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have no intention of anticipating that eventuality.

Yours very truly,

Thomas F. Turley, Jr.
United States Attormey

TFT:
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Memphis, Tennessee
September 27, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., - VICTIM;
CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to the memorandum dated
September 24, 1973, captioned as above, wherein it was
reported that Attorneys Harvey L. Gipson and Robert A. Tucker,
Memphis, Tennessee, had filed a Motion for Discovery in the
Chancery Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, in the case
styled "Charles Quitman Stephens, Complainant, v, State of
Tennessee, Et Al, Defendants."

Attached to and made a part of this memorandum
is a letter dated September 25, 1973, from United States
Attorney Thomas F, Turley, Jr., Western District of Tennessee,
Memphis, Tennessee, to Attorneys Gipson and Tucker, Memphis,
Tennessee.
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September 25, 1

. . A //"
Gipson & Tucker
Attorneys at Law
Exchange Building :
Memphils, Tennessee 38103
: N o v
Gentlemen: ‘ - Re: Charles Q. Stephens"
L Ve
_State of Tennease e, et al
- Shelby Chancery 72,333-=3 R.D.

The United States of America is not a party to the
above suit, nor are the

"Memphis Ofrice of the Federal Bureau
: of Investigation”
or the N :
"local office of the Attorney General
of the Unilted States of America't,

neither of which latter is a suable entity, so your notice

to me that your '‘Motion For Discovery and Production of
Docummmts and Things For Inspection, Copying or Photographing"
will be called for disposition at 10:00 a.m. Friday, October 5,
1973, was a waste of your time to write and mine to read it.

 If and when you get your sulf in such shape that it would =~
be apprropriate for me to resvond on behalf of the United States
or any of its instrumentalities I shall be pleased to do so
promptly, as I am ccnfident the Chancellior well knows, but I

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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have no intention of'anticipating that eventuality.

Yours very truly,

lThomas F. Turley, Jr.
United States Attorney

TFT:

az;zazf7¢41 g54b1L~J,

3

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



RE: JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr, MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR, - VICTIM

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI, It is the property of the FBI and
is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to
be distributed outside your agency.

4%
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9/27/73

AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
ATTENTION: LEGAL COUNSEL

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (Px*)
SUBJECT: MURKIN
- Re Memphis airtel to Bureau, 9/24/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are 4 copies of an LHM
dated as above. This memorandum contains a letter dated
9/25/73 which was addressed to Attorneys HARVEY L. GIPSON
and ROBERT A. TUCKER by United States Attorney THOMAS F,
TURLEY, JR., WDT, Memphis, Tenn,

UACB, the SAC of the Memphis Office will be guided

by the instructions of the USA in regard to his responding
to the above mentioned Motion for Discovery.

2 - Bureau (Encs. 4)

Ll:i - Memphis stakcdidy

JCH:jap SERIALIZEG 3%
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING
MEMPHIS. TENN. 38103
AC P0O1/B28-6331

-

Sheriff's Office, and the Memphis Police Department, be
ordered by this Honorable Court to make available to your

Complainant, through his attorneys of record, all documents,

'photographs, drawings; writings, electronic recordings, mock-

ups, and oral statements reduced ta writing and things per-

taining to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, on

‘April 4, 1968, and offers of'rewards>published in connection

with said inéidént.‘

2. For such other, and further reljef as your Complainant

-is entitled.

GIPSON & TUCKER
Attorneys for Complainant

S A W YA T
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GIPSON AND TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING
MEMPHIS. TENNESSEE 38103

AC 901-8B2B-633%

HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

October .1, 1973

Mr. Joesph V. Baker

Special Agent in Charge

Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon
167 N, Main Street

Memphis, Tennessee 38102

<Gz Subm
Re: Charles Q. Stephens Y -/7e° Qbé ‘
vs $0%

State of Tennessee, et al
No: 72333-3 R.D.

Dear Mr, Baker:

¥

Please find enclosed Amended Motion for Discovery
in the above cause.

This amended motion will be heard at 10:00 a.m,

on Friday, October 5, 1973. -~

& ' i
Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

Enclosureytwsigb
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORN(Y’ AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING
MEMPHIS, TENN,. 38103
AC 901/828.6331

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

r a p— naas

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,
Complainant,
VS NO: 72333-3 R.D.

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al,

* % *k Kk ok k ok ok K

Defendants,

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCT ION
OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION,
COPYING OR PHOTOGRAPHING.

Comes now your Compiainanf, Charles Quitman Stephens,
through his attorneys of record, and would respectively show
unto this Honorable Court as follows:

That heretofore he filed his motion for Discovery in this
cause alleging his entitlement to said Discovery under Rule 34
of the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971, It is Complain-
ant's contention that all rules of discovefy are to be taken in
pari matéria’since Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his
Original Motion for Discovery, and to eliminate any question,
Complainant brings this his Amended Motion for biscovefy to in-
clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovéry under the
Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971,

WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS:

1. That all defendants herein in addition to the Memphis

‘ office of the Fedéral Bureau ofblnvestigation, the local
office of the Attorﬁey General ofvthe United States of

America, the Attofney General of the State of Tennessee

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit. The Shelby County

(1)
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orrsent by_certéin'persoﬁs offering rewards through news—;ﬂf

' papers and'cépies §f any replies thereto.

4. Copies of all editions of the Commercial Appeal and
Press Simitér Whérein any’offer of réward was made for
information leading to the arrest and conviction of the
assassin of Dr, Martih Lﬁther King. e
5. >Copiés of fhe minutes éha r‘esb‘olut’ions'of'al1’"»_:.rtnvéke‘tAingé:”'?kW{’Mve
wherein ah offer of the reward was discussed, authorized,
and ﬁade.

6. All docuﬁents, notes, and things>the,ébove intends tov,i‘
use as. evidence in the trial of this cause.

VI
First National Baﬁk ;
Union Planters National Bank
- Tri-State Bank of Memphis
" National Bank of Commerce

1. Copies of all records reflecting reward accounts pertain-

ing to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King.

(4)
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GIPSON-»ND TUCKER
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103

AC 901-528-6331

October 9, 1973

HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

Mr. Joseph V. Baker

Special Agent in Charge

Federal Bureau of Investigation
167 N. Main Street

Memphis, Tennessee 38102

O
Re: Charles Q. Stephens -'—!L/-Jfé}]
Vs Sk WP 8o 2

State of Tennessee, et al.

N0: 72333‘3 RODO

Dear Sirs,

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of
a Motion for Discovery:iand Progduction of Documents and
Things for Inspection, Copyving, and or Photographing as
amended and the enumerated list of Documents and Things
requested to be produced.

This affidavit and'enumyerated list was ordered
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion
on Friday, October 5, 1973,

Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

Enclosure4u;ﬂﬂ
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEB

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, *

Complainant, *
VS | * NO: 72333-3 R.D.
STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al., ¥

Defendants. *

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION FOR DISCOVERY
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR
INSPECTION, COPYING, AND OR PHOTOGRAPHING
AS AMENDED.,

STATE OF TENNESSEE
COUNTY OF‘SHELBY

I, Harvey L. Gipson, residing in the City of Memphis in said
County and then by me first duly sworn upon his oath disposes and
says to—witf

That affiant is one of the attorneys of record for Complainant
Charles Quitman Stephens in the above mentioned cause and for the
reasons enumerated herein files this his AffidaQit in supporf of the
afore mentionedvmotion.

Affiant further states that neither the Complainant or the
- Complaniant's attorney caﬁ secure the requested.information from
any of/the séﬁrces other than the sources enumerated in his motion
and th?i at a:prior hearingvthe‘Complainant's attorney was denied
the information even though the Cohéiéinént's attorney had issued‘
o . . & ;

st R G o
a subpoena duces tecum.

‘Affiant‘fu;ther $ﬁ§fé§A§h§t basgﬁﬂugonythe heréinafter enumer-
iqétedﬁréggﬁhsbfhé£f;gﬁr affi;nt is entitléa to the motién soughfr
to-wit.
1. That said information was giveﬁ overjfive (5) years agd°
2. Thatvfhe Witness,‘Charles Qgi{ﬁan Stephens was caﬁght up

in shgck_and.emotioh of the events,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,
Complainant,

VS

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al.,

¥ ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok

Defendants.

NO: 72333-3 R.D.

DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

Requested to be Produced By:

I

“United States Attorney's Office
~ Federal Bureau of Investigation

Shelby County Sheriff's Office
City of Memphis
Memphis Police Department

1. All signed statements made by Charles Stephens,

2. All oral statements reduced to writing made by Charles.

Stephens.

given investigators by Charles Stephens.

5. All statements, documents and other things which would

arrest and conviction of James Earl Ray.

'&

T i 1 o

assassination of Martin Luther King.

(1)

e

Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee

{ 3. Pictures identified by Stephens of the scene and the
person committing the assassination of Martin Luther King.

4. All drawings made of James Earl Ray based upon information

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the

Mj,wﬁjmmA}}wftateﬁents, documents and other thinQS\eitheF writtén,
oral, reduéed to wriﬁing é;é éiectronic reproductions made dr

compiled from informatibn given by Charles Stephens.

7. vIdentify and addressés of all investigative officers which

interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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8. List of all places, &ates and times. in wﬂich Charles
Stephens was interviewed by investigation officers.
9. Identity and addresses of all persons present during all
interviews by law enforcement agencies of Charles Stephens.
10. Copy of any and all law enforcements files compiled by
any law enforcement agency on Charles Stephens at the time
he gave information.
II‘
City Councilmen Individually
1.  All notes or memorandums made by the individual council-
men independantly or in connection with other councilmen
during or after any meetings pertaining to the offef of a
reward in this cause.
2. All electronic recordings any individual councilmAn made
of meetings of the City Council pertaining to the offer of o
a reward.
3. All documeﬁts, notes, and things the above intends to
use as evidence at the trial of this cause.
ITIT
City of Memphis
1. Copies of minutes of meeting of the Memphis City Council
wherein the subject of reward was discussed for information |
leading to the arrest and conviction of the assassin of‘Dr.
Martin Luther King.
2.- A list of the names and addresses of all persons present
at such meeting or meetings. R
3. A list of the daﬁes, times, and places of all mgétings
referred to in #1 aﬁa the duration of said meetings.
4. A list of all witnééses which the City of Meﬁﬁhis inte;ds
to use in the trial of this matter.

(2)
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5. Copies of all documen%s, notes, memorandums, and photo-
graphs which defendant intends to use aé evidence at the
trial.
6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per-
taining to offering of reward for the assassin of Dr. Martin
Luther King.
7.. All documents; notes, and things the above intends to use
as evidence in the trial of this cause.
v

Memphis Area Chamber of Commerce

Downtown Association

Future Memphis Incorporated

National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees
1. Copies of all minutes and resolutions of meetings dis-
cussing offer of rewards leading to the arrest and conviction
of the assassin of Dr., Martin Luther King including any elec-
tronic reproducitons of said meetings.
2. Copies of any letters of transmittal in the publishing
of said offer.
3. Identity of all persons presenf dﬁring any meeting
concerning offering of reward with their addresss.
4. All documents, notes and things which the above intends
to use as évidence at the trial of this cause.

AR R Y

Memphis Publishing Company
Commercial Appeal

1.. All letters, memorandums and or notes rece ived or made
by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the'offer of

4

“rewards for information leading to the arrest and conviction

4

of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King.

2.. Copies of all sketches and information pertaining to offer

of reward and assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King made
by any servant, agent or employee of said Defendants.

3. Copies of all letters, memorandums or notes received

(3)
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is, Tennessee
October 11, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. « VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to memorandum dated September 2§
1973, and memorandum dated September 27, 1973, mgzmdicsxg‘
a Motion for Discovery filed in the Chancery Court of lby
County, Tennessee, in the case styled Charles Quitman Stephens,
Complainant, versus State of Temnessee, Et Al, Defendants.

Attached hereto and made a part of this memorandum
is an "Amended Motion for Discovery and Production of Documents
and Things for Inspection, Copying or Photographing” which has
been filed in the Stephens versus Tennessee lawsuit,

Assistant United States Attorney Larry E. Parrish,
Western District of Temmessee, Memphis, Tennessee, has advised
that this amended motion in.no way alters the fact that neither
the United States nor the Federal Bureau of Investigation s
involved in this matter, and he stated the filing of this amended
motion requires no response on the part of the Government.

4-Bureau (44-38861;
@-Memphis (44-1987) (P*)
C

5y neh

1an Wt onr

%\}B& c-1937 - 25
H’; !!s
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAw
EUTHANGE BUILDING
NS, TENN. 38108
AC 901/823.6331

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, .
" Complainant,
VS

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al,

Kok ok ok ok ok ok k. ok

Defendants.,

NO: 72333-3 R.D.

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCTION

OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION,
COPYING OR PHOTOGRAPHING.

<
»

Comes now your Complainanf, Charles Quitman Stephens,

through his attorneys of record, and would respectively show

unto this Honorable Court as follows:

That heretofore he filed his motion for Discovery
cause alleging his entitlement to said Discovery under
of the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971. It is
ant's contention that ail rules of discovery are to be

pari materia,

in this
Rule 34
Complain-

taken in

since Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his

Original Motion for Discovery, and to eliminate any question,

Complainant brings this his Amended Motion for Discovery to in-

clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovery under the

3
Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971,

WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS:

1. That all defendants herein in addition to the

Mémphis

 office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the local

office of the Attorney General of the United States of

America, the Attorney General of the State of Tennessee

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit. The Shelby County

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



PEION AND
TUCKER
SEmE L3 AT |
ANGE :WENG

‘%{.{i~- 38108

- . F285-6331

N R T N

‘2. For such other, and fufther relief as your Complainant

-is entitled.

Sheriff's Office, and the Memphis Police Department, be

ordered by this Honorable Court to make available to your

Complainant, through his attorneys of record, all documents,

‘photographs, drawings, writings, electronic recordings, mock-

ups, and oral statements reduced to writing and things per-
taining to the assassination of Dr, Martin Luther King, on
April 4, 1968, and offers of rewards published in connection

with said incident. .

 GIPSON & TUCKER" |
Attorneys for Complainant i

~. 3
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JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., - VICTIM

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agency: it and its contents are not to be
distributed outside your agency.

- 4% -
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10/11/73

AIRTEL
TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) ATTIN: LEGAL COUNSEL
FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P%)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re Memphis airtel to Bureau dated 9/27/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are four copies of an LHM
dated as above. This LHM contains an "Amended Motion for
Discovery and Production of Documents and Things for Inspection,
Copying or Photographing" which has been fjled in the Chancery
Court of Shelby County, Tenn., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITMAN
STEPHENS.

3-Bureau (Encls. 4)
/I+Memphis
'(CJCH/mah

(4) /@4“/

¥
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Memphis, Tennessee
October 12, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;

Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. -
VICTIM

CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to previous memoranda in this
matter, the most recent of which was dated October 11, 1973,
concerning a Motion for Discovery filed in the Chancery Court
of Shelby County, Tennessee, in the case styled Charles Quitman
Stephens, Complainant, versus State of Tennessee, Et Al,
Defendants.

Attached hereto and made a part of this memorandum
are the following three documents:

1. A letter dated October 9, 1973, addressed to
Mr. Joseph V. Baker, Special Agent in Charge, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Memphis, Tennessee, from attorneys Harvey L.
Gipson and Robert A. Tucker,

2. Affidavit in Support of a Motion for Discovery
and Production of Documents and Things for Imnspection, Copying
and or Photographing as Amended.

3. Documents and Things requested to be produced by
United States Attorneys Office, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee, Shelby County
Sheriff's Office, Clty of Memphis, Memphis Police Department.

Documents two and three have been filed in the
Chancery Court of Shelby County, Temnessee, in the Stephens
versus Temmessee lawsuit.,

United States Attorney Thomas F. Turley, Jr., Western
District of Tennessee, Memphis, Tennessee, has advised that
since no service of any kind has been made on either the United
States Attorney's Office or on the Federal Bureau of
Investigation, neither of these agencies is a party to this
lawsuit, nor are they required to respoud to this moust recent
action taken by Gipson and Tucker. TERRUIIED

4-Bureau (44-38861) T TR
/1«Memphis (44-1987) (P*) 5
“;(TC})I/mah ' INGENUD
57 —
"&\f? €D ppzp

N L1987 Qb 520
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 GIFLON AND TUCKER
_ATTORNEYS AT LAW
_EXCH, 1GE BUILDING
MEMF_‘HIS. TENNESSEE 38103
AC 001-525-63_31

October 9, 1973

HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

Mr. Joseph V. Baker

Special Agent in Charge

Federal Bureau of Investigation
167 N. Main Street
- Memphis, Tennessee 38102

: &
Re: Charles Q. Stephens
vs |
State of Tennessee, et al.

No: 72333-3 R.D,
Dear Sirs,

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of
a Motion for Discovery:and Prdduction of Documents and
Things for Inspection, Copying, and or Photographing as
amended and the enumerated list of Documents and Things
requested to be produced.

This affidavit andlenumyerated list was ordered
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion
on Friday, October 5, 1973.

Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

Enclosureau%ﬁl
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, *

Complainant, ‘ * .
Vs | * NO: 72333-3 R.D.
STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al., *

Defendants. *

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION FOR DISCOVERY
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR
INSPECTION, COPYING, AND OR PHOTOGRAPHING
AS AMENDED. '

STATE OF TENNESSEEH . - <
COUNTY OF SHELBY

I, Hérvcy L. Gipson, residing in the City of Memphis in said
County and then by me first duly sworn upon his oath disposes and
says to-wit: |

That affiant is one of the attorneys of record for Complainant
Charles Quitman Stephens in the above mentioned cause and fpr the
reasons enumerated herein files this his Affida&it in support of the
afore mentioned motion.

Affiant further states that neither the Complainant or the

-Complaniant's attorney can secure the requested information from

any of the sources other than the sources enumerated in his motion
) t

and that at a:prior hearing the Complainant's attorney was denied

the information even though the Complainant's attorney had issued

i
i

a subpoena duces tecum.
Affiant further states that based upon the hereinafter enumer-
\

- ated reasons that your affiant is entitled to the motion souaht

to-wit.
1. That said information was given over five (5) years ago.
2. That the witness, Charles Quitman Stephens was caught up

in spock and emotion of the events.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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3. That at the time of givina said statements and or information
the witness was not represented by counsel and was held incom-
municado and under court order not to reveal testimony.

4, That said informnpion is in the sole posseésion of Defend-
ant and the other parties listed in the afterforesaid Motion.

5. That the statements are relevant to the jsgeifies in this cause.
6. That thé statements are not privileged and are not within
the work product rule.

7. That it would be fruitless to attempt to gain information

in any other manner other than by court order.

8. That production of statements will facilitate the trial of

this cause.

<
.

"9; That denial of discovery will unduly hinder the preparation
of Complainant's case,

10. That production of the requested information is absolutely
necessary to the adequate presentation of Complainant's case,
11. That denial of disclosure of statements is prejudicial to
Complainant's ability to prove his case.

12. That non-production of the requested information will im-

pair Complainant's ability to meet his burden of proof,.

Further Affiant saith not.

HARVEY L., GIPSON-AFFIANT

- 3

Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 5th day of October,

1973.

.

NOTARY PUBLIC

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE

A e e e

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,

'S

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al.,

Complainant,

NO: 72333-3 R.D.

* sk ok %k kR ok ok k %k

Defendants.

DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

Requested to be Produced By:

I

“United States Attorney's Office

Federal Bureau of Investigation .

Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee

Shelby County Sheriff's Office

City of Memphis

Memphis Police Department
1. All signed statements made by Charles Stephens.
2. All oral statements reduced to writing made by Charles
Stephens.
3. Pictures identified by Stephens of the scene and the
person committing the assassination of Martin Luther King.
4. All drawings made of James Earl Ray based upon information
given investigators by Charles Stephens.
5. All statements, documents and other things which would

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the

& . . .
arrest and conviction of James Earl Ray,

N

6. All statements, documents and other things:either written,

oral, reduced to writing and electronic reproducdtions made or
compiled from information given by Charles Stephens.
7. Identity and addresces of ail~investigative officers which

interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the

assassination of Martin Luther King.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



8. List of all places, dates and times in which Charles
Stephens was interviewed by investigation officers.
9. Iéentity and addresses of all persons present during all
interviews by law enforcement agencies of Charles Stephens.
10. Copy of any and all law enforcements files compiled by
any law enforcement agency on Charles Stephens ag the time
he gave information.
II>
City’Councilmen Individually
1. Ail notes or memorandums made by the individual council-
men independantly or in connection with other councilmen
during or after any meetings pertaining to the offer of a
reward in this cause. _ .
2. All electronic recordings any individual councilman made
of meetings of the City Council pertaining to the offer of
a reward.
3. All documeﬁts, notes, and things the above intends to
use as evidence at the trial of this cause.
| ITT
City of Memphis
1. Copies of minutes of meeting of the Memphis City Council
wherein the subject of reward wés discussed fo; information
leading to the arrest and conviction of the assassin of Dr.
Martin Luther King.
2.+ A list of the names and addresses of all persons present

at such meeting or meetings. B
i

3. A list of the dates, times, and places of all meetings
referred to in #1 and the duration of said mee%ings.

4. A list of all witnesses which the City of Memphis intends

to use in the trial of this matter.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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5. Copies of all documents, notes, memorandums, and photo-

S

gréphs which defendant intends to use as evidence at the
trial.
6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per-

taining to offering of reward for the assassin of Dr. Martin

Lutﬁer King.
7. All documents, notes, and things the above intends to use
as evidence‘in the trial of this cause.

Iv

Memphis Area Chamber of Commerce

Downtown Association

Future Memphis Incorporated

National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees

1. Copies of all minutes and resolutions of meetings dis-

cussing offer of rewards leading to the arrest and conviction

of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King including any elec-
tronic reproducitons of said meetings.
2. Copies of any letters of transmittal in the publishing
of said offer.
3. Identity of all persons present during any meeting
concerning offering of reward with their addresss.
4. All documents, notes and things which the above intends
to use as evidence at the trial of this cause.

Tl ¥

Memphis Publishing Comppany
Commercial Appeal

1.. All letters, memorandums and or notes rece ived or made
by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the‘offer of

rewards for information leading to the arrest and conviction

. *

of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King. :

2, Copies of all sketcﬁes and information pertaining to offer
of reward and assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King made
by any servant, agent or employee of said Defendants.

3. Copies of all letters, memorandums or notes received

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



or sent by certain persons offering rewards through news-
pape%s and copies of any replies thereto.
4, Copies of all editions of the Commercial Appeal and
Press Simitar wherein  any offer of reward was made for
information leading to the arrest and conviction of the
assassin of Dr., Martin Luther Kiﬁg.
5. Copies of the minutes and resolutions of all meetings
wherein an offer of the reward was discussed, authorized,
and made.
6. All documents, notes, and things the ébove intends to
use és evidence in the trial of this cause.

. VI .

First National Bank

Union Planters National Bank
Tri-State Bank of Memphis
National Bank of Commerce

1. Copies of all records reflectihg reward accounts pertain-

ing to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King.
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JAMES EARL RAY;
br. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. -
VICTIM

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be
distributed outside your agency.
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10/12/73

AIRTEL

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL
FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (p%)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re Memphis airtel to the Bureau dated 10/11/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are four copies of an LHM
dated as above. This LHM contains a letter dated 10/9/73, to the
SAC, Memphis, from attorneys GIPSON and TUCKER, Memphis, Tenn.;
an Affidavit in Support of a Motion for Discovery and Production
of Documents and Things for Inspection, Copying and or
Photographing as Amended; and a list of Documents and Things
which attorneys Gipson and TUCKER desired to be produced. The
latter two documents have been filed in the Chancery Court of
Shelby County, Teun., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS.

1)
3=Bureau (Encls. 4) . o
“JCH/mah __ _ ——
(4 o g
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" FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

VTV Sfétion Sayé Riiij?"’ |
Named Others In Plot

NASHVILLE, Dec. 25. —
(UPI) —A television station
quoted “highly placed
sources’’ Wednesday night
as saying James Earl Ray
has completed a document
in which he names several
persons who he claims were
involved in a conspiracy to
assassinate Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr.

However, U.S. Dist. Judge
L. Clure Morton said late
Wednesday he had received
no documents from Ray,
who is serving 99 years in
the state prison here follow-
ing his conviction in the 1968
murder of the civil rights
leadér in Memphis.

Several federal court
clerks also said they had re-
ceived no such document by
closing time Wednescay.

WSM-TV said the sources
said Ray’s statement was at-
tached to a writ mailed to
the U.S. District Court
Saturday and that it named
persons who he claimed
gave him movey to partici-

" pate in a conspiracy.

WSM said Rav “is report-
ed to have dismissed his lat-
est attorney, Washington
lawyer Bernard Finsterwald,
and is apparently represent-
ing himself.”

Efforts to reach Finster-
wald Wednesday night
failed.

Lagt _week state Correc-
tions Commissioner Mark

Luttrell said he had ap-
proached the U.S. Bureau of
Prisons about getting Ray
transferred to a federal

maximum security

penitentiary.

WSM said Ray reportedly
did not like the idea and ‘“‘re-
portedly drew up a writ
which wa s forwarded to
federal court in an effort to

bleck the proposed trans-

fer.” .

“Qfficials in the federal
court clerk’s office said they
could find no record of hav-
ing received the petition

Yfrom Ray,” WSM said. .

 “However, the spokesman

" said Ray filed a writ as a

+ pauper and that it probably
went to Judge L. Clure
Morton.”

Reached at his home,
Morton said he had received
no letter or document from
Ray. .

Morton’s assistant, Claude
Raymer, told WSM that if
Morton had received such a
writ, he probably would not
release it to the public be-
fore making a decisicn.

But Raymer told the sta-
tion he had no nerscral
knowledge of any communi-
cations from Ray to the
court in recent weeks.

One federal court source
said that as of closing tims
Wednesday, no such docu-
ment had been filed jn the
civil division.
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12/27/73

AIRTEL AIR MAIL
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P%)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and one copy
of a newspaper clipping from the "Commercial Appeal,' a llemphis,
Tennessee, daily newspaper, for 12/27/73.

This office has received no information regarding
JAMES EARL RAY's having filed any motion in the USDC at Nashville,
Tennessee. Memphis will maintain contact with appropriate
court officials and with the USA, Nashville, and will promptly
advise the Bureau of any additional developments.

LEADS:
THE MEMPHIS DIVISION
AT NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE

Will maintain contagt with the USA and with the office
of Judge L, CLURE MORTON regarding any motion filed by JAMES
EARL RAY indicating that he was involved with others in a
. conspiracy to murder MARTIN LUTHER KING.

2 - Bureau (kEncs. 2)
(D - Memphis

JCH:cjs
3) A

r\ﬁ
[

; Sl -

N

AN
.
Sy
~
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N
N
A
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N
“
i
4
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. MMEDIATE 12/27/73 FLG'

5269 PM |
'T0:  DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38361)

FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1927) ( IMACTIVE

MURKIN

Oﬁél°/°7/7 usoe

FROM JAMES EARL PAY, 1% _
. ONE'PETITION AND ONE COMPLAINT, THE PETITION IS FOR TEM-PORA'R

PREVENT THE COWTEMPLATED TRANS-

RESTRAINIG CRDER

FER OF RAY FRCM TSP TO & FEIDERAL PERITENTIARY. THE COMPLAINT?I
A $12,002 SUIT AGAINST TENVESSTE STATE r‘F‘)"I"IM_M ALLECING
VIOLATIONE OF CIVIL AMD beW?AL'QIGHTS BECAUSE @F TP?ATMWNT GR

LACY¥ THEREOF, “HILT INCARCEIRATED I SHELEY P“UVTY JaIL AVD TSPo

i B L

15 OF THE COMPLAINT

PAY STATZS HE PRIVIOUSLY Fu= ISHED HIS ATT!

CW
.

N
~s

RESULTS Tdu

HIS LEG AL AVLCCI« £, ITHT LATE

HASHVILLE BEAR CR, 4) AVAILZC

s

LITERARY CONFIDANTS, ¢ILLIAY

RAY FURTHER ALLFGED THAT

LAe, FURNISHED TO FOREMAN, AKD

- ttsigr i (2

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



 ME'44-1§87

HATTER.

PAGE TWO , ,
LISTED TO A{PARRISH'OF?ICIAL UNDER THE INFLUE NCE OF & TEAM@TER
UNION OFFICIAL AND THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER LN NEW ORLEANS , LA.,
AREA WAS LISTED TO "A% AGENT OF 4 MIDfEAST‘ORGAEIZATIONialsrRﬂST
BECAUSE OF DR, MARTIM LUTHTR “T'6 'S REPORTED FORTHCOMING , BEFORE

HIS DEATH, ARAB PUBLIC SUPPORT OF THE PALESTINE C/Uu_..

THE pBOVI COMPLAINT CO“fISTIE OF 15 PAGES M‘%D EKHIB ITS A-"’i

FAIL TO DISCLOSE

v

HE TRLEPHONT

OR IDENTITIES COF ANY

IMDIVIDUALS WHO MAY POSSINLY MAUT EETN JWOLVID If THE CAPrIOMED

TRAINIM ORDER AND COMPLAIN

BY AIRTEL.

-
ARE BEIN

i
n f:Dwo

MES F2IHY? CLR
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FD-36 \Rev. 5;"!2-64)

Transmit the following in PLAINTEXT
Via TELETYPE IMMEDI ATE
(Priority)
U S
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*)
MURKIN

FBI
Date: 12/27/73

|
|
|
|
|
|
1
!
|
|
|
|
(Type in plaintext or code) ‘:
i
]
|

ON 12/27/73, USBG,S‘@CLERK MDT, NASHVILLE, TENN,, RECEIVED

FROM JAMES EARL RAY, Im'rE 'TENNESSEE STATE PENITENTIARY (TSP)
ONE PETITION AND ONFCQMPLAI_NT.’ THE PETITION IS FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER Aﬁ‘iﬁTIﬁG’TO;PREVENT THE CONTEMPLATED TRANS-
FER OF RAY FROM TSP TO A FEDERAL PENITENTIARY, THE COMPLAINT IS
A $10,000 SUIT AGAINST .TENNESSEE STATE OFFICIALS ALLEGING
VIOLATIONS OF CIVIL AND NATURAL RIGHTS BECAUSE OF TREATMENT, OR
LACK THEREOF, WHILE INCARCERATED IN SHELBY COUNTY JAIL AND TSP,
SET FORTH ON PAGE 6, PARAGRAPHS 15 aND 16 OF THE COMPLAINT,
RAY STATES HE PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED HIS ATTORNEY, PERCY FOREMAN,
A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROUGE, LA,, WHICH FOREMAN EITHER
"1)NEGLECTED TO INVESTIGATE; 2) INVESTIGATED AND SUPPRESSED IN
RESULTS THEREOF; 3) FURNISHED SAID INFO TO THE PROSECUTION AND
' HIS LEGAL ASSOCIATE, THE LATE JOHN J, HOOKER, SR. OF THE
NASHVILIE BAR OR, 4) AVAILED SAID INFO TO HIS (FOREMAN'S)
LITERARY CONFIDANTS, WILLIAM BRATFORD HUIE AND GEROLD FRANK.,'
RAY FURTHER ALLEGED THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROUGE,
LA., FURNISHED TO FOREMAN, AND INVESTIGATED THROUGH FOREMAN WAS

Se b WY

U.S.Governmgnt Printing Office: 197 455-574

LS A7 A~ EF

iy -
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FD-36 (Rev. 5 '2-64)

I
|
|
|
|
|
FBI |
|
Date: |
. f
Transmit the following in |
(Type in plaintext or code) —:
|
Via —
(Priority) |
________________________________________________ R,
ME 44-1987
PAGE TWO

LISTED TO A PARRISH OFFICIAL UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF A TEAMSTER
UNION OFFICIAL AND THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN NEW ORLEANS, LA,
AREA WAS LISTED TO " AN AGENT OF A MID-EAST ORGANIZATION DISTRUST
BECAUSE OF DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING'S REPORTED FORTHCOMING, BEFORE
HIS DEATH, ARAB PUBLIC SUPPORT OF THE PALESTINE CAUSE."

THE ABOVE COMPLAINT CONSISTING OF 15 PAGES AND EXHIBITS A-M
FAIL TO DISCLOSE THE TELEPHONE NUMBERS OR IDENTITIES OF ANY
INDIVIDUALS WHO MAY POSSIBLY HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN THE CAPTIONED
MATTER.’

A COPY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED RESTRAINING ORDER AND COMPLAINT
ARE BEING FURNISHED THE BUREAU BY AIRTEL, |
END,’

Approved: Sent M Per
Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574

P T ———e
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I TER UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURY FLILED

MIDDLE DISTRICT CF TEVIRSSEE

NASHVILLE DIVISION. G e 4
ASUVILLE DIVISIO GEu 27 1973

Pleintifi/ netitioncr

}rz*

‘)a«v

20N, WINFIELD DUHH, Governor,
State of Tenn,

'7
Civil =action no 7«3 e§ Y .

h

of corrections, State of “enn.

" . Pefendants

*

MARY f. LUTIRELL, Coumissioncr %

€ 8 646560600500 0298 PNsRSeeDessssere LI R A B AP O TN B R B BB N NN B AR A A A IR I B B B B O N R N B IS AN W

«

ERITICN 1OR TENPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER

. . S 1 el S 4 S —-—-.----—-

Petitioner, acting pro se, slleges:

L

1. That on or sbout, Decenber 2ist 1973, petitioner was informed by depuly *

vardaer, Robert lorforu, an employe of the Tenn. State vrison, Yashville
8 .

tivision, that said nrison officials waw negotiating with FPederal suthorities

R to tranczfer setitioner-vho is an inmate of said rricon- to a United States

governument penitentiary.
2. That petitioner is under no penitentiary sentence pursuant o a convicticn
in ynited States ccourts, nor Goes Lhe Federal rovernmcent hold detaineres

speinst pelitioner.

w 2 - . . o s . PSP R S DI | . S
%e Thot seid resorted tranefer is a logrolliing oncrntion devised by tae

Lenne. Attorney Gencralls office, and the State asdmdinistration, to ohsiract

gtitionerts legal srocesses under the echarge petitioncr io incarceratod

under and, politic:sl conmsicderotions for 19763 ond not, as Cove Dunn izplisg

) 3T e S DN 300 & SN - o 31 bR 20 PP S S T o g i ey ERTR vy ey Tn -y Kad
Tee. 2ist during a ¥V nevo conference,tihst Uennesscaneg are Lrncanabls of

ding thelr own Ansticutionc',

he Hhot sotitioncy intends o contest seid voaoay

st tronoic
GOt Se .
| Wﬂﬁ{
' . SESC4E INDEXE
L ) _5:"1- . SExieZ W&[W

. ‘ JAN ?'Q?‘
. FBl — MEMPHIS™

,Z/e r/:fvf &«m.&dAL /.;’ "f;';e, g?"’j a@“’.

S U S P . - P
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T

N\

%, That an article in the, Tennessean, dated Dec. 22nd 1973, suggest's that
;%heir is a nmove afoot by Federal & State bureaucrats to surreptitiously att-
‘enpt a removal of petitioner from his present jurisdiction, without reguer to

“due process of Law, to a ¥Federal mental institution in, Springfield, Missouri.

6. That the State of, Missouri, not the Fdderal Governnment, has alleged suc-

ceeding jurisdiction over petitioner.

7. That petitioner received a back injury approximately thirty (30) days ago

which preVents him from standing or sitting in excess of ten (10) minutes at

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

distance without the possibility of irreprable physical harm being done.v

8. That petitioner has received inadquate treatment for said back injury and

a transfer to Federal Jjurisdiction would obsecure the negligence, if any, bet-

t

ween Federal & State authorities.

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays the honorable court issue orders restraining the

defendants from transfering petitioner beyon the instant court's jurisdiction,

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

ediate & irreprable legal & physicsl damage to petitioner; that the court

also overlook technical errow herein~ until petitioner can retain counsel

prison Law library.

Respectfully submitted:

-
‘ i 12D
plaintiff/ petitioner Lﬁj%??fﬁﬁ@!{ /jﬁﬁfq

.which he is in the process of doing- since petitionar is denied use of the

Station-A
A. Block
Nashville,Tenn. 37203,
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. .
s
! IN THE UNITSD STATES DISTRTCT COURT,
MIDDLE RISTRICT OF TEYNESSEE | |
NASEVILLE DIVISION FLLER
JAMES E. RAY, 65477 | g : veL 27 1573
Plaintiff §
VSe.

MARK H. LUTTRELL, Commissioner

of Corrections, State of Tenn.

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

Civil Action no ;Z:j§<§; .

ROBERT V. MORFORD, Dep. Warden,

Tenn., State prison.

DAVID M. PACK, Attorney General
_for, State of Tenn.

1

® £l

5

W. HENRY HAILE, Asst. Attorney ;%

LS

General for, State of Tenn. 3 , i

v defs. h 3

s 0@ be s vssesssssasfescer s POt OOO‘...l.'...."".....l..Q‘l'...l."’...ld.':i’
ﬂ <

COMPLAINT
1. ALLEGATION OF JURISPICTION:

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

upon the amount in recovery.

Plaintiff, acting pro se, is a citizdn of the State of Tennessée vnder
ﬁoperation'of law" in the subject matter; defendant, Mark ¥. Luttrell
(hére-in—after; Luttrell) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee; defendant,
James H. Rose (here—-in-after, Rose) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee;
defendant, Robertrv. Morford (ﬁere-ﬁn-aftér, Morford) is a citizen of the
State of'Tennessee; defendant, David M. Pack (here-in-after, Patk) is a
citizen of the State of Tennessee; defendant, W.lenry Haile (herc-in-after,
Hzile) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee.

ol ;

: ) . A LI
The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum

of ten thousand dollars.

Pel.

z?%iﬁdrzj“ﬂxké{“ﬁv::

B R

" L'ij ;:ii;§“§if£lE
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to the Urdted States coustitution, U.0.0. Title 23 § 1331 (&) oo hcren‘f

{¢) Jurisdiction

1%“*1»U1A; statntes:

Tita sction ardises

1243 (L) aad 2201

Flointiff, JA¥ES
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vere coverced with

tae Doroctiocn of
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Tinversys

e LUTEWYLL: JANES H, ROARy RORIMT ¥, 2ORPONDD DAVID

&
&
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P
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&
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%
e
7
<
@
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founced In &

al guestion gnd -

ander tho =ixth, elghth, and fourteenth, ﬁﬁﬁdd!“ﬁta'

Tho sutber in controversy oxccads, sxele’

and ¢oets, the ocua of ton thounoand §011&rs.

Tounded on the exigtencs of a qn@m‘;o& xriwwqg’unéer

der Act 42 U.S.C.h. § 10833 U.5.0, Title 23

» As herg-ineafter nore fully appears.

VAN € e
fam Affs&. AR

'!A—IL}C, tdlff- x'{.i\'z :«@d:

H gh e &
Lin 1000 L .y.s.ilb,l‘.z,\ el

section (A~dock) itolntlif waz confined in has

o
o
{534

s obuer vays & "™arlt” by rensons of the windows -

stecl rlates, lights were turned twenty-four (24) 1
;
rovooagng operationg vere pub inlo ;

-

wanm @ vrlaoner of the State of "ennesses

wininllifys liviaz
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De _zhét during the pe iuu 2L2adntlff wae confined in aaid'jail, bét~
ween July 19th 1965 o March 1CGth 1969, he was beset with {.as the lozz
seintained by his Jjailers vill confira) chronic Lealeaches & nose
bleeds due to the veaalating systcm thnerein; and under the guise of

security meﬂical attention was daloyeé vhen reguired,.

6. Tha smonzet the security officers stationed in ceid csll-iulock
section with »lazintiff Jor survéilaﬂc¢ their was obove average nhsen-
tceisn due to illnesses vie to the aforcaentioned const ~uqtion of
plaintifi's quarters: st least one(1) officer therein vas hospiualizva
wvith pneumonia.

7. Tiiat the aforenentioned confiunenent counditions were <ovised and put
into opcration by the zovernment to cnervate the prisonzr theroin snd
(sic) inpare his sbility to defend hiueclf undsr seid cr. indiciment

znd, or, induce a suiliy »lez therein,

(4 .

. ’ . . - )
3. “That it 4 sublic mrovwledpge throt the sforessontlonsd confincent

sractices by poveraments are, when the situletion reguires, ot iatoe
ocrerction agaiast fecs :leitrant defendants in cr. rogecutions ( before

Z after trials) when the urosscution hns the sunsort of donimsnt ove

erncental & privete institutions. (Sce Exhilbit- A).

e Thot it was vublic knovledge thet tuoes revrescenting the Stete, ilhe

vrogecution, and evidently irn thie iastouce the cour =ad thoog thoy

~

resrenent, the corrorete business comnauily, vere molicitious o8 4

) Y- DL es -"M“‘ tii ‘efencan : wF < Sl SR e Wil'e :..1.:. TCTG e
~uailty slea by the defencast in tihs aforcwentionsd cre indictaow

- -— - - " - -

17 A ool published by MelGraw-Hill in 1969 =znd authored by Prof. 7illiens

1ias titled "Crime snd the le ol process’ exomines dn detadll,

cumang olier lejel srocewses, institoticanlived pracideon ennloyo: by

tite State in the confineaent area to influsnce z ¢r., ccefendant!n hOC»:lﬂﬁ

e
0y

steulsrly to cvodld Jury triclia,

g » 2 N N b S T S, Dt ey . .
o Fuoan datorview witn ALP. yemsrbor, oo veLr, owskioher i s
2 oy b e o L PN P s $ .0 b ey L
soners an March 17th 19262 the trdsl Jades irn aald cr. dndicioort oo,
. e
Pee
.
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Aottleo) olilo coly L0ld weporter, Cevser, in effect thot he

¢ dant thercin because ho

van concorned chot sadd defendant misht bLave g jury or, asve

[¢]
ot
¥ ]

been aepuites in o jary briol.

- -~y vt -

13, “hat on or aboul Jovenboer 12th 14500 Attoruey Torey Forenan of the

touston, Teuns, uar secome counsel of record for tho defendant (hereiu

P

rlaintif{) in the oforementioncd cr. indictzont Uy usurning thot title

Cwnn oy gmen iyt o A Panmes e T opon 4 P - - P S . iy A wa A
vy onemna of Irsudulent rogresentations cefeadsat 0 Court fyron the

liti ate counsel of record, Atitorncy Asthur &, lance ore of the ¥4

11. That szid Percy Forenen aided I abeted the procacuition in the afore-
ontlonem confincuent gondiliioms o his clioni(raoy) thooush gerlioonce

in that he (Foreuan) aade no lersl noves 1o ollavic-te oo

conditiona alihoe recuestoed to oo cet Ly sald clicutb.

12, Thnt sald Percy Foreman, who hns o his

exzlolited the aforsmenticned confincaent conditions blis

histing u ndor for his own (Forenan's) finiciesl carichs

legal ends sought by the nrosecution therein (o uiliy

a series of, smony other trens;rousions, finicinl frauds
arain cepid client & Court cocunenbed oo followvo:
(a) Un Hovember 1Z2th 1968 Att. Foreuan srecsented 4o his cliont {Bay)

o typed written docusent to sin for his {(Forencato) yotniner {ou,

s A S T S S A A e S

( Sce Fxhibite 1)

~on December 11th 19¢9 Att. Foreman r?presauted to the tri 1 court
vhlle ¢naac11" Ld client to falsze Lweny Lo oo pauﬁcr'm ooth

o o 4 O . - - Y K P R L b
st no woney wos avall -blo o davacoto ool

s

gy ey R SR 3 e gy
LY o UM aas O SAu iy

.

foes. {Tronceript,pp, =227, "ec Uxaibit-C ) ' S

(b)Y On doveaber Z7ta 1663 Att. lovesan ast sabilahing 3 cure, [ B

Polis
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“ratford Hale, of

they unkraotm L0 said client entered
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o3 Feibruary
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s, in Port worth, Teras,

Fortselie Ada

intc porol asvrcums

riead poid client swiluy, throush wubliching ve nturss, L

Ard 1969 A%, Foreran cad sald client entered inso

¢t pursuant to the aforenenitioncd Yoremondliuie

providing that AT, Forempn recoive entire

rracesds thercin 4o defend naid client nt “griel or ftriale™ in o
Shalby county,focnnecsete. «2nld contract uas laoter esended on -1

Haren 9th
soid cliunt

{ Scec Tvhibi

v

“on Februnry

eoart throush
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14. That in testimony given under oath in November 1949 before the 5.3.{]:
Lis. Ct. for the W.D. of Tenn., Menphis division (case no.‘69~?99),sai&:
Percy Foreman in effect admitted he defrauded the trial court and his |
clieat (herein plaintiff) in the aforementioned cr. indiétment through 
the motions he (Foreman) filed, cited‘in count 12 hefein above, by test~.;
ifying in said Dis. Ct. that he & client (Ray) had verbally agresd in |

January 1969 to enter a guilty plea to said cr. indictment. (See FEx~ J)e

15. That plaintiff as defendant in said cr. indictment furnished said
Pefcy Foreman with various items of information pursuaﬁt to a jury tria}
therein, inéluding one phone number in the, Baton Rouge, Louisiana,

area which he (Foreman) either 1) MNegelected to investagate )2 inves-
tagatéd and suppressed the results thereof 3) furnished said information
to the prosecution & his legal associate, the late John J. Hooker sr.

of the Washville bar or, 4) availed said information to his (Foreman's)

.
literary confidents, William Rratford Huie & Gerold Frani.

16.M™at subsequent to plaintiffts plea to the aforementioned cr., indict-
rient (on March 10th 1969) he (plaintiff) indirectly furnished in the

fora of two (2) phone numbers in the, Raton Rouge % New Orleans, area

of, Louisiana, information- including that furnished said, Percy Foreman-
to the late Z.T. Osborn jr. of the, llashville, bar to have investacgated.
"lir. Osborn rerorted the resident listed under the, Baton Rouge, phone
number was a parish official under the influence of a Teamster Union
official in the RBaton Rouge srez; that the resident listed under the,
New Orleans, area was- amnong other things - an agent of a Mideast org-
anization distressed becsuse of Dr., Martiua Luther Xing's reported forth-

coming, hwefore his death, publiic survort of the Palestine Arab cause.

17. That plaintiff would produce exhibit to indicate State agencies, in-
cluding the Tenn. Attorney General's office, were conversant of the .

moterial furnished ss=id, Percy Foreran, cited in counts 15 % 16 herein

s}
]
IaY
.
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'”ltal uzcﬁ.WCﬂ& wnerein ﬂedicanioa xdﬁﬁé 30nas&l was »rcwuribed...a riaen~

13, 5ket sutoenuent to the srch 19tk 1§&9 ylcé hﬁ chewuant (her&ﬁr p*ai*
£} to the aiorementiénaﬁ cr, indictzent plaintiff Wﬂa; on Farch 1}th.
136?,itransfcred to the State ﬁeniteﬂtia%y in, Haéﬁvilla; Qndr£6ft&§it§'
rlaced in the pnnitivé~adminiatrative sedr atio on suildiuu. i
19, Thnt Ql&istiff van shértlyxihareaftefyiﬁfaiéédtﬁy'thén‘Ce;;éc£i§gigi
uomaissiouex for the State of ennessce, Mr, llarry Avery, that 4f he
(plaintiff) suld among other things cease of rforts to over~turn the
aforementionea cuilty plea he (plaintiff) would be releasted fron sagre»

gcation snd treated lize any other ﬁIiSOKEE, Commisaioner Avery aﬂia he was

S bt a

>

speaiing for the 'hizest authorityl

2C. That thercafter vpleintiff Jid not cecse efforts to have said plea

reversed in the courts gnd sabsequently ssid, Harry Avery, announced at
14 ¥

‘a2 news coaference that uvlzintiff would never be rolcastcd from scpregation:

.

as lon;, as he (Avery) wono Tennessests corrscitionts conmisoioner.

Zf. That upos snterday ssid prdson Hlaiatifd hnd recurring severe nose
vlecede, which were first panifested in the Shelby county,’eonn., jail,aﬁé':
whick on two{2) occassionz reoquired aedicial treatuent in the aegregatioaf
buiicing ior reliasf zuch s oa:ulative»in3ect1033,cct.ec£...a prisbg :
physician zttriwuted this conditioa to the {ypo counfinemsat plaintiff

L)

wos inearcerstcd uncer in spdd Shelby cousty J=il, a lack of natural sir,
b s

22, That 3isintiff during sald perioc,described in count 21, also exper- :

i;&éﬁw astlacus 0?

P S G 8 e i .

ooprin ond 9n 0B (Q) cccassion required hoci-

siysicinn attriboted this confition to ‘he type confinement plaintiff

*

vas orbietln . wader both in oaid Shelby couzt 2 TONNe,y jail rnd later ihe
Cnlasl, chiel oo lecbor vda moosd s oy 1on,.
: Qt?o E
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Ave #ddlici Leolarsy, adainistrative oo “;sﬁant to ihe Gov, of Teon. hed

 &de Iuat dn lbe, Pelros, daslivutica plaielill wos ccufimc; An C-llioci o

R

2%, fnat medicizl stlcereicon fov »lcoinlifii's ntgycescrdlbed in counts

Py

%i % 22 herein~above,was Irequently delayew uncer tho puise of eecurdty

by defendaat, Hose, then a deputy wardon,

24e ‘That thercalter plaointiff setitioncd the Y.8. Dis.ct. for the ¥.D. of

Tenn. (lon. $illilen 2. ¥llcr,nresiding) for coafincment relief; the

court granted & hearing (Civil actlon n0o.2530, Jan. 301K 19 JO) ﬂ*d %he*e—

e
3
o3y
(o}
2
Ia
6]
t ®
[¥e]
o
5
ot
o
<3
[
2
H
(5]
[}
I
14

on'z comissioner, Harry Avery, :‘.’hc}had bezn (’d%;’»-?>

miszed from that wposition »rier to sold heardng, tectificsd that he zad,

c

-

met before pledlntifd had Lleaded ou1¢VJ Qoler the afurvkentionec ux. 13—-‘

ER

dictment nnd decided he (plaintiff) would u;an enterin: the State-of-?émn;

srison systea be coanfined in punitive-adminisirative scpregeigon... Yr.

Avery offered a written document to sungort anid testisony to jurtiiy -

ais dctgan“ in the metter but the court raled ssic docuweal inadrissable.s
¢

25, Thét Tenn. Corrcction's com issioner, Yr. Laks Pussell, who mucceed
¥r. Avery, testified in effect 2t sald NMic.gt. hesring thst he (Pussell)
|

intended sew~e*ﬁt1ﬂg plaintiff until his litisation was tnr:zﬂrieé.

26. That Judge Miller granteé olaintiff liaited rcliel in said hearing
under a “Consent Decre e" vut shortly Lhereaiter under the gulse of sec-

urity the defendante cuspended portions or the relief ordersd; and therce -

fter cue to trivial harrasszent plaiutiff was compelsd to dissontinue the

3

reliefd order in toto.

?. That in April 1970 plaintiff wos t;anszereu ﬁd'&he *Gdd‘

penitentiary in Potros,xcnﬂe»see.

‘ -

-.-.--uo.u--—&—u—u

thercin worked in quarters housing the more wiclopt Lrona I nuuurz; an L

)

, nd o viniaent

% et
o

“‘t
e

well ax haviag yrrcdo plghts with, o
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" Warden of said, Petros; institution end he (i'oore) shortly therc&ff&fi"'

- R A e ™ . : . . \ o .
State Jenitcntia”v in ;amhville, and forthrith Aoceod in Unit=6, the

29« That in lhe first quarter of 1971 r. Robert U. llsore wgs arnolinted

o ¥l

fased out all forms of escprepation by Riock in the pricon.-

30. Theat in ¥ay 1971 plaintiff was transfered to A-flock snd therenfter

wvas under absoluiely no foras of segregetion in snid institution, protecs .

tive or sccurity, uatil the orison was closed in July, 1?7?.

31+ Thot on or about July 22ad 1972 plaiutiff ves transfered back to the |

o KA e b

segregation building.

: € _
nred bofore the srison

32. That on or about July 2Bth 1972

classificaticn boord cemposed of fornmer, Fetras, Uarden (e Robort i,

!

' “oore) ﬁnv defendant( Tovert torford) of the, Nashville, zrison mnd thers-

% ]
in saiq board releasted plelntiff, with aporoval of the Yarden {(defondant

4

Home),into the general pvrison ?mﬁnlabimn pibtor pleintlis Iollioved maison

nolicy of signing e uowumont 4equawui g oand taldag raaééuhluwli*y for

release into the genersl prison pozuletion.

33. That on cor about August Ist 1972 nioliatifl vas called of1 the maln
“"icgn vard to the operatlons ofsice and given o Jocuzent by Jdefoudaat,

sorford, reading that plaintiff was Leing resegredated because of previous

sscape cttsapts. ( See Exiibit- L ).

> nJ4o T%kt niaia%t‘fwthew requv sted fram d@f@mQAAt torford, o spealt with

' the %&rden defeﬁuant Wose, about the confinencnt aatter ané?théréuponl

~defendmnt, houc, vervolly “ve on assortuent of re-sons fur the renei o= o

o

gation of olaintifl, «uony others in efsect 2o follovwa:

-

(a) tho nowspapers nirlit find reosoms to critise the vﬁwini"tiaw

¥

if nlaintiff wac roleasted into the srison nopuls Lima ﬂud et Yo

Lacleent ook slaco.

vp-u Qe
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