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Abstract

This study analyzed media perceptions of the presidential impeachment crises in South Korea and the presi-
dents’ communication strategies in response to the crises. Media reports on the 2004 impeachment of Roh
Moo-hyun and 2016 impeachment of Park Geun-hye were comparatively examined. The period chosen for
analysis extended from one month prior to the two presidents’ respective impeachment votes to one month
after the corresponding Constitutional Court decision and was divided into “pre-crisis,” “mid-crisis,” and “post-cri-
sis” stages. Four newspapers were chosen for analysis. The findings showed a higher rate of negative
characterization for Park than for Roh in their respective reporting. Perceptions of responsibility for impeachment
and characterization of the situation as a crisis were also lower for Park than for Roh. Theoretical and
practical implications of the research are discussed.
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Total 287(25) | 251(26) 538

Directly 53 109 162
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Directly 53 67 120

Kyunghayng | Indirectly 238 92 330
Total 291(26) | 159(17) 450
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Total Indirectly | 916(81) | 660(69) | 1576(76)
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Table 3. Rate of newspapers reported during the crisis stage

(Unit: %)
Level 1 | Level 2 | Level 3
Crisis Level®** (pre— (mid— (post—
crisis) crisis) crisis)
Chosun 16 i 7
DongA 15 75 10
Roh’s Hankyoreh 19 67 14
Kyunghyang 17 72 11
total 16 73 1
Chosun 16 49 35
, DongA 24 53 24
Pii{i s Hankyoreh 40 417 13
Kyunghyang 35 57 9
total 31 51 18

x*=53.155 df=6 p< 001 , x’=66.240 df=6 p< 001
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Table 4. Rate of newspapers tone during the crisis stage

(Unit: %)
Newspaper level 1(pre—crisis) level 2(mid—crisis) level 3(post—crisis) Total
Company*** Positive | Neutral |Negative | Positive | Neutral |Negative | Positive | Neutral | Negative | Positive | Neutral |Negative
Chosun 14 29 57 0 79 21 33 67 0 3 72 24
Rol's DongA 0 56 44 8 79 13 0 56 44 5 69 26
Direct| Hankyoreh 0 88 13 9 64 27 78 22 4 T4 23
News | v unghyang | 0 88 13 0 86 14 20 80 0 2 86 12
Total 3 66 31 3 78 19 5 73 23 4 75 22
Roh’s News Total 1 70 29 2 83 15 5 79 16 2 81 17
Chosun 0 69 31 0 66 34 0 100 0 0 73 27
Park’s DongA 8 50 42 0 60 40 0 83 17 2 63 35
%gjf: Hankyoreh | 7 24 69 0 77 23 0 80 20 2 63 35
#k | Kyunghyang 0 39 61 2 43 55 0 14 86 1 39 60
Total 4 40 56 1 64 38 0 ' 23 1 60 39
Park’s News Total 4 68 28 2 7 21 2 79 19 2 75 23
p*{ 01, p***{ 001
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Table 5. Rate of crisis responsible level

(Unit: %)
Crisis level and newspaper Responsible level***
company High | Normal Low
Chosun 86 14 0
DongA 11 44 44
LQIEI Hankyoreh 100 0 0
Kyunghyang 0 13 88
Total 47 19 34
Chosun 25 73 2
. DongA 29 33 38
Hoh s Le;’ ' Hankyoreh | 91 5 5
Kyunghyang 0 55 45
Total 32 49 20
Chosun 0 100 0
DongA 22 56 22
LE;EI Hankyoreh 100 0 0
Kyunghyang 20 60 20
Total 65 28 8
Chosun 0 0 100
DongA 8 50 42
Lei’d Hankyoreh | 17 38 45
Kyunghyang 56 44 0
Total 22 35 43
Chosun 0 14 86
DongA 0 50 50
Park’s LE;EI Hankyoreh 39 58 3
Kyunghyang 19 24 57
Total 19 38 43
Chosun 29 36 36
DongA 8 42 50
LE;EI Hankyoreh 90 10 0
Kyunghyang 0 14 86
Total 33 28 40
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Table 6. Rate of president's crisis-responsible attitude

(Unit: %)
Crisis level and newspaper crisis response®*
company Accept Deny
Chosun 43 57
DongA 33 67
Level 1 Hankyoreh 88 13
Kyunghyang 13 88
Total 44 56
Chosun 92 8
DongA 75 25
Roh’s Le;el Hankyoreh 64 36
o Kyunghyang 62 38
Total 76 24
Chosun 100 0
DongA 44 56
Legrel Hankyoreh 78 22
Kyunghyang 80 20
Total 73 28
Total 70 30
Chosun 0 100
DongA 8 92
Level 1 Hankyoreh 14 86
Kyunghyang 28 72
Total 14 86
Chosun 5 95
DongA 0 100
Park's Le;el Hankyoreh 11 89
Kyunghyang 5 95
Total 6 94
Chosun 50 50
DongA 0 100
Legfel Hankyoreh 10 90
Kyunghyang 0 100
Total 19 81
Total 10 90

p**¢.01, p***(.001
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