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A mere handful of weekly newapaners, in the closing degades of
the Elghteenth Century, helped rouse the American colonles of Great
Britain to fleming resentment at the arbltrery acts of the British
miniatry, then fznned that resentment into rebellion, shaped it to-
we d levolution, turned it to & demend for Independence, and Jjolned
statesmen in butlding a new nati.n,

If they were the gollsborators of patriots and politiciens

in these gr st tasks, they were the chief architests of one espect
of the new netion they helped to bulld. Thet nrtion's 6 ncept of
frcedom of he preag wa in large part their own especial hendiwork.

They derived these conoepis which went far beyond those pro-
pounded in kngland by Blackstone snd Fox from the experience in moking
a rev lution, Trey had galned, in thelr sastruggle, & truer under-
stending of the inseparsble relationship between &8 free soslety and
a free reeg than thst possensed by eny octher people. Thst concent-
lon, o far in advance of thelr own time, and so little understood
in many portions of the world » Wwo centuries lster, 1s their
unique and 4istinctive bequest to Amerlcan soclety.

They understoocd very well that if & soclety 1ls to have
freed of the press, 1t must all (1) esooesms to informailong
(2) the right %o print Aithout prier restreints (3) the right to
print- without sangulrary reprisal for publioastion alleged to be
wrongfuly (4) the right of ace s te the meen of publication; and
{5) the rxghe’to dlstribués printed material,
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The right to get information about thelr own govirnment was
& continuing colonial effors. Th notion that secrecy shculd
snveleop cven legislative hodies had & long tradition in England,
and 1t attended colonial govermmentsg to this hemisphere. The

Engliegh House of Commens, in the 16th Century, slosed its proceed-

ings to prctect members from the reprisals of the monareh, In

the 17th Century the House hablitually conciuded ensctmentsa

by werning that only the par.iementary printer was to publish

any of its progeedingas. Parllament did not relinquish this secrecy
until the Wilkes case in 1771,

Ag late &g 1725, the Massachusetts Council (May 13,172%)
ragsed a&n ordsr to the effest that "the printers of the newespapers
in Boston be ordered upon their vneril not to insert in thelr
printa anything of public &ffalrs of thlsg provinge releting to the
war without the order of government'. Agsemblles gencrally
met in sesoret, 3lowly, a different view took over in the
colonles, By 1747, the Kew York General . s aembly had pessed
this declarationt

"Res lved that it 1g the undoubted right of the necple
of this colony to know the proceedings of their representatives
in Generel Agc«embly &nd that any attempt to prevent theilr proceedings
bing printed or published is & vioclation of the rights and liberties

of the pecpie of this colony".
The rpoceedings of the NMassachusetts General Court were

oprened to the public on June 3, 1766, so citizens might he r the

debatesg, on the motion of Jamea Otis. Samuel Adamg h 4 written




in the PUBLIC ADVERTISER of Bogton, st a v esrly peried 1
"Whoever aequ nte u thst we heve no right to ex min

into the conduet of those who, though they derive their power

Irom us to serve the ccmmon intereats, mske use of it to

impoverish and ruin us, ia in & degree a rehel-~-to the undoubted

rights and liberties of the peopl ", (Wells, SAMUEL ADAKS,

Vol. 1, Page 17)

The struggle for acacess te government proceedings was a8lwaays
lively in “ass&chusett , but sharpened as revolution epproached,
#hen the Massachusetts Counsil received Governor Frenc s Bernard's
plan for quartering British troops, in 1768, the Counsil hesded
by James Bowdoin, in spite of the Governor's wighes, made the
plans publie. The Governor said “"ne civilized Government upon
sarth” could funoction when its intimute deliberations were "can-
vazsed by Tavern politicians snd censured by News Psper Libellers”,.

In 1769 Gov.rnor Bernard's eonfidential letters to the
3ritish minlgatry were printed by the Bo<t n Gazette and tre Evenling
Post, oreating sush indlgnstion in Becton that he salled for England
on August 1, 1769, never to rsturn,

i 1773, Governcr Thomaa Hutohingon's confiéntisl
letters to Tho fhatley, former underseoratary of treasury in
Grernville's ministry, were revealed to & oloased session of the
Masgaochusetts Asaembly, under an injuotion that they were not to
be ublished. Benjamin Franklin had obtained them from a source
never divulged to thig day. He semt them to the Spesker of the
Magsachu-etts House on Dea., 2, 1772, with instructions that they
were not to be esopled, but shown only to the Copmittee of Corres-
pondenge and some specified per one. The padkage resched Boston

in Mareh 1773. Humours about the oirculsted quloxly. Sam
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Adams h&d them resd sloud to the whole House. The ¥ esachusettis
3py, on June 3, wrote of "smazipg @iscoveries” in the letters.
By June 15, all restraints broke down &nd Edes and G111 of the
Boston Gazett printed the ineriminating letter 1n pamphlet form.
They destroyed humx Hutchinson as the Bernard Lettera had destroyed
the exrii r governor, for they disolosed that he had advocated
secretly measures prejudicial to the freedoms of the oltizens of
taesa husetty, Hutohingon complained that the letters had been
seleoted snd edited to damage him and he was stoutly de snded by
hig reputation
gcme , but km 41d not survive the odium that the diecloscd orres~-
.ondence heapsd upon him. (THE ORDEAL OF THOMAS HU CHINOON,
Bernsrd Ax Bsilyn, p 221).

The printers who had hammeéred at the doors of golonial
cesembliseg and sought access to the proceedings of Governor's
Councile, pe-slsted in thelr effort to find out about the
trensactions of thelr own govermment, after the imerican iievolution,
atete after state provided for the access to leg’slative proceed-
ings. The government a8t #ashin, ton opened the Congreass, formelly,
in 1801. The present day expansion of the "people's right to
know" prowe from the beyinnings made by small weekly newspapers
in the olesing decedes of the 18th Century.

Government's right to prior restraint was accepted in
the ocolonpi.s, &8 1t hzd been =ccepted in kngland. The Wassg-
chusette General Court in Octcber 1662 passed the first form 1
act of cenporship of the press in the following terms! "for the
prevention of irrregularitics and abuse to the suthority of thia
country by the printing presse, 1t ls ordered that henceforth

no eocple shall be printed but by the allowance, first had and

-




Wiggins

1tehell, untll this Court suall take further ord r therein”.
(Clyde Duniway, FREEDOM CF THE PRES TN MA3SACHU ETTS3, p 41).
The Amerioan colonists rapidly shed such restraint ., After
176%, they invoked william Bleckstene, whose comment&sries had the
widest legal ourrsnoy in the solenies. By the time the
government was established under the United 3tates Constitution,
it there was one settled prineciple sbout the press, 1t was that
prior resgtrisnt w s lmproper. st the hei hth of Federallst attacks
on the press, in the John Adame administration, the most ex treme
Federalist senstoras 4is vowed any lntenttéon to lupcce prier re-
straint. They hed, by that time, come to the view that vress
freedom meent only lmmunity to prior restralnt,.

The praca&rious position of a pressg wlthout scoess to the
phystael meana of publication was borne in upon American newspesners
and students of the press by the plight of the prese from the start
of -he Anerican Revclution. The Englisgh Co mon Press, staple
printing apparetus of the peried, culd bo obtained only ir zngland.
The repeirs for it had to be purchaped in Lnglsnd. There were few
type~founders, no type deslgners. Feper w:g B8CErCe@--s80 BORrae
thet Washington's tents ot Yorristown went to make psper after the
continental army wirtered there. Keeping printing nlants goling,
rhysically, chsllenged #meric' n printers, There 1s 2n amuzing
story of Ben) mln Frankllin making & timely visit in Worcestor &nd
mel ing repalr Isaish Thomag's felling common press. This w 8 &
capge of ssarcity induced by n tural condlt’ons. But acclety hes
h&d to learn that acoess to printing materiale can be indusced by
burezucracies and governmenis t &t wlah to suppress informstion and

inhibit opinion--which 1s whet haprpened in Argéntina in the yearsg
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Peron. Deferred dutie on nevweprin w o used to clos
La Prexnsa, for example. The 03le's sooess to the means of
publication no longer can be fulfilled hy the simple availability
of raw material eof p lishi That accgess to0 the raw material
of opinion, to factual info tlon, to the merns of voieing opinion,
shculd not be obsirusted ie prineiple not as easily msde effeot-
ive under modern eondition. But th anxiety te provide access
unierlies the statutes oreating the Federal Communications Commise-
lon. An inoressingly sensatlv Federsl) attitude toward monopoly
cf the press &lao reflects & sertaln nervous reslization that the
principle growsg more diffioult to imrlement. But the impress of
the cclonisl experience remains, Modern American law-makers
would be ectremely cautiocus about imposing any restraints on
agcess by printeras to the rew msterials of publication. 4nd they
would be nervous cbout press mesgures exhibiting en indifference to
dellbh rate

the exoclusion of any segment of publlie opinion from the columns
of newsp pers or the channels of the eleotronic medla,

neprisal for publication disliked by suthority wes a common

place in the whole aolonial experience. ‘he most aelebrated case

in the Amerlcan expe: lence was that of Peter Zenger who was ncquitted

of 1ibeling Governor #illiam Cosby after Andrew Hrmiltcn's brilliant
deferize. But the Zengser csgse by no means put &an end to governmental
reprri sal. In Maasachusetts, Governors Bernard and Hutchinson were
repeatedly induced te scek legsl reprisal for publi-ation they
d1aliked. Printers were accustomed to this kind of intervention.
It wee &8 o mmonplace of their trade. As the tension grew hetween
the pecple and the royal governorsg, however, newegpaperg got the
courage and the sirength to make a opuler registence that the

governments were reluctant to defy.
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Repris 1 outslde the law and in mpite of the law is something
else, but the Cslonial experiens gave Americans familiarity with
that, too, Printeras like John in, of the Bonmtom Chroniole, ex-
reringed the inhibiting effeat of 1a less reprigal for unwelcome
printed uttermnae, Kein ocutraced whig opinion in Boston by his
attacks on “pa:riots” who hod secretly violated non-impertstion
a2greemsnts. TIhe windows of hig shop were dsuged and broken. Hisg
peraonal saf -ty was threatend. He went soout armed, Finally, a
meb atteoked him on the gtreet. In terror of his 11fe, he fled to
8h' p in the harbor and went %o Englend, Hig strong leyslist peper
suspended publicstion on June 25, 1770. The press of J es

Rivington, loyalist editor of THE NLW YCRK GAZETERLR,wam demolighed

and hle type was oarried away by & mob in 1775, and R2vington fled

to England. The Megrachugetts Gazette ¢ Borto MNew Let e ’
andther loyzlist peper published in Boston while the Eritish
Cecupetion lagted but thereafter suspended, but no 1iolence wes
visited upen liargarot Drasper,

¥uch ag the patriot newspaperg 8poke of freedom of the Press,
the elash of hogtile oprinlon d1d not perslist inte the ﬁ9701utionery
War perioqd, The pstriot edltors Xx did4 not waste muoh
syup:thy on the Tory press.

Nevertheles » the violenoce vigited upon them, and upon
newspapers which dis- ented from prevalling opinion in subsequeng
puriods of history, took its plece in Arerican history mg n thing
to bse epplauded snd mey hz:ve had a eurioug obverase effeat ag an

example of suprression, by extra-lepal means,.
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The importance o press fr of the ri ht to distribut
wes very forsoefully impressed om $hi oountry another experience
of the revolutionary period, P st 1 servic in the Am rican
egolonlies had resched a high level of effiaciency in 1764, Nail
moved three times a week between Fhilsdelphia and Ne York, and the
Royal Postoffie syat , under B § 1in Franklin as Deputy Poatmaster
General, was both eff etive and profitable. As the astruggle
for Independens progesded the patriot press became ingreasingly
annoyed by the postal establishment, T Britiegh systém wzs sus-
pegted of interfering with the delivery of patriot newspa:ers and
2: opening mall, The BO TON GAZETTE and the MASSACHUCETTS SPY
both deoried interference with the Aistribution of thelr pepers.

The NEW YORK JOURNAL and the PﬁNﬂBY VANIA JOUPNAL p oteated the
refusal of the mail service to handle their p-per. William
Goddard, edltor of the Y'AND JOURNAL and the PENNYLVANTA CHRONICLE
in Februery 1774 commenced the orgenization of & colonial postal
system. On July 26, 1775, the Continentai Congress took over the
aystem Goddard had set up and meke Benjamin Franklin the postamster
general,. On “hristmes bay, 1775, British poatel headquerters in

New York cancelled all dsliveries and 1eft the field.

The principle of unobstrugted postal service was thus born
before the sountry wes born. It has not always been respected, Ig
was -udely interrupted by Southern pestmasters in the days befcre
the Civil #sr when abolit onlat journals were destroyed, It h s been
diaregarded on other occeslonsg,. But, thanks to the experiensce of
patriot printers whe called forth new postal service, there is
in our soclety ne sanction for intervention with the mails for

14007101 &1 8nd nolitinel ressona.
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™ weekly pres of the Am 10 moolemd wa oer inly

not even dimly aware of fo ng t nd r lat 4 dectrin of
frgedom of the press. They pros pr tic lly to its principle
ag successive challengs arcse,. Thelr doetrine of press fr edom

got ne world- de welcome fr oont orary society. It wa no
more welcome than other thecorie ef lidberty that emerged in th
struggle for Independence,

Th world ¢limate of opinion was very well desorlbsd by
one American peatriot, Reverend Samu 1 Willlama, Salem, Masgszaohu ett ,
in hig DISCOURKSE ON THE oVE OF OUR COUNTRY, in 1775. Willlams
galds

"fhroughout the whole gontinent of /sla pecple are reduced
to such & degree of abusement and degradatlion that the very idea of
libersy ias unknown emong them., 1In Africa, sosrce sny human beings
are $0 be found but barbsrisns, tyr&nts, an glsvest &8l11 equilly re-
mote from the true dignity of human nsture and from & well-reguleted
state of soclety. Nor ie burcpe free from the curse. Moat of her
netions rre forced to drink deep of the bitter sup. And in those in
which f: ecdom seem to have been estsablished, the vital flame is going
out. Two kin,domes, those of S.oden &nd Folend, have been betrayed
sr.d gnslaved in the course of one verr, The free towns of Germany
can remain free no longer than thelr potent neighbors shall rlesse teo
l1et them, Holland has got the forms if she has lost the spirit of
free gountry. Switzerland alene 1s in ths full end gafe possesslion
of her freeda ."
Th se were times as inhespitable to freedoc --and epc clally %

pregs freedom--~£8 Our Owne Few countriee in Asia oould

alter thie gloomy estimate by their pressnt plight, msde more melancholly

by the decline of liberty in Vietnam, Laos, Cambodia, Thalland, emd
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by the supprersion of ¢th pr s in Indla, The United Nations
Edussticnal, dskxxkkfkexxnix x@ «%%kxx and Secial Couneil,

meeting in Nelroby im Ootober oonfronted and affponted libersl
world cpinion with & proposed conventiom c¢alling for governmental
gontrol of the foreign press of all eountries.. In the Unmited
States, &ocess to information about lecal, state, end federal
gystems of criminal justice have been obstructed by mezgures in
Congress and in the Ststes, inspired by the desire to preserve
privecy. Access to judiocial 'proceedi , , regam ded & unsssall-
able in this country, hss been onstructed by &n unprecoedented de-
gres 1n the name of impartial justice.

The small weekly newspapers of the Eighteenth Century

for: ver

American oclonles did not/fasten freedom of the press, or any other
freedom, upon the institutions of the worldj but they demons reted
‘te effisacy as & revol.ut!onary force, 1its 1ndiepenanbllity ¢8 8n
¢lement in & reslly free soclety, and its compatibility with orderly
governhent.,

The press wag not free in meny ocountries then. 1I% le nct
free in many ocountries nowe. Two hundred yesrsg of the American
exporience with press freedom, however, hove mede suspect rolltical
syetems that deny press freedom.. A handful of weekly newspaeper ,
printed on the hard-operated knglish Common Press, launched an
experiment in freedom of the press on thise csontinent 2C0 year agp,
so successful in the furtherance of humen llberty in every soclaty
wshere it hes been imitsted, that po arbitrary government would dare

commence the suppression of any human freedom without extingulshing

this freedom first.
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