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Agenda Setting in the 2004 Presidential Election
{Abstract )

This project builds on the previous research that more focused on the candidate-media
dynamic within the agenda setting process and extends the research in the direction of strategy
framing. By examining candidate’s agenda and media agenda of the 2004 Presidential Election
in Taiwan, this study will investigate the dynamics between candidate agenda and media agenda.
Specifically, the directions of influences between candidates and media of the issue frames and
strategy frames through the campaign will be explored. Content analysis will be conducted to
investigate the relationships between the candidate agenda and the media agenda, including
news releases and news coverage on television and newspapers. Inter-media agenda setting
dynamics will also be studied.

The other purpose of this study isto exploreif the president’s agenda setting is different
from those of other candidates' . We expect president’s influence on media decreases as the
voting day approaches.

Data sources of the candidate agenda were press rel eases downloaded from the candidate’s
websites. The media agenda, from August 2003 through March 2004, were acquired by content
analyzing the news coverage of the China Times, the United Daily News, the Liberty Times, and
the Apple Dalily..

Keywords: Agenda setting, issue frame, media coverage, news releases, presidential election,
strategy frame
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