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Famed criminal lawyer Percy.
Foreman, who has saved so0:
many clients from jail or worse,!
is now himself the target of a;
federal grand jury invemzn-
tion.

A grand jury in Dallas is loc"
ing into charges that he re-
ceived $100,000 to obstruct jus-
tice in a Texas buumg case. Ac-
cording to evidence in the case,
he was supposed to eontml"
potential witnesses against the
billionaire brothers, Bunker
and Herbert Hunt. -

In previous columns, we have
reported how a feud over the
fabulous fortune of the eccen-
tric Texas oil tycoon, H. L. Hunt,
led to a botched wiretap job in
1970. To avoid implication in the
scandal, the old man’s sons,
Bunker and Herbert, frantically

gan evasive maneuvers.

- They turned to Percy Fore-
an, whose celebrated clients

E range from James Earl Ray, the!

= onvicted assassin of Dr. Martin:

= Luther King Jr., haboctoflo-
ﬁi cial butterflies. !
Bumker Hunt wanted !‘oreo;

man to represent the wiretap-'
pers who were potentially the.
most dangerous witnesses.
against the Hunts, according to
the evidence be{ore the grand|
fury. = |

As an intermediary, Bunker
used a wealthy friend and busi-
nessmen, Ed Hudson, who kept
detailed notes on his talks with

both Hunt and Forem ut
one BT YAE 'irehmy.—?on.

A 2mam . o

ByJ.cundem l

!ﬂb“ﬂm!ud-
Bm Tade off with the
aotes. i

They have now been turned
gver to the grand jury, and we
;have obtained copies. They re-
veal that “Bunker Hunt called
@udson) from London” early in
January, 1972, and confirmed

\ that Hudson was to “go ahead

£ with Foreman on $50,000 fee.”.

'.' Describing his talks with the |
celebrated lawyer, | udson :
td thit “Foreman will direct '

»all srategy and guarantee Kelly

*’vill not testify before grand
Jury.” So sure was Foreman of
‘success, wrote Hudson, that the
‘tawyer “will return fee” if Kelly
;Ind to testify.

Foreman was reta!ned to:ep-
sent not oaly Kelly but two more
‘of the wiretappers, W. J. Everett
and Patrick. McCann. Bunker

suthorized another $75,-

" retainer, but Foreman

to take on the other two

nts for aso,ooo. mrdmg to
 notes. .

1‘!:. purpue for glviu Fore—
the $100,000 is stated with
candor by Hudson. It was
o “control” the potential wit-
nesses against the Hunts and
*to avoid indictment of Bunher
udBe‘rbert"

As recounted im Budson's
Zotes, Foreman sought to keep
His clieats off the witness stand

" “Everett will take Foreman's
idance eompletely” wrote
son. “He will not keep ap-
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Attorney). Everett will not give
info~totmeD. A.“SF Y8 grand
jury except in return for com-'
plete immunity which Foreman
feels sure D. A. cannot or will.
not grant.” : ’ |
To cover Foreman's fee, the
notes indicate, Bunker signed a
$100,000 I0U to Hudson. About
e same time, Hudson with-
drew two $50,000 “bearer”
checks from his account Fore-
man gave him two receipts for
$50,000, one on the same day the
check was dated, the other two
days after the check date. .
We have obtained copies of
the checks and receipts, which
re in the grand jury’s hands.
In case Foreman's magic
ailed, the three wiretappers
so were offered “hush money”
hile they were in jail so long
s they didn’t betray the Hunts.
elly testified he was promised
1250 a month while in jail,
“providing I did nottalk ™
‘McCann said he was offered
ithe same deal, and Everett;
claimed he was promised $300 2
month after he gave his assur-
ance he “didn't plan on vooper-
ating with the government.”
Although the “hush money”
was never paid, according to the
‘lzstimony, the legal fees for the

wiretappers were picked up by

the Hunts. i
Other testimony alleges even'
darker elements to the cover-,
up. Foreman “indicated,” swore i
Kelly, “that we should avoid tes—;
tifying at all costs, that the‘
Hunts were treacherous people '
and would stop at nothing to

pr;*m.kom testifying —e
| _When Kelly insisted upon tes-

oreman__‘3lisgedly
warned him: “Kelly, you are a

[unt-hired . atto

felt like it would be financial
suicide, if not other suicide, i#f 1
ified against the Runts ™

end, all three wiretappers
were convicted.

As we previously reported,
unker got help from Senate Ju-
diciary Chairman James O.
(Eastland (D-Miss.) in his back-
stage effort to avoid indictment.

$3$60,000 payoff,” which the sena-
denies. - .

In any event, both Bunker and
Herbert were indicted on wire-
pping charges in 1973.

Hunt, Fofeman, Hudson and
eir alliés all emphatically
thave denied wrongdoing. While
Foreman did mot return our
Jealls, he previously has been

prevent Kelly from i
A spokesman for Hunt said

i
!

:§ The Justice” Department has
‘{said only that Bunker Hust,
Foreman, Hudson, and others
are “the subject of the grand
jury’s investigation . . . of ob-




