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have no intention of anticipating that eventuality.

Yours very truly,

Thomas F, Turley, Jr.
United States Attorney
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Memphis, Tennessee
September 27, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. - VICTIM;
CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to the memorandum dated
September 24, 1973, captioned as above, wherein it was
reported that Attorneys Harvey L. Gipson and Robert A, Tucker,
Memphis, Tennessee, had filed a Motion for Discovery in the
Chancery Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, in the case
styled "Charles Quitman Stephens, Complainant, v, State of
Tennessee, Et Al, Defendants."

Attached to and made a part of this memorandum
is a letter dated September 25, 1973, from United States
Attorney Thomas F., Turley, Jr., Western District of Tennessee,
Memphis, Tennessee, to Attorneys Gipson and Tucker, Memphis,
Tennessee.
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September 25, 1

i
. . //
Gipson & Tucker
Attorneys at Law
Exchange Building :
Memphis, Tennessee 38103
Gentlemen: ‘ - Re: Charles Q. Stephens"
_State of Tennecse e, et al
- Shelby Chancery 72,333-3 R.D.

The United States of Amexrica is not a party to the
above suit, nor are the

"MEmphis Ofrice of the Federal Bureau
: of Investigation"
or the B : :
"local office of the Attorney General
of the United States of America't,

neither of which latter is a suable entity, so your notice

to me that your "Motion For Discovery and Production of
Docummnts and Things For Inspection, Copying or Photographing"
will be called for disposition at 10:00 a.m, Friday, October 5,
1973, was a waste of your time to write and mine to read it.

+ If and when you get your suif in such shape that it would =
be apvropriate for me to resvond on behalf of the United States
or any of its instrumentalities I shall be pleased to do so
promptly, as I am confident the Chancellor well knows, but I

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Gipson & TUckér; . Page Two September 25, 1973»f

have no intention of'anticipating that eventuality.

Yours very truly,

lThomas F. Turley, Jr.
United States Attorney
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RE: JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR., - VICTIM

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

4%
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9/27/73

AIRTEL

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
ATTENTION: LEGAL COUNSEL

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (Px*)
SUBJECT: MURKIN
- Re Memphis airtel to Bureau, 9/24/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are 4 copies of an LHM
dated as above. This memorandum contains a letter dated
9/25/73 which was addressed to Attorneys HARVEY L. GIPSON
and ROBERT A. TUCKER by United States Attorney THOMAS F.
TURLEY, JR., WDT, Memphis, Tenn.

UACB, the SAC of the Memphis Office will be guided
by the instructions of the USA in regard to his responding
to the above mentioned Motion for Discovery.

2 - Bureau (Encs. 4)
(1 - Memphis

SeaRUd
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING
MEMPHIS. TENN. 38103
AC 9O1/BRE-8331

Sheriff's Office, and the Memphis Police Department, be
ordered by this Honorable Court to make available to your

Complainant, thfough his attorneys of record, all documents,

'photographs, drawings; writings, electronic recordings, mock-

ups, and oral statements reduced ta writing and things per-

taining to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, on

‘April ‘4, 1968, and offe?s of'rewards.published in connection

with said inéidént.

2. For such other, and further reljef as your Complainant

-is entitled.

GIPSON & TUCKER
Attorneys for Complainant

“rmfwavzigxbyjt ?Q\ .\\;1- %*
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GIPSON AND TUCKER
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103

AC 901-825-633)

HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

October .1, 1973

Mr. Joesph V. Baker

Special Agent in Charge

Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon
167 N, Main Street

Memphis, Tennessee 38102

- ANy . {3 m
Re: Charles Q. Stephens NY -7Fe7 Qbé} ‘
vs ~8T)3

State of Tennessee, et al
No: 72333-3 R.D.

Dear Mr, Baker:

v

Please find enclosed Amended Motion for Discovery
in the above .cause.

This amended motion will be heard at 10:00 a.m,

on Friday, October 5, 1973. -

o~ . B}
Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

— 20 VW

Enc losure/v%
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EXCHANGE BUILDING
MEMPHIS, TENN, 38108
AC 901/828.6331

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, .
Complainant,
VS NO: 72333-3 R.D.

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al,

* % %k % ¥ k * k. Xk

Defendants,

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCT ION
OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION,
COPYING OR PHOTOGRAPHING.

Comes now your Compiainant, Charles Quitman Stephens,
through his attorneys of record, and would respectively show
unto this Honorable Court as follows:

That heretofore he filed his motion for Discovery in this
cause alleging his entitlement to said Discovery under Rule 34
of the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971, It is Complain-
ant's caontention that all rules of discovefy are to be taken in
pari materia since Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his
Original Motion for Discovery, and to eliminate any question,
Complainant brings this his Amended Motion for biscovefy to in-
clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovéry under the
Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971,

WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS:

1. That all defendants herein in addition to the Memphis

office of the Fedéral Bureau of Investigation, the local
office of the Attorﬁey General ofvthé United States of

America, the Attofney General of the State of Tennessee

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit. The Shelby County

(1)
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orrsent by_cértain'persons offering rewards through news-
'papers,and'cépies bf any replies thereto.

- 4., Copies of all editions of the Commercial Appeal and
Press Simifar Whérein any’offer of réward was made for |
information leading to the arrest and conviction of the

assassin of Dr, Martin Luther King.

5. Copies of the minutes and resolutionskof allfmeetingé'
wherein an offer of the reward was discussed, authorized,
and made.
6. All documents, notes, and things the above intends to .
use as evidence in the trial of this cause.
VI
First National Bank
Union Planters National Bank
- Tri-State Bank of Memphis
~National Bank of Commerce

1. Copies of all records reflecting reward accounts pertain-

ing to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King.

(4)
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GIPSON-»ND TUCKER
ATTORNEYS AT LaAw
EXCHANGE BUILDING

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103

AC ©801-528-6331
October 9, 1973

HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

Mr. Joseph V. Baker

Special Agent in Charge

Federal Bureau of Investigation
167 N. Main Street

Memphis, Tennessee 38102

O
Re: Charles Q. Stephens = Lﬂ""f?&f
Ve Sk 803

State of Tennessee, et al.,

Dear Sirs,

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of
a Motion for Discovery:and Prgduction of Documents and
Things for Inspection, Copying, and or Photographing as
amended and the enumerated list of Documents and Things
requested to be produced.

This affidavit and.enumyerated list was ordered
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion
on Friday, October 5, 1973,

Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

EnclosureAu;ﬂZ
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, *

Complainant, *
A% | * NO: 72333-3 R.De
STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al., ¥

Defendants. *

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION FOR DISCOVERY
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR
INSPECTION, COPYING, AND OR PHOTOGRAPHING
AS AMENDED.,

STATE OF TENNESSEE
COUNTY OF‘SHELBY

I, Harvey L. Gipson, residing in the City of Memphis in said
County and then by me first duly sworn upon ﬁis oath disposes and
says to—witf

ihat affiant is one of the attorneys of record for Complainant
Charles Quitman Stephens in the above mentioned cause and for the
reasons enumerated herein files this his Affida§it in supporf of the
afore mentionedvmotion.

Affiant further states that neither the Complainant or the -
-Complaniant's attorney caﬁ secure the requested.information from
any of/the séﬁrces other than the sources enumerated in his motion
and théi at a:prior hearingvthe>Complaihant's attorney was denied

__the information even though the Complainént's attorney had issued

o P 1 o v 4 i 5 L o

a subpgeggﬁé;§éé tecum. o
7‘Affiant'fu;ther §§§ﬁé§J§bgt baseqﬂupon:the heréinafter enumer-
f étedﬁfé;é§h§>fhé¥5§6ﬁr affiént is entitléa to the motién Soughir
to-Wit. |

1. That said information was given over‘five (5) years agd°

2. That the Witness, Charles Quitman Stephens was caﬁght‘up

in S%gckﬁand.emotioh of the events,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,

\S

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al.,

Complainant,

NO: 72333-3 R.D.

* ok ok ok ok ok ok ok %

Defendants.

DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

Requested to be Produced By:

gy

I

“United States Attorney's Office

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee

Shelby County Sheriff's Office

City of Memphis

Memphis Police Department
1. All signed statements made by Charles Stephens.
2. “All oral statements reduced to writing made by Charles.
Stephens.
3. Pictures identified by Stephens of the scene and the
person committing the assassination of Martin Luther King.
4. All drawings made of James Earl Ray based upon information
given investigators by Charles Stephens.
5. All statements, documents and other things which would

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the

arrest and conviction of James Earl Ray.

'(

0., All statements, documents and other things:either writtén,

LR T,

VUt 1

oral, reduced to writing QQ& ;iectronic reproductions made of~
compiled from information given by Charles Stephens.

7. Identify and addressés of all investigative officers which
interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the

assassination of Martin Luther King.

(1)
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8., List of all places, Aates and times in wﬁich Charles
Stephens was interviewed by investigation officers.
9. Identity and addresses of all persons present during all
interviews by law enforcement agencies of Charles Stephens.
10. Copy of any and all law enforcements files compiled by
any law enforcement agency on Charles Stephens at the time
he gave information.
II‘
City Councilmen Individually
1. A1l notes or memorandums made by the individual council-
men independantly or in connection with other councilmen
during or after any meetings pertaining to the offef of a
reward in this cause.
2. All electronic recordings any individual councilmén made
of meetings of the City Council pertaining to the offer of :
a reward.
3. All documeﬁts, notes, and things the above intends to ;
use as evidence at the trial of this cause.
ITT
City of Memphis
1. Copies of minutes of meeting of the Memphis City Council
wherein the subject of reward was discussed for information
leading to the arrest and conviction of the assassin of Dr.
Martin Luther King.
2, A list of the names and addresses of all persons present

3

at such meeting or meetings. S
i i o ‘
3. A list éf‘ghé“dates, times, and places of all mgétings
referred to in #1 and the duration of said meetings.

4. A list of all witnééses which the City of Meﬁphis intéﬁds

to use in the trial of this matter.

(2)
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5. Copies of all documenfs, notes, memorandums, and photo-
graphs which defendant intends to use aé evidence at the
trial.,
6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per-
taining to offering of reward for the assassin of Dr. Martin
Luther King.
7. All documents? notes, and things the above intends to use
as evidence in the trial of this cause.
v

Memphis Area Chamber of Commerce

Downtown Association

Future Memphis Incorporated

National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees
1. Copies of all minutes and resolutions of meetings dis-
cussing offer of rewards leading to the arrest and conviction
of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King including any elec-
tronic reproducitons of said meetings.
2. Copies of any letters of transmittal in the publishing
of said offer.
3. Identity of all persons presenf dﬁring any meeting
concerning offering of reward with their addresss.
4. All documents, notes and things which the above intends
to use as evidence at the trial of this cause.

AR Y

Memphis Publishing Company
Commercial Appeal

1.. All letters, memorandums and or notes rece ived or made
by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the'offer of

4

rewards for-information leading to the arrest and conviction

%

of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King. v

2. fCOpieSvOf all sketches and information pertaining to offer

of reward and assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King made
by any servant, agent or employee Qf said Defendants.

3. Copies of all letters, memorandums or notes received

(3)
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is, Tennessee
October 11, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. - VICTIM
CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to memorandum dated September 2
1973, and memorandum dated September 27, 1973, regardi
a Motion for Discovery filed in the Chancery Court of lby
County, Tennessee, in the case styled Charles Quitman Stephens,
Canplaimt, versus State of Temnessee, Et Al, Defendants.

Attached hereto and made a part of this memorandum
is an "Amended Motion for Discovery and Production of Documents
and Things for Iasgect:i:m, Copying or Photographing” which has
been filed in the Stephens versus Tennessee lawsuit.

Assistant United States Attorney Larry E. Parrish,
Western District of Temmessee, Memphis, Tennessee, has advised
that this amended motion in..no way alters the fact that neither
the United States nor the Federal Bureau of Investigation ia&:
inovolved in this matter, and he stated the filing of this amended
motion requires no response on the part of the Government.

4-Bureau (44-38861;
@-Memphis (44-1987) (P*)
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GIPSON AND
TUCKER

ATTORNEYS AT LAW
EUTHANGE BUILDING
WIS, TENN. 38108
AC 901/823.6331

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,
" Complainant,
Vs NO: 72333-3 R.D.

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al,

koK ok ok ok ok ok ko ok

Defendants,

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCTION
OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION,
COPYING OR PHOTOGRAPHING,

<

Comes noﬁ your Complainant, Charles Quitman Stephens,
through his attorneys of record, and would respectively show
unto this Honorable Court as follows:

That heretofore he filed his motion for Discovery in this

cause alleging his entitlement to said Discovery under Rule 34

of the Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971. It is Complain-

ant's contention that all rules of discovery are to be taken in

pari matéria,since Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his
Original Motion for Discovery, and to eliminate any question,
Complainant brings this his Amended Motidn for biscovery to iﬁ—
clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovéry under the
Tennessee Rules of éivil Procedure 1971.
WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS:
1. That all defendants herein in additionrto the Memphis
office of the Federal Bureau'of Investigation, the local
office of the Attorney General of Lhe United States o£

America, the Attorney General of the State of Tennessee

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit. The Shelby County

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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Sheriff's Office, and the Memphis Police Department, be

ordered by this Honorable Court to make available to your

Complainant, through his attorneys of record, all documents,

‘photographs, drawings, writings, electronic recordings, mock-

ups, and oral statements reduced to writing and things per-
taining to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, on
April 4, 1968, and offers of rewards published in connection

with said incident. -

‘2. For such other, and fufther relief as your Complainant

-is entitled.

GIPSON & TUCKER"
Attorneys for Complainant

ALY W

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. - VICTIM

This document contains neither recommendations nor
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agency: it and its contents are not to be
distributed outside your agency.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




10/11/73

AIRTEL
TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL
FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P%)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re Memphis airtel to Bureau dated 9/27/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are four copies of an LHM
dated as above. This LHM contains an "Amended Motion for
Discovery and Production of Documents and Things for Inspection,
Copying or Photographing" which has been fjled in the Chancery
Court of Shelby County, Tenn., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITMAN
STEPHENS.

3-Bureau (Encls. 4)
/I~Memphis
‘CJCH/mah

(&) /ﬁgm/

K
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Memphis, Tenmessee
October 12, 1973

JAMES EARL RAY;
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. -
VICTIM

CIVIL RIGHTS - CONSPIRACY

Attention is called to previous memoranda in this
matter, the most recent of which was dated October 11, 1973,
concerning a Motion for Discovery filed in the Chancery Court
of Shelby County, Tennessee, in the case styled Charles Quitman
Stephens, Complainant, versus State of Tennessee, Et Al,
Defendants.

Attached hereto and made a part of this memorandum
are the following three documents:

1. A letter dated October 9, 1973, addressed to
Mr. Joseph V. Baker, Special Agent in Charge, Federal Bureau of
Investigation, Memphis, Teunnessee, from attorneys Harvey L.
Gipson and Robert A, Tucker,

2. Affidavit in Suppert of a Motion for Discovery
and Production of Documents and Things for Inspection, Copying
and or Photographing as Amended.

3. Documents and Things requested to be produced by
United States Attorneys Office, Federal Bureau of Investigation,
Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee, Shelby County
Sheriff's Office, Clty of Memphis, Memphis Police Department.

Documents two and three have been filed in the
Chancery Court of Shelby County, Teémnessee, in the Stephens
versus Tennessee lawsuit.

United States Attorney Thomas F. Turley, Jr., Western
District of Tennessee, Memphis, Tennessee, has advised that
since no service of any kind has been made on either the United
States Attorney's Office or on the Federal Buresu of
Investigation, neither of these agencles is a party to this
lawsuit, nor are they required to respond to this most recent
action taken by Gipson and Tucker. TERHLHED

4-Bureau (44-38861) S e VI
/l«Memphis (44-1987) (P%) 7
“JCH/mah FNOEN DD
e )\\ \ YLDz
‘ N LY. 1987 Juln” 8¢
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HARVEY L. GIPSON
ROBERT A. TUCKER

- Memphis, Tennessee 38102

/ .
 GIFLON AND TUCKER
_ATTORNEYS AT LAW

_EXCH. 1GE BUILDING L
'MEMP_HIS. TENNESSEE 38103

AC £01-528.6331

Ogtober 9, 1973

Mr. Joseph V. Baker
Special Agent in Charge
Federal Bureau of Investigation
167 N. Main Street

: G
Re: Charles Q. Stephens

vs |
State of Tennessee, et al.

No: 72333-3 R.D,

Dear Sirs,

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of
a Motion for Discovery:iand Production of Documents and
Things for Inspection, Copying, and or Photographing as
amended and the enumerated list of Documents and Things
requested to be produced.

This affidavit and'enumyerated list was ordered
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion
on Friday, October 5, 1973,

Sincerely,

GIPSON & TUCKER

e ¥

A a1t

Enclosure,g{ﬂl -
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, *

Complainant, ‘ * .
VS _ * NO: 72333-3 R.D.
STATE OF TENNESSEﬁ, et al., *

Defendants. *

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION FOR DISCOVERY
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR
INSPECTION, COPYING, AND OR PHOTOGRAPHING
AS AMENDED.

STATE OF TENNESSEE“ . - <
COUNTY OF SHELBY

I, Hérvcy L. Gipson, residing in the City of Memphis in said
County and then by me first duly sworn upon his oath disposes and
says to-wit:

That affiant is one of the attorneys of record for Complainant
Charles Quitman Stephens in the above mentioned cause and for the
reasons enumerated herein files this his AffidaQit in support of the
afore mentioned motion.

Affiant further states that neither the Complainant or the

-Complaniant's attorney can secure the requested information from
P q

any of the sources other than the sources enumerated in his motion

t
and that at a:prior hearing the Complainant's attorney was denied

the information even though the Complainant's attorney had issued

i
i

a subpoena duces tecum.
Affiant further states that based upon the hereinafter enumer-
\

- ated reasons that your affiant is entitled to the motion sought

to-wit.
1. That said information was given over five (5) years ago.
2. That the witness, Charles Quitman Stephens was caught up

in spock and emotion of the events.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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3. That at the time of givina said statements and or information
the witness was not represented by counsel and was held incom-
municado and under court order not to reveal testimony.

4, That said information is in the sole posseésion of Defend-
ant and the other parties listed in the afterforesaid Motion.

5. That the statements are relevant to the jgeiies in this cause.
6. That thé statements are not privileged and are not within
the work product rule.

7. That it :would be-:fruitless to aftempt to gain information

in any other manner other than by court order.

8. That production of statements will facilitate the trial of

this cause,

«
.

'.9; That denial of discovery will unduly hinder the preparation

of Complainant's case,

10. That production of the requested information is absolutely
necessary to the adequate presentation of Complainant's case.
11. That denial of disclosure of statements‘is prejudicial to
Complainant's ability to prove his case.

12. That non-production of the requested information will im-
pair Complainant's ability to meet his burden of proof.

Further Affiant saith not.

HARVEY L. GIPSON-~AFFFIANT

. 3
Sworn to and subscribed to before me this 5th day of October,

1973.

NOTARY PUBLIC

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES:

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS,

VS

STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al.,

Complainant,

NO: 72333-3 R.D.

% %k k% sk Kk Xk %k %k x

Defendants.

DOCUMENTS AND THINGS

Requested to be Produced By:

I

“United States Attorney's Office

Federal Bureau of Investigation .

Attorney General's Office, State of Tennessee

Shelby County Sheriff's Office

City of Memphis

Memphis Police Department
1. All signed statements made by Charles Stephens.
2. All oral statements reduced to writing made by Charles
Stephens,
3. Pictures identified by Stephens of the scene and the
person committing the assassination of Martin Luther King.
4. All drawings made of James Earl Ray based upon information
given investigators by Charles Stephens.
5. All statements, documents and other things which would

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the

b . ) .
arrest and conviction of James Earl Ray.

N

6. All statements, documents and other things: either written,

oral, reduced to writing and electronic reproducdtions made or
compiled from information given by Charles Stephens.
7. IJIdentity and addresses of ail~investigative officers which

interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the

assassination of Martin Luther King.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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8. List of all places, dates and times in which Charles
Stephens was interviewed by investigation officers.
9. Identity and addresses of all persons present during all
interviews by law enforcement agencies of Charles Stephens.
10. Copy of any and all law enforcements files compiled by
any law enforcement agency on Charles Stephens ag the time
he gave information.
II‘
City Councilmen Individually
1. Ail notes or memorandums made by the individual council-
men independantly or in connection with other councilmen
during or after any meetings pertaining to the offer of a
reward in this cause. | _ .
2. All electronic recordings any individual councilman made
of meetings of the City Council pertaining to the offer of
a reward.
3. All documeﬁts, notes, and things the above intends to
use as evidence at the trial of this cause.
| ITI
City of Memphis
1. Copies of minutes of meeting of the Memphis City Council
wherein the subject of reward wés discussed fo; information
1eading to the arrest and conviction of the assassin of Dr.
Martin Luther King.
2.- A list of the names and addresses of all persons present

at such meeting or meetings. S
R

3. A list of the dates, times, and places of all meetings
referred to in #1 and the duration of said mee%ings.

4. A list of all witnesses which the City of Memphis intends

to use in the trial of this matter.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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5. Copies of all documents, notes, memorandums, and photo-

(

gréphs which defendant intends to use as evidence at the
trial.
6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per-
taining to offering oflreward for the assassin of Dr, Martin
Lutﬁer King. )
7. All documents, notes, and things the above intends to use
as evidence in the trial of this cause.
IV

Memphis Area Chamber of Commerce

Downtown Association

Future Memphis Incorporated

National Alliance of Postal and Federal Employees
1. Copies of all minutes and resolutions of meetings dis-
cussing offer of rewards leading to the arrest and‘conviction
of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King including any elec-
tronié reproducitons of said meetings.
2. Copies of any letters of transmittal in the publishing
of said offer.
3. Identity of all persons present during any meeting
concerning offering of reward with their addresss.
4. All documents, notes and things which the above intends
to use as evidence at the trial of this cause.

Tanla Y

Memphis Publishing Comppany
Commercial Appeal

1., All letters, memoxrandums and or notes rece ived or made

by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the' offer of

i

rewards for information leading to the afrest and céhviction
of the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther King. ot |

2. Copies of all sketcﬁés and iﬁformation pertaining to offer
of reward and assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King made

by any servant, agent or employee of said Defendants.

3. Copies of all letters, memorandums or notes received

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



or sent by certain persons offering rewards through news-
pape%s and copies of any replies thereto.
4, Copies of all editions of the Commercial Appeal and
Press Simitar wherein  any offer of reward was made for
information leading to the arrest and conviction of the
assassin of Dr, Martin Luther Kiﬁg.
5. Copies of the minutes and resolutions of all meetings-
wherein an offer of the reward was discussed, authorized,
and made.
6. All documents, notes, and things the ébove intends to
use és evidence in the trial of this cause.

. VI .

First National Bank

Union Planters National Bank
Tri-State Bank of Memphis
National Bank of Commerce

1. Copies of all records reflectihg reward accounts pertain-

ing to the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King.
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JAMES EARL RAY;
br. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. =~
VICTIM

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

- 9% -

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




10/12/73

AIRTEL

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL

FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P%)
SUBJECT: MURKIN

Re Memphis airtel to the Bureau dated 10/11/73.

Enclosed for the Bureau are four copies of an LHM
dated as above. This LHM contains a letter dated 10/9/73, to the
SAC, Memphis, from attorneys GIPSON and TUCKER, Memphis, Tenmn,;
an Affidavit in Support of a Motion for Discovery and Production
of Documents and Things for Inspection, Copying and or
Photographing as Amended; and a list of Documents and Things
which attorneys Gipson and TUCKER desired to be produced. The
latter two documents have been filed in the Chancery Court of
Shelby County, Temn., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS.

3=Bureau (Encls. 4) .

/1-Memphis e
LJCH/mah e
(4) o . ~<2eg.
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" FD-350 (Rev. 7-16-63)

{Mount Clipping in Space Below)

NASHVILLE, Dec. 26. —
(UPI) —A television station
quoted “highly placed
sources’” Wednesday mnight
as saying James Earl Ray
has completed a document
in which he names several
persons who he claims were
involved in a conspiracy to
assassinate Dr. Martin
Luther King Jr,

However, U.S. Dist. Judge
L. Clure Morton said late
Wednesday he had received
no documents from Ray,
who is serving 99 years in
the state prison here follow-
ing his conviction in the 1968
murder of the civil rights
leadér in Memphis.

Several federal court
clerks also said they had re-
ceived no such document by
closing time Wednescay.

WSM-TV said the sources
said Ray’s statement was at-
tached to a writ mailed to
the U.S. District Court
Saturday and that it named
persons who he claimed
gave him movey to partici-

" pate in a conspiracy.

WSM said Rav “is report-
ed to have dismissed his lat-
est attorney, Washington
lawyer Bernard Finsterwald,
and is apparently represent-
ing himself.”

Efforts to reach Finster-
wald Wednesday night
failed.

Lagt_week state Correc-
tions Commissioner Mark

T Sation Soys R |
Named Others In Plot

Luttrell said he had ap-
preoached the U.S. Bureau of
Prisons about getting Ray
transferred to a federal

maximum security

penitentiary.

WSM said Ray reportedly
did not like the idea and ‘‘re-
portedly drew up a writ
which was forwarded to
federal court in an effort to

bleck the proposed trans-

fer.” .

“Qfficials in the federal
court clerk’s office said they

could find no record of hav--

ing received the petition

Yfrom Ray,” WSM said. .
. “However, the spokesman

' said Ray filed a writ as a
+ pauper and that it probably
went to Judge L. Clure
Morton.”

Reached at his home,
Morton said he had received
no letter or document from
Ray. .

Morton’s assistant, Claude
Raymer, told WSM that if
Morton had received such a
writ, he probably would not
release it to the public be-
fore making a decisicn.

But Raymer told the sta-
tion he had no nerscrnal
knowledge of any communi-
cations from Ray to the
court in recent weeks.

One federal court source
said that as of closing timse
Wednesday, no such docu-
ment had been filed jn the
civil division.
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12/27/73

AIRTEL AIR MAIL
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-33861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*)

SUBJECT: MURKIN

Enclosed for the Bureau are original and one copy
of a newspaper clipping from the "Commercial Appeal,' a Menphis,
Tennessee, daily newspaper, for 12/27/73.

This office has received no information regarding

JAMES EARL RAY's having filed any mwotion in the USDC at Nashville,

Tennessee. Memphis will maintain contact with appropriate
court officials and with the USA, Nashville, and will promptly
advise the Bureau of any additional developmentis.

LEADS:
THE MEMPHIS DIVISION
AT NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE

Will maintain contant with the USA and with the office
of Judge L, CLURE MORTON regarding any motion filed by JAMES
EARL RAY indicating that he was involved with others in a
. conspiracy to murder MARTIN LUTHER KING.

2 - Bureau (Encs. 2)
@’— Menphis

JCH:cjs
(3) n
~ 3
e

H
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509 P IMMEDIATE 12/27/73 FLG

T0:  DIRECTOR, FRI (44-3E361)

SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1927)

FROM ¢

MURKIN

0N 12/27/7%, USYC CLE

FROM JAMES FARL RAY, IMATE, 7!
.+ ONE PETITION AND ONE COMPLAILNT, THE PETITION

RESTRAINI'G ORDER ATTENPTIN IC PREVENT THE CONTEMPLATED TRANS=

K3

'FER OF RAY FROM TSP TO A FEIDERAL PEUITENTIARY. THE CGMPLAINT*i‘
A $10,002 SUIT AGAIYST TEXESSTE STATE OFFICTALS ALLECING
VIOLATIONE OF CIVIL A'D ATIRAL RIGHTS BECAUSE OF TREATMENT , OR

LACK THEREQF, WHILT INCARCERATED IV SHELEY COUBTY JAIL AQD TSF

i

15 A0 16 OF THE COMPLAINT
RAY‘SIA?ZS HE PRIVIOUSLY FUS ISHED HIS ATTOREEY, PERCY VODEMAM,

] l.2e ¢ WHIGH ””9““A7 "ITHEQ

"SUPPRESSED -

RESULTS THEREGT; 2) FuRlUICHIY SAT0 1;?@ T0 THE PROSTCUTION AND

’

J. HO0XER

OF THE

C‘

r
&
—
—
-
]
o
>
3
o
el
-
S
s
[
3
3
¥y
>
poed
I
—
=
(5]
-4
[
4
n

(\-m 7;'{:;,’}/‘ r,"(f)

N

LIT:RmPY CONFIDA TS,

AD GEPOLD FRANK. "
RAY FURTHER ALLFGED THAT A TELEPHONE WUMBER IN BATON Roue_
LA. , FURNISHED

ESTIGATED THROUGH, FORES

R
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ME 44-19%87
PAGE TWO

o

LISTED TO A'PARRISH'OFFICIAL IJNDER THE I&FLUENCV OF A TEAMQTER

UNION OFFICIAL AED THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN NE@ ORLEA&S LA‘,

i

AREA WAS LISTED TO "ad ASF%T oF A;:IUfEAST,ORuA?I7ATIGN DIQTRHST

BECAUSE OF DR, I s “TPOQTGU ORTHC“MIBE ‘BE FORE

HIS DEATH, ARAZ PUBLIC SUPPORT OF THE PALESTINE CAJQV

Or' lf' DA,’!E‘C‘ Af‘!n EXHIB ITS A"M

THE ABQVE

FAIL TO DISCLCSE THE TTLTPHONT OR IDENTITIES OF AﬁY

IMDIVIDUALS WHO MAY POSSINLY HAUT BITH TWOLVIY i THE CAPIIONED

HATTER.

A COPY RESTRAINIME ORDER AN
ARE BEIE Fl AIRTEL.
\
E D

MES FBIHY CLR
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FD-36 Rev. 5:12-64) (

Transmit the following in PLAINTEXT
Via TELETYPE IMMEDI ATE
(Priority) ‘i
________________________________________________ I,
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*)
MURKIN

FBI
Date: 12/27/73

|
|
|
|
|
|
!
|
|
|
|
|
(Type in plaintext or code) ‘:
i
J

ON 12/27/73, USBE4CLERK, MDT, NASHVILLE, TENN,, RECEIVED
FROM JAMES EARL RAY,'_A'I@;}M?::ATE,." TENNESSEE STATE PENITENTIARY (TSP)
ONE PETITION AND ONEEVCEE)LT;IPLAINT.’ THE PETITION IS FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER A&ﬁiﬁinm’m:pmwm' THE CONTEMPLATED TRANS-
FER OF RAY FROM TSP TO A FEDERAL PENITENTIARY., THE COMPLAINT IS
A $10,000 SUIT AGAINST TENNESSEE STATE OFFICIALS ALLEGING
VIOLATIONS OF CIVIL AND NATURAL RIGHTS BECAUSE OF TREATMENT, OR
LACK THEREOF, WHILE INCARCERATED IN SHELBY COUNTY JAIL AND TSP.

SET FORTH ON PAGE 6, PARAGRAPHS 15 AND 16 OF THE COMPLAINT,
RAY STATES HE PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED HIS ATTORNEY, PERCY FOREMAN,
A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROUGE, LA,, WHICH FOREMAN EITHER
" 1)NEGLECTED TO INVESTIGATE; 2) INVESTIGATED AND SUPPRESSED IN
RESULTS THEREOF; 3) FURNISHED SAID INFO TO THE PROSECUTION AND

' HIS LEGAL ASSOCIATE, THE LATE JOHN J, HOOKER, SR, OF THE
NASHVILIE BAR OR, 4) AVAILED SAID INFO TO HIS (FOREMAN'S)
LITERARY CONFIDANTS, WILLIAM BRATFORD HUIE AND GEROLD FRANK,"

RAY FURTHER ALLEGED THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROUGE,

LA., FURNISHED TO FOREMAN, AND INVESTIGATED THROUGH FOREMAN WAS

S » Perﬂ_

U.S.Governmgnt Printing Office: 197 455-574

4 A - -

“iy -
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FD-36 ‘(Rev. 5 '2-64)

FBI

Date:

Transmit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)

(Priority)

ME 44-1987

PAGE TWO

LISTED TO A PARRISH OFFICIAL UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF A TEAMSTER
UNION OFFICIAL AND THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN NEW ORLEANS, LA,
AREA WAS LISTED TO " AN AGENT OF A MID-EAST ORGANIZATION DISTRUST
BECAUSE OF DR, MARTIN LUTHER KING'S REPORTED FORTHCOMING, BEFORE
HIS DEATH, ARAB PUBLIC SUPPORT OF THE PALESTINE CAUSE,"

THE ABOVE COMPLAINT CONSISTING OF 15 PAGES AND EXHIBITS A-M
FAIL TO DISCLOSE THE TELEPHONE NUMBERS OR IDENTITIES OF ANY
INDIVIDUALS WHO MAY POSSIBLY HAVE BEEN INVOLVED IN THE CAPTIONED
MATTER .,

A COPY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED RESTRAINING ORDER AND COMPLAINT
ARE BEING FURNISHED THE BUREAU BY AIRTEL., |
END,

Approved: Sent M Per
Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 — 455-574

» | e ——
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I Tu% UHITEDR "”Qi’ &S })IS‘;‘Z?IU“ couny by 1. LEDR

MIDPLE DISTRICE CF TENHUERSSEE

SASHY L DIVISIOH. G o)
ASHVILLE DIVISION HEU 97 1973

JAYES B. DAY, 765477
Plaintifi/ petitioner

TR CYerhk

s bl B

BB’ e -—\Z’t—r{-‘{ﬂw— -}jf S °

40N, WINFIELD TDIHN, wovernor, .
: ->
State of Tenn., o . 7 § ?
* Civil action no 2D .

. Defendants

*

4 8 6685068058 E S BE L0 OB eessssIS LK BN B A BN R B B B B B B R NE N BN R I R R BT B B AR B B NE N B B R O A

«

PETITICH IOR TENPORARY RES WAITIﬁu ORDER

Petitioner, acting pro se, sllcgess
“ .
1. That on or about, Decenber 21st 1973 itioner vas vnfor“ed by devuty -

wardaer, Robert Jorford, an em?lo%e of the Tenn. Siate »rison, ?ashvillen
division, that said orison ofiicials waw nepgotiating with Pederal suthoriti

to trancfer ;eﬁitioner—who'is an inmate of said rricon- to a United States
governsent penitentiarye.

2. ‘that petitioner is under no penitentiary sentence pursuant to a convictiocn

in ynited States courts, nor Gees Lhne Federal roversment hold detainers

speinst poltitioner.

er is 2 logrolling overntion devisod by thae
enn. Attorney Gencialls office, and the State administiration, to ohsiract

setiticnerts legal srocecses under the charice potitioncr ic incarcerstcd

under and, Dolltlc L comsicerotions for 19763 »nd not, as Cove. Dunn iaplisd
.

Tee. 2t durivg a Y nevs confercucce,ihel Uennganiang are Lncanable of

ging thelr own Anstivutionct,

he Whot potitioncy inteuds o contest seid wetet troonelcor tarouw b the

- 725

| W yiy7 oh gy - 72

RS R
4 . u JAN  TI374

. F§l — MEMPHIS

!zﬂ/th <Qmﬁﬁﬂ-aﬂ/ﬁfﬁ&3 AL

AT e T e e . IS
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,,
SR RO

A5

. That an article in the, Tennescean, dated Dec. 22nd 1973, suggest!

s that

‘their is a nove afoot by Federal & State bureaucrats to surreptitiously att-
‘enpt a removal of petitioner from his »resent jurisdiction, without reguer to

~due process of Law, to a Federal mental institution in, Springfield, Missouri.

6. That the State of, Missouri, not the Fdderal Government, has alleged suc-

ceeding jurisdiction over petitioner.

7. That petitioner received a back injury approximately thirty (30) days ago

which pre#ents him from standing or sitting in excess of ten (10) nminutes at

a time, the nature of which would preclude his being transfered-a substantial

distance without the possibility of irreprable physical harm being done.v

8. That petitioner has received inadquate treatment for said back injury and

a transfer to Federal Jjurisdiction would obsecure the negligence, if any, bet-

'

ween Federal & State authorities.

WHEREFORE, petitioner prays the honorable court issue orders restraining the

defendants from transfering petitioner beyon the instant court's jurisdiction,

until a hearing can be held, as said reported transfer would result in inmm-

ediate & irreprable legal & physicsl damage to. petitioner; that the court

also overlook technical errow herein~ until petitioner can retain counsel

prison Law library.

Respectfully submitted:

.which he is in the process of doing- since petitionsr is denied use of the

s

plaintiff/ petitioner uvv'/ﬂ]/l(ié.%f / {1‘-2.‘V7»1

Station-A
A. Rlock
Hashville,Tenn. 37203,
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IN THE UNITSZD STATES DISTRICT COURT,
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TEUNESSER

NASHVILLE DIVISION FLLER
JAMES E. RAY, 65477 ‘ 3
Plaintiff §

VS.

MARK H. LUTTRELL, Commissioner
of Corrections, State of Tenn.

JAMES H. RCSE, Warden, Tenn.,
. State prison.

' | Civil Action no ;Zz:§<§§ .

ROBERT V. MORFORD, Dep. Warden,

Tenn., Stape prison.

. :j
DAVID M. PACK, Attorney General E
~for, State of Teunn. ® Ji
W. TENRY HAILE, Asst. Attorney é
General for, State of menr . . - , b
v defs. 3 <« o
S e B Pe s CsPesssssastescerssEereEite '..‘...l.'.'.""......l........'l."’.."ﬂ.':‘:
. =
o : , . .
COMPLAINT
< «

1. ALLEGATION OF JURISBICTION:

(a2) Jurisdiction of the parties in the herein subject matter is based

.

upon the amount in recovery.

Plaintiff, acting pro se, is a citizdn of the State of Tennessée vnder
ﬁoperation'of law" in the subject matter; defendant, Mark F. Luttrell
(hére—in-after; Luttrell) is a citizen of the State of Tennessece; defendant,
James H. Rose (here-in-after, Rose) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee;
defendant, Robertrv. Morford (ﬁere—ﬁn-aftér, Morford) is a citizen of the
State of'Tennessee; defendant,‘David M. Pack (here-in-after, Patk) is a
citizen of the State of Tennessee; defencant, W.leary Haile (here-in-after,
Hzile) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee.

;

: ) . e | B
The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum

of ten thousand dollars.

P.1-
42%2yd“[j“a“axx /Tfi @‘ﬁja&%

| N T . e LR

.
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(b) Jurisciction

the anount in coatyoversys

ariscs under tho =ixth,

to the Undted States ¢
in-after

iy N win oy da
ore fully apnesrs. Tho suttb

the ocua o

Tites setdlon ardisesn under Act 42 6

1343 (L) =ad 2221,

o ¢ " .
ant ;&A&G&eﬁ):

“r L e L
L S S AT TR

iros, London,

3 oid padr o e b .
incletnent wee
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PUREW AW
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As here~ineafter more fully appeard.

RORTYT YV, EPORDD DAVID

confined in hos
the mindoes

turned twenty-four (24)

-

T the Btete of “ennounes

were reaponoiiice fov
in sedd jail, and the
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1ty suorda.

1331 (&) as hare»:.

oy oxceads, #xCle

o

1
§




B

-y 2

Y. Zhat aurmn; the period islntiff was confined in eeld jsll, bbbt~ ©

ween July 19th 1965 o March 1Cth 1€

\«..)

5%, he w

as beoset with (. as the logz

seintained by his jailers will confira) chronic lizad-aches % noce

bleeds duse to the venaleting systea thereln; and under the guise of

security meﬁical attontlion was dﬂngeé vanen reguired,

6. That omonzst the security officers stationed in caid czll-ulock

cection with »laintiff for curvellance their was sbove sverage absen=

teeis& uue to illnessen cue to the aforcnen

plaintifits querters:

with prneumonia,.

~

7. That the aforenentioned confinene

into oporation by the sovernment to cnzsrvat

(sic) inpare his sbility to defend hiucclf

znd, or, induce a juiliy »lez therein,

(o

. ! .
3« That it is sublic irovwledge thrt the al

: 1
aractices Uy povernments are, when the situ

serrtion agaiust fecr :leitrant defendnats

% after triasls) vhen the =urosscution zns the

eracental % private itutions. (Sce Fxh

Ge oot At was vablic hnovledge thet tuoes

at least one(1) offic

nt coaditions were covised and pul ;

tioned counstruction of

er therein was hospiualize& i

e the prisonsr theroin end

urézr seid cr. indictment

Toresacntionesd confincoent

tation reguires, ot iato
.

suvsoert of conimant 0v-

1 Wi t- A) .

revresenting the Stete, ithe

m‘

vrogecution, and evidently irn thie iastouce the cour =il thoos thoy

resrenent, the corrorste business comnuuitly

*"ilt 2. Ly the defencant in ths aforcus

- -~ - - .- -

, werce solicitious of 4

1tionad cre indictmeni.

1" A ook vublished by MeGraw-Hill in 19569 =and authored by Prof. Pilldeams

- R B - 4 3 - - = e
J ddas titled YCrime znd the le ol pr
cucng olaer leojel srocewses, fastituticanlin

tie State in the coniineacn» area to influsn

nevvieulesrly o cvold Jury trisis,

-y o H . -3 S . 4
ceose’ exomines in detadl,

S e R N e T - T LT I R A
Sl DIROCTLOND UNTLONYOr Y

ice ¢ ¢r. cefendant's decioi n,

- Ly O o S Tr DU oen e - R . .
W Euooon Iateorview dltn ALP. veoanrior, eraoyu veL, ki ot BT e
e

, N . L
seners an Marceh 17th 19262 ths trisd Jadee dr andd o, dndick “¥ I

- Z
Fele
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K fect that he
y e {(the Judce)

g Jury br, asve

pread gseyuited in o jary triol.

-~ -y - -

1. “hat on or about Jovenber 12th V500 Attoraney Terey Jorenan of the

Louston, Teuns, uor beceme counsel of record for the defendant (horelu

e

wiaintif{; 1in the sforementioncd cr. indictazent Ly usurping that title
vy onesns of Sreudulent regrescuntatiora to cefeadsnt o Court fyon the

liti cate counmel of record, Atiorncy Asthur &, lHance ¢re of the Hlr-
14 N

11. That geid Percy Foremon aided . abeted the procacution 4n the aforg-
Mcntlonea confincment gondiilons oi his clicnt(Pay) thooujh gegli once

in that he (¥

coaamtionm aliha@ reguestad to oo oct Ly sald elicnte.

12. Thnt sald Percy Foreman, vho hns o hiztory of dofrending clionts

exnlelted the aforementicned confincaent conditions his ¢liont wau e

histinrs uader for his own (Forenmn! s) finiciel enrich:

legal ends sought by the procecution thcrein (2 uilty 4

2 series of, among other trrns reousions, finicinl

aeainst seid client & Court documented oo follovo

(a) ¢n Hovenmber 12th 1968 ﬁtt. Foresan orescented Yo hin cliont {dey)

o tyred written document to i n for his {Frrenca's) roisiner {owo,

{ Sce Fxhibite 3})
on December 13th 1989 Att, Foreman rg;resented to the trisl court

whnlle inducing 2248 clicent to falzely Lo o nnumerts oosth

{0 B g - PN ey g N v TR R P P E ORIt DI R, -~ o ook 3 s
Lhst no womey wos aveil o ble for davacitoootive curnoaees op Atios

foss, (Tron rint,pp,3-2-27. “ee Imnivit=l ) ‘ R

(b} Om dovesber 7t Y983 ALE, lovesan ast sabliching fieure, Allilan

;[Jotfc
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14. 7hat in testimony given under oath in November 1959 before the 5;5.{“5
Pis. Ct. for the W.D. of Tenn., Memphis division (case no. 69—199),saidt |
Percy Foreman in effesct admitted he defrauded the trial court and his |
clieat (herein plaintiff) in the aforementioned cr. indiétment through 
the notions he (Foremen) filed, cited in count 12 herein above, by test~ f

ifying in said Dis. Ct. that he & client (Ray) had verbally agreed in

January 1969 to enter a guilty plea to said cr. indictment. (See Ex~ e

15. That plaintiff as defendant in said cr. indictment furnished said
Pefcy Foreman with various items of information pursuaﬁt to a jury tria}
therein, inéluding one phone number in the, Baton Rouge, Louisiana,

area which he (Foremar) either 1) YNegelected to investagate )2 inves-
tagatéd and suppressed the results thereof 3) furnished said information
to the prosecution % his legal associate, the late John J. Hooker sr.

of the Washville bar or, 4) availed said information to his (Foreman's)

.
literary confidents, William Rratford Huie & Gerold Franl.

16.That subsequent to plaintiff*s plea to the aforementioned cr. indict~
rnent (on March 10th 1969) he (plaintiff) indirectly furnished in the
fora of two (2) vhone numbers in the, Zaton Rouge % lew Orleans, area
of, Louisiana, information- including that furnished said, Percy Foreman-

to the late Z.T. Osborn jr. of the, llashville, bar to nave investacgated,

@

"ir. Osborn rerorted the resident listed under the, Baton Rouge, phon
number was a narish officizl under the influence of a Teamster Union
official in the RBaton Rouge srea; that the resident listed under the,
New Orleans, area was- among other things - an agent of a Mideast org-

anization distressad becouse of Dr., Martin Luther King's reported forth-

comiang, hefore his death, public supvort of the Palestine Arab cause.

17. That plaintiff would produce exhibit to indicate State agencies, in-
cluding the Tenrn. Attorney General's office, were conversant of the .

moterial furnished s=id, Percy Foreman, cited in counts 15 & 16 herein

zbhove.

Lo ]
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"“itaijtréﬁfr % wnbrein ﬂedication ua uﬂdaﬁal & Sreseribede..n pricon

BT

1. 0ket ﬁupmequaht to the “srch 19tk 1949 vlea bé ﬂefrwuant (hexaﬁn p*
tifs) to the afé:ementianeé cr, indictzent plaintifs ?au, on axgn lith.
136?,‘transfcred to the Ztate penitentiary in, QaGJVill,, ond for»h%ith
nleced in the yanitivé-ad&inistrative aegrarztion euildiuu.
12, That §1ainﬁiff van éhortly ihareaftebyinfnrﬁ&d_ﬁykthén‘Cég;éc£i;n{§i
Commi sioner for the State of ennessece, 'r, llarry Avery, that 4f he
(plaintiff) would smong other things cease of fforts to avcr—turn the
aforemantioned cuilty plea he (plaintiff} woulad be releasted fron segre-

cation snd treated liﬁe any other ﬁrisoner, CowmisaiOﬁer Avery sqid he st*

speging for the 'hipest authorityl SN LI L P
2C. That thercafter pleintiff vig_ not ceese efforts to have seid plea

reversed in the coarte end aubseqaently'gaid, harey Avery, announ ed at

‘& news coaference that nlezintiff wowld never be reloactcd fros 5;!?3£ati

as lon;, as he (Avery) woago Tennessesnts corrsciion's conmisoioner.

Zf. Thét upos enteriny said prison ladatifi and recurring scovere nose
bleeds, which were firs asadfested 4n thoe Shelby county, eonn., jeil, and
vhicik on two{2) occassionn required nedicial treatuent in thcvsegregationf
buitaing for'rﬂliaf zach oo copudetlve dinjectlons,cct.ecteeed nrl,ogv w
phuysician zttriwvuted this concitioa To the (yze coufinement pladntiff

was iucﬁrcer ¢d uncer in soid Shelby cousty Jsil, a lack of nztural sir.

22. That pilsintif? during sald hcriad,50¢cr3he in count 21, also exper=

izaces attachs of sﬁ&;ja&dﬂ r3334$ ond on onY (g) oceassion TLFUlrLd s Rert

L bas i e .

-~

o ciqn attriveted this cohﬁition‘to~ihe:type confinémenﬁ‘plaintiff’v

vas crbhiotln | wnder bota in sald Shelby co¢“t" slenne jﬁil nnd later ih

Calivye, oadelh thio loctor vilso moouda 2y9~yt£ngiaa.
r
“Defe E
. 9‘
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‘21 % 22 herein~above,was Ifregueoaily delayew uncer tho puise of eecurity

;qu~‘il;¢uu5L.‘Lurry, u*mlulutratlvcwﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬁaﬂt to Lhe Gov, of Tena, hé&

=1
A

-4
A
wd

i e ORI S - s - S we Y £ e B!
2% fnat meddicinl sitereicn fox »loinlil

g ool itS ez cziaed in counts

by defencdaatl, Hose, then a deputy werdon,

[«»

24he “hat thercaliter pilointiff setitioncd the V.S8. Dis.ct. for the ¥.D. of

s

Tenn, (Don. $illilan 2, Miller,nresicding) for uOﬁfL“Cﬁcnt relief; the

in fermer Stete Correction's comidiscioner, Haorry Avery, -ho had

froa that rposition »rior to sedd heardng, teetificd thatlt he azad,

<

met gefore plolntifi had Llisaded gulliy, under the aforeueationed CL. - -

dictment nnd decided he (plaintiff) would nron enterin: the 8tote ol Tenne .
srison gystea be coanfined in punitive~administrative sogy axuécn... Y
Avéry offered a written document to sunzort said testimony to jurtify

ais actions in the matter tut the court ruled saic docuweal inadrissable.

¢

25. The t Tenn. Corrﬂction's comaissioncr s Mr. Lube Pussell, vho oueccedd
Yir. Avery, tosﬁified in efrfect ot 8ald Mis.ct. hesring tust he (Russe
|

intended seure*ﬂtin@ plaintiff until his litigation was ternineted.

26. That Judge Miller granted plaintiff linited rclief in said hearing

)

under a Y"Consent Decres™ but uuort;y thereniter uader the sulse of sece
urity thc defendante cucpended portionz o: the reliel ordercd; asd thexrce -

fter cue to »riv;al harrasszent plaiutiff was conpelsd to discontinue the

*

relief order in toto.

CAEELS A,

7. That in Anril 19?0 plaintiff wos t&anulcreu to the iék@é§é§¢f$1¢i§ft

penitentiary in Petres,xcn1eoaee.

~ £

2. Tuat dn the, Petros, dastitution plaiolill wes conlined dn Cullncg

G o b s s S sm vy Tio ey e v

thercin worked in quarters housing the more wiclont urone ;‘Lauuh;W, an

3

o
M

un e TS Wt

[ENAROIPR V5 1 1

visilant

-y

Lo
P
-

well og h“%iqg yrréo rights vith, onoasp of

K
»
Cr
*
O

T OE
A S T S S
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Worden of said, Petros, institution end he (i'oore) shortly thercafter -

29« That in lhe first quarter of 1971 r¢ Robert U. lsore wgs aznointed

A..

fased out all forms_of ecpreration by Rlock in the pricon.

30. That in May l)?l plaintiff was trsnu ered to A=-flochk pnd therenfter

-

was under absolutely no forms of sejresetion in seid institution, protecs .’

Gar

tive or security, until the pric son was closed in July, 1972.

31. That on or sbout July 22nd 1972 plaintilf ves tranofered back to théi?

Yy £ vl RN v
£ e

#ox g TG ST T s veaa
S Lt penitcwtisry in, ‘Tachville, and fortht mth MAoeed in Unit=G, bl
sesregation building.

[ 6: .
2Anbifs apnenred boefore the

-

32. hat on or about Ja?y 28%h 1972 iﬁ

classificaticn boord conmposed of former, Fetras, varden ((re Totort o
¢ :

- ¥Yoore) ﬁnv defendant( LRobvert Worio”o) of the, Has&vi%}a, rrison snd tharse

in saiq board relcasted ple izti‘x, with apiroved of the Yorden {(defondant
2),

4

intoe the general prison énualatimn pibor pled

pos]
o
je
1y
1ot

v Dopllioved tricon

nolicy of aigaing s docusent requeaﬂ g snd tekdng reeponulvllivy for

.

release ;ntm the genersl prisoa ponuletion.

32, That on or gbout August ¥stl 1972 nlolotifl vas oxlled of D the maln

3

oricon yard to the operatlons ofsvice and given: o Jocuzanl by Jefoudaat,
Morford, reading thal »lalntlff was being recsegre(ates b€C1luL of pre vioxc

cscape cttsapts. ( See Exiibit- L )e

'fuyéo Thkt niain%i‘fwtheﬁ reqursteﬁ rram dvfeuua&t torford, o spesk Witk

' tha warden,defeaaant vase, about the confinencnt Jnttc, %n&{thé:éu@on‘

f

~defendmnt, hoae, verbvanlly gnV@ sn asaortaent of re-sons f;”vik«-remuyra~vli

patlon of olzintifll, vouong akhcrs in efcect =0 follovwa:
{a) thc nocwerspers ,lght find rcﬁscns to crﬁtiuw Lo uﬁm;ni txmhzﬁn B
if nlaintiff wac roleasted into the urison ﬁ@gulaiiaa rad moon
Lacleent ook nlacu.

e
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