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The paper's title noted purpose, yet, only one event was examined.  This event was in the United States which narrowed the purpose of the paper from current events to one event.  Author/s presented opinion and/or interpretations rather than remaining objective.  In research development, the pronouns-I, we, and our-should rarely be used and writing is impersonally in third person.  Individuals need to be careful not to appear bias when reviewing someone's profile for meaning behind tweet.  APA standards are lacking in following areas:  1.  Spelling, grammar and punctuation; spacing (double spaced, not singled space), and use of i.e. and e.g. incorrectly.  2. Summarizing sources (present tense, include author, be concise, not changing meaning, avoid using quotations, putting own opinions, ideas, or interjections into summary)  3.  Using I, we, our  4.  Funneling of ideas; from broad to specific  5.  Reference page 6.  Not enough supporting evidence from references.     
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