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PH 9-3113

ADMINISTRATIVE DATA

Four copies of this report are being submitted to
the Bureau since the Bureau may desire to forward one copy to
the Department.

Captain CHARLES CONROY, Intelligence Squad,
Philadelphia Police Department, advised on 1/30/69 his squad
js investigating this matter.
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DETAILS: This case is predicated Sn a telegram received by
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: ¢ UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE g M

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
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Copy to: 1 - USA, EDPA (JRS)
Report cf SA EDWARD M. COLE Ofices Philadelphia,
Date: 1/31/683 Pennsylvania
Ficld Office File §:  9-3113 Bureou File #:
Title: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS; :
REVEREND JAMES BEVEL - VICTIM -7
Choracter POSSIBLE EXTORTION ’
Synopsis: Telegram sent by CEDRIC MOORE to Director, FBI, 1

President RICHARD M. NIXON, Philadelphia Police
Department Commissioner FRANK RIZZO, and Philadel-
phia Mayor JAMES H. J. TATE stating that someone was going
to kill the Reverend JAMES E. BEVEL, Southern Christian
Leadership Conference official in Philadelphia, because of
BEVEL's statements that JAMES EARL RAY was innocent in the
murder of Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., Southern Christian
Leadership Conference President. MOORE and BEVEL interviewed
regarding threat and telegrams, and both stated MICKEY
MC MILLAN, not further identified, told them at Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) Headquarters on
January 20 or 21, 1969, about ‘the people he had heard stating
they would burn down the building in which BEVEL resides,
and also that a "contract was out" on BEVEL. No letter
‘through mail, interstate telephone calls, or telegrams involved
in threat. United States Attorney declined.

-C -

:

the FBI on January 23, 1869, from CEDRIC MOORE,
Assistant Non-Violent Education, Southern Christian
Leadership Conference, Philadelphia, Pa. The telegram states,
u] am .informing you that a serious threat is being made on
Rev. JAMES BEVEL life concerning his defense of JAMES EARL RAY."

- 1
This document contatns peither recommendations nor concluslons of the FBI. It s the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and Its contents gre not to be distributed outside your agency.
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Date January 31, 1969

I~

Y.

CEDRIMRE, currently residing at 819 North 18th
reet, Sguthern Christian Leadership.Conference Headquarters

n

Q;:,J”bf thladelphza jwas interviewed regarding a telegram he sent

(o]

b ?
)

*ﬁ’;Y to J. EDGAR HOOVER President NIXON, Philadelphia Police

&N

Commissioner RIZZ0, and Phlladelphla Mayor JAMES H. J. TATE,

:j;w/”"— stating a serious threat was being made on the life of

Reverend JAMES BEVEL concernxng his defense of JAMES EARL
RAY.

. '~ MOORE stated he is not familiar with many Philadel-
phia people as he just came to Philadelphia from Memphis.
He has been in Philadelphia for a little over one week.

MOPRE stated that,dn either January 20 or 21, 1969,
an individual named MICKEYAMC MILLAN, who occasionally visits

QLQ Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) Headquarters,
— stated that a group of "cats" were incensed at BEVEL's

(%)

statements ,that JAMES EARL RAY, alleged killer of MARTIN
LUTHER KING JR., was 1nnocent. MC MILLAN stated these
"cats" made the statement they would burn the building down -
in-which BEVEL resides. A .

" MOORE could not 1dent1fy MC MILLAN further, nor
could he furnish MC MILLAN's reszdence address or telephone
number. "

MOORE also adv;sed that on either January 20 or 21,
<1969, while walking past a room at 919 North 18th Street, he
heard someone say, "BEVEL should 'be careful." He could not
1dent1fy the person who spoke nor eould he identify anyone
else in the roorn. .

On__1/28/89 . Philadelphia, Pa. File# Philadelphia 9-3133

SA'S EDWARD M. COLE .
and JOHN R. WINEBERG EMC:BSM
by, = Dote dictoted 1/30/69
P - B
This document contolns meither recommendations noe conclusions of the FBL It is the property of the FBI and Is looned 1o your ogency;
1 6ad 15 contants Gre not ta Do distriovtzd oviside your egency. ‘;_«2,
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/ : Dato January 29, 1969

On January 29, 19638, the Reverend JAMES BEVEL,
Philadelphia Branch, Southern Christian Leadership Conference
(SCLC), was zntervxewed regarding the threats made to his
life by an unknown group of individuals after BEVEL sent a
telegram to JAMES EARL RAY proclaiming RAY innocent of the
killing of Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

© 7" BEVEL said that on either Monday or Tuesday,
January 20 or 21, 1969, an individual known to him only as
MICKEY MC MILLAN of Philadelphia, Pa., who has drifted in
and out of the Phlladelphza SCLC Office, was in the building,
and told BEVEL that since BEVEL had sent the telegram to RAY,
that some "cats" in Philadelphia were mad at BEVEL's telegram
MC MILLAN did not describe where he heard these people talking,
who they werle, or when it was said, but the "cats" were
talking about blowing up the SCLC buxldlng in which BEVEL
lived and that a "contract" (to kill) was out for BEVEL.
BEVEL said there was no mention made of a telegram,
interstate telephone call, or a communication through the mail.
It was all oral. .

BEVEL again said that he had information and
" evidence that would prove RAY had not killed XING, but he said
he would not dzvulge this information unless he was allowed
to defend RAY in court. He did say that RAY had a psychomotor
defect that would preclude RAY shooting a rifle accurately. -~

He also said that he was not concerned about the
threats made against him by disgruntled "brothers" because he
had lived with threats since 1961, when he had joined XING
and the SCLC.

»1/29768 ., Philadelphia, Pa. File# _Philadelphia 9-3113..

SAS JOHN R. WINEBERG
and DONALD G. COX JRW:BSM 1/28/69
by Dote dictoted
This document (0.610-135 aether ﬁ(ommead;vions noc conclusions of t:: F8L 11 is Yae proparly of the F81 cad is locned o your ogeaty:

Wond ofs wontents ace aot 1o be distriduted ovisile your ageady

'Q-At»h
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Date January 31, 1969

CEDRIC MOORE, 913 North 18th Street, Southern :
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) Aide to the Reverend
JAMES BEVEL, was interviewed, and he advised that he had no
information that the threats to the life and safety of BEVEL

had been made by interstate telephone, telegraph, or through
the United States Mail.

LA RS

/
on__ 1/29/69 ., Philadelphia, Pa. File#_.Philadelphia 9-3113
SAS JOHN R. WINEBERG \
o, AND DONALD G. COX JRW:BSM Date dictared__1/29/89

This document contoias neither recommandations mor <onclusions of e FBL 11 is the property of the F81 and is looned 1o your ageacy;
it ond its conteals 0re nO1 10 be distributed oviside your ogeacy, 5w -
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Assistant United States Attorney JOHN R. SUTTON,”
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Pa., was :
advised by SA JOHN R. WINEBERG of the above information on
January 29, 1969, and stated. that Federal prosecution was !
being declined because the facts did not constitute a violation
of Federal law. . >
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- CRIMINAL DIVISION .
. CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

2-18-69 -

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

XXX (B) REL:jms

Battle, Shelby County, Memphis, Tennessee.

e
MurKIN . %
C DeSeminali o

.FoLbEW"

 Attached are copies of motions argued before W. Preston
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‘ A '2-18-69
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION :
CRIMINAL DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

XXX ¢B) REL:jms

Altached are copies of motions axgued before ¥W. Preston
Battle, Shelby County, Memphis, Teanessee,
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IN THE CRYMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE ¢
DIVISYON XIX

PALERERRCT I

STATE OF TENNESSEEZ } ;

: . Vs, . !  NOS. 1665 and.16819 ¥
: | JAYES EARL RAY i ' :
| MOTION TO DESIGNATS COUR? REPORTERS AND PROVIDE FOR | 2
THEIR_COMPENSATYON BY THE STATE OF TENNESSEZ ;

0 SAXD HONORABLE COURT: i

COMES NOW, James Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled

and numbered causes and files this Motion to Designate Court .
- Reporters and to enter an order that will provide for the pay-
rent of their fees:by the State of Tennessee; and, in suppors
of said motion would respectfully show the Cowr%t as follows, to-
vits . )
) ..
- ; - Said Defondant has heretofore tostified in open cowrt o
i the fact that he is an indigent person and has been so adjude

N - icated by this Court; and, pursuant to said finding this Court

has appointed the Public Dofendor of Shelby County to act as

Cawrmgd

counsel for said Defendant. Co~counsel, Percy Foreman, aduit -

ted for the purposo of appearing in the above cases has received

- eNRE

i no fco and does not contemplate that he will receive any such

‘ feo.for his appearance hercin. ﬂ:»/fﬁ'm - SLEO ;
: . ] . IX. §
i This rotion is filed pursuant to the provisions of the Ten- E
; "nesseo Codo of Criminal Procedurc, Articles 40-2029 through 40- ;

2043, inclusive, the same being Chapter 221 of the Sesions Laws
‘of“the Legislature-of- the State of Temnessee, Acts of 1985, which
give the Court the power and authority to grant all of the roliefd

heroin prayed for, and, in the opinion of the att orneys for this

N
Defendant, make the granting of such relief mandatory. .. -
. ’ ~L ——ly

Iy,

Defendant says that Shelby County, Tennesses is & princival

% A

retropolitan areca of the State of Teanessee, having & population -

-
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of approximately 1,000,000 or morc inhabitants and having withe
in its territorial area at lease several dozcn eminently quale-
ificd Court Reporters, including but not limited to morce than
two dozen such who are availabioc for appointment by tnis Court
as Reporter and Auxiliary Reporter to act as such in tho aboﬁe
styled cases and as herein prayed for.

Therefore, Shelby“COunty, Tgnncsscc-does-not come withia
the provisions of Article ho-zoaé of the Tenncssee Code of Crim-
inal ‘procedure which article authorizes the use of " trecording
cquipment! in liew of a qualificd Court Reporter in remote coun-
ties where no qualified Court Reporter is available to record
the proccedings. Shelby County has an abundance of such gquali-
fiod reporters, and duve proc ess of law provided by the Consti-
tutions of the State of Tennessce and of the United States of
Armerica justify and require the appointment of such gualified .
repopter to rocord the procecdings in the above styled cases
against this Defendante

Iv.

However, the general practice prevailing f{or the recording
of prococedings in the trials of felony criminal cases in Shelby
County, Tennessee, and which will prevail in this casc in the
event of the overruling of this motion, is to have such procecd-
ings trecorded! on a mechanical dictating machine by a deputy
clerk of the C&urt, which the Statutes of the State of Tennessce
authorizes only in'06uncies in which a judge can truthfully cer-

tify tthat no qualified court reporter is avallabdble to record the
[ el
proc cedings!,

Defendant says that the purported recording of the proceedings

by such mechanical device is inadequate, inaccurate, haphazard, and

icomplqtely warcliable. That Defendant is charged in onc of the

above cases with nm urder with malice aforethought for which one of

the alternate punishments is Death. That he has the Constitutional

right of appeal in tho event of conviction, which carries with it
the right to have a truly accurate record of the proccedings below
for the guidanco of tho appellate tridbunadl in reviewing his trial

below, and, as above pleaded, iny derogation or infringemant of

]

o em— et rm—————————— et = o —— -~
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that right by failing to provide a qualificed court rcporter
would be and is a deprivation of the right of the Defendant

to fteffective representation of counsel! as well as of due

process of law, guarantecd under the Constitutions aforesaid

T L Y vy ym e s

~of the Unitcd States of America and of the State of Tenncs S¢Ce

v /‘Aﬁ‘f A Cf‘v,/:’./&«-/r s

Defendant says that daily ‘copy of the proceedings will be
necoded for his effective representa;ion ty counsel and thét
such will require alternate court reporters working in relayé
to prepare such copy. That it is & physical impossibiiity
for one reporter to carry the load of taking & day!s testimony
and then transcri ting it before the succecding day. That this

urt has the authority under 40-2032, T.C.C.P to appoint such

-auxiliary reporters as the exigencies of the case may reqguire

and that at least onc and perhaps two such auxiliary reporters

e

shouldd be appointed, and their compensation as well a; that of
tho first such reporter should be provided for and shoculd be
Oooditivn o, Ttp

VX, ‘

paid by the State of Tennessec.

This Defendant is infornmed and believes and upon such infor-

mation alleges as a fact that various news agencies, reprodu=-

. s
R T LV B TN TR

i

. »Ver 2

. 3
HwR N A

PRl LaReI Mttt e AT AR 0 M A WAl TR E, A

P N T LR NPEN

LR

cing cquiprent companies and other commercial enterpriscs, eithex

L]

: for commercial profit oé for the advertising value to be derived
therefrom, have contracted and agreed to furnish numerous olfice
. poersonnel, agents, representatives, operators and others to du-
; plicate, disseminate, merchandise and sell the proceedings on

' a daily basis to news media, writers, wire services ahd otner

: curious and or interecsted persons; firms and corporations, as
such proceedings of the trial of this casc ay be or become

; v"/&“; e
used snoula this motion be denied. ¥ 0

.- ) "5\ 3 .’.(
Defendant says that money changers in the temple of Jjus~

h -

tico are not COﬂteﬁpthyd oy tnc snirmt or letter of the 1
[

P e - ——— ¥

-~ f

ve

BT e et SMTRM o e 0

of Tennossec. That such a course of cormercializin he dis- -

L S ey %

- semination of the proccedings of this Honoradle Court would'
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] H

. .:.-:»:«\4‘ v\'..}?aso I‘}f. - 2?5009 Tk Seann Ty v ~pewT R R e T B S 2 X TR LN ST
. " . -

. hd - - W . s LI .
.- S e - "
. ¥ '
. - . ‘.
P .

cays
®, .

A otw s

subjoct this Court to the impossible task of supervision cuzn

R R

legally unauthorized .employecs of the various letter serilcls, -
duplicating machinec peoplo, transcribers, recorders, out of . :

the presence of the-Court and beyond the Courttls control, ..

’
L T

in violation of the spirit and the letter of the law as laid

down in articles 40-2029 through 40-2043, aforesaid, and especs-

fally of article 40-2038 which provides: - .
: ' nThe reporters shall be subjcct to the supervision of
the apoointzng Judge in the performance of their due-

: - tips, INCLUDING DEASLINGS WITH THE PARTIES REQUESTING
. ) TRANSCRIPTS swiciosisiin 1 {emphasis added).

O I

NP

'
-t

* And, in this connection, Defendant is informed and believes tﬁat
the oxpressed demand for copies of said daily transéript is so
> . widoly based that a proper control oy the Cowrt and the limita-

s,

L tion of the right to produce and sell such daily copy to tihc

f
I T

court apoointea courd reoorter and auxiliary reporters can make

-
Lo % et

gy,

”z?” daxly copy available at little or not ﬂddat,ga~lmﬁx, se to the

coy s Ta

"~
H

LR I

cngage, cmploy and compensate such duly appointed reporter ana

(ﬁ;ﬁwﬁ# State of T xenn;;;ee. At LcastL_EQQE sucn can be ava iizgie s .
;’ &;ily copy within the cost of what would be the normal cost of 'é
% "-§§§£ daily pgoceedigggpif produced in due time and not at daily é
; . ;;py rates. L~ - ;
; - VIX.
i o ?his Dofendant says that he is without funds with waich %o :
4

such auxiliary reporters hereinabove requested.

WVHEREFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays the Court ;

CALviEY g se¥
N
'

to nominate and appoint & qualified Court Reporter and such

B

auxiliary court reporters as may to the Court seem necessary

AW wes

and to enter an order providing for their compensation by the
state of Tenncesseo, as provided by law,and, also, that the Cowrd
eater an order providing that such duly appointed court repori-
ers and -auxiliary court reporters, as & unit, qncﬂtney only shall

e R e LT g

have the right to sell and or offer for sale transcripis of the

daily proccodings, and that no copies of such procecdings shall
ve duplicated and circulated by any original purchaser ol such

3 a copy of a transcript of any dailv proceedings bv any persen ,

N R - N s p

firi or corporation or apgent thercof, cxcept such cpsddinted courd

o ——c o o i J— - ——— e —— .-

- . -
- - -
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reporbers, without permission to duplicate said original transe
cript of daily proceedings having been applied for in writing

to this Court and without a hearing having been had on such.ap -
plication to duplicate and without an order first having been
entered of record by the Cowrt so permitting such duplication,
and for such other and further orders with reference to the
reporting, duplicating and dissemination of such prodeedings as

the cowrt my deem firt, suitable and proper, as said Defendant,

in duty bound, will ever pray.
A7

/. .
G o &l B
/Z%MMES EARL RAY, Defendant

STATE OF TENNESSEE }

COUNTY OF SHELBY | : .
SUBSCRIBED AND swworn to before me the undersigned Notary

Public in and for Shelby County, Tenncssec, by JAMES EARL RAY,

known to me, this ____ day of February, A. D., 1969. '

Notary Bublie in ana for
Shelby County, Tennessec.

. , < p :
| Ll ot LA
© Hug: Stanton;/%ijgzl ;
, - 4
MZ:L//;;/ 2 @/
" Hugn Stanton, Jr., &

PUSLIC DEFENDER!'S OFFICE
_ SHELBY €O., TENNESSEZ.

s/

/\ \ ) P
A . »
i 1‘ {:‘/C/é \,’ s (‘r} 4(. .-iq/bt\" IR PN

.-
1 (. 3

Y crcy Foreman, ttorney at Law
Ve

SEAL

of éounselo
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On this the ____~ day of February, A.D., 1969, was éuly
A , presented the foregoing Defendant s Eotion t0 nominate and ap-
point qualified reporters and auxiliary court reporters and to
£ix their compensation and provide thedr payment by the Staté.
h of Tennecessee and to enter an order conbrolling the sale, dis~
semination, cirulation and reproducing 9f daily copy of the
Court proceedings an& forbidding same by any one other than
¢the duly appointed Court Reéorters and duly appointed auxiliary
reporters, as a unit, and said motion was duly considered by the
Court, and the Cowrt being of the opinion that same shquld be
granted, it is, accordingly: -
GRANTED in all things as more particularly appears by
an ﬁrder this day ontered hexrein. .
- OVERRULED and DENIED, to which action of the Court in over-
" ruling said motion the Defendant then and there in open Court ox~
cepted, and said motion, tdgether'with this ruling thereon and
Defendant's exceptioh thereto is here now ordered filed as g part

of tho roéord of this casce

T . " We PRESTON BATTLZ, Juage
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT O SHELBY COUNAY, ’I‘I‘ NNESSEE
STATE OF TENNESSEE )
)
Vs )
) No.
JAMES EARL RAY, ETC., )
)
Defendant ) )
RPRIDAVIT OF VERNON N. SHORT
STATE OF TENNESSEE )
) 8
COUNTY OF SHELBY ) :
Vernon ¥. Short, being duly sworn, Jeposes
and says:
That he iz a Notary Public at Large Tor the
State of Tennessce and is currently gracticing his skiil
of shorthand (cou~“) revorting in the free-lance Tleld in
Memphis and Sncle County, Tennessec, and &g been actively

engaged in that locale since Mey 1957.
That he is a mepder in zood standing of (he

national, state, and local shorthand reporting associations

That as of this daote,

4
(o]
O
3
c?
]
+
!
$)
O
<)
[
<
[ #]
§-4
<3

arce a minimum of fifteen (15) shorthan

engaged in the free-2ance field of courtd and generd

ca
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11 peporting in Mowphis, Sheldby County, fennessec, who ave

availadble for employment in court reporting.

31 FURTHER APPIANT SAZTH NOT. . /f §
4, ‘3 |

4 1 ?/ Yognd 7 . ”/ i
. VERION TSGR !
GT STATE OF TENNESSEE ) !
) :

COUNTY OF SHELBY ) \ §

Sworn o and sudngserlibed woefore wme on
fireh day of Iebruary, 1965.

10 aounf §. DOLTON
Notary Public ot Large
1 . Sctate of Tennessge
My commission expires February &, 2970,

13
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14 | .-

e o

15
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24,
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L. ' MAY 5 1967
) BESSIE BUFFALOE, Clerk

ROBERY Ls KERNES N p
", :

. ’ b2 . : .

. ’ H SLRELEY QRIXINAL

. Ve . p)

H . ¢ Hoa. W Pxesten Battle, su
[ - )
o~ - -

» - .

P o

.- - = SPARE OF WENNBSSIE )

3 T :

. -

iC < T - Pox PiaintifL in Rrxows - . For tho Shntos .
’ - e T L

YO o3 e Harxy Ul Sexuggn, . Bdgay P, Calhoun o

i : Tk J. B, Madden ) doaistuns Attouacy Cenexal
R > L Me AJHinds . Pnil M. Canule, I,

i £ Mermphis, Penncysace Diztrict Attoxnsy Cenoxal

iy s '

3 7 T - T

v LR . O P IR I on

i s LT -

T P T Rexnes was convicted ©f corxying o pictol and fined

- T,

N L LI LS o

.. - sexvo two years in the State peniftentiaxy ia aagthor cane Jfov o

i;= "iﬁ ~ possession of burgléry 008, MEOom thess twWo cLav.cuicns he has

| -‘{;—" geasonably appedled, bricfis have beeun £iled, argunmints noaxd,

L - ': and,-aftez xourding thig recosd and coasidivring Che nattex, wo

) Y thindk the rocoxd is in cuch Q& Sauhisd condicion that it &3 Lnuos-~

i‘ g - ©8iblo to tell neods or tails about tho situntion Lo that it would
be fair to either tho dofcadant or the Llate to vendox & docizion

) . theroon. For this xcason the judgaenis below Gre uovozsed and

) tho cavca 45 remanded for & new txial.
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IN THE CRYIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY , TENNESSEB
DIVISION IXX

STATE OF TENNESSER }
Vse ! Nds. 16,645 and 16,819

- JAMES EARL RAY " ]

MOTXON TO REQUIRE DISTRICT ATTORNEY GENERAL TO PREPARE AND PRE-
SENT TO THE COURT PROPOSED STIBULATIONS AS TO THE-UNDISPUTE
TESTIMONY OF WITNESSES

TO -SAID HONORABLE COURT:

COMES now, J ames Earl Ray, Defendant, acting hercin

‘ by and through his attorneys of record, and files this his motion

to require the proseccuting attorneys in this case to prepare and

“present to the Court and to said attorneys for the defcnse & pro-

~ fully show the Court:

poscd stipulation of the testimony of all witnesses residing out-
sido Sholby County, Tenn e¢ssce, whose names have been fwrnisihed

s
“

said attorneys for the defense as possible witnesses for

-3

¢ proc-

ccution, in support of which motion said Defendant would respect -

X.

The office of the District Attorney General has hereto=-

fore, pursuant to and order of the Court so to do, furnishcd dew

fenso counsel with the names of some 360 or more witnesses as pos-

sible witnesses to be called and offcred as witnesses for the pros-

_ ecution at the trial of the above case or cascs.

A very large number of these witnesses reside adbroad or
in other States than Tennessee. Thé expense of bringing said vite
nesses and their maintenance during this trial could conceivadly
cost the taxpayers of Shelby County and the State of Tennessse &as
much as a half million ($500,000.00)‘dollars, that could be bet-.
ter spent for other necdful purposes.

Because, Defendant says, frog nagazine and newspaper
articles available to him and his attorneys, purporting tohre -

floct his travels, contacts and activities in distant states and

W
1

forcign countrics, most, if not all such roports will not be d

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Prago 2 -~ Motion to Stipulate. . ..

nicd and this Defendant and his attorncys are willing to stipulate
either to the fact or the testimony of such absent witneéscs7 80
as to save the expense of their transportation and maintenance as
witnesses throughout the trial of this case. Defondant says thg?
if the prosecution insists on the bringing of said witnesscs in |
persvon, that his attorneys can not, in good conscience, agree ¢o
their release and retwrn to their distant homes until the conclu -
sion of the trial, and therefore their maintenancce may cover a
period of threc to six months, more or less. .4¢Z 7.

- XX.

Defendant further says the presentation of said witnesses

_in person, rather than by stipulation ad¢ prayed for hercin, will

-unduly delay, impede and waste the time of this Honorable Court,

ncedlessly and wastefully. That there is not physical possibility
of this caso terminating in less than four months, if the prosecu-

tion persists in the personal presontation of said witnesses.

_Purthormxre, such an extended trial is calcu;ated to so confusc

ATy, i B T e ST L ST A St S I i B wrea

a lay jury as to prevent tne proper consiaerat*oa by the jury of

A e et I ke
0 e X, ey S A st i O 0 pat SR

the pertinent and esseutial facts and testxmony to the issues

prwywesy

;aised by the pleadmgs° (;.r /J.<;.

IfI. .

Defendant says that it is not mect nor proper that tae

S

time of jurors who might be selected in this casc be consumed for

o~

>

weeks on end by undxsputed and immaterial testimony that can be ~

o o o33 e ¥ v e ey

made available and reccived into evidence by stipulation. Nor is

it fair to the treasury of Shelby County that the processes of

— RENCHI A LY, Fra——

justice be strained and penalizea, when such can be avoided by
stipulatione \/A: A e Aywi/ :;ZZﬁukw;g
. ’ Iv.
Defendant says that such witnesses whose testimony can
be stipulated come from:  England, Canada, Portugal, California
Alabama, Washington, Georgia and elsowhere and the law roquires

the advance to them of ten cents (3.10£) per mile c“cq way plus

- 1iving oxpenscs while in attendance on the Court.

—————— - = awrm————— . .
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Page Threeo - ifotion to Stimuiate.

Dofendant says that this motion is filed herein ap-~
proximately onc month before any of said witnesses will have
left their homes and. thercby obligated Shelby County, Tennessce,
for the payment of their travel and living expenses, and in ame-
ple tims for the preparation, presentation and consideration of
the proposal to stipulate and for the entering into said stipula-

tion.
Furthermore, that the prosecution has in its poscession
a detakled report of the interviews of such witnesses by the agents
of the Federal Rirdaun of Investigaﬁion and by its own investiga -
_tors and -is well aware of what their testimony will ke and the prep-
aration of such proposed stipulations will not unduly inconvenience
the prosecution; and that for every penny qf expense incddent to

the preparation of such stipulation, approximately $l{990,00 can

be saved the taxpayers of Shelby County, Tenncssee. .

- G

V.

This Defendant and his attorneys verily believe that
overy word of testimony that could be available from 59.99%
said witnesses, in person, can be stipulated and madc a part of
tho record thereby.

WHEREFCRE, premises considered, Defendant prays that
an order onter dirccting the District Attorney General and his
assistants attorney general to prepare and present to this Court
viithin five days of the presentation of this motion a proposed

stipulation as to the testimony of each and every witness it has

furnished Defenso Counsel, who reside beyond the l;mxts of ‘Shelby

cnnesses —

County, Tdxac, to the end tnatqggch proaosea stipulations or as
P i

much thereof as may b be undisputed be entered into in advance by
e S e ™

the Dofendant_and his attorneys before the fxnaﬁcigl expense
MalVracs s e ——

and drain on Shelby Couq_y!s treasury shall occur, as Delendant,

in duty bound, will ever praye voquiif Jj¢C{kwﬁ~m¢

- // e E. é ﬂ/
;)?;TD ARL ‘th.

C~Coqs 62/"-’0’{'(&(&’“. - C‘{/{M /(':/f/ f// P 7(‘} f) yd

rYercy FQToman 7
DUBLIC DEFENDERS.

@/‘.Nj /,,{oﬁ,, /() o Jé/j/w

of counseli

s ,/’“\"‘-//ﬂ"{ &' Sl f’*"&ﬂw
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Page Four‘ Motion to Stipulates . ’

ORDER

On this the ____ day of February, A.D., 1969, the fore -
going Motion to Require the District Attorney General and -
prosecuting attorneys to preﬁaré and present proposed stipu-
Yations at to the testimony of witnesses residing beyond Shelby
County, Tennannée, was presented to and considerced by the Cowr?d,
and the Court having considered thehsama, and belicving the ad-
ninistration of justice would be facilitated and the trial ¢x-
pedited by such stipulations, as proposed by the Defendant and
his counsel, it is, accordingly:

: GRANTED as more particularly appears by an order to that .

effect this day entered herein .

OVERRULED and REFUSED, to which action of the Cowrt in over-
maling and refusing to g}ant said motion the Dofendant then and
thero in open court excepted, and sald motion, together with this
order therecon and Defondants exception to the action of the Court

in overruling and refusing said motion are here-now ordered filed

a 8 a part of the record of this case.

“We PRESTON BATYLY, Juage
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IN 7PNS CRIMINAL COURT OF SKELBY COUNTY, TENNESSSE
DIVISION IXI °
STATE OF TENNESSEE
vs. ; . NO. 16645
JAMES EARL RAY,
Defendant.

N MOTION FOR CONTINUANCE .
Lomes now James Earl Ray, the LDefendant, and moves
the Court for an additional continuance in support of which

he would respectfully representt and show the court:

. () On November 12,'1968, this Court continued
this cause until March 3, 1959,‘having estimated that L0
days should be sufficient time for-prer~ .cion. Thav on
Decenber 23, 1968,‘and until Jgéuary 20, 2969, Chief Counsew
for the Defendant, Percy Foreman, was continuously conlined
to bed with pneumonia, except for a two-day period. Thas
ne had a relapsc after two days and spent an additional
twelve, days confined 0 bed.. Thus losing more ithan 27 days
of the original 101l days allowed by the Court for preparation.
On January 20th and continuously thereafter, Until the date
of this report and the filing of this motion, said Colnsel

sy A

for the Defendant fhas spent from Sunday everilpg througa

" Friday night in Memphis, STennessee, working exclusiveliy on

preparation for the trial of this case.  He proposes so doing
until the case is ready for trial. ’

" (2) Likewise, Defendant has applied for permission
to take depositi&ns of material witnesses in other states and
he anticipates taking of such depositions will be permitted

some instances. The mechanics of taking sald depositions,

[£3
>3

so permivted, will consume at least 30 days Lro¥m the eatry

e
ry

£ ¢he order of their being tak en4 wnxch, alone, would e\»enu

L

beyond the date of March 3, 1969

- v . oy, . send t
ot . . i
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(3) In addition, although Counsel for this

Defendant has assidiously pursued an effort to obtain

depositions, affidavits, exnibits, and statements, made the

,pasis for the extradition of Defendant, from London, England,

L4

to Memphis, Tennessee, he has not been successful.

On November 12, 1968, this Honorable Court
directed Arthuf J. Hanes, Esquire, former attorney for the
defendant, to delivexr his files and investigative reports
to Pexrcy Froreman, hig sﬁccessor as defensé counsel, and,
although said Percy Fforeman called on the said Arthur
Hanes at his office iﬁ’Bf}mingham, Alabama, the following
Monday to receive such files, the same were not forthcoming.

The said Percy~Foreﬁan requested said files and invest%gazive

7oreportss of the said Arthur J. Hanes, Sr., in the Courtroon

. on November 12, 1968, immediately upon the Court staiing

frofin the Bench his mandate that such files and reports de
surrendercd to the successor attorney. The said Arthur J.
Hanes,” Sr., had therefore been paid $30,000 by and at the
request of the Defendant, and said {iles and investigative
reports had been accumuléted through the expenditure of
this money de;ived fromt this Defendant. R

‘ " The only writing, report or exhibit of any
Eind obtained by Percy Fgreman from Arthur J. Hanes on his
visit to Mr. Hanes' office in Birmingnam about the 1lSth of
Novenmber, 1968? were pencilled notes reproduced by protocopy
of an alleged recording of a police broadcast made in Memphis

-

about 6:00 p.m. on April 4, 2.968.

Upon reporting tnis fact to this Honorable
Court, & written order was entered by the Court and served on

Arthur J. Hanes, Sr., whercupon, the said Perey Foreman

-

rceceived photocopy of approximately 19 pages, more or less,

of intervicws with withoSséds, mosy of which intorviows oun«
sistod solely of impeaching testimony.

T o - . . 3
tr ~ AT LR A b |
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Approximately seven to ten days ago, through

the intervention and offices of William Bradford Huie, a

. writer, and friend of Arthfur J. Hanes, Sr., the said Percy

Foreman was able to obtain an additional 150 pages,. more or

. Xess of investigatory e¢ffort, which, for the first time,

was furnished information upon which to base an investigatio

s

v

be

(4)" However, no part of the material mentioned

in the first paragraph (3) hereinabove were included in any
portions of the files turned over to said Percy roreman,
. either directly or through William Bradford Huie.

There is attached hereto a photocopy of a

..."‘ [

Yetter dated Februgry 20, 1969, from Michael D. Eugene, .
25 Rowsley Avenue, Hendon, N.W. 4, London, Bngland, the
a%torney who represented James Earl'Ray at his extradition
heaxring in July of 1968, which states categorically that on
November L, 1968, all of this material matter was sent

Mr, Hanes from London, England, to Birmingnam, Aabama,

to-with

"It is obvious from your letter that

. . your main concern relates o the first bundle
of documents, referred to above, and also
The greater part of-the deoosxoiOﬁs. Copies
of tnese docu,envs were Ao“x réed by me o .
¥r. Hanes on or about the st Novemoer last.
I did not send a covering letter as it was
quite apparent Lrom Mr. Hanes u‘b~wt request,

. that he xeguired vnese aocumeﬂus with the
utmost expedition and I merely sent hinm a
complimentary slip. I therefore regret that
I cannot be more specific as far as the date is
concernad out I am satisfied that it was around
the aforesaid oerioa. Tais is an extremely
bulky collection of documents and in all, they
number, over two nundred pages.® ‘

-

Thexre is also attached hereto a photocopy
6. 2lrol mare of o lohb.r W

tnc first page of a letter written by present counsek for

De¢onaant to Michael D. Bugene. - ol

A proper preparation of this case, roguires
that the London doepositions, affidavits, cxhidbits, and

sestimony be available tof Couudl for Dofendant 4in ordex
that he may brief the law of extradition.and the Treatics

" - - . v * . - g
R <
- .o - .Y -
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‘in the 200 pages referred to in Michael D. Eugenels letter

[ 3
ﬁ D ""-v"’ R .-

sy

between the United States and Great Britain, so as to file
any preliminary motions revealed as necessary by such

testimony from depositions and affidavits as may be included -

of February 10, 1969;_ - . .
' Fooreach and all of tho foregéing reasons
and because invesiigators of the Public Defender's Oflice,
Shelby County, have not compiezcd and will not be able to . oo,
complete an adequate investigation and interview of witnesses, ’

s0 as to be prepared fo} trial bn March 3rd, this Defendant
respectfully prays the é&urc ©o grant an additional continuance

for such length of time as tho Court!may deem properx,

ST JAMES EARL.RAY

“

STATE OF TENNESSEE : | 5 :
COUNTY OF SHELBY

Before me, the undersigned Notary Public, in and for
Shelby County, Tennessee, on This day personally appeared
James Early Ray, through, being by me {irst duly swor:,
on oath, says:

- ‘g . .
The foregoing allegations in the aforesaid motion %
for a continuance are true, : -

-

JAMES BARL RAY

Subseribed and sworn to at Memphis,. Tenncssee, this
245h day of February, 2969.

. - . Notary Public '
My Commission Expires: . . R

Cad -
% . -

-
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A 25, ROWSLEY AVENUE,
o’>° HENDON, N.W.4 /
o\"' ¢ . . ' -0
. 10th February, 1969 :
Joeax wr.e Foxondn,
Dao xengon Tor ny not haviag xepliced to your loettex of the )
338% January is duo o wy lnving been away from tho office o .
Tox tho past Low days and having just returnod. '
I o Thcrelore yeplying vo you immediately as, obvicusly, ;
thexre is some urgency in youx xequest,. § .
i .
The times of youx telephone calls to my office and the Pt
substanco of the convorsations botween us axce confidxmoed by ; -
Qe " b ) “e :
In oxdex to claxify any confusion that may have axisen with. . ]
regaxd to the charnctexr of the documients xolating to the k
Trial procecdings in London, X would infeowm you of the 2 T -
“Lollowing. : - o
*These documents may, for the sake o convenicence, be divided ' :
“into thxree paxts, " !
Tixstly, thexe is the bundle of docunients wiich conpriscs .
the ALfidavits of approximately itwenty MVrosocution witnesses
J“?‘\M‘ s . . . :
iR luding Donebrake's), various exbibits attached thexoto .
and also othoex docunients such as the xoguisition ixom the .
Usited States Amvassadox to London, the Cexiificnte of : -
Datention, ithoe autopsy repoxt on Maxdin Luthexr King and his ;
coath cextificate, and also othex documents Too numexous U . . .
aetasil, These documonts Toxrmelthe basis of thoe Prosceution .
case in the London Zxuisadition Procoecdings and wexre sexved on -
my fixm pxiox to tho lHoarxing. ' :
\‘L . d R
e sccond categoxy W documents are those which comprise : .
The oxral cvidence taken at the afoxresaid hearings and vaich. i, .
we term “"depositions'", Included in these would be the oxal o
statomonts of Ray, to whaich you relex in youx iotiex. In :
Lngiish procecdings, only the answexs ol Tthe wiliness ox :
defendant axe noted in the dopositions and no note is ovex it .
taken of tho questions asked, - g
. . "» * )
. . . i
i o /econtinued ceeoe
’, . S ° - > T
- - . . - .'. ] '~-‘,‘_’__ 3 e .- R L ) ~'<
. . ) : L - " _:':ﬂ-:' - - ; i \ . e .
i . . ) « T S .- N - ,
- .-, s - . P [N
. .. ¢ - .
. . - . B - - ,; R . - o w;.sw.
Fue -angkaff “1Lgﬁxqﬁﬁgi'%Jf}"gfwaﬁiM_;;g¢£}§;ig3ﬁd%ﬁ§?ﬁ“f*;;A&$2W Tt

. - .
- -« ¢
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HENOON, NW.4

Page Two . .

A WBEG categoxy of docuuents s simply the txanscxiption
of ulie London heaxing which I obtained £rom the Pross
= -
o> -~

2]
cr
e

ations Speecial Sexvice and.to wiich,again, you revex

[N

s obvious M your lettex that youx wain concexn xelates
-'\
-

O ¢t
¢t I
>
¥}

oyreatex paxt of tho deposivions. Copios of thoso
ments wexre foxwarded by e to My, Ylanes onm ox about the
Noveubex last.. X did not send & covexring lottox as it
guite appaxrent Cxom Mr. Hanes urgent vequest, that he
cauixred these documents with the ulmost expedition and X
soxcly sent him a complimentaxy sldp. I thexrcfoxe xegret
that ¥ cannot be moxe specific as Lax as-the dato is
concerned but I am satisfied that it was. axound ther aforesaid
pexiod. This 45 an cxtremely bulky collection of documents

and in all, they numbex ovexr two hundred pages.

LS
,cu
>~

v

NV
®

|44

acknowleagoe xecelipt of youxr cheque in the sum of £1k.5s.
ut unorsunately thexe appeaxrs to have been sono sort of
lexical oxxox, The oguivalent Buglish xemineration foxr
55 Goiiaxs is L1x8.15s. The balance that L would thexefoxc
be obiiged to xeceivo is £10k.10s. Upon recoipnt of this,
sum I shall despateh the xeguired documents by Express
Adxnaail.

DO

1oy posscssion relating to this case, the contonts oX which
ou may find intexcsting, Unfoxrtunately, as these wexo
doressed o my Lfixm, X cannot xolinguisi them but L confirm
Yo m >

Arss v

\ X shall Lxing them with moe to show you. . -

Youxs sinzexrali == _e

Michael D, Bugono,

¢t DL RS

Perey Foxeman Zsquixe S

C/0 Room 2125, ) . . -
Shicrason Peabody lloteld, - .-
wemphis, Tonncssoo, ¢

“
»

- .- '. - - ..
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004 S50UTH COASY DUIZVOING

Hous1oN, TXxASs 77002 "CA 4sp321

- Sheraton = ¥ eabody
Memphis, Tennessce

Room 1125
February 14, 1969

Michael D. Eugene, Esq.,

.
T Attornay,

Counsclor and

3 oo
arrister,

25 Rowisley, A vonue.

Deaxr Mr. Eugone:-

- TIOXNANG e

Your lettexr of the:lOth reached me this (Friday)
/

.

¢ e

The mistake in the amouvnt of remittance was That

of the vanker at the Union Planters Nationsl Iank. I nave
this day written him an additional check $250.00 (the first
one was $34.05). A cashierts check for LlOL.los is enclosed

herewita.

T am s ure the documents, testimony and deposi -

tions will come forward without delay.

T (1)

You are correct in tnat we need: .

-

The aff.idavits of the 20 prosecuting witnesses
furnished you in advance of the hearing. These
include that of Mr. Bonchbrake. Also, 19 others.

-Also exhibits atvached thereto, requisition Lfrom
“the United States Ambassador to Loadon, the- Cer-

tificate of detention, auwtoposy of Martin Luther
Xing, his death cortificate and others too numer-
ous to mention. .

A transcription of the oral cvidence taken at the
extradition hearing in London, when James Zark ’
Ray was ordered into the custody of the Unitved

States authorities.

A1) the above you state you sent Mr. Arthur J. Ha-

nes Sr., on November 1lst, without a covering letter. Iir.
Kanes has-never furnished us a single sheet of any of the

above. Nor did he give us tho Press Association Specleal Ser-

vice account of the-hearing. But we did recelve a copy of
shis latter from a writer, Willidm Bradford Huie, about 10

days agoe

He stated that . he obrained it from Arthur J. Hanes -

. Sr., the precoding Saturday aftornoon, upon agreeing vo pay
nim an additional $5,000.00.

£ .

- « s
i . f
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2-18-69
CRIMINAL'DIVISION' ~
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

¥

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

XXX {B) REL:dns_

3

. Attached are coples of motions srgued before W. Preston
.. Battle, Shelby County, Memphis, Tennessee,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




: 2-18-69
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION
CRIMINAL DIVISION

@5SASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR,

- XXX (é) REL: us

Attached are copies of motions argued before W. Preston
Battle, Shelby County, Memphis, Tennessee,
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. ¥is case was previously sot for trial on November 12, 1968. Prior to that :

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEZR
Divieiorg X -

1
K

STATE OF TENNESSEE
vs. . S NO. 16645

JAMES EARL RAY, . R
Defendant . ; ]

I
MOTION TO REQUIRE THI RETURN OF A
STATE'S SUSPOENA TO THE CLERK OF THE
CRIMINAL COURT

TO THE HONORAZLE W, PRESTON BATTLE, JUDRGE, CRIMINAL COURT,
SHELBY COUNTY,-TENNESSEE:

Defendant, James Earl Ray, is presently under indictx;mnt'

fozr tho offense of Murder in tho First Degree in the above numbered causa.

timo the Clerk of the Criminal Court of.Shelby County, at the instance of the
State of Tenncsses, issucd a subpocna raquivring the attendance of certain ‘

‘A
witnesses in this Court on November 12, 1968. This subposna has never

weon veturned to the Criminal Court Clerk's office by the Deputy Sherifs

< who served it, or by any other person. The dofense su‘bpoena. fosued by

tho Clark for the samo trial date, 1o in the rocords of this causa.
Wheraefore, defendant moves the Court for an ordor roquiring
tha Shoriff of Sholby County oz his Doputy, o;'r whomover the proof may chow

0 bo in possession of 5aid subpoona to rotura it to the Cloxk of the Criminal

v

wle
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1

-

o

.
L



T _‘a -

i, >
-~
o
« » g? g '
. . Court of Shelby County, there to be filed with the other records
I and papers in this cause, o
; ‘ } . 7 - -"' 1: ;‘ L —,‘ - . - - - o
i - x : £ sy .-s. ;’.
PSRRI T R TR A'r':onms\/s FOR DEFINDANT :*
. . - .,. i vt * r . . ' .
B ; . CERTIFICATE -  * [
I, Hugh W. Stanton, Jr., do hereby certify that I have [ i

“ delivered a copy of the foregoix;g pleading to the Honorable Phil M. °

Canale, Jr., Attornay Gonoeral, Shalby County Qfﬁé{a Building, thia"’ -
day of February, 1969.'"“.}' A TL I -
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE
Diyioion IIX

¥

STATE OF TENNESSEE AU

GVse . I Nose 16645 and 16819

JAMES EARL RAY i i

TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: , -
COMES NOV, James Earl Ray, Defendant, and files this his

.in support of which motion-he wquid respectfully show the Courts
I. S
The said Williémaﬁradford Huie is an author who has had
contractual relations wiéh this Defendant since the early part
of July, 1968, pursuant to which some $30,609.0Q was paid by
said author éo a former attorney for this Defondant. A disagreee
ment arose between tﬁis Defendant and said former attorney re =
sulting in‘the release of said attorney by said Defendant and
iikewise the release of the case by said attorney. Bt no part
of the $30,000.00 theretofore-paid by said Author to.said for =
‘mer attorney was released or returned to this Defendant by said
former attorneye. ‘
Ix. -
A number of questionglhajf ariben with reference to several‘ 0
provisions of the contracts, assignments, etcs, which require
diacussion and conéerence between this Defendént and the said

Wme Bradford Hule, in order to obviate a misunderstanding and

to adjust to the changes that have taken place with reference

to the case and the partios/since the original contracts were
signeds This Defendant hopes to have availa%le additional funds
frow the said Wm. lradford/ﬂuie, but whether or not they-are
avallable the protection of this Defondant's contractual rights .
necassitate a detailed discussion and explanation And_unéér - "y
standing tﬁat can only be accompli§hed by a diécuséiqnfbétween I

-

said author and this defendant.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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111,

Defendant says that the maximum security facilities through
which he has bee n compelled to talk with all visitdérs except his

f attorneys will not permit adequate discussion, understanding or

adjustmenc of the toras of ého existing or any future contracts,.

o fj In the first place, there 1s no privacy. A person is required to

, talk through a metal network and to look throuéh a 7" diamond.

"shaped thick glass. Both’ vision and hearing 1s grossly 1mpaired.

L
N

“One is required, to be heard ever so faintly, to shout so that his

voice and words can be cleaarly heard over most of the entire floore.

' ** Even then, only occasional spoken words can be heard clearlys

The facilities heretofore available to such visitors is calculated

to create a further misunderstanding rather than to explain and

~ thereby solve the present matters for discussion . Thetefoéé, De-, .

fendant says that an arrangement should be ordered that Qiil per;~

mit a personal, unimpeded conference between himself,“hionpresent'

; attorney and the said Wme HKradford Hule, either in Defendant's cell

or else in the Court room or an anteroom thereto.
Defendant says that three people can not carry;on a conversa=
tion through the metal wire complex and glass herctofore describede.

J
That each person has to put his ear against the metal complex -in

. order to distinguish any wspeech on the opposite side and there is

not ‘room for two heads against the metal complex or tube .at-one - -

time o That Defendant nceds the*advice of his attorney as he talks
wivh the said Wme PReadford Huie and in advancd of any conversation
_or answores to questions from the said authore. i

Defendant says tﬁat throe or four hours will .be, in- his estima-
tion, required for the discussion contemplated betwee; him and the
said Wme Bradford Huiee.

WHEREZFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays that the Oourt
enter an order directing that he be permitt&& froe and uninCerrupted
and unimpeded conference and confrontation with the said Wme Bead
ford Huie for.such period of timo as is neocessary to discuss and qZ;e

t0 an understanding concerning the provisions of several contracts
N . “ ‘:@ o .; \ ')
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and agreoments horetofore entered into between them and the

| .

O amendments thereto and intorpretation thoreof necegsary ? a
cone

rcsult of the change in attorneys and the parties to sai

tracts. : 4 \ :

S L S Respectfully submitted, = '
Ce Ao £y
: L o //Jamea Larl Ray. : ..
o ;:. ' ‘ %
o SUB ¢ CRIK‘.Dand sworn to at Memphis, 1Shelby COunty, Tenneesee
- e e ’
et this 3rd day of February, A. D., 19694 o
. . b4
- - . t . - 1
- i % ’ \%—~ . “,l
S T Ty T . . / ¥
Fs . " * . , B
Rz
. ) : . Notar blic in/and for Shelby
. - . L Gunty, Tennessees **
_ . A My commission expires April- 28, 1969,
. . - o L A ‘, - .
N - 1.- 'f‘ « - s W _: .
~ N - " - ¢ - - w ; - ‘ N
- * Lll' N -
,:3 K] . “ =
] oL
- .: s / ; , ] = - '!* . ¢ >
- N f - i o~ { " “ . i . —~ .: - - e ¢ - d
L i N ! “‘“ ,
. : / o ;
. ) »
\ % . z , ,,/ ) # C P - .
i - / ' X AR | L. . y
™ : N ’ / ’ .“.;( - ,‘"fc“ « ‘: . ) .
r»“ . 0 o L h
T YR - N L »
- N ‘”" .. ¥y v .
% . , A ', ' . i. .
- ¢ ;h - L]
- . ) (* B - . - .- . - »
\ . . o ‘ , -
Y ) . '

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

P

X



ORDER

The foregoing motion to permit a conferénéc with a

e

party with whom he has a contractural relation’and business i
' dealing having been presented to and considered by the Court this

- day of February, A.D., 1969, the same ias

GRANTED subject to the order this day entered with
relation thexreto.

OVERRULED AND DENIED, to which action of the Court /
in overruling and denying said motion the defendant, by counsel, then

and there excepted, and said motion, togethexr with this ruling thereon ]

and defendant's oxcepﬁou are ordered filed as a part of the'record of "

Q N SR
5 S )
C . o * e e VoA
this cagses = . '~ . ot W LR SR
N . o P - . B '~’ Lo

. .+ . 7 W, PRESTON BATTLE, JUDGE
. .<er ¢y ... CRIMINAXL COURT, Division I
T Shelby County, Tennesses . -

JRUPRp— s =

¥
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE
Division III

STATE OF TENNESSEE b
Vs, : - 9. Noe 16645 arid No. 16819
JAVES EARL RAY, i ﬁ

T Defendant -

.,’ "\2‘

_.TO SATD HONORABLE COURT:

F

*

5-: and numbered causes presently pending on the docket of this

CO¥ES NOW, James Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled

e,
[3

Court and files this Motion to Permit a photographer of his

selection to take photogréphé of said defendant for the pur = B
pose of obtaining funds wﬁth which to prepare for the trial of
his case or cases; and, ;n support of said motion, would res -
pectfully show said Honorable Court: f_ !
I,
Defendant is advised that there is a commercial value to
a series of pictures if they can be made available as exclusive
to a picture magazine and that this value is respectively either
$3,000.00 or $5,000.00. . LT
5 O o

3

That there is insufficient money available to bring necessLry 4

witnesgsses from other States and other Countries, unless thip re-
quest be granted. That, if granted, all such monies.derivod frow
t.ie sale of said pictures, will be expended in the actmal propa-
ration for trial and the trial of said case or cases. That Jafenw’
dant is wiiﬁout funds or monetary resources with which to prepare
his case properly for trial, unless these-funds be made availables .
111, N
Defendant says that the taking of a great number ?f phcto -
graphs will be necessary in ordoen to o?tajn the two or three doz«+
that would comprise the seloction for‘gublication, 3nd~this WOML -

require a considerable poriod of time for the photohraphor to <t~ u-
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pare the proper poses and lighting. Dofendant '‘says that cone
tomplated in the above offers for photographs would be a short
motion picture, but says the same photographer could take all ,
such moving or still photographs? / / -
' ' i

Defendant says that at least two (2) such photographs rould ,
be made availalle without charge to 'the news media at large to 4
.be roleased b y the Sheriff of Shelby County or the Court as they !t,
" gee fit, bdbut thaﬁ_if all such photographs were 8o released there ;
would be no cash value to any of them. -

, Ve

Defendant!s attorneys have been advised by the Court that | -'”
there will be no funds availabde from the State of Tennessee to ﬁ ‘
bring witnesses from other States, ahd sa;s that the value of
said pictures is.an intangible but valuable asset belonging to
this Defendant, which can be made available only by an” order of
the Oourt permitting the taking of such pictures. e

VIi.

Defendant says that an effort to gain the permission of
_ the Sheriff of She{by County, Tennnss ee, to admit the taking
of the pittures aforesaid has been without avail, but the said
Sheriff has said that if an order of thé Cowrt be obtained that
he vill permit the taking of said pictures. .
) VII. |

Defendant says that he will submit tha name of the selec-
ted photographer to the Court and or the Sheriff of Shelby Jo-
unty for clearance well in advance of the taking of such photm-}f&'

graphs, énd, of course said photographcr would be subject to th@ |
e ‘ j

* maximum security regulations now in effect or as the Cowrt may:

“detdrmine.
VIIX. J
Defendant says that the unusual facts and circumstancgg}ét-
tendant upon this case, meaning the wide;interoét of the péblic
and the lack of funds by the dofense for effoctive prepqé;tigni

and the availabllity of a purchase fee for said pictures, justi-
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fy this request on the part of the Defendant, and, to deny same
would be a denial of due prodess of law and would likewlse deny’ ]
the dofendant the right to effective represéntation of counsel

in violation df'the Cbnstiﬁution of the United S%ates o? A@ericé.

IXe -

Defendant days that if opposition be urged to-this motion
_~on the grqund that“thg publicity attendant upon the publicat_:ionﬁ .
of said pictures, then he is willing to have said pictures im =
pounded until a jury shall havebgeen selected. ' ] - T v
| Bmu-to this poiqt, Defgpgﬁgtcrespqufully would shgw the
_ court that all pictures hereﬁgg;re prinﬁéd 6}?this Dofen&anc
::have been mug shgts”taken in a jdil or penitentiary or one taken
by the photographer for the Sheriff's office showing this defen=
dant manacled in chains and ag pAé‘end,of a long journey, dishe
evelled and otherwis e unfavorable énd‘opprobrious. _ ]
_WHEREFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays the Court
that an order i;éue directing the Sheriff of Shelby County, .Tenn.,
Rexrz, to admit*a photographer and to perm&t the t@king of photo=
graphs and a moving picture short of the Defendant, so that the
proceeds of the sale of gamb may be made availéble‘for the defenne
and expenses:incident to the trial of this cases ahd motions to be
heare in advance of saidhtrial, as saia Defendant;‘in.dﬁty bound,

will ever-praye L / o “ /

P N ‘)‘

0 At ) ln Gir /.77“)'-' /l '
' /AMES ‘BARL RAY v

/

,_ _ /
SUBSCRIBED AND sworn to at Memphis, Shelby Co., 'rennes/a’ee,

this 3rd day.of February, A.D., 1969. _ -},

o //Zm K 7Z 6"”/
., ~ Notary,public, SHelby Co., Ten=
NE3SGG4 11y comanission explres Aptil 28, 196
L3 - \

-k
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BN GRANTED subject to the order this day entered with relation

-, dant having been presented to and considered by the Cour ¢t this

LIRS

" graphs to be sold for the purpose of obtaining funds with which

a v 4§

L] . L «
> .'.‘.'.V . ‘ - v e 'u~. . .
- - 1w . /
. “
] ] » F -
. ] M
=
&
3
- . ! ,
5&‘ !
e |
¥ i
» ;
-
‘ / - .

O R D E”R

\ ‘
The foregoing motion to permit the taking of oxclusiv§ photo=

to prepare and pay expenses incident-to the Defense of said Defene

day of February, A.De., 1969, the same iss

theretoe

OVERRULED and DENIE D, to which action of the Gourt in over =- / :
. ruling and denying said motion the Defendant, by counsel, then and j.
‘_ there éxcepted,,and said mot%on, together with this ruling thereon

* ‘and Defendant's exception are ordoned:filed as a part of thqyrecogﬁ

of this casee . L . }

We Preston Hattle, Judgee .
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Divigion 1II i
i
' STATE OF TENNESSEE
vs. | |  NO. 16645
NO. 16819
JAMES EARL RAY, . X
Defendant’ ‘ .

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELDBY COUNTY, TENNLSSEE

-

PETITION TO AUTHORIZE DEFENDANT TO

o - TAKE DEPOSITIONS OQUT OF STATE

TO THE HONORABLE W. PRESTON BATTLE, JUDGE, DIVISION III,
CRIMINAL COURT, SHELBY COUNTY. TENNESSEE: 1

Comes tha dofendant, James Earl Ray, and respectfully nzovec
the Court to authorize the taking c-af depositions out of tho State; defendant
i advised that there are material witnesses nocessary to his defense ‘ - o
outside of the State, and owing to a lack of funds to compensate the f
witnesses coming to and from Memphis,“desires to take their depositions
at the earlicst practical time coaveniont to the Attorne?y Goneral and to the

.

arrangemonts neceasary with said witnesses. There?lore. purauant to '
TeCeAs 40-2428, defénd:;.nt reapeccf;;lly movas the Court to grant leave
to take the dopositions of the follswing named witnesses; and direct the
Clork to appoint necessary Commisaioners to take said depositions at the

time and placae to eithor be agreed upon or fixed by the Courte

.x.
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Said witnesacs are:

Warden Walter Swanson ‘
Department of Corrections ° . i . ) {
Jefferson City, Missouri . T ‘

. Harry Lauf ) . ', ;

. ¢/o Missouri Department ot Corrocuonl C, e ' ’3 Y
Route 5 - Com ot - - T
Jefferson City, Missouri ¥ e R S )

» . . LAz E ’)(", P " ’ & .
" ' E et i 3":-,‘ S N
and " . ;," w,,\ K ",;’_"'; - P i::‘l“ I A ) ! .
U. L. Baker o ," i " g x‘,”" ‘w" :2%_: ;1”' "_,"‘_”‘i‘:" o o /.

. 1408 Clermont Drive ¢ . 577 ~ - .4 .
Aero Marine [ L ;o ‘
Birmingham, Alabama = - ¢ t“, . ) ' -

. John D. Hanners R IR SR e

" cl/o Aero Marine - . U7l S S )
806 Meg Drive R U A [ -

. Birmingham, Alabama o / ‘i : .
Peter Cherpes , P o ERE / .
2608 Highland ’ .0 “ _f_h ,“‘L\: ';'“_,;,3;; ’»’L.” . B : ’ ’
Birmingham, Alabama. . W T - / S
C. E. Kirkpatrick s T S -
Birmingham Trust National Bank S oewT : L s
Birmingham, Alabama ™~ °° . . o o« [ to
Clyde R« Manasco ¢ SRR I
Route 9, Box 602 : T e e, T )
Birmingham, Alabama 7 .- 000 v . P
. ) - - ) ;f~'34

and . L
Frank Hitt w7
Agent in Charge P
Federal Bureau of Inveatigation o
Atlanta, Georgia : ¥ N o

P - o e
‘Reve Andrew J. Young * . R ‘
1088 Veltro Circle S. W. R
Atlanta, Goorgia
or i

. ¢/o Southera Christian Leaderaup Conference
Atlanta, rorgia e

, -1, . = \ -
. Ea - oo -
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Je« D. Garnor L . :
107 14th Street N.E. .o LI T q
Atlanta, Georgia T

Dre Viilliam Rutherford: )
c/o Southern Christian Leadership Conforcncc )
Atlanta, Georgia g

‘
AR
- W

Reve Lowery

Atlanta, Georgia couk

g

c/o Southern Christian Lndernhtp Confouncc Co o / ‘

Reve Martin Luther King. Sre
¢/o Eberncza Baptiset Church

) Atlanta, Georgia - ' .
- George Bonebreke, Agent
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation, Washington, D. C.;
PREMISES CONSIDERED, PZTITIONER PRAYS:
That an order be entered diracting the Clerk to appoint necessgsary
Commiuioneu to take dopositions at tha time to be epeciﬁed. with full
et 3
! power to continue the taking of #aid depositions from time to time uatil
they are completed, and to reaet the bearinga thereof 'y ie necessarys
For other, further md general reliof ae oeoma meet and proper
A - D . -,,‘ - ‘t":,.,: .. “ . e\“
in the premises. . P “ “.‘"l;i P T T !
o Qe o 5 .
* -1 *\ # _;-' .
: » - ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT
Y WA .-,
STATE OF TENNESSEE = S P I
COUNTY OF SHELBY . o f i
Swora to and subscribad betoro mo thia - day' of
1969, at Mamphis, Tennsosea. \ .,
’L""A‘\““";’:A;‘_‘ '
"~ WITNESS ¥ay kand and Notarial sm". B
. 't NOTARY PUBLIC .
My Commission Expivess =~ . =% - .. g
. N L . Cog ' '
- 11, E n;
P
- ,.\I‘. A"v‘ i r N -
¥ *,‘ ui ’
a - | " e3e
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

Division II1

STATE OF TENNESSEE

VS,

JAMES EARL RAY,

NO. 16645,
NO, 168 1?

Defondant
ORDER AUTHORIZING TAKING OF
.+ DEPOSITIONS OUT OF STATE . .: . . 1

-

ooawe

This cause came on for hearing before the Honorable

W. Preston Battle, Judge, Division III, Criminal Court, Shelby Gounty,

Tennessee; upon the petition of defendant to take depositions of out of

State witnesses and it appearing to the Court that the application is in

- i
order and should be granted and that the time for taking depositions‘

- should be set for the earliest date practical to the chonvenience of the

"Attorney General and the witnesses. It further appeared that the defendant

<

=

-

is indigent and without adequate’fundba to compensate witnesses_for/éozx;xing' )

q
to and from Memphis, and that their depositions should therefore be taken.

-

IT IS ACCORDINGLY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

that the defendant be andf {s authorized through his counsel to take the

depositions of the witnesses as listed below:

Coteh -
Warden Walter Swanson vy .« sy yooo es
Department of Corrections et
Jefferson City, Missouri-

’; vl . \‘ -
Harry Lauf ’ ' :
. c/o Missouri Department of Corrections

Route 5
Jefforson City, Missouri

wle
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‘ o C.E. Kirkpatrick ‘ b e T
i

AN (ivw  yRoute 9, Box 602 ., v, Ll Sty v_‘\i::»_g’i“(/". ‘

LY Y . PR S-S '
- 't ’Y f
[ » . 3 ¢ Y i e ;
- Y.t paa s { / l"’
’ T PUR AT 4 s *owr ) /;'-
i . hd e " " R LT .
- d and E | / . , . :’
K I T S i L A :
U. L. Baker IO R . ;
N ] / [ - - "
P 1408 Clermont Drive . Cap THowu Lo s R I B ¥
: . Aaro Marine o A ) ’ g
. . Birmingham, Alabama . .- .. . . S . - ,
% L . ~. -1y .John D. Hannexs Cptams m T L Aats PO
€ . - * ¥ . = & wt e - b

c e c/o Aero Marine . . !

e . s sevei: .. 806 Meg Drive S Tty e et R
<t s+, Birmingham, Alabama - - S oo ;
LI 1 : AR ot EEERE VAR T :wv,.,‘;",‘,‘t}'w‘; L ,’_;,}nw,«

. Peter Cherpes . _ »

Lty e ey .2608 nghland oy g ‘: ﬁ- ;{.' Y oy AL .‘ :c;n : l
. S * " Birmingham, Alabama S 57’3" -":,"i.

N e
Ry T Ev . b oo A ¥

B3

.
B S g

v i vy 4wy, Birmingham Trust. National Bank“ 1 S AL s
oo Birmingham. Alabama . .| SO " ..
< AL e g n3 o L h‘l ‘h-. ‘:‘;’"“-': ¥ e -:'ﬂl vk -*":‘. - ,/V g .
- = Clyde R. Manasco ¢ e DR . :

L]
- e BB r—— e
v v

. Birmiugham. Alabama” e e AL .« J
Corpdawiteotree et s Bl pandS Ay ol aed T i
© o and : ST |
- . . “ . - ;'

el e r N S SR Y :“ gt b 00 f: i-

.. * - Frank Hitt , S s AR - . }'_
<t o ¥y @ity . Agent in Charge LY .o L. . . [
L .. Federal Bureau of Invest&gation B - } i
.« . " . . Atlanta, Georgia B . L e T :} -
i Rev. Andrew J. Young viov T oy - :

- - 1088 Veltre Circle S, W, N TV T v |-
o "Atlanta, Georgia }

‘ ey 2 OF L {
; rsin: + cfo Southern Chridtian Leadorship Conference ' ...: i
YT Atlantay Georgia o I B

. J. D. Garner o ¢ ' ':?.',-ﬂ-;. LY ";‘ " é'fh

- 107 14th Street N. E, ‘ ‘L <

"' Atlanta, Georgia

- . . . — Dr. William Rutherford -~ -
: , c/o Southern Christian Leadership Conference
; Atlanta, Georgia o

: * Rev. . Lowery ;
+ . . . ¢lo Southern Christian Leadership Conference _ £

. Atlanta, Georgia - S R '

Rev. Martin Luthor King, Sr, . -
y c¢/o Eberneza Baptist Church ¢ -
Atlanta, Geoxrgia o,

"2. / i .
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4 .. ) George Bonebreke, Agent
| ¢/o Federal Bureau of Investigatiod

' Washington, D. C. cda s
o IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the
. Clerk be and is directed to issue necaessary commisﬁaions to

Commissioners to take the depoasitions, giw'lix;g said Comminoionerl

‘ . . s

| : -,
i~ -+ . . full plenary power to subpoona sald witnesses and continue the hearing

[ - , - thereof from time to time until the said dopoaitions have been comploio&. )

. Enter this ____ day of 1969, °
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CRIMINAL DIVISION A
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LURHER KING, JR. =

" XXX (B) REL{jus

! . - : : ST oL ] EEEE Y

Please advise if you desire a copy of the enclosed furiéshed

_Mr, Phil M. Canale, Jr., State Attorney General Shelby County,
Memphxs Tbnnessee.‘_} , , _

L..\'. . N " «\:‘ . . .

[
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