Rosen to Deloach Hemorandum
RE: HURKIN

ACTION:

1. It is recommonded that BAC, Frank V. Biti,
Atlants, be instructed to prepare an affidavit and furnish
it to the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennceses,
refuting thisx aliegation in order that the rocord may be
get straight.

2. BSAC, Memphiz will be instructed to sdvise
Tennossee State Prosscutor of sction being taken regurding
this allegation.
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B | Eay 1, 1970
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION ,

ASSASSINATION OF :
 MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.
' CIVIL RIGHTS

XX(G)EJM/rit

a ‘

v NOTE: Enclosed is an affidavit being filed in the Crintnal
g A Court of Shelby COunty, Tenn,

!
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4/28/70

AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P)
SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re your airtel 4/21/70.

Enclosed are 2 copies of an affidavit prepared and
signed by the SAC, Memphis, refuting the allegations set forth
in JERRY RAY's affidavit. The original will be furnished to the
Clerk of the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, on
5/8/70, UACB.

2) - Bureau (Enc. 1)
- Memphis

JCH:3jap

€))
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Memphis, Tennesseo
April 28, 1970
- Lot

I, ROBERT G, JENSEN, Special Agent in Charge of
the Memphis Office of the Federal Bg;eau of Investigation,
being dgly Sworn, do hereby make the following Lrece and
volunta%y statenent to CLIFTON O. HALTER, Assistant Special
Agent ié Charge of the M;mphis Office of the Federal Bureau
+ of Investigation, regarding allegations made by JERRY RAY
in an aflff_ma.yit’fued April 13, 1970, 4n the Crininal Court
of Shelby County,.Tbnnessee,‘which affidavit is part of a
Potition For Post Conviefion Relief filed April 13, 1970,
styled, "JAMES EARL hay, Petitioner, vs. State 02 Tennessec
4and LEWIS TOLLETT, Warden of State Penitentiary at Petros,
ibnuessee, Defendants;" ' '

JERRY BAY has alloged in his affidavit that during
the period that PERCY FOREMAN was éhé attorney representing.
the Petitionor JAMES FEARIL RAY that "the Prosecution and/op
the F.B,I, wmag bribing Witnesses, specificaliy'a ran by the
fname of STEVENS who the prosecution was bribing by offering

hin a large Sun of noney as g'reward."
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e - ® -
of Dr. MARTIN LUTHER XING, JR., and as the person directly
responsible for the overall. uupervzsxon of this investigaoion,
‘I an fully qualified to .and do state thwtmmt no time did the
Fed?ral Burcau of Investigation o: any’ of its Special Agonts
or other cnployees offexr a 6ribe or a revargq to any witness~
in this investigation.

% It is presumed that the witness STEVENS nentioned
in JERRY RAY's affiaavit is CHARLES QUIT&AN STEPHEHS, who
was a'tenant in the rooning house at 4223 South Main Street,
Hémphis, Tennesseo, on the date that .Dr, MARTIN LUTHER.
KING, JR., wvas murdered. As stated above, no person repre~

senting the Federal Buréau of Investigation has ever offered

"any bribe or reward to obtain testimony fron CHARLES QUITMAN

@M%

ROBERT G, JEASEN

Special Agent in Charge,
Federal-Bureau of Investigation
Momphis,. Tennessee

"STEPHENS.

~

Sworn to and subscribed before ne on April 28, 1970,
at Merphis, PYennessec.
wa# z,

/BZ_%L /
’ L 87y 00

Assistant Special Agent in Charge
ITNESS //2;2’
/rlv J/_!, //"\‘1&.)\/

Federal Bureau of Invcstigation
Menmphis, Tennessee -
ORYILLN ¥V, JOHNSON
'Sneciai Agent, FBY . -2,

- wow
' -
i -
f . -
H »

i
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M 4/21/70
\\\\{}i - Mr,., McDonough

AIRTEL
T0: AC, WEMPHIS (44-1987)
FROMY//DIRFCTOR, FBI (44-38861)
MURKIN '

Reurairtel 4/14/70,. C

SAC, Menmphis should prepare an appropriate
affidavit refutinz the statement set forth in Jerry Reay's
affidavit pertaining to the FBI and furnish the original
to the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, and
furnish copies to the Bureau for dissemination to the
Civil Rights Division,

EJM: js
4)
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thia is the case 1av¢1ving the uurder 0£ uzrtin Luther

Janeﬁ Eerl Ray, the subdect who is aerv;ng a 99 year

-4_aentence in & Tennessece State Prison-on-his guilty ples to the
murder of King, has filed a petxtion under the Tennessee "Post

- Conviciion Relief Act®,. -This is -his last- avenue of appeal in

State Court as his appeal previousxy wa& denied by thnfwennassQG .

State supreme Court, .

3»nev trial.

The bnses of hig current nppeul are tba same, namely.

1.- Be charges confliet af lnterest by his previous

' attorneys Arthur Hages- end Percy Foreman and writer Williem Bradéord

Huie in connection with the -financial returns fran puhlications on - ;'

‘_Pay'a story relativa to.the King gnooting.au

u 2.. ﬁe was duprlved of tull and free access to his.atter-_i

‘iQ.neys while incarcerated in Shelhy County (Henphis), Tenneﬁsee, Jail..*;

<. 30 ‘The death of the ‘trial 3dee, Preston Battle, ‘soom
after his tripl and sentencing alsa ﬂoprivsd htn of his right to : o

attached to the petition is an affidavit by Jerry Ray,

James'narl Ray's brother, which was taken under oath,lin which Jerry :

Ray claims that Percy Foreman stated that the prosecution and/or
the FBI was bribing witnesses,: "spacifically 2 man by the name of

STEVENS who the. proaecution wag. bribing by ofiering him 8. large Bsum . L
' ‘3”‘"3?7 as e rowurd ; 5T o ) v S

This un&aubtedly refers to cnarlas Quitman Stephens, vhn

L cccnpied the room adjncent. to James Earl aay et the hause 4 nemphis

fran which the shot vaa iired.

CEMge oo T comxmxn ema ";I

@
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RE: MURKIN -

 Roses ta"’mmicﬁ Memorandum

" There is uo bamis for Jerry Rey's statement that the FBI -

" .bribed Stephens, The Tennessee State Prosecutor hes advised

54C, Mewphis that there is no basis to Jerry Ray's statement that

“the prosecution brib%d Staphens. 'The prosecutor indicated that

- they-would answer the petition within the next 30 dsys.

| It is recommended that SAC, Memphis be instructed to -
prepare san affidavit and furnish it to the Criminal Court of S
Shelby County, Tennesses, refuting the atatement in Jerry Ray's .

" affidavit pertaining to the FBI in order that the record will be’
- 'set straight., - . L ‘ S

e oL e ey . . 9 H .
- - K ce - ¢
- - B ) B N
. . - ‘e
. - . . . -
[Pt I s .
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4-14-70

AIRTEL AM

T0: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987-SUB-0)
MURKIN

Re Memphis Airtel 3-20-~70,

Submitted herewith for completion of Bureau files
is copy of a petition for post conviction relief filed by
JAMES EARL RAY's attorneys, J. B, STONER and RICHARD J. RYAN.
This petition was filed in the Criminal Court of Shelby County,
Tennessee, on 4=-13-70,

Of possible interest to the Bureau is an affidavit
of JERRY RAY, brother of JAMES EARL RAY, which is also attached
to the overall petition. JERRY RAY in his petition, under oath,
claims that Mr. FOREMAN told him amd other members of the family
that the prosecution and/or the FBI was bribing witnesses,
specifically a man by the name of STEPHENS. Reportedly, the
prosecution was bribing STEPHENS by offering him a large sum of
money ss & reward. The STEPHENS mentioned by JERRY RAY is,
of course, CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, who occupied the room
adjacent to JAMES EARL RAY at 4324 South Main Street, Memphis,
There is, of course, absolutely no basis for JERRY's statement
that the FBI was bribing STEPHENS.

Executive Assistant Attorney General LLOYD A,
RHODES advised that there is absolutely no basis for the statement
that the prosecution was bribing STEPHENS by offering him a large
sum of money as a reward, RHODES indicated that although there
is no time limit for them to answer the petition they intend to
do so within the next 30 days,

Memphis will keep the Bureau advised of developments,

2 ) BUREAU (Enc.

MEMPHI S
RGJ :BN
3)
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Aasiatant Attsrney Geeral /Mf - ap:u 1¢, 1970
Civil Rights Divisiea - |

Directer, FBI
ASGASSINATION OF mmm mm KING, IR,

ﬁdm umﬂc »my motm#udmﬁ,
it"lﬁ, captisned a8 2bove, ad {0 ynw semorandem dated Febreary ¢,

1976,

m-hnmwﬁmm,mm contiame hmtut
the FBI in cennection with our lnvestigation which led to the ideatification
and spprehension of Jamen Earl Tiay, and we have continwed to decline
&chm«huﬂsﬂuuhpﬂiﬁﬂtf&hﬂ%dm

E .hnﬂw

- mmugmmmmmnmuumm
: hgarduﬁcwmrhmnumtulmidm:u »
 samrder case.

1-Mr. Bishop . .
- Mr. Rosen . - o
Mr. C. L. MeGowan

. NOTE: By memorandum dated January 21 19'10 the Dircctor requuted
the views of the Civil mghta Division a8 to our assisting an outside writer

i in the preparation of & factual account of the King murder case. Assistant

Attorney General Jerris Leenard replied on February §, stating that his

initial reaction was an affirmative one, but that he waniad to discuss. the o

| , matter further with othera in thc Depurtmmt.

GWG_'rog_ .
- (8)
: usc G- krBus HW‘
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Mr. DeLoach 3/10/70
(4

T. E. Bishop .‘,\
GEROLD FRANK, AUTHOR (wﬁ,g
DESIRE TO DO BOOK ON

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING f\‘ (v"

BUFILE 94-63917

Previous memoranda have been submitted reflecting
contacts made by captioned individual concerning his desire to do a book on
the assassination of Martin Luther King with the cooperation of the Bureau.
His last contact was on 1/6/70, and in each instance Frank has been advised
that until all appeal aspects in this case have been completed, it would be
premature for the Bureau to consider cooperating with any author in
connection with 2 book on this case. (By letter of January 21, 1970, to the
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Civil Rights Division of the
Department, the Director asked for permission to consider assistinga
reliable writer in preparing & factual account of the King case. No definite
answer has yet been received.)

CURRENT DEVELOPMENT;

On 3/10/70, Frank came by Bishop's Office when in
Washington on other business. He stated that he has been working for the
past 2 years on the book on the King assassination and has interviewed an
extremely large number of people in connection with it, including police,
police officials, prosecutor's staff, deceased Judge Battle and many other
persons df an official nature in Memphis, Tennessee, In addition, he has
traveled to England and Canada doing research on the case, as well as to
many parts of the United States. He states he is going to do his book in
3 sections: the first will deal with the assassination, the second will deal with
the investigation to determine the assassin and the search for him, and the
third section will deal with the prosecutive aspects of e case. Frank stated
that he is dropping by the Bureau to let the Bureau know that he is still most
desirous of securing Bureau cooperation, especially in connection with the
preparation of the second section of his book. He stated that he wants the
Bureau to be completely assured that his book, as far as the Bureau is

) -

- Mr. DeLoach 1/ }).,;y\)ﬂ? e

Mr. Rosen /T‘(\ g

* 1 - Mr, Bishop

1 - Mr, M.A.Jones (CONTINUED - OVER)

TEB:jo
(5
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Bishop to DeLoach (continued)
‘Re: GEROLD FRANK, AUTHOR

concerned, will only be most favorable and will not be critical in any way.
He advised that he expects to spend at least another year in the preparation
of this book and has been assured by his publisher, Doubleday Company, that
it will be a "best seller' which will be very widely distributed.

Frank was advised, ashe has been informed previously,
that the Bureau is taking no action at this time to cooperate with him or any
other author and would not make any decision along these lines until all appeal
aspects of the case had been considered and the Department of Justice has
glven the Buresu permission to cooperate with an author on the book.

RECOMMENDATION:

None, For Momtiw.

-2-
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Director Feb. 9, 1970
Pederal Bureau of Investigation

Jerris lLeonaxd
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

Your Memorandum, January 21, 1970 .
Assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr.

Please excuse nmy tardiness in not sooner
responding to the above memorandum. Unfortunately °
it did not come to my attention until just a few
days ago. My initial reaction to the request is
an affirmative one, however I believe this Division
needs to give careful consideration to the pqssible
ranifications of such action.

1 shall ask some of my assoclates to

congider the matter and after discussion hexe we _
will advise you, hopefully no later than Februaxy 1l6th.
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IDENTIFICATION MATTER ,, d
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE
Wt

MR, WALTERS

. C. S. Voelker

PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'8 OFFICE
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA

» In attached letter from Tampa Division, our attention is
called to two recent incidents of cross-examination by Attorney Frank
White, Pinellas County Public Defender's Office, Clearwater, Florida,
of J. Everett Burke, Identification Technician, Saint Petersburg, Florida, -
Police Department, Burke is a retired Fingerprint Examiner of our
Latent Fingerprint Section in the Bureau and was employed from 6/7/37
to 4/30/68. Attorney White is not identifiable in Bureau files, On these
two recent local cases wherein Burke has testiffed to identification matters,
White has concluded his cross-examination of Burke by asking whether
Burke is famillar with the Martin Yuther King case, Burke replies yes
to this question and White then asks, "What about the mistake that was
made in the Martin Luther King case?" Burke answers this by saying he
did not handle that case and is not familiar with White's reference. White
then excuses him from further examination. Burke does not know the
meaning of this manner of crogs-examination and has so informed the
local Prosecutor's Office when asked about it, Burke has brought this
to the attention of our Tampa Office as a matter of information, pointing
'gut, of :gurse » that he is not familiar with any mistake that might have

een made,

SAC Tampa questions whether the Bureau should furnish -
information to Burke by which he could better respond to these questions
and refute the inference that a mistake was made in the King case,

OBSERVATION: While it appears Burke could respond more intelligently to
such nebulous questions, particularly inasmuch as he himself had nothing <~
whatever to do with the latent fingerprint examinations in the case involving
the murder of Martin Luther King; nevertheless, it is felt unwise to direct

CSV:jmp
(4
Enclosure
‘Mr, W, L, Martindale, Room 2712JB  (CONTINUED - OVER)
- Personnel File of J. Everett Burke (Out-of-Service)
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Memorandum to Mr., Walters

REIDENTIFICATION MATTER
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE -
PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA ,

him in the manner in which he should respond to such questions,
particularly in view of the nonrelease of any information at all in .
connection with the case against James Earl Ray which has not been
finally adjudicated, ‘There was, of course, no mistake made in
latent fingerprint examinations in the King murder case.

RECOMMENDATION; That no further action be taken. (General
Investigative Division concurs and Tampa Office is taking no action
unless advised to contrary by Bureau, ) ,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



2/4/10

airtel

To: SAC, Tampa ) (32-New)
From: Director, FBI

IDENTIFICATION MATTER ‘
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY FRANK WHITE
PINELLAS COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER'S OFFICE
CLEARWATER, FLORIDA

Reurlet 1/20/70.

' Helet reported that formexr Fingerprint Examiner J. Everett Burke,
retired, now employed as a fingerprint techniciun for the Saint Petersburg,
Florida, Police Nepartment, advised he is required to teatify to identifications
effected in local cases. On two oceasions Frank Vhite, Tinellas County Public
DPefender's Dffice, Clearwater, Florida, has wound up his cross-examination of
Burke by referring to a “mistake’ made fn the Martin Luther Fing Case.

The Tampa Office 1s instructed to have a mature, experienced
Agent contact Frank White and determine what he is referring to when he mentions
the “'mistake” in the King Case. For your information there was no “"mistake”
niade in the latent fingerprint examinations in the Eing Case and in fact cur
examiners contributed cutstandingly to the solution of the case, In discussing
this matter with White, great care should be taken by the interviewer g0 as not
to be drawn into any discassion that would jeopardize the Bureau's position in
this matter. Bear in mind James Earl Fay has oot exhausted all appeal possi-
bilities and that Federal process remains outstanding against bim. Results of
contact with V'hite should be immmediately furnished the Bureau.

CSV:jmp (. Mr. W. L. Martindale, Rm. 2712 JB

@ 1 - Persomnel File of J. Everett Burke (Out-of-Service\
NOTE: Ident reported receipt of information re White's questions of retired
Latent Fingerprint Examiner J. Everett Burke and pointed out Burke could

respond more intelligently to White's questions. It was further pointed out that

no mistake had been made in the latent fingerprint examinations in the King €ase.

Ident recommended no further action be taken and General Investigation Division

concurred. Assistant to the Director DeLoach indicated we should ask White

what he was talking about and the Director concurred. Information concerning
Ray's status obtained from General Investigative Division.
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QB v{arch 10 19&9, Iam@s ?‘arl R:ay pleadﬁd guﬁiy

" in Sheiby c&unty Criminal Court at Memphis, Tenncasee, fothe .~
s :muréer of Dr, Martln Laﬁmr !:.ing, Jr. He rccelmd a sﬁayw sentencie. :

8003: after hm arrwal nt the ’I‘ennesue State Priam at

L ié‘askvme 6:: Marck 11, 1968, Hay began mapeuvering to have his -
s gality plea set aside and anew trial declared. - On January 8, m&, o
: the Tenmasee Stat,e Snpre;ne Cmﬂ't éeaied 2 petitian hy Rag for a new. T

Qﬁ Jaanary 13, 19?& Mr. Jeus« ﬂiyde Masca, Mslstant; S

- -&ate Attorney General, m‘&n Coanty, Tennesssee, adyised that the

. only action atill remaining to Ray under Tenuessee Taw wonldbato. .
-~ _-file & motion under the state’s "Post Conviclion Rellsf Act. % Me. Mason.

" patd that no such motion has been filed on Ray's hehali’ however, B0
o tiﬂw Iimit ex!sts ior mah a matiﬁn t@ be tihd‘ SR _

1! an shanm iﬂa a metian nnder the ataka 8 ‘“Pcst Con- T

i ‘ﬂcmm Rellef Act™~-and il the motion were ansuccessfol--he, of gm“,' co

would still bave recourse to the Federal Courts, Inotlier words, despite f

. " the fact that he opanly 2cknowledged ha gailt in court mare than 10
7 raonths ago, it is concelvable that he cauld keap his case bsam:e varicus ST
“cmrta ter years ta eama. e ) T _ N . ‘

Beemo Bay gieadyd mmty, muc!z imgumnt intormutior'

SR whit::h thz: F&I gathsred in it8 investigation of the King murder- "d‘tam
- . clearly establishing Ray's gutlt--was not. ‘presented in court. " Ths .
- absence of such suthoritative facts and information on the public recardg.
 has-contributed in no small measure to the false rumors, themis-. - . . =
. xepresentations, and the dlstmtwns e& iact *which mntime to gmuil ln o
Lo the King msmhr case ST R SR AN

| SeeNote Next Page ~7 .. .
Mr. RQSE“ N C. ' c "',>_., TG

- Mr. McGowan" T
GWG.dme/mJI (9)_ T SRR
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Aasiutant Attorney General
Civil Rights Divigion

Sinee April, 1988, when ws began ocur investigation which
{od to the identification and apprabencion of James Earl Bay, we bave
been requestiad by sumsrows well-iknown writers sad pablications to
assist them ia publishing a (actual sccount of cur lavestigation. Ve have
decliaed 2il such requests for assistance,

Ax you are nunre, the Faderal complaint which wes
tiled ugainat Bay (as Eric Starvo Guit) at Birmingham, Alabams, o
April 17, 1568, charglag bim with violatiag Title 18, Section 241,
Uatted States Code, ln the Kiag case i still outstanding.

Ag u ravult of the Tennsssee Etaie Supreme Court's
action lu denying itay's petition {or 2 aew trisi, we have begun f5 -
recelive more requests for ssseatial {actg~~facts which woald bave
come out at Ray's trial if he had vot pleaded guilty--which will dispel
the usfounded rumors and faisehoods that sarsist iz the Xing muyrder
cnne andt preceut x poteatial for sxpivitation, particulerly by individuais
and organizations sesking to spread misunderstanding and warést among
Negra sltizens.

§f you soacar, we will consider sasisting a reliable
weiter in praparing a [astusl avcount of the King rourder case which
cam serve a8 an authentic document iu refeting the tremendous smount
of niislaformation about the sase which curvently exials,

NOTE: See A. Rosen to Mr. Deloach Memo dated 1/16/70, captioned

- "Murkin. " :
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-mmmma.

: S ginde .ﬁym 1&8&, wm em;nmiuvedimmm& F
mmmmmmm 3 apprml % of James Earl Ray, we have

. beem requnsted by numergas well-kaown writers mecdimte

T sssist them in publiabing  factusl accor ﬁwm’.,., W@hm
mnmmmhm aibrmutmm

el _AgRT wnatma?mm Supramnewrt*nﬂ
>-aeﬁaaiaduym;ﬁa lsﬁmonfmmm % ,mrmebmntc By

UEST - petsive more Tequepts for esaential factk--fkets which would have ",. T
- come oyt at Ray's & it he had not pleaded g) illty--which will dispel -

- the- sofounded rum ammmam~ uinthcﬁingmur@r

Y enne mymm potentiat for exploitation, 3 rticmx’lybyinﬁiﬁduﬂs R
) ;u&nmniz saekinghspugdmizmd«r andwastmnz

, ) g’ﬂﬁ W’ “ wﬂl %Mmu ﬁ r’!iabl@

. '-'v;'wri%erinpr g r!agmﬁctmimmammm 28 cascwhich

7 can sevve as an authentic docursent in velk

the b emudm mom

o ‘~<’<.’.>9tminiar mm&mwawmc&twm N, e LT

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176 '



" file a motlon under the state's "post

;. apsence of such autlforitative facts and inform tion on the public record

;L
@

Civil Rights Division
Director, FBY

ASSASSINATION OF MART
" Qa March 10, \1888, James Farl Ray pleaded gutlty

iz Sholby County Criminal Coyrt at Memphls, Tennessee, to the

surder of Dr. Martia Luather Xisg, Jr. He recelved o §0~year sentence.

Soon after his aryival at the Tennessee State Trison at
vashville on March 11, 1949, Ry began maneuvering o have hig™ " .
 gutity plea:set aside and 3 new t lal ddclaved. Cn Japuery 8, 1970, e ]
the ;ll’ennessee State Supreme Couyt dented a petition by Ray for 2 new, w e
$rlal. . o S\ . . L e B

On January 12, 1978, Mr. Jesse Clyde ¥ason, Assistant
State Attorney General, Shelby Cquity, Temnessee, advised that the

only action still remaining to Ray unfer Tennessce law would be to

| onviction telief Act. ™ ¥r. Mason |
32id that no such mottion has befn £11c} on Ray's behalf; however, no

~ time limit extsts for such a m tion to Rz filed.

If Bay should file a motia under the state's "Post Con-
viction Reoltef Act™~-and if the waction vege unsuccessial --ha2, of course,
would still have recourse tp the Federal Qourts. In other words, despite
it in court more than 10

the fact that ke openly ackpowledged s g
keep his case before various

wonths ago, 1t is conceivable that he coul
coasts for years to comg.

-
4

Decausd Ray pleaded gality, puch fmportant ln!ormzit_ion I
which the FBI gathered in its investigation cfi\the King murder--datas
clearly establishing jiay's zullt--was not pregented (o court. The

nas contributed in fo small measure to the fald2 ruwors, the mis-

representations, gnd the distortions of fact whigh continue to prevail in .
the King murder gase. -. o« % N .
1 - ¥r. Del.oac , : . See Note Nbxt Page

1 - Mr. Bishop

1 - Mr. Rose /

1 - Mr. McGowan
GWG:dme/mjl  (9) .
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Asslatant Aitoraey Generel
Civil Rizhts Division

Since April) 1983, when we pegyin our favestigelion which
Yod to the identification and eporohension of Jfmes Larl Hay, wo L3voe
vean requestad by numerens well-kaown wrijers azd publications {0
assist them in pidblishing a fictual aceoont of our investigation. Wa hove
declinsd a1l such roguests fol assisiance.

" As 2 result of the Tennoarse Stata Supreme Ceuvrt'a
action in donying Ray's poliilca\or a pofz trial, we have bogunto
raceive more reavests for essential Is}éta-—-faczs viaich would havo
comeo out at Bay's trial i ho had ot pleaded guitty--which will sazl
the unfcunded rumors zad falsohotdd that parsist in the King marder
case and preseat a potential for exploliation, nacticularly by individuals
and organizaticns seoking to spregd misunderstanding and unrest among
Rogro ¢itixeas, ‘

n

i you coosur, we will gensider assisting a relinble
weiter in preparing 8 foctual :téqemt ihe Klag murder case which
Can corvo o on authentic docdmont in Refuting tha frgmendous amoen
of zoisinfozmaatien about the sceontly exials. :

NOTE: Seec A, Ros

to Afr. DeLoach koo ated '1/18/70, captioned
Muckin. ¥ , ,

A .
[
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m. rei‘.mch ST . . Jm Iﬁ, 1979 -
| S U4l Mr, Betoach | L

I-Mr. Rosen -

Co 1 Mr. Hchm :
r. McDonough - ‘

. 1 Mr Bisnop B Mt. Mahr

b Rosen .

o 'I’hls is tha case imomng the murder d L!arﬁn Luther hlng, Jr.
Set forth hereunder is the current status of progecutive action velative -~ -
- to the subject, James Earl Ray who is serving a 09 year gentemce for= .
. murder in the. 'ramsm St:.te !’enitcnmty, Nasbvnhe, Tenuessee.. . ]

| STATUS OF STATE PROSECUTION: . . - - :;.'-j.;.i o

O January 8, 19'10, ‘the Tmmm State Supumu Court denicd
A 2 petiﬂonby:mn Earlaayforanwirm. In handing down the unanimous
C L {fowr judges sitting) decision, the court noted that Ray had knowingly ;ﬂeaded
.. .. guilty in State Criminel Court to the slaying of King, that he had been
S npresenteébycmnpeuntcmmlmMmivenaurightnotappealm

R . SAC Mmphichuadvundthatonhmyu 1970 e,
2T Jesse Clyde an, Assistant State Attorney General, Shelby Couinty,
Memphis, Tennessee, advised that the only other appesl recourse that
James Earl Ray has in connection with his conviction in the murder of
Martin Luther King, Jr., isto file 2 motion under the Tennessee “Post
- Conviction Relief Act.™ He stated that attorneys for Ray have not filed -
" ‘such & motion to date; however, -he anticipates that such & motion will be
filed within the mxtthizty days. He asserted that there {8 no time S
. Iimitation for such a motion to be filed in Ray's behalf; howsver, the
- longer that Ray waits to file such a moticn hinders his chm:e: of having
= successiul opinion xendered in his bebalf. ¥ such s motion is filed and
-is deelined at the Shelby County Circult Court level, Ray does have ucourse
- through tbe Appﬂhte C’aurt amd Ma Suprome L’ourt on this parucuhr
i m. r . . ) ) ’ i

_ Lo ansﬂtodtmﬁmyummcuﬁamemmam
.07 trisl under the Tennessee ""Post Conviction Relief Act,™ he then has
[ - recourse through the Federal courta by 2 habeas corpus action claiming -
v thet hie constitutionel] rights have been ylolated in ﬂmt his plea o! guﬁty

- ,\_s to the mnrder ehnrge was not glnn valuntarny. =

.cs(s) ccmmm mrm
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- Mema Rasen to Del.oulz

", RE: L{Uﬁm

) ‘s*rt:rus ar meaz. mcsmmm- :

'Federal pmcess is still ontstandlng on Ray clm-ging that he

 and an individual who ke alleged 1o be his brother conspired to m:erwe' '
.~ with 2 constitutional righte of Martin Luther King, Jr. P mmely, the
s ‘right to travel weely Irom state ta atate. : a N :

S RELEASE OF mmmwmx-

~ n is noted that causideraﬁan wag: pwviausly given 1o the

relesse of information regarding the Bureau's outstanding handling of this
- investigation, Ray currently still has possible avenues of appeals in
- gtate courts and through the Federal courts and Federal process 15 still
- putstanding on the conspiracy chavge which the Departmeont previously

deelined to have dismissed even though it s within their province to do -

" 80, Investigation has indleated that Ray 2¢cted alone and no evidence

.~ of a conspiracy has heen developed and, therefore, the Departnient is
- ot in & position to proceed on the conspiracy charge. However, inagmuch.
' as he never was tried by a jury and has not exhansted the possibility - -
- of an appeal in State court and 2s Federal process is still outstanding, it -

iz felt that the releasing of any information of a possible evidentiary
-pature should be taken up with the Department prior to making a,ny such

h - re!ease and aasnming xueh a rea;aonsibwty

' gca*mrs- '

e intarmatien. &ny mrthex* a.ppenate actlon by Ray will be
elcase!y fanawed and yoa will be kept aévised :

SEE poomoes P2

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




. REr MURKIN _

..M. . ‘}.3—~ A ‘ . ‘ ,“V ,'.. ) . , ‘-‘ » ’: ,. Cf‘r

w«%f’m -‘

Fozen to BeLnach k!emerandum

mnﬁaﬂnm'm . D BE '-i;mca,‘ .'1/15/‘?@;; |

1 agrea tharoug,hly that the Eepartment shoulﬂ be consultea ', .

- prior t@ any cooperatmn beling given by the FBI to anyone. Hawever, 4

belisve that our chances for good public relations and solid credit in this

. ‘particular case are being graduallg eraded away by those eritics who are
" constantly harping about the wiretap on Martin Luther King as well.as

his (King's} criticisms. against the FPI. Frankly, considerabls aspe::ts' .

-of this ease are already within the public realm. This includes the
- Peader's Digest article by Jerry O'Loary as well as hundreds of articles
which have appeared in the press and programs on radio and television.

Consaquantly, there ia'not a. grgat zieal maﬂa that cau!& be saiﬁ in & book. L
i?ay can always launcix an’ agpaai. He could actua!ly do m

'. ten to twanty years from:now. Therelore, we are aluays faced with this -
- prospect regardliess of the cirecumstances.. [ belleve that a "reasonable

time" has elapsed and the consideration should be glven at. this time to
graunting the Readsr's Digest: request that Jim Bls&:mp h& allawed m write

o 'A abnokonthia case,

Aﬁmittﬁdiy, Jim Biﬁhop is samewhat pompous, kawever,

: he is caépeiative, friendly and perhaps the most thorough, exacting author :
- . in this particular category of books.- As stated above, imwever, we should - -
gt ﬂm views of the Dapartment in wmting before pmceedlng. el

'-cm) am.\:‘ .

(7)

g
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¥r, beloach o ' j . . Detober m,. 1969
' 1 - Me. petosch
A. Roxen 1 -~ Re, Rosen .
Tl « ¥Wr., Xalley
' 4 =~ Mr, ¥cGowan
MURKIX : 1y - ¥r. Mchengugh
: - ¥ - Hr. Bim

1 ~%r, ¥, €. Sulliven

Tﬁis is the taae iavelviug the merder of
¥arsln Lathexr King, Jr.

The um-:f: Security Division of the Deaparimeni has
advised ihat pursusat te his request, Mervid Weisberg, & free-
lance sriter who resides ia Frederick, Naryiasd, was interviewed
by 3 Department attorsey 10-4-69. During the courss of the
interview Weisbsrg wdvised that he hsd rocently received »
telephone call from J. B. Stomer, Kaztional Chairman of the
Kstiopal Atntes Rights Party im wiich Stonar claimed that iwe

mes i kig periy lorserly served as isformsxis of the FBI snd these
two men Are preparssd to testify in court that the FBI offerred them
$25,000 to frame James Xorl Ry for the assamssimetion of

hrtin Luther Xing, Jr. VYelaberg sald the textimony gnambly
would be furaished in & hAabeas corpus procesding.

This im obvicusly aun atteupt by Weinherg amd Stoaer
to dimcradit the Buresu with such uxwerranied, mrr&mc
allogations,

nunn is apparently identicml with Hsrold Weisberg
25 individuel who hos besh most ocritical of the RBuremu im the
past., Ne is the suthor of several boeoks including ome satiitled,
*Whitaownsh -~ The Report of the Warrea Report” sad hes heen
eritionl of the FB1, Secret Service, pelice agencies and other
brasches of Goverasent. He waa ons of tes anployses fired by the
State Repartment duriag 1947 hecause of his loyslty beimg
suspected. He was inter allowed to rasiga. (This is public .
source data, sartiele im “wishingion Post” 11-18-47.) Weisbarg
by letter in April, 1985, refuested mmation on the King

. s sppraved that his

© J. B. Btomexr, one oX the prapéut atiGrseys for Jsmes Karl
Ray whko has petitiomed the Supreme Colrt of Tesasssee for & Wrig
ot Corthuri in eamctiun with his metion for a sev trizl, ia @

Enclosure S

BJM: imy ' , .
{8). ‘ ~ C - CONTINUED ~ OVER
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Ecaen to i}&};@;mﬁ om0
m; NURRIR -

astoriouy sepregetionimt whn coptlouplly sitecks the Buvemss and

" the Director. On the bssis of the informstion furnished, the fwo -
ellaged former informants refsrred (o csanot Le ideéntifled in
Boreau files, C

ACTION:

‘ 1, Iu view of the agture of the informetion sud the
background on Woeigharg sad 3toney it im noy felt ihst they
shuuld ba interviewed regarding thim maiter.

_ £, Tie Ssvanmak OUfite whick ia the oilice of erigis

in the opse dovering the scvtivities oi Stoaner and the Nationel
fintes Highte Perty end the Meaphis Wice which i o&fice oFf
origin ia the Jemom Exrl Ray <ese 2ad iz {vllowing any oppesis sre
belsg furnished Davkground indorspiion in thiy matieyr snd ove Deing
dpetrecisd o be alert Jop any .ariher infosmeiion alongy thaye
lines gu oxder that gppropriaze sciicn ¢en Lo taken ¢n eny such
2dditionsl informetion e wevrraled. - .

2, The $emphis Gifice & beigy insisucind - edviss
rogpopsible Tennesbes stste sutBopities handling e Ring murdey
case of the inlurmetinn Tacnished by the Dopavitsent sud thai thove
i% G0 besis 1o the nllegption thet the FBI oifgsrred monay to
sayone to frsme Smacs Earl Hey for the King wsuvder. Inilotmstion
furnished Tentnessss atele puthorities will Lo condirmed ln writieg
by the Memplilz Oifies. Aflzxisl jleng those lisow selached iox
Epproval, - ' '

J% é\ﬁ‘i’j‘&f/@f/ @@ 2D L ,{:L‘//ZZ:L £ r‘?/z; Z‘-—-Z":-‘—r{ fFesenl, /V‘:”‘

. . / . c z,- - }'";?
A /{/?J i B FEET o es & T
PE

o

VR e,
N L A A A o
oy & oo RGBT T
‘;&ﬁﬁ%j{a&/‘ﬁ/‘%‘%wf v 97

B 2 s
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10-21-69

AIRTEL * / 1/- Mr. McDonough

Tot 8ACs, Memphis (44-1987) (Enclosure)
Savannah (44-1768) (Bnclosure)

From: Director, ¥BI (44-38861)
MURKIN

Rnclosed for each office is a copy of a letter from the
Internal Security Division of the Departiment dated 10-15-69,

For your information Bureau files show that one Harold
Weisberg who is probably identical with the Weimberg mentioned
in the attached letter, has been most critical of the Bureau in
the past, He is the author of several books including one
entitled, "Whitewash - The Report of the Warren Report'' and has
been critical cof the ¥BI, Secret Service, police agencies and
other branches of Government. He was one of ten employees fired
by the State Department during 1947 because of his loyalty being
suspected. He was later sllowed to resign. Weisberg by letter
in April, 1689, requested information on the King murder case
for a forthcoming book, Xt was approved that his letter not be
acknowledged,

J. B, Stoner, one of the present attorneys for James
Earl Ray who heas petitioned the Supreme Court of Tennessee for a
Writ of Certiorari in connection with his motion for a new trial,
is a notorious segregationist who continually attacks the Bureau
sand the Director., On the basis of the information furnished the
two alleged former informants referred to cannot be identified in
Bureau files. ‘

In view of the nature of the information in the

attached letter and the background on Weisberg and Stoner they
are not being interviewed regarding this matter.

EJM: jmv
(6) SEE NOTE PAGE TWO

{? 3 “'%4\ P
¢ /;\‘4%1,{#* AL S

J7 }
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Director , Octobar 17, 3339
Federgl Bureayut of Investigation » —

J. Walter Yeagley
Assistant Attorney General
Internal Security Division

Harold Weisberqg

On June 13, 1969 Harold Velsberg, a free-lance writer
who resides at Route 8, Frederick, Marxyland, requested an
interview with a Departmental attorney.

Liter the same Gay he visited this Division and discussed
cortain Haitisn exile revolutionary activities, He again

© wisited this Division on October 8, 1969 and continued his

discuszion of Haltian exile activities. The information he
furnished regarding those activities was of no value.

During the course of the interview on October 8, 1969,
Mr. Weisberg advised that he had/recently received @ telephone
call £rom J. B, Stoner, National Chairman of the National States
Rights Party. He said thatsStoner told him thst two men in his

" Party formerly served as informants of the FBI, M Stoner

allegedly said that thesa twod men are prepared £o testify in
court that the FBX offered them $25,000 to frame James Earl Ray -
for the assagsination of Mertin Luther Ring, Jr,. M, Welsberg
said that the testimony presumably would be furnished in a

habeas corpus proceeding.

This inforxmation is being forwarded a&s a matter of possible
interest to your Bureau,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Asgistant Attorney General October 21, 1960
Internal Security Division

g lb-EMr. McDonough..
Director, FBI | /&D ! ‘ng
ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

. Refersnce is made to your letter dated
October 15, 1969, entitled "Harold Weisberg" wherein you
advised that Mr. Yeisherg, pursuant to his request, was
interviewed by a Departmental attorney, Aecording to your
letter, during the course of the interview on October 8, 1968,
Mr., Welsberg advised that he had recently received a
telephone call from J. B, Stoner, National Chairman of the
National States Rights Party. He said that Mr, Stoner told
him that two men in his Party formerly served as informants
of the FBI. M. Stoner allegedly said that these two nmen. .
are prepared to testify in court that thé ¥BI offered them
$35,000 to frame Jazes Earl Ray fox the assansination of
Martin Luthey King, Jr, Mr, Weisberg said that the testimony
presumably would be furnished in & habeas corpus proceeding.

In order that the record will be correct, there is
no basis to the allegation that the FBI offered money to
;:youokto‘frquavahustﬁxurl Ray for the murder of Martin Luthex

ng, I, ‘ »

I - Assist;nthAttorney*Géneral :
EJijgévil ights Divisio§

(5)
NOTE: T o

See Memorandum Rosen to DeLoach 10/20/69, captioned
YMURKINY . .
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yd
Mr. DeLosch T | october 16, 1969
R I : 1 - Mr, DeLosch
Ac RO“R . ) b el lx‘. ROSOK

1 = Mr. Malley

A = Ar, McGowan

1) - Mr. NcDonough
-~ Mr. Bishop

* This i the case involviag the murder of
Martin Iuther King, Jx. - SN o

= The Birmingham Office previously advised that Arthur
Nanen, a former attorney for James Esrl Ray, the subject of this
case, recently stated to an Assisgant U. 8., Attorney in
Birmingham that he, lsnes, believed Ray wes iuvolved in &
gusrununing conspiracy which was supplying guns 1o black militsats
" and others when Xing was shot, BRBirminghsm was instructed to
interview Hanes and pin him down for specifics, Hanes is a
former Bureau Agent and an iadividual who will do snything for
publicity. 'He is known 1o be closgly affiliated with the United
'K:;:s of Jjmerica snd ss an attorney hsx represented many Xlan
n Qr'l s ' o 3 = N

MURKIX

R Hanes on -interview entered into a leagthy discourse

- 0% his theories concerning the Jsmes Esxrl Rey case and siated

that although Rey usdoubtedly wes involved, it was his theory

that Esy basd been led or instructed in his actions by other
unkaown individusls. He stated that he had two theories of groups
which may have led Ray; one being tha Central Intelligence Agency
(C1a), and the other being blsck militant groups. He had no
definite information im this comnection whatsoever,

-Ia slleged Zuxthersnce of the gusrunming conspiracy
theory, Hanes furnished information regarding a local Birminghsm
' burglary of some shotguns and silver service im Decomber, 1968,
wshich involved a client of his who was convicted im August, 1969,
An connection with'the local burglary. Hanes furanishsad no infor-
mation to .tie this burglary in with the gunrunning theory and it
iz noted that King was shot on 4-4-68, eight months bafore the
burglary occurred,

ACTION: Yor 1ntornaiion. The information furnished by Hanes is
beIag loxwarded to the Civil Rights Divisioa for its information,

EJN:imv
(7) . '
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October 16, 1969
CIVIL RIGHTS DIVISION

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR,

XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXIXXX
XxxXX a memorandum 10-10-89
‘Birmingham

XXX _(G)_ EJN jmv
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unire@)rares pEPARTMENT OF Jus@E

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

In Reply, Please Refer to ‘ Birmingham, Alabana

File No.

October 10, 1969

. ‘Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR, - VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

.

, Assistant United States Attornrey R, Macey Taylor,
Birmingham, Alabama, advised on September 25, 1968, that
he had been in conversation with Arthur Hanes, former
defense counsel. for subject Ray. Assistant United States
Attorney Tayloxr related certain allegations that Hanes.
had proposed to him to the effect that one James Robert
Blow, a former resident of Cahaba Heights, a Birmingham

»

‘suburb, may have conspired with other named individuals

and subject Ray in interstate transportation of weapons
to Menmphis, Tennessee, where Hanes believed they were
intended for black militant groups. )
On October 10, 1969, Attorney Arthur J., Hanes
was interviewed at his office, 617 Frank Nelson Building,
after the absense of a week from Birmingham. Hanes en-
tered into a lengthy discoursce of his theoxies concerning
the James Earl Ray casce and stated that although Ray un-
doubtedly was involved, it was his theory that Ray had
been led or instructed in his actions by other unknown
individuals, He stated that he had two theories of groups
who may have led Ray; one being the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA), and the other being black militant groups.
He had no definite information in this connection whatsoever,

_ He also comnmented that he had, while serving as Ray's

defense counsel, observed the bullet which was alleged

to have been fired from the rifle involved in this matter,
and it was his personal opinion that the bullet was suf-
ficently intact to be identified as the murder projectile.

Regarding his former client, James Robert Blow
also known as Robert Blow, Hanes related as follows.
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Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR, = VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

On December 18, 1968, the residence of Mr, J. E.
‘Woods, IXIX, 2432 Crest Road, Mountain Brook, a residential
suburb of Birmingham, had been burglarized, and numerous
shotguns, including automatic shotguns together with silver
service, had been taken by a local thief, James Warren
Carlisle, who is now serving a penitentiary term for burg-
lary. Carlisle had informed Deputy Sheriff Walter Dean,
Birminghan, that some of the stolen effects might be located
in the residence of James Robert Blow and wife Janice
Blow who at that time were living at 3218 Greendale Road,
Cahaba Heights. This led to Dean securing a search warrant
for the residence and the recovery of the silver service
belonging to the Woods family. Blow was subsequently
charged with receiving and possessing stolen goods.
, Hanes by reference to his file related that
on May 15, 1969, he appearcd with Blow in the Jefferson
County Courthouse at which time Grand Jury action was
waived, On that date, Hanes discussed with Deputy Walter
Dean possible cooperation of his client Blow in connection
with recovery of the numerous guns taken from the VWoods
residence. Blow agreed to cooperate and in the presence
of Deputy Dean and an agent of the Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms Division of the Treasury Depariment identified
a photograph of one Claude Cockrell of Memphis, Tennessee,
as being the owner of a Cadillac into which he had observed
Carlisle and Cockrell loading the weapons which were then
taken to Memphis, and it was the information of Hanes that
Cockrell was later charged by the Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms Division with having transported automatic weapons
from Birmingham to Memphis. Hanes stated that a local
Birmingham hoodlun, Bob Loveless, had also assisted in
loading the weapons into Cockrell's Cadillac according
to information furnished by his client Blow. He stated
that it was his opinion also that weapons such as these
had been intended for black militant groups in Memphis,
who might have intended to use them in King's assassination,
It should be noted that all weapons involved in the trans-
portation by Cockrell,K to Memphis which had been stolen
from the Woods residence were shotguns and not rifles.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

»e




cn men e m - -y e -

. B =
%
. *
. - ER Y . .
Ut h ‘ '
. ‘
- ' -,
, * LI
' N
s H
.
2

Re: JAMES EARL RAY;
DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., - VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS CONSPIRACY

Mr. Hanes stated that he had read of weapons being brought
to the United States through Gulf Coast ports such as
Mobile, Alabama, and Pascagoula, Mississippi, and thought
possibly some of these weapons may have been intended

for use in the murder of Dr. King. .

Hanes stated that his client James Robert Blow
was arraigned on June 20, 1969, and on August 21, 1969,
was sentenced to one year and one day which was suspended
and he was placed on probation for two years.

+

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions
of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed
outside your agency.
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10/10/69
AXRTEL AIRMAIL

TO 1 DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38881)
FROM:; SAC, BIRMINGHAM (44-1740) (P)
MURKIN
Re Bureau airtel to Birmingham, dated 10/6/69,

Attorney ARTHUR HANES was interviewed by SA
HENRY A, SNOW upon HANES' return to Birmingham, stating
that he had spent the entire week in eastern North Carolima
in the defense of criminal cases there,

During interview, HANES was very indefinite
in any of his statements and appeared to merely wish to
discuss his theories on the MURKIN case, The information
he related as far as gunrunning would appear to in no
way relate to JAMERS EARL RAY, and for that reason, Birmingham
suggests no further action in this matter concerning in-
formation furnished by HANES.

(551 Bureau (Enc.4)
2 - Memphis (44-1987) (Enc,2)
2 -~ Birmingham
HAS:cab
(6)
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¥r. DeLoach - - gdtober 3, 1963 . . ¢
Mr. Delosch -
NMr. Rosen . '
' k s Mr. Helley
T - Me, MoGowan a
'KQREIK_%~f S , ‘iﬂr~,; ﬂ Hr.,ucnanough o

Lo _' T - S ur. B&Shﬁp :

:' :;ff—'s '

8, Rosen

N Tbla is the case invalving ‘the nuré@? OE
A« nar£in Lathar Eing, Jr. - = = ‘

L Th@ Birm;ngham Gifiea has xarn:shed informatien -

| yecelved from Assistsnt United Stateés Attormey (AUSA) Mecsy. . -
" psylor who receivaed it from Aribur Hanes, ons of James ¥erl Ray’ﬁ
former sttorneys. NHooes is a former Burepu Agent and an. Lo
tpdividual who will do soything for 9¢b11¢1tyl, lie is known to
be closely arffilisted with the United Kians of Ameriea snd BE
an atﬁoxney han vepr@sented many Kisa namherﬁ. o :

TAUSA Tayloy advised that ﬂanes eeatends ﬁsat Rey

' wms involved in @ gurranning conspiracy with one Jawes fiobert
Blow, one Bob Loveless; one Claude Cockrell and one Jawmes
Corlisle, Heses cleimed thet Rey wox in Wemphis 8¢ the time
0f the ﬁhoating of Eing for the purpose of disposing of these

- weapons (r#iles snd other suiomstic wenponsy to black rili tants
. in that city and the guns wers gbiained threugh Pascagoule,
ﬁissxss;gyi 1mplying that they ﬁama iram outszda the countyry.

' Eauea also told Ans& Teylor thut when he veviewed the
evidenca 28 Ruy's attoroey be noted that one rille slug which
hid Depn obtsined from the body of the victim was not’ mutilated
Peyond comparison purpasas but he had been informed that only Ol
: psrtial fragments o7 the fatal buliet were recovered whichk wonld .
preclude possible identificstion. It im to be noted that only
one bullet siug wes recovered from Xing's body snd alihough |
becauss of mutilation it cennot be identified as haviag besn fired
from the msuspest gun, - it was the type of projectile which would
heve been Difed from such wempon, No informption has been developed
to substsgtiite apny conspiracy invclving James Earl Ray in eénﬁch
3 ion with tﬁe Kﬁng m&rﬁer o ﬁny 86 cslled.gunrunazng, :

- ACTION:

" ﬁlthangh iﬁvast gatﬁon &@ daﬁa bas failed ta emnnect
sy with sny gunwunning, it is felt Hanes should be interviewed
for nny aﬁd*tinnal éﬁtaxls sa that 1% ean be appxagriately run oat.

) <\T'EJR.§M '
Vi
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AmRrEL o e o camemn o
% TR nmxcwon, mx (44—-3886}.)

’ -'{-rn‘én”:”‘_,,.' sAc, Bmxmam (44—1740) (p)
. .'.uxmxm 5

former defense counsel for subject RAY, AUSA TAYLOR

' - related that the information set forth below, as obtainéd‘ ’
. from HANES, was being passéd on. for whatevcr 1t night e
> ‘ be ‘Orth. g P . f . . N . =

.....

TAYLOR stated that HAHES contanda that subaect

.,RAY had heenAengaged in transportation of wespons (rifles
-and other automatic weapons), and that thé feason he wag -
.. in Memphis was his interest in disposing of such weapons-. . -
©. . to black:militant groups in that.city. . HANES coantends --kg‘j;

_ that there had existed. a conspiraey in the transportation. |

of such weapons on the part ¢f RAY whom he contends. was

_-operating with one JAMES ROBERT BLOW, formerly of Cahaba
_BHeights, =& 'Birmingham suburb; who is supposed to work for .
some printing company in Birmingham knowh as the P&L = .
Printing €o., and accordxng to HANES, BLOW had previously S
" '-peen charged in Jefferson County. Court, at Birmingham, by g

Deputy ‘Sheriff WALTER DEAN on soms unknown charge, the .

- gtatus of which he does not now kuow. RAY and BLQ! ‘were :
- supposed to have heen engaged in. their gun transportation .. |

. details by one BOB LOVELESS, believed from Birmingham; one

- CLAUDE ‘COCKRELL, .believed to be a Memphis residenpt, and . = "~

; ‘one JANES CARLISLE, b.lieved to be of Birningham. According R

.Q'{;;L~Buraau -
T2 = Memphis - (44—1987)

2 - Birmingham

- HAS: bsg

(6)
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T o 9/25/69 ‘AUSA R, MACEY mmon, Bmmgnan,:
was 4interviewed, at. his request, atatiog that he had 7 . .
been in converaation with Attorpney ART HANES, Birmingham,



[ T

ey o

»!‘to HANES’ conjectures, BLOK and the others were obtaining
- 't{hese weapons thrnugh Paacagaula, lississippi, implying
: -that they mre from out ‘of: the country. i

Asidn fram,tha above, T&YEGR stated that dnring

- this canversation with HANES, that individual had uantzonad
- .- that while hée was employed by B&r, he had filed a- motion. .
.. i Memphis to.observe  the physical, evidence, and 'noted- o
" _that one- rifle slug; which had been cbtained from . the hody,. J

of the victim, was not mutilated to such an éxtent that

- it could nnt»ba ‘identified by laboratory examination,
.. although he bad been informed that only partial- fmgnente
- of the fatal bullet were recovered which precluded any
';;~posit1ve identiticaticn.”;‘?* . s F ,

As ‘stated above; AusA 'mma dia. not consider '

"information furnished by BANES to be of. material value,
-~ but- stated. that -due to "HANES': proclivity for'publicity,
‘. he @id_not desire 1o be placed.in the position of not- R
| having passed on to authorities any-information furnished DT
S by MANES. He~snggested that -the Bureau may consider -~ . .

: ufinrorming the Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms Divisionof .-
- the Treasury Depariment of 1n£armation relating, to instant
_vtxansportation oi veapons on the«part of RAY, BLOW and o
'aothers. L . , .

The Bureau is-tamiliar w1th the iact that EAHES

Lo is very closely #1liéd with the UEA and. pravions 1nfoxnation
' - has "besn Iurnished to the Buréau that he received a sum-
‘of $12,500 as an attorney for Klan members charged in.ubrth
s Carolina, and also met 'ith UKA offieials recently in e
rTuscalaosa, Alahama , - :

A file’ review of this watter fails.to reflect any

' refarence of individuals mentione& by HANES. o
'=mnxs'r OF BUREAU: ‘ YL

Birmingham does not intenﬂ to contact EANES or

o ntherwise ingtitute further inveatigation in this matter -
., fUAGB. Tne Bureau is requested to aﬁvise Birmingham whether

: o
= e ALY
PR B -
ad » .
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,-Bxi' 44-i’zw :
Jthe neager in!’ornation furnished by KAHES rega.rding
-_instant transportation of weapons-on the part of: those
naxed by him should be given to the Alcohol, Tohacco &
--:I«‘:trea.rms Division. 'v%; o A : R

H - g a ] N ~
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-Mr. Deloackh ’ .+ Beptember 16, 1969

. X - ¥r, Deloach
&. Ntosen 1 - Mr. Rosen
‘ . i w Hr, Ralley
- iil'ﬂ ﬁtﬁi‘ﬁ’aﬁ'
HURKIN ' T3 ~ ¥r. Hcpouough
' - }r, Bisbop

_ Tala is the cagse involving the murdsy of
Martin Luther King, Jr. o

The ¥emphis OfLfico has ndvised that Teanossce Assistant .

District Atlorney Gozoral J. Clyde Moson informed thet in

rooent convexsation with one of Jomes Barl Raey's atternoys,
Richard J. Ryan, it was dotormined that Ryan intonds to appesl -
this matter (o tho Teanessee Suprome Couxt. Ryan hss uptil
10-13-892, to perfoct his sppoal to that court and BRyan hog indi-
cotod ho intonds 1o mest that deadline. Jamem Earl Bay, the
subject in this case, is presontly - incarcorated in the Tonnesgse
State Ponitentiery, Kashville, Tennassss, based on his plea of
guilty of muxdor charges on 3-10-82, for vhich he received a

89 yoar sontence. ' .

Tae basis for the apposl is that undor Tennesses law
vhen 8 judge dles bofore ruling on a wotion for a tow trisgl, the |
defendant is automaticslly granted a new trisl on ihe bagsis that'
only tho izl judge would have been aware of AXYOrs in.the
provious triel pnd the defondont should, therefors, be ontitied
o & now txini. Tho Stato contends that this low €oa8 rot &pply
in ths Roy case sincs npoy was gentonced on a plea of guilty and

- e -

i

v

4
h )

-

wag never tried, 7The deofenac contonds that & letter written by Ray

to the lote Judge Dreston Battle, who dicd of a bsart ptinck

Govoral weuks after tho seantoncing of fay, ceunstituted o potion for

& now trisl and since Judgo Battle dled without ruling on thie
nattor Ray 45 ontttled to 2 pow triel. YNr, NMason furthor siastod
thatRyan. indicated to hin that 1f Ray i unsuceozoful heforo the -
Tennesssd Suprome Court, thoy will then attomot to seck relief '
through gone othor avenue of appesl, :

£CTION: , k | ‘
‘ ¥or inforantion. 7hic will continug io be clogely

foellowad.,

BIHs o TN T e ‘

( ) o ows e e
? . X B ¢ A wepe g
Lt - e H e
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~ Memorand®n

1 - Mr. DeLoach
.1 -"Mr. Bishop

n H2Y 1902 EOL0ON A ~ T
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ) l/ il

Mr. Mohr . DATE: 9-2-679

Tavel

: : ,j‘ 3

{é. ' Tro!terd,_:b-%/
. ‘ . 0 , . . z’leie. Room Ll
FROM 3 C. L. Trottery {- f M AN Camly e

» SUBJECT: JAMES EARL RAY 'AW
IDENTIFICATION MATTER .

On 3-10-69 Ray, ‘who had been charged with the murder of
Martin Luther King, plead guilty in Tennegsee State Court and was sentenced to
99 years in the Tennessee State Prison at Nashville. In-addition, he still has
13 years to serve in Missouri. The judge who sentenced Ray was W. Preston
Battle, Criminal Court, Memphis, Tennessee. Battle is dead, the victim of
a heart attack in his chambers on 3-31-69. On 4-7-69 Ray filed a motion for a
new trial in Memphis and on 5-26-69 Judge Arthur Faquin dismissed this. On
6-16-69 a "prayer for appeal' was denied by Judge Faquin. On 6-25-69 Ray
appealed to the Tennessee State Court of Criminal Appeals for a court review
of the trial record and this was denied on 7-15-69. There are no court-imposed
restrictions on discussing the evidence in this case.

Some very excellent latent fingerprint identification techniques
employed in this case resulted in Ray's identification by the Bureau's
Identification Division.

‘RECOMMENDATION:

'hat the attached interesting identification be approved for

\ classroom and speech use.
*

Enc. “r

1 - Mr. Rosen

CLT:cay Q""‘(
I ,
2 ,\}J‘" ; .. " . \
q,»v?}\»') SEE ADDENDUM OF GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION
g4 PAGE 2...
Ly -*, . 4 TN - “
e SEE ADDUNDUM OF CRIME RECORDS DIVISION
S s dor a0 PAGE 3.4
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ADDENDUM GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION 9/3/69  JGK:cs

Although Ray's appeal in Tennessee State Court was denied by the
court on 7/15/69, the State Prosecuting Attorney previously advised that
Ray can continue his appeals by filing petitions for Writs of Habeas Corpus
in State Court and if these are unsuccessful, he can do the same in Federal
Court, The prosecuting attorney anticipates that Ray will avail himself

‘of such remedies, although there is no current indication as to when he will
do so, ‘ ’

beyond that which is a matter of public record, that is, what has been

E In light of this, it is not felt desirable for the Bureau to comment
publicly testified to in open court.

PRI
e ,K--ﬁ'ﬂ': ': 23

N
.N‘l’st ‘,,!"

y | %\/ B
A . |

O -

ADDENDUM CRIME RECORDS DNISION 9-4-69 TEB:hak

- Every convicted person has the privilege of filing a Writ

" of Habeas Corpus while a prisoner. If we allow the possibility of Ray
doing so to prevent us from.getting out to the public the story of the excellent
work done by the FBI in this case, it will never be possible to get it out so
long as Ray is serving his life sentence, if the feelings of the Gensral
Investigative Division are followed. In addition, it should be born in mind
that the danger of prejudicing a case by publicity only applies prior to and
during.the actual frial of the case. Publicity cannot prejudice a case in the

appeals stage since this sage is concerned only with matters of law rather than
fact,

The FBI has @e n outstanding job in this case and we should

now start letting the public know-of this job through items like the attached,

through articles, and through cooperating with a good author like Jim Bishop,

who has been commissioned by Reader's Digest to prepare a com_g_rehensive

book on this case, e LeaPiA e~ Do
v agnet. T o Rovgen ale Jefa “" s oo\ {;,wi

A B oy
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JAMES EARL RAY '
INTERESTING IDENTIFICATION

>

Martin Luther King, Jr., was killed on April 4, 1968, while
standing on a balcony of the Lorraine Hotel in Memphis, Tennessee. The
unknown killer made good his getaway, but in so doing, left behind evidence

that would eventually help lead to his identification, apprehension and imprisonment, .

Items left behind were a .30-06 Remington rifle with attached Redfield telescopic
sight, binoculars, and a blue zipper bag containing clothing and personal
articles. These items were found in the vicinity of a rooming house across

from the Lorraine Hotel. Investigation determined that subject had rented a
room at the rooming house using the name John Willard, and it was from the .
bathroom in this establishment that the fatal shot was fired. The rifle and other
evidence was delivered to the FBI Laboratory and Identification Division by a
Special Agent of the Memphis Division.

N ’

Several latent prints of value.were developed on the items
submitted. Two of these latent prints, one on the rifle and one on the
binoculars were found to have been made by the same finger, and the position
of these prints, as well as the shape and slope of the ridges, indicated the.
prints were probably from the left thumb.

Thorough investigation developed considerable information
relative to the murderer. The rifle had been purchased in Birmingham by
an individual using the name Harvey Lowmeyer; the white Mustang believed
to be the getaway car was registered to an Eric Starvo Galt who had spent
the night preceeding the murder at the Rebel Motel in Memphis. Galt was
further traced to a rooming house in Atlanta where additional evidence was
recovered, including a map of Mexico. A latent fingerprint developed thereon
was identified with the latent prints on the rifle and binoculars. This identi-
fication enabled the FBI fingerprint experts to say that this print, in addition
to probably being from the left thumb, was an ulnar loop of 12 ridge counts.

The latent prints developed on the rifle, binoculars, the map,
and other evidence had been compared during the eleven days following the
murder with approximately 400 suspects, had been searched through all ..
sections of the FBI's single fingerprint file and compared with all outstanding
FBI identification orders.
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. . Tennessee State Penitentiary.
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Based on the premise that the latent fingerprint recovered
from the rifle, binoculars and map of Mexico was probably from the left
thumb and was an ulnar loop of 12 ridge counts, a review of the fingerprint
records of the 53, 000 fugitives on file was undertaken and.it was found that
approximately 1900 of these fugitives had ulnar loops of 10 - 14 ridge counts
in the left thumb. Comparisons were started and on April 19, 1968, 15 days
after the crime, the latent fingerprints were identified with the fingerprints
of James Earl Ray, an escapee from the Missouri State Penitentiary where he
had been serving time for robbery.

The fingerprint identifications with James Earl Ray triggered an
intensive man hunt involving law enforcement officers and investigative '
personnel, not only in the United States, but also Mexico, Canada, England,
and other countries. '

The possibility that Ray himself might have been killed was
not overlooked and all unknown deceased fingerprint cards received by the
FBI were referred to the Latent Fingerprint Section for comparison. One
case of this type concerned a body found buried on the beach at Acapulco,
Mexico. Fingerprints taken by local authorities from this body were examined
in the Latent Fingerprint Section but, because of the condition of the body,
were of no value. An examiner from the FBI's Latent Fingerprint Section
flew to Mexico and on examining the flesh of the fingers was able to determine

that the body was not that of James Earl Ray.

Another phase of the investigation led to Canada, and there,
following an exhaustive search of passport applications, it was determined -
that Ray had obtained a passport under the name of Ramon George Sneyd and
had taken an airplane flight to London.

Copies of the FBI Identification Order prepared following Ray's
identification by latent prints were immediately furnished to Scotland Yard and
on June 8, 1969, while attempting to board a flight for Brussels, Belgium,
Ray was arrested at London Airport. ' )

" Ray was subsequently ordered extradited to Memphis, Tennessee,
to stand trial for murder and to Missouri as an escaped felon. On March 10;
1969, Ray plead guilty to King's murder and was sentenced to 99 years in the
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