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ONE MAN'S OPINIONS
BY N. D. COCHRAN

Advertising Claims. There is an
old saying that figures won't lie but
liars will figure. You can apply this
any way .you please after reading
the advertising claims of the Tribune
and Herald.

The Herald claims to have made
phenomenal advertising gains during
the month of November, while the
Tribune and Examiner were making
losses. The Herald claims to have
gained 574.66 columns over Novem-
ber, 1913, while the Tribune lost
147.49 and the Examiner lost 266.85.

Compiling its statement from the
same figures the Tribune claims that
it lost 147.49, the Examiner '266.85
and the Herald 253.28 columns; the
difference between the two state-
ments being that the Herald claims
it gained 574.66 columns in Novem-
ber, 1914, over November, 1913,
while the Tribune claims the Herald
LOST 253.28 columns.

The Herald gives the total Herald
advertising for November, 1913, as
1,499.07 and the total for November,
1914, at 2,073.73. If these figures
are correct then the Herald's claim
of a GAIN of 574.66 is correct also.

But the Tribune gives the Herald
total for November, 1913, as the to-

tal advertising of both the Record-Hera- ld

and .the Inter-Ocea- n, which
was 2,331.01 columns, which would
make the Trib's claim of a Herald
loss of 253.28 correct.

This would indicate that the Her-
ald had been juggling the figures a
bit by starting with the Record-Herald- 's

total for November, 1913. and
leaving the Inter-Oce- advertising
out of the count for that month.

As the"Herald is a consolidation of
the Record-Heral- d and the Inter-Oce-an

an honet comparison would
take into account the total advertis-
ing of these two papers for Novem-
ber, 1913, as against the total for
the Herald in November, 1914.

The totals for the last month as
given by the Tribune show, however,
the relative strength of the three pa-

pers as to advertising published.
Those totals are as follows: Tribune,
3,775.25; Herald, 2,077.73; Examiner,
2,064.05. These figures indicate that
the Tribune published almost as
much advertising in November, 1914,
as the Herald and Examiner com-

bined.
The losses by all three papers are

not surprising. Business depression
is the answer. The noteworthy fea-

ture of this boasting, however, is
that none of the papers makes any
claim "for having done anything for
its readers. Both appeals are to ad-

vertisers. That's what they live off
of. It's what they are after. It's
why they don't amount to much as
public organs.

Newspaper Cops. I notice in a
Daily News story of how city police-
men are distributed for private serv-
ice that 12 are assigned to duty at
newspaper offices.

Just why should the city pay 12
policemen to work for the newspaper
publishers?

It looks like graft to me graft by
newspaper owners who ought to be
able to pay their own employes.

Those 12 coppers might better be
busy in the public service, working
for the people who pay their sal-

aries.
I run a daily newspaper, but I don't

need any policemen to keep the peace
around The Day Book plant. But that
may be because I have no gunmen
or sluggers working for this news-
paper. '

Before increasing the police force
we already have, why not takfe all of
the publicly-pai- d cops off private de-

tail and put them to work for the
city?

Then if we haven't enough, we can
get more. But let's try using, first,
what we are now paying for. And
let's start by yanking city cops out of

offices, -newspaper j
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