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FOREWORD

I AM GLAD, INDEED, to be with the members of the Arizona Newspapers Association in its annual meeting again this year. The University
of Arizona faculty and staff enjoy their relationships with members of
this Association. We are grateful for the policy of the Association in
arranging each year for the presentation of the University of Arizona
John Peter Zenger Freedom of the Press Award.
The award was established by the University of Arizona on recommendation of the Department of Journalism in 1954 in recognition
of the basic relationship between the University and the Press, between
teaching and informing, between freedom of thought and freedom
of learning.
The proposal for the award originated with Douglas Martin, who
came to the University of Arizona Journalism Department after many
years of a successful career with the Detroit Free Press and other newspapers. It is important to note that the successors to Professor Martin
Brewster Campbell, Sherman Miller and Philip Mangelsdorf, as well
as other members of the department through the years had extensive
experience in newspapers of the country before joining our faculty.
John Peter Zenger fathered the journalistic tradition of opposing
arbitrary power and exposing corruption. The courage and the spirit
he manifested have always inspired American journalists to the fearless
expression of editorial views.
It is highly appropriate that the Zenger award for 1967 be presented
to John S. Knight. Anyone who has ever read any of his newspapers
knows that they exemplify the Zenger tradition at its best. Indeed, this
principle of press freedom is a vital part of the personality of each of
the Knight newspapers. Each one has its own individual characteristics.
All of them reflect Mr. Knight's crusading courage, his independence,
and his readiness to fight for justice and freedom.
Born in Bluefield, West Virginia, Mr. Knight attended schools in
Akron, Ohio, where his father was publisher of the Akron Beacon
Journal. He started his newspaper career as a newsboy, then hand -set
type and worked in all departments of the Beacon Journal during vaca-
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tions. When World War I began, he was a junior at Cornell University.
He enlisted and served in France, first with the Motor Transport Corps
and then with the Army Air Corps. He won a second lieutenant's commission fighting through Alsace -Lorraine and the Argonne with the
113th Infantry. I might add that during World War II he served as
Chief Liaison Officer between the United States and British censorship offices.
Mr. Knight returned to newspaper work in 1920 as a reporter for the
Beacon Journal in Akron. Five years later he became managing editor.
He also served as editorial director of the Springfield, Ohio, Sun and
the Massillon, Ohio, Independent. On the death of his father, Charles
Landon Knight, in 1933, he became president and editor of the Akron
newspaper.
The growth of the Knight newspapers has been a major development
in American journalism during the past 35 years. In 1937 Mr. Knight
bought the Miami Herald and the Miami Tribune, merging the Tribune
with the Herald. In 1938 the Akron Times-Press was purchased and
merged with the Beacon Journal. He acquired the Detroit Free Press in
1940 from E. D. Stair for $3,200,000 and startled the newspaper world
by paying off the debt and adding 100,000 new subscribers within three
years.

In 1944 Mr. Knight's bid for the Chicago Daily News was accepted
by the executors of the Frank Knox estate because his record showed
"he would strengthen and preserve the paper's character." Under his
editorship, the Chicago Daily News won the Pulitzer public-service
award in 1949 and 1956. He continued ownership of the paper until
selling it in 1959 to Marshall Field.
In 1954, Mr. Knight purchased the morning Charlotte, North Carolina, Observer and five years later, the afternoon Charlotte News. The
principle of independence and press freedom is again represented by
these two newspapers, which consistently wage a no- holds-barred scrap
to outdo each other.
The excellence of Mr. Knight's newspapers and their important contributions to American journalism is attested by the fact that the Detroit
Free Press, the Miami Herald and the Chicago Daily -News when
owned by the Knights have together won 14 Pulitzer prizes.
Many awards and honors have recognized Mr. Knight's achieve-
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ments. He received the first annual La Prensa award in Rio de Janeiro
in 1954 for his work in furthering inter-American relations. He was
elected first vice president of the Inter -American Press Association at
Montevideo in 1951. The United States-Uruguay Alliance in 1952
named him the outstanding Chicagoan of the year in inter -American
relations. He received the Americas Foundation Award in 1959 for his
fight for press freedom in Latin America.
Columbia University awarded him its annual Maria Moors Cabot
Prize in 1962, for his contributions to improved inter-American understanding. The Syracuse University School of Journalism presented him
its medal for distinctive achievement in newspaper publishing in 1946.
In 1949 he received the University of Missouri Honor Award for distinguished service in journalism. He was awarded the Howard Hawks
Memorial Trophy for services to aviation in 1947.
Other honors include the citation of merit by the Poor Richard
Club of Philadelphia in 1947, the Brotherhood of Children Award in
1946, the Governor's Award in Ohio in 1964. He was named Presidential
Councillor by Cornell University in 1966. He has received the honorary
degree of Doctor of Laws from the University of Akron, Northwestern
University, Kent State University and Ohio State University.
Mr. Knight has twice served as president of the American Society
of Newspaper Editors. He has been vice president and member of the
board of directors of the Associated Press, chairman of its finance committee and member of its executive committee. He is a trustee of Cornell
University and of the University of Miami.
Mr. Knight, your career has been distinguished by your outstanding
service on behalf of the freedom of the press and the people's right to
know. In recognition of your achievements and your many contributions
to American journalism, I am honored on behalf of the University of
Arizona to present you with the silver and turquoise plaque created for
the John Peter Zenger Award for 1967, and I hand you herewith a portfolio of letters of congratulations from your colleagues and friends
throughout the nation.

Richard A. Harvill
President
The University of Arizona
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1967

John S. Knight
Editorial Chairman,
Knight Newspapers, Inc.

THE ROLL O F PAST RECIPIENTS of your John Peter Zenger Award
is a distinguished one, reflecting credit not only upon them but upon
the University of Arizona.
I am proud indeed to be similarly honored this year.
May I give expression to the hope that the Award is in recognition
not only of my labors during 1967 but of previous years as well.
For the struggle in behalf of a free and responsible press, as indicated by the name of the Award itself, is a never -ending battle. It is, as
Andrew Hamilton said in his defense of John Peter Zenger, a cause to
secure "the liberty both of exposing and opposing arbitrary power by
speaking and writing the truth."
Many of us, including three distinguished Arizonians Eugene C.
Pulliam, William R. Mathews and J. Edward Murray have endeavored in our respective ways to uphold and defend the freedom of

-

-

expression.
And, even more importantly, to employ our Constitutionally guaranteed freedoms in behalf of the general welfare rather than merely
talking about them at gatherings of the Fourth Estate.
*

*

*

*

-

-

Today's newspapermen at least in this country do not face the
governmental dangers of John Peter Zenger. He was tried for sedition.
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But newspapermen since, and to this present day, are found guilty of
contempt of court for refusal to divulge the name of a news source and,
like Zenger, are subject to imprisonment upon conviction.
Further, the difficulties of their assignments of "exposing and
opposing arbitrary power by speaking and writing the truth," are infinitely greater today.
A 24 -hour budget of news is overwhelming, more perhaps than the
human mind can comprehend. The Washington correspondent, whose
responsibility is to examine the workings of the Great Society, must
also produce a news report which makes this phantasmagoria capable
of being understood by his readers.
According to the Associated Press, our government's public relations and information programs cost taxpayers about $425 million a
year. This is more than is spent annually by the Congress and the
Judiciary.
And more than double the combined outlay for newsgathering by
the two major U.S. news services, the three major television networks
and the l0 largest American newspapers.
So when the White House complains about adverse stories in our
press notably about Vietnam let us remember that the press carries
five times as much of the government's views as are presented by the
administration's critics.
The sheer bulk of this material all news and which must be
carried as such is overwhelming.
State and local reporting is somewhat less complicated. Yet the
proliferation of new agencies needed to cope and cooperate with their
federal counterparts is testing the ingenuity and resourcefulness of
every editor dedicated to informative and responsible news coverage.
Moreover, as James Reston pointed out to you four years ago,
this nation is undergoing a set of social revolutions, each one as significant to the future as the Industrial Revolution itself.
We are still witnessing the revolution of automation, which so far
has defied the soothsayers of doom and despair by creating more jobs
than it has destroyed. A diminishing number of union leaders notably
those in the business of producing newspapers and with their eyes
fixed intently upon the past, are still resisting its inevitability.
This is only one of the revolutions we are undergoing, each one

-

-

-

-

-

-
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interwoven with each other. The revolution on the farm, where 26
ears of corn grow on lanci where only one grew three decades ago. The
revolution not of civil rights, but of rising demands and expectations.
And the demographic revolution which saw our population pass
200 million two months ago, and which has created a new generation in
danger of being left behind because we do not, as the Red Queen told
Alice, run fast enough to stay even.
All of these revolutions are meeting in the cities, where the technologically unemployed farmer, the Negro demanding his fair place in
the affluent society and the youngster are competing for jobs for which
they are largely unprepared.
And it is in the cities, of course, where the newspapers are.
Thus the role of the newspaper, despite the growth of electronic
media, is not diminishing.
To the contrary, no other medium can treat these stories so exhaustively and effectively. Provided, of course, that editors accept the challenge and substitute "will" for "can."

Possibly because of this growing importance of news, we in this
business find ourselves being subjected to detailed scrutiny.
We have been weighed and found wanting by everyone from the
Man in Charge, who finds us high in calories and low in conscience, as
Arthur Krock put it a few years ago, to the man in the street, who
wonders why there is such a credibility gap between the press and
the President.
And he wonders, when he is told hard and unpleasant facts about
America's involvement with Vietnam, why he has not heard these
facts before.
The blame, I suggest, lies both with the press and with the President. The press as well as the public is too inclined to forget, so long
as all is going well, that, as Rep. John Moss said a few years ago, "Management of the news has always existed in government at all levels, just
as it exists in every private business. Everybody wants to put out information in a way to show his actions in the best possible light." It is
only when events are not going so well that we do sit up and take notice.
To the President and the loyal Sancho Panzas of his administration,
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they are living in a war; they think in terms of war, and mold their
actions to a mood of war.
And when the concern is legitimate, I cannot begrudge him.
But we of the now aroused press must object when, in his efforts
to put himself in the best possible light, the President forgets his
responsibility to the people. They are the ones who hired him. He
owes them an honest accounting of his stewardship.
It is one thing to hide vital facts which Hanoi, Peking or the Vietcong don't know, and another thing entirely to misinform the people
when it serves no security purpose.
And it is totally inexcusable to lie to the people about matters
which are of their utmost concern, and about which the enemy already
knows the full truth.
Yet the hard fact is that in trying to put itself in the best possible
light, this administration has resorted to distortions of fact and halftruths of history.
Let me give a few examples, some culled from my recent visit to
Vietnam and others from doing my homework which, I suspect, has
kept me from suffering the same fate as George Romney being brainwashed.
Secretary Rusk and other administration spokesmen justify our
involvement in Southeast Asia on the ground that we have entered into
sacred commitments which must be honored.
One of the "commitments" most frequently mentioned is the Eisenhower offer of aid to Premier Ngo Dinh Diem in 1954. Yet the American
people are not told that it was conditioned on the expectation that "this
aid will be met by performance on the part of the government of Vietnam in undertaking needed reforms."
More than 13 years later, as I saw, these reforms are still largely
in the talking stage.

-

The President is fond of alluding to the Southeast Asia Treaty
Organization, which included South Vietnam as a protocol state, as a
"solemn commitment."
Yet the treaty required the parties thereto to "refrain ... from
the threat or use of force in any manner inconsistent with the pur-
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poses of the United Nations." The United States is in violation of

that requirement.
Furthermore, in the event of subversion, we were obliged only to
"consult immediately" with the other signatories on what procedures
to follow.

In case of aggression, members of SEATO were to "act to meet the
danger in accordance with constitutional processes." This provision
was ignored by the United States.
France, Great Britain and Pakistan refused to become involved and
the remaining signatories have given only token support to the Uinted
States war effort.
Yet our government would have us believe that we are in Vietnam
because "we always live up to our commitments." What commitments,
indeed?
When you add to this distorted view of history the long list of
optimistic and uninformed pronouncements on Vietnam from Gen.
Paul Harkins, Henry Cabot Lodge, Gen. Maxwell Taylor, Adm. Harry
Felt and Defense Secretary McNamara, can there be any question but
that the American people have been denied the truth?
Were they ever told, until Dean Rusk's speech of last October, that
containment of Red China is our real objective?
And when the Defense Secretary's press officer publicly proclaims
that the government has the right to lie, how much confidence can we
have in government?
*

*

*

*

We should be thankful that the best U.S. reporters in South Vietnam have never succumbed to the blandishments of either the Saigon
government or our own State Department.
No amount of attempted brainwashing has softened their determination to bring the truth to the American people or at least to such
segments of our population as come within their newspapers' areas of
circulation.
Specifically, I mention R. W. Apple of the New York Times, Malcolm W. Browne and David Halberstam who shared the 1964 Pulitzer
Award for International Reporting, Neil Sheehan, then of the UPI,
Peter Arnett of the Associated Press, Don Oberdorfer of the Knight
Newspapers, Raymond Coffee of the Chicago Daily News and Mark
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Ethridge, Jr. of the Detroit Free Press as exemplars of truthful reporting from South Vietnam.
This list is certainly not all- inclusive, but these and other able
correspondents have put aside the feature and color stories, so popular
in some quarters, to bring us coverage in depth and substance.
The uneasy accommodation between President Thieu and Vice
President Ky, absence of press freedom and suspension of newspapers
in Saigon despite pious reassurances from the government, the storm
trooper tactics of Brig. Gen. Nguyen Ngoc Loan, chief of the National
Police, graft and corruption among high officials, painfully slow progress
in the pacification program, poor performance by the South Vietnamese
army, the rising tide of anti-Americanism these are a few of the
headlines.
Yes, we can be proud indeed that our newspapers and press associations are not failing in their rightful mission to South Vietnam,
namely to bring us the truth.
The unpopularity of our top correspondents with both governments in Saigon the Thieu-Ky regime and the United States is a
tribute to their skills and dedication.

-

-

-

Upon entering this fateful year, the role of newspapers is vastly
more important than ever before.
As the politician uses his purchased air for his understandably
one-sided argument, the importance of print grows. The voters of 1968
need the permanence of print for reference and reflection. They need
to be able to reread the arguments as they always have done.
This is merely age -old "instant replay," recently discovered by
television. But the second time around it drifts off into the air just like
the first, while print remains.
Our obligation is to provide the voters with fair, honest, all -sided
clear presentation of campaign news. They need the sharp illumination
of your own editorials and the pungent, uninhibited viewpoints of
your readers.
If it is possible to put labels on syndicated columnists, the reader
would benefit if warned of their political or other persuasions.
These journalists are now choosing up sides and the number of
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"house columnists" is sad to relate increasing in number.
How well will we do our job in 1968? Certainly, we have improved
over the years. There is no longer a political press in the sense of slanted
news, although we still catch hell from all sides. Some retired editors,
professors of journalism and the Bagdikian types who write for money
will peck away as always.
My own view is that our newspapers have shown vast improvement
in the past several years, including specialization in science, economics,
medicine, problems of the urban society, religion, politics, labor and
business reporting.
Yet our editorial pages in the one -newspaper cities with notable
exceptions strike me as being much too bland.
In editorials written on top of the news, there is a tendency to
accept governmental and other pronouncements as fact without subjecting them to hard examination and thoughtful analysis.
I do not underestimate the need for urgency on those occasions
when the newspaper's voice must be heard either to avert or compose

-

-

a crisis.

But too often, I fear, the editorial writer overemphasizes the importance of timeliness. Thus we read editorials which are merely reflections
of official policy statements and indicate approval of something that
needs to be questioned.
As Mark Ethridge used to say, "I like an editor with fire in his
guts."
*

*

*

*

For how else can the public interest be protected? Who will expose
grafting public officials? Who will challenge the Reardon Report and
resist the bar associations intent upon the suppression of news?
Who can demand that public business be transacted in the open
and not behind closed doors?
Who will fight extravagance and waste at all levels of government?
Who can lay bare the land frauds?
Who will see that justice is done when citizens accused of wrongdoing are convicted on insufficient or rigged evidence?
Who, I say, but the newspaper editor with the courage to back
his staff?
Too many of our smaller newspapers, unable to compete with
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metropolitan dailies in comprehensive news coverage, have abdicated
their responsibilities in the area of editorial opinion.
"Responsibilities" may be too strong a term since there is no public
obligation to have any opinions whatsoever.
So let us refer to the opportunity that is being lost to speak one's
mind the glorious right to be wrong.
Even the smallest newspaper can have an editor or publisher with
strong convictions. What he has to say will have high readership; either
"the old man hit it right that time," or "that guy must think he's
Walter Lippmann."
Either way, opinion gives personality and flavor to the newspaper.
The late William Allen White of the Emporia Gazette was heard
throughout the nation; two North Carolina weekly editors risked economic loss and even their lives by fighting the Ku Klux Klan. Both
editors were honored with a Pulitzer Award.
And you have recognized with the John Peter Zenger Award our
beloved J. N. Heiskell of Little Rock, who, on the far side of 80,
chanced everything he had built by standing by his principles.
All of us cannot aspire to be William Allen Whites or "Ned"
Heiskells. But we do, I hope, have opinions and the ability to get them
into print.
For, as political scientist and social philosopher Leo Rosten has

-

-

said:

"The purpose of life is not to be happy but to matter, to be productive, to be useful, to have it make some difference that you have lived
at all."

It is not the fortunate lot of every politician to be able to speak the
truth for, as Henrik Ibsen has written: "The most dangerous enemy to
truth and freedom amongst us is the compact majority."
We, as editors and publishers and newspapermen, are under no
such inhibition.
In this country, today's compact majorities have a way of becoming
tomorrow's fragmented minorities.
If there are those among us who have never joined the crusade for
truth nor tasted the blood of a bureaucrat, I counsel you to begin exposing and opposing the exercise of arbitrary power, now at its zenith in
this nation.

[14]

JOHN PETER ZENGER AWARD
You may even come to enjoy it.

We derive true inspiration from the life of John Peter Zenger.
If not a happy man, at least he did matter.
And it did make some difference that he lived at all.
For, as President Harvill has said on previous occasions, the trial
Peter Zenger established truth as the historical defense against
John
of
libel.
To be presented with an Award bearing his name is an honor which
comes to few men.
Though I may be less than deserving, it lifts my spirits and
strengthens my resolution to always defend and uphold the finest principles of our profession.
I thank you.
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