader himself. He was still 27 whendtaime the supreme leader of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and as such he was trkl\w youngest head of state! This position
came with high responsibilities very soon and iralehg with them he first made sure to
consolidate his position and to augment his crétidboth inside and outside the borders of
North Korea. As a consequence, deciding to affirsndapabilities as the leader of a country to
be feared, one of his strategies, given the nudiestory of North Korea, was to schedule a
rocket launch only four months after his ascensiothe supreme leader position. In April 2012
therefore a rocket was launched from the North-West it flew only for a short time until it
broke up and crashed in the waters of the KoreamBeala. The embarrassment comes from the
fact that what was designed to be a demonstrafigmower turned out to be a failure and, even
more dramatically, it did so in the presence ofhadljor press agencies, as they had been invited
to witness and to write eulogistic accounts of hitoric moment. On December 12, 2012 the
young leader had his own revenge: North Korea sstolty launched a rocket, boosting the
avowals of its new leader and stepping up the thheaisolated and impoverished state posed to
opponents.

In presenting arguments so as to persuade an a@&ediattitude analysis cannot be
excluded. We show that the way attitudes are forametpsychology are linked together in a one
way dependence relation, idea supported by furaitiapproaches to attitude, which suggest that

attitudes can trigger various psychological rolssch as defending self-image, expressing

2 salmon, Andrew (2011), “Youth, Inexperience of Kilong-il's Son Trigger Concern.” December 21, 2011.
Accessed on June 21, 2013. <http://www.washingtoegicom/news/2011/dec/21/youth-inexperience-ofjking-
ils-son-triggers-co/?page=all>



personal beliefs and values, organizing knowledge so on. A distinction made by functional
approaches to attitudes is that between symbolitudds and instrumental or utilitarian
attitudes, or between idealists or realists to dage extent. It is not less true that many
personality traits can either enhance or inhibitspasion, on the one hand, while on the other
hand receivers can be made reluctant or immunettrral stimuli, skeptic to arguments and
resistant to persuasion or tempted to give in.

Starting from a distinction made by E.H. Sauer &dV. Sach, Wallace Stegner
enumerate's four main appeals in advertising persuasion whimh be associated to other types
of persuasion as well and we show that fear appm#inues to be largely used in contemporary
politics. Social psychological studies and commatian specialists have been devoting more
attention to the fear appeal component of rhetamiose the Second World War and, however
debatable the manner of conceptualization chosémeoexperimental methods used, the general
conclusions are worth taking into consideration.eGmuch conclusion states that “provided
everything remains unchanged, the more frighterfetteo communicated message a person is,
the more chances there are for them to adopt aiymsittitude of preventiori* if, at the same
time, the conditions for increasing the effectivenef fear appeal are met. By continuously
promoting its status as a nuclear power, North Kameates a sense of threat in the audience,
seeking to be convincing enough so as the audieneet the way it is presented to them as
being the recommended course of action.

In this context, we appealed to Wayne Booth’s cphoélistening rhetorics which, when
pushed to its fullest possibilities, creates thpastunity for “opponents in any controversy [to]
listen to each other not only to persuade bettet,aso find the common ground behind the
conflict.”*®> As we will show later in Chapter Ill, this has rmten the case for the situation we
investigate, the US repeatedly having decided motdke any reference to the expressed wishes
of North Korean leaders to discuss anew the trigieed at the end of the Korean War in the

‘60s, as well as to secure its status and rank rasckear power to be feared. As Booth further
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argues, the United States are inclined rather tthedalking than to listen, to push their wishes
to the front rather than to pull back and listetioers’.

As our thesis focuses on the media coverage asasetin the information available
mostly online, we further consider what the sam#a@ucalls “media rhetrickery” and “political
rhetrickery,” reinforcing once again the existenée relation between the two and advocating
for carefulness in ascribing truth validity to infieation presented by them. We point as well to
the difficulty foreign citizens face when dealinglwmass media from a country they are not yet
familiar with, which requires even more effort toderstand both what is being said and what is
deliberately omitted from the public reports, tlmus endeavor necessitates sound knowledge of
the context, which is why we will begin ChapterWwith an account of the Korean War and the
implications for the relations between the Soutd #re North, between the West and the East,
between the US and DPRK ultimately.

From these theoretical aspects on rhetoric we ntmwee next subchapter that is devoted
to how to go from thought to words and actions, avel begin with a short overview on
structuralism, diachronic and synchronic lingusstaf Ferdinand de Saussure, the influence of
the French sociologist Emile Durkheim emphasizihg tollective aspect of language, the
distinctionlangue/ parole,signifier / signified and functional sentence pexdjve introduced by
the founder of the structuralist schools in Pragi¥e. consider Roman Jakobson’s functional
approach to language as a means of communicatevelaped from the German psychologist
Karl Buhler's assumption of three basic functionfs [anguage in communication — the
representational, the expressive and the directiveyvhich he adds other three which, together,
influence every communicative message: the exmessif the speaker/writer's emotions
(emotive function), the triggering of the heareafter's reactions (conative function), the
reference to objects and states of affairs (refedefunction), the maintenance of contact
through acoustic or visual channel used for comgyhe message (phatic function), the special
attention to the formulation of the message itgatletic function) and the self-referential use of
the sign system (metalingual function). All thessn doe observed in the verbal exchanges
between Washington and its allies and Pyongyanfercase of the 2013 North Korean nuclear

test that we try to shed light to.



The linguistic relativity hypothesis of Sapir anchigvf is also tackled in this subchapter,
connecting it with the term advanced by Michael Agh“languaculture,*® emphasizing once
again the inseparability of language and culturahtext so relevant for our thesis in
understanding the unique identity that follows aasequence. Connecting collectively shared
language system and individuality and self, we m@rsRomanian linguist Eugenio §iu’s
refining contribution to re-establish the importanaf self in linguistic creativity, a view that
contradicts Saussure’s belief that the discourséhefindividual language users (parole) is
situated at the periphery of language proper (lahgu

Natural language and logic is next under focuswahg that despite the connection
between the two implying there are no divergencahiny the negation works differently in
logic than in natural languages. Whereas in lofiepi is true, therp is false and vice versa, in
natural language there are situations when the shres not hold true and this distinction, as
well as others that we briefly discuss, are impurta be observed in scrutinizing diplomatic
language. We move afterwards to investigate Grittesry of conversation, from the distinction
drawn from what is beingaid and what isconventionally impliedthe British philosopher of
language introducing the notion wbn-conventional implicaturso as to illustrate what is meant
by implicature and to show that it is differentrfravhat is said. We consider the four maxims
that are needed to comply with tbe-operative principleghat guarantees the connection of the
utterances that make up rational talk exchanges vemdnvestigate Sperber and Wilson’s
relevance theornand Geoffrey Leech’s positive and negativenciple of politenesso useful in
diplomatic exchanges, white lies, interest pringigtuphemism, expressivity principle, clarity
principle and so on. The speech-act theory andi®astHow To Do Things With Words,” the
main activity in the informal job description ofdgplomat, end this sub-chapter on moving from
thought to words and actions, as we discuss déelaraconstatative and performative
utterances, ascribing ttielicity conditionsfor the latter to be ‘happy.” We investigate sgeby
distinguishing between Austin’s broad classes ¢t #tat are simultaneously performed, namely
the locutionary illocutionary and perlocutionary act, together with, respectively, the phonic,
phatic and rhetic act, the promises, warnings,ifgs} statings and the effects of persuading,
surprising, convincing or misleading the audierMd& also look into John Searle’s account of
utterances, considering useful for our endeavoeidibktinction he makes between the speaker’s

¢ Agar, M. (1994)pp.cit.



meaning and the sentence meaning pointing to inlkkgect speech-actsuch as hinting,
insinuating, using metaphors or appealing to irongiscourse.

The next subchapter is dedicated to the complatioal between language, culture and
identity, not merely an abstract or hidden mechanisut a reality with significant implications
for the question of identity and especialtientity-through-languageAs we aim at discussing
the problematic situation that arose in early 20&8veen the United States and North Korea
with the launch of a third nuclear test, undersitagdhe cultural dimension of language and that
it is also a social phenomenon, as it emerges ffamdgill's argumentatior! should be taken
into consideration in any attempt to look into t@eminological corpus. Taking further the
indirect speech-acts discussed in the pages beferggckle “language etiquette, speech tact and
other forms of adjusting an utterance to the haianl organisation of societ}’and the issue
of formalism, taking into account two trends coméeg the study of language, namely
individualistic subjectivisnand abstract objectivism, we move forward to dismgsirony as “a
double-layered or two-storey phenomenon [wherd]tfed lower level is the situation either as it
appears to the victim of irony (where there is eim) or as it is deceptively presented by the
ironist (where there is an ironist)... At the upfeel is the situation as it appears to the oleserv
or to the ironist.*® With the distinction between verbal irony and attanal irony, the issue of
intentionality is brought to light and, as the author observesbal irony distinguishes itself
from ironic observation of reality and descriptiohironic situation. The semantic dualism of
irony is clarified by Kerbrat-Orrecchidfliusing a non-factive verb and discussing lying YP(x
says A, thinks non-A and wants A to be understaga$us irony (P(x) says A, thinks non-A and
wants non-A to be understood). Degrees of irongmfrsubtle irony to mockery, parody,
emotional vocabulary, exclamations, empty wordglements of phatic function, idiosyncratic
vocabulary, stereotypical speech attributable tcharacter help express verbal irony and are
discussed in this subchapter, having in view itgliagbility to scrutinize the verbal exchanges
between the US and the DPRK in the 2013 conflict.
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The “paradox of substance” as Kenneth Burke sékshianges the making of rhetorical
meaning, the multitude of possibilities being atited toambiguity As out next investigative
focus, lexical/structural ambiguity and vagueness @discussed, as they provide ground for
mediation, facilitating multiple, “competing integiations of a perceived contingency of
rhetorical exigence” in studying diplomatic language. Leaving messaggpient with less
transparent usable kind of data, using ambigudtegradicts the primary use of language, that of
transmitting information, but, at the same timeguggh not providing an informative account, it
plays an important role in politeness. An intriggipoint is made by Drazen Pehar, who argles
on the use of ambiguities in peace agreements,isgaWat in the case of two parties having
strong contradictory interests, if neither partywsling to concede a part of its maximum
demand and, moreover, negotiations are runningt siiatime, the mediators will proceed to
drafting a document open to at least two distint#rpretations, A and B, to gratify the interests
of both opposing parties trying to reach an agreem®uch a document charts small steps
towards the needed compromise, via negotiationsdset the conflicting parties.

From this strategy in harbouring diplomatic relatoanother creative language use is
considered: joking. A national and, at the sameetimuniversal component, setting the frame
for joking in an international environment, as diplats are bound to be doing, is culture-based.
Finesse and attention to nuances are among théisgioguistic) skills needed, as we show
that a joke may serve as a helpful ingredient im&u interaction to catch the attention of the
audience and to create a relaxed, collaborativeosgthere, the premises for efficient
communication with positive results. Phoneticalgekmorphological jokes, lexico-semantico
jokes are discussed, as well as situational jad@gmonial jokes and the ones to be avoided by
diplomats on a mission. Our attention is drawn upive “serious joke” that Peter
Serracino-Inglott considetsto be the form of the diplomatic joke of the twefitst century. As
humour is an audience pleaser, it has long beesider@d an important communicative strategy.

In the next subchapter we investigate discoursdysisa critical discourse analysis or

critical linguistics, discourse strategy, advocgtihat language is not solely a product of the
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beliefs and values of the speakers that produchkuit,it is at the same time the means of
generating thought and beliefs by means of prog#mathrough discourse, persuasion,
manipulation and so on. The tactics involved implag a discourse are both linguistic and non-
linguistic, the combination of sounds, pronunciasip words and wording, grammatical
functions, textual organization and so on with ge=t, proximity, posture and even clothing
make for a complex communication viewed as purpossfcial activity. Aiming at a particular
communicative goal that pertains to more parties batter chances to become successful
through the instrumentality of as many of thosgeted as possible, provided their contribution
is kept within the right parameters and time fraftdaving in view that planning a discourse
strategy is similar to solving a problem and, thagentional and a conscious effort, it is likely
for controversial viewpoints to arise, emphasizings again the role of diplomatic negotiations,
even more so in a time of conflict as we have hveigmessing in the Korean Peninsula in the past
months. Cognitive approaches to discourse, contiensanalysis, coherence and cohesion, the
surface and the depths of texts are scrutinizeaking into recurrence, parallelism, paraphrase,
proforms, ellipsis, causality relations, logicalggence relations and generalizations as well.
With the help of accent, allusion, anacoluthon, drpple, metonymy, chiasmus, simile,
synecdoche, zeugma and other stylistic devicedit lig shed on shadowy meanings of
discourses, following the simplified pattern of pk@m — solution.

Intonation and variables such as loudness andHesigtultaneously fluctuating together
with other changing parameters play a part in oarcgption of meaning creation and,
corroborated with grammar and syntax lead to aeratiasual than causal relation, Dwight
Bolinger argued® Equally important communicative features that yaadditional meaning
besides the one(s) more or less openly expressegamalinguistic elements such as body
language and gestures, which we discuss togethér sign language. Although non-verbal
communication cannot be avoided, for historicaboges written and oral discourses have been
more important than gestures until in recent timkethe last thirty years attention was devoted
and appreciation was given to all three codes ofrmanication: writing, speech and gestures. A
balanced receptive and productive control of theeahshould be the goal of any learner of

foreign languages.
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Connecting theory and practice to get closer toilmuestigation goal, in the progressive
evolution of international relations, in Chapter vile scrutinize diplomacy and the use of
language in diplomacy with their role in the adwament of international principles and
harmonic growth in all four hemispheres and allrfoardinal points. While one could assume
that the various meanings that are attached todtien of diplomacy are facets of the same
entity, others could infer that its deeper meantagnot be revealed even with the help of
unveiling more of its sides; similarly, even thouglRubik cube has all the coloured elements
exposed to view and has a limited number of coland only six sides, we cannot see all the
colours at the same time in its completed form,rather scattered elements mixed together on
the six faces of the cube. The very etymology ef word “diplomacy” is not given a singular
perspective: either the Latin ‘diploma’ (carryingavel documents) or the Greek ‘diplod’
(duplicity, double — duplicating documents, foldidgcuments into two), both refer to the same
notion. The use of language in diplomatic encowi®iperhaps the most important weapon that
the partners for dialogue have and, depending enwll it is mastered, it can prove an asset or
a self-destructive mechanism, for, as Drazen Pettines, “diplomacy is primarily words that
prevent us from reaching for our sword81h the past, there were times when one languade ha
precedence over the others, being widely-used ter-state communication. It is the cultural,
economical, political, strategic reasons that platese languages in the dominant position and
will continue to do so as time goes by. At the saime, Kamel S. Abu Jaber believes that “
language of diplomacy should not be culture boumak an attempt at transcending such
boundaries to create a quasi neutral vehicle ohaxge that conveys the message while
appearing the least ego damaging.”

Given the requirement of linguistic proficiencyahleast two international languages, the
guestion arises: which language should a diplorhabse for a specific meeting on duty? The
impulse is to go with the language that he or gleaks best. It sounds fairly logical. However,
professionally it might not be the wisest choiclere are strategies to be considered for both
oral and written diplomatic communication, which discuss in this section. Language can be
purposely chosen so as to make the interlocutoorafartable, to avoid undesirable political

connotations and so on — in short, to set the tfribe exchange and increase the chances of
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success. Communication channels, multilateral diploy, word choice, negotiating like a
diplomat are next under investigation, noting omedtusion that Paul Sharp mentidfishe
sense that the United States acts dictatoriallyinas, negotiating by following the principle
“what’s mine is mine; what is yours is negotiabl€6rroborating this conclusion with Wayne
Booth’s inference that the US is not practicingelisng-rhetorics, cooling off the inflamed
rhetoric of North Korea’s young leader Kim Jongrequires a different approach, the weight of
a peaceful end to the conflict falling all the msreon the international community’s shoulders.
Lack of maintaining adequate communication systeabkes the appearance of ‘viruses’ — in
this case, that of international conflicts, leadasyfar as to integral collapse of the system. The
communicative and representative roles of diplomacg underlined as well, reiterating
throughout the indissoluble relation between digoyn and communication through “direct
intergovernmental contact, where officials interaxtcommunicate wishes and to fulfill their
goals in the name of the stat&shey represent.

The next subchapter is dedicated to the game okpstates have been part of, a game
whose underlying principle has shifted in conc&utughly put, as the dictionary definition goes,
Joseph Nye outline€ power means an ability to do things and contrbets, to get others to do
what they would not otherwise do. It no longer eagbes the military force and conquest that
marked earlier times. Rather, “it factors technglogducation and economic growth,” he
continues, which are becoming more significant mernational power, while geography,
population and raw materials are becoming some\dsat important. Military power is more
difficult to apply today than in the past, as tleial and political practices changed in time. The
changing nature of issues in world politics meansbiems should be approached from a
different angle. The solution for many current sswf transnational interdependence will
require collective action and international coofieramore than before. These include terrorism,
the current threat worldwide that makes it moralemt that cooperation is the key when facing a
mutual ‘enemy.’

There is a second aspect related to power, nanstting other countries tavant what

they want. This ability tends to be associated withngible power resources such as culture,
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ideology and institutions and it might be calledagiive or soft power, in contrast with the hard

or command power ajrdering others to do what it ‘wants,’ the author goes Bims new trend

of soft power is just as important, complex andllenging. A state must be able to make its

power seem legitimate in the ‘eyes’ of the othates lest it should encounter resistance along
the way to achieve its national goals. Provided itsaculture and ideology are attractive and

open to new partisans, others will more willingblléw, renewing and strengthening thereafter

its power. All these, however, as Joseph Nye remaie not new: neither the co-optive power
of making others want what you want, nor the softver resources that come in the form of

cultural attractions, ideology, institutions and@o and so forth, in which the United States is

abundant.

A multidimensional perspective on power is investagl, distinguished according to the
referential standard, allowing for the possibildf power to increase in one dimension while
simultaneously decrease in another one. The famebate on the hidden faces of potbedds
to this multidimensional perspective, decision mgkin international relations, suppression of
some issues from being considered on the agendheoflecision makers, the ability of one
country to make other countries want what they are trying to persuade others to dogoein
somewhat connected to Nye’s notion of “soft powaert linked to intentions.

Measuring power and providing rankings requiresagreed-upon way of measuring:
“power over whom? What kind of power?” — questitimst lead us to the following subchapter,
in which we scrutinize soft power as introduced Jmgeph Nye in the international relations
terminology, military force, positive sanctions atiee comparative influence techniques. One
distinguishable feature of soft power is that, apased to hard power, which is rooted in
violence and is coercive in nature, soft powerth@sname indicates, is just about anything else.
As Ferguson explained, “soft power is merely thiveteglove concealing the iron hantf. The
focus on force and coercive influence has aliena@tblars from the similar, yet opposite
approach of positive sanctions. The juxtapositibrthese terms sounds oxymoronic at a first
look; sanctions are commonly perceived as negageteactual or promised rewards are positive
sanctions. Reinforcing positive behaviour and désinig the unacceptable one can bring about

more positive relations between states, by virtfiethe pacifist values that are promoted
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worldwide. In the case of military power, the idisat every war end with a winner is deeply
embedded in the literature on military force, Balivargues: when, in reality, the winning
comes with terrible losses as well. Even in todagsieties, preoccupied with promoting human
rights and advocating for peaceful conflict resolus by getting international decision makers
round the table, the idea that a military forcénes ultimate barometer for power still lingers and
is, somewhat encouraged. National days are ce&zbrat this day with a pompous public
military parade, where thousands of people are a@gpdeto participate, to be captivated by the
impressive display of military resources and applaucontent. We do not entirely dismiss such
practices, but we call on this issue to be addcesgsen a large scale.

The common approach to studying the instrumentsowfer, David Baldwin writed’ is
to consider each of these separately. There aneoato instruments, diplomatic instruments,
military instruments, symbolic instruments and so and they are tackled independently.
Questions to be answered are concerned with theessicrate of a given policy, in what
situations it is advisable to be used, what cdstsréspective policy implies and how it differs
from other instruments at hand. Such questions ardy be answered after understanding
available instruments both individually and colieely.

In the subchapter titled Diplomatic issues of theary2013 a few rather uncommon
features connected to international relations aptbihacy were investigated. While it does not
intend to exhaust the plethora of diplomatic feasuthis section aims at broadening the horizon
of studies and understanding of international i@at diplomacy and language. Most accounts
of diplomacy focus on more traditional forms of Idipacy. We will not attempt to give a
detailed description of each of these forms, buhemto mention and present their main
characteristics, while at the same time pointingtteer types of diplomacy that are used today,
S0 as to enlarge the spectrum through which we ddakternational relations from now on.

We investigatecultural diplomacy economic diplomagcycitizen diplomacyandregional
diplomacy moving then tcsecret diplomacyas “a crime in the international law, toercitive
diplomacy andriumphalist diplomacyCareer diplomat in the Romanian Ministry of Foreig
Affairs and international clerk within the Unitedatibns Organization, Dr. d$tisescu argues

that Romania makes use of such a type of diplonhgcgiving exagerated accounts of actions
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that take place abroad so as to portray to theigopinion an image of fast problem solving in
favor of Romania, a misrepresentation of reality.

We continue to investigate theandbag diplomacyssociated with Margaret Thatcher,
who proposed a different approach to diplomacy rduer tenure as prime minister to the
United Kingdom. Margaret Thatcher’s iconic imagesravher tough attitude that got her the
nickname ‘the Iron Lady’ and her handbags. They eam signify both femininity and
toughness. An apparently insignificant fashion itéer bags induced fear in her interlocutors. It
was not so much the outside that mattered, buntystery of what she would pull out from
within: incriminating papers, embarrassing memdiabHer handbag proved a real fear factor
for some ministers.

Jewelry-Box diplomacys another unusual type of diplomacy that is assed with
former Secretary of State and United Nations Amédais Madeleine Albright, similar to that of
Margaret Thatcher’s. In an intense world of diplemavhere seizing the gravity of the situation
is of the essence, a diplomat with a sense of husrembreath of fresh air. She combined the two
assets in an eclectic collection of pins, which strategically would wear to convey messages
and mood to allies, enemies and media. In her hdldd “Read My Pins. Stories From a
Diplomat's Jewel Box®she declared herself: “before long, and withowriding it, | found that
jewelry had become part of my personal diplomatseaal. Former President George W. Bush
had been known for saying ‘Read my lips.’ | begaging colleagues and reporters to ‘Read my
pins.” It would never have happened if not for SaddHussein.” When she criticized the
dictator, the Iraqi state media published a poelingahe US ambassador to the United Nations
an “unparalleled serpent;” when meeting with Irafficials after this incident she donned a gold
pin in the shape of a serpent, with a small diamdangling from its moutf’ Asked why she
had worn it, she explained it was “just her wayehding a message,” the same journalist notes.
When she met South African President Nelson Maniel®97, Albright assembled on her left
shoulder a veritable herd of zebra pins, intende@voke the hope for Africa’s future that

Mandela represented — and the examples continue.
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Panda diplomacyunusual as it may sound, is a practice used dg aa the seventh
century when empress Wu Zetian sent a giant pantleetJapanese emperor, a practice revived
by China from 1950 to 1984, who used them as auigtic gift to other countries. According to
Mark Magnier in his article “Attack of the Pand&Sfeferring to the Taiwan Solidarity Union
Party’s response to China’s giant panda gift towaai, “the pandas are a trick, just like the
Trojan horse. [...] Pandas are cute, but they arenmea destroy Taiwan’s psychological
defenses.” Increased awareness of the need forermtangered wildlife protection, China has
ceased making panda gifts as political stateméiits)d Wide Fund for nature adopting the
panda as their symbol and logo for the conservatiomement as a whole. The pandas can now
only be invited to other countries for scientifesearch purposes for a period of ten years and,
despite the international protection that it besefiom, every panda transfer from one zoo to
another alerts authorities.

Facebook diplomacys a new form of diplomacy that takes place in diddine medium
through various social networks, not only Facebobke term was coined during the US
President Barack Obama’s electoral campaign in 280@n his staff put significant effort into
communicating online with the voters. It has théeptial of being understood as a soft power
resource that can be created with the Internetako®@tworking platforms to promote and
enhance dialogue, to advocate for citizen’'s salgaand involvement against repressive
governmental groups or decisions and even to coteri@rism. This term is used together with
others such agligital diplomacy, twitter diplomacy, Google diplany as communication
facilitators engaging followers for response.

Under the pseudonym Daniel Schmitt, Domscheit-Birgres with his readers from the
first page of his book, a lesson he learned duhisgtime spent at Wikileaks: “power and
confidentiality corrupt in an imperceptible wa¥,Wwhich is why even after having been part of
the Wikileaks project with Julian Assange he dedigahis time to OpenLeaks, a website
specialized on publishing secret documents, airatrigecoming even more transparent than WL.
A short account is given to the WL organization®i\aty, mentioning at the same time the

controversial figure of Edward Joseph Snowden, &r@lA employee and NSA contractor who
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disclosed up 200,000 secret documents to the preé&¥13 and who is considered either a hero
and patriot, or whistleblower and traitor in nedgbolitical asylum.

These labels lead us to our next subchapter, Hwdels the importance of negative
labeling and avoiding stereotype, and we begin Witbfessor Harry G. Frankfurt's words “On
Bulshit.” Professor of philosophy emeritus at Peton University, he considers that “bullshit is
a greater enemy of the truth than are lies [...] flose] the bullshitter’'s sole concern is the
advancement and advantage of his own aget{d&/é look into Edwin Lemert'fabeling theory
we discuss sociological implications of deviantesohs the source of negative stereotypes that
Emile Durkheim tackles, we analygggmatizatioras a driving force towards actuabgcoming
and not only beingerceivedas a member of a deviant group. The central ideastigmatic
labeling is the attribution of an inherent faulfhish might not even be true, but is perceived by
some as being out of the ordinary, which leadsdoussingliscrimination In doing so, the case

of Romanian diplomacy’s performance in the 2013&aneat scandal is analyzed.

After having set the theoretical framework and kaknto the field of diplomacy from
different angles, our Chapter Ill applies this khedge to the analysis of the 2013 North Korean
nuclear test and the international impact on diglbenrelations. To understand the position of
Pyongyang, a short incursion into the most impdrtaoent historical moments of North Korea
was made, focusing on the events that led to tparagon between the North and the South
Korea, as well as on the terminology used throughwedia interventions and official positions
to describe either opposing parties’ actions amatctrens. We discuss the harsh Japanese
dominance and the steps taken to abolish the Kdesmyjuage and culture, the mass deportation
of Koreans during the Second World War, a weakenfrtye state that, after the attack on Japan
on August 8, 1945, it ended with the USSR occupyiiogth Korea, determining the American
troops to occupy the South Korea, the demarcatien between the two being the 38 parallel.
The Cold War put an end to plans of a common aditmation and, in this context, the Soviet
and the Americans becoming hostile, they imposedr ipoverning systems in the areas they
controlled. The deterioration of the relations bestw the North and the South, the
“unpredictable” American intervention, the intertien of the Chinese “volunteers” as a test to

their loyalty to USSR are discussed.

*® Frankfurt, Harry G. (2005))n Bullshit. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 61. Frartkfdarry G. (2005)0n
Bullshit. Princeton: Princeton University Press. 61.



Special attention is given to the Korean War betw&850 and 1953, the roll-back
doctrine towards the communist bloc and the seedaltontainment’ policy of the communist
influence in the world, also known as the Trumanctioe, formulated on the following
arguments: “the path to follow so as to defeatSbeiet strategy was ‘a firm containment policy,
meant to confront the Russians with an unbreakadieterforce in every place they show signs
of preparing to go against the interest of a peacstable world.”* According to Harry S.
Truman, “the communism defied the United Nationsusigy Council’s orders issued to protect
peace and international security. [...] Going backhe rule of the strongest in international
relations would have consequences that would gm@\ay. The United States of America will
continue to support the rule of la®?As we show later on, the Democratic People’s Répuil
Korea is still defying the UNSC’s resolutions, whhidt considers “hostile.” The essential
message, Kissinger argues, was that America is)defg a principle, not interests, not power.
We show that the publicly declared aim changestdhminology used by the Americans ranging
from *“rejecting the aggression” to “establishingape and independence” under the UN
mandate. After the Chinese counterattack, Trumsuets a declaration through which, Kissinger
notes, he was abandoning the unification as a waal, g“leaving it to subsequent
negotiations.**Preventing a third world war has been the fundaaiefuteclared) goal of the
United States’ decisions during the Korean War,Tagman’'s memoirs quoted by Kissinger
show. However, the author continues, America fatedlefine the concepts it was operating
with: stopping aggression, reestablishing peace= Kbrean problem remained to this day
unsolved; a truce is similar, but not the same psage and every now and then there are current
flares, as we have seen in February 2013 as well.

We look into the communist, propagandistic Romanrewspaper “Scanteia” for
mentions of the Korean situation of those times wedshow that Romania has undergone the
most drastic change of perspective of the four treesproposed for analysis (the US, the UK,
the DPRK and Romania). The communist period terfomyoand the terminology of 2013 are

antipodes reflected by the media through suchmaistins as “American racists,” “snake that is

growing,” “criminal war,” “interventionists,” “impgalists,” “war pirates,” “invaders,”

* Kissinger, Henry (2007Riplomgia. Ediia a doua. Bucusé: All. 394. My transl.

*> Truman, Harry S.Years of Trial and Hope 1946-1952. Memoiggcond volume. 338-339. Qtd. in Kissinger,
Henry (2003)op. cit 418.

* Kissinger, Henry (2007pp.cit. 422.



“monopolists” and so on versus “profound concerthwie persistent lack of cooperation,” “the
Romanian authorities urges DPRK’s authorities gunee, without preconditions, the Six-Party
Talks, as proposed by the UNSC,” “DPRK to complythwall UNSC resolutions,” “firmly
condemns nuclear test” and so on. We notice thierdrices between the reports given by
London newspapers and Bucharest newspapers dueetdlifference between regimes, we
mention the effect the possible defeat of the Whiates had on the New York Stock Market
and look into the speeches given by the ministakgoreign affairs and Secretary of State
concerning the Korean problem, indicating once mglaiough diplomatic linguistic means the
close relation between the United States and Skatha and the opposition manifested by the
North, showing at the same time the USSR’s disbetiethe motives behind the UNO
Commission for ‘“reconstruction and unification” dforea as an auxiliary organ that
camouflages the American intervention in Korea.

As the political regime in South Korea became nstable, at the end of the eighties the
discussions on the unification between the two tesywere recommenced. We show that the
fulfillment of this goal was, however, impossiblarohg Kim Il-sung’s life. After his death, in
1994 and after the disaggregation of the USSR Bil18ontroversy on the viability of North
Korea’s regime woken. Strangely, starting with 19@#s problem fostered instead of reducing
tensions, because the North Korean government leev@n more vehement in its efforts to
hide its own flaws. Jan Palmowski continues andtesrithat, in its desperate struggle to
overcome the economic problems of the country, whgeve rise to a severe food crisis and even
famine, North Korea had to give up its pride anddoept the fact that it needed to import rice
from South Korea. Despite this fact, the normaioratof relations between the North and the
South were far from being reached, at the end@htheties circa 2 million people having been
reported dead by starvatidhJong-il continued to earmark significant financiekources to
military equipment, and in 1999 North Korea sucfidgstested a short rangmissilein the
Pacific Ocean. The military program was thencefoghd as a trading currency in the talks with
South Korea and the United States of America, Hat ¢he election of George W. Bush, North

Korea was confronted with a more than hostile wtg@tfrom the American side. In the case of

* palmowski, Jean (2005Dicsionar Oxford de Istorie universalcontemporaii. De la 1900 pa azi. Vol. |, A-J.
Bucureti: All. 226-227. My transl.



the ongoing Global War on TerroristhNorth Korea was included by the American president
the “axis of evil,” together with Iraq and Iran. The US response & 20813 North Korean
nuclear test is a reaction that follows the rhetarsed on the ongoing global war against
terrorism. In the “State of the Union Address” esded on January 29, 2002 by the Office of the
Press Secretary of the White Hod8@resident Bush declared his determination to figistwar
and outlines the plan he had designed, from slyuttown terrorist camps and disrupting their
plans, to bringing them to justice and preventifertterrorist attacks from “such states arming to
threaten the peace of the world,” states that “bgksig weapons of mass destruction, these
regimes pose a grave and growing danger.” We coativith the analysis on this document and
move forward to analyze the designed path to digaremt and the treaties that standardize this
effort. We discuss the Non-proliferation Treaty1l®68, the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks |
and I, the Strategic Arms Reduction Talks | andhke Mutual and Balanced Force Reduction
Talks and the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forcegeach to the double examination: the
nuclear test and the diplomatic trial.

In the post-9/11 world Washington has showed anhaken rhetoric constantly
reaffirming its determination to fight the war agsti terrorism and bring terrorists to justice. The
problem of North Korea is addressed in the speecth® State of the Union in 2002 and the US
position has remained firm in placing DPRK on thexi$ of evil” together with Irag and
Afghanistan. The nuclear ambitions of North Kor@adnbeen known for a long time, the 2013
nuclear test being the third one that it had laedchnd multiple missiles having been launched
so far: in May 1993 a missile test into the Sedagfan, in August 1998 another one, in July 2006
two missile test were conducted, followed by anotfoeind in 2009 and then another one in
2013. After approved military and economic sandigated by the United Nations against North
Korea, in 2007 Pyongyang officials agreed to slowtrlits main nuclear reactor in return for aid
and diplomatic concession, but the negotiationsired a dead end as North Korea accused its
negotiating partners (the US, South Korea, JaphmaCand Russia) of having failed to meet the
agreed obligation. As a consequence, having watkedf the international talks on its nuclear

* A term commonly applied to the international mifitacampaign to eliminate al-Qaeda and other miiitan
organizations, a campain that started as a rekthiederrorist attacks on the United States of Ao@eon September
9, 2001 (also known as The 9/11 or The Septembétthtks), with ongoing insurgency in Afghanistémag and
North-West Pakistan.

** The White House Office of the Press Secretary, $ilemt Delivers State of the Union Address.” (Japg",
2002). September 0 2013. <http://georgewbush-whitehouse.archivesrgws/releases/2002/01/20020129-
11.html>



program, North Korea conducted a more powerful i@s2009 and the trend continues to this
day. Drastic sanctions having been imposed, Nodite& agreed to return to the negotiations and
resume nuclear talks.

We discuss the implications of the death of Kimgldron December 17, 2011 and his
son’s accession to the supreme leader positionaleche was only 27 years old when he
became the leader of DPRK, his position was reghrdéh skepticism, and the high
responsibilities that he soon had to face were asemchallenge to prove his ability to continue
the legacy of this defunct father and grandfathiewing been called to continue to Juche Idea, a
political thesis elaborated by his grandfatherhia $pirit of “self-reliance,” “independent stand”
and “always putting the Korean things first,” seekiapproval and confirmation of his fearful
position, deciding to affirm his capabilities a® tleader of a country to be feared, one of his
strategies, given the nuclear history of North Kon@as to schedule a rocket launch only four
months after his ascension to the supreme leadgtigro In April 2012 therefore a rocket was
launched from the North-West, but it flew only forshort time until it broke up and crashed in
the waters of the Korean Peninsula. The embarragsomnes from the fact that what was
designed to be a demonstration of power turnedmbe a failure and, even more dramatically,
it did so in the presence of all major press agenas they had been invited to witness and to
write eulogistic accounts of the historic moment.

On December 12, 2012 the young leader had his ewenge: North Korea successfully
launched a rocket, boosting the avowals of its feadler and stepping up the threat the isolated
and impoverished state posed to opponents. On da@@a 2013 the United Nations Security
Council unanimously adopted resolution number 2@&ér recalling a series of previous
resolutions concerning North Korea, broadeningsenections imposed on North Korea by them.

The UNSC demand “not proceed with any further |d@sc using ballistic missile
technology*’ and comply with previous resolutions “by suspepgdatl activities related to its
ballistic missile program” and in this context te-establish its pre-existing commitments to a
moratorium on missile launches” was not receivethvgood, however, and DPRK reacted

“angrily.”*® North Korean response to the UN resolution wasnptcand bitter, only hours after

* United Nations Security Council (2013), “Resoluti@@87. Non-Proliferation. DPRK.” January 12, 2013.
Accessed June 13, 2013. <http://www.un.org/en/gaé¢béview_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2087(2013)>

** NK News (2013), “North Korea Threatens to Build Wfuclear Deterrence.’” North Korea Reacts Angrilylidl
Resolution 2087.” January 23, 2013. Accessed Janad13.



the unanimous vote, pledging to strengthen botitanyland nuclear capabilities, rejecting what
it believed to be a “hostile” policy.

In the light of these events we analyzed the US,dd Romanian official positions, as
well as the North Korean responses (offering atstverview in quotes as well) and reiterated
Romania’s secured position as a key member of NAT@e fight against such practices on
nuclear tests, by it allowing for a missile defefeglity to be built at Deveselu Military Base in
Romania, marking at the same time the landmarkhe diplomatic battle in the Korean
Peninsula revolved around the Kaesong Internatidbamplex, the last symbol of the
inter-Korean relations. The fact that the intermadl community has, as we have seen,
expressed, in its majority, the consensus on camglyith the United Nations Security
Council’s resolutions on disarmament, is an indacathat the future will not be on North
Korea’s side. To end our research we chose totgeeecognition and offer at the same time the
hope for improvement, by acknowledging the sigaifice of the Nobel Peace Prize for 2013
having been awarded to the Organization for thehiBition of Chemical Weapons “for its

extensive efforts to eliminate chemical weapdfis.”

Conclusions

Multiple conclusions have been drawn having emlaniggon this investigation. The multiple
dimensions of rhetoric highly used in the 2013 Ndfbrean nuclear test on both opposing sides
provided at the same times both answers and negtigng, new leads to be further investigated.
The audience is central to rhetoric and to DPRKSmuest to secure its position as a nuclear
force, as we have seen from young Kim Jong-un’m@stsoon after his political ascension to
the supreme leader position of the DPRK. In follogvtheir goals, North Korean officials make
use of the fear appeal to persuade and inculctdenmaof respect combined with fear, while, at
the same time, the US is likely not to resort tstelning rhetorics, but rather to speak
“dictatorially,” as we have shown. We have witnesblorth Korea expressing its wishes for the
North Korean War to finally reach a resolution (th@53 truce placing North Korea and the

United States “technically at war,” as we have sédw and for its status of a fearful nuclear

<http://www.nknews.org/2013/01/north-korea-threatémbuild-up-nuclear-deterrence/>
** Nobel Media AB (2013), “The Nobel Peace Prize 20 ess Release.” October 11, 2013. Accessed Qct6be
2013. <http://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/pédlaceeates/2013/press.html>



power not to be challenged by other states andnisheed by international resolutions. At the
same time, we noticed that the United States dideject these wishes, but it turned a deaf ear,
as if they had never even been openly stated. &s#Hue in the Korean Peninsula is ongoing and
the literature on the 2013 case is limited, havielged mostly on the official internet sources
available and media reports, we reaffirmed the imgnee of the media. We notice further that
not much joking is used in the verbal exchangewden the leaders from Pyongyang and those
from Washington, London, Bucharest or other UNestaaind that the rhetoric remains bellicose
on the Korean side, but equally firm on the Amaricade, with its allies speaking the same
language, keeping a unified position complying witie United Nations Security Council's
resolutions on nuclear tests. These positions wexde clear both from the linguistic point of
view, as our short overview shows as well, and ftbennon-verbal signals such as intonation,
facial expression, body language and gestures \wx$eén interviews available online. We take
notice of the fact that North Korea is looking Essurance that its status as a nuclear power is
not to be challenged and realize that in its dtivgpursue this goal soft power and positive
sanctions are not much in effect in the 2013 Né&mhean nuclear test problem. We reaffirmed
the relevance of intelligence agencies in defuaimgnflamed rhetoric and calling North Korea’s
bluff, however, we have pointed towards the diggctof the disclosures in early 2013 once
Edward Snowden’s case became public as to thehertigat such intelligence agencies go in
challenging privacy and private communication. tading that military power is more difficult
to apply today than in the past and that conflicihterests is what diplomacy is fundamentally
based on, we show that North Korea’s quest fostdtus as a nuclear power not to be challenged
is against the international trend of favoring gudtver over military power and other forms of
coercive power, and the non-compliance with the GNSesolutions on the non-proliferation of
the nuclear weapons challenges itself further thecess of diplomatic endeavors. The
communist practices of defying UNSC'’s resolutioogtotect peace and international security,
as Truman notes, are now continued by the DPRK ruKglm Jong-un’s regime. However,
having in view the consensus on the non-proliferatif nuclear weapons that the majority of the
international community has reached to, the futweeargue will not belong to the North Korean
threats. The reaffirmed position on the path tamismment to be followed and the Nobel Peace
Prize for 2013 having been awarded to the OPCWistarfirm reminders of the commitment to

fight against regimes that challenge internatiopedce for, although we know world peace



cannot be true, it is important to aim at it. Insteense, we notice that of the three countries
chosen for our analysis, Romania has changed ##iqqo the most, from a former communist
country resorting to propagandistic methods andghiardenouncing American intervention in
the Korean Peninsula in the fifties, to a key menddeNATO in the fight against terrorism and
proliferation of nuclear weapons, the missile deéeffiacility at the Deveselu Military Base
proving this reality.

Last but not least, given that the situation i@ Korean Peninsula is ongoing, this thesis
constitutes a useful background for further redearcit is, to our knowledge, the first attempt to
systematically look into the 2013 North Korean ®acltest causes and international response, an

investigation that we consider relevant to be nmetdbe earliest possible stage.

Domains

The fields of study that are touched upon are thafsénguistics, philosophy, psychology,
communication, logic, sociology and history, in&ional relations and diplomacy, our

investigation being a inter- and intra-disciplinarydeavor.



