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Abstract:
The objective of this week’s written assignment is to examine disaster media coverage in regard to the following terms: personal touch, abuse of role responsibility, bias, fears and effectiveness of strategy. 
		
Personal Touch:
	The first question posed for this week’s writing is to determine whether or not the media used a personal touch while developing the story of the disaster.
	Generally speaking, what is typically implied when one thinks of a ‘personal touch’ in regard to any profession, is some sort gesture that is over and above the call of duty to ensure the satisfaction of their customers.  And although news media outlets are technically distributors of a commodity, it is difficult to extend the concept of the proverbial ‘personal touch’ in terms of media coverage of a breaking news disaster, much less to do so responsibly.  Rather than simply leaving it to the public to read the running ticker-tape of events for themselves, the reporters are charged with both grabbing the attention and transferring of information to the audience.  
	In one clip in particular, a reporter by the name of Jason DeRusha with a CBS network affiliate WCCO-TV 4 News out of Minnesota, had arrived at the scene ahead of the camera man and was making a live report via cell phone to the anchors in the studio.  The sounds of emergency rescue efforts going on in the background, sirens of responding units trying to get through the crowds and chaos, the wind blowing and the reporter’s breath huffing as he ran toward the river to get a better look, and the phone suddenly going dead; all conveyed a more visceral feel than the live images that eventually followed (DeRusha, J., 2007). 
 				
Abusing Role with Bias
	The second and third questions posed for this week’s writing are closely related; and hence both will attempt to be addressed here.  The task is to determine whether or not the media abused their role and responsibility in detailing the story, specifically in terms of bias in the reporting of the disaster.
	Though true that sensationalism sells so to speak, when dealing with a true disaster, it’s tough to add anything that could make it any more so than it already is.  Initial breaking news first initial reports were in the same scramble to assess the scope as any other connected agency, and therefore didn’t have time to manipulate the situation into something even worse for a bigger headline.  If anything, their interest in trying to get the gory details was disturbing.  An example of this can be found at: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Xvzez65gQeU
	Although none of the news crew heard in the clip above are still with the station KSTP 5 Eyewitness News, a local CBS network affiliate, one of the anchors during the event, Cyndy Brucato illustrates this particular point.  When inquiring about the school bus on the bridge, and getting not getting anything noteworthy in reply, moves on to ‘fishing’ for something of carnage related substance when asking moments later about the possibility of workers attempting to make repairs at the time potentially being present on the bridge at the time of collapse. 
	However, during the end of that same clip, reporter Kristi Piehl explains that with the massive rush of people coming to the scene in order to either have a look for themselves or even in genuine fear that a loved one might have been among the fallen, that the result was undue traffic which impeded the arrival of rescue professionals as a result and urged those listening at home or in their cars to avoid the area, allowing emergency responders to do their jobs.
	During those initial reports, there was again, no time for finger-pointing media bias.  

Fear Factor, an Effective Strategy:
	The fourth and fifth questions posed for this week’s writing are to determine whether or not the media generated fears within the public by their reporting and if this strategic approach was effective. 
	Yes, fear is a natural response to conditions such as in the event of a disaster.  Particularly in an instance where the public at large was completely unaware of the poor state of the bridge’s infrastructure reports in recent years, fear is to be expected.  An unfortunate side effect of near instant reporting is the potential to act as a catalyst for all in their viewing and listening areas to flock to the scene in search of loved ones or lookie-loos drawn by curiosity adding to the difficulty of emergency responders ability to perform their jobs effectively.
Conclusion
	What even qualifies as truth in reporting also varies by source and is apparently open to interpretation.  I can think of no better example than the accounts of school shootings, particularly with the most recent incident taking place mere days ago at FSU.
	Tools such as statistical trickery utilized to artificially inflate an already gut wrenching reality to make a point though perhaps not an outright lie per se, is still highly misleading, even if it was done with the best of intentions.  On Wednesday June 11th, 2014 Everytown for Gun Safety released an infographic that went viral, in which the group stated that there had been 74 school shootings since the tragedy at Sandy Hook as of the date of posting.  Authors Carroll, L., & O'Connor, M., at Politifact.com put this claim to what the site calls its “Truth-O-Meter” test, determining that the number claimed by Everytown was based on their rather broad definition of the term “school shooting” to include instances of accidental discharges, incidents of criminal activity like drug dealing and robbery, or personal altercations.  Politifact, again, at the time of its publication of findings, determined that of the 74 claimed by Everytown, that only 10 were incidents in which the shooter intended to commit “mass”, the likes of which could be comparable to Sandy Hook or Columbine, murder (Carroll, L., & O'Connor, M., 2014).  This number is disputed from yet a third source, in which author Bob Owens of Bearingarms.com informs his readers that the actual number of “mass” school shootings since Sandy Hook are not 74, not even 10, but Zero.  In the Bearingarms piece issue is taken with two words specifically “intended” and “mass”.  Owens points out that “intent is irrelevant.  It’s the results that matter, unless those intended victims think that being alive doesn’t count” and further that according to the FBI standard for defining “mass killings” is by the deaths of 4 or more people and going so far as to exclude the Santa Monica incident, classifying it as not a “mass murder” but rather a “killing spree” since “two of his victims (were) off campus” and thus “conducted his attack across multiple separate crime scenes”.  So by Owens summation, as a direct result of the shooters poor aim coincidentally lessening the number of fatalities to under 4 each, that none meet the criteria for being considered “mass shootings”.
	Three examples, yet all are reporting various views of the same topic.  Which one are we to trust? 
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