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THE GREAT CONSPIRACY

>

The first and most important thing to bear in mind is that th
Great Conspiracy, which, from all indications, is now in it fin«ﬁ
steps to engulf the United States into a One World ( United N:;-
tions) Government, is all embracing. Some call it Communism =
some call it Internationalism — some call it One Worldism. All are
one and the same thing — all are simply different names for the one
overall Great Conspiracy.

In various of our News-Bulletins, but particularly in the Novem-
ber 1952 issue (UN is US CANCER) and in the July 1954 issue
(UN is Crux of Great Conspiracy ), we established with documen-
tary evidence that the Cabal who financed and directed Lenin and
Trotsky in their grab of Russia and the sinister gang behind the
Great Conspiracy to enslave the world are the same. In the latter of
the above mentioned News-Bulletins we named the top figures in
that Cabal — names such as Jacob Schiff, the Warburgs, the Leh-
mans, Baruchs, etc., etc., and we named their chief tools, such as
Woodrow Wilson, Franklin D. Roosevelt, George Cattlett Marshall
Eisenhower, etc. y

m “DON’T TELL THE PEOPLE!"

From time immemorial the one great fear of despots and dic-
tators has been “The People”. Nero trembled when “The People”
murmured . . . Louis and Marie Antoinette lost their heads when
The People” were aroused . . . . history tells us that the one great
cry of all political charlatans always was and always will be —
“DON'T TELL THE PEOPLE!”

Always, the first step of a Lenin, a Stalin, a Hitler, even a Peron,
is to seize control of the Press and of all Communications media.
As long as a dictator can control what the people read and hear
his dictatorship is safe. He can use that media to hypnotize the
people into meekly, even eagerly, accepting his enslavement . . . .
and he can use that same media to inflame the people against the
patriots who might try to smash his enslavement.

Speaking vernacularly, a Free Press is the most perfect Watch
Dog of the Freedom of a Nation. It keeps the people informed —
alerted — united . . . there is nothing that the charlatan in pnljtics
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fears as much as an honest Free Press.

Conversely, a controlled Press is the surest destroyer of the Free-
dom of a Nation — it deludes the people — it confuses them —
poisons their minds — sets them one against another. In short, it is
the Dictator’'s perfect instrument for the enslavement of the people.

Chechoslovakia, let alone all the other once free states now be-
hind the “Iron Curtain”, is the best example of what happens to a
People once they lose a Free Press and uncontrolled Communica-
tions systems. The very existence of that “Iron Curtain” proves the
Dictator’s terror of the truth breaking through to “The People” —
even Stalin knew that not all of his Secret Police could have saved
him when and if the TRUTH had ever broken through and aroused
all of “The People”.

But let there be no delusions about our own USA
our own “Free Press”.

and about

In “Red Treason on Broadway” I revealed with minute details
and documentary evidence that our Press and all ¢f our Commu-
nications systems are definitely controlled and, at least since 1932,
have been brainwashing the American people into the surrender of
one Freedom after another — and into transforming the White
House into a Dictatorship that is to eventually enslave us in a Com-
munist (UN) One World Government.

For the benefit of those who have not read “Red Treason on
Broadway” — and because it has such a direct bearing on the job
the renegades in our Press tried to do in Washington, I will cite a
few of their brainwashing techniques.

HOW THEY DO IT IN NEW YORK

In 1946, at the behest of Senator Vandenburg and other Solons, I
wrote two plays: “Red Rainbow” and “Thieves’ Paradise”. In a
sense, they could be called Companion plays inasmuch as both
dealt with the same general subject, viz: the destruction of the
United States as a sovereign nation. “Red Rainbow” dealt specifical-
ly with the infiltration of Communists into our State Department,
Defense Plants and Armed Forces. It named Alger Hiss as an arch
traitor . . . it named Franklin D. Roosevelt as the evil architect of
the “Pear] Harbor” plot, etc., etc.; “Thieves’ Paradise,” on the other
hand, dealt specifically with the secret agreements at Yalta where-
by the “United Nations” was created and set up to he a “Trojan
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Horse” within the United States for the specific pu

destroying all of the Freedoms guarantegd by (ﬁlrr%osgs?iftftriadua]]y
to finally transform the U.S. into a unit of a Communist One?\li:/ar;d
(UN) Government. In this play it is revealed how the Bql(])<r J
countries and China were sold out to Moscow — and thé tim
trayal and deliberate murder of our boys in Korea by the UIG_
In short, while each play covers it from a different angle, both
plays reveal the entire GREAT CONSPIRACY to (lestrc;y the
United States.

I planned to produce “Red Rainbow™ first — and quickly
follow it with “Thieves’ Paradise.”

In 1946 I was amazingly naive. I knew that “Red Rainbow” was
bound to be controversial. I knew that my naming Hiss, Harry
Hopkins, George Catlett Marshall, Franklin D. Roosevelt, and
charging them with treason, would bring all kinds of wrath down
upon me. But the play itself — so I assumed — would receive nor-
mal professional reviews. It was a “Whodunit”. I had written “Who-
dunits” before. So I knew — so I thought — just about what kind of
reviews “Red Rainbow” should get. That shows how naive I was in

that year of 1946.

It also shows how quietly, but completely, “Broadway” had long
been “taken over’ by the ENEMY. Oh, I knew, of course, that a
strange breed of self-proclaimed “Intellectuals” had infiltrated into
“Broadway”; but I had given them no more serious thought than
Klaw and Erlanger did to the Flea Circus that had moved in next
door to their grand old New Amsterdam Theatre — or Charlie Dill-
ingham did to the Penny Arcade that had barged in on oné side
of his stately old Globe Theatre and the Shooting Gallery on the
other side. In short, between World War One and World War Two
the old “Broadway” of George M. Cohan song and dance fame had
become just a nostalgic legend — by 1946 the old “Gay White Way
was virtually a Coney Island honky tonk. And we of the Old Guard
had accepted the rag tag outfits masquerading under such titles as
“Group Theatre”, “Russian Art Theatre”, “Off Beat Theatre”, etc.,
etc., as part of that honky tonk transformation of the grand ol
Street. What we didn’t realize was that it was one of the tentacles
of the GREAT CONSPIRACY. But, even more important, we hadn't
realized that the Press, the “critics” in particular, had joined forces
with that “ragtag” — and that the combination was actually the
GREAT CONSPIRACY’s most potent and most effective apparatus
for the brainwashing of the American people.

I first became aware of it in the summer of 1946 — or, rather,
that was when I first began to sense it . . . the whole thing was 50

=

monstrous and so completely foreign to the ethics of journalism that
at first I couldn’t believe my own senses. Here is how it dawned on

me:

Throughout all my years in the theatre, all the Dramatic Editors
in the Broadway area set aside their late July and August “Gossip
columns for announcements and forecasts of the coming season’s
productions. I have no intention to be boastful but merely wish to
stress the new status of the press when I say that in those earlier
years an announcement of a new Myron C. Fagan play rated a
prominent “spread”. But when (in July 1946) T issucd my announce-
ment about "Red Rainbow” it appeared in only one column —
Winchell's, for whom the late Jack Lait was pinchhitting that

month!

That was when I began a job of research — and tound that any
plav that even slightly expressed approval of the American Way-
of-Life B.C. (Before Communism) was automatically torn to shreds
by the “crities™ .. . . the author was vilificd and declared to be inept,
crass, stupid, ignorant and a lout, if not worse . . - . the Director
was proclaimed a crude relic of the 1920 Stock Company era . . .
the actors, regardless of past brilliant records, were depicted as
mumbling, fumbling amateurs.

But, oh. how differently they “criticized” plays that glorified
Marxism. Liberalism. Internationalism, One-Worldism — or those
that derided nationalism and vilified Americanism! No matter how
bawdy the stories. no matter how obscene the dialogue, the authors
were hailed as the Literati of the New Era. For one example, I sub-
mit the play “Deep Are The Roots™

Towards the close of World War Two, the NAACP and the ADL
(the two chief Hatchet-man organizations of the GREAT CON-
SPIRACY) were ordered to put the anti-Segregation campaign n-
to high gear. As is now commonly known, the Theatre, both Stage
and Screen, is the most perfect of all brainwashing media — be-
cause the “entertainment” makes a perfect sugar-coating for the
propaganda. Thus, in 1945 and 1946 a rash of negro-loving plays
broke out all over Broadway. Most of them were too revolting —
in 1946 sex orgies between blacks and whites were not yet accept-
able to the American people — that is to come after the Man-with-
the-Big-Bellyache and his Chief Justice have sufficiently softened us
up for it. So the only long-run survivor of that rash of “love the
negro” plays was “Deep Are The Roots”. Not that “Deep Are the
Roots” wasn't revolting — but it had a “love story”. The “love story”
was nothing more nor less than the seduction of a Southern white
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girl by a returned negro “war hero”, but 7 Y iti

it as nothing less than a black and whg]: 'lr\ll\eg;;gr:nc{mcs‘ h;a‘ile'd
which the_ ou.traged father of the white girl was depicte(cl Julict: fon
hearted v1l.l:§m. The eulogies of the critics bordered on hasta black
and intensified “righteous indignation” against “White Sul))':e?rrn:aaqrT

Another play that found great favor with “th 2 i
what is good and what is bad in the Broadway ihl:;)t,rse :Zfllg "cllsacuiﬁ
Qf a ,Salesrpa}n ". Written by the infamous prd-Red Arthur M'(-l}ijl
it was a biting — and venomous — indictment a;gain';t our i:‘er,
Enterprise system. The “boys” sure went to town on this one — rse
it right into “Pulitzer Prize” phony prestige renown. e

; Still ano.ther” one by the same American renegade (Miller) was
The Crucible” — a literary atrocity that was based on the Seven-
teenth Century Salem Witchcraft burnings. It was intended to
p_alfa.llel the present Congressional Investigations of Communist ac-
tivities — and to establish that all Congressional Committees are
nothing but cruel and bestial “witch-hunters” who are persecuting
misunderstood “humanitarians”. That one, too, of course, was hailed
with hysterical joy by the “boys”. por- W i

Those three were by no means isolated cases. Throughout the
1930s and 1940s — and to this very day — Broadway was seething
and crawling with such plays. But those three were probably the
IT}?Stt }l;}razen — they flaunted their Communist propaganda. And I
tc}x] re; elm rbecause the glowing reviews the critics accorded to those
thr e plays were written confessions of their collusion in the job of
brainwashing the American people — exactly as the reviews of
Thieves” Paradise” by the Washington critics were their written
confessions.

thé‘lg\}fver, as I clearly revealed in “Red Treason on Broadway’,
th thr] _mbs are not the oply members of the Press who are dedicated
e job of brainwashing the American people, to-wit:

ev}(‘{(}:éledR&d Rainbow” opened in New York the “reviews” clearly
ST infe f)l‘lt]CS determination to “kill” the play. Those ‘re-
S 59 t'}J]thed I{}lssell Maguire, publisher of “American Mer-
e aEair?st fii’) prominent New Yorkers, that they decided to take
tests with th E(f critics. As their first step, they lodged their pro-
e Newe Wltoll(-S'Of all the New York newspapers, Wire Serv-
lish their vie\,\fs: : lfe lies, and urged them to see the play and pub-
e séud c;ut it. All thos? Editors solemnly promised to do
“reviews” the h?r,?] of them adm:?ted — when they submitted their
e gher-ups on their publications promptly “killed”

o

THE PATTERN OF COLLUSION

In “Red Treason on Brodaway” I set forth in great detail the
methods employed by the GREAT CONSPIRACY to forfe the
Press and all Communications media to carry out the great .bram-
washing” job. I charged that it was a PATTERN from which no
metropolitan news-paper and no Wire Service — dares to de-
viate. The Washington episode fully confirms that charge. I wx_}l
now cite a New York incident (in connection with “Red Rainbow”)
that was so closely paralleled in Washington that it will remove all
doubt about the PATTERN:

ed Rainbow”, the New York Herald-Tribune

dialogue in the play, and in the follow-
additional false statements.

In his review of “R
critic, one Kerr, distorted the
up column on the next day published
I decided to lodge a personal protest. The Managing Editor, White-

law Reid, the “liberal’-minded young son of “liberal-ininded Mama
Helen Reid (owner of the sheet) received me very courteously —
oh, very courteously — and then assured me that Critic Kerr, and,
in fact, every writer employed by the “Herald-Tribune”, had too
high a regard for the ethics of journalism to deliberately, “distort”,
or to publish false statements — that, at worst, it had been an un-

fortunate error.

I let the “boy genius” complete his oration; then I laid before him
my documentary evidence that he was deliberately lying — that that
“review” and all the falsifications had been published with his
knowledge and full approval — and that he was in on the deal to

kill “Red Rainbow”.

How that plot boomeranged and brought about a Senate Com-
mittee investigation which torpedoed “wonder boy” Whitelaw out
of his Managing Editorship of the “Herald-Tribune” was related
in all its details in “Red Treason on Broadway”, so it needs no re-
peating in these pages — I mention it only to emphasize how close-

ly they all adhere to the PATTERN.

e
*

AS IN NEW YORK, SO IN WASHINGTON

In our June issue, I reported in considerable detail how the
various Washington critics resorted to outright distortion of the
dialogue in “Thieves” Paradise” in their frantic efforts to “kill” that
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play. I will now relate how the *higher-ups” of the W
newspapers adhered to the “Pattern” in their efforts to co
their critics.

ashington
ver up for

At one point in the first act of “Thieves’ Paradise” one of th
characters reveals how Eisenhower. in order to enable the RUSSiani
to “capture” the Balkans, had immobilized Patton’s army by cutting
off all Patton’s supplies, particularly gasoline — then virtually im%
mobilized his own army to further enable Zhukov to “capture”
Berlin and all of Eastern Germany. It was Churchill who finally
put a stop to Eisenhower’s collaboration with the Russians. The
following is the actual dialogue in the play:

“When Eisenhower stood aside and let Zhukov take all of East
Germany, Churchill ordered Montgomery to re-arm his German pris.

oners and attack the Russkies if they marched one mile deeper into
German territory . . . .”

In his review, Carmody, the Washington “Star” critic, stated that
- - - . Churchill gave the order for General Montgomery's army to
turn on Patton’s if the latter attempted to go ahead (into the Balk-
ans), silly chap, without the supplies (Gasoline for his tanks) Gen.
Eisenhower refused.”

3

Of course, the big idea was that poking fun at the dialogue would
automatically ridicule all the charges in the play. At first [ was in-
clined to dismiss “critic” Carmody’s moronic effort — only a moron
could so crudely distort. But the whole thing was so obviously de-
liberate that I decided to have a little talk with that “journalist.” I
phoned the “Star”. The operator demanded my name — the Great
Man, you see, could not be disturbed by unknown (hoi polloi) call-
ers. When I gave her my name she seemed startled — then she told
me that the Great Man had not yet arrived for his daily scribble
stint, and turned me over to the City Desk. Mr. City Editor he'flrd
me out courteously — oh, very courteously — and then, a la White-
law Reid of the New York “Herald-Tribune”, informed me thé_lt I
must be mistaken in my belief that it was a deliberate distortlf)q;
He went on at very great length to assure me that “journalist
Carmody is a piously meticulous journalist and that he would as
soon distort the Constitution of the United States as garble the
dialogue of a play (I did not dispute that statement). He then came
up with the brilliant suggestion that the entire fault might well lie
with the actor who spoke those lines — that that actor might inad-
vertantly (yes, he did say “inadvertantly”) have substituted Patton
for Zhukov, or made some such kind of transposition the,it might
have conveyed a wrong impression to “critic’ Carmody’s 2#u

gy

mind (in his “review” the Great Man himself stated that his mind
was numb) and thus brought about the “error” in his “review”.

Thereupon I informed Mr. City Editor that just betore I phoned
the “Star™ | spoke with two Senators and two Congressmen who had
attended the opening performance and that all four had perfect
recollection of the dialogue in question — that all four absolved
the actor of any “iadvertant” transpositions — and that all four
were in perfect accord that the “meticulous” critic of the “Star”
was a contemptible liar.

That information stopped Mr. City Editor. Without turther argu-
ment he said he would have Carmody call me as soon as he ar-
rived. I waited all that day — no call . . . . T waited «ll of the next
day — no call. Finally, I called him — again and again and again
- - . . the answer always was: “Mr. Carmody is not in”, Obviously, in
addition to a numb mind, the “meticulous” critic of the Washington
“Star” is possessed of a yellow spine.

However, the ENEMY did not depend entirely on -the reviews to
kill “Thieves’ Paradisc” — of themselves, the reviews, no matter
how distorted and vicious, might not keep audiences away. In fact,
they might make the play so controversial as to create audience in-
terest — so other measures had to be taken to keep people from
seeing it. In addition, there was another grave danger: there are
charges in that play, documented charges, that could not be “ridi-
culed” away — that had to be discredited by direct attack.

THEY STOPPED AT NOTHING

I will first deal with their frenzied efforts to kill attendance at
the play.

In our June issue I reported in detail all of their desperate efforts
to prevent the opening of the play. There was an extremely vital
reason (for the UN) why “Thieves’ Paradise” should never have been
allowed to open — the reason being that just one public perform-
ance, officially reviewed by the press (and, as I have previously and
frequently pointed out, there was no possib?e way for them to pre-
vent reviews) would prove the UN to be guilty of all the charges in
the play. No mere denial would disprove those-charges — only a
successful open-to-the-public libel suit could do it. Such a suit

would force the UN to produce their records in open court . . . it
would force the State Department, the Defense Department, the
_9_



Pentagon, to validate the now-destro ed TOP §

dealing with the revelations in the p{,ay P PltS E'COEIE:ITf‘o(:()culTems
Cabot Lodge, the Black Widow of Hyde Park, et al. to test(i:xgg 3
oatl_l and either commit penitentiary-sentence pel,'jurv or ycu:fder
th(?lr collusion. All that would be disastrous! In fact, that wg =
chief reason (to force such a suit) for the production of the l: =
and they k:lew it! That was why they so hastily abandonelc)l t)},u;
njunction” idea — an “injunction” suit would have brought thr
same disastrous (for the UN) results. 5 2

Thus, their only recourse was to quickly kill and bur ]
1s, y h 3 g the pl:
Washington. Their theory was that if the play never g,Jot beir)o:x{llg
few performances in Washington it would be quickly forgotten —

and there would be no need for the UN to “disprove” the charges
via a libel suit.

r pr, as I said, after they realized they could not prevent
“Thieves’ Paradise” from opening, the ENEMY’s most vital ob.
jective became to prevent the story of the play — and its charges —
from reaching the American people as a whole. They knew they
could force the Wire Services, Magazines, Radio and TV Com-
mentators (even such as Fulton Lewis) to keep the Washington
opening a deep, dark secret — as I will later show. But that alone
was not enough. If “the story” was to be hushed up, the play had
to be kept from getting beyvond Washington —it had to be “kill-
ed” right at the box office of the Shubert theatre in Washington.
Because if word of capacity, or even near capacity, audiences would
]ea!\' out to independent theatre owners in Chicago, in Boston, in
Philadelphia, they might book it into their houses — and then the
tat would indeed be in the fire! Hence, they turned all their efforts
into “killing” attendance of the play. They knew, of course, that
they could depend upon the Washington critics for “slaughter” re-
views. But, as I previously pointed out, reviews do not always de-
cide the fate of a play. True, bad reviews will generally discourage
those who are interested only in “entertainment”, but a play with
a controversial “message” frequently attracts a more thoughtful
audience — and the “message” in “Thieves’ Paradise” was bound to
have a special and significant interest for the politics-conscious
government employees in Washington. Therefore, steps had to be

taken to place this play “out-of-bounds” for all government em-
ployees. Here is how it was done.

About an hour before the curtain was to go up on the opening
perforr:nance, my attention was called to two cameras stationed in
the windows of a building directly across the street from the
theatre. Both cameras were trained on the entrance to the theatre.

S

Now, it is normal procedure for newspaper photographers to
cover the opening night of a play that has promise of attendance
by distinguished personages — and it was commonly known that
hundreds of Senators, Congressmen, Cabinet Officers and famous
dipJomats were to be present at this particular opening night. But,
normally, press photographers station themselves at the entrance to
the theatre or even invade the lobby to get their pictures. Never be-
fore have I seen it done in the manner described above. But what
was even more puzzling was that not one picture ot any one of the
hundreds of famous personalities who attended our opening per-
formance appeared in any of the newspapers on the next day.

There was still another puzzling and most unusual incident that
might: we had had a very heavy advance sale for our opening per-
formance — but a full third of the ticket purchasers failed to attend.
The reviews might have been the explanation if that had happened
on the sccond night. But in all my experience I have never known
such a thing to happen on an opening night . . . . I learned the an-
swer two days later:

All attempts to prevent the opening of “Thieves’ Paradise” were
abandoned on Friday morning. That same afternocon it was quietly
“rumored” on Capitol Hill and throughout all the government
agencies that “word” had been issued — purportedly from the
White House — that all government employees secn entering the
Shubert Theatre during the run of “Thieves’ Paradise” might be
fired. That “word” was not that they would be fired — just might
be. It was merely a “hint"—but that “hint”, backed up by those two
cameras trained on the doors of the Shubert theatre throughout that
entire week, was enough to have caused many government em-
ployees to tear up the tickets they had purchased for the opening
night and the following performances.

That same “hint” — ostensibly coming from the White House —
also worked effectively on many Senators and Congressmen . . . . it

served as a warning to “patronage” conscious Solons and their
staffs.

Lest all of the above may be considered a mere conclusion based
on just hearsay, I will now cite a specific case:

Among the CEG members who came on to Washington that week
there was a prominent Industrialist, whom, for identification pur-
pose, we will call Mr. Z. This Mr. Z. has close friendly relationships
with various Senators, Congressmen, etc. During the first week of
May he contacted between fifteen and twenty of those friends and
invited them to the opening performance as his guests. All of them
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accepted. Mr. Z. sent a check and his list of guests to the S}

Theatre, with a request that the tickets be delivered direct :llbert
various guests. That was done. But on Saturday morning (¢} Jythe
tensible White House “hint” was issued on Frid lEdiiags

; iday) more than h 1

of Mr. Z's guests returned their tickets with a vari Satal
. i S a various ass

of “regrets”. > assortment

Immediately upon his arrival in Washington, N
of his guests who had returned their tickets. T
various — and evasive; some had “unexpecte
town” . . .. others had suddenly been stricken by one form of viry
or another; however, two men frankly admitted that the “hing” frorri
the White House was the sole reason. One of those two frank in-
dividuals is Howard Pyle, ex-Governor of Arizona, now holding a
nicely paying job on the White House statf — the other is an Assis-
?a;;t’Secretary in the State Department. Both admittedly like their
jobs!

lr.' Z visited those
heir excuses were
dly been called out of

PSYCHOLOGY THEIR FAVORITE TOOL

Of course, the main objective of the ENEMY was to force a quick
closing of “Thieves’ Paradise” by depriving it of audiences. As
Carmody, the “Star” ’s critic, indicated in his review, thev hoped —
and were quite confident — that we would have no audience for
even a second performance. Needless to say, “critic’ Carmody
grossly overestimated the power of his “review”.

However, even if their campaign failed to close the play im-
mediately, the ENEMY fully expected to gain a most important
psychological victory from the sparse attendance brought about by
the “reviews” and that White House “hint”. Psychologically, a

sparsely attended play dampens the ardor — and the beliefs — of
the few who do attend.

As is commonly known, most people believe what they “read in
the papers”. That is particularly true about the reviews of a critic.
Most people assume that a critic is an “expert”, forgetting that the
only thing that makes him an “expert” is that he has a newspaper
column in which to express his personal opinion. The integrity of
a critic is on a par with that of that old adage that “ficures don't
lie” — it is true that figures don't lie, but it is also true that liars can
write figures. By that very token, it is a fact that a critic’s “review
is always swayed by his personal likes or dislikes of the playwright,
or the actor, or the director, or the producer — or of the theme of

]
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“critic” , Washington (Daily Worker) Post, nmply
the ph’y‘}qt)e"n Elilstl“(u-(x)fet\]:'& of "Thig\'es' Paradise” — the only kind
PO tl]‘vl llin that critique was for his old pal, Carleton Young. ..
i lA]e ]Qlérv sure that Young himself will readily admit that every
323)11 ;lx:nthut'cz.ut at least equalled his histrionic talents.

However, the important point of all this is that m;,my) 13(]1\'.;('|uca)t']1::‘
who attend the tirst performance of a .plu_v = and_ tre mcn" (_)u‘.sI;/ en
oy everything about it — change their opinions if the critics “pan
Z(t)!{n their reviews. With some the change is honest — t-htfy -hc)‘neist‘:
ly believe that “The critic /\'qu.,s; Destns .‘.‘\’\'ltl\ others it ;:,‘tl (’(,r
sire to appear to be as “erudite as.the critics. Anyway, W hatey ed
the reason, that is how most “First Nighters” react to “reviews . An
that was what the ENEMY hoped would happen with our opening
night audience. But the very viciousness of those “reviews deteated
their purpose — their objective was too obvious. Most, if not a(l,
of those who attended that opening performance saw through it.
The “reviews” were hardly out when [ began to reccive telephone
calls from Senators, Congressmen, Cabinet officials, etc., many of
whom 1 do not even know, all expressing rage and mdignation —
all stressing that any play with a patriotic theme was bound to be
vilified by “the Reds on the Washington pinko sheets.” Those phone
calls were followed by SCORES of letters containing copies of
blistering letters to the critics and the Managing Editors of the
three papers.

For concrete evidence of the complete fiasco of those “reviews”.
insofar as intluencing those who saw “Thieves’ Paradise”, I submit
the tollowing letter from Senator Edward Martin, of Pennsylvania.
He attended the performance as a guest of one of his (CEG mem-
ber) constituents,

“May 23, 1956

“It was so nice of you to invite us to the opening performance of
‘Thieves’ Paradise’ last Sunday, and we enjoyed it immensely. | thought it

was magnificently done, even though the critics’ reviews have not been
favorable.

“Again our thanks, and with best wishes, believe me,

“Very sincerely,
Edward Martin.”
The Solons who wrot i
Tote the following two |
} ett
named — for obvioux reasons, 2 Frsicapngtube
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- “May 24, 1956
My dear Harold:

“l sincerely appreciate Your
attention. Despite your enthusiasm,
written and so superbly done. My

having called Thieves’ Paradise”
I- did not expect to find it so exce
wife and | enjoyed it tremendously

to my
llently

“In addition, the play contains a i
: . great and horrifying le f
American people and for those of us in Congress. | have long S;::n :I‘w;'::
that the United Nations is not what it is cracked up to be, but what | heard
last Sunday night shocked me profoundly.

“My son is making the Army his career.
and sound from Korea, Perhaps that is why | ne
those who didn

He came back to us safe

ver gave much thought to
‘t come back. But since Sunday night my wife and | are

looking ahead with terror and dread to the future Koreas from which he
may not come back.

“l earnestly hope every man and woman in America will see “Thieves’
Paradise’. That might spell the answer to our entire problem.

“My wife joins me in thanking you for the tickets and for 'a very
wonderful evening.

“Cordially, as ever,

“P. S. The critics were brutal. But nothing else could be expected from the
Reds on the Washington pink sheets.”

“May 25, 1956

“Mr. Myron C. Fagan,
Raleigh Hotel
Washington, D. C.

“Dear Myron:

“] wasn’t able to make your opening night, but | did get over to the
Shubert Theatre last night. Before | go any further let me tell you wh?; a
thrill your new play gave me! Of all your plays thaf.l have vseen | consi ;a;
Thieves' Paradise’ your best and greatest job. It is a job Patrick Henry cou
well have been proud of.

#] have been so immersed in committee work these p'ast we'eks, I'm
afraid | might have missed it altogether except for two things. :":" ::st
Saturday, my son, who, as you know, is at the Pen"ragon', tolddI:ne tha I:vsuv;-
body in government work who dared to attend Thieves’ Paradise wou

—14—
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quences; then | saw the criticisms, and | knew the play was
for dire conse H

y for me. s .
" ¢ the U.N. and all those you name do not enter libel 'suns
i eisp.n:v.\re your charges they stand guilty o:‘ the nlwfs: 'hou:ot.;:

[ i le. All that is left to do
B mitted against the American peop : .
Gl er-:r COl‘:“o the people, and the people should force their mar?bar:{‘;::
ge'hﬂ;-le Ss:"sYof Congress to take the necessary actions to save the nation.
ou !
:::e given them the A Bomb, the rest is up to them.

“Myron,
against you and d

“Sincerely,

In total, I have more than 100 similar letters.

Including those who were there on ‘:ch‘e opening night, n&orc{ thstn
900 Senators and Representatives saw Thieves Paradise”. Unc V(\)/lﬁ ot-
edly, many others were kept away by fear of reprisals by the ite
House. But all members of both Houses now know all about the
charges in the play, because Senator George Malone (-Nevada) was
not satisfied with merely writing letters. On Wednesday (May 23)
he received a copy of the Chicago Tribune review. He promptly
struck off 600 photostatic copies — and a score of our CEG mem-
bers personally placed copies in the hands of every member of both
Houses of Congress!

As a result, we achieved our objective! At least insofar as Con-
gress is concerned, we stripped all camouflage from the “United
Nations”. Before I lett Washington, SCORES of the Senators and
Representatives who saw the play said to me: “If the UN does not
enter ¢ criminal libel suit and DISPROVE those horrifying charges,
it stands guilty as charged — and the same is true of every so-called
American named in the play!”

Well, the UN has not sued — nobody sued ! ! !

THE CHARGE MOST FEARED

en{:regl;;ive-b P,",lmdm““ I revealed many of the secret agreements
Esen 0 <th Yalta, winong them the methods that were employed
o OVIVXU' F_O stop 1iultton ntnthe very gates of Prague, so as to
i ¢ Hussians to “liberate” and then enslave all the Balkan
T 't'hlA-. . . the methods employed by Eisenhower to hold off

ritish and American armies, so as to enable Zhukov to “capture”

o
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Bel']in a

and al] of Carm:
hurchills threat tounhlny e
OV's army,

d SCht‘nu. t} .
re-arm the Cepre. . 4t Was partly foil.
€ Cumdn Prisoners and 'ltt-(l)ciué[by
The l)'ia - LA u-
Y ilISO reves
destroy the freedom:dl?l fhe >ecret plan of the Uy ¢
such as the GENOC-IDE t"[}ﬁh‘.‘:\f}[‘e“m“ people ””'Ullgll()“'!ft‘“l(]lm”v
2 . : S / i A g reaties”
S. into a unit of a One World (\UN ) dl}d to finally transform etl‘.le

" ‘ *OvVernment,
Each one alone of 3] the

rants the hanging of 4] thos

one that b ome of all those who Participated in ¢t —

e entere:l Ll)l;ltt(gllc)ltl]t\u d.l"dth']_\' terror for the plntti}im].s unb'llltfrt}]*e

Bt o -\'CL nf ‘I-I.zss a}nd Molotov, under which thl:k);:;

SRt Bg ! :{1]}1.'\ fairs Secretariat of the “United Natigms"

) Al_. sk ‘u‘ d by a \lpsc-()\\’ Communist, The following i
¢ dialogue m “Thieves' Paradise” which reveals that segrele:

rriclyy 3
grisly plots revealed in the play war
<« ) (2 i

agreement:

MeeS::FA::—l‘:' the diimle that they were setting up the UN at the Yalta
ing, olotov and A i

Chicf of ger Hiss made a secret agreement that the Military

the UN was always to be a Russian, appointed by Moscow.
“RITA:— | know - - - -

“STEFAN:— The first such UN military chief was Arkady Sobelov.
“RITA:— | know — and he was succeeded by Konstantine Zynchenko.

“STEFAN:— But do you know WHY Moscow wanted that arrangement?
(RITA shakes her head — STEFAN explains gloatingly) “To be prepared, if
the UN would have to interfere in any Communist attempts to grab free
states THEIR man would have charge of that interference and - - - -

“RITA:— (Breaks in—suddenly understands) and THEIR man would be able
to keep the Red commanders fully informed of all the plans and movements

of the UN forces!
s what happened in Korea. General MacArthur

was Commander-in-Chief of the UN forces but he had 'lo' s;;hbmicthia;:sh;
nition, to the
all movements of troops, guns, ammu : :
sfatft;e'nptvn:s'hingfon They, in turn had to submit it to Sobelov for his ap
aff i - ‘

proval - - - -

“STEFAN:— Exactly! That’

(S I ) , O ’ P ly [
RI'A.'— tart ed—-gasps Alld f course Sobelov P'Olll t lelayed t to

Moscow!

"STEFAN:—-(G’oaﬁngl
Commanders in No. Korea!
AN goes on before she ca

=

i d
y—nods) And Moscow promptly relayed it to the Re

#gut that isnt all

n speak)
(RITA gasps—STEF

UN job he BORROWED

his m Chairman of

er
r Sobelov took ov O ok

to il shortly afte

; g .
there 'S vasiliev from the Soviet 4 waas 1o survey the trouble areas
0, G fiVasiliev's pricCipedis i ion by Communists
b O itary staff. Vaslievs POt 0 ot invasi

2 e free states

nd to set up the defenses.
a L

“RITA (Amazed-—and amus

Oh, yes! And hi
e 38th parallel to pro

ed) Oh, NO!

s first job was
tect the

in Korea — he set up all

#STEFAN (Grins) South Koreans against in-

the defenses on th

vasion by the North Koreans.

#RITA:— Good Lord, how stupid ca

Wait! In April 1950 General

m the United Nations

i Vasiliev

me slashing through the 2]

:(I:i?::alcaCommander-in-Chief was General Vasilie
ABSENCE FROM THE UNITED NATIONS!

n those Americans be.

Vasiliev applied for and gotf a
_ and in June, when the No.
defenses on the 38th parallel,
v — STILL ON LEAVE OF

“STEFAN:—
leave of absence fro

“RITA (Grimly) So all those American boys who were killgd in Korea were

really murdered by the United Nations.”

HOW THE “REVIEWS’’ BOOMERANGED

By Thursday it became evident to the Big Brains of the Grent
Conspiracy that their scheme to have the critics ridicule away the
charges in “Thieves’ Paradise” had gone awry. Had there been only
a few challenging letters they could have ignored them, but the
volume indicated that practically everybody who saw the play be-
lieved the charges more than they did the “reviews”. They had to
be answered! In sheer desperation, the Big Brains again resorted
to the “Big Lie". The following appeared in the Washington ( Daily

“‘?Vorker) Post on Friday, May 25, under the by-line of (who else? )
Critic” Coe:

“FALSE CLAIM: In the Shubert's ‘Thieves’ Paradise,’ Playwright Myron C.

Fagan makes the claim that the United Nations’ Military Staff Committee
must always be headed by a Russian.

o hoa':,i mnrghi ::a;e expected such a play as this — and such an assertion —
R w[;;v: e al controversy, but this column’s review, based entirely
AT b s a play, has netted only three letters about the play, which

9sing its career Saturday night. All three, however, stress Fagan'’s

<laim that a Russian
must always head th ili i is i
39, they urge, prove it. Y e military committee. If this isn't




stance Gen. Marce redit

e | Penette, of France, heads the cl ed. This Month, §,, .
!ttees, rotates its chairmansh; oMmittee, whicp, el

curity Council members ever Ship among the §jy, v like o

Press. So relatively powerl i

onl i

"1 r:o::n 615-of the Library Building in U.N.'s N_ Y h
" hisg Dlmto I:hls at length because the playright 'has. °°ddqu‘l”°ﬂ.
' play. It was not the sort e
in a half hour late Sunday ni L o
what the melodrama was about

The i : .
- Shee?’ifﬁzcﬁ}l}g’,“t};eh«;bove requires no answer. The very fact that
the unsavory backs 'lngt(i)n (Daily Worker) Post and a writer with
o tﬁloun'] of Coe rush to the defense of the UN
Tl G = A t of that Monstrosity. But this ridiculously
the utter U“SCPUPull?us?x:;:IdF Shan excellent opportunity to prove
IS S so-callec? Ftreeé rliflet;%ade sheets and unprincipled

W 1 7 : « .
indicz t\;rsxlil §n}'lsitS t:l];:tf:hth?.tt' fl\)n‘zcle 4'17 of the UN Charter” which Coe
peswd S St n(')zl:-] Y, but which he does not quote. Very well,

“Th .
the s:::,;:aléol:::i?hbhs'l‘ed a Military Staff Committee to advise and assist
military l"equiremems';n ah' ‘“d'f questions relating to the Security Councils
the employment and or the maintenance of international peace and security,
tion of arm comma'nd °f_ forces placed at its disposal, the regula-

aments and possible disarmament.

. o

ﬁal::h:fh::-.m:?ms':f: Committee shall be responsible for the strategic direc-

Military c:mm."e SIS place.d at the disposal of the Security Council. This

e arciot ittee Sl.ull consist of the Chiefs of Staff of the permanent
rs of the Security Council or their representatives.”

th:t Olt]h‘:l](l]}?o‘te that l}owhere in that “Article” is there any mention
e el alm}l]anshlp of the Military Staff Committee is to be
e ng the five permanent Security Council members every

» OT every year, or at any time. Nor — at least until R =

Oy 1

ticle amended. . ’
= to the UN's own records, W€ fmcll t}Ea:hShOllthiI)
i as retary General O e ,
s installed as Secretary ' o X

‘tion: he Soviet Politboro, a

a top functionary of t :

fur&ction as Assistant Secretary General. But
r of War, Com-

1 by the UN, was “Minister of
ol as such, he was 1t sole an

icati and In ormation”; and, ich, T i gty e
mun'ec,:;?o:ﬁsarge of z]:ll legal, military and ]udxcml affairs l.ﬂb?lfdl-' as
:ﬁgr affected any possible UN military action. He remaine dc‘(\jln-
t‘mzrouslu in that post until 1951. The Chairman of the Umt_e Na-
1 i as chosen and appointed—

.« Military Staff” during those years w ' inted—
zr?clilsfired as);w saw fit — by Comrade Sobelov. During those years

there was no such thing as “rotating” the chair'manship qf the “Mili-
tary Staff” among the five permanent Security Cogncnl members.
Sobelov was the permanent Chief of that Secretariat and he ap-
pointed whomever he chose to be the Chairman. And, 1 rep.eag
all that is| so recorded in the UN records of those years—and it is
confirmed by the records of our own State Department and our

own Defense Department.

Now, again going
after Trygvie Lie we
one Arkady Sobelov,
rived from Moscow to
his official title, as recorde

AS further concrete evidence, the UN records show that early in
1947 Sobelov officially “borrowed” Lt. Gen. A. Ph. Vasiliev from the
Sovi_et Army, brought him to Lake Success, installed him as the
Chairman of the UN Military Staff Committee, and instructed him
%1 set up a new set of rules that were to govern the arming of the

m.t‘zld Nat.mns .. . also Vasiliev was to have sole charge of setting
up efenswe measures in Asiatic areas that may be in danger of
aggression by any forces whatsoever.” 5

N ” v 5 submit U.S. State De dartment Bul etin
umber 429 A, dated AUgLISt 3, 1947 — it 1S Cl‘;llled “AT?nl'T:Ol 'f;l(}"
e =]

United Nations”: 1
g “ D I n e} ‘ e s
ment Bulletin: ow quote from that official U.S. State Depart-

Speclal agreeme Arti 4 fhe t Natlous CllaliEI .
9 nts Undel’ ICIQ 3 Of Unl ed

“On April 30, 1947 |;
> ' 7, Lieut
Chairman of the Mils. enant General A. Ph. Vasiliev
T i eS:mInary Staff Committee of the United "q:tfio'he i:ed Army,
« >ecretary General, for transmission to the Se:us;’t °":a’d°?
ity Council,

Nations urity Council by Member Nations of the United
ite

In Article 4
A Sl ‘_of that same U.S. State Dep

and I quote: “These Arm
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artment Bulletin No 422
ed Forces shall be ma;f;‘




available to the Security Council from the
ped units of Member Nations of the Um‘tcL
important to bear in mind . . |
Armed Forces thus 1o be
by the Chairman of the

General Vasiliev was the Chairn

best tra;

ned and »
d Nations” de

« - “under UN re
provided were to he
Military Staff of the (

lq'uip-
-+ - and mge
gulationg all of t(;:etl

3 E\Iﬁployed as directeg
i N andiReq Army

Now let’s turn to “journalist” Coe's stateme
the Korean war the only reports the
were war correspondents’ wire se
recetoed in the press.”

nt that :
N vy ils < .« duripe
UN military committee reCEive;—i,

ruice reports, the same the public

That, perhaps, is the most brazen of ; 11
] aps., ¢ all of that pathological liars
falsehn_ods! Aml the easiest to check. The ofticial recor%ls of l;ll::
UN, ot our State Dcepartment and of tle Pentagon confirm tlu:
tollowing: 4

Immediately after the Reds crossed the
issucd a call to all Member Nations to provide troops and materiel
to “halt aggression.” Simultaneously, it was announced that the
chiet UN delegate of every nation that would provide troops and/or
materiel would automatically become a member of the UN Mili-
tary Staff and have a full voice in its deliberations. Thus, Sweden,
whose only contribution was a Red Cross Unit, had as much voice
in the conduct of the “Korean Police Action” as the United States . . .

which, actually, was only as much “voice™ as Sobelov would see fit
to permit.

38th parallel, the UN

Nowthen, as it wus obvious that the U.S. would bear at least QQ
percent ot the total burden of that “Police Action”, the UN magnani-
mously agreed to appoint General Douglas MacArthur as Cor_n-
mander-in-Chief of all UN forces in Korea — but with this strict
proviso: before making any move, General MacArthur was to.s_ub-
mit all Battle Plans, all movements of troops, guns, ammunition,
etc., to the U.S. Chiefs of Staff in the Pentagon; then, betprel ﬂp(‘
proving or disapproving, our Chiefs of Staff were F” submit ;lﬁ:c‘
Battle Plans and troop movements to the Chief (Sobclov )”0 2 i
UN Military Committee; Sobelov, in turn, was to submit bd-mbmit
the full Committee; in turn, each member had the rlgh't_]tn hu-lﬂer
it to his home government before committing himselt. llct‘;:le'fb 3
Sobelov delivered his decision, and only then, could our
Staff notify MacArthur of approval or disapproval.

- o oa war was

Now, that moronic and most amazing way of flglltfﬂgtﬁe“i‘ér iy
never a secret. It just couldn’t be a secret, inasmuch & 8 o eHbrt
tributing nations had to be in on it. Hence, the UN m(]ll(lS operandi
to keep it secret. In fact, that entire cockeyed moc

— OJf) —

: » and various

‘U.S. News and \Norlc% gepo;:adﬂlt’lhe ot
s o 18 s Ll'st' 0(’.’., .

\is renegade “journ 1li T AR committee

wa ies. Yet, tl ,ports the same
Dews weelil(;e:dy hat “the only r(,pﬂwire service TCports, the
ffrontery

' nts’
d were wdar corrc.spondseS v

2iné 2 ’ e ‘.

rf",e1uub[,~c received in the ] | A

il ' ething far more lmportl‘:n i.u“ AT

But lwl-(_-hlsPhU:;L;._(un Cspccially the bal:t e pv;ré o marked ngve

o the Pentagoll, » “they were s

reports t

9 >cret : ;0 marke
ents, were marked “top secr .. they were s0 M
m )

ilit: ittee . . Al £
tr lllbllli‘te(l to th(‘ LIN mlht.‘ll Yy C()mlll.' »: s h % 4 h ] h“
hor \ i > ('()llllllltt(‘t‘ llll‘l'l]‘)l‘l"i transm tt (l them t the ne

: o MacArthur
. Yet, long beftore they were -le-tl::’r‘wju:w Muc
governmeutb. ’*vvrv jota In those “top secre 1h]1(_-]v c(mfirmed
by the Pentagon, © ders — and that has been pubit e
Lolttc Red (‘.“‘mml‘)lv hldc:\l'thur, Van Fleet, Ridgway, !
azrjrl"cllh:llilu;ﬁeuétll\lln'}iel(d commanders in Korea.
a

W i TO assertion that

woarnalist” Coce's arrogant asset L
S T » back to ]()ullhlllbt L ‘ A 5
hN(()Jh ILln;;l):l:Llp of the UN Military Staff Com{m:tfferi\t\a’ a u/ay‘il
to‘taatedm(,l'uert/ month among the five permanent scCurit] Counc
X Tl g

Members.

The UN records show — and, unfortunately forltbgngeilc}ssagz
cords cannot be destroyed or giarbtl]e;]l )— El:dtt‘“Arfljcrl;t\ ho?der e
cow's Chief delegate to the UIN) Wi ol Lt
miuﬁg Sheldl ritf f(rc()mblate 1945 until 1951, (;vthen -t;]oi efl}l;lil;gd i(-)fb (1:11;;21
Arthur at his (Sobelov's) demund threatened to e.\Z St
heries. He was succeeded by Konstantine Zyn ; C
g\;}f\lrc I(ingensor of the Red Army; Zynchenko held the po?\v;g%
1953, when the FBI exposed that his staff was macde up of ! D
agents. Zynchenko was succeeded by Ilya Chernyshev, ano
member of Moscow’s Politburo.

Meanwhile the story about that secret agreement between A?ger
Hiss and Molotov had been circulating. Realizing that I might
never be able to produce “Thieves Paradise”, I had revealed that
secret agreement in one of our 1951 News-Bulletins. Several_ rn'onth.s
later, after exhaustive checking, Fulton Lewis reprinted it in his
column. On each occasion, Henry Cabot Lodge and the Black
Widow of Hyde Park promptly issued denials, both claiming that
“the UN never had a Military Staff.” Nevertheless the story was
gaining ground. Then, late in 1953, to top it off, it was discovered
that, as was the case with Zynchenko, Chernyshev’s assistants were
MVD agents. The Masterminds behind the UN became panicky. It
was decided that Chernyshev's health required him to return to Mos-
cow. And, in order to offset the “secret agreement” story, it was

OBl

L




decided t
O appoint a Y

cessor. But tha A ugOSlaV C()mn
e COmpletet ii;(ierzttj w(t)_rk, either — c;;r-:ll_bnt Séls Chernyshe,
; a Ni - 2T :
tion was headed off. R cnators wey,

concerned reql;

alized

permanent Securi ;
hope that tha?i?é%]dco;?iﬂ members” was put int
agreement, axe everybody forget gl szflf‘fcfh‘ in the
‘ at secret

PLAY CHARGES UN WITH MURDER

There are tw -
e o lines (speech ;s R
a grisly promi peeches) in “Thieves’ P 0T
that UN ch?::; %ﬁ)lri(c)pe,\nec"kt'es for all the tr?irt?;l-;sein\f(l:ﬁfego!d
. C e Action” plot — s in
w - : plo when :
ill order an all-out investigation. Those two I;inlgf.llrfe_our Congress

“STEFAN:— General Vasili

: asiliev set up the def

e - efenses on the 38t

o a:c lit:: ?o. Koreans from invasion by the No. Koreans i: :3'_"[":;5';

el pWherl o'll"‘an: got a leave of absence from the Unilec'l .N‘a.fions p—nand in

i th'af isfh p:,-a”:]- :(hoel‘;ians Ic::me slas:ing through the Vasiliev defenses
. real Commander-in-Chief was G iliev —

STILL ON LEAVE OF ABSENCE FROM THE UNITED NATiONe;!eral iRy

“RITA (Grimly) So all th i
ose American bo h i i
were really murdered by the United Nalions.zs whe et e

hez:(liosfh are the lines that held the greatest shock for those who
e etr}? ‘h. . those are.the lines that created the greatest
Salon f(:i nearts of the traitors . . . . those were the lines that
2y resls)e in the lettSI'S t}lat poured into the Washington (Daily
Ak Nﬁr) f)st and the “Star”. And those were lines that Coe and
is Masters desperately hoped would be ridiculed away by the
sweeping denial in his Friday morning column. Well, in reply, I
submit an official (TOP SECRET) Report, issued by the U.S.
Defense Department; I quote:
Washington 25,

“Department of Defense, Office of Public Information,
|vement in the

D. C., May 15, 1954. (Captioned) The Truth About Soviet Inveo
Korean War.

“In the interest of throwing further light on the facts of Soviet particip2-
the Deparl-

tion in the Korean war, and on the Chinese record in Korea,

99

re y 2
S were pulled and the ?mowng

se subjects. These

lligence rese
derable period
bt the true
the Soviet
and

al studies on the

pbased on Inte
over a consi

asonable dou
blic of Korea,
n that aggression,
tions of Commu-
Russian radvisors’ were attached to
tablished in June, 1950.
o address them by rank.
but they had supreme

commanding and manipulating troops. They
who were nominally their chiefs, like their
r identified two of these Russian
VASILIEV, he said,

ased two speci arch

clusions which are

ces of information

beyond any re
cuments

o inst the RepvY

d participation i

t of, an
| manifesta

e Communist suppor
| and externa

pout the internd
orth Korea . . . - Many
Army advance headquarters es
and it was forbidden 1t
porters’,

and Chines
the blunt truth a

nist control in N
the North Korean
They wore civilian clothing,

ntroduced as ‘newspaper re

They were i
authority. They took the lead in
treated the North Korean officers,
ants, or children. A North Korean Majo

serv
ILIEV and Colonel Dolgin.

sadvisors’ as GENERAL VAS
e of all movements across the 38th parallel.” .

was in charg
There is still another official document
plain words that — “Every American boy kille

dered by the UN.”

When MacArthur, despite the Vasiliev treacheries, finally routed
the No. I'(oreans, and their utter defeat appeared inevitable, the
p}io@ters, in utter panic, appealed to the Red Chinese to rush in
fA‘ retir hordes. The Red Chipese demurred — they knew that Mac-
Sllp;)lll; acrzikilndhi:t;gi\; t{aeztr }';Irllll)‘ie;s'i 3’, simply demolishing their
EayieR hur 1a.. e “e. inese entered the war only
s from) attag;(\.zeldngalnzlj(c)lteg:uaxantees that Manchuria would b)e

which emphasizes in very
d in Korea was mur-

“Som
swarmezlogirc::sldth:eh:'; “bet R:ld s Rnalieveny it (the) Red (Chinese
thayislauc i . v ":' o No. Korea in overwhelming h .
the priso:erzr:i::'N. soldiers by the thousands on the gbatt?er;i'ei::l ey .lf
RS et pr camps the U.S. Government would not ret l‘le and in
" supply area in Manchuria would remain aliate and the
hat stateme o 5 a sanctuary.”

T trhnactn& ,-“ a.‘:r issued by General MacArthur’s cl
Hons st andl o ar. hat guarantee was made b r}S closest aide
General Mac pproved by the go y y the United Na-

al MacArth : ; government } :
rtaur knew it — “but his ff_of the United States!
s official position muzzled

im. His official positi
carry out that gu:?r osition also forced him to rigidly obse d
) rve an

G of our bays! antee — even though it meant the MURDER
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IS OUR PRESS CONTROLLED? FOOLISH QUESTIQN ,
h

After I read Coe’s blurh on Friday mornj 3
him. The ethics of Journalism entitled me to 2:1{r;’e}£u?tzci1Qed
eolumn in which I was charged with falsehood. “]our:nrzlal}F
replied to my demand with g high-pitched girlish gig lel' d
“Oh, no! I've put you on q hook, I'm not taking yoy offgwgn b
let you make your play controversial” . He said WE! -

to cal]
he Very
St" CO@

Thereupon I issued a call for a press confer.
Saturday morning at the Raleigh Hotel. That conference was at.
tended by all the Wire Services, including Associated Press, United

Press, INS, etc. It was also attended by representatives of all three
Washington papers.

€nce, to be held o

At that conference I revealed the entire story — and provided |
each reporter present with photostatic copies of official “TOP
SECRET” U.S. State Department and Pentagon Reports that fully J-Z vdg3Z
documented every charge in the play. All those reporters were : ;
startled — and shocked. Every one of them realized that I had given

them the hottest story ever released — and that it was absolutely
authentic.

Before leaving, one of the reporters said to me: “I'll write the
story, but I know it won’t be printed — it’s too hot!

And it wasn't printed . . . is our press controlled?

NOW IT IS UP TO YOU!

There is one — and only one — SUREFIRE way to FORCtlifC:);e
gress to get the U.S. out of the UN and hurl the UN‘ Outors i
LSS oo it was outlined to me by more than a score of Sflemdise”!
Representatives who saw AND APPROVED “Thieves
THEY told me how YOU can do it!

Write me and I will tell you HOW you can do it.
Yours, for God and Country,
Myron C. Fagan
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