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,. Freedom of speech is a principal pillar of a 
free governnlent; when this support is taken away 
the constitution of a free society is dissolved, and 
tyranny is erected on its ruins. u 

-Benjamin Franklin 

-----·-----
WE ARE FAILING OUR FATHERS! 

---------· --------
In 1775 our Founding F,athe rs fought to give us the Free9orns 

\.\·hich hav mad us th greatest nation \vithin the kno"vn history 
of th \vorld . But now at the very peak of our greatness we are 
failing our Founding Fathers-w are permitting the transforma
tion of thos \ ery Freedoms into \.Veapons for our destruction. 

vVe know the nem . . . . \.Ve s e him transforming our Free
doms . . . . \ve know \vhat h e is pla nning yet, like a too-full-fed 
pigeon we sit still and browsily blink as he steals closer and closer
to knock us off v. ith that stick that he has fashioned out of our 
Freedoms. 

·--------
ARE ALL MEN EQUAL? 

--------·--------
Recently Gerald vV. J hnson historian \Vrote an article for \.Vhich 

h us d the abo" e qu stion as a h ading. He based his article on 
the following stat ment by Thomas Jeffe rson in a letter he \\TOte 
to John Adams on Oct her 28 1813 .. .. .. There is a natural aris
tocracy among n1.en. Th arounds for this are virtue and talents . ... " 

•

4 No one can understand Anterican den1ocracy ·· Johns n philo-
ophiz d Hu.ntil 'h can understand how those words uld hat,r 

been written by a rnan who h ld it a self- idcnt truth 'that all 111 n 
ar cr ated qual". The xplanation is that Jeff rson knetc that cirlu 
a.nd talents are acquired characteristics. All n1 n are indeed created 
"qual but the acquir ment f irtue and tal nt r "'nd r son1c 

superior to th r st, and to th e sup rior 1nen th adnlini trati n of 
education fusti and public affairs ou aht to b intru ted . 

.. Th man who b li s that h teas born sup rior t th r i an 
anti-d 1nocrati fool· but th 111an t ho d s n t b li 'C that dili
aence intelli en and int arity an 1nak~ h i1n 'upcri r t 1 son1 ... 
others is eq ually a fo ol. A an Ant ri ·an h .. ; - al'"' nti-d 111 rati ,~ 
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f r :\.uu. ri z·~ rcpr.. ntati " 
the u:ill f the pc< plc t 

dcnz ·ra y is bas d on the ability and 
rratural aristo rats for their leaders. 

. .. 0111 tinl " · th. "Y f 1il. 111 tin1 s the y choos pseudo-aristocrats, 
t 'lrlu u~ 111 ·n tcrth Jut talent. r tal nted 1nen without virtue · and 
t/~(' f . ilur ' . 't t th p pi d arly. But th y ha picked the corn

lnatz 1. Clrtu "- plu -tal nt. ft n 11 u h t o k ·v the ir Constitution 
tc rkin::=- t · 1 5 yt r . Thi .. i " 11 lu iv pr o f that 1110st of th tinl 
th ·y P'- " that t ith ut u;hi h the p ople perish., 

~I r. l hns n · an lv i i \ V II t· k n until \V r a h his fina l b
rva t ( n- nd th r ·his rror li in one \VOrd: h e should have said 

p s ed in tead of p . 

\.i i n, ':l th \\' rd i · impli d by fr. John on. is nothing mor 
nor 1 s th n public opinion. It is public opinion that decides who 
is to b th President of our Country ... it is public opinion that 

ndorse o r rej c ts a ll tho \vho se k public office. Public opinion 
is the y a rd tick by \vhich A.LL of us are measured. It is public 
opinion that gives us the vision to appraise the merits and den1erits 
of those \vho seek to be our leaders. 

Public opinion is formulated and moulded for us by our various 
public communications S) stems, principally the Press Radio, Tele
vision and the . lotion Picture. Tha t is why uFreedom of the Press, 
(freedom of speech ) has been the most cherished of all our Fre -
doms. It has been the 'vatcliaog of all our Freedoms. It gave us the 
vision to choose the unatural aristocraf~ and to re ject the c•ps udo
aristocrat '". It \vas the foundation on which we built our great Land 
of Liberty .. -\. people can b e a s free only as its Pr ss is fre . Our 
Founding Fathers knew that and surrounded our Press \Vith v ry 
possible safeguard against government control or interference. Th y 
made it so free that it is even free to commit treason! 

There are various forms of b·eason. Hiss committed treason .... 
the Rosenbergs who betrayed our Atom Bomb committed tre -
son .... Franklin D. Roosevelt who betrayed us at Yalta committ d 
treason . . . all who helpe d to infiltrate Reds into our Government 
Agencies committed treason . ... all the One-Worlders who ar 
seeking to transform the U. N. into a One-vVorld Government a re 
committing treason. 

By that token, our Press, Radio, TV and lotio~ ~icture Scr n 
are committing treason ... they have been committing treason for 
at least the past quarter-century. During that period of time th y 
have been creating the kind of Hpublic opinion" that blurs our 
\ ' ISION into rejecting our Hnatural aristocratsu and into accepting 
the "pseudo-aristocratsu. They revile and vilify the patriot nnd 
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glorify the traitor .... l\1cCarthy is the villian-George Catlett far
shall is the hero. They have transformed our precious ··Freedom of 
th Press" into a weapon that is blinding us into our self-destruc
tion. By that token their degree of treason is greater, far greater> 
than that of a Hiss or a Harry Dexter White. 

Here ho"vever, in ali fairness I must en1phasize that not all the 
m n and women in our Press and other Communications ystems 
ar d liberate traitors. I will even say that the great majority of 
them acquiesce-by their silence-to the treason being committ d 
through fear of economic disaster. In hort our Press is a captive 
of the Enemy and our ''Freedom of the Press · the chains of our 
gradual nslav ment. 

In my book, ··Red Treason on Broadway··, I revealed '\Vith full 
d tails this vii Conspiracy that has enslaved our Press and made 
a mockery of our Fr dom of speech. I named names and provided 
documentary videnc . I exposed th various forms of threats 
coercion and blackmail that forces newspaper publishers and di
tors to slant the ne\vs and confonn their editorial policies to the re
quirements of the Enemy. The method was al\vays the same
~·obey or we will pull out all your advertisers!" I cited specific cases. 
And I NAMED th "Anti-Defamation L ague' as the Cabal that has 
the power to thus ruin any publisher \vho might dare to refuse to 
obey its dictates. 

----·---
P R 0 0 F 

--------·---------
Nothing o confirms a charge th il n f th ac u · l. Th 

"Anti-Defamation L ague·· did not u m f r lib 1-they id n t 
e" n try t refut or d n my harg . Th r n i · v ry in1pl : 
th y know that I have DOC 1\IE T ARY vid n f r v r~ n f 
them-and a lawsuit '\vould cr k th ntir n pir '"id -op n. 

Ho'" v r "vhat I hav ·tat d in th pr ._. v n 
m ans a s cr t in n "vspap -rdom-e: nd r r hav b n 
signs of a bre"ving r b Ilion a ain t th 1 ~ v m nt 
taint signs as y t , but positiv n -a , . th foil " ·-
ing Editorial in th T tl a Tribun . 

----------------· ----------------

"STRANGE REPORTING 
---------------- · --- ------

.. Is there so1nethinu funrly aoina n in .-\n1 ri llll ; urnali 1n? 

"'In th ~ (Aug. -0) U. S. tvs and \r rid R JJ< rt th ,rt i , a fascin-

ri 



atin iutt.' rt i u tcith R p .. \/arlin Di s, who h ad d the Hous Corn
rn ittcc ( n ( n-4~\rn ri a n :\ ti iti .._ fro 111 1938 to 1945. It is ntitled , 
·T h y Tried t , G ' t .\/ . T ' 

" ,oner · rnan Die r l1t h >u ' h - as atta ·k d f r his · :nethods' 
b y th 'li r 1' < r zt r . tat rn n . olurnnists and re port rs. H e te lls 
h U ' ~~ r ' . R { 'r:.clt nt rtain ·d }oe Lash and othe1· officers of the 
R ·d-tiue:- d .. -\rnc ri an l" utlt Con ares at the "' hite House while 
t h y u: 'rc und r in ti ation by his conunitte and how she tried 
t , ~L t L ash in t naval int !lit!, nc . 

.. Di r unt th . >ff rt Preside nt Roose e lt rnade to call hint 
off th C o1nnzuni t in c tigations. He describes the wild-swinging 
attack from t1-, C lO l d by John L . L ewis. H e t ells how popular 
pres re po rt u: re d sian ed to sn1other his investigation with 
ridicule a in th cas o f th famous Shirley T e1nple incident. 

··-~lthou ah subseque nt history prov ed how riaht Dies and his 
c o1nn1ittee u.;ere in th ir charaes that high places in the adntinistra
tion had b een infiltrat d by Cornrnunists and although the C01n

nlittee named names that w ere later identified with high treachery 
it was impossible to g e t h eads of th e great governme nt bureaus to 
o ct against these p eople . 

~A.nd alu:ay th ere was c riticism of his 1nethods.' All the p oli
ticians and write rs who sought to destroy D ies painstakingly point-

d out that they approved of his patriotic object but the y didn~t 
like those 'm e th od .'. Th e sanz cry says Dies has b een raised a
rrainst every man in C o ng ress who ever conducted a serious investi
gation into C 9m11Htnist subvers ion . 

.. But if not th e h istory that worries us. H ere's w hat d es. 

''Th e Dies intervie w t ook up 14 pages in the 111.a aaz ine . A t o n 
point on the 12th page h e was asked if he had any advice to g ive' 
Joe wl cCarthy. Dies replied that on so1ne occasions he felt wl c
Carthy had rushed into trouble he could have avo·ided and that h e 
disagreed with f-.1 cCarthy's claim that Federal officials should -in 
all cases reveal secret information to Congressional investigators. 

CCThese admonitions occupied fust six paragraphs out of the 149 
paragraphs in the intervie w. 

··yet the United Press account of the interview spent all six of 
its own paragraphs describing how Dies felt that McCarthy had 
nw.de mistakes. A reader of the U. P. report would aain the im
pression that Dies had foined the mob attacking 1cCarthy,s 7neth
ods. 
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uAnd the Associated Press story of the same inten;ieu.; spent 10 
of its 13 paragraphs on Dies' two points of criticism of "AI cCartlly. 
Again a reader would assume that Martin Dies di approved of ~lc
Carthy. 

"Notvher in either story was ther a u.;ord about Dies, sen
sational disclosures of Communist coddling in 1·Vashinoton during 
the tinz.e h e headed the com1nitte , not a lin indicatin a how Dies 
was drawina a parallel between the abuse he took and the abuse 
NlcCarthy is taking. 

ccWhat is going on in Arnerican journalism? 
0 0 0 

"vVhy when Cardinal Spelltnan ntade a long speech generaJ.ly 
supporting McCarthy, did the New York papers haul out one 
sentence of mild criticism, leave out the rest of the speech, and 
made it appear that the Cardinal had joined h1.cCarthy,s critics? 

C(Why are millions of Ame1·icans who watched the ~fcCarthy 
hearings on television shocked to find that reported versions in 
their newspapers ·were so much at variance with what they had 
actually seen? 

ccThe pres and the wire services that f e d it are on trial. It is 
the riaht of an editorial writer to fulminate as he pleases. But when 
news stories and particularly wire service stories wl1 ich are sup
posed to be balanced and factual begin to refl ct th h y t rical 
polemics of the American lv., ewspaper Guild e ·ery neu. pap r in 
the land n1ay b heading for troubl , 

--------·--------
A CALL TO ARMS 

----------·--------
Th re is far n1or tn that ditori·d than In et th Y : Ri h .. rd 

Lloyd Jon s th man "vho "vrot it has the an "·er t all th 
questions h rais d. H kn "v that th Ch irm .. n f th B ard of 
Directors of the Asso iated Pr i E tg n l\I ,. r. \\' 11 r f the 
notoriously pro-R d-\ a hington · P f' .. n l '"h ·is high in th top 
brass of th .. Anti-Defamation L gu " a nd th Int rnati nali t ... 
h kno,vs that th cri ps-H \\' r l r · 111 · t1 n . " ·h .. ntn l t.-n1t :l 
Pr s , ar in th finan ·ial lut h f th Int "rnati lYtltst ·. _\11 our 
other Publisher , nd Editor · kt O\V it ... All < f then\ kn " . :.1ll th n .. i t 
knO\\ ab ut th A.DL' nslav n1 nt f th r ' S. ~ [ • t f th n1 

bitt rly res nt that nshl\ tn nt. But the\' all ~ n takin~ th ir 
ord rs .... th y n Ianting th n " '" ~111 l th ir tt rials .. 
th y g n r ating "publi p1nion t littl ~nlt.~ r ur 
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~natural aristocrat "' and to lorif) th "pseudo-aristocrats··. In other 
" . rds, they g n d lu in th Am rican p opl into giving the 
I ad r hip f ur nati n int th hands of those \vho are determined 
t transf m1 th t nit d St, t into an nslav d unit of a Commu
nist On -\Yorld G \' rom nt. Th ir xcus is the fear of the ADL·s 
p ,,. r t d stro) th ir ad\ rti ing rev nue. But that fear is a false 
f .ar-th thr at f th . DL has bee n tested and found to be more 
bu:::-ab than r al! Th Editor of the Tulsa Tribune knows that. 
H kno\\·s that if all publishers and editors \vho can still feel a 
fli k r f self-r sp ct and lo altv to country would take concerted 
acti n theY can smash that bugaboo as easily as a cat can destroy a 
rat . . . that the smashing of that bugaboo \vould restore the uFree
dom of the Press ...... that a Free and fearless Press would smash 
t-he entire Conspir cy to destro America. That editorial is a ·~call 
to anns·· to all those publishers and editors! 

----------·----------
HOW IT CAN BE DONE 

--------·--------
In "Red Treason on Broadway,.-and again in our July ( 1954) 

Ne,vs-Bulletin-1 established that the Enemy early realized that 
control of the Press was a ~1 UST if their conspiracy to destroy the 
United States as a sovereign nation was to succeed. I pinpointed 
their various steps to achieve that control. Actually, it required 
only four major steps to accomplish it. 

1 ) Outright purchase of influential newspapers and magazines. 
That did not tum out too weii for them-ownership by kno\vn ex
ponents of the Great Conspiracy, such as Dorothy Schiff, Eugene 
Meyer, Marshall Field, etc., reduced the influence of those publica
tions to a low ebb; 2) Financing publishers who were willing to 
repay \vith editorial treason; 3) To get control of the working press, 
such as the reporters, critics, sub-editors, etc., they created the 
co American Newspaper Guild ... That "guild .. is more than a mere 
Union for cocollective bargaining·' purposes; it serves as a SANC
TUARY for the Reds and coLiberals .. in journalism-no publisher 
can fire even the known Reds without the consent of that (~union., 
unless he is willing to face a complete shutdo\vn. That ccUnion., is 
also the spawning ground for brilliant writers without scruple who 
can be groomed for high places in the profession-such columnists 
as Elmer Davis, the Alsop boys, Drew Pearson, "Ferocious,. Freddie 
'Valtman, Brooks Atkinson, etc., etc.,-crafty word carpenters who 
can idealize Ivlarxism, who can create mental pictures of horns and 
forked tails for a Joe McCarthy, a Martin Dies, a Bill Jenner-and a 
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halo for a Franklin Roosevelt, a G eorge Marshall, an Eisenhower , 
and even a Zwicker .... writers who can make TREASON sp e ll 
HUMANITARIANISNl. 

Eve n so just those three steps could neve r have spelled CON
TROL, b ecause there w ere thousands of publica tions that could 
not b e reached through any of those steps. It was their fourth step 
that did the trick. Tha t was the control of adve rtising by the ''Anti
D efa rnation League"-as described in "Red Trea on on Broadway~~. 

Under the guise of decency and ~'humanitarianism~, that outfit, 
created in 1914 b ent a ll efforts · from ifs very inception to gaining 
control of the advertising budgets of D epartment Stores and all 
types of advertisers--and they succeeded. They did it so quietly 
and smoothly that nobody so much as sensed their objective. They 
did not accomplish it overnight but by 1930 they had acquired a 
truly frightening power. By 1940 not a newspaper or magazine 
publisher dared to oppose their wishes. Governors, Senators, Con
gressmen, Mayors, Judges--and our present president of the United 
States-jump at their command. Throughout their formative years 
their entire camouflage was that their only objective was to pre
vent the spreading of anti-semitism. But as they gre\v in power 
they became bolder and bolder-they began to scorn explanations 
and qualifications for their acts-the ir slogan b ecame: obey or be 
destroyed! 

And now I will reveal what seems to have been a '\veil kept secret: 
the entire power of the ADL lies in the .. fearn they have generated. 
Put to test, the threat with which they have enslaved the press 
is as empty as a kid's toy pistol. Any publisher can call their bluff 
and make them run for cover-as I proved \vith the follo\ving 
citation in .. Red Treason on Broadwa y 

------------·----------
"ANY NEWSPAPER CAN LICK ADL 

-------------·-----------
~~As a matter of proven fact , any one newspaper with good old

fashioned American backbone can sttcc ssfully d efy th A..DL arul. 
make them crawl. It has been done-by th publisher of on of th 
most important newspapers 'in the 1niddle -\ V st. His paper had 
never directly tangled with the Anti-Defarnation League~ but, early 
in 1951, ll e opposed certain nationa l I oislatio n ba k d by th 111 .. 

One fine day, an ADL Cornmitte all d o n t h i pub li h ~r. T hey 
placed_ a list of the c ity's largest ad rti c rs ou h is de k and told 
him that if he did not agree by no n f th n xt da y t han~ llis 
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paper· ' t ditorial policy all the rnerchants on that list would with
drau.' th t i~ adt.:crlising at the e nd of the tveck. Th · publisher looked 
< t er the ll t and told th Cornrnittee they didn't have to wait until 
the next day for his de ision-h 'd give it to thern ·right then and 
~here.: the de i . i n tta.s NO! 'And · the publisher quietly added, 
th f zr"t ade · rlt~cr u llo tvithdretv his advertise n1ent would on the 
f lh tcinr: day. find his rcaular space devoted to an explan~.tion to 
t h publz ' u:hy th ad tvas withdrawn--and that would continue 
c '.,ry lay tcith ?t.:cry ad withdrawn. The disrnar1ed ADLcrs looked 
at (;ach c thcr: then .. with a sickly srnirk the Chairman asked the 
]Jublish r f< 'fora t all about it.' ., ' 

(NOTE :-The ne\vspaper referred to in the above is located in 
Tulsa. Oklahoma. There is no need to more specifically 
identify the publisher--except by the statement that he is a 
~IAN \vho treasures the ethics of his profession the "Free
dom of the Pre s" and loyalty to country far above all the 
adYertising dollars in the \vorld. Ed.) 

----------· -------
THEY ALWAYS CRAWL 

----------·----------
The Tulsa case is not the only one that proves my contention. 

In Ne\v York "ve have another publisher who refuses to swoon at the 
mere mention of the ADL. His newspaper has the largest circula
tion in Ne\v York City-which means, in the United States. Several 
years ago he published several editorials that aroused the ire of 
the self-imposed Censors of the Press. They promptly sent a Com
mittee to inform him of their displeasure. As in Tulsa, they laid 
down their ultimatum-as in Tulsa, the Ne'\v York publisher dared 
them to go through with their threat-and, as in Tulsa, the Com
mittee meeklv tucked its collective tail bet\veen its collective hind 
legs and hum .. bly asked the publisher to "forget it ... 

Newspaper publishers like those two are almost an extinct breed, 
but there are a fev1 left-and whenever the ADL bumps into one 
of them they hurriedly slink away, with a plea to "'forget it". And 
make no mistake about it, it is a plea-because they know that iP 
the publisher were to front page the story-and name the mer
chants-it would spell ruin for those merchants, and thus transform 
their one and only weapon into a boomerang for their own destruc
tion. That is not a guess ... it happened! 

James Ewing is the editor of the ~lfonroe (Louisiana) 'cNews
Star··. Jim is another one of that nearly extinct breed. But he is 
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ev n more militant than the two previously mentioned-he vie\VS 
pr ssures to suppress the truth in print as blackmail. Thus, when 
th ADL decided to .,pressure, him into changing his tditorial 
policy, th y smashed h adlong into di ast r-]im Ewina r fused to 
"foraet if I The story h publi h d di 1 not name th ADL' m e r
chant tooges-but it a rried a promi tha t he would if a n nlem
b r of that Caba l o mu h as catn n a r him again. And the re
action of th town p opl wa that it \VOtdu b hi 7 hly advisable 
for u h nam d m rchant tvhen and if na1ned to "r tir " forth
\\ ith. That '"'as nough! The terrified m rchant · promptl. c losed 
th ir doors to th ADL .. . . Toda tht.r is no ADLisnl , n Com
munism no One-Worldi m no Un-Am ri an i m of an\ k1nd in that 
community .... all b au 0 E m, n had the int tin·:d fortitude 
to fj ht for his A '!ERICA birthright. 

Thos three incid nts, bttt especially the last one, prove b eyond 
a doubt that a coura ous A;\•IERICA pre s can quickly restore 
th F r dom of the Pr ss a nd cur o tr , untry of the AD L cancer 
the R ds and of all th nem y within b. impl~ turn1n a full pot
light on th ir activiti . Th import nt point 1s tha t it must b done 

OW-before it i too late1 Th tim1d a nd enslav d, but oth r--
\vis loyal journali t must b giv n a shot of coura in his spine-
th disloyal one 1nust be driven out! Th re is on e sur ' "ay to ac
complish both of thos · must ... 

The strength of a n w paper lie in it r a d rs not in it ad,·c rtis-
ing columns. A n \N pap r's crus d gain t cr k d politician 
rack t ring gang t rism and all oth r vi] in the con1m tn ity. are 
ahv ys based upon its power to a rous the ang r of the people. 
That same .. anger" can just as easily make or break a n \\'Spaper 
publish e r. In the follo\ving pages I \viii pr · nt proof tha t .. th \ · i 
of th People ' can di ta te the ditonal p lie) of th - pr v n 
mor ffectively than c II the co- rcion f th ADL. ·----

LOYALTY PAYS OFF 
----·-----------

Th Los Ange les H · ra ld-Expr · 1 th n1 t d 
and highly regard d ne \v pap r n th Pa ifi not 
ahvays so. For many ~ a rs the "Tim , .. " ·a tl " t 1 n ,,._- I a r 111 

Los Ang Ies. Found d by G n ral Harri ·on ti . it ,,.a lu tilv 
Am rican throughout hi ad mini trati n . Th n it 1 . , s d 1nt th 
hands of his son-in-la'v Harr) Chandl r, ·1nd fr 111 hitn t its re
s nt O\vn r Norman Chandler. Th ha ra t r f th , tr -1 " ·lv 
but surely chang d. It b came mor '' lib ral". It 1 nt a n:ady a·r 
to th .. Anti-D famati n L agu ··. H ·it ·:tnt t i-k an II- ut "In-
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tern~~ti~na.li~f' po.li y in its O\vn colun1ns it finally set up a tabloid, 
the ~hrror , \vlu h, t put it tnildly, is as L ft as Dorothy Schiff's 
'\e\\ Y rk "Posf·. 

ConY r~ ly. th editorial policy of the "Herald-Express'' became 
n1 re and 111 r ~"'-l\1ERICAN. It unmasked "Unesco, and spearhead
. d the . an1pai~n to hav it hurled out of the Los Angeles schools ... 
tt l d 1n th ftght to sn1ash th tr ason plot of the "United \1\torld 
Federali t ·· .. . . it fearlessly re'\ eals the chicaneries and planned 
treacheries f the "Unit d Nations .. and the Internationalists. And, 
to rny knou.:.lede. it has ahvays rejected all the pressures of the 
'".-\uti-Defamation L ague". 

T day it i th ~'Herald-Expres ., that ha the full trust and re
gard of the true Americans in Southern California, '"hereas the 
1imes·· is uspect. vVhich indicates that the American people are 
slo" ly but _urely \\ aking up. 

DISLOYALTY BOOMERANGS 

Ne'v York is the real stronghold of the Enemy. That is the one 
ci~ in our nation, even more than vVashington and Hollywood, in 
which treason is rampant with seemingly no limitations or restric
tions. There the Reds, the Liberals, Internationalists and the '~Anti
Defamation League, operate quite out in the open. Four of it's 
major newspapers brazenly acclaim the enemy and vilify every 
patriot. Ditto the Radio and TV networks. But even there the trait
ors CO\ver in fear when they hear the roar of the people. That is 
clearly evidenced by several incidents that followed the production 
of ''Red Rainbow' in Ne'\v York. 

In my book, (<Red Treason on Broadway,, I described how the 
Enem} masterminded by the ADL, organized to ambush and 
slaughter that play on its opening night-so as to prevent the impact 
it '\Vould have had on the American people if it had been allo,ved 
to have a lengthy run on Broadway. No\v I will report hov1 their 
~'victory·· not only unmasked them, but boomeranged into th ir 
most disastrous defeat; to '\Vit: the outlawing of the Communist 
Party. 

~<Red Rainbow" had a three-pronged objective: 1) To reveal to 
the American people that our State Department, our Armed Forces, 
Defense Plants, etc. ,etc. etc., were deeply infiltrated with Red spies 
and traitors; 2) Legislation to outlaw the Communist ~arty_; 3) The 
death penalty, or life imprisonment, for Spies and Traitors 1n peace
time exactly as during War. 

In their frenzy to ·~kill" the play with their reviews, the critics 
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overreached themselves. They branded as falsehoods the charges 
of infiltrations into our Anned Forces and Government Agencies
despite the findings of Senators McCarthy, Jenner and McCarran ... 
they blasted the suggestion of a la'\v to outlaw the Communist 
Party ... they furiously denounced the death penalty law for spies 
and traitors. And to make sure of their •1<illu they continued to 
smear and vilify with follow-up items during the following several 
days. 

But during those same several days a torrent of letters, telegrams 
and phone calls poured in upon the editors of all the papers. All 
were from the people who had attended the opening night per
formance. All excoriated the critics (and the publishers) charging 
them with an outri~ht conspiracy to prevent the truth from getting 
out to the people. The frightened publishers promptly ordered their 
critics and columnists to ··go sileJ?-f' on ··Red Rainbow". 

However, the play closed at the end of its second week-not be
cause of the reviews, but because several of the actors \vere terror
ized into quitting. 

Thus they achieved their ccvictory". And they were very happy to 
let it end that way. The critics did no shouting or gloating. The 
publishers sighed with relief, theorizing that with no more said 
about the matter their readers would soon forget all about it. You 
see, the CritiCS always figure that nobody dareS to ccquarreJ'~ '\.Vith 
them because they always have the last '\.vord--only they by their 
control of their .. press'', can reach the people. But alack and alas 
for them, they overlooked the fact that I, too, have a "'"'column '. 

Shortly after the play closed, CEG issued ""'Red Treason on Broad
way." Despite aiJ the efforts of the ADL to suppress the sale of 
that book, within thirty days many, many thousands of copies '\.vere 
circulating in the New York area. Simultaneously '\.Ve issued a con
densed version of the book in a six-page pamphlet Ne\vs-BulJetin. 
By January 1954, only three months after the play closed more than 
a million copies of that pamphlet were in circulation-approximate
ly 300,000 in the New York area. Here is \:vhat follO'\.\ ed: 

On February 17 the front page of "'Variety.,. the th atrical trade 
iournal. came out with a flaring headline : ··nRAJvlA CRITICS" 
NEW HUMILITY!',. And then '\Vent on to d escrib .. a sudd n un
easiness', on the part of the hitherto arrogant dicta tors of the 
theatre-they were actually pleading \vith the ir read rs to disr -
gard their reviews and make up their O'\.-vn tninds as to th n1erits. 
of the plays. They \Yere no longer glorify ing Red productions such 
as USholom Aleichem", or glorifying Re d Stars Dir cto rs and Pro
ducers-they were no longer crucifying pro-Am rican pla)""'\.\·rights 
and actors. In short, they \vere definitely eatin hu1nble "Cr ,,.··pi . 
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Tht: r " ' re :1ther i~ns thn t th Voic of th P ople was b ing 
given ar ful att nti n: all f a .. udd n, t\vo of th largest advertis
ing :\- n i · L u d r lc rs t ban fron1 their T\' and Radio sho\VS 
all R ~L n~un d in "R d Tr a n on Broad'' ay" .. .. Actors Agents 
began t f v rishly s k untaint d a tors .... Sponsors began to 
d tnan l r1 1 l 1 tions f .. susp f' lin s and situations. Early in 
June. all \ ' nt '' 'r lin1 ·1x d by the air "d mise .. of the 

haract r '"h ·lll - hin1 lf B, rry Gra . This cr ature, B nni 
).-ar 1 , . ky. ' lias B rni Yar, 1 '", alias Ba rry Gray, is th ADL's 

h i ' t hat h t rn·ln in ,,. ) ork. IlJit rat coarse, foul-mouthed, 
h '1p rat d a nightly T\" pr gram. Financed by Dorothy Schiff, 
and ·u p rt d by all th R d e l n1 nts h initiat d th smears and 
vitup r, ti n gain t .. R d Rainbo,v" months before it open d. For 
year h ha 1 run hi unr ·train d course despite all protest of th 
d c nt el ments in th '' York area. In reply to the protests the 
T\"' and Radio Station stat d that there \vas nothing they could do 
:1b ut it b cause <~list r Gray bought his thne and was his own 
1n.ast r''-but in J un the) could ctake it, no longer and announc d 
that they had terminated the contract of the <Cgentleman .. with many 
aliases and "' ould never again sell him time on their net'\vork. And 
thus the raucous voice of tl1e ADL character assassin is no long r 
polluting the air \Vaves of New York. 

All that. plus other similar happenings, did not come about as 
a result of troubled consciences; the answer to it lay in th many 
thousands of copies of "Red Treason on Broadway" in circulation
and in the torrent of scathing letters that poured in on th Editors 
of the 'arious ne,vspapers and into the offices of TV Sponsors. 

But th most tartling explosion of all was r v a led in a n it m 
publish d in the Periscope of ccNewsweek", \vhich r n as f llows: 

· N E\\ YORK- ewspapermen here and in W ash:ington 
are asking: Is th ere a sharp disagreem ent a1nong the brass 
at the ew ) ork Times over matters of (Editorial) policy? 
Rumors are flying thick~ and an antbitious young executive 
(not in .""- ew York) is supposed to b e at the bottom of the 
clash., 

The answer to that is simple. Arthur Hays Sulzberge r ( inci~ 
dentallv, a Vice President of the ADL), present Boss of the N. Y. 
"Times;., is not the sole owner of that newspaper. H acquir d his 
chieftainship by marrying the daughter of th original own r, 
Adolph Ochs. But there are other members of the Ochs family who 
retain heavy interests in the publication. Some of these hav long 
been dissatisfied \vith the "Times" reporting on the IcCarthy is ue, 
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the Oppenheimer and Lattimore cases, and with its general rabid 
L eftist editorial policy-as evidenced by the "Newsweek" story. 

Even more significant of the unease that has gripped the "Times" 
hierarchy is a strategy employed by Brooks Atkinson to escape 
the attention of the "young executive" mentioned by 4"New week"
and yet continue to f 1lminate against the "tyranny" of the American 
\Va y of life. 

1 Ir. Atkinson is the Dramatic Critic of the "Times". As uch he is 
the supreme dictator of what goes into the Drama page of that 
paper. As such, he had been used to devoting many columns of those 
pages especially on Sundays, to what he loftily called ""Thoughtful 
Essays'7

, in "vhich he \Vent far afield from his domain in his efforts 
to "sell', his Marxian philosophies to his readers. Evidently he has 
b een ordered to delouse his drama column of all such "Reflective" 
and 44Thoughtful Essays". But it is very hard for an old dog to be 
broken of old tricks. Mr. Atkinson just could not keep his Hprofundi
tiesn bottled up--he just had to get them into print ctin his favorite 
ne\vspapee'. So he resorted to a cute trick-he '"sat right down and 
tvrote himselt a letter" and mailed ( ? ) it forthwith to the ··Letters 
to the Times ' Editor. It \.vas published on August 9. No doubt the 
editor chose it for publication because of its brilliant verbiage .... 
and of course, h e hadn,t the vaguest notion that C(reader" Brooks 
Atkinson is Dramatic Critic Brooks Atkinson! The \.vhole thing is so 
utterly preposterous! Anyway, here is his uletter, : 

-------·--------
"TO THE EDITOR OF THE NEW YORK TIMES: 

-------·--------
uw e can vote in this country. This is doubtless the principal 

source of our liberty. There is freedom of speech for c itizens u;illing 
to take the consequences. 

"In many respects however both th ad1ninistrative and lcais
lative branches of the Government sho lv a cornptl lsion toteard 
totalitarian attitudes and practices: 

"The Governnz.ent re fuses passports to iti~. n it do 11 t lik · . . . 
It blocks the free exchange of ideas by d nyin a t.:isa.s t 11JiTunt 
European scientists and writers tvho have b e n inv ited b y A rncrican 
cit·izens to attend professional conferenc s h rc . . . . It ha re-
1Judiated th e scientist tvho led th r orld in th e onstru ·tion f 
the atom bontb b ecause he i.s not a standardiz d 1nan . . .. It nulin
tains an organization of in vestiaators u h c ll ct a111 na ( ther 
items facts con ·ern.inu the netvspap r r adine, hal its f citi-.cn~ 
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and tl1c rn zil that ~ -·s into their ho111 s .... It n1ploys political 
infonn r~ . . . . It blackrnails citiz ·n~· into iufonning on ·ach 
other .... It UHUH(Hl" itizcns before Govcrnn1cut cou11nittces to 
anstccr f r their p ·rsonal ideas, a o iati ns, friends and the·ir 
rclaticcs . . . . Gott-Tnrn .nt ·onunitt ·s pr ;)slunc to give absolution 
to citi-cns tclu confess their political sins and pron1·ise 110t to uiolate 
the c nunitt cs· party line in the future . .. . The Govern111e11t has 
pcrrnitted a Senator to s t hi1nself ·up as a public prosecutor .... 
lt ha accus ·d the nati nal foundations of u.nd rwritin a revolution, 
threat ned thcrn u:ith tax reprisals and denied thern equal rights 
to d fend thc1nselr.:cs . . . . It sacks or ·rusticates foreign sen;icc of
ficer" r.clzo do not parrot the party line at horne .... It tries to con
solidat . itself in pou:er by denouncin a its precle ·essors in office as 
traitors. 

"I u;onder if Antericans really tvant it this way. 

BROOKS ATKINSON.', 
This I tter \vas \\ ritten bv a man \\ ho insists that he is an An1eri

can! ... . it \vas published hy a ne\vspaper that insists it prints only 
"all the news tha(s fit to print'~! I 

\Vith every \vord in his letter i\llr. Atkinson cries aloud that he 
found life in Communi ·t ~1oscO\\' much 1nore to his liking than in 
America . . . . by the 'ery token of its slogan that it prints only 
•·the news that's fit to print~, the N. Y. Times endorses ~1r. Atkin
son·s opinion of America. That should add to the significance in the 
title of this News-Bulletin: "FREEDO~.~r OF THE PRESS - TO 
FROl'viOTE TREASON?n 

--------·-------
DANGEROUS REPORTING 

-------·-------
There is an other kind of reporting -w·hich b ev n n1ore dang rous 

to health. ..public opinion" than the .. strange reporting" cited by 
:VIr. Jones . . . . it is the misinformation that sometimes appears in 
the columns of reporters whose very names are synonymoltS \VIth 
loyalty. It is by no means deliberate n1isinfonnation-th reporter is 
himself the one \vho i the most beguiled. The answer to that 1 ieG 
1n his source of information-usually a trusted <(friend'' \VIth an nxe 
to grind. And for that the Columnist has no one but himself to 
b1ame. \tVhen a reporter steps out into a field that i unkno\vn to 
him he should rigidly screen his informants-and double ch~c~ the 
information. In the following pages I \viii provide the proof of the 
grave danger in that kind of reporting. 
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--------·--------
THE HOLLYWOOD STORY 

--------·--------
Today it i common knowledge that through th 19.30s anti into 

the arly months of 1948, Hollywood (the Film Industry ) \Vas th 
backbone of the Communist Conspiracy in the United States. It 
financed the movement in America-and by producing scores of 
films uch as "iviission to 1 Joscow'' it brainwashed the American 
p opl and idealized Ioscow all over the \.vorld. Communism reign-
tl ·upr m on all the Lots. Reds vvere given high preference for 

aJI jobs. Early in 1947 several prominent figures in the industry 
arnong them Sam Wood and Jim McGuinnes , \.vho just could not 
tors\v ar loyalty to their country began to protest to th high 
~1Iogul . It had no effect-beause it did not reach the public. Later 
in that ~ ar I decided to take my O\\ n form of action: I be an to 
mak public c ddre ses before Women's Clubs and civic organiza
tion in \.vhich I NAiviED the top R d in Holl \vood-and TH T 
was ERY effectiv ! 

I tate th abov with no desir to pat myself on the back, but 
m r ly to register facts \vhich will have a great bearing on \vhat 
is to follo\.v. 

B mid 1947 my charges began to create "talk'. e"vspapers pick-
d up and printed thos charges. It reach d th attention of Parnell 

Th rna , then Chairman of the Hou e n-American Acti\ ities Com
tnitt . fi mad a pr liminar · prob then d cided on an all-out 
inve ti (. tion to b h Id in vVashington. Th t r ally startl d th 
R d -and the I\/ oauls. They decid d on a dra tic stunt 'vhi h th v 
fig 1r l \vould pr vent, or at least blunt th thr t nina xp . · 

Th, t tunt '\va th tting-up of th ·c mn1itt f r th First 
Am ndment .. (an out-and-out R d Front ) for th purpo f 1 -

crediting th Hou Un-Am rican Activiti mmitt thr ugh a 
personal Radio appeal to th American p opl b) irtu lly all th 
glamour p rsonalities in IIoll) \.vood .. . . th·:tt ' as f II '" d by th 
arrival in Washington of a caravan of tar , I d by Humphre~ 
Bogart and Dann) Kay to h ckl and j r th Congr . i n I nl-
m_itt and thus tran form th inv tigati n int .. far i al fia 

That ntire pi od in ludin th jailing f th n t ri u .. H lh·
"vood Ten', is to \veJI kno\vn to r quir furth r n1n1 nt h r . But 
it i · itnportant t tr s th·:lt that ~ h m n t nly fl p :L ut 
boon1 rang d-it focus d the att ntion f th ntir nati n on the 
Washington h arings-and r v al d th tr tth. Th r ar f in li~na
tion that follo\v I \V -·pt a pani thr ugh 1t th in lu ~ try .... it 
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s nt th R is s urrying int hiding and d p ~ iJen .... it brought 
forth pi us assurance. from L uis B. ~·lay r, Jack \Varner and 
other ~~ guls that ne\'er a~ain, but never "ould R ds b aJlo\v d 
to ". rk in H llY\\'OOd. 

--------·--------
DID HOU YWOOD REFORM? 

--------·--------
Despit th ir fright th Ioguls had no thought of reforming. 

The) merely decid d not to be CAUGHT again. But they knew 
that the) \vould have to put on a sho\v of reformation, so they made 
various g stures. One of those gestures \vas th "'tvlotion Picture 
Alliance·. 

That organization \vhich soon becam known as iviP A \vas 
ostensibly organized by the prominent anti-Reds in Hollyvvood-
ostensibly to clean Con11nunisrn and Communists out of the filrn 
industry. But actually the 11PA \vas organized at th behest of th 
~ioguls \vho theorized that it \vould make an xcellent smoke 
screen-an organization composed of such individuals as Sam 
Wood, Jim ?vlcGuinness, and others equally vvell known as anti
Reds~ \vould hardl .. be suspect \Vith the American p ople. o, im
mediately after their \.Vashington disaster, they hauled the IPA 
out into public vie\v at a huge Rally at th vVilshire-Ebell Th atr , 
and loudly proclaimed that henceforth Holl wood vvould have its 
O\.vn <Cpolice forcen-that the NIP A \vould clean all Reds and Red 
activities out of the industry. 

But alack and alas their newly appointed Business 1Ianager 
spilled all their beans-in his eloquent speech he named a fe,v of 
the Reds to be driven out. Immediately there '\vas an uproar back 
stage-and consternation on stage. Hissing whisper of ushut up" 
and ·~don,t name an bodv .. reverberated in th auditorium. Th next 
morning the manager ~as fired and the other officers \V r In
formed that the IPA \vas to anasthetize the A1nerican peopl not 
alert them. 

It is hardly necessary to stress that a "Hous organ" like th 1 IPA 
could not be expected to do other than "protect" the industry. For 
example: th present President of MPA is on Roy Brewer. A on · 
time Stagehands Union Boss, he is now a chief Execut1v of 
-Allied Artists17

• That outfit produces and distributes films studded 
with Red Stars, Directors, Writers and supporting actors-l\1r. 
Brewer, no matter ho\v vehemently he proclaims Americnnisn1, 
would hardly blast any of his O\Vn company's films or Star· .... 

-17-



and by that token, he would not dare to cry uRed .. at the Stars, 
writers, directors of any qther Producer. 

That same condition applies to all officers of MPA present and 
past. Only tvvo men had the temerity to rebel against that ukase: 
Sam vVood and Jim icGuinness. Both were promptly deprived of 
their jobs-and literally hounded to death. In vie\v of that is a 
Roy Br wer, a John Wayne, a Ward Bond, or ny other iviPA 
official likely to step out of line? You tell me. 

Ho\v ver the sham of the l\tiPA \.Vas too obvious-anyv. ay to 
thos ~rho were present at that Wilshire-Ebell Theatre meeting. 
Talk led to action. Out of that action there emerged the ''Cinema 
Educational Guild". In 1948 we published "Red Treason in Holly
wood.. in '\vhich we revealed the full story of the Red Conspiracy 
in Holly'NOod-and named 300 of the top Red Stars, Directors, 
Writers and Producers. It created a sensation. Ed Sullh an . Y. 
Daily News Columnist, devoted one of his columns to it. Other 
nevvspapers all over the country reprinted his comments-and our 
printers could hardly keep up with the demand for that book. 

That was when the ADL jumped into the picture. They issued 
an order-a press blackout was clamped on CEG. vVe promptly 
created our own press in the form of a monthly publication kno,vn 
as the CEG t<Ne,vs-Bulletin~. 

At the same time '\eve took another step: '\Ve organized CCPick ting 
Committees" to picket the theatres sho\.ving Red filn1s or Red Stars. 
W e also issued a special six-page tract \vhich '"'as more or less a 
condensation of .. Red Treason in Hollywood". \Vithin a fe\v months 
more than two million copies of that Tract 'Vv'ere in circulation all 
over the country . . . . and the panic was really on. The Frederio 
tvlarche , Eddie Cantor John Garfield, Ed'"' ard G . Robinson. Orson 
Welles and many other Mosco\v-lo'\ ing Stars became "Poison-at-the
Box office". Receipts zoomed do'\vn in all th atr . sho\\·in such 
Stars. Theatre O'\vner all over th country b gan to rean1. That 
did it! The Moguls "advis d, th pois n-at-th -B x-Offi e tar 
to go to Ne\v York-or to Europe-until the h at tva ft. Th y 
stopped making brazen pro-Red and anti-A .. m rican fihns. They 
tabooed Red Fronts. Fund raising ralli s f r th R d Cau e "·er 
banned. The "Actors' Labn the most braz n -cho l f r on11nuni 111 

in all America, \vas closed. 

In short, Holly,vood frenzi dlv n1·1d a reat h \\' f ~·cl aning 
hou e'' .... but it came too lat .. During th n xt thr e y ars th 

ntire industry '\Vas in its gr atest d pr ssi n. £y ry 111 'nth hun
dreds of theatres closed their doors- \\ hi h n1 ant r du l r turns 
to the produc rs . The Studios start d an non1\" driYe---in H llt!-. ~ 
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u t < I. '"h~r the "or 1 .. l't onon1y" had n .\ er been heard not ev n 
in the 1 c ·~os. Salarit•s ~ f Ex cuti\ es directors \Vriters actors w re 
cut. ~ 1{ st of th s lush l ng-t ~nn contracts '" ~re cancelled. The 
St ck n1pani s y un~ a tors in training ) "er drasticallv re
du td-\v rkin-. n. ,,.s skt 1 "tonized. But all of that did not ;11ake 
u f\. r th ' lack f attendant at tl c: th atr ~. 

( f \.' ur t . tht intlnstr\· bh1n1ed it all on T ' levi ion--hut in th -
N rth\\·e:: t re~ n an<.Y \V·~shington , \vher th -·re \V r" no TV 
h~1nn b. l: t x-offi · re · it ts " ' r ju ' t as ba ] a · in th r •st of the

e untry. Th truth ,,·a · that th .A.rnerican people h ·td d cid<:: d to 
dri\'e th Reds off th ere n in th ir O\\ n "ay. As evid<:.nc , filn1s 
" ' ith kn ,,.n 1 yal tar ·. such ns 1 r ne Dunn~ Red Skelton , Bob 
H pe, Bing Cro ~by. Clark Gable \V re playing to capacity nudi-
nces. :\n I th excuses f the Produ · rs did not fool the bankers-

they tighten d up. It oon b catne difficult to finance productions. 
Even the giant of th indus try. ~~1 G 'I, \~1 arn r Brother ·. 20th 
Century Fox, Paran1ount, harply reJuced their output. 

By 1951 the situation ,,·as n1ore than just acute. It looked like 
th ·entire industry \vas headed for a big Bust. Important stock
holders \\ re askif!g embarras ing questions. Bank r '' ere hinting 
that chanO' s at the top might be the cure . Th ~'logul '' e r des
perat . So1nething had to be done to bring th A1nerican p ople 
back to the box-offices. The only \vay to accomplish that \va · by 
making them forget about .. the Reds in Holly,voocl '-but h c)\v? 

--------·--------
THEY TRY A NEW TRICK 

--------·--------
During the depression year the surest cure for anemia at the 

Box-office \vas a ··per onal appearance .. of a popular ·i'dovie Star. 
~·Iany l\·Iovie houses owed their survival to that lure. Even \vaning 
stars \Vere able to revive their dra \Ving povvers through p rsonal 
appearance tours. In 1951 Hollyvvood decided to try a n e \\ variation 
of the ''personal appearance". This time, in addition to app c ranees 
a t the tres the Star \vere to be honor guests at luncheon m ting 
of vVomen's Clubs Khvanis, Lion , Rotary Clubs, etc. In addition
and that u;a.s 1nost i1nportant-they were to ''butt r-up'' to nl l the 
local n e,vspaper columnists radio commentator , tc. And--under 
strict instructions, of course-the theme song of all those to tring 
Stars \vas to be: .. Communis1n has been cleaned out of Holly\·\ oocl". 
I stress that .. under instructions, of course" becau e I kno\.v a nunl
ber of Stars bitterly protested against that then1e ong. 

On the other hand, there vvere other Holly,vood personnlitie -
and they were those who screeched A1nericanism the loudest-\\ ho 
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jumped into the scheme with both feet. Two of the.:most shameless 
ones w ere Rona ld Reagan, the President of the Scree n Ac tors Guild, 
and the previously mentioned Roy Bre\ver. They trave led as a team 
and pouted the ir deceit on Radio, TV, and before every type of 
or 7 anization . Th e y didn't stop with the statement that Communism 
.. n I C n1muni t had b e n cleaned out of Ho1lywood-they assured 
th \ orld that ; .. TODAY EVEN THE FELLOW TRAVELER 
HAS DISAPPEARED FRO f THE HOLLYWOOD SCENEr~ Fol
lo\ving is a sample of Reagan's uspiel", published in Victor Riesel"s 

o lun1n on J u1y 27 1951: 

.. C o n11n uniS1n u ave rred M r . Reagan, ufailed in Hollywood because 
the overw h elming rnajority of the members of the Screen Actors 
Guild the Screen Write rs Guild, the Directors, guilds and the work
rrs in th e Hollywood studio craft unions are and always lwve been 
orJ posed to communism. They (the Reds) tried every trick in the 
baa but t h e actors, led by the Board of Directors of Screen Actors 
Guild . out-thought them and, out-fought them. \Ve fought them on 
record and off the record. We fought them in meetings and behind 
th e seen . Our red foes ev en went so far as to threaten to throw 
acid in the faces of myself and some other stars, so that we cneve,-4 
would appear on the scre~n again,. I packed a gun for some time 
and polic m en lived at my home to guard the kids. 

'" But that w as more than five years ago and those days are gone 
f or ever along w ith the d eluded red sympathizers and fellow trave l
e rs. T O D AY EVEN THE FELLOW TRAVELER HAS DIS.4P
PEAR E D FROM THE HOLLYWOOD SCEN E. , 

nf rtunate}y for OUr S\Vashbuckoing uheron a f \V \Veeks la ter 
the H ou U n-American Activities Committee d ecided to hold an
othe r f its Hollywood hearings. i\nd lo a nd b ehold scores of 
H oll \vood's top p ersonalities among them h eads of Studios ,,·hen 
asked the 64 dollar questions hastily sought refuge b ehind the Fifth 
Ame ndment. Others, r ealizing that the Committe had documentary 
evid e nc of their Commie activities-and f arin a the corlSe
q_uence_s-'~essed up . . . . . and named v irtually all thos u.'e hadl 
hsted zn R ed Treason tn H ollywooa -ntany still h old in d w n 
th e b st jobs on the v arious Hollywood L ot . e-

Th t of course, torp doed the Re agan-Br '' r a t. It also styn1ied 
all th o ther Holl_ \vood C(good-\vill amba sador ··-but onlv until 
th Y \ r give n a n '' tl1 m e song . Afte r tha t th v b a an to oint 
triumpha nt]y . to th ufrie~d)y \Vitnesse ,. \VhO h ad C' -op rated at 
~h C ongr ~s1onal Comm1tte h arings. ..Th '" r :· th y pro laiined, 

as th evtdenc that H ollyt ood t as o nz ph t l y ref )nncd:· 
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:\ 'tually. thcr' \YL'l'L ,n]y a s~·ant l z n f · fri 'n 11) \Vitn ·s s", 
and l ~· t' .1naly"is f thl'ir h.stinH n~· !-ih \VS that ~ 11 th ) lid \va ~ 
c nfinn and re- i lt ntify a11 r xin1ah: l) · 00 f th "' alr ady kn vn 
Rc:ds in thL industrv- thc\' revt. alt: l nothin f th n1achin r f 
th . n pir'l y: ~ll}tf tht. y ~1r fully a\' id l nanling th TOP fig.ur .;\ 
in H lly\\· - th )s \VIH "h icld d th Rt'ds. 

H)\\' " r. tht nt' ''' "th n1 s 11).( ,,. rk J. ~fan) oltunni , ts ·1nd 
ra i n1n1t. ntat rs .f II f r it-f ,II hard! Th y b g ·1n to r p at th 
''then1e s n~" in th ir arti le. -and .. publi I inion" graduall r -
pond d t it. l "·ly. but ~ u ly, th th 4 tr ~ b gan to fill up again. 

In 1 5 H 11\'\\'0 \\''lS ha k n its finan i ~ I f t-and 1954 i . 
BO ~·I y • r. · The ~I ogul ~ he a v d a d p ~igh of r lief-and th 
""eds are p rf ctin n '" tneth ds t mak th ere n ··carr on·· 
for them. as I ''ill r " .. 1 aft r I submit a . tnpl of the ''dang rous 
reporting'' that has brought it about. 

--------·--------
HOLLYWOOD'S CHIEF "CATSPAW" 

--------·--------
During the past thre ars Georg Sokol"sk) ha devot d quit 

a number of his columns to "Hollywood ... Som of them irtually 
echoed that amazing Reagan-Bre~ver lullaby: "Today, ven the 
Fellow Trav 1 r has disapp ar d from the Holly,vood seen . ' One 
of his most re nt item start d out as follo'\vs: 

"For two years Hollywood was surprisingly clear of Comrnunists. 
After motion pictures were boycotted and theatres picketed by 
patriotic organization to prev nt American nton y frotn fill ·ing the 
treasury of the C omntunt.St Party, a proaram was set up which aave 
the dupe or z.nnocent or even the Co1n11tunist who had changed his 
mind an opportunity to clear himself. About 300 persons connect d 
with the industry took advantage of this opportt•ntty to set thern
selves straight. Surprisinaly few of thes p rsons have bacJ slid. It 
was a good record of work done to help an industry in distress a·nd 
it must be said that the principal co1npanies cooperated in the pro-.. gram. 

Before I go on to my analy is of th abov I \¥ish to str s that 
I believe George Sokolsky to be one of our most abl r port rs. 
I '"'ill never take issue \vith his analy is of th China probl m--he 
spent many y ars in China and h knows that land as f w oth rs 
do. By th same token , l \¥ill not question his analy i f Conl
munism as a whole-his many years in Russia qualify him as an 
expert in that field. Likewise, he \-vrites exc llently and \-Visely about 
the political doings in Washin rton--h re, too, du to his p rsonal 
on-the-seen observations, he knows \vh r of he sp aks . 
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In short, except for his Hollywood ~·reporting"', he_ is generally 
a very sound journalist. But far more Important, h.e IS one o~ our 
1nost widely read columnists-a~d, because ?f h1s unquestioned 
integrity, the vast majority of h1s readers believe every word he 
prints. That is why it is so veiJ:' regrettab~e that he made such 
positive statements about a subJeCt of wh1ch he can have only 
cursory-or shall I say hearsay ?-know ledge. I have no doubt he 
believes to be true the statements he printed in that column. But 
to one '.-vho has lived in Hollywood and on Broadway more years 
than h e lived in Russia and China~ who knows his Holiywood fully 
as well as he knows his China, it is obvious that Brewer, Reagan, 
Ward Bond and other Hfriends, sold him Ha bill of goodsu. 

Let's take the first statement in that column-he would have been 
far more accurate had he said : HFor two years, Hollywood was 
surprisingly clear of Corr1.munist ACTIVITIES." More accurate-but 
by no means entirely sol They have been more cautious-they_ 
haven't piled it on as thickly as in the past, but analysis of various 
of the top Films of recent vintage reveals considerable subtle anti
American propaganda; for example: 1) In 4CHalls of Montezuma'"' 
a Nlarine officer is depicted as a gangster at heart who continually 
builds up a hatred of the Japanese, not on the ground of being a 
treacherous foe, but on .the basis of Race; and throughout the film 
General MaJCArthur is depicted as a flop; 2) In "Caine rvtutinyn 
they e1nphasized inefficiency and incompetence of American of
ficers; 3) Everything American was given similar treatment in 
"From Here to Eternity". 

The most amazing feature of the publicity campaigns issued by 
the producers on behalf of these films was that the Pentagon had 
approved of and co-operated in the making of them. When asked 
'"'·ho in the Pentagon ordered the approval and co-operation no
body knew . ... just as nobody in the Pentagon kno'.vs 'NVHO PRO
MOTED PERESS! 

The above are just a few cases picked at random. There are many 
more,-a glaring example being ••The Glass Wall", produced by 
Col urn hi a Pictures Corporation, and shown in our theatres through
out t~e latter part of 1953. That film viciously vilified everything 
~~en can a~d glorified the ··united N ations''-\vhich, in my book, 
IS JUSt a variant of propaganda for Communism. 

And just to evidence that I am not the only one in Holl)"vood 
~ho knows "what is going on, I quote from the January 21 195·-t 
Issue of the Hollywood Reporter'', film trade journal: 'Go, ~fan Gou 
(the? just r~le~s~d) ··is studded stem to stern w ith co1nmie-t ront 
credtts · And,.tt lSn t the onl'! £-!A ~ United Artists ) r lease so studded. 
More an~nl L~ter they slmtlanly named other filn1s and Lots. In 
another Issue tn the same month this film trade journal stated: 
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"S ·un1nlic ~cripll r ar · ·till sclliu t ' t ri s t o tl1 c n1ajors und r a -
"'UTncd Tuun c~ and a~cnt" hand/in~ th · d a/ -<Hlc.l th e studio."-ar 
fully a u:arc u:IH tlz authc. r arc ." And in th 1 t sumtne r of 1954, 
Le =- ~~ rtin1t:~r . sul ~tituting f r \~ alt r \\ in h t: II h ·1d this t sa \ : 
''L<"'tcr . ( lc (of th e ( nfricndly Ten" is in Europe penninu scri1jts 
f r .H llytco d tud i under ph ny 111 ui ·ke r --and th e auys buy
i1J~ th "'nl had 1 Lttcr b ,.!.in. tudyin tiln tahles b •cause all th ' dirty 
d eal" arc kn ten. ( ~I R:\DE .'' Lat r Augu t :..6, 1954 to b :-..act, 
the H lly,vo l Rt: p rt r carri l a front page str ame r-headlin : 
.. ,\'RITER 1~: ~I \ "E TO ST REDS." This am right aft r th 
C n gres i nal 1 g i lati n that o utla\\ 1 th Comn1unist Party. 
Significant ? 

H \\' Y r. if ''F r ftt-o y ars H o llywood has been surprisina/y 
clear f C 111nzuni t , . ... "h: the sudd n ne d ( in 1954 ) t ou ·t 
.. n n- xisting" Reds. But "··:tit! You ain't h ard nothin t! 

-------·-------
THE EDDIE CANTOR STORY 

--------·--------
In 19-!9 \Varner Brothers announced 'vith much fanfar tha t th v 

'vere about to produce .. The Eddie Cc: ntor Stor) "-indicating that 
here 'vas a ditty tha t \vas even more important than "The bra ham 
Lincoln Story ·. Shortly after that announc n1ent 've publi hed "Red 
Treason in Holly\vood" in ,vhich \ve documented Cantor R d Front 
activities. together \Vith a photostatic cop f a Rad1ogran1 ddress
ed to Sta lin and signed by that same Eddie Cantor and 18 o ther 
Stars in \vhich, in o many ' ords th ) pl d g d a ll gianc t tha t 
~.1lonster. The public furore that follovved caus cl \~1arner Brothers 
to h astil) a bandon the·Cantor 'epic, . But l and b ehold late in 1953 
it came b a ck to life .... it \vas produced amid enthusia. tic bally
hooing about the great .. humanitaria ni m " of the littl pop- yed 
Stalin lover. The fact that it died a quick death wh rev r tt \Va~· 
shO\\ n is beside the point that it was produced during th "ttco years 
(that ) H ollywood was surprisingly clear of Comrnunists:· 

--------·--------
WHO ARE THE 300 CONVERTS? 

·-- - --
According to 1r. Sokolsky. som e tim or o th r ·1ft r th R ] Con 

spiracy ' vas unmasked · . . . a progra1n was set up w hich ga u th e 
dupe or innocent or even the C ont~nuni t t ·h o had chana eel hi 111 incl 
an opportunity to cle r him e]f'. 

vVha t kind f a prog ram?- a nd \Vho s t it tp? J liv in Il oll v
wood-I am of Hollyvvood-I know eve ry nook and crann) of it.; I 
never heard of any such (legitimate) progra m. 
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Then rvir. Soko1sky went on to say: uAbout 300 persons connected 
tvith the industry took advantage of this opportunity to set them
selves straight. n 

Who are they? In ((Red Treason in Hollywood·· we listed ap
proximately 300. Appr<?.ximately ~h.e same 300 were named b y th~ 
few .. friendly witnesses -vvho testified bef~r~ the House Un-Anlen
can Activities Committee. vVere there addttional hundreds that we 
knew nothing about? Or does Mr. Sokolsky, on the advice of Roy 
Brew er and Ward Bond:l include in his 300 all those that ~vere 
named ? If so, h e must include Edward C. Robinson, Katherine Hep
burn Orson Welles, Jose Ferrer Frederic 1vlarch Eddie Cantor, 
L e wis ivlilestone, the HHollywood Ten", etc. , etc. If so let's see just 
how they use t themselves straight.'' 

----------·--------
"CONVERT" EDWARD G. ROBINSON 

----------·----------
Of course Eddie \vould scream if Sokolsky called him a convert. 

And he'd be right. Eddie is no convert. After his Red Front activi
tie s ~vere exposed--or, rather, after he was driven off the Screen---
he loudly wailed that he had been an innocent victim of un
scrupulous schemers. He insisted that it was the innate goodness in 
his noble h eart that had led him astray-tha t h e had b e en deluded 
into a b e lief that those Red Fronts, the entire DOZEN or more to 
which he lent his name and gave generous contributions ~vere 
philanthropic organizations. To p1·ove his innocence he voluntarily 
prese nted himself before the House U n-American Act:i"\ ities Com
mittee in Washington--at least, so his press agents reported-and 
laid all his caTds on the table .. . . he convince d the Committee that 
h e is such a trusting guy by nature that e v e n the prese nce of P aul 
Robeson at the Board meetings of the various uphilanthropic organi
zations'' on which he served never aroused his suspicions. And as a 
result-so his press agents reported-the Committee ga\ e him a 
c]ean bill of political health. Later it d e v e lope d tha t tl1at h earing 
had NOT been before the Committee at all. but b efore a couple 
of the Co~mittee's investigators . . . . it also de~ eloped that Robin
son had g1ven one of the investigators a tho usand d o llars----oh. as a 
loan, of ~ourse! .The loan ~vas n e v e r r paid-but, th n. a big h eart
e d guy ~1ke Rob1nso~ ~vou~? ha~~lly xp c t a po<?rly paid investigator 
to re tut n such a tr1fhng loan . An ~va y tha t hi sto rv . No. ~ ir ... 
Eddie Robinson is not a conve rt! · · · 

Jose F e rre r , John Garfie ld, Eddi Cantot". 7r g ry Pe k. Fr deri 
~'larch n11 sang the sa m song \vith \ a ria ti ns . J hn ·carfi ld v \Ve<:t 
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u ndt r ath. that tt his best r 11 tion h had n \ •r v ~n 111 t a 
.on1tnunist. J ( s~ Ft ITt r expr . s d arnazcn1 .nt "h "11 h "a told 

that his great frit'nd an l o-stnr, Paul Rob \son, is a Con11nunist . 
. -\nd s'"' on lL \Yll the: lin . '\n l it is n th str ngth of uch utt rly 
pr p st r u 'llibis that thos in .harg of · th pr gram'' tn ntion -'d 
by ~lr. kolsky ar " pening th gat s of Holly,vood to Commu
nLn1 ·1nd CL n1n1uni ~ts all v r a ain! . . . . n th str ngth of that 
an th ·· angt:r us r 1 rting'' f th b mu d but oth r\vi lo\ nl 
:\n1 ric·1n !umni ts, that during 1953 and th pr sent year-th 
.. ftc y ar H llyu; d u as surpri ingly clear of Con11nunists''-the 
~~ .... ul he' b n f ,. rishly ·pon oring .. com back ,, for ~~larch, 
Robins n. Cantor and th rs \vho had b en tried, proven guilty, 
and banish d fr m the Scr n b. the American people! But 
- ven that is not th . ,,·orst of th il that has resulted fr m the 
· dangerou r porting". Ev n ~lr. S kolsk) \vho has cond mn d in 
no unc rtain Ian uag uch film as "~Iission to ~'loscov,r' "Song of 
Ru i '" tc .. ,,·ill admit it \\hen he \viii r ad the following. 

-------·--------
AN ANTI-McCARTHY FILM 

--------·--------------
Shortl) after the \Vatkins Senate Committee was set up to do 

the job on Senator Jo .NlcCarthy that the Arm -tvlcCarthy hear
ings failed to do, our pipe lines inside the industry brought us < 

startling re port: although the cards \V re tack d to in sur n C en
sure the .. Enem " anticipate that it \¥ill b e no more eff ctive than 
an~ of the other schem s to destro) lcCarth). But h rnust be de
stroyed! Th question is HOW. Th L ft \.\ rng pres couldn't do 
it . . . radio couldn't do it . . . TV couldn t lo it. Ah! Th Sere n 
ha been a ver} eff c ti e ~vi edium. See ''ha t it did for lo covv vvith 
··i\rlis ion to ~Io CO\V -se vvhat it did to int n if racia l trif and 
animosities vvith "G ntl -1ne n s Agr m nt .'' P rhap a Filn1 ·o dd 
destroy ~fcCarth) But it \VOttld h av to b a v r subtl Filn . A 
dramatic attack o n ~I cCarth y would b too obviou -it "oul l 
bootnerang. But a Satue could do the trick-a Satir , poking hilnr
ious fun at the Washington cene-a Satire n ver attacking or v n 
touching ~ IcCarthy in person but depicting .. ~~ cCa1t·h yis111·· '\S the 

vil that is causing the disunit, of the American people and threat
enin 1 the very security of the nation . So a Fihn it i to be! 

This is not a rumor. I have read the script. In Hollywood vernacu
]ar, it is a po\verhouse. WJ"itten so craftily, so innoce ntly hun1e rous 
that even 1vlcCarthy's best fri ends \vould neve r suspect that it \vas 
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done with malice aforethought. The contemplated budget is FIVE 
~\'liLLI ON dollars-to be provided by a group in .I'!e\v York, whose 
one great objective .is to drive ivlcCarthy into obhvzon. 

W 11 done-and rest assured it will be w ell done- uch a film 
could b e te rrifically effective. Ridicule is more potent than smear. 
Any man, no matter how great he may be, who b ecomes a public 
tra v t), automatically b ecomes a .. dead duck" politica lly. C aser, 
stabb d in the back by a treacherous Brutus, evoked tears and 
e ulogi s- r I ussolini , strung up by his heels evoked jeers and 
raucous laughter. And this fihu , without even mentioning IcCarthy, 
can string him up by his heels. 

Their production plans are equally as crafty: there \Von't b e one 
··suspect" name in the cast or the production staff. It will be an 
··all-American" film-and so larded with laughs that the American 
people \vill accept it as sheer entertainment \Vith as little suspicion 
as they accepted .. Nlr. Smith Goes To vVashington .. or .. State of the 
Union". 

Only one thing will stop their going through \Vith the scheme: 
The tact that they have been ··betrayedu-that CEG \vill so 
publicize it as to make it boomerang and once again focus the 
attention of the American movie-goers on the Red Treason in Holl}
'\VOOd. 

However that does not minimize the fact that ··the programu 
mentioned by Sokolsky and the udangerous reporting .. of our other
'\vise loyal columnists are directly responsible for this rene \ved 
brewing of Red Treason in Hollywood. Nlr. Sokolsky did not identify 
the powers behind .. the program" he eulogized· so the follo,ving 
item published in the November 3, 1954, issue of •t>EOPLE · 
magazine has special significance: 

"So1ne 300 Hollywood personalities with alle aedly C o1n111unist 
front backgrounds have ~cleared, thernselves in the past tu; year 
in an unofficial, highly confidential operation conducted by colunln
ist GEORGE SOKOLSKY, ex-labor leader ROY BRE\VER. actor 
WARD BOND, and an American Legion past national connnande r 
1 A i\11 ES O,N El LL. Accused leftwing sympathizers writ a full ex
planation of their activities." 

So that's the \vay 300 notorious Reds and pro-R ds ha\ e .. s t 
thernselves straight'"!?! All the) had to do \vas \\rite a littl xplana 
tory letter to an .. unofficial'· Judge and Jury-set up by th ~JP:\ o n 
orders frorn tile Hollywood Hierarchy--..1.nd they received 'clear .. 
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an 't. •• an l blc.'ssing t l ~" ri~ht ba k t spinnin~ th ir '" bs of d c it 
and tr r\(: h<: ry and treas n. pnbli r port of hot th \ \\' r 
·· leared"-n" 1 ublication of th ir '\\ ritt -"\n t.:xplanntions,.. h , ~~·Jr. 

(. kobkv .. ! 

~ lr. k lsk\' is th\:' ()lunlnist '' ho tin1 an 1 a a in b rat d Roos -
v .lt for the Y~1lta st: cr cv .... h ha~ tin1 and a a in d nounc d 
.. s \.:rccy" of auy dt: isi I~S that aff t th 111 ri an p pi .... h 
h .. - tin1 an l again ried out in . t nt rian t n . that all matt r!' f 
in1portan t.. sh ul1 b t ld t th p ·opJ . H "rit a c lutnn for 
that urp ~e--ancl < nly for that purpose! Y t , h ha 1 nt his name 
his lun1n an l hi rr d offi s t th etting up of a SECRET ··un-

ffi ial" urt t grlnt · I ar .. n " and b lution to 300 p opl 
'vh n1 a ont!n ::: .. ~ional mmitt has d clar d to b n mi of 
th :\n1 ri ·an p pi . \1 r . kolsky ha b n v h m ntl) denouncing 
th r y ~hrouding th protnotion of P r ) t he has b n do
in~ th an1 thing ,,·ith r gard t th ·· I 'l.ranc ·· of 300 Jndivi
dua1 -m .. ny f '"h m n1a~ b guilt. of ' n great r trea on than 
P res ~ . A.nd ul oi::in::. th job in his oluntn. That is ' hat I rnean 
by ··nang r u r porting''. 

I don't kno'' \vhat an1azing tricks of I gerdemain Br vv r , \i\ ard 
Bond nd his oth r 1\IPA ... friends" emplo ed to hypnotize him into 
befouling hi oth r\vise cl an ne. t but \Ver I George Sokol k) I 
'\vould sp nd a f \\ hours in reappraising the entire situation-and 
then hurl om v ry har h que tion at the Holly\\ ood monk y \vho 
tricked m into catspa'' tng their Red chestnuts out of the fir . 

In the \vords of George Sokol k) ~vir. Sokolsk) , th Atn rican 
peopl ar entitled to the full truth about an) thin that cone rns 
them. This matter certainly concern them. In the tradition of 
Georae Sokol ky ~vir. Sokolsk) let's tell it to them-and off t , if 
possible the damag of the previous .. dangerous reporting ... 

The folio'' ing ne ds no xplanation: 

~'lr. Fulton L \VJS Jr. 
\Vashington D. C. 

Dear Ir. Le\\ is: 

Nov mber 9 1954 

In your broadcast last night you m ntion d th, t th atholic 
War Veterans deliver d a P tition bearing 250 000 si natur in pro
test again t the Senate C -nsur of Senator J s ph R. ~lcCarthy. I 
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should like to give you some further information about that Petition, 
\Vhich evidently was not brought to your attention. 

As Mr. Fred Stafford, of the Catholic War Veterans, can in
form ) ou, the «<Cinema Educational Guild,, worked very closely with 
his organization on that Petition. Not only did all our Guild mem
bers work on it, but many patriotic groups in various parts of the 
country '\Vith which we affiliate on any such project, also worked 
on it. Many of them printed their own forms and sent them on 
directly to their own Senators. Some had their own Committees 
bring them on to Washington. Thus, the signatures delivered by 
the Catholic War Veterans were only a part of the total. According 
to the records in our office, the actual total of signatures ran well 
over four million. 

All of our Guild members sent their Petitions directly to the 
Catholic vVar Veterans headquarters in New York. It is unfortunate 
that all of the patriotic groups working on it did not do like,vise 
and thus had the total of more than four million delivered in one 
block. 

Inasmuch as the anti-lVIcCarthyites gleefully blo"v up into 
huge proportions everything derogatory to him, I feel that it \vould 
be only fair to Joe to have the favorable facts kno'\vn about the 
reaction of the American people to a call in his behalf. At that you 
and I know that far more than four million true Americans \vould 
have signed that Petition had we been able to reach all of them. 
At least, lets give Joe the full benefit of the public opinion about 
him as expressed in that Petition. 

I am sure you will have no difficulty in checking m) state
ment about the other patriotic groups. Mrs. vVestem~ of Pasadena, 
California, representing just one such group, left for \Vashington 
last Saturday, carrying '\Vith her volumes of Petitions \Vith 1viA.NY 
thousands of signatures . 

.Niay I suggest that you relay this information to the .o\.meri
can people in one of your forthcoming broadcasts? 

Faithfull) ) ours 

~1. yron C. Fagan 

NICF/G 
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