8/1/70

Dear Juridn,

There 1is a common denominetor among 811 you nuts snd those of you who

ere exbeemists who engege in the self-deception of celling yourselves conservatives,

wbich is an honorable thing you are not. You ell evoid fect snd reality, you sell
twist, =nd expept rstional people to eccept your corruptions es the reality.

It is & futility to attempt to resson with e msn whose dishonesty is
ng & praent ss yours, whose every effort is the deforming of fect thet thereby, in
hie bemused Mind becomes fect.

I respond for s sfimple reeson: to note that yours endless defameticn
thet is, without your epparsnt ewareness of 1t, 8 cmnsiderable self-defamstion
end self characterizetion, is not resonsive %o wiat I asccurately told you.

Tue point sbout the Lhearings, plural, is thet the Committe atdan't
dere print them, for they are quéate contrsry to the lies they relessed end-
could dere release only because the legislutiw Process, no metter how sheed,
np matter how dlshonestly miensndled, is immune, end tuere cen be no suit Tiled
by the viectims of théesemen who disgrsce their stetion 2nd responsibilities. This
meens, i1f you nave a fraction of tie knowledge you should have to write sndi offer
opinionz on the subjeet, that they csnnot be sued and those quoting them wW th eny
semblence of wecuracy slso eennot be sueds

Consistent with your inebility %o understsnd simple Enclish in any
form, you cannot comprehend it on the cover of & public documenty®. Whet you
enclosed 1s not the "title end credit line poge of encther hesring" but of
& revort. That jezz about not being sble t¢ tell me where you got it is snnther
tyrical stupidity, for thers is nothing secret sbout it. Thst committees held no
secret hearings, hed no unpublished trenscripts. As the editor I did 811 I could
to get thnese public documente inte every librery snd institution wuere toey ecould
be svailable to those wic might went tuLem. Every opje who esked it got free coples.
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HENRY P. DURKIN - Box 1537 - FDR Station- New York NY 10022

July 30, 1970

Mr, Harold Weisberg
Route 7
Frederick, MD, 21701

Dear Harold:

Sorry to be so long in replying to your letter of July 17, but it didn't get to me as
quickly as it should, You see, you got the box number wrong on the envelope, mis-
spelled my first name, and goofed on the zip code. Why should people trust you
with the facts about the assassination, when you can't even get an address right?

Anyway, your letter was hilarious. I laughed and laughed and laughed, You should
get some kind of award for being a master as the art of incomprehensible sentences.

How clever of you to demand that I go back to the original source--the hearings in
1940. As you point out, the committee didn't print the transcript of the executive
session and for that reason it is impossible to get the original documents. You don't
even have them! Further, to disclose the contents of an executive session without
the proper permission is a violation of federal law, Even if I had the transcript, I
couldn't do anything with it--that would be illegal and you wouldn't want me to do
anything illegal, would you? No, I can't say that--you probably would,

Anyway, not having the transecript, I relied upon the San Francisco papers for the
information. If they are in error, why didn't you sue them at the time? Why didn't you
sue the New York Times, too? They carried the stories on January 31, 1940 (page 10)

and February 1, 1940 (pages 7 and 10). Go look it up--why should I send you the clippings?
To quote your letter of July 6, 1970, paragraph 4: "You have the gall to ask me for

what I worked so long and hard to get, at such great cost -and for free ?{emphasis in the
original),

I am, however, out of the goodness of my heart, enclosing a copy of the title and
credit line page of another hearing--this one from 1939, No, I can't tell you where

I got it, Maybe it came from the CIA, maybe from the KGB, mafbe from Mad Magazine,
No love, no kisses, /. )



; g A ] Fb el et e e e B PR Tt g i 1 e o g
9
RN
W
: % 1 .
! \\s ; i g 7(‘.1}:;‘ ggxifrnrzss} _ SENATE {HEF{'T:T‘\QO- 0
J.- VIOLATIONS OF FREE SPEECH AND
»
i RIGHTS OF LABOR
b i Lk ‘OF THE
: A 'L COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR
__ ! ? PURSUANT TO
R Al 7
i . ) . S. Res. 266
. 2 A (74th Congress)
f_ A RESOLUTION TO INVESTIGATE VIOLATIONS OF THE
i i s [ RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH AND ASSEMBLY AND
i 4 INTERFERENCE WITIH THE RIGHT OF
; t LABOR TO ORGANIZE AND BAR-
! g GAIN COLLECTIVELY
i t -
H L &
i 1
' !
{ !
H i
i !
| !
4 INDUSTRIAL MUNITIONS
: r
f; i UNITED STATES
; GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
WASHINGTON : 1939 ¥
4 : L | ]
k i
A
§ ]
'.«i il o - - - ~
{



COMMITTEE ﬁ}" EDUCATION AND LAROR
FLRERT D, THOMAS, Utahy Chairman

DA\FID . WALSIL, Massachusetts WILLIAM F. RORATL, hiahn
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SUBCOMMITTEE ON dpxave Resorvriox 266

ROBERT M. LA FOLLETTE, Ju., Witconsin, Chairman
ELBERT D, THUMAS, Utah :
LOUIS MURPIY, of Town, Wiz 8 member of the subcommitiee until his denth on July 6, 1934

Honert WORLFORTH, Serretory
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DANIEL F. MARGULIES, Crnnxel
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7/17/%0
Dear Duridn,

lMore even then tae irraticne!ities and fictions tuat for your are
"waiting"”, wvour lsttere persuede me ihat any sttempt to reason with you wuld
be less meeningful than ferting into a hurrisone. There, Enowing in sdvence thst
this letter nas no peseibility of meicing the blind sae, I write it for & final
record of your dishonesty.

You are of a» new school tuat so elow persusdes iteelfix tiet, confronted
wito fact, fact is irrelevant if it conflicts witih tiae pnliticsl preconceptions
without wiiech you neve mo orientetion. Vast i= not &s you wani it to e you me rely
2y It is, tuereby ssatisfying yourself end tiose doceived wien your words are
srread, for the most part those snxious to te deceived eo thet tuelr identicel
preconceptions esn ba smoothed snd comforted.

Annther chsracteristic ies tie pretense thet sny vilification i8 fime edd
proper if 1t 1s couched in werde sired by those cepsble of considering them some-
aow nther thsn vile beccuse in self-conce ¢ taey were not shouted. You lle anl =cuse
me of a2 crime snd thet, %o you, inth wrde »f your own letter, is otuer then xtwiew
"yicious", mot of the "gutter”.

You deceive yourself, not me, im seyinz "I sm just &s much intercsted
g8 you sre in finding out tie THUTE bekind te esssssinsticns...” Your writing,
especially the erticle in cuestion, belies tunis. So doep your record, lou do neught
byt parrot & d rebash, neiiber bteing by even sc twisted & stendsrd as yours &
seerch, Truth you would not recognize in sny event e csuse you culéd not 1liwe witn it,

Yeu lie shemefully in pretending tbe lsngusge you quote from tie Cen © fen-

ciseo Exeminer is thet of your Combat article. But why tbke weet-cosst source, the one’

carefully plented by officisl propsgsnddsts beginring tle end of 1966, when the
peme affsir i: rerorted im prpers more mccesesitle t2 you? 4nd why, slnca you pretend
the diligencs to consult originel sources, do you not gmote ths Lesrings retier
then one where's misrepresentstion 2nd another? mtainnm' Coulnd't te tecsuse the
besarings do mot contsin whet you went to =yt They dar't, you know, snd tuey were,
for tust resson, not printed by the Committes,

low you wrote me in sdvance end knew the truth, I trusted your represents-
tion of yourself zs & men of honor, yet in thiz effluence $but for you =nd that toils
tigsue Combet pesses for writing vou didr't even ssy I said whet sou Intended saying
ell 2long is felse, &5 the most dispreuteble hack zensrslly bas the decency %o do,
if only =¢ he can pret'nd to Limeelf to Lave self-respect,

Yere you ix eny sense a weiter, if you hed eny kuow edge T the
receuirmente eg well &s the problems end treditions of = once-Doncrable creft,
you'd knmow tust accurste quotation of “ongressionsl 1libel is imrume to sult for
Congreee is imune. The committee lied; the ERaminer printed the lie on the way
most apresling to you, end you embroidered on that, As I told you, ifeayne was con-
victed on two counte mnd st the time he executed the forgery he was in the pey of
the un*Americens, They got him out of serving time, =l1za metter of court record,
Which gets us beck to tae beginning, tuls 18 no gond for you when your wild desires
end irratiobelities %ist you went to be sccepted sz fact sre in conflict W th redlity

You are endlessly shemeless, never stop trying to meke of yoursslf what
you sre not, cemnot be anl opuldn't  if you could. So you slleged your own
oprosition to officiel supcression. Hp doubt this eccounts for your votel public
ellence onnthe score? Or your complete fellure to-in eny way try eml end it, in
ney menner try end bring the suppressed to publie sttantion? Telz is chesp, fink,
esnaciallv vours,
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So thst you Will mot come back witu More of tust horseshit you
tz1k yourself into believing, let me chsllengs you, you snd tost grest, big,
hoble, dediceted, 100% ‘mericer lonzing for the truth of tie sssessinstions snd
tust encrmous Jdeteetatic. of offieial suppression to which you ley cleim:

Co get 1t, baty (no figure of speeech, but recongition of ywur mert al
sge and literery standing)! Did out tbe hidden 24rt! Angmof course, send it %o
everyone unnble to do 1f for himself.

Beby, weuld you kmw where uhmmtx to begin, or wiast to lo~k for, of
whom to meks whst recuest end in what menner?

Telk, Durkdn, baby telk - gside from the most sincere evil em the
rottenest dishonesty, this is ell vou are.

But in one eree I do you en injustice in mersly seying you usve incrddnete
gell in demending free wast it cost me eo much for se long to get for my= elf. That
isibardly gall alone. It is the most profound detachment frorm ibe cepatilist or
"free enterprize™ system. Yop kéve to be some kinéd of secret red or Merxist hiding
in redical-right Hispers to tlg mmd dany mc my own litersry end projerty righte,
which 1= ewectly wuet you do. You demand thst I give you whot 1 mine ( 4f ywu have
snything te give you de not offer it, snd o uld you?). And if I d- not glwe 1t to
you, vou continue to insiet free, I am "eppressing". Thot I hsve weltten e book
of more then & third of & million worde, with an ap endix in iiself tha length of
en ordinary bonk 1a immeterisl. If you cennot steal from me, then I sm "sup reschng”,

Being =5 incompetent es you ere is no crime. Lscidng es you do in the
roet elementsl understending is sowething for which you é&anrot e Leli to account,
for you nsither sired nor birthed yourself and you can hsve only whst %ie ungenerous
CGod saw fi¥ to let ou have, Bud lying, menufecturing snd thet most un-Ame ricen of
un-‘!merdieanisms, not belleving in or respecting property rights snd trying to
steal or bludgesn the property cf others, for these there is no excuse.

‘hisxsttitude towerd privets property tells we a1 1 necd know sbout
you- you heva tc bé some klnd of cubsersivex agent who hss penetrsted the right
extreme Yor zome And of red o.tfit, for yours is tue "commnist™ atiitude, ons
of no prepsrty rizhts.

I will reepond no further, heving nothing to do thst ir not more of pni-
ficunt then eny interssurse with you. Bazides, 4 rina cbengling diapers unpleceunt,
no less so wlen the mobth servee ae & second ensl orifice, ss with you it éoces,

Sincerely,

Frobetly s complete weste of time, but this eick

fascist hes o dressing-down eaning snd it wula

bs just as good if he found e different kind of  aapeld Felsberg
ehit to get intc the resctionery journals,



Henry P. Durkin----- P, O, Box 1537====~ FDR Station----- New York, N.Y. 100189

July 13, 1970

Mr. Harold Weisberg
Route 7
Frederick, Md, 21701

Dear Mr, Weisberg:

1 was very astonished to receive your letter of July 6th, I never expected
you would reply in that tone!

I know that we could never agree on the aspects of the Kennedy assassination,
but is that a reason for you to vituperative? Must you use such language?

I have always tried to be polite in writing to you and I will continue to be
polite in this letter and in any subsequent ones which may come about,

I will never stoop into the gutter of vicious name calling. I had hoped that
you would be of reasonable mind in replying to my letter of July 2nd. I
am sorry that you disappointed me,

Whatever our political differences may be, I am just as much interested
as you are in finding out the TRUTH behind the assassinations of JFK,
MKL, and RFK, That's shy I thought you could help me get a set of the
documents in the James Earl Ray case,

I'm just as much against governmental suppression of facts as you are,
And if the government suppressed copies of the Ray documents, then that
is to be deplored, If you were able to get hold of most of the copies that
were distributed by the Justice Department, then you are suppressing
the documents and that is also to be deplored!

As for my slandering and libeling you in Combat, where did I do that?
I took my information from the San Francisco Examiner of February 23, 1940:
""Harold Weisberg. ..admitted to the Dies committee that he had paid $105

to David D. Mayne for forged documents used in the abortive attempt by
Representative Fbok, Democrat of Michigan, to 'smear' the Dies Committee, '

If that is libelous, then why did you not sue the Examiner and the New ¥rk
Times, /which arriff a similar story?
7

H"enry P. Durkin



