[ )

(b} tuvcs ﬂrcSufﬁtiﬁﬁ Siatntlif in Une sforoucnbioned an.
hoouns inearcerated unfer were sgitsted tetaltse 2% his(Wayts)
ttexat* to oblain a Jury trial .thﬁlOlﬁ Acndqt&at plaihtiff;migﬁt'

be rﬂleuhteﬂ frow »crgc@utian if L teraincted hiz iitigatlion,

~~
o
‘ot

't h: (Rose) was ordersd by Yhigher authéruty' to resegvevaté 1

Tlis
1 2intifi.

/ ’ PR B
55. 'ihat defe:dant, Rose, thea assured plzintiff he would bo relcacsted
from se;regatiéon aiter approximabtely two (&) wmonths LI the, Petros, inptiiw
ution was not reopencd within that éariod; and that‘whilerplaintiff'vas'

coniined in tie sesregation building he would be groated the yelief speci-

fied in the aforementioned order iszued by Dis. Judge, Williom %, Miller.

36. That thereafter oleintiff was confined and did workx in the segresation

iiding and on regugst wae §Erﬁittedtt0:“9 to a smull enclosure (v”r~)

o g
o

behdind sald cullding for exercise =nd t crcln ainsle with other orisocaers

.-v----—-—--—~...-~.un-.--~~~-—¢.~- -

serving rulc violstion sontences.

to assvalt from inssten thoen osny

™

7. Thaat the pludntiff is 20 more sudject
Giher srisouer in the institution; if the plaintiff wes sutvject to assusit
1t wouid be fron the Statse wiich has accest to his tweatly-four hours nex

doy regsuardless of his convinement aguorters

Z2. Thot in Sestenber or ctowm“ of 1372 pleintiff was advised by Mr. Eduin

Aayes {a nrisosn cuployoe) and Hob Snecd 470613 (a2 convict counselor) that

vhe  crients ollien hed dndaroed theo thnt the Covernor of Tenuesnes {(Ho

ﬁlafielé“Uﬁnn?“hﬁﬁ“;c_scLaiiy‘0rderua pleintiff into seg rogation.

‘.

e hiat theresiter durin. zn lu”ﬁhCﬁiOﬁ ~of tha secgregation building by
Sefoedpat, Loturell, o1o3alif0 weo dodoracd upoe dinauipy that he (Luttrall)

iotended Top the courte Lo deside when plaintiif wae relecsted frouam gegresmi

(T R Lo D10
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10, ihat din réé?once’to a letier fron plaintiff‘dated‘January'ﬁnd;;x

1973 tie oifice of the Covernor of,.Zennessce, deniec knowledge of

plaintiff's confinenmcnt circuastances in the prison. (See Rxhibit~M§;':

H1. “hat on oy 1st. 1972 durins & nows conference Teinessee’s JOVerw
nor, lion.iinsield Dunn, endorsed ihe herein alleged confinesent cond-
itbons being practiced by State correction officials asainst plaintiff,

i
/
i

42+ That cfier serving approxisately four (4) sonths, until Dec. 1972, . 3

in the Segregation building and not bein; releasted into the feneral

erison populastion, -zd the prograr niomised by Qefen&@ﬁ;(ﬁ@;g} un§ef i
sudge ?hllér's aforczentioned order beling gradually subverted’by'prison* ‘
orfleials =llcgin, securdity consideration, plaintiff returned to lock-v

up status. | ;3

LZ. That 1t is & tectic of State correction ¢fficials to arbitrarily
coniing a prisoner in saogrezation uniil he comnite an overt act then
justify »rior & continued sejregation by reason of sald act.

44, “hot in January 1973 plaintiff protested, zlonz wiih othiers vnrisoners
in segregation under questionabvle clircumstonces, by refusing all meals

and throwing said meals back on~-to the wslR.

15. Taat thereafter, approxiuately four (4) days zfter plaintiff had
vezun reiuzing meals defendant, Morford, entered nlaintiff's cell and £

orcered Lim out Lo be taken to the 'hole', vhen plaintiff turned to retrive

Gy srdord, runchec plaintifif in the back of the head and

L T R 1T
SR S 01 4 1 15 AR VIR OF LI

~gonsealed nearby and pleintiil was then transported to

the 'hole'. ' . ~ ' o . ',;

142 N -~ - 3 o . -, ~ o B " AP IR NI Y 3 2 . . . .
‘not scveral deys therecfier on bolng tronsfered waschk to the so_regu~

. Trad

-

tion building Irom the 'hole' plaintiff, who had had a tooth broken off
earlier, was required to wailt sporoxinately tiree (3) wecks Defore receve-
ing dental treataent on erderts of defendant, Morford.

,PQ“.
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ordcr to_show caugse lssued by said coéurt; therei n Arsstd Att. Gen. W. Henry

N

47, That on or abont February 22s¢, 1973 plaintiif was transfered to

anothor wmore restrictive sosregotion bunilding (unit-1)-and in the Process ﬁ

numerous items of personsl vioperty wes conliscited or destroyed,es 31»506;33

to cozply with unit-1 rules, as-follows: lognl booke; founy shaving ku1p~ﬁ

~ent, sct.zect.

48. That rrisoners in the present susrepation builuing (unite1) are sub-
jected to a uliiude oi petty % serious lneguities in comparison with the

regular prison wopulation zs follows:

(a). ciotary reutrictions.
w:‘&‘fto’diof ;-:(;ﬁi-—l

" (b) hygienic reec trlgtions. ' B .

Ak -

(¢) denial of recreation actives; schabllution grogreass

aw library; coamissary puschnses, sct.scte

¢

4G, “hat ‘plointiff is now c¢vaisting under bqlit*r ce-.;r:*
i . ' . ' o e s e .
sader pricise interpretation of thal phraze 1n thet in ¢oncort with balng

transfered to unit-1, in Fem. 1273, orders were pul iulo olfsct by ithe

{
!

Verdent!s ofiice denying »lalntiff zesociation will ooner »isopers, svea

on the sesre;ation buildinz yard. (Sce Sxhibit= ).

50. ‘hat the plaintiff has now wveen ilhcarcerated in tho Tennesgee nrieon :
syxsten in excess of five (35) yrs, ~ﬁd sxcest for the dnterdude in the

Petros instituiion, where .he wordens were more indep.ondsnt, couilueuint
cond itiona.u4ve become progresaively moye ORCrous, and ;laintiff«cﬁnaot
receive/equity fromkthe pric con cisciplinary bcard, xhibh_is suppose to :
safe guard prisoners due process, sincs ihe arden's oflice cém cnd freg-
Juently hag overruled saild bozrd when the-bosrd ralos fhvnv“qu Lcr_inmﬂtaa.';
51, fhat‘on or\about June 12th 137 counms rcprvaﬁntin;”gléiniiff? Sy,
Feruara ;ensﬁ;rgald,Aargusq Belose e U 8,0is.0t. op the VLD, GT.‘Gﬁﬁ.

for relicf from said corfinement (See civil acticn no. 7006) under an

Huile reprecsenting the Tenn. correction comuldssioner's oéfice made various

.12,
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/
isrecresentotlions of material facts to he court, eub ject to

as followss

Hedlee (1) ihe nlaintiff has attemnucd tc cscepe scven tines fronm
and twiced attecpted
institution.

oo

the Missouri penitentiary (p.14) 3
to escape from the Frushy Mountain (Petros)
| (3+29) T s

Facﬁf ~ 'hoth of these ropreseﬁtations Are nus brlCdlly iulsaﬁ

the pleintiff was_ not _in the gcneral »ris son.. population

15 & 12)

'8 :
Heolle- (2) ]

at the Brushy Mountein institution. (p

Facte "the plointifi was in the generel population at the Lrushy

Mountain inztitution bepiuing lay,1971; also, appzrently

the court has been mislesd resvecting this matter in the

Crafton case. (p.15)

the plaiatiff uould have the run of the entire segrega-
tion building (umit-1) ant a chaasce to mect more vrison-

”~
\N
N

Halle-

“ers.e {(1.13)
211 of vhom hove asked for

"prisoner worklng in unit-l
protection, arc releasted fronm the sir celle for S20T0Yi-

nately one(1) hour taree times per day at meal time to

elp fead the other prisoners & clesn the Plocky they
are rectricted during said one (1) hour pcriods,cxccgt
when working on wa Kﬁ with officers, to an arca apzro:

50 feet; further, under the special rules of

rad "f

imately Z0x
unit~1, workers therein could he placed in the thole!
0 oY

¢ fros thedr Job 1L ceught either talking to

dimmisaed
unit

WOXRLGQ ledhurs o IOVQLE‘ ouna th 3.

o o s 1 5 et 0 A ot . s A

~

¥as rcﬂe*r:;ateu-after teing releacsted
lcl. viO "‘:. (‘f-:b &thf

the plaintiff v
'caulon. (p.da) :

(&)
two(2) duys inte ths
Qad Locn no chaage da HLB cla;s

Haile=
peueral
A ohd

theiw
“the plaintlfl was relcauted into the gencral population
four () doys vy o classification board consisting '
Jountain Warden, Robert Y. Yoors; and
‘orford, of the Hashvilie prisone:

Facte

@A ; x-
A UEEE RS S £ 02 o LTUERY

Feod o aonesabty Wardon, Noberi
e p"‘}‘
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(b)) vuvofendsnts, Pack,

That the defendants are pullty of the violutions ao folibwsr'”?‘
Fose aad doryfoprd of the :a}lJuin’ vivlation

aefendants, Luttroll,

(1) ot :zding rremaulent représéﬁtationm to the Dis, Cie kroufh
' the Tenn, Att. Gen's, office in the ‘xareaentiaucd civil cuit
(nc.?uﬂs) in order to prolang;pl intiff's lock-up in solitary

con neacnt.

Bt i

i

[ €2) ¢f arbitarily vits salicious insont withholding timely mediciel

trectzent from plaintiff.

(3) 0of attempiing to impair plointisf health with the gnpr&val*“
. of the -resent Covernor of the State of Tennessecs

(4) of arbitfarily aenping plainiiff cccest to prison Law llibrary.

nd Helle of the followlas violationos

of naking cegilgent sinronre: Va»ation“ to the Uis. ct. in
rs_uii: ( =0 .?u{}l:) .

(1
the afore.sasiticaned civil

of being econversznt with, includisy neterial cilted in couns )
16 herein above, crculatory svideace vesucoltluyg plainiiff o
the defendant in ihe aforementloncd cr. indlict:zent throuph
their client, the att. the fifteaath Jueleisl lds,
to thedr vested interests are

of Tenn., and {sic) cthoy oviag
onpressive convinsnent conditions

snd msinteindin
vlalntifs

Gen. for

atvocntling
srainst plointiff =0 os to cuntruct & discourags
cupcisdny his cconste ri ht Lo appellant review under

from

Bald Cra i&dictsaat.’

(¢} ofendate astin. coll. ctivily o ithe violntions as follovs:

-deyprive plaintiff of his const,.
piont ( clvil & nedoral) Ly srbictrarily reinstitusing,witha
an expressed naallce <icect Uowsrd plalutiff, onureesive cone ”1éy
: i der Lo influence & subvert rledntifts

fiuu*cui»ca siionn in o
Lt asoremeniionev ¢r. indictment he is 1ncar-

57(1)Ajaf,hotlnﬁA1- ccllaalou to.

w
)«i

deeleions in L

ceralod under nd {= ir) ouqtsuﬂﬁ J“mtice.

of asting in collucion 1o eswwvest he azrcemeats in the afore-

civ:l euit (u20.55 00

mencvionegd

3_3.1[(0 |
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53. That the plaintiff is eﬁtitled to exemplary damages'becgﬁse déf;_';
endants should be taught that their hereinabove described 6§eration‘i§'75¥f
repugnant and violative if public policy as evidenced among other ways,‘
by National péliticial figures & ﬁedia editorialists not infrequently
pointing self;rightous fingers at\what they allege'to be inequities in
other countries corrections & Legél sysbéms; futthermore, fhat it is
1ega}iy reprehensible for the State to resort to the same legal tactics
when&arbitrarily holding a prisoner undef o?pressive confinement cond-

itions as they do in controversial cr. suits, i.e., procrastinate for

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

a public address on Sept. 20th 1973 refered to as "...forcing them (cr.
defendants) to wait endlessly while memories grow dim and witnesses move

or die. —

©
-

54. Taht as a proximate result of the defendants tactics and their pred-
ecessbrs plaintiff has not only been falsely imprisoned for a crime he
didn't commit, as interpreted under the Anglo-Americen Extradition Treaty,
and therein subjected to unnecessarily oporessive confinement conditions
but several of thoes allégedly representing him, particularly said Percy
Foreman, have also exploited'this cOnfinement‘situtatibn for personal &

prosectorial interests.

WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands a judgmeht from the defendants for punitive
démageS/of five hundred thousand dollars; and prays the honorable court'
overlook any technical deficientcies in this complaint until Counsel can
prefect‘same since plaintiff is denied accest to the prison Law Library,

and (sic) cannot research remedial Law.

mesef&q(iLY%ZLZ? /72&4
_Stat;{on-A (/ ' #‘(‘M?ﬂ

Nashville,Tenn.37203.

P.15.
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.Sfa in Era Con

By THEODORE SHABAD

‘The New York Times News Service

MOSCOW — The public re-
cantation by two Soviet dissi-

7" dents has renewed the issue
" . of political ' confessions that

- was dramatized by  Arthur
* Koestier in his 1540 novel
. “Darkness at Noon.”

The basic question Is, what

set of circumstances can

possibly  induce presumably
strongwilled  dissenters —

' ~ political opposition in the Seo-

viet Union is not for the weak
— to avow such a total change

-of mind and heart as Vikter

A. Krasin "and Pyoir Yakir
did at a widely publicized
news conference Wednesday.
Yakir, a 50-vear-old
historian, end Krasin, a 44-
year-old economlst re-

“iterated festimony gwen at

their trial the previous week

~that they had damaged the

interests of the state’ ny

publishing an underground

- typewritten newslefter, ‘the

..+ well-known: Chronicle of Cur-

rent Events, and by main-

. taining links with anti-Soviet
- organizations abroad,

-

Y1 would like to emphasize,"”

said Yakir, the son of a pro- .

minent general purged under

Stalin, “that it was not fear
. of punishment that led me *

“to.acknowledge my guilt and

_to recant, but realization of

the harmfulness of my acts, -

a realization that did not come
overnight, but after long soul-
searching.”
Krasin, speaking in- the
same even tone, as if reciting

Behind the News

. a rehearsed text, in the glare

‘of klieg lights 'before raore
than 200 Soviet and foreign
newsmen, said:

" ¢1 want the Soviet and
foreign public to kuow that
our behavior in the investiga-
tion and at the trial was the
result of a yethinking of our
past errors that led us to
these crimes, and that any

. suggestion. of the wuse of

pressure, threats or illegal
methods against us is devoid
of all foundation.”

There is obviously no imine-
diate way of establishing
whether the metamorphosis of

"the two men is genuine or

a - carefully disguised sham

sentence for their dissident
activities. They were given
a term of three years’ confine-
ment to be followed by
another three years’ endorsed
rosidence. in a remote par:
of the country, instead of the

maximum combined sentence .
- of 12 years. ‘
AltHough the sincerity of v

. their . repudations necessarily
remains. an - open  question,
enought is known - from :the

-z

Stalin purges to suggest that

day-in, day-out cajoling and

intimidation can gradually

wear down the psychelogical
resistance of a prisoner, as
Koestler has shown in his

- book.
Similar methods were u=ed .

in the controversial “expldna-
ation” sessions at the end of
the Korean war in late 1953,
when Chinese and* North
Koreans sought to persuade

Communist prisoners of war -

to choose repatriation.

The method appears fo have
been particularly effective
when used by skilled inter-
rogators operafing witkin a
well defired ideological frame-
work and appealing to the
sense of patriotism, the feel-
ing of loyalty to one’s coun-
try, and moral obligation {o
fellow citizens,

- The impact produced by a

carefully focused ideological .

persuasion might be further
enhanced by p!a5 ing on any

- designed to earn a reduced™ personal weaknesses of the-

accused. Yakir, for example,
was known to be a heavy
drinker, and some dissidents
have sugge‘sted that he gave
information to interrogators
only after having beea
hospitalized twice for depriva-
tion of alcohol. -

Reported _interrogations of

members of Yakir's family,

including his daughter,
Ikrina, may also have played

«a role in persuading Yakir to

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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eooperate with the authoities.

Although there appears to
be some superficial similarity
between the Yakir-Krasin re-
cantations and the publie con-
fessions of the great Stalin

purge trials, there are also
‘signiticant ditterences. ;

The defendants iz the trials
of the 1930's confessed to fan-
cied acts of conspiracy afier
they had been confronted with
charges that were later offi-
cially declared to have been
without foundation.

Yakir and Krasin, cn the
other hand, were weil known
as politcial pppositionists, and
at least some of the activities
they now declare to have been
1‘.:egal, such as meetings with
foreigners, can be cor-
vohorated by any of the
western newsmen who receiv-
ed dissident news items from
them.

But the tantalizing ques*lon .

of what makes such men re-

cant still leaves unanswered .
the broader issue.of why the.

Soviet Union feels compelled

to root out its tiny d1<=1den

group.
The apparently ‘overwhelm-
ing preoccupation with even

the  slightest political opposi--
-tion seems to reflect an inner

insecurity -and a fear that . .

disaffection may spread and.

ultimately undermine the

structure of the Soviet system, ..
“as vow conceived by xts

Ieaders.

: ."‘v_ .

"
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revenue to be derived from the writings of Wm. Bradford

Huic. These ave my own property unconditionally.

However, you have heretofore duthorized and requested
me to negotiale a plea of guilty if the State of Tenunessece
through its District. Attorney General and with the ap-
proval of the {rial judge would waive the death penalty.
You agreed to accept a sentence of 99 yecars. ’

It is contemplated that your case will be disposed of
tomorrow, March 10, by the above plea and zentence. This
will shorten the trial considerably. In consideration of
the time it will save me, I am willing to make the follow-
ing adjusiment of my fee arrungement with you:

If ihe plea is entered and the sentence accepted and no’

cmbarassing circumstances take place in the court room,
I am willing {0 assign to any bank, trust company or in-
dividual selected by you all my receipts under the above
assiznment in excess of £165,000.00. These funds over and
above the first £163,000.00 will be held by sueh bank, trust

company or individual subject to your order.

I have either spent or obligated myself to spend in ex-
cess of $14,000.00, and I think these expenses should be
paid in addition to a $150,000.00 fee. I am sure the ex-

“penses will exceed '*lo 000.00 but I am willing to rest on

that figure.
Yours truly,
/s/ Perey Foreman
/s/ James Farl Ray ’
PF-4 .

2025 RELEAS

R



Ly -
Exhibit 4
(11/22,69)

Shelby County Jail
Memphis, Tennessee ,

T
i s

: November 12, 1968 &
Hon. Phil Canale, Jr.
. ' Distriet Attorney General

Shelby County Court House

;\_Iemphis, Tennessee

Sheriff William Morris

Shelby County Court House

Memphis, Tennessce

Judge W. Preston Battle
Circuit Judge

Shelby County Coiirt House
; Memphis, Tennessee

i

Geutlemen:

You are holding as evidence in the ease of The State of
Tennessee v. James Barl Ray a 1967 White Mustang auto-
mobile and a Remington rifle. I have this day assiemed
: , and by this letter do here now assign them to Perey Fore-
: man, my attorney, of Iouston, Texas, as his property
absolutely. At the conelusion of my trial, he will request

delivery of these items to him or his order. This is your
authorization and my request that yvou give them to hinu

Réspcctfully yours,

/8/ James Earl Ray

E UNDER E.O. 14176




December 18; 1968

. o ’ < JAMES EARL RAY

THE COU'RT»: Aright, Mr, Foreman, I ‘Oe};ieve(;tbout: & month
ago I asked you to give me a report on your
progress in the matter about this time.

- MR, FOREMAN: Yes, your Honor., Mgy it please the Court,
vhen I ceme into this case on the 10th of November,
the arteruc;on, I had no intention or plans or ‘

- expectations of being, I vaé ‘committed to many

' Courts, however', it came to me a.s‘my duty both

to ny profession and to my man, to accept the

~case, I have sPenf. most of the time, more than

‘i’.hree fourths of the 4time since I was comnitted

to this to arrange my docket so that I would

have time for this cese, All of the Courts in

s Texas both Federal snd State have deferred to
ry responsibilities in this case. However, the
tirst two weeks of the effort from the 12th of
November, maybe a few dajs longer than tha't;
were dedicated to ettempiing to get the results
of the investigation of the co'unsél in the
case sheed of myself. I eventually received
e trensmittal of what reported to be an inves-
tiéation acconpanied with a letter stating that,

of course most of the investigation is in the

& 9,
" .
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hxind 61’ the lawyer and the, regardless of vhat
L o | ‘ m&y hé.ve been stated or mey have been printed
. - abouf the case being ready for trlel, your
ﬁonox‘, in ny experience and my Judgment, the
case vas not and is not and will be a miracle
~4f 1t is ready for trial on March 3rd. I
wes furnished a list of some 360 witnesses
'?Vw »:.:;:f, »«-;by&heSprosécution. I was told that 90 to
. 95 would probably be all that woﬁld he us_;d
but I was not given the names of those 90 to
.. 95 so that I am relegated to attempting to . | &
contact and .I have made arrangements to that
| end to the be#t of my ebility, your Honor.
| Mw it please the Court, there is no money -
“‘vha'.tever available in this case for either
' _invéstigating expenses 6r attorney fées as ?t '
- now, There have been numeroﬁs offers by
I ‘ bublicatibns., magazines and vriters to under-

write the fees of this défendant but nmost of

1 e s s et - & e s it i bkl ¢ g o enmmma e e 4

" them have & hook in them. I am not willing
at this late period of my life to prostitute
‘ ",‘ principles that I hold dear in defense of &
tilorough case to a pandering press and it
‘A mey be that .there will be an arrangement
under ;rhich these can be aveilabl~ but they

'd1d not induce me to come into this case and

S s bt e

I ok bl

LI TR : H k v

A AR v .
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thet have to be @swered under oath so raise
your right hand, "Do you solemnly swear that

N 'jou will truthfully ‘answer t.he questions
as;ked you sbout your indigency at this time?"

DEFENDANT: Yes, Sir. '

THE COUZB’I;: Alright, you can put down your hand.‘ Do
you have ary money or property avallsble t§
neke a;railable for fhe investigation of your

case and for the expenses of so investigating?

'DEFENDAWT: Mo, Sir. o —

| THE COURT: Alright, you cen be seated. . .
MR, DWYER: Your Honor, do we héve the right to esk him
"am' questions _a.bout his indigency?
TKE COURT: ‘No, Sir, X can handle that x‘wself.
MR, DWYEﬁ: Thank you, your %onor.
-THE COURT: Mr, Forema;n, I think the reqixirements of
_ this case are peculiar in that as I observed
. . -once before we have some 360 potenfial witnesses,
They are scattered over North America and Europé.'
" You as I understand it practice elone,
MR, FOREMAN: Yes, your Honor. v
. THE COURT: I thimk that we have here one of the finest
Public Deferder's Offices as I know snything
ebout., They have the necessary expertise
and the necessary policy of any I know of.

They don't nerely put up a token defense,

263
* - . : . ) —27.. ..
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HIZ SLEW THE DREAMER

the psychiatrists in Missourt who had examined Ray told me:
“From what we know of him it’s hard for us to believe he was

apable of the initiative requited to commit such a crime. We have
to believe that he was directed.” ;

So in what T wrute in September | supported conspiracy, My

articles were vselul in that ¥ presented Ray as a human being, and
1 revealed places he had been and things he had done which the
FBI didn’t know about. The FB1 dido't even know that he had
plastic surgery until T told them. But all that doesn’t justify my
mistake of plugging conspiracy. Sare there may have been con-
spiracy in the strictly legal sense that onc or two othier men’ may
have had prior knowledge. But not in the sense that so many peo-
plc want to believe, or that T impliced.
“Now T wish that 1 had never gone into this case at all. A Jot of
nonsensce is being talked about the value of my rights to “the
story.” The story is of relatively little value because it's only the
story of another Oswatd, another Sirhan, another twisted nut who
kills a famous man 1o get en television, That's all there is to it
I'm geing to complete a book for what it's worth, and try to pre-
sent a true picture of a twisted nut and all the damage he can do.
But far from making any moncy, I don’t expect to get back what
I will have spent. :

And speaking of mistakes, T believe you've made one. This is
not your sort of case. You let them get you to Memphis where
the old fire horse couldn’t resist another race to the fire. But a week
after you begin trying to work with Ray you'll know that there
is no defense, and yowll be as sick of the cuse as Hanes was. You
did Art a favor by replacing him; you just haven't realized it yet.

Mr. Foreman liked my three-way contract with Ray. All he
wanted was for Mr. Hawes to et out so he could have what Mr.
Hanes had had. “I like the idea of owning 60 percent of anc of your
books,” he said, “while you own only 40 percent. So you get Hanes
out and let me in, then, goddam it, get to work and write us a good
book and make us a good movie and make vs some money.”

“I don’t mind you having the money,” 1 said. “But your client
hasn’t met his obligations. I want to know how, why and when he
decided to kill Dr. King.”

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

p.192
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BOA SOUNLH TDART ALILDING

March 9th, 169

Mr. James Earl Rly, ‘ _—
Shelby CO"‘LY Jail :
Menpais, lcnneaseec ‘

r-

Dear James EBarl:

You have herctofere assigned to me all of your
royaltics from macagine arulcles, boo¢,‘m0t10ﬁ pictufe or
other revenuce to be derived from the writings of Wm. Irad-

”.

However, you have herctofore authorized and
quested me to negotiate & plea of guilty if the St
-]

4

@ Uy 0

Sta
Tenncssce thLOJgh its District Attorney General and will
the approval of the trial judge would waive the death
alty. You agreed to accept a sentence of 99 years.

o

'S oty

It is contemplated that your case will be di
posed of toworrow, March 10, by the above plea and sent
This will shorten the trial COﬂuldO” bly. In- ccn51cb
of the ¢time it will save me, I am wiliing to make the
lowing adjustment of my fee arrangement with you:

cnce
‘Jl G-}
0l -

")f‘) C" 0

If the plea is entered and the sentence accepte
and no enbarassing circumstances take place in the cours
roon, I am willing to assign to any bank, trust company
individual sclected by you 2ll my receipts under the atove

assignmeat in excess of $165,000.00. These funds over and
above the first %$165,000.00 will be held by such bank, t
coupIny or 1ndiv1dua1 subject to your order.

-

I havo cither spent or oblizated myself to spend
in excess of $14,000,00, arnd T think these expensas should
3 Iy
be paid in gudltlo“ £o a £150,000.00 fee. I am sure the ex-
penses will cxcced $15, OuO 00 but I am willing to res%t on

that figure.

Youns truly,

> \ |
Q’/ /L_/ - /i/r"' /\/v/\/ /’\”'\—Q-:a—-.w,
e w/ 7 N
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h FILED ~22245 g .[BZJ
3. A, PLACKVELY, CLEXK
31,45459 iththD" .

SRS

IN THE CRIHINAL COUnT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE .
D1visxon IIXY

STATE OF TENNESSEE | o}

Vs. | No. 16645 and No. 16819
JAMES EARL RAY, i R
) Defendant ]

_‘TO SAID HONORABLE COURT: ‘ | \

_ WNMES NOJ, James Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled

_end numhéred causes presently pending on the docket of this
Court and files this Motion to fermit a photographer of his
selection to take phctographs of said defendant ‘for the pur -
pose of obtaining funds with which to pfepare for thé.trial of

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

‘ pectfully show said Honorable Court:

| | I
Defendant is advised that there is a cémmercial value to |
a series of pictﬁrgs if they can be made availab&e as exclusive
to a picture mégazine‘énd that this value is respectively either
§3,000.00 or &5,000.00. | |
. _ II. ‘ A
That there is insufficient money available'tq bring neceésary

- witnesses from other States and other Countries, unless this re- -
quest be granted. That, if granted, all‘such monies derived from i
the sale of said pictures, will be expended in the actnal prepa-

- ration for trial and the trial of said case or cases. That Defen~
dant 1is withcuﬁ funds or nﬁnetary rescurces with which fo prepdre
his case properly for trial; unless these funds be made available@

| | 111, v
| Defendant says that the taking of a great number‘of photo -~

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

a4 that would comprise the selection for publication, and this wWould

require a cons iderab]e pbriod of time for tho photonrapher to pxau“,

£)(6:bﬁ'f‘ o

b
R .
’é”“"ﬂ‘ﬁ“"‘ ,‘

gty EOE e
Rt e
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IN THu CRIMINAL COURm OB 6HLLBY COUNTY, TFNN 5SEL

~ L ;_;; T DIVISION 111: . 6: ‘(’é {me
S R LR | § D AGEIBLLy CLERE.

. STATE OF TENNESSEE
”Vs;‘ff' 4
| JAr-ms EARL RAY

-_—
.o
%
<

L2

NOS. 16645 and 16619

T S

MDTION TO DESIGNATE COURT REPORTERS AND PROVIDE FOR
THEIR COHP NSATICN BY THE STATE OF TENNESSEE

TO SAID HONCRABLE COURT:

COMES NOW, James Earl Ray, Defendant in the above styled
and numbeyed causes and files ihié Motion to Designate»Couft
Reportersvénd to enter an order that will proiide for the pay~.

. ment of their fees: by the State of Tennessce; and, in support ‘ ‘?i
of said motion would respectfully show the Court as follows, to~ .
wits '. | : | o |

. Said Deféndant has heretofore testified in open court to\ 
the-faétvthat he is gh 1ndigent~person and has been so adjﬁd-‘
| 1catéd by this Court; and, pursuant to Said.finding this Court
~ has appointed the Public Defender of Shelby County to act as

~ counsel for said Defendant. Co-counsel, Percy Foreman, admit =

 ted for the purpose of appearing in the above cases has réceived":

no fee and does not contemplate that he will receive any such |

fee.for his appearanue hereine | B T LT
This mation'isAfiled pursuant to the profisions of the Ten- _-,i

' nessee uode of Criminal Procedure, Articleg no-?ozg through hO-;_;;;ﬁ

.  20&3 inclusivb, the same being Chapter 221 of thc Sesions Laws';f;f;j
".Ljffg of the Legislature of the State of Teﬁnesgee, Acts of 1965, which ;?{

: u‘;& g1ve the Court the power and authority to grant all of the relief ‘
‘tfffiherein prayed for, and, in the opinion of the att Orneys for this

 %§5De£endant makb the granting of such relief mandatoryfjfj

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



/ .
description of this defendant at all and

would be very material evidence if i vere
on the jury and I think the Trial Judges
‘and trial lawyers would-knov that such
naterial testimony‘would be ma£erial and -
ve think ve are entitléd to produce it .
the only way that we can. I will get to.
" the $5,000 in o minuté, your Honor.
‘ THE COURT" I imagine we will get to & ﬁumber of
7 .. - things in a fev minutes. | |
-MR. FOREMAN: At eny rate, I will diépose'of th;t

. .
&t this time. Your Honor, that $5,000

is oh depggit in s bank.in another, in &
'trusf fund and the expense of this>casev
-4f i¢ were té come within,.from.the défense
L ~ stendpoint, if it vere to come within the’
- $5,000, it would be séme merit to the argu-
ment of Mr. ﬁwyer but the expense, ac£ua1 .
out of pocket expense for the triel of thié
- éase, if we are relegated to dbringing wit-"
nessés here for the defense alone, will ruﬁ
a $so,ooo or $100,000, your Honor; and ve
. intend to report to the Court and to give
the Court cancelled checks for every item
of expense in this case if the.Court will

recelve and review them bvecause.l went it

eaid at the conclusion o{hihis tria} that

i PR

’ . t\‘
e N N . . . B ; . . [ RTI :
R f : i s e . Lo .
@ 6% . - ‘ ! e e R L U R ¥ S T et
. " s - L H e : - . . Ty
o . . 4 G . . . v R4 " .
ST ’ X - N I e‘} ) S o " ; . coL
" N » . . g e . N .
I S Lo Ca L o o " ’ ;

9. ‘7-1.‘]
wJ'@ LI . o S ‘ w0
"y i bt - :
SN e L ug wv«ﬁr mew “‘P"’#’Mﬁ#%mﬂ ww.»- Tt me.mwm. *m‘,, et e PR
B i v "“-‘d“.‘
o R Y L NI W T P LW & A s I S TR ! Lk
v RS s s, S o TR ks PR N . ‘k. .4.L ﬂ#wmu&rwqu*m s nit i
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/ |
1414 rot recelve axything for ny port of 3”&', T
| this case and it is true that this 35,000 |
B e thet he speakﬁ of was peid. It wvas due

under a previous contract between the

previous atforney, the defendant aﬁd Mr.

Fuie and Mr. Hule osked permission to

psy 1t but that's all thet has beea paid,

your Honor, and 8s_of today 1 have no +~

“Areasonuto Fglievc that anythinc clse will
; be puid It was elready accumulated. It
 [\ - ~‘Vas due under this contract to have geen
paid December the 12th ond it was paid “y‘@»,‘. ’

o . Bs soon as‘wc would pérmit ¥Mr. Huie to
.do it. Tow, that's the $5,ooo.I It will
not gd unywhere'néar the compensation.
Actually, we already have accumulated

l 8lleged bills more\§§43~§§§g9 vhat the
A $5,000 would amount fd. Yow, going oh
:‘té the other witnesses here, we don'f; '

., 1

~we at least Hope this Court does not
. v
‘picking our cue from the afgument of
'#f the pro*ecuting nttornej, believe that
’anybody_can prove any fact either from

" the Missouri State Fenitentiary or else-

vhere that we are rclcbuted to uhat the

'fpro secution bclievc will be a favorabdle

vitness to prove yhat fact., Ve are, ve

i .
B N S L R
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'!;j‘whi L }' to make daiiy reports turned over to his

',5, R cOunsel. l think the state of Tennesscc is

¥

alot nearcr bankruptcy than anybon realtzes.

becausc that w!ll break anybody._ I thlnk
ﬁ"A' ' 11 B s Court reporters and th!s Is no refle~tlon oniv =   *?; % ; "{Tﬁ%f5
o | 'anybody. but § thlnk that the reason that we've
.got machtnes:now, is because they prlced them-
-f!;éives out of thé4ﬁafket and the ava!)able
- 5; !'f el fv:” .~ wmoney for rgport!ng cases fo;vlndlgent;, thé.‘
’;?'<"' L '1:‘ i;,ignly wayltt could be done was by use §f these
. & B machines. So, } thln# that we are go!ng £§ .

N ._7' " have to clarify and solve the status of

Mrs. Otwell. Mrs. Otwell was hired while «  V{”';'_f:'i!

&

™ '{; W'.'_;: "~ Nr. Hanes was In the case and while money
| e was freety flowing ftom Hule to Ray to Hanes; o ?; Aty L
L . o Now, Mr. — slnce that tlme, well Mr. Ray

| ' has gotteu up In Court and sworn that he was
lnd!gent and ‘he had no money to provtde for N
his defense. STnce which time It has further :ﬂ‘ ) .: ‘1 ﬁ; }f
been comp!tcated by a payment of $5,000.00 °

to you, Nr. Fbreman, as | understand lt by

4

| - -~ LINTERRUPTED)
R o MR. FOREMAN: To my control, your Honor, but notbto

me, to Mr. Ray. \} wouldn't accept !i.,

;. THE COURT: 1 sec. Well, that's that and ft's further

&

o

g 'W*“‘;M\w w nm»\ VTR NP DUNC L R RN
; pe .‘.q.,r;:', o ‘, } ( * ,"‘“«u- m.wm Rl i s ot«mqm'-
A M Rl AN Y

bR LRl S st < g s ot e g
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ﬁ;;'  5 thoscld&tcs are. . B
igif 2 ) | Q. ‘Yoﬁr conversaltion with Judge Batéla vherg
S "3 § you told ﬂim vhat you wanted to do,.was that.in his ch:idery
PR ¢ { ‘there in anoh; . o - | Gilias
.o . R S
. : L’S A. Yes, sir) I met w;tﬁ Judgc pattle ra"; L1

. f?\vs six or cight timcs..' . - | g “_ <
7 0. Now, Qhén aid on fifs£ reccivé moncy Lre

. 8 ﬁf. Huie tﬁrough.ﬁ;. Rayé |

”9 . ‘p; X didn' t ¥ccc1vc money from lr. Huie thre
: 10 Mr.vnayﬂ X rccclvcd a check payable to hr; Ray, I think the

: 1 | 29th of January. Waxt I have a copy of my rcceipt;v

o ' Q. Vas that the first check?

';f: 0’ | X A, ?hcrc were two checks. I think the firs!
N 14§ was January 29th and the othcr'iﬁtFébruary. 'If you will L
. 15 a'm&nﬁte I will giVe ygu the déﬁes. I thin I sav th an in

18 { here, éopics of the rececipts., Here.ls one of tnem. I r;cc
17} the first §5,000 check, Mr. Willian Dradford Hule's check &
16 1540 on ?aqpary 29, 1969: I reccived thé4sccqﬁd check, o,
' 1S 1544,'on the 18th of Februarf. Both of them.were ﬂfawd en
20 Citizeg's Bank of Hartselle, Alabana, |
' 21 ‘Q. On what date did Jam:s Earl Pay ente; hi
22 | plea of guilty? | y R N
. \ . .
o -2 A. X think it was March 10, 1969.
C". . . . _' . a e A .
. 24 Q. On what date did Mr. ay gglcc to tha’
o "25;plca'> . .:\2,.-~>- B
”é._.;a_\ 17'.'...-
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10

LA 1

12

13

15
16
7

18

18

20

21

22

24

. 5 ‘af‘ A. lHe agreed ¢~ it verbally betweesn w~_ﬁr$rnkv

‘the 25th, 23xd, 24th, 25th{or‘56th of January. Hciagracd to.

hoe
nas

it in writing, let me sce, I have got - X e an, somatinc
twoen then and the lﬂth,~ - Fcbruary l X vro;e hlm a lc Loy

rebluaxy 18th ho vrote me a lehter as)xng me to or con *r~1w~

what vie had alrcady agrccd on vcxoally.?
0. Dpiad Mr. James, Fdrl Ray cver "cnd you a

letter saying you could wlthdraw from tho case xf you want

c e e

to bccnusc of-any polltxcal or finanCLal reas ons’

‘A. No, nothing was ever . said about my with-

*

drawing from the casc except after it had got here to Washvil

rom having pleaded guilty and his being transferred to the
Tenncsseé State Penitentiary. I received some kind of coi-

munication from him; I believe, asking me to take no furiher

action as his attorney. X don't know whether it was a tele-

.

gram or a letter, ‘ B e L o

. 0. Do you know former Justice Tom Clark?
A. Verxy well.

t Q. And you know former Attorney Ge neral Rams

-

- A, I know him., Not quite as well as I o 7Tor

I used to room with Tom,
\ v _ _
Q. Have you ever discussed the James Earl Ra;
case with eithexr one of them? .
) . -

. | A. No —— let me see, I don't know if I did

. I : e N . s :
teey e
it »wmm S Rl

o e B B RN N
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DEPARTMENT OF CORRECT" ¢

Tennessee State Jewitentiary
_‘ | STATION A @ NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37203 “

August 1, 1972

 MEMORANDUM:

TO: | Mr, James Earl Ray
#65477 | A

i B ) . I’ /-' ‘ . N
FROM: : J. H. Rose,-Warden:}%j%i :

Tennessee State Prison

Robert Moore, Warden
Brushy Mountain Pris

ol

After reevaluating the decision to rfelease you to
the gcneral population, this is to notify you that you
will be placed back into protective custody in Unit #6
because of the following reasons:

(1) You have an attempted escape from Missouri
, State Penitentiary.

-(2) Attempted escape on two (2) occasions from
Brushy Mountain Penitentiary,

When Brushy Mountain is reopened and you are transferred

- back to that facility, your status will be reevaluated by that
institution in regard to letting you into population.

JHR/RM/b 3m

cc: Commissionér Luttrell
Assistant Commissioner Bass

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Hate oy Chevenessce Eorveration € Fsrspome

lon 8¢ _f’?ffwmvr )

Sincerely,




DEPARTMENT OF CORREC DN

'@mmezﬁve O%i'nte Henitentiary

STATION A ® NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37203

June 27, 1973

MEMORANDUM
. TO: James Earl Ray 65477
' Unit 1
FROM: Robert V. Morford, Deputy Warden&Au

SUBJECT: Exercise Privileges

‘ et &6
* A
v

Your memorandum of June 24 concerning your recreational
privileges has been forwarded to my attention. There

are several residents beside yourself who are offered
exercise in the smaller enclosure rather than the larger
yard, and it is not factual that a different set of rules
applies to you specifically, In regards to your statement
that "about once every three days" you are offered the
opportunity of going to the smaller yard, the facts

do not support your statement. '

A log is maintained on each resident in Unit 1 to
indicate when they exercise or when they are offered the

opportunity of exercising., This log book, in regards
to your situation, reveals the following:

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

2) On June 3, 6, 9, 10, and 11 you did exercise in the
smaller yard,

3) On June 13, 15, 16, 17, 13, 19, 23, 24, 25, and 26

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Page 2

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

'The fact that you have been restricted to your cell in

regards to exercise privileges has been your choice and

"not the Administration s.

RVM/md

~cc: Mr, Robert Childress

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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18728775

AIRTEL
T0: DIRECTOR, FRI (44-38861)
FROU: SAC, MEMIYS (44-1987) (P%)

SUBJECT: WNUBRKIN

Be iemphis teletype to the PBureau dated 12/27/7%3,

Enclosed for the Bureav are two photostatic copies
of a Fetition for Tempurary Restraining Order and twe photo-
static copies of a camplaint, both documents filed in U, S,
Pistrict Court, MDT, Nashville, Tennessee, on 12/27/73, bY

No other action beding *aten at this tine, however,
contact will be mapintained with USs, Hasbville, and further
develomeonts will be properiy sumitted o $he ureau,

3 -~ Burean (Bno, 4} M T

WD
1 = Memphils 0 ~LED oy’
WiiRdlg Ay
(4) 0. W
L VRO v
f ra
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AIRTEL

T DIRECTVR, ©BI (44-348851)

LAC, MENPHIS (44-~1837) (bx)

MURKIL?

e Nesphis airtel to the Bureauw, 12/238/75.

Enc locsed for the uwreau are tvwo coples 2f an arder
filed with i,iw Y. &, District Court Clerk, MHiddle Digiriet of
Tennessees, | m ille Temy, on L/2/74, by Judpe L, CLURE "\&Tuﬁ,
danying ‘e;; e rm ion }.ar a tev;;x:srary restraining order {iled by

J 8IS BEAR tAY, ’

Tor ipforsation 0f the hweau, the complunint Ziled by
oay on 12/29/7%, hapm not been acted upon Ly Judge HORTUN and ine
asmuch 85 Judpe HORTON is on annual leave the rem inder of the
opth of Janwu&, 13*7/%, no action is anticimted in the near
future, The v will he keot advised of further develomments
copcevning t zmt C“«Z}ih slnint,

turean (Yne, 2 S i

- Sdeniis

SHTeme TV o e g
{5y ) : B A "

G135 Sa 504
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
: MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISTON

JAMES E. RAY )

)

)
VS . ) N

) CIVIL ACTION NO. 7338

. ) .
MARK H. LUTTRELL, Commissioner)
of Correction, State of )
Tennessee, et al, )
ORDER

Plaintiff has filed a petition for a temporary
restraining order to prevent the prison officials of the
State of iennessee from transferring the plaintiff from the
Tennessee State Penitentiary to a federal penitentiary
pursuant to a contract arrangement between the State of
Tennessee and the United States Prison Department.

The transfef of a state prisoner from one insti-
tution to another is within the scope of the administration
of the state penal system. This United States District Court
is without authority to interfere with the administration of
the state penal system, absent factual allegations of federal
Constitutional violations. Plaintiff has failed to make
factual allegations concerning his possible transfer to
another institution, which, taken as true, amount to a violae
tion of rights guaranteed by the Constitution cf the United

States. Wells v. McGinnis, 344 F.Supp. 594 (S.D.N.Y. 1972);

Bundy v. Cannon, 328 F.Supp. 165, 173 (D.Md. 1971); United

States ex rel. Vercde v. Case, 326 F.Supp. 701, 704 (E.D.Pa.

1971) .
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Accordingly, this court may not lawfully restrain
or enjoin State officials from transferring the plaintiff to
another institution.

The motion for a temporary restraining order is

hereby denied.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to )
File No. Jacksonville , Florida
JK M&-~158% February 8. 1374

UHKNOWA BUSJECTS |
GARY 6. GIESLCKL - VICTIH
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i FEDERAL BUREAU OF NYVESTIGATION

Date af transeription g_ff?i?é e

GARY G, GIESECKE, Imaate, Lake Butler
reception Center, Lake Butler, Flerids, was interviewed
mxl provided the following infommstion:

GIESECKE stated he was assoclated with
another imaate by the name of LOUIZ R, DOWDA, whom
GIESECKE described azs a white male, in his early 30's,
ond who relayed to CIESECKE information comncerning
an alleged conspiracy which planmed and perpetrated
the saseassination of HMARTIN LUTHER KING, .JR., in 19638,
GCLESECKE stated that DOWDA wes xnowledgesble of this
consplracy and that it involved 6 white prominent
businessmen and the alleged conspiracy was headed by
an individual (first name unknown) COLLIER, uho sllegedly
is the genersl ger of Ceneral lotors Corporatien
aem?g the State of Georgla amd who resides in Atlmnta,
Georzia.

GIESECKE stated that DOWDS was an sCquaintance
of JAMES EARL RAY and had served time in the lNizsouri
State Prisom with RAY. Concern the knowledge possessed
by DOWDA of this comspliracy, GIESECKE sald that DOWDA
would be receptive to interview with the FBI as he had
been interviewed by FBI Agents in Atlanta, Georgia,
concerning the sssassaination of MAKTIN LUTHER KING, JR.
GIESECKE stated that DOWDA relayed this infoxmastion to
him sometime in September or October, 1973, while both
were Incarcerated at the Lake Butler facility in
Laxe Butler, Florida,

GIESECKE could provide wo further infommation.

The following backgroumd and descriptive data
was obtalned through cbservation snd interview:

Nae RY [ GIESECKE
Date of Birth
Place of Birth Glen Rosze, Texas
Height 5 11"
Weight 165
Hair Black
1729776 ~  Lake butler, Florida T IR Ghe 1549
SA JOHN THOMAS MARTIN  :eag " wpmprs oo
‘ 2
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LN

Race Vhite
Social Security
Account Nusaber [ |
Wife B9is GIESECKE
Address 4735 Cambridge
Jacksonville, Florida
Hother VEDA MAE GIESECKE
Glen Rose, Texas
Sentence 15 years
C e Involuntary manslaughter
Previous Arrest
Record Hone claimed
3
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FD-302 (REV. 11.27.70) (.\ ( «

FEDERAL BUREAU CF INVESTIGATION

February 6, 1974

Date of transcription

1l LEWIE R. DOWDA was intervicwed at the Male
Unit, Florida Correctional Institution (FCI). The
identity of SA ROBERT H. ANDERSON, JR. as a Special
Agent in the Federal Bureau of Investication was made
known to DOWDA and SA ANDERSOH's credentials were
shown to him. DOWDA was advised of the nature of
the inquiry.

DOWDA did not furnish a signed statement,
however, furnished the following voluntary information:

DOWDA advised he was currantly serving two
consecutive five-year sentences for Possession of
Central Nervous System Stimulant and Uttering Worthless
Check. He was sentenced January 19, 1973.

DOWDA stated from approximately January,
1964 until sometime in 1967, he was incarcerated at
Jefferson City, Missouri. During that time, JAMES EARL
RAY, who has previously bLeen convicted for the nurder:
of Doctor MARTIN LUTHER KING, was also serving time at
the same institution. DOWDA stated his own position at
the prison was Chief Cook, whilc PAY wus in the charge
of the prison bakeries (Bread Room).

DOWDA advised shortly aftor RAY was arrested
by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and charged
with the murder of Doctor KING, DOWDA was interviewed
by Special Agents in the Federal Burcau of Investigation
for any information he might have concerning the
whereabouts of RAY and RAY's involvement in the murder.
DOWDA stated he was intervicwed during that period at
least three times by the FBI concerning RAY. DOWDA
stated he furnished all information to qpecial Agents
of the FBI he had concerning RAY.

DOWDA stated that since RAY's conviction for
the murder of Doctor KING, there had been numerous newspaper
and magazine articles concerning the matter, and he

1/31/74 Lowell, Florida fe s UK 44-1549

Interviewed on ot I —

2/1/74

__Date dictated

SA ROBERT H. ANDERSON, JR. /sjt

by

This document contains neither recommendotions nor conclusions of the FRI. It is the property of the FBl and is looned to your agency;

W and s contents are no! to be distributed outside your agency.
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understood at the present time that RAY was appealing
his conviction. On several occasions when such
information appeared in either newspapers or magazines,
he had on occasion discussed the matter with inmates
.at various prisons where he had been incarcerated.

He stated he may have on several occasions stated to
several former fellow inmates that since RAY's conviction,
he has had an opportunity to think over the matter and
he is now of the opinion that possibly more than one
individual, other than RAY, was involved in the murder
of Doctor MARTIN LUTHER KING. DOWDA stated, however,
the reason for this change of mind was not based upon

_his specific knowledge that any oth@r certain individuals
were involved wi RAY, forming a conspiracy to murder
Doctor KING,_Qg;ﬂ;gggg%ﬁ%gmgtggfégg_pf incidents which
happened concerning DOV W adée him feel that
perhaps more than one person, other than RAY, might
have been involved.

DOWDA stated one specific incident involved
a former employer of DOWDA, one E. R. COLLINS, who died
of a heart attack approximately two years ago. COLLINS,
as General Supervisor of DOWDA, owned the Georgia
concessions for the Bonanza Sirloin Pit, and DOWDA was
employed as Assistant Manager at one of the restaurants
located at Marietta, Georgia. While DOWDA was employed
in that capacity, he was arrested on the charge of
Larceny and jailed. An agency owned and operated by
COLLINS known as Kick or Kich, Incorporated, not only
provided a bail bondsman and assisted DOWDA in making
bond, but the agency alsc made restitution on the total
amount of money involved in the larceny charge against
DOWDA, which was approximately $1400. As a result,
DOWDA, finally instead of being sentencesd to two years,
as he expected, received five years probation and did
no time on the charge. DOWDA stated when he contacted
both COLLINS and the Manager of the Bonanza Sirloin Pit
at Marietta, Georgia, owned by COLLINS but managed by
LLOYD JERNIGAN, both individuals advised him not to
worry about re-payment. DOWDA stated as a result he
never re-paid any of the money paid by COLLINS' organization
or the mon y put up for the bail bondsman concerning the
charge outstanding against DOWDA.
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DOWDA stated that although he returned to work
at the Bonanza Sirloin Pit after he was released from
jail, he only remained for anproximately one month and
then quit the job and still no one ever pressed him for
the money he owed COLLINS' agency.

DOWDA stated another thing that aroused his
suspicions concerning COLLINS was the fact he received
information that supposedlv COLLINS was involved in
some shady deals, however, DNDOWDA was not able to furnish
any specific information concoarning any of them.

DOWDA stated that at the time his bond was paid
by the Kick or Kich, Incorporated, some representative
of the agency talked to him akout RAY and asked him
about his relationship and knowledge of RAY's activities.

DOWDA stated that because of the incident
described above, he deemed the impression that possibly
COLLINS or other individuals knoun to COLLINS, were of
the opinion that DOWDA might have additional information
concerning the killing of Doctor KING, and they desired
to make restitution for him and pay his bailbondsman,
in hope that DOWDA would not furnish any further
incriminating information concarning Doctor KING's murder.

_Dgﬂgé_g§gggd*.however, he had no such information and
the basls for his opinion that-there might have been
involved in Doctor KING's murdar was as stated above.
DOWDA stated he was never advised by anyone at any
time to keep his mouth shut concerning RAY or RAY's
acivities.

DOWDA stated he was unable to furnish any
additional names or any other information concerning
Doctor KING's murder or RAY's involvement in it other
than he has previously furnished to the FBI when
interviewed shortly after Doctor KING's murder. DOWDA
stated he currently had pendinag in United States District
Court, Middle District of Florida, Orlando, Florida,

a civil rights complaint against the authorities of the
Volusia County Jail at DelLand, Florida, concerning a
violation of his civil rights pocrtaining to the opening
of his mail by the Volusia County jail authorities.
DOWDA stated he initiated this complaint in November or
December, 1972, and it is currently pending before
Federal Judge JOHN A. REED, JR.

6
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The following physical description of
DOWDA was obtained through observation and interview:

Name LEWIE R. DOWDA
Alias Lewis R. Dowda
Sex Male

Race White

Date of Birth
Place of Birth Lecanto, Florida

Height 5'9"
Weight 146 pounds
Hair light brown
Eyes blue

7
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Tais document contains neitiher recomsendations
nor conclusions of tae Fsl. It is tiie property of the
F31 and is loaned to your agency, it and its coantents
are not to be distributed outside your agency.
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FD-365 (Rev. 4-20-73)

|
[
|
|
|
|
FBI :
Date: :
2-8-74% !
Transmit ihe following in (Type in plaintext or code) E
. AIRTEL ¥
Vi lei’rioruy) |
e ———_—————————— )
To Director, FBI ATTENTION:
From: SAC, yACKSONVILLE Q CIVIL RIGHTS SECTION
(44-1549) (C) / GENERAL INVEST. DIV.
Subject: 7 INTELLIGENCE DIVISION
UNSUBS /
GARY 6. GIESE - VICTIM

H

ACTION: UACB:

CR
Re Bureau airtel dated 1-22-7u.

Y CR JEL [ODIH ] CRA-64
3 PA CJPE [OPF [OJE
(] EID ([ Bomb Threats [ Extremist Matters T
[ White Hate [ Black

Summary of Complaint: s b

O .
GARY G. GIESECKE interviewed and provided X
information made available to him by one LEWIE R. DOWDA
concerning alleged conspiracy re the assassination of
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. DOWDA interviewed and provided
information regarding his associatécn with JAMES EARL
RAY and alleged conspiracy of six individuals involved
in murder of MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

%1 No further action being taken and
X] LHM enclosed [ Copy furnished to USA TACKSONVILLE

1 FD-376 (enclosure to LHM) i 4
2 - Bureau 1 LHM being submitted 79 / %742‘/ 7 &3
1)~ Memphis Report being submitted Q‘SEARCHED;&'_'_._M':Q:@-- -
Jﬁ;; _g;ck“"m’i&}%]reliminary investigation instituted {SERiALf* 7YY= T T
) z [0 Limited investigation instituted | {{ e A
e &
SR
Approved: Sent M Per

' Special Agent in Charge

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Indices Search Slip
FD-160 (Rev. 3-23-71)

TO: CHIEF CLERK

Date

Social Security Account #

Subjec P ] 3
'{%pf/w , @ﬂzf?wmm[ Vo0,

Aliases

Address Birth Date Birthplace Race Sex
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All References

Main Subversive Case Files Only

Subversive References Only

l: Main Criminal Case Files Only
- Criminal References Only
_JMuin Subversive (If no Main, list all Subversive References)

Eﬂestrlct to Locality ot

Main Criminal (If no Main, list all Criminal References)
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CFTIGNAL FORM NO. 10
MEY 1862 FOITION
GSA FPMR (41 ©FR) 101-11.8

UNITED STATES GOYVERNMENT
Memorandum

TO : SAC, MMPHIS (44'1987) (P*) DATE: 3/8/74
FROM @ SA JOE C., HESTER

SUBJECT: MURKIN
00: MEMPHIS

Re Jacksonville airtel to Bureau dated 2/8/74.

LOUIS RAYMOND DOWDA, mentioned in referenced
airtel, is a jail-bird who was an inmate with JAMES EARL
RAY prior to RAY's escape from the Missouri State Prison.
DOWDA was interviewed shortly after the murder of MARTIN
LUTHER KING and was una le to furnish any information
regarding either RAY's escape or the murder.

The information now being furnished by DOWDA is
pure speculation on his part and neither requires nor
any action by the FBI.
Sescrves

Buy U.S. Ssvings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan
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3/20/74
AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTO®, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*)

SURJECT: MURKIN

Re Meaphis airtels to Bureau, 12/28/73 and
1/9/74.

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are 2 copies of
a petition for a writ of habeas corpus filed im U, &, District
Court, Nashville, Tennessee, on 12/4/72. Also enclosed for
Bﬁreiu is a newspaper article appearing in “"Nashville Banner®™
3/15/74.

For information of the Bureau, the complaint, pre-
viously forwarded to the Bureau by referenced Memphis airtel
dated 12/28/73, charging Tennessee State Penitentiary warden
JAMES H, R0OSE with violation of JAMES EARL nNAY's civil rights,
and which complaint was filed with the USD{, Nashville, Tenn,,
on 12/27/73 at ithe same time the petition for temporary re-
straining order, which alsgo was previously furnished to the
Bureau by airtel, 12/28/73, has now been acted upon by USDCJ
+. CLURE HO2TON,

As the Bureau was previously advised by referenced
Meaphis airtel to the Bureau dated 1/9/74, Judge YO 'TON did
act on the restralpning order filed by JAMES FAZL RAY and he
then took the coaplaint under advisement and as was pre-
viously reported did not make apny action on that complaint e
during the month of January in view of his being opn annual g
lea a f Ja r 1974. wer) 9 ] i
eave for the entire duration of January, 19 qqalci%'/%/’ﬁ’i X')V](

(]

3-Bureau (Encs.3) ;

/2<Memphis (\
‘HT :be

5y , ,
Chg & ‘
N\K %wj e
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Cn 2/8/74, the complaint referred to above was
determined by Judge MOHTON as being identical in pnature to
their previous complaint filed on 12/4/72, which action was
still pending in the district court. Judge MOZTON there-
after dismissed the conmplaint referred to above, stating
that the same issues are involved in civil action number
880¢C,

With respe«ct to the enclosed petition, civil action
nunber 6800, the following chronological actions have been
taken:

On Decembeyr 4, 1972, JAMES EARL RAY filed the
enclosed petition for writ of habeas corpus alleging viola-
tions of his Constitutional rights under the 5th, 6th, 8th
and 14th Amendments of the U, &, Constitution, He further
alleged irreconcilable conflicts of interest with his
attorney, PERCY FOREMAN; dishonesty, coersion and negotiations
with trial judge.

on 3/30/73, Judge MONTON ruled that "factual
allegations taken as ftrue are insufficient to justify holding
that the petitioner's plea was not voluntary, knowing, and
intelligent;: or to justify holding that petitioper was de-
nied his Constitutional righte leading up to his ples.
Accordingly, this petition is denied and dismnissed.”

On 4/25/73, JAMES EAzL AY filed a notice of
appeal in the abnve action.

On 4/26/73, Judge MORTCN ordered thuat "there is
probable cause for appeal” and "petitioner is allowed to
proceed in forma pauperis.,”

On 2/25/74, the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals
issued a decision stating that the "Judggents of the
District Court is reversed” and the case was thereafter
remanded back to the U, 8, District Zourt, ¥Yiddle District
of Tennessee,

On 3/15/74, Judge M{O:TON trapsferred this civil

action to U, 5, District Court in Yenphis, Tennessee stating,
"Most of the witnesses are from Shelby County,”
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For gdditional inforaation of the Duregu, JAMEL
EARL BAY has several additional motiopns filed with the O8I
MOT, Nashville, Tennessee, all of which involve his denial
of access to the wean prisor populastion., These anotions have

beeon merged into one civil action which is currantly pending
in the DNistrict Zourt at Nashville.

- 5’

UaATH, no coverage has been afiorded to 217°'s
efforts to gain access o the general population of the
Tennessee State Penitentiary.
LEADS :

MEMPHIS DIVISION

AT MEMPHIS, TENN,

Will advise the Dureauw of developments in the new
trisal which will be scheduled shortly in Meaphis, Tennessee,
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Memphis, Tennessee
April 17, 1974

RE: MURKIN

On March 28, 1968, Mr., D. A, Murphy, Chief,
Reservation Section, American Airlines, Memphis, Tennessee,
advised Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., arrived Memphis Municipal
Airport from Atlanta, Georgia, at 10:22 A M. on March 28,
1968,

Lt. E. H. Arkin, Intelligence Unit, Memphis,
Tennessee, Police Department, advised on March 28, 1968,
that a motorcycle escort provided by the Memphis Police
Department escorted Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and his
party to the intersection of Hernando and Linden Avenue,
Memphis, where King joined a massive march of approximately
7,000 persons, This march primarily sponsored by the
Memphis sanitation workers had begun at 10:00 AM, from
Clayborn Temple and had proceeded to the intersection of
Hernando Street and Linden Avenue when Dr, King joined the
march on foot at 10:50 A.W.

Lt. Arkin advised as this march continued at
11:10 A.M. on March 28, 1968, the marchers became completely
unruly, store windows were broken, looting began, and at
11:15 A,M, Dr. King made the statement that he had to get
out of there.

Lt. M. E. Nichols of the Memphis Police Department
advised that at approximately 11:15 A,M, Dr. King, Rev, Ralph
Abernathy, and three others of Dr. King's staff ran from the
head of this march to Front Street between licCall and Gayoso
where they attempted to commandeer a white panel truck in
an effort to get away from the march, The driver of the
white panel truck refused to help. One of Dr, King's
associates then stopped a white Pontiac occupied by two
Negro women and they were asked if they would assist in
getting King out of danger. One of King's aides. 81id behind
the steering wheel, King and three other members of his staff
entered the rear seat of the Pontiac, and the car was driven
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MURKIN

to McCall and Front Street, and at this point the car was
surrounded by approximately 50 individuals, all black.

Lt. Nichols cleared the crowd from around the
Pontiac and asked the driver of the Pontiac where he wanted
to go., The driver stated he had Rev. King in the back seat,
that he had to get away, and asked the officer to escort
them to the Hotel Sheraton-Peabody.

Lt, Nichols explained that due to the rioting they
could not get to the Peabody Hotel and asked if they desired
to go to another place. The Negro driver stated, "Just get
us away from trouble."

Lt. Nichols then escorted the car containing Dr.
King to the Rivermont Motel where Lt. Nichols went to the
desk clerk and asked if she had space for five Negroes,
including Rev. King, The desk clerk told Lt. Nichols the
Negroes could remain in the lobby and an effort would be
made to obtain a room for then.

Lt. Nichols stated that a room was found for Dr.
King and his party of four and that this group checked into
the Rivermont Motel at 11:24 A,M. on March 28, 1968,

On March 29, 1968, Lt., E, H. Arkin advised that
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., spent the night of March 28,
1968, at the Rivermont Motel and at 2:30 P.M. on March 29,
1968, he and his staff were escorted by the Memphis Police
Department to the Memphis Municipal Airport where Dr, King
left Memphis via Eastern Airlines for Atlanta, Georgia, at
3:20 P,M. on March 29, 1968,

On April 1, 1968, Inspector G, P. Tines, Inspectional

Bureau, Memphis Police Department, advised that the following

members of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC)
staff were in Memphis and currently registered at the Lorraine

Motel: R, B, Cottonreader, James Orange, Rev, Jesse Jackson,
and James L. Bevel,

Hogea L. Williams, Director of Voters Registration,
SCLC, advised Inspector Tines on April 1, 1968, that Rev.
Martin Luther King, Jr., would arrive in Memphis April 2,
1968, staying at the Lorraine Motel and that a mass march
would be held April 5, 1968, led by Dr. King.

N
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On April 3, 1968, Lt. E. H, Arkin advised that
Rev. Martin Luther King, Jr., and his aides Ralph D.
Abernathy, Bernard Lee, and Andrew M, Young arrived at
Memphis Municipal Airport at 10:15 AM. from Atlanta,
Georgia, via Eastern Airlines., According to Lt. Arkin,
Dr. King was met by local SCIL leaders James Morris Lawson
and Mrs. Thomas Matthews.

According to Lt. Arkin, a security detail of the
Memphis Police Department was on hand to escort Dr, King;
however, upon approaching Mrs. Thomas Matthews this security
detail was informed that the SCLC had not requested police
protection and that the security detail was not welcome,
This security detail contacted Rev, Lawson and asked as
to Dr. King's schedule so that security could be arranged,
and Lawson stated that he did not know what Dr. King's
schedule was,

Dr. King and his group were taken by private car
to the Lorraine Motel where they were registered.

Lt. Arkin advised Dr. King spent the night of
April 3,1968, at the Lorraine Motel and was at this motel
at the time he was shot at approximately 6:00 P.M., April 4,
1968,

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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AIRTEL
T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FRGu: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1887) (P)

SUBJECT: AMURKIN

Re Bureau telephone call to Memphis, 4/16/74.

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and 4 copies
of LHi dated and captioned as above. ,

No local dissemination is being made of this LHM.

Ag met forth in enclomed LIGi, information con-
tained in Memphis files reflect that for several days prior
tn 4/3/68, the date of KING's arrival in Heaphis, wewbers
a2f his staff were registered at the Lorraine Motel, and
KING himself upon his arrival at seaphis went directly to
the Lorraine sotel and registered. There is no indication
whatsoever that he was registered at the Holiday Inn Rivermont
or that he had any intention of staying at the Holiday Inn
Rivermont on his 4/3/68 trip to leaphis.

Fh R R
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