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Abstract: One of the decisive factors affecting the governance principles and policies of Democrats and Republicans in Ameri—
can political tradition is the never-ending confrontation between two mainstreams of political thoughts which are liberalism and
conservatism. This paper makes a contrastive analysis on Obama (2013) and Trump’s ( 2017) inaugural addresses within the
framework of Framing Theory. It is found that surface frames shift from change to reform equality to competition cooperation
to opposition democracy to American First in economic social and diplomatic field; deep frames shift from unilateralism to
multilateralism  big government to small government and the leanings from liberalism to conservatism is thus revealed. The
research results may provide cognitive linguistic evidence for ruling conception governance policy of republican government re—
presented by Trump and suggestions for framing and reframing new Chinese discourse promoting “Peace Development Coop—
eration and Win-Win” in the new era.
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