1/28/73
Uear rFeul,
I am into so much too mueh and an attempt:‘-".ng to cope with so many not usuzl problens
my lesory is no longer always clear. So, I don t remember the fuestions in the latter to

which vou respond 1/15. However, the cnclosures you de uot exagperste! lepending on your
interest or intevests, perhaps I cen be helpful to you, es I'll explain,

Pirst two things I donlt want to forget. You ask "Can you finc anything out about
the Hirsehkop-tunt relationship? If I can learn more tomorrow when 1 see a lawyer who
kmows Hirschikop it will be enclosed. If I do not enclose anything e¢lse, 1 would not
expect to learn anything more but if I do I'll send it. So, I won't mail this until after
this meoting, And then I vemember you had an intereste in “eorge deliohremschildt. 1 pave
_you yearc ago &ll the declassified FBI material on him in the Werren Commission files. A
few more pages have been declassified and I have them if you want copiese 1 heve been
intending to write you about this so = carbon of my last letier may be with those pages.

It dis wy understending tuat Hirschkop representec the lunt brothers in the federsl
case against them, thoe case where my iew York Times clipping on it suffered a mysterious
disappearsnoe iu the wail when I sent it to & {rdend, Here is how I lmov bout hlm and
thems

I went to sec him twics $o0 see il he woulid handle an unususl case for me where I
thoughs it would interest hin bucausc of the kinds of oases oo handled for the aClU, I
first wrote him about this 2/23/73. He responded 3/1/73, when my letter todkfive days to
travel 50 milos to his office, that he was leaving for Japan the following morning and
asked that I recontect him after 3/14/73. I write hin the 15the In hie reply @f the Zoth.
he seid, among other things, thut he was “about to depart for Texms on & rather serious
felony case which may take some time,” He also asied for some papers in one of my Freedom
of Information luw suitse. 1 sont theam with my letier of 3/30. On april 18, whether or mot
ineluding this ‘vxas case, he sald "I am presently overeommitted in the number of matters
I am handling” so he could not take the case I asked him to take although “it would appear
that you have a meritorious claim,"” Uo the 25th he referred we to the aClU in Hew York om
this cases. Thercalter he repeated thit he was too busy, "l an swemped with work."

is of now 1 do not know if he told me this Yewms felony case wrs that of the Hunts or
gnother lawyer or lawyers did, but I knew before the enclosed Nicholas van Hoffmen column
from the Washingbson rYost. 1'm sorry 1 forgot to dute it. Helatively recent, though. I also
have the impression for which i do not recsll the baeis that he took this case for the money,
because sll the pro bono work he had - and it wes considerable and extremely time-consuming-
required that he make some money, However the Bunts reached nim, thoy picked the right guy
because he iz able and feurless. & number of efforts have been made to get him because of
the vigor of his defenses of uspopuler cliemtm, And he has had experience on the other side
of the imsues in that esase, so he knows something about lav and practies, He was on the
same side as usual with his client, defgnding egeinst the govermment, (If the government
was not anxious to win the case - I don't know the outcome - they might heve had him
recormded to the “unts.Pnless the unde®ed clipning you send on the government's Lubbook
sppeal is the last word, on widch cmse I assume it is not yet over.)

The clipping on Ray Veughn's suit agsinst Executive sotion interests me. There is no
love between lene and we. I'm surprised to seec Fenn Jones included a8 "co-muthor"becuuse
he wasn't and two others were: s wiexio named Frued, who co-authored the beok cné & script
that could not be used; and one of the ablest writers in generations, Daltomn rumbo, who
did the fimsl seript. A number of other parte of this story mystify me. For exauple, who
are the producers not included, Hational “emeral did not msie the film, Anyway, if you have
any interest in this, I think I can be of considerable help, perhaps be the difference
between winning and losing. But while Penn and I don't get along nov because he believes
me some kind of federal agemt{and I think on this suBject he has flipped), 1 would mot éo
anything to hurt him. There is & i
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have reason to remcmber some of it.

The cowplaint against Foreman, Hudson, Bunker and Shank is something I kno« I
mteﬁ.ﬂmh.!invlmmyoulmnanintemt.Ialmmnignsofaﬁnt—-mtu
investigation!

One of my interests in Foreman has been because of another case in which he did the
exagt sowe thing, sold a elicnt ouls And by preciscly the means specified in the come
plaint. It could not be a closer duplication! I also have enough and can get more on still
ahother cuse and I have lezds on severzl otherse

1 did a fairly extensive investization of part of that. iy resources were very
Limited. liowever, I do have not fewer than four viinesses on tape on what Foreman did pnd
how he did ite More, let me count them. At loa .t Tive. Ho clandestine tapes, either,
4pd an abundance of substantiating records, (ue is of Foreman under oath saying he charges
$250.00 an hour. He took a fee of $1,000 enly in tiis kind of case? At $250 en hour?

I've got this much on the 0ld windbag who ic & disgrace to the law’ he flew to “ew
York City for some free TV publicity emd fled the studio when he learned, while s make-
up was being on, that he would confront me. There was an empty chadr for him snc . have the
tape .of the ahow from the station plus other things, including the bighiight of the
confrontation in the Mew York Tiwes' TV listings. You kmew old Fercy dose not believe 1
am the better debater! You can get a glimner from Frame-Up. if you donlt have it lct me
imgw and I*1l send you & copy. I now have all the remaining copies.it is unlik.ly that
any Jalime store still has any. 4nd where I quote the pupers, L also have all the court
records plus others $he papers did not use. I wrote before I got the records and 1 had
reasone for net changing the citations. What thet old bastard t0ld the Judge 1% is impos~
eible 0 believe any lavyer would rislk, th: lies were that big.

If there ar: any othor papers in this case, 1'd apyreciate copies.

In oue ol the Foremmn cases he put an inmooent rum, hic own client, awuay in a
heroing case, thus exoulpating the guilty. Vhen later couusel solved the crime, thea IJ
was 80 without interest it failed to wnswer successor sl counsel's 1-ttery which I
have. Justice insisted preing the imocunt man to trial all over again when thare
was a reversal, le but he walked, and that ended it so far a Hitchell, Mleine
dienst and your old Vexas boy ¥ill Wileon were concerned. No prosseution of the iafia boys.
S, you know whose money I think Percy took. Desides his client's,

In a “hicago case he puv his umob client's wife on tho stand, soucthing the prosecution
could uot do, and thet guy also got salted svay.

Recently foreman hue been in th- news sgain over soie gany papers Juims -arl Ray
filed pro se. If your friends or you have say olipsdugs or tepes of what he then swdd,
I tidnk 1 can show how they esn be used in Hudson's suite It is apparent from thosc few
that 1 have that he double-crossed lids client wmud gsve the fufo to the prosecution, which
gawe hin the resulta of its jnvestigation.

So, let me kmow if I can help.

bgst resgris,



