
3. That an article in the, Tennessean, dated Dec. 22nd 1973, suggest** that 

'their is a move afoot by Federal & State bureaucrats to surreptitiously att­

est a removal of petitioner from his present jurisdiction, without reguar to 

due process of Law, to a Federal mental instituton in, Springfield, Missouri.

6. That the State of, Missouri, not the Fdderal Government, has aieeeed suc- 

coeding jurisdiction over petitionnr.

?. That pntititr.nr received a back injury approximately thirty (30) days ago - 

which prevents him from standing or siting in excess of ten (10) minutes at 

a time, the nature of which would preclude his being .tranohcnen-a substantial 

distance without the possibilHy of ireeprable physical harm being done.

8. That petitior*er has received inadequate teeatment for said back injury and 

a transfer to Federal jurisdiction would rbie.cure the tnglieence, if any, bet­
ween Federal & State authoritees.

WHEREFORE, petitooncr prays the honorable court issue orders restraining the 

defendants from transfering petitonnor beyon the instant court's juristictoon, 

unnil a hearing can be held, as said reported transfer would result in imm­

ediate & irepprable legal & physical damage to petitinner; that the court 
also overlook technical errow heroin- unnil pntititn(:rr can retain counsel

,which he i.c in the process of doing- since pntititner is denied use of the 

prison Law Mbaary. •

Rcssenttully suimttted: ^ 
plr.ntiff/ petitOtner..J7^2Z^^

Station-A '
A. Block
JIashhille,Tenn. 37203.

p.2
’ >4^,
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IN THE UNITED STATSIS DISTRUST COURT, 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE ■

NASHVILLE DIVISION FILED

JAMES E. RAY, 65477 ’
. Plaintiff

vs. '

MARK H. LUTTRELL, Commissioner 

of Corrections, State of Tenn.

JAMES H. ROSE, Warden, Tenn., 
State prison.

ROBERT V. MORFORD, Dep. Warden, 
Tenn., State prison.

DAVID M. PACK, Attorney General 

for, State of Tenn.

W. MSTRY HALLIE, Asst. Attorney­
Gen oral for, State of Tenn. . _ , defs.

. COMPLAINT

1. ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION: * ,

(a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the herein subject matter is based ; 

upon the amount in recovery. ’

Plaanniff, acting pro se, is a citiedn of the State °f Tennessee under j 
'operatoon of law" in the subject mater; defendant, Mark P. Luttrell J 

(here-in-after, Luttrell) is a citieen of the State of Tennessee; defendant, ‘ 

James H. Rose (here-in-after, Rose) i.s a citizen, of the Staae of Tennessee: I 

defendant, Robert V. Moo ford (here-en-aftex*, Morford) is a citienn of the i

State of Tennessee; defendant, David M. Pack (here-in-after, Patk) is a !

citieen of the State of Tennessee; defendant, W.Henry Haile (herc-in.-after, ; 

Hailc) is a citieen of the State of Tennessee. ,

The milter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs,, the our 

of ter. thousand dollars.
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I (b) Jl;i^.dictOon founte-d In the exstn’ico vf 3 federal question and

, Ine amount xn controversy: .

The action arises under* tho sixth, eighth, and fourteenth, At-dtents 

to the United States constitution, 3.0.0. Title 23 s 1331 (a) an here- §
■’-nftcr more fully appoars. The muter in controversy exceeds, oxcl- 

naive or interest and costs, the cud of to thousand doilarn*

(c) Jurisdictoon founded on the exipeoud of a question arising under 

.Hatlcular statutes: .

Tito action prices under Act 4 2 U.S.C.A. $ 1033; V.S.C. Title 23 3 
an

1343 (s) and 2201, As htrc-ia-aftol• rmorc fully appears.

Plaintiff, JAMES c. DAY, Sacs .

- Defendants, KARK ’ LUMT?^: JAME'S :. POSS; FORTET V. WORyORD; DAVID 

: pACk; -. Hi-NdY MAXIE., and alleges:

2. Thai on or about July 1’9th 1066 uiiiUM Mie boing extradited 

froa, London, EngLonid to the ■United states Airou^:d to cx. Indic;..on 

no. 16645 we 1o0> in the Shelby couay 3:31 in, MerMio, ionncesco 

wherein caid iucictment woc issues fro...

3. That sale J Ml acetion (A-and:) MaixUff was confined in hns 

boon decexibed. awans other mayo do a ’Vault" by roacons of the wilrdJo;r 

were covered with stool states, lights w^rc turned tweeny-four (24) 

no. a day; el co various other v r'otar quee operations vero put into 
effect therein by the State. ’

4. that : 1 thoo pOrniCf rico a prcmne of the State of Sennema 

Ms (2) magN:; inc . he worel ^vn—^a were responsiVec for 

the fox-tion of elrnnti.irC'-. living Garters in cold joil, and the *

co-nAdtio:* of xal.en Lovsr.nir.' operations of wid Jril section and 

510 Ind^tJs therein, UintiiT ;nd two (2) smity wuards.
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5. Shat during the period plaintiff you confined in code jail, bit- ’ 
vcon July 19th 1968 iS March 10th 1969, he was besot with (.as the logs 

malatanncG. by his joHrs will confirms) chronic head-aches S nose 

bleeds ducto the vcra.nting cyst; on therein;; end under the,guise or’ 
security tcalcal attention was .delayed when required.

6. That amongst the security officers statooned in cold cell--eloqj-. 
section with plaLntiff .for cirvcilacee their was above average abson- 

tcolon due to iinncsscs 02c to the .afocm4cntnncdd construction of ; 

iH.r..tif^‘c quarters: at least oneCD officer therein was hospitalised 

with pneumonia. . ’

7. That the aforcLccn.inolwd cnnfncm5t»it conditions were-devised and put 

; into operation by the government to enervate the prisoner therein m* 

- (sic) inpare his aiHity to defend hindf under said cr. indictment- 

and, or, induce o. guilty pica theroin. •

o
8. ,hat it Js pubic nnn-•lcdgc mat he anirer5iationcd confinc.-ent •

s practices by governments are, when he c.J.trtatcoii .requires., put into

operation against dec beltroont defendants in cr. prosecuumns ( before 
& after trials) when the prnsccrtOon has the support of dncltcnt Bov­

- . ornaental & private instiiutnnns. (See Emibbt- A).

9. Chat it was public UnnwmdCc that hoco representing the State, the' 
prosecution, and evidently in. this iaseaice the court, end those they 

> represent, the corporate business cnmmrnty, vnrc cclicittnic of c 

cuilty plea is the defendant in the afor^^tiontd or. indictment.

Ta :°>oh published by McGraw-Hill in 1969 and authored by Pmf. Wilier 
J. Chatbimn tiiecd ’‘Crtm and the lext process’’ exemince in detail, 
a-ang state* 1c gal processes, inst.itutCc.sal^^^ practices; employe; is 
the State in the cnnimc.ccnt area to JUlicnncc a cr. defendants docision, 

_ particularly to avoid jury tiveis.:- on mtexvus vim A.P. re-ember, accords govern, prod^ef 1. 
peinxcrnn March 1?th 1969. the trial Judge in sold cv. fiet’o.n Cn.
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, y
.-*

> ̂
*i?

" :

Pr^ce WM al-,^4 talk , arter 
v^cd a ,BK; doc inc *e noft want 

■ was como^c ant cold defendant night 

been scyritcS in a jury trul.

vrvocr, il^ expect the he 
therein oc-re he (’e <^hv) 
hue not a hang jury or, Dave

x ’’ercy Forman of the10. fat on or about November 12th . 908 *
HouoUu, Dexed, ba be^ ««i=cl of aca' for 'he defendant 'ho”' 

plantiW) in the aforementioiwe cr iBdletiORt by usurpi,. that
- to cofendaat : Coart -ro' the

peano of fraacuXcnv xcyrO—n-a^.o-s 
o
litigate course! of record, Attorney Mto d. heads on. -

dr.h:c*b Alcce ia, .born-.--— .♦—nJ

11. That cold Percy Forenan cWcd :- abotod t.k ,xececntion in

mentioned confinc"-^^ conditions cU •l 1!_chec

in that he (fo no legal noves to cid

cond-toons aXUoc requests xU client.
c

12 sold oxy of d j clUntv

exploit afoxenentoor.

histnnf. under for his o'

a confident coitions his c-’nt wa 

Foreman's) finicial enrichment, and to

local er

a

o sought by the prosecution th^-cxn (= gu-V 

of, asonc other tr^s;recr^nf?, PMeial f°e a

client is Court documentc« a

(a) on Nov^e >2* 1968 A*- F^^ 'd^-ed '-’ ^’Y^ (Ra 

0 typed --itien document to cigs fer hi" (Fb«nc°'5> N-NnN'-i--'

(See Exhibit- 3)

on December 1'^ >963 A^. Foreman rcjrcsen’cd 

while inducing sad client to fa-sey v-cnr to 

tast no joncy -as ava-X bl. for -nv s r 
Toco. (Trantaipt,pp.1-2-27. Coc pr'b"C ’

to the trial court 
a -xurerts o to 

:u\possa or nurvy

(b) On November .'-7th 1963 Act.
og-.an net .MUi-hiik;, siatu,e) -.iA-xi'a

'I
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retard Huie, of Foi'UeXlo Nah”, in Surt worth, Tomas, thevin

they unknown to cold client entered .Uto parol agreements to fn nance
Forem-s fee,to Moad said client guilty, through publishing ventures.

(Sec Exhibit- D)

on February Bru 1969 Att. Forenen and onii'client entered into
literary contract pursuant to the eforcrerntooncd Fox-caan) thic

parol agreement providing that AU. Foremen receive the chtire 

proceeds therein to defend cold client at "trial or triath’" in

Shelby county,^wacco;co...cold contract uas later tended on

March 9th 1969 to provide.Att. Foreman with f‘U6>«Q30 on condition

sold client plead guilty as charge’d to cold cr. indictment.

( See Drillt-H)

' on February you 5, 1969, AU. Forchan Mcroprosented to the trim 

court through two (2) wriUcn motions that WhiSihe_(Fo~\V^ 

received no fee and to mcc5ve a fee '^me1^

the without funds to prodocate the trial under told .indleteU

and thereby he (Poreuan) was eet!toning the court for pc nicaUr. 

to take and shell pictures of hic client and, for the State to

fnnnncc the i'cculbing trial ti. (Transcript p.1-2. Sec.k:MUt-n

on February 7th f the sfo

.notions misrepresented to the trial court UU He .' tended

to receive none or the proceed from

pictures. ( transcript p.20*21 xhiblt

cold client’

13. West the procec.aiou to triel court w>re to s c^sUcrr.blc ^tent

connvecent with said Percy Foreman’s heretofore described fnic:1:.'?!

«n:agil;;t*ess under said on. moment an by the tr.Tercia.

(^avnaYy 148. 100 transcript 2.34. See Exhibit- '0
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14. That in testimony given under oath in November 1969 before the U.S.

Dis. Ct. for ^W.D. of Tenn., Memphis division (case no. 69-199),said
Percy Foreman in effect adnitted he defrauded the tri.al court and his

client (heroin plaintiff) in the aforemcntonned cr. indictment through 

the notions he (Foreman) fieed, ciecd in count 12 herein ab^ve, by test­

ifying in said Pis. Ct. that he & client (Ray) had Verbaliy agreed in 

January 1969 to enter a guilty plea to said cr. indictment- (See Ex- d).

15. That- plaintiff as defendant in said cr. indictment furnished said 
Percy Foreman with various items of inoormation hursuent to a Ury trial 
therein, including fru phone number in the, Baton Rouge, Louisiana,

area which he (Foreman) either 1) "egelected to investagateJS inves­
tagated and suppressed the results thereof 3) furnished said information 
to the prosecutoon & his legal associate, the late John J. Hooker sr.

V of the Naahhvile bar or, 4) availed said inoom-ation to his (Foremm’s) 
i\ ltterrry confidents, Wiliam Bratford Huie & Geeold Fran’.:. ' ’

16. Tmt subsequent to pla.ntiff•s plea to the affrem.entOondd cr. indict- * 

rort (on March 10th 1969) he (plriitiff) indirectly furnihhed i the ;

* fora of two (2) phone numbers in the, Baton Rouge ? New Orleans^ area 

of, Louisiana, inforiatfon- including that furnished said, Percy Forornan- 
to the late 2.7. Osborn jr. of the, Naahhvile, bar to have inveLajatted. 
"Mr. Osborn reported the resident noted under the, Baton Rouge! ^one 

number was a parish official under the innumce of a Teamster Union 

official in the Baton Rouge area; that the resident Hseed under the,

New Orleans, area was- among other things - an agent of a Mideast org­
anization distuissod because of Dr. Mart•ir Luther King’’ re^tod forth-.

coming, before his death, public support of the Palestine Arab oauiu.

17. That plr.ntiff would produce exh-hhit to indicate State agencies, in­
I , 

cludiug the Tfrr. Attorney Genterr’s office, were conversant of the, 
mUctrrl fvrriihht'5 said, Percy Fore.man, deed for counts 15 $ 16 |.eru<r 

above. .

- p-6-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



13. 0.00$ wbsoqu'nt to the orch 10th 1969 vies by defendant (hdoin plate- 

tf) to the. v.Oobmentrtnod cr. Indictment SUdntiff vac, on ej?ch 11th. 

1;09, txansfered to the State penitentiary in, Manville, and forthwith

placed in the izunitivc-admnlstratxve segregation building.

19. that VU-latlff was shortly thereafter inomed by then Corrections 
Com-iiaaLoner for the State of Pennesscc, M. Harry Avery, that dr he 

(pl/Uniff) would among other things ecace efforts to over-turn 1*° 

afoementooned guilty pion he (pl.antiff) would be reieastod fqr .ee-b- 
eatiot and treated Ike any other prionor, Ccotaibelrnbr Avery said he von

spring for the ’hi gent authority!

20. That thereafter pieniff LiG.trt coccr efforts to have ^K pea 
reversed in the coax-te end subsequentniy said, Harry Avery, anuoMCoo at 

a news cou’croneo that p.^nniff could nover bo releacted foot ^e•;recotiot 
RC ion as he (Avery) was ^nncsecoS correction’s cr•i^ia:Sirnbr.

21. that uEo- enteric said prion -glo-inf an/d recurring covere nose 

bloods, which cere first canifeseed in the. ddby county,-etn.- jdl,w;u 

which. OR. two(r) occasslot.e required medclal tM^mett in the acta«^;a«O>t 

bulldlx; for relief each es eotg^jUati.vc d•Xeetrons,oet.est..•l■• s3■lIOt 

physician attributed w.th eotc*iteoa to the typo ^0x0.00.^00 * clulkviif 

wrs itnr^cect'edl union In wid Sharoy counts jai., a lack of i^tL^l sir.

22. That plaintiff durin/ sold period,described Xu count 21, ^ erper- 

ic.icec .attacks of t^stc.Japhe c.;a"..m and on one (3) recaes:lon required hou?- 

its! treat, cut wk-rein aeeieatOou nuned So^kaL was prescribed. e pri^e 
D,lyOCcrueJ ^trbkecd this eon';.it.Oori to the type eotfincnbnt plraMtff 

voa G.hintin . under both in caid Shelby county-,Yoo.n., jm ^d ktor th-' 

mich v-^ Oeto.■ dr4R■O”':D 40 s.uS*ea‘SiOt.
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23. not mcexcial ■ ’tecrc^vn for _-fi>iy.i./.- 'u old .- i^s,c.o*>vi'Xwed in counts 

101 & 22 hexelx-c.bov0,50.0 frequently cdayer under tas guise of security 
by defendant, nose, then a deputy warden. . .

24. ’.hat thereafter paintiff Ictitinnau the U.S. Ms.ct. for the' E.D. of 

Tenn. (kon. Milin i. Wller, jrosicir,..;.) for confieccomt relief; the 

court granted a hoaxing (civil actio,.. 30.550, Jan. 50th 1970) and there­
in former State Corrections co^i^ji;?, —rry Avery, mo ard nets de

;.ifoe Dran that position, prior to mid htii1ns', toctifics that he end, 
M%. «.llJlu:4.L.*-.:&rry,..atmina^.ratxVG..acc:..3tuai is he Gov. of T-mn. and 

net before plaintiff f.ad_>l«;sicd child under Ue aforc-cationc* CD. ns- 

dicttent and edited he (rla.ntiff) -.road upon cateriai the Stc’e as ‘.k:.

prtcon system be confined in puhitiveaaduinistaatiee segregate-: ... S'.

Avery offered 0 writer document ’co support noth teat:Uony to justify .

his actions in the matter but the cofu't ruled and document;inath-tienable.

25. that Term. Corrections coanissioner, S. Uks Ru^tsdH, the success ;

- Mr. Avery, CvctifVcd in. effect at haid Mcct. heering that he (humpU) 

inenndedse^'^ating pianniff umi hic lttitation was torgnne.tU.

26. That Judge Mllor granted cla.ntiff ImUsd sclief in and bearing 
under a ’’Concent Dcerce’’ but shortly Cherometcr uaw the talto be sec­

urity the defendants suspended portions 02 the roller; ordered; and there­
after Que ’co trivial boi'nssmvnt pimtiff veg ccmpv:Ud to dlsconflnw th: 

relief order in toto. .

27. That in April 1270 pia.aniff was transfers to the •re^M<>eos®>■v State 

penitentiary in Petros,Tenaccsoc. *

26. That in the, retroi, Instiuutoyn ...s confines in c-.a,;.: c..

therein worked in quarters housing the more viclVttmJO0c M.i.iomra, as 

well or having yorde rghts with, r-aa others, mid violent sr— ?-l-
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29. that In the first quxx'tor of 1971 m. Robert F. M.--ore egg ae-olatc:!
Gorden of caiu, Pctroo, institution and he (Soorc) shortly thAcane

faced oat allforcs-or-conaection-b^p^ in the prison.?

30. That -o -u<y 1971 ylo'.ntt.ff was transferee to A-Noo'c’? and tsherenfter

ns u^r abausio0 Tows o oecrosoaorn in ore in-AWuto-n, prodac
tive or socurety, ami the prison was dosed in July, 1972.

31. Shot on or about July 22nd 1972 plaintr was tarred bAz 

stateDAiunuony^ end forth or ^ed in Unt~(> 

segregation building. / *

32. Shat on or about Ju?.y 23th 1972 -?i!niff apposed before CI v prion
elassificat°ct board compared of former, I-obros, -;ordcn Cr. Ro e-t J.
Moore) ma defendant^ Robert Morford) of the, j^vl]’;, orison 

■ ’ and. there.
in said board roioasud ^ifniff, with approval of the Cor<hn ( defecent
Kose),mo the genera, prison copulation After plaintiff —w..c ; aid?:.
policy of dpjnic a document requesting; and ta.-cir.gr rco^mbilit ’ 101

release im the concern prison population.

33. That on or about August 1st 1972 .plants' vod called off the renin

crieon yard to the operatoono office and ;Angs 6 - sen..ent Lyhefe

-orford, ioeing that plaintiff was being reco-o^te;. because.- 01 prey^
cocapo attcapts. ( Sou EXibit- L ). '

34. That plaintiff then requested Lm-defendant, ' orford, is socS with 

the WaAdien, defendant Posc, about the confince-nt mttcr and therc-yoon 

defendant, None, verbally cave an acwt .cut or reasons its the xoso: 
Cation o: ddntiff, cod.; others in foct : foiows:

(a) the newspapers night find reasons to critfzo the rdminats M-on ’ 
if 91a.ntii’f was rdcacted into the wiom popletiw. and the 
lad.iot Look SUcc.
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th ec-arcerat ed unde

tioacJ ci'. Indict 
ouse of hisprys

’ lx?

e rolCKAtd from serregxtion if h

cis,, fiw.ttet p.e.s:11- 
UxWaUd has CiUecUon

that hi (Rose) was orde 
plaintiff.

; uthoruty’ to res°gnoditc

55. Thnt d^Jedant, Rose, then assured jlaatiK be wouid> 'I^'o 
rom sedation, after opproxitne., two (2) conths if the, Petros, in

uton was not reopened within that period.; and that child plaintiff was

catineCim the segregation. Hilding to coaid be greated-tttrreiot spec.

find in the eforennentiones order issued by iss.

36. That thereafter .MaWiff was confined and

building and on request mac permitted to S to

Judge, WUim 5. MUI er.

did work in the segregation 

a 2*:iU enclosure (yhrd)

behind cold cuwag for overcSte and tecrcln SincJo..w=£-°ther“™2"-£

serving rule violation sentences.

7. that the pcanUW in 10 core ^ec t° arn^t »« fesie« fen on: 

thcr pr^cor in the liwtitutow if the paMiff was subject to accrual' 

t would bo foam th: State which has ac'cest to hin twcntly-four hours yoo

day rcguaxilos of hic coniilneuent quarters.

That in September' or Octobar of 1,-72 plainniff wa

ed

a) had person

hexa

J.^ented for the coux-tc to dosi^ wh

0

Saeed 370613 (a convict counselor)

1

ly ordered ’.

on icspectoon

*»

at the Covenor 02 Tenne— 

aHiff into segregation.

e (Non. 1

; of ths segregation luliata by i

«ce were inquiry that be 0 /xttr’lV ,

painniff was releasted for i cogrrs
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J 
/

■’.0 once to a letter from pia.nt.ff dated January End

co of the Covorno . Tcnnccsoij denied, k

plaintt.fx*s confinement cicuu^staceos in the priion. (See eiut--:)

bat on tay 1st a nows conference

nor, Soi.,.infield Dunn, endorsed the herein .legged confinoee.nt
Covcr-
cond

iUion being practiced by State correction officials against

o

42. Rha- rftcr serving approoXc.ately four U) months, until 
in tno suprecatiojr building and not being redacted into the

Dec 1972

cetprar
prison population, .nd the program provised by defend t (Rose) unicr
adge Aller' enUondi order being gradually subverted by prison-

offcd-J ecuuity consideration, plaintiff retunW to lock'
up

hat it is a tactic of St orrectoon officials to arbitro ily
^—e a prisoner in acgregatloi; unit! be n 'overt act ;en

continued, segregation by reason o5 said act

44 January 1973 ptatotiff protested, along with other
tionablc. cicmms *O”1 <5 K» Ouls

and throwing said ucols back on-to the walk

45 oximetcly four (4) d cUndiff had
egun re Morford, entered plain-tiffs coll

ordered him ilr to bo taken to the ’hole’, when pLsintiff turned to ret
h< the back of the head tnd

called uard con sled notf'ey and p aas then transports to

the ’hole*

ficrcrfter on be-in- ck to th.e*
tlon building- fro: the ’hole’ plaintiff, who had had a tooth broken off

rlier required to wait approximately three (3) wocko before recev-
ordcr’s o Morford

p.11
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47. Twt on or about February 22nd. 1973 pamirf tat.l^taL io

anotho. Moro rootr>etivc agg-^g-Uor buth-lay- (unit-1) o;d in the procoa 
'numerous fes of persona p.operty was coasted or dootroyojaiogod. 

to coma; with «nit-1 ales, as-toUw#! local books; for; -h^jin coui;.
= ent, oct.-oct.

48. aa priaoaora In u^ presort sogro^tion biding (unit,!) wo aut- 
joctoo to 2 -uia^o o; potty .s series i^-tloo in comparison Rih th

rogular prison population ps follows;

(a) dictary rcst^ictlons.

' (.) hy.dieaic rcotrictlons. ‘ * ' '

(c) ^nial of rcir■eutiOr active; rclo^ita;ln UrOsrCSS; 
lew library; commissary uarcirxos, cct.act.

<r

49. tfhat plaintiff .s now listing under coUtorv co-.^rr.at co
con •• m° un m^

unde; prlcicc interpretation of that pira^ 1- thut <■> -»’cCh
c’n' w

o^sioxed oo un.v->, in Fob. 1973, ordors were out into o^j^eit by 

Warden’s office dooyin- plantiff association ..it. o.^r ^co^n 

on tlio segregation built-ing yard. (Soo EXhii.t-3 ).

50 ON ucon inioriorated in tho ri son
system in excess of five (5) yr ■;ccyt for is

instiU!tlon, 'ohcre h aonc wer xr-dep coufinp;

concisions htvc i^coae urog^essLv^ly 1010 o.norous Uintiff
r^ivo equity £°«> tho prion dladuii: which i to

dui proco in co i and f»’

ucu^ has ov^rulod said tears ^u^ tho-board ruloo Ravorabiy for ; . i .

That on or about Junc 12th 197. iouriol iatou- patai

acm beforc ■h.c ' f tho U.D. o:
Ior rCL4if from coid confiecacnt (See civil action no. 7006) undcr o

i0W..iaUjS2 issued by sold court

Malc rtpos^Ung tho t^0. ilrr•eitlon clit;iocionor«

p.12

4

Ait. Gm. e. Heny

office Hado v' •j’ious-
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.iroprtCwtntaiOons of notorial facts to the court, subject tO prope, 
as follows;: • ,

sahj-Xrinttff has attempted to escape seven tines /room 
the iKUsouri penitentiary (p.14) * and Weed atempted 
to tseopt focn the Trashy Mountain (Petros) instiukion. 
(x-29) .

both of these representations are- numeUcaiy false".

e»
Hano- (2) the pantff 55o.aot.Ja tht general 5ruo3_pop«ua.t!ion

• at the Brushy Mountain institutoon. (p). 15 & p)

Fact- "the pldntiff was in the general population at the 
Mounts i.ncti.umon begining May, 1971; also, app 
the court has b^n misled respecting thin natter 
Crafton case. (p.-ph ‘

Cracky 
rently 
n the

mio- (3) the plaintiff would have the run of the entire oo^r' ^1
tlon building (tnit-1) and a chance to meet more pri 
crc. (w.13)

ica- ;
.son- ;

Fact- ' "prisoner working in -umt-l, all 05 whoa have asked 
protection, are released toon their cells for nfo: 
actely one(1) hour three tines per day at ned tfa 
help food the other prisoncre & clean the nock; tl 
are resti'iceed during sadd one (1) hour periods,^ 
when working on walks with officers, to an area. ap. 
irately 30:60 fact; further, under the special ruL 
unit-1, workers therein could be placed in the 4hold 
di&rissod foon thear job if cought either teLkng.

for 
eo'i-
. to 
ey 
J epic 
: rox- 
s of 
1 ' red 
O..tts-

w’i:5.Ag- ..Ml.;oatrs or recaing around the unit.

Haile- (4) the ptanvirf was xtsogrcgattd-afttr being release 
V-o(2) days into the e^ecer! prison population-: ec<- 
thti* hod 'been 20 chante in mIs classlfccatoon. (p.

d
.iso
22) " "

buct- "he plninniff von rolcastod into the general pop! 
for Your (4) days by s clcx•slficctOon board con?.sk 
of Sprier narky .'ountain Waree.n, Robert ". Ko^ ; 
deputy ’oruca, Robert Rorford, or the KascviUc ;a
. v.-3* .

atoon 
Ung 
and 

icon :
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2. That the defendants are guilty of the violations 00 moows::
(n) defendants, Luttrell, Focc and Morford of the loHovlng viliatloEs:

(1) of :ehinr fraudulent representations to the Do. Ct. treah/ 
the Tons. Abt. Ger.'s. office in the d^■Grc^cntloecd civil cult 
(W7'G°!$) 1° order to prolong plaintiff lock-up in Llitery 
confinement. ■

/ (2) °f afwitoaly with. saUcious lucent withholding tinel: ncedMni 
. txcjtkent free plaintiff. ’ ;

of attempting to dapar plaintiff health with the appr6vVUy 
of the present Covemor of the State of Tennessee. ''

(4) of arbitrarily Anting plaintiff accost to crieon Law

(b) evf-endeMs, Pack, and Hcilc of the mooing violators.:

(O of unking negligent' misrepresentations to the Dis. ct. in 
■ the more extinne civil suit (':o.?^0O.

(2) of teii.g conversant uitn, aOciuixo ■ material cited in court", 
1° herein above, circulatory avimace its^PtOl^g; claintief :C 

. the defendant in the aforementioned or. indict .ent through 
Ucir client, the Att. Gon. for the ^’iItti;h .luciciai Ms. 
of Tenn., an« (sic) they Hat to their vested intcieLts orc 
advocating and n.cii.trinin oppressive coni'inme^n^ conditions 

■ against plaintiff as as to obstruct « disconagev <ldhiff
xrom cuc.oi;n{ his const. rd ht to appoo.Xaoi review under 
sold er. indcttsont. '

’ (c) . efenda.-ts acting coll,ctiv:ly op the viola tonus as mows:

, acting in colius:oj: to deprive plaintiff of his cohot. 
riht ( civil 3 not m) :- arbitrarily - olostiUinJ,W.th 
w expressed nolice it oct bow-re pX,a.^tiff, copr..esiL con

is-, out coxn.xtionr. in order :o ln;bncc:. ?( sutvex't icist 
doeisoouB in vh.-,- juorcmontiosw on. indictment he is incar 
coraled under and (cic) obstruct justice.

of acting in coll .cion to fWwe. { 
mentioned civ 1 chEA (aw55.0).

the agrecaents in tie afore-

p.14.
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53. That the plaintiff is entitled to exemplary damages because def­

endants should be taught that their hereinabove described operation is 

repugnant and violative if public policy as evidenced among.other ways 

by National politicial figures & Media editorialists not infrequently

pointing self-righouus fnngers at what they anege to be iitquitees in 

other countries c'orrectoons & Legal systems; furthermore, that it is
legally reprehensibLe for the State to resort to the seine legal tactic

when arbitrarily holding a prisoner under oppressive confinementt cond- ; 
lions as they do in controversial cr. suits, i.e., procrastinate for 

, years before a final adjudication, a tactic which C.J. Warren .Burger in

a public address on Sept. 20th 1973 refered1 to as "...forcing them (cr. 

defendants) to wait endlessly while memories grow dim and witnesses move 
or die. ~"—x

- 54. Taht as a proximate result of the defendants tactics and their pred­

ecessors pliittiff has not only been falsely imprisoned for a crm he 

didn't comat, as interpreted under the Anglo-Ameriaan Extradition Treaty, 

and therein subjected to unnecessarily oppressive confntr:nent conditions 

but several of thus allegedly representing him, particularyy said Percy 

Foreman,, have also exploded this confinement titutition for personal & 

proseccorial interests.

WHEREFOFE, plaintiff demands a judgment foom the defendants for punitvve 

damages of five hundred thousand dollar's; and prays the honorable court 

overlook any technical doticitnicCos in this corrlaint until Counsel can 

prefect same since plaintiff its denied accest to the prison Law Library, 

and (sic) cannot research remedial Law.

Station-A

J.'asStVllc, ToxM. 37203

p.15
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r- By THEODORE SHABAD 
■"“« NNrw-Yol•fc.Tme«.Ne.ws*J^r’Vici2^^ 
• . MOSCOW - The public re- 
„ captation by two Soviet diss- 

dents has renewed the issue
' ; of political! confessSnss that 

, was dramatized by Arthur
. ■ Koestler in his 1940 novel

. ‘‘Darkness at Noon.”
ihe bas:c question is, what 

set of c^Ku®rtar»ir can 
pcrrsib’ly■ induce, presumably 

. rt:wgwiittdl dissentess - 
, political opposition in the Sc- 

_ viet Union is not for the weak
' - to avow such a total change 
• of m.ind and heart as Vikter 

A. Krista and Pjoir Yakir 
did at a widely publicized ’ 
news ccneciecnee. Wedrtrday.

, ' Yakir, a SO-year-old 
historian, end Krasin, a 44

the hamufressi of. my acts, - Stalin purges to suggest that cooperaee with the authoriHei. 
a realization that did not come day-in, day-out caching and Although there appeas » 
wczaWr but-aftir.ltnr.rou^-!^ can gradually be some superficial similarity
searching.” ' ^feoynn-ihespshcltggic  ̂ Vakir-Kaass re-

Krasrn, making in* the r^aee of 3 prironcr 3r canxaticnr amtrihe-pubfic-eonv 
rame iveu tone, as if.reciting Koeber has ^own tn hs 

, book.
Roll W ri th# Wow? Similar methods were used Behind Hie News in .he controversial “explana-

a rchearsM text, in the glare
’of k&g lights 
than Z^O Sovict 
newsmens, said:
“I Bast the

।nd foreign

Soviet and
foreign public to know that 
our behavior in the investiga­
tion and at the trial was the 
mull of a Kthinking of our 
past errors that led us to 
these crimes^ and that any 
suggestion, of the use of 
pressure, threats or illegal 
mefhods against us is devoid 
of all foundation.”

There is obviously no imme­
diate way of eriablrhh:gg 
whether the metamorphosis of

ycsr-oln economist, re­
iterated testimony’ given at 
their trial the. previous week the two men is genuine or 
that they had damaged the. a carefully disgur'idi shain 
interests of the state by designed to earn a reduced!' 

‘ sentence^ for their dirsid;■ait; publishing an und'ergoound 
typewritten newsletter, the 

; well-known - Chronicle of Cur­
rent Events, and by maia­

. taining links with anti-Soviet 
. . organizations abroad. '

abilities. They were given 
3 term of three years’ confine­
ment. to be followed by 
another three years' endorsed 
ririldiace in a remote part 

' “I would like to emphasize,” of ^ country, taad of to 
said Yakir, the son of a pro- . maximum com&rre^d sentence • 
mment general purged under 'of 12 years.

» Stalin, “that it was cot fear * Although the sincerity of 
of punishment that led me *l’!- ---—--I'..
to aefa:twiedge my guilt and 
to re-cant, but zeaUzation of

of 12 years.

ation” sessions at the end of 
the Korean war in late 1953, 
when Chinese and ■ Noth 
Koreas sought Io persuades 
Commursst prisoners of war • 
to choose repatnaiwn.

The method appears 1o have 
been partfcui^riy eterihe 
when used by skilld uler- 
rogators operating within a 
well defined ideological fraae- 
work and appeaRa* to |hi 
rinrc of patriotism, the, feel- 
isg of loyalty to ones: coun­
try, and moral obligation to 
fellow ciiuess. ■
. The impact produced by a 
carefuUy focused ideological, 
persuasion might be further 
enhanced by playing on any 
”personal weaknesses of the. 
accused. Yokir, for example, 
was known to is a heavy 
drinker, and some dsssidenss 
have suggested that he gave 
informaim to interrogators 
only after having been 
hospitalized twice for depriva­
tion of alcohol.

Reported nterrogaUons _ of 
members of Year's family.

purge trim’s. there are, also 
sig.nffieau^t differences.

The difm5a’•.rs in the trhh 
of the 1&30’s cosewd is fas- 
cied acts of conspiracy after 
they had beca confronted.-wit'a 
chargs that more, later dii- 
ciajy declared to have, been 
without foundation.

Yakir and Krein n. on the 
other hand,, here well ’moan

at least some of the. activities 
they now declare to have been 
illegal, such as meetings with 
foreirn.err, can be. cor- 
zaboiated by any of the 
western newsmen who receiv­
ed diss'dciat news items front 
them. '

•>
t..

including his daughter, 
Ikrina, may also have played

their, repudiations necessaimy 
remains, an open quert»al, . , , . .
enough is known from i the ■ a role in pe^ruadnrg Yskir to

A

of what makes such men ro- 
cant still leaves unanswered .
the broader issue.of why the .
Soviet Union feels compel 
to root out its tiny dissident 
group. .

The apparently over-Ahelm- 
ing jreoccuipetina with cren 
the slightest political opposi­
tion seems to reflect an inner 
insecurity and a fear that I-,, 
disaffection may spread and . 

, ulttaablV undermine the ? 
structure of the Soviet system,. ' 
as now conceived by its 

■ leaders. ’
X

o-

H
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■\a^. . revenue Io be derived from the writings of Win. Bradford
- l'\ , Huie. These arc my own jnopi'rt^ uncondiliomdly.

However, you have heretofore authorized and requeued 
----------------------- ----- MeTTii^iijIe a plea of guilty if the Slate of Tennessee 

through its Distnct Attorney General and with the ap- 
' 'Vi\ * prob'd of the trhd judge would waive the. death penalty. 

’ * , You agreed to accept a sentence of 99 years.

It is contemplated that your case, will be disposed, of 
tomorrow, March 10, by the above plea and sentence. - This 

' will shorten the trial considerably. In consideration of 
the lime it will save, me, I am willing to make the follow- 

* ing adjustment of my fee arrangement with you:

If the plea is entered and the sentence accepted and no' .
• embarassing circumstances take place’ in the. court room,

I am willing to assign to any bank, trust company or in­
dividual selected by you all my receipts under the above 
assignment in excess of $165,000.00. Those funds over and 
above the first. Slim,000.00 will be held by such bank, trust, 
company or individual subject to yonr order.

I have cither spent or obligated myself to spend in ex­
cess of $14,000.00, and I think, these expenses should be 
paid in addition to a $130,000.00 fee. I am sure the ex- p 

, • , ponses will exceed $15,000.00 but I- am willing to rest on

• that figure.
• ‘ • Yours truly,

/s/ Percy Foreman
4 ■ /s/ James Earl Ray

PF-4
I ——

I '
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Exhibit «1

WA22/tfJ!)-------------------

• Shelby: County Jail •
Memphis, Tennessee.
November 1*2, 1968 /^ 

Hon. Phi! Canale, Jr.
District Attorney Genera!
Shelby County Court. House
Memphis, Tennessee

Sheriff William Morris
Shelby County Court House
Memphis, Tennessee

Judge W. Preston Battle
Circuit Judge.
Shelby County Court House
Memphis, Tennessee

Gentlemen:

\ou are holding as evidence in the ease of The. State of 
Tennessee v. James Earl Ray a 1967 White Mucang auto­
mobile and a Remington rifle. I have, this day aligned 
and by this letter do here now assign them to Percy Fore- 
man, my attorney, of Houston, Texas, as his property' 
absolutely. At the conclusion of my trial, ho will request 
delivery of these items to him or his order. This is your 
authorization and my request that you give them to him.

Respectfully yours,

A/ Janies Earl Rav ■

EASE UNDER E.O. 14176



December 18, 1968

’ JAMES EARL RAY

ago I asked you to give me a report on your

<'

r the afternoon, I had no intentoon or plans or

. expectatonns of being, I was comitted to many

. Coouts, however, it came to me as my duty bo^th

to my profession and to my mon, to accept the

three fourths of the Mme since I was commuted

to this t;o arrange my docket so that I would

- Texas both Federal and Static have defex’red to

■ first two weeks of the effort from the 12th of

November, maybe a few day's longer than that

.• were dedicated to attempting to get the results

of the investigation of the. counsel in the
1

a transmittal of what reported to be an inves-
e

tigaUon accompanied with a letter stating that

of course most of the investigation in theis

I

i 
1

my respoonsbilitiss in this casc. However, the

have time■ for this case. A.1 of the Courts in

case ahead of mssef. I eventuaaiy received

A

■ MR. FOREMAN: Yes, your Honor. May it please the Comt

THE COURT: Aright, Mr. Foreman, I believe

casc. I have spent most of the time, more than

- • progress in the matter about this time

^ >

about a month

when I came into this case on the 10th of November,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



.J

mind of the lawyer and the, regardless of what

may have been stated or may have been prineed

- about the case being ready for trial, your

Honor, in my experincee and my Judgment, the '

case was not and is not and will be a miracle

if it is ready for trial on March 3rd, I

was furnished & list of some 360 witnesse

*by«the.prosecution I.was told that 90 t;o

95 would probably be a.l that would be used

but I was not given the names of those 90 to

95 so that I am r^egated to ateemptnng to

contact and I have made araangements to that

end to the best of my ability, your Honor

i 
t

May it please the Court, there is no money

whatever avsdlable jin this case for either

investigating expenses or attorney fees as of

s y ■ now. There have been numerous offers by

; publications, magazines and writers to under-

write the fees of this defendant but most of

them have a hook in them. I am not wiling

L
- at this late period of my lie to prostituee

5
,j

ft
? principles that I hold dear in defense of a

- thorough case to a pandering press and it

may be that there will be an"arrangement
>

under which tle.se can be available but they

4
5

diid not induce me to come into this case and

•I

<

<

V A v

5

-2

1

i
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• that have to be answered under oath so raise . . ;

. . ■ your right hand, "Do you solemnly swear that •

J w you will truthfully answer the questions ‘ .

' ■ asked you about your indgecncy at this time?”- ’ . 1

DEFENDANT: Yes, Sir. . / . . - .

THE COURT: Alright, you can put down your hand. Do ’ _

you have any money or property available to . . '

- r make available for the investigate of your 

. . case and for the expenses of so invrstigatigg?

DEFENDANT: No, Sir. . . ’ ’

THE COURT: Alright, you can be seated. ^ *

MR. DWYER: Your Honor, do we have the right to ask him

, .* ■ any questions about his indigency? v . ■

THE COURT: No, Sir, I can handle that itself. . ■ . ; ^

MR. DWYER: Thank you, your Honor1. ‘ ’ • - I

- THE COURT: Mr. Foreman, I thixk the requirements of ’

. f this case are pedlar in that as I observed ’

. . - ; - once before we have some 360 potential witnesses.

, They are scattered over North Aseeica and Europe. -

■ . ' You as I undersaand it practice alone. ’
MR. FOREMAN: Yes, your Honor. ' . - '

- THE COURT I think that we have here one of the finest ,

■ Public Defenders Offcces as I know anything

. about. They have the aecrssary expertise 

and the necessary policy of any I know of. 

They do^t merely put up a token defense.
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192 HE SLEW THE DREAMER

the psychinRhts in Missouri who had examined Ray told me: 
■“From what we know of him to laid for us to believe he was 
capable’ of the initiative requited to commit such a crime. We have

• to believe that he was directed."
So. in what I wrote in September I supported conspiracy. My 

articles were mehi! in that I presented Ray as a human hemp, and 
I revealed places he had been and Hungs he had done which the 
FBI didn't know about. The FIB didn’t even know that he had .

. plastic surgery until I told them. But all that dresni’t justify my
nmtakc of pluggmg conspiracy. Sore there may Loe hen con­
spiracy in the strictly legal .sense that one °r two other men'may 
have had prior knowe^e. But not in the sense that so many pco-

. pl£ wan to beie:ve, or that I imphed.
n'Ow:| wsh (hat I bad never gone into ths case at all. A Jot of 

nonsense is being talked about the value of my rights to "the 
story.” The story «'s of relatively line value becauw to only the 

, story of .another Oswald, another Saban, another iwne-d nut who 
kills a famous man to get on tctevt$ion. That's all there is to it. 
I’m gomg to compete a book for what its worth, and try to pre­
sent a true picture of a twisted nut and all the damage he can do. 
But far from making any money, 1 don't expect to get tock what 
1 will have spent. *

And speaking of mistakes, I behove yoir’ve made one. Thu h 
not your sort of case. You Ict them get you to Memphis where 
the old lire horse couldn’t resist another race to the lire. But a week 
after you begin trying to work with Ray-you'll know Bad there 
is no defense, and you'll be as sick of the cruse as Hanes wass. You 
did Art a favor by replacing him'; you just haven't realized it yet.

Mr. Foreman liked my three-way contract with Ray. a11 he 
wanted was for Mr. Hanes to get out so he. could have what Mr. 
Hanes had had. "I like the idea of owning 60 percent of one of your 
books,” he said, "while you own only 4° percent. So you get Hanes 
out and let me in, then, goddam it. get to work and write us a good 
book and make us a good movie and make us some money.”

"I don't mind you having the money,” I said, "But your diem 
hasn’t met his obligation?. I want to know how, why and when he 
decided to kill Dr. Kmg.”

"He may be incapable of telling anybody that,” Mr. Foreman

p.192
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MAIN AT RUSK

Mr Earl Ray,

eo« soun coa^ nuuONGj 

Houston. Texas 77002

March 9th, ’69

CA 4-0321

Shelby. County Jail, . -
Memphis, Tennessee. • *

Dear James Earl: - . • „
You have heretofore assigned to me all of your 

royaltces foOm magazine .articles, _ took,’ motion picture^ ^ 
other revenue to be derived foom the writme,s ox V”0 Ead“| ^ 
ford Huic. Those are my own property urc0nrdti°rrlly.11- ^

However, you have heretofore authorized an.d no - 
quested no to negotiate a plea of guilty if the S^te of 
Te^essce through its District Attorney General and wuta 
the approval of the trial judge would waive the oeath Pea“ * 
alty. You agreed to accept a sentence ox 99 years.

It is contemplated that your tose vrf.ll be dis ­
posed of tomorrow, March 10, by the ^ove plea and sentence'.. 
This will shorten the trial considerably. In ■c°r^id^.at;°°5r 
of the time it will save me, I an vdlinng to make the -.01 - 
lowing adjustment of my fee arrangement with you: .

If the plea is entered and the sentence accepted 
arid no embaaassing cicunsstnness take place in the court 
rods, I am wiling to assign to any bank, trust company or 
individual selected by you all my receipts under tneabove 
assignment in excess of $165,p00»00» These x^.os ove. 
above the first ,$165^00»00 WH be held by such bank 
company or individual subject t° your order.

ust

- - I have either spent or obligated mysslf to spend
in excess of- $14,000.00, and I think these expenses shoulu 
be paid in rd<^iti°r to a $150,000—0 fee. I am sure the cx- 
pers°s will exceed $15,000.00 but I am wling to rest on 
that figure. .

PF-S

truly,

\
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JIA/BLAC&EK CLERK

d„ o

IK THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE .

Division III

-STATE OF TENNESSEE

No. 16645 and No. 16819

JAMES EARL RAY

Defendant

' TO SAID HONORAS COURT:

. COMES NOW, Jaimes Earl Ray, Defendant in'the above styled

. and numbered causes‘presently pending 

Courtland fiees this Motion to Permit

selection to take photographs of said

on the docket of thiS

a photographer of his 

defendant for the pur -

pose of obtaining funds w.th which to prepare for the trial of

• his case or cases; and, in support of said mooion, would res - 

pectfuily show said Honorable Court: . ' .
o

Defendant is advised that there is a commrcial 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. , - - ■

II.

. _ That ^there is insufficient money available to bring necessary

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

quest be granted. That, if granted, ail such monies derived £roa 

; the sale of said pictures, wll be expended in the actu^l prepa­

ratoon for trial and the trial of said case or cases. Thap Defen~. 

' dant is without funds or monetary rescurces with which to prepare 

his case properly for trial, unless these funds be made available

r III

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

. graphs will be necessary in order to obtain the two-or three dozen

that would comprise the selectoon for publication, and thi 

require a considerable period of tine for the photographs

3 would

• to pro-

vi* . * i
A.,. I

T ’<
■~v ■ <h v • -T' w’*■
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HI THE CRIMINAL COURT

STATE OF TENNESSEE

’ Vs. ■ /Z:.-1”

JAMES EARL RAY

OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

DIVISION III - ^ X-
FILED-^-r,

NOTION TO DESIGNATE COURT

CLERK

NOS. 16645 and 16819

REPORTERS AND PROVIDE FOR
THEIR COMP.ENSATICCNI BY THE STATE OF TEEmSE

TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: ' ■ f -

; ‘ COMES NOW, Jaimes Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled

and numbered causee and fiees this Motion to Designate_Court 
Repooters and to enter an order that wil provi.de for the pay-

: ment of 

of said 

Wit:* ’

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

motion woodd respecCfuily show the Coout as foioows, to

•t

Said Defendant has heretofore testifedd in open court to . : 

the fact that he is an indigent person and has been so adjud­

icated by this Com't; and, pursuant to said finding this Court 

has appointed the Public Defendar of Shelby County to act as ' 

counsel for said Defendant. Co-counsel, Percy Foreman, admt - 

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

no fcc and does not contemplate that he wil receive any such . 

fee.for his appearance herein. . 7 Z r

4 This motion is fieed pursuant to the provisions of the Ten­

nessee Code of Criminal Procedure, Articecs 40-2029 through 10- ■

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

of the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, Acts of 1965, which 

give-the Court the power and authority to grant.all of the reliof .

»■

t

ii J I • ! *• t ^ •* * 4 •fix'.” . • ■* । i. i’"’ ‘

KOrein prayed.for, and, in the opinion of ttie att.orneys'Tor this

.( -r.«■ Defendant, make the granting of such relief mandatcoyi

I

t. <^<
Hr. V- . *(

III.
>f 4; V'

V ^ Defendant/says -that- Shelby; Countys ‘Tennosspc. 15?a'‘or^ 

' msti-opoHtan 2100 of; thC;.SOat%e'oP> Tmiesteecfthnv^

w.
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description of this defendant at all and

would be very material evidence if I were.

on the jury and I think the Trial Judges

' 'and trial lawyers would know that such -

material testmony would be material and

we think we are mn'itecd to produce it

the only way that we can. I will get to

the $5^000 in a minute, your Honor*

THE COKT: -1 imagine we will get to a number of

things in a few minutes

MR. FOREMAN: At any rate, I wi-H dispose of that
. ' * * * ’ . •
•a : at this tme. Your Honor, that $5,000

■ <»•?' " . r

is on depooSit in a bank in another*, in a

'trust fund and the expense of this case

- if, it were to come within, focm the defense

standpoont, if it were to come within the

$5,000, it would be some meeit to the argu­

ment of Mr. Dwyer but the rxcrnsr, actual

out of pocket expense for the trial of this 

■ case, if we are relegated to bringing wit-*

.nesses her*e for the defense alone, will run

$50,000 cr $100,000, your Honor, and we

. intend to report to the Court and to give

' . the Court cancelled checks for every iecm

of expense in this case if the Court will

receive and review them because. ! want it

said at the conclusion of this trial that

b1 -20

J 2.7-69
>f V

"4' > J»^l *,

^»<>- q'
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I did not receive anything for my part of

this case and it is true that this $5,000

that he speaks of was paid. It was due

under a prevOouo contract between the

previous attorney, the defendant and Mr.

Huie and Mr. Huie asked permission to
pay it but^that's~all that has been paid, .

your Honor, and asof today I have no y ,

reason to beHove that anything cl.sc will

bc paid. It was aleer.dy accumulated. It

was due under this contract to have been

paid December .the 12th and it was paid _

as soon as wc would permit Mr. Huie to .

do it. Now, that’s the $5,000. It wiil

not go anywhere near the comppesation.

Actually, we already have accumulated

alleged bills more^ than twee what the

1 $5,000 would amount to. Now, going on

'to the other witnesses here, we don’t

we at least hope this Court docs not ‘

:picking orr crc foom the argument

< t;he prosecrt’ng attorney, believe

o

-x

of

that

anybody can prove any' fact eUher from

the Missouri State Pcnitlitiary or else-

where that we are relegated to what the 

> prose-crUon believes will be a f^ra^e

winncss to prove that fact. Ne are, wc

&

-Sa- 
21-

}

w\ ■

V i^S' 'A

M"

4.1 •■’

£

V

/

<>
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J
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W/s

?h
to make dally reports turned over to his

counsd. I think t,he State of Tennessee is •

!r?

■’ alot nearer bankruptcy than anybody realizes, 

because that wil break anybody. I think .’ 

Court reporters and this Is no refaction on

> *

■ tnybony, but I th'ak that the reason that we've 

got machines now, is because they priced them­

. -■ selves out of tha market-and the available J. 

money for report^ cases for ladigeats, the 

only way It could be done was by use of these
- ' ’ . : 1

machines. So,; I' think that we are going to *

have to clarify and solve the status of 

. Mrs. Otwell* Mrs.- Otwell was hired while

Hr. Hanes was in the case and while money
O

has freely flowing from Huie to Ray to Hanes
r

c

How, Mr. -“ since that 

has gotten up in Court

time, well,'Mr. Ray 

and sworn that he was

Indigent end-he had no money to provMc for
. hts defense. Since which time It has further

: been compllcaeed by a payment of $5,000.00 ' 

’ to you, Mr. Foreman, as I understand it, by

— (INTERRUPTED) - «

MR FOREMAN: To my control, your Honor, but not to ■it

THE

i

me, to Mr.

COURT: I sec

Ray. ^

Well, 1

I wouldn't accept it.

that's that and ItS further

'c -

f

34
‘X «

K( *-'IA

•f

<
A.

U’
r'

>i
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2
Q. Your conversat^nn with Judge B

_ ' 3 you told him what you wanted to do, was that in his checkers

4 *there in I

S A. Yes, sir,- I mot with Judge Baatle mtany

6 six or eight times

7 I. Now, when did you first receive money. (

8 Mr. Huic through Mr Ray?

9 A. I didn’t receive money from fir Huie thre

10 Mr. Ray. I received a check payable to Mr. Ray., I think

11 29th of January.. Walt, I have a copy of my receipt.

12 Q. Was that the first check?

-5

i

13

14

15

16

17

18

18

20

21

22

23

2:

25

There

was January 29th and the

a minute I will give you

were two check

other in February

the dates. I think

think th

If you will

I say them in

here, copies of the receipts. Here is one of them. I ra^e.

the first $5,000 check, Mr. William Bradford Hue’s check

1510 on January 29, 1969; I received the second check, No

1544. on the 18th

Citizen’s Bank of

• Q

plca of guilty?

J -

It ^ ‘ w**

A

Q

of February. Both of them were ’draw* on

Haatselle, Alabama

On what

I think

On what

I7

date did James Earl Ray enter hi

it was March 10, 1969

date did Mr. Ray agree t:o that

A

/•

,i
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4

2

3

L

5

6

7

8

3.

10

no

'the 15th,W3rd/ 2.4 th,

it in writing, lot me

v 11

12

13

11

15

16

18 .

* 19

20

21

22

‘ 23

21

25

agreed iu x

25th or 26th

sec, I have got — I mean

tween then and the 18th February 13, I wrote him a lo

February 18th he wrote mo a letter asking mo to*or confi

what we had already agreed on verbally

O

letter saying you

tro because of any

A

Did M. James Earl Ray over

could withdraw foom the caste

send you a

if you wanted

pooiticai. or fiancirl reasons?

No, nothing was ever said about my with-

drawing from the case except after it had got here to Nashvil 

from having pleaded guilty and his being transfcrecd* tro the 

Tennessee State Pee.ntentiary. I received someT kind of cw-

munication from him; I belecve, asking me fro take no furt^r

action as

gram or a

Clark?

his attorney. I don't know whether it was a tr1e-

';er.

. Q

A

Q

A

Do you know former Justice Tom .Clark?

Very well

And you know former Attonney Genera Hamsc

I know him. Not quite as well as I do Tor

I used tro .room with Tom

& Have you ever discuseed the James Earl Ra;

case with either one of them?

A.\ No — lot me see. I don't know if I cid

18

- *

»£

7
n.

■.if * it m:

•e
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION

/

Tennessee ^tafe penitentiary

STATION A ® NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37203

August 1, 1972

r-

MEMORANDUM:

TO

F

-*5

FROM:

Mr. Jaimes Earl Ray 
#65477. '.
J. H. Rose, Warden 7/1 

Tennessee State Prison

Robert Moore, Warden 
Brushy Moohnain Pris

After reevaluating the decision to reeease you to 
the general population, this is to notify you that you 
will be placed back into protective custody in Unt #6 
because of the ftltowing reasons:

? (2)

You have an ateempted escape from Missouri 
State Penitentiary.

Attempted escape on two (2) occasions from 
• Brushy Mountain Peententiary.

When Brushy Mountain is reopened and you are transferred 
• back to that facclity, your status will be mevaluaeed by tha 

iistiluttin in regard to lettnng you into population.

JHR/RM/bjm

,cc: Commissioner Utmll
Assistant Commissioner Bass
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’ . Mr. Jaimes Earl Ray .
. • . : / #65477 . - ‘ ’ *
- ' Confinement
’ /t Tennessee State Prison -
\ ' NaahhvHe, Tennessee

«» Dear Mr. Ray: '

■ v ~ Governor Dunn has asked me to acknowledge the
. receipt of your lett-er of January 2, 1973 reeevant

' to your treatment while confined in the State prison
. . - . system. ,

v * Please be advised that the Governor has never
’ - personally directed any of the aHeged mistreatment
. . - you com-lain of. '

’ The Governor has. the utmost faith and confidence
. . . in the ability and integrity of this Commissioner of

: . Corrections, the Honorable Mark Luttrejl; and he has taken
. • the 'liberty to forward a copy of your letter to

’ . Comissioner luutrell for his compete and thooough
■ investigation.

: With every good wish, I am

i
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' DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTION

Tunnesse State U^en&id
. . • STATION A O NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37203

June 27, 1973

MEMORANDUM

TO: - Jaimes Earl Ray 65477
Unnt 1

FROM: Robert V. Morford, Deputy Warden

SUBJECT: Exercise Privileges

Your memorandum of June 24 concerning your recreational 
’ privieeees has been fowvarded to my attention. There

. . are several residents beside yourself who are offered 
exerciee in the smaller enclosure rather than the larger 

- . yard, and it is not factual that a difleeent set of rules 
appliest to you spelificllly. In regards to your statement 

- . that "about once every three days" you are ofleied the 
, ■ opportunity of going t;o the simpler yard, the facts

J do not support your statement. .
, A log is.maintained on each resident in Unit 1 to 

indicate when they .1x1X011 or when they are offeied the 
- . opportunity of exercising. This log book, in regards 

to your situatoon, reveals the ^Howing: •

. 1) On June 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 20, 21, and 22 you were 
... not feeed the opportunity to exercise.

' 2) On June 3, 
i. ■ -. smaller yard.

< - . ’ - ’ 3) On June 13,

, 9, 10, and 11 you died exercise in the

15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 25, and 26
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Page 2

you were offered the opportunity to exercise and refused 
to do so.

The fact that you have been restricted to your cell in 
regards to exercise privHeges has been your choice and 
not the AdminniSration's. ,

RVM/md . '

cc: Mr. Robert Childress ■

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




