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regulate the height and structure of buildings. While we
can do nothing like this in the geologic field, happily in the
economic field we may. All we have to do is to dig down,
repair the “fault,” and make the foundations secure. Is
not the analogy a perfect one ? Then all economic and
financial earthquakes, whatever our system of money,
or banking, will not occur, or if they should may be easily
met and overcome.

HERE is no better guide to the character and intelli-

gence of a people than its newspapers. What do they
read, what is their daily intellectual pabulum and what do
the newspapers consider it mostly to their profit to feature
in their columns ? For newspapers are commercial enter-
prises, more so indeed than they were in the days when
great figures like Greeley, Dana, Raymond, Watterson,
were able to attract by sheer force of genius, a great share
of popular attention. They were able to command for
what they had to say an influential, almost idolatrous
audience. In this there were certain disadvantages, it is
true, but it made the great editors in the days of personal
journalism independent of the counting room. They were
free to express themselves.

LL that we have left of these better days of journalism

are a score or more columnists of reputation. Of these
only about half a dozen may be said to be independent
of the business policy of their papers. Like the editorial
writers the great majority of them are obedient servants
of the counting room. They dare not express unpopular
opinions; they dare not be more fundamental than their
readers. But superficial as they are they are the hope of a
re-born journalism. There is a saving remnant of the
American people to whom the independent personal ele-
ment appeals; they will not always be satisfied with the
colorless journalism that looks only to circulation and
fears to offend. Apathetic and uninspired as are the people
generally there are enough of them to welcome a journal
that shall be as good a newspaper as the New York Times
and which unlike the Times in its subservient attitude to
privilege, shall blaze the pathway to a better society. With
a Greeley or Watterson it will not lack for readers.

FEW papers in the more immediate past have ap-

proached the great ideal, but have not quite achieved
it. The New York World and the New York Globe are in-
stancesin point. They disappeared, and their places were
taken by tabloids with their almost fabulous circulation.
The decline in 'the character of our newspapers was coinci-
dent with the decline of popular intelligence. For we think
there can be no question that the average mentality of
today is below that of thirty years ago. And the reading
matter of the public, especially its newspapers, is an accurate
index of this decline. And all this is inevitable with the
concentration of wealth in fewer and fewer hands. With the
struggle growing more and more intense, what the people

read must continue to deteroriate and the intellectual and
moral quality of our journals, despite the superficial clever-
ness of editorial writers and columnists, be accurately
representative of this decline.

ND here we want to bring a more direct accusation

against the newspapers, an accusation which will
not be denied by those who know the sources from which
they draw their sustenance. If the truth should be told
it would be startling. A list of the real owners of the more
influential newspapers would read like the “Who’s Who™
of a Wall Street roster. They are not merely influenced
by the privileged and predatory interests—they are owned
by them. And right here may be told a story, well authenti-
cated. At a meeting held some years ago by a group of
eminent financiers who own pretty nearly all the natural
resources and railroads of the country, one of them ex-
pressed a fear of socialism. Another, by all odds the leader
among them, said there was nothing to fear from that
source, for the American people would not countenanc1

socialism. ‘‘What about the Single Tax?"” querried an

other. ‘““Ah," said the gentleman who had first spoken,
“that is different, that has teeth.” Is it any wonder that
these men who own and control the newspapers will not be
likely to favor its discussion, and will not this explain the
silence of our great metropolitan organs and others on the
only remedy that will solve the situation?

ES, “that has teeth.” It will clip the wings of m

nopoly. It is insidious, because easy of adoption. It
can be accomplished without revolution. When reall
started it will move fast. Do our readers suppose th
these gentlemen, many of them at least, do not know thi
They do. And the newspapers they own outright will n
give undue publicity to it. They will not even mentio
it save only by reason of its value as news, for they a
still newspapers. And up to a certain point, or as long
they dare, the newspapers that are owned by privil
will maintain a discreet silence.

IT was a good suggestion offered by a subscriber,
Arnold Jacobson, that we publish for the benefit
some of those who seem to be confused as to terms, a f
definitions for the enlightenment of socialists, communi
and not a few political economists. These gentlemen
be challenged to accept or reject them and furnish defi
tions of their own. “I will talk with you, my friend, b
you must first define your terms,” said Voltaire. Happ
we have been supplied by a series of definitions of econo
terms by M. L. Kathan, of Coquille, Ore. Mr. Kath
is a new convert, about twenty-five years of age, and
teacher in the local schools.

Here these definitions follow:

Land: All natural opportunity. That which is included betw
the center of the Earth and the extremities of the atmosphere. NI
produced by Labor.




