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Greenville, ME - Imagine opening up your local newspaper to see an article headlined, “Local resident stated that he prefers sex with small mammals.”   As you begin to read the article, you quickly learn that the “local resident” is you, and that the sources of the information are “several who know him well.”  However, the names of the sources are not listed because “they chose not to be identified.”
This is exactly what has happened to the President of the United States, Donald John Trump.  In fact, it has taken place at least twice, the most recent incident taking place less than two months before the Presidential election in which he is a candidate for reelection.  The specifics did not involve small mammals, but rather charges first printed in a magazine, The Atlantic, alleging that Trump had, two years ago, made disparaging remarks about U.S. veterans.   None of the sources for this story was identified.  In view of the fact that Trump has historically enjoyed strong support among many veterans and current service members, it might have been less damaging if he was accused of messing around with animals.  
There have always been “dirty politics” in which one side puts forth statements, rumors, innuendoes, and even videos which purport to cast the opponent in unfavorable light or unacceptable behavior.  It is part of the turf.  However, in this most recent case involving the President, the original story was picked up by nearly every major newspaper, television news channel, and online sources of political information.  Many promoted the story as fact, without a disclaimer that no sources were identified in the original Atlantic piece or in any subsequent reporting.  For example, one particularly vicious op-ed in The Washington Post stated that it did not matter that Trump had vigorously denied the allegation, or that no one had come forward publicly to confirm that the incident happened, because “this sounds exactly like something Trump would do.”  
This form of character assassination is shameful and, to use a loaded word from the 2016 Presidential election, deplorable.  What is particularly disgusting is the enthusiasm which journalists who loathe Trump embrace this type of reporting.  How can anyone retain credibility as a newsman/journalist/reporter if you spread this type of unsubstantiated gossip as fact?  
The exact same scenario took place two years ago when The New York Times published a front page article embarrassing to the President based on interviews with “White House insiders.”  No sources were mentioned by name.  To this date, none have been identified or come forth to confirm the gossip.  Neither The New York Times or any of the hundreds of other news outlets which picked up this story and disseminated it have issued a retraction or a correction.  Once you are alleged to be a wife beater, via the famous question, “When did you stop beating your wife?” the damage has been done, often permanently.
Perhaps the reporters, editors, and owners of these “news” outlets fervently believe that Trump is such a threat to citizens of the United States, that any means are justified by the end, namely getting rid of this President.  If this is the case, they need to drop “news” from anything they do and get a new job with The National Enquirer or some other gossip tabloid.
Maybe someone will come forward to substantiate The Atlantic (and that two-year old  New York Times) article, but don’t hold your breath.
I thought you might like to know.
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