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ATITHE JOURNALIST'S

POINT OF VIEW

WAYNE GILLILAND  ANSWERS
STANSELL'S CRITICISM.

Method Advocated by O. U. Profess.
or Would Result in Censorship
Claims Former Newspaper
Man—Advocates  Sefsa-
tional Leads,

Editor the Campus’

1 was very much interest in Prof
Charles V Stansell's article critieis-
ing the newspaper published In a re-
cent lssue of the Nation magazine
and re-printed in the Campus. This
Jetter in the Nation embodies in &
nut ehell the ideas of all of those who
criticise the American newspaper as
it is today A great deal that Prof
Stansell writes is true, but I believe
most of the ideas set forth are fun-
damentally wrong

The theory of discriminating in
prinung news is nothing more nor
le:= than the old idea of censorship
Russian mm of government cen-
sorship of administration news has al-
wuays been decried in the United
Siakes  Prof Stansell's idea of dis-
¢ uiuination 18 just as fundamentally
opposed 10 the principles of truth ang

.|Ju~tice as a royal censorship It Prof

~tausell’s idea of a reformation ot
tue press comprehends a (rust” ot
ot college ‘iniellectuals” who shall
la) down some cardinal principles for
deiermining what is fit and what is
nut dt news to publish, the sugges-
won is one of grave concern for the
fondemental principles of freedom In
thought and actfon But if he meanw
only that the censorship of the news-
paper ghall be left to the indlvidual
fialned in college journalistic schools
to belleve that reactionary policy of
d.scriminuting in the matter of news
1= just, then his tdeas must Le critie-
jsed on the ground that {f put into
practice they would serve to augment
rather than fo ellminate the evit of
uppresston of facts If he would not
have a combinatfon of theorizing pro.
fessors lay down the elements of what
is not news, but would leave the ques-
nhen of suppression to the individual,
he is not lmproving on the present
+onditicn of affairs

Prof Stansell i8  fundamentaily
wrong when he asserts that “crime is
not made odious by constant expos-
ure, but {t {8 made to appear com-
mon” This applies to crime of all
kinds  Close analysis shows that ev-
ery crime 18 a soclal crime Theory
and practice will back up the state-
mien. that publicity does not in the
long run make social evils common
Tals would he true if the newspaper
did not assume an editorial attitude
on all criminal actions The fact that
newspapers In general condemn crim-
innl wcuons makes it all the iore
frue that publieity makes the prac-
tlce of crime unpopular How can
Prof Stansell harmonize his theory
that putlieity makes crime common
in light of the fact that newspaper
publicity 1is largely responsible for
the modern public attitude as regards
the white slave evil” This {8 a form
nt sorial eveil that har existed from
time immemorial Reformers ir
times past have condemned it and
condoned for the segregated district
in the sume breath Newspaper pub-
lelty on the worst criminal aspects
ot the question has convinced a large
pLr cent of the public spirited think-
ing people that the “Red Light” dis-
frict 18 unnecessary and ougnt to be
abolished. Senator Kenyon of lowa
recently asserted on the Hoor of the
Senate that he belleved the newspap-
er had more to do with stirring the
people to demand the enactment of
ine " Red Light” bill than anything
vlse  Four years ago the °playing
up” of 1he disgusting scenes In
Hookers Llavision" during inaugura

e ght
and
stler
d at
was
n ae
eath-
tiend
and
Il be

and
buy
lace

ton week opened the eyes of the
public Today every senator and
congressman 18 flooded with petitfuns
tor the enactment or the Kenyon
lted Light' law John D Rockerell-
er, Jr, an active worker for the cause
says that he was first interested in
the work by newspaper stories of
evils of the trafiic.

And yet Prof Stansell makes the
assertion that “crlme 18 not made
odious by constant exposure!”

It Lillian Russell's fourth or fifth
narriage 1s heralded far and wide, it
may result in stricter marriage and
divorce laws. At least Prof Stansell
can not deny that there is a greater
clamor now than there ever was be-
fore for more uniform divorce laws,
for statutes that will make impossi-
ble such disgusting facts as the

sell, or the flagrant violatlon of prin-
ciples of common decency that made
possible sensational headlines ebout
John Jacob Astor'’s marrlage

‘When Governor Blease shouted,
“To hell with the constitution!” at
.the recent conference of governors at
Richmond, he did not popularize
“cussing,” nor make ‘“‘common” a
contempt for such a sacred thing as
the coustitution What he did more
than anything else was to hurt Gov-
ernor Blease The newspaper should
be praised and not censored for hold-
ing up to public gaze such political
asses as Blease and Tillman, who
pose a3 statesmen If an enterpris-
ing newspaper reporter had not made
a “story” out of Blease's silly re-
mark, it s more than likely that the
nation would only half believe some
of the charges that have been made
against him as governor of South
Carolina.

T have admitted that Prof Stansell
is partly right, but 1 have attempted
to show how he is fundamentally
wrong Now for the facte in the
facts in the case as I see them. A
conscientious editor can not publish

tourth or fifth marriage of Miss Rus-|> 7
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other than that of printing “all wf |
the news all of the time"” Or stated
another way which means the same
thing, he must print "all of the facis
all of the time” This means that he
can not suppress essential detatls, no
matter how revolting If publication
of crime has brought about legisia-
tion that protects the masses irom
being wronged by the few, it is not
right to make a crime appear to be
any less of a crime by suppression of
actuit]l detalled facts 1 disugree with
Prof Stunsell that the public devours
“unwholesome news and swill-tainted
fiction” published in the new’paper
The public generally reads only
enough of a disgusting fact (o get at
the truth, and its perception of the
truth has been so sharpened by news-
paper reading that it is generally able
to detect a “swill-tainted” fabrica-
tion .lothed with a semblance ot
tiuth. The newspaper story of a|
crime only adds fuel to the haired of
crime that is becoming more and
mosre popular and resulting in hene-
fiv1al legislation

All good newspaper editors caution
reporter< to print only the truth, and’
a "fahed” story generally leads to a‘'
summary dismissal of a reporter

In defense of the newspaper and in
justice to the public, which Prof
Stansell has chosen to compare to a
‘big haby,” 1t must be said that the
evjia that exist in the press, and 11
cannot he denjed that they do exist,
are not comman with the greac mass
of ncewspapers ‘Whenever an editor
permits a story to be garrishgd hy an
un‘ruth he breaks the cardinal prin-
ciple of justice and sears nis ceon-
arlence, but he is no more guilly
than any other individual engaged in
any other kind of business or profes-
sirn  In addition Le violates the
ethics of the newspaper piofession |
We can no more think of reforming '
the piess by suppressing the factn}
than we can hope for social justice!
without first developing higher ideaixs '
of ritizenship in the individuat Tie =
kind of reformation of the press that
Prof Stansell pleads for will not be OF
acconmplished by suppression. it will
be accomplished in the exact degree
that society itself reforms |
WAYNE = GILLILAND !




