Dear £hil, 7/11/85

The enclosed carbon of my today's letter to Jimmy Day is for your information
only. He has a spurce of bad information and there is reason to be suspdkious aboutb
thﬁFBImul’clmDBSO‘boHotal.Immtlﬂln‘botxwwrecn]lwlntlwillmttenhim
pecause if I prompt hn there is no usefulness in what he then says.

I yas interruptod vhen I was writing hin about thobar and forf to ask hin
about Porcy Foreman's death, of which I was not aware. The last I heard Forcman was
under a federal indictment for selling out a client, Yon Kelly, who was used by
a.dn'hactl.veWwoﬂdngfm'tmlhmtmﬂminm;mdmtcw@wmme@n
mm-lmmmmmmmmtmnmmomm-@dt. So,
I am inclined to suspect that the Hunt brothers used thelr wealth and influence,
besides a talented lawyer L've forgotten the name of Kelly's lawyer, who gave me a
Sammonite attache case in “emplis. Jim probably rememclrs it, and I think that he, too,
may have been boughts ee«Can you seo parallels? ‘

Jﬂinmp@dﬂwﬂmamJ%tIfﬂediutheﬂeMdﬁmm
asmymmh»mymtmﬁam%mmﬁmgmﬁmﬂsﬂmmthbammhfwmm
mamw&mtmmmmwcm&mmmammmhtohnw
it done and collated commercially. About 38 pp of Motion and 22 of exgibitss Our circuse
stme]dﬂmtadawmiﬂmaotﬂmrw@ldraﬂ.agamehddmftidﬂmtI
had to £ile. However, I loaned ny copy to a fibend ix who is an authentic menesmn
conservative rather than a right-wing nkt, a caveer liavy man, and khen he retwrned it
todwhospdﬂemllofitamfowﬂmmmmmumemtm.'ﬂﬂ.n:l.scmed‘w
worries when I an limited to a corrected draft, from confabulation in particulare
Ifyuudomthmitbytlmmdoﬂ?mxtmk.plaasemﬁ@mofm.a.nitiamu'
postagnbunmqolosntosmnndmdiﬂuboutz.mlm@aofmIhavano
reason to bolieve that any of the press coples will lead to a story, but if there is
a stoxy, that may start something. I wish I knew someone on the Boston Globe. They
mght pet interested. I lmow they had Ben “radlee’s son woridng on souething to do
wiﬁﬂn%mimﬁmmﬂmm-&ﬁwﬁxdulpdhhmhcmhdoit.

A paper like thoe Globe + be more likely to get interested if it finds out after
papers like the Post and limes have not done naything. (One of the real probloms

'1sthatﬂnmpowtmdomtmumhmdmy1mthmﬂwhawmto
and those to whom I've sent coples anticipate o negntive resctiénx from their deskss)

Ithhﬁwithnwmtarﬂgoodninbmbutlﬂmkﬂmmlmiﬁﬂmtm
feared doing what I did, and if he was afraid, he has good reason for ity He had
medtompmmtmmap;mﬁm&?mﬂdmm?ﬁ-ﬂafmﬁwmlﬂmoﬁm
m.muummmmmmmsmmmmmmmmm.
Ho vead mo what he filed, enclosed, and I agreod. It is not in anyfway rojudicial.
I've pent him o copy, of course, but he won't see it untdl he gets back to DC next
months 1h'galmadytoldmﬁmtiflnaodhﬂ.p:ﬁ"ber1filetlﬁs!:oeull}ﬂ.m, which
iz quite fair.IdidnﬂtankHﬂ.l’lﬂdfmﬂ. Wihich is ndce of him. Jinm also saw nothing
until I mailed him a Copy with the other coples, Mo can't get it wotil today or
tomorrowe He may have some ideas. and what, if anything, cventuates ve'll now coon
cnoughf, Heamsihile, the C4vil Division has otill another new lawyex on the cadcte I hope
she is not shcok-proof!

Best,



