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Abstract
The foundation of framing theory is to serve the public in illustrating what kind of messages the
public receives from actors in authority, such as government officials. This article is an analysis
of the interpretations of various media organizations regarding specific policies belonging to the
candidates running for the presidency in 2020, incumbent President Donald J. Trump and
Democratic nominee Joseph R. Biden. Based on the quantity of media organizations discussed
and the different ways which the candidates’ policies have been included in press coverage
relating to the candidates, this article teaches that the extent to which framing reaches is
ongoing between the press and the public and will remain a factor in the public s reactions to
selected presidential candidates for elections to come. Access to the media organizations will be
provided at the end of this paper.
Introduction
Framing is the manner in which how “the presentation and communication of a message in a
particular way influences our perception of it.” (Pavlik and Mclntosh 42). It is an attestation of
what people and organizations, such as advertisers and journalists and social media users, aim to
signify. For example, Senator Joseph McCarthy claimed in a 1950 speech that he had a list of
205 names of State Department employees alleged to have ties to communism; through titling
the speech “Enemies From Within.” and directing public attention to the U.S. State Department ',

McCarthy framed the existence of communism to be a threat to the country’s national security,

' McCarthy, Joseph. “Enemies From Within.” Wheeling, Virginia. 9 February 1950.



thus signifying that communism was evil. Think of framing as you putting a label on something
with the intent of having the label reflect either positively or negatively about that something.
Another historical example of this definition is a specific action completed by President Richard
Nixon. Linguist George Lakoff begins his book Don t Think of An Elephant! with the following
passage: “While under pressure to resign during the Watergate scandal, Nixon addressed the
nation on tv [...] and said, ‘I am not a crook.” And everybody thought of him as a crook.” (Lakoff
1). Here the argument for the manifestation of that public perception stems from “a basic
principle of framing: when you are arguing against the other side, do not use their language. [...]
Framing is about getting language that fits your worldview.” (Lakoff 1-2). In this example,
Nixon’s self- labelling himself as having done nothing illegal reflected negatively on his

reputation, the consequences of which included his resignation in August of 1974.

A 2005 New York Times magazine article credited the Republican party for “having invented
and poluarized loaded phrases like ‘tax relief” and partial-birth abortion.”?; upon reading that
statement, one may conclude that the article argues Republicans have a better grasp on framing
that Democrats. To further demonstrate, attached on the bottom of page two are tables exhibiting

framing techniques used by liberals and conservatives in the modern era.
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2 Bai, Matt. “The Framing Wars” New York Times Magazine 17 July 2005, Section 6, pp. 38.



Source: Pavlik, John V. and Shawn Mclntosh. Converging Media: A New Introduction to Mass Communication. 5"

edition, Oxford University Press, 2017, pp. 42-43.

In the instance of media coverage, what factors into framing is agenda-setting theory, the theory
in which the press is able to choose what topics to discuss, inadvertently determining the topics
which the public considers to be significant®. The theory that the media establishes what news
you find worthy enough to discuss among family or friends reflects the social perception of the
press operating as a fourth estate, another “branch of government [that] watches the other
branches (executive, legislative, and judicial).” (Pavlik and Mcintosh 325). Along with
agenda-setting theory, media coverage also emits something known in the discourse of
communications as the third-person effect, which is the ability “for people to underestimate the
effect of a persuasive message on themselves while overestimating its effects on others.” (Pavlik
and Mclntosh 365). For example, you are not swayed into signing a petition to ban plastic bags
in your hometown, but you expect the petition to receive enough signatures and support that it
becomes the main subject of next week’s town hall meeting. Under the notion of a fourth estate,
the purpose of this paper is to conduct exploratory research on the topic of political discourse

between presidential candidates and the media.

Research Methodology
This paper will investigate and analyze various press perceptions of several policies belonging to

the main two candidates running for the presidency in 2020: Donald Trump, leading the

3 Pavlik, John V. and Shawn McIntosh. Converging Media: A New Introduction to Mass Communication. 5™ edition,
Oxford University Press, 2017, pp. 375.



Republican ticket as the incumbent, and Joe Biden, the Democratic nominee and former vice
president. To preview the framing ahead, consider how the New York Times (NYT) described
the comparison of the candidates’ talking points on the campaign trail as a “back-and-forth over
darkness and light... which the two parties have cast this year’s election.” (New York Times;
August 22nd, 2020)* during the week of the Democratic National Convention. What questions
do you have after reading the following quote or the entire article (see link attached to the bottom

of the page)?

The policies of Trump and Biden which will be discussed are their policies pertaining to issues in
the order of 1) healthcare, 2) immigration, 3) environment, and 4) economy. These policies were
selected based on the results of a Fox News Poll (Fox Business; September 18th, 2019) and a
CNBC survey (CNBC; November 26th, 2019) from fall 2019°; each outlet respectively found

that their sample sized populations believed other issues preceded the issue of the economy.

Thirty-one different media outlets were examined and referenced in the conducting of this
research. The variety of the media outlets are demonstrated in the following chart; the chart was
created by this author to categorize the news organizations into a scale of liberal-
mainstream-conservative. Those listed in the columns of liberal and conservative were done so
due to their tone, whereas the media organizations listed as mainstream were placed as such due
to the nature of their presence in the public eye. For example, NBCUniversal Media oversees

both NBC News and CNBC, outlets that are accessible through cable television and the internet.

4 Cooper et al. “Biden and Trump use stark terms to describe the choice between them.” The New York Times, 22
August 2020. https://www.nytimes.com/live/2020/08/21/us/dnc-convention-election Accessed 23 August 2020.
SFull source information included in this paper’s notes section.



https://www.nytimes.com/live/2020/08/21/us/dnc-convention-election

Establishing multiple formats of the same news source allows for the news source to receive

more recognition in media discourse than a news organization working with one format, such as

the economic-news based website Business Insider.

Liberal Mainstream A Mainstream B Mainstream C Conservative

Vox ABC News NPR The Baltimore Fox News and
Sun Fox Business

CNN Washington Post | WBUR Los Angeles National Review
Times

Teen Vogue The New York Forbes BBC The Hill

Times

Inside Climate USA Today CNBC PBS Newshour | Business Insider

News

The Guardian Politico NBC News U.S. News & Breitbart
World Report

The Nation Axios Reuters The Miami American
Herald Priority

What helped contribute to the making of this chart was the sixth edition of a media bias chart

generated by Ad Fontes Media, a company which analyzes the rate of biases in news

organizations (see https://www.adfontesmedia.com/ for more information). For comparison and

to lay the framework for further research, the media bias chart in reference is attached on page

SiX.
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An example of media bias charts solidifying their message (that media bias exists in different

forms) is a recent study conducted by conservative think tank Media Research Center (see

https://www.mrc.org/ for more information). Ninety-one days before Election Day, Media

Research Center revealed its take on the tone in which CBS, NBC, and ABC nighttime television

newscasts have discussed the presidential candidates from June Ist to July 31st of 2020. In

searching for any biases present in Media Research Center’s work, one may question the

reasoning behind dissecting only CBS, NBC, and ABC and the legitimacy of the study’s title.

Fox News published a photo of the study uploaded to the Media Research Center’s Twitter

account; the study in reference is attached on the top of page seven.
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Source: Flood, Brian. “Evening newscasts 150 times more negative toward Trump than Biden, study says.” Fox

News, Fox Corporation. 17 August 2020.

https://www.foxnews.com/media/evening-newscasts- 1 50-times-more-negative-trump Accessed 19 August 2020.

Findings

A) Joe Biden on Healthcare

Biden is campaigning on lowering the age of eligibility for Medicare and providing a public
health insurance option similar to Medicare that differs from the health insurance offered from

employers (“Healthcare”, https://joebiden.com/joes-vision/, 2020).



https://www.foxnews.com/media/evening-newscasts-150-times-more-negative-trump
https://joebiden.com/joes-vision/

Media organizations including Vox and The Hill are subtly implying that employer-based health
insurance will remain an issue during a potential Biden presidency. Vox described Biden’s

policies as a tool for “low-income Americans in states that refused to expand Medicaid” (Vox;

April 9th, 2020) and also ““a backstop to reinforce the current system, [as] individuals can’t use

the money their employer is spending on private health insurance to buy into the new public

option” (Vox ; April 9th, 2020). Vox is framing the policies as a health insurance plan that does

not realize its full potential, indicating that the bulk of affording Biden’s public option falls on
the employees. Likewise, The Hill wrote Biden’s public option plan “would do far too little to
lower high health care costs for Americans or lower the number of uninsured. That doesn’t mean

Biden needs to support single-payer ‘Medicare-For-All’[...] Employer coverage does not mean

affordable coverage.” (The Hill; April 22nd, 2020). The Hill is framing Biden’s healthcare

policies as needing to be moderate rather than being an endorsement of Medicare-For-All, in turn
suggesting such an endorsement by Biden risks alienating establishment Democratic party
members. By alluding to Biden having to create healthcare policies which appease all sides of
the Democratic party, Vox and The Hill are highlighting a source of division within the

Democratic party; Vox pinpoints the contention to fall upon middle class workers (a

demographic Biden touts as part of his base; see https://joebiden.com/joes-vision/), whereas The
Hill pinpoints the contention to spill over within the Democratic party. Should Biden become the
country’s 46th president, the two media organizations in mention represent any press speculation

as to if this contention will either be rectified or expanded come November.


https://joebiden.com/joes-vision/

To conclude this section, National Public Radio (NPR) described Biden’s approach to healthcare

as a “blueprint [that] would uncap federal subsidies for plans purchased through the Affordable

Care Act’s marketplaces” (NPR; April llth, 2020). Here NPR is considering Biden’s approach to

expand upon the Affordable Care Act which was passed and legalized during his tenure as vice

president. In comparison, Forbes Magazine called Biden’s healthcare policies an expansion of

“government- subsidized health insurance coverage” (Forbes; April 12th, 2020). This news outlet

is framing Biden’s healthcare stance as a component of debating the role of government
subsidies in the United States’ socioeconomic hierarchy. Seemingly alluding to the debate of
government subsidies, NBC News so far has categorized Biden’s healthcare plan in columns of
“what’s in” and “what’s out”. By reporting the return of the individual mandate, the allowance of
undocumented immigrants buying into Biden’s public option plan, and the lowering of drug

(13992

prescription prices as “in”, NBC is framing Biden as campaigning on “Affordable Care Act 2.0”

(NBC News; July 14th, 2019 and updated May 22nd, 2020), a stark counterargument to President

Trump’s healthcare plan. The organization classifies the spending rate in individual marketplaces
as “out” because Biden’s public option plan “will only allow consumers to spend 8.5 percent of
their income on insurance” (NBC News; July 14th, 2019 and updated May 22nd, 2020). This
framing indicates that the consumer’s financial status is overlooked in the overall gist of Biden’s

public option plan; meanwhile, NPR and Forbes are arguing Biden’s public option plan takes

pressure off from individuals navigating which healthcare plan works best for them.

B) Donald Trump on Healthcare
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Trump is campaigning on combating the opioid crisis and repealing the individual mandate in
the Affordable Care Act (ACA) (“Healthcare: President Donald J. Trump Achievements,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/healthcare/#, 2020). In his 2020 State of

the Union address, Trump said the following on live television: “The American patient should

296

never be blindsided by medical bills.” .

Trump declared the opioid crisis a public health emergency in the fall of 2017. The Baltimore

Sun explains the declaration “means the Department of Health and Human Services can waive

regulations that some say have hampered the response” (The Baltimore Sun; October 27th,

2017). The newspaper is framing the move to ultimately be failing the expectations of the public,
describing the declaration as a step below “what had been proposed by a commission the
president created to study the problem. That group... called for a designation of a national [state

of] emergency [rather than a public health emergency] as a way to free up federal money to

expand treatment.” (The Baltimore Sun; October 27th, 2017). The frame of the newspaper is to

portray the faults in the White House’s approach to the opioid crisis thus far. Meanwhile,

Reuters headlined an article last spring with what Trump told the 2019 Rx Drug Abuse and

Heroin Summit; Trump said, “We are holding big Pharma accountable.” (Reuters; April 24th,

2019). Reuters followed up with the following passage: “little has come of Trump’s earlier calls

to execute drug dealers. But [...] Trump has used the crisis to support his call to build a wall on

the border of Mexico, saying it would keep out heroin” (Reuters; April 24th, 2019). This media

® Transcript of the 2020 SOTU remarks provided by the New York Times.


https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/healthcare/
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organization is framing Trump’s position on the opioid crisis as a strategy to fulfill a 2016
campaign promise; on the contrary, US News & World Report is framing Trump’s position on
the opioid crisis as an aid to the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS). The article

states “130 Americans [on average] lose their lives to a drug overdose involving opioids every

day, according to the CDC” (US News & World Report.com; September 4th, 2019) and that “ [in

2019] HHS will have allocated more than $9 billion in grants to state and local communities to

expand access to drug treatment and prevention services since January 2017 (US News &

World Report; September 4th, 2019). The frame here depicts the Trump administration as being

financially secure to guarantee putting work into confronting the opioid crisis.

The BBC wrote that the repealing of the individual mandate from the ACA leaves insurance
companies “charging more to the sick or medically vulnerable patients” (BBC; March 29th,

2019), yet the article argues the individual mandate was not effective in enticing “younger,

healthier into the healthcare marketplace” (BBC; March 29th, 2019). The BBC is framing

Trump’s removal of the individual mandate as neither a legislative defeat nor a victory for the
public; rather, it implicates Trump has completed part of his 2016 campaign promise to dismiss

the ACA and replace it with a different healthcare plan. In another instance of completing

2016-touted plans, Trump signed a presidential proclamation’ on October 4th, 2019 ordering all

legal immigrants to acquire health insurance before entering the United States. USA Today

" Presidential Actions, The White House.gov:

https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/presidential-proclamation-suspension-entry-immigrants-will-finan
cially-burden-united-states-healthcare-system/ Accessed 27 May 2020.
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included the following passage in a report on the proclamation: “Migrants would not be able to
use Medicaid plans or the subsided plans offered on the state markets under the Affordable Care
Act... According to a September report from the Census Bureau, 6.8% of those born in the U.S.

were uninsured in 2018, compared with 18.9% of those born in another country.” (USA Today;

October Sth, 2019). Here the newspaper is framing the proclamation to burden those legally

migrating into the United States, undermining the consequences it could carry on those illegally
entering the country, the group which is categorized in what Trump’s border wall is meant to

target.

The Hill called healthcare costs “a key part of [Trump’s] 2020 reelection campaign” (The Hill;

June 24th, 2019) on the same day Trump issued an executive order designating transparency in

prices pertaining to medical procedures®. The Hill writes that the executive order critiques “a
healthcare system where patients usually don’t find out how much a procedure costs until they

get the bill in the mail... [HHS Secretary] Azar said the rules would drive down prices because it

would empower patients to shop around for the best costs.” (The Hill; June 24th, 2019). This

news outlet is framing Trump’s executive order to be a justified move, a step that caters to both
Trump voters and non-Trump voters because of the assumption that medical expenses are an
issue nationwide. Likewise, PBS gives a bullet-pointed list of what the executive order calls for.
Compared to The Hill, PBS frames the legislation as sugarcoating the nationwide issue of

medical expenses with the following wording: “The idea is to give patients practical information

8 Presidential Actions, The White House.gov:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-actions/executive-order-improving-price-quality-transparency-american-he
althcare-put-patients-first/ Accessed 27 May 2020.
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that they can use to help save money... But insurers said the idea could backfire, prompting

hospitals that now give deeper discounts to try to raise their own negotiated prices to match what

higher-earners are getting.” (PBS Newshour; June 24th, 2019). This angle indicates that the

executive order on medical prices transparency is a miscalculated step in the correct direction.

C) Joe Biden on Immigration
Biden is campaigning on reinstating the Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals (DACA)
legislation, aiding undocumented immigrants in the U.S. in securing citizenship, and

re-introducing the migrant-based policy known as “Catch and Release” (“Immigration”,

https://joebiden.com/immigration/, 2020).

Fox News described Biden’s policies as “sharply [against] Trump’s actions on immigration...

though many of the conditions that gained attention under Trump existed under the

Obama-Biden administration as well,” (Fox News; February 3rd, 2020). Fox is framing Biden’s

approach to be hypocritical, in turn suggesting he is more likely to contradict himself while in
office than Trump; in the opposite direction, ABC News is framing Biden’s stance on
immigration to have softened since his tenure as vice president. ABC News called Biden’s goal

to reinstate DACA a piece of his “ambitious to-do list for his first 100 days in office” (ABC;

December 12th, 2019), and the use of the adjective “ambitious” indicates that Biden is setting up

high expectations for his administration and the federal government to adhere. This

communication from ABC News has been echoed by the Los Angeles Times, which reported at


https://joebiden.com/immigration/
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the March 16™ Democratic debate, Biden said “he would place a moratorium on deportations in

the first 100 days of his administration and then would only look to deport people convicted of

felonies.” (Los Angeles Times; March 15th, 2020). The Los Angeles Times is framing Biden’s

approach to both welcoming and deporting immigrants as one based in empathy; the noun
“moratorium” means the temporary pause of an action, thus the article is portraying Biden to be
concerned about the country’s treatment of immigrants. Meanwhile, in terms of immigration
influencing relations between the U.S. and Latin America, The Miami Herald wrote that Biden’s
plan mandates “grant[ing] temporary legal status to Venezuelan exiles in the U.S. if he becomes
president [...] Biden’s proposed Latino agenda is largely aimed at domestic policy and does not
mention Cuba.” (The Miami Herald; August 6th, 2020). The article does not suggest Biden’s
approach is empathetic a la The Los Angeles Times; instead, the article uses the absence of
Cuba’s name in Biden’s policy description towards Latin America to poke a hole in Biden’s

overall stance on immigration.

ABC News also included the following phrase: “Biden’s campaign did not offer a price tag on
his immigration plan, saying rather a lot of the changes the former vice president is proposing

would be paid for within the existing Department of Homeland Security budget” (ABC;
December 12th, 2019). The frame here suggests Biden would use pre-existing government
spending to tackle the pre-existing topic of immigration, in turn playing with bureaucracy.

Adjacent to echoing the theme of bureaucracy, the NYT wrote the following description about

Biden’s approach to immigration: “Despite a push on the left to abolish Immigration and
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Customs Enforcement, or ICE, Mr. Biden’s plan stops short of seeking that or even outlining any

major restructuring of the agency.” (New York Times; December llth, 2019). This phrase

highlights where Biden stands with progressive members of the Democratic party, as well as

suggesting Biden does not want to get involved in a public debate about ICE. However, neither
Fox, ABC News, the Los Angeles Times, or the NYT have reported on the extent to which ICE
will be shaped based on Biden’s immigration policies, leaving their audiences’ opinions on ICE

to be shaped elsewhere.

Breitbart wrote that during the same Democratic debate referenced by the Los Angeles Times,
Biden announced if he won the presidency, “he will restart the catch and release of southern

immigrants into Americans’ workplaces, neighborhoods, and K-12 schools.” (Breitbart; March

15th, 2020). The article continues as such: “By ending catch and release, Trump created an

economic deterrent to further migration, causing an immediate crash in migrant numbers. In May
2019, for example, 140,000 migrants paid to be smuggled across the U.S. border. In January
[2020], only 30,000 people migrated to the border... Released migrants can also hide from

enforcement authorities and use their U.S. paychecks to hire coyotes for their spouses.”
(Breitbart; March 15th, 2020). The catch and release immigration policy at the U.S.’s borders
entails that migrants do not have to wait for their asylum hearing in detention; rather, they can

wait for the court date while living and working in the United States.” Breitbart is framing

Biden’s stance on catch and release as a function of fearmongering over those arriving from

9 Associated Press. “US Expands ‘catch and release’ practice amid migrant surge at Mexico border” The Guardian, 3 April 2019.

actice Accessed 30 May 2020.
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different countries integrating themselves into what Americans consider routine. The article’s
direct implication that American society is at risk of being taken advantage of by both migrants
and immigrants should Biden win the presidency indicates a debate over the capacity to which

America is diverse.

Likewise, the media organization American Priority wrote the following about Biden’s plan to
restart the catch and release policy: “The plan proposed by Biden comes even as public health
concerns have circulated around border crossers arriving at the southern border. This week, an

illegal alien from India tested positive for coronavirus after he snuck across the border into

Mexico with a group of Mexican nationals.” (American Priority; May 1%, 2020). The outlet is

framing Biden’s approach to infringe on the discussion of public health in the country as the

coronavirus pandemic continues to spread. The phrase “an illegal alien from India tested

positive” (American Priority; May 1%, 2020) becomes a firsthand account that can be utilized in

arguing against Biden, proposing that his immigration plan lacks enough checkpoints at the
border to confront a worldwide health crisis, as well as an influx of people trying to enter the U.S

illegally and legally.

D) Donald Trump on Immigration
Trump is campaigning on transitioning the U.S. to a merit-based immigration system and
continuing to fulfill his 2016 campaign pledge to build a border wall (“Immigration,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/immigration/, 2020). In the era of

combating the coronavirus, USA Today reported its latest poll (whom the newspaper


https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/immigration/

17

collaborated with research companies Public Agenda and Ipsos) found that “a large majority of
Republicans (81%), a plurality of Democrats (49%), and a majority of independents (62%) said
the U.S. Government has done right by temporarily enacting immigration restrictionism in an

effort to slow the spread of the pandemic.” (USA Today; August 14th, 2020)°.

CNN summarized Trump’s plan to institute a merit-based immigration system with the following

statement: “The plan, which faces an uphill battle for census... calls for replacing longstanding

family-based immigration rules.” (CNN; May 16th, 2019). The reference to unifying a vote on

the topic and the placement of the verb “replacing” indicates that CNN is framing Trump’s goal
of a merit-based immigration system as a lackluster alternative to how the U.S. currently accepts
immigrants to enter, undermining tradition. Also reporting on the subject, Politico wrote that

Trump’s plan will not alter “the overall number of immigrants allowed in the U.S. legally- only
attempt to change the composition of immigration.” (Politico; May 16th, 2019). This phrase,
located halfway through the article, subtly warns the readers that Trump is aiming to increase the

ratio of white immigrants through a merit-based immigration plan, consequently decreasing the

ratio of nonwhite immigrants granted entry in the country.

In comparison, Fox Business Network acknowledged the same sentiment Politico relayed,

describing Trump’s plan as “immigration reform... [which will] alter the composition of who is

1° Gomez, Alex. “Poll shows growing disconnect over Trump’s hard-line immigration policies.” US4 Today, 14
August 2020,
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2020/08/12/poll-broad-support-trump-covid-19-immigration-restrictio
ns/3340228001/ Accessed 17 August 2020.
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admitted into the U.S.” (Fox Business; May 16th, 2019). The photo attached below contains

statistics from the left side of the article; the statistics are present because Fox Business wants the

readers to speculate what the “before” and “after” of Trump’s plan of merit-based immigration

may look like, should the proposal be passed into law.
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Source: De Lea, Brittany. “Trump’s Immigration Plan: Which industries need highly-skilled workers?” Fox

Business, Fox Corporation. 16 May 2019.

https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/trumps-immigration-plan-high-skilled-workers Accessed 2 June 2020.

Fox Business reported that the plan mandates ending “the visa lottery program, which allows

50,000 visas to be given to immigrants in countries with low immigration rates, and ... among

the criteria that are expected to be prioritized for applicants are age, education, high-paying job

offers, and the ability to speak English.” (Fox Business; May 16th, 2019). The network is

framing Trump’s proposal for a merit-based immigration system to be a correction of the

workforce, overriding the value of the 50,000 recipients of the visa lottery program in favor of

the value of enticing immigrants who have socioeconomic advantages prior to crossing the
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border. Whereas Politico makes small commentary on the ratio of white immigrants-nonwhite

immigrants in the U.S., Fox Business openly discusses the connotations of Trump’s plan.

The Nation describes the construction of Trump’s border wall in the following analogy: “The
new Wild West of the border wall is an authoritarian dreamscape where the boss man faces no

limits and no obligations. It’s as though Marshall Wyatt Earp, reborn as an orange-haired

easterner with no knowledge of the actual west, were back in charge” (The Nation; January 17th,

2020). The magazine is framing the border wall as if it is the worst-case scenario for America,
drawing from history to depict the president as contributing to lawlessness. Parallel to this, Teen
Vogue Magazine reported that “declaring a national emergency to build a wall on the southern

border would be a big change in the use of power. [...] Unfortunately for Trump, a wall can’t

undo 100 years of [humanitarian] damage” (Teen Vogue; January llth, 2019). By conveying the

theme of unprecedented-ness to its readers, Teen Vogue is amplifying concern over what a border
wall means for contemporary context and decades to come. On the same note, Fox News said
that as of March 2020, “the government has filed 24 federal cases against South Texas

landowners... [and] the government has built 194 miles of wall along the 2,000 mile

U.S.-Mexico border, most of it replacing existing walls or fences.” (Fox News; May 27th, 2020).

Both Teen Vogue and Fox News are urging their audiences to consider the effects a border wall
will produce domestically and internationally. Teen Vogue directly frames the border wall as a
mistake, whereas Fox News indirectly frames the border wall as harming predetermined U.S.

residing citizens and property.
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E) Joe Biden on the Environment

Biden is campaigning on resorting the U.S. to achieving net-zero greenhouse gas emissions by
2050 and recommitting the country to the United Nations-founded Paris Climate Accord
(“Climate”, https://joebiden.com/climate/, 2020). The latter pledge stands in direct opposition of

the incumbent president, whose decision to withdraw from the accord does not go into effect

until November 4™, the day after the 2020 presidential election'.

The NYT wrote the following about the difference in expense between Biden’s environmental
approach and the policy of Senator Bernie Sanders, a former contender for the Democratic
nomination: “[Biden’s] climate change plan would inject $1.7 trillion in the economy... Mr.

Sanders, in comparison, calls for spending $16 trillion and completely eliminating fossil fuels

from the American economy by 2050.” (New York Times; March 19th, 2020). The comparison

implicates that Biden’s goal to reduce greenhouse gas emission to net-zero by 2050 does not
translate to an end to the industry of fossil fuels. This frame indicates that combating climate
change is an area where Biden and the progressive members of the Democratic Party may
disagree. Likewise, according to Axios, Biden’s policy fails to endorse “the formal Capitol Hill

GND [The Green New Deal] resolution led by Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez that has attracted

criticism from some labor officials- a key Biden constituency.” (Axios; June 4th, 2019). Axios is

" Dennis, Brady. “Trump makes it official: U.S. will withdraw from the Paris climate accord” The Washington
Post, 4 November 2019,
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/11/04/trump-makes-it-official-us-will-withdraw-paris-c

limate-accord/ Accessed 6 June 2020.


https://joebiden.com/climate/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/11/04/trump-makes-it-official-us-will-withdraw-paris-climate-accord/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/2019/11/04/trump-makes-it-official-us-will-withdraw-paris-climate-accord/
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framing Biden as juggling the demands of his base and the demands of the progressive wing of
the Democratic Party, an act that can either convince progressives to reserve their vote for him or
show progressives that combating climate change is only a blip on Biden’s agenda. The former
would unify the entire Democratic party behind Biden, whereas the latter risks alienating

progressive democrats.

Echoing the consideration of the Democratic party’s progressive members, Massachusetts-based
NPR affiliate WBUR described Biden’s environmental approach as the following: “Biden’s plan
is more like comfort food, prepared for consumption in the Pennsylvania suburbs as well as cities

on the West Coast. [...] Some observers in the progressive wing of the party... find Biden

frankly pro-corporate and not sufficiently radical.” (WBUR; March 12th, 2020). The analogy in

the first half of WBUR’s statement sets up the frame that Biden does not have a plan which
encapsulates the effects of climate change on the entire country. Biden’s plan instead is portrayed
to only benefit the northeastern and western states, suggesting that voters in the southern part of

the U.S. could feel left out of Biden’s environmental policymaking.

F) Donald Trump on the Environment
Trump is campaigning on legalizing drilling in the Arctic National Wildlife Refuge (ANWF)
and instituting the Affordable Clean Energy rule (“Energy and Environment”,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/energy-and-environment/, 2020).

Opening the ANWF for drilling was a provision added to the 2017 Tax Cuts and Jobs Act.


https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/energy-and-environment/
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Inside Climate News reported “a poll conducted by the Yale Program on Climate
Communication [in October 2017] found that 70 percent of Americans oppose drilling in the

[ANWEF] and that only 18 percent of Republicans ‘strongly support’ it.”

(InsideClimateNews.org; December 22nd, 2017). The same article also included the following

passage: “But those hoping that oil companies will flock to the refuge... might be solely

disappointed... [because of] the low price of oil and the fact that not much is known about how

much oil is in the refuge.” (InsideClimateNews.org; December 22nd, 2017). The frame here is

that the ANWF made available for drilling risks not being as valuable of an asset than previously
assumed. Highlighting uncertainty over the economic status of domestic oil companies and the
quantity of oil supplied in the ANWF indicates that the purpose of drilling in the ANWF remains
unclear, in turn making the lack of public support- increased by the outlet’s audience- justified.
The Washington Post wrote the ANWF is a habitat for “polar bears, wolves, migratory birds, and
the Porcupine caribou herd [which] has long been closed off to oil and gas exploration despite
long-standing interest among members of the petroleum industry. Climate change has made the

area more delicate as melting ice has driven threatened polar bears to spend more time in dens
along the refuge’s coastal plain.” (The Washington Post; September 13th, 2019). The newspaper
is framing the possibility of drilling in the ANWF as an expansion of the environmental changes
which the region is forced to endure; connecting the legislation to climate change is meant to

gather sympathy from the readers/audience for the animals. Likewise, The Guardian reported

that “drilling operations are expected to be problematic for Ingenious people, many of which rely

on subsistence hunting and fishing.” (The Guardian; September 12th, 2019) and the Bureau of
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Land Management (a sector of the U.S.’s Interior Department) “estimates oil extracted and

burned from the area could put the equivalent of between 0.7 million and 5 million metric tons of

carbon dioxide in the atmosphere each year.” (The Guardian; September 12th, 2019). The United

Kingdom-based newspaper is framing the decision to drill in the ANWF as pushing the
economic boundaries of both the citizens of the ANWF region and domestic oil companies.
Aligned together, media organizations such as InsideClimateNews.org, The Washington Post,
and The Guardian are suggesting the Trump administration is willing to exchange the
undetermined amounts of oil and animals in the ANWF for determined monetary and carbon
dioxide calculations. Whether coincidental or accidental, the same narrative stemming from
different fronts raises questions and awareness of the extent to which Trump will receive scrutiny

overall on the campaign trail from the media and the public.

The Hill explained the Affordable Clean Energy (ACE) rule “aims to give states more time and
authority to decide how to implement the best technology to ease net emissions from coal-fired
plants. The rule does not set any standard to cap those emissions. [...] The Trump EPA had long

argued the Clean Power Plant rule [which ACE replaced] was too broad, creating an undue
burden on industry.” (The Hill; April 27th, 2020). In comparison, Politico stated the ACE rule
“requires coal-fired power plans to consider boosting their efficiency- which EPA estimates

could reduce their carbon emissions by 1.5 percent. That’s nowhere near the scale... scientists

say is needed by mid-century to help the world avoid the worst effects of climate change.”

(Politico; July 8th, 2019). The Hill is framing the Trump administration’s ACE rule as a
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deregulation which is effective in giving leverage to coal companies nationwide, whereas
Politico is framing it as a deregulation which is effective in not enforcing nationwide carbon
dioxide emissions reduction. The difference in the outlets’ messaging is not acknowledged by the
respective outlets, resulting in the respective audiences to attain only one side of the same coin;
the lack of a complete presentation covering the causes and effects of the ACE rule represents a

lack of judgement of what the ACE rule means on behalf of the public.

G) Biden on the Economy
Biden is campaigning on aiding middle class workers, investing in infrastructure, and adopting
Senator Elizabeth Warren’s plan for bankruptcy reform (“Joe’s Vision”,

https://joebiden.com/joes-vision/, 2020).

Media organizations such as CNBC and the NYT have framed Biden as a moderate Democrat by
means of his connections to the middle class, and this framing underscores Biden’s economic
approach in the post-pandemic world. To elaborate on a live television interview conducted with
Biden, CNBC wrote the following: “[Biden would] hike the corporate tax rate to 28% even
during a recovery period. [...] Biden has called for short-time compensation, under which

companies would keep workers employed with reduced hours and the government would pay for

the difference in wages.” (CNBC; May 22nd, 2020). Likewise, the NYT last year nicknamed

Biden’s economic approach “populist” due to his support for “for higher taxes on the rich and on

investment income, along with more generous tax credits to the middle class.” (New York Times;

April 25th, 2019). However, the NYT has called the coronavirus pandemic and the country’s rate
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of unemployment “not the scenario Joseph R. Biden Jr. anticipated confronting when he
competed for the Democratic nomination on a conventional left-of-center platform. Now... he
has effectively shed his primary-season theme of restoring political normalcy [in order] ... to

assemble a new governing agenda that meets the extraordinary times.” (New York Times; May

17th, 2020). The flipping of the NYT’s framing and the continuation of CNBC’s framing on

Biden’s economic policies as the pandemic remains ongoing represents a clash between the
public’s conceptions of what is a moderate and what is a populist; a quick Google search shows
that Trump has been labelled a “populist” by multiple media outlets, a small commonality

between the two men which is seemingly underdiscussed.

National Review headlined a report on Biden’s approach to infrastructure as such: “Biden

Introduces $1.3 Trillion Infrastructure Plan Funded Entirely By Higher Taxes On Corporations

and Wealthy” (National Review; November 14th, 2019). The same article wrote that Biden made

a public statement which “blamed President Trump by name for failing to deliver on his

campaign promises to repair the country’s crumbling infrastructure.” (National Review;

November 14th, 2019). The magazine is framing Biden’s infrastructure policy to be an

investment based on what the Trump administration has not completed, countering a 2016 Trump
campaign promise with the reality of the fallout of that campaign promise in 2020. Paralleling
this, Fox Business explained Biden’s allocation of funds for his infrastructure plan would stem
from “reversing President Trump’s tax cuts, closing loopholes in the tax code that reward the

wealthy and ending fossil fuel subsidies. [...] In August [2019], the U.S. manufacturing sector
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contracted for the first time in three years, raising concerns about the health of the economy.”

(Fox Business; November 14th, 2019). Here the network is framing Biden as halting the Trump

administration’s tax legislation rather than allocating funding elsewhere, in turn halting one of
the legacies of the Trump administration. Both the National Review and Fox Business are
countering Biden’s image as a moderate by focusing on how he will fund his proposed
infrastructure plan, as the outlets are suggesting Biden could step outside the moderate lane to
get what he wants instead of negotiating through bipartisanship. The possibility of this scenario
could make the audiences of the National Review and Fox Business, as well as those unsure who
they will vote for and members of Trump’s base whom the Biden campaign wants to incite, not

vote for a candidate willing to forgo their own message for a political accomplishment.

In spring 2020, Biden officially adopted Senator Elizabeth Warren’s bankruptcy reform plan
titled Fixing Our Bankruptcy System To Give People a Second Chance (“Bankruptcy Reform”,
https://joebiden.com/bankruptcyreform/, 2020). The Hill described Biden’s endorsement as an

attempt to “unite a Democratic party fractured between centrists and progressives.” (The Hill;
March 14th, 2020), whereas Vox reported that “There’s little sign that the American electorate is
particularly interested in this subject. [...] [the move] demonstrates a clear desire on Biden’s part
to consolidate Warren supporters as part of his coalition.” (Vox News; March 16th, 2020). The

Hill is framing Biden’s support for Warren's bankruptcy reform plan as a continuation of the
argument that the Democratic party is divided; Vox is framing the decision as a victory for the

progressive wing of the Democratic party on Biden’s behalf rather than the behalf of the
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progressive wing itself. The comparison of how these media organizations are respectively
framing Biden’s stance on bankruptcy reform poses the following question: If Biden wins the
presidency in November, would he implement Warren's Fixing Our Bankruptcy System By
Giving People a Second Chance plan by listening to the Democratic party’s progressive
members only, or would he downgrade bankruptcy reform on his agenda by listening to his base
first? The question here highlights the reality progressive Democrats are risking having to accept
Biden as their party’s nominee; the article from The Hill suggests the progressive wing will be
hesitant to fully support Biden, whereas the article from Vox suggests the progressive wing will
eventually embrace Biden’s backing of Warren’s plan. In continuation of the notion of
indecisiveness between progressives and Biden, NBC News wrote the following analysis in the
week of the Democratic National Convention: “Biden’s ideal coalition includes the Democratic
base, swing voters, and some longtime Republicans turned off by Trump’s manner. When Biden
and his surrogates talk about their disdain for Trump; when they talk about a progressive policy
platform, it is more likely to fracture.” (NBC News; August 18th, 2020). Should Biden become
the 46th president, the qualifications makeup of his administration risk either reflecting his ideal
coalition (a phrase left to the public, including viewers of NBC News, Vox, and The Hill, to
define) or the coalition produced by outside factors (i.e. undecided voters rather than swing

voters, surge of first time voters) the public deems significant.

H) Donald Trump on the Economy
Trump is campaigning on signing the Tax Cuts and Jobs Act into law in 2017 and overseeing an

increase of the U.S.’s gross domestic product (GDP) both prior to and during the coronavirus
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pandemic (“Economy and Jobs”,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/economy-and-jobs/, 2020). He told the

New York Post in a May 2020 interview that despite the pandemic, “we’ll open [the country] up

and I think your fourth quarter [of the fiscal year] is going to be very good.”"?

In spring 2020, a Forbes headline read “The Trump Tax Cuts Are Two Years Old, Where Are
The Jobs Being Created?” (Forbes; March Sth, 2020); the same article described the 2017 Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act as having “changed the effective tax rates in all 50 states at once [...] This
makes for an interesting economic test, measuring how lower tax states might attract more
job-creating capital than their higher tax states counterparts.” (Forbes; March Sth, 2020). Parallel
to this sentiment, the Los Angeles Times reported that Trump’s tax legislation “is estimated to

cost the federal government $1 trillion in lost revenue over 10 years [...] [leaving] the country

with a big budget hole that just got much bigger from the once-in-a-century economic shock of

the pandemic.” (Los Angeles Times; May 19th, 2020). The frame of Forbes is to make the

audience speculate the extent to which altering state tax rates was effective, whereas the frame of
the Los Angeles Times is to make the audience speculate the extent to which the Tax Cuts and
Jobs Act was effective overall. For undecided voters and swing states, the concern for the
validity of legislation sponsored and approved by Trump- concern demonstrated in media

organizations such as the outlets mentioned- could influence how undecided voters and swing

states eventually cast their ballots. A Quinnipiac University poll conducted May 141-18™ 2020

12 Nelson, Steven and Ebony Bowden. “On The Road To Recovery.” The New York Post, 5 May 2020, pg. 2-3.
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found that “Of Democrats surveyed, 88% said they would vote for Biden while 5% said they’d
vote for Trump. Of Republicans, 87% chose Trump while 8% chose Biden. Independents favored
Biden over Trump 47%-36%.”"%. Should the margins of this data change in the months remaining
until Election Day, Trump’s reelection campaign risks encountering a public perception of Tax
Cuts and Jobs Act- the policy is listed first on the “Economy And Jobs” tab on the president’s
website (“Economy And Jobs”,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/economy-and-jobs/, 2020)- that differs

from the perception the White House portrays.

Trump’s campaign website lists the following statement: “GDP has soared under President
Trump, topping 3% in 4 quarters under his administration.” (“Economy and Jobs”,

https://www.promiseskept.com/achievement/overview/economy-and-jobs/ , 2020). What

counters this claim is Politico’s report that the Federal Reserve forecasts “GDP would contract

by a staggering 6.5 percent this year and that the unemployment rate will still be above 9 percent
through December.” (Politico; June 18th, 2020) due to the coronavirus pandemic, as well as the
following graph created by Business Insider. Attached below, the graph depicts the rate at which

GDP has increased and decreased between the fiscal quarters of George W. Bush’s presidency

and the fiscal quarters, recorded until 2019, under Trump’s presidency.

13 Santucci, Jeanine. “Biden Leads Trump By 11 points in new national poll as approval for coronavirus ticks down.”
USA Today, 20 May 2020,
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/05/20/joe-biden-leads-donald-trump- 1 1 -points-quinnip
iac-poll/5230880002/. Accessed 17 June 2020.
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The graph was included in an article published in the winter of 2020 where Business Insider also
wrote the following phrase: “Job growth is holding steady- but Trump’s ongoing trade wars

sapped business confidence [since taking office]. Companies have pulled back on hiring workers

as a result.” (Business Insider; January ZISt, 2020). Likewise, Politico also noted Federal Reserve

Chairman Jerome Powell told the Senate in June that another result of the pandemic was how

“Close to 25 million people have been displaced in the workforce.” (Politico; June 18th, 2020).

Paralleling this information, Axios published its own graph reflecting on how much GDP has
moved since President Reagan, measuring the GDP rate by each presidential term. The graph is
attached below; alongside it, Axios reported that “Average economic growth under President
Trump has outpaced the growth under President Obama, but not all of his recent predecessors.

[...] If history is any guide, any incumbent president isn’t going to have a great shot at reelection

if the economy tips into a recession under their watch.” (Axios; February 17th, 2020).
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Politico, Business Insider, and Axios are respectively framing the Trump presidency’s rein on
GDP to be not as steady as the five previous presidencies- though steady nonetheless, media
organizations such as these are underlining the fallacy behind the claim that the country’s “years
of economic decay are over.” (see footnote on page seven), a claim made in Trump’s 2020 State
of the Union address. Such work by media organizations demonstrates how if the media counters
a presidential message with simultaneous fact checking, then the public is offered two
perceptions of the message: what the White House projects, and what the news outlets
individuals choose to tune into say the White House projects. In turn, how GDP and the breadth
of the economy during the pandemic are being projected will become an influence on voters,
especially those financially struggling from the pandemic and those unsure whom they will cast

their ballot for.

Conclusion
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It has been predetermined that framing exists- so what? A scholarly article in the 2007 Annual
Review Journal of Political Science defined the strongest execution of framing as frames “that
emerge from public discussion as the best rationales for contending positions on the issue. These
frames strike opinion leaders and audiences as being more compelling than alternative
arguments.” (Chong and Druckman 116). In identifying and understanding how press coverage
regarding the policies of presidential candidates can vary differently from what the writing of the
policies themselves entail, figures in authority and in the general public can contextualize their
perspective on issues individually with help from the media rather than contextualizing their
perspective solely based on what they read in the news. Written in the same scholarly article
mentioned earlier is the following statement: “[Framing] can be viewed as a strategy to
manipulate and deceive individuals, or it can refer more neutrally to a learning process in which
people acquire common beliefs” (Chong and Druckman 120). How individuals ultimately
contextualize their perspective on issues will illustrate the leverage which the theory of framing
holds in everyday life. Investigating specific levels of framing can aid individuals interested in
further reading; specific levels include micro-framing (when particular language is used to
deliver a certain type of content)'*, meta-framing (what kind of story it is)"*, and meso-framing

(how the story connects to a large issue)'®.

14 The Arthur W. Page Center. “Micro-Level Analysis” Media Framing and Ethics, Module 11. Donald P. Bellisario College of

Communications at Pennsylvania State University.

Accessed 9 August 2020.

15 Same as above.
16 “Framing Your Issue and Developing A Plan” Taking Action: Becoming Politically Involved Registered Nurses’ Association of

Ontario, 2015, pp. 15.

Accessed 9 August
2020.
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https://rnao.ca/sites/rnao-ca/files/Section_3_Framing_Your_Issue_and_Developing_a_Plan.pdf
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Based on the analysis made in this paper, teaching how to identify and understand framing in
press coverage concerning the 2020 presidential candidates aims to equip the public into
becoming more media literate in an era where the phrase “fake news” is common. Media literacy
is “the process of interacting with and critically analyzing media content by considering its
particular presentation [and] its underlying political or social messages.” (Pavlik & McIntosh
39). Take for example the 1995 movie The American President. In the film, Michael Douglas’s
fictional President Andrew Shepherd tells reporters that “being president of this country is
entirely about character.” '’; the audiences watching the scene are left on their own to process
what that comment means. Framing theory operates in the 2020 presidential election by
differentiating the images of Biden’s and Trump’s policies stemming from one news organization
to another- in turn influencing how the public views those policies, thus influencing how voters

decide on their own which candidate maintains the best character to hold presidential office.

17 The American President. Directed by Rob Reiner. Columbia Pictures, 1995.



34

Notes

Introduction and Research Methodology

1. Bai, Matt. “The Framing Wars” New York Times Magazine 17 July 2005, Section 6,
pp- 38.

2. Flood, Brian. “Evening newscasts 150 times more negative toward Trump than Biden,

study says.” Fox News, Fox Corporation. 17 August 2020.

https://www.foxnews.com/media/evening-newscasts-150-times-more-negative-trump

Accessed 19 August 2020.

3. “Health care tops Americans’ 2020 election priorities, new Fox News poll shows.” Fox

Business, 18 September 2019.
https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/health-care-tops-americans-2020-election-priorities-fox-ne

ws-poll-shows Accessed 3 May 2020.

4. Lakoff, George. “Framing 101: How Take Back Public Discourse” Dont Think Of An
Elephant! 2nd edition, Chelsea Green Publishing, 2014, pp. 1-2.

5. McCarthy, Joseph. “Enemies From Within.” Wheeling, Virginia. 9 February 1950.

6. Pavlik, John V. and Shawn MclIntosh. Converging Media: A New Introduction to Mass

Communication. Sth edition, Oxford University Press, 2017, pp. 39, 42-43, 325, 365, 375.

7. Rosenbaum, Eric. “ ‘Not the economy, stupid.’: A majority of Americans say 2020
election will be about other issues.” CNBC, 26 November 2019.
https://www.cnbc.com/2019/11/11/not-economy-stupid-americans-to-vote-on-something-

els e-in-2020.html Accessed 3 May 2020.

Joe Biden on Healthcare

1.

Japsen, Bruce. “Biden’s ‘Medicare For All” Targets Early Retirees And The
Unemployed.” Forbes, 12 April 2020,
https://www.forbes.com/sites/brucejapsen/2020/04/12/bidens-medicare-at-60-targets-ear
ly-retirees-and-the-unemployed/#663b85d441d0 Accessed 22 May 2020.

Klein, Ezra. “It’s time to move past employer-based health insurance.” Vox, 9 April 2020,

https://www.vox.com/2020/4/9/21210353/coronavirus-health-insurance-biden-sanders-m

edicare-for-all Accessed 22 May 2020.

“Biden’s health plan falls short- here’s how to fix that.” The Hill, 22 April 2020,
https://thehill.com/opinion/healthcare/493966-bidens-health-plan-falls-short-heres-how-t
o-fix-that Accessed 22 May 2020.

Rovner, Julie. “Biden’s Health Play In A Covid-19 Economy: Lower Medicare’s
Eligibility Age To 60.” NPR, 11 April 2020.
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2020/04/11/832025550/bidens-health-play-in-a
-covid-19-economy-lower-medicares-eligibility-age-to-60 Accessed 22 May 2020.



https://www.foxnews.com/media/evening-newscasts-150-times-more-negative-trump
https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/health-care-tops-americans-2020-election-priorities-fox-news-poll-shows
https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/health-care-tops-americans-2020-election-priorities-fox-news-poll-shows
https://www.cnbc.com/2019/11/11/not-economy-stupid-americans-to-vote-on-something-else-in-2020.html
https://www.cnbc.com/2019/11/11/not-economy-stupid-americans-to-vote-on-something-else-in-2020.html
https://www.forbes.com/sites/brucejapsen/2020/04/12/bidens-medicare-at-60-targets-early-retirees-and-the-unemployed/#663b85d441d0
https://www.forbes.com/sites/brucejapsen/2020/04/12/bidens-medicare-at-60-targets-early-retirees-and-the-unemployed/#663b85d441d0
https://www.vox.com/2020/4/9/21210353/coronavirus-health-insurance-biden-sanders-medicare-for-all
https://www.vox.com/2020/4/9/21210353/coronavirus-health-insurance-biden-sanders-medicare-for-all
https://thehill.com/opinion/healthcare/493966-bidens-health-plan-falls-short-heres-how-to-fix-that
https://thehill.com/opinion/healthcare/493966-bidens-health-plan-falls-short-heres-how-to-fix-that
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2020/04/11/832025550/bidens-health-play-in-a-covid-19-economy-lower-medicares-eligibility-age-to-60
https://www.npr.org/sections/health-shots/2020/04/11/832025550/bidens-health-play-in-a-covid-19-economy-lower-medicares-eligibility-age-to-60

5.

35

Stahl, Chelsea. “What’s in, and out, of Biden’s healthcare plan.” NBC News 14 July 2019
& 22 May 2020.
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/meet-the-press/blog/meet-press-blog-latest-news-anal
ysis-data-driving-political-discussion-n988541/ncrd1030086#blogHeader Accessed 22
May 2020.

Donald Trump on Healthcare

1.

Cummings, William. “Trump order requires legal immigrants get health care coverage
before entry into US.” US4 Today, 5 October 2019.
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2019/10/05/trump-declares-legal-immigran
ts-must-have-health-care-coverage/3879541002/ Accessed 27 May 2020.

Fritze, John. “Trump administration declares opioid crisis a public health emergency.”
The Baltimore Sun, 26 Oct. 2017.
https://www.baltimoresun.com/politics/bs-md-trump-opioid-20171026-story.html
Accessed 27 May 2020.

Hellmann, Jessie. “Trump issues executive order to bring transparency to health care
prices.” The Hill, 24 June 2019.
https://thehill.com/policy/healthcare/449994-trump-issues-executive-order-to-bring-trans
parency-to-health-care-prices Accessed 27 May 2020.

Newman, Katelyn. “WH: Nearly $2 Billion to Combat the Opioid Crisis.” U.S. News &
World Report, 4 September 2019.
https://www.usnews.com/news/healthiest-communities/articles/2019-09-04/trump-official
s-announce-nearly-2-billion-to-combat-the-opioid-crisis Accessed 27 May 2020.
“Obamacare: Has Trump managed to kill off Affordable Care Act?” BBC News, 24
March 2019. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-24370967 Accessed 27 May
2020.

Rampton, Roberta. “Trump says he is holding big Pharma accountable in opioid fight.”
Reuters, 24 April 2019.
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-opioids/trump-says-he-is-holding-big-phar
ma-accountable-in-opioid-fight-idUSKCN1S016A Accessed 27 May 2020.

“Watch: Trump signs executive order to make health care prices more transparent.” PBS
Newshour, 24 June 2019.
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/nation/watch-live-trump-signs-executive-order-to-make-he
alth-care-prices-more-transparent Accessed 27 May 2020.

Joe Biden on Immigration

1.

Binder, John. “Biden’s Coronavirus Plan: Catch And Release Border Crossers Into U.S.”
American Priority, 1 May 2020.


https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/meet-the-press/blog/meet-press-blog-latest-news-analysis-data-driving-political-discussion-n988541/ncrd1030086#blogHeader
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/meet-the-press/blog/meet-press-blog-latest-news-analysis-data-driving-political-discussion-n988541/ncrd1030086#blogHeader
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2019/10/05/trump-declares-legal-immigrants-must-have-health-care-coverage/3879541002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/2019/10/05/trump-declares-legal-immigrants-must-have-health-care-coverage/3879541002/
https://www.baltimoresun.com/politics/bs-md-trump-opioid-20171026-story.html
https://thehill.com/policy/healthcare/449994-trump-issues-executive-order-to-bring-transparency-to-health-care-prices
https://thehill.com/policy/healthcare/449994-trump-issues-executive-order-to-bring-transparency-to-health-care-prices
https://www.usnews.com/news/healthiest-communities/articles/2019-09-04/trump-officials-announce-nearly-2-billion-to-combat-the-opioid-crisis
https://www.usnews.com/news/healthiest-communities/articles/2019-09-04/trump-officials-announce-nearly-2-billion-to-combat-the-opioid-crisis
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-24370967
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-opioids/trump-says-he-is-holding-big-pharma-accountable-in-opioid-fight-idUSKCN1S016A
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-usa-trump-opioids/trump-says-he-is-holding-big-pharma-accountable-in-opioid-fight-idUSKCN1S016A
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/nation/watch-live-trump-signs-executive-order-to-make-health-care-prices-more-transparent
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/nation/watch-live-trump-signs-executive-order-to-make-health-care-prices-more-transparent

36

https://americanpriority.com/news/bidens-coronavirus-plan-catch-and-release-border-cro
ssers-into-u-s/ Accessed 30 May 2020.

Gomez, Melissa. “Biden commits to moratorium on deportations of immigrants.” Los
Angeles Times, 15 March 2020.
https://www.latimes.com/politics/story/2020-03-15/joe-biden-bernie-sanders-deportations
-coronavirus-healthcare Accessed 29 May 2020.

Kaplan, Thomas and Katie Glueck. “Joe Biden Calls for Immigration Overhaul,
Acknowledges ‘Pain’ From Deportations” New York Times, 11 December 2019.
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/12/11/us/politics/joe-biden-immigration.html?auth=login-e
mail&login=email Accessed 29 May 2020.

Munro, Neil. “Joe Biden Promises To Restart ‘Catch And Release’ Of Migrants.”
Breitbart, 15 March 2020.
https://www.breitbart.com/politics/2020/03/15/joe-biden-promises-to-restart-catch-and-rel
ease-of-migrants/ Accessed 30 May 2020.

Nagle, Molly. “Biden seeks to undo several Trump immigration policies in first 100 days

in new immigration proposal.” 4ABC News, 12 December 2019.
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/biden-seeks-undo-trumps-immigration-policies-100-days
[story?id=67663203 Accessed 29 May 2020.

Ocasio, Bianca Padro and David Smiley. “Biden says he’ll reverse Trump immigration

policy in push to reach Florida Hispanics.” The Miami Herald, 6 August 2020.

https://www.miamiherald.com/news/politics-government/election/article244702802.html
Accessed 7 August 2020.

7. Olson, Tyler. “Where does Joe Biden stand on the issues?”” Fox News, 3 February 2020.
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/where-does-joe-biden-stand-on-the-issues Accessed 28

May 2020.

Donald Trump on Immigration

1.

DeBuys, William. “Trump’s Border Wall Is an Environmental Disaster.” The Nation, 17
January 2020. https://www.thenation.com/article/environment/trump-border-wall-climate/
Accessed 2 June 2020.

Diavolo, Lucy. “Donald Trump Is Threatening to Declare a National Emergency to Get
Border Wall Funding. Here’s Why He Shouldn’t.” Teen Vogue 11 January 2019.
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/donald-trump-national-emergency-border-wall-funding
Accessed 3 June 2020.

Findell, Elizabeth. “Push to build border wall accelerates in Texas despite coronavirus
pandemic.” The Wall Street Journal, 27 May 2020.
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/push-to-build-border-wall-accelerates-in-texas-despite

-coronavirus-pandemic Accessed 3 June 2020.



https://americanpriority.com/news/bidens-coronavirus-plan-catch-and-release-border-crossers-into-u-s/
https://americanpriority.com/news/bidens-coronavirus-plan-catch-and-release-border-crossers-into-u-s/
https://www.latimes.com/politics/story/2020-03-15/joe-biden-bernie-sanders-deportations-coronavirus-healthcare
https://www.latimes.com/politics/story/2020-03-15/joe-biden-bernie-sanders-deportations-coronavirus-healthcare
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/12/11/us/politics/joe-biden-immigration.html?auth=login-email&login=email
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/12/11/us/politics/joe-biden-immigration.html?auth=login-email&login=email
https://www.breitbart.com/politics/2020/03/15/joe-biden-promises-to-restart-catch-and-release-of-migrants/
https://www.breitbart.com/politics/2020/03/15/joe-biden-promises-to-restart-catch-and-release-of-migrants/
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/biden-seeks-undo-trumps-immigration-policies-100-days/story?id=67663203
https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/biden-seeks-undo-trumps-immigration-policies-100-days/story?id=67663203
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/politics-government/election/article244702802.html
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/where-does-joe-biden-stand-on-the-issues
https://www.thenation.com/article/environment/trump-border-wall-climate/
https://www.teenvogue.com/story/donald-trump-national-emergency-border-wall-funding
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/push-to-build-border-wall-accelerates-in-texas-despite-coronavirus-pandemic
https://www.foxnews.com/politics/push-to-build-border-wall-accelerates-in-texas-despite-coronavirus-pandemic

37

4. Hermani, Jordyn. “Trump pitches his ‘merit-based’ immigration proposal.” Politico, 16

May 2019.
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/05/16/trump-merit-based-immigration-policy-132938
0 Accessed 1 June 2020.

Lea, Brittany De. “Trump's immigration plan: Which industries need high-skilled
workers?” Fox Business, 16 May 2019.
https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/trumps-immigration-plan-high-skilled-workers
Accessed 2 June 2020.

Shoichet, Catherine E. “What ‘merit-based’ immigration means, and why Trump keeps
saying he wants it.” CNN, 16 May 2019.

https://www.cnn.com/2019/05/16/politics/merit-based-immigration-explainer/index.html
Accessed 1 June 2020.

Joe Biden on the Environment

1.

Friedman, Lisa. “Climate Voters Still Want More From Biden.” The New York Times, 19
March 2019. https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/19/climate/climate-voters-biden.html
Accessed 6 June 2020.

Geman, Ben. “Biden’s climate plan aims for ‘net-zero’ emissions by 2050.” Axios 4 June
2019.https://www.axios.com/joe-biden-climate-change-plan-2020-presidential-election-5
dc21e60-88c7-42ca-be81-bfc6c31dc357.html Accessed 6 June 2020.

Hewett, Frederick. “Where Biden And Sanders Agree, And Disagree, On Climate.”
WBUR 12 March 2020.

https://www.wbur.org/cognoscenti/2020/03/12/democratic-candidates-climate-change-pla
ns-biden-sanders-frederick-hewett Accessed 7 June 2020.

Donald Trump on the Environment

1.

Beitsch, Rebecca. “More than 70 lawmakers join suit challenging Trump power plant
rollbacks.” The Hill, 27 April 2020.

https://thehill.com/polic
-challenging-trump-power-plant Accessed 11 June 2020.

/energy-environment/494803-more-than-70-lawmakers-join-suit

Guillen, Alex & et al. “Fact Check: Trump’s environmental rhetoric versus his record.”
Politico, 8 July 2019.
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/07/08/fact-check-trumps-environmental-claims-157
3352 Accessed 11 June 2020.

Holden, Emily. “Trump opens protected Alaskan Arctic refuge to oil drillers.” The
Guardian, 12 September 2019.


https://www.politico.com/story/2019/05/16/trump-merit-based-immigration-policy-1329380
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/05/16/trump-merit-based-immigration-policy-1329380
https://www.foxbusiness.com/politics/trumps-immigration-plan-high-skilled-workers
https://www.cnn.com/2019/05/16/politics/merit-based-immigration-explainer/index.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/03/19/climate/climate-voters-biden.html
https://www.axios.com/joe-biden-climate-change-plan-2020-presidential-election-5dc21e60-88c7-42ca-bc81-bfc6c31dc357.html
https://www.axios.com/joe-biden-climate-change-plan-2020-presidential-election-5dc21e60-88c7-42ca-bc81-bfc6c31dc357.html
https://www.wbur.org/cognoscenti/2020/03/12/democratic-candidates-climate-change-plans-biden-sanders-frederick-hewett
https://www.wbur.org/cognoscenti/2020/03/12/democratic-candidates-climate-change-plans-biden-sanders-frederick-hewett
https://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/494803-more-than-70-lawmakers-join-suit-challenging-trump-power-plant
https://thehill.com/policy/energy-environment/494803-more-than-70-lawmakers-join-suit-challenging-trump-power-plant
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/07/08/fact-check-trumps-environmental-claims-1573352
https://www.politico.com/story/2019/07/08/fact-check-trumps-environmental-claims-1573352

38

https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/sep/12/trump-arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-
oil-gas-drilling Accessed 9 June 2020.

Mufson, Steven and Juliet Eilperin. “Trump administration opens huge reserve in Alaska
to drilling.” The Washington Post 13 September 2019.
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/trump-administration-chooses-mo
st-expansive-approach-to-oil-gas-exploration-in-alaska-wildlife-refuge/2019/09/12/cfac6
3cc-d597-11€9-9610-tb56¢5522¢elc_story.html Accessed 9 June 2020.

5. Shankman, Sabrina. “Congress Opens Arctic Wildlife Refuge to Drilling, But Do
Companies Want In?” InsideClimate News, 22 December 2017.

https://insideclimatenews.org/news/20122017/arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-open-drillin
g-oil-tax-bill-congress-trump Accessed 8 June 2020.

Joe Biden on the Economy

1.

Allen, Jonathan. “Trump in front, progressive policy in back at Biden’s convention.”
NBC News, 18 August 2020.
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2020-election/trump-front-progressive-policy-back-bi
den-s-convention-n1237069 Accessed 20 August 2020.

Astor, Maggie. “Biden on the Issues: Where He Stands and How He’s Changed.” The
New York Times 25 April 2019.
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/politics/joe-biden-on-the-issues.html Accessed
12 June 2020.

Axelrod, Tal. “Biden Endorses Warren bankruptcy plan.” The Hill, 14 March 2020.
https://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/487606-biden-endorses-warren-bankruptcy-plan
Accessed 14 June 2020.

Burns, Alexander. “Seeking: Big Democratic Ideas That Make Everything Better.” The
New York Times, 17 May 2020.
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/17/us/politics/joe-biden-economy-democrats.html
Accessed 14 June 2020.

Henney, Megan. “Biden unveils $1.3 trillion infrastructure plan.” Fox Business, 14

November 2019. https://www.foxbusiness.com/money/biden-unveils-infrastructure-plan
Accessed 12 June 2020.

McArdle, Mairead. “Biden Introduces $1.3 Trillion Infrastructure Plan Funded Entirely
By Higher Taxes on Corporations and Wealthy.” National Review, 14 November 2019.

https://www.nationalreview.com/news/biden-introduces-1-3-trillion-infrastructure-plan-fu

nded-entirely-by-higher-taxes-on-corporations-and-wealthy/ Accessed 12 June 2020.

Pramuk, Jacob. “Economic recovery from coronavirus is a ‘long way away’, Joe Biden
says.” CNBC, 22 May 2020.
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/05/22/economic-recovery-from-coronavirus-is-a-long-way-a

way-joe-biden-says.html Accessed 12 June 2020.



https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/sep/12/trump-arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-oil-gas-drilling
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/sep/12/trump-arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-oil-gas-drilling
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/trump-administration-chooses-most-expansive-approach-to-oil-gas-exploration-in-alaska-wildlife-refuge/2019/09/12/cfac63cc-d597-11e9-9610-fb56c5522e1c_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/trump-administration-chooses-most-expansive-approach-to-oil-gas-exploration-in-alaska-wildlife-refuge/2019/09/12/cfac63cc-d597-11e9-9610-fb56c5522e1c_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/climate-environment/trump-administration-chooses-most-expansive-approach-to-oil-gas-exploration-in-alaska-wildlife-refuge/2019/09/12/cfac63cc-d597-11e9-9610-fb56c5522e1c_story.html
https://insideclimatenews.org/news/20122017/arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-open-drilling-oil-tax-bill-congress-trump
https://insideclimatenews.org/news/20122017/arctic-national-wildlife-refuge-open-drilling-oil-tax-bill-congress-trump
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2020-election/trump-front-progressive-policy-back-biden-s-convention-n1237069
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2020-election/trump-front-progressive-policy-back-biden-s-convention-n1237069
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/04/25/us/politics/joe-biden-on-the-issues.html
https://thehill.com/homenews/campaign/487606-biden-endorses-warren-bankruptcy-plan
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/05/17/us/politics/joe-biden-economy-democrats.html
https://www.foxbusiness.com/money/biden-unveils-infrastructure-plan
https://www.nationalreview.com/news/biden-introduces-1-3-trillion-infrastructure-plan-funded-entirely-by-higher-taxes-on-corporations-and-wealthy/
https://www.nationalreview.com/news/biden-introduces-1-3-trillion-infrastructure-plan-funded-entirely-by-higher-taxes-on-corporations-and-wealthy/
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/05/22/economic-recovery-from-coronavirus-is-a-long-way-away-joe-biden-says.html
https://www.cnbc.com/2020/05/22/economic-recovery-from-coronavirus-is-a-long-way-away-joe-biden-says.html

8.

39

Yglesias, Matthew. “Joe Biden’s effort to heal the breach with Elizabeth Warren on
bankruptcy, explained.” Vox, 16 March 2020.
https://www.vox.com/2020/3/16/21181500/joe-biden-elizabeth-warren-bankruptcy
Accessed 14 June 2020.

Donald Trump on the Economy

1.

Brown, Courtenay and Danielle Alberti. “How Trump’s economy stacks up.” Axios, 17
February 2020
https://www.axios.com/presidents-economy-gdp-trump-5d042c64-ace6-4904-8602-4000

31917719.html Accessed 19 June 2020.

Cassella, Megan. “ ‘It’s going to be a slow slog’: Economists knock down hope of quick
rebound.” Politico, 18 June 2020.
https://www.politico.com/news/2020/06/18/economic-recovery-coronavirus-328684
Accessed 19 June 2020.

DeVore, Chuck. “The Trump Tax Cut Is Two Years Old, Where Are The Jobs Being
Created?” Forbes, 5 March 2020.
https://docs.google.com/document/d/ITHO2hvypX1HjnY3douZu60Ohwmjj6gCG9zx6biCd
twhPk/edit Accessed 19 June 2020.

Nelson, Steven and Ebony Bowden. “On The Road To Recovery.” New York Post, 5 May
2020, p. 2-3.

Santucci, Jeanine. “Biden Leads Trump By 11 points in new national poll as approval for
coronavirus ticks down.” US4 Today, 20 May 2020,
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/05/20/joe-biden-leads-dona

1d-trump-11-points-quinnipiac-poll/5230880002/. Accessed 17 June 2020
Zeballos-Roig, Joseph and Andy Kiersz. “Trump boasts the US economy is the best it’s

ever been under his watch. Here are 9 charts showing how it compares to the Obama and

Bush presidencies.” Business Insider, 21 January 2020.

https://markets.businessinsider.com/news/stocks/9-charts-comparing-trump-economy-to-

obama-bush-administrations-2019-9-1028833 119#unemployment-shot-up-dramatically-d
uring-the-financial-crisis-at-the-end-of-george-w-bush-s-and-the-start-of-barack-obama-s

-terms-before-steadily-dropping-for-most-of-the-decade-2 Accessed 19 June 2020.

Conclusion

Chong, Dennis and James N. Druckman. “Framing Theory” Annual Review Journal of
Political Science, vol. 10, June 2007, pp. 116, 120.
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/full/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054# i7



https://www.vox.com/2020/3/16/21181500/joe-biden-elizabeth-warren-bankruptcy
https://www.axios.com/presidents-economy-gdp-trump-5d042c64-ace6-4904-8602-40003f917719.html
https://www.axios.com/presidents-economy-gdp-trump-5d042c64-ace6-4904-8602-40003f917719.html
https://www.politico.com/news/2020/06/18/economic-recovery-coronavirus-328684
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1HO2hvypX1HjnY3douZu6Ohwmjj6gCG9zx6biCdtwhPk/edit
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1HO2hvypX1HjnY3douZu6Ohwmjj6gCG9zx6biCdtwhPk/edit
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/05/20/joe-biden-leads-donald-trump-11-points-quinnipiac-poll/5230880002/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/05/20/joe-biden-leads-donald-trump-11-points-quinnipiac-poll/5230880002/
https://markets.businessinsider.com/news/stocks/9-charts-comparing-trump-economy-to-obama-bush-administrations-2019-9-1028833119#unemployment-shot-up-dramatically-during-the-financial-crisis-at-the-end-of-george-w-bush-s-and-the-start-of-barack-obama-s-terms-before-steadily-dropping-for-most-of-the-decade-2
https://markets.businessinsider.com/news/stocks/9-charts-comparing-trump-economy-to-obama-bush-administrations-2019-9-1028833119#unemployment-shot-up-dramatically-during-the-financial-crisis-at-the-end-of-george-w-bush-s-and-the-start-of-barack-obama-s-terms-before-steadily-dropping-for-most-of-the-decade-2
https://markets.businessinsider.com/news/stocks/9-charts-comparing-trump-economy-to-obama-bush-administrations-2019-9-1028833119#unemployment-shot-up-dramatically-during-the-financial-crisis-at-the-end-of-george-w-bush-s-and-the-start-of-barack-obama-s-terms-before-steadily-dropping-for-most-of-the-decade-2
https://markets.businessinsider.com/news/stocks/9-charts-comparing-trump-economy-to-obama-bush-administrations-2019-9-1028833119#unemployment-shot-up-dramatically-during-the-financial-crisis-at-the-end-of-george-w-bush-s-and-the-start-of-barack-obama-s-terms-before-steadily-dropping-for-most-of-the-decade-2
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/full/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054#_i7

Accessed 30 June 2020.
2. The American President. Directed by Rob Reiner. Columbia Pictures, 1995.

40



