3
virtue of which Mr. Hanes was released upon ‘the promise to be paid
some $35,000 by Mr. Huie. Under the'amendatory contract, Mr. Fore-
man was to receive all rights formerly to.have been Mr. Hanes'.
However, Mr. Foremaﬁ{Was to receive further rights in regard to
exclusive stories,umbtibn picture contracts, re-runICOntracts,

. . , L _
television rights, etc.  In other words, Mr. Percy ?oreman was to
receive everything which might otherwisé have been the property of
James Earl Ray, in return for defenaing James Earl Ray.

The petitioner believes that ‘the aéfepdant Foreman has

some sort of power of attorney so that on the face of said power

of attorney,'Foreman,”if not restr4ined, will in all probability
. .

further act in the namé of the éetitioner to the petitioner's
detriment in these and other matters.

Your petitioner wasAnot versed in ghgflaw relative to
contracts in general oxr, more speCifically,con;%;cts ﬁetween
attorney and client; Nor was he sufficiently knowledgeable or in-
formed about the .peril of his course, as made obvious by the, fact
that said agreements could and would adversely affect,the defense
in hiS'criminal.caéei

Petitioner charges that the respondent Foreman advised,
then cajoled, then pressured him into pleading guiltj to the afore-
mentioned chargg_of murder in the first degree. Among other things
the saié Foreman tola him-that Ehis course Was_the only way to save
petitioner's life - all of this in spite of the fact that petitioner

had at all times protested his innocence to Mr. Foreman.

Petitioner now_ believes and charges that neither respoﬁ-
dents ever intended for him to have a fair trial and testify in his
own behalf, as this would then make the facts and testimony public
property and no one Qould or could héve,exclusive rights in the

matter.

.‘. . .
L .

Petigiqnéfncbargesithat Foreman informed him that the
only way to raiééyenough'money to pay his fee was to sign over such
rights as he had. Petitioner at this time had full faith in his
attorney and acted strictly in accordance with his attorney's ad-

vice. He did not know that such acts actually prejediced his right

in the criminal case and caused to arise a serious conflict of

interest which rendered it imnossible for Mr. Foreman to well arnf
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truly represent him. There was no way for the petitioner to know
that Mr. Foreman had, in fact, positioned himself in such a manner.
as to have a strong Tonetary intefesﬁhin héﬁ;ng his'ﬁlieﬁt found
guilty and sentencedlﬁo a 99 year'terﬁ for a crime which he did nct
commit. Mr. Foreméq’did not tellsthe petitioner, nor did the pe-
titioner know, that there have been ho.executions in this state
within the past decade and that the "bargaining" for the 99 year
sentence could have easily been done by almosf any student fresh
out of law school. ©No ability, experience, of'exhaustive research
would be neces;ary to obtain the said reslults, particularly in view
of the fact that petiﬁioner at a%}ﬂtimes priorithéreto procla;med i

his innocence.

Petitioner would further show that the presiding judge,

Judge Preston Battle,. in an effort to keep down unnecessary pub-

licity had enjoined all parties, including the -attorneys, from re
leasing to the Press any statements relating to the petitioner and,
or his case. That, in spite of this injunction, respondént FqQreman

released statements to the co-respondent Huie, gaid szatements

" . |
purported to be- from this petitioner. That such statements, even |

when and if the same were made By the petitioner, were statements

of a confidential nature and privileged between client and attorney.

4

Petitioner charges that there has since appeared in a

national magazine an article in which Huie sets forth certain

statements purportediy made by the petitioner. Even if such state:
ments were true, which petitioner denies, they could only have been
based upon statements made to his lawyer, therefore bringing them
under the rule of privilege betﬁeén attorney and client.

Finally, petitioner charges that not only does the abov
conduct violate thg felationship of attorney and client, but also
‘violates Canon No. 6 of the professional ethics set forth by the

vs,

American Bar Assbbiation and which have been adopted by the State.
Al o

Petitioner avers that the relationship of attorney and client

existed at all times whenever he talked with any of his lawyers,

“but that he was never told, nor did his lawyer explain to him, the

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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5
true monetary aspects of the case or that the reception ofbsuch
money under the conditions of the conpraétthereto attacbea'would
imperil petitioner!é‘rights in thé hémicide‘case and violate the

*

"mandates of the Hoﬁdraple Judge Preston Battle, now deceased.
From what he has now» Llearned and believes, petitioner -
charges that his final attorney, Mr. Fercy Foreman, was the agent

of the co-respondent William B. Huie and was.in fact looking out

for his own (Foreman's) and his principal's (Huie) monetary in- |
t * i

terests, rather than the rights of this petitioner. §
. . . ' !

The action of the defendants as related above proves th

. ) |
only fraudulent breach. of all agkteements with petitioner, but also

{

among civil offenses, shows that the defendants entered into a con-T7

spiracy to violate petitioner's civil rights, said conspiracy be-
&
ginning prior to the original trial and contin¥ing up to and untii

the present and even into the future. Petitioner would show that

unless directly restrained by this Court, they will further so |
|

- prejudice the rigﬁts‘guaranteed the petitioner by theﬂConsti%ution

. . ? !
of the United States, of Federal Statute (22-1985), and State law.

: i
Petitioner would show in corroboration of his belief and
' 1

charge that Percy Foreman, who was allegedly representing him, co%

erced your petitioner into signing: some sort of petition for waiver
' |
8

and other unlawful and unconstitutional pétitions attached to thi
petition. Among thdse’riéhts which respondent Foreman attempted
to coerce your peﬁitionef to waive were: 1) his motion for a
new trial; 2) successive appeals to the Supreme Court éf Criminal
Appeals of the Supreme Court of_Tennessée; and 3) petition for r%—
view by the Supreme Court of the United States (see page 2 of
Voir Dire of Defendant of Waiver and. Order).

Petitioher would point out tskthe Court that there is
.no precedent fofqéuch;a waiver .in law or equity and that as an ex-
perienced attornéﬁ;‘Mf.:FOreman must have realized not only the
impropriety, bué the gross injustice he was fostering upon his own
client in direct contradiction to all of those legal rights

guaranteed him by the constitution of both this state and the United

States.’ <

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED, PETITIONER PRAYsa‘

1. That he be allowed to flle thls petition and that
proper process 1ssue and be served upon the respondents and/or
their agents, requlglng them to appear at the_earllest day conven-
ient to be sét by this Court, and'tq answer this complaint fully,”
but not under oath, their oath to thefsame being waived.

2. That a preliminary iﬁjunctionAissue enjoining the

respondents from the further exposure of the .alleged facts surround-
|
ing the slaying of Martin Luther King, iqsofar as such alleged facks

affect the pétitioner{ or purport to involve this: petitioner with }

)

said killing. Petitioner prays that upon the final hearing of this

-+

cause that said injunction be made final.

§
i
P
i
L
ie

3. That any and all contracts entered into by the part
&
described above be voided or nullified and thaf all parties re-

spondent be perpetually enjoined from pursuing their course by

reason of any alieged contractual agreements or powers of attorney!

4. That all costs pursuant to petition be faxed against
. . ? 7
the respondents.

.

5. That he be granted such other general relief as the

equities of this cause may demand. // _//
. //

//& 7 ‘/!/ \ <y
ROBERT . W. HILL, JR.
Attorney for Petitionex

;/ 'Q b f CNIC
J. B. STONER
STATE OF TENNESSEE Attorney for Petitioner

COUNTY OF DAVIDSON .

I, JAMES EARL RAY, fi}st having been duly sworn, make
oath that the matters and facts stated in the foregoing petition
are true to the best df my knowledge, information and belief and

that ow1ng to my poverty, I am unable ‘to bear the expense of the

sult which I am about to brlng.

.-' 4 e Eel 114

MES EARL RAY
sSworn to and subs crlbed before me& this

“the. ,4_3 day of Jo/v . 1969.

// — Y ﬁ/’)
—y ,‘_..__,__, ./Lcy~-o/7 )

My commission expires: f -26-ATTZ.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT e/t & 7
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE o
NASHVILLE DIVISION JUL o Tk
BRANDON_Lev - . vk

& d %« L
DAL

JAMES EARL RAY

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 5380

PERCY FOREMAN,
WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE,
and ARTHUR J. HANES

O N N St e N St

FINAL ORDER

This cause came or to be heard onr the 1l1th day of Tuly, 1969,
upon the original petition or complaint, the amended petition or complaint,
and the motions of the deferdants to dismiss this action on the ground
that the petition or complaint fails to state any claim against the defendants
upon which relief can be granted, and the further ground that -here is no
venue of this action in the Middle District of Tennessee, upon consideration
of which and the argument of counsel, the Court finds, as appears from the
pleadings and the statements of counsel made in open court, that neither
the plaintiff nor the defendants are residents of the Middle District of
Tenrnessee, and the Middle District »f Ternessee is not the judicial district

in which the claim arose, as required by Title 28 USC, Section 1391(a); and,

furtver. that this is n* a proov.:r case for the Court to transte- the action

to the Western District of Ten. esse-. -vhere it appears fromr the statements

of mnsel made in open court the ciaim arose, and that suca twransfer would
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not be for the convenience of the parties and witnesses, in the interest
of justice, as provided by Title 28 USC, Section 1404(a).

It is, therefore, ordered that the original petition or complaint
and the amended petition or complaint be and the same are hereby dismissed

without prejudice.

s /7/ () / e % y f%/ o

Robert W. Hill, Jr. ,JF/) United States District TJudge
] Plaintiff s

v

Attorney for Petitioner an

Arthur J.
Attorney for &dtfendant Arthur J. Hanes

HOOKER, KEEBLE, DODSON & HARRIS

s

Attorneys for defendants Percy Foreman
and Wiu?{n Bradford Huie \
S /

ATTEST: A IRUS Cuirs

Brandon Lewis, Clora
U. S, District Court

Midd}\@g;gj Ponncssee
Bys T P e T ZD.c.
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- 1/12/70

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987)
 MURKIN
Enclosed for the Bureau are two Xerox copies of
. "Memorandum Denying Petition for Certiorari™ filed in the

Supreme Court of Tennesgsee at Jackson on 1/9/70, in the case
"State of Tennessee vs JAMES EARL BA i

2~ BUREAU (Enc, 2)(RM)
mwnxs : |

 RGJ:BN
(3) )

f—

_ File Memphis copy in 44-1987-Sub-P
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JAN9 070 | S
BFQS\E BUFFALOE Clerk

. e ——. g
e R R i R 2 el L e T O

L;-IN'THE SUPREME COURT OF.TENNESSEE‘*,fe

A Y

AT JACKSON

STATE OF TENNESSEE - 7

o T

JAMES EARL RAY -

MEMORANDUM DENYING PETITION FOR CERTIORARI
The petitiener, James Earl Ray, who will hereafter be
referred to as defendant, was indicted in the Criminal Court of
S@elby County, Tennessee, for the murder from ambush of
Dr. Martin Luther King. |

‘Murder in the first degree in Tennessee is described as L

follows

Murder in the first depree - Every murder perpevrated
by means of poison, lying in walt, or by any other kind
of willful, deliberate, malicious, and premoditated
killing, or committed in the perpetration of, or attempt
- to perpetrate, any wurder in the first degree arson,
. rape, robbery, burglary, or larceny, is murder in the
first degree. T.C.A. 39-2402. R

The punishment for ‘murder in the first degree in o

Tennessee is set out as follows-

6 .

~+D/fkp\/ )

DL
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'Punishment for wmurder in the first degree -
person.convicted of murder in the first degree, or
" as accessory before the fact to such crime, shall

s ) o O AL v
oty o e l\ u( (‘.\ N\ 111‘ v AR ’l l h , TR AROPAR N LA 2T The v, 2 e
v Dt e N R O i e e e e e

Every

suffer death by electrocution, or be imprisoncd for -

life or over twenty (20) years, as the jury way
determine. T.C.iA. 39-2405. ,

The defendant was represented by privately;metained

first degree, which plea was accepted by the trial judge,

fired his attorney and desired to re-open the case. -

The trial court refused to grant the defendant any

" to grant the peuition.

The defendant has filed a petition for writ of

able counsel, and entered a plea of guilty to wurder in the

to ninety-nine years to be served in the State Penitentiary.
After this, the defendant, by letter, sought to have

'the'sentence set aside and wrote the trial judge that he had’

~of Criminal Appeals, which court heard the matter and refused

the

late anorable Preston.w Battle and the defendant was sentenced

relief, and a petition for certiorari was filed in the Court °

certiorari to this Court and has, in effect, two assignments of

error, (1) that certain letters written by him to the late

knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily entered a plea of

The defendant upon the advice of his well-qualizied

-blooded murdor without an oxplained motive..

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Judge Preston W. Battle constituted a motion for a new trial,

gullty, thus wailving any right he might have had to an appeal.

and nationally known counsel pleaded gullty to murder in the

first degree, the offense with which he was charged, a cold

and (2) that the trial court erred in ruling that the defendant




.
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- Consequently, his right to appeal was waiﬁed, because
1t 1s well settled ih'Tennessegﬂthat.when a defendant pleads;,v
guilty(aﬁd fu;ly understands what hé is dping, as vwo bolieve./,.'
this defendant did, there can be no legal grbund‘fg;justify

the granting of a new trial. Otherwise, the doors of our.

state prisons would remain evér_ajar to'those'who are
incarcerated therein on pleas of guilty, and“who becoming‘
dissatisfled, seek relief on‘motions;for new trial. The dbckets
of}our courts would become congested with”such procedure, and
these cases would'néver be 610sed} There.must be a condlusion*ﬁl
to litigation sometime, even in a criminal case,‘in épité'of ';.
the liberal interpretations of the law by sowme of our courus.?
To allow such procedure would be permitting those defendants

to toy with the courts.

In State ex rel. Richmond vs. Henderson, hj9 S.w.24 263,
264, 1% vas said by this Court:

"This rule has been applied to any number of

‘situations arising in a criminal case, including

that situation involving the advice or urging of

defense counsel for the defendant to enter a plea

of guilty. In cases in which this exercisec of

judgment by counsel (that of urging a defendant

to enter a plea of gullty) has been attacked, it

has uniformly been held that this is not a ground

for invalidating the judgment. Davis v. Bowmar,

Sy p.2d 84 (6th Cir.), cort. denied, 382 U.S. 883,.

86 s.Ct. 177, 15 L.Ed.2d 124 (1965); Application

of Hodge, 262 F.2d 778 (9th Cir. 1958); Sherherd

v. Hunter, 163 F.2d 872 (10th Cir. 1947), Crum

v. Hunter, 151 F.2d 359 (10th Cir. 1945), cert.

denied, 328 U.S. 850, 66 S.Ct. 1117, 90 L.Ed. 1623;

Diggs v. Welch, 80 U.S.App.D.C. 5, 148 F.2d4 667,

;ggt "denied 525 U. s. 889, 65 S.Ct. 1576 89 L.Ed., -
2 - .
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'The'Supreme.Court, speaking further in McInturff v,

| 207 Tenn. 102, 106, said:

 "Now, wé think it is axiom~tic that the defectiaut,
o having confessed judgmen. .or the fine and costs,
~ had no right of appeal, nor did the court have the
pover to grant such an appeal, because no one can .
apreal either in a criminal or a civil case from a.
verdict on a plea of gullty or a judgment based
upon confession of liability." : ,

The defendant, in bls motlon for a new trial, if
considered in i1ts wost favorable light eould be construed as
such, allegee that he vas misled into entering a gullty ples,

and in his petition for certiorari he alleged that he did not

knowingly and voluntarily waive his right to appeal. The

substance of the above allegations is that .the defendant was

deprived of his constitUtienal-righﬁ“(Sixth Amendment) to have |-

However, there is not one fact in

the assistance of counsel.
petitioner's brief to support the above allegations.
In Hudspeth v. McDonald (1941),

120 F.2d 962, 968,
the court saild: )

"There is a vast difference between lacking
‘the effective assistance of competent counsel and
being denied the right to have the effectlve
assistance of competent counsel. It is the denial
of tho right to have such assistance that gives

the ripght to challenge a judgment of convictlon

by habecas corpus. It is held without exception

that the right to have counsel may be waived

and that 1t is only when it is not wailved that

the validity of the proceedings way be challenged..."

In the trial court the petitloner was represented by

competent counsel

He oentered a plea of guilty on the advice

of his counsel, and there is no doubt that his counsel

-
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explained to him that the penalty for murder in the first degree

in Tennesses carried the death.pepalty, and that such plea wa$ﬁ7*
wade with ;h ééger‘eéf; a 'willing wind and willing heart. /.‘

The defendant, after due and thodghtful con;}deration
and after being properlj’advised, entered‘a plea df guilty t01. ;
murder in the first degree; and thus took the known offered”
sentence of ninety-nine years,'rather than taking fhe calcpléted'.
risk of receiv;ng a more severe penalty at the hands of a jury.
. He now seeé; to back out of this trade with the State.and asks
for a new trial. There is nothiﬁg froﬁ which 1t can be inferred
that the defendant was misled,'or that his.guilﬁy plea was wade |
involuntériiy without knowing the‘cqpsequences thereof, thqs'a'
the defendaﬁt is precluded from any ;ppelléte relief. “ |

We a?e not deciding on the defendant's-guilt or
innbcenCe. :H§ and his retained counsel made that decision
themselves,'with the approval of a jury and the tfial judge.
We.are simpiy declding dhether.or not, after he entered a plea -
of gullty aﬁd recéived avsentence‘of nineté-nine years,'he can.
thereafter have a change of heart and make;a wotion for a new
trigl. We think not. S :

Expérience teaches us that submissions in criminal cases
are brought about by reason of the fécf that the defendant and
his 1aWyer?reglize that in pleading guilty:and receiving a

lesser senﬁende, the defendant thereby avolds the chance of &

i l..h T

Jury imposing a greater sentence.
In Tennessee, a reasonable person does not shoot and

kill an unafmed; unsuspecting énd innocent victim without just
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‘What-he was doingAwhen he went to the "bargaining table," to
decide his fate, - whether to plead as he did or take his
chances at the hands of a jury. He wade the bargain. There is

‘no claim that the State or the court below coerced or {nfluenced

alone, with the aid of the advice of his chosen pfivate counsel.

say the least. In a éoﬁntry where you do not shoot a sitting

L it

punishuwent and retributlon under our law. The defendant, by

his own voluntary énd-uncperced action received such, or what

he thought was then just punishuwent, and will now no%-be heard

/.
Ty A .o .

to complain, R | s

" This well planned and.well executed killing would '

indicate the defendant to be of at least or over-average

intelligence, and certainly of such intelligence as to understand;

PR

him in any wanner to wake this decision. It was his and his

Whether or not they wade a wistake in judgment is not for us to\

say.

In Tennessee, as in all other liberty loving civilized

countriesa ambush klllers are not looked upon with wuch favor, td
} ' ' .

duck or a fowl unless in flight; where a rabbit or other game

of the field is allowed its chance to run; and where one does

not shoot down his fellowwan unless that wan has commltted an

overt act ?hat would justlfly the defendant in so dolng, Jjurors

are inclined to deal harshly with such defendants. The

defendant apd his attorney, with his years of experience, knew

this, and in the light of this knowledge of human natuve to reac

Iviolently.againsj those who have commltted'unproVoked violenco,
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V. Banmiller (1962), 205 Fed Supp. 123

thoy mado the decision to plead guilty and such plea, in the 5

opinion of the Court, should stard.

/

proceedings, at the tiwme the defendant entered his guilﬁy plea,

The next question for consideration.is whether the

were such a "farce" or "sham" that it can be said that the

defendant was denled due process. '

The concept of due process of law as contalned in the

D — .
Fourteenth Amendment is concerned solely with whether or no%. .

the State played any part in the wrong done the accused. U.fs;;

" "And so vhere .... a defendant in a criminal case
- has retained counsel of his own choice to represent’
. him it 1s settled by an overwhelming weight of
.. . authority that the commission by his counsel of
.. what may retrospectively appear to be errors of .
©° judgment in the conduct of the defense (such as _
_ urging the defendant to plead guilty) does not
constitute a denlal of due process chargeable to
-the State." Davis v. Bomar (1965), 344 F.2d 84, 87.

"Intervention by this (federal) court requires that
- the denial of relator's rights be the doing of the -
- State. There is no indication here that the State .
participated in any such denial ...." U. S. v.
Banmiller, supra, at 128.

- g

In determining whether or not the writ should be

granted, 1t should be kept in mind that it has becowme well-

established law in this State that the wrlt of certiorari is not

granted as a matter of right but 1t is a matter that addresses

itself to the discretion of the Court. State ex rel. Karr v.

Taxing.bistrict of Shelby County, 84 Tenn. 240; Ashcroft v.

Goodman, 139 Tenn. 625; Gaylor v. Miller, 166 Tenn. u45; Biggs V.

-

‘e
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Mewphis Loan and Thrift Co., Inc. 215 Tenn. 294; and Eoyce Ve

Willilams, 215 Tenn. 704

The‘éourt flnds that the defendant willingly, knowingly .|
~and intelligently and with the advice of competent couneel {
entered a plea of guilty to wmurder in the first degree by lying iﬁ
in valt, and this Court cannot sit 1dly by while deepening dis-
order, disrespect for conetituted authoriﬁy, and wounting vio- ~
lence and wurder stalk the land and let waiting justice sleep.

‘ Therefore, the petition for certiorarl is denied.

Dyer, C. J.

Creson, Je., -

Hamphreys, J.

Concur

MoCanless, J., not participating -

/
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HANES AND IHANES
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ‘

@817 WRANK NELSON BLDG.

BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA 35203

,

TELEFPHONE

ARTIGR J. RANES ' : ' . .
ARTHOUR Jo HANES, Ji : September 8 ’ 1969 . 824.9536

N . N . . " " .
AIR MAIL , o S R /

Mr. James Earl Ray
65477 Station "A" West MSB Hon 3
Nashville, Tennessee 37203

Dear Jim:

I have received your recent letter and request for delivery
Lo you of items of business and personal mail relating to the
matter in which we recently represented you. Those items of
mail, along with all other material, research, and investiga-
tive reports were turned over to your former attorney, Mr.
Percy Foreman of Dallas, Texas, shortly after he entered the
case. None of these items have been returned to us, and none
are in our possession. I assure you again, however, that we
willingly delivered these for your benefit and would be happy
to do so again if we retained any of the items you requested:

With best wishes, I am

N - /C\rthu—rlo‘. Ox&m/ezlm
AJH/sr R

¢cc: Mr. Richard J. Ryan
ttorney at Law
Falls Building :
Memphis, Tennessee 38103

Executive Secretary
Birmingham Bar Association

900 Jefferson County Courthouse
. Birmingham, Alabama 35203
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L ,._'W”m. m (wzmn
asc, nmxs m-zma (p)

- mn—u: to Muu uzam

. -Qn 2/20/70 at the request of uxmm m, Atm-uy,, s

 for JAMES FARY BAT| the Eoacratle ARTHUR 'C. FAQUIN, Shelby

i ._"'}_'cw“’ czhinn Court Judge,: Division ' II, ‘Memphds, Tenn.,

hearing scheduled in this matter. tw zno/'w
- Tte Ming the discussion swrrounding the post-

- ponsment of the hearing schedulsd for 2/20/70, JSudge FAQUIN
-~ advised RYAN thet he did not feel as though the ‘Shelpy Qanaty s

., Criminal Couwrt hsd Any further jurisdictlon in this matter

‘snd’ that RAY should seek redress through other courts in

G order to coupel FERCY PORMAN to turn over to RYAN ecrtata
i dopuwents in' his ‘possession which RAY seeks. He stated, :
© 7 hewewer, be would mske a ﬂnﬂ mutan on hia cm's ' '

Jm-wicttoa en 8{29/7&. Gy TR o

mu Division un fouw thu ntm aa‘

the Bureau of any fingl setion taken in connec~ e U

© tiom mth ‘the filing of the petition '?ine}.md tﬂ e

Bureau vith. nmnooﬂ kbt RO
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3-20-10 the nononble Am Ce mmn.
Gounty (‘.‘rhinal Oourt, Division 11, Memph
BICHA!ID nm A ttornay. or ' JAMES EARL RAY, “tl

compel PERCY I ,
to turn' over certain Ietwrg and ._othar

‘of FOREMAN to e!.thd""
Shelby county crm:ml
uttez.u"
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"IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

2L/ e -
"“FILED“M_Ziﬁ.éi_;ufjﬂj_,_..
J. A BYLACLVELL, CLERK

BY O Iete 5, 6.
.Nowﬁfc;cféy/

JAMES EARL RAY,

Petitioner

VS

STATE OF TENNESSEE

and
LEWIS TOLLETT, WARDEN OF
STATE PENITENTIARY AT
PETROS, TENNESSEE,

-

Pl Jund Yol Yl Dl Y Yl Dol Jund Yl Do Jumd Dl

Defendants

PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF

Comes now your petitioner, JAMES EARL'RAY, by and

through his attorneys, J. B. STONER and RICHARD J. RYAN, and
respectfully shows to the Court that he is being illegally
e3nd wrongfully restrained of his liberty by the wardeﬂ of ;heﬁ
penitentiary of the State of Tennessee, located near Petros,
Tennessge, in Morgan County. o
Petitioner sfates that his néme is JAMES EARL RAY; that
his present address is the Brushy Mountain Prison at Petros,
Tennessee; that he is under confinemen$ b;ing'sentenced on the
charge of muder under’CriminalnCouft Docket No. 16645 of Shelby

!

County, Tennessee; that the sentence was pronounced by the iate
HOnoraéle Preston Battle on March 10, 1969, in Division III og-l-
-the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee; that the sen-
tence was for a term of ninety-nine (99) years; tuaat he‘is
confined to the Brushy Hoﬁntain.Penitenciary at Petros,

Tennessece, in the custody of Warden Lewis Tollett wiho is

presently charged with the custody of petitioner; that said
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custody began on or about March 25, 1970; that prior to that
date your petitionef was confined in the State Penitentiary
in Nashville, Tennessee, in the custody of William S. Neil,

Warden.

Petitioner would show that he heretofore filed a Motion

for a New Trial; that prior to the hearing the presiding judge

the Honorable Preston Battle died; that an Amended Motion was
filed suggesting the death'bf‘thé‘trial judge; the State °f,

' Tennessee filed a Mot;on to Strike and was granted by the
succeeding jhdge, the Honorable Arthur Faquin, said judgment
being appealed to the Cd;rt_of Criminal Appe}ls and the Supreme
Court of the State of Tennessee which was subsequeﬁtly affirmed
and the Petition to Reheaf denied.

® Petitioner would show the following facts to establish

.

_hiS claim for relief:
; I.

Tﬁat he and his two ﬁrior attorneys in Cauée No. 16645
in the Criminal Court of Shelby Counfy{ Tennessee, entered
?nto contracts with the.authqr Nillig% Bradford Huie while
petitioner'waSvin the Shelby County ja;l avaiting trial, said
contracts beiﬂé'primarily to sellﬁthe publishing and movie
rights concerning pegitioner's case; that this sale was to be
made to the said William Bradford Huie for substantial sums éf
money, evidenced by the five attached exhibits which are
attached hereto and made‘a part of this Petition.

II.
Petitioner alleges that the said contract and letters

contained in the attached exhibits, which are attached hercto
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and made part of th;s Petition, establish a conflict of
iﬁterest between him, the petitioner, and his two prior
attorneys; that petitioner would have no story to sell and

no movies with publishing rights .to convey if he wefe allowed
to take the witness stand; that QUCh’an action on his part
would allow all facts in tﬁis cause tg become a matter of
~public record for the free use of.all.

111, .

" Petitioner alleges that in the establishment of con-
flict of interest between petitionér and his two pfipr attorneys,
as evidenced by the attached'exhibits,.that\the said prior
attorneys aétually represented William Bradford Huie and their
ownvfiqancial inferests and nof his, your petitionerfs.
Petitioner alleges that there would be no profif to mnyone
if he persisted iﬁ his "Not Guilty" plea; that your petitioner
was pressured énd induced into entering a plea of "Guilty" and
ﬂrespectfully directs the Court's attention to the attached
exhibicts. |

1V.

Petitioner is informed, and therefore alleges, that

the aq;hor William Bradford Huié made the statement that your
petitioner "Must not take the witness stand in his expected
trial, because if he did take the witness stand, then he
(William Bradford Huie) would have no book".
v. |
Petitioner's failure to have legal counsel as guhr—

anteed by the said Fourteenth and Sixth Amnendments to the
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United States Constitution and Article I Scction 9 of the
State of Tennessce Constitution is in reality a greater

.disscrvice to him, the petitioner, than having.incompetcnt
counsel and is a groés denial of due process and effective

representation of counsel so as to be such as to make your

petitioner's plea of "Guilty" a farce, a sham, and a mockery

of juétice. . ) - e
VI. ‘:

Tﬁat petitioner's second attorney in this cause
preSSured-him, and he, the petitioner,‘under duress.due to-
this pressure; entered a plea of "Guilty" dég to this con-
flict of interest between said attorney and pctitionerfand
for the sole financial gain of the said attorney, as evidenced;
by petitioner's attached exhibits which are hereto attached
and made a pért hereof. |
| VII.

That during petitioner's iqcarceration in Shelby Counﬁy
Jail prior'to March 10, 1969, such conditions existed that

deprived your petitioner of his free,will whereby he was

N
incapable of confering with his attorneys thereby depriving
him of legal cdunsel, resulting}in,an involuntary plea of guilty.
* Some of the additional facts supporting this Petition |
are as follows: .
Petitionér avers that he hés never had a érial and has

never been accorded his day in Court. By way of being morc

explicit, petitioner would show to the Court that he was 1induced

to plead guilty when, in fact, he was and is not guilty of the

crime of murder.
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Petitioner avers that he was in jail without bond and that he

exploved one Percy Fore:an of the Texas Bar to represent him, That he at
all t;ijc;as represented to the said Forcvan that he was imocent, ]?etitione'
would like to rewind the Court that this was a case that attracted inter-
national attention due-to the prominence of the person alledged to have been
rmurdexred, mﬁ that the Trial Judge decred it necessary to take unusual and
rigorous stens in an effort to i:revent eiﬂler the State or this petitioner
-from being pre_judiced.by the welter of lurid publicity which attended thj.'s
case, |
Your petitionsr avers that he was kept in solitary confinerent

before and during his appearances in Court; under the pretence that the

: . \
petitioner was in danger of being assassinated; he was kept in a ligated

N

cell and wnder constant swrveillance, day and night, That the Sheriff of
Sheloy County even went so far as to install a closed—circ‘:uit television
st in his cell and that he was thus being watched at all tines ’through )

.

© this cevice, in‘addition to the quards vwho attended hinm day and nigiit.
That dué to the presaence of the guards and the listening .emc_} seeing de-
vices, petitioner was never accorded a private conference with his atb Faeer g

Petitioner would furtﬁer shicw that he had originally been repre=
sented in this matter by one Arthur Hayaes & the z}Iéhe;va Bar, but was
advised by the said Fercy Foreran to discharge Mxr. Haines, which he did,
soon after beiny brought to Shelhy County.

Petitioner would show that this continuad for s;vzrc -ninc ronths
dwsing nis several apoearances in the Criminal Cowrt of Sanlby Cownty.
Patitionor ciarges that due to this treatent he was wable to rest and
slcep in anvthing like a normal m:umer; Ie would shoxr that he bechve so
nervous ana distraught of mind that he vas unzble to wake intallicent de-
cisions in hils case and was wholly depondant on his counsel, in whaa he

aadd great confidonce at that tine,
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Peti. Llom - further avers that his attomey, Pexcy oreran, cntoer
into a contract with onz or rore writers 'wno were desirous of dbtaining
the exclusive rights to the facts of tho mtJ.LLo*Pr s version of the case,
and this could not be éécon,mlishe-:l if t"lere was an onan trial of the case,
as the facts of such a nuol:c trial would therelyy ‘)"ccrh. pu Hlic kncerleds

Petitioner avers that Attornev Forenan conceivad the diabolical idea that

if he could induce petitioner to plead guilty, these ands could be thus

achicved,
Petitioner charges that his attorney instituted a course of action

toard him designed to pressure pe‘ci’cioner into pleading guilty. Your
vetitioner avers that his attorney's action was not takeln for the welfare
of retitioner but was done by his said at ttorney so tl\w.t he could collect
large sums of :roneg fram the writer or writers with \ihom he had contraciad,
Petitioner furthear avers that his sald attorney finally told him {hat the |
only way his life dould be saved was for him to plead cuilty. He would
further shov to the Court that the said Percy Foreman appearced on national
television (the Dick Cavitt Show) and openly bragged that he had coszced
petitioner into pleading quilty b_{ telling him that he would be executed
if he went to trial,

Petitioner would show to the Court that the said Pexcy Loreman is
a dominating person and that he is supr@wely" ego‘c.istical. Petitioner
fully realizes the pf’lllo involved in dlsrcm wding the advice of one's
lawyer; this, cowled with the other factors herein set out; to-wit: his
nervou:;nesg and mental over=yroughtness, sl e to the unusual tro nt he
was supjected to during his confinerent), caused him to enter the nlea of
guilty as herctofore set out.

Your petitioner avers that an‘c')’chor Judge, the Hon, Arthur rauin,
sexving in place of Judge Battle, ruled that sincé he had pleaded gquilty,

there could be no rotion for a now trial hca.rd, and refus cd to sot asi

the judegwent. 'I'he casa was cnrrJ.ccl to tha hichast ap>allate courts of this
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State and finally the Suprome Court of Penncssee affimed the julgaent of
the Crirmdnal Court of SIaeiby County, This was done despite the statutes
of Temessee which require a new trial where the presiding Judge has died
kLefore passing on such wotions, The 01103— decisions of the Sunreire Court
of 'Dérmessce had held'ﬁlis to be a wholesome lav since the judge vihio heaxd
’dlelca. e was the only judcro who could 'Jroog,rlr and legally authenticate
the record in the case for review by the Suprame Court.

Petitioner, therefore, avers that he has not been accorded the
Yequal protection" guaranteed him by the FOURTEEITH AMENDMENT of the

United States Constitution,

He avers that his rights guaranteed him by the State and Federal

Constitutions to counsel at all stages of his txrial hava been cro*""l_/
\

violated, . : \

-

Your petitioner charges that his rights of "due process" guaranteed

hin by both the State and Federal Constitutions have been grossly violated.

Petitioner avers that he onlv vleaded quilty because of the ahove-
VRS gL )

stated reasons and not hecause he was in fact qui ltv.

' He would snow to t‘ne Court that the State's case has not bean
prejudiced, and that he has obtainzd no. wifalr advantages by reason of 4
his plea of gm'.].ty.'

Your pet:itioner -Lh.LJf‘r cmu:g thaf 'thu mattex was brought to
the attention of the Julgs who originally presided in this case, and be-
fore the death of Judye Battle, and to the attention of tha successor
Judge and the District Attomcy General, within a sheort tine thereafter;
the matters contained in this camlaint were brought to the attention of
the Cowrt and the prosecution prbm_atly, so that dclal; could not have
petitioner's notive, nor could the passage of such a short meriod of time
have impaired the chonces of the prosecution in presonting whotever case
they have or may have not had. Petitioner herchy makes his affidavit a

part off this patition and is £iling the sane with this petdtion.
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PR‘\I[LE SES QUISIDENED, PwlTITONER PRAYS:
1. That he be allowed to file this petition;
2. That the Writ of Haheas Corpus issue rojquiring the wavden,
Lewis Tollett, to have .the person of the petitioner before this Court
such tirre and place as this Court may require and order, so fclnat the
legality of h is re traint n“xy ba injuired into, |
| 3. He prays that he be allcowed to x'liuldrazv his plea of guiltv
that the judgment upon which he is heing restrained, be set aside and
for nothing held and .i:hat he be gr unth a trial on his plea of not cuilty.

4, He pravs for such othexr .Lurtn ar and general relief as the
& " !

cquities and justice of the case may deamand.
Xghd I te. O 34 —
T(PETITIONE S L.Al-\L AV

- 2L .,/371,a/l.,
r*A’fl A I Y F SR DSAITIOER

L

" BTATE O TEINESSIEE)
HORGAN COUITY 5)

Personally arpeared before me JANES EARL RPAY, the petitioner herein,
/ :
and win nkes oath in dus form of law that he has read the foregoing pe-
tition cud thwe facts set forth in the petition are true to tha best of his

knowledge, information and oallca., and in subs Eance and in fact.,

VITHESS MY HAWD AMND SEAL OF OFFICE this the 4?7% day of ({ CLLxe

A
VR /))J.’« . ch—‘(/

NCLL AR PUbLLIC ‘ /‘

I COTISSION BRTwS: (Lhod 4. 1972
: 7 : -
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Law OF FicEn GF .
1 rey FoRrEMAN
|- ‘QOS KSQUIM TOAST BUILWDING

Holl‘-.ln\ Tl NAS 77008

's N »

.gNarch 9th,-169'

Mr;7dames Eari’ﬁay,
Shelby County Jail,
~Mecmphis, Tennessec.

‘Dear James Earl:

s

' You have heretoforc as signed to me all of your
royaltlcs from mapgazine articles, book, motion picture or
-other revenuo to be derived from the writings of ¥Wm. BRad-
ford Hule. These are my own property unconditiorally.

However, you have hereto ore authorized and re -
quested me to negotiate a plea of guilty if the State of
Tenncssce through its District Attorney General and with
the approval of “the trial judge would waive the death pen~
alty. You agreced to accept a sentence of 99 years.

e
PR P

It is contemplated that your case will be dis -
.posed of toworrow, March 10, by the above plea and scntenco.
This will shorten the trial considerably. In consideration
of the time it will save me, I am willing to make the fol -
lowing adjustment of my fee arrangement with you:

1. o
L oA e

* 3
roatanAls e

: If the plea is entered and the sentence accepted

~and no embarassing circumstances take place in the court
room, I am willing to assign to any bank, trust company or
ind1V1dual selected by /ou “all ny rece 1pts under the above
assignment in excess of $165,000,00, These funds over and
above the first £165,000.00 \dll be hcld by such bank, trust
company or individual subject to your Q{der.

-

T have cither spent or obligated myself to spend
in oxcess of $£14,000.00, and I think these expenses should
be paid in'addition to a 7150,000,00 fee. I am sure the ex-
penses will exceed $15,000.00 but I am willing to rest on
that figure.

Youns truly,

 1?4,4;/ f:%/j;;’klg/i/kﬁ/N‘“bﬂ“"—:

WWLMM/

~ a4

‘S
4

[

- - ‘. e me e -—riea s s e

/s

4

.

v ~QQ¢-,>"'.— -.-; ’ ‘_— u‘:‘\: l':,' :“1.-'. '~‘.\ "1‘-.‘ oS o preg Neseg

Ve TSN D SN SR S e e STy pead s

R el Rt
B . o b o AR
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Prrcy Forisan
<@ A JOUTH COAGY BUILOVLG .
MAIN AT RUSK Hovsros, Tixas 77000 CA 4-932y .

March 9, 1969

Mr. James rarl day,
Shelby County Jail,
Memphis, Texas.

Dear Jumes Earl:

You hﬁve L asiad f)nt I advance to Jerry .lay five
(8500.00) of tie *5, 0wl Cl rederrcine o the fivst live
thousand dollars paid by “wm. B*qu'cAd %Lie. Qh January
29th, lir. tivie advanced an additionsl . 5,000.00., At that
Liae 1 lad spent in excesz of 9,500, 00 on your case,
~Strce thgn, I }J ‘e spert in eXCuis of .4, OOO 00 additional,
A -ut I am +villdns o advarce Jorry €600.00 and and
At te the 1105,300.00 mentioned in my other letter to you
- today. In wrher words, I would receive the first %165,500.00.
But I woulu ncu maKko nny other advances - just this one 2500.00,

' - And this adV4nce also, is continrent upon the plea
of gullty und sentence gofnr thr »uvh on March 10, 1959, without
any unsocmly conduct on your pirt in court,

Yours tru]y, ' 4v,/’L4/k_

P.S. Thoe rifle and the white mustans are tied up in the
o »sutt Yiled by enfro Hays. Courc costs and attornceys
fees will be nece. sary, perhaps, to ret them relcused,
J will credit the "165,500.00 ':ith whatever they bring
over the cest of obtainine them, {f any. ////

/,W«. bl P VTpErey v

Pr-y

. . .. LR el T L I - - Y Ve e L N TR T L EV ST

.

SIS e e

L) RS AL . SN e e -
oo R A LR B R IRV -

a '-’.-" AN ';rx R A ....n‘..A .
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H,AHTEEL'{.C,.ALADAMA
-~ March 7, 1969

mar‘ JdmCS R{Jy. LI )

. -
it

Enclosed you w111 f1r~

1. The original ar sement szgned by you, Mr'. Hanes,
-and me.

P - ) L.
’ B -

.-

[SVS P7UUT U X SISV WAL YU AN B A TENPILS Y &,
! . : Lo [T

2. The letter sitached to that agmément by which I
agreed to ¢dvance $35,000 in anticipation of
earning~ from this pI‘O']CCt. .

N

e

Fecelpw fmm your attormeys for‘ the $u0, 000
whic® I have advanced to date. ($30,000 to Mr.
Han-5 and Sl0,000 to Mr. Foreman.) -

i

I v 3O havmg sent to you, from ny attormeys,
" the e .~lementary Agreement which was signed by Mr. Foreman,
o vmes, you and me. I suggest that you sign another
<o, of this for Mp. Foreman, so that we can have two
e Opics bearing all four original smnatur\.

~
<.
e
Y]
L
Sel
[$
.'l

K.

o
ca

—-.

LN

.
-
N

8 K,
AL Ay

This gives you copies of all agm@nents existing
tetween you and me; and you will note that I have followed
them to the letter. I will ¢ontinue to do so. .

oL

*

. To this date this project has earned $30,000. Additional
eammg'_, w1ll shortly be received from LOOK magazine, from
fomlg,n magazines, and from Dell Publishing Comp:my, which

Lowill publlsh the book 1n May.

4,4.{'1.«~r:3 L

¥ "

-
.
14
e
POSRE

>

P
e

- :
'/ [l ¥

LOOK Magazine will publish my next articl on April 15th.
The book, titled HE SLEW THE DREAMER, will be published about
May 15th. ' ‘ '

.q'
hd .
o
'~

I am currently negotiating with Carlo Ponti, the
film producer, over plctum rlghts. I'11l keep you informed
of developments. :

. Ve A
‘. ’.L“‘Lu'-’n.‘\a—liu

: . X R
’ -As soon as you are moved to Nashville, I will attempt
. 10 see you....or rather we will attempt to get permission

for you to see me. Ve need a plctum of you to use on the
front cover of the book. s e

e\

Ak

A te AP

\ .
.. .

- .b'“'
.(?:*_fm ;
N

Jerry keeps in touch with me; and 1f it is your desire
you can count on me to keep 1n touch mth you mocfmltely
I'll help you in any way 1 can.

. \

S And of course T will kccp both you and Hr. Foz\fnn
infonm‘d as to ea):nins's. : /(/
e e ema et . Best Hll‘-hC‘b. A Y *"-’

v hd

- . e
U
¥

N .nw‘_..- e
. S
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'nr". Arthe J. Haneg
AtLorncy “at Law ’

letter is.meanc to be part of our Agreement, !sicgned onx-n
date, and is an extension and clarlflcatlow of Arulcle
,daJd Agrbemcﬁt. R T S e

TR 0 . :_ . L S
o

. -

Al

It is known and Lnd sto¢4 by you, Rhy and me that all édAEf
vance*,nade by punlis hers’to an author on a boox contract * :;
are merely loans, returnable in full if,  for any *°a501‘whét-*lt
‘ever,.the'book is not-completed and accepted; and these ad~
;VQnCCa or- 1oans become: 1ﬁccme to the Author oaly ‘after com--
pletlon og the: boom an% ter its ucce‘tance uy the .publisher.

. . . ] R ..l - .
’~ 4 ."_, . o .t . PRI ey ST RRY .

Thcrefor»; any nonies. pald*bv me to you and Rav whlle I am. re— "
searcnlng and wrltan bnls book are, in effect, loans from, me.
.to the two of you. Hovever, under the circumstances, I am .-

owllling o considar thesa Jronies or zdvances made by me to_tnu
" two of you non-returnable, if you and Ray will agrece that e
. -these payments or auv“nces, chall not cxceed thc follovxng

. schedulc of paynent Vet ' : :

ST ¢ o,
.2:‘

v
A \"

;?,' "1, 60n the sxenlng of,‘%c firs;, or' boo“, cortract I
Cwill pay you tb° sum of $10 600.00, It 'is, assumed that. th
_ w;ll be. on oxr about Ju’v ngh pot lnter than Julj 20tn.

L TR .. "o
s

o, T Y A L e 7 Qv 0 o
2.h-0n LhOff rot day. Lter Rav hao begn locged ln

St

-

in'thc United Statés, Towill pay 55000 It is a

f this will be about August dst. ' . o &
e # L A% I. S ' i, e [ ".‘,‘ .

e
—

e -

P ._.\\

.

: 33 Sl ' :
VL 3a~10ne month. al th'Ra 'has been lodged in th; Unltea
SLaLes ‘I wxll pay $5000," _A~,,,‘= Rgate ST

"’.*.'t v & € A ; BRI - N

. Similh;ly, a month’ laLcr;

.w”° f ‘r R Ceen
'l" . u . '
et o2

a .owth latcr; anot hhr $JOCO
,fk.vlh"ah.\ W NN

I.o, ‘-

Y

-

unotn I.'

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Mr. Arxthur J. llancs

v O . . I
7. ..Similarly, a month later, another $5000.

SN -,

Al et avet VA

In short, on signing, on Ruy's return, and during the first
five months after nhis return, I am obligating r/sclL to pay_
you and Ray, under terms oI our Agrecment, to pay "you and

‘Ray a total of $35,000,  All payments, as per our Agrecment,
will be made to you by wy ajent, Ned Brown, and these payments,
in equal amounts, will be chargad aga*nst whatever may becone
“due to you and Ray under the Agreement. e

Five months after Roy's return, assuming that I receive all
‘the cooperation froa you and Ray guaranteed by the Agreement,
I expect to have completed the book, or to have obtained legal .
“extentions from the publ icher, you and Ray. ©Normally a pub-
lisher has 30 days in which to accept or regec; thc book. Onc:
the book has been accepted, the entire puollsnvng advance will
be paid; and thereafter, all payments made to me, from any ancé ,'
all sources, will be 1ncome, not loans; and this income will bc -
. divided and paid promptly as provided uqﬂer the Agreementt '
wos-.—. Your signature, along with tuat of Ray affixed by you unaer
“your Power of Att orney, will attest Agzeement

-, -

/_)/ .,r,r e gxw}/_f_,f_z/’} /_ZJ 4

v

"William Br aLOEV’dule
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Jancs Eaﬁl Ray
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) T AOREEHE (_‘nLﬂrde InhO FRES T Ay ﬂC »‘Hllj; 10"{?,
7Ly and between WLJ]lam Bradford Huic (herein uthoc"), Jaiego
-..Larl Ray (hCchn “Ray’ ") and Arthur J. Hanes (herci1 Hanca").
l: Thlﬂ Agrccmcnu 18 cntcrcd lnto thh reference to
tnc followlng, : N *.J_, . s o

. .
. . . .. . ‘ .
oe’

cea (u) Author is and hds been,.for many ycaru a urxtcr
of lnternatxonal reputation and has had numerous hooks and |
urtlclcs publlvhcd and *erlallzﬁa througnouL the world Lo
S % (b)) Ray has been charged with the murder of Mar tin”il: ;
TLuther King, Jr.; and it is anticipated that a trial (herein ”:-—H
-"the Trial") of Ray for such murder WLIl be held in _.the State~'"
of Tennessec in the near future. : ,
R . - dan . ST L es oo P .
v (c) Hanes i an: at»orney at law licensed to pkac—
tice uws such in the State of Alabama; Ray ard Hanes and cach of
. them represent that Ray bas engaged Hanes to act as his attorney ™.
“u, in the Trial, that Hancs ha° accepted such cngagenent and that,
hﬂ Wlll so act. .. . ., . .

e ‘e
PRI ey PN
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(d) Author prooores to WthG 11tezary naterlal
deallng w;th the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., the
alleged participation of Ray therein, and the Trial, for the
purpose of outabllehlng the truth wlth respect thereto. :

3 ¢

TR A

el wte
s

T

g
Y.

:"' *" (e) - Ray and Hanns are desirous of assis ting Author

in such writing by furnishing to him such material relative. to:
othe subject matter of such writing which Author might not oLhc“—eﬁ
Mice De able to wbtain,

> ';\'I\“ {". T

v,

i)
%
-
e
1
N
;)

W

Yy Aty Towr
..

- 2. Ray and Haneo and cach of thcn agrce that they wll’
usc their best efforts to arrange as many personal interviews y
" between Author and Ray and on the -earliest occasions which may.

" . be permitted by the autho*mt) having jurisdictior over the
institution in which Ray is then confined; and that they and
cach of thewm on such occasions and otherwise, through flancs or:
other persons, will impart to Author such information (herein ..
the "Private Material") with respect to the assassination of-
Martin Luther King, Jr., the alleged participation of Ray . ..
therein, and the life and activities of Ray, as they or either
of them may have or reasonably mey be able to obtain; and that

-~ Author shall bave the right to usc the Private Mater ial or any
part thereof in his writing of said literary material.

A )

A S ey

, .
e

P
s AN AL T

s

.

LN o
.

;3. The literary maLerlal which Author proposes to
wiite as aforesaid, including such of the Private Material as
Author in his sole discretion clects to use, is hereinafter
rceferred to ag “said work", Author shall have, and if and to
“the extent that they or either of them have any rights, titles,
or interecots therein, Ray and Hanes, and cach of them, give,
gcll, aosign and transfer to Author, forever, the following
aboolute, cxclusive and urnqualified rights: the right to write
eald worx and to use the same, in whole .or in part, in whateve '
manner Author in his sole.discretion may elect, includxng but
“not limited to the rignt to make arnd/or cause to be made raga--~~3r-
zinc, booh, dra@atlc, motion picture, television and/ox

e or
Sl P
e A
P S
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LV adaptations of cvery kind, of said work oxr any part thereof,
and for the purpoge of maning any of gaid adaptations huthor
or his designees may change, Intorpolate in, add to or subtract
from or nahke fOf"'qﬂ languige vevsiong ofy said worrg to guen
oxtent as Author in his gole discrotion may clect; the sole
.and exclusive right to maxe motion picuures and Lclhvi”ior
pictures of all kinds based in whole or in part on said worv
" and/or containing characters of caid work (including remaies
of and/oxr scquels to any such picturcs), with the right to
sell, lease, license and gencrally deal in the same throughout
the world, fo ever; the right to use the name,” voice ar “/or‘
lixencss of Ray and ilanes, or cither of them, in or as the
title of said work; the right to chbtain counyright in the na:
of Autbor or otherwise in all countries throughout the worl
in and to said work rd/or a*"_of id acdaptations; the so
and exclusive right to ncgotiat
the nemo of Author alone or

TR
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ng w1tn or ok tain~
thereto), such
.1icenscs, grants, agreeneats, q Vo with respect to caid
vorxk, any of said adaptaticns, a ; £ the rights nerein-—
2bove set forth, as Author in his , retion may ecleci:
for this purpose (but without limiti ooncrality of the
foregoing) Ray and Hanes and each them hereby irrevcecably
arpoint Author the true and lawful attorney of them and cach
_of them to necgotiate for, execute arnd deliver, in the rames of
Author, Ray and Hanes, or any of them, as nu‘hO”‘ﬁuy elect, any
- and-all such licenses, grants, agrecuents-and contracts. '

o - . .
PR RN A N .7 LR

D
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] - ,
4. Without in any manner linlting the genecrality of

the foregoing, Ray and Hanee and cach of them agree, upon
demand, to exccute and deliver to Author or his designees ary
apd all such instruments, including but not limited to assign-
Festn, corcente crarsle s and rele coa, whieh in the judeneont
QL authol Luy ko hecessary or desivable to implement, cffectuat
or protect the rights of,or rights, titles and interests herein
"given or agreed to be given to,Authcr with regpcct to said work

and/br any of said adapbatlonq.

5. In full cinsideraeticn . ! rishts, ~1tlo" and interests
' givcn or azrved to'be given by Ray lires to Author he*uu:d*“ ard . .

for all agreevents and acts of & } Henas herdundar or pursuant

Lereto, Author egrecs to pay to ray and fh.nes thirty per cent

-

ey .
e,

of the gross receipts from caid work., All re 5 shall ke paid to

et

and collected by the Acther's azent, Yed Ere: 315 S

Boverly Drive, Baoverly Hills, Calif., and sald Auth

-t A

€

ruXxe paments to Ray end Kanes each, or thcir

cr as *"sxgxccs, within ten d y5 after recelnt.

7S S TR P

shall also, at qu terly intetvals, fumich stateren

CoVd uitile

e Y

trancacticns 10 reasonadle datail, Tha Author's agnent s

(A4 10 20

.

3 1N 4e ! -~ v Hpe - 4 ‘ $
Aathin ten days after theliw cerpletion, fuinish to Pay and Hanes

[RLS

coples of any and all contruetn enteind iato by the Author.

RN e . -
-:vv‘l-,\‘w \.-{r.,'
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6. Notwithst .\hchng ,mthJ ng <1 ;O hcrc hr'xcin contuxr.crl
"the partices c;prcudly understand and agrece an follows:

. (a) " Author has no obligation of any kind to Ray,.
lancg or others to write or make or cause Lo be written or made
gaid work or any of said adaptations, or to usce any of the
Private Matcriol in said work or said adaptationu. Author has
not represented, warrantcd or “j:ﬁrd and does not repreesent,
warrant ox agrec that if he does write or make or cause to be
written or nmade said work or any of said adaptations he will
in fact enter into any license, grant, agreement or conkract

relative thercto, or that in any cve:
nct profLLs from said worx in any par tlculax amount or at &ll,

- . o— . o

(b) “h "“‘“*—-ﬂ HOLm A e T T L oW

.’M~ e A et 1"“1"’\-
Sy st S oGl ~~,~:~—J TN S et T i e SRt :»/_-—»- 1O
{u m"-"lr""l* J“*“::‘:t‘:‘\ e .'\ A Gentnn Yovenfref et
S
C—MO""" ""/,"'\C .‘_~L€\“—&4 s \/‘-.1‘:‘ 1 2 RS I ‘(~ ra s R .-.”J ':_‘ ‘_y”\(___‘__)v:,‘:‘.;a
b«-—x-;,,v Jon—not a3 ’ e b e C T ey ey
e Pt S e

spach
o1l inf tho o ,:-”AT:»:,L;\_w;_,-‘:.{v Ao b oot 3

}‘C COTT ;U e ‘L'“P"J.. ..‘/’”‘L/ S} Somad® R Sfema ;.‘r"*'*r w Py f—;rv—f-wr-—f- n'}-.v-—»f‘ __,,Q.,.‘
P 2 ] ::—l—’:—*qc——cﬁ_*-c':l"w_ ro—Deon—cu L iiorn izl 3‘"’(: —i
‘}tJil-LVO;uA*vO“KﬁQ*dXxLOm~3“ —athar jc::An—~w—:¢brg?“
x—nf»«‘.\,my kﬂ?‘?’%#'“‘ﬁ‘““‘ﬁ%(}“”‘"&‘&"fm S

&

giving SUCTH-R0SiCo -

a (c) uthor shall receive'credit foy thre writing
for said work und/or said acantatlono in such manner as Autnor

nay clect

7. This Agreement shall be bindirg upon and inure to

ttc benefit of the parties hereto and threir respective personal

by

reoreoentatives., eoxecutors, adninistrators, heirw lechtenc,

_ =y c-er oy osszign this Agreepent, all
or any part of the rights, titles and intercsts hercein given or
agreed to be given to Author boveundcr, and/oz all or any part
- of any rights herein referrcd to, to any persons, firms and/or

corporations. . .

IN WITNESS HHVRMO the part-es hereto have exccuted
this Agrccncnt as of Lhc ddtc f1 st above written.

.

/JIJ; ,'_('/...4 /'/W’L Q JJ/
Lllll“m ﬁé%;ford Huie e
Author

/
'[/)—&}'4,;— 4‘-\/ /*—"\/

”~

James Earl Ray

Arthur J. Hanes

-Hanes
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AR a b s 1900 bcfo1c e, the
uudu\u{.‘.m\\ QA St '_,_.f,/,‘:\./ antannt i}y alxvp.'r..nd
PIILIA./ILJ[Wu”H thh mewn Lo me to he the person
wvhose nace ig subseribed to the vithin fnstrument

nnd nc“nuwlcdbch that he c*ccutgd thie sanmc.

-
.‘ -
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1 sccl.
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wn‘x-:ss ol mny 11.m<. cnd off ci.
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196S bhefore m2, the

et ped Ui S8 Igie, . personslly anweved

TIAMES EARL LY sunotam Lo e to ha the person whose

neme is subserihed to tue within instrument aud
acknouledred that ke erecuted the sanc, \

“

cicial scal.
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A ,o/()()u before me, the

undcﬂ;ignhd A ;_;;:- .;.};:;4,.narsonally anpcared
ARTRUR J. (WTES knowm~<d m¢ to be the persan whose

‘pame {s subsevited tO thie wlithin {nstrum eat and

nanowlcdcd ther ke enecuzed the same,

.
>~
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ST OF TINIEGSER, et rel .
JAMES EARL RAY,

Petitionar

IN ‘OHE CRIIIGIAL COURD OF
SHELBY O0UITY, TEIESSER,
LIS TOLLETT, Varden of the :
- State Penitentiary at Petros, SEQQID DIVISION
Tennessee, - )

. Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF JORRY RAY

I, Jerry Ray, rake cath in due foma of law that in Novenber, 1963,

v E N
I talked to ifr. Percy Foreman. That in that convergation, I told M,

Foreman that I had talkad to the vxriter, Mr., Huie, and that he had sajd

1.
to me that if my brother, James Earl Pay, took the witness stand it would

ruin his book. I, Foreman told re then that if my brother went to trial

wvith . Arthwr Haynes as his lawyer, he would be electricutad as I,

~

IIa;\_}neé and I3, Hule were old friends and that all these ::«1& were atier
was the monzy.

Later, ', Foro;zén camwe to St, louls, Tidssouri, and trizd to gat
rz2, and other railxers of
quilty. He told us that he knevy I.tT‘.a.t Jaes Easrl Pav did not kill iar
Luther King, Jr., but that dus to thé publicity and: the fact that Jares
BEarl Play had heoen previously convicted,  he would be. convictel, At that
tire, he said that ry brother, Javes Earl Ray, was insisting on a trial
and did not wish to plead cuilty. He told us that if James Zarl Ray would
plead‘guilty, he (@ amas Zarl Ray) vould receive abeut $200,020.00 fron tho

'- 4‘ ! .y ~ : - * ‘ -
ko't Hule was writing, and that he (Foraman) would gat 1y Hrothar nardonad

-

-1 about two years if he kept his roul shut at the prizon, as he knov

Wi the next goviamer vould Le,
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At the thie T tallied o e wrilter 1o, Hule, he told ;e tha
Jamos Farl Ray took the witness stand, it would destroy the book ho was
writing and that he could naither get the ook publisied or if he did he
could not golt the sare revieved by the papars and other putlicetions,

Ir, Foreman told e and other waders of the fanily that the pro-
secution and/or the I'.B.I was bribing witnesses, specifically a nan by the
naime of SGtevens wino t.h, proo@cudqu was brmmg hy offexing hinm a large sua

of roney as a reraxd,

I, of course, refused to do this,

STATE CF TENNLESSHER)
QOUNTY OF

Personally appeared before me, Jerry Ray, and vho nakes oali in
du=a form of law ’dlat the facts set out in the foregoing affidavit arae

’crt_lo to the best of his knovledge and belief and in substanc:z and in fack.

WO DAL

'ég{fé“ﬂ/%’ - o j /

My Comission Expires:
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