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Newspapers and War

REAL disappointment in this war

has been the poor showing that our

press has made” I speak generally.
Of course there are many exceptions. It
is all very well to complain of the cen-
sorship, but so far as the censorship af-
fects us in England the press has missed
the peint that what people who are over-
whelmed by the imminent facts of life
really want i3 not news but inspiration.
The press alone is responsible for the
petty spite, the unworthy ridieule, and
the idle boastfulness which has been
served up on our breakfast tables for
five weary months. It does not represent
the people of this country, for the com-
monplace man mn the street has eprings
of nobility which the editors have failed
to diseover, and the antics of superficial
self-satisfaction indulged in by our press
bear no relation whatever to the slowly
accumulating reserve of determination
which characterizes our people. We
thought that our enterprise was rather
& dashing piece of gallantry at the be-

ginning—and at that time our press;

though poor, represented our feelings
fairly well; but the press has failed to
follow the people.into the infinitely
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nobler attitude of todny, when our hearts
are g8 grey as our skies, and yet as
dumbly faithful to0 the hope of
Bpring.

Perhaps I exaggerate the attitude of
our people, but an appeal to them on
these Iines in the press and on the plat-
form would shake the earth. You ean-
not move people to accept wounds and
death by scrawling the Kaiser's mous-
tache tips over the pages of llustrated
aond comic papers. Not that induce-

‘ment, ia needed at present.

I am mgre and more coming to feel
that the press is the greatest problem
which we have to face in years to come.
Ita claim to wvoice public opinion is un-
true, because it really only succeeds in
voicing the upper thoughts of our un-
guarded moments. The deeper springs
of action on which the existence of so-
ciety depends remain unveiced and un-
encoiraged.

I speak of course only of the English
press. Your American press, so far as
I have seen it lately, has been too kind
to us for me to dare to criticize it. But
I think perhaps you made a mistake at
the beginning of the war in translating
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our very human actions into ierms of
theory. We are not fighting for “democ.
racy”—to which an unsatisfactorily mis-
cellaneons number of meanings arc apt.
to be attached, We are fighting—and
are fighting—for Epgland—for some
thing which is bone of our bone, and
flesh of our flesh. And so I fear your
press helped ours to adopt a Pharsnsm
which iz really foreign to the thoughts
of our people. Demoeracy in some of its
meanings is indeed implied in what we
know of England. But the United
States, with all its kindness, should,
the interests of truth, not forget that we
are acting among conditions which we
have felt all our lives, and that the dis-
tance and the alofines= of Americans
from European politics forces them io
analize and marshall the issues in & way
which—whether flattering or not to ot
cause—is not really representative of
our thoughts and motives, Perhape the
greatest result of this war on your re-
lations with us will be found in the al-
most ubiguitous work of Americans m
Europe—wark which has brought them
into our livez in pemna'l ways too in-
timate for expression.



