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Yellow Journalism is Alive and Well

Lichter said, “Bad journalism is worse than no journalism, because it leaves people

thinking they know something that is, in fact, wrong.” (Stossel 91)

Although he was quoting someone else, I chose this quote because Stossel’s final statement really resonated with me.  It seems it is nearly impossible these days to read a newspaper article or to watch a national “news” program that is neither sensationally based nor extremely biased politically.   Stossel uses examples of overly sensationalized stories that exaggerate the danger to society in order to boost ratings or sell newspapers.  One hundred years ago they called it yellow journalism and it seems, to me, to be as rampant as ever.  


I used to believe that yellow journalism was limited to the era of the late 1800’s and early 1900’s.  During this time competing newspapers owned by Hearst and Pulitzer used bold and sensational headlines to sell their papers.  These newspapers often exaggerated or exploited stories, interlaced with personal opinion, to great success.  These were reported as “news” stories and not as editorial opinion pieces.  These practices continue to this day, but are even more prevalent because there are so many more media outlets available than just the printed word.  Perhaps the worst offenders are the nightly news shows and the cable news channels. 
In this political season it is becoming more and more evident that any “news” coming from these outlets should be viewed with skepticism.  The most recent example I can think of is the congressional situation in Florida.  Congressman Mark Foley was soundly drummed out of office due to an inappropriate sex scandal in 2006.  His replacement, Tim Mahoney, promised to bring back morality to the congressional seat he assumed.  The Foley scandal broke right before the mid-term elections and was much publicized in the national “news” outlets.  Now Mahoney, his “moral” replacement, is in similar trouble right before a national election.  The difference now is that it is not the national news outlets crying outrage, but the conservative talk shows that are informing the people.  The reason for this disparity in coverage, Foley is a Republican and Mahoney is a Democrat.  In my humble opinion, they are both complete scumbags.  
I do not believe there is even a remote shred of impartiality left anywhere in the national or local media outlets.  One must wade through the liberal and conservative extremes and read between the lines to get at the truth. At least the conservative talk shows and Fox news make no bones about their inclinations.  One knows before hand that the information coming from these outlets will have a right wing bias.  It would be refreshing to hear the same confession from the left leaning sources. 

For me it has gotten to the point where I rarely watch the evening news or read a newspaper.  If I want to arrive at the truth of a story, I guess I will follow my mother’s sage advice and “consider the source.”  
