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Abstract

This research analyses how CNN and Fox News each flamee s i dent Donal d
impeachment and the correlation between media frames, politiced$rand public frames in regard

to the impeachment. It is evident that this impeachment has created great controversy which is
reflected in the different framebat can be found among different parts of society. According to
Entman (2018) and Scheufele (1999) information does not just flow in one direction, namely from
mass media and politicians to the public, instead information flows both ways, meaning that the
public is influencing politics and media equally. This suggests that from the three ;sewdrs,
politicians and public, there should be a correlation between what is being highlighted and how it is
being highlighted but also that each should have individual framing that builds and extends one of
the others highlighted issues. Therefore, weehavestigated to what extent there is a correlation

between the frames presented in the media, among the politicians and among the public.

To answer this question, we have conducted a thematic analysis followed by a comparative analysis
and discussionrodata reflecting three different parts of society, namely media, political and public.

All data was analysed on equal terms. Before initiating our analysis, we created a timeline of the
impeachment consisting of seven different highlights. The critemaafdighlight was a new
development in the impeachment. The first part of the analysis consists of a thematic analysis of 14
articles from CNN and Fox News, seven from each of the news outlets on the date of a highlight,
followed by a comparative analysi the found themes. After determining all themes, and thereby

the frames, we began the second part of the analysis consisting of tweets made by selected politicians
with relevance to the impeachment from both the Democratic and Republican party. Akewith t
articles, the tweets were collected on the date of our chosen highlights. A thematic and comparative
analysis was then conducted of all tweets collected. When the themes, and thereby frames, among
the tweets were determined, we conducted a thematicaanplarative analysis on selected comment
threads from YouTube, collected on the last date of the highlights, in order to find frames reflected

by the public. Lastly, the results from each part of the analysis was evaluated and discussed.

Ourresults show that there is a correlation between media frames, political frames and public frames.
CNN frames the I mpeachment as a | egitimate pr
in nature while presenting the Democrats as the only paltylstt havi ng Ameri cads

Fox News frames the impeachment as a sham, only instigated because the Democrats are vindictive
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and jeal ous of Trump, and the Republicans are
The correlatonbt ween the three sectors can be found

sectors present where there is no room for opposing opinions.

However, this research does suffer from certain limitations. Because of the scope of the research, it
suffersfrom a lack of data to thoroughly reflect on overall implications and framing done by the three
sectors outside of the impeachment. Moreover, as the data available to analyse the public frames in
this research was completely reliant on online sourcediraitdd in amount, it is impossible to say

that this data is sufficient to properly reflect on the general public's opinion of the impeachment.
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1. Research Identification

On 18 December 2019, the President of the United Statégnefica, Donald John Trump, is
officially impeached for Abuse of Power and Obstruction of Congress (United States House of
Representatives 2020) based on a prior phone call, among other allegations, Trumpwniitiatesl
President of UkraineVolodymyr Zelensky. Trump is believed to have pressured a foreign
government to interfere in a United States election for his personal and political gain (United States
House of Representatives 2020, 1). Trump's impeachment, and what has happened prior to it, has
been covered by the US media including the two major news outlets in the US, CNN and Fox News
(Statista 2018), as the public has the right to political transparency. However, it is evident that there
is a major difference in how the coverage of the impeaohimdramed from both news outlets and
political sources (Liptak & Cohen 2019; O'Reilly 2019; Zengerle et al. 2020). This can potentially
pose an issue as many US adults return to the same sources for information (Mitchell et al. 2016)
resulting in majoparts of the public only consuming political information that is heavily influenced

by one political partyFurthermore, this is a recent event and is happening right before an election
making it an important topic of study to help further the knowledge bad how different sectors in

society understands the impeachment.

However, according to Entman (2018) and Scheufele (1999) information does not just flow in one
direction, namely from mass media and politicians to the public, instead informatiorbfidwsays

making the public influenced by the media and the politicians but also the other way around. This
suggests that from the three sectors media, political and public, there should be a correlation between
what is being highlighted and how it is bgihighlighted, but also that each should have individual
framing that builds and extends one of the others highlighted issues (Entman 2018, 303; Scheufele
1999, 115). This correlation between the three sectors of framebuilders is what we want to iavestigat
in this research by first establishing how CN
and using this as our frame of reference in analysing how chosen politicians frame the impeachment
on Twitter and a section @ow the public frame thénpeachment on YouTube. This leads us to the

following research question:

2. Research Question

HowdoCNN and Fox News each frame President Donas

correlation between media frames, political frames and public frames?
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3. Literature Review

In the following section, we will be exploring different theories and literature revolving around
framing and information flow. We do this to establish an understanding of what framing is and how
it has evolved over time in order hape our analytical concept of framing that will guide our

analysis.

Every day, we are exposed to the media whether this be through newspapers and magazines, social
media, television newscasts or simply through friends and family, but how we processlarstand

the information given is vastly different depending on choice of news outlet and us as individuals.

Goffman (1974) describes framing as a process happening in the human mind every time a new
experience takes place. It is this process that foh@mgpurpose of these experiences hence making
everyone experience situations differently (Goffman 1974). Framing is the process that allows
humans to organize experiences and impressions (Goffman 1974). How this takes place is different
toeveryoneasi epends on the individual s habitus (C
habitus is the reason why everyone might experience exposure to the same situations and reality
di fferently (Bourdieu 1998). Thi s Isus bomswe f r on
experience and understand the world, is affected by our social space, social class and economic
situation which he argues can be seen throughout history (Bourdieu 1298, Bourdieu (1998)
demonstrates his arguments using sports or hobbsenefes comparing cultures such as Japan and
the US but, in essence, he argues that our ha
often mistake as natural but, in reality, is based on our background, experiences and upbringing
(Bourdieu P98, 113). This is the reason why we often feel more comfortable with people like
ourselves in terms of economy, social class and culture (Bourdieu 1288 D2-122).

Building on framing theory, Scheufele (1999) puts it all more into perspective in terms of media
framing (Scheufele 1999, 14i22). Scheufele (1999) argues tHatfT he enti re st ud
communication is based on the premise that the media have sigréfi€aht g Schesfale 1999, 104)

and believes that history of research on media effects can be divided into four stages (Scheufele 1999,
105). The first stage was dominated by strategic propaganda during World War 1, the second stage,
ending in the 1960s, as heavily influenced by people which resulted in a major effect on existing
attitudes and the third stage was dominated by the search for new strong media effects where the

focus of research shifted to a more cognitive effects of mass media (Scheufel@@®9 however,
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we will be focusing on the fourth stage only. Scheufele (1999) argues that the fourth stage can be
characterized by social constructivism as media has a strong impact on constructing social reality,
however, he also argues that media @&feare limited by an interaction between media and its
recipients (Scheufele 1999, 105), thus arguing that there exist two concepts of framing: Media frames
and individual frames (Scheufele 1999, 106). Media frames refer to the way media gather
information, organize and interpret storylinést o package it for efdicie
(Scheufele 1999, 10607). Additionally, individual frames refer to how we, as individuals, interpret

and understand information depending on personal charac®restbnomic background, upbringing

etc. (Scheufele 1999, 107). Scheufele argues that mass media actively sets the frame of the story anc
it is then up to the audience to interpret and discuss the given story, Scheufei@ Jtdtesy gi v e
story 6a .6s.pi.n,taking into account their organ
judgments, and certai n (§chedede®@8, t105). about the au
Shown in Figure 1 below, Scheufele (1999) has developed a model to explain framing ag af theo
media effects that he believes is necessary to fully understand the thedrcasih c e pt ual i zes
as a continuous process where outcomes of certain processes serve as inputs for subsequent
pr oc e(Scheufelé 1999, 11415).

Inputs Processes Outcomes
- Organizational pressures ) Frame building '
- Ideologies, attitudes, etc. : s
- Other elites rames

- elc.

Media

Audience

- Attributions of responsibility
- Attitudes

- Behaviors

- etc.

Audience -
Frames : Individual-level effects

of framing :

Figure 1. A pocess model of framing research (Scheufele 1999, 115)

Page9 of 156



Nielsen, M. & Engsholt, M. AalborgUniversity

In 1991, Entman conducted research to explore how US media portrayed a somewhat similar event,
comparing the KAL and IraAir incidents usinglimeand Newsweelalong with theCBS Evening
News(Entman 991). Entman (1991) found that there was a great difference to how the media
portrayed the news stories depending on how the situation had happened and the political situation in
the US regarding the country in question (Entman 1925)1It can be argukwhether two cases
from the 19906s are enough to conclude that
politics, however, this could pose as an issue to the political freedom in the US if, as Scheufele (1999)
argues, media has a strong impactonstructing social reality (Scheufele 1999, 105).

Additionally, Gamson & Modigliani (1989) examine discourse and public opinion as parallel systems

to explore the interaction between media discourse and opinion formation using the topic on nuclear
power (Gamson & Modigliani 1989;2). Gamson & Modiglian{1989) discuss the nature of public
opinion and how the public are mostly presented with the issues and horrors involving nuclear power
which will, to some extent, have an impact on the public opinion on nuclear power despite
contradictory news stories @scientific research (Gamson & Modigliani 1989). These findings may
have been more applicable if, as Gamson & Modigliani (1989) mentioned themselves (Gamson &
Modigliani 1989, 2), there had been analysis of both systems over several issues ratherthan onl
nuclear power. However, Gamson & Modigliani (1989) do provide a picture of how the
representation of an issue in the media has an impact on the public opinion about the issue (Gamson
& Modigliani 1989). Correspondingly, lyengar (1987) has conducted sbatesimilar research to
Gamson & Modigliani (1989), where he explores how media framing is used to affect public opinions
on political matters. In this research lyengar (1987) used; poverty, unemployment and terrorism
(lyengar 1987). These findings weregrsficant asi Evi dence i s presentec
explanations of political issues are significantly influenced by the manner in which television news
presentations '(femgarda87,1;848285 e i ssueo

When comparing Enttm&n Mo di 399 hn, 66Gamd®89) and
illustrates that there is a correlation between how news stories are framed and public reaction about
the matter. However, to what extent this is true can be difficult to answer, especially whadtewe
Scheufelebds (1999) theory about media fr ames
1061 07) , as wel |l as Goffmands (1974) theory on
situations differently ( Ghabitustteaory, ds®he public willthavd B o

their own interpretation of the framed news.
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We wutilise Entmands (1993) overview and coll e
paradigmdé to give us a def i Bntntam (@993) prdvides & wseful f r a
overal |l def Framing eseentially melaes $electiagh and salience. To frame is to select
some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more salient in a communicating text, in such a
way as to promote a ptcular problem definition, causal interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or
treatment recommendation for the item descibed( Ent man 199 3, 52) . As
highlighting certain aspects of a situation, or in the case of news, an event aensyoexomitting

other aspects or views.

Important for framing is that it is not only the communicator who needs to be considered, as the
receiver is also part of the process and the receiver's view of the world affects how the framing is
doneandrece’/d, as such, framing is a way to affec
we do not agree with the ideas of Entman (1993), as he views frames as the same as a schemate
(Entman 1993, 52). A schemata being defined by Scheufele (2004), as aneipers way or s
to make sense of the world. Wi th that i n mind
schemata and, as such, their view of the world. However, Entman (1993) does include the idea of
culture being a significant factorfar per sonés schemata and, as su
frames and parts of a personds schema is bui

history depending on how you define culture.

In his discussion on framing theory, Scheufele (2004) also outlines three distinct different approaches
for media framing analysis, namely themmunicator approach, the public discourse and social
movement approaclkandthe media effects approachhese ategories represent different levels of
analysing frames spanning from analysing and tracing the structure of coverage on a topic in the
communi cator approach to studying how such f
decisions in the media effiscapproach (Scheufele 2004, 4023).

Another way of looking at the different levels of analysis that Scheufele (2004) presents, is to view
framing analysis from the two perspectives pr
and the ¢MBDowdhgweil ®&28)2009, 19

The 6Whatoé view pertains to the frame centric

actual frame building at hand and the dissection of the content within the frames. This entails mapping
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out the network of conget s , unique narratives and myths th
19).

The O0Howodé vi ew effeetoriersted niesf thedramang. iere, the frames are viewed

in a competitive world where they have a pred
20009, 20).

Bacchi 6s (2009) theory on framing analysis se
hauvng two perspectives that need to be explored, namely analysing the frame itself and how it came
to be, while also directing focus on the possible effects of the framing. Furthermore, Bacchi (2009)

also provides a framework of questions to ask when perigriraming analysis.

Bacchidés (2009) wuse of framing is not focuse:q
analysis of government policies. One of the main factors that she contributes this focus to, is that

policy making hatsuraan fAdUnmdeennsiiaobnloe scuuglgesti ng t

specific historical and national perspective,

As such, policies are not objective but instead built upon certain ideas that are ingrdnmed w

countries culture, and the perceived problems they try to address are framed from this perspective.

Bacchiés (2009) framing analysis is built on
framing of a policy and not just the framirgelf (Bacchi, 119). This is done by first establishing

what the policy names as the source of the problem, or what needs fixing, and afterwards reflecting
on what the underlying assumptions or presuppositions that underlie the established source of the
problem (Bacchi 2009,-9). Using her example, if training courses are offered for women in order

to increase their representation in higher pa

lack of training.

Having established the problem andlieefed on the assumptions this problem is produced upon,
Bacchi 6s model starts its dive into the hidde
establish how this representation came about. If it is a policy pertaining to a certain raxtafme
Australian aboriginals, one should look at the history of the interactions between the race and the

government in charge of the policies (Bacchi 200912
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Next is reflecting on what is not presented as a problem in the policy. This isdédllmya reflection
on the effects that this representation of the problem produces (Bacchi 2408, 12

Finally, the analysis requires one to establish where this representation of the problem has been
produced, where it has been spread and whereefended. Along with a reflection on how it could

be questioned, altered and replaced (Bacchi 20020).9

Frames are chosen to make certain perspectives more salient, as such, where the frames come from
is important. As mentioned in Bacchi (2009), onedweto establish where the representation, or
framing, originates from. In line with this, Entman (2004) created a cascade model to show the flow
of information in America. This model has three stages going from top to bottom with the top being

t he O(Bresidéng (oliticians, government staff etc.), middle being the institutionalised
mainstream media and the bottom being the members of the public. In this model and his research, it
was suggested that the flow of ideas and information was mostly fpio tmottom (Entman 2018,

299).

However, with the advent and widespread use of social technology, this top down flow of information
and frames is no longer completely valid. Entman (2018) suggests five new considerations that must
be made in the analysing of information flow and, as sfreiming. These arplatforms, digital

analytics, algorithms, ideological medéendrogue actordEntman 2018, 3G:303).

Platforms such as Twitter, Facebook and Google disrupt the flow of information by letting politicians
bypass normal media and speatedtly to the public ad vice versa. As suchll framing done by
the media is bypassed allowing the politician to directly highlight their point of view. At the same
time, these platforms are built to make profits and, as such, they host and showiththateétdey

think their users will enjoy using data (Entman 2018, 301).

This leads into the next two considerations of digital analytics and algorithms. Almost all platforms
and organisations are using these two advents to create content that is sbapgtodresonate with
specific people, and algorithms shape a user 6

they have shown interest in previously (Entman 2018;312). This entails that many members of
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the public are only getting stvm content that resonates with what they believe in, meaning they only

see a very specific side of things.

In the past, institutional mainstream media and journalists followed an idea of objective reporting
based only on facts and evidence. This idea lbeen abolished with the popularity of very
ideologically driven media that cover stories based on a political agenda, such as Breitbart (Entman
2018, 302).

Finally, Entman (2018, 303203) suggests that the influence of rogue actors cannot be left bet of t
considerations. In recent years, the rise of hackers and bots have been a large factor in many stories
from scandals to leaks. An example used by Entman (2018) of such could be the deliberate spread of

fake news by Russian bots about Bernie Sanderg lseixist.

3.1. Discussion of Theories

Based on research from Entman (1991), Gamson & Modigliani (1989) and lyengar (1987), it is
evident that there is a correlation between media framing and the public opinion about political
matters. However, it can la@gued how much of an impact these media frames have on the public as,
according to Goffman (1974), Bourdieu (1998) and Scheufele (1999), people have individual frames,
meaning how they each process and understand information based on elements sudulisriei
upbringing and economic background. Additionally, Scheufele (1999) and Entman (2018) suggest
that information flows and frame creation does not only flow in one direction, namely from media
and politicians to the public, suggesting that thermukhbe a correlation and distinct differences
between the frames created from the three sectors.

Bertramés (2004) and Entmandés (1993) view on
schemata, or understanding of the world, which framing toiedfect by making certain aspects of
events more salient than others. Additionally
to framing that must be considered when anal y:
on framing seemeonsistent with the analytical framework put forth by Bacchi (2009), who created

six steps that can be used to understand a particular frame, its origin and its effect.

Based on our literature review, our understanding of framing is a process of makany &gpects

in an event more salient than others and that the frames are subjective in nature, meaning they will
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have an underlying motive or objective behind them that will need to be reflected on. To guide our
search for frames and give us a foundat@mrcomparative analysis between the different sectors of
frames we are analysing, namely medi a, pol i ti
the problem is represented to be. This entails that in our analysis of the frames created, @te will n
just be searching for what is being highlighted and made salient from the different communicators
but searching for what they perceive and represent to be the problem in the event of Trump's

impeachment.

We use the ideas of Bacchi (2009) to guide malysis, however, it is important to note that we do

not directly and literally use the sets of questions formulated by Bacchi (2009) but rather the ideas
behind the framework to guide our understanding of frames as a whole. Additionally, we focus on
thehé&dt o view in our analysis as our data | i mi
effects of the frames while only speculating on the immediate effects of how the problem is being

presented.

4. Research Design

In this section, we will begin by presenting and discussing our methodological approach. Thereafter,
we will be presenting our methodological framework, describing how we have collected our chosen

empirical data, how we will analyse it and the limitatidinsas.

4.1. Position in Relation to Science

As we want to explore the correlation between frames created by CNN and Fox News, Democratic
and Republican politicians and the public, which are defined social interactions between actors, our
research falls under the humanistic sciences and our position as researchers should therefore align
with this (Collin and Kgppe 2014, 1114). Collin and Kgppe (2014) state that the humanistic sciences
define human beings as a subject that thinks, fedls aad communicates (Collin and Kgppe 2014,

11), which therefore aligns with our research topic and question.

Ontology is concerned with how we make sense of the objective world and thus is focug®at on
we study (Bryman 2016, 289). Social constructigsm argues that reality is created through social
interactions between actors which is a continual process (Saunders, Thornhill, & Lewis 2016, 130).

Additionally, Collin & Kgppe (2014) argue that knowledge is created in cooperation between actors
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and any indings are therefore shaped by, and dependent on, the origin, meaning that no results of
research will ever be final as actors and agendas will change with time and research will therefore
have to be reviewed accordingly (Collin & Kgppe 2014,-420). Tre social constructivist approach
believes that situations that are considered normal are in reality shaped by human interests (Collin &
Kappe 2014, 419), hence the behaviours and interactions made within the field of media and politics
(Saunders, Thornhjl& Lewis 2016, 130).

Our research is done through the lense of social constructivism. Frames and framing is undoubtedly

a soci al construct, adordegdninzidn ¢ yp rDiorAmigpell eos (t2
and persistent over time, that woky mbol i cal ly to meaningfully
(D6Angel o 20009, 17). As such, frames are cree

shape the social world and the understanding of the receivers of the communication. We seek to
deconstuct and analyse these frames in order to understand their creation and their purpose, and
discuss effects and correlations between them. As such, our research is within the scope of social

constructivism as we seek to deconstruct a social construct.

Furthermore, epistemology deals with, and questions, what should be regarded as acceptable
knowledge and focuses tiowwe study. Epistemology focuses on the importance of reflecting on
research choices by being transparent, clarifying and justifying evertagin to reach a conclusion
(Bryman 2016, 2426). Within the scope of social constructivism, knowledge is constantly evolving.
This entails that all research done within this scope can never be said to be done. Rather, research anc
theory are representans of the content within, meaning that they only represent the world as it is
seen through their lense. This necessitates thorough reflection and description of the choices made

within onebés research as t hesworled | wicaw oonfs oamre

Our research will explore frames constructed
utilising relevant qualitative methods and, based on the findings of the analysis, make conclusions
through our interpretatiorsf these findings, placing our research within the paradigm interpretivism
and the branch of social constructivism. We acknowledge that our conclusions can never be final as
our view of the world, scope and theory will affect these. However, with the argation provided

in consideration of theory, choice of method and analysis, we believe that our understanding and view

of the world is properly reflected upon and allows for acceptable reflections on the matter at hand.
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4.2. Data Collection

To set thescene for the impeachment and the collection of data from it, we have chosen to limit the
timeframe of the impeachment, and therefore our data collection, to begin from 25 September 2019,
which is the date that the conversation between President Trunpresident Zelensky is leaked

which prompts the first mentioning of impeachment, to 06 February 2020, which is the day after the
acquittal giving President Trump a chance to respond to the judgement of the trail. Our empirical data
for section 6.1. consistd articles from CNN and Fox News on the dates of the chosen highlights,

all links to the articles can be found in the section 10. References, titles for the articles can be found
in Figure 2. below and full references can be found for each article am#igsis. Our empirical data

for section 6.2. consists of tweets from our selected politicians from the Democratic and Republican
party, also found on the days of our chosen highlights (see appendices 5 and 6). Our empirical data
for section 6.3. consistf comments from two YouTube videos,
2020) and one from Fox Newsd main channel (Fo:

(see appendices 3 and 4). The timeline with highlights can be seen below in Figure 2.
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Timeline of

Impeachment Highlights

Conversation between

25 September 2019 | Trump and Zelensky
is leaked

13 November 2019

First open hearing

19 November 2019 | Lt Vindman testimony

Articles of

18 December 2019 impeachment passed
16 January 2020 First day of trial
05 February 2020 Acquittal

06 February 2020 | Day after acquittal

CNN

Whistleblower says

White House tried to

cover up Trump's
abuse of power

New revelations
from first public
hearings paint
damning portrait of
Trump
Alexander
Vindman: White
House's top Ukraine
expert testifying in
impeachment probe
is decorated Iraq
War veteran
An impeached
Trump tries looking
ahead, but
uncertainty threatens
Senate vindication

Senate impeachment
trial of Donald
Trump officially
begins

Trump acquitted at
end of months long
impeachment
process, found not
guilty of two articles

Trump launches
vindictive
impeachment
victory lap

AalborgUniversity

Fox News

Republicans want
whistleblower's
sources, as
inconsistencies in
complaint emerge
Trump impeachment
witnesses'
weaknesses exposed
in first day of public
hearings

Vindman accuses
Trump of making
improper Ukraine
‘demand,’ says he
alerted intel official

House votes to
impeach Trump over
Ukraine dealings, as
Pelosi floats holding

up Senate trial

Reporter’s
Notebook: Scenes
from inside the
opening of Trump’s
impeachment trial

Senate acquits
Trump on abuse of
power, obstruction of
Congress charges

Trump condemns
‘evil’ impeachment
after Senate
acquittal: ‘It was a
disgrace’

Figure 2. Timeline consisting of highlights during the impeachment process

The dates for the highlights have been chosen from the criteria that a new development has happened

in the impeachmen®As our empirical data is collected from websites and fraine forums, we

|l ook to Kozenetsb

(2002)

t hought s

on netnogr a

argue our choices of forums and provide trustworthy interpretations (Kozenets 2@20, 98 have

chosen articles from CNN and Fox Nevesaur reference point for the analysis for two reasons; 1)
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they are both widely accepted amsed among the American adult population (Statista 2018), and 2)
they are both proven to lean heavily towards one political party, allowing us to get framirfgotiom

a mass media perspective while also giving us a clear separation to categorise data in the later parts
of the analysis.

In the first part of the analysis (6.1.), we have chosen to limit our data collection to only CNN and
Fox News due to their largaudience and their previously established difference in political opinion.

The decision to establish highlights within the timeframe was made as each of these news outlets
have each covered the impeachment extensively making it difficult to includeThelie criteria
werechosen, as it made sense to focus on new developments as these are believed to have the bigges
response from CNN and Fox News, as well as everything and everyone surrounding the
impeachment, which lays a good foundation for a comparanalysis. For each highlight, we have

chosen one article from each outlet which totals 14 articles.

The articles that have been chosen as our emp
engine or the buHin search engine on the respeetwebsites for the news outlets. Search criteria

for all searches were the same with the exception of the search for the very first article.

For the first article, we limited the dates to-26 September 2019 and used the keywords

OWhi st ebloonweerros aatnidon6 d eakedd as the i mpeachme

For the rest of the highlights, using Googl ec
highlight plus one day ahead with theéodokapgward
as the name of the news outlet we were looking at.

For CNN and Fox Newsd websites, we used the s
We did this in order to ensure that the outlets had time to write an article abbigithght and that

only articles relevant to the highlight would show.

The articles for our empirical data were chosen by two criteria; 1) it must be a written article with
substantial text, meaning it is not a collection of social media posts or agalspmmary, however,
references to social media posts are allowed, and 2) the article must be relevant to our highlight.
We have limited our empirical data to only written articles because all social media posts from both

CNN and Fox News links to theiespective articles using headlines from the articles. Our reason to
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exclude videos from our empirical data is that not all the articles covering the impeachment have a

video attached, making it impossible to analyse the coverage on equal terms.

In the second part of the analysis (6.2.), we have chosen to use tweets, collected from Twitter, from
selected politicians that are involved in the impeachment process and trial in order to analyse the
themes, and possibly frames, made in tweets from ctgply Democratic and Republican
politicians. We have used Twitter as a source as this social media platform allows an open forum with
direct communication of thoughts and opinions directly from the person tweeting to everyone who
might be interested. Herit is important to note that we have chosen to only use their political Twitter
accounts to make this analysis, not their private Twitter accounts, in order to eliminate personal tweets
and thereby keep this analysis within the political realm. Howaveegard tdPresident Trump, we

have used his personal Twitter account, as his Presidential account only consists of retweets from
The White Housebds Twitter account and his own

personal account.

From the Democratic party, we have chosen Senator Joe Manchin, Representative Adam Schiff,
Senator Chuck Schumer, Speaker of House Nancy Pelosi, Senator Kyrsten Sinema and
Representative Jerry Nadler. Pelosi, Schiff and Nadler were all proponents for Trupgaishment.

The remaining politicians were mentioned as swinters and we therefore believed that it would be
interesting to see what they were communicating on their Twitter accounts as their position as swing
voters might have an effect on how they feaithe impeachment compared to the rest of the
Democratic party.

From the Republican party, we have chosen President Donald J. Trump, Senator Mitt Romney, Senate
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell, Senator Ted Cruz, Senator Lamar Alexander, Senator Susan
Collins and Senator Lisa Murkowski. President Trump is the one being impeached and therefore his
perspective is interesting to include. Additionally, after Romney voted guilty on one of the articles,
he has gained a lot of media attention making him an imggreson to include too. McConnell is

the Republican Senate Majority Leader and frequently quoted in the articles. Cruz is the Senate
Republican with the largest following on Twitter, 1.5 million followers, hence why he is included.
Like the Democrats, theemaining politicians were mentioned as swirtgers and we therefore

believed that it would be interesting to see what they were communicating on their Twitter account.
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When collecting the tweets, we have chosen to use the tweets from the same ddyigidights

(see section 4.2. Figure 2) and the day after the highlight. We have chosen the extra day in order to
give the politicians more time to respond or react to our highlight, if they chose to do so. In order to
sort out all other tweets, weuseddT t t er 6s advanced search engine
specific account and specific dates. By doing
only made on the specific dates and from the chosen account. All tweets collected @andbi@ f
appendices 5 and 6.

In the third part of the analysis (6.3.), in order to analyse whether the frames produced are reflected
in the themes of the discussions surrounding the impeachment, we have chosen to collect comments

from two YouTube videos.

In the third part of the analysis (6.3.), in order to analyse whether the frames produced are reflected
in the themes of the discussions surrounding the impeachment, we have chosen to collect comments
from two YouTube videos. Our search criteria for theevglwere that they must be from 6 February

2020 as this was the last day in our time frame. This date was chosen as it allows us to have a full
view of the frames constructed by CNN and Fox News while also giving people time to be exposed
to these framedvioreover, we chose to use news broadcasts and not just clips as this gave us the
possibility to compare the frames from the articles to the video, ensuring that the framing done in
both overlapped, giving us a forum where the same frames were presettidrouilets. We chose

videos that covered the impeachment as this would ensure that the comments below would be relevant
to this.

The criteria for choosing YouTube as a forum is because it allows easy access for debates through
their comment system. In choosing YouTube comment threads as our data to analyse possible
reflections of the frames in public debates, we recognise thatlioi€e of forum has certain

l i mitations. YouTubeds algorithm shows conten
if you watch Fox News and more right wing oriented news channels, you are not likely to have
suggested videos or finding videtsom left wing oriented news channels. This means that the people
who engage in debates on a YouTube video will most likely have sought out a video with opposing
views to themselves. Additionally, this also entails that the group of people that priemyage in

debates on YouTube can be said to actively seek out discussions and political contenthigVhile

limit the group of people our analysis can cover, it does provide the foundation for exploring if the
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frames are present in the debates, as thespl@ will most likely be interested in defending their

stances which will potentially lead to a more substantial debate.

Our comment threads were chosen by the following criteria: It needed to have at least ten replies to
ensure that an actual debatelddee done and we wanted to have about the same number of replies
for both videos. As there are no specific dates on the comments, we made sure that the comments anc
replies dated back two months to ensure it matched with the date the videos were Iperstby, t
ensuring that only frames from our timeline should be present. The comment threads were found with
the comment section being sorted for ABesto.
On CNNOs video, we have chosen to include two
commenthread has 72 replies and the second has 16.

For Fox News, we have chosen to include three comment threads totalling in 99 replies. The first

comment thread has 34 replies, the second comment thread has 38 replies and the third has 27 replies

As wehave chosen comment threads from two YouTube videos, we found it necessary to ensure that
the themes and frames in the videos match the ones found in the articles. As such, the videos have
been transcribed.

When transcribing, it is important to be as ttoethe original interview, video, audiofile etc, as
possible, as spoken language, and everything that it involves such as pauses, tone of voice etc, is
converted to written text. However, it is impossible to capture the total essence of what is being said
and the meanings behind it when converting spoken language to written text (Kvale 1994). Depending
on the purpose of the transcription, there are two ways to transcribe; 1) including every noise, pause,
change in tone and so forth, really focusing on aapguevery detail, and 2) writing a flowing text

with the dialog leaving out noises, pauses and so forth (Kvale 1994).

When transcribing the videos from CNN and Fox News, our goal is to understand the frames and
themes that can be found in the two videmganing that everything besides the dialog itself is
irrelevant to our research. Because our research only requires the information being said, and not the
tone of voice, specific rhetoric or choices of word, we will not inclade u mh 6 , amdh . . 0,
other sounds that may appear, to make the transcription as readable and understandable as possible
therefore, our transcription will focus on only the dialog. Times will be stated in the transcript

whenever a new person speaks as well as the obsa&l person. There will be a link to the videos
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in the list of references and the transcription for both videos will be included in appendices 5 and 6,

and the analysis of the videos can be found in appendix 7.

4.3.Methodological Framework and Analysis

AQualitative research iIis often associated wit
researchers need to make sense of the subjective and socially constructed meanings expressed abou
t he phenomen o (Saundeis, Migomils & Lewis 20165,0168). Aligned with this quote

and our position as researchers, our research is qualitative in nature. Our research aims to explore anc
i nvestigate an event, Trumpds i mpeachment, b
gatheed from CNN and Fox News, tweets from Twitter and comment threads from YouTube (see
section 4.2.) and interpreting our findings. Being a qualitative study affects our choice of analytical

methods, data collection and overall findings.

First, we will beconducting a thematic analysis. A thematic analysis is thought of as one of the most
generic approaches to qualitative analysis. It is flexible and allows researchers to analyse large and
small amounts of data with the samedipth descriptions, explanatis and interpretations
(Saunders, Thornhill, & Lewis 2016, 579). Using a thematic analysis entails familiarising oneself
with the data before coding the data by categorising it into themes. During the coding process, it is
important to compare themes imder to find similarities and disparities which will allow the
researcher to specify and combine themes (Saunders, Thornhill, & Lewis 2015258We will

use a thematic analysis to establish the frames created in all three sectors. Second, weueatilhcond
comparative analysis. This comparative analysis will use the results from the thematic analysis to
establish an overall frame in each of the three sectors that can be used to discuss similarities and
differences in the final parts of the analysis.afftonducting a comparative analysis, it is important

to make sure that the data has been analysed using more or less the same methods (Bryman 2016, 64
65).

Our research qualifies as a case study, as we will be investigating a specific timeframe framging

25 Septembef019 to 06February2020,as such, this study only focuses on the specific event of
President Trumpos i mp wdycas raecrodsectiongl ustudy(Saugpders, g o u
Thornhill, & Lewis 2016, 200). Case studies are defined asnatepth study of a specific

phenomenon or redife setting such as a business or an event, where the aim is to understand the
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dynamics of the topic and the interactions between the case and its context (Saunders, Thornhill, &
Lewis 2016, 184). This resalin a study that will give us a snapshot of how framing from CNN and
Fox News, from the politicians themselves and the public is done, within the scope of our timeframe,
which will allow for further study and comparison on how these frames have evolvgzhieed to

past studies and how they evolve in the future.

4.3.1. Method of Analysis

In this section, we will outline the structure of each individual part of our analysis.

4.3.1.1. Part One of the Analysis (Section 6.1.)

For the analysis, we wibegin by establishing the frames in each article that we have chosen in our
timeline with highlights from the impeachment process (see section 4.2, Figure 2). We do this by
doing a thematic analysis on each of the articles individually. To establish tietniesthe texts,

we start by doing a full reathrough in which we establish preliminary specific themes from the
different paragraphs in the articles. Afterwards, we begin grouping the themes into larger overarching
themes, in which the more specifiethes can be presented in more detail, while still allowing for a
more abstract representation of the problem that can be applied to an overarching frame of the
impeachment in our comparative analysis. The analysis is carried out by first outlining which
overarching themes was found in the article, then one by one going through each theme using the
different paragraphs that were connected with each theme.

Having established the themes in each article, we perform a comparative analysis in section 6.1.3. to
edablish which overarching themes were present from CNN and Fox News, while also establishing
how the two differ. We do this by going through how the outlets present the impeachment and what
the problem is, then turning our focus on how the whistleblowkaislled, which leads into how

they present the two political parties giving us a foundation for how they represent the problem.
Afterwards, we compare how they present some of the outliers in the event, such as Mitt Romney
and Lt. Col. Vindman, as these into how the impeachment is presented but are connected to the

problem and not representations of the problem.

4.3.1.2. Part Two of the Analysis (Section 6.2.)
Part two of the analysis focuses on how chosen politicians from both the Democratic gaftg an
Republican party frame the impeachment and the process surrounding it. The empirical data consists

of tweets taken from each politician's professional Twitter account on the day of our chosen highlights
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and one day after (see section 4.2. FigureB2ginning with the Democrats, and thereafter the
Republicans, we went through each individual tweet for each politician in order to conduct a thematic
analysis of the tweets. First, v@eparatedhe tweets into different themes that could be found. We

did this by adding a new theme whenever a politician mentioned something different or new that
could not be categorised into one of the existing themes. The tweets are sorted into themes this way
in order to not miss anything that is mentioned, however, iethee only very few tweets about a
certain subject, it will not be categorised as its own theme. Second, after having collected and
categorised all tweets, we separate them into overarching themes that allows us to see which frames
they produce.

Having esablished the frames throughout the tweets, we conduct a comparative analysis in order to
see which frames are present among the Democrats and among the Republicans, and the differences

and similarities in the frames.

4.3.1.3. Part Three of the Analysi§éction 6.3.)

Part three of the analysis is focused on how the public are framing the impeachment and the processes
surrounding it. The empirical data consists of YouTube comment threads which are analysed using a
thematic analysis. First, each commeng#a has its comments sorted into CNN supporters and Fox
News supporters. They are sorted into these two categories because we use the frames found in the
first analysis as our reference point to separate the comments into opposing categories, notynecessari
because they are supporters of the outlets. Having separated the comments into two sides, we start by
dividing them into very specific themes depending on the context of the comments. We then establish
overarching themes for each thread that allow ysdeent the specific themes in detail, while giving

us an overarching view of how the problem is represented.

Because of the size of our data set and the objective of the analysis, which is finding frames from the
public, we have found it important to inde all comments in the themes, as such, some themes
consist of a single comment that will be tied into the greater overarching frame.

Having established the different themes in the comment threads, we conduct a comparative analysis
in section 6.3.3. wherwe connect the overarching themes into a comprehensive frame from the
public that we use to discuss similarities and differences from the media and political frames. We
start by analysing how the sides of the comments each reflect how the problenmgiehehment

is presented, then shifting to how arguments are presented between the users and finishing by

reflecting on the topic of abortion and marriage presented by the Fox News supporter comments.
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4.4. Reflection on Techniques and Procedures
In this section, we will start by discussing the choices we have made for this research and how these
shape our research. Afterwards, we will be reflecting on how this research could have been done

differently.

First and foremost, for our research thereng choice that needs to be addressed. As mentioned,
research within the humanistic sciences is mainly based on interpretations. As such, we are, as
researchers, very aware that this research will be heavily affected by our background and
understanding ofhe world, however, we try to remain objective and transparent by describing and
outlining our steps and procedures.

As mentioned, we have chosen to use the i1ideas
six steps to help analyse and understanitiesl As we have chosen a framework that does not
necessarily fit our scope perfectly, but instead use an interpretation adjusted to our scope, we are
aware that some downfalls may occur which we will have to adjust to, and discuss, accordingly.
Howeverwhi | e Bacchi 6s (2009) framework and view
scope of our research, it still presents a good foundation for interpreting frames in the case of Donald
Trumpds i mpeachment, as t haee diffarentfineerpretations of withie s |
the real problem is, allowing us to utilise this understanding of framing to establish how the three

sectors frame the proceedings of the impeachment.

For our empirical data, we made the choice of @hiyosing highlights and having a set timeframe.
This entails that our research is going to be limited in the scope in which we can analyse the framing
done. As such, it is important to note that the results of this research are also going to be affected by
this. If we had a more expansive timeline and larger selection of empirical data, it is possible that our
findings would be different from the findings of this research.

Furthermore, we have chosen to limit our empirical data from CNN and Fox Newstenarticles

from two specific websites only. As such, we have excluded other platforms that these two news
outlets have content on. This results in the possibility of a less expansive analysis of the framing.
However, as mentioned in section 4.2. and weshave chosen to limit the empirical data in order to
conduct a comparative analysis on equal terms.

The data we use to establish a view of the political and public frames is all found online through

secondary sources. As such, we are limited to thewdatean find. A downside to this is that we
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cannot be completely sure on where or who these statements are from as we have not directly

interviewed the people represented in the data ourselves.

For this research, we are not interested in wheriedhees might originate from. However, a different
approach to this research might have been to focus solely on one outlet, expanding the scope to
Trumpds presidency up until the i mpeachment i
one sourceThis approach would allow us to establish a much more comprehensive understanding of
an outlet's frame, while also letting us reflect on, and investigate, where certain frames originate from
and how they might have evolved during the Trump presidenagthallowing us to put the frames

into a larger perspective.

Another perspective on framing that could have been done in this research is focusing on the effects
of framing. Using inspiration from studies within this field (lyengar 1987; Matthes & Sctzoha),

this would require a shift in data collection, analytical structure and data handling. These studies
require the use of participants that we have information on and are willing to participate, to ensure
that the results from the study is not ptel by unknown variables, which could for example emerge

if the study is done through an online forum. It also requires a new method for collecting the data
either using interviews with the participants or questionnaires. Interviews could possibly allow fo
more nuanced take on the effects, however, questionnaires could allow for more neutral answers from
the subjects, as they are not affected by the interviewer, and would allow for a larger data size. As for
analytical structure, it requires the needvi@il-establishedrames that the participants are exposed

to in order to properly analyse the effects that these could have. Looking at the two studies mentioned
above, it is also important to reflect on timing of the exposure depending on what thpestadys

t o. I n | §7peseph, hesdiff¢ranOgroups were exposed to news coverage on a specific
topic from the last six months in one sitting, with one group getting a manipulated video, which was
followed up by lengthy questionnaires in separ@oms, designed to understand their view on the

i ssues at hand, to measure whether the fram
participants were split into two groups that were exposed to separate frames, with one being told to
closely read ta article and form a strong opinion being told that they were going to be asked about
this, while the other was told to just evaluate the journalistic style and presentation. After 10 days,
the groups would be exposed to the opposing frame in order taotedtames affect high and low

certainty individuals over time, more closely reflecting an event such as a presidential campaign.
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For our hypothetical study, with the impeachment as our event, using the knowledge from lyengar
(1987) and Matthes & Scherm&012), our research would require a participation group from the
US to ensure that our results better reflect the US population. The participants would be questioned
on their political ideology andreferrednews sources, afterwards the participants dbel split into

groups that would each be presented with a selection of articles, without knowledge of where these
articles come from, all reflecting a certain frame surrounding the impeachment, in this case using
articles over broadcasts to ensure news@wlities were not recognised. This would be followed up
with a questionnaire on their thoughts on the impeachment, all participants would get the same, to
see if the participants to any extent have been affected by the frames they were exposeaverelf we
interested in seeing how this evolved over time or how differing frames might affect them over time,
the same participant groups would be called back after a certain amount of time and exposed to

opposing frames based on their previous answers wreeoenduct the same experiment

5. Understanding the US Legal System and Former Impeachment

Trials

As our analysis pertains to an impeachment and the legal system in the US, a country that we do not

live in, we must have somewhat of an understanding aheWwS legal system and Impeachment.

5.1. Legal System

After the American Revolution, thirteen different states came together to form what we today know
as the United States of America, and in 1781 the states worked out and signed the Articles of
Confederation, which gave only limited power to the central government while the individual states
obtained an independent government with its own legislature, courts and local laws (Nye 2013, 71).
OEverything the gover nme nitiondCorsttutionad laws dafimedhed b
relations between the president and Congress and between the federal government and the states
(Feinman 2014, 9). The Constitution was drafted in 1787 and is divided into seven short paragraphs
referred to as articleg~einman 2014, 40). This was also the year the basic form of the federal
government was formed, and was the first written Constitution that specified the powers and duties
of its government (Nye 2013, 80). Thereafter, in 1791, the Bill of Rights wad addeonly 17 more

amendments have been added since (Feinman 241), 9
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The Constitution is separated into three different branches of government; the legislative branch (the
Congress), the executive branch (the presidency) and the judicial branghthed ®upreme Court
(Nye 2013, 80) (See Figure 3. below).

The Constitution
1

| | 1
Congress The President Supreme Court

I D/ice President l L
% 11 Circuit Courts

Senate ouse Cabinet I
100 menbers 435 members | Departments 97 District Courts

|
I'l'l'l'llTﬂ I'I'TTITTI"I Independent State & local courts

committee system Agencies
Legislative Branch Executive Branch Judicial Branch

Figure 3. Branches of the Constitution (Nye 2013, 81)
The Constitution was designed to restrict the concentration of power to one single branch by giving

each branch a little amount of control over the other branches, creating a system of balance (Nye
2013, 8182) (See Figure 4. below).

System of checks and balances

President
' Power of the veto Appoints Federal Judges
Issues executive orders Grants pardons for
Commander - in - Chief offenses against the US
Congress Supreme Court

Power of the purse
| Can override president’s veto Bower todiclare Taws
Power of impeachment and presidential actions

’ unconstitutional
Senate approves treaties and
the president’s appointments

Figure 4.System of checks and balances (Nye 2013, 82)
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The Congress is separated into two chambers; the Senate and the House of Representatives. No on
elected to one of the two chambers can be appointed to any government job at the same time.
Additionally, any memer of the House of Representatives comes from a district within a state, not
the state itself, and must beekected every two years, as these persons are the most immediate link
between the local and federal government. There are no legal limitelecten for representatives

and many therefore stay tineir positions for more than thirty years (Nye 2013,88). Senators, on

the other hand, are elected for six year terms, and once elected, they are-eféeteckas they
become welknown in theirespective states. Every statestelect two senators. Senators are often

former members of the House of Representatives or state governors (Nye 2813, 86

The President is the head of the executive branch and can onheleeted once and is theoe¢

limited to two terms of four yearseight years in total if relected. Moreover, neither the President

nor his cabinet have any seats or votes in Congress (Nye 2013, 83; 100). Oftentimes, the President's
power is lessened as, due to always havingpamoming election as the term for presidency is only

four years, Congress will often listen as much to the opinions from the public, making opinion polls
so important in the US and during an election (Nye 2013, 100). To assist the President, he must
appoirt a cabinet, White House staff and administrators that must be approved by Congress. These
people must answer to the Presidentds request
(Nye 2013, 102103).

The judicial branch was established undeticle Il of the Constitution. Every judge must be
appointed by the President and approved by the Senate which happens more than 90 percent of the
time (Nye 2013, 107). Despite it not being stated officially in the Constitution, all judges are lawyers
and only few have been under the age of 40. Federal judges can serve for unlimited time and most of
the 846 judges therefore remain until retirement and can only be removed for gross misconduct (Nye
2013, 108). The judicial branch is built like a hierareliyh the Supreme Court at the top. The
Supreme Court handles cases that have been appealed from the eleven Circuit Courts, the court before
the Supreme Court in the hierarchy, located around the country. The Circuit Courts review cases from
the 97 DistrictCourts and last in the hierarchy is the state and local courts (Nye 2013, 108).
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5.2. Impeachment

Impeachment is a part of the Constitution to hold government officers such as the President, Vice
President and other federal oci vil of ficerso
for example in treason, bribery or other high crimes amsdemeanoursand if found guilty,
Congress has the authority to remove a government official from office. However, the responsibility
and authority to determine whether to impeach an individual is in the hands of the House of
Representatives (Congressab Research Service 2015). Once an individual is impeached and there
has been a trial, a conviction on an article of impeachment requiresthitds vote by Senators
present. Should the impeached individual be found guilty of one or more articles bhgaihsr, the
Presiding Officer will pronounce the judgment of conviction and removal, which no formal vote is

required for as it is a necessary effect of the conviction (Congressional Research Service 2015, 21).

Throughout US history, there have beenesal cases of impeachment of government officials
(Congressional Research Service 20195%p but most striking is the impeachment of former
Presidents of the United States of America. The first President of the United States to be impeached
was the Demeratic President Andrew Johnson in 1867 who was impeached for violation of the
Tenure of Office Act after he attempted to remove, and replace, the secretary of war, Edwin M.
Stanton, from his position, whom the act was made to protect (Yale Law Schodl Zé&ext
President to face impeachment was the Republican President Richard Milhous Nixon in 1974 who
was believed to abuse his power as President and has acted in a manner contrary to his trust as
President (Committee on the Judiciary House of Reptatsezs 1974). Additionally, Democratic
President of the United States William Jefferson Clinton was impeached in 1999 for similar crimes
as Nixon (Senate 1999), and as of today, we see the same crimes against the Republic President
Donald John Trump who &g impeached in 2019 for Abuse of Power and Obstruction of Congress

(United States House of Representatives 2020).

6. Analysis

In this section, we will be conducting our analysis. We will begin by analysing the frames from the
CNN and Fox Newsrticles, then we will move on to analysing the tweets from our selected
politicians and then we will be analysing our comment threads. Finally, we will discuss our results

before drawing our final conclusion.
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6.1. Thematic Analysis of Media Frames

In this section, we will conduct a thematic analysis of the chosen articles from our timeline (see
section 4. Figure 2) from CNN and Fox News. We will begin by analysing the articles from CNN in
a chronological order beginning from 25 September 2019. Followinil,GMe will conduct the
analysis of Fox News using the same order. Lastly, we will conduct a comparative analysis of the

themes found, in which we will establish how CNN and Fox News each frame the impeachment.

6.1.1. CNN
In this section, we will be analysing each article from CNN individually. The analysis will solely be
based on what is written in the articles. Here, we will focus on frames by finding the themes in each

article and understand how each theme is presented.

6.1.1.1. CNN 25 September 2019

Whistleblower says White House tried to cover up Trump's abuse of powdCohen et al. 2019)

This article is primarily concerned with the leaked information from the unknown whistleblower
regarding the telephone call betmeBrump and Zelensky. Throughout the article can be found three
themes; 1) that there is a negative tendency when referring to Trump, 2) mistrust to the President, and

3) every complaint is framed as evidefi@sed and factual.

Already in the beginning ahe article, in the first two paragraphs, we see that there is a negative
reference to Trump as t he ar t-doings ad that \IVhiteaHousé vy e

Officials are disturbed by his actions.

Washington (CNN) — President Donald Trump abused his official powers "to solicit interference”
from Ukraine in the upcoming 2020 election, and the White House took steps to cover it up,

Several White House officials were "deeply disturbed" by Trump's July 25 phone call with
Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky and tried to "lock down" all records of the phone call,

It is interesting to note that every time the journalist wants to emphasize specific words or sentences,
it is put in quotation marks or written as an individual sentence to make sure the reader will pick up
on it, and as mentioned above, this is primatiye to emphasize a negative action from Trump or
reaction to this. Some of the quotation marks are probably used as the sentence originally is from a
guote by an unmentioned person, however, by the way it is used, it still enhances a negative comment

towards Trump.
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This move concerned some officials, who shared their worries internally that this was an "abuse
of the system."

The complaint notes White House lawyers were
"already in discussion" about "how to treat the call
because of the likelihood, in the officials' retelling, that
they had witnessed the president abuse his office for
personal gain."

Another example from the article, from the first page, is when the journalist highlights that Trump is

not telling the truth.

Trump has maintained that he didn't do anything wrong, while simultaneously promoting
unfounded conspiracy theories about the Bidens, Ukraine, and Russian meddling in 2016.

There is no evidence of wrongdoing by either Joe or Hunter Biden.

By adding the last sentence underneath, the article emphasizes the fact that Trump's claims are wrong
since thee is evidence supporting that Joe and Hunter Biden have done nothing wrong while making

the sentence more noticeable to the reader as it stands by itself.

The second theme found is about a mistrust towards President Donald Trump. The article highlights
that President Trump, and White House Officials, have tried to cover up the phone call on an IT
system used to cover up sensitive information of nationalisggamportance Highlighting that the
President actively is trying to cover up this story, and potentially other actions, frames the President,
White House Officials and Lawyers as distrustful.

White House lawyers also directed officials to remove
the transcript of the call from a computer system that
stores them for Cabinet-level officials and instead put
the transcript in a system for especially sensitive
information, the whistleblower alleges.

This move concerned some officials, who shared their worries internally that this was an "abuse
of the system."

The whistleblower said they heard from other White House officials that this was "not the first
time" that the Trump administration used this storage system to hold politically sensitive
documents. The codeword-level system is meant to hold files of national security importance.
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In the second theme, the whistleblower is also releasittey suspect something suspicious is going

on, as the article, towards the end, begins to refer to a scandal happening in the previous election,
where it is highlighted that the whistleblower is confused about a mentioning of a certain IT system,
CrowdSrike, in the call with Zelensky, and thereby chooses to highlight that there must be a
connection between Trump, the Russians and the reason that Trump won the election back in 2016,
as it is the same IT system that was the center of attention duringdgaswith Trump, the Russians

and the election 2016.

The whistleblower expresses confusion about Trump's references to CrowdStrike

Trump's interest in CrowdStrike and the DNC server, more than three years after the hacks, is
part of a larger effort to undermine the notion that Russia meddled in the 2016 election to help
him win. He has repeatedly rejected the assessment from CrowdStrike, which was later

confirmed by US intelligence agencies, that Russia was behind the DNC hacks and leaks.

By including this information, it not only creates mistrust to the President as discussed above, but it
also creates a belief that something suspicious could be happening and that what wasypreviousl
blamed on the Russians also involves Trump and the reason he got elected back in 2016, that it was

not a truthful win.

The third theme is seen in the manner the article refers to the allegations from the complaint. At this
point in time, theallegations within the complaint have not been investigated and, as such, have no
real evidence behind them. However, every time these allegations are mentioned, they are presented
as facts that are not disputed in any way. This presents the Presidt Wiite House as a corrupt

organisation working against the nation before any real evidence to this fact has been presented.

Washington (CNN) — President Donald Trump abused his official powers "to solicit interference"
from Ukraine in the upcoming 2020 election, and the White House took steps to cover it up,

according to a stunning whistleblower complaint released Thursday.

6.1.1.2. CNN 13 November 2019

New revelations from first public hearings paint damning portrait of Trump (Collinson 2019)
This article is a caption of the first hear.

covering the hearing, this article also highlights the feud betiheeDemocrats and the Republicans

following the impeachment. As such, three themes can be found throughout this article; 1) Trump is
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as a traitor to the nation, 2) the Republicans blindly protect Trump, and 3) the Democrats are framed

as havi ngntefestatiheart.a 6 s |

Already in the title of the article and in the first three paragraphs, the article has painted a negative
picture of Trump by associating words and phrases like shown below with Trump and his actions,
and this continues throughout théice, including a quote from House Intelligence Chairman Adam
Schiff,

New revelations from first public hearings paint damning
portrait of Trump

Trump's alleged scheme

the core of this dark national chapter.

"If this is not impeachable conduct, what is?"

However, the framing of Trump goes as far as portraying him as a President that does not care about
his nation's interests nor his allies around the world. By using tteses, Trump is portrayed as a
traitor to America that only cares about promoting his own agenda without consideration for how this

will affect his country or his allies.

painted an incriminating picture of Donald Trump as a President instinctively willing to sacrifice

America's interests for his own.

As Taylor, paraphrasing a comment by Sondland, put it: Trump "cares more about the

investigations of Biden" than Ukraine.

Moreover, while portraying Tr usesguotesfromBillelayiorc a Fi
who is both a top diplomat in Ukraine and a Vietnam war veteran, and George Kent, the Deputy
Assistant Secretary of State for European and Eurasian Affairs. Both were the epitome ofthe post

World War Il diplomatic approach @illiances and global leadership and both have served to further

Americabds interests for decades. Using these
strategy as har mful to Americads intdhessvbo whi
of ficials as individuals who have had Americ

knowledge to comment on the strategy.

A Vietnam War veteran who went against his better judgment to go back to Kiev to replace
Marie "Masha" Yovanovitch, Taylor repeatedly reminded lawmakers he had no political
motivation.
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Kent and Taylor were both the epitome of the post-World War Il diplomatic consensus that sees
America's interests best advanced through global leadership and transatlantic alliances.

"Europe's security and prosperity contributed to our security and prosperity," Kent said.

But this is a conventional, establishment worldview that Trump, with his "America First" outlook

and mistrust of allies he sees as freeloaders, wants to destroy.

However, it is interesting how these opinions about foreign strategy and allies happen to be the same

asthe@ mocratsdé (The Democratic Party 2020) .

The second theme is seen in the way that the Republican party is portrayed in the articietiohethe
they are presented as blindly protecting Trum
hold on the party and not on evidence pointing to his innocence. This is further established in how
the Republicans defend him, which is done througtspwacy theories and shouting, suggesting that

they do not care for proper procedures of democracy but instead seek to ensure that a Republican
President is not voted out of office by any means necessary. At the same time, the Republicans are
presented aattack dogs, further establishing them as blind protectors who bite, bark and snarl at

everyone Trump deems a threat.

If Democrats are to pull off a longshot bid to oust Trump, they need to break the dam of GOP
support built up by a President who has an extraordinary hold on his party. Their longer-term

But his Republican allies -- who mostly defended him with bluster, conservative media

conspiracy theories and process complaints -- underscored the daunting Democratic
the Republican Party are often referred to as GOP which stands for the Grand Old Party]

The GOP's attack dogs

Following this, the article lashes outRdx News, a public news outlet that is known for favouring
the Republican party, arguing that the President, unlike former Republican President Nixon who was
also impeached, has the media to support him even despite evidence that suggests foul play in his

actions.

Unlike in the Richard Nixon era, a battery of conservative media pundits, talk radio hosts and
Trump supporters on Fox News prime time have the wattage to rally GOP voters and keep

Trump's Washington coalition intact.
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Furthermore, the article suggests that the Republican party has lost touch with its voters in their
pursuit to protect their President blindly. It does this by including quotes from former Republican

voters that no longer believe that Republican party deserves their support.

"I no longer recognize the Republican Party of my youth," said 38-year-old Carly Rebuck, who
did not vote for Trump last time and thinks he should be impeached.

Boyce Q'Brien, a registered Republican who has lived in Phoenix for 22 years, also decried the
GOP.

"Where are those Christian Republicans when it comes to integrity? They've ignored what this
President has done," he told CNN's Kyung Lah.

The third theme focuses on the Democrats bein
is done vicariously through the previous themes that presents the Republicans and Trump as fueled
by personal interests that they will protect regardlessofa evi dence and the De
convince the pub-daings, aocése that shouftl ha/e been @asity made with the
evidence available. Additionally, the Democrats are presented as worrying about the future of
America, as they fightgainst a wall of fake outrage and blindly loykfensdor a President who
betrayed his country.

ahead. The GOP's attack dogs may have succeeded in complicating what Democrats hoped
would be an easy-to-understand case that could convince the public of Trump's malfeasance in
a way that former special counsel Robert Mueller's voluminous Russia report could not.

"If this is not impeachable conduct, what is?" House Intelligence Chairman Adam Schiff, a
California Democrat, asked, arguing that the republic's values and the concept of an

accountable presidency were at stake for future generations.

6.1.1.3. CNN 19 November 2019
Alexander Vindman: White House's top Ukraine expert testifying in impeachment probe is

decorated Iraq War veteran (Cole2019)
This article covers the testimony from Lt. Col

story of what has happened | eading to the i mp

article, four themes can be found; 1) Lt. Col. Alexand®dman is portrayed in a positive light, 2)
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trust and transparency from Vindman, and 3) mistrust to administration officials, Trump and the

Republicans.

First and foremost, it is noticeable that there is a positive tendency throughout the artiotks towar
Vindman. Already in the title Vindman is being presented as a respectable man as he is both an expert
in his field and a decorated war veteran.

Alexander Vindman: White House's top Ukraine expert testifying
in impeachment probe is decorated Iraq War veteran

Lt. Col. Alexander Vindman, a decorated veteran who was born in Ukraine,

Moreover, to further push Vindmanoés credibild]i

too.

On Tuesday, Vindman's identical twin brother, Army Lt. Col. Yevgeny Vindman, a National
Security Council lawyer who handles ethics issues, is expected to attend his testimony,

according to a person familiar with the matter.

Correspondingly to the first theme, the second theme that can be detected, is the way the article builds
a certain trust to Vindman by including a large part of his background story and upbringing. This
vulnerability and transparency from Vindman buiédsonnection to the public and the members of

the Senate as he presents himself as part of the American Dream, hard working and humble, but also

as a person who respects American values, the culture and the country.

The White House aide told Congress in his opening statement that he has "served this country in
a nonpartisan manner ... with the utmaost respect and professionalism for both the Republican
and Democratic administrations." He noted that he has "never had direct contact or

communications" with Trump.

"The privilege of serving my country is not only rooted in my military service, but also in my
personal history. | sit here, as a Lieutenant Colonel in the United States Army, an immigrant," he
will say, according to his remarks. "My family fled the Soviet Union when | was three and a half
years old. Upon arriving in New York City in 1979, my father worked multiple jobs to support us,
all the while learning English at night. He stressed to us the importance of fully integrating into

our adopted country."

Vindman also said in his statement that he has been a Foreign Area Office specializing in Eurasia
since 2008 and that he has worked the US' embassies in Ukraine and Russia as part of that job.
He also worked for the chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, serving as a politico-military affairs

officer for Russia.
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It can be discussed how much thiis is just a repetition of what has been said in court, but

nevertheless, it is still information that portrays Vindman in a positive way which uses up a large part

of the article.

Moreover, the article also focuses a fair bit on the fact that Vindshnardecorated war veteran that

has served his country multiple times. War veterans are very respected in the US and the focus on

this part of Vindmanés | ife might for

According to his prepared remarks, Vindman — who was awarded a Purple Heart for his service
in Iraq after being wounded in an [ED attack and still carries shrapnel from the attack in his body,
according to a source close to him — told the House committee members how his family fled to
the US from the Soviet Union when he was a child.

Vindman served multiple overseas tours, including in South Korea and Germany in addition to his

deployment to Irag, according to his prepared remarks.

Besides the trust and transparency thduilt around Vindman on a personal level, the article also

many

Am

highlights that Vindman, from the beginning, expressed concerns about Trump and his phone call

with Zelensky, however, his concerns, notes and what he wanted published were never included.

Lt. Col. Alexander Vindman, a decorated veteran who was born in Ukraine, told the House
Intelligence Committee last month during a more than 10-hour closed-door deposition that he
reported concerns about Trump's July 25 call with the leader of Ukraine to the top National
Security Council lawyer within hours, and said some of the changes he tried to make to the
since-published transcript were left out, though he didn't say why.

between Trump and Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky. During his October 29 deposition,
he told the panel that one example of his attempts to change the transcript was to include
Trump telling Zelensky there were tapes of former Vice President Joe Biden, which The New York
Times has reported occurred where there's an ellipsis in the transcript that was released by the

White House. The change was not made.

The third and final theme of the article is seen in the way that the administration, Trump and the

Republicans are presented. The article mentions that multiple officials from the administration are

being called to testify in hearings concerningithpeachment, questioning the scale of the situation,

as the cover up attempts might have been large scale if multiple officials are being called upon. This

mistrust to the administration is expanded upon as Vindman explains that he was told to stay quiet

about the call that President Trump made.

His public hearing this week is part of a growing list of hearings the panel is holding with current
and former administration officials who are tied to the matters Democrats are probing. Many of
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Vindman also told lawmakers that later, he was told not to discuss the call with anyone else.

Building on this, it is evident that the article is framing Trump and the Republican party negatively.
By highlighting that an expert express concer
very paitive image of this expert, puts a negative frame on Trump shaking the trust between him and

the public.

Washington (CNN) — The White House's top Ukraine expert -- who expressed concerns about
President Donald Trump's phone call with the Ukraine President -- is set to appear on Tuesday

Moreover, it is mentioned that Vindman faced attacks by Trump and the Republican party in order to
avoid the truth being told, enhancing fineme of mistrust in both Trump and the Republicans, but
also presenting the Republicans as willing to attack an American patriot in order to protect their

President.

Last month, Vindman faced attacks by Trump and Republicans, who were seeking to discredit

the aide ahead of his potentially-damaging testimony.
Lastly, referring to a tweet made by Trump, the article mentions that Trump beli@rgereywho

has testified against him are people who are out to get him regardless of his actions. This portrays
Trump as a paranoid man in denial who sees everyone as an enemy and cannot acknowledge that he

might have done something wrong.

In a tweet on the morning of his testimony, Trump alleged that Vindman and others who have
testified about him as part of the impeachment inquiry are "Never Trumpers," though there is

little evidence Vindman is a political opponent of Trump's.

6.1.1.4. CNN 18 December 2019
An impeached Trump tries looking ahead, but uncertainty threatens Senate vindicatiofBrown
2019)

This article covers Trumpds perspective, acti
passing of the impeachmeaitticles. It provides the readers with an insight into the thoughts and
happenings from Trumpds perspective |l eading u
some extent kept the style of writing neutral as it is a repetition of what has kdppé&noughout

the article can be found three themes; 1) sympathy for Trump, 2) discussion of strategy, and 3) the

Democrats have experienced scandals too.
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The way the article presents the Presideantods
that he has not been given much information on what was going to happen, could create compassion

for the President whether the reader agrees or disagrees with him and his actions.

"What are they doing?" Trump asked a top Republican ally, Sen. Lindsey Graham, upon learning
Thursday morning that House Democrats may withhold sending articles of impeachment to the
Senate until they feel assured there will be a fair trial.

"I said, 'Mr. President, | don't know," Graham told reporters before traveling to the White House
to discuss the matter further with Trump.

Trump has hailed Van Drew's switch over the past several days, and used the unanimous
Republican opposition to impeachment as evidence of the party's unity. He hopes the solidarity
will extend in the Senate, but the future of the impeachment case was uncertain after House
Speaker Nancy Pelosi told reporters she would only transmit the articles once the outlines of the
trial were clear.

Whet her one agrees or di s ag repectdthat atpbrsofthatisngnd s
trial should be informed of what is happening. Many people, whether they support Trump or not, may
forget how much pressure he is under, also before the impeachment, so by presenting this perspective
of Tr ump 0 sreale some sympiathyHar the President regardless of political opinion.

Moreover, the article mentions that a former Democrat has changed party to the Republicans due to
the impeachment of Trump. Mentioning that a Democrat is changing party question®rwheth
impeaching Trump is rightfulAdditionally, the article continues by including a quote from the

President expressing his opinion on the impeachment.

The President met in the afternoon with Rep. Jeff Van Drew, the New Jersey lawmaker who is

switching parties from Democrat to Republican in opposition to Trump's impeachment.

"I don't feel like I'm being impeached because it's a hoax, it's a setup. It's a horrible thing they
did," Trump told reporters when asked how it feels to be the third president impeached by the
House.

The second theme in the article gives an 1ins
towards the trial. This information is released on the day of the passing of the articles of impeachment,
meaning that the public will be aware of the stregeghat the President could potentially use in trial.

An interesting observation is the apparent d

strategy prefered by his aides and associates. Whereas his aides and associates seem to prefer a mo
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logical and politicaldefence Trump is pushing for an aggressive strategy attempting to frame the
Democrats as impeaching him without evidence.

Some Trump associates have argued to the President that Cipollone is better suited for making a
legal argument in a courthouse -- and not a political one, which they feel will be needed for the
audience of senators on Capitol Hill and Americans watching at home.

As they await clarity, White House officials are grappling
with what one aide called a "central decision point" in
the legal preparations: who should play what role in
Trump's defense, and what the legal strategy should
look like.

Aides say Trump has advocated for an aggressive self-defense that might help shift public
opinion and convince more Americans that Democrats impeached him on spurious charges.

The third theme in the article is found when it is mentioned that former Democratic President Obama
wasi n a scandal regarding gun violence, referr
should have been impeached for the same crimes that President Trump is impeached for now. By
highlighting that the Democrats also were involved in a scandal, tilust and intentions for the

impeachment is put into question.

One possible avenue for Trump is looking back, to Barack Obama, with a suggestion --
supported possibly with Justice Department legal opinions -- that the former president should

have been impeached for blocking congressional Republicans from fully investigating the "Fast
and Furious" gun-running scandal.

The White House is expected to rely on Justice Department legal opinions issued under
Democratic administrations to make their case -- including arguing that, under House
Democrats' standard, Obama should have been impeached for withholding documents and

testimony from Republican investigators pursuing information about the "Fast and Furious"
scandal.

By mentioning that former Democratic President Obama should have been impeached by the same
crimes that Trump is facing now is a blow 1t
Democrats impeach Trump on behalf of his crimes or in order to hurt his reputation, especially due

to the fact that it is a Republicded chamber meaning there is a high chance of Trump being
acquitted without roclsolid evidence.
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Trump and his aides have long eyed a Senate trial as the venue for eventual vindication in the

saga, viewing the Republican-led chamber as a lock to acquit the President.

6.1.1.5. CNN 16 Janug 2020
Senate impeachment trial of Donald Trump officially begingHerb 2020)

This article covers the first day of trial providing transparent information on what has been going on
leading up to the trial. The article begins by generally discussing the court proceedings that are
necessary when beginning a trial while also mentiothiegconversations going on about briefings,

court documents and witnesses that both the Democrats and Republicans expect to receive from one
another. What is most noticeable about this article is the major focus at the end of the article about
Pel opie@akerSof the United States House of Repr
of managing the trial and the way she acted when signing the articles for the impeachment.
Throughout the article can be found two themes; 1) the proceedings aathartd 2) Democrats

and Nancy Pelosi seek a fair trial while Republicans neglect and dismiss evidence.

The article begins by explaining the proceedings of the trial. This is kept in a neutral language as it
summarizes the proceedings. Throughout thielarthe writing seems mostly neutral, however, it is

interesting to look at the perspective the article has on the Democrats and the Republicans.

(CNN) — The third Senate impeachment trial of a US president in history convened on Thursday
with the reading of the impeachment articles against President Donald Trump and the swearing
in of Supreme Court Chief Justice John Roberts and the senators who will decide whether
Trump should be removed from office.

The Senate conducted its ceremonial functions of the impeachment trial on Thursday before the
actual arguments will get underway next Tuesday. House Intelligence Chairman Adam Schiff, a
California Democrat and the lead impeachment manager, read the articles aloud in the chamber
while senators looked on from their desks.

The article highlights that the Democrats need at leasthwds of the vote to win meaning they
needa minimum of 20 Republicans to vote against the President. Presenting it like this, it seems like
an impossible win for the Democrats and their intentions behind the impeachment can therefore be
questioned why would a party impeach a President fully asvéiney will most likely not win?
Especially right before an upcoming election. However, there is also a chance that they were hoping

to gather enough evidence to get the votes needed to remove Trump from his position.
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The outcome of the trial is all but determined, as the two-thirds vote required to remove the
President would need 20 Republican senators to break ranks. But that doesn't mean the trial
itself won't have twists and turns — and potentially some surprises — as Senate Majority Leader
Mitch McConnell navigates the demands of his Senate conference, pressures from Democrats
and the whims of Trump and his Twitter account.

Moreover, the article highlights @h a nonpartisan believes that what Trump has done is wrong,
pushing the idea that it is Trump who is at fault and not the Democrats who are out to get him. Mixed
with the above mentioned, this also pushes the idea that the Republicans are blindlygrbtestp

at all costs.

And the Government Accountability Office, a nonpartisan congressional watchdog, said
Thursday that the Trump administration violated the law when it withheld Ukraine security aid
that Congress has appropriated.

As the second theme, the article focuses on Nancy Pelosi, Speaker of House, and her actions. It
presents Pelosi, and by extension the Democrats, as wanting a fair trial and the Republicans as
wanting to block evidence and testimonies from being presemtbe itrial. The article does this by
using Pelosi s statements that frames the Rep
want to consider new evidence in the trial. Additionally, this frames Pelosi and the Democrats in a
positive light & she is the one pushing for all evidence and witnesses being included in the trial,
suggesting that the Democrats are the ones fighting for a fair trial. This stance is further established
with a quote from the Senate Democratic Leader Chuck Schumeraybldlat the Democrats and

Pelosi will be communicating with the White House while teggtegizehowever, in contrast to the
Republicans, they will not be taking cues from President Trump or anyone else, suggesting that the
Republicans are not here tosaire justice but instead solely to protect the President. The idea of the

Republicans blindly following and protecting the President is a continuation from previous articles.

The trial is only beginning this week after House Speaker Nancy Pelosi withheld the formal
sending of the articles for four weeks while Democrats pushed for Republicans to agree to
calling witnesses and obtaining new documents for the trial.

Pelosi said at her weekly press conference Thursday that Senate Republicans are "afraid of the
truth," when asked what her response is to Senate Republicans who say they shouldn't have to
consider new evidence like the Parnas material because it wasn't included in the House
investigation.
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"They don't want to see documents, they don't want to hear from eyewitnesses," Pelosi said.
"They want to ignore anything new that comes up."

Asked if he would be in communication with House impeachment managers and Pelosi as they
craft their strategy, Schumer acknowledged that he would confer with them but argued it was
different from McConnell taking cues from Trump.

"We are taking our cues from nobody," Schumer said.
An interesting note for this article is the quote from McConnell pangito Pelosi. Where most of

the article seems to highlight the positives surrounding Pelosi and the Democrats, this quote presents
her as insensitive and disrespectful to the American Constitution and as possibly not taking this trial

as seriously as ith®uld be taken, as she is happily handing out pens.

McConnell on Thursday criticized Pelosi on the Senate floor for distributing souvenir pens while
signing the impeachment articles on Wednesday.

"Nothing says seriousness and sobriety like handing out souvenirs, as though this were a happy
bill-signing instead of the gravest process in our Constitution," he said.

6.1.1.6. CNN 05 February 2020
Trump acquitted at end of months long impeachment process, found not guilty of two articles
(Herb 2020)

This article focuses on Trumpds acquittal. He
00Obstruction of Congredxusds on thieacquttal gnd the pracesdhleading h e
up to it. Afterwards the article highlights the feud between Speaker of House Nancy Pelosi and
President Trump. This continues by letting the reader know what was said, done and voted, and by
who, during he trial. Throughout the article, thréleemes can be found) the focus on Sen. Mitt
Romney, 2) the feud between the Democrats and the Republicans, and 3) DeamtRdésnney
pushing for the truth

The first theme found in the article is the largeu®on Sen. Mitt Romney. Throughout the article, it

iIs mentioned several times that Romney, a Utah Republican, voted against Trump, finding him guilty
of his crimes. By highlighting the fact that there is a member from Trump's own party that votes
against im, and highlighting it several times, questions the integrity of the party and shuts down the

idea of the vote being fully partisan.
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But the final day of the Senate's impeachment trial was not without suspense: Sen. Mitt Romney,
a Utah Republican, found the President guilty of abuse of power, becoming the first senator in

US history to vote to remove from office a president from the same party.

Especially as the article includes an emotional quote by Romney about his respect for democracy
suggesting thadther Republicans who voted against the charges did not uphold their oath to the

Constitution and their nation since they are protecting a President who evidently corrupted the
election in order to stay in power.

"Were | to ignore the evidence that has been presented, and disregard what | believe my oath
and the Constitution demands of me for the sake of a partisan end, it would, | fear, expose my
character to history's rebuke and the censure of my own conscience," Romney said.

"Corrupting an election to keep oneself in office is
perhaps the most abusive and destructive violation of
one's oath of office that | can imagine," Romney said in
explaining his vote.

Moreover, the article then after inclkesl a paragraph highlighting an emotional side of Romney
turning to religion as guidance. Religion is very important to many Americans, and by including this

paragraph, the article adds even more likeability towards Romney.

In his Senate floor speech announcing his vote, Romney choked up while explaining how his
faith helped guide him to what he described as "the most difficult decision | have ever faced."

The second theme focuses or feud between the Democrats and the Republicans. This is a feud

that has always existed but following the impeachment, it seems to have heated even more.

Though Trump is likely to claim victory and vindication with the Senate's vote

The acquittal verdict was the final act of a four-month impeachment process that inflamed the
partisan tensions simmering throughout the course of the Trump administration, friction that
boiled over during the State of the Union even though Trump left impeachment out of his
speech. While Wednesday's vote marks the end of the formal impeachment process, Trump and

Moreover, the article mentions that the Democrats knew that their chances of winnirsgnatreo

the true intention behind the trial can be questioned, even with the Democrats denying that the
impeachment has nothing to do with the upcoming election. However, it suggests that the trial met
with heavy resistance from the White House and Riggauts, showing that the trial might have gone

very differently if all the evidence was brought to light.
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In the Senate, Democrats knew the votes were never there to remove the President. So they
focused their efforts on pushing for the trial to include testimony from witnesses and
subpoenaing documents that the White House blocked during the House's impeachment

inquiry.

Congress, the impeachment articles the House charged Trump with in December. Romney was
the sole Republican to vote to convict the President on the first article of impeachment, abuse of
power, joining with all Senate Democrats in a 52-48 not guilty vote. Romney voted with
Republicans against the obstruction of Congress charge, which fell along straight party lines, 53-

47 for acquittal.
Furthermore, the article presents the Republicans as wanting to block witnesses and evidence that

could prove wrongdoing by Trump, which links &arlier themes of the Republicans blindly

protecting Trump from anything no matter the cost. However, with that established the article then

includes a quote from Lamar Alexander who admits that Trump did something wrong but does not
want to remove him frm office. This presents the Republicans as puppets to Trump who are not
willing to take a stand even though they know that he committed wdoimgs and instead pushes

this responsibility on to the American people.

The week of the vote, a bomb was dropped on Republicans working to defeat the witness vote
— new revelations from the draft book manuscript of former national security adviser John
Bolton alleging the President told Bolton US aid was conditioned on Ukraine announcing
investigations into Democrats.

"The question then is not whether the President did it, but whether the United States Senate or

the American people should decide what to do about what he did," Alexander said Wednesday

explaining his vote.

This feud between the twzarties following the trial has pushed a prospect of a heated election as the

two parties are on edge following the trial and the acquittal.

speech. While Wednesday's vote marks the end of the formal impeachment process, Trump and
his Democratic detractors are sure to take up the fight over the ultimate significance of the
President's impeachment as the presidential campaign heats up.

“Today, the sham impeachment attempt concocted by Democrats ended in the full vindication
and exoneration of President Donald J. Trump," Grisham said.

This is especially evident when looking at the relationship between Pelosi and Trump that are
presented in tharticle. It is emphasised in how they exchange icy remarks with each other and how

Pelosi is quick to remark that even if Trump was not removed from office, he is impeached for life.
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House Speaker Nancy Pelosi, whose icy exchanges with Trump during the State of the Union
only underscored the acrimony of the impeachment process, has been quick to remind Trump
he's now been "impeached for life" by the House. Democrats have dismissed the Senate trial as

he's now been "impeached for life" by the House. Democrats have dismissed the Senate trial as
a cover-up for the President after Senate Republicans refused to consider new and important

evidence.

However, while the article is mostly on the Democratic side, it diggdight a quote from McConnell
commenting on how Pelosi refuses to accept the verdict, suggesting that Pelosi does not believe in

the system that she is a part of or that she instigated the trial because of personal feelings of anger

towards Trump, whitc were shut down by the Republicans.

"The speaker of the House says that she refuses to
accept this acquittal," McConnell said. "Whatever that
means. Perhaps she will tear up the verdict like she tore
up the State of the Union address. So | would ask my
distinguished colleagues across the aisle, is this really,

really where you want to go?"

By focusing a part of the article on this, and the feud between the two parties in general, the article

stages a very black and white battle between the two parties and the people involved. There is no

qguestion that each party is always seeking to win, but highlighting the trial in this way, the

impeachment becomes a political battlefield.

Lastly, the third theme highlights the quotes made by Democrats in court and by Romney who voted
againstTrump. All these quotes involve the fact that the truth needs to be spoken, evidence must be

considered and that everyone has a duty they must fulfil.

"If you find that the House has proved its case and still vote to acquit, your name will be tied to
his with a cord of steel and for all of history," Schiff said. "But if you find the courage to stand up
to him, to speak the awful truth to his rank falsehood, your place will be among the Davids who

took on Galiath. If only you will say enough."

"Were | to ignore the evidence that has been presented, and disregard what | believe my oath
and the Constitution demands of me for the sake of a partisan end, it would, | fear, expose my
character to history's rebuke and the censure of my own conscience," Romney said.
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Democrats praised Romney for standing up to his party, but the backlash was swift in
Republican circles. Romney's GOP Senate colleagues said they were disappointed, downplaying
the significance of his vote, while the President's son Donald Trump Jr. called for Romney to be
expelled from the Republican Party.

"I cannot and will not shrink from my duty to defend the constitution and to do impartial justice,"
Jones said.

Including these quotes frames the trial as a just cause because they refer to the factiteahalesp
votes being against the Democrats, there is plenty of evidence to support their claim, so much in fact,
that a former senior Republican has changed party. This calls into question the integrity and
transparency of the vote, if the sole reason Truwap acquitted is because of the fact that there are
more Republicans voting and that the Republicans are blindly protecting their President in order to
not lose the power that follows the presidency. At the same time, the backlash from the Republican

parly targeted at Romney presents the party as a loyal attack dog that will not accept free thinking.

6.1.1.7. CNN 06 February 2020

Trump launches vindictive impeachment victory lap(Liptak 2020)

This article solely f olengaqited. it fodusea amptiée sSThursdaya ¢ t |
afternoon event and afterwards at a morning prayer breakfast. Throughout the article can be found

two themes; 1) an angry Trump, and 2) a negative frame of Trump and the Republicans.

As mentioned, this articlprimarily focuses on Trump's acquittal by focusing on his reaction to it.
Despite an acquittal, Trump seems very angry towards everyone that is, or has been, thinking of him
and his actions as being wrog.the same time, it is mentioned that some Répabs were hoping

Trump had learned a lesson in humility, which Trump promptly shut down as he rambled for hours,

calling out rivals and bouncing between disparate injustices.

But any Republican who hoped he'd learned lessons from his experience was likely disabused of
the notion as he railed against his rivals and insisted he'd done nothing wrong.

There was no indication he planned to adopt a new approach following the ordeal. Instead,
Trump spent more than an hour bouncing between disparate injustices and angry asides.

Following months of investigations, accusations and trial, it is undeedt@nthat the process must
have been exhausting, however, the article only includes the anger that has followed Trump after his

acquittal, and in addition to this, the artic
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Oi nsul ti ng@ towhram pontrayihgehinr ds @ rambling mad man who sees enemies

everywhere.

Washington (CNN) — President Donald Trump emerged vindictive and angry at a rambling, mostly

mean-spirited noontime event on Thursday meant to mark his impeachment acquittal.

It was a stream-of-consciousness victory lap that even Trump acknowledged had no real format.

"It's not a news conference, it's not a speech, it's not anything," he said of the event, which
seemed at various moments to be ending only to gain speed again with another round of insults.

Foll owing this, the article has included some

he believes are out to get him.

On Sen. Mitt Romney, the Utah Republican who voted
to convict: a "failed presidential candidate" who "used
religion as a crutch."

On James Comey, the FBI director he fired: "A dirty
cop" who represented "top scum" at the agency.

On the Russia investigation led by special counsel
Robert Mueller: "It was all bulls**t."

On House Speaker Nancy Pelosi and Senate Minority

Leader Chuck Schumer, who led the effort to oust him

from office: "In my opinion, it's almost like they want to destroy our country."

To some Trumpds anger might be justified, but
also including quotes with him stating he has done nothing wrong, he is portrayed as angry and

childish, that he believes that he has done nothing wrongdtegarof the evidence presented in trial.

"We've been going through this now for over three years. It was evil, it was corrupt, it was dirty
cops, it was leakers and liars. And this should never, ever happen to another president, ever,"

Afterwards, the article compares Trump and his reaction to former Democratic President Clinton who
was also impeached. In this instance, the comparison of the two Presidents is used to portray Trump
as irresponble and somewhat disrespectful towards the American pebptéhermore, Trump is

shown to not care about uniting the nation or government as he has no intentions of apologising for
his actions that led to this event, instead he deepens the divide Ildy #wgmwing out accusations
against all who oppose him. Additionally, the artitlehersthe frame of a blindly loyal Republican

party, worrying where Trump will go next as the Republicans seemingly do not have any interest in

addressing any corrupt actions from their President.
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"As everybody knows, my family, our great country and your president have been put through a
terrible ordeal by some very dishonest and corrupt people," he said.

He added later: "When they impeach you for nothing, then you're supposed to like them, it's not
easy folks. | do my best."

The message wasn't one of conciliation, apology or regret, which is how the last president to be
impeached, Bill Clinton, ended his trial.

Unlike Clinton, Trump will face voters in November. And there are almost no examples from his
presidency of admissions he was wrong.

The GOP fealty to the President has Trump's critics worried about where he'll go next. With no
apparent conseguence for behavior they see as corrupt, Trump will enter his reelection

campaign unchecked and unbound.

Furthermore, the article suggests that this trial has baffact on Trump as he returns to the same
allegations against the Biden family, again ending the paragraph by establishing that there is no
evidence pointing to wrondoing by them. This further establishes Trump as a President who is only

interested irattacking his rivals and not looking out for America's interests.

And on Thursday he returned to his original allegations against Joe and Hunter Biden, who he
insisted engaged in corruption despite no evidence of wrongdoing.

Finally, the article returns to a previous th
even though they admit he did something wrong. This is done through a series ofpberagthe

end of the article mentioning how the Republ
Ukraine was not acceptable but still voted against impeachment. This suggests that the Republicans
are not interested in justice or protecting the Aoaar people, instead simply interested in protecting

their Republican President. This notion is further established with the mention of Romney being
threatened with eviction from the Republican Party for his decision to vote against the President and
withcritics being worried about what Trump will

him to proceed unchecked and unbound.

Even as some Republican senators acknowledged Trump's behavior toward Ukraine was wrong,
there was little political conseguence for Trump since they voted to keep him in office.

Romney, the one Republican who voted to convict, has been shunned by Trump's allies. The

President's son even suggested he be evicted from the Republican Party.
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The GOP fealty to the President has Trump's critics worried about where he'll go next. With no
apparent consequence for behavior they see as corrupt, Trump will enter his reelection
campaign unchecked and unbound.

6.1.2. Fox News
In this section, we will be analysing each article from Fox News individually. The analysislelyi
be based on what is written in the articles. Here, we will focus on frames by finding the themes in

each article and understand how each theme is presented.

6.1.2.1. Fox News 25 September 2019

Republicans wantwh i s t | e solrcesy asrinéanisisteies in complaint emerggRe 2019)

The article describes the happenings surrounding the release of the whistleblower complaint.
However, instead of being focused on the complaint and the allegations within it, the article focuses
much of its attention odismissing all claims made in the complaint.

There are three pervasive themes in the article; 1) the allegations are false and there is an explanation
for them, 2) Republicans want the whistleblower to be identified as these allegations are inconsistent

and the leaks might be criminal, and 3) Joe Biden needs to be investigated.

The first theme, pertaining to the validity of the allegations in the complaint, is seen in the handling
of the allegations themselves. In the article, all the allegations in the complaint are referred to only as
hearsay and are always shut down immedjatter they are presented. For example, it is established
early on that phone calls, like the one in question in the complaint, have been stored on a different
server than normal by the Trump administration for a while. This establishes this practicmalk n

and casts doubts on the allegations put forth in the complaint, as these call the practice into question.

The whistleblower's complaint, released earlier in the day, contained no firsthand
accounts of wrongdoing. It cited information from White House officials who alleged
there'd been efforts to hide Trump's July phone call with Ukrainian President Volodymyr
Zelensky, among other conversations. The Trump administration reportedly began
placing transcripts of Trump's calls with several foreign leaders in a highly classified
repository after leakers publicly divulged the contents of Trump's private calls with the
leaders of Mexico and Australia in 2017.
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Trump administration officials allegedly said White House attorneys "directed” them to
remove the transcript of the call from the computer system where they normally were
kept, according to the complaint. Instead, the transcript allegedly was kept on a system
normally used for classified information. The whistleblower said that, according to White
House officials, it was "not the first time" a presidential transcript was placed into this
system in order to protect politically sensitive information and not national security-

sensitive information.

By establishing that the allegations in the complaint are only hearsay, the article shines a light of
doubt on the entire complaint, whildads into the next theme of Republicans questioning the validity

of the complaint as inconsistencies arise around it.

The second t heme hopRepublicans awh @ rse e lns itthe tthreutih
complaint with alleged misconduatn ddenfocrat® who ramp up | mpeachmeri
inconsistent complaint as their origin. In the article, the Republicans are presented as the ones actually
thinking rationally about the complaint, by having them question inconsistencies withpustmdg

for the whistleblower to be identified, to obtdirst-handknowledge of how they know the things

they know and whether they have any credible sources for the complaint. On top of this, they are also
used to call the legality of the complaint irdaestion, as the information leaked within could be

considered classified in nature.

Top Republicans on Thursday pushed to identify the White House officials who told a
whistleblower of alleged misconduct by the Trump administration, as Democrats ramped
up their impeachment inquiry -- and several apparent inconsistencies emerged in the
whistleblower's complaint.

Rep. Andy Biggs, R-Ariz., a member of the House Judiciary Committee, told Fox News'
"Shepard Smith Reporting” on Thursday that the administration had an apparent "leak
problem," adding, "if they're leaking something that's supposed to be classified, then ...
that probably is criminal in nature.”

Additionally, they use President Trumpos stat
a spy, framing the complaint as a hostile act of treason that is put forth in an attempt to scandalise

him, which the Democrats are framed as using td pusimpeachment of Trump.
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"I want to know who's the person, who's the person who gave the whistleblower the
information? Because that's close to a spy,” Trump said, according to audio of his
remarks at a private event in a New York hotel obtained by The Los Angeles Times. "You
know what we used to do in the old days when we were smart? Right? The spies and
treason, we used to handle it a little differently than we do now "

Every time the Democrats are mentioned they are presented as being associated with the complaint
and the false cry for impeachment. This is seen in two places. First, in the beginning of the article
where theDemocrats are ramping up their impeachment inquiry on the basis of this complaint.
Second, with the mention of Committee Chairman Adam Schiff who pressured the Director of
National Intelligence into agreeing with him on the need for further investigdins also presents

an idea of the Democrats being more deeply connected to the complaint as they are not trying to

question any inconsistencies within but instead pushing people to agree to an investigation into
Trumpdbs actions.

Top Republicans on Thursday pushed to identify the White House officials who told a
whistleblower of alleged misconduct by the Trump administration, as Democrats ramped

up their impeachment inquiry -- and several apparent inconsistencies emerged in the
whistleblower's complaint.

But after maintaining his composure for most of the morning, his frustration showed
through at the end, when House Intelligence Committee Chairman Adam Schiff, D-Calif,,
repeatedly pressed him to agree that the matter needed to be investigated.

The final theme in tharticle is presented in the conclusion. It finishes by mentioning the investigation
into Democrat Joe Biden effectively diverting the focus away from the issue of misconduct from
President Trump by presenting a more pressing and already establishedthainstould be
investigated instead. At the same time, the article mentions the freeze of military aid for Ukraine that
President Trump had issued, which was a major issue being discussed in relation to the call to the

Ukrainian President, but, as with thkegations from the complaint, ensures to shut down the problem
immediately afterwards.

Joe Biden has acknowledged on camera that, when he was vice president, he
successfully pressured Ukraine to fire the prosecutor, Viktor Shokin, who was
investigating the natural gas firm Burisma Holdings — where Biden's son Hunter had
a highly lucrative role on the board.
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Trump made the request on the call for Ukraine to look into the Bidens after Zelensky first
mentioned Ukraine's corruption issues, and after Trump separately requested as a "favor”
that Ukraine help investigate foreign interference in the 2016 elections, including the
hack of the Democratic National Committee (DNC) server involving CrowdStrike.

The call came not long after Trump had frozen millions of dollars in military aid to
Ukraine. However, the aid was later released to Ukraine, and the Ukrainians were unaware

the money was frozen in the first place until more than a month after Trump's call with
Zelensky, according to The New York Times.

An interesting note for this article is that they establish early on that storing such transcripts on a
highly-classifieds er ver i s nor mal procedure. The articl
the transcript was intercepted before it coutdpttaced on the normal servers that such phone calls
are stored in, to be placed into a national security server which is under far more levels of security,
even though the call did not fall under the guidelines for being stored on this secure servallsThis

the validity of the complaint into question, as this is already presented as normal procedure. However,
in the tweet that they link to afterwards it is clear that it is definitely not normal procedure for the
White House to lock down such transcsipt

Natasha Bertrand & L
@NatashaBertrand

NEW: Former Trump official confirms that WH started placing
Trump call transcripts into NSC’s codeword system—effectively
concealing them—sometime after Mexico, Australia transcript
leaks in 2017.

Experts say doing that poses whole host of natsec risks.
politico.com/story/2019/09/ ..

White House ‘lockdown’ of transcript would be highly unusual

The allegations surprised former White House and National Security
Council officials.

The tweet presents this pr ocedhighheunuswsd aa crtiisokn t
take. However, even after having linked to a tweet that establishes that this procedure is highly

unusual and having established that the White Hdase secure these calls on highly secure servers,
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even if the calls are not qualified for these servers, the article proceeds to normalise this procedure

by not questioning it.

6.1.2.2. Fox News 13 November 2019
Trump impeachment witnesses' weaknesses exposed in first day of public hearir{f§ex News
2019)

The article presents the happenings of the first day of hearings in the impeachment trial. As a whole,
it presents the case against President Trumpfaifuge from the beginning which only consists of
hearsay and false allegations. There are two pervasive themes; 1) Testimonies and allegations are
hearsay with no real evidence, which are shut down by the Republicans, and 2) the actions of Joe
Biden shoull be investigated.

The first theme is seen throughout the article, as it ensures that every allegation or testimony that is
presented are immediately shut down and that Republicans are presented as in the right. This is in
particular seen through two sicts of the article. First, they mention a new allegation which was

presented during the hearing.

Still, the first day of testimony offered one previously undisclosed allegation. Career
diplomat William Taylor, the charge d'affaires in Kiev, asserted that the president was
overheard by a member of his staff on July 26 asking EU Ambassador Gordon Sondland
about “the investigations.” Sondland supposedly responded that “the Ukrainians were
ready to move forward." Taylor said that following Sondland's call with Trump, the
member of his staff asked what Trump thought about Ukraine.

Before immediately having Republicans shoot down the allegation and ensure that the testimony is
described as hearsay while mentioning a previous testifnomyAmbassador Sondland.

But Republicans pointed out that Taylor's testimony was unverifiable hearsay, several
layers deep -- and that Sondland has previously testified that Trump explicitly told him
there were "no quid pro quo's of any kind" with Ukraine.

This shows the pattern for presenting allegations still persists from the previous article and that
Republicans are here to ensure that only proper evidence is considered. In doing so, they establish
the complaint, the trial antthe Democrats as being false, as there is no evidence and no witnesses

that have actual firdtand knowledge of the happenings.
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The article also focuses on the potential lack of support from Democrats, with the mention of how
few votes the Democratsustlose before the impeachment cannot go through, as well as the second
paragraph i n t hecrities miay aoguee tmeaitt i oméng Was no
all egati ons pr es emdderale,Demobradsc Imomieg Inte smd lkaencage T hi
as a hoax but also suggests that the Democratic party is trying to present a fake case which is only

believable if you blindly follow the Demaocratic party.

Critics may argue that Democrats' first witnesses failed to directly prove that Trump, in a
July 25 phone call, tried to pressure Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky into
investigating Joe Biden's family business dealings in the country in exchange for the
release of about $400 million in military aid. That might make more moderate Democrats
hesitant to impeach Trump.

Interestingly, they mention CNN and how they do not seem persuaded Wtrieeses that have
been presented. This implies that CNN is part of the Democratic crusade to impeach Trump and

should be part of the group that would believe these allegations completely.

Not even CNN seemed persuaded. CNN analyst Jeffrey Toobin, a former federal
prosecutor, noted that Democrats had a "problem,” in that their key withesses Wednesday
had never directly interacted with Trump.

In the final paragraph, the article shifts its focu$tomp who mentions that he is too busy to witness
t hwitchihund tr i al , presenting the trial as a hoa
President Trump in a bad manner, but also presenting Trump in a positive light as a President who

still works for his country even under the pressure of such a trial.

Trump, for his part, said he was too busy to watch Wednesday's hearing. At a news
conference with Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan, Trump called Democrats'
efforts a hopeless "witch hunt" and vowed to release another transcript of an earlier call
with Ukraine on Thursday. Public testimony in the Trump impeachment inquiry hearing is
set to resume Friday with Marie Yovanovitch, a former U.S. ambassador to Ukraine. Click
here for more on our top story.

The final t heme suggests that President Tr umj
Ukraine were justified by mentioning a testimony from Democrat key witness George Kent.
Interestig | vy , they do not directly say he agreed
fiappeared he support ed appgeammancea rod iat cwad Itilce ff i nt
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Another key witness for Democrats on Wednesday, George Kent, deputy assistant
secretary of state for Europe, appeared to give testimony that supported Trump's
concerns about Biden's family dealings in Ukraine. Kent testified that he would "love” to
see Ukraine look into the circumstances surrounding the closure of a probe tied to
natural gas firm Burisma Holdings, while also raising concerns that Hunter Biden's role
on the board of that firm created the appearance of a conflict of interest.

6.1.2.3. Fox News 19 November 2019
Vi ndman accuses Trump of making i mproper Ukra
(Pappas 2019)

This article revolves around the happenings o
from Jennifer Williams who is aide to Vice Presitld’ence. The article is a shift in direction
compared to the previous two. It highlights aralidatesthe allegations made against Trump by
focusing heavily on the testimony from Lt. Col. Vindman but without debunking or shutting down

the statements th&e makes. Throughout the article there are three pervasive themes; 1) Vindman
and Williams are credible witnesses or at least someone to respect, 2) Republicans and the White

House are in tension with the credible witnesses, and 3) Biden family needsrtddy investigation.

The first theme presents itself geveralways but mostly in the way Vindman is presented with
mentions of his military career and his assurance to his father that telling the truth in America is not
something to be afraid of as it is in Russia. The references to his military background friesasts

a patriotic American who has fought and shed blood for his country, establishing him as a reliable
witness who needs to be respected. Furthermore, the paragraph explaining how he shut down the
offers from Ukraine to beconaefenceminister adds toik patriotic image, with the addition of him
notifying the chain of command establishing him as a man who follows the law and works for

America.

Addressing Vindman -- who wore his Army uniform to Tuesday's hearing -- Schiff said, "I
note that you have shed blood for America, and we owe you an immense debt of
gratitude." Vindman referenced his family's history of moving from the Soviet Union to
the United States 40 years ago, saying appearing for testimony in Russia would “surely
cost me my life." But addressing his father, Vindman said today, “Do not worry, | will be
fine for telling the truth."

Pageb8 of 156



Nielsen, M. & Engsholt, M. AalborgUniversity

In another revelation, Vindman said Oleksandr Danylyuk, Zelensky's former national
security adviser, asked Vindman to be the defense minister in Ukraine on a number of
occasions, including three times around the time of the inauguration.

Vindman called the request "comical” and said he didn't leave the door open on the offer.
"Every single time | dismissed it," he said, adding that he notified the chain of command
back home.

At the same time, Democrats are presented as the protectors of these credible witnesses, as the

Democratglefend them from attacks made from President Trump who accused both of them of being

a ndver Trumpay, suggesting that they are only tryin

In his opening remarks, the top Democrat on the panel,
Schiff, defended both withesses against recent attacks,
telling Williams “we all saw the president's tweet about you
on Sunday afternoon" accusing her of being a "Never
Trumper." Williams later rejected that term, under
questioning Tuesday.

The second theme plagéf the first theme. While establishing Vindman as a credible witness who

has shed blood for his country and is only here to tell the truth, the article presents the White House
and the Republicans as fithe bad guyssdensiotvhi | e
between the Republicans and Vindman, suggesting that the Republicans are in conflict with a credible

witness, who can no longer just be dismissed as hearsay.

The tension between Vindman and Republicans was evident after the revelation: at one
point, when California Rep. Devin Nunes, the top Republican on the committee, called him
“Mr. Vindman," the witness replied, "it's Lt. Col. Vindman."

At the same ti medownpliyeg Wihh ¢ eh ¢ddl@anuismgn sindins wot hTi

attacks on the witnesses, is generally portrayed as wanting to shut down a credible witness.

The White House downplayed the hearing, though, as a debate over two individuals'
personal opinions about a call that Americans can read for themselves. During the
hearing, Trump tweeted a video calling the inquiry a "charade." He also spoke to reporters
at the White House, saying, "Republicans are absolutely killing it. Because it's a big
scam." He added: "What's going on is a disgrace."

It is interesting, however, that excluding mention of Democrats defending the witnesses, the

Democrats are still presented as only wantinigutnish Trump and withholding important knowledge
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in the case, while Vindman is wholly presented as credible. This suggests that, even though
Vindmanés testimony and all egations can be tr

are still potrayed as an organisation doing all they can to go after Trump.

Republicans on the committee dismissed the testimony, with Nunes calling the
Democrat-led inquiry a “partisan frenzy” while blasting the media coverage over what he
called a "fevered rush to tarnish and remove" Trump. He referenced recent media reports
that Democrats have shifted the wording they use to describe the allegations against the
president from "quid pro quo" to “bribery” after conducting focus groups with voters. At
the end of the hearing, he said there was "no evidence" presented for impeachment.

Republicans also lamented how Democrats won't grant
their request to call the anonymous whistleblower who
ignited the impeachment probe to testify to

lawmakers. “Now that the whistleblower has successfully
kickstarted impeachment, he has disappeared from the
story—as If the Democrats put the whistleblower in their
own witness protection program,” Nunes said.

The final theme is presented at the end of the article, where it is made a point of mentioning the Biden
familyés involvement in the cpeesgousasides ofddudiagi n e ,

these final mentions of the Biden family.

Hunter Biden was a board member of Ukrainian energy company Burisma Holdings,
which had been under investigation before then-Vice President Biden pressured Ukraine

to fire the prosecutor in charge.

6.1.2.4. Fox News 18 December 2019
House votes to impeach Trump over Ukraine dealings, as Pelosi floats holding up Senate trial

(Re & Schultz 2019)

This article pertains to the happenings immediately after the vote to impeach Trump. Throughout the
article there are five pervasive themesthke impeachment vote was only backed by Democrats, but
even Democrats do not agree with it, 2) the Democrats have left politics and law aside in a crusade
to impeach Trump, 3) Republicans represent America and are worried for the future of politics, 4)
Trump did nothing wrong and is not worried but instead frustrated that the Democrats are allowed to

do this, and 5) Joe Biden is the real criminal in this case.
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Throughout the article, it is made clear that the entire impeachment process is only bejatgahsti

by the Democrats who are pushing the impeachment forward without any supporters from the
Republican side. Along with this, the impeachment and the entire process behind it is being presented
as an illegitimate process where nothing has been prowkeit enbeing forced to the Senate. This

sets the impeachment, and the Democratic support, up as a sham that cannot be trusted.

Without any Republican support, the House on Wednesday night voted to impeach
President Trump for “abuse of power” and "obstruction of Congress” related to his
dealings with Ukraine, making Trump the third American president ever to be impeached.

"Today marks the culmination in the House of one of the most shameful political
episodes in the history of our Nation,” the White House said. "Without receiving a single
Republican vote, and without providing any proof of wrongdoing, Democrats pushed
illegitimate articles of impeachment against the President through the House of
Representatives. Democrats have chosen to proceed on this partisan basis in spite of the
fact that the President did absolutely nothing wrong. Indeed, weeks of hearings have
proved that he did nothing wrong."

Within the first theme, it is also established that not all Democrats are behind the partisan push for
theimpeachment. In doing so, it presents the Democratic party as a fractured organisation but, more
importantly, it reaffirms the notion that the impeachment allegations are false and the impeachment

is being pushed through because the Democrats simply evemnpéach Trump no matter the cost.

Additionally, it is also suggested that even the House Speaker is worried about the strength of the
impeachment case and, by extension, the legitimacy of the case, as she withholds the articles of
impeachment. Thidurther establishes that the Democratic party is not a united front in this

impeachment and that the impeachment might not have a credible case behind it.
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