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The “Commercial Appeal," a Memphis. Tennessce, morning .I‘Jﬁ
Newspaper, on Friday, Octoberlzs, on Page 25, Carried ap article D
Captioned "Fpj Aide Cited: by Court papej .« This aprtyie —
in Benera) the iniormation Previously attributeq to
of Washington. A& Spnqen fingerprint expert,
3 ues by Stating that "i1S ordered it show cause on -
ecember 6 why he Should not be adjudged in contempt for Violatiog
f a Crimina] Court order limiting Pre<triaj} Publicity jp the cas "
‘1 JAMES EARL RAY. 7). charge reportedly jg ised on ap inter- re—-
lew with pMp. Published jp the Scptember 11 issue otswe
he "Wichita cacon, " Wichita, Kansas, 1p4¢ information whiep Yy -
Ppeared in- the "Wichita Beacon" hag Previously been furnished , AN
O the Bureay. . ‘ ==
In nddition, the article States that “In Washington, a
istice Department Spokesmap 8aid there Would be po comment -
fore Judge Battle's Attested order reachesrwashinnton." The
ticle further quotes from the "Katzenbach Guidelineg" Boverning
terances of department Personne] ,
Xerox copies of the newspaper article are enclosced, '
Copies of the Petition 'for contempt haye pPreviously 3
20 furnished for the Bureay'sg assistance apg Ruidance. 7Two Lo
2les of the petition, which was actually filed on 10/24/68, are i
‘ached hereto for the Bureay'sg information. The only additions
this petition are Xor

OX copies of the noewspaper articles which
' labeled "Exhibit A" “Exhibit B," and "Exhibit C." . One
litional page has'b

€en attacheqd to the pe;ition_which bears
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Batlle Orders Finezrprint
Expert To Show Cause
In Publicily Order

of Wash-
inpton, a senior FBI finger-
print 2xpert, wat ardered yes-
terday o show cause ui Dec. § * -
why he should not he adjudped
in contempt for vinlation of a
Criminal Court order limiting
pretrial publicity in the case of
James Earl Ray.
Criminal Court Judae W,
Preston Battle ordered Mr,
0 appear beflore
fhizn on that date for the con-
flempt hearing, Judpe  Battle
said it was impraclicuble to
hold the hcaring before Ray's
trial, sct for Nov, 12.

is expected
to be a key wiiness, piving
fingerprint testimony, as the
prosccution presents its case,
Ray is charged with the deer-
rifle slaying of Dr. Mrstin Lu-
ther King here April 4.

upoa the recomnion-

millce of the Memphis and
Shelby County Bar Associa-
tion. The commiltce, hezded
by Lucius, Burch, advised
Jucre Battle it believes
@ had actual
knowledge of the aloresaid or-
ders, decrees and injunctions
issucd by this cour: .., Your
petitioners aver therefora that
there is strong cause to believe

© that r:spundcnt‘_
bis in contemat.”

The charge is based on an °
interview with Mr
published in the Sept. 11 issue
of the Wichita (Kan.) Beacon.
Mr. was glLoted as
saying Ray's finperprints were
found near the scene of Dr.
King's murder in Memphis.

"There is no doubt in my
mind that Ray at least handled
the _nmwurder weapon.” Mr.

was quoted as say- -

- He was in Wichita to
speak on finperprint id ntifica-
tion at a police seminar, "
I In Washington, a Justice De- ™
p

'r h

assistants, associates,

2nd em

artmenl_;|p » k# s man said
uld be we. romment
.Ibalore Judge Battle's ..ilested
order reaches Washington.
But he read lie “Kntzenback
Guidelines" governing utter-

axwyers participating

nlnvarae nndar thais

Rule 3 says, "We dn nnt be-
lieve department personnel :
sheald  refer (publicly) o0 -, . °
investizative procedures, such
as [iapy rprines, polyzrenhs (lie
delecivor resulls), balllitics or
Iahoralory tests. Such drmon-
strutive [facts constitute evie
idence which should ha present-
ed publicly for the first time to
the trial aury in a court of law,

“Disclosure of such matlers
o the public before triil can
be deeply prejudicial without
any sipnilicant additinn o the
puslic’s neerd to he informed.”

Mr. y. the fifth
man to be charged with con-
tempt of Judge Buttie's pre-
trial publicity order, Ray's o,
chicl defense counsel ang an
investizator employed by him ==
and two Memphis repuricrs
were convicted Sept. 30 of cone

- n———
wn bl aen .

Jidze Battle cited Ml'.* tempt with sentence deferred,

!au‘on of an amici curine com-
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In this case, their

staff members, investirators



