


when examining political opinion it is also important to 
recognize the effects of priming. By creating a thematic idea 
of an issue or elite in an individuals mind, the individual 
may become more susceptible to biased and inflexible 
opinions (Scheufele 2009). Priming over an extended period 
of time concretes these opinions even further. This effect 
may make a person's opinion less prone to changing with 
new information. Many researchers have recognized the 
effect of priming on individuals (Althaus and Kim 2006; 
Scheufele 2009). 
 
Source Cues 
 Source cues refer to what or whom an issue or 
statement may be attributed to. In this experiment I will be 
testing how the partisan source cues of Republicans and 
Democrats. the elite source cue of President Barack Obama, 
and a generic source cue all compare when testing public 
support for raising the minimum wage. When analyzing 
priming it is important to recognize how different types of 
elite cues affect an individual's reaction just as much as the 
issue frame. Where individuals think they are receiving their 
information from may affect the degree to which they are 
affected by the issue frame (Zaller 1994; Druckman 2001b). 
Partisan cues may be just as effective when accompanying 
an issue. Studies have shown that an individual's 
partisanship may bias their response to an issue frame 
accompanied by a partisan cue by increasing their 
motivation to selectively process information (Taber et.al 
2001; Slothuuse and Vreese 2010). The more politically 
aware an individual is, the less susceptible they are to 
opinion change through partisan or elite cues (Chong and 
Druckman 2007; Slothuuse and Vreese 2010). 
 
Specific Versus General Framing 
 There has been little research done on the 
effectiveness of specific issue frames versus general issue 
frames. Previous studies have shown that the more specific 
an issue frame is the more public support it will garner 
(Jacoby 2000; Nelson and Kinder 1996; Schneider and 
Ingram 1993). William Jacoby had conducted a similar 
experiment, when he compared issue frames to test for 
public opinion on government spending (Jacoby 2000). 
Jacoby had found that those issue frames that were specific 
had received more support than those that were general. In 
this experiment I will be testing how public support varies 
between general and specific issue frames in raising the 
minimum wage. One issue frame will be generic while the 
others will list specific prices. 
 
Hypotheses 
 I present two separate hypotheses designed to test 
the effects of framing and priming. I will begin by stating 
my hypotheses one at a time and then proceed to state my 
reasoning for each respectively.  
 
H1: Both conditions, given either the Democrat cue or 
Republican cue, will not report significantly higher levels of 
support for increasing the minimum wage when compared 
to the generic cue. 

 Studies have linked partisan cues to affecting an 
individual's opinion when paired with a statement (Taber et. 
al 2001; Slothuuse and Vreese 2010). A study done by 
Slothuuse and Vreese (2010) tested the support for social 
Democrat issues across party lines. What they had found 
was that individuals are significantly more likely to support 
issues backed by their own party and oppose those backed 
by a different political party. However, despite what is 
stated in the literature I believe that the partisan cues will 
have no affect on public support because of the high levels 
of support for raising the minimum wage. According to a 
CNN poll conducted in 2014, 71 percent of Americans 
surveyed support a raise in the minimum wage. (Sahadi 
2014) Due to the high support for this issue, I believe 
political parties will not have a strong effect on participant's 
responses because the overwhelming backing from the 
public to raise the minimum will 



such as race, gender, and religion. Next participants were 
asked how serious they consider certain political issues to be 
(Minimum wage; Healthcare; Syrian conflict; Immigration). 
The questions following that had measured the individual's 
empathy, individualism, egalitarianism, and their opinion on 
the role of government. The participant's personality was 
then measured, testing for an authoritarian personality or 
social dominance orientation. Then another set of questions 
recorded another set of demographics such as partisanship, 
ideology, and political interest. Participants were finally met 
with questions examining their opinion on the minimum 
wage such as: "Some people say that we should increase the 



mean support between these groups (p=0.424). Moreover, 
after including relevant balance checks, a multiple linear 
regression indicated that there was a shift in p-values 
between average policy support from p=0.424 to p=0.540. 
The second pair was a comparison of "Increase the 
minimum wage" and "Increase the minimum wage to 
$10.10" accompanied by "Some people say". Evidence 
showed a statistically significant difference in mean support 
between these groups (p=0.048). A bivariate regression 
revealed that the substantive effect showed a positive 0.309 
shift in policy support moving from the group paired with 
"Increase the minimum wage to $10.10 per hour" to the 
group accompanied by "Increase the minimum wage". 
Moreover, after including relevant balance checks, a 
multiple linear regression indicated that there was a shift in 
p-values between average policy support from p=0.048 to 
p=0.401. This suggests that the differences in mean support 
for the minimum wage may have been a result of 
unbalanced groups 
 
Table 2: Shows the average support and opposition for policy questions 
examining the affect of specific and general issue frames. (0=Strongly 
Oppose; 4=Strongly Support). 

 
 
Discussion 
 By analyzing the data gathered in my results, I can 
now determine how participant's responses pertain to each 
of my hypotheses. My first hypothesis was a null hypothesis 
stating that I expect to find no difference in support between 
those exposed to a generic cue and those exposed to a 
partisan cue. The data collected within this survey had 
supported my null hypothesis by showing no statistical 
significance between any pairings after running balance 
checks. As stated before, I believe this is due to such high 
levels of support for increasing the minimum wage that 
partisan cues do not have the affect that they usually would 
as stated in previous research (Slothuuse and Vresse 2010). 
It is important to note that one pairing ("Some People Say" 
and "Republicans Say" each accompanied with "Increase the 
minimum wage") was originally found statistically 
significant, and after balance checks was marginally 
significant with a value of p=0.052. I speculate that this is 
due to the high amount of people that considered themselves 

to be Democrat while taking this survey in comparison to 
those that identified as Republican. This along with the high 
amount of Independents that leaned towards Democrat 
could account for the marginal significance of this pairing. 
My second hypothesis states that I expect specific issue 
frames to garner significantly more support than general 
issue frames. The data collected within the survey had 
shown that my hypothesis is not supported by individual's 
responses. The specific issue frames garnered relatively the 
same support as the questions paired with general issue 
frames. I speculate that the levels of support going against 
what is stated in previous research is due to the high levels 
of support for increasing the minimum wage (Jacoby 2000; 
Nelson and Kinder 1996; Schneider and Ingram 1993). 
Overwhelming support for this issue may be the reason why 
the specific issue frame did not gain more support than the 
general issue frame. 
 There are two main factors to take into account that 
may have affected the results of my experiment. The first 
factor to take into account is the significantly high levels of 
support for raising the minimum wage. Because most of the 
American public strongly agrees with increasing the 
minimum wage, cues and issue frames may not have a 
significant effect. It has been shown in previous research 
that strong opinions on an issue may overcome elite cues, 
partisan cues, and issue frames (Druckman 2001b; 
Slothuuse Vreese 2010; Druckman 2001a; Jacoby 2000). A 
second factor to consider would be the small sample size. 
Overall, the size of the sample was 2,071 participants, 
however individuals were randomly distributed into one of 
sixteen policy questions. Due to this distribution there may 
only be about 130 participants per each pairing. This sample 
size is too small to assess the exact opinions of the 
American public as a whole on the issue of minimum wage. 
A larger sample size may produce significantly different 
results. These two factors need to be taken into account 
when considering the results of my experiment. American 
public as a whole on the issue of minimum wage. A larger 
sample size may produce significantly different results. 
These two factors need to be taken into account when 
considering the results of my experiment. 
 
Conclusion 
 In conclusion, by analyzing the data collected from 
this survey experiment I was able to research how 
individuals are affected by the framing and priming effects 
in terms of the issue of the minimum wage. I had two major 
expectations for this experiment. I believed that partisan 
cues representing the Republican and Democrat parties 
would garner the same support as a generic cue due to the 
amount of people in favor of increasing the minimum wage 



of support for the minimum wage. As discussed before, 
those with strong values or beliefs on an issue may not be 
affected by framing as much as those with little to no 
awareness (Druckman 2001a). Participants would be in 
favor of raising the minimum wage regardless of the issue 
frame being specific or not.  
 Due to this being the first research to analyze the 
affects of framing and priming on the issue of minimum 
wage, there are many implications that follow my findings. 
In terms of policy implications, political elites, the media, 
and policymakers can use this information. Now that it has 
been studied, the ineffectiveness of framing and priming in 
regards to this issue reveals that policy support cannot be 
significantly shifted through these methods. In terms of 
research implications, this is the first experiment to connect 
framing and priming with the minimum wage. This 
experiment also reveals how high average support is to 
increase the minimum wage, which can be further examined 
by other researchers. Overall, this experiment's findings can 
be of use to politicians, the media, and even other 
researchers. 
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