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MURKIN Conspiracy

gleefully pointed out that Ray was "unable to produce one witness
to establish Raoul s existence,“35 he did produce the name of a
man whom he implied might have some connection with Raoul, even
if the connection was\unrelated to the King case.

In a 1977 interview with the Canadian Broadcast Company
(CBC) Ray first mentioned the name Randolph Erwin Rosenson. Ray
claimed that in November 1967, a few weeks after he had met with
Raoul, he found a business card with Rosenson’s name on it (then

Randolph "Rosen") in the front seat of his white Mustang

automobile. J_ L %M’W}WW&MG Ooen wa’_j&,,f\;{,’a/‘ﬁ%

VUK* In November 1967 I found, before crossing into

California from Mexico, a pack of cigs. between the

) %7 seats in front of the car I was driving, a Mustang.

The cigs. were in a plastic container and stuck

gwkﬂﬁ/' between the two was a business card. On one side it

with a Miami address. The other side had typed names

/Tnlp. ! had the name Randolph Rosen written in long hand along
)

& addresses inked out although New orleans appeared to

J“ v be the city -plus there were initial [sic] which I

believe were LEAA.

Ulﬁﬁt) Ray claims that when he was in jail in Memphis following the

assassination, he began to make some notes; and he then scribbled

"Rosen’'s" name and the Miami address that was on the card,

37

putting the numbers of the street in reverse order. Ray

provided the author with a photocopy of a receipt issued to him

by the Shelby County Jail for money he had received from his

sister. The receipt is dated December 23, 1968, and the

In prison Ray wrote almost all phone numbers and addresses 1n
reverse numerical order, a crude code presumably designed to
confuse the authorities who he assumed were surveilling him.

7'/W
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scribbled notations on it read: "0Bll N. W. River Dr.
Mi,F1.ROSEN LEA [intelligible]". That these notations were made

in December of1968 rather than at some later time has yet to be

! {47 o hea )
established. VTM « ﬂ[,d} ﬁdj‘i"Z{[:L},/'{,{ 1

W 4;::; Ray stated to the author that it was not until 1975 that he

discovered that Randolph Rosen was really Randolph Rosenson.>8

In preparation for one of the several lawsuits that Ray has
initiated against authors who have written about him, Ray claims
that his then attorney Clyde Watts, now deceased, investigated
"Rosen" in New Orleans. According to Ray, Watts discovered that
"Rosen" was actually Rosenson, that he had a criminal record and
that he was a narcotics dealer.

Ray’s intimation that Rosenson might have information about
Raoul (made during Ray’s 1977 CBC interview)f§ prompted HSCA to
conduct what the Committee described as "an exhaustive investi-
gation of Rosenson’s background, associates and movements in the
1960s."39 wHsca &ade some interesting discpveries.40 Rosenson
had indeed traveled to Mexico in late 1965 and early 1966,
although the Committee could not place him there in late 1967
when Ray alleges he found the card with "Rosen’s" name on it
after meeting with Raoul. Ray further alleged that at the time
of this Mexican encounter, Raoul was dealing some sort of contra-
band which Ray thought to be narcotics or stolen cars.%1

According to HSCA, Rosenson operated a traveling carnival
business that, as the Committee put it, "gave him mobility.'I42
But it is the pattern of Rosenson’s "mobility" in the year

following Ray’s 1967 escape from Missouri State Penitentiary (the

year preceding the assassination) that is most intriguing.
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Although HSCA found no evidence that Rosenson was in New Orleans
in December of 1967 when Ray drove there from Los Angeles and
allegedly met with Raoul, the Committee did find that Rosenson
was in Los Angeles at the same time as Ray and that Rosenson made
frequent trips to New Orleans to visit friends and.relatives.
Moreover, Rosenson "traveled in many of the same New Orleans

circles as Ray’s assoc

iate Charles Stein, a former New Orleans
RLE!

resident who lived in Los Angeles in 196 Rosenson and
Stein, with whom Ray was acgquainted in Los Angeles, seemed to
have quite a bit in common. Both were known to New Orleans
police "for similar criminal conduct"; they shared the same
lawyer, frequented the same bars, and "had m;tual acgqguaintances"
in New Orleans.%4

The Committee also established that Rosenson was in
Birmingham, Alabama in March 1967 when Ray purchased the rifle
that was eventually identified as the murder weapon. The reader
will recall that- Ray claims to have purchased the rifle on
Raoul’s instructions, as a sample to be shown to prospective
buyers in a gunrunning deal. HSCA also found that Ray and
Rosenson used the same Birmingham bank during this period.

HSCA interviewed Randolph Rosenson six times, and he
appeared before the Committee in executive session.” He denied
knowing Ray, Raoul, or Charles Stein. HSCA concluded:

Despite the opportunities for Ray and Rosenson to have
met, an extensive field investigation, including

interviews of Rosenson’s relatives, friends, business
associates, criminal contacts and numerous law

* As with most HSCA records, his testimony has not been made

public.

98



MURKIN Conspiracy

enforcement officials failed to establish a definite
link between Ray and Rosenson. The Committee @
concluded that Rosenson was not.invE%ved with Ray in a
conspiracy to assassinate Dr. King.

This conclusion is a stunning non sequitur even by HSCA
standards. To the aqthor's knowledge, Ray has never claimed that
Rosenson was in any way involved in an assassination .conspiracy
but, rather, that Rosenson might be a link to Raoul. Nor did Ray
claim to have had any direct contact with Rosenson. The question
under investigation should have been whether any of Rosenson’s
criminal associates or contacts had seen Rosenson with any Raoul-
like characters, not whether they had seen Ray and Rosenson
together. It is also indicative of HSCA'q failure to apply
consistent standards of evidence that despite the pattern éf
geographic proximity and mutual acqu;intanée, the Rosenson matter
was dismissed for lack of an eyewitness while the Committee's
conclusion that Ray was linkéd to a St. . Louis-based conspiracy
was offered without a single witness who could establish linkage,
and was based solely on the opportunities for linkage provided by
geography and mutual acquaintance.

There was also a more recent episode in the saga of the
traveling carnival man, one never mentioned by HSCA. It was Ray
who indicated in a letter toﬁthe author that Rosenson "was in the
Andrew Johnson Hotel in Knoxville when I escaped [from Brushy

Mountain Prison in Petros, thirty-five miles outside of Knox-

ville] in June 1977."46  This was confirmed by Stan DelLozier, a

reporter for the Knoxville News-Sentinel who had done a story on
Rosenson in 1978 when he was being guestioned by Hsca.?7?

DeLozier managed to dig up information which HSCA either did not
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MURKIN Conspiracy

have or chose not to reveal. He interviewed Rosenson’s Knoxville
lawyer, Gene A. "Chip" Stanley, Jr. Stanley confirmed that
Rosenson had been convicted in New Orleans of drug offenses and
customs violations. The reader will recall that Ray claimed that
Raoul was dealing in‘contraband--possibly narcotics. Ray had
also alleged, in a letter to the author, that Rosenson was
involved in narcotics-dealing in New Orleans.48 HSCA merely
referred to Rosenson’s unspecified "criminal conduct” in New
Orleans,49 thereby diminishing the relevance of Rosenson’s record
to the possibility that he might somehow be linked to the man Ray
calls Raoul. Rosenson’s lawyer also told Stan DeLozier that
Rosenson went by the name "Ben Rubin," which again was not
mentioned by HSCA.

Boyd Cloud, the proprietor of the Andrew Johnson Hotel in
Knoxville, told reporter DeLogier that Rosenson (or "Rubin" as
Cloud knew him) stayed at the hotel from late May to July or

August of 1977, including the time of Ray’s escape from the
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nearby prison (in June).® Both Rosenson’s iawyer and the hotel
owner told DeLozier that Rosenson’s presence in Knoxville during
the spring and summer of 1977 was due to a car accident he had
had there, and to financial difficulties in the wake of the

accident. Said Cloud bf Rosenson/Rubin: "He intended to leave

sooner. He talked about going to Michigan and to Canada."?0

While there is no evidence of any conspiratorial dimension to
Ray’s 1977 prison escape, the possibility that the escape had
been orchestrated by sinister forces was openly expressed by a
variety of public figures during the 54 1/2 hours before Ray was
captured alive. HSCA chairman Lewis Stokes was quoted in Time
magazine as saying: "My real concern is whether Ray was lured
into this escape and, if so, whether for the purpose of killing
him to stop him from talking" (June 27, 1977 p. 12). Ray’s
escape came during HSCA's. investigation of the King case, after
Ray had already been interrogated for 25 1/2 hours by HSCA
lawyers but before he was to be put on the stand and questioned
about Raoul (according to Stokes, Time cited above).

Ray was apprehended several miles from the prison. He had
been wandering through the rattle-snake-infested woods until he
was finally overtaken by two prison guards carrying shotguns and
led by bloodhounds. .According to guard Sammy Joe Chipman (Time,
June 27, 1977, p. 12 "Capture in the Cumberlands"), he came upon

Ray lying exhausted under a pile of leaves: "James, are you all
right?" asked Chapman. After a pause Ray replied "I'm all
right."

{ The fact that Ray returned alive was generally regarded as
|prima facie proof that there was no conspiratorial presence
behind his breakout. But Ray had evidently wandered for two and
a half days through a maze of hilly forests and narrow, twisting
dirt roads leading only to abandoned log cabins and defunct coal
mines. It is possible that the outcome of Ray’s escape might
have been different had he found his way to "civilization."

. F It is also possible that Ray might have met a different fate
had he not been found by two good ol” boys from the prison who
asked "James" if he was all right. The search for Ray was, by
most press accounts, both massive and chaotic. Helicopters
swarmed above the area while 100 local lawmen scoured the woods.
Five van loads of SWAT teams were brought in by Tennessee State
Police and no fewer than 75 FBI agents were dispatched to the

. scene. In a hunt that large over such a huge area with such a

variety of personnel, it would be very difficult to exclude from
the hunt a person or persons- whose instructions might be to shoot
Ray with no questions asked, especially if they joined the hunt
under a false flag.
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Ray indicated to the author on two occasions that, as he put
it, "I am sure Rosenson had nothing to do with the MLK case."51
While there is absolutely no evidence to suggest otherwise, one
wonders how Ray can muster such certainty given what he professes
to believe about the case--that Raoul set him up as a patsy, that
Rosenson may somehow have been linked to Raoul. Some of Ray’s
comments to the author reveal a nebulous sqspicion of Rosenson.>?2
Ray asserted that Rosenson’s New Orleans trial transcript, which

Ray claims to have sight of, showed that Rosenson was an

"informant"; and, said Ray, "I suspect he was being used by
someone or some agency."

Whether Randolph Rosenson was some sort of Government infor-
mant is unknown. Perhaps HSCA records, as yet undisclosed, caﬁ
provide the answer. Surely he was not affiliated with LEAA at
the point in time at which Ray contends that he found Rosenson’s
name on a business card (November 1967). The Law Enforcement
Assistance Administrakion (LEAA) was created in 1968 as a provi-
sion of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe Streets Act which was
passed that same year. There was an Office of Law Enforcement
Assistance (OLEA) in existence from 1965 to 1968. It was a small
federal program and was supplanted by LEAA. Either Rosenson was
prescient when it came to agency acronyms or Ray is wrong. It is
ﬁéssible that Ray confused a later sighting of an "LEAA" affili-
ation for Rosenson with the first sighting of Rosenson’s name on
the card, or that Ray confused OLEA with LEAA. It is also
possible that Ray invented the affiliation in order to create an

intriguing federal dimension to the world of "Raoul."
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But the significance of the Rosenson matter derives neither
from allegations concerning ties to the federal government nor
from the unsubstantiated premise that Rosenson might somehow have
been involved in the assassination nor from a possible associa-
tion between Ray ahd Rosenson (of which HSCA found no evidence
and which Ray never claimed existed). The significance is that
Ray has produced the name of an identifiable individual whose
ties to New Orleans drug traffic and whose travels in the year
before the assassination--travels which parallel Ray’s and also
parallel Ray’s alleged meetings with Raoul--provide a possible
entre into the shadowy world of "Raoul." Without any complicity
in the King case, Rosenson could still have been associated with
Raoul or Raoul-like characters who were_handling Ray during the
crucial period between his 1967 prison break and the assassina-
tion. Such associations, however "innocent" on Rosenson’s part
(in the sense of being unrelated to the King conspiracy), should
have been the fo&us of an energetic HSCA investigation. Instead
of concentrating on whether Rosenson was in contact with Ray,
HSCA should have concentrated on whether Rosenson had any asso-
ciates whose travels seemed to shadow Ray’s as he wound his was
to Memphis under the "Galt" cover.

Not only was Ray’s post-assassination fugitive odyssey
replete with mysterious contacts but there is a crucial gap in
his known whereabouts. No one can say for sure whether James
Earl Ray was alone or in the company of others soon after the

April 4 assassination, because no one knows for sure where he was

from April 6 to April B8.:
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(1) The FBI’s investigation, in many ways both thorough and suc-
cessful, nevertheless failed to resolve several 'significant questions
concerning Ray’s ﬁ_.nnmmnwmmunso: activities.. One such question was
the reason for Ray’s trip from Los Angeles to New Orleans in Decem-
Ler 1967, The task of the committee in the New Orleans investigation
was to determine, first, the nature of Jumes Earl Ray’s activities while
in New Orleans and, second, whether these activities might bear on
individual or individunls, L .
(2) Several separate sources of information on Ray’s trip werd avail-
able to the committee. These included FBT investigative files; wit-
nesses in hoth California and New Orleans; Ray’s own statements to
the committee and other interviewers regarding his trip; and a variet
of conspiracy nllegations that have surfaced since the nssassinntion of-
fering explanations for Roy’s New Orleans activities.?
(3) Much of the FI3T’s investigation in 1968 involved interviews of
friends-and relatives of Charles Stein,* individuals who had comie
into contact with Ray during his 2-day stay in New Orleans, Where
possible, the commitiee located these individuals,(f) and eonducted
its own interviews, In some cases, the committee nlso interviewed FFBI
agents responsible for the original investigation (2). As could be ex-
pected, the passage of time significantly diminished the amount of
detuil that could be furnished by those interviewed. In a few cases,
potentinl witnesses had died. (3) o .
(1) Apart from the FBI’s investigation, the committee also had
access Lo Ray’s own explanation for his trip. While many of Ray’s
statements proved unreliable, the commiltee, nevertheless, attempted
to investigate any detail furnished by Ray that might shed light on
the purpose of the trip: The information provided by Ray and witness
statements then provided the background for the commitlee’s New
Orleans investigation.

“the nssassination or indicate a conspiracy between Ray and another

: i . ’ ._ p ? '
Rax’s, Account o tue New Orreans Trie?

(5) On December 15,1967, James Earl Ray and Charles Stein de-
parted Los Angeles for New Orléans, Ray’s own account of his activi-
ties, from December 15, 1967, until his return to Los Angeles remained
relatively consistent throughout his various interviews with the com-
miltee. Sometime subsequent to his arrival in Los Angeles in mid-
November, Ray said that he called his contact [an associate of Raoul]

! See gec. TT0 of Report for a detailed discusslon of several New Orleans based
conspirney ‘allegations. ) . o

*Charles Sleln was Ray's traveling companion to.and from New Orelans.

* A more extensive discusslon’ of ay's accounts on the New Orleans trip ean
e found In u separate sinff report entitled “Compilation of the Stateswents of
James Karl Rny.” Bee, vol. ITI, HSOA-MLK hearings at pp. 201-200,
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- in New Orleans.(4) e made the eall, Lie said, Lecanse he was short
on funds. During the course of this phone call, Ray was instructed
to travel to New Orleans during the month of December to meet with
Ruoul, although no precise date for this proposed journey was speci-
fied. Ruy maintained that his decision to drive to New Orleans pre-
dated his discussion on December 14 with Marie Martin at the Sultan
Room Bar, Tt was during this discussion that Ray mentioned to Mar-
tin that he would be traveling to New Orleans. (5) Martin, accordin
to Ray, Mu Emmﬁ_ interest aﬁ H“.u..m intention to ::.w.w this ﬂ:ﬂ::
suggested that her copsin, Charles Stein, gccompany Ray and share
imn_w__ the driving. . \;.T% by w&m rngﬁg .
= (6) Ray has never provided ‘extensive detail on (he drive to New
Orleans, or about Charles Slein, his driving pariner. 1Te has stated
thut he has no recollection of his discussions with Stein and conceded
thut he could have told him anything. Stein and Ray drove straight
through to New Orleans, without stopping at night; tha driving was
split. While en ronte, Ray mude a phone call to his hrother, Jerry, the
purpose of which, Ruy claimed, was merely to eheck in with him and
suy hello. .
(T) After arriving in New Orleans, Ray said he checked into the
Provinciul Motel on the recommendation ‘of Charles Stein. Since he
and Ruoul had no prearranged meeting place, Ray culled the New
Orleans telephone number and was instructed Ly an individual to
meet Raoul ut Le Bunny Lounge on Canal Strect.(6) After this phone
eall—sometime during the aftexnoon of December 17—Ray met with
Ruoul. During this conference, which lasted for only 15 to 20 minutes,
Ray maintained that the prospect of a gunrunning operation was
first discnssed. Ray received $500 from Raoul will the promise of
more money in the future. After Ray and Ruonl concluded (heir busi-
ness, Ray informed Stein that he was rendy o return to Tos Angeles,
but since Stein was visiting relatives and wished to remain in New
Orleans, they stayed 2 ndditional days.

3 (8) Ray’s explanation for his trip to New Orleans lias not varied

, _thronghout his interviews with the committee. 1Te was in need of

,ul_so:&. and a passport from Raoul, and beeause a drive by ear wonld
= ot be overly expensive, he decided to make the trip. The committee

W.ww__:r:_:m..q rejected Ray’s Raonl story; nevertheless it found his trip

X significant for other rensons. Ray’s nced to bransact whatever business

=—he had in New Orleans must have heen pressing. A lons-distance ear

S trip exposed Ray, n fugitive from the law, to (he risk of being stopped

&by police in a random vehicle check. ITis willingness to asswme {his

> visk indicated the significance which le attached to the trip,

(9) Charles Stein, Ray’s companion during the drive to nnd from
¥ New Orleans, therefore became a major foeal point of the committee’s
* efforts. : ! . : S

; . .. Crartes Josernr Svein

utw prjms

b

-

osulesman enjoying o boheminn lifestyle centered around a personal
* cosmic philosophy of life, e resided with a sister, Rita Stein, and
® two of her four children at 5668 Franklin Avenne in Los Angeles,
2 At least superficially, ore_improluble associate of Ray would he

m-..:EE_: to imugine.~Nevertheless, severa

| e (PR

vy 0y s ooty

M.A 10)  TIn December 1967, Stein was a 38-year-old, unemployed, ex-car k

uspecls of Slein’s back- 3
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und raised logical areas of inquiry. First; several witnesses in both
the FBI and the commnittee investigations had provided evidence indi-
cuting Ray’s iiterbst in'both the nse -and sales-of narcotics (amphet-
amines at Missouri State Prison and marihuana during the year of
freedom after Ray's escape.) Without evaluating the credibilily and
| _.HU_ weight attached fo this evidence, the fact that Churles Stein’s back-
(A

is activity as one possible explanation for the association
EW and Stein and for their abrupt trip to New Orleans. (8)

) Other areasg that the committee focused on during its investiga-
tious of Stein, and his association witl James Karl Ray, included the
possibility, raised by tle testimony of severul California witnesses,
thut Stein and Ray had known each other long before their readily

. admilted 582:.«. on December 14 (the day _EM.E the New Orleans
trip) ; Stein’s registration at American Independent Party ITeadquar-
ters in Los Angeles on the morning of the New Qrleans trip; and

n—._.o:umﬂs reflected oceasional Involvement in narcotics su pested
L mm;.ré:
(1

’s knowledge of Itay’s activities in ew_Orleans.
*(12) Stein was interviewed initially by the, committee in January

1978. Following this extensive 3-day interview, a field investigation
wis undertaken in both Los Angeles and New Orleans to estublish the
relinbility of statements received from Stein during the interview, and
to examine Stein’s background, associates, and activities in both citics,
Tollowing these investigative efforts, Stein was brought to Washing-
ton for questioning _.._._uo—. onth by the committee. T'his substantial
investigati ry beeause of Stein’s

ive commitment was considered n

stntns as one of the few existing primary Ray a nd because
OF Tiis involvement in the New muZE:_m p- f the inves-
tigution are summarized below. (9) b e 4 g

(13) Charles Joseph Stein was born' on May 11, 1929, in New Orleans
Lan.; with the exception of one stuy in New York in 1952 und travel
with the merchant marine during the late 1940’ and early 1950, he
resided in New: Orleans until 1964, when he moved to his 1978
domicile—T.08 b:ﬁa?? Calif, Stein left school after the sixth arade,
and held minor jobs shining shoes and washing dishes until he began
work as a deckhand on a tugboat at the age of 13, Three years later
he took ont nnion membership in the merchant marine, and reeallol
visits to South America and Greece during his periods at sea. A fter
several years with the merchant marine _?». least 3 of which were
ut sea), Stein fonnd employment ns a _c__mm__n:z:p: on the docks of
New Orleans. This was followed by a brief term as a welder’s and
pipefitter’s helper.

(14) In 1952, Stein went to New York in search of a position with a
company exporting auto parts to Brazil; the job failed to materialize
when the company’s license to ship materials abroad was revoked, and
Stein E::.:EM. to New Orleans and joined the Army. A fter 5 months
at Fort Bliss, Tex,, Stein suffered an injury to his lower back during
n carpentry detail. Soon after the accident he left the military,

(15)  Afler leaving the Army, Stein returned to New Orleans and
during the next 10 years took positions as barker, waiter, and bartender
with elubs in the French Quarter. Stein managed a eclub named
Marie's Lounge in the midfifties, and worked at the Silver Frolic in

the enrly sixties,
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-(16) As of 1978, Stein had been married four times, ITe had o son,

Clurles Stein, Jr., by his first wife, Marie Catalana, whom he married
in upproximalely 1919 or 1950, Marie Catalana was fullowed by Gloria
:_._f (no children) und, between 1960 and 1964, by Mickey Medina
(no children). During the 3 to 4 years prior to his depurture from
New Orleans in 1961, Stein and Mickey Medina ran u prostitution
business offering the services of Mickey und several other women. (10)
Stein lived off the proceeds of the business. . 2
(17) In addition to prostitution activities in New Orleans, Stein's
criminnl activities in that city included, by his own admission, running
dice tables ut Marie's Lounge in 1955, and the use of a variety of nar-
coties, The probability that Stein was involved, at least on a small
seule, in the sule of narcotics in New Orleans also seems high. (11
(18)  Afler leaving New Orleans in 1964, Stein moved to Los Angeles,
liome of his sister Rita and her husband Lino RRosas, 1Te worked as a
car salesman for Felix Chevrolet on Figueroa m:.mnr Brand Motors
on Crenshaw Boulevard, and Burbank Ford on Olive Street, leaving
the Iast job somelime in 1967, Stein’s job with Burbank Tord was his
last officinl job. Since then he has been supported by unemployment
and sovial seeurity disability payments. . )

(19) During his interview with the committee stalf, Stein professed
his belief in a cosmic philosophy of life. Tn addition (o u strong belief

in (lod, Stein’s philosophic principles incorporated a belief in an after-
life, in extraterrestial life, and in an ability to communicate with other
forms of life.(72) Siein began-developing his cosmic philosophy in

1961 with his departure from New Orleans and reloeation in California,

i ul by these principles during H_..w%m@ém:_ Jumes
' £arl Ray. While his behefs ‘were clearly wnorthodox; Ohurles-Stein—
scemed to be a highly intelligent and essentially rational individual.

Tue Reraronsire Berween Crarres Stein anp James Eann Ray

(20) Prior to moving to 5660 Franklin Street (his residency on
December 15, the day Stein and Ray departed for New O_._.:.Em Stein
lived at 3310 Floyd Terrace, the liome of Rita and Lino Rosas, ?_. rles’
sister and brother-in-law. d_..:.w:n the I'BT investigation, three indi-
viduals living in the vicinity of 3310 Floyd Terrace stated that they
had observed a white Mustang outside of Stein’s address, during the
period of Thanksgiving 1967. One neighbor, a Mr. Raymond Morphy,
identified the driver of the car as Jumes Earl Ray. (13).T1 this in fact
oceurred, then Stein and Ruy met before either ai® willing to
acknowledge,

(21) During his interview, Stein ncknowledged (hat he lived at 3340
Tloyd Terrnce in 1966 and 1967, but was certain that he and Rita left
that address and moved to 5666 IPranklin Avenue as long as 2 months
Lefore he met Ray. Stein emphatically denied any contact with Ray
at the prior nddress; he stated that Lino Rosas, an ex-New Orleans
resident of Mexican heritage, used 3340 Floyd Terrace as a loeation to
fix up old cars for resnle and worked with an wnidentified Mexican
meehanic in this business, Lino Rosas also dealt in marilmana ot 3340
Floyd Terrace, and Stein, while denying any dirvect involvement in the
operation, admilted thut on one occasion he buried n bottle of mari-
Liuana in the baekyard to improve its quality. Stein denied knowledge

a7l

of Lino’s marihuana source, but stated that it was a good one, beeause
T.ino was able to sell the merchandise at reasonable prices. (14 -
(22) 3340 Floyd Terrace was used as a crashi pad for many of Stein’s
friends, Nevertheless, Stein stated that the premises were not used for,
Linstling, that is, prostitution, and cluimed that he wounld have known if
sueh a business Lad been in process. Stein stuted that Ray would not
lave fit in at 3340 Floyd Terrace, a residence often frequented by
hippies on searching, mind-expansion trips. Stein stated that Ray, a
close-minded individual was not into this at the time. Stein also as-
serled- that Ray, if questioned, conld provide no information on the
type of *Eo_u_m who frequented 3340 —T&i Terrace. Iinally, Stein
denied that Ray parked lis Mustang thers, and recalled no other
Mustungs with Alabama plates in the vieinity of the residence.(15)
(23) During his executive séssion testimony, Stein again clearly and
emphaticully denied Ray’s presence at 3340 Floyd Terrace, and noted
that his sister, Rita Rosas, possessed a white Mustang while living ut
that nddress. He stated that anyone suggesting Ray’s presence at 3340
I"loyd Terrace had lied to the committee.(16) .. - .
(21) . Mr. Stein’s denial of contact with Ray at 3340 Floyd Terrace
wis corroborated by the testimony of his sister, Rita Rosas,(17) as
Ly additional ficld investigation performed Ly the committee,
3nsed on available evidence, it can be éoncluded that Ray and Stein
did not, in fact, meet prior to December 14, 1967, when they were in-
troduced at the Sultan Room, a lounge at the $t. Francis Iotel in
San Francisco.. - .- . K L .
(25) In December of 1967, Charles Stein was living with his sister
Rita and two of her children at 5666 Franklin Street. The weight of
available evidence indicated that he met Ray on December 14, 1967,
at the request of Rita, who had enconntered Ray earlier that evenin
at the Sultan RRoom r::.na. Rita had been looking for a menns o
_..E..m%o..::n her two other children from New Orleans to California,
and Ray had indieated his own plans to go to New Orleans. Charles
Stein was persuaded by his sister to drive with Ray to New Orleans
to pick up the children. It was Stein's impression (hat Ray felt ini-
tinlly he wonld be making the trip with Rita, and was both surprised
and suspicious when Stein was substituted.
(26)  The committee developed no sigmificant evidence to contradict
this version of Stein’s first meeting with Ray. Because Stein was un-
employed at the time, he was free to leave Los Angeles on 0 moment’s
notice. Ie had extensive family in New Orleans und the trip provided
an opportunity to see them again.(78) Finally, in light of Ray’s fugi-
tive status, it is not-unreasonuble for him to hiave wanted another pas-
senger in the car during a long drive on the open road ; the chances of
a vundom stop by the police existed, and Stein’s presence provided a
legitimate renson for making the trip to New Orleans—tlmt is, to pick
up Stein’s niece and nephew. Ray was, however, npparently coneerned
about the possibility that he was being set up for a robbery by Rita
Stein and her brother. He,suggested to Rita und Marie Martin (hat he
might bring a gun with him on the trip. (19) Stein never saw a weapon
on Ray during the trip. ‘ e o :
m.ud -Tn summary, the eredible evidence woulil seem to indiente that
Stein and Ray cume together fortuitously the duy before the trip to
New Ovlenns, that both had sepurate and indepemdent reasons for
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making the trip, and therefore that no evil purpose existed, at least
initiully, for their joint venture. . .
(28) The day of their departure for New Orleans, Ray took Stein, his
sister, Rita, nnd their consin Mavie Martin to Wallace enmpaign head-
uarters on Lankershim Boulevard. Contrary to Ruy’s assertions, the
three Stein velatives were unanimons in their statements (hat Ray
initinted the trip to campaign headquarters. (20) Charles recalled that
Ray offered to pay for (he expenses on the trip if all three would agree
to sign up with the Wallace campaign, and added that he agreed veadi-
ly. In light of Stein’s clearly apolitieul nature, and the total absence
of any other evidence linking Stein and the AP, his denial of involve-
ment in the originul decision to visit AIP headquarters was entively
credible. ) : :
(29) After completing their visit to ATP headqunrters, Ray drove
Rita and Marie buck to 5666 Franklin Avenue and dropped them oif.
Riay and Stein then drove to Ray’s residence on Serrano Strect and
stopped very briefly to pick up mail. Stein did not enter the apurtinent
then or at nny other time. |, . )
(30) Stein recalled that Ray was definitely going to New Orleans for
reasons of his own and that he was not. making the trip merely to ne-
commaodate Rifa. Roy mentioned that hie was going to see more thun
one person—either engineers or contractors. While Ray gnve no spe-
cific nddress for the ineeting (other than a veference to Chartres Strecet,
which Stein cannot recall precisely), Ray’s description of the area
brought to Stein’s mind a gpecific Joeation containing warchouses und
railvond tracks.(27) Stein felt that Ray’s reference to the meeting
place in New Ovleans veflected n cevtain Familinvity with the city.
(81) Stein thought that Ray may have told Lim that he enlled New
Orleans, in advanee, to let them know when he would arvive. (22) This
call was made nfter Ray pulled off the rowl outside of Tlouston; Tex,
Stein reealled a liquor store and a candy store in the vicinily. Stein
was never close enough to Ray to observe the number he dialed, or
the amount of money he may have used, or to hear the conversation,
ITe stated that he observed Ray make phone calls on only one or two
oceasions and that the ecalls never lasted more than 5 or 10 minutes,
1n his testimony during committee hearings, Ruy sdmitted making one
call to his brother, Jerry, while en route fo New Orleans. (25)
(32) Stein also stated, several times during his initinl interview,
that he recalled Ray mentioning the name wn_:.:_. Stein was con-
fronted, during this initial interview, with an I'BI interview which
vellected his statement that the person he [Ray] was going to see—
[had] an Italinn-sounding npne—un well-known name in New Ovlenns,
(£4) Stein agreed thut Raon] was not Italian sounding, and stated that
perhaps he was dodging the FBI’s questions.
(33) Because of the clear significance of this portion of Stein's inter-
view, Stein was asked again about this matter during his testimony
under oath before the committee in April 1978, At that time he was
also confronted with a Februarvy 13, 1969, FBI interview in which he
had been usked specifically whether Ray had mentioned o Ruoul at
any time during their relationship, Stem’s response, a8 summurized
in the FBL interview: “Stein said he had never heard Ray mention
unyone by the nume of Ruoul during his contucls with Ray.”(235)
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m.&:.w.Sw:Eo:wa::E.mnE.mnr.u?u:==ﬁ_m_.op:_._.anE=...::.rmw
certain: : i ;o :

Srarr Counser. This is the first time you testified about
this matter under outh. I am asking you, is it your testimony
now despite what you told the Bureau, despite your explicit
denial to the Burean—is it your testimony today that Ray, in
fuct, mentioned the name Raoul

. Mr. Svrw. I think that le did. Tf T ean remember, T think
i on't know. L
Srarr Counskr. So your memory now is not as precise as it
once was on that issuef g
Mr. Srein. It was not even precise back then.

(34) TIn several interviews with the FBI during the months immedi-
ately after the assassination, many covering the New Orleans trip in
great detail, Stein never indicated that Ray had mentioned Ruoul.
Theve is a similar nbsence of this detail in his interviews with the press,
and in all of reporter Louis Lomax’ articles on the New Orleans trip
written with the assistance of Stein shortly after the assassinat mcL
Yebraary , a8 is indieated above, hie specifically denied to the
Bureau that Ray liad mentioned the name Raoul. Finally, nfter
initially informing the committee investigators of the incident in Jun-
uary, his recollection became notably uncertain when pressed on the
mintter nnder oath, {9y 3 a . {5 -
(35) Against this background, and considering the fact that Stein
was i ntact' with individuals attempting to put together a film

docimentary on the King assassination in Junpary 1978, mud who later
attempfed to sell information to the committee for a substantianl sum of

money.* Stein’s alleged recollection or Ray’s mention of Raoul on
the New Orleans trip was prompted, it may be eoncluded, not by a
gpecifie faetunl oceurrvence, but rather by the passing ehance of financial
gain, It would be difficult to credit Stein’s testimony on this matter,
(36) Ray stayed in New Orleans for 2 days. After his early after-
noon arrival with Stein, they made two J.:n_n stops at the homes of
two of Stein’s relaiives, to drop off some belongings that Marie Martin
had sent east, and then to reach the residence where Stein himself
wonld be staying. Ray then asked for suggestions on a place to stay
in the same general area of the city. ITe gave no indication of the
amonnt of money he was willing to spend.. The Provincial Motel was
suggested, to the best of Stein’s current recollection, by one of his
relatives, Afler agreeing on the Provincial, Stein and Ray proceeded
to the motel. Stein waited ontside in the ulley while Ray registered.
iny then brought Stein back to his relutives, and departed with the
Mustang. (26)
(87) 1In light of the consistency between the stories of Ray and
Stein, and the absence of countervailing evidence, the Provincial
Motel was probably not selected by Ray prior to his arrival, Thus,
any business that Ray may have planned prior to his arrival in New
_— 9, e, " g .

*This Informutlon was Inter turned over to the commlittee pursuant to a con-
gresslonnl snbpena. It consisted of tuped Interviews with Stein and Murle Martin

and was generally a repetition of Information already provided to the FI} or the
coumil lee,
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3.4 X "hi reclude the possi-
3 il not involve the motel. This does not preelc he po
A—w_._“w.ﬂ:_.ﬂ:.__h wﬂw.w met with h._.wmoa..m_mnm _:.mﬂ_,.a __"c_m.“ __“._. ﬂ“.__:_a ““...»ﬁn_” “..m_w_rm“o:
! stimie Juter the first duy, Stein toc k ¢
am_w.ﬂ._@mﬁcmﬁ_.:: Jr, They ma.:é_..mz::_u ...oJ::w_.m””m _H...: _.“.__.__“ﬁm -.m.“qhu_wwﬂm
18 “merchandise mart” and the Trade y z. I o
“..W__H__._woo".”ad:% told Stein that he (Ray) I Qr..,.\mc: v\__:_m.c:.m&_ww:
and hiad seen Stein walking on On:»_.m:,nn.?._t.. n_ 1 __. Al
(39) TRay’s failure to call Stein over to join him at the .._.“. 0 ahel
Street snggested to m_:mmfzwo _m.ﬂﬂ._r_._z.« M_n.nmumpﬂﬂ_ﬂpm 53“.,_. Vma—.w_:m_ e
ime. Ray told TTuie that he m :
ﬁ.o.“u__m.w___.:“.ﬂ ﬂw_“mw day of his arrival in New Orleans; :Fm_ _.r:,n___uw
Tounge” is, in fact, on O.::.u_ m“.ﬁn_r- ﬁ:— nﬁ__ﬁmm.“w_m_.__zp__“u.“._w ) an:_:.w
W ay was drinking his beer.* Beeanse St I e Ra
““_.._pn.“,:__m_.”cuu _w___ the nc:.am_w.na whetlier Ray was ﬂ_o.:w or i_:.__ .w:o““_m,w
‘Stein had no knowledge of ..wbmnw.::qu. “;o::no. and could reeall s
i i isliment by Ray. . .
_ﬁ_...._.w.wzcﬂ.mwﬁwﬂmﬁ:hﬂ#@ﬁnuw&ﬁ.. Hm sometime during the _zmz.s__:um
Ttay came to Stein’s sister’s (Marie Lee’s) home. Ray told mwm:_ __:w
hie had finished his business and was ready to return to Los _.mm_m .
The fact that Ray was prepared to return to Californin so quickl ..h
would indiente, of course, a prompt completion of his f:.ﬂ_.:nmm_.:w
New Orleuns. Moreover, it wonld seemn to rule out the possibi _a“_< tha
Ray came to New Orleans to E.;._ow the French Quarter or _-_n _.E:w..a
of scenery. Rather, he appears to have had some specific and relatively
i usk to accomplish, . )
szww.—or fact, m::“- and Ray did not depart until the Eﬁﬁ.@nm..
Stein’s recollection is quite clear that this was his idea, not .z.w.u.u.
Stein was apparently sble to convince Ray (hat the wealher .___.__rm
cluded an immediate departure; afler a phone eall to unidenti ed
authorities for weather information, Ray agreed lo postpone their
depurture by 1 day. (28 .
“.__mv m__wrw.n.:_uﬂ:.mn:v:% denied two other possible rensons for Ray’s
New Orleans trip, both of which hiad Leen received by the nm_:,_::wg
from Charles DeCarvellio—a close, New Orleans friend of Stein’s.(29)
First, DeCarvellio told the committee that Stein had told him (De-
Carvellio) in 1967 that Galt eame to New Ovleans to campnign for
Wallaee's Presidential bid in Mississippi and Alabama, to distribute
campaign materials, and to solicit campaign funds, Second, DeCar-
velho said Stein had indieated n plan to introduce Ray to some of
his friends, including Papa Joe Conforto. Stein denied making either
statement to DeCarvelho. Slein admitted that he knew .—cn.Oc: farto,
but stated (hat he would never have introduced Ray to lim; more-
over, he did not recall seeing Joe Conforlo himself while in New
Orleans. (50)

(48) Finally, Stein specifieally denied, under oath, involvement

with Ray in “illegal or eximinal activity” generally, or in the manu-
fucture, purchase or sale of narcotic or non-narcotic drugs. Similarly,

*While the committee rejected Ray's “Raounl” story, 1t noted the high likell-
Lood that the story was intended to concenl eontnct with one or botl m__.. his
brothers. Ray’s reference (o o meellng wilh “Raoul” at “Te Bunny Lounge” may
well b .:.c:ﬁ instunece In which he Is disgolsing such contoct.

v
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ture during the trip. - i 2 L
(44) TIn light of several factors, including () the major differences
between the characters and personalitics of Stein and Ray; (b) the
strong evidence that Ray and Stein met the day before the New
Orleans trip; (e) Stein’s emphatic and specific denials, under onth,
of criminal activity with Ray; (d) an extensive field investigation in
both New Orleansand Los Angeles which included extensive question-
ing, often under ‘onth, of ‘associates and relatives of Charles Stein;
(81) it appears that mgm-_.m involvement with James Earl Ray both
on the New Orleans trip, and otherwise, was innocent and unrelated
in any way to the assassination of Martin Luther King. .
(45) Stein’s testimony did provide several indications of conspirncy,
or at least association, between Ray and another in New Orlenns:

: Mww Waw “__Em 0 :m:_.v.cmoa for “_..o trip in, Stein’s mind; :

7 ay described a meeting place in New Orl ng where he woule
) . contact hig wwwae.ﬁa?vw E.J duta %Mn\w }.MW Gt e

(e) Stein recalled one or two elephone calls en ronte to New

Orleans, and thinks now Ray may have been calling New Orleans

to let hig pssocinte(s) know when he wonld arrive;*
(d) the cirenmstances, E:._.Q_E.::nw...w.mmmn_.::.nsmmgm:ou

Opz___mc.nmno:.:.am.,mn ,:G A-vnnﬂ%\ow 17) indiented he
wag with someone at the time; and .M. 1M I, Grweging

(e) Ray completed his business in New Orleans rapidly, and was
ready to return to Los Angeles the morning of December 18,

(46) Tt may he concluded, therefore, that Ray met with someone in
New Orleans on prearranged husiness. Stein, however, provided no

information to indicate that the business was neecessarily connceted
to the assassination,** .

hie denied involyement with Ray in any type of legitimate joint ven-

InvestioaTion AT tie Provincian MoreL

(47) During its investigation in New Orleans, the FBT determined
that Ray registered at the Provineial Motel, 1024 Chartres Street, for
the nights of Sunday and Monday, December 17-18, 1967. Due fo (he
clear indications of a meeting in New Orvleans, the commitice inves-
tignted the possibility that the Provincil was the meeting place.

(48) On May 7, 1968, the FBI’s New Orleans Field Oflice cirenlated
to 18 other field offices a list of all guests who were registered at tho
Provincial Motel($2) between December 17-19, 1968, the dates of
Ray’s registrution. The list contained 25 names. Tach field oflice was
directed to locate and interview the individuals for any knowledge
they might have pertaining to Ray, Of these 25 individuals, only 10
were located and interviewed by the FBI by the end of May 1968;

no one interviewed lad any information to assist the FIT's
investigation, n k.

' . ook i ' ]

e ci . ‘ . ) ¥

*Stein could provide no specific detnlls or recollections to corroborate his
Intrigning speculation on the purpose of the eall.

**The conunittee developed signifiennt evidence :::B»_a.w n meeting between

‘Ray uml one or both brothers In New Orleans. This 1y detailed in seetion 118
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(49) Tu the November 26, 1908 issue of T.ook magazine, an article by
“William Bradford Iluie detuiled Ruy’s truvels prior to the nssassinu-
tion. In this article, ITuie deseribed Ruy's stay at the Provineial Motel.
Tn response to this information, the Bureau requested the New Orleans
field office to reinvestigute the motel’s registrants. (33) Pursuant (o
this directive, Eom the motel records were Incorpos
rated into a report dated November 27,1068. (3%) . .
(50) In reviewing these investigative files, the committee mn.nu_._..::na_
that thers were actually 63 guests registered at the I'rovincial at the
same time as Ray, as opposed to the 25 registrants originally inves-
tiguted by the Bureau in April and May. In lute November 1968, the
1°BI dispatched to the pertinent field ofiices the additional 38 nanes
of guests. No positive information was reccived from these leads.
(51) Records of the Provincial Motel indicated that Ray, usn the
alins “(ialt,” oceupied room 126 for the nights of Uoﬁ..:bﬁ-. 17-18.
(35) Galt's registration card also indicated that only one rson
oceupied room 126 during the pertinent seriod and that Galt ¢ recked
out prior to 1 pm. on Monday, December 19, 1967.(36) ""The FBI
interviewed Bryan DuPepe, the owner of the Provincial Motel, in
April 1908, (37) Dul’epe advised the Bureau that he had no record
of nnusual activity in room 126 on the dates of Ray's occupancy. The
¥RI determined that Ray made no _osm distance phone calls from
room 126; the Bureau was unable to muke the determinntion rard-
ing local calls since the log for calls made prior to April 4,19 m::_
been destroyed. (38) The commiltee interviewed Dulepe on Teb-
runry 14, 1978. 1le advised the staff members that room 126 was,
at the time of Ray’s occupancy, the least dusirable in the molel, since
it was split-level, with the bath and bedroom on different floors. ITe
reculled that the room probably was rented at a rate of $14 day and
that if more than one person weve to occupy voom 126 they would find
information concerning Ray’s stay at the

(52) 'The most intriguin natior
in the testimony of Anthony Charles

TProvineial Motel wus develop
1 %.:3 11is information resented the commitice with evi-
=m. Motel. Beenuse of the importance
of such n vevelution and the fact that DeCarvellio’s statements alluding
{o n meeling were at variance with all other acconnts (including lus
own interviews with the FBI in 1068) DeCurvelho’s testimony was
{uken under onth in a ficld deposition, .
(53) DeCarvelho, n close acquaintance of Charles Stein, was
employed as & cab driver in New Ovleans in December 1967, In his
clatement to the committee, he stuted thut he arrived at the hiome of
Stein’s mother, Clovina Olonzo, shortly after Siein and Ray’s arrival
there on Sunday, December 17. After being int roduced to Ray as
«Eric Galt,” DeCarvelho recalled that Ruy nsked DeCarvello to drive
him to the French Quarter, stating, “There is somewhere I got to go.”
(47) DeCarvelho reealled that Roy specifically vequested that he drive
him to the Provincial Motel. ‘According to his testimony, Un.O:.ém:_o
uoted Ray as saying, “T want you to drive me there and wait for me.
will be ubout 5 or 10 minutes.” (42)
(51) After arriving ut the Provincial, Ray got out of the ear and
DeCarvellio turned the car around in the motel’s courtyard. While

PeCarvellio was making this maneuver he noticed Ray walking along
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the balcony of the second story of the motel.(43) “IT i
. ' looking
around for a number, you know, like—like tryi oy »
TKW DeCarvelho n:m_-z.:..m@a H*nm. a4
_:m 1le recalled that Ray had taken an attuché case with him when he
P._..2. the car, which he brought back with him when e returned. Al-
1ough he could not be certnin, DeCarvelhio was under the impression
that Itay went Lo the Provincinl Motel to meet someone.
roww. DeCanyirno, I believe Lie told me he was meeting some-
Starr Counsir. Are you speculatin Hi
; gl .
?w“ .i _—nu.mmutﬁwm:o. .HM%. E_.. ) _Eﬁm% pretty good idea that—
. at he e, that he wanted— i
s e L1, ' & wan he was going to be but

(55) Tay returned to the car ap Surntoly. T mifand
] , proximately 7 minutes later, -
<Mwu.o asked, “Did you meet your friend ¥ to .w_.mnr Ray _,m_._pwnnﬂ._ u__...ummnﬂ
¥ m_muo_.qﬁ.wszsw is all right.”(47) After leaving the Provineial Hr.u‘.
w_.” ! nw.o_mé%ro m__uoqm E.o._m::u New Orleans for uw_ﬁcﬁz_n&w 20
cCarvelho then i
Mvu_mw_so.do_muﬁ._nm m.émm:_w e & Mwec& ﬁnw. ..u_.u at the homne of Clovina
. DcCarvellio’s testimony: was unique in its su tion o -
ing between Ray and an associate at z-m Hu_.ocm=om=_.n ..:.:_.r.._. M.M ﬂ..“mn:
ﬂﬂ”ﬁﬂmﬂwﬁg _s;:_ no w.mm....m...wmnm:pr_a motive to fabricate his statement
theless, the commi i igati ide >
mﬂﬂ.r.ﬂ;g r“m. smz_:s.”_ - “_m .:_....Brnpn_a: Siﬁ_na no evidence lo
(5 According to Stein, lie drove Ray to the uu..o incinl fo 2
w_.“__...”_._ registration; A Lrip with Stein 3%:3_ Hu_.oi:ow.i did Moﬂ Wnﬂm.h
" rily preclude another trip by Ray and DeCarvelho, but it did make
__..m waﬂ::z n..._w,pv%nnﬂ Jess plansil)le. According to Stein, the two men
« :wswb ack to the Olonzo home after Ray registered, and Ray departed
o“.“ y . veturn shortly thereafter, (48) Tt is possible that in that interim
“. rio d, Ray arranged to meet an associate at the Provincial Motel, ve-
—.::__nn J the Olonzo residence and persuaded DeCarvelho to drive him
nelk to the m-_cﬁa_. What is left unexplained in this seenario is why Ray
_.__nE._E_”U....Onnﬂn:.e to drive him to the motel. ITe and Stein had been
:”25 shortly before, The Provincial Motel and the Olonzo home are in
.Uu %MEe nel .m_nrom.__ocm, and it is nnlikely that Ray wonld have needed
:.... m—é:Em assistance in m..E:.m the motel, It was nlso improbable
it Ray would deliberately involve DeCarvelho as o possible witness
:w m wa_nm_m_nﬁ_:a_ag-._:m at the Provincial, T
was alzo significant that Stein was unaware of Ruy” -
Mum:éaz.o.w trip to the motel. In his interview, Stein stated m_pmﬁw__ww ﬁ._ﬂ“
o mE Mz.za during Ray’s first day in New Orleans that Ray and DeCar-
Mq.u:.wm :“qa aronnd together.(49) Stein and DeCarvelho saw each other
qus wm the next 2 days and, nccording to DeCarvelho, discussed Ray
e .m_ —ymn..momm for traveling to New Orleans; it is unusnnl that De-
s w.mA %_ id not tell Stein of his visit with Ray to the Provineial.
) 16 most significant problem with DeCarvelho’s statement
o ever, was its inconsistency with ..*.:.mo.. statements to (he BT ¥iT
- m_.ﬁ_auz.m of DeCarvelho contained no references to the Provincial
: o_,..SE.,....n. a fuct which would have been significant in their attempt
0 ( mEn:::m the purpose oﬁwnw_m trip. The committee considered (wo
possible explanations for this discrepancy. Rither DeCar elho did not™

R T b

knock on any doors or enter any room. .
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relate this information to the FBI or the FBT agents conducting the
interviews fuiled to include these highly significant details in their
reports.

:m_cv Tn a staft interview, Special Agent William . Kusch, who had
interviewed DeCurvelhio in 1968, advised the commitice that anything
mentioned by DeCarvelho concerning people or places visited by Ray
would hiave Leen thoroughly investigated by the Burean. (60) Kusch
noted that the FBI was uttempting to locate Ray at the time of the De-
Carvellio interviews. The possibility of a meeting by Ray with another
at the Provincial would have been of signficant interest, and would
have been documented, A thorongh review of the New Orlenns investi-
gative files reflected no mention of NeCarvellio's information or of a
subsequent investigation of that information. .
(61) Tn view of this and other problems with DeCarvellio’s story, it
may be concluded that his information was unreliable,

(62) The unrelinbility of DeCarvelho’s testimony did 1ot, however,
undermine (he conclusion that Ray traveled to New Orleans to meet
someone, and that such a meeting trunspired. Tt is also possible, of
course, that this meeting was at the Provincial Motel, ‘The committee
was simply unnble to locate conerete evidence of this possibility.

(63) Tt must be frankly acknowledged that the mystery that has al-
ways surrounded the New Orleans trip has not been eleared up, Several
aspects of the trip are clear, however:

1. Ray’s decision to make this trip and his activities in New Orleans
were unrelated to his asseciation with Charles Stein,
2. The decision to travel to New Orleans en Friday, December 15,
1967, was nbru pt and without significant planning or foresight.
3. Whatever Ruy’s business was in New Orleans, it
(n) wassignificant enough to travel nearly 4,000 miles to trans-
act, and
(b) involved a transaction which eould wot be as readily
accomplished with a plione eall or letier, -
James received money on LE trip. A financial analysis of Ray’s
spending habits during Lis fugitive period docunent o pattern of
m_m_::n_:_n expenditures aftey his return from New Orleans,
These m.a_:aa% an immediate payment of approximately $350.00
for dance lessons.
Ray met with someone in New Ovleans. This conclusion was based
on Ray’s receipt of money, as well as Stein’s testimony to the
committee.*
Ruy’s business in New Orleans was accomplished quickly.
There was no evidence of a direct link r....i..é: Ray’s activities
in New Orleans and the assassination of Dr. King. Nevertheless,
it was noted that Ray’s next mm@”ﬁ; eriminal activity was the

assassination, f b Mol rm.\ ..F.F_, \,.lu.. v L lord

*It is highly probable that Ray met with one or both hrothers. Ray Em__:onana to
two Independent sources In Tos Angeles that his trip Involved his brother. Both
Jdnmes Barl and Jerry Ray adinit (hat Jnmes telephioned Jerry while en route to
New Orlenns. Both these refereuces to Wis brother and New Orleans and this
rhone cull snggest that the two met In New Orleans. (See MLE Report, Sectlon
11D, for additlonnl discussion of the possible _ﬁ:.n_..c:.a:_, of Ruy's brother in the

New Orleuns trip.)
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(GI) 'I'wo significant questions remained open afier the commitice’s
investigation: Fivst, the committee was unable to determine why New
Orleans was chosen as the site of Ruy’s business. Tf, in fact, 1ay met
his Lirother(s), it is diflicult to explain why this meeting took place
in New Orleans, Jeiry was at the time employed at the Sporisman
Club in Chicago and Ji i
meeling place conld have been chosen. Tt scems reasonable (o assume
therefore, that New Orleans itself was connected with the purpose o

the frip. Second, the commiltee was unable to determine the exact
nature of Ray's activities in the city.
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: " Lisa M. BerrLow,
Researcher,

ames was in Los Angeles. A more convenient )/
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a Within moments (7) of the shot that felled Dr. King, two wit-
nesses in the northern wing of Bessie Brewer's roominghouse observed
u man run down the hallway from the area of a common bathroom at
the end of the hall. This buthroom faced to the east of the rooming-
house* and overlooked the Lorraine Motel. (2) William Anschutz,
the tenant from room 4-B, saw the man briefly but could provide only "
n general deseription, On the other hand, Charles Q, Steplens, a tenant ;\u i
from 6-B, provided a detailed description, and felt that the man he 3
saw fleeing down the hallway was the same person he had seen check-
ing into room 5-13 earlier in the afterncon, (3) Subsequently Stepliens o
identified a profile photograph of James Earl Ray as looking very st |
much like the man he had observed checking into room 5-B. (4) James D .\1 :
Earl Ray hus udmitted that he checked into room 5-B on the after-| 1 /-P-

noon of April 4, 1068.(5)
(2) During the investigation following the assassination, authori- .
ties wers unable to uncover an a&wimgmwm to the assassination who .

could make a positive identification of the assassin. Thus, Charles
Stephens quickly became a significant witness, o2
(3) Questions, _Eﬂmﬁ-._ were raised s to the reliability of Stephen’s |
tentative identification. The committee, therefore, conducted a full F.\\t:\t
investigation into his reliability as n witness, o
(4) e committee first determined that Stephen’s significance as a .u
witness may have been somewhat exaggerated during _mu months fol-
lowing the assassination. Stephens was provided with a police guard for U

u period of several months mo:oizm—:_o assassination and at one time >\S>Yz&u‘
was juiled as a material witness.(6) Lt. R. A, Cochran, second in com-

mand of the homicide squad in 1968, explained, however, that the
protection was made necessary because of exaggerated newspaper re-
ris 8=gn=w=m Stephens’ ability to make such an identification, (7)
Moca_:._:. added that Stephens could never really identify the ussailant.
(5) Phil Canale, the Shelby County b:o_.amw General in 1068 who
w_.amw-.& the Government’s case against James Earl Ray, testified that
tephens had seen Ray checking into the roominghouse prior to Lhe
assassination, and in the hallway after the assassination. Canale added
that he was considered an Eéoﬂnua. but not an essential, prosecytion

a&mab#{?.vs in /M E\ﬂi r b Melwew
stantial issue was raised concerning Stephens’ so riety on=

e day of Dr. King’s assassination. One witness, a taxi driver named

es McGraw, told the committes that only minutes before the
assassinntion, he observed m:%__m:m lying on his bed in room 6-13 in a
drunken stupor.(9) McGraw’s assertions to the committee received

*A dlngram of the second floor of Bessle Brewer's roominghouse was Intro-
duced Into the record during the commitiee's publie hearings. See, MLK exhilit
P-20, vol. 1, HISCA-MLK heariugs, p. 70.
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support from Capt. Tommy D. Smith of the Memphis Police Depart-
ment, Smith, o licutenant for the homicide squad on April 4, 1968, re-
ported to the crime scene following the assassinution of Dr. King. He
observed both Charles Stephens nnd his common-law wife, Grace
Walden,* after the assassination and told the committee that both
appeared to be intoxicated.(Z0) Smith did not question either
Stephens or Wulden at the time. .

7) On the other hand, the first police officer to observe and question

tepliens only minutes after the assassination, Lt. James Papia of the
MPD intelligence section,(11) told the committee that although
Stephens had obviously been drinking, he was neither incoherent nor
staggering. (12). Lt. Glenn King, who was also at the scene within
minutes after the nssussination, interviewed Stephens and found him
coherent.(73) 1le told the conunittee, however, that Stephens was well
known on Soutl Main Strect for his excessive drinking habits. (14)
(8) These judgments of Lieutenants Papin and King were sup orted
by the statement of Lloyd Jowers, the owner of Jim’s Grill, n bar lo-
cated under the northern wing of the roominghouse, According to
Jowers, Charles Stephens was in his establishment on April 4, drink-
ing—like alwuys.(75) Nevertheless, Jowers stated that Stephens was
in control of himself and knew what e was saying or doing.(16)
Jowers added—in a statement that easts some question on the assertion
of Jaumes McGraw—that although Stephens drank beer ull the time by
the guart, hie never suw him passed ont, (£7)
(9) The conumittee ulso questioned J. ITarold Flannery, the attorney
for the U.S. Department of Justice who prepared the Ruy extradition
aflidavit that was executed by m»n_._E:m.fmw Flannery stated that he
hud carvefully questioned Stephens and examined the circumstances
under which Stephens hod identified Ray’s profile photograph. He
was convinced as to the genuineness of that identification.(79) The
committee was also told by Stephens’ attorney, Ilarvey Gipson, that
lio believed Stephens’ April 4, 1968 statements truthfully represented
what Stepliens had, in fact, seen on that date.(20)
(10) ‘The committee considered the possibility that Stephens’ testi-
mony might have been influenced by the reward offered for informa-
tion lending to the arrest and conviction of the assassin. Stephens lost
his judicial bid for the $100,000 reward, which had been announced
on April 5, 1968, In the court’s ruling, however, the relinbility of
Stephens’ identification did not hecome an issue.(27) Rather, the
court’s ruling was based on its finding that Stephens had no knowledge
of the reward offer at the time he provided his initial statements on
April 4, The court further found that Stephens’ information did not,
in fact, lead to either the arrest or the conviction of James Karl
Ray.(22)

(11) a_...:_w:. , the committes reviewed a variety of statements by -

Stephens, and noted (heir general consistency over the pust 10 years.
(£3) In addition, a similarity was noted hetween the desceriplion pro-
vided by Stephens after the assassination and that of James Karl
Ray. (24)

*A ¢omplete discussion of Grace Walden's significance as a witness Is Included
in the commitlee's innl report, see, ITA. .
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M«S..Hc sum up, while it may be concluded that Charles Stephens
id, in fact, see James Earl Ray in the hallway immediately following
the assussinution, his testimony to that effect was vulnerable on sey-
crul counts had Ray gone to trial. First, the evidence is overwhelm-
ing that Charles Stephens was drinking on April 4, 1968, Only the
extent of that drinking is at issue. Second, the hallway at DBessie
Brewer’s was dimly lighted, and Stephens was separated from the
flecing assassin by between 40 and 50 feet. Finally, Stephens him-
self has declined to provide an unqualified identification of the assas-
sin, In his June 1968 identification of Ray’s profile photograph for
the FBI, he stated only that the profile photo om Ruay looked very much
like the man he saw in the roominghouse, (£5)
(13) Stephens’ value to the prosecution’s case would, therefore, have
been limited. His testimony that he heard steps between room 5-B and
the roominghouse bathroom on several oceasions prior to the shot would
have provided circumstantial evidence against Ray, since Ray has
admitted renting and oceupying room 5-B on the afternoon of April 4.*
Beyond this, Stephens’ testimony would have eontributed little,

Submitted by:
Jeremy R. Axess,
Senior Staff Atiorney.

*The assumption Is made here that Ray would have taken the stand and re-
peated hig baslec Raoul story. During Interviews with the staff, Ray told the
committee that this was his trial strategy.
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