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Ideological Discrepancies in News Media: Focusing on the 2016 U.S.
Presidential Election
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Abstract This paper investigates how news media frame news editorials to deliver their subjective ideological
stance through news discourse related with two candidates in 2016 U.S presidential election. For this purpose,
13 editorials were chosen and analyzed which appeared on the New York Time for the period from Sept. 1 to
Sept. 30, almost two months prior to the election, giving special attention to the headlines of those editorials
and the expressive linguistic forms in the selected two articles, based on the two theoretical frameworks-van
Dijk' (1996)'s ideological square and Martin and White (2005)'s Appraisal Theory. The results are as follows:
(1) editorials clearly supported Hillary Clinton; (2) following the appraisal theory, the category of 'feeling' was
applied in expressing the preference for Hillary, whereas the strategy of judgment for Trump, where the strategy
of 'emphasis' from the ideological framework were used for both candidates.
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Table 1. An Integrated Model based on Ideological Square
and Appraisal Theory
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