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Document 19.6 “The War Against Newspaper Correspondents” (1862) 
 
Some newspaper coverage of the Union victory at the Battle of Shiloh/Pittsburg Landing (April 6–7, 1862) was 
seriously flawed. Tales of an unprepared army caught so off-guard that soldiers were bayoneted as they slept 
triggered public outrage, contributed to the summary relief of Maj. Gen. Grant by his superior, Maj. Gen. Halleck, 
and prompted Halleck to issue Special Field Order, No. 54, banning all “unauthorized hangers-on” from his army. 
The putative hangers-on, the members of the press corps assembled, appointed Whitelaw Reid of the Cincinnati 
Gazette to turn their outrage into words, and then issued this public statement below. General Halleck responded 
that he was required to exclude all civilians, no exception. “I have no objections to what you may write,” he 
declaimed. “I care nothing about what the newspapers publish.” No one believed him, but most journalists saw no 
alternative and accepted the expulsion order; a few of the more adventuresome borrowed army uniforms and 
stayed in the shadows. 
 
To Major-Gen. Halleck: 
 
The undersigned, loyal citizens and accredited representatives of loyal journals, respectfully represent that they 
came here in compliance with the order of Secretary STANTON, authorizing journalists to accompany the army, 
some of them bearing passes issued by his authority, and have remained there several weeks for the sole and 
exclusive purpose of recording the approaching battle. They are now informed that Field Order No. 54 requires 
them to leave the army lines. 
 
While they will not attempt to remain unless they can do so openly, by permission of Major-Gen. HALLECK, there 
are many newspaper letter-writers attached to the camps in fictitious capacities, who, notwithstanding whatever 
precautions may be taken, will succeed in evading Field Order No. 54. They will remain with the army, while the 
duly accredited and responsible representatives of the Press are excluded, in manifest injustice to themselves and 
the journals which they represent. 
 
While desirous of avoiding everything injurious to the army, or any portion of it, they represent that their exclusion 
just on the eve of the event which they came here especially to record, will be unjust to the loyal journals, and to 
the country which looks for information to them; and respectfully ask whether, as has been suggested by Col. 
SCOTT, Assistant Secretary of War, there are any conditions on which they will be permitted to remain. 
 
We tried to secure a written answer to this memorial, but failed. Gen. HALLECK replied verbally that he knew 
nothing of our loyalty; that the enemy had spies in our camps, and that to make sure of excluding them, he had 
resolved to exclude all civilians, and would make no exceptions. If we could suggest any way of obviating this 
difficulty in our case he had no objection to our remaining. 
 
He alleged no offence against any of us as journalists, and said repeatedly, “I have no objection to what you may 
write; I care nothing about what the newspapers publish.” After further conference held at his suggestion, we 
unanimously presented the following: 
 
Resolved, That we will all present to Gen. HALLECK satisfactory proof of our loyalty, give him our whereabouts in 
the army, that he may know where to find us at all times, and give the exact parole of honor which the Secretary of 
War has announced will be required of journalists as a condition precedent to their passing within the army lines 
under his order, which is now in force in all the other military departments of the United States. 
 
Upon reading the resolution, Gen. HALLECK replied abruptly, “It will not do at all,” repeated that he would take no 
proofs of our loyalty, and turned his back upon the Committee, who at once withdrew. The order in its general 
application is not rigidly enforced. Many civilians remain in the camps; others pass in daily from the rear without 
encountering any obstructions. Only the day before our last conference civilians passed directly from Gen. 
HALLECK’s headquarters on the most traveled road, through the camps, and outside all our pickets toward Corinth, 
without interruption. 
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We might have remained. Regimental and General officers freely tendered nearly all of us nominal military 
positions, or offered to assist us otherwise in evading the order, but self-respect forbade us to assume borrowed 
robes, or dodge Provost-Marshals, by skulking like criminals in places of concealment. But one honorable course 
was left us — our immediate withdrawal. 
 
Two of our number held passes authorizing us to pass within the lines of any United States forces, issued at the War 
Department, by order of the Secretary of War, and signed by Col. ANSON STAGER, Gen. HALLECK said he had no 
official knowledge of the issue of such passes, and, if he had, he should not respect them. 
 
Gen. HALLECK suggested that if we would remain in the rear of his army, he would furnish us with news. Inquiry, 
however, showed that he meant merely to give us access to a bulletin-board at Pittsburgh Landing, seventeen miles 
in the rear, on which are posted abstracts of the dispatches to the Associated Press. Thus far the brief reports of the 
Associated Press have been just and reliable, but Gen. HALLECK only permits them so long as they are prepared 
under his supervision, by a member of his Staff. The matter amounts, therefore, simply to this: That Gen. HALLECK, 
for the alleged purpose of ridding the camp of spies, determines that the people of the United States shall have no 
information in the public Press, unless smuggled through contrary to orders, concerning the condition of his army, 
the treatment and conduct of its soldiers, or the management of battles and other movements, save such as comes 
from himself or some officer of the army whom he shall designate. 
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