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FOREWORD

IT I S A PLEASURE to meet again with the members of the Arizona
Newspaper Association. To the editors and publishers of Arizona's
newspapers, and to their reporters and staff members, I bring greetings
from the University of Arizona. We express our deep appreciation for
dedicating this annual luncheon to the presentation of the John Peter
Zenger Freedom of the Press Award.
This award was inaugurated by the University of Arizona through
its Department of Journalism on November 21, 1954. It is named in
honor of John Peter Zenger who won the first major victory for a free
press in 1735. Zenger's successful defense in his trial for criminal libel
established an editor's right to print the truth. He fathered the journalistic tradition of opposing arbitrary power and exposing corruption.
He inspired American journalists to the fearless expression of editorial
views.

The idea for the establishment of this award was conceived by the
late Douglas D. Martin, first head of the University's Department of
Journalism. A former managing editor of the Detroit Free Press, where
he won two Pulitzer Prizes in Journalism, Mr. Martin was deeply concerned with the principle that freedom of the press included a reporter's
free access to news sources.
In commenting on the significance of the award, Mr. Martin said:
"The award is especially timely today when there is an alarming tendency on the part of government in all forms to avoid controversy by
withholding news from the public. The press must be free to get as
well as to print the news, for as Jefferson said, `Our liberty depends upon
the freedom of the press and that cannot be limited without being lost.' "
It is particularly appropriate for the University of Arizona to
sponsor an award honoring service in a struggle that has continued since
the days of John Peter Zenger. Freedom of expression and freedom of
thought are the hallmarks of a university and a newspaper. Both
institutions have as prime purposes the preservation of these basic
rights. They must be vigilant at all times to oppose the endeavors of
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individuals or organized groups whose actions willfully or unwittingly
subvert these rights.
Nominees for this annual award are proposed by a committee of
previous award winners. From these candidates, the ballots of 75 editors
and publishers across the country selected Wes Gallagher, General
Manager of the Associated Press, as the winner of the 1968 John Peter
Zenger Award.
As reporter and as editor, Mr. Gallagher has demonstrated his high
qualifications for this honor. Born in San Francisco, he grew up in
Santa Cruz, California. He received the Bachelor of Arts degree from
Louisiana State University in 1935. After serving as a reporter on the
Baton Rouge Morning Advocate, where he covered the assassination of
Huey P. Long, he spent a year with the Rochester (New York) Democrat
and Chronicle. He joined the Buffalo bureau of the Associated Press in
1937 and since then he has fulfilled many important assignments for
the world's largest news service.
After three years on AP bureaus in Buffalo, Albany and New York,
he was sent to Europe in 1940. He arrived in Copenhagen in time to
witness the Nazi invasion of Denmark and Norway. He was assigned to
the Balkans later that year and observed the fall of King Carol of
Romania and the German infiltration which resulted in the invasion of
Yugoslavia and Greece. He was a correspondent with the Greek army
until the Germans overran that country.
He led the AP staff covering the landings in North Africa, where
he saw firsthand the Tunisian and Italian campaigns. Then he returned
to England to become chief of AP correspondents covering the invasion
of the European continent in 1944. In 1945, after serving as acting
chief of the Paris AP bureau, he became chief of the Associated Press
bureau in Germany, responsible for reviving postwar AP operations in
that country. He covered the Nuremberg war trials, the blockade of
Berlin, and the gradual recovery of Western Germany to its present
status. He covered almost all of the Big Four postwar Foreign Ministers'
meetings in Europe.
During his overseas service, Mr. Gallagher was AP correspondent in
some 26 foreign countries. He was recalled to the United States in 1951
and appointed General Executive in charge of the AP's Personnel
Department. In 1953 he took over direction of AP Newsfeatures and was
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made director and vice president of the Associated Press picture subsidiary, Wide World Photos. He was named assistant general manager
of AP in 1954 and served in that capacity until his appointment in 1962
to his present post of general manager.
Mr. Gallagher was selected by the United States Chamber of Commerce in 1945 as one of the outstanding young men in the United States.
A fellow of Sigma Delta Chi and a member of the Overseas Press Club,
he received the 1967 William Allen White Award of the University of
Kansas for service to his profession. He is the author of a book on
World War II entitled Back Door to Berlin.
As local news reporter, foreign correspondent, war correspondent,
and manager of The Associated Press, Mr. Gallagher has spent the
major part of his career as a front line champion of the freedom of the
press. He has been a witness to the tragedies that follow the suppression
of freedom by dictators and the awful price that must be paid to regain
freedom. He has dedicated his ability and his energy to the ideals of
truth and accuracy in reporting the news. He knows, from firsthand
experience, that we must have the truth if we are to remain free.
Mr. Gallagher, in recognition of your distinguished achievements
and your life -long championship of the people's right to know, I present
to you, on behalf of the University of Arizona, the silver and turquoise
plaque created for the 1968 John Peter Zenger award, and I hand you
herewith a portfolio of letters of congratulations from your colleagues
and friends.
RICHARD A. HARVILL

President
The University of Arizona
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Wes Gallagher
General Manager

The Associated Press

BEDEVILED, BEDRAGGLED AND BEFUDDLED EDITORS
drag themselves out of bed these days, cast jaundiced eyes at
their shaving mirrors and mumble that old rhyme from Snow

-

White
"Mirror, mirror on the wall, who is the fairest of them all?"
Instantly the answer comes back loud and clear, "Not
you you bum !"
Newsmen are much concerned nowadays about their
public image. In fact, public image is the "in" thing for anyone
to be concerned about in this age. It used to be that politicians
and actors were the only ones who had an image problem. Now
it's everyone from the business tycoon to the country doctor.
The searching for public approval the need to be loved
is the new status symbol sought above money, power or most
anything else.
But the search by the newsman for a bright, popular image
is going to be a futile one, because the task of the journalist is
to hold a magnifying mirror before our society to show warts
and all.

-

-

-
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The world today has mostly warts: Vietnam, racial rioting,
student demonstrations, decaying cities, urban crises, Middle
East turmoil, Czech invasions, inflation, etc. The list is endless.
As the problems have multiplied so have the means of
communicating news. Newspapers, television, radio and magazines jam these problems into an already irritated public conscience and the bearer of uncomfortable news is never loved
and this is the problem.
Many newsmen treat public hostility today as a new phenomenon it isn't. One editor decrying what he called the
press credibility gap recently said people in an earlier day
believed everything they read in a newspaper.
Having installed the halo, the editor tried to prove it had
temporarily slipped under today's news gathering pressures.
But, alas, this idea of the reporter or editor having a halo
in the public eye is just a fable. It never did.
Every emotional news era in our history has brought out
distrust and criticism of the press.
Peter Zenger found this out very early when he went to
jail for freedom of the press. He was not supported by any
popular uprising on the part of the public even though he had
a clear -cut and tyrannous antagonist. He eventually won his
freedom through a small group of dedicated and courageous
men who believed in what he stood for. They did not worry
too much about their image; in fact, they put it and their
futures on the line.
The early critics of the press were much more direct than
those today. Consider this exchange between Vice President Elect Agnew and the Washington Post. The new Vice President is reported to have said recently that some newspapers
and news magazines were not fit to line the bottom of birdcages.
The Washington Post in commenting on this said, "It

-
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would be graceless to comment on ourselves or the TIMES.
But we feel no restraint at all in coming to the defense of the
news magazines. Alas, the Vice President -Elect has got it wrong
again. TIME and NEWSWEEK are completely suitable for
birdcages: they are made of heavy and porous paper, of about
the right dimensions of the cage. The cover pictures are slickly
bright and pleasing to the eye. A new copy comes each week,
which is about right for changing. In all, a handsome addition
to any bird's life and we are astonished that Governor Agnew
has missed this."
Listen now to a voice in 1721: "... we find a Notorious,
Scandalous paper, called the COURANT, full freighted with
Nonsence, Unmannerliness, Railery, Phophaness, Immorality,
Arrogancy, Calumnies, Lyes, Contradictions, and what not,
all tending to Quarrels and Divisions, and to Debauch and
Corrupt the Minds and Manners of New-England." Cotton
Mather writing about the New England Courant during a controversy over smallpox inoculations. Now there was a man who
knew his own mind about the press. Another:
"... that Press has its evil eye in every house, and its black
hand in every appointment in the state, from a president to a
postman, while with ribald slander for its only stock in trade,
is the standard literature
in a newspaper." Charles Dickens
viewing the press in 1842.
Later the Reverend Elijah P. Lovejoy was murdered by a
mob at Alton, Illinois, in 1837 after he established the
Observer, an anti -slavery paper. His press was destroyed three
times. He was killed while setting up the fourth press, and his
building looted.
During the Civil War, Horace Greeley's office in the
Tribune was sacked and set fire to by those who disagreed with
the Tribune's reporting on the Civil War. Mobs also stormed

-

-
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the New York Evening Post and Evening Journal during this
period.
In 1862 the Cincinnati Times complained,
" `He lies like a newspaper' has become a proverb within
the last 12 months."
Certainly this particular quotation is familiar today.
Scores of other incidents of public outburst and distrust
the
news such as these could be cited right from the days
of
when the Republic was founded to the present time.
All of these have a common thread. The more emotional
the time the greater the rise in the attacks upon the press, or
the news media in general. Another maxim governing public
reaction is that attacks upon the news media will rise in direct
proportion to the intensity of public frustration in meeting
the problems of the day.
In this age where crises multiply daily, many defying
solutions, it is a wonder that the news media have any friends
at all. Perhaps they don't but let us not be too concerned. Our
position is not different than it was 200 years ago or 100.
One of the ironies of this criticism is that the critics get the
information on which they base their criticism from the media
they criticize. They simply interpret it in the light of their oWn
background, prejudices and suspicions.
It has become popular for the police to criticize reporters,
sometimes emphasizing their criticism with some enthusiastic
whacks with their nightsticks. The same police the next day are
pleading their case in the same newspapers or over the same
television or radio station.
If there is any difference between today and earlier times
it is in the nature of the news a reporter must report. News
stories today are not the relatively simple ones of the past. They

-
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pile complication on complication; pressure group on pressure
group; endlessly multiplying the opportunity of the critic.
Consider the problem of trying to write about the recent
teachers' strike in New York which has involved all of the
following: anti -Semitism by blacks, racial prejudice by whites,
teachers concerned with their security, parents concerned with
their children's education, a struggle for power between a
powerful union and the board of education, another struggle
among the state education officials, the union, the city board
and the local boards, charges of police brutality, counter
charges of attacks on the police, a police slow -down during the
teachers' strike, a power struggle by a Democratic city council
against a Republican mayor and scores of local school confrontations.
It is impossible for any reporter to write of such a situation
without drawing fire from the militants on every side no matter
how fair or objective this story might be.
It is interesting, infuriating and always an irritating fact
that the reading or listening public would hesitate to tell a
doctor how to conduct an operation, a lawyer how to run a law
case, an engineer how to build a bridge, or a bookkeeper how to
keep books, but will not hesitate a second to tell an editor or
reporter in great detail how to report a news event.
Please do not construe from anything I say that I believe
the press, radio, television and magazines should be free from
criticism. We who criticize many in public office or report
activities which result in criticism of others should not be
immune from it ourselves.
In the news media we have all heard for years that the
newsmen do not criticize themselves enough. While I don't
know why we need more criitics in the profession when we have
so many out of it, I have not noticed any tongue -tied editors
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loath to point out the other fellow's sins. And this is not new
either. In the old frontier days here in the West it was not
unusual for editors to carry their disputes with one another on
the editorial pages into the streets where they would settle it
with a shoot -out.
Here is what Editor William Allen White said about a
fellow publisher:
"Frank Munsey, the great publisher, is dead. Frank Munsey contributed to the journalism of his day the great talent of
a meat packer, the morals of a money changer and the manners
of an undertaker. He and his kind have about succeeded in
transforming a once noble profession into an eight per-cent
security. May he rest in trust !"
Even in the monopoly cities which are heavily criticized
I've known morning editors to call attention gleefully to the
errors in their sister paper while a somewhat bemused public
watched.
On the national level in the profession, warfare has continued unabated for years among the media. The press attacks
television and radio; radio and TV attack the press and news
magazines criticize all three.
This does not improve the image of the news media in the
eyes of the public; it confirms their suspicions. But it should
not be halted for that reason. Out of this free exchange comes
better news coverage.
It is well for these antagonists to bear in mind, however,
that looking over their shoulder is an ever -growing government, ever more powerful particularly in the communications
field, ever more sensitive to criticism, ever more efficient and
diligent in covering up bad news or news that reflects unfavorably upon the administration in power. And if this government, ironically with the aid of politicians out of power who
[12]
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depend on the media to put their views to the public, succeeds
in putting curbs on one element of the communications media,
the appetites will only be whetted to put curbs on all of the
news media. No medium will be immune.
Suggestions toward curbs on news broadcasting already
have been brought up in testimony before the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence. These have
been firmly rejected by President Frank Stanton of CBS and
other network heads but such efforts will continue.
For example, another approach for curbs on the press has
been put forward by Jerome A. Barron, associate professor of
law, George Washington Law School, in a long article in the
Harvard Law Review.

Professor Barron claims novel, unpopular and unorthodox points of view do not have enough access in the communication media. This is an interesting position since newspapers
and broadcasting are under heavy attack now for giving too
much time and space to minority groups according to many
critics.
In any case, Professor Barron would have the First Amendment reinterpreted by the courts to guarantee greater access
to minority or unpopular points of view. Just how or what
ideas or groups could be selected he conveniently does not say.
In considering the problem of journalism's image and to
show again the problem is not new, let me again quote William
Allen White. In a letter to a friend, he wrote as follows: "You
say freedom of utterance is not for a time of stress and I reply
with the sad truth that only in time of stress is freedom of
utterance in danger. No one questions it in calm times because
it is not needed." Mr. White wrote this in 1922, a far quieter
era than today.
Most pressure groups who criticize the news media today
[13]
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do not want reporters in any case. They want advocates or,
better still, outright propagandists of their point of view.
The more honest of the Negro leaders or student militants
will admit this. And there is no doubt that they will seek to use
the media in any way they can.
It is up to us to make sure they do not.
This is not a simple task. For example, the question of who
the real Negro leaders are and what weight to give each one is
one of the most difficult and confusing problems the newsman
has to face today and results in attacks from all directions.
Whitney Young, head of the Urban League, for example,
claimed that Black Power's following is minimal and said that
Stokely Carmichael's "following right now amounts to about
50 Negroes and about 5,000 white reporters and newspaper,
television and radio reporters. They have created it. There is
no organization; there is no following." Whitney Young, of
course, claims that he and his group and Roy Wilkins' NAACP
are supported by the bulk of the Negroes.
Some of the most extreme white militants against integration would agree entirely with Whitney Young's point on
limiting Carmichael's access to the news media.
But the problem is not that simple. If Carmichael, Cleaver
or Rap Brown have the following to start a riot or demonstration, should they be reported? Of course they should.
And you can talk to hundreds of young Negroes, probably
some right on this campus, who would say that their generation
doesn't follow Young or Wilkins but would follow the black
militants.
The Associated Press tried to get a perspective on this
problem by talking to those in the Department of Justice who
make it a practice of keeping in touch with the leaders in every
city to make sure they're dealing with the right people in case
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any trouble. They have been most helpful in many
cities but in others they say they don't have the vaguest idea
who has the real influence in the black community. They say
leadership varies from city to city, from group to group and
frequently shifts depending on time and circumstances. Certainly we have found this to be true.
The best you can do and the thing that should be done is
when you quote somebody try to define his leadership position
as precisely as possible and give the reader guidelines to
evaluate his influence.
The same is true in trying to analyze the student unrest
and its spokesmen.
There are those who say, in effect, you should only report
the news of the majority. Obviously, the majority of Negroes
and the majority of students are not demonstrating. But, if
you study history you will find that every social revolution
has started with a minority group of militants at some stage.
Because the group was a minority did not mean that it was not
successful. Some succeeded and some failed.
Our job is to try to put each in its perspective and in doing
so we will create new enemies, new doubters.
So back we are to the old problem "image," credibility or
whatever you want to call it.
But we journalists must recognize the fact that nobody is
going to love us. Since we're not running for office it should not
is

concern us.
Vituperation will increase in proportion to the depth of
frustrations felt by the public trying to cope with its problems.
Certainly if we make errors we should correct them and
correct them openly. And we do make errors. The Associated
Press alone handles 3 million words a day on its wires around
the world, much of it coming from groups who are trying to
[15]
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put their best foot forward or have an ax to grind. In handling
this flood of news, of course we make mistakes. Historians are
still uncovering mistakes in books about World War I, let alone
World War II or the Korean War or the Vietnam War.
When we make mistakes we try to correct them as rapidly
which they are
as possible before someone else does it for us
quick to do.
Some have felt editors should support the idea of press
councils such as used in England to deal with the credibility
problem. Press councils are composed of prominent people
outside the newspaper business, formed into a group which
citizens can complain to about errors and prejudices in newspapers and magazines or broadcasting media. The councils
then investigate and issue a report. The experience in England
has been that 90 percent of the time they find the complaints
without foundation and support the news media. Some feel
that this would be useful in restoring the press's image in the
community or even across the nation since they probably would
have the same 90 percent result here.
But if the council issued many such reports soon it would
be called part of the establishment and we'd be right back
where we started.
But do we want the heat taken off in that fashion? I think
not. Do we want to delegate even to a small degree our responsibility for reporting the news as we find it? Can any group, days,
months or weeks after the fact ascertain exactly what went on
in a very controversial demonstration or situation?
Can a press council without any particular professional
qualifications sit in judgment on the news profession any more
than it could or would sit in judgment on the qualifications of
the medical profession, the legal profession, or a hundred other
similar professions?

-
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An editor cannot delegate his responsibility any more than
a judge can.
I do not think the solution is there.
When Freedom of the Press was written into the Constitution, the founding fathers did not intend it be diluted nor
shared with any quasi -government body. Quite the contrary.
They intended the press to be the watchdog of government,
its monitor, the protector of the rights of the individual.
Nor was the First Amendment written to insure the popularity of the press. In fact, George Washington, Thomas Jefferson and others had a healthy dislike of editors and reporters
alike.
Inherent in the First Amendment is the assumption that
the press is going to be the independent watchdog over public
affairs and government and be divorced from any particular
partisan group.
That independence is even more important today than it
was in the simple days of the 1700s and 1800s. Now we have big
government, big labor, big business and big civic problems, all
of which require more and better reporting, not less. We need
more precise investigative reporting. Such investigative reporting is a duty inherent in the First Amendment.
And when we do this we are going to step on more toes and
make more enemies.
We need editors who are alert to what is going on in their
communities but participants in none of the pressures that exist
everywhere. We need reporters devoid of conflicts such as
moonlighting in press relations jobs which destroy their objectivity in the eyes of the public.
We need at all costs to confine editorializing to the
editorial page.
We need to stop trying to be omnipotent. Many problems
[17]
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we deal with in stories will not be solved in our lifetimes. It
reporting them we should should not fall prey to easy solutions
or simple simon writing where all is black or all is white. We
should not pretend we know the answer when we do not. And
when we don't we should say so. This is part of the news, too,
and the reader will better respect the reporter's judgment if
we are frank.
None of this is going to improve our image, none of this
is going to make us popular but we will be performing our

duties as journalists better.
The news media are going to be critized and distrusted as
long as readers and listeners differ in viewpoint, and this will
be forever. The intensity of this will rise and fall with the way
the public feels on various issues.
Let us leave the judgment of how we performed to history
and historians. Let us not concern ourselves with the attacks of
the Chamber of Commerce, the Black Power leader, the SDS
leader, the college president or even of the President of the
United States.
Let us be guided by our own sense of duty and conscience
and let us leave the problem of images to Madison Avenue and
the professional politician where it belongs.
It might be borne in mind that in ancient times kings
beheaded messengers who brought them bad news. It has not
come to that but I had better stop here before I give anyone
any ideas.
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