Donald Trump is a Great Big Capitalist Toad: A Look at Media Bias in the United States
Let’s be honest: I hate Donald Trump.
  I have a lot of reasons.  He is a sexist pig that said he’d want to date his own daughter is a start, 
but then there’s also his total ignorance on foreign policy and many domestic issues – and let’s not forget his Hitler-like appreciation of blacks, Muslims, and Latinos. If I had to write an article about him, I don’t think I could avoid being biased.
  I suppose it’s a good thing I’m not a reporter. I don’t know how they do it, remain objective.  Media bias, defined as showing favoritism to one side or one group or one individual in the reporting of events, is rampant in American culture.  
To demonstrate what I mean, I’m going to examine two popular sources: the much maligned FOX news and just as maligned CNN. 
Of the two, both display bias, but I would argue that CNN is the more accurate of the two.

My first trip was to FOXnews.com where I figured the bias would be obvious
. Yes, I know that by assuming they are biased, I make myself biased, but now I’m out to prove that my assumption is accurate. I immediately headed for the opinion tab as that is usually the quickest way to find if a source favors
 any particular side. I looked at the first 20 stories on the opinion page. Of those 20, 14 concerned the Republicans, three concerned the democrats, and three concerned topics that were fairly a-political (not related to politics), so the first form of bias I found is bias through story selection. Why is this important? Because it proves to me that FOX news really doesn’t care about providing equal coverage to the political parties, something you would think would be necessary to have a well-informed democracy. 
Isn’t a knowledgeable public a necessary thing for a stable democratic government?

Numbers aside, I next started looking at the words FOX news used in their headlines. An anchor of a FOX news program, Gretchen Carlson offered us the headline: “Will Dialogue with Pope help or hurt Trump?” Now, I happen to have heard of this story and I wouldn’t classify the soundbite exchange as a “Dialogue.” The Pope implied that Trump was un-Christian by stating that anyone who talks about building walls instead of building bridges is un-Christian. 
This seemed to clearly target Trump’s idea about building a wall along the U.S. Mexican border.  Trump fired back saying that when ISIS attacked the Vatican that the Pope will be wishing for a Trump presidency. This isn’t a dialogue. A dialogue implies an intelligent conversation about ideas. This was clashing of personalities. Trump’s response in no way addressed the Pope’s comment, so when Carlson called it a “Dialogue”, she was giving Trump WAY too much credit and revealing that she clearly favored him. The use of the word “Dialogue” is an example of bias through loaded words - deliberately portraying Trump in a positive light. 
This is another form of favoritism.
 Why is this important? Because a media source should be objective, should portray people as they are, otherwise it seems like the media is trying to manipulate people into liking someone they shouldn’t. It confuses fact and opinion and undermines democracy, a core of our society.
With FOX news obvious conservative bias established by a two minute look at their page, I turned my attention to CNN.
 Luckily CNN has an opinion page, too. I did the same thing here, examining the top twenty stories. Of the first twenty, six focused on Republicans, four focused on Democrats, and ten were non-partisan. Immediately, there seems to better balance of news stories here and I’m already thinking CNN is probable the more accurate of the two sources, BUT 
I did notice another trend: Bias by omission 
- in this case the omission of one candidate altogether. Stories about Bernie Sanders are nowhere to be found. It seems that CNN is focused only on the establishment Democratic candidate, Hillary Clinton. While there seems to be a balance between Republicans and Democrats, there definitely is favoritism 
shown toward Big Money, Big SuperPAC Hillary and grassroots Bernie Sanders. 
In other words, CNN favors established Democrats. It makes me wonder if CNN’s parent company is some of the money behind the Clinton campaign. In fact…

I just googled CNN’s parent company
. It is Turner Broadcasting, which merged with Time Warner about twenty years ago and - yep, Time Warner, sure enough, is big donor to Hillary Clinton. In fact, they are the eighth largest donor. Which leads me to ask the question: Can you trust a network to be unbiased, fair, and objective when they INVEST money in a political candidate? 
Yeah, I don’t think so either. And if they are already favoring Hillary so heavily in the coverage when the opponent is another Democrat, then how badly will they skew the coverage if comes down to Hillary against a Republican? 

Which leads me to another inquiry: Who is FOX news’ parent company? Do they donate to a political candidate? The answer: FOX News parent company is 21st Century 
Fox/News Corp. and despite owner Rupert Murdoch’s noted conservatism, his son James and his company send large amounts of money to…(drum roll)...Hillary...Clinton? Yes. Hillary Clinton. In fact, they are the ninth largest donor - right behind CNN’s Time Warner. Can I get a: “What the Hell?”


So, after examining two separate media sources, FOX News and CNN, and finding bias in both and then conducting a little research and finding that, behind the scenes, they both support the same political candidate, I can certainly conclude that I was right.
 Bias is rampant and in some cases, very well disguised. Of the two, I still see CNN as the most accurate, though I am hesitant to do so. They have a broader range of editorials and greater balance between Republican and Democratic stories, 
but still, I find it troubling that a supposedly objective media source also funds the political campaign of someone they are supposed to be covering fairly and neutrally. Favoritism 
is evident and the impact of this bias is all too real: The democratic process is being undermined by the media, the very same institution that is supposed to be the watchdog of the free world. It is becoming increasingly apparent that citizens are manipulated from all directions, Wall Street and the corporate world, the government and their political parties, and even the press who should be OUR voice in this mess of country, not the bullhorn of political parties and corporations. 

�I needed something to catch the readers' attention, so I went with a direct statement of hate. Intense emotions and direct statements pull people in. I hope.


�That should shock people! A good use of pathos!


�At this point I'm starting to transition to the topic


�Here I meet another requirement - defining media bias in my own words.


�Here is where I introduce my sources and state what I am attempting to do: prove that media bias exists


�And here is where I put my thesis, the idea I’m looking to prove


�My topic sentence presents the two things this paragraph will be about: FOX news and bias.


�I defined "media bias" by using the word favoritism, so I'm using the word "favor" here to connect my writing together by linking the idea


�This strategy of asking a question and then providing an answer is called a hypophora. I like using them because they allow me to write quick, clear answers.


�This is our old friend the rhetorical question - a question with an answer so obvious you don't need to answer it. It's another rhetorical strategy.


�I went back and added this detail in because if I'm writing about ideas and their failure to clash, then I'd better describe the ideas.


�This is all my commentary about the example. It doesn't do my ideas any good to present proof and then not tell what it proves.


�Again, I bring up favoritism to help connect the ideas in my essay


�This is my transition sentence.


�I use all caps for this. It's a style choice that I'm hoping will call attention to the importance of what follows.


�This is another device – colon amplification. It helps the reader notice an important detail (whatever comes right after the colon)


�favoritism - again, using the words to connect my writing together.


�The way I chose to describe people and things (diction) - is something that builds my voice, the personality of the paper.


�This is another stylistic choice. In this case, I'm trying to create a dramatic pause that mirrors the pause in my actual writing process as I step away from the paper to do some quick research


�another use of the rhetorical question device. Also the caps again to add stress to the idea


�More colon amplification 


�Develops my voice by making my frustration/anger obvious


�The topic sentence of my conclusion directly relates to my thesis


�Here I give my reasons behind my conclusion


�favoritism again! keep connecting the writing


�And this is why being able to detect bias is important - no one is looking out for us, we must do it ourselves





