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In no other sphere of journalistic activity
has the element with which the Press has had to deal shown
guch a complete volte face as the political element. In
mnos$ other sctivities the present position represents merely
a development of the position previously existing or is the
result of the gradual growth of an innovation which hag been
made and which has met with approval. In the political
world, however, the Press has, in & comparastively short space
of time, altered its position from belng regarded as the
politician'e deadliest enemy to that of being a valuable asmet.
After having been hounded out of the English Houge &f Comuons
and dsbarred from reporting the proceedings, the Press has now
become an institution the personal representatives of which
are treated with the utmost care and consideration, and no
Legislative body is considered complete unlese 1t has ade~
quate Press accoumodation,

The change which has come about in thisz conne o
tion is QGscribed by Mr. John Penélatégg‘ Mr. Pendleton
atateﬁl?h

*The legislators were furiocus againet the writers
%;:etgga?;ggfighguggigg ;gmgnfgiatgg ﬁﬁzagaﬁﬁm
avoured oratory that sparkled within, and the
repcorters who clutig to their hagardous employment
in the Eighteenth Century were hunted from Puxr~-

liament, perseouted, fined, and treated with
ignominy/

189. Author of *NHewspaper Heporting", eto., in "How to
Succeed am a Journalist.

A80. Page 84,



ignoniny. Resolute effort and resourcge, longhand
and shorthand dexterity, backed by pudblic opinion
ultimately overcame the veejudios and oprosition o%

honourable members....Parliament 4s nevertheless

enlous of its prerogative and reserves to itself

e power %o expel Journalists at any moment. ‘Dodt's
Parliament Companion' sets forth: It is contrary
to the standing orders of both lLiouses that strangers
should be present and an individual member can de-
mand that the order be enforced®.

Although the position on paper of the Press is
etill insecure, in practice it¢ is firmly entrenched in the
reporting of Parliamentary proceedings and it would roquirs
the oourage of & very brave man to propose that this privilege
should be withdrawn or suspended. A body of men, popularly
elected, coning together periodically to discuss in secret
the affairs of the country and to guide the ship of State,
under cover of doors c¢losed to the Press, would not be toler-
ated in the more advanced and civilisced States. The Pross
has begome to be regarded as essential as "My, Speaker' hine
s8lf, It is the wmatch-dog of the nation, ever on the alert
to find fault, to give honour where honour is due, and to
report fairly and to the best of itc ability the proceedinge
of the Legislature.

This national wetch-dog is unfortucately of
different breeds, and the fault-finding and bestowal of praise
depends largely upon which political party the watoh-dog has
extended its patronage. This partisansihdp of the Press ia
ong of its defects. Political prejudices-- or should the
word “gonvictiona® out of charity be used?! -~ tend not only
t0 the "colouring” of Press renorts, but aleo to biaased
criticiom on the part of Parliamentary writers. Hatters of
national fuportance are looked at by each lobbyiet from the
particular angle of the paper whose intersests he serves, and

an /
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en impartial survey of the proceedings 1 thus impossible

to obtain, unless the }Jengthy and wearisome verbatim reports
of Hangard are relied upon. Few persons-- if any-- have
elther the inclination or the time to wade through the numer-
ous pages of Hansard and have to depend for their information
upon the c¢olumns of the daily and the weekly newapapers, and
their iwpressions are moulded accordingly.

Ag far as the actual reporting of rFarliamentary
debates is concerned, putting aside for later coneideration
the question of notes written from the Press Gallery, "From
our Parliamentary Correapondent®, the allegation --not
infrequently made-- that speecher are deliberately misreported
cannot be substantiated in fazz% #istakes sumetinmes cocur
through reporters faillng to catch certain words used by
speakers and substituting in their place some other words
which they thought had been used, through an incorrect tran-
soription of shorthand notes, through a *free” tranglation
being given, or through an error in Selegraphic trancusission,
but professional honour and etiquette are both sufficient
guarantees that a speech ig not deliberately misrenorted or
maliciously distortsd. There are, however, other considera~
tions with which politicians have to contend. A striking
sentence may be taken out of its context and aseume an
altogether different nmeaning when it mppears in print without
the explanatory sentences which went before or the qualifying
phrases which followed. 8imilarly, a summary of a speech
may not convey to the thousands of readers of @ newspapery
exactly the same meaning as it conveyed to the few score

nmewsbers /

*]1 have never once in the whole courge of my life complained
of the accuracy of any newspaper report of any speech I have
made . There is nothing connected whkth the Press that has ever
got me into such great trouble as the accuragy of their revorts
of what 1 have said® - The Earl of Derdy.

"#hen I was in Peking, sbout eight years ago, Dr.W.W.Yen
told me that the word "Reuter* had ¥aased into Chineg: BE &

£ tthe true womdt!, or Truth. . ¢ Roderie e
g aggg:n 3§ ﬁeugere for caréiff Business ciﬁb,Xprfi, 3&3
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members 0f the House to whom the words were uttered. In
the same way & brilliant speech by a member whose p¢liticael
views do not co-incide with those of the paper in whose columnsg
hig speech is reported may be dismissed in a few lines, while
a mediocre speeker propounding political opinions similar to
those held by a certain newspaper may have a ocolumn Or more
devoted %o his utterances in that paper. These are all
defects which, owing to the urgent necessity for condensation
of Parliamentary news, appear to be irremediable, but the
damage done by these factors ls lessened by the fact that
more than one can play at the same game and it 1s a weak
political party that does not have the support of some section
of the Press. The defects of one newspaper are thus partly
counter-balanced by the defects on the other aide of the others
The reports of the "Parliamentary corresponderts
are sven stlll more bewildering, ¥hile one paper may de-
goribe & Cabinet Minister's defence of his policy as "bril-
liant, mastierly, and statesmanlike", another paper may de-
seribe the same gpeech ag "a priceless example of beating
about the bush, svoiding the vital lssues, and a feeble attempt
to save the situation in spite of its transparent hopelessness?
The facts stated sbove are known and taocitly acmitted by
those who have glven the subject any thought but the question
of suggesting a solution to the difficulty ies not an easy one
to answer. The prohibition of such criticisms-—-confining
Press activities to straightforward reporting-- might e one
way out but this would not be desirable, as oriticienm is
perhaps more neceesary in the political field than elsewhere.
Persons 80 oriticised have always the power to reply 10 such

criticism either in the House or on political platforms
during /
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during olection campalgns. This power is used as often as
is thought fit,

Leading articles dealing w#ilh politicse mey
conveniently be placed in the same category as Lobbylsti's
notes, These are written to the tune called by the politi-
gal influence exercised over the paper. In fact leading
articles are liadble to be etill more damaging to a csuse than
the Lobbyist's notes or the Parliamentary reports as they are
invariably based on such notes or reports, subject, s has
been shown, to colouration for the reasons stated above.

A way out of the diffioulties described would
be the creation of an indepondent newspaper, unhampered by
political influsnce and prejudice, and oriticlseing frecly
and justly. Moves have indeed been made in this direction.
Theoretically such an independent newsparer would be an
excoellent ingtitution but in practice it siuply would not wopk.
sooner or later, probably sooner than later, the bizs would
be on one side or the other and the independence would have
disappeared.

The views of some authorities in this conneotiom
should prggg {1lluminating. Mr. daldron Smithers, M.F. for
Chiselhurst sald! *A newspaper should be absolutely indepen-
dent and not dominated by one percon or one party. It is
becoming thecustom among some big newspapers t0 allow the
policy of that paper to be dioctated by one person®. In the
course orlgsseriea of interesting articles on "The Press and
the Public" the following relevant paragraph appears:

it/

193. Speaking at the onening of the new offices of the
*Kentish Times", reported in "world's Press News®
June 4th, 1331.

183. Published in the "latal #itnesa" during 1830.
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“If politics 4s in such a discreiitable condition,
the fault liesc to a great extent at the doors of

the Press. I do not think that a newepaper should
be a political instrument. It will be many ysars
before politics, even in the wmost civilised country,
becomes & dispassionate sclence and ceapes to be @
Jumble of vested interests and unintelligent pre-
Judices. Until then a newspaper taking part in
political controversy on a pertisan basie, cannot
21l to sink to the same level. But it is not the
newgpapers that debase the standard of politics.

The advent of the newepaper ‘has exercised a tewnerate
influence. Even the most recklemss and emblittered
of newspavers dare not publieh, unaltered, half the
letters 1t receives from correspondents who seek to
air their political views with a violence quite
disproportionate o the issuee in question.

8outh Africa devotes far too much attention to
politics at the expense of industiry and culture.
Newspaners are often accused of suprression, but a
newspaper that ventured largely to close its ovlumns
to politieal controversy in South africa would be
deserving of widespread gratitude. Yat it ie very
doubtful 4{f §t would receive that gratitude, and
even more doubtful 4if it would retein its circulation®.

A strong advocate for an independent Press is
dr. ¥ighael Louw, u%géﬁealarad,thatz *The farmer is merely
a tool in the hande of the politicians and the remedy for
this state of affaire liee, not in forming a Farmers'! Party,
but in establishing & strong independent Press to serve
exclusively as a farmer's mouthpiece and to promote their
interests”.

Bpeciflic instances of alleged misrepresenia-
tiong by newspavers will serve to elaborate the remarks made
earlier in this chapter, and, incidentally, to etrengthen the
handa of those who desire an indepeandent Press, although, in
the writer's opinion guch an orpan is not as yet within the
range of possibility.  The Minister of Lands (Er.P.G.¥.
Groblar%gsdaplared the fzot that the Nationzl Party had no
| Engligh newspaper, no mouthniece wifh which it could make

its ldeas known to the ¥nglinh-speaking population. .y

194, Addressing a meeting of farmers at rrieske, during
1831, reported in the "Pretoria Hews®,

195. Addressing the Junior National Farty, Johannesburg,
reported in the "Rand Daily Kail®, April 8th, 1031.
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"It is Llumpomsible for the Inglish-spesking people
to understand us or our ideals as long as they
are fed by an Lngliech press that is hostile to
us®, he deoclared. When one listaned to the
debates in Parliament and then read the :nglish
newspaper accounts, one was amazed at the mis-
leading manner in which everything was reported
*How can the English-speaking people know that

we are not the racialists that the others try to
paint us if they read only the English newspapers?

"“The Government had been oriticised and called
racialints in Parliament, because of the appointe
ments and promotions of Afrikasns-speaking men in
the civil service, he proceeded. HNothing wus sald
of the fact that the promotions of eanch sectfon
were equal., The facta were not given in the
“hnglish rress, whioch accuged the Government of
making the oivil aervice a cloase preserve for
Dutoh Afrikanders The English-gpeaking people
were not to blame. The facts were hidden from them.
A long as the Hationslists had no Inglish news-
paper of their owmn, it was the duty of the Junlor
Nationalists to impress upon them that the truth
wes not told in the inglieh Preas®.

Mr, F.J.5000berta, X.P. aleo has & grudge against
the Press, and, following uoon an outburst by the Jewich
communi ty against certain reusrke attributed to him derogatory
to the Jewish people, he dsclareégathat the newspapers alwaya
sent thelr wg;gt reporters to Lis meetings. In a letter to
"Ong Vaderland” My. Robertas wrote: “ineclused is a copy of my
address congerning the Jews which has caused such a stir and
which the English newspapers have so diestorted as to indicate
that I am opposed to the Jewigh nation and would favour thelr
being driven from this country. I am prepared to stand
critioclism of what I scid, but to be incorrectly reported and
denied the opportunity of explaining my attitude, as I was by
the Fnglish Press, is certainly unworthy of journalistic

standards®,
In /

158, "Stax?®, Jemuary sist, 1041.
167. January 18th, 1931.
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In a footnote to the letter the Editor of
"img Vaderland" wrote: #Thies paper also publiched a report
of Ur. Robert's speech which largely coincides with that
published by other papers. Our Johannecburg correspondent
is one of the most capadble Journalists I know and he attended
¥r., Roberts' meeting. Ve showed bim Mr. Roberts' version
of his addreses and our correspondent asked us to gay in remly
that he adheres to every word of his owmn repori®.

Among the numerous letters which agpm@r&&iég
the Prese in connection with the matter was the followlng!

“Sir, - Mr, Robsrtas has, I see, made the usual
excuge Oof the politician for his ridigulous
remnrks about the Jews., He blames the Press,
and in no gallant way berates thse efficlenc
of the reporter responsible. To any thinking
wan 4t ig sufficiently flluninating to note
that thousands of higgly technical speeches, and
iong reports of company weetings, are xepawgﬁ&
year in and year out by The Star and other papers,
with no correctkons necessary.

1% would appear that only the politiciane suffer
from misrepresentation. In most cases it would
be better wisdom not to report them at all, and
gpare a long-suffering publict.

Bimilarly Dr.N.J.van der Herwe, M.P., ascoused
the "Natal Witness® of "gross wmierepresentation®, whon, in
the Houge of Assenbly, he was charred with having stated that
he was in favour of the armigg of Nt ive troops in the event

E,'}
of an invasion of South Africa. Oy, van der Merwe stated
that the misrerresentation bad taken place in sphte of the
fact that he had supplied the newspaper cuncerned with a copy
of his address. Vhen he read the report of his epeech in
the poper he hardly recognived a word of it and within holf an
hour had repudiated it in toto, although the newspaper had

not published his denial until four days latoer.
¥itbout /

198. *Star", January, 1931,
169. Reported in "Bloenfontein Friend”, March 19th, 1031.
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Without reflecting in any way upon the politi.-
clang mentioned in the foregoing examples 0f alleged misre-
presentation, the writer would emphasise the feet that the
blame doee not always lie on one side. It ig not always the
Press that is in the wrong. In the heat of the moment a
politician may may something which he ought not to have sald,
or which would have been better left unssid, but the Pressmen
have recorded his words "which may be used in evidence against
him,® to coin g legal ohrase. How then &m he %0 mave his face

The faléowing incident in the journalletic career of Mr.¥W.T.
300
Cranfield indicates one manner of escape.

"1 once had to interview a prominent politician
on a topic then agitating the industrial world.
I took a shorthand note. A proof wee subaitted
by me personally and vag declared "all right®.

The article duly appeared, unsigned. Instantly
there was an outcery. The man!s private sympatbies
had led him to exprees an opinion that cut athwart
the pollicy of his Party and delivered him bound
into the hands of hisg enemies, Yhat aid he do?.
Leclare that he had been misreported?. Jothing
80 ordinary. gggig}&teé the entire interview,

The Editor as t T proposed to do about Lt.
My answer wag the carbon~copy 0f a lawyer's letter.
I had preserved my shorthand notes.

At the Editortes earnest veoquept, I consented to
stay action, %o "save® the politician's "face", on
condition that the genuinenees and accuracy of the
interview were categorically adaitted. This wae
done in writing., Moreover, 8 comparieon, which
I contrived to brin% about, between my no%aa and
the notes taken by the nolitioian‘s gecretary,
showed meé to have been meticulously just®.

In iliustration of the resarks made reparding
Parliamentary Lobby correspundents extrscte frou the "laily
Sketcggl follow, The article, headed “Mr. Snowden ghould
know better', was in reply %o an *cutburst made by lUr.Snowden
agaluet thoe Lobby correspondent of the 'Dally Sketch' 4in the
House of Commons®,

"H¥hat /

200. Quoted in the "World's Preses News*.
2301, February l4th, 1931.
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"What the Daily Sketoh corresvondent wrote about

Mr. Snowden was not what he szld in the House'

it was siated; "that was the business of the
gallery journalists. His business was to state
what olhers inferred to be the inner unexpressed
meaning of what he said, its implications and 1ts
liksly sequel. I confess that I had independently
come %o ;nuch the pawe conclusion as this LobLy
rapregentative. For Yr. Snowden, to complain

that this correspondsnt had attributed to him
intentions as to his policy that he did not exprese
is quite begide the point. The business of &
Lobby gorrespondent is to begin where the sentence
ends, and %o see as far round the corner as, or,

if possible, farther than, anyone glse, and Mdr.
Snowden, as a journzlist himself, augh% $0 have
known better than make this mictake®.

The 3t, George's {¥Westmineter) by-slection
campaign provides & striking ingitence cof how Press and
politician may fight with the gloves off and how a due sense
of proportion mey be logt in the maze of persgonalities,
irrelevart lacues, and red Lerringg, which spring wp to
obgcure the truc purpose of an clection, namely to ensure
the success in & congtituency of a candidate who can best
sexve the interests of Liec country. The by-election asoumed
an impéxtanaﬁ far beyond ite due, sank to a2 low level of mud~
glinging and abuse, and filled many coluuns of the newspapers-
both oversess and in South Africa--for seversl weeks. From
the many references to the compalpn the writer has selected
the following as beling typical of the nature of the fight.

BExchapges of abuse, reminiscent of the Hatanswill
election, are figuring in the 8t.George's (West-
ainster) cmgpalgn. (3U3) One of the anti-Baldwin
papers resenting the Conservative leaders references
to an "ingolent irregponsible plutocracy” retorted
that ¥r. Baldwin was the last man in the world who
should reproach others for beling rioh. He had
inherited great riches which had largely disappearsd,
and if it proved {that he was an incompetent custodian

of his own fortunes, he was not likely %o be an
efficient guardian of the nation's. me /
8

202, ipretoria Kews¥, February 8th, 1931.
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"The paver desorided Mr.Duff Coover as & volitical
softy, and made great play of the fact that he
lectured to the Kult¥r Society of Berlin on "an
apology for the British Zmpire." The paper
attached the sveryday maangng to the word "apology®
which ¥r. uff Cooper used in the gpecizl scnee of
fapologia®,

*{r. aff Cooper last night hit back. He said that
Loxd itothernere had not got the "gute of & louss.”
He apologised for such gutter lenguage, but sald
it was nocessary when fighting the gutier press.

He recalled the fact that iir.Baldwin had glven
one~-fifth of his fortune (£140,000) as a free
anonymous gift on the day after the outbresk of the
war 88 an example to others. "Hot & penny came
from Rothermere, ggg e farthing from Beaverbrook".

In a spesch in support of Mdr., Duff Coopsy,
Mr. S8tanley Baldwin said that the British Press was the ad-
miration of the world for feirness, ability and high principles,
but the Rothermere and Beaverbrook newspaperg were englines of
propagands for the conctantly changing policlies, desiros,
personal wiches, and the likes and dislikes of two men whose
methods were direct falsehood, misrepresentation, half-truths
and suppression.

"The statement in the Daily Mail with reference to
his fortune could only have becn written by & cad.
He had been legally advised that he oould sus for
1ibel in that coanection, but he would not sove

in the matter, because tﬁa apology would be valuee
lees, and he would not touch the dansges with a
barge pole.

*The prouprietorship of these papers 1s alnm at
power without responsibility - the prerogative of
the harxlot throughout the spes. ,

In fighting for idr. Duff Cooper they were etriking
a blow that would resound in London for the decene-.
cies of public life and honest British journalism®,

Despite the opposition of the Rothermere and
Beaverbrook Presa, ir. nff Cooper was elected and the "iland
Daily Mail®, comuenting on the result of the election said
*iven at this distance there has been & thrill
in the St. George's ?%&atmihater) by-election,

which has been most handsomely won for the
Conservetive /

203. fg¢ar®, March 18th, 1931,



204.
208,

206,
807

208.
209.

200

"Consarvative Party by ¥r. Duff Cooper agalnet

the Preoees Lords, who combined forces to bring

about the defeat of Yr. Baldwin's candidate.

The outotanding lesson of the campaipgn, which

has been one of the most vitursratively contented
in recent years, is that any atiempt to stampade

gghlﬁe opinion ﬁy means of the priniing press 1s
oredoomed to falluret,

Neither the "Daily ¥all* nor the "Daily
Express” (the papers of the Press Lords referred o) mede
any comment on the election result.

It ae&gg@f&tttng in thie connection o quote
Professor L.T.Hobhouge 3

"The Press constantly represents public opinion
to be one thing while the cold arithmetie of the
polls conoluesively declares it to be another®,

A gloomy picture has so far been palnted, but
there is, zarkunaaaly,agghw&ghtax side. *The British Presa’,
sald Mr. £¢anley Baldwin 'g;é& the best, the falrmet, and
the c¢leaneat in the world®. The seme speaker al 9o assoclat-
ed himeelf with the remerks of the Prime dinieter of Fngland,
Hr. sameay %ﬁﬁgggld, who, on the occasion of the retirement

Emery, said that he did not believe Mr. Tmery had

ever written for his paper a semtence which he did not g%glxy

believe, or & sentence which he regretted having written.
Nearer howe, the {inlater of Finsnce, Nr.R.C.Havenga, oo a
slmilar ocpasion, pald tkaggégn@st pessible compliment to
the tiouth African Press when he stated that the Press CGellerxy
had /

Profespor of foglology, lLondon University, "Liberslise®

page 334, . v
Speeking at the Caxton Hall, Westabneter,on June 24th, 1930.
quoted rr.G.J.Renier in "The Ynglish! Are they Humen??.

Political correspondent of the *Horning Poet® after 52 years
apsociation with Parlismentary life.

The “Star®, April 8%h, 1931. ‘

At a farewell dinner to Mr. Georpe ¥Filgon, political correg-
pondent of the "Cape Times", on May 30th, 1931, after an
ansoclation with the Prese Callery lasting 20 years.
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had s0 long and inticetely been associsted with the work

of the legielature that the question arosze whetherithe South
African conatitution should not be amended to define Farliae
ment as counrising the King, the Senate, the Assembly-- and
the Pream. General J.0.%mute, Leader of the Upposition,
pald that Hr. ¥ilson had set un a very high standard.
fFhatever may be asid abomt the degeneracy of Parlisment
may be said to improve the nrestige of the Fress Gallexy.

I have alwaye thought thet Hr. Wileon's work as a Journaliast
hag been of a high standard. Fe hes had to teke his part in
the fight that goes on in polities but he hag foupht according
to rules, and he leaves the Press Gallery without z blot on
his eseutahanni, General Cmuts declared.

Thesa appreclations of Pressmen by politiclans
are significant, for the men eulsgised are By no means 180~
lated in thelrvirtues. There are numerous others in the
field of journslism who have & high sense of thelr respon-
3ibility and who are prenared to give orsadit where credit is
dus~-aven in the arena of politics. Perhane the most con~
vincing statsmant that has ever been mnde by & statesman on
behalf of the Press wae thst of YNr, Hinston chuzehi?iowha,
after stating that the growth of the power of the Press was
one of the most remsrkable features of medern 1life, hinted
at some form of Government by the Prees,

He thought the Prese was the only flourishing
institution in the British Temire at preeent.
It seemed to him that the growith of the “resrs
and the decsy of Parlizment had gone so fary
tiat at the oresent tiwme, when no many peonle
sesned dissatisfied with existing forms of
Government, no matter which party dlecharged

them, tuis nsw estate, the writing institution,
should/

210. A% the snnual dinner of the London Dietrioct of the
Ingtitute of Journaliste, reported in the *Rand paily
Hail*, Jecember 13th, 1930.
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should be invested not only with the power, but
with the responsibility of goverament.

This was an after dioner speech which should
not, therefore, be taken too seriously, but the sentiments
expressed clearly show an sdmiration of and esteem for the
Press, which would be quite inconsistent with a political
career of Progs misrepresentation, and unjustified cpiticiem,
The obgservatione made by Kr. Churchill in connection with the
wore prominent part the Prese wag playing in Parlismentary
and politicsl life was also gomuented upon by General Smats
at the farewell dinner to ur. ¥ilson already mentioned.
General Smuts sald

*Thers is no doubt that the Press is under the
impreasion thet 4% is the Rieing Srtnte of the
Realm and that Perlisment ie & waning institution,
end that the Prese ie taking over more and more
the duties formerly done by Farilamsnt®,

Wnhether this ascendancy on the part of the
Press is for good or for bad muy be a debatable point but
the writer, fully aware of the defects to-day existing, is
firmly convinged that an imperfect Press is better than no
Pregs at all. The Prens plays an intermediary role in
politica. It restrains the legislatorfs from hasty and ill~
congldered action and it allays the susploions of the elec-
torate by keeping them informad of the asc¢tivities of their
elected repregentatives. 1% provides the electorate with
an effective mouthpiece and makes ite wishesg known in connec=-
tion with prorosed legislation. “fow that the average wan
con make his volce effectively heard by meane of elections
and nowspapers, the danger of arbiirary and ignorant inter-
ference by the State is greatly raﬁacgéé. The Fress is

clasged /

211, *A History of Politics™, by Zdward Jenks,
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olassed (by Frofessor L.T.Hobhouse in ¥Liberaslism®, page 242)
along with the civil mervice and the Bench as an unofficlal
brake ageinst unwise or hasty legislation.

o effioient hag the brake proved in the past
thet those whose progress is ispeded by the application of
this restraining influence have been trylng in various coun-
tries t0 cags the pressure and %o make the brakes less effoot-
ive. One of the proposals that haz besn made #ith a view to
curbing ?@agﬁgazﬁa@ka was that by dr. Henzy Longstaff, U.P.
for Chiswiock, who urged that & Pill should be introduced
into Parilament containing a olause to the effact that ¢

"Should any newspaper attack any Minister or ex-
Hinieter the proprietor of such newepaper shall
be compelled by law to publieh, without comment,
Fall to 25 5o, the mechinory of mach nowapaper
ghell be lizble to be dismantled®.

The sugpestion was made by Nr.Longstaff in
& letter %o Mr. Heville Chamberlain, Chalrmen of the Conger-
vative Farty organisation, who, in reply, sald that although
the idea was not new 4§ greutly attracted him. The practice
of certain newspapers of distorting news and publishing only
puch iteiss as happened to suit the nurticular propaganda they
werse e&}wying out had reached such & dangerous pitch that if
it continued public opinion and the more responsible goctions
of the Press would, he thought, sunport the imposition of
some such obligatione.

While the idea of the dismantling of the plant
of a newspaner is grotesque, there is nothing unjust in the
propogal that the Minister's reply to mn ettack should be
published. The catech lies, however, in the two words,

fgithout /

213, ¥Gtor®, seroh 3rd, 1831,
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*without comment® It 1s a newspaper's prevogative to
comment, and 1f it were to have its teeth drawn in thilas
manner, this wonld greatly strengtben the hands of the-
Government and it ie doubtful whether the interests of the
nation would be best served Ly the adoption of such &
procsdurs,

In & survey of the Fress in the fleld of
political activity, more than in any other ficld, generslisa~
tion is impossible. It could not justifiubly be stated that
the influence of the Press is for good or for bad. This
essentially depends upon each individual newspaper, but,
taken all in all, it would perhape not be unreasonable t0
suggest that the benefits cerived from the incursion of the
newgpapers into politics outweiygh the cefects and that in
this respect, as in others, the Pressc hus a resl and valusble

gontribution to make to the welfare of & ocuvuntry.
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