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The and hypocrisy j

of the newspapers of this state was
made clear by themselves recently in
their opposition to the injunction lim-
itation bill which the organized work-
ers of Illinois tried to get enacted into
law in the last session of the assem-
bly just ended.

The big daily newspapers, with one
or two exceptions, did everything in
their power to prevent that law from
being enacted; branded those re-
sponsible for its introduction as
anarchists, agitators,

and criminals, al-

though all the injunction limitation
bill did was to restore to the workers
their guarantee of free
speech, ree press, peaceful assem-
blage and the right of a trial by jury
In cases arising out of disputes be-

tween them and their employer.
These newspapers in effect said

that the workers should not have the
right to hold meetings and tell the
truth about their employers, about
their wages, about their working con-
ditions, about their hours of labor,
and about their treatment by their

that they must not tell
the truth about these things to the
public, or to men and women who
might be likely to go to work in their
places if they did not know what the
facts were; and, in almost the same
breath, these same newspapers loud-
ly denounced the president of the
United States, the United States con-
gressmen and senators who favored
a bill restricting their (those news-
papers) right to publicly criticize the

and its policies during
this war.

They said they had a right to criti-
cize the president whether they were
right or wrong, or he was right or
wrong; that they had the right to
criticize the congressmen and sena-
tors in the same way and that it was
treason to the United States to at--
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demagogues,
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constitutional

employers;

government

tempt to deny them that right; that
no real American would lend his in-

fluence to that censorship; that every
real American should go to extremes
if necessary to prevent the establish-
ment of such a censorship which
would deny the right on the part of
the newspapers not only to publish
the truth, but, to express their opin-

ions.
They claimed the right under the

constitution and the law of the na-

tion and state to publish the truth
about anybody and to criticize any-
body and to express their opinion
about anybody, being responsible for
their own acts.

This, in effect, means that they in-

sisted on the right to publish the
truth if they felt like doing so, even
about the working conditions in
these plants where these workers
were on strike, about wages, condi-
tions of employment, hours of labor
and treatment, and about the employ-
ers themslves; that it was treason to
attempt to stop them from so doing,
and, at the same time, they were de-

nying the right of the men and
women who worked in these fac-

tories, mills and shops, whose very
life and health, whose spirit as men
and women and whose home life and
opportunities for their children were
affected by those conditions, to do
these things.

They not only said we should not
have that right, but that we were an-

archists, agitators and criminals if
we attempted to exercise those rights,
and to the extent of their influence
they defeated the law which would
have restored to us these rights that
the constitution and laws of the na- -
tion and state gave us.

This only proves conclusively that
these newspapers are controlled by
the big corporations which advertise
in them and by the politicians whom
these big corporations make and un--


