
The press is also called the Fourth Power 

What is the role of the press? 

The press should be a reliable source of information. It is supposed to inform us about what is 

happening around the world. 

Journalists are supposed to provide serious information about politics, national and 

international news or events. We could say it is their duty to inform us every day. They must 

look for information and investigate in order to find the truth.  Sometimes that can also reveal 

scandals. They should cover the most important events. They have to check and analyse facts 

too.  

Should it be neutral? 

The information we get is often about facts which can be analysed or presented in various ways. 

Indeed, journalists are not always neutral when they provide an analysis. They can give their 

opinion and express a different or a critical point of view, for instance when they comment upon 

political or social issues. For some journalists the role of the press is not only to give facts but 

also to provoke debates.  Therefore, they have the power to influence people. This is part of 

the freedom of expression meaning that in a democracy people are able to confront their ideas. 

It is essential for a country to have a free press.  

Yet, in some countries the press is controlled and journalists can’t talk about controversial 

subjects, especially when it has to do with politics. 

So, should journalist be neutral? 

Yes, because what matters is to have a clear vision of the facts without being influenced. That 

way, we can react personally and form our own opinion about a particular subject. … 

No, because it is interesting to have different visions so that we can make up our mind about 

something. It may be helpful to get a thorough analysis from different journalists who are able 

to voice different opinions. … 

What are the downward slides? 

Some journalists / newspapers may be controlled by influent and rich people who don’t allow 

diverging points of view. This can lead to an abuse of power by unscrupulous politicians or 

businessmen who want to win elections or make high profits. 

Some journalists may be tempted to follow people / celebrities and track them down to take 

photos or film them. They may infringe on people’s privacy just to have a scoop. It seems that 

what matters is to get the latest scoop that will boost sales, because they know it sells well. If 

they are not very honest they may even spread false rumours just to sell their papers. In some 

cases they can actually ruin someone’s career by uncovering secrets or revealing details of his 

or her private life. 



To stalk / track down / follow / hunt 
To destroy / ruin 
Actually = really 

 

 

Cartoon (page 79) 

The scene probably takes place after an earthquake as we can see collapsed houses or ruins. 

The area is devastated. Everything has been reduced to rubble. Two journalists are covering 

the event. They seem to be on the look-out for a scoop. They are trying to interview a woman 

who looks desperate. She is probably crying and screaming. She is in dire straits: she must have 

lost everything she had. We can also make out two small stretched arms among the ruins: it 

could the woman’s baby crying and asking for help. This is an extremely shocking scene.  

The cartoonist denounces the attitude of journalists who focus on people’s grief in order to 

boost their sales. They do not respect people’s sufferings / grief. Although the woman is 

completely downhearted and upset, the two journalists want her to testify. What matters for 

them is to have their interview done. They are not even trying to rescue the baby or to help the 

woman. It seems that what matters is to make profits. They act as if they don’t care about her 

plight. Pronunciation: [plait] 

The cartoon is meant to shock and to make people aware of the downward slide in the media in 

general. It also shows that journalists exploit people’s taste for other people’s suffering and 

hardships. So we may ask ourselves the question: do we get the press we deserve? 

 

Daily Mirror's 'crying girl' picture lands the paper in an ethical row 

Questions about the front cover: 

What kind of newspaper is The Daily Mirror? When was this cover published? 

What does the photo show? What is the goal? What is it related with? 

The article 

What kind of document is it? What is the source of the document? 

What does it reveal about the picture of the “crying girl”? 

Does it raise an ethical issue? What are the arguments? 

What do you personally think of it? 
 

The picture is a front cover from the Tabloid Daily Mirror. It was published in April 2014. We 

can see a young child crying. She looks very sad, upset. The picture catches our attention 

because this child seems to be suffering and our immediate reaction is to feel sorry for her. 

The headline is also quite striking. It is meant to attract our attention as it underlines the 

unfairness of the situation. It’s about poverty in Britain in 2014. The cover raises the question 

in a very direct way: there are more and more millionaires in Britain but at the same time one 



million food parcels have been handed out (=given) to the poorest part of the population. Which 

means that these people don’t have enough money to have decent meals. They can’t afford to 

buy food. This seems quite unacceptable in such a rich society. It’s unfair. 

The photo is supposed to illustrate the headline, so we assume that this girl is British.  

However, the article from The Guardian reveals another story. In fact, this photo does not 

represent a British girl but it was taken in the USA in 2009. So, we understand that what was 

supposed to illustrate a campaign about poverty in Britain has nothing to do with Great Britain. 

This little girl is neither poor nor British; and she was just upset by an earthworm. The photo 

was available on the web so anybody could buy it.  

This caused an ethical row. Why is it a problem? 

Row / quarrel / argument 

This could be seen as a lie, or misleading information in so far as it doesn’t actually illustrate 

the face of Britain in 2014 as it is suggested in the cover. We may find it unacceptable because 

we expect journalists to check their sources and we may feel deceived.  

However, some may say that the source of the photo doesn’t really matter as long as it 

illustrates the subject effectively. The photo of this crying girl could be taken as a mere 

illustration of poverty.  

The Guardian points out the different points of view and raises ethical issues.  

Express your opinion …    


