JN 157-9586

he has been making an investigation concerning the activities
of this woman. No information was furnished to Mr. EDGAR
DOWNING.

LEADS:
MEMPHIS
Will conduct 1indices check concerning EDGAR
DOWNING. It chould be noted that referenced Bureau

airtel instructs that no interview of SARTOR should be
conducted until the Bureau advises to do so.
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Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

AIRTEL

(Priority)
DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) P
~ MURKIN.,

There are enclosed original and one copy each of
newspaper clippings in captioned matter.

(;?’BUREAU (Enc. 10)
1 MEMPHIS

RGJ :BN
(4)

[

le(C/ g

Special Agent‘ in Charge

Sent
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Four Held in
Contempt

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

For Rav (... =
or Ray Case -

Sentencing

Is' Withheld

. Edition: Home

Criminal Court Judge W. Preston thitt%e Eioday Author:
held in contempt of his court all four deten ants Editor:
involved in news reports of the James Earl Ray Title: CHARé'gS H.
murder case, but withheld punishment pending their ° HNEIDER
future actions.

Convicted after a hearing all-day last Friday and

this morning were: Character:

Arthur Hanes, Birmingham attorney for the man or
accused of murdering Dr. ) ) o Classificationd4-1987

Martin Luther King Jr.
Roy Hamilton, reporter for Submitting Otfice:Memphis

;1:;? Memphis Press-Scimi- [ ] Being Investigated
Charles Edmundson, Tre-
porter for The Commercial
Appeal;
Renfro T. Hays, Memphis
private inves.igator for
Hanes. '

-
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Stories. writter. by Hamil-
ton and Edmundson on Sept.
12 quoting the other two de-
fendants were responsible
for Judge Battle’s order de-
manding they show cause
why they should not be held
in contempt of his previous
orders barring extra-judicial
statements concerning the
Ray case set for trial Nov.
12.

STATEMENT

Battle read a long pre-
pared statement in which he
cited the news articles of the
two reporters, criticized
Hanes and his investigator
for making extra-judicial
statements, and added that

he believed ‘“Mr. Edmund-"

son told the truth” as op-
posed to investigator Hays.

Battle cited Supreme
Court cases, particularly
Sheppard vs. Maxwell, back-
ing up his order on extra-ju-
dicial news. He said, “‘these
two newspaper reporters
avoid responsibility by using
the immunity of the First
Amendment,” but he main-
tained that they knew the
regulations of the order be-
cause it was widely dissemi-
nated.

Battle summed up his find-
ings by saying:

“Justice demands a fair
trial by an impartial jury
both for James Earl Ray
and the State of Tennessee.”

After the judge announced
his decision, attorneys for
the two newsmen requested
a brief recess. The group
came back into the court-
room a short time later and

Ezra Bryan, Scripps-Howard .
Newspapers’ attorney from

Cleveland, two

motions,

ASKS SENTENCE

Bryan asked Judge Battle
to reconsider his decision
and, in the event this mo-
tion was not granted, to im-
pose sentence so that an
appeal could be made.

Bryan argued that to with-
hold sentence would be to
place the newspapers and
their reporters *“in limbo” as
to what they could print
about the Ray case.

“This is a matter with
which conscientious report-
ers and responsible newspa-
pers cannot possibly live,”
said Bryan..

presented

|
|

'DENIAL

BATTLE

Much of the mornjng ses-

Judge Battle denied bOtI;_/—stn consisted of a hot verbal

motions. He said that whil
he ‘could deeply sympa-
thize”” with the newspapers’
desire to have an appellate
court act, he was not ready
to pass sentence at this time,
as he had said in his earlier
ruling,

Much of this morning’s
session was taken up with
arguments concerning the
truth of statements attribut-
ed to Hays by Edmundson
in his Commercial Appeal
story.

Armistead Clay, attorney
for Memphis Publishing Co.
representing both Hamilton
and Edmundson, told the
court in his arguments for
dismissal that it was clear
the U.S. Supreme Court ‘““de-
liberately refrained” from
authorizing siich orders that
could be used against the
press.

‘AIN’T TALKING
The other two defendants
were reluctant to comment.
Asked if he had a statement
to make, the elder Hanes
said with a laugh: “Yeah,

-

I've gof a statement to make
—1I ain’t talking.”

Hays, when asked if he
would comment, said: “No,
sir. I'm not even me.” .

Court recessed until this
afternoon, when Judge Bat-
tle was to continue hearing
the motion by defense attor-
ney Hanes that the defend-
ant, James Earl Ray, was
subjected to cruel treatment
by means of the lights and
TV cameras trained on him
in his cell.

SPECULATION

There was speculation that
Ray would be brought down
from jail for the hearing.
The senior Hanes said he
wouldn’t call Ray, but the
judge might want him, in
connection with Hanes’ mo-
tion that the TV camera and
lights in the prisoner’s cell
are bothering him,

Giving rise to this specula-

D

. tion was that today, for the

first time, Sheriff William
Morris was sitting in the
courtroom. !
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battle between reporter Ed-
mundson and Robert Liv-
ingston, attorney for Hays,
over the Sept. 12 story which
Edmundson wrote.

In Edmundson’s 8-para-
graph story Hays was
quoted as saying security
measures for Ray at the
Shelby County Jail com-
pared with “devices used by
Communist police agents to
destroy the health and bal-
ance of their victims.”

Edmundson quoted Hays
as saying Ray’s health was
threatned by bright lights
left shining night and day in
his cell, by constant monitor-
ing of the prisoner by TV
cameras and by uninterrupt-
ed lack of privacy.

The conditions are not the
result of intentional persecu-
tion, Edmundson quoted
Hays as saying.

Leo Bearman Jr, was
prosecutor today for the bar
association committee push-
ing the contempt action. He
replaced Lucius Burch, who
was prosecutor Friday and
was out of the city today.
Arthur Hanes Jr. defended
his father.

ETHICS

Early in the session the
question of press ethics fea-
tured a verbal battle be-
tween Edmundson and Liv-
ingston.

The clash was over a story
Edmundson wrote about an
interview with Hays. Last
Friday Hays said he talked
with Edmundson three
times, including once at
Hays’ home. .

Edmundson said Friday




that ; the igterview from
which the story was written
took place at The Commer-
c¢ial Appeal office. «

Today Edmundson was
first on the witness stand,
being questioned at length
by Livingston. Edmundson
testified:

“He (Hays) said, I trust
you. Use your judgment.’

“I protected Mr. Hays by
writing just & minor part of
what he said. You're not
serving your own interests
by pressing this point. He
gavé me a hand-written
statement by a man report-
edly present when this shoot-
ing occurred.”

OBJECTION

Bearman objécted to the
questioning.

Livingston replied:

“Every time I ask him
(Edmundson) a question for
a ‘yés’ or ‘no’ he goes off on
a big dissertation.” .

In the beginning of testi-
mony, Livingston asked that
charges against Hays be dis-
missed because of Edmund-
son’s testimony at the end of
last Friday’s all-day session.

Referring to Edmundson,
Livingston said: i

“He acted against the ad-

vice of his own attorney (Ar- ;

mistead Clay). We had a
material witness in the
courtroom Friday who could
have refuted the testimony.
He left on a Greyhound bus
Friday
state of Kentucky, and Mr.
Hays has not been able to
réach him all weekend. I
submit Hays' rights were
prejudiced by this unusual
procedure — aftér both at-

tornéys presented their argu- .

meénts, the court recessed
and Mr. Edmundson

afternoon for the ;

|
|
i
|
i

went

into a huddle with his attor- |

ney. Against the attorney’s
advice, he sought permission
of the court to testify.”
WITNESSES
Livingston said there were
also many members of the
bar present Friday who were
to be presented as character
witnesses. He said they
could not be present today
because of other commit-
ments. Livingston also again
urged that Burch be re-

moved as chairman of bar |

committee because he was
attorney for Martin Luther
King. e

i

Livingsfon added: ;
“In tab evest that Hays |
should be found in contempt |
his - court, his work as an ‘
investigator would be seri- ;
ously hampered,” and added !
that James Earl Ray “‘will |
be denied a fair trial before :
an impartial jury.” !
Livingston questioned Ed- !
mundson in great detail |
about his notes on the meet- ‘
ings with Havs. Edmundcon |
said that after the session -
last Friday he had madea
cursory search for his note- ‘
book, but had not been able |
to find it.
NOTES

Hays’ attorney accused |
Edmundson of making men- \
tal rather than verbal notes.
FEdmiindson pointed out that |
most reporters do both. Ed-
mundson retorted: ‘

“The material witness you .
are talking about had noth-
ing to do with the story that
was written. I wrote the sto-
ry from the interview with
Havs at my office, When 1
visited Hays’ home the
material witness was there,
but the story in question had
been published weeks be-
fore.”

Edmundson said he would |
be glad to furnish a memo —
a long one — that had been
written by him to the metro-
politan editor from the notes
of the interview with Hays.
Edmundson said, hnwever,
that he had asked Hays to
talk to him and ‘“‘tell me
what the defense attitude |
was and what the defense
was going to be. He did tell
me, and what was printed
was a minor part. The rest
can be séen in the memo.”

The junior Hanes rose at |
this point and said, *“I object |
to plans of the defense
(being admitted) ... I deny
we had anything to do with
the defendant.”

INADMISSIBLE

Battle ruled the unpub-
lished material inadmissable
because it might prejudice

" the case against Ray.

Livingston said ‘‘when this
witness testified he said he
did not put everything in
that Mr. Hays said. This
shows he put everything in
he wanted to. Do I under-
stand he (Hays) did not
come unsolicited to your of-

fice?"” "

> .

Edmondspn: “I-.went by
his office to ask him to come
sée me. He was not there
arﬁl I left word for him to
Ca .?l

Livingston: “You didn’t

know him before? You saw |

him on Sept. 6 k1 the court-
room.” - i

Edmondson: 41 didn’t see
him there in the sense of
recognizing him.”

Livingston: ‘‘How did you
know where his office was?”’

~ Edmondson: ““That would
involvé giving away certain
sources. I did not feel that I
had to protect Mr. Hays any
longer when he came here
and told deliberate false-
hoods. I no longer felt any
responsibility to protect him
as a source,”

Li\fingston asked Edmond-
son if he made any attempt
to find his notes after he
learned that Hays had filed a
sworn denial to anything

that Edmondson had ‘in his
story.

FACTS

Edmgndson said he
though’t It was a legal move
‘a&n’d paid little attention to it.
I'm not so deeply inter-
ested in legal formalities as
I am the facts,” said Ed-
mondson.

There was a skirmish be-

ingston over what indirect
and direct quotations meant
In a reporter’s vocabulary.
E'dmondson said heatedly
“indirect quotations don’t
represent a word-for-word
account. They are an accu-
rate reflection of what he
(Hays) told me.”

Livingston questioned Ed-
mondson about a phrase in
his story saying Hays ‘“‘said
last night.” Edmondson said
“he came to my office fairly
late in the afternoon — about
4:30—and it was about 6:15
when he left.’

Livingston said he still
wanted to know what Ed-
mondson meant by “night.”’
.EdmOndson said, “I con-
sider night begins at 6 p.m.”

STORY WRITING

Se\{eral times Livingston
questioned Edmundson about
why some statements in Ed-

mundson’s story were direct

quotations and some indi-
rect.

Edmundson told Livings-
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ton that he conéiéiéred hi
1 him-
Ssetlf a be}:ter judge of how the

tory should be wri

Livingston, ritten than
. Edmundson turned to the
é?d%: and objected to some
€ questions Livingston

asked. Battle war i
ingston not to e v

neBsto “rag the wit-
Livingston then asked i

( ed if
Edmundso| hag,ever hald

other cor]"plaints

'1 g Edmundson

about his

report

brought laughs from specta-

tors when he said he had and
that chief among them was

Burch, chairman of the bar °
Edmundson of- :

committee.
fered to describe the circum-
stances of the complaint, but
Judge Battle ruled that it
was not pertinent,
Edmundson repeated his

L g
tween Hdmondson and Liv-

statement that all of the in-

) formatioh_printed in his sto-

Iy was correct gnd that he,

in fact, had left out many
things Hays had told him
concerning the cale,

Hays_‘. in rebuttg, testimo-
Ny said the interview be-
twe 1 himself ang Edmund-
son |[in, the Hays home took

y i
place begfore  th¢ story in
question was pripted. .
“‘Hays” said thifinterview in




ROY HAMILTON RENFRO HAYS

CHARLES EDMUNDSON
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Court Puts Off

Sentencing
By JOHN MEANS

Four men were ruled in con-

tempt of court for violating
court orders on pre-trial pub-
licity in the James Earl Ray
case ' yesterday, but Criminal
Court Judge Preston Battle re-
fused to impose sentence pend-
ing their “future actions.”

The judge said he was “just
not ready to decide” the fate
of the defendants despite a
plea by a Scripps-Howard
Newspapers attorney that sen-

- tence be imposed promptly ‘‘so

that an appeal might be
taken.”

Judge Battle’s action was
aimed at Charles Edmundson,
a reporter for The Commercial
Appeal, and Roy Hamilton,
Memphis Press-Scimitar re-
porter, for articles appearing
under their by-lines Sept. 12.

The Commercial Appeal
vowed editorially today to
fight the ruling to the United
States Supreme Court, if neces-|
sary. It also promised to con-
tinue to report to its readers
the developments in the Ray
case.

Also cited in Judge Battle’s
lengthy decision was Arthur
Hanes, Ray’s attorney, and
Renfro Hays, a private investi-
gator working for Mr. Hanes.
Mr. Hays was quoted in the
article by Mr. Edmundson,
and Mr. Hanes’ contempt cita-
tion stemmed from remarks
attributed to him by Mr. Ham-
ilton.

Ezra Bryan of Cleveland,
Ohio, attorney for Scripps-
Howard, returned to the court-
room early yesterday after-
noon after the judge had read
his verdict and recessed for
lunch, to plead with Judge Bat-
tle to reconsider his action in

relation to Mr. Edmundson

and Mr. Hamilton, or to im-
pose a prompt sentence.

“Conscientious reporters and
responsible newspapers cannot
possibly live under the circum-
stances which would arise un-
der the present posture of this
case,” Mr. Bryan said.
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“The testimony is in direct| Judge Battle'dlﬁgérsﬂe( y%l:m't
conflict,” Judge Battle said. It| beating a dea '

is the duty of the court to lyrag the witness. uled
determine the credibility of 'mEL"Mﬁudge Battle 10 OVETT

““Three two men are in lim-
bo, under threat of punishment
by the court, rather than under
a court order. The penalty
must be imposed on the people

who open the door, rather
than the reporters who report

them open.”

He called the judge’s ruling

“‘censorship at its worst.”’

Judge Battle’s ruling‘

knocked down two basic con-
tentions by Mr, Hanes and the
reporters.

The newsmen’s attorney, Ar-
mistead Clay, contended their
rights under the First Amend-
ment involving freedom of the
press would be violated under
such a citation. Mr. Hanes’
lawyer, Arthur Hanes Jr.,
argued that his father said
nothing to newsmen that had
not alrpady come it in open
court, and therefore was not

1
“extra-ju&icial” under the

; ' order.
terms of the judge’s © <ai d,\

Judge Battle

But eld,
«“There is surely an obvious,

difference between x'nakmig
charges and claims . n
court . - . where the oppos}ir;%
side can challenge t.he trut iy
the charges and claim . . 'tzté.
the giving of uns;tavorn s
\ utside court . . -

migtxsct? statements) are 1iqn
yiolation of the orders oftoe;
‘court whether made _beforteate-

after the same id.entlcal s e

ments are made in open €O

& . iled in court.
or in a pleading ?::Zent opinion

in contempt for the
?ne mc:? the orders of t_hls court,
of which the% hact n:;;%e; o0 de-
«1 am not y€ ! > de-
i 1 dispost
e e afg;aof the matter.
11 be that future

tion and co
ac of these

witnesses and determine the
truth of the matter.

“The court believes Mr. Ed-
mundson has told the truth.”
Earlier in the day, Mr. Ed-
mundson clashed with Robert
Livingston, Mr. Hays’ attorney,
who asked the reporter why he
had not brought his notes into
court, knowing that Mr. Hays
had filed an answer in court

last week denying he was guil-
ity of the contempt charges.
“I didn’t take your formal
denial as anything but a pro
.forma legal document,” Mr.
Edmundson answered. “I don't
take my cues from you, or
from any orders you file in
‘ court.”
| The attorney then read part
iof Mr. Edmundson’s story.

Q—Did he (Mr. Hays) say:
that word for word verbatim?

A—Is that in quotation
marks? )

Q—I'm asking you, is that
what he said?

A~And I'm asking you—

Q—Your honor, please in-

struct the witness—
Judge Battle: Well, let him
see the document. You can’t
examine him without letting
him see it.

Q—Your honor, he wrote it.

Judge Battle: Let him see it.

In response to a question as
,to why he did not use quotation

marks, Mr. Edmundson said
he felt himself a better judge
of how to write a news story
than the attorney. “I don’t tell
you how to practice law.”

Q—Why didn’t you put it in
direct quotes?

nduct of all or
respondents

be considered as 2 m}tx-

ation or even asa P
"
of the offense.

' yerdict also
Judge Battlege did not be-

de it clear !
rlr;:ve the testimony of

Hays, who swore
agg‘m yesterday

urgation

A—I didn’t want to. Judge,
isn’t he arguing here?

Friday and
that he did not

make the statements attribut-

ed tohimin Mr.
news story. .
testified that he did.

Edmundson’s
Mr. Edmundson
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dismiss the cat;i

inst Mr. Hays on
Z%Stll[:lsds that Lucius Burchr,l
who served as prosecutor lt-
Friday’s hearing, was the t?r
torney for Dr.th:;tlr; ]iu;y?s

ing Jr., at the ume
5012558(1 of slaying hxrp,dizzlgccil |
consequently 18 preju ‘
against Mr. Hays.

i of
. Burch, the chairman f
thghseven-man group of attg; )
neys who brought the tc "
tempt charges, v«yas1 nc:3 was
court yesterday. His p aJc 'as
taken by Leo Bearmz}? _r.,d 0
other member of 'tt}t‘e frien
rt’’ committee. )
theo(t:ggr members of the ccéme
mittee, appo_inteq by Ju% “gc-
Battle to adv:ie. h{mpc;r(x) fedure |
ity and pre-tria
1;¥'e Alan Han(():ver, ;eeé{ozxglér
son, James ausey, Cooper
Jr. and Don
Tl\;}fngwens is president of ﬁ;e
Memphis and Shelby County
Bar Associatiqx};’

a motion 1o
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Cell Scrutiny
To Go On

~ James Earl Ray strode’
smartly into Criminal Court
Judge Preston Battle’s court-
room yesterday afternoon, sat
quietly for two hours, then
\heard the judge deny a motion
to turn off the lights, micro-
phones and television cameras
in his cell at the Shelby County
Jail.

Accused in the slaying of Dr.
Martin Luther King Jr., Ray
goes on trial Nov. 12. Yester-
day he did not take the stand
and did not speak a word to
anyone as he sat behind his
attorneys, Arthur Hanes and
Arthur Hanes Jr. Ray wore a
blue, pin-striped suit, a light
blue shirt and blue tie and a
fresh haircut.

His appearance was delayed\

from last Friday by a hearing
in which Mr. Hanes and three|
others were accused of con-
|tempt of court in connection
with publicity in his case. Se-
curity measures planned for
Friday were put into well-re-;
hearsed operation yesterday!
afternoon.

| Judge Battle ruled that the\
\lights, cameras and micro-|
phone in Ray’s jail cell consti-|
tuted reasonable secu rity
measures. “If he’s photo-sensi-
tive, department stores sell’
these black masks like women
and people who work at night
wear,” he told Mr. Hanes.
Sheriff Willlam N. Morris
testified that his officers have
been ordered to inspect any
notes that Ray passes to Mr.
Hanes during {heir talks in his
third-floor cell in the County
Jail. He and Captain Billy J.
Smith, who is in charge of the
security detail that guards Ray
y and night, both testified
that this is to prevent Ray
from gettinga drawing or dia-
gram Of his cell out of the
building.
«we are looking for maps,
drawings, evidence of jail dia-
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grams,” Captain Smith said.|
“We don't read tiie notes, we
just inspect them.”

This brought a request from
Robert Dwyer, executive as-
sistant attorney general, that
Judge Battle order more strin-
gent security measures, insist-
ing that all Ray’s notes should
be read. Judge Battle over-
ruled the request, before pro-
ceeding to overrule Mr. Hanes’
motions to relax the electronic
and double-guard vigil over
his client.

Mr. Hanes began the hearing
by announcing that Ray “has
reaffirmed his faith inus...
we have agreed to continue to
represent the defendant.” Mr.
Hanes had suggested last Fri-
day that differences between
him and Ray in trial strategy
might cause him to step out of
the case.

The lights in the court build-
ing dimmed perceptibly at 3:45
p.m., startling deputies in the
hallway. Inside the courtroom,
Judge Battle looked up at the
offending light fixtures, and
smiled. Spectators smiled at
each other, and the hearing!
continued.

Four blocks away in the
Light, Gas and Water Build-
ing, technicians said they con-
ducted a routine switching of
power substations. ‘“The flick-
ering affected most of the city.
But that’s all it was . . . a
flickering.”

Ray appeared somewhat
pale, though Captain Smith
said he had gained some
weight on his jail diet. The
officer said he had been aver-
aging about 815 hours sleep a
night, and Judge Battle com-
mented in his ruling that ““It
has been testified Mr. Ray has
been sleeping more than I
have lately.”

Lawyers, newsmen and other
spectators w e r e subjected
to the same rigid security —
searches, video tape record-
ings of voices and the issuance
of identification badges — that
marked Ray’s only other ap-
pearance in court when he was
arraigned in July. As before,
he entered court between two
officers. Three burly deputies
sat behind him. ‘

He sat quietly throughout the
no-recess hearing, yawning oc-
casionally, scratching his right
ear now and then. He seemed
calm. - ‘

Mr. Hanes' reference to
“high-powered lights’ was the;
subject of Captain Parker’s
testimony, when Mr. Dwyer
asked him if he had deter-
mined the brightness of the
24-hour-a-day lights.

“I checked them with a light
meter,” Captain Parker said.
“In the cell block, outside the
cell, they measure nine foot
candles. Inside the cell, the
reading is six. It’s five here in
the courtroom, and on an over-
cast day outside, the reading
is 65.”

Captain Parker also said
Ray ‘“‘seems a little more re-
laxed than when he first came
here, when he didn't know
what was going to happen to
him. And he appears to have,
gained a little weight.”” He said|
Ray spends about $20 a month;
at the jail commissary for
“‘sandwiches, orange juice and
milk” in addition to his regu-
lar prison fare.

Mr. Hanes dwelled at length!
on the closeness of the televi-
sion cameras pointed at Ray’s
cell, as he questioned Sheriff
Morris:

Q—You do have television
cameras there?

A—That’s correct.

Q—Are they ever turned off,
or are they on continuously?

A—They are on continuously.

Q—How many are there?

A—Two.

Q—How far is that from
where he sleeps?

A—Would say six or eight
feet.

Q—And it would show him
when he lay down on his bed
or when he went to the bath-
room?

A—You could see a move-
ment, but you could not see.
the details, - !
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Hanes May Quit

As Ray

By JOHN MEANS

Attorney

Attorney Arthur J. Hanes Sr. punctuated the end of a
day-long legal skirmish yesterday by telling Criminal Court
Judge Preston Battle he may step out of the James Earl Ray

case.

The Birmingham attorney, who has represented the ac-
cused slayer of Dr. Martin Luther King since his arrest in
June, told Judge Battle and a courtroom full of lav(/yers,

newsmen and officers that “‘se-

rious differences have arisen
between me and my client as
to the best way to conduct his
defense and it is possible I
may withdraw from this
case.”

The announcement came at
the end of yesterday’s court
battle on four contempt of
court cases.

A committee of seven attor-
neys, appointed by Judge Bat-
tle to advise him on pre-trial
publicity and procedures, rec-
ommended contempt proceed-
ings against Mr. Hanes, a pri-
vate investigator employed by
him and two newspaper re-
porters.

One of the newsmen, Charles
Edmundson, a reporter for The
Commercial Appeal, took the
witness stand against the ad-
vice of his own counsel yester-
day afternoon, to refute earlier
testimony by the private inves-
tigator, Renfro T. Hays. Mr.
Hays had denied statements
attributed to him by Mr. Ed-
mundson, which were the basis
for the contempt citations.

«1 did not originally mean to
take the witness stand,” M}“._
Edmundson testified. “But in |
view of the reflections cast on
The Commercial Appeal by the
allegations of Mr. Hays — and
Mr. (Lucius) Burch’s insist-
ence that my refusal to take
the stand constituted a reflec-|:
tion on The Commercial Ap-

* peal and on my reputation as a
reporter — I could not let it go
by without taking the stand
and I did not.”

The lawsuit is probably
unique in the nation’s courts.
The four were ordered to show
cause why they should not be
held in contempt of court at
the suggestion of the commit-
tee of lawyers, whose standing
in court is that of ‘‘amicus
curiae,”’—friends of the court.
With Mr, Burch as spokesman,
the committee acted as the
prosecutors, making it neces-
sary for the accused men, or":
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“respondents,” to defend them-
selves. ' :

After Mr. Hays testified he
did not make the statements
attributed to him, Mr. Burch
told Judge Battle the case
against him was ‘‘a very weak
case,” since his testimony was
not contradicted. It was then
that Mr. Edmundson demand-
ed that he be allowed to tes-
tify.

Roy Hamilton, reporter for
the Memphis Press-Scimitar!
who also faces contempt]
charges, did not take the

stand, :
In his just-before-adjourn-
ment statement, Mr. Hanes at-
tacked the lawyers’ commit-
tee, saying, *“I think prejudice
is showing like a grandmoth-
er’s petticoat under a grand-
daughter’s miniskirt. I'm
going to do everything I can to
defend my client against what-
ever arises, including commit-
tees of lawyers. I do not know
what their motives are, al-|'
though I have my ideas.”

Judge Battle commented
from the bench that “Mr.
Burch certainly does not need
me to defend him but a charge
of any prejudice against Mr.
Burch or anyone on this com-
mittee, the court thinks is ut-
terly ridiculous.

“We’ll fipish this matter
Monday. Adjourn the court.”
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Judge Battle’s Decision

RIMINAL COURT Judge Battle
yesterday in an ancillary proceed-
ing to the Ray case ruled that Charles
Edmundson, a reporter for The Com-
mercial Appeal, had violated an injunc-
tion prohibiting the lawyers and their
investigators from making out-of-court
statements on certain subjects. Hanes,
Ray’s counsel, and Hays, an investiga-
tor for him, were found guilty of mak-
ing such statements which had been
reported in this newspaper.
Unfortunately, Judge Battle did not
enter a final, and so appealable, order
by announcing the penalty. Thus, the
sword of Damocles is hung over our
head. It was suggested by the judge
that the penalty might be reduced if
henceforth we restricted our reporting
of the Ray case to just what was said
and done in open court.
Such handcuffing of the press and
blindfolding of the citizens in a free
country cannot be accepted by a re-

sponsible newspaper which must report
all important happenings to the people.

History teaches us, most recently in
Czechoslovakia, that freedom of speech
and press are the cornerstone upon
which rest our rights to open and fair
trials; in fact, all of our basic liberties.

WITH ALL DUE respect for Judge
Baitle and the tremendous burden
he carries, we must until this matter is
finally determined by, if necessary, the
United States Supreme Court, report
the Ray case. Thison the basis of our
conviction forst, that the judge’s in-
junction does not apply to this news-
paper or its reporters, and second, if
it did, it would be a nullity by being in
conflict with the free press guarantee
of the First Amendment to the United
States Constitution.

In the meantime, our attorneys will
be seeking all available routes to a
final determination of this most impor-
tant matter.
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Memorandum v

: Director DATE: October 1, 1968
Federal Bureau of Investigation

SIJP:DRO:efw

FROM, :@ Stephen J. Pollak D.J. llb_72-662
<N! Assistant Attorney General #U1-157-147
Civil Rights Division

SUBJECT: JAMES EARL RAY

Please furnish Phil Canale, the Attorney General
of Shelby County, Tennessee copies of the following 7 j/
reports which you have furnished us in this case: ~féﬁ

v

1. 5/10 Harold R. Dobson - St. Louis

2 5/10 Rene J. Dumaine - Chicago

3 5/17 Stephen M. Callender - New Orleans

by, 5/17 Theodore J. A'Hearn - Los Angeles

5 5/17 Quentin P. Stinson - Springfield, Ill.
6. 5/17 David N. Jellison - Miami
g. 5/17 James S. Weir - Houston
9
10
11

5/17 Alan G. Sentinella - Atlanta

5/20 Henry A. Snow - Birmingham

5/23 David N. Jellison - Miami

5/23 Ronald E. Sherk - Portland

5/24 William Roberts, III - Springfield
5/31 David J. Reld - El1 Paso

5/29 William J. Hart - Detroit

5/24 - David J. Reid - E1 Paso

6/6 - William Logan Curtis - Pittsburgh
6/25 - Harold R. Dobson - St. Louis

7/12 - Stephen M. Callender - New Orleans
7/8 - Ramon W. Stratton - Chicago

7/30 - Robert R. Perry - Atlanta

8/22 - Joe Hester - This report contains
the bulk of the information which
you obtained from Mexico.

Your reports from Canada. which were sub-

mitted to us under cover memorandum of

August 30, 1968.

'?f‘a bs e
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The four letterhead memoranda concerning
your investigation in Portugal, dated June 13,
June 18, June 24 and July 1, 1968.

Your letterhead memorandum submitted to us
on June 13, 1968 entitled James Earl Ray
alias Bridgeman, Sneyd - April 8-6, 1968,
which is a summary of information which
you obtained from Canada.

Mr., Owen of this office and myself will be meeting
with Mr. Canale on Wednesday, October 2. If possible,
please furnish these reports to Mr. Canale's office
today or tomorrow.
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ATRTEL

(Priority)

Director, FBI (44-38861)

Legat, Tokyo (173-1) (RUC) Attn: ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION

 MURKIN - COST DATA
ReBucab 7/2/68.

The Tokyo Office has no cumulative totals to reflect
in instant case for the month of September, 1968.

In view of the fact that for the last few months there
has not been any additional investigation in this area and none is
anticipated, UACB the Tokyo Office will discontinue submitting
cost data in this matter. Of course, if further investigation is
warranted, Legat will submit the data as was done in the past.

3 - Bureau
(1 - Liaison Section)
1 - Tokyo

RVP:fo
(4)

Approved: /

5

[

“r r T" ﬁg;{éﬂl Agent in Charge

v
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DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
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Enclosed are original and one copy of newspaper clipping
in captioned matter, indicating Memphis Press-Scimitar newspaper
plans to appeal contempt ruling,.

\\ a
//_\ R
(_3_JBURFAU (Enc. 2) (AM)
1 MEMPHIS

RGJ :BN
(4)

6

ey - //’
é ,u‘?///wa VSent

1 0 CT 1 0 mell Agent in Charge

Approved:
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e Memphis Press-Scimitar today
efore the Tennessee Supreme
Court in an effort to overturn @ decision of Criminal
Court Judge W. Preston Battle holding one of its
reporters in contempt of court.

The newspaper vowed editorially to take the case
to the 1.8, Supreme Court, if necessary, for relief
from the judge’s orders against pre-tr'\al out-of-court
news concerning the James
Earl Ray murder case.

The newspaper i
would continue 0 print the
news despite the conviction
of Roy B. Hamilton, its
courthouse reporter, an
three others also held guilty
of contempt.

Also held in contempt Were

Edmundson, report-

sl Ap-

will take action

g The Press-Scimi-

tar; Arthur Hanes, counsel

for Ray, who is accused of

murdering DI Martin Lu-

ther King JT- and Renfro

Hays, Memphis private in-
vestigator for Hanes.

News stories in the two
newspapers Sept. 12 involv-
ing the four men held in con-
tempt Were the basis for
Judge Battle’s contempt ac-
tion.

The judge refused to sen-
tence the two newspaper re-
porters, despite 2 request
from attorneys saying he
would withhold punishment
pending their actions in the
future.

The newspapers’ counsel
. contended this placed the re-
porters and their newspa-
pers in an untenable position
and relief would be sought
from other courts, if neces
sary. ' '

2
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Ezra Z. Bryan, of Cleve-
land, counsel for Scripps-
Howard Newspapers, and
Armistead Clay, attorney for
Memphis | Publishing Co.,
represented the reporters in
court.

STATEMENT

Battle, before announcing
his decision, read a long pre-
pared statement citing the
reporters’ articles, criticiz-
ing Hanes and Hays for
making extra-judicial state-
ments and adding that he
believed Edmundson’s testi-
mony but not Hays’.

“Justice demands a fair
trial by an impartial jury
both for James Earl Ray
and the State of Tennessee,”
Battle emphasized.

Bryan contended that the
withholding of sentence
would put the reporters ““in
limbo™ as to what they could
print about the Ray case.
Clay argued that it was clear
the U.S. Supreme Court “‘de-
liberately refrained” from
authorizing such orders that
could be used against the
press.

NEWS ACCOUNT

The newspaper account by
Edmundson, who from the
stand clashed hotly with
Robert Livingston, Hays’
lawyer, had quoted Hays as
saying Ray’s health was
threatened by bright lights
left shining day and night in
his cell, by constant monitor-
ing by TV cameras and by
lack of privacy.

Edmundson’s article also
quoted Hays as comparing
security measures for Ray
with “‘devices used by Com-
munist police agents to de-
stroy the health and balance
of the victims.”

Hays from the stand de-
nied making any such state-
ments. ’
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Mr. Stephen J. Pollak Cetober 4. 1968
Assistant Attoraey General , 196

) I - Mr. Long
virector, riBi

ASSASSINATION OF MARTI}. LUTHLK KING, Ji.

Keierence is niade to my ew.oranduu: of Septea:ber 19, 1968,
advising you that Lir. Willian. Bradford Huie was interviewed at his
hoire at dartselle, Alaban.a, at his request. V e proviued you with
the results of his interview anu requestea perumission to furnish the
inforn.ation to Mr. Phil ki. Canale, Jr., State Attorney Ceneral,
Shelby County, Tennessee.

In your nien.orandui: of September 17, 1968, responding to the
above i:-en,orandun., you stated that you would desire postponeinent
o1 any action on this inatter peading your resolution of several
questions.

You are requested to advise this Fureau of your deteri:ination
in this matter, as it appears this should be prouptly resolvea.

RE L:bcp s y

NOTE:
We previously advised the Depar tment that Mr. William Bradford
Huie, author whose books include, "Three Lives for Mississippi" dealing
with the murder of the three civil rights workers in June of 1964, was
interviewed at his home at Hartselle, Alabama, at his request and wanted
to "bargain' with us. (He would furnish us information as provided to him
by Ray in exchange for current nonpublicized photographs of Ray.) We
advised our Birmingham Office not to ""bargain' with Mr. Huie under any
circumstances. We also advised the Department that Huie has obtained
notes from Ray, and Mr. Huie is preparing an article in ""Look’ magazine
; based on these notes. The obtaining of these notes was discussed with the
reiesn —— Department and they advised they are considering the question of obtaining
L a search warrant or subpoena duces tecum for Huie's notesand/or calling
o+ ——— Huie before a grand jury. _ -
Conrad [ MAILED 27 /’REC-4Z NG ALz Ly PAGE WO
i 0CT4 - 1968 Y} : :

i - i 20 LT 4 1968

Tele. Hoom

Holmen

SRt |
Gandy LR YY) @dobh“:l TELETYPE UNiT L] T sm— cm—
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NOTE CONTINUED:

The Department by memorandum of 9/17/68, advised us that
they would appreciate postponing any action in this matter until they
resolved certain questions. This memorandum is to ascertain if
the Department has reached a decision.

Casper -
lahan

Felt ——
Guale -
Honen

Sutlivan

Tavet

Trotter

Tele. Room woe

Holmes -
Gandy MAIL ROOMD TELETYPE UNIT[:]
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AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
ATTN: ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION

\'5(’/
FROM : ;%gEGAT, MEXICO CITY (173-1) (P)

g
* MURKIN 'S ﬁ9%§§%}ﬁr

" COST DATA

Re Mexico City airtel 9/6/68.

Cost data set forth below represents the best figures
available, based partially on estimates, from 9/1-30/68.

I. Total Man Hours
Regular Overtime Total
Special Agent 4 2 6
Clerical 1l 0 1

II, Total Mileage: None
III. Unusual Costs: None

IV, Peak Number of Special Agents
Working on Case During Period:

(;g;thure?ﬁg o . 'f . e
(1 - Liaison Section) i '
1 - Mexico City ‘

e A
LT S
ORI

1968

JJF:kzh i4 0CT 10
(5)

X10CT1 41968
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’ T TURIAT T E."JVESTIC.\’.TI(:'.

VS, DEPARTMERT OF JUSTIr
FBi" WASH DC COMMUNICATION SECTI0H

DRV B it MG

FBI BIRMGHAM
343 PM URGENT 10-1-68 JGA
T0 DIRECTOR 44-38861 AND MEMPHIS 44-1987

|14

Fﬁom BIRMINGHAM 44-1740

4 MURKIN. 00: MEMPHIS.

N
~.

S e

REBUAIRTEL SEPTEMBER ELEVEN, SIXTYEIGHT.

ON INSTANT DATE, WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE, AUTHOR, HARTSELLE,
ALABAMA, TELEPHONICALLY CONTACTED SA WILLIAM H. LEE, DECATUR,
ALABAMA RA, AND ADVISED SUBJECT RAY HAD PLASTIC SURGERY MAY FIVE
LAngT LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, AND HE HAS XEROX COPIES OF
DOCTOR °S RECORDS WHICH HE WILL FURNISH IF WANTED. HUIE STATED HE
FEELS ALEX BORMAN OR BORMANN, FORMER INMATE MISSOURI STATE PRISON
WITH SUBJECT RAY, IS CONNECTED INSTANT CRIME AS INFORMATION RECEIVED
BORMAN AND RAY WERE IN CHICAGO, ILL., AREA TOGETHER FOR
PERIOD OF SEVERAL WEEKS. HUIE STATED ABOVE INFORMATION HAS BEEN
FURNISHED FBI LOS ANGELES AND CHICAGO. HUIE EXPRESSED DESIRE OF

1;. ¥
BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON ALEX BORMAN, STATIN§£§é PLANS TO CALL

BUREAU OCTOBER TWO NEXT FOR THIS INFORMATION. EXc]nl
v

NO PROMISES OR SUGGESTIVE ENCOURAGEMENT INDICATEDT6~HEFEY -
#AIRMAIL COPIES TO CHICAGO AND LOS ANGELES,
END
CAB
FBI WASH DC
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: Tl ' P oar Bishop oo

Casper

g . LMy (abtinhan.
WASHDC - a Pl Conrad
- we - SIS |
. [ 1 B . Y. L:'~‘-f —’-—V-"—
o Wr Toone BED
CL -ailieer .

T0 DIRECTOR (44-38861) BIRMINGHAM MEMPHIS (44-1987) (PLAINTEXT) ~ "4 -—
FROM LOS ANGELES (44-1574)

- e T

713PM DEFERRED 18-1-68 RJM - '

s

[ S 1) guU—

Toje, Ronm o

Mo Hemes
Miss Gandy . —

REBUTELCALL TEN ONE INSTANT.

BENNET OLAN, ATTORNEY FOR DR, RUSSELL C. HADLEY,
PLASTIC SURGEON, LA, ADVISED HADLEY PERFORMED SURGERY
ON NOSE OF JAMES EARL RAY IN LA APPROXIMATELY THREE WEEKS
BEFORE ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING. SURGERY DID
NOT EFFECT APPEARANCE TO ANY DEGREE BUT REMOVED A
PROJECTION, OLAN REQUESTED IF HADLEY INTERVIEWED HE BE
PRESENT. UACB, LA WILL ARRANGE INTERVIEW WITH DR. HADLEY.

WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE HAS NOT CONTACTED THE LA OFFICE TO
DATE.
END
WLM FB1 WASH DC
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T case invoeolving the murds

ni
Cing, Jr.

Mr, wWilliem Bredf Tuie Y, whosge
"Three Lives for Missis aippi” : "; ith {he mur
three Civil kights vork@rs ' 1) i
us that he entered
write the true account of Re 3 tivities a
cerning the aszassination

iluie again contacted our Birminghem office and wanted
exchange 1nformaticn with us, We previously advised our

Birmingham office not to "bargaliln' with him, He did advize
]that Ray had plastic surgery performed at T
{01 1958 (subsequent to assassinaticu), 2nd
| D

& Angeles in AMay

nd e had copies of the

Doctor's records, Hule also advised that 395 end cne Alew”Borron

were allegedly in Chicago for several weeks and 3orman is

\connected with the assessination, Huie stated this information
furnished to FBI in Los Angeles and Chicego, and he plans to call
the Bureau on October 2, 1968 for background on Borman,

RECI® oy 70/

lisve no n con-

e

Cur Chicago and Los Angeles offices
tacted by Huie, however on October 1, 1958, Mr. Bennet Clan,
Attorney for Dr, Russell C4’ﬁadley, yﬁggtlc surgeon in Log

ngeles advised that Dr, Hadley performed surgery on ncse of
ay approximately three weeks before assassination ot King,
lan requested if Dr, Hadley is interviewed that he be present,

George Ben Edmundson, former Top Ten Fugitive, who was.
\appreh nded in Canada in June 1967, used the name of Alexander
Petep/g;rmann, and during extensive interview of Ediundwseos he ..
‘denied having any dealings with Ray iunside or outside pententiary,
It is noted that rEdmundson was incarcerated in Mlsbourl State
i Pententiary durhg pertinent period,

RECOMMENDATION: In view of fact Dr. Hadley is not subject,
it is recommended we interview him in presence of his attcrncy.
Pertinezat oifices have been advisod ncoct Lo “"bargain’™ with Buoin,

_——m

- -

td

7 - . ‘s . K o
REL; 1 3—& Qﬁ}*
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Detective Is First To File
Denial Of Court Contempt

Private detective Renfro T. Hays yesterday ‘“‘emphatical-
ly denied’” he is in contempt of court orders to limit pre-trial -
publicity in the Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. murder case. {Inaicate page, name of .

Mr. Hays yesterday became the first of the four persons newspaper, city and state.)
ordered to show cause why they are not in contempt to file'
a response to the citation issued Tuesday by Criminal Court
Judge W. Preston Battle,

Mr. Hays’ response was filed b
ston. The hearing on the cita-* ) ;
tion against Mr. Hays and the 'The Kaufmah report, like the |
gthtelrs pis'éo be heard by Judge ‘Reardon report, would bar at- |

“Arthur 3. Hanes of Birming. VS and courthouse person-
ham, Mr. Hays’ employer and | D€l froym disclosing an accused}
chief counsel for James Ear] Person’s prior criminal record
Ray, charged with Dr. King’s | OF his confession. Disclosure of:
murder, said he would file his|€Xpected testimony also would
response Thursday. Mr. Hanes | be forbidden.
said he would represent him- | .
self at Friday’s hearing. r 'I:!‘e, Kaufman report rejects

Armistead Clay, attorney for 28 “unwise . . . any direct curb
the Memphis Publishing Co. !0r restraint on publication by
and for a reporter of The Com- the press of potentially preju-|
mercial Appeal and one for the |dicial material.” ‘
Press-Scimitar, said he will Judge Battle’s order on pub-:
file responses by Thursday. 'licity does not directly impose

All the responses, it was“any restraint or curb on the!
learned, will be denials. Ipress. : : |

. | Meanwhile, police would not
Under study is a set of 'say whether a white Mustang |
guidelines adopted by the Fed- 1,4 been returned safely to| Date:

eral Judicial Conference last|pemphis from Atlanta ' thi
week governing statements by weker?d, as plarﬁledl? at IS{ Edition:

attorneys and courthouse per-! ' Author:
sonnel on pending criminal‘
cases. !

The report written by a com-|
mittee headed by Judge Irving |
R. Kaufman of the Second Cir-;
cuit, United States Court of;
Appeals, has been sent to the
323 judges of the 93 United or
States judicial districts with Classification:
the recommendation it be Submitting Office:
placed in effect. - .

The rules are less strict in [] Being Investigated
many details than those urged
by the American Bar Associa-
tion in its “Reardon Report.”

Editor:
Title:

Character:
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

| White Mustang Sits In' Pretrial Spotlight

By CHARLES EDMUNDSON

What is probably the most
publicized white Mustang auto-|
mobile in the world is due to|
be driven to Memphis today |
from Atlanta and placed under
guard in a garage selected by,
the Memphis Police Depart-'
' ment.

It is the 1966 white Mus-
tang the state is expected to
say was used by James Earl
Ray to escape from Memphis
April 4, minutes after Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King Jr. was shot!
and killed on the balcony of:
the Lorraine Motel.

The car was found on an
Atlanta side street April 11 aft-
er a housewife, learning from
a friend the FBI was search-
ing for a white Mustang, ex-
claimed, “Why, I saw a man
{ |leave a car like that in front of
my apartment the morning aft-
er Dr. King was shot. It’s still
there!” ) -

The Atlanta police were noti-
fied. An inch-by-inch inspec-
tion of the car revealed some
of the evidence which started
the FBI on the way to having
Scotland Yard arrest Ray in
London June 8.

The Mustang was the subject
of a mysterious broadcast from
a police squad car of a running
gun fight between its occu-
pants and a “blue Pontiac.”
The broadcast, now belieyed to
have had no basis in fact, was

picked up by aham radio op-
erator who fed the information
to a policeman in a squad car.
Arthur J. Hanes Sr., Ray’s
chief counsel, said in Birming-
ham last night he will fly to
Memphis Wednesday to meet
Exec. Asst. Atty. Gen. Robert

that broadcast.

broadcast was
Ray’s co-conspirators, of
whose murder plans they
would say Ray had no knowl-
edee.

inspired by

¢

K. Dwyer to listen to tapes ofi

The defense may contend the’

an ~

The police search in Atlanta
found in the Mustang green
threads like those on a bed-
spread wrapped around a deer
rifle left on South Main near

the rooming house from whj:.L.;_Th

police say Dr. King was shot.

In a rooming house near
where the Mustang was aban-
doned the FBI found letters
addressed to Eric S. Galt,
which they were soon to be-
lieve was an alias for Ray.
FBI agents also found a road
map yielding the best finger-
print of Ray they had been
able to find.

This permitted Eric S. Galt
to be identified as Missouri fu-

'gitive convict James Earl
Ray, police say. ‘
The Mustang is one of more
than 20 items of evidence Ar-
thur Hanes is authorized by
Criminal Court Judge W. Pres-
ton Battle to inspect. It is un-
derstood the car is being re-
turned here at this time so Mr.
Hanes can look it over next
iweek. A
| An officer of the Memphis
police hdmicide squad re-
ceived ar advance of $150 to

fly on Eéstern Airlines to At-|
lantalast night and drive the
iMustang back.

‘ In a separate action, Sheriff ‘
i William N. Morris Jr. yester-
day ordered barriers blocking
Washington Street between
.Second and Poplar removeq in
‘a general lessening of the tight
‘security that has prevailed,
jaround the Shelby County:
Criminal Courts Building since-

/43

SRR
PO UIVIWINTS:

awaiting his Nov. 12 tria] date. |
\I

« -+ 7 . a

Ray was ret i
-Tetur 1ed from -
dog almost two months agoLOn
t the same time, he ordéred

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

a corridor connect;
bu11d1pg with the Sh(étlll?yg Céhat
ty Office Building reopened i
€ street barrj .
moved after wo;grslev;llez%re-
Pleted placing heavy prot;nc-
‘grfvet hscreez?s on all the windowe
o e Crlmlnal Courts Buin:
r g, which Includes the Shejp
ounty  Jail where Ray i}s,
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Memorandum

-
A

Mr. DeLoa baTt Qctober 1, 1968

1 - Mr, DeLoach
1 - Mr, Rosen

1 - Mr, Malley
1
1

. ’/!
FROM A, Rosenfti

SUBJECT \IURKIN - Mr, McGowan
, - Mr, Long
SYNODPSIS:
This is the case involving the murder of Martin Luther

King, Jr. With reference to the dissemination of investigative reports
in this case to Mr, Phil M, Canale, Jr,, State Attorney General, Shelby
County, Tennessee, there has been absolutely no delay in furnighing

. pertinent reports to him on our part, With Departmental approval we

' furnished a copy of our prosecutive summary report, as well as ten
additional investigative reports to Mr, Canale, These reports contain
the information of evidentiary value to the prosecution of the state
violation involved,

Since the Department did not authorize us to furnish the
results of our fugitive investigation to locate Ray, such reports were
not furnished to Mr, Canale at that time, Although these reports did not
pertain directly to the prosecution of the state violation it appeared to
us they might be of value to Mr, Canale since they clearly established
his fugitive status and his use of various aliases to avoid apprehension,
Consequently by memorandum dated 9/18/68, we raised the question with
the Department as to whether such fugitive reports should be forwarded
to Mr, Canale, To date we have received no reply from the Department,
although on 9/30/68, D, Robert Owen of the Civil Rights Division advised
he intends to proceed to Memphis on 10/1/68, to discuss the case with
Mr, Canale and prior to his departure will advise us what additional reports
should be furnished Mr, Canale, , -, P
Mr, Canale has adV1sed our %Iempms Office that the purpose
of his letter was to ''needle' the Department into taking action, He stated
\ the cooperation between his office and the FBI has been extraordinary and
he realizes the delay in furnishing pertinent reports is attributable solely
to the Department and not to the FBL,

ACTION: ~ ﬁ;
Upon receipt of authorization from the Dé
disseminate the designated reports to Mr, Canale,

/ ...‘ ' ; b v
S ”,4/) \Va @*Ex.' 7 s
REL:jms/cs (6) /. A SEE DETAILS PAGE TWO..." " *
54 Uui P ’}ﬂﬂ ! (/ ! . J
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Rosen to DeLoach memorandum
RE: MURKIN

To date we have received no reply from the Department although
on 9/30/68, D. Robert Owen of the Civil Rights Division of the Department
advised that he intends to proceed to Memphis on 10/1/68, to discuss
the case in detail with Mr, Canale, Owen stated that prior to his
departure he would furnish us a memorandum advising which additional
reports should be furnished to Mr, Canale at this time,

Mr. Canale has informed us that he has experienced no
delay by the FBI in furnishing him pertinent reports, in fact he has stated
'that the cooperation between his office and the FBI has been extraordinary,
"Mr, Canale stated he is well satisfied with the reports presently in his
possession, as they contain the facts and evidence pertinent to the
prosecution of the case in state court, He stated he is, however, desirous
of obtaining reports relating to the fugitive aspects since they clearly
establish Ray's fugitive status and his use of various aliases to avoid
apprehension, He further advised that the only purpose of his letter was
to "needle" the Department into taking action, and he realized the delay
in furnishing pertinent reports is attributable solely to the Department
and not the FBI,
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KOBERT K. DWYER PHIL M. CANALE, JR. WILLIAM D. HAYNES

EXECUTIVK ASBISTANT JAMES C. BEASLEY
DISTRICT ATTORNEY GENERAL EWELL C. RICHARDBON
FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF TENNESSEE JEWETT H. MILLER

LLOYD A. RHODES J. CLYDE MASBON
ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT COUNTY OF SHELBY 6AM J. CATANZARO

LEONARD T. LAFFERTY
CLAY N. SAUNDERS
JOHN L. CARLISLE SHELBY COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING ARTHUR T. BENNETT
H. J. BEACH PHILLIP E. KUHN
E. L. HUTCHINSON, JR. 187 POPLAR AVENUK . E. CRAWFORD
GEORGE A. BECKER
CRININAL INVESTIGATORS MEMPHIS, TENN. 38103 DON D. STROTHER
DON A. DINO
—_— JAMES P. CROSS
JOSEPH L. PATTERSON
EARL E. FITZPATRICK September 27, 1968 BILLY F. GRAY

NON-SUPPORT DiVISION

lion. Stephen J. Pollak

Assistant Attorney General

Civil Rights Division

Dept. of Justice ‘ v
Washington, D. C. 20530 4

Dear Mr. Pollak: In Re: State of Tennessee vs.
James Earl Ray

As you probably know, we have been doing extensive
pre-trial work getting ready for the trial in the above
styled matter on November 12, 1968. Prior to this time,
we have received a number of investigative reports from
the Federal Bureau of Investigation, but there are some
reports which we desperately need in preparing for this
case which have not yet been tendered to us. In some ;
instances, we have received laboratory reports pertain- /
ing to certain physical evidence, but have not received’
the field reports which would indicate to us who recovered
the evidence that was examined in the laboratory, and
how and by whom same was transmitted to the laboratory
for examination. Of course, we have to keep intact the
chain of evidence in presenting this material at the
trial.

It is urgently requested that, as soon as possible,
this office be furnished with any and all available in-
vestigative reports originating and emanating from the
{following localities, whether such reports have been
submitted by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, local
law enforcement, or agencies outside the continental

United States. .
REC 49 .., _ ~

I make specific referéﬁEéjgg the need for reports
from the following localities: mm“”.“mgwtwwmk

1Qkx ! Chicago, Illinois 16 SEP w1908
54 OCT1 D‘de New Yor},( City - g
oo \,,/” | Canada ——

PR London, England (We do have the

B

Scotland Yard report.)
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! Mexico
Lisbon, Portugal.

Also, since the last report submitted to this office
{from field offices of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
dated May 17, we have received no reports since that date,
jand we would like to have the results of any supplemental
iinvestigations. 1 refer spocifically to the possible sup-
iplemental investigations from Atlanta, Georgia, Los An-
geles, California, Birmingham, Alabama, New Orleans,
Louisiana, Kansas City, Missouri, and Newark, New Jersey.

Thanking you for your assistance in this matter, I

Sincérely yours,

| A
1 i

PHIL M. CANALE, JR.
District Attorney General

PMC:mm

CC: Hon. Ramsey Clark
Attorney General of the U.S.
Dept. of Justice
Washington, D. C.

Hon. J. Edgar Hoover

Director

Federal Bureau of Investigation
506 01d P. O. Bldg.

Washington, D. C. 20535
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Laboratory Transmittal Form

77z . ) . Rosen

" . Conrad
Griffith
‘M’z ’ Mortimer

-l LABORATORY _.__ & __ FILE
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535

Te: FBI, Memphis (44-1987) Pet*t October

Re: LURKIN i

CR Edgar Hoover, Director

00 : Memphis

FBI File No.
Lab. No. 44 seeel

«© f'! Y
Examination requested by: » L Cl O(‘!? O C Ju,

Mermphis

Reference:

Airtel 9/26/68

Examination requested: -
ycumant

JITT7 snecimen received 9/28/68

K489 Two envelopes, one nostmarked "UEMPHIC TTEMM,OAUL Lo r6sc
and the other postmayied '"MIMPUIS TTHT, SEET 13 'esToand

acronpany ng lotters hearirng known handwriting and hana
prirnting of JAMES EARL RAY

r—#&&S86 SUBMITTED: Envelope postmarked "ST., LOUIS HO. 6 AUG 1968"
and accompanying letter beginning “"Dear Jimay Just
a few lines...'" and signed "Tervry Ray"

O

MAILED &

othe
cnvifications
th the TALSD

Inasmuch as K489 does not sufficiently augnei

Raowh houdwriting of JAILS TARL RAY to porwit furt Cres i
~———im—this matter, K489 is returned herewith to Mempllc w1
SUBMITTEL'"™ natarial. Eg’

nw
1.
A

No Laboratory report is being subwitied,

Tolson — ‘ )

o Photographs of K489 have been pjade.
Bishop

Cas

Callahgn sures (2) (X489, ALSO SUBMITTED)

Con ud

Fel!r : i

Gale
Rosen

AW:NOB (9) (% t

Sultlivan
Tovol

HA_&&T141968 ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE

Gandy . MAIL ROOM TELETYPE UNIT L__]
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