Rosen to Deloach Hemorandum
RE: HURKIN

ACTION:

1. It is recommended that BAC, Frank V. Hitt,
Atlants, be instructed to prepare an affidavit and furnish
it to the Criminal Courti of Shelby County, Tennveses,
refuting this aliegation in order that the rocord may be
et straight.

2. BSAC, Memphiz will be instructed to sdvise
Tennessee State Prosecutor of action being taken regarding
this allegation.
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Nay 1, 1970
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION .

ASSASSINATION OF :
_ MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.
' CIVIL RIGHTS

XX (G)EJM/rit

i

;éj NOTE: Enclosed is an affidavit being tiled 1n the Crininal
g . A Court of Shelby COunty, Tenn.,

!
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4/28/70

AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P)
SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re your airtel 4/21/70.

Enclosed are 2 copies of an affidavit prepared and
signed by the SAC, Memphis, refuting the allegations set forth
in JERRY RAY's affidavit. The original will be furnished -to the
Clerk of the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, on
5/8/70, UACB.

2) - Bureau (Enc, 1)
- Memphis

JCH:3jap

3)
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Menphis, Tenneszeo
April 28, 1970
. _y
I, ROBERT G, JENSEN, Special Agent in Charge of
the Memphis Office or the Federal Bg;eau of Investigation,
being dgly sworn, do hereby make the fbllowing frce and
volunta%y statenent to CLIFTON O, HALTER, Assistant Special
Agent ié Charge of the Mémphis Office of the Federal Burecau
+ of Investigation, regarding allegations made by JERRY RAY
in an aéf;dayit'filed Ap?il,ls, 1g70, iﬁ the Crimina} Court
of Shelby County,,Tbnnessee,,which affidavit is part of a
Potition For Post Conviction Relieg 2iled April 13, 1970,
Styled, "JAMES PARL Ray, Petitioner, vs. State 02 Tennesseo
‘and LEWIS TOLLETT, Warden of State Penitentiary at Petros,

Ebnnessee, Defendantg,

JERRY RAY has alleged in his affidav;t that during
the perioaq that PERCY FOREMAN was the attorney representing

the Petitioner JAMES EARL RAY that “the Prosécution and/or
the F.B,1, wasg bribing witnesses, specificaliy'a ran by the
‘pame of STEVENS who the prosecution was bribing by offering
. hin a larée Sun of noney ag glreward."ﬂ _
As tho Speéial.Agent7in Charge of the Menphis

Office during the perioad of the investigation of the murder
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of br. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., and as the person divectly
responsible for the overall. uupervisxon of this 1nvestigaoion,
'I ann fully qualified fo and do state that«at no time did the
Fed?ral Burcau of Investigation ox any of its Special Agoents
or other cnployees offexr a Bribe or a revard to any witness‘
in this investigation.

% It is presumed that the witness STEVENS nmentioned
in JERRY RAY's affiaavit is CEBARLES QUITLAN STEPHEHS, who
was a!tenant in the rooming house at 4223 South Main Street,
Memphis, Tennesseo, on the date that .Dr, MARTIN LUTHER.
KING, JR., Wap murdexeg. As stated above, no person repre-
senting the Federal Buréau of Investigation has ever offered

"any bribe or reward to obtain testinony from CHARLES QUITHAN

. i é
W %4
Iiadm" {1 2;. EEyP X
Special Agent in Charge,

Federal -Burcau of Investigation
Menmphis,. Toennesseo

"STEPHENS.,

~

Sworn to and subscyibed before ne on April 28, 1970,

/8%
. Assiguant Special Agent in Charge
Federal Burcau of Invcstigation '

Menphis, Tennessece -

at Mermphis, Yennessec,

2 9 ¢
Snecial Agcvt, FBY ., -2 .
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. \Qﬂ ~ Mr. McDonough
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AIRTEL

T0: AC, MEMPHIS (44-1987)
FROMY//DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
MURKIN ’

Reurairtel 4/14/70. C

SAC, Memphis should prepare an appropriate
affidavit refuting the statement set forth in Jerry Rey's
affidavit pertaining to the FBI and furnish the original
to the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, and
furnish copies to the Bureau for dissemination to the
Civil Rights Division.

EJM:js
(4)
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' Nr. DeLoach. v‘@'j;.-i*gf;.*.‘wf April 1?, 1970 ,f-
L P C L ufi - Hr; DeLcaen -
‘;1 - Mr. ﬁalley
.« ¥r, NMeGowan .;
1 - Mr, McDonough
'-', ;-’“ m.c Eiﬁhep N

mm‘ col
o B Thia is the case 1av91ving the nurder ni nartin Luther

King, Jr. ‘ . I . A
’ Janas Earl Ray, the subdact who is ssrving -8 99 year

-*‘aentence in a Tennessce State Prison-on his guilty ples to the
murder of King, has filed a petxtion under the Tennessee "Post

g Conviction Relief Act*. This is -his last- avenus of appeal ian

State Court azg his appenl prcviously was denied by thnfwennassea
_Stata Supreme Court, . R

!ﬁe bases of hig current EPPBII are the sane, namely.

T 1.~ Ee charges conflict nf 1nterest by his previous .~

.*attorneys Arthur Hanes<™ and Percy Foresan and writer: Williem Bxadford
~ Huie. in conpection with the .financial returng from publications on -
_Pay's story relativ« to. the.King gnuoting. S S

DR - 2.. He was dapr;ved of full’ and free aceess to his.atter-\.i -
L neys while 1ncarcerated in Shelhy cOunty (nanpbis), Teuneﬂsee, Jail.j*;

. .. 37 The! death of the trial 3363@, Preston Battle, . so0n - S
. aftar his trial ané sentencing alsa ﬂoprivad hiu o! his right to : o
- new trial. RN : e

Sttachad tc ihe petition 13 an affidavit by Jerry Ray,

James' Eérl Ruy's brother, which wes taken under oathin whichk Jerry -

Ray claims that Percy Foreman stated that the prosecution and/or
the FBI was bribing witnesses,: "spacifically'a man by the name of

STEVENS who the. prcsecution wag. bribing by oftering him 'S large sum 3"g:"

' ‘1”““3?? as & reward. o

T ) This undaubtedly refers to charies Quitman stephens, vho
'-occupied the room.adjmcent to James Earl Ray at the hcuse in Hemphis
frcn which the shet waa fxred. - L ST _

| Eaa(tgs e ;;{:J'f-"'-‘-'f commvxn - amz
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' Rosed to Deloach Memorandum

RE: MURKIN -

" Theve ‘19' no basig for Jerry Ray's statement that the BBI -

/.bribed Stephiens. The Tennessee State Prosecutor hss advised

SAC, Memphis that there is no basis to Jerry Ray's statement -that

“the progecution brib¥d Stephens. 'The prosecutor indicated that

" they-would answer the petition within the next 30 dsys.

. It is recomsended that SAC, NMempbls be imstructed to -
prepare an affidavit and furnisb it to the Criminal Court of

Shelby Coumty, Tennessee, rafuting the statement in Jerry Ray's . -
. affidavit pertaining to the FBI in order that the record will he
‘set straight. - . .~ ao | S

2025 RELEASE UNDER EO 141‘76



4-14-70

AIRTEL AM

T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987-SUB-0)
MURKIN

Re Memphis Airtel 3-20-~70,

Submitted herewith for completion of Bureau files
is copy of a petition for post conviction relief filed by
JAMES EARL RAY's attormeys, J. B, STONER and RICHARD J. RYAN.
This petition was filed in the Criminal Court of Shelby County,
Tennessee, on 4=-13-70,

0f possible interest to the Bureau is an affidavit
of JERRY RAY, brother of JAMES EARL RAY, which is also attached
to the overall petition. JERRY RAY in his petition, under oath,
claims that Mr., FOREMAN told him amnd other members of the family
that the prosecution and/or the FBI was bribing witnesses,
specifically a man by the name of STEPHENS. Reportedly, the
prosecution was bribing STEPHENS by offering him a large sum of
money ss a reward. The STEPHENS mentioned by JERRY RAY is,
of course, CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, who occupied the room
adjacent to JAMES EARL RAY at 4224 South Main Street, Memphis,
There is, of course, absolutely no basis for JERRY's statement
that the FBI was bribing STEPHENS.

Executive Assistant Attorney General LLOYD A,
RHODES advised that there is absolutely no basis for the statement
that the prosecution was bribing STEPHENS by offering him a large
sum of money as a reward., RHODES indicated that although there
is no time limit for them to answer the petition they intend to
do so within the next 30 days,

Memphis will keep the Bureau advised of developments,
2 ) BUREAU (Bnc.
" MEMPHI S

RGJ :BN
)

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Adsistaat AtoEReY szax | /Mf - April 1¢, 1970
Civil Rights Divisies o -

Directer, FBI
ASGASSINATION OF m‘mm mx:a KING, JR.

Wmunﬁc»mymamhudmt&
iﬂﬁ, captisned &8 2dbove, ndtnyem' siemorandum dated Febreary §,

1976,

m&-emnﬁmm_mm contisme hmint
the FBI in connection with our investigation whick led ic the Meatification
and spprehension of Jamen Earl Fay, snd ¥e have contineed to decline .
mumummmuhwwuammmam

R .husw

- mumuammmmnmuumm
: wamwummuwuw;mmmxm
 urder case.

. 1 - Mr. DeLoach
1-Mr. Bishop .
- Mr. Rosen . . ,
Mr. C. L. MeGowan

. NOTE: By memorandum dated Jamury 21 1970 the Director raquuted
the views of the Civil mghta Division 28 to our assisting an outside writer

e in the preparation of & factual account of the King murder case. Assistant

Attorney General Jerris Leonard replied on February §, stating tbat his

initial reaction was an affirmative one, but that he waniad to discuss. the o

- matter further with athers in the Deplrtmmt.
N GWG_*rog. . T y
vu W, l]‘“,‘*“.'.‘.‘

Lo l’.Bl
!C‘.’ (-Mgﬁfﬂ;
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Mr. DeLoach 3/10/70
W

T. E. Bishop ?\
GEROLD FRANK, AUTHOR (W
DESIRE TO DO BOOK ON

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING ,\‘ Nd

BUFILE 94-63917

Previous memoranda have been submitted reflecting
contacts made by captioned individual concerning his desire to do a book on
the assassination of Martin Luther King with the cooperation of the Bureau.
His last contact was on 1/6/70, and in each instance Frank has been advised
that until all appeal aspects in’ this case have been completed, it would be
premature for the Bureau to consider cooperating with any author in
connection with 2 book on this case. (By letter of January 21, 1970, to the
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Civil Rights Division of the
Department, the Director asked for permission to consider assistinga
reliable writer in preparing & factual account of the King case. No definite
answer has yet been received.)

CURRENT DEVELOPMENT;

On 3/10/70, Frank came by Bishop's Office when in
Washington on other business. He stated that he has been working for the
past 2 years on the book on the King assassination and has interviewed an
extremely large number of people in connection with it, including police,
police officials, prosecutor's staff, deceased Judge Battle and many other
persons df an official nature in Memphis, Tennessee, In addition, he has
traveled to England and Canada doing reseaxch on the case, as well as to
many parts of the United States. He states he is going to do his book in
3 sections: the first will deal with the assassination, the second will deal with
the investigation to determine the assassin and the search for him, and the
third section will deal with the prosecutive aspects of e case. Frank stated
that he is dropping by the Bureau to let the Bureau know that he is still most
desirous of securing Bureau cooperation, especially in connection with the
preparation of the second section of his book. He stated that he wants the
Bureau to be completely assured that his book, as far as the Bureau is

) \~

- Mr. DeLoach 1/ }1‘, AP }j«f‘w"

Mr. Rosen VY‘\ g

* 1 - Mr, Bishop

1 - Mr. M.A.Jones (CONTINUED - OVER)

TEB:jo
(5)
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Bishop to DeLoach (continued)
‘Re: GEROLD FRANK AUTHOR

concerned, will only be most favorable and will not be critical in any way.
He advised that he expects to spend at least another year in the preparation
of this book and has been assured by his publisher, Doubleday Company, that
it will be a ""best seller' which will be very widely distributed.

Frank was advised, ashe has been informed previously,
that the Bureau is taking no action at this time to cooperate with him or any
other author and would not make any decision along these lines until all appeal
aspects of the case had been considered and the Department of Justice has
given the Bureau permission to cooperate with an author on the book.

RECOMMENDATION:

None. For lntormation.

-2

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Director Feb. 9, 1970
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Jerris Leonarxd
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

Your Memorandum, January 21, 1970
Assassination of Martin Luthcr King, Jr.

Please excuse nmy tardiness in not sooner
responding to the above memorandum. Unfortunately °
it did not come to my attention until just a few
days ago. My initial xeaction to the request is
an affirmative one, however I believe this Division
needs to give careful consideration to the pqssible
ramifications of such action. ‘

1 shall ask some of my associates to

congider the matter and after discussion here we “
will advise you, hopefully no later than Februaxry 1léth.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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MR, WALTERS W 1/29/70

. C. 8. Voelker

(v
IDENTIFICATION MATTER : d
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE
PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'8 OFFICE ..M
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA M

, In attached letter from Tampa Division, our attention is
called to two recent incidents of cross-examination by Attorney Frank
White, Pinellas County Public Defender's Office, Clearwater, Florida,
of J, Everett Burke, Identification Technician, Saint Petersburg, Florida,
Police Department, Burke is a retired Fingerprint Examiner of our
Latent Fingerprint Section in the Bureau and was employed from 6/7/37
to 4/30/68. Attorney White is not identifiable in Bureau files, On these
two recent local cases wherein Burke has testified to identification matters,
White has concluded his cross-examination of Burke by asking whether
Burke is familiar with the Martin Luther King case, Burke reples yes
to this question and White then asks, "What about the mistake that was
made in the Martin Luther King cage?" Burke answers this by saying he
did not handle that case and is not famillar with White's reference. White
then excuses him from further examination. Burke does not know the
meaning of this manner of crogs-examination and has so informed the
local Prosecutor's Office when asked about it. Burke has brought this
to the attention of our Tampa Office as a2 matter of information, pointing
*gut, of a(f((;tu':se, that he is not familiar with any mistake that might have

een made,

SAC Tampa questions whether the Bureau should furnish -
information to Burke by which he could better respond to these questions
and refute the inference that a mistake was made in the King case.

OBSERVATION: While it appears Burke could respond more intelligently to
such nebulous questions, particularly inasmuch as he himself had nothing ¢~
whatever to do with the latent fingerprint examinations in the case involving
the murder of Martin Luther King; nevertheless, it is felt unwise to direct

CSV:jmp
(4

Enclosure

Mr, W, L, Martindale, Room 2712 JB  (CONTINUED - OVER)
- Personnel File of J. Everett Burke (Out-of-Service)

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Memorandum to Mr, Walters

REIDENTIFICATION MATTER
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE -
PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE
CILEARWATER, FLORIDA ,

him in the manner in which he should respond to such questions,
particularly in view of the nonrelease of any information at all in .
connection with the case against James Earl Ray which has not been
finally adjudicated. ‘There was, of course, no mistake made in
latent fingerprint examinations in the King murder case.

RECOMMENDATION: That no further action be taken. (General
Investigative Division concurs and Tampa Office is taking no action
unless advised to contrary by Bureau, ) ,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



2/H/10

airtel

To: SAC, Tampa . (32-New)
From: Director, FBI

IDENTIFICATION MATTER |
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE
PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S GFFICE
CLEAPWATER, FLORIDA

FReurlet 1/20/70.

' Lielet reported that former Fingerprint Examiner J. Everett Burke,
retired, now employed as a fingerprint technician for the Saint Peteraburg,
Florida, Police Nepartment, advised he is required to teatify to identifications
effected in local cases. On two occasions Frank White, Dinellas County Pablic
DPefender's Office, Clearwater, Florida, has wound up his cross-examination of
Burke by reforring to a “mistake’’ made in the Martin Luther Fing Case,

The Tampa Office 15 insiructed to have a mature, experienced
Agent contact Frank White and determine what he is referring to when he mentions
the “'mistake” in the King Case. For your information there was no “"mistake”
made in the latent fingerprint examinations in the Eing Case and in fact our
examiners contributed cutstandingly to the solution of the case. In diecussing
this matter with Uhite, great care should be taken by the interviewer g0 as not
to he drawn into any discassion that would jeopardize the Bureau's position in
this matter. Bear in mind James Earl Fay has not exhausted all appeal possi-
bilities and that Federal process remains outstanding against bim. Results of
contact with “'hite should be immmediately furnished the Eureau.

CSV:jmp @- Mr. W. L. Martindale, Rm. 2712 JB

2 1 - Persomnel File of J. Everett Burke (Out-of-Service)
NOTE: Ident reported receipt of information re White's questions of retired
Latent Fingerprint Examiner J. Everett Burke and pointed out Burke could

respond more intelligently to White's questions. It was further pointed out that

no mistake had been made in the latent fingerprint examinations in the King €ase.

Ident recommended no further action be taken and General Investigation Division

concurred, Assistant to the Director DeLoach indicated we should ask White

what he was talking about and the Director concurred. Information concerning
Ray's status obtained from General Investigative Division.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Qa vza.rch 10 1969 Iamea Farl Bay pleadad guﬂ&y

" \n Shelby cAuaty Criminal Court at Memphis, Tenncasee, fothe . =~ .
s :maréer of Dr.. mrtln mm Ling, Jr.” He ncelmﬂ a smyw sentence.'_

Sonn after hlﬂ armul nt the Tennessce State Pﬂ:aeﬁ at

L8 iwﬁviue ézs Marck 11,- 1988, Hay began mansuvering to have his -

s gality plea set aside and a new trial declared. - On January 8, ma, '

. the Tenmaaee ataxe &preme c::urt dénicd a petitian by Ra; !or : ne# ; ) o
trlzx. : R L L

. only action atill remﬁningtn ‘Ray under Tenuessee law wauldbato. -~ -
- _-file & motion under the state’s "Post Conviction Rellef Act, v Mp. Mason.
- paid that no such motion has been filed on Ray's hehalf hasevzer, B0
o tlme Iimtt ex!sts for ameh a matmn ta bs tucd, o ,

if Hay azmm filea ztmtum under the state's "*Pnnt c:on- T

‘ﬂcttm: Reltef Act™~-and it the motion were ansuccessful- -he, of coarse, .
‘ _would still bave recourse to the Federal Courts, Inother words, despite _
o “the fact that he opanly acknowledged his guilt in court more thap ¢~ - -
T months agoe, it s concelvable that he ceuld kegp his case hg!ore variaun ST
“cmrta m yws to eame. ey _ R : N .

Beems Bay gieadad g‘anty, much impamnt msormatior‘

. which the FBI gathered In 1t6 investigation of the King murder--datas
< clearly establishing Ray's guilt~--was not prasanted in court. " The .
" absence of such suthoritative facts and information on the public reccrd;.

" has-contributed in o small measure to the false rumors, the mis-

f”seprenntations, and the dtstoztwns e! fact ’\vhich cnntinue to pnusi !:i : .
1 ';':_':_tlze King mm’dw case ot T R R

("'»1 ¥r. DeLoach =
1 Mr. Bishop ..

SRR SeeNoteNextpage T
- Mr. Rosén. L .

- Mr. McGowan. “ 1 o
GWG.dme/m]l (9)_ LT SR
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Aasistamt Attorney General
Civil Bights Tivisian

Sinee Aprll, 1968, when ws began our imvestigation which
{od to the dentifioation and apprabencion of James Earl ey, we bave
been requestad by numerows well-kaown writers and pablications to
aseist them in publisking 2 (actuai saccouat of cur iavestigation. Ve have
decliand 2il such reqeests for assistance,

Ax you ave aware, the Federal complaint which wes
tiled againat Bay (as Krlc Starvo Gait) at Birmingham, Alabams, oid
April 17, 1568, charglag bim with violatiag Title 18, Section 341,
Untted States Code, in the Kiag case is still outstanding.

As % rasult of the Tennesoes Stale Supreme Court's
action lu denying ilay's petition for 2 aew trini, we have begus to .
receive more requests for sxsential iactg-~facte which would have
come out at Ray's trial if be had vot pleaded guilty--which will dispel
the uafounded rumors and falsehoode that sarslist in the Xing murdsr
chne andt precest x potential for expivitation, particniarly by individuals
and organizations sesking to spread misunderstanding and sarest among
Negra citivens.

§f you zoacur, we will consider sasisting a reliable
weiter in prapariag 4 fastusl avcount of the King rourder case which
can serve a5 as authentic docwrnent in refetisag the tremendous smount
of misinformation about the case which curvently exiats,

NOTE: See A. Rosen to Mr. Deloach Memo dated 1/16/70, captioned

. "Murkin. " :

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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.-actiuuaduym;ﬂa lgﬁﬂionfmmm % ,m:mebmm =

 recalve more requepts for exaential facts--facts which would tiave SRS
- come out at Ray's | o it he had not pleaded gullty~-which will diapel

- the-aofounded mum nmmm&th stinthafﬁngmumr

- enne and prasent- pomtmm sxploitation, p: ﬂimlurlyhﬂnﬁmdua!s e
ff._-'ﬂﬂm’amzzﬁ mmghsprmdmm Hndin andmﬁﬂmns

i you cmcur, we wﬁi ennalﬁar s t mnable

o '-'v_-‘w!%emapr Y mﬂfmaﬂmm&mmm c:stwhich

7 can sexve as/an puthentic document in refmilog m emndm mmmt

| stmamfar m:hoatthnnawm&ewm hgt. L
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" file a motion under the state’s "post

Civil Rights Division
Director, FBI

ASSASSINATION OF MARTH LUTHER KISG,
" Oa March 10, \1869, James Farl Ray pleaded gullty

in Shelby County Criminal C at Memp?;.{s, Tennessee, to the

surder of Dr. Martia Lather ¥isg, Jr. He recelved a §9~year sentence.

Soon after his aryival at the Tennessee State Trison at
vashveille on March 11, 1243, Ryy began maneuvering {o have hig™ ",

_ gatity plea:set aslde and 3 new tMal ddclared. On Japuary 8, 1970, _ :w_,w

the Tennoasee a{tatg Sapreme Couyl

nied a petition by Ray for a new,
telale. v , - e

On January 12, 187§, Mr. Jesae Clyde ¥ason, Assistant
State Attorney General, Shelby Cqusaty, Temnnesses, advised that the
only action still remalning to Ra under Tennessce law would be to

3aid that no such motion has befn fileg on Ray's bebalf; howevor, no
~ time limit extsts for such a m tion to i2 filed.

If Pay should file 2 mootia ander the state's "Post Con~
viction Roltef Act™--and if the action viegpe unsuccessial --h2, of course,
+ould still have recoarse th the Federal Gourts. in other words, despite
the fact that he operly ack lowlcdzed hts gitlt in court more than 10
wonths ago, It Is concelvAble that he could\kesp his case before various
coarts for years to conxg, o

Becausd Ray pleaded gulity, puch {mportant lnformét}on
which the ¥BI gathered in its investigation cfi\the King murder--datas
clearly establishing jiay's zuilt--was not presested (o court. The

+. abscnce of such autiforitative facts and informition on the public record,

vas contribated in o small measure to the {2132 rumsors, the mis-

representations, gnd the distortions of fact whigh continue to prevail {n .
the King murder ¢ase. -. LR ' \ .-
1 - Mr. Deloach = ¢ . See Note Nbxt Page

1 - Mr. Bishop/

1 - Mr. Rosex}’

1 - Mr. McGowan
GWG:dme/mjl  (9) .
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Asslatant sttoraey Cenoral
Civil Bligh to Tivision

Shnce April) 1968, when we begin aur i’uwatigaﬂm vwhich
led to the idectificalion anq op: :fa.mwlan of Jrmes Lavd Hay, wo Usvo
bean requestad by numerit wall-kaown "';uero 'mm thatlQus to
aseist them in {‘ubih‘\in;, a fZctual aceount of our mveohgaﬁcn. Weo hoave
daclingd ail such requests fog\ azsisianc.

As 2 resuit of 1o Tepnoarce Stala Supreme Ceuvrt'a
actics In denying Ray's potttleafor 2 m.é:* {rial, we haye begun-to
n,cc* vo mosae reauests for essential Iﬂma-»f cis waich weazé have
come out at Ray’s trial ¥ he had t plzadea ﬂm*iy--ﬂxihh z11t dsaat
the unfcunded rumera znd falsehotdd that parsist 1o the King marder
caso ard prasent o potential for exploltation, pasticuiarty by tndividuals
and crganizations sooking W 10 £0T /a misenderstanding aed uarest ameng

I»ag:o sitizeas, "

i you consar vl cnﬂic.ar assistiny a relinble
wpiter ia preporing 8 ie,ctum o vcmt ihe Xinz murder case which
CAT £OTV0 o8 ol ..ut antic dochment in xeluting tho fremeondous amowt
(ved Jﬂ.&lﬁfﬂ?ﬁ'&wﬁéﬁ aisout the gase which "*“enﬁv #xizd3.

NOTE: Sec A, Rosep {0 X{r. DeLoach hiond éated”!/m/'m, captioned
Murkin. ¥

a s
[ -
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Elr. Eema':«h T . ;m m’ 1373 -
SRR * 3L Mr, Deloach .

v 1= Mre Rosen ,
C 1< Mr, Maley -
‘o 1-Mr. MeGowan . . .
@r. McDonough -~
S 1 Mr. Biahop - Mr. mm- ‘

A Rosem . . -

B This ia the case immlvlug the murder oi Marﬁn Luther Mng .‘rr. R

Set forth hereunder is the current status of progecutive action relative -~ -
- to the gubject, James Earl Ray who i# serving a 89 year sentence for. .
- . murder o the ‘!‘emsm Stzte !’enitcntﬁry, Nashvme, Tennezm R |

. STATUS OF smm Pammcmon- -

Ok January 8, 1970, the 'reamm &ate Supume Ccmrt denind e
 a petmoa by James Earl Ray for 2 psw trial. In handing down the unanimous
 {four judges sitting) decision, the court noted that Ray had knowingly pleaded
" guilty in State Criminsl Court to the slaying of King, thet he hadbeen =~ -
npresenwﬁ by compeunt cmnselami m miven a!l rigbtn at appeal in.

i SAC, Motaphis has advised that on Jamuary 13, 1970,

- Jesse Clyde Iﬁmn, Assigtant State Attorney General, Shelby Ganuéy, B

» ,_{1 to th@ murder. thnrge wag mt glnn mlunhrﬂy. e

Memphis, Tsnnesses, advised that the only other. :ppeal recourse that

James Earl Ray has in connection with his conviction in the murder of -

Martin Luther King, Jr., isto file 2 motion under the Tennessee "Post

- Conviction Relief Act.™ He stated that attorneys for Ray have not filed -

" such & motion to date; however, -he anticipates that such a motion will be
filed within the noxt thizty days. He asserted that there 18 no time ST

. Umitstion for such & motion to be filed in Ray's behalf; howsver, the

- longer that Ray waits to file such a motion hinders his ch:nceu of having -

2 succesaful opinion rendered in his behalf. H such s motion is flled and -

1% deelined at the Shelby County Circuit Court level, Ray does have recourae

' tbrough the Appenate C‘aurt :md Stzte Bupteme C’ourt ou this parucuhr

- ingue,

R Mamn:ﬂtadtmumyummeuﬁammm 2 new
© 7 teisl widier the Tennesses "Post Conyiction Relief Act,”™ he then has

- . recourse through the Federal courts by a habeas corpus action claiming --
v thet Me constitutional rights have been yiolated tn ﬁmt hie plea at gunty

'cs(S) cmmmm mrm
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. Eifeme Rasen to ﬁelmu:h

. RE: MURKIN

) S‘I’&TUQ @F FBBERAL PXiﬁSECUTIQ";" ‘

Tf’ederal pmeess 13 still ontatanding on Bay cha.rging that he

‘ ‘and an indiviﬁnai whe he alleged to be his brother conspived to interfere— '
. with 2 constitutional righte of Martin Luther Klng Jr. P namely, the
s -rigbt to travel aeely Irom state ta atate. : - N :

S RELEASE OF mscmm'mm-

- It fs noted tbat cansideraﬁan was: previausly given 1o the

relesse of information regarding the Bureau's cutstanding handling of this
- investigation,” Ray currently still has possible avenues of appeals in
- gtate courts and through the Federal courts and Pederal process 15 still -
- putstanding on the conspiracy chavge which the Department previously

deelined to have dismissed even though it is within their province to do

" 80. Investigation has indleated that Ray 2cted alone and no evidence

-~ of & conspiracy has heen developed and, therefore, the Departnient is
*pot in & position to proceed on the conspiracy charge. However, inagmuch.
' ag he never was tried by a jury and has not exhansted the possibility - -
- of an appeal in State court and as Federal process is still cutstanding, it -

is felt that the releasing of any information of a possible evidentiary
-pature should be taken up with the Department prior to maktng a.:ry auch

h ,.-release and aasumiag sueh a rea;zonsibimy

' AGTIOI‘%F‘ '

. - ¥or intarmation. !my fnrther appena.te a.ctmn by an will be
elesely Ianowed and ymx wm be kept aévlsed

SEE pvomows P35

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




e e 0 g

ﬁeasn to BeLnach Memaranﬁum

zmngﬂbmm C. oo PE '-mwa,' .‘1/15'/%;- |

V T 1 agres thnmughly that the Department shaulﬂ be consulteﬁ o
' ;orior ta any ecapsration belng given by the FRI to anyone. Howavex,
believe that our chances for good public relations and solid credit in this
- 'particular gage are being gradually eraded away by those eritics who are
" constantly harping about the wiretap on Martin Luther Xing as wellas .7
his (King's} criticisms against the FPI. Frankly, considarabls aspeats :
‘of this case are already within the public realm. This includes the -
Reader's Digest article by Jerry O'Leary as well as hundreds of articles
which have appeared in the press and programs on radio and television.
Cans&quently, there ia not a grg.at :ieal maﬂe that caulé be saiﬁ! ina bwk -

- i?ay can always launch an’ azapeal. He could actually do m

ten ta twenty years from:now. Therefore, we are aluays facad with this -
prospect regardiess of the circumstances.. T belleve that a "reasonable
time" has elapsed and the considaration should be glven at this Hme to -
granting the Reader's Digest: request that Jim Blshop be allawed m write

o abnokonthia case,

Lo S Aﬁmittedly, Jim Biahap is semewhat pompaus, hewever,
: he ia caoperativa, friendly and perhaps the most thorough, exacting author :

- in this particular category of books.- As stated above, however, we should - -

- ,g&t tha views of the Dapartment in Wmting betore pmceedmg. R

"-cmﬁa@:
(7) -

age
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¥r. belLoxch S ' ) . . Detober _m,. 1969
: "1 - me. petomch
* . A. Romen - . : 1 -~ Nr. Rosen
‘ ‘ . 1 ~ Mr., Malley
’ 4 -~ ¥r, ¥cGowan
MURKIX : ' 1Y - Wr. BcDomQugh

T - ¥r. Bis
1 «%r, ¥, €. 8ullivsn

'tsxi: is the case iavolving the merder of
¥artlin Luther Xing, Jr.

The ‘utcx:x: Becurity Division of the Deparimeni hass
advised that pursussi te his request, Bsrvld Weisberg, & [ree-
lance sriter who resides im Frederick, Marylasd, was interviewed

by 3 Department attorsey l0-8-88. During the courss of the
interview Weisbsrg wdvised that he hsd rocently received »
telephone call from J. B. Stomer, Kational Chairwmsn of the
Xstiopal Zitntes Rights Party im wiich Stonar claimed that iwe

mes in kig periy lorserly served as isformsxis of the FBI sand these
two men Are preparssd to testify in court that the FBl offerred them
$25,000 to frame Jamex Xerl Rey for the assassimetion of

hrtiu Luther King, Jr. Velaberg sald the testimony prnmbly
would be zunnm in & habesas corpus procesding.

This im obvicusly an atteupt by Weinberg amd Stcaex
to dimcradit the Buresu with such uxwarrasted, mrrMu
sllegations,

Iomnrg is apparently identical witk Hsrold Weisberg

25 individuel who hos besk most oritical ¢of tie Buresu im the
past. Ne is the suthor af several boeks including eme saiitled,
*Whitawash -~ The Report oi the Warrea Repori” sad hes haen
eritionl of the FB1, Secret Service, pelice agencies and other
brasches &f Goverament. He was one "o tss amployses fired by the
State Bepartment duriag 1947 bscause of his loyslty baing
suspected. e was iater allowed to rasiga. (This is pudblic .
source data, sartiele im “wishingion Post” 11-18-47.) Weisbaerg
by lstter in April, 1988, refuested mmetion on the King

' : s Appraved thai his

g Se x' ¢f{ Tentesses for t trit
ot Corthuri in ecmatiuu with hiﬁ motion for & aew irizl, ia @

Enclosure S

BJM: imy ‘ , s
{8) . : - - CONTINUED - OVER
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Ecaen to D&L»@xaﬁ Romo
:me NCRRIR :

ostorious thgwi who conttuupily atuaks the Buresas sud
the Director. On ths basis of the infermation furnished, the two -
ellaged former informsnts referved to csmmot Le menmm in
Bnraau £ilea,

ACTION:

A 1, In view of the agturs of the informstion sud the
kackground on Weigherg soad Sioney it iw noy ielt dlst they -
shounld ba interviewed regardinag this saiter.

&, Tie Ssvanuabk Orfics whick i the oilice of erigia
in the omse Covering ihe® sctivities of Sicner apd the Nativsel
States Dighte Perty sad the Yemphis (Wliow which is oflice of
srigin ta the Jemds Earl Ray case aad is {elloeisg any sppesis sre
helsg fornished Dav kg“@mﬁ ndorepbion in this matter and ore Leoing
tpstrucied 1o be sleort Jopr auy (wriher infosmmiion alony thae
linee $u order that &p;;mgriaée sction ean Lo taken on ws‘ sutch
2a4i Cloasl informetliod 88 wvranm »

2, The $emphis (ifice & beley insisusiad - adviss
regpensible Tengespes stste &uthopities handling ke Ring murded
coase of the inlurmetion fuwnished by the Deperisent sud thei there
19 §o bemis 1o the nllegption ihet tha FBI oiferred manay o
euyone to frsme Smaes Eaxi fay for the Xing mrdtr, Infotrmation
{uriiished Tenunessss atele puthoritiss will Lo cousirmed in writieg
by the Wemphilz §Ifice. Aﬁ? ial giimg those lises stipched dor
Epproval,

,L/ ,(fxfc/ya@,a’dg/’g 5/{24 £ ;.-,. A ;/ Pz g,.”/e;ﬁ»

> r&/‘(,c» /r/v’f, et ACE "/L’/ b o et /ffied—gj 4
ﬁ"@"? é"’ ég:{/ KQ"" —< 7
‘C/M/ff/"ﬁyﬂ/ % yﬂfvw'/ é’{w @’BJ’

o ‘2 2
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10-21-69

, o
AIRTRL , / ,“}/- Mr. McDonough

Tot 8ACs, Memphis (44-1987) (Enclosure)
Savannah (44-1768) (Enclosure)

From: Director, FBI (44-38861)
MURKIN

‘Enclosed for each office is a copy of a letter from the
Internal Security Division of the Department dated 10-15-69,

For your information Bureau files show that one Harold
Weisberg who is probably identical with the Weimberg mentioned
in the attached letter, has been most critical of the Bureau in
the psst, He is the author of several books including one
entitled, "Whitewash - The Report of the Warren Report’ and has
been critical of the FBI, Secret Service, police agencies and
other branches of Government., He was one of ten employees fired
by the SBtate Department during 1947 because of his loyalty being
suspected, He was later sallowed to resign. VWeisberg by letter
in April, 1689, requested information on the King murder case
for a forthcoming book, Xt was approved that his letter not be
acknowledged.

J. B, Stoner, one of the present attorneys for James
Xarl Ray who has petitioned the Supreme Court of Tennessee for a
Writ of Certiorari in connection with his motion for a new trial,
is a notorious segregationist who continually attacks the Bureau
and the Director. On the basis of the information furnimshed the -
two alleged former informants referred to cannot be identified in
Bureau files.

In view of the nature of the information in the

attached letter and the background on Weisberg and Stoner they
are not being interviewed regarding this matter.

EJM: jmv
(6) SEE NOTE PAGE TWO

& ~
R 3y -
ﬁ)aﬁ R

J'7 i
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Director

, Octobar 12, 1359
Federgl Bureau of Investigation ~ .

J. Walter Yeagley
Assistant Attorney General
Internal Security Division

Harold Hel sbérg

On June 13, 1969 Harold Velsbery, a free-~lance wroiter
vho resides at Route 8, Frederick, Maryland, requested an
intexview with a Departmental attorney.

Later the same day he visited thiz Division and discussed
certain Haitien exile revolutionary activities, He again
visited this Division on October 3, 1969 and continued his
discussion of Haitian exile activities. The information he
furnizhed regarding those sctivities was ¢of no value.

During the course of the interview on October 8, 1969,
Mr. Weisberg advised that he had/recently received @ telephone
call from J. Be. Stoner, National Chairman of the National States
Rights Party. He sald thathStoner told him that two men in his

' Party formerly served as informants of the FBI, ».Stoner

allegedly said that thesa twd men are prepared to testify in
court that the FBI offered them $25,000 to £rame James Earl Ray -
for the assassination of Martin Luther Xing, Jr. IMr, Welsberg -
said that the testimony presumably would be furnished in a

habeas corpus proceeding.

This inforxmation is being forwarded as a matter of possible
interest to your Bureau,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Asgistant Attorney General October 21, 1960
Intornal Security Division

‘ 1)-'Mr. McDonough.
Director, FBI | /&D ! : ‘g A
ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR,

. Reference is made to your letter dated
October 13, 1969, entitled "Harold VWeisberg' wherein you
advised that Mr. YWeishorg, pursuant to his request, was
interviewed by a Departmental attorney, According to your
letter, during the course of the interview on October 8, 1968,
Mr, Welsberg advised that he had recently received a
telephone call from J, B, Btoner, National Chairman of the
National States Rights Party. He said that Mr. Stoner told
him that two men in his Party formerly served as informants
of the FBI. Mr. Stoner allegedly said that theme two men.
are prepared to testify in court that thé FBI offered thea
$35,000 to frame Jasmes Earl Ray for the assamsination of
Martin Luther King, Jr, Mr, Welsberg said that the testimony
presumably would be furnished in & habeas corpus proceeding.

In order that the record will be correct, there is
no basis to the allegation that the FBI offered money to
;gyouagtO'!ranavahncnuxarl Ray for the murder of Martin Luthex

!lg, ’rn ! ’

I~ éssistgnthAttorney*Gbneral '
EJMEJléVil ights Divisioé
(5)
NOTE: T o ,
See Memorandum Rosen to DeLoach 10/20/69, captioned
YMURKINY . .

E

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



[

‘o

-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Mr. DeLosch Ce : " Dctober 16, 1969

o : : : - Ur, Dalosch
A. Rosen . S SR} N RQBCB
* , 1 - Mr. Malley
2 : . -~ Mr, »cGowan
MURKIX ; T 1) - ¥Mr. McDonough
N o , -~ Mr. Bishop

© This is the case involviag the murder of
Martin Luther Xing, Jrx. S SN .

= The Birmingham Office previously advised that Arthur
Nanes, a former attoraey for James Esrl Ray, the subject of this
case, recently stated to sn Assisgant U. 8, Attorney in
Birmingham that he, NHenes, believed Ray wes ianvolved in &
gusrunuing conspiracy which was supplying guas 1o black militsats
" and others when Xing was shot, Birminghsm was instructed to
interview NHanes and pin him down for specifics., Hanes is a
former Bureau Agent and an iadividual who will do snything for
publicity. 'He is known 1o be closgly affiliated with the United
'x:::s of Anerica snd sz an »ttorney hsx represented many Xlan
m ars, . ’ o ) s +

R Hanes on -interview entered into a leagthy discourse

- 0% his theories coneerning the James Earl Rey case and stated

that although Rey usdoubtedly wes involved, it was his theory

that Esy bhad been led or instructed in hixs sctions by other
unkoown individusls. He stated that he had two theories of groups
which may have led Ray; one being the Central Intelligence Agency
(C1a), and the other heing blsck mflitant groups. He had no
definite ianformation im this comnection whatsoever.

- -Ia slleged Tuxthersnce of the gunrunmring conspiracy
theoxy, Hanes furnished Anformation regarding a local Birmingham
' burglary of some shotguns and silver service im December, 19638,
which involved & clieat of his who was convicted im August, 1969,
An connection with'the local burglary. Manes furnishsd no infor-
mation to .tie this burglary in with the gunrunning theory and it
i® noted that King was shot on 4-4-68, eight months before the
burglary occurred,

ACTION: For 1ntornaf:i¢n. The information furnished by Hanes is
PeIig loxwarded to the Civil Rights Division for its information,

EJM: imv
(7) . '
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October 16, 1969
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR,

XXXXXXXXAXXXXXXXXLXXX
XxxXX a memorandum 10-10-89
Birmingham

Xxx -(G), EJN3 Jmv
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UNI'I‘E"I‘ATES DEPARTMENT OF JUs@E

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to . Birminghém, Alabana

File No.

October 10, 1969

‘Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR, -~ VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

n

Assistant United States Attorney R, Macey Taylor,
Birmingham, Alabama, advised on September 25, 1969, that
he had been in conversation with Arthur Hanes, forner
defense counsel.for subject Ray. Assistant United States
Attorney Tayloxr related cerxrtain allegations that Hanes
had proposed to him to the efifect that one James Robert
Blow, a former resident of Cahaba Heights, a Birmingham

»

‘suburb, may have conspired with other named individuals

and subject Ray in interstate transportation of weapons
to Menphis, Tennessee, where Hanes believed they were
intended for black militant groups. )
On October 10, 1969, Attorney Arthur J. Hanes
was interviewed at his office, 617 Frank Nelson Building,
after the absense of a week from Birmingham. Hanes en-
tered into a lengthy discoursce of his theoxries concerning
the James Earl Ray case and stated that although Ray un-
doubtedly was involved, it was his theory that Ray had
been led or instructed in his actions by other unknown
individuals, He stated that he had two theories of groups
who may have led Ray; one being the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA), and the other being black militant groups.
He had no definite information in this connection whatsoever,

_ He also commented that he had, while serving as Ray's

defense counsel, observed the bullet which was alleged

to have been fired from the rifle involved in this matter,
and it was his personal opinion that the bullet was suf-
ficently intact to be identified as the murder projectile.

Regarding his former client, James Robert Blow
also known as Robert Blow, Hanes related as follows.
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Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., - VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

’

On December 18, 1968, the residence of Mr, J. E.
‘Woods, IXX, 2432 Crest Road, Mountain Brook, a residential
suburb of Birmingham, had been burglarized, and numerous
shotguns, including automatic shotguns together with silver
service, had been taken by a local thief, James Warren
Carlisle, who is now serving a penitentiary term for burg-
lary. Carlisle had informed Deputy Sheriff Walter Dean,
Birminghan, that some of the stolen effects might be located
in the residence of James Robert Blow and wife Janice
Blow who at that time were living at 3218 Greendale Road,
Cahaba Heights. This led to Dean securing a search warrant
for the residence and the recovery of the silver service
belonging to the Woods family. Blow was subsequently
charged with receiving and possessing stolen goods.
. Hanes by reference to his file related that
on May 15, 1969, he appearcd with Blow in the Jefferson
County Courthouse at which time Grand Jury action was
waived, On that date, Hanes discussed with Deputy Walter
Dean possible cooperation of his client Blow in connection
with recovery of the numerous guns taken from the ¥Woods
residence. Blow agreed to cooperate and in the presence
of Deputy Dean and an agent of the Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms Division of the Treasury Department identified
a photograph of one Claude Cockrell of Memphis, Tennessee,
as being the owner of a Cadillac into which he had observed
Carlisle and Cockrell loading the weapons which were then
taken to Memphis, and it was the information of Hanes that
Cockrell was later charged by the Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms Division with having transported automatic weapons
from Birmingham to Memphis. Hanes stated that a local
Birmingham hoodlun, Bob Loveless, had also assisted in
loading the weapons into Cockrell's Cadillac according
to information furnished by his client Blow. He stated
that it was his opinion also that weapons such as these
had been intended for black militant groups in Memphis,
who might have intended to use them in King's assassination,
It should be noted that all weapons involved in the trans-
portation by Cockrell K to Memphis which had been stolen
from the Woods residence were shotguns and not rifles.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

L




Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. - VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

Mr. Hanes stated that he had read of weapons being brought
to the United States through Gulf Coast ports such as
Mobile, Alabama, and Pascagoula, Mississippi, and thought
possibly some of these weapons may have been intended

for use in the murder of Pbr. King. .

Hanes stated that his client James Robert Blow
was arraigned on June 20, 1969, and on August 21, 1969,
was sentenced to one year and one day which was suspended
and he was placed on probation for two years,

3

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBY and is loaned to
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
outside your agency.,
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10/10/69
AIRTEL AIRMAIL

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM; SAC, BIRMINGHAM (44-1740) (P)
MNURKIN
Re Bureau airtel to Birmingham, dated 10/6/69,

Attorney ARTHUR HANES was interviewed by SA
HENRY A, SNOW upon HANES' return to Birmingham, stating
that he had spent the entire week in eastern North Carolina
in the defense of criminal cases there,

During interview, HANES was very indefinite
in any of his statements and appeared to merely wish to
discuss his theories on the MURKIN case, The information
he related as far as gunrumning would appear to in no
way relate to JAMRS EARL RAY, and for that reason, Birmingham
suggests no further action in this matter concerning in-
formation furnished by HANES.

@- Bureau (Enc.4)

2 - Memphis (44-1987) (Enc,2)
2 -~ Birmingham

HAStcab

(6)
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A, Bomen ...,

- ACTION:

catoxmr 2, 1969 L
Mr. BeLsach .
Nr. Rosen . '

ur. delley
C M. MoGowan

l‘€7‘£~

‘ﬁvgglN f7?'- i  ff”; o “1 _75 ﬂ . ¥r. McDonough |

ﬂr. H&Shﬁp

Tbla is the case invalving tha muréar ai_

> ﬂax‘iin Luther Eing, Jr.

o Birm;ngham Gifiee has ;urnzshed knfarmatian

3 receiwed from Asgisisnt United States Attorzey (AUSA) ﬂacsj‘xl :
‘faylor who received it from Arthur Hanes, one of Janes Ferl Ray 5

former sttorneys. Kaues is a former Buresu Agent 2nd an. ,
tpdividual who will do snything for pﬁblicxtyl, lie  is known t@
be closely aifilisted with the United XKians of America ond 88
an atﬁoxney bas . regr@senteé many Kiea naabers. a :

TAUSA Tayloy aduvised: that ﬂanes ccatend& ﬁbat Rey

' wpg involved in @ gurrunning conspiracy with one Jawes tobert

Blow, one Bob Loveless; one Claude Cockrell and one Jawmes
Carlisle, HBenes alained thet Rey wox iy Memphis at¢ the time

0f the eshoating of Ring for the purpose of digposing of these

weapons (rofles snd other suiomstic wenpousy to black mil;tants

 in that <ci{y and the guns were sbtained threugh Psscagoule, -

ﬁissxssigpi rmplying that’ they ﬁam@ frﬁm ontszda the countyry.

' ﬁanea also told Avsa Tﬁylﬁr thut when he reviewed the
evidenca 28 Bay'’s attoroey he noted that one rille slug which
nsd bDeen obtained from the body of the victim was not mutilated
beyond comparison gurpesnu but he had been imformed that only

- partial fragments of the fatal bullet wers recovered which wonld .

preclude possible identification. It ia to be noted that only

one bullet silug wes recovered frem Xing's body and although |
because of mutilation it cannot be identified as having been fired
from the muspest gun, - it vas the type of orojectile which would
heve beoen Difed from such wempon, KHo informption has besn developed

to substsgatizte any conspiracy invclvisg Jsmes Earl Ray in eonaac-

tion with the K*ns mnrﬁer 5 o mny sa,cslled.guﬁrunnzng,

ﬁlthough invastagatﬁcn &@ daﬁa bas failed ta cmnnect

‘Bay with sny gunvuaning, it is felt Henes should be interviewed

fnr nﬂy adﬁitxnnal éﬁtaxls sa that 1t can be appxagriately run oat.

.§mv'
(7} )
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e e 9/25/69, AUSA R, KACEY 'mm)a, mmmghan,:
was interviewed, at his request, atating that he had =~ . . %
been in conversation with. Attorney ART HANES, Birmingham, -

CAmarEL o e o cAmmmAmn e
R TR nzmon, rm (44-38861)
" ¥ROM:" . sAc, BIRHINGHAK (44~174o) (p)

former defense counsel for subject RAY, AUSA TAYLOR

' -~ related that the information set forth- below, as obtainéd‘ '
. from HANES, was being passed on. for whatevcr 1t night o
. -be vorth. : o L s T .

TAYLOR stated that HANES contanda that subaect

.vRAY had been,engaged in transportation of -wezpons  (rifles
-and other. automatic weapons), and that the Teason he wag
.. in Memphis was his interest in disposing of such weapons.-. . -
‘. to black:militant groups in that. city., HANES contends --kg‘j;

_ that there had existed. a conspiraey in. the transportation. .

of such weapons on the part of RAY whom he contends. was

_-operating with one JAMES ROBERT BLOW, formerly of Cahaba
_Heights, =& 'Birmingham suburb; who. is supposed to work for .
.some printing compsany .in Birmingham known as the P&L .
Printing Co., and according to HANES, BLOW had previously R
' peen charged in Jefferson County Court, at Birmingham, by C

Daputy‘$hor1£f WALTER DEAN on. some unknowin charge, the .

- ‘status of which he does not now kunow. - RAY and BLOY were :
- supposed to have bheen engaged in. ‘their gun transportation .- |

__ details by one BOB LOVELESS, helieved from Birmingham; one

- CLAUDE COCKRELL; believed ic bhe a Memphis resident, and - o
';’one JAHES CARLISLE, b.lieved to be of. Birningham. Accorﬂing:m;n.‘<'

@" Bureau -
o ~ Memphis - (44~1987)

2 - Birmingham
HAS*bsg ;
(6)
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Ay

-"‘to HANES’ coujectures, BLOW and the othezs vere obtaining
© 'these weapons through Paacagaula, lississippi implying
~vthat they ware trom out of the ccuntry.; i

Asida framvtha abova, TEYBGR stated that dnring

EN Zhis conversation with HANES, that individual had~usntzonad
.- that while hée was employed by R&Y, he had filed a- motion. .
L An ﬂenphis to obseryve  the physiual evidence, and 'noted-

" ihat one rifls slug, which had been ohtained from the body, :

LTy S o Dy

" by HANES. He~snggasted that ‘the Bureau may consider _
- “informing the Alcohol, Tbbacco and Filrearms Divisionof .. -
" the. Treasury Department of ‘information relating to instant
‘”transportution oi weapons on the part of RAY, BLOH and o
'aothers. e : .

of the victim, was not mutilated to such an éxtent that

- it could nnt»ba ‘identified by laboratory examination;
. 'although he bad been informed that omly partial. fragnants
- of the fital bullet were recovered which preclndeﬁ any
'gg-pesitive identiticnticn.”g’?' ) L E T ,

As ‘stated above; ws& 'mmn d:i.d not consider ’

'_information furnisheéd by HANES to be of material value,
-~ but- stated. that-due to HANES' proclivity for-publicity,
‘. he did_not desire to be placed.in the position of not

having passeéd on to authorities any information furuisyed

Tha Bureau 1s-familiar with the fact that EAHES

L is very.closely 4alliéd with the URA and. pravions - iniornation1%<*-< '
- has been furnisheéd to the Bur#ain that he reéceiyed a sum- :
. -of $12,500 as an attorney for Klan members charged in.uorth :
s Carolina, and also net 1ith UKA officials recently in "

;Tuscalnosa, Alabama : . :

A file review oz thia matter fails.to reflect any :'“‘“

: ’ refarence of 1ndividuals mentioned by HARES.'u

_@ms'xz OF BUREAU:

Birmingham does nat inténd to contact EANES or

h otherwise ipstitute further investigation in this matter -ﬂiﬁf;fll;
£ fnﬁCB' Th¢ Bureau 18 IGQuested to aﬁvise Birmingham whether RS

S PO
A ] )‘-;z
P -

Y o
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tha neager in!‘ormation :Eurnished hy HANES rega.rding
.- instant transportation of weapons-on the part of: those
‘named by him should be given to the Alcohol, Tohacco &
--_Firearms Division. '5{; Lo . a
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-Mr. Doloack ' . - Boptember 16, 1268

. X - ¥r, Deloach
&. Tiosen 1 - Mir. Rosen
' T . X - Yr, }3alley
1 b d iﬁ'o gﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁ“aa‘
MURKIN ' ”@ ~ ¥r. Hepouough
o ‘ « lr. DBisbop

_ Thiz is tha case involving the murdsr of
Martin Iuther King, Jr. o

[

The Yeuphis Offico has ndvisad that Tennossce Assisiant .

District Attorney Gozoral J. Clyde Mason informed thot in ‘
rocont convexsation with one of Jomes Barl Rey's attornoys,
Richard J. Ryan, it wag dotormived that Ryan intonds to apgeal .
this matier to tho Teanossee Supreme Court. Ryan hogs until
10-13-89, to perfoct his appoal to that court and Byan hog indi-
cotod ho intonds to meet that dendline, James Larl Kay, the
subject in this case, 1s presently - incarcorated $n the Tonnesgse
State Ponitentiery, Kashville, Tennossse, basad on his plea of
guiliy of muxdor chargex on 3-10-62, for which ho received a

88 yoar sontencd. <

The basis for the appoel i that undor Tennessee law
wvhen o judge dles bofore ruling ou a motion Zor a new trinl, {the |
defendant is outomaticslly granted & new trisl on ithe bagis that
only tho teizl judge would have been avware of Arvors in. the
provious triel and the defondont should, therefors, be ontitied
o & now trimi. Tho Stato contends that this low doo3 not &pply
in ths Roy case since Roy was gentonced on a plea of guilty and

H
]

-

wag nevex tried, 7The dofenac contends that & latter writien by Ray

to the lote Judge Prestos Battle, who dicd of a hoart péinck

Govoral wewis after tho seatencing of Moy, coustituted o sotion for

& new {risl and since Judgo Battlo died without ruling on thie
nattor Ray 48 entttled t0 2 pow triel. YNr., Mason further sistod
thatRyan. indicated 0 hin that 1f Ray i uvonsuccozsful heforo the -
Tonnessed Suprome Court, thoy will thon attenmet to seok relief '
through gone othor avenue of appesl,’ :

LCTIONS ' - ,
‘ Yor inferantion. 7hic wiil continue {0 bo clotely
foellowad.,
) i ;" ey g PR SO, e 3 I
BIH: jove R I S
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

. Memorand®m

{ TO : Mr. Mohr . DATE: 9-2-6'9

. , {ivas . ;_ ;

Uj. ' Trotter%/
. . . 0 2 ) . . g’le;e, Room \Jem
FROM :  C. L. Trotter A» f MM Gandy

* SUBJECT: JAMES EARL RAY MW
IDENTIFICATION MATTER .

On 3-10-69 Ray, ‘who had been charged with the murder of
Martin Luther King, plead guilty in Tennessee State Court and was sentenced to
99 years in the Tennessee State Prison at Nashville. Inaddition, he still has
13 years to serve in Missouri. The judge who sentenced Ray was W. Preston
Battle, Criminal Court, Memphis, Tennessee. Battle is dead, the victim of
a heart attack in his chambers on 3-31-69. On 4-7-69 Ray filed a motion for a
new trial in Memphis and on 5-26-69 Judge Arthur Faquin dismissed this. On
6-16-69 a "prayer for appeal' was denied by Judge Faquin. On 6-25-69 Ray
appealed to the Tennessee State Court of Criminal Appeals for a court review
of the trial record and this was denied on 7-15-63. There are no court-imposed
restrictions on discussing the evidence in this case.

Some very excellent latent fingerprint identification techniques
employed in this case resulted in Ray's identification by the Bureau's
Identification Division.

‘RECOMMENDATION:

:

'hat the attached interesting identification be approved for
\ classroom and speech use.

Enc. ar

1 - Mr. DeLoach
.1 - Mr. Bishop

1 - Mr. Rosen
| CLT:cay Q""‘(
; [C IR ,
é ,\)y*) ; ’ " . “ . .
gp&/\\:/\\ﬂ SEE ADDENDUM OF GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION
X 4 PAGE 2...
Qbu mu.‘ - . .4 NN - 0 “
R ‘éﬂ SEE ADDUNDUM OF CRIME RECORDS DIVISION
et i wsdove S PAGE 8.4

.
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ADDENDUM GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 9/3/69  JGK:cs

Although Ray's appeal in Tennessee State Court was denied by the
court on 7/15/69, the State Prosecuting Attorney previously advised that
Ray can continue his appeals by filing petitions for Writs of Habeas Corpus
in State Court and if these are unsuccessful, he can do the same in Federal
Court. The prosecuting attorney anticipates that Ray will avail himself
‘of such remedies, although there is no current indication as to when he will
do so, ‘ !

In light of this, it is not felt desirable for the Bureau to comment
Bbeyond that which is a matter of public record, that is, what has been
publicly testified to in open court.

Pt
AR LA
T Pt

/9\/ SR
' .

PN

]
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ADDENDUM CRIME RECORDS DIVISION 9-4-69 TEB:hak

» Every convicted person has the privilege of filing a Writ

" of Habeas Corpus while a prisoner., If we allow the possibility of Ray

doing so to prevent us from.getting out to the public the story of the excellent
work done by the FBI in this case, it will never be possible to get it out so
long as Ray is serving his life sentence, if the feelings of the Gen&ral
Investigative Division are followed. In addition, it should be born in mind
that the danger of prejudicing a case by publicity only applies prior to and
during.the actual frial of the case. Publicily cannot prejudice a case in 'the
appeals stage since this dage is concerned only with matters of law rather than

The FBI has ‘dohe an ou ding job in this case and we should
now start letting the public know-of this job through items like the attached,
through articles, and through cooperating with a good author like Jim Bishop,
who has been commissioned by Reader's Digest {o prepare a comprehensive

book on this case. e LpopENet i~ Lo
—r MQ‘ 'f& '/e{}"& “v /e /ﬁ‘ T, oy a,\\f,tu(weﬁ"c,

Tact. ol e ol nistatso R =2 N
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JAMES EARL RAY '
INTERESTING IDENTIFICATION

-

Martin Luther King, Jr., was killed on April 4, 1968, while
standing on a balcony of the Lorraine Hotel in Memphis, Tennessee. The
unknown killer made good his getaway, but in so doing, left behind evidence

that would eventually help lead to his identification, apprehension and imprisonment. .

Items left behind were a .30-06 Remington rifle with attached Redfield telescopic
sight, binoculars, and a blue zipper bag containing clothing and personal
articles. These items were found in the vicinity of a rooming house across
from the Lorraine Hotel. Investigation determined that subject had rented a
room at the rooming house using the name John Willard, and it was from the.
bathroom in this establishment that the fatal shot was fired. The rifle and other
evidence was delivered to the FBI Laboratory and Identification Division by a
Special Agent of the Memphis Division.

Several latent prints of value.were developed on the items
submitted. Two of these latent prints, one on the rifle and one on the
binoculars were found to have been made by the same finger, and the position
of these prints, as well as the shape and slope of the ridges, indicated the.
prints were probably from the left thumb.

Thorough investigation developed considerable information
relative to the murderer. The rifle had been purchased in Birmingham by
an individual using the name Harvey Lowmeyer; the white Mustang believed
to be the getaway car was registered‘to an Eric Starvo Galt who had spent
the night preceeding the murder at the Rebel Motel in Memphis. Galt was
further traced to a rooming house in Atlanta where additional evidence was
recovered, including a map of Mexico. A latent fingerprint developed thereon
was identified with the latent prints on the rifle and binoculars. This identi-
fication enabled the FBI fingerprint experts to say that this print, in addition
to probably being from the left thumb, was an ulnar loop of 12 ridge counts.

The latent prints developed on the rifle, binoculars, the map,
and other evidence had been compared during the eleven days following the
murder with approximately 400 suspects, had been searched through all - .
sections of the FBI's single fingerprint file and compared with all outstanding
FBI identification orders.
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Based on the premise that the latent fingerprint recovered
from the rifle, binoculars and map of Mexico was probably from the left
thumb and was an ulnar loop of 12 ridge counts, a review of the fingerprint
records of the 53, 000 fugitives on file was undertaken and.it was found that
approximately 1900 of these fugitives had ulnar loops of 10 - 14 ridge counts
in the left thumb. Comparisons were started and on April 19, 1968, 15 days
after the crime, the latent fingerprints were identified with the fingerprints
of James Earl Ray, an escapee from the Missouri State Penitentiary where he
had been serving time for robbery.

intensive man hunt involving law enforcement officers and investigative
personnel, not only in the United States, but also Mexico, Canada, England,
and other countries.

The fingerprint identifications with James Earl Ray triggered an

The possibility that Ray himself might have been killed was
not overlooked and all unknown deceased fingerprint cards received by the
FBI were referred to the Latent Fingerprint Section for comparison. One
case of this type concerned a body found buried on the beach at Acapulco,
Mexico. Fingerprints taken by local authorities from this body were examined
in the Latent Fingerprint Section but, because of the condition of the body,
were of no value. An examiner from the FBI's Latent Fingerprint Section
flew to Mexico and on examining the flesh of the fingers was able to determine
that the body was not that of James Earl Ray. .

Another phase of the investigation led to Canada, and there,
following an exhaustive search of passport applications, it was determined -
that Ray had obtained a passport under the name of Ramon George Sneyd and
had taken an airplane flight to London.

Copies of the FBI Identification Order prepared following Ray's
identification by latent prints were immediately furnished to Scotland Yard and
on June 8, 1969, while attempting to board a flight for Brussels, Belgium,
Ray was arrested at London Airport. ' )

“ Ray was subsequently ordered extradited to Memphis, Tennessee,
to stand trial for murder and to Missouri as an escapedfelon. On March 10;
1969, Ray plead guilty to King’s murder and was sentenced to 99 years in the

. . Tennessee State Penitentiary.
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