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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

The post-WWII American conservative movement focused primarily on the threat
of communism to the American capitalist economic structure. These countemerise
successfully framed communism as fundamentally opposite to the foundations on which
America was built. After the fall of communism in Russia in the late 1980s and coupled
with the increased environmental awareness during the 1970s and 1980s, the American
conservative movement shifted its focus from the red threat and to the greenfthreat
global environmentalism (Dunlap and McCright 2010).

In the early stages of the anti-environmental movement, the key actors focused on
promoting environmental skepticism throughout society. That is, they attacked the
science behind pro-regulation agendas that sought to curtail the detrimeaated att
business toward the environment. As the topic of climate change became meotearsal
public discourse, it became the main topic of target for American anti-environmental
movements. Under the Bush Administration, the anti-environmental movement found an
enabling structure and a source of legitimacy with which they could framettieir
environmental rhetoric.

Members of the anti-environmental movement have found media outlets as a

forum where their dissention is given equal weight, even if that relationship does not



reflect the consensus among the scientific community. Not only are these opponent
dictating the balance of media analysis on the subject (Boykoff and BAM®£) but
they are also successfully sabotaging the scientific consensusregr@rdghe topic
(McCright and Dunlap 2000). 1 look to further examine how the conservative movement
has used the media as a vehicle for framing global climate changa-gsoblematic in
light of awards and accolades bestowed upon Al Gore and the International Panel on
Climate Change (IPCC).

Specifically, | will explore the role played by American conservative sateld
columnists in challenging the authenticity of global climate changell dfeport the
results of a content analysis of nationally syndicated editorials distribied vi

www.townhall.com a self-identified conservative website. This analysis examines the

counter-claims utilized by the conservative media in its effort toetigcthe global
climate claims of the scientific community. While there have been numeralissson
the role of media framing and environmental issues, there has been very littlerfocus
the role of editorials on the framing process.

The purpose of this paper is to examine the conservative U.S. media’s response to
global climate change in 2007 and 2008, focusing on manifest claims that emegged aft
the awards and nominations achieved by Al Gore and the IPCC. The format of the paper
is as follows: first, a review of the previous literature on the subjects ofedlietxivity,
past and present anti-environmental movement tactics, and the coverage efsgidrec

U.S. media; second, a description of the research purpose; third, an explanation of the



data and methods; fourth, the results of the content analysis; and finally, a ioonahd

discussion about the results of the study.



CHAPTER Il

REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Anti-Reflexivity

Two major reflexive modernization theories—Risk Society Theory (e.g., Beck
1992) and Ecological Modernization (e.g., Mol and Spaargaren 2000)—share certain
elements which shed light on aspects of reflexivity in society (McCrightCainlap
2010). These insights can be used to help explain the motivations behind the American
conservative movement’s attempt to challenge the post-WWII environmental agenda
the United States. The shared aspects of these two distinct theoriesléefyethe vital
features of reflexive modernization.

Reflexive modernization is a process characterized in a risk sodiergw
progress is achieved via reorganization and reform (Beck 1992). This reorganization and
reformation, in this case with science and technology, enables a sociegvaduate the
risks associated with crises and solve problems stemming from modernization. Tw
forces of reflexivity play prominent roles within the framework of the Aocaer
conservative movement: impact science and social movements (Beck 1992; Mol and
Spaargaren 2000). The conservative movement has challenged the gains won by
progressive social movements such as the environmental movement while also
challenging the legitimacy of impact science—climate science,srestample. By
challenging these two aspects of a reflexive society, the Americaarcatige
movement has attempted to stifle reformation and reorganization whilatedepting to

maintain the status quo (McCright and Dunlap 2010).



The American conservative movement has utilized agenda setting in order to
promote an ideological perspective aimed at re-asserting the DomingadtFoadigm
(Dunlap and Van Liere 1984). This perspective, which values individualism,
technological progress, and economic growth, provided the American conservative
movement with a platform needed to effectively mobilize against libena¢ss(e.g.,
environmental protections protests) arising in the 1960s and 1970s. As the conservative
movement attempted to re-emphasize the dominance of industry and capitalism in
America, it became a highly potent force for anti-reflexivity and incrgdiffective in
the social de-construction of social problems.

Social (De)Construction of Social Problems

In order to dictate saliency of issues in public discourse, actors within the anti
environmental movement utilized counter-claims in an attempt to increaseainty
regarding the scientific argument on climate change (McCright and pa60). As
these key actors employed counter-claims to re-define climate change-as
problematic, they were also attempting to recover political power lost due¢ased
public awareness of environmental issues. The anti-environmental movemedttbleifte
emphasis of their argument from a broader political discussion to one which colysistent
guestioned the legitimacy and the certainty of the scientific clmalsers. This shift in
emphasis has led to successfully introducing doubt into public discourse via marsy outlet
such as various forms of media (also see Freudenburg et al. 2008).

The issue of uncertainty is prevalent in many skeptical reports concerning
scientific conclusiveness, with the topic of global warming being no excephictors

within the anti-environmental movement claim that they are unsure whom to keslieve



to what extent they should give credibility to the claims-makers involved. As the
skeptics begin to infiltrate the mainstream media, the public begins to exqeegeeater
levels of doubt. This can lead to serious reservations about whom to trust when
attempting to decipher the facts from opinion. It should be noted that these counter-
claims have existed for many decades and | will briefly discuss teegence of these
counter-claims and the counter-movements that foster them.
Post-WW!11 Environmental Awarenessin the U.S.

After World War 11, public sentiment changed drastically in the UnitedeStat
culminating in protests for multiple causes, such as civil rights, anti-veangw's rights,
and environmental rights. The American environmental movement successfully
mobilized due to an awakening of environmental consciousness among citizens. Rachel
Carson’sSilent Springn 1962 increased awareness about the long-term effects of
pesticide use, while the first photos of Earth from the moon in 1966 challenged humans
to view the planet as one large ecosystem. These two significant events, catipled w
increased time and money spent vacationing in state and national parks, ledrgb the fi
Earth Day in 1970. With increasing public support, the U.S. environmental movement
was building a foundation for stronger environmental laws while also ingirectl
energizing an opposition in the form of the U.S. conservative movement (Hays 1982;

Dunlap and Mertig 1992).



Conservative Movement and the Rise of Anti-Environmentalism

Beginning in the early 1960s with The Clean Air Act and continuing through
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act in 1980, the
United States Congress made substantial gains in setting nationwide enviednment
protection standards. These changes in domestic laws were evidence of core
environmental values and objectives important to many Americans (Hays 198%e T
fundamental values were shared across political parties and not solblytedkitio
liberals or democrats. As our nation’s political infrastructure began embracing
environmental regulations, a backlash among conservatives and Republicans slowly
emerged.

While a shift in public opinion favoring environmental protection was observed
during increased industry regulations during the 1960s and 1970s, a vocal sector of the
population clung to the Dominant Social Paradigm, which generated lower levels of
concern for environmental protection (Dunlap and Van Liere 1984). American
conservatives defended this position more so than American liberals did. The Dominant
Social Paradigm’s general opposition to environmental protection when ecolagitsl li
were just being realized stems from a commitment to laissez faire dadidm,
progress, and growth (Dunlap and Van Liere 1984). During the 1980s, the Republican
administration attempted to repeal many environmental regulations undeisaef
defending the American capitalist system.

The American capitalist system threatens the environment in two major ways:
first, the primary goal of capitalist accumulation is to increase contynpiduction and

commercial markets (O’Connor 1994); second, the motivation to maximize profits



induces capitalists to externalize production costs and, in doing so, increase
environmental destruction and risk to public health (O’Connor 1994; Schnaiberg and
Gould 1994). Regulations which restrict commodity production and attempt to decrease
environmental destruction are seen as a hindrance to economic growth. In ovdet to a
these barriers, corporations allied themselves with the U.S. anti-envirohmenta
movement. Over the past three decades, the U.S. anti-environmental movement became
strengthened via two trends: first, the increased ability of corporatiohgpe public

opinion; second, the decreased ability of democratic organizations to defend
environmental policies (Austin 2002). This inability to defend environmental policies
began during the Reagan Administration in the 1980s.

The Reagan Administration viewed environmental protection as fundamentally
opposed to economic prosperity and, beginning in 1981, deeply cut federal spending for
environmental programs (Vig 2006). Reagan was able to effectively weaken the
Environmental Protection Agency in an effort to repeal the environmental iegslat
enacted during the previous decade. While Reagan was successful at rolling back
environmental regulations during his term as President, his efforts did not sustairspa
presidency. During the late 1980s and early 1990s, support for environmental protection
became stronger due to a backlash against the pro-economic Reagan Administration.
Second Wave of Anti-Environmentalism

After the first wave of anti-environmental rhetoric ultimately led to aresse in
public support for environmental groups such as the Sierra Club (Dunlap 1991),
American conservatives shifted their attacks to the science behind nearggptation

arguments. After the fall of the USSR, and while the Dominant Social Paradigm w



being questioned on a global level in the early 1990s with the Rio Summit in 1992, the
American conservative movement transferred their attacks from coisimém domestic

and global environmentalism. As conservatives saw global environmentalisimraata t

to U.S. economic power and sovereignty (Jacques et al. 2008), they began aggressively
targeting sources of legitimacy for environmental organizations. One conanget for

U.S conservatives was the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Chahgg agtémpted

to introduce skepticism into the environmental debate.

Environmental Skepticism

Environmental skepticism is a strategy specific to a conservativegleol
supported by the conservative counter-movement opposed to environmentalism (Jacques
2006). Jacques et al. (2008) define four fundamental themes of environmental
skepticism: first, a rejection of scientific literature on environmentalpms; second,
the prioritization of economic, social, and environmental problems; third, a theme-of anti
regulation and anti-corporate liability; fourth, the claim that environmentadind
environmental protection threaten the progress and development embedded in Wester
modernity. These four themes coincide with the Dominant Social Paradigm that is
crucial to the American conservative movement’s mobilization.

The American conservative movement’s embrace of environmental skepticism
hinges on the tactic of labeling environmentalists as extremists and radlicedgr to
guestion the seriousness of environmental problems (Buell 2003). As American
conservatives attack the actors within the environmental movement, theygilstobe
attack the legitimacy of the claims made by environmental activists,iabpeaims

relating to global warming. Three specific counter-claims emergedwhallenged



global warming’s legitimacy: evidence is weak; net global warming isfiuzal;

proposed solutions would do more harm than good (McCright and Dunlap 2000). As the
Bush Administration came into office, the skepticism landscape narrowed fromalgene
environmental skepticism to more specific climate skepticism.

The counter-claims existing pre-Kyoto Protocol remained influential due to the
significant role of the conservative counter-movement in the Bush Administration
(McCright and Dunlap 2003). The Bush Administration, as well as the conservative
counter-movement, helped usher back an anti-environmental and pro-industry sentiment
that was present during the Reagan Administration but lost political sway dthuging
Clinton Administration. One new wrinkle that the Bush Administration was partigular
skillful at was passing industry-friendly legislation with environmewhiendly names
such as “healthy forests” or “clean skies” initiatives. The administraiso revived a
heightened sense of doubt over scientific certainty by calling for “souancgliin
regard to climate science, thereby implying scientific knowledgdymed by bodies
such as the IPCC was “unsound” (Dunlap and McCright 2010). Climate skepticism
reached new highs during the Bush Administration, thanks in large part to role aéyive k
actors and the significant roles they played in agenda-setting in America.

Key Actors

Dunlap and McCright (2010) identify the roles which five key actors played in the
war against climate science and policy-making in America. These actoosly
enabled and perpetuated a general denial machine, but also were all actolebd in

climate change denial. The five key actors in the American anti-envirdame
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movement over the past 25 years have been fossil fuel industry, conservativentksnk ta
contrarian scientists, conservative politicians, and conservative media.
Fossil Fuel Industry

As mentioned earlier, the strongest components of the anti-environmental sector
in the American capitalist system would be those industries that stand to losesthe
from environmental regulations. These industries, led by coal and oil corporaawes
paved the way for and been joined by many other businesses and companies in promoting
climate change denial. As some businesses gradually begin to acknowlecdgdithefr
anthropogenic climate change, the role of industry in the climate denial maecio®es
more apparent. Some oil companies that publically accepted the scierdigts of
anthropogenic climate change were met with disappointment and anger frommttiese i
American conservative movement (Layzer 2007). One crucial role industpjayasl in
assisting with the climate denial machine is providing direct funding foradeve
conservative think tanks, which are the second key actor in the anti-environmental
movement in America.
Conservative Think Tanks

Over the past 20 years, conservative think tanks have been linked with distributed
anti-environmental rhetoric into the public discourse, including the majority of
environmental skepticism books published (Jacques et al. 2008). Lahsen (2007)
connected the relationship between the conservative counter-movement and the trio of
physicists who founded George C. Marshall Institute, claiming that the tg’sic
decision can be understood as a preservation of a particular normative order.

Conservative think tanks have been the focus of many studies conducted by social

11



scientists, with many researchers concluding that the think tanks plgpdatant roles
in climate change issues such as generating opposition to the Kyoto ProtoCoigi
and Dunlap 2000, 2003), diminishing a U.S. National Academy of Science report in the
early 1980s (Oreskes et al. 2008), or assuming a primary role in fighting global
environmental awareness (Austin 2002; Lahsen 2005). One of the main tactics of the
conservative think tanks has been to promote and make use of the third key actor:
contrarian scientists.
Contrarian Scientists

A small yet vocal number of scientists (with varying levels of expartisemate
science) have been major spokespersons for the anti-environmental movement in
America. These contrarian scientists have been linked to industry groups and
conservative think tanks directly via affiliations, lectures, and publicatioegléig 2007,
Gelbspan 1997, 2004; Lahsen 2005; Mooney 2005). Due to the prominence of
conservative think tanks in American politics, these scientists have received a
disproportionate amount of mainstream media visibility when compared to the larg
amount of climate scientists and how they have been treated. While contrammistsc
have been largely embraced by sympathetic politicians, not to mention Republican and
pro-industry Congressional members, climate scientists have not receigzaribe
treatment when conservative politicians (the fourth key actor) have hdidgiaffice.
Conservative Politicians

Stemming from the days of the Reagan Administration, conservative paosticia
have always been very receptive and welcoming to environmental skepticisen th&ft

Republican Party won control of the House of Representatives in 1994, there was a
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noticeable shift as House Republicans attempted a search for scienthndust in

hopes of condemning climate science as a scientific fraud (McCright andod@13).

This shift to destroy the legitimacy of climate science continued throudim®@iush
Administration and perhaps peaked in 2003 when Oklahoma Senator James Inhofe
famously claimed global warming to be “the greatest hoax ever pegeiathe

American people” in a U.S. Senate speech. The fifth and final key actor tihag wi
discussed, the conservative media, has helped the anti-environmental movemenmnt mainta
momentum throughout the two aforementioned Republican administrations.
Conservative Media

The idea that conservative media outlets have been utilized as a platform for
promoting the anti-environmental movement ideology is nothing new. One big
difference from the 1980s to present-day media is the increased presence didhe 24
cable news networks. This heightened presence has allowed certain pundits and medi
stations to become influential in swaying public opinion. Two individuals in partjcular
Rush Limbaugh and Rupert Murdoch, have played key parts in the rise of conservative
media in the United States.

Right-wing radio commentator Rush Limbaugh has made climate change his
favorite target by attacking the credibility of Al Gore and other “environnherstekos”
(Wolcott 2007). Rush’s influence within the Republican Party should not be
underestimated, as very few Republicans will publically denounce Rush fondésney
will then become alienated from the power core of the party. Rupert Murdoch’s
influence, through Fox News afldhe Wall Street Journahas given the conservative

movement greater visibility over the past 20 years than radio outlets have.efwex N
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allows other pundits, such as Glenn Beck, Sean Hannity, and Bill O’'Reilly, toheify t
climate skepticism stance without adequately discussing the realigesbaf warming,
all while claiming a “fair and balanced” perspective. The underlying problgmtine
rise of conservative media is the ease with which they are able to repadaars facts
and the impact that these erroneous statements can have on public discourse.
Case Study of George Will
George Will is a popular and award-winning syndicated conservative columnist

whose columns appear in approximately 450 newspapers across the U.S. He is a best-
selling author and has appeared on numerous political TV shows, currently and perhaps
most notably as a panel member of ABTHs Week with George StephanopoloWdill
received the Pulitzer Price for Commentary in 1977 and has garnered thé¢ oéspec
conservatives and liberals alike based on a reputation for writing fadiuaily columns.
He also has been praised in the past for criticizing his own party, spécidittatking
the Bush Iraq policy as well as the selection of Sarah Palin as John McCam’s Vi
Presidential candidate. Will's ability to objectively assess the RejaubRarty and
conservative issues makes him more accessible to a wider audience (uehkeBétk,
for example, who is a much more polarizing media figure) and potentially more
damaging when he fails to correctly report facts on issues such as gavbahyg.
February 18' Column

On February 15, 2009, George Will wrote a columiihieWashington Poswith the
headline, “Dark Green Doomsayers.” In this column, he disparaged “ecmstssand
went on to cite previous instances in which these fanatics have predicted naargtept

calamities” that never came to fruition. Specifically, he made thgeerants that were
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later challenged: first, in the 1970s, many scientists believed in a catasigtgiyal

cooling pattern; second, global warming stopped over a decade ago; and third, sea-ic
levels now equal those of 1979 (Will 2009a). In making that third argument, Will cited
the University of lllinois’ Arctic Climate Research Center datateAthe column was
printed, The Washington Posiegan receiving letters from readers questioning the
accuracy of Will's column (Kennedy 2009). Many outraged readers, most of them
environmental activists and scientists, claimed that the data said ekaotiggosite.

There was a rebuttal offered from the newspaper’'s ombudsman, who quickly
defended Will's claim and the fact-checking procesBhat Washington PosfThe fact-
checking process was also defended bg Washington Posteditorial-page editor, who
also defended Will. This did not do much to reduce the anger among readers and other
journalists. In fact, one week after the column New York Timeseporter Andrew
Revkin began highlighting Will's refusal to back down from his erroneous stance.
George Will had been silent on the issue prior to Revkin’s article.

February 27 Column

With controversy over his previous column still lingering, George Will wrote another
column and reiterated his stance on the issue (Will 2009b). He defended his
interpretation of the sea-level data and also lashed out at Andrew Revkin and global
warming activists by claiming that asserting something such asl glabaing to be
true—without proper evidence—is flawed. This second column prompted another wave
of backlash from readers and journalists, as well as a second response from the

ombudsman (Kennedy 2009).
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In his second response to the column, the ombudsman admitted that everyone
involved in the fact-checking process of the article had fallen short, espedtallthe
comment about sea-level data. According to a climate scientist who worked?attibe
Climate Research Center, no call was made ffbi Washington Postr George Will
before the initial column was printed. He did not hear from an editor at the newspaper
until nine days after the demands for a correction began pouring in (Alexander 2009).
The backlash toward George Will reflects the impact that erroneous statearehtsve,
especially when columnists are allowed to publish columns that might not go through a
thorough fact-checking process.

April 1°' Column

George Will ran a third column in which he yet again disputed the occurrence of
global warming over the past ten years (Will 2009c). In this instancetduestiort-term
(and in some examples, single-year) data as evidence of long-term trenslglretini
even more ire from bloggers, readers, and climate scientists who felt thatd/i
misrepresenting the datdhe Washington Posg¢porters Juliet Eilperin and Mary Beth
Sheridan pointed out inaccuracies in Will's claims about global sea ice ledels a
specifically criticized Will by name in their column (Brainard 2009). Whikaight not
be extraordinary for reporters at the same newspaper to disagree on a ®pjigitet i
uncommon for a news article to criticize a high-level columnist by name.

This backlash is not the only instance in which readers have been angered by
misleading scientific information regarded as fact in an editorial pi€bes example
does, however, showcase how journalists, activists, and climate scientistsaanénige

infuriated over the laziness with which fact-checking has been handled. The op-ed
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columnists have the freedom to write columns about whatever topic they choose and need
to be held to similar standards because they are, more often than not, more visible and
recognizable to the reader than newspaper reporters. In this example, Géoiga W
highly-respected columnist whose words have much more impact than the individuals
who were challenging his claims. It is imperative that these syndicaliethnists be
held accountable for the statements they are making about issues such asaylobai.
Media Analysis

The aforementioned discussion of George Will demonstrates how media bias can
impact the way facts are presented and the how perspectives are framéslfraifinng
bias has achieved little serious scientific attention (Niven 2002), there have bee
empirical studies showing bias in the media’s framing of political (Entman 200i8), ra
(Entman and Rojecki 2000; Kang 2005), and entertainment realms of society. Whatever
the range of issues, framing bias can cause misguided interpretations of sheBeved
coverage, simply put, refers to inaccurate coverage (Boykoff and Boykoff 2004e The
reporting inaccuracies can then guide viewers to distort the macrodeargretation of
events which occur in their daily lives (Bennett 2002). Framing bias, whetherontanti
or not, can cause one to misinterpret or distort the factual evidence and ditadityréo
a lesser-established perspective.

Framing processes can be found not only within media outlets, but also within
social movement organizations (McCaffrey and Keys 2000; Benford and Snow 2000).
Certain social and political movements, such as environmental movements, mreeifte
with a backlash of sorts. One source of this environmental criticism has been from

conservatives and specifically the “counterscience” movement (Buell 2008) ndw
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movement proved to be highly effective in its strategy of debunking the environmental
movement (e.g. McCright and Dunlap 2000, Demeritt 2006). McCright and Dunlap point
out core strategies at the heart of the conservative movement that airtietogehtihe
credibility of global environmental problems, specifically global warn{2@pO0).
Significant problems such as media bias occur once these counter-clairos|lgspe
those that lack credible scientific evidence, become public discourse.
U.S. Media Coverage of Science

Recent research has shown that the U.S. newspapers have given a near-equal
voice to skeptics, even though the scientific community has achieved a genesakcsns
(e.g. Boykoff and Boykoff 2004) or have even suffered from a pro-industry bissaii
1999). The idea of having balanced news coverage is not limited to print media. More
than 70% of U.S. television news segments from 1995-2004 provided both sides of the
anthropogenic climate change debate, which leads to greater difficutipveying the
climate science consensus to the public (Boykoff 2007a). The existing bias ioltake g
climate change debate can easily be transferred to those who publicig thefe
scientific community, such as politicians and environmentalists.
Al Goreand thelPCC

It would not be surprising to find conservative media outlets as a main source of
skepticism toward Al Gore. He has supported the conclusions of the IPCC andréheref
opened himself up to the same criticisms from those actors defending the Dominant
Social Paradigm. As Vice President during the Clinton Administration, A¢ Gas a
key actor in promoting global environmental protection and opposed pro-industry

regulations. As he is sharing the Nobel Peace Prize with the IPCC, it agauyeed that
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certain media outlets will view Al Gore’s Nobel Peace Prize with the skepicism
and doubt that they view the findings of the IPCC.

His efforts to add credibility to the climate change debate and bring the tdpic
environmental protection to the forefront challenge the conservative agendasbdeha
previously argued that conservatives support a Dominant Social Paradgpeqiee
(McCright and Dunlap 2000), in which societies are viewed as being sepamtedture
and therefore are able and allowed to control it (Dunlap and Van Liere 1984). Al Gore
has championed enhanced industrial restrictions for the protection of the environment, as
well as the worldwide enactment of the Kyoto Protocol. These two issues alk@e ma
him an easy mark for many conservative publications. Even though Al Gore is a
common target, little empirical research has been conducted to describe thg fram
tactics utilized by the U.S. conservative media.

Literature and data showing climate change evidence continue to be met with
skepticism at many different levels, including congressional and indyitioainey
2005). The outnumbered skeptics within political and media professions, many of whom
deny the findings of the IPCC report, have effectively found their perspdatard.

While some outliers within these skeptic groups attempt to refute the daimsse
scientists producing the data, a general consensus within the sciemtifirtunity has

been reached over the past fifteen years on the validity of global clineatgec(Oreskes
2004). One would think that the majority opinion from the scientific community should
be held with more regard than opinions from the non-scientific sector on globatclima

change, but this is not the case. Even though the skeptics remain in the minority, they
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have been successful at countering the scientific claims and giving th@egers of
global climate change equal weight in the debate.

The skepticism that has pervaded the public discourse on global climate is
problematic to say the least. While certain amounts of skepticism are giblenagnd
even welcomed in many social commentaries, there seems to be an unhealtliy dose o
skepticism in the global climate change forum. Not only are the skepticBrdjdtae
balance of media analysis on the subject (Boykoff and Boykoff 2004) but thegare al
successfully sabotaging the scientific consensus that is emergent héthin t
environmental movement (McCright and Dunlap 2000). The inconsistencies between
media analysis and scientific findings led to negative impacts on policy-makindasge
(Antilla 2004), specifically the United States’ reluctance to ratig/Kyoto Protocol
(McCright and Dunlap 2003).

Previous studies have exposed disparities between evidence that is sdlgntifica
produced with high levels of consensus and evidence that is reported through media
outlets (e.g. Mazur 1998; Schoenfeld, Meier, and Griffin 1979, Ungar 1992, Williams
and Frey 1997). These differences can lead to misinterpretations of the e\adenc
consequently, negative ramifications with regard to public discourse and ungertaint
about the topic (Dunlap 1998). Ultimately, this misconstruction of the evidence can
significantly impact the process of creating and maintaining environmantsland
standards. Researchers have suggested that modern societies must alsp adjust
communication risks while they attempt to adjust with environmental risks (‘Afging
Engels, and Pansegrau 2000). The global climate forum is one example where these

disparities have become increasingly apparent, even in countries other thaitede U
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States (Bell 1994). Even though ecological responses to global climate cheadpeéa
observed within the scientific community (Walther et al. 2002), the media outets a
slow to reinforce this consensus through their television news reporting (Boykoff 2007b).
Instead, they have focused on ensuring equal attention is given to both perspectives.

This balance of perspectives can lead some to believe there is a similar
uncertainty among scientists. The perception of uncertainty then leads to boundaries
between public knowledge and scientific knowledge (Zehr 2000). The newly formed
boundaries create somewhat of a cycle of ignorance, as the public gradually becomes
discouraged from acquiring scientific knowledge (Ungar 2000). Ultimately, the
disengaged public will begin to sense the risk as questionable or irrelevantirdteigys
once it is realized to be a successful one by counter-claimants, can be apphed to ot
sectors of social and environmental life, such as Al Gore and the Inter-goveahment
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) winning the Nobel Peace Prize in 2007.
Contributionstothe Literature

The nomination and subsequent awarding of a Nobel Peace Prize is an
achievement that rarely is met with criticism. Al Gore’s win, howeves, avee of those
rare instances. Some conservative think tanks and journalists contend that Al Gore’
selection was politically motivated and an attempt to put pressure on governments t
enact environmental policy (Borenstein and Leff 2007). They attempted to diseeadi
prize itself, as well as further assassinate Al Gore’s charaugha supporting evidence
of global climate change. Similar to previous attacks on social movements,
environmental agendas, and the scientific community, these attacks were dawrtbhe

the aim of introducing skepticism into the debate.

21



This study contributes to the existing literature on media bias in clirhateye
analysis. Not only does it build upon existing framing theory, but it also builds upon
previous research concerning media bias with regards to environmental issues. This
investigation extends that particular research past the scientific cotgrandiinto the
social community. The Nobel Peace Prize is a highly regarded honor throughout the
world, not merely within scientific communities. This paper will fill an enreygnd
important hole in not only the scientific literature on the media’s framing of
environmental issues, but also provide more evidence as to the success counter

movements have had in the United States.
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CHAPTER Il

METHODOLOGY

The purpose of this research is to examine how syndicated conservative
columnists have discussed the global climate change debate in light of thetrmmina
and awards received by Al Gore and the IPCC in 2007 and 2008. In order to examine
this issue, | explore three research questions from the data:

= Which general topics do the authors discuss most frequently?

= If the authors attempt to refute climate scientists’ claims, whahareetisons

given in claiming anthropocentric global climate change is a non-issue?

= How are the framing strategies of the U.S. conservative media chanmimg fr

January 1, 2007, to December 30, 20087
Data

The primary data source of my research wasv.townhall.com a self-identified

conservative website offering editorial columns from over 100 syndicated U.S.
columnists. The website was established in 1995 as the first conservative web
community and is a “place to activate conservative political participation” ffially
2008). Since this self-identified conservative website only distribuieteanivritten by
syndicated columnists, | am confident that all the featured columnists share a
conservative philosophy. That is, the columnists do not write columns specifically fo

www.townhall.com but rather use the website as an additional means of exposure.
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Search Techniques

| utilized two search techniques at three separate dates (November 2007, July
2008, and January 2009) in order to maximize results and minimize researcher error.
Specifically, by searching the website at three different dates glased the likelihood
of locating a previously-overlooked article. At every step in the search protesssed

only on articles published by featured columnists fiaww.townhall.combetween

January 1, 2007 and December 30, 2008.

The first search technique was used to correct for potential errors in théeigebsi
search engine. In order to locate articles, | alphabetized the namktheffahtured
columnists on the website. | then selected each columnist, one at a time, andisearche
through their entire archived database of articles published in 2007 and 2008. The
articles, sorted by year, were identified only by the article titimadl each title in order
to locate articles that pertained to global warming. As | examinettidseof the
articles, I quickly excluded many articles based on irrelevanaywadk unsure about any
of the articles, | read the first two paragraphs of the article to betterstexugthe article
topic before making a decision.

My second search technique adjusted for possible errors in my initial search

technique. | employed the search enginevanv.townhall.conmto search for any

overlooked articles. | searched six general keywords in order to find releveleisart)
global warming; 2) Al Gore; 3) IPCC; 4) climate change; 5) Warnebéiman; and 6)
Kyoto Protocol. All six of these keywords are common public rhetoric and produced
over 200 article results each. There was no filter allowing me to narrow tich fma

articles published in 2007 and 2008, so there was an abundance of irrelevant articles
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using this search process. | analyzed the first 200 articles of eadh it similar to
the first technique: | scanned the article title, as well as the fiosparagraphs of the
article, to determine topic relevancy. While these search methods are no¢tebmpl

exhaustive of all the articles enww.townhall.com | am confident it has provided me

with the vast majority of relevant articles for this project. These twals¢éachniques
resulted in a total of 99 relevant articles published between January 1, 2007, and
December 31, 2008
Methods
General Topics

The first research question dealt with coverage for each of the ariBxéste |
began to look for general themes within the articles, | listed out eight distpics for
which | would search based on key terms popular in public rhetoric. These topics were
1) any reference to global climate change (i.e., “global warminginatk change”,
“anthropogenic climate change”); 2) negative depictions of the climaecscdata (i.e.,
“junk science”); 3) references to the IPCC; 4) mentions of the Nobel Paaeg Pr
specifically the nominations and selections of Al Gore and the IPCC; 5) depiatihs
Gore; 6) discussion of the Oscars, with specific references to Al Gol@7sBst
Documentary nomination and win f8n Inconvenient Truth7) dialogue referring to the
Kyoto Protocol (i.e., negative consequences of Kyoto Protocol); 8) discussion of the
proposed 2008 Warner-Lieberman energy bill. |then added one additional category to
account for any climate change policy—global or domestic—that is not spéyific

mentioned by name or is not the Kyoto Protocol or the Warner-Lieberman bill.

! The complete list of articles, including authdttet and publication date is listed as Appendix 1.
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After analyzing a small portion of the articles, | expanded my list o€sapi
fourteen in order to achieve greater clarification in my results. | divideetkeences to
global climate change category into six smaller, more specifiegoaes: 1) references
to global warming, 2) anthropogenic global warming, 3) the greenhouse effect, 4)
greenhouse gases, 5) climate change, and 6) anthropogenic climate change\iiéiis all
me to better understand and track changes to the terminology used by colummsts whe
describing climate change in their articles. After coding the columesl lmasthese
categories, | collapsed anthropogenic climate change and climaigecindo one
category and removed the greenhouse effect and greenhouse gases categdhes from
analysis. To analyze the coverage of these relevant topics, | simply cthentadnber
of occurrences of each topic in the articles and kept track of the monthly totals e
two-year stretch.

Counter Claims to Global Climate Change

For this topic, | created a coding scheme based on a list of the top 50 skeptic
arguments encountered onlinelhis list gave me a coding template and allowed me to
examine the counter claims posed by the authors. | first analyzed allc®®sastith this
list and coded each article with the corresponding alternative claim fromsttbé30.

After doing so, | then collapsed similar claims down to nine categories, wiaidé
much easier to present the data and understand trends in thé nediadensed the list

of 50 into the following claims (with an example for each one):

2 The list was accessed April 24, 2008. It is akd# atwww.skepticalscience.com/argument. @
included as Appendix 2.

® The list of condensed claims, along with the evgiclaims which make up the collapsed category, is
included as Appendix 3
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1) Sun/Solar Cycles:
“In fact, if you believe the global warming hysterics, the sun’s mighty potee
affect our climate have been eclipsed by man’s accelerating greenlasuse g
output...[tlhe mighty sun is in charge of what happens on puny Earth — not
humans or their fires” (Steigerwald 2007).

2) Earth’s Natural Processes:
“There is also no question that the earth can warm or cool. It has done both at one
time or another for thousands of years, even before there were SUVs. If there ha
never been any global warming before, we wouldn’t be able to enjoy Yosemite
Valley today for it was once buried under thousands of feet of ice” (Sowell 2007).

3) There is No Consensus:
“Sober scientists privately say such claims [by Gore] are exdagderdMr. Gore
defended his work as fundamentally accurate. But it's increasinglytblat far
from the ‘consensus’ on global warming we are told exists, scientists\ang laa
broad and rich debate on many aspects of it” (Fund 2007).

4) The Climate is Actually Cooling:
“Weather ‘varies.” But scientists aren’t celebrating our decadealing. Since
the planet hasn’t been getting any hotter, they now talk about how the problem is
‘global climate change.” But that shouldn’t be a concern. The climate issalway
changing, and there’s simply no way for humans to alter that” (Tucker 2008).

5) There is Unreliable Evidence or Unreliable Models Being Used:
“Predictions of catastrophe depend on models. Models depend on assumptions

about complex planetary systems — from ocean currents to cloud formation — that
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no one fully understands. Which is why the models are inherently flawed and
forever changing. The doomsday scenarios posit a cascade of events, each with a
certain probability. The multiple improbability of their simultaneous ococge
renders all such predictions entirely speculative” (Krauthammer 2008).

6) Based on Past Inaccuracies, Climate Scientists Cannot Bedfruste
“In addition, the mainstream media fails to report that the earth’s teraperat
dramatically rose from 1900 through the 1940s, causing scientists to recommend
immediate and drastic action. And then, before we could martial the resources to
take major steps of action, the temperature fell through the 1970s. Some of you
may remember magazine covers and headlines warning us of global cooling.
Once again, immediate and drastic action was recommended” (Jackson, Jr. 2007).

7) Al Gore is Wrong:
“It is hard to say which of Al Gore’s awards seems more improbable: his
Academy Award, although he does not possess a single skill required for
filmmaking, or his Nobel Peace Prize for his work on global warming, although
he has no technical skills in that area and he has misled the world profoundly as to
the danger” (Blankley 2007).

8) Global Warming is Actually Beneficial:
“The glaciers may be receding, but the polar bear population is growing,
alarmingly in some Canadian Indian villages. Though more people on our planet
of 6 billion may die of heat, estimates are that many more may be spared death
from the cold. The Arctic ice cap may be shrinking, but that may mean year-

round passage through northern Canadian water from the Atlantic to the Pacific
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and the immense resources of the Arctic made more accessible to man”
(Buchanan 2007).
9) There are Man-Made Causes of Global Warming, but it is not becausdohCar
Dioxide:
“Turns out, cows are the climate’s worst enemy. Cows, it seems, are cufpable
18 percent of greenhouse gases. Their cud-chewing, flatulence and buratag cre
giant clouds of methane” (Shapiro 2007).
Changes to the Framing Strategies
In examining the potentially shifting frames of the U.S. conservative naddia
describing issues related to anthropogenic climate change, | separaditteg into
four major periods, indicated by the article publication date: 1) January-June 2007; 2)
July-December 2007; 3) January-June 2008; 4) July-December 2008. Each quarter of my
data set includes at least one significant event which could dictate the salieectain
topics among media members.
Stage 1: January 2007-June 2007
The January-June 2007 time frame will cover two significant incidents: thd Nobe
Peace Prize nomination of Al Gore and the IPCC as well as Al Gore’s Osclar wn
Inconvenient Truth As Al Gore and the IPCC are prominent within this six-month
period, it is expected that they will be the primary focus for the consercalwenists
who published articles during this time. It is also expected that the Acadeargs will

be criticized and ridiculed.
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Stage 2: July 2007-December 2007

The July-December 2007 time frame contained Al Gore and the IPCC’s Nobel
Peace Prize win. While Al Gore and the IPCC remained a hot topic because of thei
achievements in 2007, it is expected that the same anger in the first six-metath str
related to Gore’s Oscar win will flare up again surrounding the Nobel Peaeewin.
Stage 3: January 2008-June 2008

Articles were separated in the January-June 2008 because it was durimgethis ti
when the Warner-Lieberman bill was not only being proposed but also debated on the
Senate floor. This domestic policy was incredibly relevant at the timeasathe
International Conference on Climate Change, which was held in New York in February
2008. This conference gave climate skeptics a forum for airing their counteneants
and was highly publicized and promoted by conservative media outlets such as Fox
News. Based on these two events, it is expected that domestic policies will brocene
salient.
Stage 4: July 2008-December 2008

The final category covers the 2008 U.S. Presidential election, as well as
commentary on potential environmental policy changes after the election afdptesi
Obama. It is expected that policies will become more relevant duringethal, as both

presidential candidates were in support of a domestic climate change policy.
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CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS

General Topics®

| analyzed 99 articles relevant to global warming written by coatee

syndicated columnists featured www.townhall.com Of those 99 articles, 60 were

published in 2007 and 39 were published in 2008. There were 57 different authors of the
99 columns and the two months with the most articles published were February and
March 2007.

The term “global warming” was used in 92% of the articles, compared to@6% f
“climate change” and only 6% for “anthropogenic global warming.” It afgoibe
columnists are using the most commonly known term to describe climate changs. It
expected that anthropogenic global warming be the least popular term used in the
columns, as that term implies human influence on global warming, which does not
coincide with the Republican or conservative views of climate change.

There were negative references to climate science in 12% of tesaatinalyzed,
which were fewer than the references to the IPCC (18%). That suggeststhiat
columnists were not always associating the IPCC with “junk science” arledse
legitimate sources of climate science in the articles. Both of thesgociats were
prominent in 2007 articles and were non-existent in all but a handful of 2008 articles.
The Nobel Peace Prize and the Oscars were discussed nearly equallytiolése 52%

for the Nobel Peace Prize compared to 10% for the Oscars. Almost all of teacefe

* Tables and bar charts showing the distributioasth general topic by publication month can be dann
Appendix 4
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occurred in 2007, which is expected because of the awards received by Al Gore and the
IPCC.

The Kyoto Protocol (18% of the articles) was discussed more than the Warner-
Lieberman bill (7%) or any other unspecified policy (15%). This suggesththyoto
Protocol, even almost 10 years after being discussed by the Clinton Admuistséitl
is salient with the conservative media and in the public lexicon. Most of the Kyoto
Protocol references were in 2007, while nearly all of the Warner-Liebemaktha other
policy references occurred in 2008.

Counter Claimsto Global Climate Change®

Of the 99 articles, there were five claims that were more frequenatiyaother
claim. The claim that Al Gore got it wrong was the most frequent, appeard®§o of
the articles analyzed. Most of these references occurred in 2007, around the months
when he received the Academy Award for Best Documentary and when he received the
Nobel Peace Prize. It was expected that Al Gore would be a popular aleotaitn in
2007, but his name was still referenced in almost 20% of the articles published in 2008.

Four claims were nearly as prominent as the Al Gore claim. The ofaim
unreliable evidence and the one claiming that there is no consensus amongiSseend
both equally used (24% each), while the unreliable evidence was more prominent in 2008
than the consensus-based argument. This could be explained by the impact felt by the
Heartland Institute’s International Conference on Climate Change 2608, where
prominent skeptics disputed the evidence presented by mainstream cliatistsc

Two other claims, the climate is actually cooling and climate changeecaxptained by

® Tables and bar charts showing the distributioath counter claim by publication month can be doun
in Appendix 5.
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Earth’s natural processes, were found in 22% of the articles in 2007 and 2008. The
climate is cooling argument was also much more prominent in early 2008 than any other
claim, which could again reflect claims made at the International ContemnClimate
Change.

Two other claims were used primarily in 2007 but were almost non-existent in
2008: 1) warming can be explained by sun/solar cycles and 2) climate ssismtistd
not be trusted due to past inaccuracies. The sun/solar cycles claim was found in 12% of
the articles, but only in one article published in 2008. This suggests that perhaps
columnists recognized this argument was not resonating with the public. §intidar
argument citing past inaccuracies of climate scientists was used$ani2008 than
2007. This explanation is similar to one George Will stated in one of his 2009 columns
and he was met with severe backlash from outraged readers and other journalists.

Two of the claims were used far less than any other claims. The exphaiéai
global warming is beneficial was found in 4% of the articles, as was ihettlat global
warming has man-made causes other than carbon dioxide. | believe thedentgge
of these claims can be attributed to the fact that both claims confirm thihadetimate
change does indeed exist. It should be no surprise that these two claimsasere |
prominent, as they both suggest not only that climate change is occurring, but that
humans could or should alter their lives because of it (whether it be to prevent further

damage or to maximize potential benefits from climate change).
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Changesin the Framing Strategies®
STAGE ONE

Stage one refers to all articles published from January 2007 through June 2007.
There were 40 articles in this stage, written by 30 different columnii$ts 40 articles
were spread out over all six months; however, most of the articles (72.5&o)wien
in either February or March 2007, which coincides with Al Gore’s Academy Award f
An Inconvenient Trutand the deadline for submitting nominations for the 2007 Nobel
Peace Prize.
General Topics

The term “global warming” was used in 92.5% of the articles, compared to
“climate change” used in only 30% of the articles. While “global warming” mag ha
been a more salient term at the time, | believe it to be a more popular option for the
conservative columnists because it implies a warming trend, wheraast&lchange”
simply involves fluctuation. Of the policies discussed, the Kyoto Protocol appeared mor
often than any other policy, with only four other policies being mentioned in the six
month span.

There were ten articles with negative references to climataceand nine
articles referencing the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Chahgee Was only one
reference to the Nobel Peace Prize, compared to eight to the Oscars. Theoe are
possible reasons for this: first, the Oscars were more heavily publicized¢na the
Nobel Peace Prize nominations. Second, the Oscars provide a much easier tdrget for

conservative columnists to de-legitimize. The perception of a liberal biadlywidod

® Bar charts illustrating the distribution of topidiscussed and counter claims for each stage céouhd
in Appendix 6
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was already in place for the conservative columnists, whereas the saeipascwere
not as salient toward the Nobel Peace Prize.

An overwhelming majority of articles (65%) referenced Al Gore more thgn an
other topic, which would seem appropriate considering the prominence of the Academy
Awards during this stage. The columnists did reference Al Gore threertioreshan
they did the Academy Awards. This implies that they are attemptingdoiatesAl Gore
to issues of global warming more so than any other topic observed. Al Gore is most
likely the most polarizing topic and the columnists perhaps realized that thelyeesilly
convince their readers that global warming was irrelevant by tepAliGore as less
credible.

Counter Claims to Global Climate Change

Three counter claims were more prominent in stage one than any other claim.
Columnists wrote that there is no consensus among climate scientists in 40% of the
articles published in stage one. They also argue that Al Gore was wrong in 35% of the
articles. This was expected, as Al Gore’s Oscar nomination and win wasrd tadic at
the time. The third claim used most often, that Earth’s natural processes armdo bl
was found in 33% of the articles written in stage one. The majority of artialesny
either no consensus or claiming global warming was an example of Eartha natur
processes were published in February and March 2007, which coincides with Al Gore’s
award forAn Inconvenient Truth

The claims that the climate is actually cooling and that there isablee
evidence were referenced in 23% of the articles. Two other claims were asgdhse

often, as the sun/solar cycle claim and the past inaccuracies clairfowedan 20% of
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the articles. The two least prominent claims, that anthropogenic global wasming
occurring but not because of carbon dioxide and that global warming is beneficial, were
found in 10% and 3% of the articles, respectively. This again implies that conservative
columnists were less likely to admit that anthropogenic global warminigt mogually be
occurring.
STAGE TWO

Stage two refers to all articles published from July 2007 through December 2007.
There were 20 articles in this stage, written by 18 different columnis$ts 20 articles
were spread out over a five-month span through November 2007, as there were no
articles relevant to global warming published in December 2007. As the 2008
Presidential nomination campaign races drew more public attention, therlewere
columns written about topics such as global warming. Most of the articles (508&6) we
written in October 2007, which coincides with the announcement that Al Gore and the
IPCC had received the 2007 Nobel Peace Prize.
General Topics

The term “global warming” was used in every article published in stage tw
compared to “climate change” being used in only 10% of the articles and “anthropogenic
global warming” not used in any of the articles. This again could reflect an ageriga by t
conservative media to dictate which terms are used, as global warmieg eadifferent
connotation than climate change does. References to the Kyoto Protocol dropped in stage
two to 15%, while references to other policies increased to 20% of the articles.

As was the case in stage one, the majority of conservative columnists (#i$6) c

Al Gore in the articles written in stage two. This topic was again by fants¢
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prominent of issues discussed across all published articles. The Nobel Rea(8525)
and the IPCC (25%) were also discussed at a fairly high rate. This ceantheet to
the announcement in October 2007 that Al Gore and the IPCC won the Nobel Peace
Prize. The Academy Awards was still a salient topic (20%), although wasmezht
more in passing than how it was discussed in stage one. There was only oneititicle w
negative references to climate science in stage two, down from ten artistage one.
Counter Claims to Global Climate Change

There were three counter claims that were more prominent than any nthers i
stage two. Conservative columnists blamed Al Gore for misleading the puldDé4s of
the articles published in stage two, much more than any other reason cited. Again, this
should be expected as Al Gore was still garnering mainstream medigoatfer his
Nobel Peace Prize win. The columnists also cited unreliable evidence (25%grérid E
natural processes (20%) as reasons why global climate change was soean is

Three other stage two claims were found much less frequently than in stage one.
The argument of no consensus was found in 15% of the articles, down from 40% in stage
one. The sun/solar cycles case was made in 15% of the articles, as compared to 20% in
stage one. The idea that scientists should not be trusted because of past inasasac
used in 10% of the articles, as opposed to 20% in stage one. A fourth explanation, that
global warming is beneficial, saw an increase from stage one, goin@%ota 10% in
stage two. The two claims with the least prominence in stage two weraemts that
the climate is actually cooling (5%) and that man-made causes other than dexxide

are the reason behind the warming trends (0%).
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STAGE THREE

Stage three refers to all articles published from January 2008 through June 2008.
There were 27 articles in this stage, written by 24 different columni$ts 27 articles
were spread out over a six-month span through June 2008, with most of the articles
(37%) published in May 2008. This month corresponds with the approximate time when
the Warner-Lieberman bill was being introduced and debated on the U.S. Senate floor, as
well as the time when John McCain appeared to have secured the Republican presidentia
nomination. McCain’s victory in the primary signaled to conservative colusniiat
both candidates in the Democrat and Republican parties acknowledged glob@igvarm
as a problem and sought legislation to address potential causes.
General Topics

Global warming (85%) was used in almost all 27 articles, while clinftetege
was found in 33% of the articles in stage three. Once again, anthropogenic global
warming was nearly non-existent, as it was found in only one article of the 27. The
Kyoto Protocol was discussed in 15% of the articles, while the Warner-Lieberran bil
was referenced in nearly as many articles (11%). Stage threeumssnthe trend in stage
two of policies other than the two aforementioned policies being discussed at¢@a high
percentage (41%).

Al Gore remained a salient topic for the conservative columnists in stage thre
even though he did not receive nearly the amount of mainstream media coverage in this
stage as he had in the previous two stages. The Oscars were not referaliced at

although the Nobel Peace Prize was discussed in two of the articles in stageltiee
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IPCC was referenced in three articles, while there was only one ariilcla negative
reference to climate science.
Counter Claims to Global Climate Change

Three claims were found more frequently than any other claims. The most
common explanation, that the climate is actually cooling, was found in 33% of the
articles in stage three. This is a large increase from stage twa(®Pepuld possibly
reflect arguments made at the International Conference on Climate Gharagky 2008.
The second most prominent claim was that of unreliable evidence (26%). This
explanation, along with the Al Gore argument (22%), was yet again one of te mor
popular claims, similar to the results from stage two.

The argument of no consensus was found in 15% of the articles, the same
percentage as was found in stage two. The explanation that Earth’s natursdgsaoe
the cause was found in 11% of the articles, down from 33% in stage one and 20% in
stage two. Only two articles (8%) cited past inaccuracies of cliscaatists as a
counter claim, which is the same amount of articles making that case intvatagéhe
sun/solar cycles argument and the global warming is beneficial argunmrenbetk
found in only 4% of the articles, while the man-made causes other than carbon dioxide
explanation was once again not found in any articles.

STAGE FOUR

Stage four refers to all articles published from July 2008 through December 2008.
There were 12 articles in this stage, written by 10 different columnii$ts 18 articles
were spread out over a six-month span, although no articles were published in either

August or September 2008. Again, this can be explained by the increased salibace of t
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2008 Presidential campaign, as most conservative columnists were writingrediout

topic more than any other. Most of the articles (60%) were written in July 2008, which
supports the notion that as the presidential election approached, it became the primary
focus of many conservative columnists.

General Topics

Keeping with the trend in the first three stages, global warming wasrugedriy
every article published in stage four (92%). Climate change was didens®e% of the
articles, as was anthropogenic climate change. While this is thet lpegesntage of
articles including the term anthropogenic, there was still a very small numaeicteds
using the term. The Kyoto Protocol and Warner-Lieberman bill were both didcusse
twice in this stage, while policies other than those two were found in six &0%19
articles published.

Al Gore remained a salient topic once again in stage four, as he has been in all
three previous stages, as 50% of the articles discussed him while talking abalit gl
warming. This indicates that the conservative columnists have been ablegiuzeco
that his name resonates loudly with their readers and perhaps it is easier for the
columnists to make disparaging comments about Al Gore than it is to produceiscientif
evidence refuting global warming. No columnists discussed the OscarglibeR¢ace
Prize, or made negative references to climate science, while only otes rafecenced
the IPCC.

Counter Claims to Global Climate Change
The two most common claims in stage four were the unreliable evidence

argument and the argument that the climate is actually cooling. Batisalare found
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in 24% of the articles, which is only a slight drop-off from their stage threemeiges.

Four other claims were found in stage four articles. The justification thedtelchange

is one of Earth’s natural processes was cited in 16% of the articles, iaahargease

from stage three. Al Gore was blamed in only one article (8%), down from six r&ferenc
in stage three. Only one columnist cited past inaccuracies of climatéstsievhich

was approximately the same percentage as stage three. The clainoo$@scs was
found in only article as well, down from four articles in the previous stage. The other
three claims, sun/solar cycles, global warming is beneficial, anehmagde causes other
than carbon dioxide are to blame, were not found in any articles in stage fours This i

consistent with stage three, when those claims were also the least freéuemdl
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

The American anti-environmental movement—itself a component of the
conservative movement—nhas found strength in resisting reflexive modernizatioghhr
the support of five key actors: the fossil fuel industry, conservative think tanksarcamtr
scientists, conservative politicians, and conservative media. As the antirengirtal
movement has shifted its focus from broad environmental skepticism to morecspecifi
climate skepticism, it has relied more heavily on the conservative medésdotl|
promote agendas of anti-reflexivity which attempt to uphold the Dominant Social
Paradigm. Over the past twenty years, with the emergence of twentysioucable
news networks, certain conservative political pundits, specifically syiedicalumnists,
have become influential in swaying public opinion. As these conservative syndicated
columnists gain heightened prominence in shaping public discourse, they should also be
held accountable for the claims they are making.

As the example with George Will illustrates, newspapers often allow star
columnists the freedom to write about the topics of their choice. As was theittase
Will, he misrepresented scientific evidence to strengthen his argumenrdrtielis was
not properly fact-checked and the erroneous statements would have remained unnoticed
if not for a collection of vocal activists, scientists, and journalists. This egampl
highlights the importance of including columnists and their op-ed pieces when

researching media bias. As is the case with global warming, the cdnseardi-
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environmental movement has a distinct position on the topic and will utilize the
conservative media to push its agenda.

Over the two-year period from January 2007-December 2008, the conservative
syndicated columnists were consistent in how they broached the topic of globahgvarm
They opted more often to label the phenomenon “global warming” instead of “climate
change” or “anthropogenic global warming,” indicating a preferencénéotrerm that
specified direction (in this instance, warming patterns). In doing so, the colsooistl
then provide evidence of colder years in recent memory as a way to remobditredi
from the climate scientists. Another tactic utilized by the columnigtelegitimize
global warming evidence was by negatively characterizing Al Goree @ecconnection
between Gore and the evidence was made, the columnists could then attack the
messenger instead of attempting to dispute the evidence itself.

As for the counter claims given by the conservative columnists, Al Gore was once
again the most prominent justification why global warming should be considered a non-
issue. While it was expected that Al Gore would be a salient topic for the cetamni
because of the awards he received in 2007, it seems as though he was singled out due not
only to his high profile but also because of the legitimacy bestowed upon him and the
climate scientists in the form of the Oscar and the Nobel Peace Prize. lreulaims
were prominent throughout the 24-month period, but most notably were the two claims
that were least utilized. These two claims—that global warmingusl&cbeneficial
and that man-made causes other than carbon dioxide were to blame—were the only two
claims that gave credibility to the idea that global warming was onguand that

something could or should be done in response.
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Over the two-year period, most columnists focused on the influence Al Gore has
had on the global warming debate. Negative references to climate queakes in
early 2007 but then were almost non-existent after that. After the candidatethér
Democratic and Republican parties were selected for the 2008 Presidectiahekhe
columnists began to focus in on potential policies—domestic or international—aimed a
alleviating problems associated with global warming. As for the coumtiens!
discussed by the conservative columnists, most of the claims were most cameady i
2007 as well, with the exception of a few. The notion that the climate is actuallygcooli
was popular among columnists in early 2007 but then reappeared in early 2008, as did the
idea that there is unreliable evidence. The popularity of these two claimshaight
reflection of the rhetoric emerging from the Heartland Institute&rhational
Conference on Climate Change, which was held in early March 2008.

Tracking the manifest content of the conservative columnists provides a small
window into the denial machine currently against climate scientists. Thisstod/s
that there is a need to research columnists and consider their influence as ane woul
consider other members of the conservative media, whether it be rightagiog r
members or political pundits on conservative television stations such as Fox News.
There are wide-ranging possibilities for future research aimsi@dying conservative
columnists, particularly those relating to the latent themes underlyingsitiesdion of
these general topics and counter claims.

This study builds upon the growing research surrounding media bias concerning
environmental issues. While past research has largely ignored the preseméei@nckl

of conservative syndicated columnists, this study has shown a need for futurehresea
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While these columnists may not be as polarizing as members of other meglis, thly
still need to be exposed for the erroneous statements they make. By inchldingists
into future studies of media bias of environmental issues, we may be able to shed more
light on the anti-environmental movement’s attempt to uphold the Dominant Social

Paradigm and resist forms of reflexive modernization.
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APPENDIX 2

It's the sun

Climate's changed before

There is no consensus

It's cooling

Models are unreliable

Surface temp is unreliable

Ice age predicted in the 70s

We're heading into an ice age

. It hasn't warmed since 1998

10. Al Gore got it wrong

11.CO2 lags temperature

12.Global warming is good

13. Antarctica is cooling/gaining ice
14.Hurricanes aren't linked to global warming
15.Mars is warming

16.1t's freaking cold!

17.1934 - hottest year on record

18.1t's cosmic rays

19.Urban Heat Island effect exaggerates warming
20.Greenland was green

21.Other planets are warming

22.Water vapor is the most powerful greenhouse gas
23.Hockey stick was debunked

24. Arctic icemelt is a natural cycle

25.Human CO2 is a tiny % of CO2 emissions
26.We're coming out of an ice age

27.1t warmed before 1940 when CO2 was low
28.Mt. Kilimanjaro's ice loss is due to land use
29.1t cooled mid-century

30. Glaciers are growing

31.There's no empirical evidence

32.0ceans are cooling

33. Satellites show no warming in the troposphere
34.Climate sensitivity is low

35.If scientists can't predict weather, how can they predict long ternatelim
36.Greenland is cooler/gaining ice

37.Neptune is warming

38. Jupiter is warming

39.1t's Pacific Decadal Oscillation

CoNoO~WNE
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40. Less than half of published scientists endorse global warming
41.1t's the ocean

42.1t's volcanoes (or lack thereof)

43.C0O2 measurements are suspect

44.1t's aerosols

45.Can animals and plants adapt to global warming?
46.It's methane

47.It's Solar Cycle Length

48.Naomi Oreskes' study on consensus was flawed
49. Water levels correlate with sunspots

50. Solar cycles cause global warming
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APPENDIX 3
Sun/Solar Cycles
1,15, 18, 21, 37, 38, 47, 49, 50

Natural Earthly Processes
2, 20, 24, 26, 34, 39, 41, 42

Consensus-based
3, 40, 48

It's actually cooling
4,8, 13, 16, 30, 32, 36

Unreliable Evidence/Models
5,6,9, 11, 17, 19, 23, 29, 31, 33, 35, 43

Past Inaccuracies
7

Al Gore
10

Global Warming is Beneficial
12

Carbon Dioxide is not the Problem
22,25, 27, 44, 46

Residual Non-Coded Categories
14, 28, 45
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APPENDIX 4

Table 1. Frequency of Relevant Topics Discussed by
Conservative Syndicated Columnists by Publication Month in 2007 (N=60)

Negative
Anthropogenic References Nobel
Global Global Climate to Climate Peace Warner-
Month Warming Warming Change Science IPCC Price Al Gore Oscars Kyoto Lieberman  Other Policies
January 2007 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
February 2007 14 1 2 3 5 1 10 1 3 0 1
March 2007 14 0 4 6 3 0 11 7 3 0 2
April 2007 3 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 1
May 2007 3 0 3 1 1 0 2 0 1 0 0
June 2007 2 1 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
July 2007 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
August 2007 3 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
September 2007 3 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3
October 2007 10 0 1 0 3 6 10 4 2 0 0
November 2007 3 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 1
December 2007 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2007 Totals 57 2 14 11 14 8 4 12 12 0 8
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Table 2. Frequency of Relevant Topics Discussed by
Conservative Syndicated Columnists by Publication Month in 2008 (N=39)

Negative
Anthropogenic References Nobel
Global Global Climate to Climate Peace Warner-

Month Warming Warming Change Science IPCC Price Al Gore Oscars Kyoto Lieberman  Other Policies
January 2008 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
February 2008 3 0 2 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1
March 2008 4 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
April 2008 2 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2
May 2008 8 1 3 0 0 1 4 0 2 0 5
June 2008 5 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 3
July 2008 5 2 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 4
August 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
September 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
October 2008 2 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1
November 2008 2 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1
December 2008 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
2008 Totals 34 4 12 1 4 2 16 0 6 7 17
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Conservative Syndicated Columnists by Publication Month in 2007 (N=60)

APPENDIX 5

Table 3. Frequency of Counter Claims by

Earth’s Past Global Man-Made
Sun/ Solar Natural Thereisno  The Climate is Unreliable Inaccuracies Warming is Causes

Month Cycles Processes Consensus Cooling Evidence of Scientists Al Gore Beneficial (not CO2)
January 2007 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
February 2007 0 6 6 5 3 5 9 1 2
March 2007 3 4 5 2 2 1 4 0 1
April 2007 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 0 0
May 2007 2 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 1
June 2007 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
July 2007 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
August 2007 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0
September 2007 0 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 0
October 2007 1 2 2 0 0 1 7 2 0
November 2007 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0
December 2007 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2007 Totals 11 17 19 10 14 10 22 3 4
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Conservative Syndicated Columnists by Publication Month in 2008 (N=39)

Table 4. Frequency of Counter Claims by

Past Global Man-Made
Sun/ Solar Natural Thereisno  The Climate is Unreliable Inaccuracies Warming is Causes

Month Cycles Causes Consensus Cooling Evidence of Scientists Al Gore Beneficial (not CO2)
January 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
February 2008 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0
March 2008 0 1 1 5 1 0 0 0 0
April 2008 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
May 2008 0 2 2 1 3 1 2 0 0
June 2008 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 0
July 2008 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0
August 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
September 2008 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
October 2008 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0
November 2008 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0
December 2008 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0
2008 Totals 1 5 5 12 10 3 7 1 0
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