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FOREWORD
This is the 34th year in which the University of Arizona, in concert with
the Arizona Newspapers Association and hundreds of voting newspeople
throughout the United States, has honored a colleague for a quality and
courageous performance in behalf of press freedom.
The John Peter Zenger Award was created in 1954 when the late Douglas
Martin was head of the Journalism Department. It was first presented to E.
Palmer Hoyt of The Denver Post for his visionary warnings on the perils of

McCarthyism.
The list of winners that followed reads today like a journalistic hall of fame:
James Reston, Eugene Pulliam, Arthur Krock, John Knight, Wes Gallagher, Erwin
D. Canham, Tom Wicker, Katharine Graham, Seymour M. Hersh, Robert W.
Greene, Fred Friendly and Walter Cronkite.
A new name is added today: Jean H. Otto, editorial page editor of The Rocky
Mountain News and founder of the First Amendment Congress.
This is truly a national award, for the ballot went to 400 editors, publishers
and former Zenger winners throughout the world.
The Zenger award traditionally is to honor someone who has provided
"distinguished service in behalf of freedom of the press and the people's right
to know." The selection of Mrs. Otto fulfills that description with distinction
and focuses attention on the breadth of the First Amendment.
Mrs. Otto founded the First Amendment Congress in 1979 and served as
its chair until 1985. She continues as chair of the executive committee, and
recently founded the Colorado Freedom of Information Council.
Paul M. Davis, president -elect of the Society of Professional Journalists,
Sigma Delta Chi, and news director of WGN -TV in Chicago, said that few people
can articulate First Amendment concerns as well as Mrs. Otto. She "has the
ability to convince people of this ideological war she is waging in a non ideological time," said Davis.
Currently she is a member of the American Society of Newspaper Editors
board, chair of the Colorado Press Association Freedom of Information Committee, a member of the American Press Institute Western Region Advisory Board
and a judge in the ASNE writing competition.
Her honors include the James Madison Award for service to the First
Amendment, given by the National Broadcast Editorial Association; a special
citation from the National Press Photographers Association; the First Amendment Award of the Society of Professional Journalists; the Distinguished Service Award from the Association for Education in Journalism and Mass Communications, and the Wells Memorial Key for distinguished service from the
Society of Professional Journalists.
In addition, she was the 1979 -80 national president of the Society of Professional Journalists, Sigma Delta Chi. She also is a four-time Pulitzer Prize juror
and is listed in Who's Who in America.
Mrs. Otto started by writing "This is Appleton" columns in 1960 for the
Post- Crescent in Appleton, Wis. In 1968 she joined the MilwaukeeJournal as
a general assignment reporter in the women's department.
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Four years later she became an editorial writer at theJournal and remained in that position until 1983 when she joined the Rocky Mountain News. She
now directs a staff of five.
In 1973 she married Lee W. Baker, marketing and community relations
director of a private school in Denver.
One of Otto's two daughters is a public relations executive in Orange County,
Calif., and the other lives and works in Saudi Arabia. Her son is a teacher in
Milwaukee.
Mrs. Otto, it is my pleasure, and the honor of the University of Arizona,
to present to you the 1988 John Peter Zenger Award for outstanding service
in support of press freedom and the people's right to know.
George W. Ridge, Jr.
Department Head, Journalism
University of Arizona
November 11, 1988

(4]

THE MEEK SHALL NOT INHERIT

The Meek Shall Not Inherit
by Jean H. Otto
I am honored to be here today, to be associated with the name of John
Peter Zenger. Mr. Zenger was not meek. Had he been so, his name would have
been lost to history. Had this printer, this hero, caved in to the pressure of an
autocratic government that called criticism "treason," we would not have a
nation where individual liberties are spelled out by the first ten amendments
to our Constitution. We would not have had 200 years of the individual
freedoms that make the United States of America unique. We would not have
a Constitution whose first ten corrections, if you will, are actually a foreword
requirement without which the Constitution would have failed to be ratified
and this nation would have been still -born.
John Peter Zenger made the point before there was a Constitution, or a
Bill of Rights. Before there was a Revolutionary War. Zenger could hardly have
known the importance of what he was doing when he stood up to the authority
of the British government. He could not have known that 250 years after he
fought for the right to print criticism of authority, he would be remembered,
and honored, for his courage. He would probably not have called himself a
hero, though he had no doubt of the risks he took. He was a simple man, following his trade.
Zenger was also a man of principle. He knew right from wrong. Those
who live by that distinction cannot also be meek. One cannot stand for duty
and integrity and allow somebody else to dictate what they are. Zenger risked
his freedom for what he believed. Because of him, others dared to challenge
authority. They found in Zenger the proof that principle was worth the battle.
He, and they, made this nation possible. Because of them, all of us have inherited the most complete and precious freedoms possessed by people anywhere
in the world. Had they been meek, we would not have those liberties. If we
are meek, we will lose them. We, or our children and grandchildren, will not
inherit, because we will not have earned our freedoms.
Freedom of conscience, freedom to learn and evaluate and decide, freedom
to speak and to write, freedom to challenge, freedom to hold leaders accountable. These are the legacy to our generation from Zenger, and from Jefferson,
and Madison, and Hamilton, and Mason. But they do not pass to us automatically. They must be earned anew. They must be valued afresh. They must be
recognized as basic to life, or they will be seized from us as surely as freedom
was seized from John Peter Zenger.
I say this at a time in our history when Zenger, if living today, might have
been labeled a traitor not only by government, but by his fellow citizens.
I say this at a time when the meek are proliferating and people of courage and
principle are taking The Pill. I say it at a time when people nod assent to those
who say critics of government are guilty of treason. I say it at a time when
people want freedom for themselves, but aren't so sure about everybody else.
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How can we think that if we deny freedom of speech to anyone, no matter how revolting that speech, we will have the right to speak tomorrow? Our
rights are contingent on our willingness to apply them to all.
There is abroad in our nation today a growing intolerance for those whose
ideas do not mirror our own. We do not respect differences; we scorn them.
Our faith in diversity and individual freedoms is being eroded by fear.
John Henry Faulk, that wonderful folklorist and constitutional scholar who
was blacklisted during the McCarthy era, tells a wonderful story about his
boyhood on a Texas farm. He and a young friend, barefoot and in overalls, were
asked by John Henry's mother to gather eggs from the chickenhouse. So they
went out, basket in hand, to do her bidding. They reached under the hens to
retrieve the eggs, and half way down the line a chicken snake disputed their
claim. Instantly, they dropped the basket and cut a new door in the henhouse.
Mrs. Faulk looked at their panic, at the wet places down the front of their
trousers, and listened to their story. "Good grief," she said. "Don't you know
a chicken snake can't hurt you ?"
"Yes'm," said John Henry. "But it can scare you so bad it will make you
hurt yourself."
We are in great danger today of hurting ourselves. We, the press. And we,
the people. We allow ourselves to be intimidated by the very folks we were
intended to hold accountable. We were not given the First Amendment to quote
but to use. Amendments are an appendix. And we know what happens to an
appendix that ceases to be used. It stops working.
If the press, and citizens, fail, for whatever reason, to challenge those who
govern us, we will lose our ability, even our right, to challenge. It is not unpatriotic to criticize government. It is for this very purpose that the First Amendment exists. It is that principle, before it was ever articulated in our Constitution, that John Peter Zenger upheld. It is that principle that Madison and Jefferson brought to their colleagues in the first Congress with the warning that
unless such liberties were put down in writing, there would be no new nation.
Yet look at what is happening. The press, and the people, are increasingly
shut off from the information they MUST have to know what government is
doing.
Walk with me through the last few years to see what I mean. Leap from
the recent campaign of flag -wrapping and pledge -posing to the autumn of 1983.
Five years ago. Hardly a comma in our history. The U.S. Navy is headed south
in the Caribbean. In great secrecy, the most powerful nation on earth unleashed
its military force on a tiny island that was headed for the communist camp.
Now we can argue endlessly, and we should, about whether that was a
threat to our nation, but those who believe that the press was made free to
monitor what our government does should have no dispute about whether the
press should have been excluded from watching that operation. Because that
happened, we will never know for sure what happened in the first few days
of the American assault on Grenada. We have no photos except those released
by the Defense Department, which surely had a point of view, namely, justification of the military action. Some of the facts countering the disinformation,
or the lies if we want to be direct, have emerged since then. But we in the
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news business know that information has to be timely to be useful. We are not
in the business of retrospectives.
We know what happened when the press screamed about its exclusion.
Government said it couldn't trust the media to tell the truth. And the public,
who had no way to know the truth, nodded its head in agreement. The press
was not patriotic. It would have gotten in the way. It could not be trusted. It
wasn't even loyal. Look at what it did in Vietnam, for heaven's sake. It helped
end that war by reporting that war.
A few weeks later, reality set in. Some people, though hardly all, said, "Hey,
wait a minute. It wasn't the press that was shut out, it was the American people. If government is so trustworthy, why is it afraid to be watched ?" In the
aftermath, a pool arrangement of reporters was set up that would allow the
media to send a few people to cover military actions. But it broke down in
disputes over numbers, over which media were to be included, and which
military actions were covered. As a result, the press pool was inactive when
our ships went on patrol in the Persian Gulf. And when one of them shot down
an Iranian passenger plane, we initially got a story that diverged sharply from
reality. Little by little, again, facts emerged. But by then it made small difference.
A terrible mistake had been made. A few people were reprimanded.
What was the outcome? Eventually we learned that these state -of- the -art
weapons could not really do what was claimed for them. That they apparently
could not differentiate between a civilian and a military craft. That young men
in tense situations could not be expected to make seasoned judgments, and
that sometimes even mature officers were more driven by instinct than training.
Would it have been different if the press had been aboard? Probably not.
But it certainly would not have taken months for the facts to emerge. It probably would not have allowed a series of untruths to be announced, followed,
little by little, by admissions of fact. It probably would have prevented such
grim rumors as the one that said Iran filled a plane with innocent civilians and
sent it into a war zone to create this very tragedy. It probably would have enhanced our government's credibility with its own people. It might have
prevented a string of falsehoods that had to be denied and, ultimately, admitted.
People do not expect their government, or their leaders, or their soldiers, to
be perfect. They do expect them to be honest. And it is the job of the press
to keep them that way.
Look at the Freedom of Information Act and the way government routinely
even about themselves. In the
keeps people from finding out information
last five years, government has turned the principle of the FOI Act on its head.
Ten years ago, information collected by government was assumed to be open
to the public unless government could show good reason why it should not
be. And there are good reasons. National security is one of them. But when
4 million people have security clearance and more than 20 million documents
are classified, it is necessary to question what is meant by "national security."
Our government even classifies newspaper stories and magazine articles. How's
that for trying to put the toothpaste back in the tube? Business and proprietary
information are another legitimate exclusion to the FOI Act. So is information
about ongoing investigations that might, if known, interfere with legitimate
law enforcement.

-
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Such exceptions to the FOI Act's premise of open government are not only
acceptable, but clearly necessary. But they have become the excuse for all sorts
of shenanigans. In fact, in the last five years, government has operated on the
principle that classified government information is presumed secret unless the
press or public can prove no harm will come from releasing it. Have you ever
seen what is sent out in response to a request for information under the FOI
Act? Talk about censorship. Sometimes all that remains for public perusal are
the articles and prepositions. Those 4 million people with security clearance
are kept busy. Their purpose is not open government but keeping the public
out of the public's business. No doubt, they consider their actions the epitome
of patriotism.
And then there's Oliver North and his secret government. And his secretary,
who told Congress that sometimes there are higher purposes than obeying the
law. In essence, they, along with their cohorts in Iran- Contra, were saying that
they did not trust the American people to make those very decisions entrusted
to them by our Constitution. How is this different from totalitarianism? Isn't
that what the Soviet Union has done to its people? Make all the decisions? Relieve
citizens of any and all responsibility? Give them no tough choices? Do not force
a dialogue on the morality of national decisions? Do not demand of citizens
those obligations intrinsic to a democratic society?
Is this not finally at the bottom of calling critics of government "unpatriotic?" Nobody knew better than our founders that citizens of a republic
had far greater responsibilities than those of any other system? They did not
expect that any of this would be easy. Or even certain. And just as our Constitution has changed by interpretation over the years, so has the role of the
citizen. What has not changed, either before or after Lincoln's famous "government of the people, by the people, and for the people" is the citizen's mandate
to hold government accountable.
We were foreseen to be a nation of many views, a richly colored quilt under
whose Constitution we could live with our individual freedoms intact even
when we most differed from each other. That vision today is more blurred than
at any time in our history.
The threads that have bound the pieces of this quilt are becoming frayed.
We are becoming a people who are not united in our diversity but fragmented
not stone but ridicule
by our differences. We would, if we could, ridicule
the born- agains, and maybe the Moonies and the atheists to boot. We have
made a dirty word out of "liberal," on which many of the economic and civil
rights reforms have been built. We have replaced reason with rage. We have
supplanted comity and respect with scorn and self-righteousness. We have
equated conservatism with greed and narrow interest.
In our divisions, we are turning government over to politicians. We are
abdicating our duty to govern ourselves and turning the country over to the
scalawags. Witness our failure to vote. Only 55 percent in the last three presidential elections. Witness the falling quality of candidates for public office. Witness
our alienation from the very process that guarantees our future. Witness the
manipulation of the media, and the public, by those who want to be our leaders.
Witness the unchallenged lies of political campaigns. Witness the ripening
climate for demagogues.

-
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A few weeks ago, at a board meeting of the American Society of Newspaper
Editors, we were discussing the relationship of the media and the courts. Those
of you who have been to the National Judicial College at Reno know the anger
and disdain expressed by judges toward those who cover the court system. And
you know that this adversarial relationship sometimes turns hostile and ugly.
The press is working on that. It is also trying to improve the media's relationship with the military, especially young people at our service academies, so
that they will see a free press, doing its job, as integral to a society worth defending. What I did not know was that the military not only hates the press but
the Congress as well.
It probably should have been no surprise, given the facts of Vietnam, of
withdrawing support from the contras in Nicaragua, of investigation of and
limits on military spending. But when those who carry the burden of defending this nation despise a key part of its government, it is a matter of concern.
The attitude has to be coming from the top down. It is born of the refusal to
share power with the American people. It is from this attitude that critics of
government come to be labeled "unpatriotic." The question to be asked is how
our government will be held accountable if parts of it believe themselves exempt
from oversight?
We here have probably all criticized, even been embarrassed by the fierce
questioning of President Reagan by Sam Donaldson. We have said he went too
far. That he failed to respect the office, as well as the individual. I submit that
Donaldson, and every other reporter, who clenches his teeth and refuses to
accept nonanswers is doing the job for which the press was made free. To require that reporters be soft -spoken and respectful gives the game to those who
would not be held accountable. These reporters risk their reputation for a higher
purpose, for getting the answers to which citizens are entitled. Entitled by law
and by tradition. That is not treasonous. It is the most patriotic exercise possible for those who believe people are truly capable of self-government. The meek
will not get answers. The meek will not inherit.
Our country, our beloved country, is 200 years old and still growing up.
It has a hard time knowing what it is. It has too many parts. Too many pieces
that are incompatible with each other. It has too little sense of unity and oneness.
It is finding, in its adolescence, that what is good for the individual is not

necessarily good for the community, and that what is good for the community can be at odds with what is appealing to the individual. A society that
puts community first does not indulge individual liberty. It tolerates no
challengers. No dissenting voices. No traitors to the common good.
So we remain an experiment. We continue to search for a balance of individual liberty and unity that has existed, except here, nowhere in the world.
It takes great courage to be an individual, and to be part of a community. It
takes courage to stand up to a majority that would impose its vision of the
nation, and the world, on those of us who have a different view. It takes courage
to speak when silence gives comfort. But if we do not act out of courage, we
will lose the right to act at all.
shared
We in the press create one of this nation's common denominators
information. We unify. We create the base upon which our nation's diversities
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can co-exist without destroying themselves and each other. But we are not
separate from the people who make up this nation. We are part of them. Either
we lead by example or we become participants in the journey toward national
disintegration.
We need to acknowledge that fear can "make us hurt ourselves." The press
and the American people, in all their diverging views, need to work together,
in all our separate ways, to make sure that we do not become the instruments
of our own destruction. We need to criticize and challenge and confront any
government that does not meet our needs. We need to demand answers. We
need to speak with vigor and passion, with all our many voices. We need to
know, in our hearts and minds, that if we choose to be meek, there will be
nothing to inherit. Zenger would understand.
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