case and that his attorneys are the said Robert W. Hill,
Jr. and J. B. Stoner.

The representation has been made to the Court by
the said attorney Hill that the state authorities ﬁave
refused to permit him to interview the plaintiff in the
State Penitentiary. .The Court requested the Chief Deputy
Clerk of the Court to contact proper state officials to
see if they would not permit the said attorney to have
access to plaintiff in the penitentiary without the
necessity of a court order. The Clerk was advised that
this could‘not'bé done.

In view of these circumstances, it‘appears'to the
Court that it is approPriaté in the interest of justice
t§ issue an‘instanter order directing the Warden of

the State Penitentiary, and the Commissioner of Corrections

of Tennessee, to permit the'attorney, Robert W. Hill, Jr.

to have access to his client, James Earl Ray, in the
Tennessee State Penitentiary on this date, under such
conditions as will permit privacy between the plaintiff
and his attorney and will maintain proper security.

It is, therefore, ORDERED that the United States
Marshal forthwith serve upon Lake F. Russell, Warden,
Tennessee State Penitentiary, Nashville, Tennessee, and
Harry S. Avery, Commissioner of Corrections of Tennessee,
a certified cépy of this order and that said officials

be, and they are hereby,.directed to permit Robert W. -
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Hill, Jr. tc have access to the plaintiff, James Earl
Ray, on this date for the purpose of consulting with
him in regard to the present action and any othe; matters
coming within the scope of the»said attorneys' employment
and representation, with all necessary provisions being
‘made to maintain the security of the plaintiff and all
other parties, and the plaintiff's confinement in the
penitentiary.

The said_state officials shall allow the said

attorney the same access to the plaintiff under the same

conditions at all reasonable times in the future during

the pendency of this action.

2 r
//ZZ&M é//wq/eeu

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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Subnitted herewith for thc mtomtion of the Bnreau

and completion of its files are two Xerox copies of order filed
by JAMES RARL RAY Vs. PERCY FOREMAN and WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE.
The order was entered in District Court of the U. 8. for tbe
Niddlo District of Tennessee on 4/11/60

In addition to the abovc-unt:lonod order,

" was filed before the Honorable J
D“tl‘ict Court, Middle Divisi

. : R . . ! op |
of the va.r:lons exhibits lttachcd - Some of the exhibits pertain
to agreements reach by subject RAY and mcr ronr.nn as well as
wm.m BRADFORD ms. :

omu'(m.)uﬂ)
1 )MEMPHIS
RGJ : BN -
)
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TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE WILLIAM E. MILLER OF THE DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DIVISION, TENWESESER
JAMES EARL RAY, &

Resident of Tennessee i DKLKE(S?'EXZZ

VS.

PERCY FOREMAN, Resident of
Texag, WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE,
Resident of Klabama, and
ARTHUR J. HANES, Resident of
Alabama

AMENDED PETITION

Your petitioner would respectfully show the Court:

That this cause is subject to federal jurisdiction in
that there is a diversity of citizenship (see caption) and that
the subject matter of this suit is in excess of $10,000.

That he is presently in the Tennessee State Penitentiary
at Nashville serving time under a sentence of 99 yvears imposed by
the Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, the Honorable
Judge Preston Battle (now deceased) then presiding.

That he was imposed upon by the respondents in the
following manner: Petitioner first consulted with Arthur J. Hanes,
an attorney at law in the State of Alabama, and that they reached
a tentative agreement for the said Hanes to defend him on a charge

of murder. The petitioner charges that he was before and at all

times since in jail without bail and under every restrictive se-

curity. Petitioner would show that after the original meeting with
llanes that he and Hanes started a line of discussion relative to

Hanes' fee and expenses.
That Hanes revealed to the petitioner that he had been

approached@ by the respondent, Huie, and that Huie would be willing
to pay large sums of money for the exclusive rights to the story
of your petitioner's life, including any and all facts surrounding
the petitioner's alleged involvement in the slaying of Martin
Luther King (whom petitioner at that time stood charged with mur-
dering). After being assured by Mr. Hanes that his rights pending

the homicide case would not be prejudiced or imperiled, the pe-
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titioner entered into a contract with respondent Hanes and with
respondent Huie (a copy of which, together with other material
contracts and correspondence, is attached tororiginal petition).

Your petitioner now realizes and so charges that the
original and.all subsequent contracts were not in any way for the
petitioner's benefit; nor were they ever so intended to be. On
the contrary, it is charged that respondent Hanes entered into
collusion with respondent Huie, each having the specific intent to
exploit your petitioner's plight to their own monetary benefit.
Your petitioner was under extreme emotional and mental stress,
whereby he was made more susceptible to the urgings of the attorney
vho was allegedly acting in his behalf. Respondent Hanes realized
that your petitioner was a stranger to the tangles of the law, and
therefore proceeded to “take him in."

Your petitioner would show the Court that he at all times
depended wholly upon the advice of Mr. Hanes until such time as
Percy Foreman, the lawyer from the Texas Bar, entered into the case.
At this point in time, the petitioner released Mr. Hanes and de~
pended fully upon the advice of said Percy Foreman.

Your petitioner would show that he initially entered into
a contract with Mr. Hanes, but that through an amendatory agreement
induced by Mr. Percy Foreman, he signed a contract by virtue of
which Mr. Hanes was released upon the promise to be paid some
$35,000 by Mr. Huie. Under the amendatory contract, Mr. Foreman
was to receive all rights formerly to have been Mr. Hanes'.
However, Mr. Foreman was to receive further rights in regard to
exclusive stories, motion picture contracts, re~run contracts,
television rights, etc. 1In other words, Mr. Percy Foreman wasg to
receive everything which might otherwise have been the property of
James Barl Ray, in return for defending James Earl Ray.

The petitioner believes that the defendant Foreman has
some sort: of ‘power of attorney so that on the face of said power
of attorney, Forem@n, if not restrained, will in all probability
further act in the nﬁﬁé of the petitioner to the petitioner's det-
riment in these and other matters.

Your petitioner was not versed in the law relative to
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contracts in general or, more specifically, contracts between
attorney and client. Nor was he sufficiently knowledgeable or in-
formed about the peril of his course, as made obvious by the fact
that said agreements could and would adversely affect the defense
in his criminal case.

Petitioner charges that the respondent Foreman advised,

then cajoled, then pressured him into pleading guilty to the afore-

mentioned charge of murder in the first degree. Rmong other things,

the said Foreman told him that this course was the only way to save
petitioner's life - all of this in spite of the fact that pekitioner
had at all times protested his innocence to Mr. Foreman.

Petitioner now believes and charges that neither respon-
dents ever intended for him to have a fair trial and testify in his
own behalf, as this would then make the facts and teétimony public
property and no one would or could have exclusive rights in the
matter.

Petitioner charges that Foreman informed him that the
only way to raise enough money to pay his fee was to sign over
such rights as he had. Petitioner at this time had full faith in
his attorney and acted strictly in accordance with his attorney's
advice. He did not know that such acts actually prejudiced his
rights in the;criminal_cése and caused to arise a serious conflict
of interest whiéh rendered it impossible for Mr. Foreman to well
and truly represent him. There was no way for the petitioner to
know that Mr. Foreman had, in fact, positioned himself in such a
manner as to have a strong monetary interest in having his client
found guilty and sentenced to a 99 year term for a crime which he
did not commit. Mr. Foreman did not tell the petitioner, nor daid
the petitioner know, that there have been no executions in this
state within the past decade and that the "bargaining® for the
99 year sentencebcould have easily been done by almost any student
fresh out of law school. No ability, experience, or exhaustive
research would be necessary to obtain the said results, particularly
in view of the fact that petitioner at all times prior thereto pro-
claimed his innocence.

Petitioner would further show that the presiding judge,

Judge Preséton Battle, in an effort to keep down unnecessary pub=
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licity had enjoined all parties, including the attorneys, from re-
leasing to the Prass any statements relating to the petitioner
and/or his case. That in spite of this injunction, respondent
Foreman released statements to his co-respondent Huie, said state-
ments purported to be from this petitioner. That such statements,
even when and if the same were made by the petitioner, were state-~
ments of a confidential nature and privileged between client and
attorney.

Petitioner charges that there has since appeared in a
national magazine an article in which Hule sets forth certain
statements purportedly made by the petitioner. Even if such state-
nents were true, which petitioner daenies, they could only have heen
based upon statements made to his lawyer, therefore bringing them
under the rule of privilege boetween attorney and client (a copy
of said magazine is filed to the original petition).

Pinally, petitioner charges that not only does the above
conduct vicolate the relationship of attorney and alient, but also
violates Canon ¥No. 6 of the professional ethics set forth by the
American Bar Association and which have been adopted by the state.
Patitioner avers that the relationahip of attorney and client
existed at all timee whenever he talked with any of his lawvyers,
but that he was never told, nor did his lawyer explain to hinm,
the true monetary aspects of the case or that the reception of
such money under the conditions of the contract hereto attached
would imperil petitioner’'s rights in the homicide case and violate
the mandates of the Honorable Judge Preston Battle, now deceased,

Prom what he has now learned and helieves, petitioner
charges that his final attorney, Mr. Percy Foreman, was the agent
of the co-respondent William B. fiuie and was in fact looking out
for his own (Foreman's)and his principal's (linie) monetary in-
terests, rather than the rights of this petitioner.

Petitioner would show in corrohoration of his belief and
charge that Percy Foraman, who was allegedly representing him,
coarced your petitioner into signing some sort of patition for

waiver and other unlawful and unconstitutional petitions attached
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to this the amended petition. Among those rights which respondent
Foreman attempted to coerce your petitioner to waive were 1)
his motion for a new trial; 2) successive appeals to the Supreme
Court of Criminal Appeals of the Supreme Court of Tennessee; and
3) petition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States
(seec page 2 of Voir Dire of Defendant of Waiver and Order).

Petitionor would point out to the court that there is
no precedent for such a waiver in law or equity and that as an
experienced attorney, Mr. Poreman must have realizedvnot only the
impropriety, but the gross injustice he was fostering upon his
own client in direct contradiction to all of those legal rights
guaranteed him by the constitution of both this state and the
United States.

WHEREPORE, PREMISLS CONSIDERED, PETITIOHER PRAYS:

1. That he be allowed td file this petition and that

proper process issue and be served upon the respondents
and/or their agents, requiring them to appear at the
earliest day convenient to be set by this Court, and

to answer this complaint fully, but not under oath, their

o#th to the same being waived.,

2, Thét‘a_pxeiiminary injunction izsue enjoining tha

respondents from the further exposure of the alleged
facts surrounding the slaying of Martin Luther King, in-
sofar as such alleged facts affect the petitioner, or
purport to involve this petitioner with said killing.
Patitioner prays that upon the final hearing of this
cause that saild injunction be made.fiaal.

3. That any and all contracta.enterod into by the parties
described above be volded or nullified and that all
partiaes respondent be perpetually enjoined from pursuing
their course by reason of any alleged contractual agree-
nents of powars of attorney.

4. That all costs pursuvant to petition be taxad against
the respondents.

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

equities of this cause wmay demand.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



. GTONER
torney for Petitioner

STATE OF TENNAESSER:
COUNTY QF DAVIDSON:

I, JAMES EARL RBAY, first having been duly aworn, make
oath that the matters and facts stated in the foregoing petition
are true to the best of my knowledge, information and belief and
that owing to my poverty, I am unable to hear the expense of the
suit which I am about to bring.1
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IN THD CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE
DIVISION II1I .

STATE OF TENNESSEE

Vs

- JA&H?% FARL RAY

DEFENDANT

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEFTING
PLEA OF GUILTY ‘

: Ihis ceuse came on for hesring before the Honorstle V.,

PRESTON BATTLE N ", Judge of Division TJIII , of the

Criminsl Court of Shelby County, Tennessec, on the petition of the

defendant, JAMES EARL RAY , for wai_ver of érial by Jnfy and‘
request for acceptunce of a piea of guilty, said petition being attached
- hereto and incorporated by reference herein, upon statements made in g
the District Attorney General,
open Court by the defendsnt herein; his attorneysof record; /the Assistant
AttorneysGenersl representing the State of Tennessce; end from questioning
by the Court of defendant end his counsel in‘épen Court; end -~ "7 'L‘ffn,f“
IT APPEARING 710 TﬁE‘COURT after careful consideration_tnat the
defendant herein has been fully sdvised and understonds his right to a
trisl by Jury on the merits of the indictiment sgainst him, and that the
dcfendant hercin does not elnct to have a Jury deternine his guilt or
innocence under & plea of Not Gnilty; end has walved tne fornal feading Tt
of the indictment, AND: | _ |
IT FURTHER APPRARING TO THE COURT thot the defendsnt intelligcntlf
ann understendingly walves his right to a trisl and of hig owm free will and
choice snd without any tnreats or pressure of sny kird or promises,‘otne§f-—“‘~.
thaot the recommendation of the State os to punishment; and does ée;ire_to--~—
enter a plea of gullty and acccpt the xnconmcndation of the Sta 2 as to
punishmenu, vaives his right to e Motion for a New Trisl and/or sn appeasl,

IT IS THRREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DRCREED that the petition

filed bhereln be ond the some Is hereby gronted.

) i '
Enter this the _ [C 2 day of _ aMayeh » 1969 .

L’MN’/?\‘,C«,TG« ﬁ4 (o,

JUDGE
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT Or SHELBY COUNTY, TENVESSEE
' DIVISION _Iir ,

© STAYE OF TENNESSEE

NO. 16645

Vs.

JAMES EARL RAY
DEFE NDANT

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR
- ACCEPTANCE OF YILEA OF GUILYY

That my true full name is JAMES EARL RAY ond - I assert that
el proccedings ugainst me should bdbe had in the nome which I hcrcby declare to be my
true nome.

My attorney in the ceuse is  PERCY FOREMAN s Who was se-
lected and retsined by me,/whq was appointed by the Court mkxeyxxsm , to represent
me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defen er, '

] I have received s copy of the indictment before being called upon to plead,
“and I have recad and discussed it with my attorney, and believe snd feel that I under-

stand the accusation made sgainst me in this cese end In each case listed herein. I
hereby waive the formal reading of the indictment. Can

. I have told my attorney the facts ond surrounding circumstances as known
to me concerning the matters mentioned In the indictments, and believe and feel that
my attorney 1s fully informed as to oll such mantters, My sttorney has infornmed me
at to the nature ond cause of each accusation egoinst me, end as to vny ond oll
possible defenses I might have in this cause.

My attorney has advised me ss to the punishment provided by law for the
offenses charged and embroced in the indicinent opainst me. My attorney has further
sdvised that punishment which the law provlides for the crime with which I en charged
in the indictment is as follows: v ;

Jdeath by electrocution or confinement in the Statc Penitentiary for

Jife or for some period of time over twenty (20) years

sand if occepted by the Court and Jury my sentence on o plea of guilty will be:

confipement in the State Penitentiary for ninety-nine years (99).

e It has deen fully explained to me and I understand that I mey, if I so choose,
plead "Not Guilty" to any offense charged sgainst me, and that if I choose to plead "Not
Guilty" the Constitution guerantees and this Court will provide me the right to a speedy
snd public trial by Jury; the right to see ond hesr sll witncsses against mej; the right
to use the power ond process of the Court to compall the production of suy evidence,
including the attendance of any witness, in my fsvor; snd the right to have the assis-
tance of counsel in ny defense at all stages of the procepdlngu.

g

.,

In the exercise of my own free will end cholice and without any threats ox
pressure of eny kind or promises of gain or favor from any scurce whatsoever, end being
fully aware of the oction I om taking, I do hercby in open Court request the Court to
accept 1y plea of guflty to the charges outlined hercin., I heredby waive sny right I
- noay or could hovg to o Motion for & New Trial, and/og an appeal,

. e e
e L mpa Gl xﬁa“\f”

' . : /, Defendent !
é?ﬁ)ss- y : .(f7/ o g

éb’lfzbdi/ﬂﬁ:A«//”
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DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE
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VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER

"James Earl Ray, stand."

"Have youi lawyers cxplained all your rights to you and do

you understand them?"

"Yes"
"Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jury on the
charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, tﬁc punish-
ment for Murder in the First Degree rénging from Death by
Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of
proof is on the State of Tennessce to prove you guilty be-
yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de-
cision of the Jur} must be unanimous both as to guilt and
punishment?

In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would
have the right to file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to
the trial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against
you on youf Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right

to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-

‘peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe-

tition for review by the Supremé Court of the United States?
Do you understand that you have all these rights?"

"Yes" ' )
"You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the First
Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising
and settling your case on agreced punishment of ninety-nine
years in the State Penitentiary. Is this what you want to
do?"

"Yes"
"Do you understand that you are waiving, which means "giving
up", a formal frial by your Plea of Guilty although the laws
of this State requirc the proseccution to present certain evi-

dence to a jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murder in

the First Degree?
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Pagc 2
Voir Dire

DEFENDANT

JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE

of Defendant on Waiver and Order

By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights
to (1) Motion for a New Trial; (2) Successive Appcals to
the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appcals and the Supreme
Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition for Review by the Supreme
Court of the Unifed States.

- By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and
waiving your objections andlexceptions to all the Motions
and Petition; in which the Court has heretofore ruled against
you in whole or in part, among them being:

Motion withdraw plea and quash indictment
Motion inspect evidence
Motion remove lights and cameras from jail’
Motion for private consultation with attorney
Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions
Motion to permit conference with Huie
Motion to permit photographs
Motion to designate court reporters
Motion to stipulate testimony

10, Suggestion of proper name"

"YeS"

"Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in
2
the penitentiary been promiscd to you to get you to plead

guilty? lHas anything”elsc-becn promised you by anyone?"
"No"
""Has any pressure of any kind, by anyone in any way been
used on you to gect you to plead guilty?"
"No" /

"Are you pleading guilty to Murder in the First Degree in

this casc because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under

DEFENDANT

such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of

Murder in the First Degrce under:the law as explained to

you by your lawyers?"

HYCSH
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Page 3 ' - o CoTmmnT
Voir Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

~JupgR - ~- “Is this Iled of Gu11ﬁy"tﬁ~mufdof in fho'ﬁirﬂt“ﬁbg;oa wltk~;~m-m'
agreed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State Peni-
tentiary, frecly, voluntar;i;“énd undé;;gagalnﬂly made ;n&““—*~“~-
entercd by you?"
DEFENDANT  "Yes"
JUDGE "Is this Plea of Guiity on your part the free act of yoﬁr
free will, made with your full knowledge and undgrstanding

of its meaning and consequences?"

DEFENDANT  '"Yes"

JUDGE "You may be seated."
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