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

LEADS:

MEMPHIS

Will conduct indices check concerning EDGAR
DOWNING. It should 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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Four Held in 
contempt

(Indicate page, name of

___  MEMPHIS PRESS- 
SCIMITAR

___  MEMPHIS, TENN.

Sentencing
Is Withheld

Criminal Court Judge W. Preston Battle today 
held in contempt of his court all four defendants 
involved in news reports of the James Earl Ray 
murder case, but withheld punishment pending their 
future actions. , , „ j

Convicted after a hearing all-day last Friday and 
this morning were:

Arthur Hanes, Birmingham attorney for the man 
accused of murdering Dr. ----------- 1--------- -----
Martin Luther King Jr. ,

Roy Hamilton, reporter for
The Memphis Press-Scimi­
tar;

Charles Edmundson, re­
porter for The Commercial
Appeal;

Renfro T. Hays, Memphis 
private investigator for 
Hanes.

9-30-68
edition: Home

Editor: CHARLES H.
Title: SCHNEIDER

Character:

Classification44-1987
Submitting Office:MemphIS

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Stories written, 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, presented 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.

DENIAL BATTLE
Judge Battle denied both Much ^ the morning ses- 

motions. He said that whil^-f i consisted of a hot verbal
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 such 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 got* a statement to make 
—I ain’t talking.”

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

। Court recessed until this 
I 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.

s 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
tion was that today, for the 
first time, Sheriff William 
Morris was sitting in the 
courtroom. - ■

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.

Early 
question 
tured a

ETHICS
in the session the 
of press ethics fea- 
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
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that । t)iS interview from 
which the story was written
took place at The Commer- .
cial Appeal office. —m this court, his work as an

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

“He (Hays) said, T trust 
you. Use your judgment.’

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

OBJECTION
Bearman objected to the 

questioning.
Livingston replied:
“Every time I ask him 

(Edmundson) a question for 
a ‘yes’ or ‘no’ he goes off oh 
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:

“He acted against the ad- I 
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 afternoon for the ; 
state of Kentucky, and Mr. 
Hays has not been able to 
reach him all weekend. I 
submit Hays’ rights were 
prejudiced by this unusual ' 
procedure — after both at­
torneys presented their argu- । 
ments, the court recessed i 
and Mr. Edmundson went ! 
into a huddle with his attor- I 
ney. Against the attorney’s i 
advice, he sought permission 
of the court to testify.” i

WITNESSES
Livingston said there were 

also many members of the 
bar present Friday who were 
to be presented as character 
witnesses. He said they 
cbuld not be present today 
because of other commit­
ments. Livingston also again 

urged that Burch be re- j 
moved as chairman of bar I 
committee because he was ; 
attorney for Martin Luther i 

King. • - ।

Livingston added:
“In tnfe evest that Hays 

should be found in contempt

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. Edmund'-on 
said that after the session 
last Friday he had made a 
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, 
Edmundson 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 
Hays at 
visited 
material

the interview with 
mv office. When I 
Hays’ home the 
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, however, 
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 seen 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?” ' !

Edmondson: “I- went by 
his office to ask him to come 
see me. He was not there 
and I left word for him to 
call.”

Livingston: “You didn’t 
know him before? You saw 
him on Sept. 6 11 the court­
room.” ► i .

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

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

Edmondson: “That would 
involve 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.”

Livingston 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
Edmondson said he 

thought it was a legal move 
and paid little attention to it. 
‘I’m not so deeply inter­

ested in legal formalities as 
I am the facts,” said Ed­
mondson. ।

There wAis a skirmish be­

tween Edmondson and Liv­
ingston over what indirect 
and direct quotations meant 
in a reporter’s vocabulary. 
Edmondson 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
Several times Livingston 

questioned Edmundson about 
why some statements in Ed­
mundson’s story were direct 
quotations and some indi­
rect.

Edmundson told Livings-

uat he considered him- 
2 3 bTer Judge of how the 
story should be written than 
Livingston.

Edmundson turned to the 
judge and objected to some 

। L 4 Questions Livingston 
asked. Battle warned Liv- 
nS”n nOt t0 “rag the wit'

I pl'VlnfSt?n then asked if 
I nth?UndS0^ had>‘ever had 
lather corf plaints about his

reporting. Edmundson 
brought laughs from specta­
tors when he said he had and 
that chief among them was 
Burch, chairman of the bar ; 
committee. Edmundson of- ; 
fered to describe the circum- , 
stances of the complaint, but 
Judge Battle ruled that it I 
was not pertinent.

Edmundson repeated his j 
statement that all of the in- I 
formation printed in his sto-

ry was correct ?nd that he, 
in fact, had left out many 
things Hays had told him 
concerning the cake.

Sad the interview be- 
sonTn ^^u and Edmund' 
son jin, the Hays home took

place before , th? story in 
question was printed.

Haysyaid tbinterview in
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Court Puts Off

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 
vowfed editorially today to 
fight the ruling to the United: 
States Supreme Court, if neces-1 
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.

Page /
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‘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 air. 
court, j

' come out in open 
therefore was not

“extra-juAicial” under the, 
terms of the judge’s order.

But Judge Battle said/ 
-There is surely an obvious| 
difference between making 
charges and claims in 
court . . . where the opposing 
side can challenge the truth of 
the charges and claim • • - an 
the giving of unsworn state-( 
ments outside court • • • I

(Such statements) are i 
violation of the orders of the 
(court whether made be ore o 
after the same identical state­
ments are made in open court 
or in a pleading ^ 
thaUhe^espondents, each and 

cause why they at-

Lj X teal tisp0X

rfd those” resindents

gation or even as a purg 

made it clear he did not

S Friday and

SC#SiM
(testified that he did.

“The testimony is indirect Judge Battle: I. think you re 
conflict,” Judge Hattie said. It beating a dead horse. Don t 
is the duty of the court to!j»rilyrag the witness. . d 
determine the credibility of Judge Battle ^^°^f 
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 hte was guil­
ty 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 
of 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 

I 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?

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

a motion to dismiss the case 
,against Mr. THa^ °? the 
grounds that Lucius ’ 
who served as Prosecutor m 
Friday’s hearing, was the at 
torney for Dr. Martin Luther 
Eg Jr., at the time Rayis) 
accused of slaying him, and, 
consequently is prejudiced 
against Mr. Hays.

Mr. Burch, the chairman of

court” committee.XSer members o< the com 
mittee, appointed J® 
Rattle to advise him on public 
itv and pre-trial procedure/ 
are Alan Hanover Lee Hardi­
son, James Causey, Cooper 
Turner Jr. and D.on
Mr. Owens is President of the 
Memphis and Shelby County 
Bar Association^__ ____
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grams,” Captain Smith said. 
“We don’t'read the 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 in us . . . 
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 8% 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 were subjected 
to the same rigid security — 
searches, video tape record­
ings of voices and the issuance 
of idtentification 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, yawnihg oc­
casionally, scratching his right 
ear now and then. He seemed 
calm.

Mr. Hanes’ reference to I 
“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, 

of 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 Attorney

By JOHN MEANS
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 lawyers,

s

PAGE

COSN RCIAL APPEAL

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.

“I did not originally mean to 
take the witness stand,” Mr.| 
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.”1 not.” 1

lawsuit is probablyThe ------ - t
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

MPHIS, TEO

Date: / - —

Edition:

Author: FRANK R
Editor:

Title:

Character:

ahlgren

Classification:

Submitting Office: P IS

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



4

“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 +hig matter 
Monday. Adjourn the court.”
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(Ed. ^^-G?) 4

UNITED STATES GOVWiMENT
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^EPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

: Director
Federal Bureau of Investigation

date: October 1, 1968

SJP:DRO:efw

fro^ : Stephen J. Pollak
S^T Assistant Attorney General

D.J. 144-72-662
#41-157-147

Civil Rights Division

subject: JAMES EARL RAY '

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

1. 5/10 - Harold R. Dobson - St. Louis
2. 5/10 - Rene J. Dumaine - Chicago
3. 5/17 - Stephen M. Callender - New Orleans
4. 5/17 - Theodore J. A'Hearn - Los Angeles
5. 5/17 - Quentin P. Stinson - Springfield, Ill
6. 5/17 - David N. Jellison - Miami
7. 5/17 - James S. Weir - Houston
8. 5/17 - Alan G. Sentinella - Atlanta
9. 5/20 - Henry A. Snow - Birmingham

10. 5/23 - David N. Jellison - Miami
11. 5/23 - Ronald E. Sherk - Portland
12. 5/24 - William Roberts, III - Springfield
13. 5/31 - David J. Reid - El Paso
14, 5/29 - William J. Hart - Detroit
15. 5/24 - David J. Reid - El Paso
16. 6/6 - William Logan Curtis - Pittsburgh
17. 6/25 - Harold R. Dobson - St. Louis
18. 7/12 - Stephen M. Callender - New Orleans
19. 7/8 - Ramon W. Stratton - Chicago
20. 7/30 - Robert R. Perry - Atlanta
21. 8/22 - Joe Hester - This report contains

the bulk of the information which 
you obtained from Mexico.

22. Your reports from Canada, which were sub
mitted to us under cover memorandum of 
August 30, 1968.
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23.

24.

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 V/ednesday, October 2. If possible, 
please furnish these reports to Mr. Canale's office 
today or tomorrow.
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FD-36 (Rev. 5-22-64)

Transmit the following in

Via AIRTEL

TO:

FROM:

F B I

Date: 10-3-68

(Type in plaintext or code)

AM
(Priority)

DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) P

MURKIN

Enclosed are original and one copy of newspaper clipping 
in captioned matter, indicating Memphis Press-Scimitar newspaper 
plans to appeal contempt ruling.

<3>BUREAU (Enc. 2) (AM) 
1 MEMPHIS

RGJ:BN 
(4)

OCT 4 1968

¥i

Approved:

61 OCT 101^68 A9ent in“""'
Sent M Per
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Press-Scimitar 
plans to Appeal 
Contempt Ruling

Court Judge . ^ of court. , the case
reporters m c0 ,Led editorially to tase {

The newspaper s^d ^
would continue to P««tion 

^spne the
of R°y B' reporter, and 
COUrth°therS als^held guilty 
three others aisu 
of contempt.
Charted

er ^wMch^UakTaction 
peal, wa ® press-Scimi- 
along w'th neS counsel 

for Ray, Martin Lu- 
murdering D • , Renfr0

KskSU> “•Sator tor Hanos
news stories

dories in the two
NeWS S Sept. Uinvo'v- 

newspapers P ; cOn­

s the
future. counsel f '

iSr courts.

sary.

-----Memphis Press- 
Scimitar

-----Memphis, Tenn.

Date: 10—1-68
E dition: Home

Editor:CHARLES H .
Title: SCHNEIDER

Character:

Classification: 44-1987-
Submitting Office: MeiTiphlS
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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 
Assistant Attorney General
director, FBI

October 4, 1968
1 - Mr. Long

ASSASSINATION OF MARTlt ^.UTHER KING, JR.

Reference is made to my memorandum of September 10, 1968, 
advising you that Mr. Milian. Bradford Huie was interviewed at his 
home at Hartselle, Alabama, at his request. V e provided you with 
the results of his interview and requested permission to furnish the 
mforx.ation to Mr. Phil M. Canale, Jr., State Attorney General, 
Shelby County, Tennessee.

In your wen orandum of September 17, 1968, responding to the 
above memorandum, you stated that you would desire postponement 
oi any action on this matter pending your resolution of several 
questions.

You are requested to advise this Bureau of your determination 
in this matter, as it appears this should be promptly resolved.

REL:bcp 
(4)

NOTE: ’
We previously advised the Department 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 
Department and they advised they are considering the question of obtaining 
a search warrant or subpoena duc.es tecum for Huie’s notesand/or calling 
Huie before a grand jury.

MAIMED ^

OCT 4 - 1968

20 XT 4 1968
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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.

MAIL ROOM I____I TELETYPE UNIT
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10/4/68

AIRTEL

TO:

FROM: ^ 

C MURKIN } 
“COST‘TATA

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

CITY (173-1)(P)

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

Special Agent 
Clerical

Regular 
4 
1

Overtime
2
0

Total
6
1

II.

III.

IV.

Total Mileage:

Unusual Costs:

Peak Number of Special 
Working on Case During

4 - Bureau
(1 - Liaison Section) 

1 - Mexico City

JJF:kzh 
(5)

"1 OCTI 4 t9€®

None

None

Agents
Period: 2

OCT 10 W
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FBI' WASH DC

♦ r 5, OHWIMEMT (F W^
COMMUNICATION SECTION

FBI BIRMGHAM teletype:

343 PM URGENT 10-1-68 JGA

TO DIRECTOR 44-38861 AND MEMPHIS 44-1987

OM BIRMINGHAM 44-1740

•' MURKIN. 00: MEMPHIS.

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 

LAS AT 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 _ 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON ALEX BORMAN, STATIN§^5’^PLANS^T0 CALL 

BUREAU OCTOBER TWO NEXT FOR THIS INFORMATION, tv , n .

NO PROMISES OR SUGGESTIVE ENCOURAGEMENT INDICATED-T^HiH^ 

^AIRMAIL COPIES TO CHICAGO AND LOS ANGELES.

FBI WASH DC
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I Mr. T'-L^r
[ Mr. DrM aeh..

Mr. Mohr___
I Bisi.-P —
1 Mr

WASHDC Fait__

713PM DEFERRED 10-1-68 RJM

TO DIRECTOR (44-38861) BIRMINGHAM MEMPHIS (44-1987) (PLAINTEXT;)

FROM LOS ANGELES (44-1574)
Miss Gandy-

MURKIN

REBUTELCALL TEN ONE INSTANT

BENNET OLAN, ATTORNEY FOR DR. RUSSELL C

PLASTIC SURGEON, LA, ADVISED HADLEY PERFORMED

ON NOSE OF JAMES EARL RAY IN LA APPROXIMATELY

HADLEY

SURGERY

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 FBI WASH DC

i 4 rSB
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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

Mr. Hays yesterday became the first of the four persons 
ordeied 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 by attorney Robert I. Living-; 
ston. The hearing on the cita-’ ---------- ,
tion against Mr. Hays and the The Kaufmann report, like the i 
S i

Arthur J. Hanes of Birming- torneys and courthouse person- ! 
bam, Mr. Hays’ employer and jneI from disclosing an accused) 
chief counsel for James Earl) Pers.on’s prior criminal record I 
Ray, charged with Dr. King’s ior ^'s confession. Disclosure of 
murder, said he would file his jexPected testimony also would 
response Thursday. Mr. Hanes be forbidden.
said he would represent him- j
self at Friday’s hearing. The, Kaufman report rejects

Armistead Clay, attorney for as “unwise . . . any direct curb 
the Memphis Publishing Co. !or restraint on publication by 
and for a reporter of The Com-;the press of potentially preju- 
mercial Appeal and one for the j 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,1 any restraint or curb on the 
learned, will be denials. Ipress. ■

Under studv is a J Meanwhile, police would not [ 

guidelines adopted by the Fed- ^ 
oral Judicial Conference lastweek governing statements by weke^ as la^d I 
ofrnrnnxic onH nnnvi-Unnnn «n». ’ pidimcu. .as planned.attorneys and courthouse per­
sonnel on pending criminal 
cases. I

The report written by a com-! 
mittee beaded by Judge Irving j 
R. Kaufman of the Second Cir­
cuit, United States Court of 
Appeals, has been sent to the 
323 judges of the 93 United 
States judicial districts with 
the recommendation it be 
placed in effect. ■

The rules are less strict in 
many details than those urged 
by the American Bar Associa­
tion in its ‘‘Reardon Report.”

Edition:

Submitting Office:
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OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 5010-106

- UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

Memorandum

FROM

SIB J ECI

Mr. DeLoa*

A. Rosen^

MURKIN

|,Aii October 1, 1968

1 -
1 -
1 -
1 -
1 -

Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr, 
Mr

DeLoach 
Rosen 
Malley 
McGowan 
Long

SYNOPSIS:
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 furnishing 
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. —,

Mr. Canale has advised our Memphis 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 FBI. .

ACTION:
Upon receipt of authorization from the' 

disseminate the designated reports to Mr. Canale.
•tmeht; we will

~ REL:jms/cs (6) <
04 Ou i i J

tffl SEE DETAILS PAC P
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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 FBL

- 3 -
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