Notes on the question of liberal bias in US media.
How the BIG picture affects smaller issues.
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Q: when an editor gets accused of liberal media bias, of freezing out conservative news, voices, etc., what do you do?

A: You walk through 3 doors to find an answer.
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You accept the criticism: 
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EXIT:

Depending on the story/issue, you might find one ethic (and underlying assumption) more appropriate than another.  Clearcut human rights issues (eg. racism), point to the “guide dog” ethic.  Less clearcut issues (abortion) suggest the “forum” model. To create a culture of informed debate on eg. capital punishment, try number 2. 

 Go through each door when and as you feel appropriate. 


You say: I’ll try to be more balanced, edit copy to ensure conservative agenda gets fair play.





You say: people of colour, gays, feminists, the “liberal” media also get a raw deal.  


I’ll strive to represent the entire spectrum. 





Underlying Assumption:


In both cases, your assumption is: in order to be ethically fair, media should roughly reflect the diversity of views in society – a proportional, representative role where all people feel accommodated and reflected. 





Comment: That’s a noble, if practically difficult, ethical position.  


But do you only just try to mirror society in a neutral way? 


Or might there be other ethical responsibilities too?  Check out Room 2 overleaf





You say: we’re not intrinsically pro-liberal. Rather, our duty is to counterbalance by putting up whatever is not dominant in society. 


We challenge and put things on the agenda to provoke and stimulate critical thinking.


We’re the watchdog, keeping society on its toes. 








Underlying Assumption:


It’s a healthy thing for the media to be critical of the dominant views – for there to be a disjuncture between media and society.


If liberal views and values were dominant, in the society, we’d give the conservative side of the story. 





Comment:  Viva a leadership role for media. An ethic that takes some responsibility for doing more than just reflecting society as it is.





 But is real leadership just about being contrary?





Comment: Viva a leadership role for media: an ethic where you take on more responsibility than just reflecting society.


But, is leadership only about being (recklessly) contrary?  Visit room 3. 





You say: 


Maybe, balance and criticism aren’t enough. Just because some (conservative?) issues exist in the community, doesn’t mean we have to make their authors feel wholly accommodated.  And, should we be prepared to take a contrary stand on all issues? 


Maybe, media needs a standpoint that’s constructive.





Underlying Assumption:


To be out of kilter with society on principle could become nihilistic. To reflect each view equally could be neutrality in the face of those who would flout human progress. 


Instead, media can try to lead. And lead from a broad standpoint of standing for human rights.





Comment: An ethic of “progressive” leadership is empowering. But, you sure can’t lead by ignoring the backwards-looking views that you might be wanting to help change; instead you have to challenge them. And, you still have to figure out what a human rights agenda means in day-to-day contexts. 
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DOOR 1: 


“A  platform for all”
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DOOR 2:


“Beware of 


the dog”





DOOR 3:


“Guide dog within”
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