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Gender participation in the media is not equal in the United States. According to the
Annenberg Public Policy Center at the University of Pennsylvania, only 3% of powerful
positions in mainstream broadcast media are held by women. The Annenberdnetusly s
the staggering underrepresentation of women in the media, and exhibits the needier posit
images of women. Because images of influential women are limited, tgesméwomen in
power that do reach viewers need to be authentic and positive. Images influence the
motivations and feelings of self-worth, and can encourage or discourage women’s
participation in political discussions. Moreover, because women constitute Hadf of t
population but are rarely in positions of power in the media, it is important that thoseagive
voice express their views when given the opportunity. The proghenViews a critically
acclaimed talk show in which an all-female cast of varying socio-econerpeyiential, and
cultural differences discuss topics within the news. Because of the cabemsém
experiences, they often provide varying interpretations of the news, as wglpasing
opinions. These opposing opinions—because of the co-hosts’ differences—provide a
discussion of the news that becomes more personal and seemingly less objettive tha
newspapers and strict-news program. Their presentation of the news does not follow the
same objective news model as newspapers and local news, but should not be discredited as
unimportant because they offer valuable insights into current events. Despgetitecally
acclaimed, many disregard the show for its valuable discussion and insteetracted by
the differences in opinion. Even though objectivity has become the standard—evidenced

through history and through standards such the Society of Professional Journalisté Code
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Ethics—subjectivity is often inferior to more objective practiddse Viewstands as a
testament that there is value in subjectivity—particularly, the co-hostgbapiare valuable
to marginal audiences whose opinions are often uncomplicated by objective news.

There have been many attempts to chronicle and establish a universal code of
journalistic ethics or at least to describe the one that is alreadigstd. Historically,
objectivity was not the first form of news making and because of this it is hamtitaydish
the origins of ethics and objectivity. Even though it seems history and development of
objectivity should precede the history of ethics, it is difficult to mention ®thithout
objectivism. Without an accepted form of ethics—a standard viewers can &xpethe
news—the intentions of news organizations are unclear and it becomes difficatiders to
distinguish news as truth or news as fiction.

Objectivity in journalism exists on two levels: objectivity as a histdgigadoduced
standard, and objectivity as the established rules that have and are sidédrdatother
words, the development of objectivity as a standard can be traced throughout histdsp but a
the definition and characteristics that constitute objectivity are debakairlexample,
Stephen J.A. Ward attributes the origins of objectivity to a global movement ih pgaople
sought the truth about their government. More contemporary writers such as Johe P. Ferr
directly oppose this argument and criticize objectivity as the reason foefseopl
disconnection and apathy for government and politics. Other writers, such as David T.Z
Mindich, focus on the definition of objectivity and the factors that constitute olgetwws
rather than objectivity’s historical origins. Thus, the criteria and developohehjectivity
differ from writer to writer. Despite the contradictions, both the history andehseition are

critical to an understanding of objectivity, and both are in some form culturally dehive
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order to understand the significance of subjectivityrba Viewpne must first understand
objectivity and its history.

Objectivity is an idea in journalism that is heavily debated but also vagueigdie
Most journalism textbooks offer guidelines similar to those of Mindich, a scholar on
objectivity in journalism. Mindich attributes the start of objectivity as arcgthithe 1830s
until 1890s because of the success of the New York papers during that time {(10-11).
However, his definition is particularly useful because of his thorough and metéthc
criteria that seem to focus on journalistic integrity rather than reaitigue. His criteria are
historically derived; he explains how the Penny Presses led to a need for dataohme
journalism (39). In other words, he is concerned with the factors that journalistsvesd ne
organizations take into consideration when developing stories rather than a josrnalist
ability to be realistic. He lists five important factors of objectivitytadament,
nonpartisanship, the inverted pyramid, dependence on facts, and balance (8). Mindich’s fi
criterion, detachment, takes into consideration author bias, which is a primaryncohce
journalists (38-39). Although he explains that since 1996 objectivity has been remmwed f
the Society of Professional Journalists’ Code of Ethics, he admits thatilltagyseat
influence on journalistic writing and tradition (5). Journalists according to thetoig@ews
model are expected to remove their biases, present only the facts, anddgdkeleaelop all
the sides of the story. This objective model dominates news and has done so for the majority
of news history.

Unlike Mindich, Ward concerns himself with the development of objectivity rather
than the definition of it. The early press was a reflection of a society striving for objective

truth," and journalism ethics has developed as a result of this reporting. The commadicti
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the origins of objectivity among scholars are important to an understanding ofignarna
ethics. While Ward describes an intrinsic need for ethics that origimatestilture, others
see the need for objectivity due to legal issues and a demand for institutionaldstaHeéa
argues that ethics are a system needed by both journalists and the public in creleteta
reciprocal relationship. He writes that the scattered ideas of joumialighe sixteen and
seventeen-hundreds were soon replaced by different demands during the American and
French revolution. The English Bill of Rights became fundamental to people’s atroai

in politics, and he connects these changes to the press deeming themselves “public
watchdogs” and “instruments of public opinion” (129).

Ward's assertion that journalistic ethics derive from a public need thatleecboth
journalists and readers describes the evolution of the press and journalisnss succe
criticizing society. Because the newspapers function as a watchdbgdwmsae fundamental
to modern journalistic obligations, he emphasizes people’s historical and pdkiticands
as the reason for the existence of objectiVitide considers historical events critical to the
movement towards objectivity, but his ideals also explain the current need forvityject
People turn towards the news in order to become informed about the current staiesof af
but rarely do they turn to the newspaper in order to consider an opinion. Ward’s hypothesis
about objectivity as a means to inform the public during the seventeenth and eighteenth
century is still applicable today. People still seek information about thesatfair concern
them just as the English were concerned about the political and religious problweis
time. Therefore, he asserts that objectivity evolved from public demand.

While Ward derives the need for objectivity from history, Theodore Glasser slefine

objectivity in light of similar socially-derived public needs, but he is motealiof the way
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in which the media functions. He provides an ideology of news that is based on three
inherent biases: the media’s role as watchdog, the treatment of individpalssase
observers who disintegrate original thinking, and a lack of responsibilibrdating news by
being accountable for presenting facts but nothing more (176-177). His definition of
objectivity accounts for inherent biases despite attempts at impartiddityuggests that the
intentions of objective news are evident within biases because the mediavest@alotid
provide views that follow the status quo, that provide definitive answers to problens withi
the world, and give information motivated by opinion, but are concealed by the fagade of
objectivity (180-181). Objectivity as a model is substandard because of thenwayish
news sources aim to fulfill their own motivations by providing definitive statés about
rather than discussions; through the use of individual experts, organizations neglectgpposi
views or contradictory information. Therefore, his criticisms of objectexyose the faults
of a strictly objective news model. Because people are biased and strive to prove the
assertions they make, objective news is an unattainable ideal. News, acanf@liagser’'s
ideas, is presented through a partial perspective of a journalist. By understaerding t
motivations of journalists, one can see how a discussion of news rather than argtatem
facts is fundamentally favorable.
Journalism Ethics Today

The most current reflection on journalistic ethical standards is the Society of
Professional Journalist’s code of ethics. Listed on their website, the pecstatals that
journalists should seek the news, serve the public, and adopt the code of ethics in practice
(SPJ). The code claims that journalism ethics are not a set of rules but instealdea of

guidelines that should promote ethical thinking. This type of ethics reflectIBadea that
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journalists are conflicted by various responsibilities. Both suggest that jstsrsilould
make the best decisions possible, independent of precedent. The SJP Code of Ethics is
divided into four categories: seek truth and report it, minimize harm, act independedtly, a
be accountable. These categories are similar to Mindich’s interpretation ctivotyjen
which detachment, nonpartisanship, the inverted pyramid, dependence on facts, ard balanc
are mentioned. The common themes between these principles are the unbiased and factual
approach to reporting. The code of ethics continues to describe situations and waigh in w
journalists should act. For example, journalists should “test the accuracyprofation.”
The code also mentions that journalists should “recognize a social obligation toteasure
the public’s business is conducted in the open and that government records are open to
inspection” (Society of Professional Journalists). Through an obligation to exposglhe t
about government, the code of ethics reflects the same historically-denbétba for the
media to present unbiased but critical views of the government. Although objectivigy toda
has developed a more definitive and prescribed set of ethics, the watchdog petsizaitha
describes during the French and American Revolution as well as intotem@@1' century
has held true for journalism ethics today.

The foundations of objective journalism are importanthe Viewbecause of the
shows tendencies to criticize society and to voice their opinions. Even though it is not
objective,The Viewstill has these same watchdog tendencies. More importantly the Society
of Professional Journalists have exclusively adopted an objective news modslyibpjeas
become normative and all other news models have been discredited.

Even thoughThe Viewreflects the opinions of the co-hosts, it still offers a certain

level of objective news; in order for the co-hosts to offer their differing opinibeg,teed
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the initial objective reporting first.

Even though there are benefits to a more precise code of journalistic ethics as
objectivity has become the overriding principle, there has also been crititttims current
ethical system. Journalistic ethics have been criticized in artalesusing conflict and a
separation between the individual and his or her society, such as John P. Ferre’s fgroundi
an Ethics of Journalism.” The article was published inJthenal of Media Ethicend won
honorable mention in the Carol Burnett/University of Hawaii/ AEJMC Poz&tudent
Papers on Journalism EthitsNot only is Ferre critical of the motivations of news
organizations but he also criticizes the The Code of Ethics of the Society e$$toofl
Journalists because they do not explain the reasons for the rules nor why they should be
followed. In other words, even though objectivity has its merits in providing fact, s
guidelines are myopic and do not facilitate ethical discussion but instead b&¢omeof
legislature and set of rules to follow. A danger in providing a code of ethicg isetha
becomes subject to rules rather than being a set of moral guidelies.

Whereas many writers expose the shortcomings of objectivity and while ottpdys
that the public needs objectivity, Stephen H. Daniel focuses on the journalists and the ways
in which they must bypass their own prejudices in order to provide some greater good. A
conflict that arises in the discussion of journalistic ethics is not just autlsmskiat also
authors’ responsibilities outside of journalism that influence their work. Datpédias the
conflicts journalists encounter as professionals and their responsibgitresreans. He
explains this in his article “Some Conflicting Assumptions of Journalishic&':
“Unfortunately, most journalists do not live and work in an environment of ordinary

interaction and communication. They purposefully attempt to minimize personalipes,
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to prove and challenge in ways which most people would otherwise find offensive, and even
to continue coverage of material when their freedom or lives at stake” (51)ggesss that
ethics are as important for journalists as they are audiences (51). Thetioos and
responsibilities of journalists that he uncovers are fundamental to understandiagstai
standard but not always a practice. He differs from the other writers in thisssiogg
because he implies that codes of ethics ignore the human conflict betweerndaoigbtt
thing. Daniel explains that journalism as a profession requires objecamiythat this
objectivity comes in conflict with human nature. He gives an example of the psotilain
arise when journalists must choose between appeasing editors or meetimged€ad). The
immediacy or consequences of a certain decision become motivation forigiartet may
come in conflict with a more ethical choice. Where journalistic integrity shoaiprimary,

other responsibilities taint the capacity for journalists to make ethicisiales

Daniel’s insight into journalism ethics are important because he bring ethic$ a
theoretical level of ideals and places them in the context of actual decidomgnidaniel’s
analysis reflects a similar criticism as Jerre in that he does notd#iiat journalistic ethics
should be demarcated into rules and regulations. He treats journalists as indiwittheals r
than rule followers, and motivations are feasible explanations rather ttasesx Because
of his treatment of journalists, the question of subjectivity and objectivity be@roadto
ethics as a whole. He views ethics as a need to do good rather than pleasamaetoplé or
groups, and he implies that ethical choices cannot be prioritized a priori. Floteeha
does not mitigate the human difficulty to make good decisions—in this case theschoice
journalists make—and he also does not emphasize following rules as a way to be

ethical. Journalistic integrity becomes a method of analyzing situationsasiggather than
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fulfilling exclusive guidelines that are not applicable to every situation., hasiels

describes the highest good of a journalist as the same as the highest goodlvidlials—
developing authentically (56). For Daniels, journalism ethics derives filocakpersonal
decisions rather than agreed-upon rules. When appliEded/iewand subjective news, the
importance of opinion is explained by Daniel’s view that journalists are human and have
opinions;The Viewmerely functions as a medium for five individuals to provide their biases

that would otherwise be inhibited by objective news.

The history of objectivity coupled with the current SJP guidelines describe tleatcurr
climate of newsgathering. Objectivity has become a standard through the etdiesfbut
also objectivity has become an expectation among audiences when watchisgtel@vi
reading the news. Audiences have come to expect unbiased, well-researchedyreporti
type of reporting that has been historically derived through people’s needsaio rem
informed. There are benefits to objective reporting because of its cladigteempt at
transparency. However, objectivity is insufficient in discussions of repedsemt
interpretation, and the gathering of meaning. The discourS@®View—although often
undermined—is more useful than objectivity in such cases particularly bebause
discussions aid in viewer’s development of meaning.

Stuart Hall is important in any discussion of meaning, and in order to understand how
The Viewpromotes interpretation and executes successful subjectivity, an understEnding
his ideas is necessary. He emphasizes the ideological influences ofrti@seather than
their relativity to reality, and helps explain the influence of repregentan the public. Julie
D’Acci complicates Hall by describing the nuances of gender representatid she

suggests that gender representation should reflect reality to the tbatenrgpresentations



Raczkowski 10

should produce positive images. She also explains that gender is socially cashstthiste
idea alone is critical to understanding the differences in experience dngoogrhosts that
account for their differing views on politics. This also suggests that repatisa is not only
important to providing audiences with images, but that images can also challereyeesidi
by providing views that go against the status quo, and that these images of rapoeseant
be positive. Thus, an application of Hall's theories to various clips TioenViewassert the
limitations of objectivity.

The View, The Daily ShoawndThe Colbert Report

There is little research abothe Viewin regards to journalism ethics. HowevEne
View’s subjective news format is most similar to late-night comedy talk showsd®eoathe
way the hosts are able to give their opinions about the news. Sandra L. Borden and Chad
Tew explore the positive and negative aspects of broadcasting news througlelagas-r
comedy, specifically in regards Tde Daily Show with Jon StewdfDS andthe Colbert
Report(TCR with Stephen Colbert. The article is applicable to more thad [pS&andTCR
this type of reporting also applies to daily talk shows sudrhasview Because hosts dhe
Viewalso recycle already broadcast news stories rather than reportingribe thiemselves,
the show functions in a similar realm as a critique of media. The hosts providetisabje
rather than objective perspectives, and thus fall into a similar categdry esnbic new
journalists Colbert and Stewart. The agenda of these subjective shows is tiwdleotri
news, events, and pop-culture. In an analysikhef Viewin regards to this article, there
needs to be a regard for journalistic integrity, and a value in subjective opinttiseavay

they function to criticize the media.
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The article argues that both Stewart and Colbert unethically discussmeontexts
in which they are not accountable for the same integrity as broadcastigisriébwever,
the article looks beyond the model to explore and provide insights about their internal and
external criticism of the news, while also describing the limitations ofeg information.

The article successfully functions to examine the various positive and nedativges of
what Borden and Tew call “fake news,” and the benefits and limitations of indeesst
sources.

An alternative—or as an addition—to broadcast news is the emergence of indirect
news sources in the form of talk shows and comedy JKtRandTDSare examples of this
type of television show that uses recycled news clips as a basis for discussionmhibcs )t
world issues, news, and criticisms of the media. The shows usually take a caaemBws
news subjects, and these shows often take place in front of a live audience. In order to
understand Borden and Tew's argument, one must first understand the virtue theorypmodel t
which they are referring. They explain that this model is useful becagrgalains that
Stewert and Colbert are not journalists because they are not bound to the same moral
commitments (301). They write, “intentions matter for moral evaluation,” andhbus
article argues that Stewart and Colbert are not journalists because they dachthe
practice of journalistic moral activity but are imitators (303). Likewtke co-hosts dfhe
Vieware not bound to the same boundaries as journalists. Borden and Tew argue that if
journalism only required the act of taking videos and telling good stories, tlateaoguld
be a journalist. However, they assert that it is because of moralistitontethat journalists
differ from the general public. This criticism ®@CRandTDSdirectly relate the definitions

of objective news. Borden and Tew’s condition of journalistic integrity is an olgect
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principle that applies tdhe Viewas well.The Viewdoes not implement its own reporting
and their concern is not telling the news but telling how they feel about the news.eBefcaus
this, Borden and Tew would assert that the hosts are not subject to journalistityiatedr
can be a form of corruptiofi.

This assertion that Colbert, Stewart, and the hosthiefViewdo not embody the
same motivations as traditional journalists is indisputable. However, perhagssiiew
attraction to such journalism is what makes it successful in contrast toomadjournalism.
Bordon and Tew neglect to acknowledge Colbert’s and Stewart’s disconnect from
journalistic responsibilities as a positive aspect while both comedians vieastbigical to
their “watch dog” stance. Colbert and Stewart are not tied to journalistigitgtevhich
means that they do not have the same moral obligations and standards created by the
industry, as Borden and Tew assert. These scholars also do not consider thasticurnali
constraints can be negative, even in regards to effixSandTCRare not required to
provide breaking news, to create different spins on repetitive stories, nodaiedre
objective news model. This allows for a criticism of the news when other sourceserodu
stories prematurely—at times without accuracy—or when agenda-settung.otkese two
shows instead function as critiques of the media. One could argue that there is arahecks a
balances system in place: just as the media is described as the fourthoedateese two
shows function to find fault with the media. Likewi3éne Viewis not hindered by the
restraints of mainstream media. They debate the news and are not held béspamniieir
factuality; this allows for discussions and criticisms of the world thaharteiver’s

development in meaning, which is not contingent on timeliness or factuality.
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The question of objectivity and ethics are not important because of how they
functions in media but because of how people view the media because of their rules and
regulations. Objectivity has become a marker of good news, and is no longer a gescripti
term but a qualitative one. It is important to note also that objectivity as ansyktthics
developed intrinsically and as a result of the demands of both the public and journalists.
Objectivity has left little room for subjectivity, and opinions have become itfisigni to
news organizations and audiences. This disintegration of opinion has led to a bad reputation
for individual thinking and well-educated biases. To have an opinion in the “real news” is to
impose an opinion on others, which is the antithesis to good news. There are many argument
for and against objective news in opposition to subjective news. The sources that provide
these arguments vary from independent news organizations, journalists, scholars, and
audiences. However, the preference for objective news as a dominant and superadr for
news describes a model that is too easily accepted and too easily disolgddsve

news"

Borden and Tew prove the integrity of journalism in their example of factuahtgy
assert that these shows provide re-used information with no original reporting T34
writers explain that this means tHddSandTCR“implicitly buy into factuality—and its
associated rules of evidence” (305). In other words, this means that becaugertbere
original reporting, the hosts are subject to already established biaség aledisions of
those who have broadcast the news. The article successfully uncovers the alsoe by
considering that by re-using neWwd)SandTCRcan focus on the interpretation of the news
instead. However, to assert that there is no original reporting is over schpBbthTDS

andTCRdo incorporate original reporting even though much of their programs critique other
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media outlets and recycled news. Rather than remaining concerned about thjdutivi
shows can focus on how the news is internalized. In terms of factuality, theswfitbe
article are successful at exposing both sides of the problem. Because itikatfEBSand
TCRare not responsible for producing facts but instead criticizing news thatyadnaats,
Borden and Tew make sufficient claims for the benefits and limitationsyélesl reporting.
Likewise, The Viewis subject to the same biases that are inherent in their recycled news
sources®

The article also makes important observations about the effective aspEDSarid
TCRand explains that the shows are responsible for the same accountability aksjourn
Borden and Tew quote Colbert fradiPR’sFresh Air, in which he explains that he makes his
audiences work hard by compelling them to engage in issues outside the show. [Ehe artic
also explains that the shows are interesting because they “occupy a plaedioa between
internal and external criticism” (308). Becaude@SandTCRcriticize a realm which they are
a part of, they provide and interesting perspective on the media that is impwssible
traditional journalismThe View’'shosts act similarly to Colbert and Stewart because they
criticize a world of which they are a part. The article also mention$Steatart and Colbert,
by virtue of their medium, are able to “get away with more.” These anmgsmather the
assumption that there are compelling reasons to give credit to untraditionatyeidde
news. The value of such news, the writers propose, is the audience’s participation.

The article ends by suggesting mediation between “fake news” and reataehat
both parties must learn from each other. Borden and Tew suggest journalists negdise ex
their right to provide subjective opinions on important issues and that “fake news” must

consider their responsibility in providing news accurately. The artiotgislasion provides a
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climate in which a more productive discourse is possible in both types of news. This
conclusion rectifies the favorable in both traditional and recycled journahshtherefore
also explains the writers’ previous inability to prove only negativities iw&teand
Colbert’s shows. The article concludes with the suggestion that neither objective nor
subjective news is better, that both are necessary to informing the public, aratithiatee
particular responsibilities. In the conclusion, Borden and Tew provide a iacetieid
explanation that is less myopic, more interesting, and more informativehéh@anetvious,
assertions that merely discredited the shows for recycling news. Thisisionadls
particularly important to any discussion of subjective news.

To discredit any news medium—whether explicitly news related or not—igooeg
the possibly useful criticisms they may offer. According to this conclusion tidei@ers of
The Viewmust be aware of responsibility when providing the news and therefore must be
careful to maintain journalistic integrity such as avoiding biases, providingdeala
information, and publishing reputable stories. However, the show cannot be discredited a
invaluable simply by virtue of its categorization as subjective. Contrarilktigy for The
Viewto function as a watchdog provides a strong benefit for subjectivity thatms ofte
overlooked by viewers who prefer objective news. By looking into the differences in the
coverage of Rihanna &0/20andThe Viewthe merits of subjectivity become more
compelling, and Borden and Tew’s argument becomes more clear.
20/20andThe View

20/20is ABC'’s in-depth interviewing program; interviewees vary froheloeties to
politicians, and the questions can be personal, controversial, or simply informational. |

utilizes objective news style reporting, and is worth mentioning becauseuitefeanportant
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subjects who are presented in an impartial way through its reporting style nBtabke
episodes include Barbara Walters asking Vladamir Putin about whether halditergs
on his people, questioning Hillary Clinton about the pressure of being the first ladgjrex
the John Edwards sex scandal, and interviewing George Bush Jr. about his experiences
throughout his two presidential tern20/20has become a medium in which controversial
topics are investigated and difficult questions are asked. Because itighkerahd timely
program, it is relevant to the discussion of the benefits and limitations of objeetisge The
interviewer’s biases are subdued, extensive research is conducted, and questions are
balanced. Because of thiX)/20follows Mindich’s definition of objective news. The
format—interviewing—requires thorough, unbiased research, careful planniag, fac
checking, balanced questioning and that make it an example of objective news. gaurces
interviewer can ask certain questions above others, which can present a @estahlias;
however, this is still considered journalistically objective so long as theiopneste
balanced. Besides the interviewer’s choice of questions, the intervieweepdeneich of
the conversation and influences what is and is not disclosed; the interviewer gsrrende
control of the discussion to the interviewee after the questions are posed. Thewstervie
often air continuously with few editing or cuts. Newsgathering is conducted omagand
the interviewee often presents his answers in entirety. Moreover, this alsothegahe
interviewee has relative control over the responses.

The balance within the show is derived from the format; the interviewer asks
guestions based on research and the interviewee is able to rebut, confirm, and expand upon
the issue. Because of this format, there is a balance between the conteetviexeat

wants to elicit and between what the interviewee wants to divulge. AltigfigAdoes not
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follow the inverted pyramid, it does follow normal interviewing conventions such as
beginning with less intrusive questions and working towards the more difficult, persona
guestions. Another reason wR§/20is particularly objective is that the news story is less
edited—the interviewee has a greater opportunity to give his or her opinion and the
interviewer is less able to disclose information from viewers. Theref0f20is a useful
news show oMBC because it follows the patterns of an objective news source.

The Viewon the other hand, follows a generally subjective news format. The topics
are pre-determined and the cast members have access to facts on cue cdrdsakdsc
their reporting seem objective. The method of conversatidrherView however, suggests
the show is subjective because the hosts’ present information based on their owne&gperie
rather than reporting about others. The hosts are able to give opinions about the ngws, whi
offers the audience blatant biases. Each host has different views about eacthaudbjine
show functions as a place for them to offer their ideas, refute other views, oe thaing
positions about issues. The hosts are able to speak freely about topics so longasthey
violate FCC rules and follow the network’s general guidelines. However, despite the
subjective naturelhe Viewstrives to base the discussion on factual reporting, even though
the focus of the show is on personal opinion rather than journalistic storytelling. By
observing various incidences in the media and the contrast in the way objective meats for
differ from subjective ones, a reader can begin to appreciate the value ofisitje
Rihanna or20/20andThe View

The media’s portrayal of Rihanna is just one way in which the benefits of objective
and subjective news can be compa®8C’scoverage of Rihanna, particularly in the

differences between tt#9/20segment and episodesTdie View differ in reporting style.



Raczkowski 18

20/20is considered to be a program of in-depth, intrusive interviews in which intergiewer
elicit controversial and unexpected information about a subject. It follows arniobjeews
model and works to support the fourth estate ambitions of traditional journ@henView

on the other hand, is a show in which five women offer their opinions about what has
appeared in the newEhe Viewmaintains journalistic integrity but is more subjective; it
offers subtleties about news topics that are not evident in hard news. It is impottant
mitigate the importance of morning talk shows in a discussion of #'s coverage of
Rihanna’s relationship with Chris Brown and her appearanG&iprovide two specific
examples in which the benefits of subjective news are evident.

Diane Sawyer interviewed Rihanna on November 6, 20020 9 months after
Rihanna was physically abused by Chris BroMAC claimed it was the first in-depth
interview since the inciden20/20interviews generally feature two unique and important
types of information: information attained outside of the interview and the ieneres
claims that are made during the broadcast. In the Noverfibepisode, Sawyer exposed
information about Rihanna that contradicted Rihanna’s original claims. Sawyer faind t
Rihanna had filed earlier police reports featuring Chris Brown. When asked, Rgwmdna
that she had only filed one report—the one that leaked to the press. Becad/ia®sin-
depth and extensive reporting, Sawyer exposed Rihanna’s fallacious story. Moreitly
the incidence shows that objective reporting strives to attain some objeativdrirmany
ways it followed the objective models of MinditiThe show elicited private, controversial
information about Rihanna while also maintaining and defending her reputation, and

following the values of journalistic ethi€sThe types of questions Sawyer asked Rihanna
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portrayed in her in a positive light despite Sawyer’s ruthlessness at uncoweringth. The
format of the questions are just one way in wid620functions objectively.

Sawyer’s interview with Rihanna concluded by informing the public of three
important pieces of information: Rihanna remained in inconsistent contact with Bftewn a
the incident despite the police report and abuse, she ended her relationship debause o
guilt she felt towards young women who may continue contact with abusive partners, and
that Rihanna lied about her relationship with Brown in order to mitigate his bad reputati
Sawyer exposed Rihanna’s lies in order to inform the public of the truth. Sawykuader
the Society of Professional Journalists’ Code of Ethics; she worked to haadmth about
her subject by finding unsettling but necessary information. However, an objeadiag of
Rihanna’s battle with domestic violence reflects an inherent problem in news thaita
complicated than the attainment of truth or f&&C’s coverage of Rihanna diluted the
problem of domestic violence into a distinction between truth and fact rather than exposing
the implications and subtleties of such information. Sawyer, by virtue of theiobjeetvs
model, was only able to uncover fallacies in Rihanna'’s claims but was unablerto asse
whether Rihanna’s actions were moral or appropriate. Objectivity, thus, functene$y to
inform the public but does little to complicate moral issues or to raise etlsgakisuch as
those surrounding Rihanna’s lies. Sawyer was only able to point out the hypocrisy in
Rihanna’s claims, but was not able to assert that they were unethical. A lstdajgctivity on
The Viewreaders were offered a nuanced interpretation of the situation. The co-hests wer
able to speculate as to why Rihanna was unable to break her ties with Brown, aod also t
consider the emotional consequences of abuse. Although the co-hosts did not discuss the

ethics of her lies, they did discuss serious issues surrounding her abuse.
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The Viewhas complicated Rihanna’s experience with Chris Brown and has offered
audiences a complex reading of Rihanna, unlik@i20interview. Whoopi introduced the
clip of Diane Sawyer’s interview a20/20.The clip showed the beginning of tB@/20
interview when Rihanna stated that it was embarrassing that Chris Breampérson [she]
fell in love with.” Joy began the discussion by stating that sometimes pedtptdove
when “it’s really co-dependency.” Sherri responded by saying that sowwangn re-enter
abusive relationships and that because Rihanna said the situation was embastassivas
really insulting Brown. Sherri continued by saying that she hopes that Rihannal liFame
the situation. Sherri’'s comment reflected her concern for women; she raed ¢mat
Rihanna is a microcosm of domestic abuse and she hoped that other women recognize the
severity of her experience. Joy noted that Rihanna has an album debuting that week, that
Chris Brown was doing great and selling tickets, and that she “loves show businesid She
not say this with antagonism or bitterness; she acknowledged the way that patiinge
functions. Joy's comment reflected a different understanding of Rihannatait She
pointed out that Rihanna’s press junket and unexpected openness about Brown is the result of
the debut for her new CD, which implies that Rihanna was not disclosing information on her
own accord but rather for promotional purposes. Joy did not express anger towards Rihanna’
motives; she enlightened the audience to a nuance of the situation that was ethetrwis
mentioned by the media. In other words, the flexibility of subjectivity allowgdalbe
critical of the media—a field she is also a part of—by highlighting its sicfzeity.

In the beginning portion of their discussion, the women'’s voices were calm and they
carefully listened to each other. It seemed as though Elisabeth wagdessted in this topic

because she had little to say except to mention a relationship to psychologis Soietr
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was a personal hope connected to a greater cause; she wanted Rihanna to Ielaen from t
situation in order to prevent domestic abuse. The calmness of the discussion didorg last
Whoopi disagreed with Joy’'s statement that Brown was doing fine. The womemaittéd

by the sudden disagreement. Whoopi, who is the moderator, said that Brown is not doing
great because “people do not like people who hit other pe8ipdter this comment, calm

was restored and Whoopi mentioned that Sherri wants to take her niece to see Brown because
he deserves another chance. She explained that Brown has “said he was sadrthe“pa

price for what he’s done” and “is getting help.” She cited Michael Phelps asraplexat
someone who was given a second chance. Sherri’s observations reflected ésigioe

Brown she feels he deserves, and she wanted her niece to also understand the need for
forgiveness because of his young age. Elisabeth asked Sherri if she was gkt tioeia

niece about Brown before the concert; Sherri explained that she talked about it whe
happened, and that if it is really a second chance then she does not want to berate the point.
Sherri’'s explanation shows compassion for Brown but also the virtue of forgiveaestée

wants to instill in her niece. The medium, a morning talk show, allowed Sherri to show
compassion for Brown but to also mention her view on celebrity domestic abuse. Unlike
20/2Q which presented the facts about what happened to Rihanna, the worien \diew

spoke about the ways in which people can respond to the event. She took the situation out of
its context and into the daily lives of average people. By giving Brovec@nsl chance, she
offered people different ways to respond to abusive individuals: to either give theand sec
chance or hold them entirely accountable. By presenting the situation in this way—by
offering opinion rather than fact—Sherri responded to the situation in a wdyah people

can come to more informed opinions about domestic abuse because of the diverse opinions of
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the cast members. Whoopi added to this complexity by also mentioning that she does not
believe that Phelp’s crime was nearly the same as Brown’s. Whoopi acknowdeiddjasy
in Sherri’s reasoning that allows for a deeper reading of the situation.

All four women'’s views are valid to a critical discussion of Rihanna’s abuse. Whoopi
is humored by the ways in which the media treat Brown’s misdemeanors toolgaralis
she disagrees with the scrutiny he receives. She expressed her disagtieemgh her
mocking tone in order to suggest that at times the media overdramatizes shdmesy
opinions parallel Whoopi’s because she also mentioned the superficiality of theimedia
reporting on Rihanna at the same time as her CD launch. Elisabeth and Sherri, on the other
hand, are more concerned with the ways in which the media informs the publicf&herr
that women needed to learn from Rihanna in order to prevent domestic abuse. However, she
also mentioned that Brown is young and must also be given the opportunity to learn.
Elisabeth also showed her concern for the issue of domestic abuse by questioning Sherr
about the ways in which Sherri will discuss Brown with her niece. Elisabeth, wadlgigs
concerned about the ways in which children will understand domestic abuse.

The nuances within the discussions between the cast memiplees\6éware
important to an understanding of Rihanna’s domestic abuse. Altl2@4g0informed the
public of the earlier police reports that Rihanna had filed, it did little to acknowtbdge
greater issues involved, and the ways in which the public could be aff2@t2@functioned
solely to inform the audience of events: how Rihanna was beaten, where and why it
happened, and what she has been doing since then. Ho2@\&&failed to mention the
superficiality of the media but also the other side of the situation, the way ih B&town

was dealing with the consequencEse View on the other hand, acknowledged all of these
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issues. Whoopi voiced her concern for Brown and his poor reputation by the media. So
often, the media portrays the views of the afflicted but not of the afflictor. In wtirels,
Brown’s story is rarely mentioned in hard news, but Whoopi was critical of the iway

which the media treated Brown as “doing just fine.” Ironically, despite ti¢Hat Rihanna
attempted to mend his reputation through2880segment, the main message remained that
her abuse was frightening, and that she would never want other women to experidace sim
abuses. Rihanna’s dramatic story portrayed Brown as a terrible person whiléstana
change, a person she struggles to avoid. Whoopi’s understanding of the situation, on the
other hand, better functioned to bolster Brown’s reputation because she suggesiedvisat
dealing with the consequences of his actions. Whoopi’s short but succinct commerad allow
for a different perspective that problemetized what at first seemed todb¥ians story of
nefarious abuse. Furthermore, Sherri’s willingness to give Brown anotherecalso

delineated a part of the story that was not evident througkOf2@interview. Brown’s

young age, Sherri felt, warranted him another chance by the media. Thideattintradicted
that 0f20/20but it was also a reasonable way for audiences to approach the situation.
Whereas th@0/20segment left the issue resolved—that Brown is an abusive man and that
all abusive men must not be forgiveii-he Viewwas more critical and more vocal about the
subtleties in his actions.

The Viewis distinctly different fron20/20in terms of its purpose and style. To
criticize 20/20as neglecting certain aspects of Rihanna’s story would be an oversimplified
analysis. The discussions ©he Viewcould not exist if objective reporting did not precede
the producers’ research. Without the initial objective reporiihg, Viewcould not exist.

What is problematic abo@0/20and an explicitly objective news reading of Rihanna’s abuse
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is that it neglects the subtleties and implications of its reporting. Mordisphygj objective
news avoids presenting interpretations and understandings. Even though the objestive new
model20/20followed allowed for a critical and reliable report of the case, it stitraped
Brown negatively—not because of the content or because of writer bias butebecaus
objective news reporting did not cover the context of the situ&@B&0was thorough in its
investigation and was critical of Rihanna’s assertions, but it explainedubéaitin an
elevated atmosphere detached from real life. Because of its obligationsrtalistic
objectivity, Sawyer could not express opinion or bias, and portrayed Rihanna factuatly but a
a distance. However, Rihanna'’s abuse is not remote but relevant to the experiences of
women; those who have and may be abused. Her story is more than just fact—the way in
which the public understands the story will influence the ways in which they unktisea
issue as a whole. Thus, there is a great responsibility in the way the newsageploind it
has become even more crucial since Rihanna has become a spectacle foc ddonssti

The merits oR0/20lie in its function to inform the public of facts, although it does
little to inform the public of what to do with the information with which they are predent
The Viewon the other hand, offers the audiences ways in to internalize and form judgments
about the story, as well as, develop a perceptive and critical stance on th€hssyew
cannot exist without initial, objective reporting that precedes it, but it is Malta
audiences. Thus, subjectivity should have greater merit in the news, as it istialflumethe
development of opinions, views, and meanings.
Rihanna’'sGQ Photoshoot

In a clip of the view from January2010, the women discussed Rihanr@@ photo

shoot. Whoopi explained that many claim the photos are extremely provocative, and she
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asked the other women if the photo shoot was aistde right direction for Rihanna. Tl
producers showed clips of the photos. In the fiRdhanna posed ¢like on her handsnd
knees wearing a grey bra a
underwear. Barbara responc
first and asked where Rihan
wanted to move on to, implyir
disapproval of the photos. J
responded by claiming she dc
not want to be a victim of abus
but instead that wanted to b
“fashion victim.” The member
then workedo try to complicate

the photos. Barbara stated t

2\

Rihanna wants to besex symbol
and Sheri replied by saying Rihanna has always bessax symbol

Sheri continued by saying that maybe now Rihanhdike a bad girl and was takir
control. The producers showed another photo thaoie racy, showhere Elisabetr
interpreted the photo differently. Sheplained that it is a control phagtm which Rihann:
was showing her power over her im: Sheri compkd with this assertion arsaid that
maybe what Rihanna was saying is that you can tihese” (referring to her breasts) a
not “those” (referring tder blocking herself). Barbara mentioned that réigas of how

provocative the photo was, that it was no excue abuse. Everyone agreed and Wpi

Fig. 1. Rihanna poses in a cropped top covering her
genitals with her hands. Michael Thompson. GQ: 2010.
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speculated that perhaps Rihanna was hiding a giant boxing glove that “comes up when
someone comes near her and goes ‘Pow.™

Although this final interpretation was comical, the discussion implied far thare
just a few women’s opinions about two magazine photos. The photos themselves were
scandalous, especially for morning talk show television. The second photo had Rihanna’s
breasts censored with a black box, indicating that the network was wary of shiogving t
original copy. More importantly, however, the nuances between the womentmdiffe
interpretations exhibit the value of opinion as news.

My argument thaT he View’sincorporation of opinion in news is founded upon the
assumption that Rihanna’s scandalous photo shoot is news. For the purposes of this thesis,
news is anything that interests the public and tells a story regardomjliatc Some
traditional factors of newsworthiness include proximity, future impact, prencie, conflict,
human interest, and timeliness. These factors are not exclusive requirbatarsused to
indicate the extent of a story’s newsworthiness; the more factors a stiagsuthe more
newsworthy it is often considered. However, according to these factors aegyory that
contains a conflict can be newsworthy. Thus, my definition of news will be eqeadbral
because of the context ©he View Because the show is a morning talk show and not an
early morning or evening news broadcast and because the show regards opinions, | will
consider news to be any story that respond to people’s concerns.

Interpreting a photo shoot or images on broadcast television is an activitgreiat r
happens on television. Although news outlets have mentioned magazines in their segments,
the news does not interpret its subjects but only displays and describes themt s fac

The Viewfeatured Rihanna’s photoshoot was rare in it#d¥C was the only network to
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mention the spread, let alone criticize it. What is more important about Joyi, Ehsabeth,
and Whoopi's interpretations is that the women were able to voice their opinions; the four
were able to contradict, consider, and reconsider their views as reasonzadhs ot
American society. There are further implications to this, though. The discudsut
Rihanna’s photo spread depicts three important things about subjective nevibetNagw
can encompass biases, that opinions matter, and that the audience benefits from such a
discussion.

The women’s varying life experiences and personality influence the waylsich
they interpreted the photo. Barbara and Joy were distracted by the risgg@pdsudity.
On the other hand, Elisabeth and Sherri read the photo in terms of women’s power and the
ways in which Rihanna was manipulating her audiences. It is possible that age and
experience influenced these differing readings. Barbara and Joy aréhalddéoth Sherri
and Elisabeth, and their views about how women should act and portray themselves differ
significantly. Furthermore, Barbara and Joy have both been married foifecaigly
longer time than Elisabeth, and Sherri is divorced. These experiences factwvinthe
women understand photos and interpret people’s actions.

Along with their age, the dynamics and relationships between the women—the way
in which they listen to each other and modify their beliefs—signify the importdrogaroon
in news. The views that the women present and their openness about the topics they discuss
indicate the flexibility of their opinions. Sherri began by reacting to Batbatatement that
Rihanna is a sex symbol by speculating that Rihanna may be exposing herseltlagra
However, she quickly agreed with Elisabeth’s view that the photo is about control. The two

ideas at first glance are completely contradictory; a bad girl pensytias subjection where
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as control implies power. Thus, Sherri succeeded to a more complex understanding of the
photo through a reevaluation, which she might not have had Elisabeth not made that claim.
This type of thinking is important for audiences as well. Just as Sheri was adi@e her
views on the photo shoot and sexuality in general, viewers exposed to multiple views rat
than one objective truth would come to more complex and educated beliefs. More
specifically, women whose inherent biases prevent them from initatigidering photos
such as Rihanna’s as evidence of control rather than sex would be able to approach the
subject with more openness.

Further research into Rihanna and her image exude similar allusionsgitstxad
control rather than promiscuity that support Elisabeth’s reading. In “Hdrd Siags:
“Tougher than a lion/ Ain't no need in tryin' /I live where the sky ends /Yup, you knew thi
Through these lyrics, she suggests her strength is compared to that of a liernyfitesare
more aligned with Hasselback’s interpretation of@@photo shoot where she exerts that
Rihanna has overcome her relationship with Brown, and instead is in control of her identity
In Rihanna’s song “Rude Boy,” which is arguably as promiscuous d&@ehoto shoot,
she sings: Come here, rude boy, boy, can you get it up? / Come here, rude boy,dwy, is y
big enough? /Take it, take it, baby, baby, take it, take it, love me, love me.” Although thes
lyrics are sexually explicit, her attitude portrays control rather thanisalv@ness. The
parallel between Rihanna’s photo shoot and lyrics are strong; in both she exhileifs hers
licentiously but does so in challenging the traditional notions and readings of¥gome
sexuality.

In this instance it is particularly important for women to question photos such as

Rihanna’s because they epitomize the ways in which media studies have questioeed wom
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and their objectification. Stuart Hall, a cultural theorist, writes “It isigipants in a culture
who give meaning to people, objects and events” (3). Hall explains that people gniegnea
to the things they interact with. In termsTdfe Viewthe images that viewers see also
become a part of their culture. However, it is the meaning, which people thesngigkv¢o

the subject that are important. The ways people internalize their experiefhoeisde the
creation of their meaning. In tl&Q clip, the women created and recreated the meaning of
Rihanna’s photos for themselves. This discussion allowed for differing opinions and new
meanings. However, the clip also applies to the ways in which audiences aeaatagror
themselves. Rather than just seeing the photo, viewers also received commemtahef
Viewthat explicated the different ways that Rihanna could be seen. Because petple crea
meaning, it is important that these meanings not be myopic or prematuiiéheahtew
facilitates this by offering five different viewpoints.

Not only is it important to consider the ways in which meaning is derived, but this
also has implications about news itself. Using Hall’'s idea that people aneateng, it is
important for news organizations to present the news in an extensive, compleBzeayse
biases are unavoidable but also crucial to a person’s understanding, thestaaees in
which opinion is important, especially to viewerse Viewis a medium that allows viewers
to see different approaches to issues and in the case@pboto shoot. They were
offered a rare opinion that was plausible, but it also showed women in a powerful ways
rather than the subjected, inferior positions that people often expect from tlee ¥iediers
were offered the possibility that a suggestive photo was not just exploratdngr+aitrying
to find her sexuality—but that it could also be suggesting strength in women’sityexitree

Viewcomplicated the image by offering this reading. Within a strictly hard newstiobje
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environment, viewers would be offered facts and not opinions. Because people create
meanings for themselves, opinions are also important to the development of thesgsneani
By only including facts, objective news neglects to acknowledge the value of opinion in
developing people’s understandings of stories.

To be honest, when | looked at Rihanna’s photos, | initially found them racy and
excessive. | sympathized with Sherri’s idea that Rihanna is going thrdbgld girl phase.”
Considering my education in media studies, however, | should have not looked at the photo
so narrow-mindedly. After learning about the poor ways women are portrayed imgtha
historically, and the misconstrued perceptions involved, the first thought | should have had
was that the image was one of power. Furthermore, as a woman who has attended school
after gender liberation, | should have considered that Rihanna was depicting an image
reversal in which women were so comfortable that they elicited refgpenten through their
sexuality. This was hardly the case though; my first impression wagynistic—I| was
subscribing to the ways in which women have always been read by the media amhlywas
furthering this negative perception.

Interpretations such as Elisabeth’s and Sheri’'s are positive and work to riaeerse
negative portrayals of women in the media. An essay by D’Acci, a televisidiesischolar,
she describes the nuances of gender representation. She suggests thatpyesdetatson
should reflect reality to the extent that representations should produce posiges.ima
Although this contradicts Hall because he does not believe gender representatioe nee
realistic, they both share the idea that representations are constructaiiceye D’ Acci
explains that gender is socially constructed—this idea alone is ktitisaderstanding the

differences in experience among the co-hosts that account for theiingdiffews on
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politics. This also suggests that representation is not only important to providingcasdie
with images, but that images can also challenge audiences by providisgagainst the
status quo, and that these images of representation can be positive.

By integrating Hall and D’Acci’s ideas, the benefits of opinioriThe Vieware
extended to not only offer audiences with challenging ideas, but they also work to develop
women'’s reputations in the media as a whole. Because the women offer five wvitswihay
represent various ideas, social problems, experiences and cultures that workrtahafor
public of ways to look at various issues, such as Rihanna'’s photo shoot.
The Viewin Politics: The State of the Union Address

Another topic thaf he Viewfeatured was the State of the Union addr&BL sfirst
coverage began two days before when Sawyer interviewed the Presidd31T vorld
News She began by introducing him as a “new,” “victorious” “history-making” president.
She mentioned that his critics were concerned his plans would not create morégobs. S
asked whether the boost would come from stimulus money, and Obama responded that he
would focus on job growth. Sawyer rebutted by asking him whether jobs were primary on his
agenda during his campaign. The producers then streamed footage from a speech on
February 24, 2009 in which Obama said that his plan will save or create 3.5 million jobs,
90% of which are to be in the private sector. Sawyer stated that his claims seelha iike
there would be golden opportunities from coast to coast. Obama quickly remarkedttisat tha
not what he said, and Sawyer responded with a gasp and clarified that “there wasoa hope f
jobs, at least.” Obama then explained that at the time he promised stopping the economic

tractions and putting people back to work. He then explained they have saved and created a
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few million jobs. He admitted they have still lost seven million jobs. He said hestanés
the American people, but that he wants to improve things.

Sawyer then asked the question: “to all the people terrified about the defcit,
trillion federal deficit can you still guarantee there will be no tagesamyone who makes
less than $250,000 a year? Obama conceded that the best solution was still noteixesise t
Sawyer then asked about health care. Obama confessed to what he called a “genuine
mistake.” He explained that he was too concerned about policy and not process even thoug
he “campaigned on process.” He concluded that he would rather be “a really good one term
president than mediocre two term president.”

ABC’sprimary coverage about Obama’s State of the Union address, through its
objectivity, provided useful information for audiences. Sawyer’s relentless apegestout
jobs attacked Obama in a way that suggested he was too passive and was lategrhimeet
campaign promises. Furthermore, her assertion that more jobs have been losh#thn ga
exposed a deficiency in Obama’s plans that questioned the success of his presshency
furthered this by questioning whether despite the deficit, Obama could @tiligar that
those in the middle class will not pay taxes. Sawyer’s questions functioned ehdoga
just as Borden and Tew argued th&SandTCRmonitored and criticized the media’s
accuracy and reporting. She asked difficult questions that challenged Glypdams, and
she acted as a voice for people to uncover the President’s intentions.

The ABCWorld Newsinterview though, did not portray a complete coverage of the
situation. It only presented the views and answers provided by Obama hirhsélfiew on

the other hand, explained the State of the Union as an event that affects people and not the



Raczkowski 33

President himself. This type of coverage offered the second part of the storyaythew
which the news informs the public and the ways in which the news is internalized.

After the State of the Union address, Tim Hasselback guest co-Adeadewand
took the place of his wife Elisabeth. Whoopi began the discussion by saying many people
said Obama needed to redeem himself and gain more confidence from the people, and she
asked the hosts about how he did. Sheri mentioned how she voted for him and will support
him throughout the four years. Joy responded by saying that his tone seemed almost to be
begging, as if he “can’t do this alone” and was asking for everyone to “méeapalThe
women seemed to agree that Obama’s speech was sincere and an attertattiaignthe
two parties.

Barbara then mentioned how backstage everyone had mentioned parts that they
liked about the address. Tim explained that he admired Obama’s confidence but then found it
comedic that it looked as though he was having a thumb war with Pelosi; he said it made him
nervous. Joy reacted by describing a time where Obama pulled out the selafgr Hi
Clinton and how people claimed he was chauvinistic. She said that we were not used to
having gentlemen as Presidents, especially not with George Bush in the White El@rse
though Tim’'s remark did not add to the conversation and seemed to poke fun at the
President, it sparked Joy’s reference to the incident with Clinton, which didcettte
conversation. Furthermore, the conversation described the difference in the way Joy
interpreted the address as opposed to Tim. Whereas Tim watched the addresiscigith ¢
of the President, down to the way he shook hands with Pelosi, the women were more
interested in the ways in which the President appeared genuine and carinpalssites.

This example withirThe Viewexhibits an important message about which Hall writes. There
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are problems inherent with any reading of text. Although meaning is humanly &nchltyl
derived, Hall also makes another important assertion. He states:
It is worth emphasizing that there is no single or “correct” answer to the
guestion, “what does this image mean?” or “ What is this ad saying” Since
there is no law which can guarantee that things will have “one, true
meaning’[sic] or that meanings won’t change over time, work in this area in
bound to be interpretative—a debate between, not who is “right” and who is
“wrong”, [sic] but between equally plausible, though sometimes competing
and contested, meanings and interpretations. The best way to “settle” such
contested readings is to look again at the concrete example and to try to justify
one “reading” in detail in relation to the actual practices and forms of
signification used, and what meanings they seem to you to be producing. (9)
Hall explains that there is no singular, correct meaning but that meaning nuestuesel
through careful deliberation and through a complete understanding of the text. Furthermor
the “practices and forms of signification” appliedTioe Viewwould refer to the hosts, their
opinions, the ways in which their opinions are presented, and what the hosts seem to imply,
in this case about the State of the Union Address. Because of the complexiesf s
only can a co-host’s opinion be misunderstood or misinterpreted, but a co-host may also be
wrongly informed. With regard to Hall, the co-hosts would not be solely responsible to the
production of another person’s meaning or understanding because meaning is not contingent
on one reading. According to Hall, meaning results from the act of interpretd also
suggests that readings focus on just one instance, and to produce a full meaning, people use

variety of experiences and readings in order to develop an understanding. Thus, mseaning
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not dependent on one encounter with a subject, and the viewer is then more responsible for
coming to an educated understanding based on a multitude of experiences. This type of
multifaceted reading lies in opposition to the journalistic model of objectivitych seems

to assume that readers depend upon reliable news organizations to offer the truth throug
unbiased yet balanced reporting. Hall's model challenges this view by addgiug

people’s experiences in the development of understanding, but also by suggesting that
meaning is individual. Although objective news may give readers the opportunityciople

this individual meaning, its self-prescribed responsibility to provide the ultitndte

becomes a limitation for readers in considering other possibilities or expesi on the

subject.

Not only does subjectivity allow for viewers to develop opinion, it also is beneficial
because it is not bound to the same journalistic principles. As quoted earlier, Bordemwand Te
describe the ways in which Colbert and Stewart are exempt from journatistigples such
as fact checking and reliability. | would also argue that subjectilldws for more open
criticism as well as personal reporting, which also leads to benefitmamation. In the
November 19, 2009 episodeTfie ViewElisabeth named the U.S. Preventative Task
Force’s new mammography guidelines a “gendertid&he was outraged because her
mother would have died of breast cancer according to these new regulations. Sheedonduct
her own research and found that Utah, a state where insurance does not fund mamraographie
and which emulated the new task force regulations, had the lowest number bténeas
diagnosis and also the highest death rate. The clip showed the ways in which anygaers
conduct his or her own research in order to support a marginal idea unsupported by objective

news.Good Morning Americawhich did a segment earlier in the morning on the same topic,
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was skeptical of the guidelines, but was unable to prove that the guidelines were
preemptively made. Elisabeth, on the other hand, was able to show how the guidelines were
hastily established. Another benefit to original and yet subjective repastinghows the
ways in which people are affected by the news. Regardless of whetherdékngsiare in
the best interests of the public, they reflect a sensitive subject for maganycans, and few
people’s initial responses would be to limit breast cancer testing. Howéne¥/iewhere
functioned as a sounding board for viewers to see people such as Elisabeth who yare deepl
affected by the topic. Subjectivity, in this way, can work to help overcome the current
apathy in the country about important issues.

Hall's suggestion that meaning is culturally derived and individuals createinge
can only apply to limited situations; it suggests that any interpretatioausiple. D’Acci,
for this reason, is more useful because she suggests that images and atjioresenthe
media need to be positive. Because women have had limited participation in the ownership of
the media and few women have had positions of authority, it is important that images of
women be positive. Becau$ée Viewprovides multiple women with differing viewpoints,
the representations are multifaceted and also positive. WomEneoviieware not as one-
dimensional as those on objective news, who deliver information but never represent
themselves. On the other hand, the co-hosBhenVieware able to not only portray
themselves favorably, but they are also able to be critical of images amdyfén which
they are affected. Subjectivity through discussions such a®Viewdemonstrates Hall's
ideas. The co-hosts are critical of the news, images, and politics in an datetapelop

meaning for themselves. In doing so, they exhibit Hall's ideas of intatjmret Subjectivity,
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therefore, is a superior form for viewer interpretation because it provideseaopen,
critical, and extensive context for viewers to develop their opinions.

Subjectivity exists offhe Viewwith the help of the objective news that precedes it.
However, objectivity has received significantly greater merit in thesriecause of its
factuality and consistency. However, the objective news model lacks thétgapaciticize
or report on issues of representation, and is unable to provide the development of meaning.
Due to journalists’ obligations to ethics and integrity, they are unable to porteagruaare
therefore unable to be critics of the news or to discuss meaning as a whole i\8iybject
however, aids in viewers’ interpretations of the news and their developmenawingéy
providing opinion and nuances to news. Because the news functions more than to inform
viewers but also to help them consider viewpoints about political agendas, social problems
and ideas such as gender and race, it is crucial that discussions of news tdpdamtgd
to objective, factual reporting. Through its nuanced discussions, lively debateyrefud c
considerationsThe Viewand its cast successfully utilize subjectivity and provide a medium

that promotes viewers’ development of meaning.
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Notes

' He defines the word “objective” with hesitation because he is unsure abohewhet
objective journalism can exist since biases will always exist amoreysvri

" Ward described the early press as “scattered,” and often political agidu=l{99). He
claims to differ from other scholars because he accredits early jaticathics to the 1600s
where as most consider the institution of journalistic schools and associatibegjitn@ng

of ethics during the 1920s (100).

" Ward describes the changes between the seventeenth and eighteenth century:
In the seventeenth century, publishers valued impartial reports that contained
matters of fact because they maintained a readership, while keepingsbe ce
at bay. In the eighteenth, factuality and impartiality promoted the public
sphere, informing public opinion and effective criticism of the government.
These values became part of a more ambitious public ethic of journalism.
(136)

¥ He explains that with the onset of the American and French revolutions, the demand for
accurate reporting became more and more important as people turned to the press to provide
news (137).

V' Ward’'s commentary on newspapers during the nineteenth and twentieth centapyadise e
valuable as his analysis of news during the French and American Revolutenesétibes
objectivity in the twentieth century as evident in two forms: the liberalsehiwvspaper

and the popular, egalitarian press. Ward notes the distinction between England and the
United States, however these two factors, news as educating the public and melwasesl
information for the masses, are evident in global news during this centuny.fivtders his
explanation that after the 1880s, the technology, business, and organization necgss#ry t
newspapers cheaply and to distribute them farther was available (182). Thsigvobxed
throughout history because of the need among people to be informed as well as tleeir desir
for news to be impartial. Both of these characteristics are included in Migdiehhition of
objectivity; the history of news describes how objectivity became the stamdaeds today.
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' The article addresses the dangers of news reporting and argues that joyreglistuates
the same individual autonomy as capitalism. In other words, he explains thatksetwor
exploit for “the profit of mass appeal” (20).

Vi Borden and Tew’s arguments stem from an objective approach—they are concémned wi
news as truth whil&@he Viewencroaches upon the interpretation of meaning. They later
discuss the merits of avoiding journalistic integrity, which is more alignddTe View's
agenda.

"' Specifically, Borden and Tew define journalistic obligation as a concéinrthvee

factors: gatekeeping, factuality, and objectivity. Gatekeeping reféexercising reliability,
selecting the important over the trivial while avoiding sensationalism” (3@4yeker, the
article fails to provide evidence thEBDSor TCR lack gatekeeping. In fact, the article
provides evidence of journalistic shortcomings and it provides an example in whieh “fak
news” is advantageous. Borden and Tew describe an example in which Stewart exposed
news stations for sensationalizing Mel Gibson’s drunk driving in 2006. Stewartzedtitie
major news organizations’ use of film clips in which Gibson blows up cars and drinks
alcohol. News stations were providing fragmented and irrelevant clips tonagepewviolent
image of Gibson. Rather than functioning as an example in which journalism enacts
journalistic integrity, the article describes a situation in which gatekgepas lacking in
journalism. Despite the authors’ legitimate and arguable observation, the fairtecto show
how TDSandTCRIlack gatekeeping and instead proposes that journalism lacks the moral
integrity to gatekeep and requires a “watch dog” sucfis This example with Mel Gibson
does not prove the advantage of objective news but instead supports Stewart as providing
useful, morally intentioned news. Furthermore, in regardh&View Elizabeth Hasselback
successfully linked stricter mammography guidelines with higher deatmgdha thirteenth
season on the 53 episode despite a research group, the U.S. Preventative Task Fgese, chan
in the guidelines. Even though comedians and talk-show hosts are not held to the same
journalistic integrity does not mean that they cannot provide productive critiaisths
evidence for their claims.

" Although the article describes the issue of factuality in its entiremge® and Tew’s
mention of objectivity mimics the same insufficient explanation as theirigésn of
gatekeeping. The authors are unable to explainMdfyandTDR’slack of objectivity is
inferior, just as they were unable to prove why gatekeeping was lacking in timesdic
shows. The article explains that the difficulty with establishing a conmpeobetween
objectivity and bias is a factor in journalistic integrity. The authors explairjaurnalists
have become slaves to their sources and withhold truth claims from the publidtesgaf
authenticity—in other words, journalists avoid biases in their writing even wheghdve
sufficient knowledge and evidence to propose their opinion as a truth (305). The article
proposes thatDSescapes this journalistic criticism because it uses comedy as am &xcus
avoid a need for objective arguments. Thus, comedy can avoid objectivity as weles pr
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opinions without backlash. However, the article fails to portray this escape agiaenega
factor—the article does not explain why subjective as opposed to objective reews is
problem. The argument is insufficient—is there an advantage to this objective rrewd® S
TDSandTCRbe bound to the same constraints as journalism? If anything, the article
proposes that journalism inhibits journalists from making their well-supported sewlched
claims to the publicThe Viewtherefore, has allowed its hosts and viewers to receive
uninhibited journalism at the dispense of authenticity.

X Mindich’s assertions about the importance of balanced questioning and the depehdence o
facts are exhibited in Sawyer’s reporting. By exposing the truth about the pepiorts,
Sawyer carries out an ideal, objective news model.

X According to the Society of Journalism Professional.

X' \Whoopi is often a voice for men, as she was the only one to defend men’s affairs on the
show (such as when Tiger Woods affairs became public). She often assertaitisadraf
only the symptom of a greater and inevitable problem.
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