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By MICHAEL LOLLAR

A fr‘rrmm* c‘o ense attorney for James
Ear] Ray tified wwmdm Ray told
him he was "w unknowing dupe in a
conspiracy to murder Dr. Martin Lu-
ther King Jr.

Arthur J. Hanes, the blustery former
mayor of Birmingham, said Ray inld
him he was standing on a sidewaik no
more than 303 feet {rom King when
another man fired the fatal shot.

‘“The story he ic'* me didn’t vars v 1
substantiated a great deal of it, person-
ally and thro igh other people. . It
never varied. I pinned James Eax. Ra\
down a hundred times.”

Ray, who romp!\ma his third day of
tcﬂ.mon‘ early yesterday, strongly
hinted at a "n\pl acy. Um prisoner
admntu‘ no direct inuolyement in the
sm) ing, but testified he w as * ‘never a

fwd.

\ mingham.

Bureau

sociated with more than one person” in
connection with King’s murder.

Hanes said he has “never Fun across
a thing to chance my mind”’“ahout a
cospiracy to murder King. X

The tes stimony by Hanes foliowed this
question by Asst, State Atty. Gen.
Henry Haile: “Did James Ear! Ray teil
you where he was when the shot was
fired at 6 p.m. on April 4, 19682

Hanes paused, then looked inquiring-
ly at U. S. Dist. Judge Robert M.
McRae Jr. “Judge??

Ray’s current chief counsel, Bernard
Fensterwald of Washino gton, rose, as if
to object.

Before Fensterwald could speak,
McRae shrugced, “I've already ruled
that Mr. Ray haa waived privilese on
anyining he told his tormer attorpeys.”

Hanes, the 38-vear-old attorney who
was fired by Ray in favor of Houston
attorney r’“vf\' Foreman, then quickly
ticked off the details wpch to him by
Ray shortly after the slayin

Two days before the s} oot"‘? Hanes
said, ‘‘He told me that . . . the gun he
had bought at Aero Marine Su
at Birmingham, Ala., was take
hit at a motel in Mississippi whe
had spent the ni; ght. And he never S’i\‘V
that gun acain until it was thrown
down, tied to his suitcase and those
binoculars, in front of Canipe’s Amuse-
ment Store," next door to the room-
ing house from which the fatal shot
supposedly was fi 'nd TorT——

It was unclear mtn.e. lanes said
the rifle was bmx:h: in Atlanta or Bir-
Ray testified Tuesday he

11/13/74.
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were thoroughly prepared for trial and
optimistic of Ray’s chances for an ac-
quittal when they were forced to turn
the case over to Foreman,

The defense, he saj id, was to be ha sed
on the “‘bushman theorv’’ — the claim
that someone else fired the <h«)t Sever-
al spectators at the scene of the <|9' ing
claimed the shot was fired from g2
clump of bushes near the ronr«m*
house. He said ¢ efforts to prove }3"
was “a tool of a Cnm,/.raw would
have been an “alternati ve” defense.

The younger Hanes said he and his
father hoped that Huie’ s efforts would
tend to ° humenue" Ray in the eves of
the public and lay a groundwork for
possible conspiracy claims at Ray’s
trial, the trial which never canie,

He defended inves tigative work by
private investigator Renfro Hay
claiming Hays was the only person who
knew and was able to t talk to the other-
wise uncooperative “habitues” of the
SouthMain S araa,

Ray’s present attorneys claim Hays’
work was inaccurate and Inadequate,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



?@ WA 7 ithdraw

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

A
s.mé

38

—
\é

" By MICHAEL 1OLLAR
{:.0." and JAMES COLE

A
. James Earl Ray was being treated
“highly specially’’ by his Sheiby Coun-
ty jailers when they opened three of his
t letters which they probably should
. have left untouched.

Qutside, as eight months passed, his
attorneys and an Alabama author were
juggling literary contracts, the value of

‘ which hinged to a large degree on the
~outcome of Ray’s case.

As:the months passed, investigations
in Ray’s: behalf were convincing his
former attorneys that Ray ‘“had nc
choice” but to plead g :
attorneys, reviewing the
gattve efforts, say they wer mad
quate,” but did ‘leave Ray
choice. One choice.

) hearing unfeld-
~n!1 only

mg Jr.

Theé issue most thoroughi 1
so far; involves the opening of
letters,. The jail’s policy was
and examine all incoming mail b
delivering it to Ray

l"Lfgla written b
examined by the ;
ters were addre

showed that after reading
and out;
nade photost
of L}w“, and \u'nnf’ 'n“m OVer
(‘ic'hcg'gv Y geng
office in charg i
Qut of doz > of letters i roduced as
e\"l bits (1 y the first fcur davs of
r‘r‘ A T s attorneys point to
vere delivered

" in violation of Ray's

11/13/74. (JP)
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bought the gun in-Atlanta, but the tran-
script of Hane's testimony quoted him
as saying Ray bought the gun in Biy- .
mmgham. !
The attorney later explained that :
Ray met a ‘“‘contact” at the motel, a
man who called himself “Raoul.” But
his first account of Ray’s explanation
indicated Ray met more than one per- :
gon at the motel. :
“He (Ray) said that on Tuc:day
when they took the gun they gave him
& note with the address of that rooming
house on Main Street and told him to
be there at 3 o’clock on Thursdav after-
noon, April 4. And on_that Thursday he
“drove up. He couldn’t find it and wan-

dered around ~==-had o park ~P\cn or
eight blocks away from there and
-walked down and got there about 3:15

P.m. and checked in,

“Then his coniact contacted him and
asked him where he parked and Jim
(Ray) told him. His contact said, ‘Go
get the car (Ray’s white Mustang) and
bring it and pan\ it in front of the
rooming house.’ Jim said he did this,

“Then he said his contact took him
up to the York Arms store to buy some
hlnn(""x) He brought those back and

turned them over to the contact, and
he says about 5:20 p.m. the contact told
him, ‘Jim, you go on downstairs and
get a beer. There is Jim’s S Restaurant
or something (Jim'’s Griil) down there,’
and he <a.d ‘I am going to w ash up
and shave and Ch'ln"e t*'*t<, and we'll
g0 nut a little later and get some din-
ner.’

“Jim said he had a beer or two there
arm then was standing out front on the
sidewalk in front of the mnming house
'v\hen the shot was fired

Han°~ sai d Pa» then saw his

Lia
15 Shig=

- case, the 30.06 rifle and the hino culars
thrown in a heap at the door of Ca-
nipe’s T o

“He knew somebody had been hu irt,
He knew he was in trouble and he
fied.”

The attorney’s testimony
state witness in ”16 seventh

o T
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evidentiary hearing-whkich Ray hopes
will win him the right to withdraw his
guilty plea and stand trial for the mur-
der. Hanes will be cross-examined
when the hearing resumes at 9:30 this
morning.

Fensterwald said after Hanes testi-
mony yesterday: “I don’t agree with
all the facts in his statement, but I
don’t want to comment on it because
it’s related to a defense for Ray if he
goes to trial.”

Ray claims that when Foreman took
the case from Hanes Foreman coerced
him to plead guilty in order to preserve
the value of literary contracts stem-

.ming from the case.

The contracts with author William
Bradford Huie of Hartselle, Ala., origi-
nally were made with Hanes, then
transferred to Foreman when he was
hired Nov, 12, 1968. Ray claims Huie
and Foreman conspired in efforts to
persuade him t(\ plead _guilty.

Hanes and his son, Arthur Hanes Jr. i
who testified earlier vesterday, each
testified Lhry had worked "Imﬂ[ / with

Huie, but de enied_the_anughor xmluemeu_

5’1:"7‘ p’nn-«nf‘ drfon e of n;;‘.

“There’s absolutely no truth in that,
If he did he would have been rebuff-
ed,” said the senior Hanes. “He had
absolutely no im‘lunnc° whatsoever on
my preparation of the case for trial.”

Ray’s brather, Jerry Ray, has testi-
fied that Huie offered him $12.000 to
persuade Ray not to take the witness
stand if he went to trial. He said the
author wanted to publish his book be-
fore Ray’s story became ‘‘public
knowledge.” 3

Hanes testified Huie ‘“‘might have
raised the question of whether he
(Ray) would take the stand . ... I
told him, ‘Mr. Huie, that’s a decision
I'll have to make — that Mr. Ray will
have to make — after the state com-
pletes its evidence.””

The attorney said he and his son had
discussed the possibility of negotiating
a guilty plea for Ray, but Ray firmly
refused. “James Earl Ray always
wanted a trial.”

o ——,

Hanes Jr. thtmed he and his father




i
constitutional rights—3he lettea s were
written to Savannah, Ga., attGrney J.
B. Stoner, to Criminal Court J 3ige W.
Preston Battle and to former: Public
Defender Hugh Stanton Sr. i

4

Asst, State Atty. Gen. Heni' Haile
has shown little concern over ithe let-
ters to Stoner and Battle. Neithyer was
involved in Ray’s defense, and r:either
was an ‘“‘attorney of record” for Ray.
Stanton, however, was an attortiey of
record for Ray and. had been for al-
most a month before Ray’s letter to
him was cpened on Jan. 1, 155¢.

None of the let te rs dis "ﬂx‘d dex"ense
strategy to the p prosec utor’s office, but
the - fac:: that Stanton l“tler. at
least, was dcme*ed to Rav’s prosicu-
or in the first place may IPrJurrL care-
ful explanation by the state as the g2se
prcceeds.

In onening statements, Rav’s chief
counsel, ‘Bernard Fensterwald, said,
“In.a very true sense, this makes the
Ellsberg case look like a model of juds- :
cial rectitude.” i

Rayv’s attornevs claim the same. con<
Snltl't(‘?lel “violations’ a ssociated with

rs apply to hand iwritten mro—'

taken fmm Ray’s cell. Thera were two

ard one from rtage can.

Like tw mrze*". thev aisclosed no de-
fensz strategv.. ‘“‘But if they had the -
prosecutcr’s office wo ‘e had
them just the same," said Fenster-
wald.

As fer Ray's
the iail. t nony by Ra 3 il p;,yai-
clan said 1th.
creating no signs of nervousness or de-
precsion. Rav’s attorneys did not q ques- .
ticn Ray Friday abcut his p i‘.g‘;tcll or
mental condition duving the eight
menths of solitarv.caaiinzement.

such r.otes — one rescued from a toa'let 1
)
3

But, earlier in the hearing, the chief

security officer._assigned to Ray told
Rav’s Memphis attorney, Robert I,
”'7inmr«‘r\. that the 2 soner’s treat-
ment-had no precedent in Shelby Coun-_
ty history, t]'h Ray was treated ‘‘high-
ly specially.’
" Rav was never alone in the cell. Two
depuiies were housed with him
th{'mxg!mut hi< fwo television
cameras were ined © cell at ail
times, ;ma’ a “mn e was connect-
ed to one of the cameras

Fens tcr\‘ ald had claimed early in the
trial that secret rnxc:<»;¢.m@:\ were hid-
den in the toilet and in an air condition-
itie duct, but was unable tn prove their
existence. oA

Ray’s attornevs are focusing their
-.:m.mon on publishing contracts that

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

came into play in their client’s defense
soon after his arrest in London on June
8, 1968. A e

Ray te d that he sent a letter to
attorney A '1 Hanes of Birmingham
when h\, was being held in Lonaon for
extradition proceedings. He said he
had heard of Hanes before and mailed
the letter in care of the Birmingham
Bar Association.

Ray said Hanes shovs=d p in Londog
in the early part of J' with two docu-
ments in his hands—one ziving Hanes
nower of attorney for Ray and a con-
tract recognizing the attorney’s rights
to 40 per cent of the proceeds for a
book. It would tell Ray’s exclusive
siory oi the King assassination.

Ray said when he signed the two
documents he had never heard of Ala-
bama author W w-Bradiord Huie.
He said he first heard the name after-

he was returned-te—thas, United Qtarna

Aiter an Engziish cour ~:: uled that Ray
should be extradited, Ray said he
wanted to appeal the decision. He
added that Hanss rﬂhod him out of it. -

What Ray claimed was unaware
of at that stage was a comr”f in the
form of a letter datec July 8 from Huie
to Hanes.

Under terms of the letter, which was
introduced as evidence, Huie would
agree to pay a total of $35.000 to Hanes
and Ray in advance of the book’s publi-
cation.

But there was an imporiant condi-
tion. Ray had tc be returned to the
United States or ail hets were off

Ray’s . attorneys are expected to

argue the cbvicus—eorciusion — Hanes
save Ray shoddy legal advice in urg-
ing him to drop his appeal of the extra-
aition ruling because of ¢hat condition
in the contract with Huie

Ray’s attorneys also paid close atten-
tion tc another publishing Ccr tract.
This one was dated Nov. 20, 1858. The
parties were Huie and Dell Publishing
Co.ne:

ignificantly, the proposed title of
Hue S b?%. mentioned in the Deil con-
tract was “They Slew the Dreamer.”
The plural pronoun was drcoped when
the Huie book was published in 1970.
It's called: ‘“‘He Slew the Dreamer.”
Testimony about the investigative
work by Ray’s former attorneys was
contradictory at best, and will be ex-
rlored further when private inv “::r;_m-
tor Renfro ’h\\ testifies as a &

ness htﬁr in the hearing.




Dist. Atty. Gen. n. Hugh Stanton Jr., a
former assistant publ ic defender who
assisted his father and Foreman in
Ray’s defense, testified Foreman sup-
plied no findings from any investiga-
tion he might have conducted. “But I
think we probably discussed what he
had done.” )

A letter introduced as an exhibit con-
tained Foreman’s own explanation:
“My investigation and interviews with
withesses are in a Cer[iC form of
sherthand. being a combination of
Gregg, Pitman, Percy Foreman and
‘labar“a Coushatta Indian hieroglyph-

. In other words, no living human
pt myseif can decipher
1as been reduced to writing

result of irterviews in the
rl Ray case. . .”
S f:"m__u“'c“nan claimed
that he hired Memphis State University

students to JAntersiew witness

Ovﬂ do” ument proc {W”‘ by Stanten
did indicate that Foreman once dictat-
ed a memo ads g membears of the
public defender’s staff to interview
potential state witnesses. When Ray
pleaded guiity only 31 of about 360
potential state witnesses ha d been
interviewed.

Stanton testified his staff made no
independent investigation o ballistics
exidence compiled by the FBI and
presented during Rav’s guilty plea
hearing. A New York criminologist
tsuhzfleﬂ investization of the baliistics
vidence could have disproved two
state theories about the shooting —
trat the bullet removed from King was
fired from Ra*’s gun and that the fatal
h’h was ll r”a FV\ m ""‘ "':“dﬂ\.' f"f Me
roocming house where Ray supposedly
had rented a FOOM | parec.c

aff
e
1
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ATLANTA, Oct. 26,—~(UPI)— exchange for a 99-vear prison
The Southern Christian Leader-  sentence, but has since changed
ship Conference (SCLC), founded his story andd r\l,"owhcontends he

e (i ] was pressur y his attorney
by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. e et e R S

. ; & » Percy Foreman, into entering the
said Saturday it was ronvmcod guilty plea. A federal court in
that James Earl Ray was just th Mempkhis currently is holding an
_‘“al‘._ guy’’ for wealthy mtezc,“ evidentiary hearing into Ray’s
in King’s slaying, and urged that  charges.

Ray be given a new trial. In a two-page statement issued

The SCLC referred to Ray as a by SCLC headquarters, the civil
“mianow” in the case and said  rights group said it is convinced
t.he new trial was rﬁy«?eﬁrzr_i SO au- that King was Killed by a conspir-
thorities can get to the ““big fish.” acy, and that Ray is just a ‘‘fall

Ray pleaded guilty to'the mur- guy” for wealthy leaders of that
der of the civil rights leader in  conspiracy.
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Hearing Will End Today

Y,

InR Ray’s New Trial Bid

By MICHAEL LOLLAR

The evidentiary hearing in which
James Earl Ray denied any ‘‘direct”
role in the s! ying of Dr. Martin Luther
King Jr. will end today, the ninth uw
of Ray’s attempt to retract his confe
sion .

The state ended its presentation of
witnesses late yesterday, then read the
deposition of 63-year-old author Wil-
liam Bradford Huie whose book, ‘“He
Slew the Lircamer,” has figured promi-
nently in the hearing.

In his testimony,
author said he was
Ray pleaded guilty on
because the confession °
the sales poten

Huie said the co
Ray, alone, m;:*”'» red King, after
which the p'ub:LQ nc uu.ﬂu was inter-

ested in reading about the case.

1 implied that

- His testimony was in direct conirast
to Ray’s. The 46-vear-old prisoner,
- serving a 99-vear sentence "/‘r the slay-
ing, claims Hu
confess or to refuse to testify
own defense.

Ray testified Huie was afraid his
testimony w o become “public
knowledge” before the book was pub-
lished.

When the hearing
this morning,
lengthy deposition 1
Percyk ‘oreman,
per cent of the ¢

in his

L)"‘xt"
g ned 64
ties from

rinal and 1 fwd.

nted him mme' to’

Bureau

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

“He Slew the Dreamer” when he
agreed to represent Ray. The prisoner
claims Foreman then “coerced” him to

plead guilty in order to preserve the
“"onomzf fafuc of the book.

U. S. Dist. Judge Robert M. McRae
Jr. agreed y esterdav hat attorneys for
both sides may submit final arguments
in writing after the hearing is con-
cluded. He is expected to schedule a
deadline for the arguments after the
reading of Foreman’s deposition today.

yesterday, Ray first attor-
;L!r Hanes of Birmingham,
e felt he could have prevent:
ed "{a ‘<f”’i( ition aiter his arrest in
-_mdon in July, 1968, -
“If they (the ansn kcmrm had acted

3/74.
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fatrly and jmpartially, they

‘would not have extradited

‘James Earl Ray, because in

my opinion it was a politi-

cal killing - and, therefore,
hot an exraditable offense.”

But, Hanes said he didn’t

advise Ray to appeal the
extradition ruling. **Mr. Ray
told me he wanted to come
home. He was t' .d of being
over there and wanted to
come back to America.”

Hanes, too, had contracted
wvith Huie, and was to re-
ceive 40 per cent of i(he book
‘royalties until he was fired
and his rovalty rights as-
signed to Foreman on Nov.
12, 1968.

The attorney was testify-
ing under examination by
Ray’s current chief counsel,
-Bernard Fensteryvald. whe
fﬁla:nh that Hanes' detense

{ Ray was tainted by his
'FfC‘&L\L in the' book: royal-
e

A contract introduced as
an exhibit showed that when
‘Hanes teok the Ray case
H»'.P promised the attornev

. The contract showed

.Hanes was 1o receive an ini-
tial _payment of $10,000.
Then, “On the first day af
“Ray has been lodged
tin the L.n ed
Pav vou 85,000,
Jyided.

Fensterwald contends
‘"Uanm made no effort to pre-

nt Ray’s extradition, be

use of the contractual
n IQf‘ﬂn

Hanes claimed the lure 'wf
fmr\mx made no difference.
“He said Ray had ‘\Lo(' for
2his help by writing to him in
“care m the local bar associa-
tion in Birminzham. “And I
‘believe that letter . .. ex-
plained that Mr. Ray wanted
to come home and explain
that ‘sitly matter in

e
E‘

stified Wednesd avs,
examination bv
Attv. Gen. Henry
and !‘.i‘: son,
ur Hanes Jr., were fully’
g')! [(\IC'A' .l;.‘.__" n\‘t"h R

fired them to hire Foreman.

v~ The attorney.said Ray teld’
*him he was unknowingly in-

r
¢Volved in .a conspiracy to

tmurder King, and testified:
pRay never indi"arod a will-;
Ln ness to.plead guilty.;
YWhen he lea med Ray had?

cuiity, Hanes said:
she was {‘shocked and"

¥

enleaded i

l
gamazed, particularly in view
eof the length of the sentence
§(%9 years).” Before Fore-

man entered the case, Hanes
gSaid, .“James Earl Ray
falways wanted a trial.”

Fensterwald asked: “Do’

u have any idea why Mr.
0’(‘le:il entered the case?”’
~ Hanes replied: “‘Mr. Fore-
“man — you can imagine all
kinds of things. I don’t know.
[ know there was a lot of
heat on Memphis at the
il .
“1 think the power struc-
ture was shaken up and felt
like they needed a convic-
tion. I think they felt like
they (the state) had a weak
case and something had to
be done. I lhour*hf maybe
Mr. Ramsey C'L...«, the fine,
‘;’1;101(«(,‘1;« nUAu]LJ ) attorney
general of the United States,
might have had a hand in
it

The statement implied at
le cast partial belief in Ray’s
claims, but Hanes did not
elaborate, and the answer
Was not pursued by the
attorneys.

e,
~ 3

But thie attorney said he
and his son' tried fo help

Foreman in his preparation

oy

i

-
¥

Arthur J. Hanes
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l Ray’s-case—4We offered

(3%
him everything we had in
our office, tried to explain
our theory of the case to
him.” He said the coaching
involved a long discussion
over dinner in which “he
(Foreman) drank about $14
worth of Scotch.”

Scon afterward, Hanes
said, ‘“‘Mr. Foreman pro-
ceeded to tell the judge ‘and
the press that we \\ouldn’t
cooperate with him.’

In his deposition, to be
read today, Foreman repeat;
edly denied Ray’s conflict-of-
interest claims. The 72-year-
old attorney said, ‘'I got int¢
the case because I thought I
could save a man’s life. I
thought it was my duty to do
so. . .If I didn’t get into the
case, I felt James' Earl Ray
would get the death penal-

s 9

Denying any greed in con- |
nection with the book, Fore- |
man said he is “worth at
least $415 million with liabil- |
ities of approximateiy $140,-
000.” He said he owns about
80 vacant houses which he
uses for ‘‘storage” in the
Houston area.

Unlike Hanes.. Foreman
said he believes Ray, alone,
killed King, “He was a
racist. He is a racist, and

has been one all his life. He
could not think of anybody
else not being a racist if they
were whi te.”

 ‘The state presented a pub-
lishing executive carly yes-
terday who agreed Huie’
book was ruined by Rays
.guilty plea. Victer TemKin,
the - general counsel, vice
president and secretary of
Bantam Books in New York,
testified the best-seiling
books about sensational:
murder cases are those m-
volving ‘‘sensational trials.”
Temkin said books on the
well-publicized Candace
Mossler and Sam Sheppard
murder cases were financial-
ly successful, while two Ban-
tam bcoks on the Ray case
failed. Temkin said “The
Strange Case of James Earl
Ray” by Clay Blair was a
“disaster,” and “‘An Ameri-
can Death” by Gerold Frank
(a reprint by Bantam) ulso
lost money.
Under cross-exami
by ‘a.&wr.x.:.'.‘d,
hO\\'C“Ci‘. >""i that if Ray's.
“whole story’’ came out in 2
trial Huie's hoak yvpuld have
lost its “"exclusiveness.”
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ToBeRushed

By MICHAEL LOLLAR

James Earl Ray’s evidenti tiary hear-
ing ended in federal court yesterday,
vuth a ruling on' Ray’s request for g
Tew trial promised “as S00n as possi-
ble” after mid- -December.,

U.S. Dist. Judge R’)“z[ M. McRae
Jr. told at{ornev» for Ray and the state
10 submit their fing| argt “’*enrs In writ-
mo by DPC 2, and gave them until Dec,
13 torep ly to each Other’s argur nems.

The judge said he may be wo

I}*rou".] the L} as holi da\s
added, “I'll h - If T get run mnror
something, somebody else is going to
Lave to hear this whoie thing al} gver
again.” q

Afterward, Ray’s attorneys were say-
ing things like. Wiien the triai starts
Bl and, ““At the tri

The attorneys are u_mhu*nt
evidentiary he | wi /
tzial he has
guilty in 196
tin Luther King Jr.

“When we started out four
years ago, the odds
might be no more thap
Carriage of
the eviden«

a Vv rv g00a cnance,

Cf‘“']U or better of a new tvmv
Ray’s chief co i, Bernard T
ald of Washington,

As the evidenti ary hearing eng
2:49 p.m. yesterday, attorneys for t
state were less than anxious to
ment on hbnznr*$luokf

Asst. Q'dte Atv Gen,
tm state’s chie counsel, ha ,.e%\cu

“confidence” afte the first week of
testimony.

Yc‘\f(n* ay he s 1id
a full Present ufz on
~:des i thous C
vnusually we!

Bureau

(Inaicote page, name of ;
newspcper, city and state.)
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His co-counsel, John R. ‘Dick’ Lodge,
was “‘confident” of a state victory, and
William ‘Joe’ Haynes, had ‘“no com-
ment.” ———

Fensterwald’s. co-counsel, James H.
Lesar of Washington, and Ray’s
Memphis attorney, Robert I. Living-
ston, predicted a trial. Livingston
already is planning defense strategy
for a Criminal rt trial.

Ray, slumped in his chair behind his
attorneys, appeared tired. In three
days of testimony he attempted to
show that his form_r attorneys lost
sight of his defense 1. their pursuit of

royalties from a book on the slaying
written by Wiliiam Bradford Huie.

Ray left Memphis under escort of
federal marshals about 7 last night for
the state penitentiary at Nashviile to
await the outcome of his hearing, The
46-year-old Dmmnr hg: served 5 years
and 7 months of tie 2"-vear sentenca

imposed after the confession he claims
was pried from him by a greedy ml-
lionaire Houston attorney. <~
The attorney’s own testimony, read
from a deposition, was the final note to
Ray’s ewd"nxlaw hearing. Percy Fore-
man, the 72-year-old Houst on lavr\u
denied any greed, claiming he’s “worth
at least >41,’2 million,” an 1 lid
or want to profit at Ray’s

When Ray fired his first ?ttov'nev Ar-
thur J. Hanes of Birmingham, he hired
Foreman assigning him 60 “cr cent of
the expected royalties from Huﬂs
book. “He Slew the Dreamer.” Hanes
would have received 40 per cent of any
toyalties.

Ray s attorneys tried to show in the
evmemxary hearing that Hanes, and

then Foreman, were lax in their ef-
(orts, and that Huie ?‘:d convinced
them his book would not sell if Ray
nood trial and u.> festnnony became

“public knowledge” before the book
Was published.

+ Hanes testified in person, claiming
}e was “fully prepared” for trial and
optimistic of Ray’s chances of acquittal
when Ray fired him to hire Foreman.

Neither Huie nor Foreman would
agree to testify in person at the hear-
ing — a factor Ray’s attorneys bitterly
opposed. State attorneys conceded th
unavailability of the writer and the
lawyer for careful dri’lim under court-
room pressure ‘“‘hurt R q}

In his deposition Huie claimed he

d'sanpointed when Ray pleaded
g ilty. In direct contrast to Ray, he
cla Amed the guilty plea ‘‘totally ruin-

ed” his book, hecause,it implied that
Ray, alone, murdered King, after
which the public no longer was inter-
ested in reading about the case.

Foreman, in his deposition, said his
interviews with Ray convinced him he
was guilty and that the state had
“overwhelming” evidence to prove it.

Foreman said he ‘‘spent hours” ex-
plaining to Ray that a jury might sen-
tence him to death-to ‘“make an exam-
ple of him,” while a guilty plea negoti-
a t ed with state prosecutors likely

vould result in a life sentence or a 99-
_Vear sentence.

Ray’s own testimony strongly hinted
he was involved in a conspiracy, indi-
rectly or unknowingly, through ‘‘anoth-
er party.” Ray said, ‘I was never in-
volved with more than one person.”’

Foreman, in his deposition, said ‘he
was convinced Ray acted alone, and
Huie, in his deposition. agreed. Hanes
testified Ray told him he was an un-
knowing dupe in a conspiracy, and was
standing on a sidewalk no more than
300 feet from King when another man,
“Raoul,” fired the fatal shot.

But, the conspiracy angle, fact or fic-
tion, is unrelated to the constitutional
issues which will decide whether Ray is
entitled to withdraw his March 10, 1969,
confession.

When the U.S. Sixth Circuit Court of
Ap”)f‘am in Cincinnati granted Ray'’s re-
quest for the evidentiary h aring on
Jan. 29, the court said the ‘“‘most p perti-
nent”’ issues involved Ray’s con

1flict-of-
interest claims against Huie, Hanes
and Foreman.

1n
11

g —— |

The court said, “The entire record
reeks mth ethical, 'novai and profes-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

was addressed to hig attorneys.

sional irregularities, dgmanding a full-
scale judicial inquiry. Without such z
hearing, the record leaves no alterna-
tive to the conclusion that Ray’s attor-
neys were more interested in capitaliz-
1ag on a notorious case than in repre-
senting the best interests of their
client.”

The Sixth Circuit judges told McRae
his review shouid decide in light of the
royalty contracts whether Ray’s guilty
plea was entered “intelligently and

voluntarily.” When Ray entered the
plea in 1969, he told Criminal Court
Judge Preston Rattle he had not been
threatened Or coerced.

But, the appellate judges said that

“in light of the total circumstances
preceding his sentenci ng, Ray could
easily have bthewd that he had no
other choice.” The court said Foreman
right have convinced Ray he would
cie in the electric chair if he stood
trial,

When the evidentiary hearing opened
here Oct. 27, Ray’s attorneys 1nser*ed
another i:s"e — the opening cf Ray’s
mail by Hs jailers at the Snelh" Cow'"
Jail. The is
disco»e;} when Ray’s attornevs
allowed to examine the pro ecutor’s
files on the Ray case.

remttmazd sa:d
two letters from ) ys and
cne letter from tle in the
pro;ec”tor files. Temmm_x showed

his jailers were instructed to read
Ra_') S incoming and outgoing mail,
make photostatic copies of it and turn
il over to the pro__‘\ef:iz\rr,.‘ unless’’ it |

ue arnse f*h}r]nrv nre hearin~
=4

H
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“Both Sides File Briefs

Ray Attorneys Want
Charges Dropped

By KAY PITTMAN BLACK
Press-Scimitar Staff Writer (Indicate page, name of
Attorneys for James Earl Ray told U.S. Dist. Judge Rob- newspapSRy S R v 1)
ert M. McRae Jr. that the confessed killer of Dr. Martin
Luther King not only should have his 1969 conviction over-
turned by the federal court but said that ‘“murder charges
against him must be entirely dismissed.”

In a 39-page brief filed yes-
terday, the attorneys, Ber-
nard Fensterwald and James
Lesar of Washington, D.C.,
and Robert I. Livingston of
N{lerl?)phié, said conditions at
Shelby County jail — where FTUIDITT sl
Ray was corleined about MEMPHIS, TENN.,
eight months before pleading
guilty to the King killing —
violated Ray’s rights to
“fairness and due process.”

Meanwhile, in a 7l-page
brief filed by Asst. U.S. Atty.
Henry Haile yesterday, the
state admitted that there
might have been a conspira-
cy to murder King in
Memphis on April 4, 1968.
However, Haile argued that
this did not warrant granting
Ray a new trial.

Ray pleaded guilty to the Piuds
April 4, 1968, slaying of the :
civil rights leader on March
10, 1969, before the late Author:
Shelby County Criminal gl rget
Court Judge Preston Battle.
Ray is now serving a 99-year
sentence at the Nashville
State Penitentiary.

An eight-day evidentiary
hearing before Judge McRae
ended Nov. 1. The hearing or
was held to determine A cationt
whether Ray should be al- i MEMPH]
lowed to withdraw his guilty Submitting Ottice: MEMPHIS
plea and stand trial for the [] Being Investigated

murder.
H4-14 (LQ%L ¢ wi‘fi
”‘f‘* )

Edition:

Title:

Character:
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. Yesterday—was—éhe dead-
line for filing briefs, and the
attorneys have until Dec, 13
to file additional legal argu-
ments in response. Judge
McRae said he would work
on the Ray opinion over the
Chrlstmas holidays, with a
ruling expected sometime in
January.

Ray’s attorneys said that
actions by the state while
Ray was in jail, including
use of television monitors to
watch him and microphones

to pick up his conversaticns,
plus. opening his mail and
turning it over to the prose-
cution, should warrant dis-
missal of the charges,

During the evidentiary
hearing, Ray’s attorneys at-
tempted to show that Ray’s
former lawyers, Arthur
Hanes Sr. of Birmingham,
Ala., and Percy Foreman of
Houston, Tex., were less con-
cerned with Ray’s interests
than in royalties from a book
on .the slaying written by
William Bradford Huie,

Ray also claimed that
Foremgn pressured him into
the guilty plea in order to
avoid a public trial that
would damage the “excly-
siveness” of the Ray sto
an(_i thus hurt the szale's 3’
Huie’s book, “He Slew the
Dreamer.”

_Hanes, Foreman and Huie
disputed the allegations.
Foreman i negotiated
a waiver of the death penal-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

’ L

ty and a_9%year-sentence
early in 1969 in exchange for
the guilty plea because he
believed Ray would be sen-
tenced to die in the electric
chair if he stood trial.

In their briefs, Ray’s attor-
neys point out that this was
another example of Fore-
man’s coercion of Ray be-
cause the attorney knew that
no one had been put to death
in the electric chair in Ten-
nessee since 1959.

During the hearing Ray
took the witness stand and
denied shooting King. He
hinted that “cther parties”
might have been involved.

Referring to that, Haile
said, “The murder of Dr.
Martin Luther King Jr. was
a sensational event. The evi-
dence clearly shows that
Ray, Hanes, Huie and Ray’s
brothers (John and Jerry)
all sought to exploit the pub-
licity for their own private
ends.

“Foreman has testified
that Ray Kkilled Dr. King for
recognition, and given the
history of Ray’s career in
the state and federal courts
since April 1968, that is easy
to believe.”

Haile then added, “We will
never know what went
through James Earl Ray’s
mind on March 10, 1969,
when he stood in Judge Bat-
tle’s courtroom and injected
dark hints of conspiracy into
the record.

“It may be that there was
a conspiracy to murder Dr.
King. There is no evidence
of it and that is not the issue
here. And it is more likely
that Ray cynically used the
March 10 (guilty plea) hear-
ing to promote public inter-
est in the case. He clearly
does not want to be forgot-
ten.”

Ray’s attorneys said the
two lawyers’ association
with Huie resulted in Ray

‘“suffering massive preju-
dice.” They claim that
“Huie’s assumption of Ray’s
guilt was built into his con-
tracts with Hanes, Foreman
and his publishers. If Ray
did not shoot Dr. King and
could not tell Huie who did,
Huie’s manuscript would be
worthless. Therefore, Huie
had to presume Ray’s guilt.
Of course, this assumption
conflicted with Ray’s right to
be presumed inpocent ntil

proven guilty.”
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Court Told Proof ClearsRay

By MICHAEL LOLLAR
Jame§ Earl Ray’s attor-

neys yesterday argued that
the proof presented in his
evidentiary hearing  de-
mands that his 1969 murder
confession be overturned
and the murder charge
against him be ‘entirely
dismissed.”

But attorneys for the state

- argued that Ray’s confession
l was a “reasoned and

reasonable’ decision by an
intelligent man who prefer-

- red a %-year prison sen-

tence to death,

The arguments were sub- |

mitted in writing to U.S.

! Dist. Judge Robert M.

McRae Jr., who will decide
whether Ray is entitled to
withdraw the guilty plea and
stand trial for the slaying of

Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.

Most of the arguments in
Ray’s behalf revolved

. around conflict-of-interest

claims against his former
attorneys, Arthur Hanes of
Birmingham and Percy
Foreman of Houston. Both
were parties to literary con-
tracts with Alabama author
William Bradford Huie
whose book, ‘“He Slew the
Dreamerplayad a major
role in Ray’s evidentiar
hearing. :

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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At the hearing, Ray’s cur-
rent attofmeys—tried to show
- that Hanes and then Fore-
man were negligent in their
defense efforts because Huie
had convinced them his book
would not sell if Ray stood
trial and his testimony be-
came public knowledge be-
fore the becok was published.
In their arguments yester-

day, Ray’s Washington
attorneys, James H. Lesar
and Bernard Fensterwald,
and Memphis attorney Rob-
ert I. Livingston relied
heavily on testimony by
Huie. The author said in a
deposition that he was con-
vinced ““from the beginning”’
that “Ray and Ray alone
killed King.2

Ray’s attorneys said that
Huie’s assumption was
“built into his contracts with
Hanes, Foreman and his
publishers Of course
this assumption conflicted
with Ray’s right to be pre-
sumed innocent until proven
guilty. Hanes and Foreman
were being paid by Huie al-
legedly to defend that right,
but the very terms of their
contracts with Huie required
them to traduce (violate)
it ———

Asst. State Attys. Gen.
Henry Haile and William
‘Joe’ Haynes argued the Jure
of possible royalties did not

- affect the efforts of either
Hanes or Foreman. “It is
impossible to second guess
the action of the attorneys in
this case from a distance of
nearly six years,” they said.

But, “It seems clear that
without the literary con-
tracts Ray would not have
been able to afford attorneys
of the caliber of Hanes and
Foreman. It seems equally
clear that Ray knew this and
was willing, if not eager, to
take the risk. We do not
mean to underestimate the
importance of moral and y

ethical analyses of situations
like thigybutWe cannot help
but observe that the evi-
dence does not support a
finding of ethical, moral or
professional irregularities.”

The state attorneys noted
that the American Bar As-
sociation adopted a code of
professional responsibility in
1969, frowning on fee ar-
rangements such as those in
the Ray case. But they said
the' code was not adopted
until five months after Ray
pleaded guilty.

The statg said Ray is “‘an
experienced articulate,
intelligent man with an IQ of
114, thoroughly familiar with
the ways of courts and law-
yers.” Therefore, the state
claimed, he could not easily
have been influenced, and,
in any case, ‘“There is no
evidence that either man
(Hanes or Foreman) gave

James ] R anything
less than his best effort.

“James Earl Ray was an
active, willing, intelligent
participant in all the events
from his arrest in London
until his guilty plea. And in
the end he made the rea-
soned and reasonable deci-
sion to accept a 99-year sen-
tence rather than risk the
death penaltyw:

Ray’s attorneys also
claimed the prisoner’s rights
were violated by his Shelby
County jailers, who opened
Ray’s incoming and outgoing
mail and turned it over to
the prosecutor’s office “un-
less” it was addressed to his
attorneys.

They said the opening of
the mail and Ray’s constant
surveillance —by® television
cameras and a microphone
in his cell violated his rights

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

to a confidential attorney- \
client sekatienship in 4
“‘gross, pervasive, methodi- ‘.‘
cal and sinister’’ manner. ;
The state attorneys ?rg-ued |
the surveillance did not
interfere with Ray’s .rlghts
and that inspection of incom-
ing and cutgoing mail ‘“‘is a |
legitimate and proper func- |
tion of those entrusted with |
the security of incarcerated \
persons . . . The law, then |
and now, is that mail from \1
unconvicted prisonersd is sub- \
iect to inspection and COpy-
]ing and may be used as evi- ‘
dence against the prisoner if |
it contains admlssmnf
against (their) interest . . .
McRae has given
attorneys for both sides until
Dec. 13 to reply to the argu-
ments submitted yesterday.
The judge said-he-then will
decide the case as quickly as |
possible.
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Ray's Attorneys Sayn

He Was Framed

Attorneys for the convicted murderer of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. filed briefs in federal court today claiming
that “‘evidence now points to the fact that James Ear] Ray
was framed for a crime he didn’t commit.”

The statement was contained in a response filed by
James Lesar and Bernard Fensterwald of Washington, D.C.,
to the state’s briefs sent earlier this month to U.S. Dist.

Judge Robert M. McRae Jr.

Ray had an eight-day evi-
dentiary hearing before
Judge McRae, winding up
Nov. 1, on his move to with-
draw his guilty plea and get
a new trial on charges from
the April 4, 1968, slaying of
the civil rights leader.

Ray’s attorneys told Judge
McRae today: ‘“The evidence
increasingly indicates that
law enforcement officials,
both state and federal, have
covered up the evidence of
this frameup . . . There was
a conspiracy to kill Dr. King
. . . but evidence eliminates
any reasonable belief that
James Earl Ray was part of
the conspiracy.. =

Lesar and Fensterwald
said: ‘ ‘A Watergate type

coverup of the assassination
of Dr. King continues until
this day. That and that alone
explains the frenzied efforts
of the state to obstruct an
examination of the physical
evidence by petitioner’s
investigator and counsel.”

In their briefs, state attor-
neys contended that Ray’s
confession on March 10, 1969,
was a ‘reasoned and
reasonable”,.d&d.ﬁ.i.ﬂ& by a
man who preferred 99 years

{in prison to a death sentence
{that could have resulted
frpth a trial. e

State attorneys rejected
Ray’s claim that he was co-
ereced into pleading guilty
and said Ray had failed to
prove his allegation that his
former attorneys were in
conflict of interest because
they had signed contracts
for literary royalties on his
case.

McRae is expected to rule
sometime in January on the
controversi

|
|

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

PAGE J

MEMPHIS PRESS
SCIMITAR

MEMPHIS, TENN,

Date: !/,
Edition:

Author: CHARLES I'I.
Editor: SCHNE IDER

Title:

Character:
or

Classification:

Submitting Office: MEMPHIS

D Being Investigated

Q/{: in/) U7 9,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

¢

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

@efpng Brief Says Ré;ﬁ

Framed’ In

An attorney for James Earl Ray
claimed in a written argument in feder-
al court yesterduy that Ray was
“framed’’ as the murderer of Dr. Mar-
tin Luther King Jr.

James H. Lesar of Washington said
proof presented at Ray’s evidentiary
hearing here removes even the
“shadow of a doubt” that Ray partici-
pated in the slaving.

. “In fact, all the e..dence now points

" to the fact that James Earl Ray was
framed of a crime he didn’'t commit.
The evidence increasingly indicates
that law enforcement officials, both
state and federal, have covered up the
evidence of this frameup.”

Lesar based his contention on testi-
mony by a firearms expert who testi-
fied in Ray’s behalf, claiming the bullet
removed from King could have been
traced to a specific rifle. An FBI fire-
arms expert v,ho examined the bullet
shortly after the slaving had concluded
it could not be traced to a particular
gun,

Testimony at thv
U.S. Dist. Judge Robert M. " cRae Jr.
showed that pﬂhce recovered the rifle
on the sidewalk uCT'E to a boarding
house cn South Main from which the
fatal shot sumo»ed? v was fired. Police
concluded the rifle was the slaying
weapon and accide y was dropped
on the sidewalk as Ray fled the scene.
Lesar and his co-counsel claimed the
rifle was left on the sidewalk by anoth-

er person — a man ngmed-Raoul”’ —
Nx‘ho deliberately dropped the riile in a

hearing before

> Killing

calculated, successful attémpt to impli-
cate Ray.

Taken together, Lesar said in his

argument yesterday, the evidence indi-

cates ‘‘that the bullet removed from'

Dr. King is traceable to a rifle other
than the one left on South Main
Street.”’

Without further elaboration, Lesar
argued: ‘“This means that there was a
conspiracy to kill Dr. King. It also
eliminates any reasonable belief that
James Earl Ray was part of that con-
spiracy.”

Lesar’s argument was in response to
the state’s final written arguments
filed Dec. 2.

McRae has taken the arguments
ulxch adviseneit, mmmS ng a ruling

‘‘as soon as pmmm on whether Ray
is entitled to withdraw his guilty plea

\and stand trial for the King slaying.
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Ray Decision ™
Third Complete

U.S. Dist. J udge Robert M.
McRae Jr. has completed a
third of his written ruling
that, when issued, will de. T G
cide whether James Ear] ““d,’f“a';e‘; i A
Ray should get a new tria] S0 s e
for the April 4, 1963, slaying
of Dr. Martin Luther Kng
Jt.

Judge McRae said yester- PAGE 16
day he expects to finish writ-
Ing his opinion sometime in MEMPHIS PRESS
mid-February, ME OI(I;)‘III; TAR
Ray pleaded guilty on SCLMITAR
March 10, 1969, to the slay-
ing and was sentenced to 99
ears in the Nashville State ATy
I};enitentiary. —— MEMPHIS, THENN,
However, he is now seek-
ing to have Judge McRae
allow him to withdraw his
guilty plea and stand trial.
Ray claimed he was coerced

by his attorneys into plead-
ing guilty. ¢

| -
Date: '

Edition: i :
Avuvthor: CH‘\RL—S A‘I.
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Appeal Is Denied

On Ray Evidence

The U.S. Supreme Court
yesterday refused to consid-
€r an appeal by the state of
Tennessee challenging the
broad scope of pre-hearing
discovery rulings for James
Earl Ray’s attorneys.

The high court’s refusal to
consider the appeal in effect
affirmed an earlier ruling by |
the U.S. Sixth Circuit Court |
of Appeals at Cincinnati, |
which said the discovery rul-
ings by U.S. Dist. Judge
Robert M. McRae Jr. were |
“well within the exercise of
sound discretion,”’ |

McRae’s rulings had given |
Ray’s attorneys the right to
inspect evidence which the |
state gathered in 1968 and |
1969 in preparation for Ray’s
trial for the slaying of Dr.
Martin Luther King Jr. The
material already has been
introduced as evidence dur-
ing Ray’s evidentiary hear-
ing before McRae last Octo- ;
ber and November.

The Memphis judge now is |
writing his decision on
whether Ray is entitled to |
withdraw his guilty plea and |
stand trial for the slaying. |

Asst. state Atty. Gen. |
Henry Haile said yesterday, |
“I'm not surprised by the |
Supreme Court’s decision. T |
didn’t think there was much
chance of them upholding

the appeal since the hearjng
/

Js already over.”
.

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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Ray’s Lawyer
Is Hopeful

A defense attorney for ‘
James Earl Ray said today }
he does not believe he will |
have to appeal Federal !
Judge Robert McRae’s rul- | _ —— -
ing tomorrow on whether DRI cane) nogEe)
Ray is entitled to a new nevspaper, cily and sta‘e,)
trial, but he is prepared to
if necessary.

“If we don’t get a new
trial, we will appeal immedi-
ately,” said Bernard Fen-
sterwald, Ray’s Washington
lawyer.

McRae announced yester-
day he will issue a written
ruling on the Ray case at 2
p.m. tomorrow. In that rul- .
ing, he said he will say MEMPHIS
whether the state is required ¢
to give Ray, who pleaded
guilty to the murder of Dr.
Martin Luther King, a new
trial. .

Fensterwald said he be-
lieves that McRae will rule
that Ray is entitled to a new
trial. g

“I'm a born optimist,” he
said. ‘“We’re hopeful he’ll |
come down on our side.”
Fensterwald maintains that
Ray was coerced into plead-
ing guilty to the murder
charge because former law- | 1.2UNE
yers, who held royalties for Date: ¢
literary works on the King
case, were more interested CHARI TS 5
in making money than de- . Aughors el )
fending Ray. Editor: SCHI‘?LILL;I

Ray, 46, is serving a 99- Tl
year sentence in Tennessee |
State Penitentary in the
slaying of the civil rights |
leader. 2 & C}mmc ter:

An appeal in the case is al-
most certain no matter | q '987% 42
which way McRae rules. As- Classification:
sistant State Attorney ; VR MDIT]

General Henry Haile of DY
Nashville has said he will
appeal if McRae decides

that Ray is entitled to a new
trial. T

Edition:

[(JBet- : Investigated

(/‘hﬂﬁ//)*\Q’v
U

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Judge Sets Time
On Ray Decision

U. S. Dist. Judge Robert
M. McRae Jr. said yesterday
he will file a written opinion
at 2 p.m. tomorrow, deciding
whether James Earl Ray is
entitled to a new trial in the

(Indicate page, name of
slaying of Dr. Martin Luther newspaper, city and state.)
King Jr.

The announcement rekin-
dled the ‘“optimism” of )
Ray’s attorneys, who said — PAGE 2l
after an evidentiary hearing
last October and November
they were confident Ray will
be allowed to recant his 1969 —— COMMERCIAL APPEAL
confession.

“I’'m a born optimist . . .
and we’re hopeful he’ll come i ! M
{down on our side,” said Ber- el . s TR I.MEM'PHI,S{ T_EI.‘IN ® TR
nard Fensterwald, one of :
Ray’s Washington attorneys.
He said that Ray, serving a
99-year sentence for the -
slaying, also “thinks he’ll
get a trial.”

Ray claimed he was coerc-
ed into pleading guilty by his
former attorneys, Arthur
Hanes of Birmingham and
Percy Foreman of Houston,
due to their interests in
royalty rights to a book on
the slaying by Alabama au- 4
thor William Bradford Huie. i Y g

Date: 4

Asst. State Atty. Gen. N
Henry Haile contended that Rdsion,
despite any literary interests Author:
on the attorneys’ parts Ray Editor: TN
made up his own mind to : GORDON HANNA
plead guilty. The state attor- kil
ney said the decision was a
“reasoned and reasonable’’
decision by an intelligent
man who preferred a 99-year
prison sentence to death. 4

Ray’s testimony at the evi- Classification:

dentiary hearing strongly Submitting Office: MEMPHIS
hinted that he was involved

in a conspiracy, either indi- [[] Being Investigated
rectly or unknowingly,

through ‘‘another party.”
o oo 441874 ¢ o2:

person.”’

Character:

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Ruling on Ray
Set T%Wsday

U.S. Dist. Judge Robert M.
McRae Jr. said today he will
issue his written ruling on
the James Earl Ray case in ey B A
0 p en court at 2 p .m. (n:-\‘/;yv‘uwer,‘ Cli}'“:;r')':: silate
Thursday.

In the ruling Judge McRae
will reveal whether the state
is required to give Ray, who
earlier pleaded guilty to the
slaying of Dr. Martin Luther
King, a new trial.

Ray, 46, is now serving a
99-year sentence in Tennes-
see State Penitentiary for
the April 4, 1968, slaying of : 7 TR
the civil rights leader. He MEMPHIS o Taai
was sentenced by the late
Criminal Court Judge Pres-
ton Battle on March 10, 1969,
following the guilty plea.

At an evidentiary hearing
last November before Judge
McRae, Ray maintained he
was coerced by his attorneys
into pleading guilty, and,
therefore, should be granted
a new trial.

If Judge McRae rules that
Ray is entitled to a new
trial, Asst. State Atty. Gen.
Henry Haile of Nashville has
said the state will appeal. If Ly
the judge rules against Ray, Ll e
his attorneys, Bernard Fen- :
sterwald and James Lesar of Edition:

Washington, D.C., and R O AR ‘~I
Robert 1. Livingston of . kb SCILIEILER

~ Memphis, have said they pECtoke e b
will appeal. s Title:

{19871 94-¢ (023

Character:

or
Classification:
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Prosecution May Face

Contflict In Ray

State officials may be forc-
ed to appoint a - special
prosecutor to try James
Earl Ray if U.S. Dist. Judge
Robert M. McRae Jr. over-
turns Ray’s 1969 guilty plea.

McRae is scheduled to
issue his opinion at 2 p.m.
today on the constitutionality
of Ray’s guilty plea in the
assassination of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr.

If McRae nullifies the plea
based on testimony he heard
at an evidentiary hearing
last fall, the case would be
remanded for trial in Crimi-
nal Court.

However, Atty. Gen. Hugh

W. Stanton Jr. would face an
apparent conflict of interest
in prosecuting the case.

The attorney general’s fa-
ther, the late Public Defend-
er Hugh Stanton, was ap-
pointed by Criminal Court
Judge Preston Battle as re-
serve counsel in case Ray
became unable to retain a
private attorney.

The younger Stanton as-
sisted his father in conduct-
ing a preliminary investiga-
tion of the King assassina-
tion and interviéwed several
witnesses.

Battle, who died shortly
after Ray’s plea, also ap-
pointed the Stantons to assist
Ray’s private attorneys, Ar-
thur Hanes of Birmingham
and later Percy Foreman of
Houston, Texas.

Stanton was in Nashville
yesterday and ‘was unavail-
able for comment about
whether he would recuse
himself from prosecuting

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Ray if the guilty plea is
overturned.

However, E xec. Asst.
Atty. Gen. Terry Lafferty
said a' ruling in favor of a
new trial for Ray would
cause difficulties for every
prosecutor in = Stanton’s
office. i

¢ “All .assistants serve
under the direction of the
attorney general. I don’t see
how any prosecutor in the of-
fice could handle the case

and claim he is acting |

independently.

Ray claimed at the eviden- |

tiary hearing that he was
forced to plead guilty by
Hanes and Foreman because

. of their interests in royalty |

rights fo a book about the
slaying by Alabama author
William Bradford Huie.
Dwight Fugate, city school
specialist in charge of spe-
cial education busing.

He said he had had two
conferences with Mrs. Wise-
man about the tickets —
most of which were for park-
ing violationg= e I8
investigating further.

"Case

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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Decision on Ray
Due in 2 Weeks

U.S. Dist. Judge Robert M.
McRae said today he has al-
ready made his decision on a
bid by James Earl Ray, con-
victed slayer of Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr., for a new e S
trial on the murder charge. T e e

However,. the judge said |
he is not yet ready to reveal |
his ruling. He indicated the |
public announcement of his |
decision was probably two |
weeks away. i

The first draft of the opin-
ion has been typed, he said,
adding that he was “‘polish-
ing it up.”” A second and per- !
haps a third draft will be
typed before Judge McRae
will release it.

He said he would give at
least three days’ notice of
the date and time of the re-
lease of the opinion. v

Dalte:

Edition:
Author: CH"P ERES H.
Editor: SCHREIDER
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Classification:
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Judge Polishi
udge Polishing

] ! ! ]

Ray Case Ruling

U.S. Dist. Judge Rcbert M.
McRae Jr. said he has com-
pleted the rough draft of his
ruling in the James Earl
Ray case, but the prisoner’s
fate will remain a secret for
at least another week.

His opinion, based on an
eight-day- evidentiary hear-
ing in October.and Novem-
er, will decide whether Ray
is entitled to recant his
guilty plea and stand trial
for the 1968 murder of Dr.
Martin Luther King Jr.

The_ judge’s decision,
about 70 handwritten legal
pages long, will be reviewed
and ‘“possibly revised,” then

. typed by his secretary be- i
fore its release’ in open |
court. McRae said he will |
annnounce three days ahead

ing.

when he plans to fjle the rul- |-

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

09

i PAGE '\ Al

MEMPHIS, TENN,

Date: 3-\ ’ /
Edition:
Author:

Editor: GORDON HANNA

Title:

Character:
or

Classification:

Submitting Office: MEE:ZPHIS

l Be2ing Investigated

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

COMMERCIAL APPEAL



FD-350

_ing.

& P 3
Reacting sharply to Judge Robert M. McRae's denial of
a new trial for James Earl Ray Of‘in}/. a defense lawyer said
he will appeal, and Ray’s brother said Ray may “‘rev ] the
names of everyone m'.*oI\Ld” in the slaying of Dr Martin

Luther King. - —

Bernard Fensterwald, one
of Ray's Washington attor-
neys, said, *“I can only say .
that I am disa ppofmcd in the , raaten ,
we have rnewspaper, city

decision, #nd that
every intention of appealing
it to the Sixth ]‘,:sma (U.S

Circuit Court of Appeals.)”

Jerry Ray, Ray’s brother,
said, ‘“This case is still a
long way from cver. My
brother will appeal. If he
doesn’t win his appeal, he
will have no choice but to re-
lease his information to the
news media, I'm talking MEME
ahout the names of the other i
people invols ;

“He told me perseonaliy
that, if he did not win an ap-
peal, he would reveal the
names of everyvone involv-

ed. There seems ‘o be a lot
of pecple who don’t want his
story to get out, but they are
not going to hush him up.”

Jerry Ray acded, “It does
not surprise ma that McRae
turned him down. Judges
have always turned him
down. I don’t think there’s
any difference in one judge 1 29.1 (g
from another. McRae just i Date: £ W
took a lpng time so }i*.e could Edition:
write his opinion down in AT TiaTic oy
hopes it wouldn't be re- S Author: CHARIES 11,
versed. . Editor: SORREALT SR

“Right now, that’s 0 ur ' Title:
only hope — that 11, court of

apoeals will reverse tke rul- ((k\\(ﬁmmc qu

Fred Davis, member of it 5l
City Council and of the
NAACP. said, ‘I think that a Class!ficaticn:

or

Ve N IYD)T YI(

" very carefully preparad and Slpih iy i I
vbmitting Office: Lisaudas

well presented argurent AR g d s
was made at the time of his Original an fwd. b TGS R R Y SR
trial. I think the investiga- Bureau, 3/7/75 (JAP) _.[ ) 4 2P b C
tions carried on by the state SEARCHED l‘i"EXED
were done as well as they SERIALI Z 9% LED="
could be at the tirne. He had MAR 97 5
i o)

good representation. :
“I think he pleaded guilty FB"'MEMPH'S( N\ Va |
\7 |
] n“v‘l,,\/

because he was guilty, As
far as a conspiracy or hav-
ing accomplices Gr a

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




my opinica-thet-it would be
terribly difficult for a man
who committed such an act
to get away and as far awa
as he did. My opinion is
that he had some help. 1
don’t know whether {rom
within or without the city.

“I believe he seriously
counted the cost of going
through a trial or pleading
guilty. I think his lawyers
explained his options and he
took the pfrCCntagcs and
pleaded guilty, If he were
permitted to ~o free after

such an atrocity, it would be
@ terrible injustice. I'm
pleased with the verdict.”

Dré sco A va‘h ST
dentlst *nembfr of Cou“ty
Court and member of the
executive board of NAACP,
said, “It has been ‘my feeling
all along that this was the
sort of crime that could not

' be committed by one person,

and T wag }mnmrvy hat a new
trial might be O. anted in the
hope that the whole truth
might be found and that
other individuals who might
. be involved could be brouo ht
to justice. Without the new
‘trial this ‘is impossible and
the real truth will never be
known.”

Mrs. Maxine Smith, execu-
tive secretary of the Mem-
phis Chapter of the NAACP
and a leader in the sanita-
tion strike that bro ught King
to Memphis, said, “I'm
: disappointed in the demston
‘There has been too much

.tendency in this country to
bury an issue, to get rid of it
Y rather than root it out, I feel
+a trial would have rooted out
the doubt about all the facts
‘not being brcug‘m out in th
“killin gof Dr. King. The opin-
‘ion is pretty \M(Pspm d in
i this country that this kil lmg

:was not a crﬂo (Ve
® e

Ralph Abernathy, who took
the helm at ..Authf, rn Chris-
tian Leadership Conference
based in Atlanta after the
late Dr. King’s assassina-
tion, said, ““It is most regret-
table that U. S. Dist. Judoe
:McRae’has seen fit to den
James Earl Ray a trial in his
-accused assassination of my
‘dearest friend and closest
associate,

“This is not to say that
James Earl Ray may not
have been the man who pull-
ed the trigger, but I firml ly
believe that there were more
people involved, some of
them in very high places and
positions of ,eadﬂrshlp in
thxs country.” Calling King

‘“‘the most peaceml warrior
of the 20th century,” Aber-
nathy said a trial would
“establish once and for all
whether an attempt is being
made by so- called respect-
able leaders in our country
to silence and destroy our

black leadership.”

Abernathy said, “The fact
that a man cannot get a trial
under our judicial system’’
was something “I cannot ac-
cept.” “This makes me even
more suspicious,’” he said.

Mrs. Martin Luther King,
wife of the slain civil rights
leader, said she would not
comment on any aspect of
James Earl Ray’s appeal
when she was confacted in
Atlanta.

- Robert I Livingston,
Memphis attorney for Ray,
said, he is ‘“not surprised”
that the ruling denied a new

trial, i

He pledged “to appeal it

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

until there is no place else to
go.'l

I,i\'m”fon '<zu" he felt the
case “‘could have gone either
way. I wouldn’t have been
surprisea of the ruling had
been for James Earl Ray.

Livingston said he would
review the ruling “with a
fine-toothed comb,” before
filing an appeal with the U.S.
Sixth District Court in Cin-
cinnati,

“We don’t intend for any
grass to grow under our
feet,” said Livingston. “We
don’t intend to give up now.”

Livingsten said Ray and
his attorneys had been
“very optimistic all the way
through. No judge could
have granted a more fair
hearing. We have already
made legal history with the
decision that Judge McRae
made.” d

Livingston predicted that
the case would “eventually
end up in the Supreme
Court.

“He ruled against us, but
we have two more r‘oults Lp-
stairs \.HU k,u»ui u..A_, ub(‘u“oh

him.”

”

Livingston, admitting that
he was ‘“‘somewhat 1e\. down
at the moment,” said, ‘“No
judge in the state of Tennes-
see has ever ruled for James
Earl Ray. Our hope is in the
appeals courts. We feel our
salvation lies in Cincinnati,
-and frankly, we felt that
from the start.”

Livingston said he would
visit Ray in his Nashville
prison cell within the next
few days. He said that Ray
had been' “‘optimistic”’ about
the ruling and had been
“encouraged about the
hearing.

Livingston renewed his
charges that the assassina-
tion was part of a conspira-
cy. “The day will come
when the coaspiracy will be
revealed’”’ he said. ““I sub-
mit the federal government
and the state know it’s a
conspiracy, but have white-
washed the facts.”

Livinps on said he was
“hopeful” that the appeals
courts would overrule
McRae.

“If James Earl Ray’s con-
stitutional rights were not
violated, there never has
been a man_who’s constitu-

tional rights were violated.”
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By KAY PITTMAN BLACK
Press-Scimitar Staff Writer
. District Jucme Robert )
dcmea a new trial to James Earl Ray, convicted of
slaying Dr. Martin Luther King.
Ray’s attorneys said they would appeal, all the
way to the Supreme Court if necess: ATy,
In an extensive review of Ray’s contention that
his constitutional rights were violated and that he .
was coerced by his former attorneys to plead guilty,
Judge McRae found no e e Date:

gyoilxxds to order a new Edition:
trial. (‘ T ~ ‘\ -— AR
Ray maintained in an Authors (- :‘ Vi el
eight-day hearing before ! Editor: UC].“M SR
Judge McRae in late LS
November that his Sixth
Amendment rights were vio-
lated. g
In his ruling, Judge
o haracter:
McRae said, “The court Savatg
finds that the Sixth Amend-
ment constitutional rights of Classifieatioa.
s Earl Ray we -~ Ty o
el e L B
iGlated, i 5 ele SIS P
under any other amendment iginal and 1 fwd. )t Q (7' n\e,<?('qir:} g w
i tates i Bureau, 3/7/75 (JAP)

of the United States Consti-
tution violated.

“Therefore,” the ruling
said, “the clerk of the court

or

is hereby directed to entor a — MEMPHIG ol 42
separate judgment ((mym- “\7\1"1
the ]‘mi"un f ra Writ A)
ham (15 L'W [ ,,,,, .
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that there was

the record to show that
attorneys were ready tc go
to trial before the late Crimi-
nal Court Judge Preston
Battle accepted 1‘:«';'5 ""'Ity
plea on March 10, ('For
the above reasons this court
finds that Ray did not
reasonably believe he had no
other choice than the guilty
plea.”

In the 38page ruling,
McRae said of the central
issue —lack of effective as-
sistance of couns I: “This
Court is of the opinion that
the petitioner Ray has not
shown that his stance
from counsel was below the
minimum standards. The
record also shows that Ray’s
ngi"' plea n*“c"' se was
intelligently gi \(*n in all re-
spects as required by the
constitutional stand;:,rd::."

Judge McRae said he also
believed that Rav voluntari-
ly pleaded guilty
“not coerced by impermissi-
ble pressure.”

“On the contrary,”

said, ‘‘the matter was
cussed on numerous
rate occasions over aln
one month at the least.
carefuily considered
partially amended
lengthy stipulat ion. of
that formed a ba
cepting his guilty plea, a
Ray coolly and deliberately
entered the plea in open
court where he spoke to cor-
rect the record as he thought
appropriate.”’

Judge McRae said of the
conflict of interest accusa-
tions made by Ray — arising
from the numerous book
rights contracts involving
the first attorreys, Arthur
Hanes Sr. and Jr. anc
Foreman, the last att
as well as the Alabama au-
thor, William Bradford Huie
— that the contract negotiat-
ed by Hanes was an ‘“‘appar-
ent violation” of the discipli-
nary rule of the code of
professional responsibility
of the American Bar Associ-
ation. The rule was adopted
Aug. 12, 1969 (after ia\ 8
plea) and was to becon

effective on an ] 1" 0.
The 4vear Ray is
serving a ¢ y "'1' sentence
for the April 4, l:’:‘;,‘:«‘, slaying
of the civil rishts leader in
Memphis. He is in 2 cell by
himself at ¢ e Nash
State Po.u!omm;y and was
expacmd to learn the news
of the denial of his petition
by television or rac io.
King was slain by rifle

shot, 'Iho state contends the

shot was fired fr. om the mt‘l-
room window of a_roomi ing

house on South Main. fho

shot struck King as
on the balcony of th
raineMotel il

During th e c\idmuaw
hearing, Ray contended that
he tllounnf he was in Mem-
phis to participate in a gun-
running scheme, not a mur-
der. He chmcd he was
standing on the sidewalk out-
side the rooming house when
the s.mt was fired and hinted
at “‘others’” involved in a
conspiracy to kill King.

Ray’s attorneys,
Fensterwald an d James
Lesar of Washington and
Robert 1. Liviz xston  of
Memphis, maintained that
no adequate pre-trial investi-
gation of the Ray case was
made; that Ray fired his
original attorneys, the
Haneses, because he felt t hey
were more interested in pro-
moting book contracts on
the Ray story with Huie than
in representing Ray.

Ray fired the Haneses the
dd" before his trial was
originally set and hired
For eman.

During the evidentiary
hearing, Fensterwald claim-
ed tLar Rey was ‘‘coerced”
by Fereman into pkaumg
guilty. Fensterwald said
Foreman resorted to pres-
sure and bribery to force
Ray to plead OUII‘, March
10, 1969,

Fensterwald
pleaded guilty
“fierce”  verbal
with Foreman

Because ol pressure put on
Ray by Foreman, Rav’s law-
yers ma;nm,ml Rs,', believ-
ed he had no choice but to
plead guilty, @

S

Bernard

said Ray
after a
struggle

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176

Ray’s lawyers_alsq
tained at the evidentiary
hearing that a new trial
should be ordered because,
they stated, Imeman was

not ready to go to trial and -

had not prepared to g0 to
trial.
However Hugh Stanton
formf*r assistant Shelby
(‘ount\ public defender and
now Shund' County attorney
general, testified during the
hearing that his office was
appointed by Judge Battle to
assist Foreman in ;hepar"w
the case in December of 1968
and that they - ‘:,c’.zzd;ha\’e
been ready for trial.

oGt s iy

R R R B A SRR e

JAMES EARL RAY

McRAE
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By MICHAEI

U. S. Dist. Judge Ro
Jr. yesterday ruled James Earl m”r is
not entitled to a new trial becaus
1969 murder confession was a
and deliberately” reasoned exercise of
free will.
3 «1“ : a %5"1)3}’30 ('P"%“I‘:j‘?‘ which 3 ; i ; (Indicate page, name of
attorneys said they f'.zﬂ ;q*pcal > Sty / newspaper, city and state.)
Memphis judge said that although
Ray’s former orneys ::hou‘d have
“pc;formcd differently’’ in some i2- SRR .
spects, they did not violate his constitu- A
tional rights in any way. Houston attorney Percy Foreman PAGE i

Based on more than 20 separate find-  coerced his confession in a whirlwind
ines — each adverse to the convicted of legal and practic al pressures applied
laver of Dr. Martin Luther 5 in uw weeks before March 10, 1868. g 4 1T
?\1'1? uO‘: L?Ic t\I It‘?t X.l 1£L1ré:1?315tif1m5 McRae found that many of Ray’s ac- COMMERCIAL APPEAIL
do not reflect a vioiation of the consti- cusations against Foro nan simply
mt'?o'nl rights applicable to one who were “untmc” But, “The fact that

i 2ded guilty on the ad- Foreman was a braggart, that he used W T MEMPHTS L ITENN .

vice of compet counsel of his own  8TOSS €X ation, and that he was ]
choosing.” sometimes ar 1orvan* and overbearing is

Fi——— established by the proof, =
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the death penalty

ind his brothers.

However, it is not a deprivation of con-

___stitutional rights for a lawyer to speak

the fanguage thought to be best under-

stcod by a repeated felon who had

spent mai rs in prison, who was

willing to fire lawyers or refuse their

services, and who was holding back
and lying to his lawyer.”

Ray’s current attorneys, Bernard
Fensterwald and James H. Lesar of
Washington and Robert I. Livingston of
Memphis, claimed the supposed pres-
sures by Foreman and Ray’s previous
attorney, Arthur Hanes of Birming-
ham, stemmed from their literary con-
tracts with Hartselle, Ala., a21thor Wil-
liam Bradford Huie.- Hanes was to re-
ceive 40 per cent of any royalties from
the book, but when he was replaced by
Foreman the Houston attorney was as-
signed 60 per cent of the expected
royalties.

Ray claimed Huie convinced Hanes
and Foreman that the book would not
sell if he stood trial and his testimony
became ‘““public knowledge’’ before the
book was published. McRae relied on
evidence to the contrary — that the
guilty plea destroyed the appeal of the
book and wiped out potential profits by
Huie or the attorneys. An attorney for
a New York publishing company had
testified that sensational trials stimu-
late book sales as a general rule.

Asst. State Atty. Gen. Henry Haile,
who argued the state’s case, was
presented by his staff with a cake iced
with the word ‘“Victory”” when news of
the ruling reached the State Supreme
Court Building at Nashville. After a
back-slapping victory. party, Haile
said, “I’m delighted and relieved. I felt
good about our chances after the evi-
dentiary hearing in October and No-
veer, and I just can’t say that I'm sur-
prised. People who thought Ray would
get a new trial would always follow it
up by saying, ‘Even though I think he
dig it

McRae’s ruling indicated he agreed
with that theory. “In spite of attempts
by his lawyers to explain to Ray that
he was mistaken, Ray apparently oper-
ated on the assumption that he was not
guilty of murder if it could be estab-
lished that he was not the sole partici-
pant. This concept is a thread that runs
through the entire account by Ray.”

As the judge’s ruling was annourced
in Memphis, Ray-sat algne in his maxi-
mum security cell at the state peniten-
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tiary at Nashvyille, refusing to see re-
porters. e

He accepted the news with “a trace
of a strange smile on his face and that
was all,”’ said Corrections Department
information officer Jim Gilchrist. Ray
has served about six years of the 99-
year sentence imposed after his confes-
sion to the April 4, 1268, slaying.

Fensterwald and Livingston, two of
his attorneys, said they will appeal as
soon as possible to the U. S. Sixth Cir-
cuit Court of Appeals at Cincinnati,
and, “if necessary,” to the Supreme
Court. Livingston said, ‘“I’'m not too
surprised by the ruling, because I felt
it could go either'way.”

James Earl Ray’s brother, Jerry
Ray of Lake Zurich, 1li., said when he
learned of the ruling that his impri-
soned brother has promised to “reveal
the names of everyone involved” if he
is not granted a_new trial. “There
seems to be a lot of p€ople who don’t

want his story to get out, but they are
not going to hush him up.”

In Atlanta, King’s widow, Mrs. Coret-
ta King, declined comment. “We are
aware of the ruling that Judge McRae
has handed down, and we will not have
a statement.” But, Rev. Ralph David
Abernathy, King's successor at the
helm of the Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference, said the ruling is
“most regrettable. This is not to say
that James Earl Ray may not have
been the man who pullec the trigger,
but I firmly believe that there were
more people involved, some of them in
very high places and positions of lead-
ership in this country.”

McRae’s ruling followed a remand
from the Cincinnati agppellate court,
which ordered the evidentiary hearing
here to determine whether Ray was
effectively assisted by counsel and
whether his guilty plea was intelligent-
ly and voluntary made.,

McRae said Ray’s attorneys exceed-
ed all minimum requirements for effec-
tive assistance of counsel, including

their pretrial investigatise work a‘nd
their preparations up to and on the Gay
that Ray conceded his guilt in open
court before the late Criminal Court
Judge Preston Battle.

Rav also had claimed the conditions
of his solitary confinement and moni-
toring of his cell and Jegal corres
ence violated his rights by weake
his physical and mental resistanc
pressure and exposing defense stre!
to his prose s. McRae reli
evidence that ’s mental and }
cal health improved during his coniine
ment here and that no mail, notes or
monitored conversations revealed any
aspect of deferse-stratagy to the prose-
cutors.
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March Pays Tributeto
Dr-Martintuther King

Flying flags and carrying

placards .demanding jobs : B el
and food for the poor, be- - it

newspaper, city and state.)

tween 4,000 and 5,000 march-
ers, mostly black, marched
today in commemoration of
the seventh anniversary of
the slaying of Dr. Martin PAGE 1%
Luther King Jr. in Memphis.
A black, red and green - MELMPHI
Black Nationalist flag led A
the way as marchers paid SCIL
tribute to the Nobel Peace
Prize winner who founded
the Southern Christian

: MEMP
Leadership Ganference.

King met his death from a
rifle bullet seven years ago,
April 4, 1968 while in Mem-
phis assisting striking
sanitation workers.

Police security was light
as the marchers made their
trip from Clayborn Temple
Church to Cook Convention
Center. Memorial services
will end tonight at the Monu-
mental Baptist.Church,,

Marchers were led by the
Rev. Jesse Jackson, national
director of People United to :

S ave Humanity (PUSH), pate: Apki l 4{' 1975
Rep. Harold Ford, D-Tenn., Edition: i

the state’s first black con- Authors CHARLES S M
eressman, the Rev. Samuel ; SCHNEIDER
Kyles, head of PUSH in Fdtiets R i
Memphis, and Jerry Wurf of Title:

American Federation of
State, County and Municipal
Employees. ;

The tgarchwas co-spon- Character:
sored by PUSH and s
AFSCME, Local 1733.

Joyful clapving and singing Gianst ientson: SRR L e
characterized the march, as Submitting Oifice: +do-uPHIS
participants chanted hymns, ;
including ‘“We Shall Over- Dtielnq investigated
come,” while moving along
the route. T

“I am very pleased with EE;?AC”'{,? RS
the crowd,” Ford said. I " W ik
think Memphians realize pEER: 1975
what we doing, that is
paying tribute to a great
man who was assassinated
in our city.”
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Among the marchers was
a one-leggetd~worman, R@Ency
Crump, 50, who saib‘lt
sure makes me feel g0W®. It
gives me exercise and I
think it’s a worthwhile
cause.” Walking with a
crutch,; she made the march
to Cook Center. She said it
was her third.

Officerse—w-e-~4, on foot
escorting the marchers
along the route and uniform-
ed patrois were located at
intersections to block traffic.

Placards demanding more
public service jobs, equal
employment for blacks, food
for the poor and black unity
were worn by numerous
marchergr———

Two other black leaders
also were honored in today’s
march, Malcolm X, muslim
leader, and Medgar Evers,
Mississippi Civil Rights lead-
er, both slain during their
work. Three crosses at
Hernando and Linden com-
memorated them.

At the march’s starting

point, Fred Shaw, of PUSH, |

said:

“We are marching today i
so that Memphis and the na- |

tion will not forget the life
and works of Mgrtin Luther |

King.”

He also urged the crowd to

register to vote, saying: “If
you are black and have not
registered to vote, you are
not black.”

Absenteeism was high in
city s€hools, particularly

At Booker T. Washingtof,
715 S. Lauderdale, one of two
all-black-tighsthools in the
school system, 400 of 1,300
students were absent today.
At Vance Junior High, 673
Vance, 188 of 746 students
were absent.

Mrs. Callie Stevens, assist-
ant superintendent for the
Southwest area, said schools
in her area were reporting
absenteeism between 20 and
50 per cent

Dr. M. E. Olds, assistant
superintendent for the South-
east area, said absenteeism
was running as high as 30
per cent at some schools,
and that the absentee count
was unwswally _high at
Hamilton and Messick High
Schools.

City Sanitation workers,
whose 1968 strike precipitat-
ed King’s assassination were
absent from work today en
masse to join the march. A
total of 1,400 warkers, of the
department’s 1 4T em
ployes, obtained absentee
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permits during the week,
said Mayreré—G—stiles Jr.
director of the City Sanita.
tion Department. The re-
maining employes were
engaged in ‘paper work,”
minor repairs to equipment
and in cleaning yards, Stiles
said.

The march; characterized
as a day-long ‘‘Holy Day”,
began with a memorial serv-
ice at Jirst Baptist Church
of Beale Sfreet.gl“he orienta-
tion spot for marchers, at
Hernando and Linden, was
called ‘‘Holy City.”

At the Lorraine Motel,
where marchers paused to
commemorate the spot
where King fell, a plaque
and bouquet of flowers
marked where he was stand-
ing when he was shot, au-
thorities say, from a room-
ing house on Main Street.

James “Eart—Ray, who
pleaded guilty to firing the
shot which killed King and is
serving «a==3%.year sentence,
1s seeking a new trial on the
slaying charges, contending
he was pressured by his law-
yer, Percy Foreman of
Houston, into making the
guilty phea—t" S. District
Judge Robert M. McRae Jr.
last month dismissed Ray’s
petition claiming his rights
were violated, but Ray has
appealed the ruling to the
Sixth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals in Cincinnati.

Memphis State University
officials said MSU will begin
an annual presentation of a
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. :
Distinguished Award .dn
Human Rights to be given to
a person ‘“who exemplifies
the qualities of justice,
human decency and humani-
tarian cerrcerns-t0 which Dr.
King dedicated his life.”” An-
nouncement was made by
Dr. John P. Beifuss, chair-
man of the University’s
academic senate, who said
the award will be given,
beginning next year, during
the week of April 4.

A secomd—award € 0 m-
memorating the work of Dr.
King was announced by The
National Endowment for the
Arts in Washington, a
matching $25,000 grant to the
Mallory Knights’ Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr. Memorial
Fund Drive to finance a pub-
lic sculpture of Dr. King in
Memphis.

Drive co-chairman MTrs.
Jocelyn Wurzburg said $16,-
000 of the Mallory Knights’
$25,000 g(])a—lfmhe sculpture
has been raised. [




; —Press-Scimitar Staff Phcto by Glenn Pele;s
ESTIMATED 5,000 MARCHE RS HONOR SLAIN DR. KING
Reute passed historic Hotel Peabody, left, which closed its doors this week,
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