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By Tom Reilly 

Newspaper Suppression During 
the Mexican War, 1846-48 

At least 10 newspapers were 
suppressed by American military 
authorities. 

@The story of military censorship dur- 
ing the Civil War is well known,' but lit- 
tle has been written about military inter- 
ference with the press during the pre- 
ceding Mexican War.2 This conflict, 
1846-48, was the first foreign war re- 
ported extensively by American corrc 
spondents.3 Daily newspapers provided 
organized coverage of the American ex- 
peditionary forces and made expensive, 
elaborate arrangements to have the news 
camed back to the United States. Also 
important to the war's coverage, a large 
number of American civilians followed in 
the wake of the army and established 
"war newspapers" in Mexico. Before the 
conflict was over, enterprising American 
printers established 25 such publications 
in 14 occupied cities.4 Serving both the 
troops at the front and the public at 
home, these papers provided much of the 
war's coverage. A third important 
source of war news was Mexican news- 
papersaome of which attempted to keep 
publishing even in the Americansccu- 
pied territory. 

Wartime conditions often bring about 
conflict between the press and the mil- 
itary.' Thh proved to be the case in the 
Mexican War as well. For a considerable 
time during the war, large areas of Mex- 
ico had to be occupied by American 
troops, many of them poorly trained vol- 

bRu author u associate profeuor of journalism 
U c.lifomh Sate University (Northridge) and edi- 
cdr OC J o u m o ~ m  History. 
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unteen. Undermanned and spread thin 
over hundreds of miles, the rear area 

'For  U o n  of militmy arnorahi during t k  Civil 
W u  ae Qui- W h o .  'A Study i J E n l u r t i o n  of t k  
Mituy G a r o n h i p  in tbc Civil WUZ (un ubliihed Muter's 
thaL. University d Mmnaou. 1945); &win Emery. Ik 
hro and A m d a  3rd d. E Cliffi. N.J.: P ~ I -  
ticc-H.U 1972) 14; $,*her Mon. Amerieon 
J o u n d b m  3rd d%ew Yort: Mrmillul IW2) Chap. XX 
.od J. C u k  A n d m .  Ik North Reports rhr Civil W4r 
(Pitlaburgh: Unim*ty of Pittsburgh Pras ,  1955). 

'In #mcral, tbcn u a01 moth h i w o r i w p h y  about the 
M c l i a n  W u .  some diuuuioa of the milit.y'i rehtionrhip 
wilb CiVilLnr d u r i q  thh soaflia can bc found in Jurtin H. 
Smich T h  Wo wlrh MtCo (2 voh.. Ncr  York: Thc M r  
milLn Co.. 1919) 11: 210.32, .od Robm Sclph H a y .  Ik 
Siory of the Mrxhn War (New Y h :  F d & k  Unt.1 Pub 
Uliq Co., 1950) pp. 202-ZOltl. Tberc M o h  pnenl 
hhtaia d tbc *.r, but tbac two ue rocognid for their 
r h o l n h i p .  

'Tbno ire few publhbd workn on the rok of the Amcri- 
can p r a s  durin# tbc Mcxiaa W u .  tkc b a t  ue Fayette C o p  
Lad, KnwfnU 01 the P i c a y  (Nonun: University of Okh- 
huau Pren. 1943) id Thomu Ewiv  Khbncy. (hr Hwdrrd 
Gnor Yam; Ik Srory of the nys-ficayunr from its 
Foundln# 10 1940 ( k t o n  R o w :  LOWM Sutc  Univenity 
Ra* 1944). A h  KC Thomu W. Reilly. 'Amerian Re- 
ponm .ad tbc Mclic la  Wu.  I&(61Me' (unpubluhd Ph.D. 
d-lion, Univcnily of Mi-. 1975). 

'The bac M u U y  of t k  ncmppm u Lou M. Spell. T h e  
A I u L S U ~  Pteu in Mexico, 1846-1648,' Amnlcrrn H u -  
t& Rrvkw, M : S 3 1  (Oaober 1932). A h  KC Roben 
Lwh Bodroh 'A Dcreription oi United S u t a  Occupation 
d M u i c o  u Reported by Ammcln Nerrppen in Vera 
Cnq Rubl.. and Mexico City, September 14. 1847. to July 
31, 1W (uopuMirhcd U.D. dipettatioa, 8.U Sate Univer- 
lily. 1971). Many d the N ppn .ICIC nol bothered by 
milituy i u t h o r i ~  beam tbcy helped the army nuinuin 
l oa l  mnlrd by publbbin# 0fiid.l d u m a  ud mguhtioy. 
la i number d imuocu t h e  ppm yerc wpporkd by mll- 
iUry ptroargc. Of tpC 25 Amer iawpnted  y r  ppm. 16 
r n m d l y  daod tbnr d o m  beam d fmml or m h t d  
proMcrm. fm were r u p m  by tbc military ud four con- 
tmued to opn(c evcn after the w&. 

3 For exrmpka KC Doodd L. Shw and Stephen W. Brau- 
cr. F d o m  and W u  CoWninta: Cuc Tming Sie- 
bcrt'i PropodtiOD 11." JOU~NALUY QUAITQLY 46243-54 
(194%'); Charla H. Bmm. 'Re0 Ceruonhip in the Sprn i ih  
Amman Wu,' JOU~NALUN Qu*imrr. 42363-72 (IWJ); 
John D. Stcvcna, ' P m  ud Community Tokntion: Wiron- 
sin in World War 1." JOU~NALISM Q U A R ~ L Y  6 2 5 5 4 9  (1969); 
pim ex- rmteri.l in Emcry. op. clt., Chaps. 14. 2 4  
dditiorully. imporunl rmterLl in two *udk by Miry Ann 
YodclL. TmuU, Countin# Hour and Struts: Attempts at 
Ra Control, 17634775,. Joumollm Hlrtory 1:11-15 
(Sp- 1974) iod T h e  Prcv  in Wulimc: Porubk  and 
Pcaurious," lourndim Hlrrory 32-6. 10 (Spring 1976). 
Abo dated to Ibis topic u F d r i c k  S. Siebm. Frrrdom of 
the phu In Dvbnd 11761776 (Urbnru. 111.. 1952). S i c  
Wi noted Propaition II, 7hC vc. of freedom contracts 
ud tbc enfommcnt of mlninta iac- u the stresm 
on the uability of the gomrnmcnt and the structurr of so- 
Ciny innrue." b a t  fita the Mexian War p m r  cxpericna. 

 by guest on January 28, 2013jmq.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://jmq.sagepub.com/


Newspaper Suppression During Mexican War 263 
troops often were harassed by guerrilla 
forces and hostile civilian populations. 
In many instances order was maintained 
only through the strict usc of martial 
laW.6 

The American military did not have 
martial law regulations prior to the Mex- 
ican War, but the necessity of conducting 
extensive operations beyond the coun- 
try's national boundaries brought them 
into e~istence.~ The first American 
army into Mexico, led by General Zach- 
ary Taylor, lacked a civil affairs policy 
and as a result left behind it a long rec- 
ord of atrocities, including robbery, 
murder and rape.' 

General Winfield Scott, who led the 
second and major American expedition- 
ary force into central Mexico, learned 
from Taylor's mistakes and devised the 
first set of rules giving American mili- 
tary commanders proper legal authority 
when operating in captured foreign ter- 
ritory.9 Although the martial law reg- 
ulations were controversial with the Polk 
Administration and the Congress, Scott 
believed them essential to conducting a 
successful campaign in Mexico and took 
the initiative to implement them.10 In 
brief, the guidelines gave a theater com- 
mander complete authority over civilian 
as well as military affairs. The regula- 
tions spelled out offenses, provided for 
punishment of offenders, whether civil- 
ian or military, American or Mexican, 
and allowed the establishment of local 

'Smith op. cif.. It. 2 W 3 2  
'Scc Ralph H. Gabriel, ' A m c h  Exprkaa  with Mili- 

tary Govcramrat." Anvrkan Hlrrorlcol Rrvkw. 4463043 
(Julr 1%). 

"bid. p. 633; Suuth, op. cir.. 11210-32; Hmry. op. c k ,  
pp. 202-201. 

'Gabriel up. cff.. p. 634. 
'*Hemy. op. ch., pp. 202-205. The Polk Adminimtion 

c*u haitant to pvc a milimy wmmmndn authority over 
civili.Il a f f h  even in a forrip country. but f i ~ l l y  provided 
Scott limitsd iuppon. M c m k n  of Congra8 e x p d  the 
ymc maemtiom, and took no kpl action to implement the 
p ~ ~ d ' i  idcu. SeMt, kkvi~~ a sood civil affain p h  wai 
d e d  for hi, Mexian miliury campaign to d. went 
a h a d  rith the r ~ p h t i o ~  on hi, o h ;  -nu p r o d  him wr- 
m. For Scott'i explanation e W i d d d  Sco~t. Memoir3 
(2 volr New York: Sheldon d Co.. 1864) 11392-96. 

Gabriel. op. dl.. p. 635. 
"PhWlphir  AdUc h f g e r ,  July r). 1846. The Mexian 

governmcnt imposed p m ~  aruonhip throughout moat of the 
yu. 

"Quoled in New Orlam F'icayune, July 26,1846. 

military commissions to enforce the 
policy. As Scott had surmised, his mar- 
tial law regulations were a critical fac- 
tor in conducting his small army through 
its decisive military campaign and s u b  
sequent occupation of Mexican tem- 
tory. 11 

For the press, however, Scott's pmc- 
edentaetting regulations provided no 
protection. As a result, strained condi- 
tions between the army and various Mex- 
ican and American editors led to at least 
10 cases of newspaper suppression, the 
occasional use of c e n s ~ r ~ h i p  and other 
forms of press harassment. In the same 
manner it found martial law effective in 
controlling civilian populations in gen- 
eral, the army found these broad, vague 
powers a useful tool to silence newspa- 
per critics. This study briefly documents 
the various incidents between the press 
and the army during the Mexican War, 
and discusses the types of restraint in- 
volved. 

Several small newspapers at  Mata- 
moros in northern Mexico were the 
first to be closed by the military au- 
thorities. The incidents occurred during 
summer, 1846 while General Taylor 
made Matamoros his headquarters. When 
the Americans first took possession of 
the town Taylor issued a proclamation to 
the Mexican citizens regarding "their 
tyrants in government." It read in part, 
'These tyrants fear the example of 
(American) free institutions.. . Already 
they have abolished freedom of the Press 
as the fmt step toward the introduction 
of (a) Monarchy."l* Events, however, 
soon indicated Taylor could not support 
his own words. 

A Spanish-language paper, El Liberal, 
violently anti-American in tone, began 
publication in the town soon after the 
American occupation. El Liberal was so 
outspoken against the "barbarians from 
the north" that American papers mar- 
veled at it. It was "proof of the respect 
of our people for the liberty of the 
press," the New Orleans Courier com- 
mented.13 The New Orleans Picayune 
suggested Mexican editors should use the 
example of El Liberal being started b e  
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264 J O U R N A L I S M  

hind American lines 'in their denuncia- 
tions of the tyrannical law" gagging them 
in their own country.l4 The Charleston 
Courier said the presence of the Mexican 
paper "shows in the strongest light (our) 
determination to be exceedingly tolerant 
and liberal towards (the conquercd)."ls 
The American military authorities did 
not share these Views, however, and after 
one issue El Liberal was closed by Tay- 
lor.16 

Another Matamoros paper which troub- 
kd General Taylor was the American- 
owned Republic of the Rio Grande. Op 
erators of the paper were Isaac Neville 
Fkeson, a New otkans printer, Willlam 
G. Dryden, a Texan active in expansion- 
ist movements, and Hugh McLeod, a Tex- 
as land promoter.l7 McLeod, in partic- 
ular, hoped the four northern states of 
Mexico would revolt and form an indc 
pendent republic and possibly annex to 
the United States (much in the manner 
of Texas). Editorials in the paper urged 
Mexican citizens in the surrounding area 
to rise up and overthrow the Mexican 
military government. The aggressive 
tone of the paper soon earned the Polk 
Administration's displeasure, and Taylor 
was ordered to close the publication "be 
caw the government does not agree 
with its object of a revolution in North 
Mexico."I) 

Fleeson soon was allowed to reorgan- 
ize and restart the paper as the Ameri- 
can fig. The Fhg denied reports in 
New Orleans newspapers that Taylor 
had insisted on the changes, stating 
the general "never interfered with us in 
the publication of our paper or suggested 
a change in either the name or tone."19 
The changes were made, nevertheless, 
and John Peoples, a printer-turned- 
army volunteer who played a major role 
in the p r e ~  coverage of the war, tem- 
porarily joined Fleeson in running the 
publication. Another fig editorial ad- 
mitted, "It was intimated some time 
ago the name was disliked at headquar- 
ters.. . . Not feeling ourselves altogether 
qualified to work out a Republic on the 
Rio Grande, and further the object of 
our 'illustrious predecessor,' we have 

Q U A R T E R L Y  

pulled down the colors of the Republic 
of the Rio Grande and hoisted in their 
place the AMERICAN FLAG."m After 
its shaky start, the Flag went on to be 
the longest running of the war papers, 
surviving to the end of the conflict in 
July, 1848 .2 '  

Another American newspaper started 
in the town was the small, four-page 
Matamoros Reveille. It was operated by 
two Texas printers, Samuel Bangs and 
Gideon Lewis. The bilingual Reveille 
had three pages printed in English and 
a fourth page printed in Spanish. The 
latter actually was a separate newspa- 
per, Lo Diana de Matamoros. run by a 
Mexican editor from the same shop as 
the Reveille.Z 

It was the Spanish-language section 
which caused the problems for the Rev- 
eille. While Bangs and Lewis were sup- 
porting the American cause, the Mexican 
editor was criticizing the Americans in 
his portion of the paper. Taylor, using 
a loose definition of his War Department 
orders, moved quickly to shut down the 
entire print shop, banning the Reveille 

I. &j, 

"Chrlatoa Cowkr, Aw. I .  1846. 
"New 0rL.ru P*ovw.  July 26. 1846; St. Louu Revrille. 

Alyvrt 4.1846. 
I'SpdI. op. d., p. 22; for biogmphial inlomution on the 

throe 0- ace Walter Pmcott Webb, editor-inshiel. 
Tk Hodbook of Txor. (2 vol.. Austin: The T e w  Sutc His- 
toriol Anocinlion, 1952) 1521. 610. 11:121. 

',New Orkmna D r k  S c p ~  9. IM6; Spell. op. cfr., p. 22. 
Thc uroq ly  pr-WG New Orlan, nopic attributed polit- 
id motiva to Polk's k i n i o n  to el- the paper. stating. 
Ibe inf)ucooc of Senator (Sam) Houston (of T e w )  over 
Mr. Polk u wiped u tbc reason for thL order. Gcncrnl 
MeLMd u a polilial enemy of Mr. Houston and bclonpbd to 
the lrmu IrCioa, by which H w t o n  w u  oppacd during the 
( T e a  Republic)." Ncw Orlam nopic, July 11. 1W. quoted 
in the St. Lou* M&wwI fipubrrCrm. July 18, 1846. A kttcr 
from .II Amcrian corrapondcat 11 V m  Cnu lo  thc New 
Y0rt Hrm&f(April28,1847) c o a ~  tk Mexion [ovcm- 
m c ~ t  uad 10 umkc tnvc xith Taybr by ccdiag Mexico's 
aorcbcrn llltcr to the United Staten; "Gem1 Taylor. how- 
mr; r d d  Lo 1LM to tbac p r o ~ t i o I n  d p.c+ lnd s u p  
pmaed the I p r p a k  of rhr Rb Grsdr . . . for . . . dvoat ing  
the propod republie....' h L DO c x p h t i o n  of Tay- 
loh rtioa in bh p a m l  lod rprrhl ordm: ckdns 01 
Gmr.l zrkry Taybr ID rk A m y  o/ Oforporbn in rhr 
Mrxka Wu, 18454847. Thc Adjuclat G e d s  olfvr of 
Ibc W u  Dcpnmcat. National Archive. 

I*Mac.mao, Awndcm *, Au& 23. 1846. quoted in 

='PhiLdelph hblk .%&rr, July 25. 1846. 

nlbid.. p. 23; Ma1.mora RcvcUL. J u n  U. 1846. 

chrlcaoa cawkr, sepcmrbn 3.1846. 

21 spell, op. cfI.. p. 30. 
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as well.23 Only after the two Texans 
were able to convince Taylor they had 
neither written nor published the attack 
did the general allow the publication to 
resume-but without La Diana de Mat- 
amoros.24 

Within a few days Taylor again closed 
the Reveille, placing a guard at the 
shop's front door. A correspondent of 
the New Orleans Bee reported, "Lewis 
wrote an article against the officer who 
arrested him a few days ago and it was 
considered so abusive by General Taylor 
that he shut them up." The correspondent 
said Bangs and Lewis had earlier asked 
Taylor to protect them under "military 
law, but he refused, saying the Alcalde 
of the town must protect them." Para- 
doxically, the military ignored the civil 
government and closed the paper twice, 
the Bee noted, adding, "there is a lack 
of consistency in this and it does not at 
all coincide with the General's procla- 
mation to the Mexicans in which he 
preaches up so strongly the liberty of 
the press." Taylor gave Bangs and Lew- 
is permission to move their press back 
to American temtory, but kept the shop 
guarded until they departed.8 

There was little press comment in the 
States regarding Taylor's action, and 
what there was supported him. The Balti- 
more Sun stated: 

In judging this matter we must not view 
it as a restriction of the 'liberty of the 
press'-it is a restriction of the press 
from an abuse of privilege. Then is no 
such thing as liberty of the press in Mata- 
moros, by civil law, and certainly it can- 

~~Tay lor  yu Lr in enforcing mutW Lw, olully d i g  
j-nta on libcnl intcrpmtatiom of hb ordm from W u h -  
iqton.  S a  Smith op. cif.. 11: 21&215. 

Y St. Louu h i / & ,  Aug. XI. 1846. 
~ N C W  Orlaru Ere, Aug. 8, 1846. quotcd in St. Louu 

Missouri Rcpnbliian, A y .  17. 1846. 

IsrbUc W e r ,  Aul. 19. 1846. for a mild comment on Ihe 
rmttn. 

rB.lthorc Sun All& 19,1846. A h  LeC che PhibdcIphH 

n B.llimorc Slm. Aug. 19,1846. 
IM, od. 4.1847. 

":bid. Oct. 9. 1847. 
*Wuhinfion Union, May 27,1847. 
1' New Orlam Ddra Nov. 3. 1846. 
'2 IM. July 6. 1847. 
I1Spcll. op. cir.. p. 24. 

not have existence under the general des- 
potism of military rule." 

Any American war newspaper which did 
not limit itself to only reporting news 
would be a danger to the success of the 
invasion, the Sun argued, adding Taylor's 
army could not tolerate the "nuisance" 
of newspaper critics. Otherwise, the Sun 
pointed out, "Every dissatisfied soldier 
would rush to its columns to pour out 
his complaints, parties would be formed, 
strife engendered, insubordination ensue 
and the commanding officer loon find 
himself in an (intolerable) plight ...."27 

Regarding Mexican newspapers, the Sun 
complained of the "pretty f m  language" 
they were allowed to use, considering 
they were operating in "captured cit(ies), 
governed by martial law."= A Wash- 
ington correspondent of the Sun camed 
the point further: "That the Mexican 
press must be crushed every reasonable 
man will at once understand.. . . We must 
deprive them of everything that can lend 
to union of action."B 

The Polk Administration's newspaper, 
the Washington Union, strongly supported 
this position. It argued that if any Amer- 
ican newspaper in Mexico took an anti- 
war stand it would be the commanding 
general's duty "to silence such organa 
of flagrant treason" on grounds they'd 
be protracting the war by giving "aid 
and comfort to the enemy." Under mar- 
tial law, the Union pointed out, such acts 
against the press were 1egaI.a 

Another Americansperated newspa- 
per was suppressed at Montcrey. Mexico, 
in summer, 1847. Taylor's army had 
captured the city the previous Septcm- 
ber, and the military authorities resisted 
the establishment of an American news- 
paper for five months on the grounds it 
would "be in violation of the wishes of 
the government at home."3l In February, 
1847, the military turned over a cap- 
tured press belonging to the Mexican 
state of New Leon to a group of Ameri- 
can printers.32 The new paper, Ameri- 
can Pioneer, was published by William 
S. Goff and J.D. OM~OW. A New Orleans 
printer, Durant da Ponte, was ass0ci.k 
editor and publisher.33 The Pioneer 
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266 J O U R N A L I S M  Q U A R T E R L Y  

came to an abrupt end the following June 
(1847) when Major Jubel Early of the 
Virginia Volunteers, acting military gov- 
ernor, ordered it shut down. A corre- 
spondent of the New Orleans Delta ex- 
plained everything "had gone smoothly 
until the Pioneer commenced to expose 
some of the rascally proceedings" of the 
city's Mexican civil government. The 
Mexicans immediately demanded that 
Major Early return their press. "He, in 
his goal to gain the good-will of the Mex- 
icans, immediately complied," the Del- 
ta's correspondent wrote." 

At about the same time, early June 
1847, the army instituted prior censot- 
ship on the Americanswned Tampico 
Sentinel after an editorial by editor John 
Gibson "gave umbrage" to the area com- 
mander, Col. William Gates. Gates es- 
tablished a threcman censorship board 
"to sanction all matter that may hence- 
forth appear in that paper."u It is not 
clear how long Gates enforced the ccn- 
sorahip, but the Senrinel continued inter- 
mittently at Tampico until March 1848.s 

The sccne of action next shifted to 
antral  Mexico, after Scott landed his 
invasion army. More strict than Taylor 
in applying military regulations, Scott 
issued his highly detailed martial law 
regulation, titled General Order No. 
20." It gave local commanders broad 
powers, including the power to establish 
military commissions to try all offenders. 
Paragraph 11 of the order stated, how- 
ever, that 'any punishment" inflicted by 
such a commission had to be "in con- 
formity with known punishments, in like 
case%, in some one of the States of the 
united stam of America."" 
To its rear, Scott's army left a vul- 

nerable, undermanned communications- 
supply line. This situation led to the sup 
prcasion of two more Mexican newspa- 
pers, and the harassment of others. At 
Jalapa, when the American army moved 
forward in August, 1847, the former of- 
fia of an American-run paper was taken 
over by an outspoken Mexican publica- 
tion, Boletin dcl Notfcias. The threat of 
American censorship apparently did not 
lcue the Boletin's editor. He even a n -  

sured Santa Anna's government paper at 
Mexico City, Diario del Gobierno, for 
?allring so much about the possibility of 

'Intercepted Correspondence" was a 
standing headline in the Boletin. and was 
used for printing orders and letters go- 
ing to and from the American army 
which the local guerrillas had captured 
and passed along to the Boletin's editor. 
He was careful, he explained, not to use 
all of the intercepted American corre- 
spondence, considering it imprudent 
"lest his sheet should fall into the hands 
of Americans."Q The editor showed a 
compassionate side, too, pleading clem- 
ency for intercepted couriers. 

But in October (1847). the editor went too 
far for the American military authori- 
ties when he suggested the guerrillas in 
the nearby mountains should occupy the 
city and make prisoners of all who were 
cooperating with the Americans. The 
American area commander, Colonel 
F.W. Wynkoop of the Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Regiment, took a detachment to 
the paper's offce and confiscated its 
press And type.41 

An uprising at the city of Puebla in 
November, 1847 caused the closing of 
another outspoken Mexican publication. 
A correspondent of the Delta reported 
the incident occurred when a Mexican 
editor in the city, identified as "Senor 
Don Rivera," published a number of "in- 
flammatory" items "inviting the patri- 
otic gentlemen of Puebla,. . . to  rise in 
arms and patriotically cut the throats of 
the six hundred sick Yankees" in the rcar- 

peace."* 

WNew or*.m Delta, July 6.1847. 
"New YOrt HnoU July I .  1847. 
J'Oibron hd formerly edited Ihc New Orkun Ihu Anur- 
14 a Ndw Amaian Party publication. He w u  in Tam- 
pic0 u cbrk of tbc American cow Ihm. He dd in the 
Mcx*la city in October 1847, but Ibe ppcr continued pub- 
lbhm# umkr Mhn o m .  New o r h ~  Lklfa, June 19. July 
IS, Scpl. 14. Nov. 10. 1847. a d  M u c h  30. 184% New Orleans 
PkOyH.. Nav. 9.1847. 
"Full titk of I k  order w u  HIodeprrrrr of fhr Army. 

T.mplC0. Fd. 19. 1847. Gmrol &&a No. 10. SSC Smith. 
up. cu.. 11: 210-m,4SU%. 

IMd. 11:4%. 
"Jep (Me&) Bdrtln &I Nollcbr, Aua. 3. 1847. 

*Eo&tfn drl Nof&ks. AUS. 13. 1847. quoted in New Or- 

' 1  New or*.m Lklm, Nov. 9, 1847. 

quoted m New &*.M Reupme, Ary. 31.1847. 

kun pL.yun. Ary. 31. 1847. 

 by guest on January 28, 2013jmq.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://jmq.sagepub.com/


Newspaper Suppression During Mexican War 267 

area garrisonf* A revolt followed and 
the American forces had to call in rein- 
forcements to put it down. After the 
streets were clear. the correspondent 
wrote, the American commander "very 
naturally felt anxious to know where his 
amiable friend Rivera's office was. He 
sent (a) company to 'purchase' the es- 
tablishment, together with its proprio 
tor." Rivera got word the troops were 
coming, however, and escaped before 
they arrived.43 

In October, 1847, soon after Scott's 
army captured Mexico City, the military 
governor. General John A. Quitman, in- 
stituted prior censorship on the capital's 
Mexican newspapers. James L. Freaner, 
a correspondent for the New Orleans 
Delru, explained, "The rebellious and 
incendiary spirit manifested by some of 
them, calculated to produce serious trou- 
ble between pur army and the Mexicans, 
required the adoption of such a 
COUTsc."U 

The following month a small Mexico 
City paper, Judio Erracfe (Wandering 
Jew), made what the New Orleans Pic- 
ayune described as "a violent attack on 
the American army." The next issue of 
the paper appeared "in skeleton form," 
the Picayune reported, and included a 
'=w. NOV. m. 1847. 
4' w "we in the BrlCimorc Sm. Nov. 20,1847. Thc AmcrC 

ana o c m p d  M& City on Scpt. 14,1847. and immcdrtely 
mod p m a  frocdm. Wichin t h m  WOCL ma Spniah 
ud F d  hlUlnp Dmp.pn and two Amaiawwaed 
ac*.ppcn yclc opmtinc St. Loui M b o u d  Rtpubkm, 
Nov. 19. 1847. 

.'New or*.n, Ram, Dee. 19,1847. 
"New  or*.^ N o .  Nov. 6,1847. 
"Ib(dTorra'tpiritwunotbrotmbythc.uluhud& 

umtiausdtofdriththcAmcrianncwpprcditon t h r d -  
out thc oauptioa of Me& C i .  011 .n& &on Om- 
ml plntnun, the rmlituy m r .  mt a note to T o m  
d e  him to provide proof of " v u i w ~  outnpr (you re- 
Lte are) mmmintd by pvoh .td loldim of tht umy- or 
-You xill be bdd rrrpondbk for libeb .Pinrt thc army." 
Sc. Lovh M b o w i  l&publ%on Nov. IS. 1847. 

*Bodwn, op. c k .  Chp. $ Rcilly. op. c&., Chnp. 17. 
Tbm wu uron# poht*.l inlhroDc and purpac behind tht 
two ppa* tbc Amrrbon S m  w u  po-ScotI .ad pro-Whi& 
Tbc Norfh America wu pro-Dcmoent. Tbc Amnlro, Stu  
wu abk to hold onto thc u m f s  printin# evctl .Aer Po& re  
LLved Scott of bh eanrmad. and u a d t  olllliwd iu com- 
petitor by two mootlu, wtvkia# .Imat until thc m y  rith- 
dm/ from M& City. 

*Radwu, op. CU.. p. 17. 
*Ibld. pp. 18-19. C4pchad. op. rU.. p. 276. a m  thc 

ppr wu c b d  for aitkkiq thc dchyd lrrinl d thc 
umy.mur*r arry iq  thc adm to m l i m  scon. 

stern warning from American General 
Persifor Smith cautioning the editor not 
to use such language again or face clo- 
sure. The editor, however, rebutted that 
"if he could not speak as he wishes he 
will not speak at all." The statement 
ended with an explanation to readers that 
the paper would not publish again.4S 

Another Mexico City editor, V. Garcia 
Torres of El Monitor Republicano. sus- 
tained a beating for his efforts to resist 
the Americans. When an American army 
officer escorted a Mexican woman in 
public, Toms scolded her in his paper 
for having "a frolicsome disposition and 
romantic inclinations," suggested the 
women of the city censure her, and then 
urged the "better families" not to coop 
crate with "the invaders."& Freaner 
reported the editor was tracked down by 
the officer and 'given as severe a cow- 
hiding as any man ever reccived." 
Toms complained to the military au- 
thorities, Freaner explained, "for re- 
dress and made a great ado about the 
liberty of the press and the extent to 
which it was tokrated in the United 
States." The military quickly answered 
T o m ,  telling him "editors in the 
United States had the right to publish 
what they pleased, but if they violated the 
laws or insulted the feelinga of private 
individuals they must take the come- 
quencee."47 

Another Mexico City newspaper which 
the military authorities interfered with 
was the Americanswned North Ameri- 
con Edited by William C. Tobey, a for- 
mer Philadelphia reporter, the' North 
American came into existence as com- 
petition for John Peoples' Americon 
Srar. The latter handled the armfs print- 
ing as a result of Gem Scott's 8upport.u 
For his paper to survive, Tobey asked 
"a just share" of the army's patronage: 
"not a monopoly but a just share h all 
that is desircd."a The army's econom- 
ic support was not forthcoming, however, 
and in late February, 1848, when P&- 
dent Polk relieved Scott of his Mexico 
command, the paper was ruspended by 
the military for four day8.S A week 
later the North Amcricm's ownenhip 
was reorganized, but the paper rtill 
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could not find sufficient patronage, missed 
a number of publishing dates, and finally 
closed its doors on March 31, 1848.51 

Trouble with Mexican civil authorities 
at Vera Cruz led to the suppression of 
another American newspaper, the Genius 
of Liberty. This paper was started Sept. 
25, 1847, by Dr. Michael J. Quin and 
R.C. Mathewson.5' Part of the useful- 
ness of the Genius of Liberty, as the 
Americans in Vera Cruz saw it, was to 
criticize the operation of the Mexican 
civilian government in the captured city. 
The Vera Cruz City Council, appointed 
and sustained by the American military 
authorities, particularly bothered the 
American community since it included 
some Mexicans who previously had 
fought against the invaders. When the 
Gmiw of Liberty complained about how 
the council was spending local tax funds, 
the councilmen attempted to silence the 
paper by threatening to withhold the 
city's kgal advertising. A correspondent 
of the New Orleans Delta expressing 
outrage over the action, said it was tak- 
en because "the editors used the priv- 
ilege which our glorious Constitution 
guarantees to all-cven aliens who had 
taken shelter under our Flag-the pnv- 
ikgc of expressing publicly and fear- 
krsly their opinions of the public acts 
of public slrvants."53 

The council did, however, switch the 
city's advertising to the Mexican-owned 
Arc0 Iris, a paper the New Orleans Del- 
ta said 'wnstantly sneers at our gov- 
enunent, army and our way of doing 
things.% The disappointed Quin called 
the editors of the Arco Irk 'the avowed 
enemies of our Republic."55 The Amer- 
ican military governor, Colonel Henry 
Wilson of the 1st Infantry, did not agree, 
however, and allowed the wuncil to 
witch its patronam to the Spanish-lan- 

Qum was soon in more serious trouble 
with Wileon. Early in November, 1847, 
the editor criticizsd the laxness of the 
Court of Corrections, which was ap- 
pointed by Wilson. The court, composed 
of military perso~el ,  summoned Quin 
.ad Mathewson before it, and without 

guagc. paper. 
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trial found them guilty of contempt and 
fined them $200. It also denied their d o  
mand to appeal the decision to General 
Scott. This raised the dander of Dr. 
Quin," noted a correspondent of the 
Delta." In his next issue Quin wrote a 
general attack about Wilson's administra- 
tion of the city. Wilson retaliated by 
sending a detail of troops to the Genius 
of Liberty office, closed it and jailed 
Quin and Mathewson.57 

Wilson appointed a military commis- 
sion to study the case, but when it re- 
fused to act the governor decided to be 
the sole judge in the matter. Ruling un- 
der the power of martial law, he gave 
the editors the choice of staying in pris- 
on or leaving Mexico immediately. A 
mob, meanwhile, had entered the unguard- 
ed print shop and looted and ransacked 
it.% 

With no alternative, Quin and Mathew- 
son left for New Orleans on the next ship. 
The bitter Quin called his expulsion char- 
acteristic 'of the good old times, when 
tyrant tones, stamp act laws and star 
chamber decrees reigned rampant in the 
land."% If Wilson felt slandered. Quin 
argued, he had 'recourse to moral ex- 
pedients" and could have appealed to the 
American community for vindication. In- 
stead, the editor stated, Wilson chose 
"the physical and savage (expedients) of 
bayonet, forcible gagging, imprisonment 
and banishment." 
" spu. op. df., p. n. 
"Ncw Orkam plcoylcnr. Oa. 5, 1847; Spell. op. cif.. 

p. 29. SpU ~ I c P U C  @in wilh two n's. Contemporary newsp- 
p m ,  ho-, cpkd it with one. See Ncw Orlam Dclra, 
JM. 8,1848. for a signed Wtia by @in. using o n  n. Another 
Vera C n u  ppr. tk Sol de Anolupr operated by FA. Dc- 
villien .ad R. V d d a  Alfo~ma from the nmc shop u Ihe new 
Gmhr o/uarrU. hd ended pubbation only five &p before 
tbc Gmhr o p d .  Tbe muon for iu ckuins is not dar. 
A ktter from New O r h  Picayune conupondent D. kuUy 
u i d  *mply "the p p r  hu b a n  slupcndcd." Picayune, Oa. 
5. 1847). Tbe Gmhu of Ukny Ltn implied t h m  WI trou- 
bk klwoca che Amcrian Dcvillkn and the Mexian Allonno. 
Quoted in 1)06011, op. CN., p. 2. 

'J Ncw olkuu Lkha Nov. 7. 1847. 
Y M  

"/bid. Jan. 8, IM8. 
Y M .  Nov. 25. 1847. 
"mi 
'M. Jmury 8. IW. 
' M  
*M 
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Wilson's action also left the remaining 
newspapermen in Vera Cruz angry. "Gov. 
Wilson has renewed the old Alien and Se- 
dition Law of the Elder Adams." the Del- 
ta's correspondent complained, contin- 
uing, "The President of the United States 
cannot stop a press there, no matter what 
it may say of him. Yet this little magis- 
trate down here is capable of exercising 
a tyranny only the prerogative of des- 
pots."61 Other correspondents derisively 
referred to the military governor as 
"Old Mother Wilson" and "The Conquer- 
or of the Genius of Liberty.'%2 

Another American paper, described as 
"much in the style of the Genius of Lib- 
erty," soon opened in Vera Cruz. It was 
called the Free American and was edit- 
ed and published by F.A. Devilliers, a 
former New Orleans printer. Like his 
predecessors, Devilliers constantly bat- 
tled with the Mexican civil authorities. 
but he managed to hold out for more than 
six months before being suspended. In 
February, 1848, he fought a duel with 
Andres Avelino de Orihuela, Cuban editor 
of the Arc0 Iris, and was shot in the 
leg.63 Early in May (1848) the Mexican 
mayor of Vera C n u  attempted to prose- 
cute Devilliers in a Mexican court for an 
item he had published. The American 
lieutenant governor interceded by writing 
a strong letter of protest to the mayor 
and the matter was dropped. "Consider- 
able excitement was created in the 
American community by the action," the 
New Orleans Delta reported." 

Devilliers' trouble with the American 
military governor came unexpectedly, 
and somewhat inexplicably. On June 8, 
1848, as the American forces were with- 
drawing from Mexico following a peace 
agreement, the paper ran a small item 
headed, sarcastically, "A Tribute of Re- 

*' l a .  Nowmkr 25.1W7. 
"lbid. May 23, 1848. 
*'lbid. March 8, 12. 1848. Thc mnti-Amcrian Arco h i s  

.N thc Fru Amnlrrmf bitter competitor for new and ad- 
VmLinS 

ulbid, May 19. 1848. 
* ' V m  Crvl Fru Amrican. Juac 8. 1846. quoted in New 

*New Orlolu Crescent, June 16.1848. 
* ' V m  Cnu Ru A I I W ~ M ,  June 9. 1848. quoted in New 

Orkana &/la June 16. 1848. 

oI*IIuCr-. June 16.1846. 

spect for the Treaty of Peace, But not the 
Last." The story, four inches in length, 
told of the murder of two American 
stragglers by a band of Mexicans after 
the main American force had withdrawn 
from the city of Orizaba. The article, 
written in the flamboyant ante-bellum 
style used frequently in the war papers, 
concluded: 

When our troops heard of the infamous 
conduct of these cowards, several officers 
and men begged for revenge, but they were 
not permitted to chastise the murderers 
because peace was made and. .  . (the dead 
men's) blood still cries for vengence. But 
peace is made!6J 

Early the next morning, June 9, De- 
villiers was awakened by a soldier and 

' handed a note to report immediately to 
General Persifor F. Smith, the new 
American governor. On arrival at head- 
quarters, the editor was shown into a 
room where General Smith was stand- 
ing with several of the city's Mexican 
officials. Without any prior explanation 
the editor was surprised to find himself 
being severely reprimanded. "After hav- 
ing been called by names not before giv- 
en to me," Devilliers complained, "I 
was ordered to leave the city in 12 
hours!% 

Summarily dismissed, Devilliers had 
time only to pack and complete one more 
issue of the Free American. A final 
editorial to his "friends and patrons" 
stated: 

What have I done to be treated so harsh- 
ly? Have 1 not always supported my coun- 
trymen when they were in the right? Under 
the administrations of several Command- 
ers of this Department, you all know that 
no cauw of complaint was given by my 
paper; in fact, that my language was al- 
ways respectful, and that l ever kept with- 
in the bounds of TRUTH. 

Diflerence between an American and a 
Mexican Newspaper in this Country-The 
Mexican p a p s  are allowed to call Ameri- 
can soldiers robbers, murderers, etc. etc. 
An American paper must bc silent or 
die .... 1 still breathe the air which was 
given to me by the Power of Heaven. How 
dear is freedom to OM who momentarily 
expects to be deprived of it.67 
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The next day, June 10, Devilliers was 
taken to the dock under military escort 
and put on a ship bound for New Orleans. 
His c&ditor, a Cuban who handled the 
Spanish-language portion of the paper, 
was kept in prison until June 13 when he 
too was taken directly to the dock and 
put on a ship to New Orleans. “It is truly 
perplexing,” observed the Delta’s Vera 
Cruz correspondent, “to see a man who 
has been for the past 12 months advocat- 
ing the American cause thus ignomin- 
iously thrust out of the country-a man 
who cannot speak the first word of (Eng- 
lish).% 

The suspension of the Free American 
was the only newspaper closing of the 
war which drew criticism from the Amer- 
ican press. It was mild, however, be- 
cause General Smith was one of the war’s 
heroes. “We must say that this appears 
to us rather a summary mode of proce- 
dure,” the New Orleans Crescent stat- 
ed.69 A New Orleans Delta editorial 
echoed, “There must be some mistake 
surely in this, as no American oficer.. . 
would be guilty of issuing so arbitrary an 
order on so slight a (sic) pretence.”’O 
The New Orleans Rcuyune praised Gen- 
eral Smith, but added, “The punishment 
inflicted on the editor.. .was quite dis- 
proportionate to the offense commit- 
ted. We can scarcely acquiesce in the 
exercise of such power save in a critical 
emergency during war, of which we see 
no evidence in this c.ase.”’I Whatever 
the case for Devilliers it was quickly 
forgotten, and Smith returned to New Or- 
leans several weeks later to a hero’s wel- 
come. 

Summary and Conclusions 
Correspondents in the Mexican War 

did not suffer from traditional censor- 
ship restraints which occurred in later 
wars. The army’s few attempts to con- 
trol reports leaving the war zones were 
directed mostly at military personnel 
writing letters critical of others in the 
service. At any rate, the newspaper cor- 
respondents do not appear to have caused 
lasting problems for the military since 

Q U A R T E R L Y  

no permanent censorship apparatus or 
regulations were in~tituted.~* 

However, the presence of a large num- 
ber of American-operated and Mexican 
newspapers in the war zone provided a 
unique aspect to censorship during the 
war. The army, which had not occupied a 
foreign country previously, had few guide- 
lines to follow. Many of the war papers 
were not bothered by military authorities 
because they helped maintain local con- 
trol, and in a number of instance were 
supported by the military patronage. 
When necessary, however, the army com- 
manders do not appear to have been hesi- 
tant to use martial law to silence local 
press critics. As a result, at least five 
American-operated and five Mexican- 
operated newspapers were suppressed 
when military authorities felt they were, 
to some degree, a threat to local mili- 
tary control. In addition, the army used 
prior censorship in two instances and 
occasionally employed economic re- 
straints and even physical threats to help 
control the war papers. Not all acts of 
press constraint were recorded, of 
course, and this paper has only discussed 
verifiable incidents. 

Viewed as a whole, these incidents 
add reinforcement to Siebert’s noted 
Proposition 11: “The area of freedom 
contracts and the enforcement of re 
straints increases 88 the stresses on the 
stability of the government and the struc- 
ture of society increase.”’3 Also im- 
portant to the history of press-military 
relationships ~55- Scott’s precedent set- 

(Please turn ropiige 349) 
“New 0th~ &&a JUDC 22,1848. 
*New 0th~ Crescenr. Juae 16. 1848. 
mNcw O ~ U M  Della Jluv 16. 1848. 
’1 New ollcuu Picaw,  Juae 16,1848. 
nThcrr U cvidcosc of only one aw of the military au- 

thorities interfering with the civilian wrmpondmtr writing 
to American mppcn. In Auplrl, 1847. Coloncl William 
Guo. m y  awrmndcr at Tarnpiw. ordemi 111 wrmpond- 
e m .  rbcchcr by military pcnonnl or avili.m. to fint k 
c k u d  by hir flux. (New  or*.^ Picayune, Augwt I .  1847). 
Cia- xu ptticubrly up*  by a repon in the Pfcayum 
(July 17.1847) which rue4 womc vmp from Tamp& had 
70 TC(Ic.1” durini an enpgxment with Mexian forcu. Al- 
lhoyh Gala e n f d  the rguhtion for some time (New 
York Hrrald A u p t  25. 1847) them ia no evidena in a 
thorough radio8 of Ibe prcrvVr from Atuum. 1847 until the 
Amcricln e-tion of Tampic0 in Auylt.  1848. thu he 
prmnted the cormpondeou‘ wvmgc. 

”see aotc 5 above. 
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and the attribute “to branch out” were 
examined. 

Nixon/ issue dyads were associated 
with the cognitive maneuver at a rate of 
.05 and .04 for ABC and NBC respec- 
tively, but at .02 for CBS. McGovernl 
issue dyads were associated at  a rate of 
.03 for CBS and .04 for ABC, while 
NBC occurred at .07. Republican/ issue 
dyads were .03 for NBC and .04 for 
ABC, but .08 for CBS. 

Discussion 
Shneidman’s conceptual framework 

for analyzing the logical structure of 
transcribed communications was used 
to analyze news broadcasts televised by 
three networks-NBC, ABC, CBS-dur- 
ing the 1972 presidential campaign. 
Idio-logical attributes were coded for 
each news story in order to identify sim- 
ilarities and dissimilarities in conclud- 
ifying styles among networks. The sub- 
ject and object (who said what about 
whom or what) were also coded for each 
story. 

Results showed that although most (45 
of 47) of the attributes proposed by 
Shneidman were found in the news, only 
a small subset was actually identified in 
large numbers. Of those observed, cog- 
nitive maneuvers greatly outnumbered 
the idiosyncracies of relevance, mean- 
ing and logical interrelation. Within the 
cognitive maneuver category, five at- 
tributes accounted for most of the at- 
tribute usage across networks. Once 
these attributes were associated with 
subjectlobject dyads, dissimilarities in 
usage were observed across networks. 

The Shneidman categories were pat- 
terned so that similarities and dissim- 
ilarities in exclusion, inclusion and as- 
sociation of attributes, subjects and ob- 
jects, identifying concludifying styles 
were common to all three networks on 
some levels of analysis but not others. 

Assuming that not only the substance 
of news content, but also the objects and 
logical relations which represent this 
substance somehow influence political 
behavior, then Shneidman’s categories 
provide a framework in which logical 
structure can be measured. Since con- 
tent analysis of the substantive content 
of the news is welldeveloped, it appears 
that assessments of logical structure 
may provide an additional, powerful an- 
alytic tool for measuring media impact. 
The real value of the method would be 
its apparent interface with other content 
analytic approaches as a kind of comple- 
mentary analysis, rather than an alter- 
native or competitive approach. This 
was illustrated in the use of Shneidman’s 
categories in association with “news 
stories,” “subjects,” and “objects.” 

The next step in a research agenda 
would be to link particular logical struc- 
tures in media content to specific ways 
in which individuals evaluate and are 
influenced by news broadcasts. In addi- 
tion to assessing the impact of structure, 
an ancillary research activity would in- 
clude the assessment of the impact of 
audio-visual aspects of broadcasting in 
conjunction with logical structure. As 
an ongoing enterprise more research 
could certainly be devoted to cross me- 
dia comparisons. 

NEWS SUPPRESSION DURING MEXICAN WAR 
(Continued from page 270) 

ting martial law regulations. These rules freedom was not absolute. The energy of 
laid the groundwork for the U.S. mili- the American press in covering the war 
tary’s martial law guidelines of subse- was to influence future war coverage, but 
quent wars. Overall, the American press the army’s implementation of martial 
enjoyed wide latitude of freedom in its law served as a counterforce to that cov- 
coverage of the Mexican War, but its erage. 
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