3
virtue of which Mr. Hanes was released upon the promise to be paid
some $35,000 by Mr. Huie. Under the'amendatory contract, Mr. Fore-
man was to receive .all rights formerly to. have been Mr. Hanes'.
However, Mr. Forema;fWas to receive further rlghts in regarxd to
exclu51ve stories, motlon picture contracts, re-run contracts,

. (38 2 -~

television rights, etc.  In other words, Mr. Percy Foreman was to

receive everything which might otherwise have been the property of

James Earl Ray, in return for defending James Earl Ray.

The petitioner believes that ‘the aefepdant Foreman has
some sort of, p;wer of attorney so that omn the:face of said power
of attorney, Foreman, 1f not restralned will in all probability
further act in the name of the petltloner to the petitioner's
detriment in these and other matters.

Your petitioner was‘not versed in t@e{law relative to
contracts in general ox, more speCifically,contracts tetween
attorney and clientf 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,fthe defense
in hiS'criminal_caeei

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

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

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

matter.

Petltiener charges that Foreman informed him that the

i
only way to raise ehough money to pay his fee was to sign over such
rights as he had. Petitioner at this time had full faith in his
attorney and acted strictly in accordance with his attorney's ad-

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

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

interest which rendered it immoscible for Mr. Foreman to well a
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truly represent him. There was no way for the petitioner to know
that Mr. Foreman had, in fact, positioned himself in such a manner,
as to have a strong Tonetary intefesﬁiin héﬁéng hngélieﬁt found
guilty and sentencedlﬁo a 99 year'terﬁ for a crime which he did no?
commit. Mr. Foremép'did not tellsthe petitioner, nor did the pe-
titioner know, that there have been ho executions in this state
within the past decade and that the "bargaining" for the 99 year
:sentence could have easily been done by almos£ any student £fresh
out of law school. ©No ability, experience, of'exhaustive research

4

would be necessary to obtain the said reslults, particularly in view

~
v
i

of the fact that petitioner at a%}ﬂtimes prior thereto proclaimed |
his innocence.

Petitioner would further show that the presiding judge,

Judge Preston Battle,. in an effort to keep dowrny umrnecessary pub-

licity had enjoined all parties, including the .attorneys, from re-
leasing to the Press any statements relating to the petitioner and/

or his case. That in spite of this injunction, respondent Fqreman

released statements to the co-respondent Huie, gaid s;gtements

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

when and if the same were made By the petitioner, were statements
of a confidential nature and privileged between client and attorney.
! Petitioner charges that there has since appeared in a
nationai magazine an article in which Huie sets forth certain
statements purportediy made by the petitioner. Even if such state:
ments were true, which petitioner denies, they could only have been
based upon statements made to his lawyer, therefore bringing them
under the rule of privilege betﬁeén attorney and client.

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

'

American Bar Assbciation and which have been adopted by the State.

ATy
Y

Petitioner avers$ that the relationship of attorney and client
existed at all times whenever he talked with any of his lawyers,

“but that he was never told, nor did his lawyer explain to him, the
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true monetary aspects of the case or that the reception of such

money under the conditions of the contraét:hereto attached‘would

imperil petitionerlé'rights in the homicide' case and violate the

L

" mandates of the Hoﬁdrable Judge Preston Battle, now deceased.
From what he’ has now: iearned and believes, petitioner ~
charges that his final attorney, Mr. ?ercy Foreman, was the agent

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

for his own (Foreman's) and his principal's (Huie) monetary in-

terests, . rathex than the rlghts of this petltloner. j

{
1

The action of the defendants as related above proves nqt

]

only fraudulent breach of all agreements w1th petitioner, but also

among civil offenses, shows that the defendants entered into a con-7
spiracy to violate petitioner's civil rights, said conspiracy be-
-.ﬂ !

ginning prior to the original trial and continﬁfhg up to and untii

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

unless directly restrained by this Court, they will further so |
prejudice the rigﬁtsvguaranteed the petitioner by theHConstitution

- . i ¢ ;
of the United States, of Federal Statute (22-1985), and State law.

Petitioner would show in corroboration of his belief aﬁd
l

charge that Percy Foreman, who was allegedly representing him, co—
erced your petitioner into signing- some sort of petition for wai Jer
and other unlawful and unconstitutional petltlons attached to this
petition. Among thdse'rights which respondent Foreman attempted
to coerce your petitionet 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_Tennessée; and 3) petition for rﬁ—
view by the Supreme Court of the United States (see page 2 of
Voir Dire of Defendant of Waiver and. Order).

Petitioher would point out t5~the Court that there is
.no precedent for;guch:a waiver in law or equity and that as an ex-
perienced attorngjy'Mt.:Foreman must have realized not 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.’ <
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WHEREFORE, PREMISES CONSIDERED PETITIONER PRAYS?l

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

2. That a preliminary iﬁjunction‘issue enjoining the

respondents from the further exposure of the .alleged facts surround-

ing the slaying of Martin Luther King, iqsofar as such alleged facks

affect the petitioner; or purport to involve this: petitioner with

&

said killing. Petitioner praYsrthat upon the final hearing of thi%

cause that said injunction be made final.

3. That any and all contracts entered into by the parti

&
described above be voided or nullified and tha® all parties re-

spondent be perpetually enjoined from pursuing their course by

reason of any alieged contractual agreements or powers of attorney!

4. That all costs pursuant to petition be taxed agains
the respondents. L

L]

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

equities of this cause may demand. //

4
[
i

—

!

7

e / Ry

,// / ///:,'//
//a A '/(/ ‘ < /42:;. i

ROBERT.W. HILL, JR.
Attorney for Petitioneyn

1/
0/‘.' _'2'. b TL Q/\"@/z

J. B. STONER
STATE OF TENNESSEE Attorney for Petitioner

COUNTY OF DAVIDSON .

I, JAMES EARL RAY, first having been duly sworn, 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 ow1ng to my poverty, I am unable to bear the expense of the

sult which I am about to brlng.

L

;“tﬁ' | «57//7?@/,5;415 JZ%;

MES EARL RAY
Sworn to and subs crlbed before m& this

X L
the /3 day of Ju ol 1969,

/i§3fifé—»-»~ > ji%iiil«/ﬁ

NOTARY PUBLIC - & 7 Zan gw - Tomors it
My commission expires: £ -26-1972Z.
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7/19/69

T0:  DIRECTOR, FBI
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P)

MURKIN
CR

Submitted herewith for the information of the Bureau
and completion of its file are 2 coples of a petition filed
on behalf of JAMES EARL RAY in the District Court of the
United States, VWestern District of Tennessee. This petition
was filed in District Court on Friday, July 18, 1969, The
petition is a civil action and charges that PERCY FOREMAN,
ARTHUR J. HANES, and WILLIAM BRADFORD HUIE conspired to make

money on this case.

Airtel

Teletype

AM. .= Bureau (Enc=2)
% = Memphis

A.M.S.D(/

¢

RGJ/acp

Spec.Del.(42 v Y.

Reg. Ma.l

7232(" //fiffiy;}g¢ég;él_,<1’- AL

Registered

SR
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT weru o/ A S

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION JUL
BRANDON Ltov « .. vk

S
DAL

£ e
~

i

JAMES EARL RAY

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 5380

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

R A

FINAL ORDER

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

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

furtner . that this is n* a prouv..r case for the Court to transte” the action

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

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

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

without prejudice.

/7 77/ () // / 7, yié f// e 2D

Robert W. Hill, Jr. ,J y/) United States District TJudge T/‘L/___/
Plaintiff ‘

v

Attorney for Petitioner an

Arthur J.
Attorney for dtfendant Arthur J. Hanes

HOOKER, KEEBLE, DODSON & HARRIS

Attorneys for defendants Percy Foreman
and w1117{n Bradford Huie \
C s

5/:

ATTESTs A TRUS Cui.

Brandon Lewis, Clora
U. S, District Court

Mid%w Pennsus
Bys \,/// e A
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8/14/69

DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P)

MURKIN

Enclosed for the Bureau are 2 copies of the
"Final Order" handed down by U. S. District Judge WILLIAM E.
MILLER on 7/25/69 stating that neither the plaintiff nor the
defendants are residents of the Middle District of Tennessee
and that the Middle District of Tennessee is & the judicial
district in which this claim arose. The original petition

and the amended petition were dismissed without prejudice.

- Bureau (Encs. 2)
1) - Memphis
CH:mnr

LY - /9 7Bl L
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- 1/12/70

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

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

Supreme Court of Tennessee at Jackson on 1/9/70, in the case
"State of Tennessee ve. JAMES EARL BA )

2~ BUREAU (Enc, 2)(RM)
ummus S

 RGJ:BN
(3) )

{—

_ File Memphis copy in 44~1987-Sub-P
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BESSIE BUFFALOE, Clerk

A\

.. IN THE SUPREME COGRT OF TENNESSEE -

AT JACKSON

STATE OF TENNESSEE - .

LTI

JAMES EARL RAY

MEMORANDUM DENYING PETITION FOR CERTIORARI
The petitiener, James Earl Ray, who will hereafter be
roeferred to as defendant, was indicted in the Criminal Court ol
Sbelby County, Tennessee, for the murder frow ambush of
Dr. Martin Luther King.,

'Murder in the first degree in Tennessee is described as |

follows:

Murder in the first depgree - Every murder perpeirated
by means of poison, lying in walt, or by any other kind
of willful, deliberate, malicious, and premcditated
killing, or committed in the perpetration of, or atvempt

- to perpetrate, any wurder in the first degree arson,

- rape, robbery, burglary, or larceny, is murder in the
first degree. T.C.A. 39~2402 o

The punishment for murder in the first degree in o

Tennessee is set out as follows'

.’

,ﬂff}\/ h

'71-,5._
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'the'sentence set aside and wrote the'trial judge that he hed*

first degree, the offense with which he was charged, a cold
,blooded murder without an oxplained motive.

» . . ‘ . 0
B o ey i e e 6 AN e by s DL PO P
e e b ‘\ 4' ‘«\“ ‘ AR "w.'-“ ':" i i' “" i '¢ 5 t/ UL R A TR A DA A AP T

~ Punishment for murder in the first depree - Every
person.convicted of murder in the first degree, or

, @s accessory before the fact to such crime, shall
suffer death by electrocution, or be imprisoned for -~ .
life or-over twenty (20) years, as the jury way VAR
deteruine. T. C.n. %9-2405. ‘ R

The defendant was represented by privately_netained ,
able counsel, and entered a plea of guilty to wurder in the
first degree, which plea was accepted by the trial judge, the
late anorable Preston W. Battle, and the defendant was sentenced
to ninety-nine years te be served in the State Penitentiary.

After this, the defendant, by letter, sought to have

fired his attorney and desired to re-open the case. -
The trial court refused to_grent the-defendant any
relief, and a petition for,centiorari‘was filed in the Court -
of Criminal Appeals, which court heard the wmattor and rofused
" to grant the peuition. | | | |
The defendant has filed a potition for writ of
certiorari to this Court and has, in effect, two assignments.of
error, (1) that certaln letters written by bim to the late
Judge Preston W. Battle constituted a motlon for a new trial,
and (2) that the trial court erred in ruling that the defendant
knowlngly, intelligently and voluntarily entered a plea of
gullty, thus waiving any right he mlght have had to an appeal.

The defendant upon the advice of his well-qualizied

and nationally known counsel pleaded gullty to murder 1n the
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‘Consequently, his right to appeal was waited because
1t is well- settled in Tennessee that when a defendant pleads ,
gullty and fully understands what he 1is doing, as vwu believe /
this defendant did, there can be no legal ground to Justify

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

_state'prisons would remain ever,ajar to'those'who are
incarcerated therein on pleas of guilty, andnwho becoming‘
dissatisfled, seek relief on.motionS‘for new trial. The dockets
of our courts would become congested with such procedure, and
these cases would never be closed, There must be a conclusion
to litigation sometime even in a criminal case, in spite of ';.

the liberal interpretations of the law by some of our courts.f

To allow such procedure would be permitting those defendants
to toy with the courts. L i .

In State ex rel. Richmond vs. Henderson, &59 S.W.2d 263,
264, 1t vas said by this Court:

"This rule has been applied to any number of
‘situations arising in a criminal case, including
that situation involving the advice or urging of
defense counsel for the defendant to enter a plea -
of guilty. In cases in which this exercise of
judgment by counsel (that of urging a defendant

to enter a plea of gullty) has been attacked, it
has uniformly been held that this is not a ground
for invalidating the judgmont. Davis v. Bomar,

Sy p.2da 84 (6th Cir.), cert. denied, 382 U.s. 883,.
86 s.Ct. 177, 15 L.Ed.2d 124 (1965); Application

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

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

v. Hunter, 151 F.2d 359 (10th Cir. 1945), cert.
denied, 328 U.S. 850, 66 S.Ct. 1117, 90 L.Ed. 1623;
Diggs v. Welch, 80 U.S.App.D.C. 5, 148 F.23 667,
;ggz "denied 525 U. S. 889, 65 S.Ct. 1576 89 L.Ed, -
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‘The' Supreme Court, speaking further in McInturff v.

..\v

207 Tenn. 102 106 said:

. "Now, we think it is axiom~tic that the defcuicnt,
o having confessed judgmern. .or the fine and costs,

- bhad no right of appeal, nor did the court have the
pover to grant such an appeal, because no one can .
apreal either in a criminal or a civil case from a.
verdict on a plea of gullty or a judgment based '

upon confession of liability." : ,

The defendant, in his motlion for a new trial, if
considered in 1ts most favorable 1ight could be construed as
such, allegée that he vas misled into entering a gullty plea,

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

knowingly and voluntarily wailve his right to appeal. The

substance of the above allegations is that the defendant was

deprived of his constitUtienal-righﬁ”(Sixth Awendment) to have |-

However, there is not one fact in

the assistance of counsel.
petitioner's brief to support the above allegations.

In Hudspeth v. McDonald (1941), 120 F.2d 962, 968,

the court said: )

"There is a vast difference between lacking
the effective assistance of competent counsel and
being denied the right to have the effectlive
assistance of competent counsel. It is the denlal
of thoe right to have such assistance that gives

the right {o challenge a judgment of convictlon

by hahecas corpus. It is hcld without exception

that the right to have counsel may be waived

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

the validity of the procecedings may be challenged..."

In the trial court the petitloner was represented by

eompetent ceunSel

He entered & plea of guilty on the advice

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

-
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“risk of recelving a more severe penalty at the hands of a jury.
. He now seeé; to back out of this trade with the State.and asks

for & new trial. There is nothiﬁg from which 1t can be inferred

,,,,,
V0,

L m

expla;néd:;oybim that:the.penalty foflﬁurder in the first degree

in Tennesseé'earried the death.pépalty, énd that such plea waéiy*

mwade with ;h ééger\eéf; a 'willing wind and willing heart. /  '
The defendant, after dué and thodghtful con;}deration

and after being properly advised, entered a plea of guilty to -

murder in the first degree, and thus took the known offered ~

sentence of nilnety-nine years, rather than taking the calculéted'.

that the defendant was wlsled, or that his'guilfy plea was wmade |
involuntériiy without knowing the‘cqpsequences thereol, thqs'f'
the defendaﬁt is precluded from any ;ppelléte relief. ” |

We a?e not deciding on the defendant's.guilt or
innbcenCe. :Hé and his retained counsel made that decision
themselves,'with the approval of a jury and the tfial judge.
WG.are simpiy declding éhether.or not, after he entered a plea -
of gullty ahd recéived a‘sentence:of ninetf-nine years,'he can.
thereafter have a change of heart and make;a wmotion for a new
trial. We thirk not. D | ‘

H

Experlence teaches us that submissiéns in criminal cases
are brought about by reason of the fact that the defendant and
his lawyer realize that in pleading guilty and receiving a

lesser senﬁendé, the defendant thereby avolds the‘chance of a

wea

Jury imposing a greater sentence. : i
In Tennesses, a reasonable person does not shoot and

kill an unafmed; unsuspecting and innocent victim without just
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‘what-he was doingAwhen he went to the "bargaining table," to
decide his fate, - whether to plead as he did or take his

chances at the hands of a jury. He wade the bargain. There is

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

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

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

punishwent and retribution under our law. The defendant, by

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

he thought vas then just punishmen;, and will now not-be heard

/ .
‘ 1 . . o R .

to cowplain. R | s

" This well planned and.well executed killing would

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

intelligence, and certainly of such intellligence as to understand;

—

i

|

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

Whether or not they wade a wistake in judgﬁent 1s not for us to

say.

In Tennessee, as in all other liberty loving civilized

countriesh ambush killers are not looked upon with wuch favor, tc
] ' ‘ .

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

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

not shoot down his fellowman unless that wan has committed an

overt act that would justlfy the defendant in so dolng, Jjurors

are inclined to deal harshly with such defendants. The

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

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

jviolently.againa; those who have committed'unproVoked violenco,
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v. Banmiller (1962), 205 Fed. Supp. 123.

‘4

thdy mado ﬁPGMQOciqiop to plead'guilfy and such plea, in the  ',

opinion of the Court, shouid stand.

The next question for consideration is whether the [

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

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

defendant was denied due prOcess. '

The concept of due process of law as contained in the

. \ R
Fourteenth Amendwent is concerned solely with whether or no%. .

the State played any part in the wrong done the accused. U.fs;;
- ] ( ' o

- "And so vhere .... a defendant in a criminal case .
. has retained counsel of his own choice to represent’
. him 1t 1s settled by an overwhelming weight of
.. . authority that the commission by his counsel of :
.. what wmay retrospectively appear to be errors of .
" judgment in the conduct of the defense (such as .
~urging the defendant to plead guilty) does not
constitute a denlal of due process chargeable to
-the State." Davis v. Bomar (1965), 344 F.2d4 84, 87. °

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

t

In determining whether or not the writ should be

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

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

granted as a matter of right but it is a matter that addresses

1tself to the dlscretion of the Court. State ex rel. Karr v.

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

Goodman, 139 Tenn. 625; Gaylor v, Miller, 166 Tenn. 45; Biggs v.

-

e
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Mewphis Loan and ThriftACo., Inc. 215 Tenn.v294; endrBoyce Ve
Willtems, 215 Temn, 704, S |
The‘&ourt flnds that the defendant willingly, knowingly -
~and 1ntelligent1y ‘4nd with the advice of competent couneel {
entered a plea of guilty to wmurder in the first degree by lying ii
in walt, and this Court cannot sit idly by wbile deepening dis-f:‘
order, disrespect for conetituted authoriﬁy, and wounting vio- a
lence and wmurder stalk the land and let waiting justice sleep.

Therefore, the petition for certiorari is denied

D‘yel", C. Jo
Crecson, J.,
Huwphreys, J.

Conicur

McCanless, J., not participatingiﬁ;
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1/23/70

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS = (44-1987)-Sub-0- (P)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Enclosed herewith for the Bureau are two
xeroxed copies of a petition filed with the Shelby
County Criminal Court Clerk's Office, Memphis, Tennessee,
on behalf of JAMES EARL RAY, wherein RAY is requesting
that the Shelby County Court compel PERCY FOREMAN, RAY's

. former attorney, to turn over certain personal letters
and other documents, in possession of FOREMAN, either to
the court or to Mr. RICHARD RYAN, one of RAY'sS current
attorneys, Memphis, Tennessee.

On 1/23/70, Mr. JOHN CARLISLE,
State's Attorney General's Office, Memphi

Investigator,
8, advised that

a hearing in connection with the enclosed petition has
been set for February 20, 1970, in Division II, Shelby
County Court, Memphis, Tennessee.

The Memphis Division will follow this matter
and will advise the Bureau of the final action taken in
connection with the following of the enclosed petition,

2 - Bureau (Enc.2)
(1) - Memphis
Airtel RFB:In— —
(3)

Teletrvpe, g

wm‘“_éf\
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HANES AND ITANES
ATTORNEYS AT LAW ‘

817 FRANK NELSON BLDG.

BIRMINGEKAM, ALABAMA 35203

N
o

TELErHONS

ARTIITR J. KANES . : ' . .
ARTHUR J. HANES, IR i September 8, 1969 ‘ . . 824-9530

¢ . ) . . : " .
AIR MAIL , o o REREIP o , /

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

Deax Jim:

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

i .
Lo

With best wishes, I am

Yours very truly

Arthur J. Hanes

AJH/sr

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

Executive Secretary
Birmingham Bar Association

900 Jefferson County Courthouse
. Birmingham, Alabama 35203
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.. advised RYAN thet

L _'ﬁm. mx (M-»zmn
SAC. nmzs m-xnn (p)

,' p7

" "‘"5?'@; mn—u: to amma :lmm

L on2/20/70 at the request of RICHARD RYAX, Attm'uya, o
 for JAMES BARL BAT the Honoraiis ARTHUR C. FPAQUIN, Shelby

- Gounty. Gthml Court Judge,: Division XI, ‘Memphis, Tenan.,
. postponed the hearing scheduled in this matter for z/zono
 to 3/20/70. ming the discussion swrrounding the post- ,_
' ponsment of the mr%mmum for 2/20/70, Judgh FAQU nw
not feel s though the ‘Shelby County -

% % Criminal Cowrt hed sny further jurisdictlon in this matter

“and’ that RAY: mxd soek rodress through other courts in

order to Wl PERCY PORMAN to turn over to mu e‘rum
| J doguwents in' his possession which RAY seeks. He stated, ;
© 7 heowewer, be would make nm:. muion on nu cm's et
jm-udictioa on mo/m. . P

mu Diﬂsion un taum thu ntm aud

" advise the Bureag of any final sction taken in commecr e

" tiop with the filing of the p.tatmritnexm to the

e Buress. wﬁg;. rnm:m airtel.

" SEARCHED.
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On 3-20-70, the Honorable ABTHUR C.

Py

‘ghulby

cmmty crum; Court,. Division II, lmphu, z'enneam adviéid
nxcmm: RYAN, Attorney for JAMES EARL RAY, that he was denying

o compel PEACY FORZMAN, BAY's f

‘over certain ‘letters dnd other: doc

mxm' to either the Qontt or tomn
h:i:y Csounty ¢ru1m1
“ !m : '
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"IN fﬂE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

L) - w}-c7c>
B i
J. A BLACLWELL, CLERX

BY O ey, 6.
| No.!§(Ci 86/

JAMES EARL RAY,

Petitioner

VS

STATE OF TENNESSEE

and :
LEWIS TOLLETT, WARDEN OF
STATE PENITENTIARY AT
PETROS, TEWNNESSEE,

ol Sl Pl Pl ek D Sl Dl Dl Dl P el Sk

Defendants

PETITION FOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF

Comes now your petitioner, JAMES EARL‘RAY, by and
through his attorneys, J. B. STONER and RICHARD J. RYAN, and
respectfully shows to the Court that he is being illegally

ednd wrongfully restrained of his liberty By the warden of the
penitentiary of the State of Tennessee, located near Petros,
Tennessge, in Morgan County. T

Petitioner sfates that his néme is JAMES EARL RAY; that
his present address is the Brushy Mountain Prison at Petros,
Tennessee; that he is under confinemen$ b;ing'sentenced on the
charge of muder under CriminalnCOuft Docket No. 16645 of Shelby

i

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

Tennessece, in the custody of Warden Lewis Tollett who is

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

Petitioner would show that he heretofore filed a Motion
for a New Trial; that prior'to the hearing,the presiding Jjudge
the Honorable Preston Baétle died; that an Amended Motion was
filed suggesting the death'bfAth;‘trial judge; the State °f,

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

® Petitioner would show the following facts to establish

.

~his claim for relief:

. I,

That he and his two prior attorneys in Cause No. 16645

in the Criminal Court of Shelby Counfy{ Tennessee, entered
?nto contracts with the.authqr Willia% Bradford Huie while
petitioner'wasvin the Shelby County jail avaiting trial, said
contracts beiﬁé.primarily to sell the publishing and movie
rights concerning pefitioner's case; that this sale was to be
made to the said William Bradford Huie for substantial sums éf
money, evidenced by the five attached exhibits which are
attached hereto and made‘a part of this Petition.
II. |
Petitioner alleges that the said contract and letters

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

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

I1I., .

Petitioner alleges that in the establishment of con-
flict of interest between petitioner and his two pfipr attorneys,
as evidenced by the attached'exhibits,.that\the said prior
attorneys aétualiy represented William Bradford Huie and their
ownvfiqancial inﬁerests and nof his, your petitionerfs.
Petitioner alleges that there would be no profif to anyone
if he persisted in his "Not Guilty" plea; that your petitioner

was pressured and induced into entering a plea of "Guilty" and

respectfully directs the Court's attention to the attached

exhibits.
IV;

Petitioner is‘informed; and therefore alleges, that
the aq;hor Wiiliam Bradford Huiévmade tﬁe statement that your
petitioner "Must not take the witness stand in his expected
trial, because if he did take the witness stand, then he
(William Bradford Huie) would have no book".

V. |
Petitioner's failure to have legal counsel as guhr-

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

.&isscrvice to hiﬂ, the petitioner, than having'incompetcnt
counsel and is a groés denial of due process and effective

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

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

of juétice. | . o e
vi. -

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

That during petitioner's iqcarceration in Shelby Counﬁy
Jail prior'to March 10, 1969, such conditions existed that
deprived your petitioner of his freegwiil whereby he was
incapable of confering with his attorgeys thereby depriving
him of legal cdunsel, resultingiin.an involuntary plea of guilty.

* Some of the additional facts supporting this Petition |
are as follows: .

Petitionér avers that he hés never had a grial and has
never been acco:ded his day in Co;rt. By way of being more
explicit, petitioner would show to the Court that he was 1induced

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

crime of murder.
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bPetitioner avers 'chat_ he was in jail without bond and that he
employed ona Percy Foreman of the Texas Bar to reprosent him., That he at
all tjjc;as represented to the said Forcman that hr; was imocent, Petitione'
would like to remind the Court that this was a case that attracted inter—
national attention due-to the prominence of the person alledged to have been
rmuxdered, anci that the Trial Judge deared it necessary to take unusual and
rigorous steps in an effort to ?revent eiﬁler the State or this petitioner
-from being pre_judiced.by the welter of lurid pwﬁlicity which attended thj..s
case., |
Your petitioner avers that he was kept in solita:r.y confinerent
before and during his appearances in Court; wncer the pretence that the
! . N
petitioner was in danger of being assassinated; he was Kept in a lighted
N
cell and wnder constant swrveillance, day and night, That the Sheriff of
Shelby County even went so far as to install a closed-ciréuit television

set in his cell and that he was thus being watched at all tines through

© this cdevice, in addition to the quards vho attended him day and nigit.

‘That dué to the presence of the guards and the listening and sceing de-
vices, petitioner was never accorded a private conference with his attomey.

Petitioner would fur ;fxer shcw that he had originally been repre=
sented in this matter by one Arthar Hayaes &7 the 1}1&1)3;-:1-3 Bar, but was
advised by the said Fercy Foreran to discharge Mr. Haines, which he did,
soon after beinyg brought to Shelhy County.

Petitioner would show that this continuad for some .ninc ronths and
dwsing his several appearances in the Criminal Cowrt aalby Countyr.
Patitionor ciarges that duz to this treatent he was wable to rest and
sleep in anthing like a noxrmal nmmer; He would shox? that he becxee so
nervous ana distraught of mind that he vas unble to nake intallicent de-
cisions in Lils case and was wholly dependant on his counsel, in wiaa he

aad great confidance at that e,
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Petitionor further avers that hié attomey, Percy oreian, cntered
into a contract with one or rore writers .wb.o were desirouws of abtaining
the exclusive rights to the facts of the Ix-:titioner's ersion of the case,
and this could not be ééconplishc-:l if t"lefe was an onan trial of the case,
as the facts of such a public trial would therciyy b::ccme public kncowledge.
Petitioner avers that Attornev Foranan conceivad the diabolical idea that
if he could induce petitioner to olead gﬁil{:y , these ends could be t»‘ug
achiecved,

3 Petitionas: chafges that his attorn’*_j instituted a course of action

toward him designed to pressure peti’m:.oner into pleading guilty. _ Your
vetitioner avers that his attornev's action was not takeiw for the welfare
of petitioner hut was done by his said attorney so tl\lat he could collect
large sums of money fram the writer or writers with \ihoa he had contraciad,
Petitioner further avers that his said attorney finally told him that the
only way his life could be saved was for him to plead quilty. He would
further show o the Court that the said Percy Foraman appearcd on national
television (the Dick Cavitt Shaw) and openly bregged that he had coszcad
petitioner into pleading quilty b_{ telling him that he would be executed
if he went to trial,

Petitioner woﬁld show to the Court that the said Percy oreman is
a dominating person and that he is suprenel;ﬁ ego‘cistical. Petitionex
fully realizes the perils involved in c}isregzu:ding the advice of one's
lawyer; "this, cowdled with the other factors herein set out; to-twit: his
nervou:snes'..s and mental over-yroughtness, (due to the unusual trecatmont he
was subjected to during his confinerent), caused him to enter tha plea of
guilty as herctofore sct out.,

Your petitioner avers that an‘::)thor Judge, the Hon, Arthur faqin,
sexving in place of Judge Battle, ruled that sincé he had nleaded quilty,

tiere could be no motion for a now trial heard, and refused to sot asida

the judgrent. The casa was carried to the hichast ap>2llate courts of this
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State eand finally the Suprame Court of Tenncs see affimed the judgeent of
the Criminal Court of She]by County., This was done despite the statutes
of Temessee which require a new trial where the presiding Judge has died
kLefore passing on such motions, The prior decisions of the Sunrere Court
of 'I‘énnessce had ‘held"this to be a wholesome lav since the judge vho heaxd
the case was the only juc'ige whio could ?roperly and legally autiventicate
the record in the case for review by the Suprare Court.

Petitioner, therefore, avers that he has not been accorded the
Yequal protection” guaranteed him ! oy ‘che FOURTEZZNTH ATIIDENT of the

United States Constitution.,

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

Constitutions to comsel at all stages of his txrial hava been cro*""l 4

\

violated, - : A

Your petitioner charges that his rights of "duec process" gilaraliteed
hin by both the State and Federal Constitutions have been grossly violated.

Petitioner avers tnaL he only vleaded quilts because of the ahove-
stated reasons and not hecause he was in fact qui. ltv. '-

" He would suow o the Court that the State's case has not be&en

orejudiced, and that he has ohtained no wifair advantages by reason of

his plea of g\ﬁ.].ty.'

Your petitionzr further charges thaf this matter was brought to

the attention of the Julges vho origina.lly vresided m this case, and he-
fore the death of Judye Battle, and to the attention of tha successor
Judga and the District Attomayv General, within a sheort tine thercafter;
the matters contained in this camlaint were brought to the attention of
the Couwrt and the prosccution prowmtly, so that cklav could not have bean
petitioner's notive, nor could the passage of such a short neriod of time
have irmaired the chonces of the bprosecution in presonting whotever case
they have or may have not.had. Petitionar hercly makgs his :1”‘]0"Vlt a

part of this natd Lton and i3 £iling tho sane with this petition.
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R‘\] SES QUISIDLYED, PEtTPIONER PRAYS:
1. That he be allowed to file this petition;
2. That the Writ of Haheas Corpus issue roguiring the warden,
Lewis Tollett, to have .the person of the petitioner before this Court
such tire and place as this Court may require and order, SO f:hat the
legality of h is re t::a 1t n“ty b2 inquired into,
| 3. He prays that he be allcwed to \~Iiﬂ1d‘faw his plea of guiltw
that the judgment ugon which he is heing restrained, be set aside and
for nothing held and that he be grantad a trial on his plea of not cuilty.

4, He prays for such othez, Lurtn 2r and general relief as the

cquities and justice of the case may demand.

L2 g2 5 ._ "/5,
(P NN RO T ‘"l\) JaTES L.AI\L AV

C/)MW ‘@Q/7

, J/sz/c,
U 5 PR DAITTIOER

L

- STATE O TEINIESSEE)
MORGAN COULITY 5)

Personally appeared before me JAMNS EARL PAY, the petitioner herein,
. / :
and viw nkes oath in duz form of law that he h&o read the foregoing pe-
tition cud thwe facts set forth in the petition are true to the best of his

knoledy2, information and o:-llca., and in subs Eance c,nc'{ in fact,

VITHESS ! HAD AND SEAL OF OFFICE this the 4:?7% day of e (4L

5’/' i
L /)J’r“l /cé‘(’

NCLL ARY PULLIC ' f

i COTmSsIod BRTwS: (Lpol 4. 1972
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March 9Lh, '69

Mr. James Earl Ray,
Shelby County Jail,
~Memphis, Tennessec.

‘Dear James Earl:

. -

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

However, you have hcreto ore authorized and re -
quested me to negotiate a plea of guilty 1f the State of
Tennessce through its District Attorney General and with
the approval of the trial judge would waive the death pen~
alty. You agreced to accept a sentence of 99 years.

ae 't .
PR P S

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

L.
L oAy

] q
LR TCY ST O

: If the plea is entered and the sentence accepted

~and no embarassing circumstances take place in the court
roonm, I am willing to assign to any bank, trust company or
ind1V1dual selected by jOU “all ny rece 1pts under the above
assignment iu excess of £165,000.,00, These funds over and
above the first £165,000.00 \111 be hcld by such bank, trust
company or individual subject to your Q{der.

-

'Y have cither spent or obligated myself to spend
in oxcess of $14,000.00, and I think these expenses should
be paid in’ addiblon to a 7150,000,00 fee. I am sure the ex-
penses will exceed 2£15,000.00 but I am willing to rest on
that figure. . -

Youyns truly, : ,:

 1?4,4;/ f:{/;;;ﬂng/izba/\‘“bﬂ""—.

WW”MW

Dt

ATy

:n -
Lo o .
T a R i . .
o—:‘- P

DA JEEN

o % .
e — . e —viea o 4w

’

S

4

. .
oe - .o.,—q—--‘,.r \4,\ l' 11 PUANC 1IN S At st gy ep qarny
Ve v ! TN .

.7

B R LA L R S R L

).

FETARISTITIV A L et ve e g S Pt 1o v g e et g
.o . B i N XTSRS ; -
. - S . . - R .

v
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cm e g et

e e el e LTS

March 9, 1969

Mr, James ‘arl day,
‘Shelby County Jail,
Memphils, Texas.

Dear Jumes Earl:

You hﬁve L asiad f)1t I advance to Jerry .lay five
($560.00) of tue *5 0w L Co rezerciny, ©o the fivst [ive
thousand dosllars paid by “Wm. B*qu'c‘d Tuie. Qh January
20th, Iir. iiuie advanced an additions] . ,000.00. At that
. time 1 hod spent in exces: of “0,,u0 00 4n your case,
Sirce then, T kave spert in excuess of Sk, OOO 00 additional,

A ~ut I am willins tc advarnce J'rry ‘200,00 and ansd
At te the 'luJ,SOO GO mentioned in ny other l°tter to you
. today. In other WOTOQ, I would receivo the firs t %165,500.00.
But I woulu nog maKo nny other advancos - Just this one 2500.00.

- And this adVance also, {s contincent upon the plea
of gullty iand sentence go#nr thr »uph on March 10, 1949, without
any unsocmly conduct on your pirt in court,

G

Yours tru]y,

PE-y4 .

P.S. Tho rifle and the white mustans are tied up in the
’ - sult “{led by denfro Hays. Courc costs and attorneys
fees will be noece. sary, perhaps, to ret them relcused.,
J will credit the "165,500.00 ::ith wvhatever they bring
over the cest of obtainine them, {f any. ////

Lol

’

. . PN T anmiabAm Rl e Cy, .y - - P N e S N TN R L €SN e A
ARk VY *
. o~ - Trneo -
- ; fo-tv "/Y’ - ’ BRCRIS -,‘ --I. vre .. LTS e .. BT i o R TR I ST URTIIT N NS et S e s e e e
. o NN . o, .,p"l,.. AR e, ,-.‘ N R N W LRI OL
e I ‘u"u"'};.’ ‘I ‘ , / " 'l..'.: "': I"l'\l "4" ‘-'-'\". . "" A . " A "‘ vl ' .“ ~
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T - AR o A o HARTSELLE, ALAGAMA

- March %, 1969

mal‘ JdmCS R‘Jy. L

5

mclosed you w111 fm

1. The original oy sement swned by you, Ptr‘. Hanes,
-and me.

P ' P
’ - -

2. The letter sitached to that agmojnent by which I
agreed to <dvance $35,000 in anticipation of
earning= from this project.

3. Receirts from your attorneys for the $40,000
which. I have advanced to date. ($30,000 to Mr.
Han-5 and Sl0,000 to Mr. Foreman.) b

T ov as0 havmg sent to you. from my attorneys,

“the o ~lementary Agreement vwhich was signed by Mr. Foreman,
.:r mes, you and me. I suggest that you sign another
s of this for Me., Foreman, so that we can have two

o Oipics bLearing all four original smnatur\.

This gives you copies of all agr‘eements existing :
tetvween you and me; and you will note that I have followed
them to the letter. I will ¢ontinue to do so. .

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

Lowill publlsh the book ln May.

>

LOOK Magazine will publish my next articl on April 15th.
The book, titled HE SLIW THF DREAMER, will be ubhshed about
May lSth.

s

I am currently negotiating with Carlo Ponti, the o
film producer, over plctum mghts. I'11l keep you informad
of developments. -

. . x ot
» -As soon as you are moved to Nashville, I will attempt
. 10 see you....or rather we will attempt to get permission

for you to seec me. We need a plctum of you to use on the
front cover of the book. :

oAt

SRR
¥\

~ -~

. -
e k3

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

D [

S et Viwie 0. o And of course T will kcep both you and M, Yor\mn
. r'--' Wwadh g, w Snfonmed as to eamin;'s.

.l,

Hidaglds o e e e T e Bc..t Wlfheb.
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_VVHAJAM UnAorono Hunc

"Mz, Arthur J. Haneg
AtLorncy "at Law

617 Frank:Nelson Bu;ld«hg
Blrmlngbdm, Alabama 35203

',,...

letter is.meant to be part of our Agreement, :s
date, and is an extension and clarlflcatloq of Ar;lcle
,gaJd Agruem;ﬁt ERTERS e R e

L P

AJJ, Tt is Lnown and unde LocJ by you, R“y and me that all ad-

. vance°.nade by publ LJHGLS to an author on a boox contract o
"7£ are m“rely loans, returnable in full if,  for any reason wngt-’.
T Cever, - the book is not-completed -and accepted; and these ad- ! T
".,vc‘ncc:.> or- loans beacome: 1hccme to the Author only ‘after com--

pletlon of the boom an% ter its :accep tance uy the .publisher.

Pa e .

o -

.
.

‘f : : . ) e Y N .

N vc', 23 RS . e < * e .

Thcrefor»; ény monlco pald‘bv me o you and Rav while I am. re— J

searcnlng and writing ;nls book are, in effect,s loans fron me '

.to the two of yop. Fowbver, under the circumstances, I am
wlllang tu considar these monlces or advances made by me to’ Lnu

" two.of you nen- returnable, if you and Ray will agrec that

‘these payments or auvnncesj shall not cxcced the follov\ng
. schedulc of paymewt : :

o .
A

;},' ‘l SOn the 31cn1ng of.‘bc firS;, or' bOan cortract I
“will pay you “the sum of $10 600.00. " It 'is, assumed that. thls
w;ll be. on oxr about Ju’v,lJ»H pot later than Julj 20tn. '

e g .;. . t'n’ K gERY A o ey k S "'( : :
“‘*ﬁ».' 2 &fOn LhOff st’ ddV nltef Ra v haa begﬁ lodgcd 1n a ]dll
“in the United Statds, X will p«y 55000 "It 19 ass uned that

,f this will be about hugusy. gt 3" o

[Nt

K R oL . e
vel, " '( R ’,-3\. / "4‘{.\‘ ] -A.‘.. S .

’ .

- 3;‘10ne month. aftar Ray’ has b n lodged
States“ I w;ll pay_ $5000
.. ."\";.'l .o (‘ 4 '~|" “" rt'gq‘

.o Similh,ly, a nowth 1aLcr,

PIy [ oy Yeen

LI ;"-l. . “

Y :
vy, a mowth latc

LY

PP

N

Ao
AR e
=

RS

R
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' -

Mr. Arthur J. llancs

. ' Co L . . N
..S§imilarly, a month later, another $5000.

vt e

. IR
'y\;_._! RS XA

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

‘Ray a total of $35,000,  All payments, as per our Agrecment,
will be made to you by wy asent, MNed Brown, and these payments,
in equal amounts, will be chargad aga‘nst whatever may become
_due to you and Ray under the nﬂ“eeneﬁt e

.

Five months after Ray's return, assuming that I receive all
. the cooperation from you and Ray guaran eed by the Agreenent,
I expect to have ccmpleted the book, or to have obtained legal .
~extentions from the pudlicher, you and Ray. Normally a pub-
lisher has 30 days in which to accept or rejec; thc book. Onc:
the book has been accepted, the entire pusllsnvng advance will
be paid; and thereafter, all payments made to me, from any anc ,'
all sources, will be income, not loans; and this income will bc - v
. divided and paid promptly as provided uqﬂer the Agreementf '

ceen .. Your, olgnature, along w;th tuat of Ray affixed by you unaer
" your Power of At;orney, Wlll attest Agxeement

S0

RN
. ¢« . .

//)/ f,',f el g"w"/‘f— ,E :

e "willian Br a;o%r/dule
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CAORBEHEI uitagon bnrg FRLE . Bay 0F ﬂHl/: dean,
by and between HLJJLAm Bradford Huic (herein "Author” ), Jamco

...barl Ray (hCchn “Ray' ") and A:thur J. Hanes (herciﬁ Hanca")

.
. ve PRI e = P
AN

l. Th;a Agrccmenu is cntcrcd lnLo with reference to
tnc followrng,

*
L . .
.’ L . " - .

s " . +
. ... . M .

d (u) Author is and hds been, for many ycar a writer :
of lntcrnatxonal reputation and has had numerous hooks and
dfthlCS publlvhed and *crlallzﬁa througnouL the world

a . ‘a

. (b) Ray has been charged with the murder of Martin R
Luthcr King, Jr.; and it is anticipated that a trial (herein .. --
-"the Trial") of Ray for such murder WLll be held in the State-"
of Tennessec in the near future. '

e kY . Yoo AEEIRY »oo

”

T (c) Hane° 1 an- attorney at law licensed to p~ac-

. tice ms such in the State ¢f Alabama; Ray and Hanes and each of
.. them represent that Ray has engaged Hanes to act as his attorney’™.

in the Trial, that Hanes ha° accegted such engagement and that
WLll 50 act. :

~ . R .
[} . . ~ .
> l

(d) Author prooofos to wrltc iltezary naterlal
deallng thh the assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr., the
alleged perticipation of Ray therein, and the Trial, for thc
purpose of cutabll°h1ng the truth Vlth respect thereto.

.\

. > (e) - Ray and Hanns are desirous of assisting Author
in such writing by furnishing to him such material relative. to:

.thc subject matter of such writing which Author might not oLhc“—gg
Mice Do able to obrain,

-‘-'.

2. Ray and Hane and each of then agroe that thcy Wll
usc thelr best efforts to arrange as many personal interviews

" between Author and Ray and on the -earliest occasions which may-

be permitted by the authority having jurisdictior over the

institution in which Ray is then confined; and that they and
cach of them on such occasions and otherwise, through llancs or:
othcr persons, will impart to Author such information (herein ..
the "Private Material") with respect to the assassination of-

Martin Luther King, Jr., the alleged participation of Ray . ..
therein, and the life and activities of Ray, as they or either
of them may have or reasonably may be able to obtain; and that

A ¥

- Author shall have the rlgnt to usc the Private Mater ial or any

part thereof in his writing of said literary material.

g3. The literary matcr1a1 which Author proposes to
write as aforesaid, including such of the Private Material as
Author in his sole discretion clects to use, is hereinafter
referred to asgs “said work", Author shall have, and if and to

“the extent that they or either of them have any rights, titles,

or intereots therein, Ray and Hanes, and cach of them, give,
scll, aosign and transfer to Author, forever, the following
aboolute, cxclusive and urngqualified rights: the right to write
eald worx and to use the sane, in whole .or in part, in whateve
manner Author in his sole.discretion may elect, includxng but

#‘not Limited to the right to make and/or cause to be made raga-»~iffv-l

zinc, boo“, dramatxc, moblon pzcturc, tolcvioion and/oxr other

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



.
.

adaptations of cvery kind, of u:d work ox any part thereof,
and for the purpose of maning any of gaid adaptations Author
or his designees may change, int*“pu]a*o in, add to or subtract
from or nake forn)qn Yanguoge versiong ofy 8ard woryg to guceh
oxtent as Authoir in his cole diséretion may clect; the sole
.and exclusive right to paxe motion pictures and television
pictures of all kinds Dased in vwhole or in part on said worv
" and/or containing characters of zaid work (Jrcludlrg'lcmh”_ﬂ
of and/or scqguels to any such picturcua), with the right to
sell, lecase, license and generally deal in the same tﬂ“OJ(ﬂOut
the world, forever; the right-to use the nawe,’ vo.cc ar t/or<
lixencss of Ray and ilanes, or cither ¢f them, in or as the
title of said work; the right to ¢ohta cowyright in the naue
of Author or otherwise in all countriss throughout “hc wor
in and to said work ard/or arny of d acdaptations; the o
s
«5

et e

A NPT T AP

3
~
~
i

and exclusive right to negotiate for, eixecute and deliver,
“the nawe of Author alone or in thoe nea
Hanes, or any-of them (bhut VL‘P st consu
ing the approval or conscn: of Ray or i thereto), such
dlicenses, grants, agreements, and contr s with respect to ¢
vorxk, any of said adupbutlc.u, and/oxz any of the ricnts rerel
2bove sect forth, as Author in his ccole discretion may cleci:
for this purpose (but without ll‘iu'lg the generality of
foregoing) Ray and Hanes and ecach oZ thenm hereby irrevccably
arpoint Author the true and lawiul attorney of tHen and cach
_of them to necgotiate for, execute arnd deliver, in the rames of
Author, Ray and Hanes, or any of them, as Aubho*‘muy elect, uny
- and-all such licenses, grants, agreenents ‘and contracts.

Py
by

of Authory, Pav, and
ting with or obtain-
:

-

h)

-

Al

PR YRR I 73 L R

y
o
an
—~

ot

id

PO

a
ne

4.5
[Wele)

L - B

4. Without in any manner 1initinq the generality of
the foregoing, Ray and Hancc and cach of then agree, upon
dermand, to exccute and deliver to Author or his designees ar/
and all such instruments, including but not limited to

proastn, corcente, o mars and voele coa, whirh Iin <he juc.{.'...:.
OL autiol Lay kv Lecess ary or desirable to wmplement, cffectunt
or protect the rights of,or rights, titles and interests herein
"given or agreed to be given to,Authcr with respect to said work

’
1~
PO

and/oxr any of said adaptatiors,

5. In full cinsideraticn

" given or asreed to'be given by Ray d Athor he*uu?d*“ ard . .

B . ®

for all agreerents and acts of 2 oo undar or pUIbULuu
hercto, Author ezrecs to pay to Ray and rones thirty per

of the gross rp-c*pto frem caid work, . 5 shall te paid to

t o
Ch e N

dt

end collected by tre Au .-.' cent vy Qo

-—nA
.

€y

Boverly Drive, Eaverly
raXe payments to Ray and

*"lgxccs, within ¢

P72 SRR

shall also, at thr*cr.y intervals, fuinich state

oVl “vasta

s AY

trancacticns in rcasongble datril, Tha futhon!

- thasiiva

. within ten days after tholr cempletion, £ ,ulba to Pay and H:

[RLS

copics of any and all centructu cn.c:v' 1510 by the Author.

(R
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,'v‘ ‘

‘;-1 ]

‘the paLLlCU cxpLCUle undoruLnnl and agrece

G. NoLwiU) Landing anything (1"0 here hr‘Lcin contuxr.crl
as follows:
. (a) ' Author has no obligation of any kind to Pu/,

Hancg or others to write or make or cause to be written or wade
gaid work or any of said ad|u“ation:, 1 to use any of the
Privote Materiol in sald work or said adaptations, Author has
nolt represented, wqrranLcJ or agreed and does not reprecent,
warrant or agrec that if he docs write or make or causce to be
written or made said work or any of said adaptations he will®
in fact entexr into any license, g:dnt, agreement or contrack
rcelative thercto, or that in any rvo
nct profxto from said work in any pa txculax amount oxr at 2l1l,

- - o s * e

(b) For—rhoe ‘~-~J-..$.r‘ Vel YOI

B e YA : .
.V AP C P v, ;" f/ "‘L"J
-~ : - e -
"mc-."lr‘—R* Tt e et et S ..;,.:A_‘_:*‘ cororozltt ,A..':_:.‘.:_ AT

o
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N
' ,E:-&"_/‘“’\ CT{":’..“')C_C.*‘L:' CJ\’"‘O"‘P&_ O e G L C L T ww“)":

9t4k44w \ﬂWVoa\m@ﬂrvxxgﬁs**awh“* Lo OO E TG T
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;Hw‘ LUt "*-—W“r’-l}n—-ﬂ“'*—-7‘..'.“.’-—;)%0"’**’&‘:.”&‘. ottt
QLJ..J.{-,.G 3 rnn\-\’_ L‘Cg . ‘ .

e (c) uthor shall receive ' credit foy thre writing
for said work und/or said acaotatlono in such panner as Autnor
y clect

’

7. This Ag*eo ent shall be bindirg upon and inure to

ttiec benefit of the parties hereto and threir respective personal

reoreoentatives, executors, adninistrators, heirs, lecntOh"
A e oy sonion t%if acreerent, all

or any paert of the rights, titles and intercsts herein given or
agreed to be given to Author hereunder, cnd/o- all or any part

-of any rights herein referrcd to, to any persons, firms and/or

corporations. . : .

IN WITNESS HH“RVO the part*cs hereto bave exccuted
this Agrccmcnt as of Lhe ddtc fl st above written.

/JIJ/ ,’_(:,..., /‘/W’L Q ‘A‘J/
Llllz“m ﬁé%;ford Huie 4
Author

'ZZZ/;'«—»— CJ / >~

-~

James Earl Ray

rthur J. Hanes
v

Hanes

¢t oncwores o0 b
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L1965 bvelfore mey the,
uﬂ(h\\tl{q \Itl\\ ‘-/‘:- ¢ ‘\/ -u“llqum- 11y oigcp"r. -‘d
NIILIA/ lkAU“'H;.u, et Lo me to e the person
vhose nase 13 3ruzclecd co the vithln fnstrument
nnd nc“nowlcdbch that he cxccutcd the same.

- N
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. . e

)

..

WITHES SN my hunu cnd off!l ci.l scel,

-

NENPY

PRI 2 S
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~,,‘,196\, before m2, the
wnderaigied Y as CET i e pers onally fp: ":~’°d
“JAMES EARL RAY rnowm to e to ha the person whos
Hed to the within insctruwmenc axd

t ke gxccmtgc tic sanc, \
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S arA

neme {s subscril
acknouledred that

‘;m'uus., ey band end official scal.
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pGU before me, the

‘vl __nersonally aprcared
to be the person vhose
in {nstrum eat end

und:n,igncd .. .
ARTHUR J. ATES knowa~ed me
-pame is subscvited tO the wity
nanowlcdcd ther ke enecuzced the same
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ST OF LINESSEE, et rel .
JP;M.:‘.’B E:\I)\L RAY Fi

Petitionar

IN ‘OE CRUIGIAL COURD OF
SHELRY COUITY, TEHLIESSER,
WIS TOLISTT, Varden of the :
- State Penitentiary at Petros, SECQID DIVISION
Tennessece, e . ‘

. Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF JIRRY RAY

I, Jerry Ray, rake cath in due foma of law that in Novenber, 1963,
: o \
I talked to i%r. Percy Foreman. That in that convergation, I told M,
Forerman that I had talked to the wxiter, Mr. Huie, and that he had sajd

to me that if my brother, James Earl Pav, took the witness stand it would

ruin his book. !Mr. Forewman told re then that if mv brother went to trial

with ifr. Arthwe Haynes as his lawyer, he would be electricuted as I,

-

z

Hag_}neé and 137, Hule wera old friends and that all these ren were after
was the monzy.

Later, ', Fora:ﬁn camwe to St, louls, 'dssouri, and trizd to get
r2, and other mambers of the fanily, to ¢el Ja.‘mas Daxl Day to plead
quilty. Ee told us that he knev .t?‘xa.‘c Jares Barl Pay did not kill iartin
Luther King, Jr., but that duz to ’ché publicity and: the fact that Jarmes

had heen previously convicted, he would be convictedl., At that

said that ry brother, Jawes Earl Ray, was insisting on a trial
and did not wish to plead cuilty. He told us that if James Zarl Ray would
dlaad ‘guilty , e (Jamas zarl Ray) would recaive abeut $200,000.00 fron tho

1- ’, 4 v,y ~ : - L] Al -
kool Hude was writing, and that he (Foraran) wvould gat my bhrothar navdonad

]

-4 out tvo years if he kept his roulh shub at the prizon, as he knev

wio tha next govirnor vould Lo,
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At the s T tallied to the wrlter 1, iuie, he told ;e that 17
Ray took the witness stand, it would deslxoy the book no was
writing and that he could naither get thz Look publisined or if he did he
‘could not got the sare revieved by m(\ panars and other putlications,
l'r, Poraran tol re and other naders of the faroily that the pro-
secution and/or the I'B.I was bribing witnesses, ically a man by thwe
name of SGtevens wihio the prosecution was brlo.mg hy offering him a large sua

of rongy as a rewaxd,

I, of course, refused to do this.,

STATE CF TENNESSES
ODJNIY or

Personally appearred before re, Jerry Ray, and vho rakes oath in

duz form of law tlat the facts set out in the foregoing affidavit are

t.ruc to the best of his knovledge and belief and in substa

4{;) /({/t, ”Z/’”J/U /QT/./

My Comndssion Expires:
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DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)

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

Re Memphis Airtel 3-20-~70.

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

Of possible interest to the Bureau is an affidavit
of JERRY RAY, brother of JAMES EARL RAY, which is also attached
to the overall petition. JERRY RAY in his petition, under oath,
claims that Mr. FOREMAN%0ld him and other members of the family
that the prosecution and/or the FBI was bribing witnesses,
specifically a man by the name of STEPHENS. Reportedly, the
prosecution was bribing STEPHENS by offering him a large sum of
money 8s a reward. The STEPHENS mentioned by JERRY RAY is,
of course, CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, who occupied the room
adjacent to JAMES EARL RAY at 422} South Main Street, Memphis.
There is, of course, absolutely no basis for JERRY's statement
that the FBI was bribing STEPHENS.

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

Memphis will keep the Bureau advised of developments.
, 2 BUREAU (Enc. PEARCH L " g J A
: SERIAAZED LU
YOEXED gt

ViEED LEL
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4/16/70

DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P)
MURKIN

ReBuairtel to ME 4/14/70 and MEairtel to Bureau
4/14/70 wherein Memphis enclosed for the Bureau's informa-
tion a copy of the "Petition for Post Conviction Relief"
filed in behalf of JAMES EARL RAY,

LLOYD A, RHODES, Executive Assistant Attorney
General, Shelby County, Memphis, Tenn., has advised that he
feels confident that the Honorable ARTHUR C. FAQUIN, Shelby
County Criminal Court Judge, Division IXI, Memphis, will deny
RAY's "Petitionfor Post Conviction Relief." However, he
pointed out that if this petition is denied, RAY still has
appeal recourse through the Tennessee Appellate and State
Supreme Courts.

The Bureau will be kept advised of further
developments in this matter.

j;\ Bureau

Q%é; Memphis €4%Q§V/7&f7—,C£2/4~Z>—/255

(4)

3
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