
Gipson & Tucker,._ Page· Ttlo September 25 t 1973 

have no intention of anticipating that eventuality. 

Yours very truly. 

Thomas F. Turley. Jr. 
United States Attorney 
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Mempb is , 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. 

4 - Bureau (44-38861) 
(!)- Memphis (44-1987) 

JCH:jap 
(5) 

-------

~4t '•'~•\• ~fa - --.. -~,,~-

l/l/ --/987 J~M 8 ,~ 
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· · · September 25 > l 

. /J . // 
Gipson &·Tacker 
Attorneys at Law 
Exchange Building 
Memphis. Tennessee ,_ 
Gentlemen: 

38103 

Re: Charles Q. Stephens 
v. 

,.,,. 

_State of Tennessee, et al 
Shelby Chancery 72 2 333-3 R.D. 

The United States of America is not a party to the 
above suit,. nor are t..11.e 

or the 

"Memphis Office of the Federal Bureau 
of·Invest:lgationn 

"local office of the AttoTney General 
of the United States of America .. , 

neither of which latter is a suable entity~ so your notice 
to me that your "Motion For Discovery and Production of 
Docummnts and Taings For Inspection, Copying or Photographingn 
tnll 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 suit i.."'l such shape that it ·would · 
be appropriate for me to respond on behalf of the United States 
or any of its instrtttnentalities I shall be pleased to do so 
promptly: as I am confident the Chancellor well knows~ but I 

: ·." ,.. 

. ..._ . ·. :~ · .. 
- .. : ... -\ 

~- --; :;,~1 ~ 

. .. ; 

........ 
2 
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Gipson & Tucker··. · September 2S, 1973 

have no intention of anticipating that eventuality. 

3 

Yours very truly~ 

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

This document contains neither rec<>111andations nor 
conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and 
is loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to 
be distributed outside your agency. 
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AIRTEL 

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

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*) 

SUBJECT: MURKIN 

9/27/73 

- 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 HARVEi L. GIPSON 
and ROBERT A. TUCKER by United States Attorney THOMAS F. 
TURLEY, JR. , WDT, Me mph is , 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) 
(_f~- Memphis 

JCH:jap 
(3) 

' 
l \ 
l \ 

~ 
f;l1YU ~ 

<..jL\- t'lf7-lluiO\ CS 13 

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



GIPSON ANO 
TUCKER 

ATT<;)FINltVS AT l,.AW 

EXCHANOIE ■UILl!>l"ll,I 

MEMPHle, TIEN"!, aet0:9 
AC •011eaa.eaa1 

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, 

photo9raphs, drawings, writings, electronic recordings, mock­

ups, and oral statements reduced to writing and things per­

taining to the ass~ssination of Dro Martin Luther King, on 

April 4, 196~, and offers of rewards published in connection 

with said incident. 

2. For such other, qnd further relief as your Complainc;l,nt 

ts entitled~ 

GIPSON & TUCK~R 
Attorneys for Complainant 

(2) 
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Jui/II 
-/9~7--Ag (( 

SEARCHED-...... NDEXEO -
SE.RIAUZ~AW'I ~ 

'"'0r '1 1973 Uu o 
-MEMPHIS 
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HARVEY L. Gl-0.N 
ROBERT A, TUCKER 

GIPSON ANO TUCKER 
ATTO .. N11£Y11 AT LAW 

EXCHANGE BUILDING 

Ml!,:MPHIS. TENNESSEE 38103 

AC eo1-sa11-ea~n 

October 1, 1973 

Mr. Joesph V. Baker 
Special Agent in Charge 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
167 N. Main Street 
Memphis, Tennessee 38102 

Re: Charles Q. Stephens 
vs 

lt/-'f - 19 H 'l , Sub th 

-KO;, 

No: 
Sta~e of Tennessee, et al 
72333-3 R.D. 

Dear Mr e Baker: 

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. 

Sincerely, 

GIPSON & TUCKER 

Enclosure~ 
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GIPSONANC> 
TUCKER 

ATTQ,.NIEY$ AT LAW 

1!:XC:HANQIE ■UILDINQI 

Ml!:MPH19, TENN, 89108 

AC 901/989,9881 

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, * 

vs 

STATE OF 

* 
Complainant, * 

* 
* NO: 72333-3 RoD• 

* 
TENNESSEE, et nl, * 

* 
Defendants. * 

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCTION 
OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION, 

COPYING OR PH)TOGRAPHING. 

Comes now your Complainant, Cha.rles 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 materiatsince Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his 

Original Motion for Discovery, and to eliminate any question, 

Comi:,lainant brings this his Amended Motion for Discovery to in­

clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovery under the 

Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 1971. 

WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS: 

1. That all defendants herein in addition to the Memphis 

office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the_ local 

office of the Attorney General o! the United States of 

America, the Attorney General of the State of Tennessee 

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit .. The Shelby County 

( 1 ) 
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or sent by certain persons offering rewards through news-

papers 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 King. 

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 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. 

if:. 

( 4) 
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HARVEY L, GIPSON 

ROBERT A. TUCKER 

GIPSON-;o.ND TUCKER 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

EXCHANGE BUILDING 

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103 

AC 901-15215-6331 

October 9, 1973 

Mr. Joseph V. Baker 
Special Agent in Charge 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
167 N. Main Street 
Memphis, Tennessee 38102 

Re: 

Dear Sirs, 

0 
Charles Q. Stephens 

vs 
State of Tennessee, 

No: 72333-3 R.D. 

- L/'-1-p:1 fi7 
.Si.tb ..Yl 80 :1 

et al. 

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of 
a Motion for Discovery1and Production of Documents and 
Things £or Inspection, Copying, and or Photographing as 
amended and the enumerated list of Documents and Things 
requested to be produced. 

This affidavit and enum~erated list was ordered 
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion 
on Friday, Octobers, 1973. 

Sincerely, 

GIPSON & TUCKER 

... , /.~· . -
-- /,; 

; It' 

Enclosure~ 

-
d:=.::::-:=--XT.~~u.£e 1/J t11 
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CHARLES 

vs 

STATE OF 

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

QUITMAN STEPHENS, * 

Complainant, * 

* NO: 72333-3 

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 

RoDo 

I, Harvey 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 Affidavit 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 

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

and that at a;prior hearing the Complainant's attorney was denied 
" 

the information even though the Complainant's attorney had issued 

a subpoena duces t0cum. 

Affiant further states that based upon the hcr~inafter enumer-. ' ;' :J•. ( -_ . 
ated reasons that your affiant is entitled to the motion sought 

to-wit. 

1. That said information was given over five (5) years agoo 

2. That the witness, Charles Quitman Stephens was caught up 

in s~gck and emotion of the.events. 

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE 

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, * 
* 

Complainant, * 
* 

vs * NO: 72333-3 R.D. 

* 
STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al., * 

* 
Defendants. * 

OOCUMENTS 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 ma~e of James Earl Ray based upon iriformation 

given investigators by Charles Stephens. 

5. All statements, documents and other things which w6uld 

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the 

a~rest and conviction of James Earl Ray. 

fr":.,: .. ~--~,_.,,.;,, .. ,,.,.,_.6. All statements, documents and other things,either written, 
I I , , · -, ·, ~ I"'~ 

: i 

1 ' •' • 

oral, reduced to writing and electronic reprodudtio~s made or 

compiled from informatibn given ~y Charles Stephens. 

7. Identity and addresses of all investigative officers which 

interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the 

assassination of Martin Luther King. 

( 1 ) 

;i" ' 

. -·~---'"-----· .... j 

:............J~~ .... ,1,,.-.... ...,_,:i.:.:.i.,.~,.,b ...... ~...;~........._,_,_--1::-..~· -~~~-~~ 
', ' k.,_;; 

'i'·:~~~--~~--'"-.... "'e:,...,:~~~-:J.i•.:_·~·:,,__._ ;:}, .. i: .. ,-,'i>·:4¥·,q .... 
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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 at the time 

he gave information. 

II 

City Councilmen Individually 

1. All 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 documents, notes, and things the above intends to 

use as evidence at the trial of this cause. 

II I 

City of Memphis 

1. Copies of minutes of meeting of the Memphis City Council 

wherein the subject of reward was discussed £or information 

leading to the arrest and conviction of the assassin of Dr. 

Martin Luther King. 

2 o•· A list of the names and addresses of al 1 persons present 

at such meeting or meetings. 

3. A list of the dates, times, and places of all m,eetings 

. 
referred to in #1 and the duration of said meetings. 

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

to use in the trial of thi~•matter. 

( 2 ) 

' 
------------,.------------'----'---_.;_-----~_;,.---c...1: =•-~:._~~~~..;.. r ;~;i• 4:'._.A _;·,,:~~, 
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I 
l 

C 

t 

5. Copies of all documents, notes, memorandums, and photo­

graphs which defendant intends to use as evidence at the 

trial. 

6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per­

tainin~ 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. 

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-

tronic 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 ev±dence at the trial of this cause. 

Memphis Publishing Comppny 
Commercial Appeal 

l.~ All letters, memorandums and or notes received or made 

by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the' offer of 

rewards for information leading to the arrest and cci~viction 

of the assassin of Dr.- Martin Luther King. 

2. Copies of all sketches and information 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 

(3) 

L. ~~~-- --~-----•--~--~-C..-.~-----'---
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Memphis, Tenn.ea••• 
October 11, 1973 

JANIS I.AIL I.AY; 
Dr. IIAl.nR LUTHER &ING, JI. - VICTIM 
CIVIL RIGHTS• COMSPIIACY 

Attentlcm la called to wrandum dat.ed Sept•ber ~ 
1973, and wraadulll daud September 27, 1973, regarding 
a Motiou for DlscoYery filed ln the Chancery Court of Shelby 
County, Tenaeaaee, 1n the c.aae styled Charles Quitaan St.ephena, 
Complainant., venu• State of Tenne••••• It. Al, Defellda.nta. 

Attached hereto ad made a part. of thu .... ranc.1ua 
is an "Amended Motion for Diacovery ad Production of Docullents 
and Things for 1.-pectioni Copying or Pb.etographinc" which has 
been filed in the Stephens versus Temleasee lawsuit. 

Assistant Um.ted Stat.as Attorney Larry E. Parrish, 
West.em District of Tennea ... , Mellphis, Tennessee, hu advised 
that this MleDded aotion im~ ~ alter• the fact that neither 
the United States nor the Federal Bureau of Innatigation ·'­
involved in this 11atter, and he stated the filing of this amended 
aotion requires no response on the part of the Gover1111ent. 

4-Bureau (44-38861) 
m-Memphis (44-1987) (P*) 
J'CH/mah 
(S) v" 

~ 
·•·-.1;,(,i)~~ 

, r; .1..',\Lf) 
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GIPSON ANO 
TUCKER 

.l.-.ORNEYS A.T LAW 

D~NGI!: BUILDING 

N!OoOP'W1s. TENN. sa,os 

~ 901/112!5-ISSSI 

IN THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNT'J:'., TENNESSEE 

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, * • 

vs 

STATE OF 

* 
Complainant, * 

* 
* NO: 72333-3 RoD• 

* 
TENNESSEE, et al. * 

* 
Defendants. * 

AMENDED MOTION FOR DISCOVERY AND PRODUCTION 
OF OOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR INSPECTION, 

COPYING OR PIDTOGRAPIIING. 

Comes now 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 materia,since Rule 34 is the basis for discovery in his 

Original Motion for Discovery. and to eliminate any question, 

Com1-lainant brings this his Amended Motion for Discovery to in­

clude in his original motion all Rules for Discovery under the 

Tennessee Rules of Civil Procedure 19710 

WHEREFORE PETITIONER PRAYS: 

1. That all defendants herein in addition to the Memphis 

office of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, the lo6al 

office of the Attorney General of the United States of 

America, the Attorney General of the State of Tennessee 

for the Fifteenth Judicial Circuit. The Shelby County 

- 2 -
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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 re~ord, 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 further relief as your Complainant 

is entitled. 

- 3 -

GIPSON & TUCKER· 
Attorneys for Complainant 

l 
I 
t 

I 
i 

l 
j 
l 

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



JAMES EARL RAY; 
Dr. MARTIN LUTHER KING 1 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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AIRTEL 

TO 

FROM 

: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) 

: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*) 

SUBJECT: MURKIN 

10/11/73 

ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL 

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 filed in the Chancery 
Court of Shelby County, Tenn., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITMAN 
STEPHENS. 

----
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Memphis, Tennessee 
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 docwnents: 

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

2. Affidavit in Support of a Motion for Discovery 
and Production of Documents and Things for Inspection, Copying 
and or Photographing as Am.ended. 

3. Docwnents and Things requested to be produced by 
United States Attorneys Office, Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
Attorner General's Office, State of Tennessee, Shelby County 
Sheriffs Office, City of Memphis, Memphis Police Departt.nent. 

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

United States Attorney Thom.as 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 Bureau of 
Investigation, neither of these agencies is a party to this 
lawsuit, nor are they required to respo,1d to this most recent ::~:a:~::_;:

8
:i~son and Tucker,~ , ,•:',''.'.~"-zwe 

/l•Memphis (44-1987) (P*) ., , ~ 
L:J.CH/mah , \. · !f'..; '.) \ ~ '.!) 

(5) .. <- ·-,'t . ---
!'' · .\' \) ·:;;:;.11~,-.w--,,,,-r-1:1 
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HARVEY L. GIPSON 

ROBERT A. TUCKER 

! 
GJP...;.,ON AND TUCKER 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

EXCH. IGE EIUIL.CING 

.MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 38103 

AC 901°!5215°6331 

October 9, 1973 

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

( 

- Memphis, Tennessee 38102 

Dear Sirs, 

0 
Re: Charles Q. Stephens 

vs 
State of Tennessee, et al. 

No: 72333-3 R.D. 

Please find enclosed the affidavit in Support of 
a Motion for Discovery 1and 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 enum~erated list was ordered 
filed by Chancellor Rond upon the hearing of the motion 
on Friday, October St 1973. 

Sincerely, 

GIPSON & TUCKER 

Enclosure~ 

- 2 -
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CHJ\I~LES 

vs 

STATE OF 

I-N THE CHANCERY COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE 

QUITMAN STEPHENS, * 

Complainant, * • 

* NO: 72333-3 

TENNESSEE, et al. , * 
De:fendants. -)(-

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF A MOTION FOR DISCOVERY 
AND PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND THINGS FOR 

INSPECTION, COPYING, AND OR PHOTOGRAPHING 
AS AJ\lENDED. 

STATE OF TENNESSEE 

COONTY o'F SHELBY 

RoDo 

I, Harvey L. Gipson, residing in the City of Memphis in said 

County and then by me first duly sworn upon his oath disposes and 

sc\ys to-wit: 

That a:ffiant 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 Affidavit in support 0£ the 

afore mentioned motion. 

Af:fiant further states that neither the Complainant or the 

-Comp1aniant's attorney can secure the requested information from 

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

and th~J at a:prior hearing the Complainant's attorney was denied 

the information even though the Complainant's attorney had issued 

n subpo0na duccs tccum. 

Affi ant furthc~r states that base<l upon the hcr~inafter cnumer­
\ 

ated reasons that your affiant is entitled to the motion sought 

to-wit. 

1. That said information was given over five (5) years ago 0 

2. That the witness, Ch<'\rles 0uitman Stephens wc1s caught up 

in s~ock and emotion of the events. 

- 3 -
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1973. 

3. That clt the timP of 0ivin0 said stc'\t0m0nts c'\nd or information 

the witness was not represented by counsel and was held incom-

municado and under court order not to reveal testimony. 

4. Thclt sc\id inform;,t.ion is in the sole possession of Defend­

ant and the other partic,s listcci in the aft0rfor'esaid Motion. 

5. That the statements are relevant to the i~~6~~ in this cause. 

6. That the statements are not privileged and are not within 

the work product rule. 

7. That it wo~ld be •fruitless to attempt 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 caseo 

11. That denial of disclosure bf 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. 

II/\RVEY Lo GIPSON-AFFIANT 

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

NOTARY PUBLIC 

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES: 

- 4 -
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IN THE CHANCERY COURT Ofi' SHELBY COUNTY TENNESSEE 

CHARLES QUITMAN STEPHENS, * 
* 

Complainant, * 
* 

vs * NO: 72333-3 R.D. 

* . 
STATE OF TENNESSEE, et al., * 

* 
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 iriformation 

given investigators by Charles Stephens. 

S. All statements, documents and other things which would 

show that information given by Charles Stephens led to the 
. 

aFrest and convictio~ of James Earl Ray. 

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

oral, reduced to wriring and electronic reprodudtio~s made or 

compiled from information given ~y Charles Stephens. 

7. Identity and addresses of all_ investigative officers which 

interviewed Charles Stephens during their investigation of the 

assassination of Martin Luther· King. 

- 5 -
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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 at the time 

he gave information. 

II 

City Councilmen Individually 

1. All 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 me~tings of the City Council pertaining to the offer of 

a reward. 

3. All documents, notes, and things the above intends to 

use as evidence at the trial of this cause. 

III 

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 naines and addresses of all persons present 
.'c· 

at such meeting or meetings. 

3. A list of the dates, times, and places of all mfetings 

referred to in #1 and the duration of said meeiings. 

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

to use in the trial of thi~ matter. 

- 6 -
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5. Copies of all documents~ notes, memorandums, an,1 p~1oto-

graphs which defendant intends to use as evidence at the 

trial. 

6. Copies of all electronic reproductions of meetings per­

tainin~ 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. 

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-

tronic 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 6f reward with their addresss. 

4. All documents, notes and things which the above intends 

to use as evidence at the trial of this cause. 

Memphis Publishing Comppny 
Commercial Appeal 

l.; All letters, memo~andums and or notes received or made 

by Memphis Publishing Company pertaining to the' offer of 

rewards for information leading to the arrest and conviction 

of the assassin of Dr: Martin Luther King. 

2. Copies of all sketches and information pertaining to offer 

of reward and assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King made 

by any servant, ;i.gent or employee of said Defendants. 

3. Copies of all letters, memorandums or notes received 

- 7 -
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or sent by certain persons offering rewards through news-

papers and copies of any replies thereto. 

4. Copies of all editions or the Commercial Appeal and 

Press Simi tar 11v'herein any offer of reward Wc\S made for 

information leading to the arrest and conviction of the 

3ssassin of Dr. Martin Luther King. 

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 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. 

- 8 -
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JAMES EARL RAY; 
Dr. MARTIN LUTIIER 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* -
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AIRTEL 

TO : DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) 

FROM : SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*) 

SUBJECT: MURKIN 

10/12/73 

ATTN: LEGAL COUNSEL 

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

Enclosed for the Bureau are four copies of an LHN 
dated as above. This LHM contains a letter dated 10/9/73, to the 
SAC, Memphis, from attorneys GIPSON and TUCKER, Memphis, Tenn.; 
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, Tenn., by attorneys for CHARLES QUITI1AN STEPHENS. 

3~Bureau (Encls. 4) 
11-Memphis 
L-JCH/mah 

(4) 
~. 

! : v-
,;_cu 
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~ FD-350 (Rev, 7-16-63) 

(Mount Cllpplng In Space Below) 

TV· Station Says Ray ? 
l 

Named Others In Plot 
NASHVILLE, Dec. 2G. -

(UPI) -A television station 
quot e d "highly placed 
sources" Wednesday night 
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 D r . Martin 
Luther King Jr. 

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

Several federal court 
clerks also said they had re­
ceived no such cocument by 
closing time Wednesday. 

WSM-TV said the sources 
said Ray's statement was at­
tached to a writ mailed to 
t~ U.S. District Court 
Saturday and that it named 
persons w h o he claimed 
gave him rccrey to partici­
pate in a conspiracy. 

WSM said Ra)' "is report­
ed to ·have dismissed his lat­
est at~orney, Washington 
lawyer Bernard Finsterwald, 
and is apparently represent­
ing himself." 

Efforts to reach Finster­
w al d Wednesday night 
failed. 

L~eek state Correc­
tions Coiffmissioner Mark 

Luttrell said he h a d ap­
proached 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 wa s forwarded to 
federal court in an effort to 
block the proposed trans­
fer." 

"Officfals in the federal 
court clerk's office said they 
could find no record of hav­

. i n g received the petition 
' from Ray," W SM said. 
' "However, the spokesman 

said Ray filed a writ as a 
! pauper and that it probably 
went to Judge L. Clure 
l\!orton.,, 

Reached at h i s 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 
vrrit, he probably would not 
release i.t to the public be­
fore making a decisicn. 

But Raymer told the sta­
tion he h a d no l)e,sc1~:1l 
knowledge of any communi­
cations from R a v to the 
court in recent weel<s. 

One federal court source 
said that as of closing tim~ 
Wednesday, no such docu­
ment had been Fle.d.Jn...!,'1e 
civil division. 

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

- PAGE 3 

- cmrnEPCL.\L APPE.:\l 

- MEMPTTTS, 'TENN. 

Date: / Z. - 2,. 7 - 7 3 
Edition: 

Author: 

Editor: GOROAN HANNA 
Title: 

Character: 

or 

Classification: 

Submitting Office: MD[PH rs 
D Being Investigated 
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12/27/73 

AIRTEL 

TO: 

FROM: 

AIR MAIL 

DIBECTOR, FBI (44-38861) 

SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*) 

S OBJECT: KUBKIN 

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

Tb.is office has received no information regarding 
JAMES EARL .RAY•s having filed any motion in the USDC at Nashville, 
Tennessee. Memphis will maintain contact with appropriate 
court of-ficials and with tbe USA, Nashville, and will promptly 
advise tb.e Bureau of any additional developments. 

LEADS: 

THE MEMPHIS DIVISION 

AT NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 

Will maintain con~ with tbe lBA and with the office 
of Judge L. CLURE JIORTON regarding any motion filed by JAltES 
EABL RAY indicating that be was involved with others in a 
conspiracy to murder JIARTIN LUTHER KING. 

2 - Bureau (Encs. 2) 
(f> - Memphis 

JCH:cjs 
(3) 

.JI/ 
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TO: DIRECTO_R, FE I C/14-38861 )· 

FROM: . SAG, MEMPHI~:: (44-1937) CP I \)ACTIVE) 

'' ,' 

OME.PETITION .tJ,ND.Ot,~E C0:1PLAIH. THE PETITIO~: IS FOR TEJl1PORARY1 

RESTRAirH:-13 OR:)ER ATTFJ"\'JPTPD TC PEEVE'H THE CONTEMPLATED TRANS•' 

FER OF RAY FRO'.~ TSP TO -~ F:!.:DESAL PE' 1ITE~ffIARY. THE COMPLAINT 

STATC OFF'ICBLS A.LLEGIN3 

VIOLA.TIO NS OF CIVIL A 'r:: ''AT'!?,\L PIG!--!TS BSCAUSE OF TREATMENT, 

LAC)( Tl-!EREOF, '·'HILZ I'.-.1CA.?.CZ';A-_r'ED l" SHELEY c0ur:TY JAIL AND TSP •.. 

A TELEPHO 

THr PROS E'.CUTIO N A. ND 

Ri'l.Y F'!JRTHSR !\LL'?Gf;::"• THAT .A Ti'.:LEPHONE i\iUMBER IN BATO,N ROUGE., 

LA • , FUR 1H SH~ D TO FO R E:M A N , A I f·JJ EST IG fl TED 
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.M'E 44-1987 

PAGE TWO 

LISTED TO A PARRISH OFFICIAL I.HIDER THE I NF'LUENCE OF' A 

UNION OF'F'ICIAL AND THAT A TELEPHONS ~UMBER .IM NEW ORLEANS, L.A., 
' AREA WAS LISTED TO "A'' AGC.-NT O? t,, MID-EAST ORG,H:IZ,ATIONDISTRUST: .. ·· 

BECAUSE OF' DR. MAPTI L'.!T~ER ''.T''G •~: P~PORT5:D FORT"HCCMING ,-BEFORE: 

·HIS _DEATH, A.RAB P1JBLIG S:J?POF:T Of THS P(lLZSTI CAUSE.•• 

tYJA TTEF.. 

ORDER AND. 

MES F3 I'-{(} CLR · . 
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FD-36 'iRev. 5-'(2-64) ,,, 

FBI 

Date: 12/27 /73 

T·ransmit the following in -----=P=LA=I='-N=TE=XT==-,,-----c--,----------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via __ TE_LE_TY_PE ___ _ IMMEDIATE 
(Priority) I 

------------------------------------------------L------- -
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861) 

FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) (P*) 

MURKIN 
..,,,;,,~~·. - ,,. 

ON 12/27/73, US~LERK MDT, NASHVILIE, TENN.', RECEIVED 
-·1t1\ -: , 

FROM JAMES EARL RAY, .:i~TE, TENNESSEE STATE PENITENTIARY (TSP) . .. 
);. . 

ONE PETITION AND ONE CblJPLAINT • 1 THE PETITION IS FOR TEMPORARY 
t . : 0 • 

':. . . ;.. 
RESTRAINilli 0RDER AT!fiMPTING)· TO PREVENT THE CONTEMPLATED TRANS-

FER OF. RAY FROM TSP TO A FEDERAL PENITENTIARY.· THE COMPLAIN!' 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 :AlfD lfi OF THE COMPLAI NI', 

RAY STATES HE PREVIOUSLY FURNISHED HIS ATTOR'NEY, PERCY FOREMAN, 

A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROOOE, LA.·, WHICH FOREMAN EITHER 

"l)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 CONFIDJ.NTS, WILLI AM BRATFORD HUIE AND GEROLD &RANK. " 

RAY FURTHER ALLEGED THAT A TELEPHONE NUMBER IN BATON ROOOE, 

LA., FURNISHED TO,.:F'.~~!1AN, AND INVESTIGATED THROUGH FOREMAN WAS 
.. ,:i: .i..~;..,t.L?J ___ ..., 
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FD-36 '1Rev. 5 ')2-64) 

FBI 

Date: 

T·ransmit the following in -----------------------1 
(Type in plaintext or code) 

Via _________ ----------------------1 
(P riority) I 

------------------------------------------------L------- -
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 WTHER KI?«i'S REPORTED FOJCr~OMING, BEFORE 

HIS DEATH, ARAB PUBLIC SUPPORJ.' OF THE PALESTINE CAUSE •1 " 

THE AOOVE 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 

MATrER.' 

A COPY OF THE AOOVE DESCRIBED RESTRAINING ORDER AND COMPLAIN!' 

ABE BEING FURNISHED THE BUREAU BY AIRTEL." 

Approved: _________ _ Sent ______ M Per _____ _ 

Special Agent in Charge U.S.Government Printing Office: 1972 - 455-574 
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rn 'ri::,~ uurTED STA'r?:s JJIS'l'IHC~: cour~~' 

DIVISION. 

Plcintiff/ petitioner 

State of Tenn. 

!;ARK H. LU':i.,1I':TELL, Co:;1:nit,cionor 

oi cor1~ections, Dtute of '.i.'enn. 

1 

Civil action no_.?.__-_3_~3 __ f ___ . 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......................................... •· .. 

PE'I'ITICIT FOH TK'.POP.ARY RESTRAETING O:RDT~I~ ---------------------------------------

Petitioner, acting prose, allcscs: 
·,;: 

1. 1l'ht.t on or. nbout, Dcce::1bcr 21st 19'13, petitioner r:an inforr.:cd b~r deputy 

Hobert :;orfort:, an emrloy€. of the J'Emn. St:?.tG 91~inon, 7"achvi11e" 
i> 

to tran,:,fer ;;et:itioner-i::ho is an in::1ate oi' caid :;Ticon- to a United Staton 

covcrnment penitentiary. 

2. 'i:hat petitioner is under no penitentiary sontenc<:: pursuant to a conviction 

in United States courts, nor ~oes the F~dcral sovurn~cnt hold dctaincrc 

,;J 
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" 

., 
~ 

''---' ./ 
IT 

. '~;,;,,-o·, ,,~ ;;:. , :·:. '~~•': . , 

!· .;· ·,·t.-:·· 
;. ...... 

5. Thr.it c1.n article in the, 1'ennessear., dated Dec. 22nd 1973, sug0est' s that 

\ 'their is a nove afoot by Federal & State bureaucrats to surreptitiously att-
~ . 

t~ 

"-

er:ipt a removal of petit:i.oner fron his present jurisdiction, without ree;ua.r to 

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

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

ceedine jurisdiction over petitioner. 

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

which prevents him from standing or sitting in excess of ten (10) min~tes at 

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

distance without the possibility of irreprable physical harm being done. 

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

a transfer to Foder~ jurisdiction would obsecure the negligence, if any, bet­

ween Federal & State authorities. 

VlHEREFORE, petitioner prays the ~onorable court issue orders restraining the 

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

until a heaI·ing can be held, as said reported transfer v:rould result in im!n­

ediate & irreprable le.c;al t'.: physics.l damage to. :petitioner; that the court 

also overlook technical erro~ herein- until petitioner can retain counsel 

.which he is in the :process of doing- since retition~r is denied use of the 

prison Law library. 

Resr1ectfully subrr:itted: ,1 / , k', 
plaintiff/ petitioner :. )one~~ I r:1~--1 

c7 :It 6' 5-.J//'/) 0 Station-A 

A. Block 

Nashvillc,Tenn. 37203. 

_:_ 

p.2. 

.-;,.~'./_.-...., , -~,,.., .......... ,.,~.::.:.., t<t.'1',~"' ;,.,:~-~,l,.:_-;,,. 

.. 7,1 

~ii 
'1} 

·' ;,;, 
½' ~~~ 
~ 
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IN _'l'HE UNI1r:SD STAT"E,c; DIS'I'RTC'r COL'.R'l'' 

MIDDLE DIS'.PHIC':;' OF TEl\'7fESSEE 

NASHVILLE 

J»fES E. RAY. 65477 
Plaintiff 

vs. 

DIVISION 

MARK R. LUTTR.ELL, Commissioner 

of Corrections, State of Tenn. 

JAMES H. ROSE, Warden, Tenn., 

State pri6on. 

ROBERT V. MORFORD, Dep. Warden, 

Tenn., State prison. 

DAVID M. PACK, Attorney General 

. for. State of Tenn. 

I 
I 

l!lLED 

Civil Action no 7 3 <:') ~ . -------

GOMPLAIN'J.1 

' 1. ALLEGATION OF JURISF5ICTIO:r: 

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

upon the amount in recovery. 

Plaintiff', acting pro se, is a citizen of the State of Tennessee under 

"operation of law" in the subject matter; defendant, Hark H. Luttrell 

{here-in-after, Luttrell) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee; defendant, 

James H. Rose (herc-.:i.n~after, Rose} is a citi.z.en of the State of Tennessee; 

de.f'endant, Robert V. Morford (here-in-after, Morford) is a cj,tizen of the 

State of Tennessee; defendant, David M. Pack (here-in-after, Pa~k) js a 

c:i.tizen of the State of Tennessee; defendant, W.Eenry Haile (here-i~-after, 

Haile) i:s a citizen of the State o:f Tennessee. 

i 
,-. t /• 

The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the 1:rn~ 

of ten thousand dollars. 

P• l .. 
f./1/- f'l7 'i?V 

SEARCHED -- .I - -· -· 
SEPIIALIZE . LE ·· · -··-··-··-··-· 

JAN 7 \~74 
FSI-MEMJI' 

,l • 

'1 
-- ,... _ _L '"----•'• ,.,~·.,--~. -·- ,, 
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( b) 

:,, 
::.:Il: 

;;-~· 
M 

"' ~1 

. ·i 

·---• -•~1; ..,, ">'?'~: 

- ·, __ / ___ ;_•_:·_ ,,."'" 
' ,;· :':-

• •F .. ~ 

\. 
·.··.1 -,t 

,,i 
the ,,.,;:·;outJ;. in io .. 1trover0y: ·,·j 

Tbo ,:ctian ,crises 'lnd.er tho P.::ixth, oi,;hth, "'"' fturtosr,th, ,\oondsent.,, \l 
to tiic L'11.itc:l Dt.r-t~o cc.,.1•:::titutinn ~:.c.:;. ;,·:ttlo ;}5 -~ 13_)1 (H) -~ul ho!."S- -,. 

<~ -· • " ,..,, ' .. - ' 5 ._ ,... 

n1.r-ticulnx st.atut.;;.,s: 

.. 
of the Stnte of ~onnesoee 

, 
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bleeds due to the vcnaletinc; Gystc::1 therein; and. u:ndor the, guice of 

secl!rity J::tedical attont=i.on tms del":ycd r;nen rof;uirod. 

6. 'l'hat D.!'.".lOn,sst the security of fie ors stntioncC: in c.2id c::ll-i:.:locl: 

cection 1::i th plaintiff for nurve:llanc(~ ti'18ir was ~bove; r.rVS;l?e.p, :lhscn-

tceism due to illneGsoa ,, 1c to t}1e aforc:.1<,n1tion01~ conr::;trnction of 

pldutifft s quart ere: 2t least onG( l) officer· ·therein V!as hoi:rp1 tnlizod 

v:i th pneu!!loniu. 

into oporation by the ~ov0rnment to C1H::rvt.1_tc the 1)risoner thero:1.n Pnd 

{sic)' inpare 1lis ability to de:fe,'ld hL;co:L:t' und:Jr D,?id er. indict.:-1cmt-

, I 

'i.hat it is _?Ublic ::11.0,:.'lcdc,e t'.ti·t t~1::: c::.lt1:::·, ':?;1tlonec\ co:·1fl::i::., ,~:cit 

:L:1.to 
• 

.. , 
c.: 

prosecution. ond evidently in thic inst~acc tho court, 7~i th~oE they 

trio Stato ii:t the coniine,:10nt area to Jnf:L,.1.::nce .:, er. c'.ofenclant' s dod.r,ion, 
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o typad written docu~ent to ci ·~ 1·utr~i:1cr f ::i . .:. ___ ....., ________ ...,. 

on Doce.mber L'th 1963 Att. Foret:.an r~:;i:t·cs0nted to the trivl coart 

\ ,., 
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( See E;Ji:tbi t- D) 

C: 

1·ccci~vcC-t 110 1~c>3 ;_;-~;c: .,.i Cl.l':.. 1 t (:'~·:~Jc:. t to .r+c.cc::i ,~ ~) ~~ roe t:1,c ~~·: :)fi;;~1i;c.. -----------------------411Jt------"------------------.----- <, 

Soe ?xhibit- G) 
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l l+~ 'l'hat iY• testi:nony ei ven under oath in November 1969 before the U .s. 

I:is. Ct. for the W.D. of Tenn., !fe.::1phis division (case no. 69-199),said 

! Percy Foreman in effect adm:l:tted he defrauded the trial court and his 

client (herein plaintif'f) in the nforeme!'~tioned er. indictment throue;h 

the ::i:otions he (Foreman) filed, cited in cotmt 12 herein above, by test­

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

January 1969 to enter a guilty plea to said er. indictment. (Seo Ex- J). 

15. That plaintiff as defendant in said er. indict~ent furnished said 

Percy Foreman with various items of information pursuant to a jury tria1. 

therein, including one phone nu.E.ber in the, Baton Rouge, Louisiana, 

area which he (Forer.ian) either 1) Xegelected to inves~1!le.c:~e )2 inves­

ta,cated and suppressed the results thereof 3) furnished said infori:1ation 

to the prosecution ~~ his legal associate, the late John J. Hooker sr. 

of the tfashville bar or, 4) availed said inforr,,.:i.tion to his ( Foreman I s) 

• literary confidents, Willia.m Bratford Huie & Gerold Franlt. 

16.Tnat subsequent to plaintiff's plea to the aforef.'.lentioned er. indict­

ment ( on }1arch 10th 1969) he (plaintiff) indirectly furnished in the 

forll of two (2) phone numbers in the, Eaton House '.'~ 1:ew Orleans, area 

of, Louisia..""la, information- including that furnished said, Percy Forema.n­

to the late Z. T. Osborn jr. of the, Ir ash ville, bar to have investagated. 

11nr. Osborn re:·orted the resident listed under the, Baton Rouge, phone 

nn~l:er was a :onrish official under the influence of a Teamster Union 

official in the B2.ton Rouse area; that the resident listed under the, 

New Orleans, area was- ambn.§; other things - an agent of a Mideast org­

anization distressed beco.u1=:e of Dr. ~Jarti:1 Luther King's reported forth-

co::inc, before l:is death, p~tb1ic su.r,port of tl:o Palestine Arab cause. 

17. That plaintiff would produce e?Chibit to indicate State agencies, in-

cludinc the Tenn. Attorney General's office, were co~versant of the. 
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1 i>. '.i.i:E?t ,:;ul.fiequcnt to the : ·arch 10tt.t 1969 plc~ by dcfendzmt {here:tn ;pl,nin--.~ 

ti.ft} to the n.fo:r-o:iH:,n.ti.oned er. ind:1.ct::ent 'Pl~dntif:f ",_"lf!_G• · on' l'p,.r·ch l1tll. 

1 J69, tra'"l'cfcrod to t.ne State p£n1tentia!'Y 1.n,. Uasl1villc, find fo'rth,:ith 

Co!:!li:lim:rloncr for the State ot 'tennessee, !tr. Harry Avor:,, that m! he 

(plpinti.ff) would among: other thine;s cease offorts to over-turn th..-_ 

aforementioned (::;nil ty plea. he (plaintiff) would be releasted fro_!:! a~,r,.re- . 

cation r-,nd treated like a.'ly other pr·isoner, Commissioner- Aver-y said ho we.a: 

opca':1116 for the 'hit;eat authori tyl 

zc. T!t~t therc,.d'ter- :;laintif'f .:.:id not cor:,so efforts to have Sf!id plea. ..,. .... ___ ___ 
revc1·sccl in the co.1rts ;;.•nd. autsequentl::, f:;.ie.id, Er.1rry Avary, nnnounced n.t 

.;,;;yolcimi nttrib.itoc this corHlitio~ to .the type confinement~ plldntitt 

.,. 

p.7. 

.) 
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.:1ot :;:u~iciol Lttcr1-c.icn for ::-.. J.r:-intiL'' s (:i.il ,'-'LLts,c.0~,cr·ibed in counte ,, 

tectifis,i 

" 
ir.et he tore pL,in tiff ------ .... 

~1a.c: ~-10;;:-u:::E.C: .;uil t,1 u. .• :::.c:r• the af orG . ..1e ... 1tionec1 c:i.·. 
. . in-

!·'Ir. Avery, t0stified in effect ot. i:,e.id Pie.ct. hc:;rin:::; thr-•t he (T;ttEme11} 
I 

26. That Judge Hiller granted :9la~ntiff li::1ite{: :;:·cl:tef 1n s;;,ic. lH:'s.1·ine 

urity tho dofendante c1.1cpcnded portionz o".;.· tho rolief ord0r0d; cu1j there- · 

relief order in toto. 

2'/. 'l'hat in April 1970 plflintii'! was t:.:-a.n.sicrtw 

p~nitentiary in Petros,Tcnnessee. 

to 
~~ ,, . " ,,,.\ 
.i:'tl} l.,J. oj~:.la y 
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tive or sccu1·i ty, until tho .Dl"'ison wan clouc-d in Suly, 1972. 

31. 'l'hot on or· about July 22nd 19'72 pl:.:;.intiff ·;,t'-::i trnnsfcrcd back to the 
, •·.- :'. • . 1,t. ~ ,f ~f, . .,,; "'.'~ ._: '..(.,_""#,,.t""' 4u•"• 'Ii'- "' .,JI.••~ '"'.' C' --'"' • '. "~ '

t 
~_"' ·• "• 

Sto.tc zienitentinry iri, ':c?.Ghvillt1, 2.~1d fo.1:th7itll _:1:lr:co1: ~,_n Unit-G, the 

~· 
32. 'l'hat on or nhout July 28th 1972 ,::.in tiff nf.I. onred b•;f'oro the :,1·iso:i 

I 

classificc,tion boro.·c. co1:1poscH.l of f01°r:rc1·, Pci1.;;r,)::-::, :;B::.·do'1 ( '.:r. T~ob.:rt :.i. 
I 

M.ioor·e) 1
~ind de'"'-""',d-~.nt' RvrJort nor.fo1:-d) of ··· 11" ~•..,,.hvilJ ,, -ri"''On .,,. c thirc--... ~ \;i,i,;.,I ..., ) _ 1-', . .,. l •. • t , .Jr_.\,"'-.;-,..._ (-:.- ,._. J ~~-· o>,) J. , .. · . .ol ·• 

rclouoo into the ce::1er.rl :p:c:i.so.:, populetion. 

( a} tho no,1.sr.:~pero 2~.ir;h t find r,:t,2.1:;ons to .-;r:i. tL:0 tho r: rJ.r..1:lnit::t1 fi'L:lun 

ii' plaintiff ,uui rcleaoted into th0 ,::i:,;on r,9;:iul1.1t:ton nnd r:cn,-:: 

in.cl1 Grlt tool,; _:.;l,:<ci;. 
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