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ASSET

SHARE AND MOVE TO FACE NASTY BUGS

ASSET - Action plan on Science in Society related issues in Epidemics and Total pandemics, is a 48

months project, which aims to:

1) forge a partnership with complementary perspectives, knowledge and experiences to address
effectively scientific and societal challenges raised by pandemics and associated crisis
management

2) explore and map SiS-related issues in global pandemics

3) define and test a participatory and inclusive strategy to succeed

4) identify necessary resources to make sustainable the action after the project completion.

ASSET combines public health, vaccine and epidemiological research, social and political sciences,

law and ethics, gender studies, science communication and media, in order to develop an

integrated, transdisciplinary strategy, which will take place at different stages of the research cycle,
combining local, regional and national levels.

Objectives

This study focuses on newspaper coverage of the Hickox
quarantine incident, using it as a case study to examine how
the media characterized the spread of disease in an ongoing
crisis situation characterized by uncertainty. The study builds
on Slovic et al. who argue that risk perception is comprised
of both emotional and analytical aspects.

Methods

We employed a qualitative approach, first examining articles
on Hickox's story in The New York Times and New York Daily
News between October 25-31, 2014; and second, readers'
comments in response to these articles.

Results

The findings from the newspaper articles show that in their
treatment of the quarantine issue, the media did not address
the issue of uncertainty, and thus continued the health
authorities' neglect of this issue. Although the media gave
expression to various sides of the debate, it emphasized
those who objected to the quarantine policy, thus raising the
claim that the conflict was between "science" and the
public's "irrational fears", and that the governors decided on
guarantine in response to the public's panic and fears.

Table 1: Talkbacks Supporting/Against Quarantine

Newspaper Support the Against the Total
quarantine quarantine
1,364

- - -

Table 2: Rhetorical Analysis
|| NewYorkTimes | NewYorkDailyNews |

Terms and rhetoric used Support the Against the Support the
quarantine quarantine quarantine quarantine
Science/ Scientific 570 793 52 | 30 |
Evidence /Evidence Based 71 163 8 “
Studies/Researches 156 78 18
Experts 232 241 40
Common Sense/ logic/ logical 207 167 18

Table 3: Citing Studies and Official Sources

New York Times New York Daily News

Against the quarantine Support the quarantine Against the quarantine
29 2 18 o |

Support the quarantine

Table 4: Central Sub-Themes Related to Science Found in the Readers'
Comments
! _____________ SelectedResponss __________________________|

TRl Science vs "Feudi,... Stop having an opinion because yours  "They are the definition of "reacting", knee-jerk “There is no science to this...

ignorance

is not relevant to anyone, and adopt the one
held by 97% of scientists" (Adam Leggett,
October 26, 2014, New York Daily News).

reacting at that. Their actions aren't based on
anything but fear, there's no science or logic
involved" (Karen, The New York Times, October

People cannot get Ebola if the
person next to them is not
symptomatic. That is why this edict

27,2014) is nonsensical. It only panders to
the weak minded individuals”
(Poetic Justice, October 26, 2014,
New York Daily News)

LE ROY you're wrong on this one. We SHOULD

be following THE SCIENCE...Ebola is not

CONTAGIOUS until symptoms appear...that is

the science (Tommy, The New York Times,

October 30, 2014).

Ebola is not
contagious until
symptoms appear

"The science says Ebola is NOT CONTAGIOUS
unless symptoms appear...when symptoms
appear the patient is diagnosed AND if it is
Ebola the patient is isolated and treated"
(Michael, October 29, 2014, New York Daily
News).

"And "science” is 100% infallible? And humans
are infallible as well? What about all the viruses

Science as a field in
which uncertainty
is "built-in"

Supporters'
comments
and infections people die from while in the
hospital each year, when the only went in for a
minor medical procedure...."" (MD Cooks , The
New York Times, October 30, 2014).

"I think that the ‘scientific’ evidence regarding
Ebola is weak at best... Does anyone know the
‘solid' medical evidence on this? How many
cases have actually been studied?...” (Richard
Ebstein, The New York Times, October 30,
2014).

"Ebola is still an epidemic with unknown
positive treatment in spite of all the assurances
given to us by most politicians.... Political
correctness rather than trying to apply caution
and measures to protect our citizens. A
quarantine is needed. What is not needed is
political correctness" (IP, The New York Times,
October 30, 2014).

"FYI to those who do not believe in quarantine,
17% of Ebola patients did not have a fever
before other symptoms. That's the science.
Google it" (Chris, The New York Times, October
30,2014).

Science regarding
the Ebola and its'
transmission is
uncertain

You can't always
trust what the
authorities present
as "science”

... I think most people viewing this feel
the same, to science being

hijacked to serve special
interests"(skeptical1, October 28, 2014,
New York Daily News).

No symptoms does
not necessarily
equal no infection

“Yes there is a logical reason. She may have
Ebola, just like the recent case of the doctor
who had it and was not symptomatic” (BOB
KAHN, October 29, 2014, New York Daily
News).

"How do you know she was a zero
risk f it can take 21 days for
symptoms to emerge. | am so
happy you never agree with me
cause you're probably always
wrong like you are here" (Andrew
Peekster, October 29, 2014, New
York Daily News).

Conclusion
From our analysis of readers' comments, it appears that

these claims are unjustified. First, we found that the public
did not speak in a single unified voice, but rather, was
divided into supporters and opponents of quarantine. Both
sides used scientific arguments and resorted to similar
terminology, and tended to cite and present studies backing
their arguments. As for irrational fears, although quarantine
supporters expressed emotions, they indicated mainly
concerns, not panic or hysteria.
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