December 6, 1984

Dear Hareld,

Enclosed is a piece of mine. I've been very busy with
the RFK Assassination collection that we have acquired at my
library. The collection, from the west coast, arrived last
week and we’ve been unpacking and cataloguing.

I got my chat with Ray last Saturday. I now know what
you were trying to tell me about him: he is smart in his
own way. He mostly wanted to talk FOIA, but let me give you
some highlights and querries:

1. He stonewalled on the Galt alias as he has always done.
Even when I pressed him: he insists it was from a phone
book.

2. He was very rambling and confusing about whether he had
N.O. tel. number(s) for Raoul. He claimed that the FBI had
interviewed two black maids, something about a gangster-
owned motel. He also claimed that he gave Percy Foreman the
last four digits of a N.O. number. I thought Ray was sit-
ting on the secret Raoul phone number(s). Can you clarify?

3. Ray is in FOIA pursuit of something he calls the "four-

mile statements"--statements made by all Memphis cops within
four miles of the Lorraine. Do these exist? My impression

was that Ray was going on heresay--that no one knew if these
existed. Do they? If so they would indeed be crucial.

4. Despite a half dozen very sympathetic entrees, he would
not discuss or elaborate on in any way the conspiracy or
conspirators, he wouldnt even make general references to
anything beyond Racul. Do you think he has ideas he’s too
scared to share?

5. His "security" seems extraordinary. "Segregation"--
locked up 24 hours a day behind nine gates. Has he been
"segregated" since his last escape?

6. He claims that when he has eﬁough new data via FOIA,
Mark Lane will return with a white hat and defend him at his
new trial. He seems to have blocked out the Cowden debacle.

7. He didn’t seem at all interested in the stuff I passed
on to him about the Jim“s Grill witness and the Raoul data
turned up by the two Canadian reporters.

But it was worth the trip to get a feel for his
mentality--at leasﬁ as it exists now.
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After our phone conversation last night. Enclosed is
Ray’s letter and the material he sent me. Please consider
the letter confidential and give it to no one, since he
wrote it to me and the dimensions of in-confidence are
unclear.

Any thoughts or clarifications you have on Ray’s letter
or his enclosures will be greatly appreciated.

Best regards,
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My, Pnilir H. Nel-nson J-mes =, Jday 7 43477
16 f=vtridrs Pl-ce Sh=tion-i
F=rion, 4. 0278, Nasaville, T, 37210.527€,

De-r lir, Nelsnson:

After you left l=st Soiurd~y T loc~ted the JD document -~bout Bl-lkey & taz ser .rv
charge =g-inst my trother John R-y, it is enclosed herein. This bank roblexry chsrcs
had it beginning some where -round E-y 1958 when =n F3I irforment I onced kmaw, Joom
Gawron, told the FBEI thet I »nd -nother robbed the Alton Bonk irn Septarbter 1967, Bu-
senuestly the FEI discovered thot the other =llsged robber was in j=il at iho time o
the robbery. G=wron then brought in another robber(app-rently my other broiher Jerry,
tut by then the “BI no longer relsied on Cawron, (I have seen these FBI documsnts bu*
don't have them in prison). Anyway l-ter the B58lect committee picked up the chase -nd
ch-rged me and Jerry with the robbery. This was on August 16 when I mppesred befor:
committea, There=fter Jerry turned himself in to the Alton police (ses enclos=i 1»=c
Aur. 18th), »nd offered to stond trisal for the robbery. The police said he never was
subpect, (In F2ct he was working in Chigrgo the day the robbery was commitied tu ti=
Selsct Committee s~id he couldn't prove it since his work recorés had hesn "lost”.
There-fter on duzust 25th Bl-key decfled hy other brother h-d comritted the Rothery
(John), +ho didn't hove an -irtight »1ibi, snd went to the JD sasking the irdl. |
However, the ~forem=ntioned document »lso re=d th~t Blskey hed besn to see =+ L .
Silbtert on Fsy 2ith -bout the indictment so one wonders why the committes cha: 23 Jesr
in August with the robbery while talking =sbout indicting John ir M=y ~ous
rothery unless the commlites w-snted to charme them both with the robbery. s s
w-5 conviat®Ed of ~iding & =betiing in > bank robbery committed ir 1970 »nd w=s sans.
by Judge dilli-m Webster (now "BI director), to 18 years in fedar-l prison whzrz ha
st11l 1s.

Also enclosead!

1, Thres prges from the Interrogatbries I filsd on the NAGS vhere the Archives say
thay have 58 cubie fe~t of records under seal,

2. A veceipt fror the Shelby county F-il where I noted wh-t Ph. ars. I BErd baciwsrds.
Tae "no,7573" wes tha last & 33-3ts of = New Urlesns ph. nv. Hsoul z=vs nze Thars ¢
teen consider=ble spscul-tion ~bout the first thraes numbers. Someone nrmed Webhers 2
got the nurber out of 2 couri dceument =nd wrote me =bout i%. (sen two enclosad lette
from 'Independent Tesasrch". The other number (MB3-M429, -lso brciwsrds), I located
17 » B=ten Roume telephone director after Raoul b~d given it to re az a 'brek-up numt
I naver c~lled =nyone ~t the nurber, I suspect it w=s given to me in cone I was -rrest
an” Feoul % his asroci-tes w-ntad to throw the rolice off--sort of = diversicn. Anywa;
I 1i4n't rerember the number, r=ther the n-ome r~tched up with it thot L “ourd in the
directory; ons, ilerman Thompson; -n? -fter I w-s ~rrested hod J2pvy get the niler by
¢~1linm o -sking the operntor for Thompsonfinumber, As to the phone nusbers fercy
Forennn h»s »nd s~id he got ther from me or indirectly from me, iley ~re refersd to &
his depesitlion ha m-~vae in the L1774 U3 he-ring I hed in !enmphis, iny v, Ross, t-74=166
US Tist. Ct. The depesition is reoreduced in vel, v, of ths Select com-iites fin-l
rerorts If you h-va V check outprn. 234 throuch 240,
The =d’ress on the rachipt fown bockw-rds, 0811 N.W. Rbver Drive, i'i. Fi., is one
_fiondolph losenson. 5 Tound Rosenson n-med (oriminsl thyougittRosen), in ny cox i:
fexico in Wovember 1947 just bafore grosning the border into the US. The n-me wos
written on = business cord (b-kkside), -nd had fell or -been pi-mhed bei.ie-n the front
seats of the Fust-ng. I'm sure Rosenson had nothins to do with th. J.IK case. lie wns
in the An“raw Johnson hotel in Mnoxville when I esc-ped in Tme 1977, il cover siorvy
w=s he h-d bern having c=ar problem, but I'm suwre the commitiee ki~ ¥in thers fno
questlioning sinee the hotel we=s owned Uy, SheosarsSsreecnsont=wnereses J0yi Clous,
Gov. Blanton p-tron-ge zhief for the Knoxville -rea, -nd the comsittee probably thus:
2 1ittle trode his w-~y. There is more o the Bosenson story in Xnoxvill- which you
mi gkt obt~in from th~ Knoxwilla police dept.t' ferortersf 5:an Dsiomiasr & O I
af the Xnoxville "3antinel. llis record avidences he w=s an infa 7snt & I surs
he w23 belns used by soneone or ageney.

In respect to the stsdline on June &, 981, I sued but the Jistrict coint woul+ not
sven rermit discovery., The suit is now on appre-l to the UB sixth circult, There we.s
& involved, 3 blacks & one white. The white, =app-rently =t the instig-tior < the
prison administroiien directly or indirectly told che 5 tv in Fashville ghst I =d
orid to Deve the st-biing rerfermed. The story was =ired on ch, § the 77t3 of Juiy
178l on the svenins news by repocter, Zer-y Brinton, who hns = Tasustion rs a meuth
piece for the establishnent/ the informont's n-me isbilliam Wynz.. I nared 3rintor in
sult but he refused to directly -nswer, r-ther he relisd on » téchineslity to h=ve
the suit dismissed.
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In re: Blakey. As sn ex-prosecutor I'm surg he thinks everything I say is

a f=brieation, Usually the s-me type thinks averything =sn informsnt say's is

true. He may vary well hove suspectdthot I wss somewny involved in tha 'Galt matter
you mentioned. Bui since he could not prove it through me decided to say nothiar. He
is exiremly hostile =nd I suspect it has nothing to do with whether or net he thinks
I'm responaible for the MIK ineident, Instesd he things I didn't "cooperate” with hinm
to mrke hin look good. When 7 filed for a psrdon based on "substsntial evidenca

of innocent" 3 ye=rs ago the "Tennesses" quosted him as saying "Unless 2=y =dmits

to murdering Dr. King snd 2ctuslly n-mes the people who worked with him, he shouldn't
get A bucket of spit.,."

I think th-t covers about everything., I doubt if you are interested in 211 of the
sbove but m~y be interested in some of it. I'h also enclosing two letter fron
Webbermsn mentioned =bowve; =nd = clipplng about the stabbing., Don't bother to return
the st=bbinr clipping, And =5 I mentioned, I'll forwsrd to you via my brother any
inform-tion ~bout the pendins FOIA suits, ect. Cood luck with the project.

Sincerely: g 7 fﬁ)

nete. For inform-iion ~bout Thompson & Hosenson mentloned ~bove, sse "The finsl
-ssassin=tions report” Bant~n Books, 1979, pr. 512 & 519 respectively.

Fercy Forem~n is now Bl ye-rs old, He is listed in the phone book in Houstonm,
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UNI""EID STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISIRICT OF COLUMBIA

i
. o
) &
JAMES E. RAY, g &
Plaintifs, ; ‘
v. ) Civil Action No. 79-1887 2
)
NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECCRDS SERVICE, g ‘
=]
Defendant. % il
ANSWERS TO_INTFRROGATORTES 3
JAMES E. O'NEILL, Acting Archivist of the Unitad States, being duly sworm,
hereby responds to interrogatories propounded by plaintiff:
Interrogatory no. 1t Has the United States District court for the Dissrict of f

Colurbia ordered pursuant to, Lee v, Kelly, no. 76-1185 & 1186, the sequestering
in the Watiecnal Archives & Records Service ('"National Archives"), for a2 period
of Tifty (50) years tapes & transcripts thereof resulting from the Federal
Bureau of Investigation ("F.B.I."), electronic surveillance ccmmencing in ;|

1563 uncil Aprdl 1948 2 [sic]

Answer: The United States Distriet Court for the District of Columbia has placed
uncder seal in the National Archives for a pericd of fifty years commencing in :
1877 the tapes, trenscripts, logs and other records pertaining to the Federal
Bureau cf Investigation's =lectronis surveillance and investigation of i
Ur. Martin Luther King, Jr. and the Southern Christian Leadershiz Conferencs

during the years 1963-1968. The inventery of these FBI records, prepared at

the Court's Order and also mrintained under seal, reveals the existence within '
the National Archives of tape recordings covering the period January 5, 19§I4

through October 30, 1965; transeripts covering the peried January 5, -lyﬁh

through January 23, 1564; and logs covering the period Octover 2:'4, 1963

through June 13, 196A.

of 6 pages. ; Deponent's initials \'.Df
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Interrogatory no. 2: If the answer to the preceding question is affirmative,
describe the inventory or volume of the material ordered sequestered by the

court. [sic]

Answer: As noted in defendant’'s answer to the irst interrogatory, the
Court ordered the FBI to prepare an inventory of records then placed under
seal in the National Archives, The inventory, also under seai according

to our interpretation of the Court's Order, is 838 pazes long, and pertains
to the entire corpus of materials which total approximately 58 cuble feet of
records, ineluding 83 tape recordings.

Interrogatory no. 3: Briefly state the reascn(s) for the Court order

sequestering said tapes & transcripts thereof. [sic]

Answer: Defendant has no lnowledge or information responsive to this

Interrogatory.

Interrogatory no. 4: Are all of the conversations on said tapes & transcripts
thersof of a personal nature wherein Dr. King is always one of the participants
in the recorded conversations. By '"personzl" plaintiff means the contents

of saild tapes & transcripts thersof are limited to mals/female or Tamily
communications as opposed to business, political, philoscphical, ect., criented
endevors Dr. King was engaged in in promoting his goals ? [sic]

Answer: Defendant has no kmowledge or information respensive to this

interrogatory.

Interrogatory no. 5: Describe the term "personazl" as interpreted by the
court or others who were instrumentel in having the tapes & transcripts
thereof sequested in the National Archives. [sic]

Answer: Defendant has no kmowledge or information responsive to 'this -

interrogatory.



Interrcgatory no. 20: If one or more of the preceding questions cannct be
answered by the MNational Archives, will the Archives seek the assistance
of appropriate authorities in answering said Interrogatories? {sic]

|
Answer: No. : .

Interrogatory no. 21: Eriefly cite the purpcse of the Naticnal Archives &
Records Service as reflected in the National Archives charter, or what

ever authority the Archives is operating under. [sic]

Answer: With certain inapplicable additions, the finctions and purposes

of the National Archives and Records Service are based on statutes which
have been codified into positive law as chapters 15, 21, 22, 23, 25, 29, 31
and 33 of title 44, United States Code.

T have read the answers above, and they are true end complete to the best of

my knowledge and belief.

Supscribed and sworn to before me at Elghth and Pennsylvania Avenue,

ar
Northwest, Washington, D.C., on this 2/ day of September 1979.

=] i =
WA o S Q Qg t['—;’/p“'@-r‘"

Notary Public”

My commissicn expives: Avi. 3,197 y
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yhilip B. Heymamn % 1978
tscigt:int Attorn.y General ;.:gu;::c:;;d
Criminal Divisicn s

flfred L..Bantman, Chief

Ganeral Crimes Scction

Criminal Division

Select Commlttes on Assassinations = United States House of

Represcntativesy John Rayy Perfury

This is in response to your request for our views as ©O
whether John Ray should be prosacuted for perjury, 18 U.5.C.
152 , as & result of Mr. Ray'a alleged faolse testimony to the
House Select Committoe on Assasainations. We have concluded
tazt prosecution should be declined bacause (1) tha allagedly
ialse testimony was not materiml and (2) all surrounding ciz-
cumstances show that prosecutorial discretion is best excrcised
by declining prosecation. :

By letter to the Attorney General dated June 15, 19278
(Tob &), the Cogmittes specifically xcferred Jobn Ray's May 9,
1976 testimonyjthat he did not participate in several back
robberies. The referral was specificall authorizad by
Comaittee resolution dated May 17. 1978]

prior to formally referring this matter to ths Department
of Justice, Mr. Blakey met with United Etates Attormey Ezzl
Silsert and a representative of the Criminal Pivision on May 24,
1973 conccrning this allegedly false testimony. At that time
Mr. Blakey advised that the primaxy reason that he wanted John
Ray charged with perjury was to convince James Barl Ray to i
testlfy befors tha Committee concerning his knowlesdge of the g
assassination ©f Dr. Martin Luther King. other words,
Hr. Blakey was desirous of being in the pos tion of telling
James Earl Ray that if be does not cooperats wita the Comaittge
2nd tell the truth, his lack of cooperntion will regult ip the
incarceration of memders of his family — i.e., Jobn Ray yill
be prosecuted Jox perjury by the Department of Justiga 2
connection with his false tostimony to the Committes i

On May 9, 1978, Jchn Ray appeared ho!oto-tbq Comnittze in
Exccutive Scasion after having been granted immunity pursuant
to 18 U.S.C. 60)5. [?:. Rey bad previously sppearcd beicss the |

General Crimes
cusbage (2)
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Commaittee on rpril 17 and 18 in which hz exhibited a rezoazkeble
2ck of memsry of anything specific[(the transcripts arec
attached — Tab B). At Mr., John Ray's May Sth appearanco_hf
w£s advised by Mr. Michacl Eberhardt, ASSistantiD:pgﬁy Chies
el, that he was going to ask Mr. ArY a serie £
i:gziic;s zbout crimes, particularly bank robberies, whfch
ﬁad previocusly occurred. Mr, Ray was further adviseg that this
line of gquestioning was being pursued to determine if fanes )
Lerl Fay recelved monies from 2ny source during the pericd oi
his fugitivity — from April 23, 1?67 until June 8, 1968: John
Fay wes advised that a determination as to whether or not James
Ezrl Ray was financially assisted could ", . . bear on the
gnestion of whether or not James Earl Ray, himself, w;s_%nxglzgg
in the eveatual nssassinationﬁog“p;.ﬁgaftin Luther King,
(transcript of May 9 attached — Tab 53;

= eked = series of guestions

L DEELSE hi’ zzamffiffof-hgngafn:olvement in the zobbery o=
rolative to Big Knom et s o July 13, 1567. This robbery of
}%¥3§35r which remains to thig day unsolved, may explain James
Earl Fzy's sourca of funds during his fugitivity. James Earl
Fay, 23 well zg his brather, John, is known to have been ins the

TFEE— et —tlmbeyy Af Alton, Illinois on the date of the robbery,
{Jsmes Earl Ray purchased an BUtomeby

loa for g200 cash on July 14
1867 within 395 mileg of Alton.) The FPBI, . ¥ ’

. ) acting on informant
information after Dr. King's assassination, considered Jemes

28 & suspect, However, tle mow deceased informant, John Gawran,
proved scmewhat ucralisble (2lthough he persisted in hig cop-
tention that James was involved) and the FBI could not develop
evidence corroborating the allegatiéﬁzl

Joha Ray was convicted of the 1970 robbery of the Bank of
St. Peters, Miszouri, mo Fecalved an 18 year sentence from
which he was to be peroled in late June, 1878, Kia y 2,
13978 Executive Session testimony, however, containsz|denialg o<
any involvement in the St. Peters robbery. The FBI Eilgo carried
Jabn FKay ar a Suspe~t in » series of bank robberies which,
tccording to the Committee, contain remarkable similaritics to
the modus operandi of the Alton bank Tohbery (a 2 mor

TSRS
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1, Fermere & Tradcrs B.nk 1/28/70
Moredozia, Illinois

2. L=zddcnia State Bank 6/11/70
: Laddonia, Missouri

3. DBaok of Eawthorme ‘ 7/29/70
Eawthorne, Florida

4. Farmers Benk of Liberty 10/17/69
- Liberty, Missouri - . e

Tin addition to d:nying any personal involvement ia, and knowledge

~5f, these bank robberies, Mr. Ray genarally deniled cver being
involved in any bank robbery or engaging in zny armsd robbery
with James Earl Rag !

The following evidence has been developed demonstrating
tho falsity of John Ray's teatimony:

(1) James Russell Kodgers has testifiod befors thc Committes
(Tad E) that he and John Ray participated in the rebbzry of all
four of the above banks)

(2) [Clarence Haynes, when interviewed by the Comaittee
advised thnt he and John Ray participated in the robbery of the
Laddonia State Bank, Laddopia, Missouri (Tzb F).

{(3) Ronald Goldenstein when intsrviewed by the Comnmittce
advised that he and John Ray participated in the rcbbery of the
Farmsrs & Traders Bank, Mersdosia, Illinols, end the Bznk of
5t. Peters, St. Peters, Missourl (Tzb a).

A8 can be psen by the above, there currently exists two
witfesses (James Raseell Rodgers and Ronald Goldenstein) who
can testify that John Ray participated in the robbery ol the
Farmers & Traders Bank, Meredosia, Illinois, anu twdo witncsscs

! (Jomes Ruscsell Rodgers and Clzrence Baync;)] who can teotify
te f

thzt John Ray participated in the rxcbbory ©f ‘he Leddonic Sta

e
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Lznk, Laddsniz, lsissouri. Further, there is ‘sufficienc eviiunce
tc cha-gc John Day fer perjury for his denial of comzitting the
ft. Duters robdery for which he was convicted and seatsnecd. .
In addition, fonald Gold:nstezin can testify thet Joha FRey
przticipzted in the St. Pcters bank robbery. Ko evidencs ciiists
that Jochn Ray, Jancs Earl Ray, or anybady partxélpateo in thn
Bank ©f Alton, IllIEoLs, bznk robbery that occurred on July 13,
1557 curing the period of time thet James izrl Ray was a
Luaitlvg,:k

_ Our recommendetion to decline prosecution in this case is
based on the £ollowing reasons:

(1) If John Ray were indicted for perjury, the charges
vould be of 2 "bootstrap® verlety: 4i.e., the charge arises
from sworn testimcny recently elicited about events which
cccurred cight or more years ago. Since we can no longer prose-
cute John Ray for the bank robberies themselves because of the
five year statute of limitatfons (sees 18 U.5.C. 3282), we would
be bootstraping ocurselves by going after John Ray for perjury
concerning thase same bank robberies. 1/ Zrlthough logic indi-
catos that a prosecution for perjury about crimes that ozcurred
beyond the statute of limitations will lie, there is little iamw
dircctly on the issue. dJudge ¥Wyzanski atated in dictes in
United Steotes v. ¥orcester, 190 P. Supp. 548, 569 (D. Mass.
1951), that a federal perjury proseccution may be based upcn =2
willfully false ctztcment sbout a matter not punishable by the
fedaral eriminal lzw., In Wercester, the defendants argu=sd
unsucecessfully that it was "Zundamentally unfair to put them
under oath as witnesses to testify to matters occurring mesny
years ago, many of which {were] barred by the statute of
linitations.* Cf. United States v, Rayor, 204 F. Supp. 4586,
492 (S.D. Cal. 1962), aff'd, 323 F.2d 519 (9th cir. 1%63), cert.
deng, 375 U.S. 993 (1964).

1/ See mttached copy of former DAG Tylsr's memorandum to former
Director Xelley in which the bootstrap principle was used to
decline proasecution of an FBI agent for obstroction of justice
in csnnection with perjurious statements given during zn FBI
internal investigation into the dcstruction of a note fronm
L=¢ Ezrvey Cswald thot HMr, Oswald bhad lcft st tie Dallca f£icld
eilice approz;mntnly a2 weck before the Kennedy sesassingtic
frgs) k}c
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{2) Only one of the bank rcbberies, the robbery o: the ..
Lonk of Alten, Illinois, on July 12, 1967, was committed during .
the period of Jumes Earl Ray's fugitivity — from April 23, -
1887 through Junc 8, 1968. There is no existing or anticigpated

tegtizony or other evidence to link John Rey or Jsacs Farl oy
to that robbery. It appears that the real issue concerning the
remzining bank robberies is thet of cstecblishing the cotorizlity
¢f tho testimony, a neccessary element for a perjury prosccution.
The trsditionzl test of materiality of a2 false statemcnt is
whet! - the testimony has a naturzl effect or tendeacy to
.influeace, impede or dicesuade the investigating body. Laited
ftztes v. Parker, 244 F.2d 943 (7th Cir,), cert. den. 355 U.5.
838 (LQS?).;iAlthnugh the authority of the Select Comnittec is
brcad (see H. Res. 222 — Tab I), John Ray was advised that the
purpose of the guestions into the motters of bpnok robberies was
to detormine James Earl Ray's source of funds.] The bank
robberies that occurred after James Earl Ray Wes arrested ca -
June 8, 1268 cculd not have besn a source of funds for Jazmes
Ezrl Ray while he was a fugitive. Therefore, it counld be argued
that the broad authority of the Comaittee had been lirited by
the Committee's cwn statement in connection with the cucstions
concerning the bank robberies. Even if it could be arcucd thas
the guestions asked zbout the bank robberiecs that occurred after
the Alton bamk robbery went to credibility and were thercfore
material, it would seem that a relationship or similarity in

the benk robberics would be necessary.

The Committee has taken the position that because of the

[Eramarkable similarities in circumstances between the five bank
robberies in guestion and the Bank of Alton robbery, John Ray's
Egznials_are undoubtedly relevant to the guestion of his ocun
perticipstion in the Alton robbery. John's involvement, given
the known, azlleged and inferred relationship betweesn John eand
Jdanzg during 1857-68, is relevant to the specific inguiry into
Jazea s3ible involvement in the same robbery." (pzge 14 of
Tak D).\ However, my review of the factg surrounding the bank
robSciles 25 sct forth in & chart supplicd by the Committee

(Tab D), indicates that the only real similarity is the fack ’

that the banks were robbed by armed men wearing stocking nagks,

In fact, & review of the two bank robberies for which wo have - -
two witnesses indicating John Fay's participaticn. (Laddontia
ftote Bank and rarmers & Traders Bank) indicate many dic- )
einilaritics. In the Bank of Rlton robdery, there w;;c:,z-:a}ar.’nﬂ

- T P ey g e & Yataop
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[E:: cre who uscd 2 _bluo automatic pigtol znd a_sawed-o: =
gln, Thv4r crothing and stocking maskzs wure latez foun bursned
in t the woods. Therc was no geotaway driver and thc xrobiers iled
zi. In thc ropberies ofi the Laddcniz State Bank znd the
"h . Tradcrs Bark thore were threc &aé_ﬁﬁﬂz_hank_x;La'-f
tzvely znd & chrope revelver =nd a sawed-off shoLgun Cf
:;il‘ were used, The robhurs stocking masks were discazded
“along the getmway route. (The Committee's interview report of
Golécnsteln in.i.ates the stocking masks were burped astor the
farmzrs & Traders Bark robbery.) The robbzrs did not ilce co
Ieob but used a getaway vehicle, ~Since the Coomittez has no
¢vidence of anyone being involved in the Pank of Alton rcbdery,
znd because of the diesimilarities {n the bank robberies, it

zpocers that it is immaterial to the Committee's inguiry.whether
Jonn Pay acdmitted or denled his involvement In any of the hank

B e ey

i

rouberies other than the Bapnk of Alton, and that his false
i tostizony with respect to these later bank robberies did not
influence, impedc, or dissuade the Comzittee, In other wozds,
caly the Bank of Alton _eppeara to be meterial and we have no

vvidcnce, direct or otherwise, that Joha Ray v licd azbout his
participation in that bank_rob,ber&'-:[

T

{2) Returning an indictment zgzinst Jobn Ray in ordcr to
prescure his brother James Earl Ray {into 'cooperating couic znd
chould be vicwed gs an sbuse of process, It is one thing to use
tho criminal laws to pressure &n individozl into cooperuting
with the govermment. It is another thing to use the criminal
lzws againct comconc to pressure znother individusl into
coeperating with the governmeant. This is pazticularly true
when the indlvicuals involved are close family relatives cuhh
zs brothers. R :

The facts of this casc have been discussed with United
ctates Attorney Earl silbert who concuzs in our recommcndaticn,

For your information, on two occasions, Junc 23, 1978 ani -

regust 24, 1978, rcpreszntetives of the Criminzl Division met .. ... -
with James Lasar, John Ray's attorney, in aa unsuc-essiul ciiort

ts cbtsin Rey's truthful cooperation with the Commitisc, This
cpproach of sttemoting to sid tho Comaittce bhas ieen a parcasunt
cuideline in reviewing this entire matter. I:: that rera=g, Lt

muzt be noted thzt on August 8, 1978, ‘Clzud= Powell, Jz.; wus
iniicted in the pistrict ot Columoiz for contempt of c-"“—gnij
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UNKNOWN FUNDS
* . James Earl Ray

‘But what we have here is
~“hegative evidence, It is
always Egss_iklg lomarrow
Bew evidence wil]
" gevelop , . . . If there
35 Deen a conspiracy,
‘there is no evidence yet.’

3
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House Probe Can’t Prove

Sources Of Ray’s Money

WASHINGTON (UPD) — House Assassi-
nations Committee investigators reported .
Wednesday they have been unable to learn
where gamastEarl gayhmﬁegim ‘of the
money he spent as a fugitive and after
Martin Luther King's murder,
it They clnlltd thisk“negab:.itve evidence” and -,

proof of a conspiracy but said that ~ be-
cause of such background gaps — they cannot
rule out uumhm:y Ray may have had -
financial help unknown accomplices,

Nonetheless, chief committee counsel G.
Robert Blakey and chief investigator Edward _
Evmta!dthapaneliththairwiaimkay
probably got mest of his funds from a still-pn-
solved bank robl in Alton, IIL, his home-
town, on July 13, 1687, :

That was three months after he escaped
[rmnaM!suwiprlmnmdnlnnqonihsbctm
Kiag was slain in Memphis,

Two gunmen in stocking masks- netted
$27000 in the Alton holdup, and the panel
investigators said autborities suspecled — but

muldmtpm—muzmdunen:mu_ of hig
brothers pulled that job, | i

STAOUIS POST-DISPATCH

|

f s - .- i ‘\
Tri., August 18, 1978

‘:79:{ 1

L |

Jerry Rc‘l_y Visits Alton Bank' -
To Deny He Robbed It In

By ROBERT J. WEHLING o A
statute of limitations and (o./be

Of the Pst-Dispatch Statf " charged with the 1967 armed holdup |
IT police wanted. 4

A brother of James Earl Ray
popped into the Bank of Alton, 111.,

. today and told startleq bank cffi-

cers he had no part in roabing it 11
years ago,

Then Jerry Ray went to the Alton
Police Department and repeated
the denial for amused officers,

Both visits apparently stemmed
from th. appearance of James Earl
Ray before a congressional commit-
tee in Washington. The committee
Is Investigating the assassination of
the Rev, Dr. Martin Luther King ,
for which James Earl Ray is serv-
ing a prison sentence.

In questioning, Rep. Floyd [,
Fithian, D-ind., strongly implied
that James Earl Ray and brother
Jerty could have robbed the Bank
of Alton on July 13, 1967 and used
the money to stalk King befare the
assassindtion 15 months later,

Standing before a local television
camera and a newspaper reporter,
Jerry, in a powder blue sport coat,
told Bank of Alton Vice President
Paul E. Utterback that he had no
part in the robbery in which $27,230
was taken, Ray said he was enroute

’6;7 ‘

to the police station to waive any

At police headquarters, Jerry
Ray told Police Chief Rudy ‘Sowd-
ers, Assistant Chief John Light, Lt
Walter Conrad, and cthers, that he
would take a iie detector test if they
desired. o

Police declined the offer,

"He was interviewad briefly by
Lt. Conrad and was told he is not,
and was oot then, a suspect in the
haldup,” Sowders said. .

Two masked men rifled two cash
drawers in the 1367 holdup at e
bank at 1520 Washington Avenue
and escaped without harmirg any-
one. It was the first bank row.ery in
Alton's history, and ramlilg un-
solved, g s

“Conrad asked him If he wanted
to confess to the crime, and he sald
he could not confess to something he
did not do," Sowders said. "“Then
we took hiis name and address and
told him we'd call him il we nesded
him. "

Conrad said Ray told him he Is
now 43, unemployed, and living with
relatives in the Mehlville area of
south St. Louis County. Then he left,
accompanied by cameramen. .,




