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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, Inttllitinct Squad? 
Philadelphia Palice.Department, advised on 1/30/69 his squad 
is investigating this matter.

- B* -
COVER PAGE,
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FD.2W (Rev. 3-3-59)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Copy to: 1 - USA, EDPA (JRS)

Report of: 
Date:

SA EDWARD M. COLE
1/31/69

Office: Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania

Field Office File #: 9-3113 Bureau File #:

Title: UNKNOWN SUBJECTS-, 
REVEREND JAMES BEVEL - VICTIM

Character: POSSIBLE EXTORTION

Synopsis: Telegram sent by CEDRIC MOORE t:o Director, FBI, 
President RICHARD M. NIXON, Philadelphia Police 
Department Commissioner FRANK RIZZO, and Philadel­

phia Mayor JAMES H. J. TATE stating that somroor was.going 
po kill 'the Reverend JAMES E. BEVEL, Southern Chrisman 
Leadership Conferenee official in Philadelphia, ^0^^ or 
BEVEL’s staeements that JAMES EARL RAY was in°ocent.io.the 
murder of Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., So^hernCC'h1^!..... 
Leadership Conference President. MOORE ^d BEVEL ioneevvlered 
regarding threat and teeegaams, and both.stated 2*™* 
MC MILLAN, not further identifed, told them at Southern 
CChistaao Leadership Conference (SCLC) Headquar^rs on 
January 20 or 21, 1969, about the people he had heard stating 
they would burn down the building in which BEVEL reside 
and also that a "contract was out" ™_BEVEL. No letter----------- _

calls, or teeeraarns involved 
declined.

through mail, interstate ■teeehhnne 
in threat. United States Attorney

C -

DETAILS: This case is predicated on a telegram received by The^F™ Ja^aryc 23, 1969, foorn CEDRIC MOORE . 
Assistant Non-Violent Education, Southern aix^xstan 

Leadership Conference, Philadelphia, Pa. The t^egam sta^s» 
"e aminOoraong you that a scrioiis WireO: is bringMradrARO RAY " 
Rev. JAMES BEVEL Ifee concerning his drfrosr of JAMES EARL RAJ.

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It Is th® property of the FBI and Is loaned to 
your agency; it and Its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Date JnuaryiJ_L,i_J_969

• CEDRIC'MOORE, currently residing_at_919 JNorth_2.8th
fc Street, S2!UbrcereLJCrrstiae..LeJders.to

VJiS;/"'of Phl.ladclpriaT/ was intevvewwed regarding a teeggaarn he sent 
to J. EDGAR HOOVER, President NIXON, Philcd^ph^ Police 

|j|J Comissioner RIZZO, and Philadelphia Mayor JAMES H. J. TATE,-—' ~ stating a serious threat was being made on the IiIc of 
Reverend JAMES BEVEL concerning 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.

_ _ MOORE stated that/on either January 20 or 21, 1969, 
an individual named MICKEJXMCc MILLAN, who occasionally visits 

pA Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) Headquarters,
-—stated that a group of "cats" were incensed at BEVEL’S 

statements .that JAMES EARL RAY, aieeged -killer of MARTIN 
LUTHIER KING, JR, was innocent. MC MILLAN stated these . 
"cats" made the staeernent they would burn the Ouildnng down 

A . in which BEVEL resides. .

. , . ’ MOORE could not idennify MC MILLAN further, nor 
could he furnish MC MILLAN’s resieence address or teipphone 
number. „

, . MOORE also advi-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 
ide-nf ,the person who spoke nor could he idcntify aeyoee 
el.se in the room. .

On 1/28/69 at Philadelphia, Pa.
SA’S EDWARD M. COLE 
and JOHN R. WINEBERG EMC:BSM 

by— -------- ---- —------------------------------------------

me #.Philadelphaa ..9-3.1.13.

Daledldaled-J^

This dccumant coManns neither recommendations not conclusions of the F81. 11 is the proper of the FBI and Is loaned to your agency; 
ii and its contents are not to be dstfioaed outside your agency.

“V1<< -” '4' ■' '••IM' ‘’.*">
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EDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATi^

Date januar>y 29, 1969

On January 29, 1969, the Reverend JAMES BEVEL, 
Philadelphia Branch, Southern Christian Leadership Conference 
(SCLO, was interviewed regarding the threats made to his 
life by an unknown group of indivdduals after BEVEL sent a ' 
teeegaam to JAMES EARL RAY proclaiming RAY innocent of the kming of Dr. MARTIN LUAHER KING, JR. .

• ’ " ’ BEVEL said that on either Monday or Tuesday,
January 20 or 21, 1969, an individual known to him only as • 
MICKEY MO MILLAN of Philadelphia, Pa., who has dri-feed in 
and out of the Philadelphia SCLC Office, was in the building, 
and told BEVEL that since BEVEL had sent the teeegaam to RAY, 
that some "citl" in Philadelphia were mad at BEZEL’S teeegaam. 
MO MILLAN did not descale where he heal'd these people tal^ng, 
who they weere, or when it was said, but the "cats” were 
talknng about blowing up the SCLC building in which BEVEL 
lived and that a ’’contract” (t;o kill) was out for BEVEL. 
BEVEL said there was no mention made of a teeegaam, 
interstate teepphone can, or a comamnncation through the mal. 
It was all oral. ■

BEVEL again said that he had information and 
' evidence that would prore RAY had not kined KING, but he said 

he would not divulge this information uoless he was ilieeid 
to difind 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 cincir'ned about the 
threats made against him by disgruntled "brothers” because he 
had lived with ’threats since 1961, when he had jonned KING 
and the SCLC. •

On 1/29/69 at Philadelphia^-Pa.__________ Fili#■lPhiladilphii-9-31J3_____
SAS JOHN R. WINEBERG
and DONALD G. COX JRW:BSM _ J , 1/29/69by____________________________ Date dictated______ _________________

| This docu^.M ^ii«inl nether reciml>iiidaoiis<'» nor cincnltiiss of the F81. Il is the properly of |he F81 and s tiiiid to your agency;
>i a<d ts tor'.iifi are not io so dstribend oris'de your agency ^ ■
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DERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIO

January 31, 1969

CEDRIC MOORE, 919 North 18th Street, Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) Aide to the Reverend 
JAMES BEVEL, was interviewed, and he advised that he had no 
mOorrnatOnn that the threats to the liee and safety of BEVEL 
had bcen rade by interstate teeephone, telegraph, or through the United States Maal.

On 1/29/69 oi Philadelphia,. Pa.Fie# PhilidillPhia_■9l-l3113„_
SAS JOHN R. WINEBERG

by„„ANl£ONALD±i_£OLJWBSM______________Date d^d 1/29/69...........
This document conW.ns neither re<oomrnndOat;ons not concuss ^i uhrFU t1 is the propery of lhe fill ond is too«ed io your agency; 
it ^d its contents ar. non to be distributed ortside your agency. ^- '

^7
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PH 9-3113 ., r

Assistant United States 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania, 
advised by SA JOHN R. WINEBERG of

Attorney JOHN R. SUTTON; 
Philadelphia, Pa., was 
the above information or

January 29, 1969 , and stated-that 'Federal prosecution was . 
being declined because the facts did not constitute a violation’
of Federal law.

f

3k

J-

/
5*

4, *5”
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2 18-69 FCLbP? 
2—10-6)9

CRIMINAL DIVISION 
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHIER KING, JR.

XXX (B) RELjms

Attached are copi.es of motions argued before W. Preston 
Battle, Shelby County, Memphis, Tennessee.
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CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION 
CRIMINAL DIVISION

2-18.49

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR

XXX (B) RELjms

Attached are copi.ee of rations argued before W. Presidon 
BUtle, Shelby County, Mwphis, Tennessee.
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE -

DIVISION III •

STATE OF TENNESSEE I 1

Vs. I NOS. 16645 and.16819 J
JAMES EARL RAY I '

MOT-ICON TO DESIGNATE COURT REPORTERS AND PROVIDE FOR \ :
THEIR COMPENSATION BY THE STATE OF TENNESSEE =

TO SAID HONORABLE COURT; * 1
. COMES NOW, Jaimes Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled ’

and numbered causes and files this Motion to Designate Court ;

Reporters and to enter an order that wil provide for the pay­

ment of their fees:by the State of Tennessee; and, in support .

of said motion would respeeCtfUly show the Cout as follws, to- * * 
Wit: '

I*
- Said Defendant has heretofore testified in open court to • 

the fact that he is an indigent person and has been so adjud­
icated by this Coout; and, pursuant to said fading this Cour . ■
has appointed the Public Dofendor of Shelby County to act as . *

counsel for said Defendant. Co-counsel, Percy Foreman, addt - j 

tod for the purposo of appearing in the above cases has received j

no foo and does not contemplate that he w-U receive any such ;
foo.for his appearance hercin. Pictures *^ 500 0 j

. II- ■
This motion is fieed pursuant .to the provisoons of the Ten- |

nessee Code of Criminal Procedure, Articles 40-2029 thootgh 40- ;

2043, inclusive, the same being Chapter 221 of the Sesions Laws }

of the Legislature ofthe State of Tenoessee, Acts of 1965, which •
give the Court the power and authority to grant all of the relief '
heroin prayed for, and, in the opinion of the att orneys for this 

Defendant, make the granting of such relief mandatory. -
III. * ‘

Defendant says that Shelby County, Tennessee is a principal 

msertpoOitan area of the State 02 Teoo.essee, having as population. J
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of approximately 2,000,000 or more inhabitants and having With­
in its territorial area at lease several dozon eminently qusa- ,

iiied Curt Reporters, including but not limited to more than ‘ ?
. . . . J
two dozen such who are available xor appointment by this Curt .

as Reporter and Atuiliary Reporter to act as such in the above j

styled cases and as herein prayed for. j
Therefore, Shelby County, Tennessee does-not come Within -■

the provisoes of Article 40-2042 of the Tennessee Code of Crim- :
' inal'procedure which article authorizes the use of 'recordnng *

equipment* in ISsu of a qualified Court Reporter in remote coun- :

ties Where no qualifSed Court Reporter is available to record -
the proceedings. Shelby County has an abundance of such quaai- <

fiod reporters, and due proc ess of law provided by the Conssi- J
tutoons of the State of Tennessee and of the United States of ■

America justify and require the appointment of such qualifsed . i
. ; x,spn5tsr to record the proceedings in the above styled cases - >

against this Defendant. ••

iv.
si However, the general practice prevaainng for the recording

- of lrocondings in the trials of felony criminal cases in Shelby J

County, Tssssssss, and Which WH prevail in this case in the I

event of the overruling of this motion, is to h^ such proceed- -» 

rings ^recorded’ on a mechanical dictatnng machine by a deputy '
clerk of the Cort, Winch the Statutes of the State of Tennessee ‘

authorizes only in 'Counties in Which a judge can truthfully cer­

tify that no quaaifeed court reporter is available to record the ‘ 
proc tsddngs-. *

Defendant says that the purported recording of the proceedings

by such meehaaScal devico is inadequate, inaccurate, haphacard, and • 

... comletely unreliable. That Defendant is charged in one of the
abnvS tasss With m under With malice aforethought for Which one of - 
the Uter^^ punishments is Death. That he has the CostttatOonal 

right of appeal in the event of conviction, Which carries With it 

the right to have a truly accurate record of the proceedings belov 
for the guidance of the appelate tribunal in reviewing his trial 

beloW, and, as above pleaded, any derogation or infrSsemtest of
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Page 3

that right by failing to provide a quaaified court reporter 
would be and is a deprivation of the right of the Defendant

to 'effectWe representation of couiss0» as wcOI as of due
•.pMii»««»******',**’l,,',,"'***<

Process jof law, guaranteed under the Crnnsitutoons aforesaid 
of the United States of Arnica and of the State of^Tono*esso 

V not in

Defendant says that daily copy of the proceedings

neoded for his effective representation by counsel and

.uch wiil require alternate c^wt reporters working in

Wil be

that
relay

x *
i

to prepare such copy. That it is a physical impposibility

for one reporter to carry the load of taking a day's tesUrnony
< j 
>

and then transcri king it before the succeeding day. That this

Cwt has the authority under 40-2032, T.CCP to appoint such 

’ auxiliary reporters as the exigencies of the case may require
3

and that at least one and perhaps two such auuiliary reporters 
should be appointed, and their compensation as well as that of
tho first such reporter should be provided for and should b 

paid by the State of Tonnossoo♦ vLq, Wep
v »

I
VI

This Defendant is inormeed and believes and upon such infor-

nation allegos as a fact that various news agencies, reprodu­

cing equipment companies and other cimmrlrial loterprilos, either 
for cimrmefial profit of for the advert!snag value to be derived
therffomm, have contracedd and agreed to furnish numerous offcce 

personnel, agents, representatives, operators and others to du­

plicate, disseminate, merchandise and seel the proceedings on 

a daily basis to news me&La, witers, Wire services and ot.her 
curious and or interested persons, f^ms and corporations, as
such proceedings of the trial of this case may be or become 

available foom the mechanical recording devices that wouL,d be

used should this motion be denied
Defendant says that money changer's in the temple of

tico are not contemplated- by the spirit or letter of the

of Toooossoo. Thrt such a course of coimmrcializinng the

. t

jus-

d
em/mattion of the pfoceediogs of this HonoraWo Court wo
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2-5-09. -

subject this Court to the impossible task of supervision cuhh 

legally unauthorized -employees of the various letter services, 
duplicating machine peoplo, .transcribers, recorders, out of 

the presence of the Couut and beyond the Cour's control, an 
in violation of the spirit and the letter of the law as laid 

down in artSclos 40-2029 through 40-2043, aforesaid, and espec-

ially of article 40-2038 which provides:
"The reporters shaai be subject to the supervision of 
the appointing judge in the peroornannce of theircu- 

- tids, INonUDING DEALINGS WITH THE PARTIES REQUESTING 
TRANSCRIPTS >w>wh (emphasis added).

।

*

)

/

f

And, in this connection, Defendant is inoomaed and believes that 
the expressed demand for copies of said daily transcript is so 

widely based that a proper connrol by the Gout and the limita­

tion of the right to produce and sdl such daily copy to tho

z

i
court appointed court reporter and lu<ililryxePOoters can make 

^^^^^52*2Jn••ii®U***£iZZ«i«X■»^■®**W?l“•••‘«•*l,l**,*,^ *t****^,B*’*w**a**»
daily copy available at little or tot^dddtjOnaL~.oxpo£S0e to the 

StatO‘'^Of"Tennossoo. AM^ast-Jhat such can be available as 

daily copy within the cost of what would be the normal cost of 

such daaiy proceedings if produced in due Urne and not at daily

copy rates.
VII.

* . ■ This Defendant says that he is without funds with which 'co

: - engage, employ and compensate such duly appointed reporter and

such auxiliary reporters hereinabove requested.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays the Court X

to nominate and appoint a qualifeed Cort Reporter and such

auxiliary court ^porters as may to the Gout seem necessary

and to enter an order providing for their compensation by the
State of Tonnossoo, as provided by law,and, also, that the Cemt
enter an order providing that such duly appointed court report­
ers and auX-liary court reporters, as a unit, and. they only sial!, 
have the right to’ seel and or offer for sale transcripss of the 

dally proceedings, and that no copies of suoh proceedings shall
be duplicated and circulated by any original purchaser of such

a cony of a transcript of any ddly proceedings by any person , copy

f2m,or._ooriorl£On..o£JLgett~t hereofi^^ cour
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2

reporters, without permission to duplicate said original crans- 
cript of daaiy proceedings having been applied for in writing 

to this Court and without a hearing having been had on such ap - 

plicatoon to duplicate and without an order first having been 

entered of re^rd by the Cwt so permting'. such duplication, 
and for such other and further order's with referecce to the

*

<

$

reporting, duplicating and disseminatonn of such prodeedings as 
the court my deen firt, suitable and proper*, as said Defendant,

I

5 in duty bound, will ever pray I
J 
2

^^AW'^ARL RAYrDefendant

j 
i

4 <

STATE OF TENNESSEE

COUNTY OF SHELBY

SUBSCRIBED AND swworn to before me the undersigned Notary

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

*

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

Notary-'BUbl'c in and' for ' 
Shelby C>unty, Tennessee.

SEAL

^UghStanton, ar., z

PUBLIC DEFENDER’S OFFICE 
SHELBY CO., TENNESSEE.x

? ercy Foreman,

Of counsel
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On this the

J 
? 
i

>

? ■

J, - ’

OR D E R

_ day of February, A.D., 1969, was duly
* presented the foregoing Defendants Motion to nominate and ap­

point qualifeed reporters and auxiliary court reporters and to 
fix their compensation and provide the9r payment by the State . 
of Tenneessee and to enter an order cOntrolling the sale, dis- 

sumnation, cirulation and reproducnng of daily copy of the 

Cort proceedings and forbidding same by any one other than 

the duly appointed Coou-t Reporters and duly appointed iuiliary 

. reporters, as a unit, and said motion was duly considered by the

Gout, and the Gout being of the opinion that same should be 

granted, it is, accordingly: -
- ' GRANTED in all things as more particularly appears by

1 . an order this day ontered herein*.
OVERRULED and DENIED, to which action of the Coxu*t i.n over-

- ' ruling said

cepted, and

Defendants

motion the Defendant then and'there in open Cant ex­
said motion, together with this ruling thereon and 

exception thoreto is here now ordered filed as 3 part

of the record of this case

WTPRESTOrBATTLSTJUSger

5

1
'1‘ 3

■i 
f

<

i
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1

2

3

4

5

fi

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE I

STATE OF TENNESSEE

VS
No

.JAMES EARL RAY, ETC

6
Defendant

7

8
AFFIDAVIT OF VERNON N. SHOR?

J
i

9

10

STATE OF TENNESSEE )
) SS

COUNTY OF SHELBY

11 Vernon N. Short, being duty sworn, deposes

12 and says:
13 ' That he is a Notary Public at Large for the
14 State of Tennessee and is currently practicing his shill
15 of shorthand (court) reporting in the free-annce field in
16 Memphis and Shelby County, Tennessee
17 engaged in that locale since May 1957
18 That he is a member in good standing of th
19

20 I
21

22

national, state

and is currently

County Shorthand

and local shorthand reportnng associatinns

vice-president of

Reporters Asssciation

That as of this date

& Shelby

February 5, 19^9
23 Rit are a minimum of fffeeen (15) shorthand reporters activ
24

engaged in the free-lance field or court and goner
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I

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

I2

13

14

reporting in Kernes, Shelby County, Tennessee, who are 

available fox' employment in court reporting.

STATE OF TENNESSEE )
)

COUNTY OF SHELBY )

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 
fifth day of February, 1969. •

Notary Public at Large 
. ■ State of Tennessee

My commission expires February H, 1970.

15

16

17

18

19

20
’J 

211 

22 !
j

23

24

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



MAY 5 1S67

BESSE BUfFALOE, Clerk

ROBERT L. KERNES

; v.
1 SHELBY CRIMINAL j

: Non. N. Preston Battle, uudge.:

- ' STATE OZ TENNESSEE

‘ For Plaintiff, in Error:

i/ .- \ Harry U. Scruggs, Jr. 
J. E. Madden

f .M. A.Hinds
' Memphis, Tennessco

. Keinea was

.00 and sentenced to

ForJh2-Sta£:
Edger P. Calhoun * - ’ j
.Assistant Attorney General ;
Phil M. Canale, Jr, 
District Attorney General.

‘ \
O P IN I O T ’ ' ■ 1

convicted o2 carrying a pistol and fined J
• - )

aleven (11) months and twenty-nine (29) • *

■ : *:.-. ;. days in thio Shelby County Workhouse in one case, and sentenced to - *

‘ servo two year’s in the State penitentiary in another case for the

; / > possession of burglary tools. From, these two convections he has ,
U ‘ r ?

y seasonably appealed, briefs have seen fried, arguments heard, - ■
' - ' . . . - . t: . and, after reading this record and cons-eerxng toe matter, we J

■ ' ’ thUnk the record is in ouch a garbled condition that it is impos- I

’ ' - oiblo to tell hoods or tails about the situation 20 that it would <

' be fair to cither cho defendant or the State to render a dGcisoon *

- ■ thereon. For this reason the Judgments below arc reversed and :

the cause is remanded for a now crad, .
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. Briefly, those two cases were tried together, the \

. defendant, Kornes, being indictee in Caso No. 4724 for carrying - •
; ' a pistol, and Kornes and a man named James W. Tutor wcmo jointly .:

" ■ indicecd in Caso No. 4725 for possessing burglary Cods. In the ?

t ’ record there is also a copy of another indcemaont which charges (

f * ■ / a man named Thoma Roy Tutor with possessing burglary tools. this 'J

t- indiement is No. 4836. The minutes 02 thio court indicate that ’ j

; _ - y / cases 4724 and 4725 ware tried jointly in the present proceedings. /
► M . . . . . . - ;■■,’<•. The bill of exceptions shows that Kernec entered pleas to both . ‘

r^ ? 4724 and 4725. The bill of exceptoons does not shew' that the ' 3

(* • ; co-dofendant cntorcd a plea to the indcctwent in 4725, but the • ?
1

(; technical record docs show that both defendants were on trial. .?

’■.• •“_■■ l-v-’..” This staecment is relevant because the entire record ' ; 

>1'.^ ■ - chows that Thoma Roy Tutor was on trial in Case No. 4725, when /
. . ":

. as a matter of fact James WTutoz was namea xn the mdcement. . '
' 4 

1_ . . . . . . . . . „ . . >; - - After the State had presented ice case both Thema-Roy Tutor ano ?
P <
* ■ . . James W. Tutor testifeed for the defence. A clerk of the court <

y /, .' Ceatificd that* it was James W. Tutor who was actually named in the '

J> indictment. Upon motion, of the defendant for a directed verarci ..

- ' as CoThoma Roy Tutor, the erial judge granted s mistrial us to •.

. - Thoma Roy Tutor but did not direct a verdict. -

The bril o2 exceptions rs styXcd a "neexatvvo bill 02

■ . exceptions" on the cover page, although as a matter of fact it is
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V

j,

i

{

in question and answer form. Thore are places in tae record whous . ,

it-appears that the covurt reporter experienced difficulty ‘with his

recording equipment This information is stated because, a wo

k." r-
>.

havo said before, the record is in such a garbled condition on

i

>7.reading it can’t tell anything .about i

V r *
For these reasons wo do not deem it advicable or >

nocessary to comment on the various assignments made in-this

'record. ' In looking at it in ono way, ly, ther

%fication for a soarch wherein a pistol was found, now is thesi 

’^evidence to snow that this defendant was guilty of possessing
P /: v.-.

x

these burglary tools, bu the record might be 

different standpoint and there might be other evidenc

i V left out which caused the trial judge 'co rule ho did. It 1

f

4

s
shown that the jury was out when most of the evidence along a

j

ferent lines was given. There is nothing i: record to show

any incidents when the jury was in whether there was sufficeen

4

> evidence t:o convict this man. It is for this 

case is reversed and xcmanued ror a now trial

*

V*.' Hamilton S

A

3
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHEL3Y COUNTY , TENNESSEE

‘ DIVISION III .

STATE OF TENNESSEE 1

Vs. I Nos. 16,645 and 16,819
JAMIES EARL RAY " I . . '

MOTION TO REQUIRE DISTRICT ATTORNEY GENERAL TO PREPARE AND PRE­
SENT TO THE COURT PROPOSED STIBULATOONS AS TO THEDUNDISPUTED

TESTIMONY OF WITNESSES

; - TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: . j

• ■ COMES now, J ames Earl Ray, Defendant, acting herein *
■ by and through his attorneys of record, and files this his motion ,

; , to require the prosecuting attorneys in this case t° prepare and ;

: . present to the Cou-t and to said attorneys for the defense as pro- . -
- '. posed stipulation of the testimony of all witnesses residing out- {

* sido Sholby County, Tenn essee, whose names have been furnssned ?
; . < said attorneys for the defense as possible witnesses for the pros- -
s - ocution, in support of which motion said Defendant would reject - 

' . " fully show the Cort:
« I.

. The offcce of the District Attorney Geneeal has Slreto-
fore, pursuant to and order of the C°rt so to do, Raided do- ;

• fcnse counsel with the names of some 360 or more witnesses as pos- "

? sible witnesses to be called and offend as witnesses for the pros- j
ocution at the trial of the above casse or cases. -

! ' A very large number of these witnesses reside abroad or ,
5 in other States than Tennessee. The expense of bringing said wt-

; nesses and their maintenance during this triLal could conceivably •

, cost tlie taxpayers of Shelby County and the State of Tennessee as

much as a half Millon ($500,000..CO) dollars, that could be bet-. ■.
ter spent for other needful purposes.

Because, Defendant says, from magazine and newspaper .

articles available to him and his attorneys, purportnng to re -

• floct his travels, contacts and activities in distant states and

foreign countries, most, if not mil such reports wl1 not be de-
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IVago 2 - Mo don to StJi.piul.ate

i

nied and this Defendant and his attoneyys are wiinng t;o stipulate 

either to the fact or the testmrnony of such absent witnesses? so 

as to save the expense of their transportation and maintenance as 

witnesses throughout the tri.al of this case. Defendant says that 

if the prosecution insists on the bringing of said witnesses in
, person, that his attorneys can not, in good conscience, agree to 

their .release and return to their distant homes uitt! the con du -
sion of the tri.al, and therefore their maintenance may cover a 
period of three t>o six months, more or less. ^^^C^^-^

H

Defendant further says the presentation of said witnesses

. in person, rather than by stipulating ad prayed for herein, W.H 

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

' needlessly and wasseeully. That there its not physical posssidity 
of this caso teriinatnng in less than four months, if the prosecu­

tion persists in the personal presentation of said witnesses. 
Furthermore, such an extended tribal is calculated to so confuse

a lay jury as to prevent the proper consideration by the jury of 

tiie pertinent and essential facts and testmmeny to the issues
________ _ _______ _——.rt^ii.MMjWMifyvjMra^ -^tAo^^pt^^^a^^^ _

raised by the pleadings.
HI. .

Defendant says that it is not meet nor proper that the
time of jurors who might be selected in this case be consumed for 

weeks on end by undisputed and immstoisl tesimmony that can be ' 

made available and received into evidence by stipulation. Nor is

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

i

>

5

S

4

S

»

justicc bo stranne'd and penalized, when such can be avoided by

stipulation Qj^t? y^^it^
b IV

Defendant says that such witnesses whose testimony can 

be stipulated come from: England, Canada, Portugal, Caifirnis 
Alabama, V/ashington, Georgia and elsewhere and the law requires 

the advance to them of ten centos ($.100) per mile each way plus 
livnng expenses whhle in attendance on the Cuut.

II
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Page Three - Motion to Stipulate

V.

Defendant says that this moOion is fiecd herein ap­

proximately one month before any of said witnesses WH have 

left their homes and. thereby obligated Shelby County, Tennessee,

for the payment of their travel and iivixg expenses, and in am-

plo time for the preparation, presentation and consideration of

the proposal to stipulate and for the entering into said stipula-

ttion. • .

Furthermore, that the prosecutonn has in its possession 

a detailed report of the ineevviews of such witnesses by the agents 

of the Federal Birdau of Investigatoon and by its own investiga -
tors and its weei aware of what their testimony veil be and the prep­
aration of such proposed stipulations wil not unduly inconvenience 

the prosecution, and that for every penny of expense incident U 
the proparation of such stipulation, approximately $1,000,00 can 

be saved the taxpayers of Shelby County, Tennessee*

. V. ■
This Defendant and his attorneys verily believe that

every word of testmrnony that could be available from 99-99% of

said witnesses, in person, can be stppulaeed and made a part of 

tho record thereby.
WHEREFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays that 

an order enter directnng the District Attorney General and his 
assistants attorney general to prepare and present to this Curt 

within five days of the presentation of this motion a proposed 

stipulatoon as to the testimony of^02^^^^^/^^ it has 
furnsshed Defenso Counsel, who reside beyond the limits of Shelby 

ennessee --- -------------- "»—.—«^—,
County, Toxas,to Ue end^hatjsuchproposed stipulatonns__°r as 
much ^thereof as may be undisputed belentered into in advance by 

t^hie Dfndant andMhiSMatt°er]ieyr£5, bef°eeJhi financial expense 

and drain on Shelby Coulmy'streasuey shall occur, as Defendant,, V ^ , IL-L- .trill- . n ■■•• I y'li"11'- ^**cMr3S«i«.»s.- .um-m

in duty bound. WH ever pray

Of/counsel?

mam

ARL RAY

C DEFENDERS
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' - Page Four^ Motion to Stipulate. £

ORDER '

On this the  day of February, A.D., 1969, the fore -

; going Motion to Require the District Attorney General and

; - prosecuting attorneys to prepare and present proposed stipu- ■

» lations as to the testmrnony of witnesses residnng beyond Shelby -
' Comity, Tenmennee, was presented to and considered by the Cout,

I- and the Coft having considered the same, and beliovnng the ad- -

f ministration of justice would be facilitated and tine trial ex- t

: pedited by such stipulailnns, as proposed by the Defendant and :

> his counsel, it is, accordingly: ‘
- ■ ■ GRANTED as more pfti.cui.arly appears by an order to that . :

- . / . effect this day entered herein
* ' ■ ■ OVERRULED and REFUSED, to which action of the Cotut i.n over- >

i 
^ ; / r-uHng and refusnng t;o grant said motion the. Defendant, then, and t

’ \ . there in open court excepted, and said motion, together- wth Vh^ ?
order thereoxi and Defendants exception to the action of the Coft .

h . in overruHng and refusnng said mooion aro hwe-now ord^d med A

j , , a s a part of the record of this case., J

_ W“PRESTOTBATTEEn^ ' ;
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'IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

' : DIVISION III - ’

' STATE OF TENNESSEE

VS. ’ . NO. 16645 ’

JAMES EARL RAY, ' •

' ' Defendant. *

, . MOTION'FOR CONTINUANCE - , .

Comes now James Earl Ray, the LDefendant, and moves 

the Court for an additional continuance in support of which 
he would respectfully represeent and show the court': ~

. (2) On November 12, 1968, this Comt continued

this cause unnil March 3, 1969, having estimated that 202 
days should be sufficient t:ime f‘orpi’erx^cioon. That On 

December 23, 1968, and unnil January 20, 2969, Chief Coounse 

for the Defendant, Percy Foreman, was continuously confined 
to bed with pneumonia, except for a two-day period. That • 

he had a reaapsc after two days and spent an additional 

twelve.days confined to bed.. Thus losing moretthan 27 days 

of the original 101 days amowed by the Court for preparation. 

On January 20th and continuously thereafter, until the date 
of this report and the fiHng of this motion, said Counsel 
for the Defendant fhas spent foom Sunday everytop through

• Friday night in Memphis, .Tennessee, working exclusively on 

preparation for the trial of this case. ‘He proposes so doing 

umt! the case is ready for trial.
(2) Likewise, Defendant has applied for permission 

to take diponitiotls of mmaerial witnesses in other states and 

he anticipates taking of such depositoons will be permitted 
in some instances. The mechanics of taking said depooitions, 
if so permitted, will consume at least 30 days from the enery 

of the order of their being taken, which, alone, would extend 

biynnd the date of March 3, 1969.
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. ' (3) In addition, although Counsel for this

Defendant has assidiously pursued an effort to obtain
| • depooStions, affidavits, exhibits, and statements, made the

„ .basis for the extraditoon of Defendant, foom London, England,
. to Memmhis, Tennessee, he has n^t been successful. .

• . . On November 12, 1968, this Honor-able Cours

I ■ directed Arthur J. Hanes, EsqtUre, former attorney for the
• defendant, to deliver his files and investigate reports

. to Percy Foreman, his successor as defense counsel, and, '

; alhhough said Percy FForeman called on the said Arthur
. - - ■ Hanes.at his office in'Bimmngthm, Alabama, the foioowing .

. • Monday to receive such fUcs, the same were not forhihomnng.
. The said Percy -Foreman requested said fUes and investigate 

, -^X/eports of the said Arthur J. Hanos, Sr., in the Courtoomm
; r on November 22, 1968, immeedately upon the Court st_atnng ,
: '■ ' from the Bench his mandate that such fUes and reports be

• - ’ surrendered to the successor attorney. The said Arthur J.
• Hanes,'Sr., had therefore been paid $30,000 by and at the

J - request of the Defendant, and said fibs and investigate

• . reports had been accumulated through the expenditure of

i • this money derived from! this Defendant. ’ ' .

! - -‘ The only writing, report or exhibit of any

. kind obtained by Percy Foreman foom Arthur J. Hanes on his

- visit to Mr. Hanes' office in Birmingham about the 18th of • 

; • November, 1968, were hlncilled notes repooduced by photocopy

; * . of an aieeged recording of a police broadcast made in Memphis

/-.'• about 6:00 p.m. on Appil 4, 1968. '

, - Upon reporting this fact to this Honorable

. Cowrt, a written order was entered by the Court and served on

' Arthur J. Hanes, Sr., whereupon, the said Percy Foreman
■ . ' ■

• , received photocopy of approximately 29 pages, more or loss,

- ■ of interveOws w/ith witnossos, most of Which intoweows cen-
sistod solely of’ impeaching iostrmhny. .
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Approximately seven to ten days ago, through

. ’ ’ the intervention and offices of Wiliaam Bradford Huie, a

' . •' writer, and frennd of Arthfur J. Hanes, Sr., the said Percy .
Foreman was able to obtain an additional 150 pages,. more or

- ■ . \ less of investigatory effort, which, for the first Uae,
was furnsshed information upon which to base an.investigatoon.

- ' (4) However, no port of the materiti mentioned
’ in the first paragraph (3) hereinabove were incUuded in any

portions of the fiees turned over to said Pprcy Foreman, 
z either directly or through William Bradford Huie. -

. «—:------- There is attached hereto a photocopy of a

• - letter dated February 10, 2969, foom Michael D. Eugene, .

. 25 Roww2ey Avenue, Hendon, NW 4, London, England, the •

■ attonney who represented Jaimes Earl Ray at his extradi^on

* hearing in July of 1968, which states categooically that on

. November 2, 1968, all of this maacrial maater was sent
• Mr. Hanes foom London, England, to Bimmnngham, Alabama,’ . ‘

to-with- . ’ .

"It is obvious foom your letter that 
. . your main- concern relates to the first bundle

of documents, referred to above, and also
. the greater part of-the depositions. Copies

of these documents were foewarded by me to . r 
- . • . Mr. Hanes on or about the 1st November last.

• I did not send a covering letter .as it was 
quite apparent foom Mr. Hanes wasn't request, ’

• • that he required these documents with the
_ utmost cxpedition and I rarely sent him a

complimentary slip. I therefore regret that
■ - , I cannot be more speeCfic as far as the date is

concerned but I am satisfied that it was around 
1 , " the tfir•cstii period. This is an extremely
f- . bulky collectOon of documents and in all, they
■ number.over two hundred pages.11

. ... Thejre is also attached hereto a photocopy ’
c;.. p^ of• tne first page of a letter written by present counsel for 

Defendant to’Michael D. Eugenc. ' ' 1

‘ ’ A proper preparation of this case, requires •
that the London depositions, affidavits, exhibits, and

~ testamoiy be availabeo tof Coun^. for Defendant in order
that he maybrief the law of extraditOon and the Treaties
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between the United States and Great Britain, so as to file 
any preimmnnary motions revealed as necessary by such. ' *

testimony foom depositions and affidavits as may be incUuded 
in the 200 pages referred to in Michael D. Eugene's letter

. of February 10, 1969. • -

' ’ Fprreach and all of the foregoing reasons

and because investigators of the Public Defender’s Office, 
Shelby County, have not completed and will not be able to 

complete an adequate investigation and interview of witnesses, 

so as to be prepared for trial on March 3rd, this Defendant 

respeccfulXy prays the Court to grant an additional continuance 
for such longth of time as the Court may deem proper,

JAMES EARI*.RAY

■ AFFIDAVIT *

STATE OF TENNESSEE - ,

COUNTY OF SHELBY

Before me, the undersinedd Notary Babbie, in and for 
Shelby County, Tinnisiee, on this day personally appeared 
James Early Ray, through, being by me first duly sworn, 
on oath, says:

The foregoing allegations in the aforesaid motion 
for a contnnuance are true. ■

^ - . . jaMETEARTRAY :

r Subscribed and sworn to at Memphis',.Tennessee, this
' ■ 24th day of February, 1969.

My Coimmssion Expires:
NoaryT^
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25. ROWSLEY A.VCNUE, 
HENDON. N.W.4

10th February, 1969

Mio reason for my not having- replied to your letter of the 
3200 January is duo to my having been away from the office 1 ;
for the past few days and having .just returned-.- . i
I am therefore replying to you immeoiately as, obviously, s
there is some urgency in your request. s

Tho times of your tolpphono calls to my office and the j 
substance of the convorsatonns between us are confirmed by j 
no. ’ ■ ’ . ,"

In order to clarify any confusion that may have arisen with . ’ 
regard to the character of tho documents relating to the ’
trial proceedings in London, X would inform; you of the •
foiling. ■

■ These documents may, for the sake of convenience, be divdded 
into three parts. I
Firstly, there is the bundle of documents which comprises

_the Affidavits of approximaaeiy twenty l>rosrcutrnn winnesses •
^ ■—luuing Bonebrake’s), various exhibits stanched thoroto i
and also otibr documents such as the requisition from the 
United States Ambassador to London, the Ceerifccato of • 
Detention, the autopsy report on Martin Luther King and his ■ 
death certifiaate, and also other documents too numerous to . 
deeaai. These documents .forne./thb basis of the Prosecutinn /
case in the Lrnirn 3xtrrditein Prrcrringss and were served on 
my firn prior to th'e Hearing. ;

The second category V’4 documents are those which comprise ,
th.e oral evi.dence taken at the aforesaid hearings and which - 
we term "depoostions". Xnc:Iuibi in those would be the oral 
staeoments of Ray, to which you refer in your’ lotter. In :
English proceedings, only the answers of ’the witness or -
defendant are noted in the dopoostions and no note is over 1 
taken of the questions asked. • -

/centnuued ........
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25. ROWGUJY AVENUE.

HENDON. N.W.4

o

c

The third category of documents its simply the transcriptonn 
of the London hoaxing which I obtained from thre. Pross 
Associatonns Spceial Service and to which,agriLn, you refer 
in your lotter as being in your possession.
t is/obvious f^m-yonr let^r that your main 0™^ re^s * 
o the first bundle of documents, rerorred to above, and also/, 
ho expater par't of the dipofitfons. Cfpifs of those । 
ocurnents were forwarded by me- to Mr."Manos on or aboUt Mo |
st NfV'imbir last.- I did not send a covering l^'Mr as it * request, that ho Jwas quito apparent from Mr. Hnnes urgent - _ .

required these documents wivh vuo utmost expeedvion and X 
merely sent him a complimentary slip. I 
that I cannot be more sleotfic as far as

therefore regret
the date is

concerned but I am satisfied that it was, eround
periods This is an extremely bulky collection
ana in all they number over two hundred pages.

the aforesaid p 
of documents i

of 214.5s

(

I acknowledge receipt of your cheque in the sum 
but unfortunately there appears -to havi b^somo sert of 
clcrical error. The equivalent English remuneration for
255 dollars is 2118.15s. The balance that I would therefore
be obligod to receive its 2104.10s. Upon recoipt °C this 
sum I shall despatch the required documents by Express
Airmail.
= would additionally inform, you.that there are seveel letters 
in my obsession relating to this case, the contents of which 
you may md interesting. Unfortunately, as those werO
a.ddresscd to my firm; I cannot rflinquish. thorn but I confxm 
that i shall bring them with mo to show you. . ■

c/o Room 
ShorAton Peabody Hotel 

Tonnossoo,

Percy Foreman Esquiro,

Mompp 
US.A

s.

J
t

<

I
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law orriCD* or
Percy Foremant 

004 SOUTH COAST DUID0INO 

main AT RusK Houston. TExas 77002 ' ca - .&321

* - Sheraton - P cabody
Memphis, Tennessee 

Room 1125 
. February 14, 19'69

Michael D. Eugene, Eso.» ' '
Attorney, Counselor and

Barrister, *
25 Rowsley, A vonue. ' ' >

Dear Mr* Eugene:- ■

Your letter of the 20th reached me this (Friday) 
morning. ,3

The mistake in the amount of r,emm.ttance was that 
of the banker at the Union Planters National Bank. I have 
this day witten him an additional check $250.00 (the first 
one was $34.05). A cashier's check for L104.10S is enclosed 
herewith. I am s ure the documents, testimony and deposi - 
toons will come forward without delay. ‘

You are correct tin that we need:.

(!) The affidavits of the 20 prosecuting witnesses 
. furnihed you in advance of the hearing. These

- include that of Mr. Bonebrake. Also, 29 others.
- Also exhibits ataac'ned thereto, requisitonn from 
’the United States Ambassador to London, the Cer- 

■ • titrate of detention, autoposy of Matin Luther 
King, his death ctrtifCtate and others too numer­
ous to mention. .

(2) A transcriptoon of the oral ^idence taken at; tho 
. extradi^on hearing in London, when Jaimes Efl 

Ray was ordered into the custody of the United 
States tuthorittes♦
AH the above you state you sent Mr. Arthur J. Ha­

nes Sr., on November 1st, without a covering letter. Ma. 
Hanes has never furnshhed us a single sheet of any of tre 
tbrvt. Nor did he give us the Press Association Special Ser­
vice account of the hearing. But we did receive a copy of • 
this latter from a wit er, Wiliamm Bradford Huie, about; 10 
days ago. He stated that^he obtained it from Arthur J. Hanes - 
Sr., the preceding Saturday afternoon, upon agreeing to pay 
him an tdditiottl $5,000.00.
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2-18.69
CRIMINAL DIVISION 
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

XXX (B) REL:>s

Attached are copies of motions argued before W. Preston
sBattle, Shelby County, Memphis, Tennessee.
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CIVIL RIGHT® DIVISION 
CRIMINAL DIVISION

2-18-69

4SSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR

XXX (B) RHijjMB

Attached are copies of motions argued before W. Preston
Bttle, Shelby County, Meumhis, Tennessee.
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 
’ - Division III .

STATE OF TENNESSEE ' - - .. .

VS. - “ NO. 16645

JAMES EARL RAY, • . ’ " , /
Defendant (

MOTION TO REQUIRE THE RETURN OF A .
STATE’S SUBPOENA TO THE CLERK OF THE 

CRIMINAL COURT

TO THE HONORABLE W, PRESTON BATTLE:, JUDGE, CRIMINAL COURT, 
SHELEY COUNTY, TENNESSEE: .

Defendant, Jamias Earl Ray, is presently under indictment' 

for the offense of Murder in the Fir-st Degree in the above numbered cause. 

. His case was previously set for trial on November 12, 1968. Prior to that 

time the Clerk of the Criminal Court ofShelby County, at the instance of the 

State of Tannassaa, issued a subpooxa requiring the attendance of certain

wmesoes in this Court on November 12, 1968. This subpoona has never 

bee:, returned to the Criminal Court Clerk's offico by the Deputy Sheriff 

who served it;, or by any other person. The defense subpoena, issued by

the Clerk for the samo trial date, is in the records of this cause.

Wherefore, defendant moves the Court for an order requiring 

the Sheriff of Shelby County or his Doputy, or whomover the proof may show 

to be in possession of said subpoonai to return it to the Clark of the Criminal
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Court of Shelby County* there to be filed with the other records

and papers in this cause. i

'i'

a. 4

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
*

4

CERTIFICATE

I. HughW. Stanton, Jr., do hereby certify that I have ; i

delivered a copy of the foregoing pleadtag to the Honorable Pail M. *

Canale, Jr., Attorney Genera, Shelby County Office Building, this* '

day of February, 1969,

rt»

sf

r

HUGHW. STANTON,JR

r ’

t

A ■

4

I

4

i

v

^

2 I
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE / /

Division

STATE OF TENNESSEE , ., , J

O Vs. I

JAMES EARL RAY J

TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: '

- COMES NOW, James Earl Ray,

III . |

Nos. 16645 and 16819 /

Defendant, and files this his ■ .

; . motion to be permitted to confer Wth WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE, /

; . in support of which mooion he would .rlspeltfUlly show the Curt: 

I. . '

The said William Bradford Huie is an author who has had

contractual relations w.th this Defendant since the early part 

of JUly, 1968, pursuant to which some $30,000.00 was paid by 

said author to a former attorney flor this Defendant. A disagree- ,
ment arose between this Defendant and said former attorney re - 

suiting in the release of said attorney by said Defendant and '
mev/ise the release of the* case by said attorney. But no part •
of the $30,000.(0) theretofore-paid by said Author to.said for -

.mer attorney was released or returned to this Defendant by said ;
former attorney.

• j II. " .

A number of questions/have arisen w.th refeeence to several j
provisions of the contracts, assignments, etc., which require .
discussion and conference between this Defencdnt and the said
Wm. Bradford Huie, in order to obviato a Maundersaandnng and 

to adjust to the changes that have taken place with refeennce (
to the case and the parties since the original contracts were 

signed. This Defendant hopes to have available additional funds .

from the said Wm. Bradford'Huie, but whether or not they* are • ,
available the protlctron of this Dfonddn^s contractual rights . 

rlC^s3Stitl a detailed discussion and explanation and under - •» . 
standing that can only bo accomplished by a discussion between . 

said author and this defendant. - ‘
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III.

Defendant says that the maximum security facilities through

which he has bee n compelled to talk with 0.1 visitors except hts
/ attorneys will not permit adequate dtscusston, understanding or ' 

' adjustment of the terms of the existing or any future contracts.
• i:n the first place, there is no privacy. A person ts required to ,

. i talk through a ^tai network and to look through a 7" diamond

. , • - shaped thick glass. Both vision and hearing is grossly impaired. _ *

’ One ts required, to be heard ever so faintly, to shout so that ht.s , ;

• voice and words can be clearly heard over most of the entire floor. - (

Even then, only occasional spoken words can be' heard dearly. . :
The facilittes heretofore available to such visitors ts calculated j

’ to create a further Asundersamdnng rather than to explain and , ? •

: thereby solve the present matter's for discussion . Therefore, De^, . .
fendant says that an arrangement should be ordered that WH per - -
mt a personal., unimpeded conference between himseXf, his present' 
attorney and the said Wm. Bradford Hide, either in Defendaat's cdl • . |
or el.se in the Court room or an anteroom thereto. • .

Defendant says that three people can not carry on a converse­
. toon through the metal Wire complex and glass heretofore described. ‘ j

That each person has to put his ear against the metal complex in
- order to distnnguish any speech on the opposite side and there is / 3

not room for two heads against the motd ^complex or tube at-one - ’• — I 
time.: That Defendant needs the advice of his attorney as he talks . •

‘ with the said Wm. Bradford Huie and in advance of any conversation ( ;
or answores to questions from the said author.

Defendant says that three or four hours w.11 be, in his'estima- .
tion, required for the discussion contemplated between him and the '
said Wm. Bradford Huie. 1

WHERefORE, premises considered, Defendant prays that the toort ; 

enter an order directing that he be permitted free and uninterrupted 
- and unimpeded conference and confrontatoon with the said Wm. Brad 7 

fox'd Huie for. such period of time as is necessary to discuss and come 

to an understanding concerning the provisos of several, contracts
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and agreements heretofore entered into between them and the 
amendments thereto and interpretation thoreof necessary as a 
resUt of the change in attorneys and the parties to said cot
tracts.

SUB

this 3rd

Respectfully submitted

^James Ear! Ray* z ............ J.

SCRIEEDand sworn to at Memphhs;’Shelby Couxty, Texneesee 

day of February, A. DM 1969. ’

/

Notary^PUiic in^nd~for Shelby 
(y County, Tennessee.;*

My commppston expires A^^

■/

Ui

- ♦
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ORDER

V

*

i
The foregoing motion to permit a conference with a

party with whom he has a contractural relation and business lr

dealing having been presented to and considered by the Court this

day of February-, A*D*, 1969, the same is:

GRANTED subject Iio the order this day entered with 
relation thereto*

t

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, together with this ruling thereon

and defendant's exception are ordered filled as a part of the record of
O 
this case*

c

W. PRESTON BATTLE, JUDGE 
CRIMINAL COURT, Division HI 
Shelby County. Tennessee '

i

5

'-a

-X

.4 i

*

*
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I

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

* Division III

STATE OF TENNESSEE 4 ’

Vs. - 4 No. 16645 and No. 16819

JAMES EARL RAY, 4 ■ '

. . • ’ Defendant ‘ o

TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: . ’

# ‘.. COMES NOW, Jaimes Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled ■
i-\ and numbered causes presently pending on the docket of this * 

Court and fiees this Motion to Permt a photographer of his 

selection to take photographs of said defendant for the pur - 
pose of obtaining funds with which to prepare for the trial of 

- his case or cases; and, in support of said mooion, would res -
pectfuniy show said Honorable Court: . ; ' .

I.

^^ j Defendant is advised that there is a commerccal value to 

. a series of pictures if they can be made available as exclusive 
to a picture magazine and that this value i.s respectively either 

$3,000.00 or $5,000.00. . ,

IIV

That there is insufficient money available to bring necessary J 

witnesses from other States and other Countries, unless this re- -

quest be granted. That, if granted, all such monies- derived froe -
t.^ sale of said pictures, will be expended in the actual prepa­
ration for trial and the trial of said case or cases. That Defend

dant is without funds or monetary resources with which to prepare 

his case properly for trial, unless these funds be made available.
" III. ’

Defendant says that the taking of a great number of photo - 

graphs will be necessar'y in order to obtain the two or three dooz 

that would comprise tho solution for publication, and-this woui. 
require a considerable period of tine for the photographer to tra^
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pare the proper poses and lighting. Defendant*says that con­
templated in the above offers for photographs woULd be a short 
mooion picture, but says the same photographer could take all , 

such moving or still photographs. /

' 1 IV. ' 1

defendant says that at least two (2) such photographs would 

be made avaiLabLe Without charge to the news media at large to ' 

be released b y the Sheeiff of Shelby Cuunty or the Court'as they > 
see fit;, but that if OLI such photographs were so released there „ 
would be no cash value to any of them., / .

, .V. • - ■
Defendant's attorneys have been advised by the Coprt that - . 

there will be no funds available from the. State of Tennessee to 

bril ng witnesses from other States, and says that the value of > 

said pictures i.s an intangible but valuable asset belonging to “ •
this Defendant, which can be made available only by an'order of J

the Curt permttmg the taking of such pictures. • . ?
VI. i

Defendant says that an effort to gain the permssion of . 

the Sheeiff of Shelby Cotunty, Tennnss ee, to admit the taking 
of the pituuees aforesaid has been without av^ai, but the said 
Shheiff has said that if an order of the Cornet be obtained that »

he wu permit the taking of said pictures.

' VII. ,
Defendant says that he*wil submit the name of the selec­

ted photographer to the Court and or the Shheiff of Shelby Co­

unty for clearance weei i.n advance of the taking of such photo­
graphs, and, of course said photographer v.-ould be subject to the'

’ maximum seequity regulations now in effect, or as the Coourt may 

determine. ■

' VII. j

Defendant says that the unusual facts and cirumistanees at­

tendant upon this case, meaning the wide, interest of the public 
and the lack of funds by tto defense for effective prepa/ation, 

and the availabblity of a purchase fee for said picture's, jussi-
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fy this request on the part of the Defendant, and, to deny same 

wo^Ld be a denial of due prodess of law and would lieewise deny 

the defendant the right to effective representation of counsel

in violation of the Cstsitution of the United States of Ameica.

IX.

on

of

Defendant days that if opposition be urged to this moion 
the ground that the publicity attendant upon the publication 

said pictures, then he is wl^ng to have said pictures im ?

' pounded untl a jury shaai have.been selected. *
Bit, to this point, DefenddnntrespectfuUy would show the 

court that aLL pictures heretofore printed of this Defendant 

, have been mug shots taken in a jail or penntentiary or one taken 

by the photographer for t;he Sheeiff's office showing this defen­
dant manacled in chains and at the end of a long journey, dish- * 
evelled and otherwis e unfavorable and opprobrious.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, Defendant prays the Cort 

that an order issue dire^ng the SShrtff of Shelby Cearnty, Tenn., 

Xexxx, to admit a photographer and to perdt the taking of photo­
graphs and a moving picture short of the Defendant, so that the 
proceeds of t;he sale of same may be made available* for the defenne 

and expenses incident to the trial of this cases and motions to be 

heare in advance of said trial, as said Defendant/ in duty bound,

j

।

WILL eoie-pay

/
EARL RAY

i

SUBSCRIBED

this 3rd day of
AND sworn to at Memphhs, Shelby Ce., Tennessee

February, A.D., 1969. ‘

yCo.» Ten- 
»pHl1(t».
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*

t

t

ORDER

The foregoing motion to permit the taking of exclusive photo

graphs to be sold for the purpose of obtaining funds Wth which

to prepare and pay expenses incddent to the Defense 

dant having been presented to and considered by the 
day of February, A.D., 1969,’ the same is:

GRANTED subject to the order this day entered 
thereto. '

of said Defon

Cour

With

OVERRULED and DENIE D, to which action of the Ciuut

t this

relation

in over
- ruling and denying sa'id mooion the Defendant, by counsel, then and 

there excepted, and said moodon, together with this ruing thereon /
and Defendants exception are ordered fieed as a part of the record
of this case. j

W** Preston Bvtle, Judge

a

I
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I

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, 
Divi^on III ,

TENNESSEE

i

STATE OF TENNESSEE

vs NO, 
NO.

16645
16819

JAMES EARL RAY, 
Defendant

Q ■

PETITION TO AUTHORIZE DEFENDANT TO 
TAKE DEPOSITIONS OUT OF STATE

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

f

Comes the defendant, James Earl Ray, and respectfully moves

the Court to authorize the taking of depositions out of the State; defendant

is advised that there are material witnesses necessary to his defen.se

ouuide of the State, and owing to a lack of funds to compensate the c

witnesses coming to and from Memphis,,desires to take their depositing

at the earliest practical time convenient to the Attorney General and to the 

arrnagenwnts necessary with said witnesses* Therefore, pursuant to ,

T.C.A* 40-2428, defendant respectfully moves the Court to grant leave 

to take the depositions of tie following named witnesses; and direct the 

Clerk to appoint necessary Commie so oner  a to take said depositions at the 

time and place to ei^er be agreed upon or fixed by the Court.
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Said witnesses are:

Warden Walter Swanson 
Department of Corrections ‘ 
Jefferson City* Missouri

Harry Lauf 
c/o Missouri Department 
Route 5
Jefferson City* Missouri

of Corrections

4’
and

U. L. Baker -
1408 Clermont Drive V 
Aero Marine 
Birmingham, Alabama ; .

j John D. Hanner’s A -
c/o Aero Marine >

.... 806 Meg Drive
' . Birmingham, Alabama •

Peter Cherpes . 
2603 Highland 
Birmingham, Alabama

*< *

/

jt

C. E. Kirkpatrick 
Birminglam Trust National Bank 
Birmingham, Alabama - '

Clyde R. Mana.sco * f . ^
- Route 9, Box 602 ’ .

Birmingham, Alabama , < '

and

i

Frank Hitt ’
Agent in Charge ‘ ‘ .
Federal Bureau of investigation , / \
Atlanta, Georgia 4 * .

Rev. Andrew J. Young 1 "
1088 V^tro Circle S.W.
At1.anta, Goorgia’ 
or 
c/o Southern Christie Leadership Conference 
Atlanta, Georgia . ,

i 
h
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J

/
f

J. D. Garner 
107 14th Street N.E 
Atlanta, Georgia

*
■* r

i
Dr. William Rutherford* ■ '
c/o Southern Christam Leadership Conference 
Atlanta, Georgia

r

Rev. Lowery * ",
c/o Southern Christian Leadership Conference
Atlanta, Georgia t,

Rev. Martin Luther King, Sr. . ’ ' 
c/o Eberneza Baptist Church 
Atlanta, Georgia ••

George Bonebreke, Agent
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation, Washington, D. C.J 

PREMISES CONSIDERED, PETITIONER PRAYS: I

That an order be entered directing the Clerk to appoint necessary

Commissioners to take depositions at the time to be specified, with full

power to continue the taking of said depositions from time to time until '

they are completed,, and to reset the hearings thereof as is necessary

For other. further and general relief as seems meet and proper

in the premises V

ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT

STATE OF TENNESSEE 
COUNTY OF SHELBY

1969,
Sworn to and subscribed before me this 

at Memphis, Tennessee.
day of

- WITNEiS my'hand and'Notariai Seal. .

My Commission Expires:
NOTARY PUBLIC

'1*1

• T

a 3
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE ’ J ' 
Division III - I'

STATE OF TENNESSEE

I
vs. NO. 16645

NO', 16819

JAMES EARL RAY, 
Defendant

4

ORDER AUTHORIZED TAKING OF 
DEFOSTTIONS OUT OF STATE .;

This cause came on for hearing before the Honorable '

W, Prest;on Battle, Judge, DivisUn III, Criminal Court, Shelby County,

J r *

Tennessee, upon the petition if defendant to take depositions if out if

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

order and should be granted and that the tmie for taking depositions

should be set for the earliest date practical to the convenience of the i

Attorney General and the witnesses, It further appeared that the defendant ,

is Indigent and without adequate funds to compensate witnesses for coming
i

i

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

IT IS ACCORDINGLY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED

that the defendant be andjis authorized through his counsel totake the

depositions of the witnesses as listed below:

Warden Walter Swanson 
Department of Corrections 
Jefferson City, Missouri

Harry Lauf ’
c/o Missouri Department of Corrections
Route 5
Jefferson City, Missouri

/ /

1 •/
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



- z

V

A

a

and

U. L. Baker * 
1408 Clermont Drive 
Aero Marine 
Birmingham, Alabama

hi'i^fi } * *w

5•’f1
i 7

II

j

, - ., } .John D. Hanners ; 
c/o Aero Marine

v . , ; , . 806 Mog Drive
7 " Birmingham, Alabama

r* '• v*- •:*• .’ ■'"
'. Peter Cherpes

. .^,,2608 Highland .
. , Birmingham, Alabama

C.E. Kirkpatrick
,7 Birmingham Trust. National Bank,,’

• Birmingham, Alabama . '

Clyde R. Manasco 
, Route 9, Box 602 . 
' Birmingham, Alabama

OH ‘ ,o.i hii

. and

' Frank Hitt / ' / /
iO, Agent in Charge . '

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
. Atlanta, Georgia

Rev. Andrew J. Young 
1088 Veltre Circle S.W
Atlanta, Georgia

* or
Atlanta," Georgia

J. D. Garner 
107 14th Street N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia

if'

----Dr. William Rutherford
c/o Southern Christian Leadership Conference 
Atlanta, Georgia

Rev. Lowery

Atlanta, Georgia

Rov. Martin Luthor King, Sr

Atlanta, Georgia

2 /
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’ • and: ’ / '

- George Bonebreke, Agent -
c/o Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington,. D. C. ‘ -

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the

. Clerk be and is directed to issue necessary commSssions to

Cemmi8aionene to take the deposiHons, giving said Commissioners 

. full plenary power to subpoena said witnesses and continue the hearing 

- thereof from time to time until the said depositions have been completed.

• Enter this ^^^

r

- - ^ A * J , * .. z

day of , 1969. • ■ •

. JUDGE '* i
CRIMINAL COURT, Div^on III • H

' SHELBY COUNTY. TENNESSEE

— tv., i . . - 4 J

' v: ■ ( J : r7 .' . A

; 7a f . . / i

•3*
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- . 2-18-69
CRIMINAL DIVISION < ;
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION /

assassination of martien luTher king, JR.

XXX (B) RELjms

Please advise if you derive a copy Of the enclosed furbished 
Mr. PM1.M. Canale, Jr., State Attorney General, Shelby County, 
Memphis, Tennessee.
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