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FOREWORD

ON BEHALF OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA, I express

our appreciation

to the members of the Arizona Newspapers Association for dedicating
this annual luncheon to the presentation of the University's John Peter
Zenger Freedom of the Press Award.
President Harvill has asked me to express his deep regret at not
being with you today. This is an occasion in which he very much enjoys
participating. If it were not for a conflicting meeting of the Arizona
Board of Regents in Tempe today, he would certainly be with you.
The John Peter Zenger Award was established by the University
of Arizona in 1954 to honor those who have rendered "distinguished
service to freedom of the press and the people's right to know." The
award is named for the brave colonial printer who in 1734 faced
imprisonment and trial because he dared to oppose arbitrary power and
to expose corruption. Zenger's acquittal on libel charges was the first
major victory leading toward the establishment of a free press in

America.
Since 1954, sixteen recipients have been selected for this University
of Arizona award. These former Zenger awardees form the nominating
committee which presents the names of candidates to a national selection
committee of more than 85 editors and publishers. Their selection for
the 197o award is Erwin D. Canham, editor -in -chief of The Christian
Science Monitor.
A native of Auburn, Maine, Mr. Canham was the son of a parttime farmer and weekly newspaper publisher. He received a bachelor's
degree in 1925 from Bates College in Lewiston, Maine, and became a
Monitor reporter the same year. While at Bates, he took part in intercollegiate debates, including the first held in the United States with a
team from England's Oxford University. He later went to Oxford as a
Rhodes Scholar and received the B.A. and M.A. degrees there.
Between college terms he was assistant Monitor correspondent at
League of Nations' assembly sessions in Geneva. In 193o he covered the
London Naval Conference, and began service as the Monitor's Geneva
correspondent. From 1932 to 1939 he was chief of the Monitor's
Washington bureau, and then went to Boston as general news editor.
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He became Managing Editor of The Christian Science Monitor in 1942,
and Editor in 1945. In 1946 he was named Editor -in-Chief of this highly
respected and internationally circulated newspaper.
Because of his wide contacts and experience, Mr. Canham has been
appointed by American presidents to various commissions and boards.
In 1948 he served as vice -chairman of the U.S. delegation to the United
Nations Conference on Freedom of Information at Geneva. The
following year he was Alternate U.S. Delegate to the United Nations
General Assembly. In 197o he was appointed a member of the
President's Commission on Campus Unrest.
He is a member and past president of the American Society of
Newspaper Editors, and served as chairman of the National Manpower
Council. He is a fellow of Sigma Delta Chi professional journalistic
society, and a member of Phi Beta Kappa, Delta Sigma Rho, and the
Association of American Rhodes Scholars.
He was president of the U.S. Chamber of Commerce in 1959 and
was the 1966-67 president of The Mother Church, The First Church of
Christ, Scientist, in Boston.
Mr. Canham, who has written or collaborated on five books, gave
regular weekly broadcast commentaries over the American Broadcasting
Company network from 1945 to 1964. He is at present a commentator
on public affairs for the Westinghouse Broadcasting Company
Group W.
His achievements have been recognized by 26 colleges and universities which have conferred honorary degrees upon Mr. Canham. He
has decorations from six foreign governments. His many affiliations
include trusteeships of several colleges, directorships of businesses and
foundations, and membership in learned societies.
Among the numerous accomplishments of Mr. Canham's distinguished career, his professional colleagues and informed citizens would
accord the highest tributes to his life -long devotion to the freedom of
the press and the people's right to know.
In his nomination for the 197o Zenger award, it was noted that,
"While president in 1948-49 of the American Society of Newspaper
Editors, he established the society's first Freedom of Information Cornmittee. This committee aroused the interest of American editors to the
fact that many of the liberties of the press were slipping away by
default. As vice chairman of the U.S. delegation to the U.N. Conference
on Freedom of Information in 1948, he alerted the American press to
a move that would have required newspapers to give equal space to
any nation demanding it."

-
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Mr. Canham, in recognition of your achievements in upholding
press freedom and your many contributions to American journalism, I
present to you, on behalf of The University of Arizona, the silver and
turquoise plaque created for the 197o Zenger award, together with a
portfolio of letters of congratulations from your colleagues and friends.
SAMUEL C. MCMILLAN

Vice-President
The University of Arizona
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1970
Erwin D. Canham
Editor -in-Chief
The Christian Science Monitor

the citation accompanying
this much appreciated award, of my involvement two decades
ago in the effort to negotiate treaties and inter-governmental
agreements seeking to open up freer channels for the flow of
news between nations and the unimpeded movement of correspondents.
Those efforts were mainly fruitless. Created by the
euphoria of victorious alliance in World War II, they ran
speedily into the hostile atmosphere of the cold war, the victory of Communism in China, and other unpropitious situations. It became apparent that no treaty we might have
negotiated, however satisfactorily worded from our viewpoint,
would necessarily be worth more than the paper on which it
was written. All language can be interpreted by governments
in different ways. Under our own constitutional system there
would have had to be certain safeguards and exceptions,
through which some other government could have driven a
cartload of censorship.
So we gave up the inter-governmental effort to foster a
freer flow of the news. I turned my own attention to professional rather than political contacts and organizations interMENTION WAS GRACIOUSLY MADE, in
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nationally; the International Federation of Newspaper Editors,
FIEJ; the International Press Institute; and the Inter- American Press Association. These are all rather fruitful and very
pleasant ways for American newspapermen to participate in
international activities and have some influence on a freer flow
of the news.
All three organizations have had some value. From time
to time each of them has helped some beleaguered editor or
publisher striving desperately to stay afloat and out of jail in
some part of the world which terribly badly needs an independent press. All three organizations have also had their failures.
And I want particularly to emphasize that only relatively few
U.S. editors or publishers have taken active part in their work.
If there is a single concrete thing I should like to say to you here
today it is to urge you to consider the possibility of taking an
active part in international newspaper organization. Some of
you, I know, do so. I live in a glass house because I have not
done nearly as much as I should, but in general American
newspaper publishers and editors have not participated nearly
as effectively as they might have done in helping to make the
international organizations more significant and fruitful.
As perhaps might have been expected, the most vigorous
U.S. participation has been in the Inter -American Press Association. Here I should say that genuine American leadership
has played a large role. And yet the burden has been carried
by a relatively limited number of American editors and
publishers.
Much larger delegations could have taken part in the
fascinating annual sessions of the IAPA. Thus they would have
lent moral support and practical business judgment and
experience to the solution of the problems of our fellow newspapermen in this hemisphere. As it is, IAPA has helped to
protect and preserve journalists in trouble more than once
against the pressures of governmental repression.
The International Federation of Newspaper Editors,
called FIEJ for its French initials, is in fact composed of major
[10]
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publishers' associations. The word Editeur in French really
means publisher.
The AN PA has carried the load of American participation
after the first few years when it was also shared with ASNE at
a time when the organization seemed likely to represent editors
as well as publishers. Again only a handful of American editors
have actually taken part in very pleasant and substantively
interesting sessions.
The third organization, the International Press Institute,
was founded in the U.S. and has always had larger American
involvement including particularly needed financial support
from some American foundations. It is the most thoroughly
editor -related organization of the three. It has headquarters in
Zurich, publishes a very interesting monthly bulletin, calls
special conferences, an annual meeting, and undertakes important regional projects. The IPI has done a good deal to help
journalism get on its feet in the newly developing countries of
Africa and some parts of Asia.
In its early days it brought together French and German
editors for very healthy discussion indeed. It may be said to
have had a genuinely helpful political effect at that time. Its
work in Africa and Asia, as I have said, was very badly needed,
and has made a good beginning. There is of course a long way
to go before newspapers are really effective, going concerns in
certain parts of the world, notably in Black Africa. The IPI
has helped very much in the dissemination of technical knowledge and moral support.
A few dedicated American editors have carried a large
load in IPI as well as in the other organizations. A few other
Americans have maintained their affiliation and gone to meetings more or less for the touristic values involved. These are
very large and not to be sneezed at. The more American editors
are able to wander about the world, the better they will fulfill
their professional responsibilities. Nevertheless, tourism ain't
all. Insofar as any of the organizations does not fulfill its potentialities, it is because many of its members do not take an active

JOHN PETER ZENGER AWARD

sturdy role in formulation of programs and discussions of
specific ideas. Moreover IPI at least is barely viable financially.
It needs the modest dues of more American members.
I shouldn't exhort you further on the subject of more
active participation in international professional organizations.
I do urge you to look into your personal schedules to see
whether a way cannot be found for undertaking memberships
that would not only be stimulating and enjoyable but a genuine
contribution to newspapers on a broad scale.
Let me turn now to what is perhaps a more important
question: How adequately does the news today flow across the
frontiers of the world? On the whole it seems to me surprisingly
well in view of the extreme complexity of the world scene and
the unexpected explosion of newsworthy developments from
the Congo to Cambodia and Chile. One vast area of the world
is not covered: Communist China. The few western correspondents who have been able to stay in Peking are severely
limited in what they can observe. Their sources and opportunities to travel are very cramped indeed. From time to time a
visiting journalist gets a guided tour of the hinterlands. Even
with such severe impairment such a trip turns up interesting
knowledge. If only correspondents could work in mainland
China the way they can work potentially in other great areas
in the world, the flow of history might be somewhat different.
It is a great tragedy that we know so little of the large
fraction of the human race which lives under Communist rule
in China. Some day we can hope that the situation will open up.
Perhaps the U.S. has played its diplomatic cards badly in relations with mainland China. There was a time when exchange
of correspondents seemed definitely possible. But the opportunity was missed.
Efforts to cover the China mainland from Hong Kong or
Tokyo suffer the usual flaws of indirect reporting, but they are
not as wild as the stories from Riga about the Soviet Union
were in the 1920's. The China watchers in both capitals are
[12]
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relatively restrained, and unsensational. So the news flow is not
too bad. But of course it is very inferior to direct reporting.
Americans frequently ask themselves how well or how
fairly we have covered the Vietnam war. My own opinion is
that we can be proud of how it has been covered while we
recognize certain limitations and biases. Of course the fundamental national cleavage between hawks and doves has communicated itself somewhat to the correspondents in Vietnam.
Many of them, particularly the wire service reporters,
have had to transmit communiques of the military establishment including body counts and other claims which even to
them have seemed palpably absurd and which history has
proved to be atrociously misstated. I would not expect many
servicemen in Vietnam, high or low, to believe that the war
they are fighting had been adequately reported. Few of us
agree with the accounts of events in which we participated.
This is a familiar phenomenon. It does not mean that the news
accounts are wrong, but that we look at events with different
eyes. The journalists' eyes are sometimes more detached and
dispassionate. Anyway, I think coverage by an honorable list
of great American correspondents has been informative, penetrating, wise and brave. Certainly never before have so many
newspaper people been exposed to so much danger, so many
lost in action. It has been as tough a war for reporters and
photographers as for soldiers. Praising the over -all coverage as
I do, I must add that we take a very black mark for having failed
to learn about the My Lai episode earlier, or for not digging
into other similar episodes. The appalling side of the war has
been covered with what seems to be very great restraint indeed.
Perhaps we will regret it as we look back years hence.
As to the Soviet Union reporting, while often difficult it
is a great deal better than it was in the 20'S and 3o's. Prior
censorship has ceased to be a burden. Occasional expulsion and
limitations on free movement around the country are the
major obstacles. Yet shrewd correspondents can learn a great
[13]
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deal about the Soviet Union in a tour of duty there and can
convey much vital knowledge to the American people. Of
course they cannot get to Russian space launching sites or other
quasi military secrets, but the sociological, economic and political developments in the vast area can be pretty well reported.
I suppose the principal impairments to adequate informing of the American people about events throughout the world
are the high cost of news -gathering and limited space. There
is a good deal going on in the world which is of potential importance to America that is quite inadequately reported. There
always has been. This is not only in the field of news events,
but also more importantly, in the significance of events. Situation stories about how things are going in places like Nigeria,
or East Germany, or Indonesia seem to be of secondary importance. And yet they may some day be of great concern to the
people of the world.
As we all know, a good deal of the reporting of news events
throughout the world has to come through the wire services.
They have had to face greatly enlarging responsibilities with
every passing year. I think on the whole they have done
extremely well. With more money, which has to come from us,
they could staff more posts with full -time seasoned correspondents. Such men and women could be encouraged not only to
cover spot news, not only to be slaves of time and the bulletin,
but also to write careful situation copy. Ofttimes such copy
would be well ahead of the news. It would certainly help to
protect the American government from being surprised in
various situations which diplomats frequently do not cover as
well as good reporters could do.
I am speaking in somewhat utopian terms because I suppose none of us is very eager to increase our payments to either
the AP or the UPI in order to enlarge their services. Yet it
would be a very good thing. And it would serve the national
interest of which newspapers are also a part!
It would be useful, too, if more individual newspapers
could employ larger and better staffs of overseas correspondents.

-
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This sort of thing, as you know, is fearfully expensive. Today
I believe it is true to say that fewer American newspapers have
correspondents abroad than ever before. But the handful of
papers maintaining this service may have more staff correspondents and better ones than they have had down through
the years. The syndication of the file of these correspondents,
notably those of the New York Times, and the Los Angeles
Times-Washington Post, has done a great deal to increase the
knowledge of Americans about events in a closely integrated
world.
I can tell you bluntly that I do not believe most American
newspapers publish enough of the material which is now available from these various sources. Presumably editors do not
believe that its reader interest stacks up against sensational
local and national developments. Or they are in an economic
squeeze wherein more space does not seem to be available.
Again speaking in utopian terms I think we might reassess
our priorities, with less attention to the breathlessness of mere
spot news, and give our readers more information in depth
about the long range significance of what is happening in the
world. Had we done this regarding Indochina early enough, it
is quite possible we would not have fallen into the enormous
calamity of the Vietnam war. There could be other calamities
just around the corner concerning which information on the
significance of developing situations would be immensely valuable to American citizens. For example, I do not think we have
adequate and reasonably balanced information on events and
their meaning in the Middle East. Coverage of events concerning Israel and ardent local interpretations of their meaning
are abundant; it is much more difficult to understand the complexities of the Arab world and to see that they are accurately
described in our papers.
I do not believe that even so obvious a situation as the
flirtation which West Germany is conducting with the Kremlin
has been adequately understood and conveyed to the people.
And yet this situation may hold the key to future peace in
[15]
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Europe and the world and the tranquility of every American
community. Who knows: it did a few decades ago.
The United States has had a special relationship with
Japan since we occupied that country after World War II.
There has been quite a lot of coverage, of course. And yet do
Americans see clearly the meaning of Japan's emergence as
already the world's third greatest power? What does this portend? Its significance can only be judged for American readers
by newspapermen and women who understand enough about
Japanese history, temperament and language to evaluate it
correctly. Here again the peace and order of every American
home may conceivably be at stake.
Having said all this let me say again that I believe a fairly
competent flow of news coverage does reach Americans from
much of the world. It is better than it was in the 1930's. Except
in obvious cases like China and Russia, the only obstacles to
still more penetrating coverage are our own will and determination to set up and support newsgathering activity in the places
which are of greatest importance to us. It is up to us how much
we are willing to invest. Plenty of able young Americans would
be very eager to make their careers in this kind of foreign correspondence. They are pouring out of the universities, and we
could give them the basic training they need in our own newsrooms. As an editor of a newspaper which maintains its own
overseas staff, I have a certain ambivalence in recommending
that more enter the field! And yet I think they should.
My emphasis on situation and background stories I think
is particularly valid in the face of the electronic competition.
Radio and television do a highly efficient job, with the aid of
the wire services, in getting news of events to the public. The
radio bulletin can of course beat the newspaper in speed any
hour of the day. So can the TV bulletin if not the picture. What
print has to provide is a more careful, more detailed, more
accurate account. We can report the news in more significant
depth. We can give it the emphasis and the explanation it
requires. Our readers can absorb it at their own pace rather
[16]
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than being bewildered by hasty words or images which come
and go. Our great advantage is the individualization to the
reader of our product. Let us make the most of it by giving them
the sort of thing which we can do extremely well, and which the
electronic media can only do occasionally with documentaries
and then in a different way
mass audience presentation.
Despite what Professor McLuhan has to say, I do not
believe the day of the printed word has gone.
There is a rich and permanent future for the written press,
for the printed word. But it will be a steadily evolving role,
making itself constantly more effective and useful.
It needs better thinking and better writing.
What do I mean by better thinking? Simply that human
society in our time, and the printed word with it, is in danger
of being drowned in a tide of sentiment and softness. We live
in the greatest age humanity has ever known, and we are not
worthy of it. All the human race has ever hoped for is in danger
of being blown up, not necessarily by design but ingloriously
by accident. That would be an inexcusable end for man. Men
who use the sharp and hard tool of the printed word should be
using it to awaken humanity to its danger. We need to snap
out of our drift. This is a time for great and eloquent voices,
not for the coward's whimper or the cynic's whine. Where are
the great voices? Sometimes we catch an echo. They should be
crying out daily from our newspapers.
The better thinking we must manifest in our columns if
we are to survive applies not only to the issue of nuclear disaster. It applies to a better understanding of the vast stockpile
of knowledge which we have built up. In the lifetime of the
youngest person in this room, mankind has discovered more
about its relationship to the physical universe than in all the
years of human history that have gone before. Fortunately, too,
the wisest men today know that there is still a great deal to
learn.
Indeed, it is potentially a Homeric Age in which we live,
as men
for the first time lift their bodies as well as their

-a

-

-
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minds towards the stars. The journalist's gaze should lift
beyond the daily trivia or the daily danger, and fix itself upon
the magnificent goals which today lie before the human race.
Never in history have we had so much to gain as well as so much
to lose. The editorial voice today should be eloquent with
excitement, vibrant with awareness, rich with meaning. Where
are such voices?
Free men should speak the language of their heritage,
saying the things they have said in earlier, lesser crises of human
history. Journalists have spoken before in great revolutionary
days: in Britain, in France, in Germany, in Italy, in our own
country. We are now living in great revolutionary days, and
the revolution is the liberation of man from slavery to his
material environment, the liberation which the free societies
are proving in their way more effectively than the police state
could ever do.
This liberation is still the fact, I am convinced, despite
the crisis through which society is passing in this nation and
elsewhere. The challenges of the so-called new culture, the
youth culture in some instances, are real and urgent. The problem of making our peace with the environment is great and
challenging. It is of the profound importance of these crises
through which we are passing that the great voices of editorial
leadership should speak.
There have been heroes of the press in our time: many of
them. Editors and staff members of some newspapers in the
South and elsewhere have faced very severe community pressures and even physical threats. There were many brave men
and women publishing underground newspapers during World
War II. I remember the case of a great underground newspaper in the Netherlands whose editor I knew and greatly
admired. The managing editor was captured by the Nazis, held
in prison, and finally told he would be executed. Prior to his
execution his wife was permitted to visit him. His first words
to her were, "Are they still getting out the paper?"
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In any case, I say to you that for the printed word, for the
journal, to survive and save society with it, editors must think
harder and deeper of the implications of these great days. Let
us, for a change, take time to think. It will be the most valuable
time we have ever spent.
My second appeal is for better writing. It goes hand in
hand with the appeal for harder thinking. The word is being
cheapened in our time. Everybody talks too much. It is an age
of gab. Words are constantly misused, and in the U.S. at least
professors write articles defending sloppy grammar. The first
step toward better writing, of course, is harder thinking. But
that is not enough. Words are superb tools, priceless instruments. Let us use them well.
Now, newspaper writing in the United States has been
somewhat improved in recent years. It has been simplified, and
that is perhaps the beginning of wisdom. But except in the
rarest cases, it has lost style. Style does not need to be affectation. It can be distinction. There is no style in a news story
telephoned from a hot booth and written or rewritten for a
hot deadline. Sometimes, of course, there is a flash of genius,
but usually style has to be worked on with the care of the
sculptor.
To the new simplicity, I believe we should add the new
style. I suggest that the great newspapers of the past were often
great because they had a number of talented writers on their
staff chiseling away with words. The reporter must dig, and he
must think, and he must write, and all three are important.
The editor must do the same. Again it takes time. We have
made too much of a fetish of deadlines on our newspapers. If
we liberate our talent from the chain -gang of time, as the electronic media have done for us, we will see some stylists emerge.
I think we should try. I believe one of our best competitive
tools facing the dramatic flash of the television screen is
really good writing, stylish, shining, ringing words.
I believe newspapers can help to save man individual

-

-

-
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man in an age when the monster mass, the mushroom cloud,
the abuse of the material environment, and the confusion of
knowledge threaten to destroy him. Newspapers have the
ineffable privilege of fighting for their own soul and for the
soul of man. There is great need for the printed word and if
we use it skillfully, bravely, and responsibly, it will survive.

-

[20]

