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This is the case involving the murder of tin Luther King, Jr. Previous

“information received from Memphis indicated that committee of seven attorneys ad- ' l ¥
; vising Judge W. Preston Battle, Cripi his, Tennessee, was resenting r &
to the Judge a petition stating that h

may be in violation of the Judge's court order restricting comment in this case, Their
recommendation based on article appea

ring in Wichita, Kansas, "Beacon" newspaper ..
concerning a police school conducted by in September, 1968, #‘“‘ . B
presented expert fingerprint testimony on June 27, 1968, in London, Eng , ln con- ' @K

. nection with extradition of James Earl Ray. His testimony received widespread 1R
~ publicity in news miedia throughout the world. has emphatically deniedh.d» | bR
- discussing his fingerprint testimony with press representatives at any time or unnec- 74~" by
essarily airing fingerprint testimony of this case before a police school in Wichita, -

. ‘Kansas. On one occasion representatives of this police school, in a closed session,
attempted to query him as to details of the fingerprint testimony, re

he gave no facts other than what had already been quoted by the press concerning his
London testimony. Administrative action has previously been taken against Bonebrake
for discussing the case at the closed police school. L T .....,t‘.'_i;,w;\m;..,,.

- ~ES

: Judge Battle signed petition 10-24-68 which requires that appear
before the Court on 12-6-68 to show cause Why he should not be adjudged in contempt.
The Judge noted he was setting the date of 12-6-68 which would be after the trialof .. & :
James Earl Ray, subject of the case, since to do otherwise would result in unnecessary i
ublicity, defeating purpose of his original prder. The committe®e of attorneys in prg- B
senting the petition to the Judge recognized that the Court does not have jurisdiction.
he committee of attorneys has no sound grounds to substantiate their recommendation
and undoubtedly took this action against our employee as a face-saving geltlljfgaj‘:f,g'he .
committee has heen severely criticized by Ray's Defense Attorney Arthur mo?,,‘:»s;, .-
'and a Memphis "Commercial Appeal" newspaper reporter Charles Edmundson, ‘who
- are both currently under contempt citation by Jidge Battle ,Elﬂ,s case as lnlt of .
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-emorandum to Mr, Trotter
Re: Mlu'klrl

‘ecommendation by the committee of attorneys. The committee is réportedly ex-
remely liberal and, in fact, one member, Lucius E, Burch, Jr,, according to SAC,
Temphis, has served as an attorney for the American Civil Liberties Union.’

The Court has not officially notified the Bureau of the petition but reportedly .
as mailed a copy to the Attorney General. The Department has requested a letter :
rom the Burcau setting out information concerning the nature of the police school con-
ucted b; t Wichita, Kansas, in September, 1968, and what transpired at

1is meeting. The Department indicated they intend to present this to the Court in
Temphis. Attached is Proposed letter. Copy of letter being sent to SAC, Memphis,

'r his information and so that he may properly advise the State's Attorney General,
helby County, Memphis, Tennessee, prosecutor in this case. State's Attorney General

. fully aware of this entire situation and is of the opinion that this will have no adverse
{fect on his handling of the prosecution. -

ECOMMENDATION: 4

- That the attached letter to the Department be approved.
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Batlle Orders Finnarprint
" Expert To Show Cause

In Publicity Order

ingion, a semior IFLED finger-
priat 2xpert, was ordered yos-
terday o show cause ua Dec, B
why he should not Lz adjudzed
in contempt o vinlation of a
Criminal Court evder limiting
pretrial publicity in the case of
James Cari Ray.
Criminal Court Jutdze W,
Proston Baltle ordered Mr.
0 appear belore
[him on thal date for the eon-
ftempt hearing, Judpe  Battle
said it was impraciicuble to
hold the hearing before Ray's
trial, set for Nov, 12,

A . expected

to be a key witness, giving
fingerprint testimony, as the
prosccution presents ils case.
Ray is charged with the deer-
rille slaying of Dr. Mrstin Lu-
ther King here April 4.

upoa the reco
dation of an amici curine com-

raittce of the Memphis and
Shéiby County Bar Associa-
tion. The committee, hended
by Lucius, Burch, advised
Jucge Battle it believes

P had actual
knowlecpge of the aforesaid or-

ders, decrees and injunctions
issucd by this couri ... Your
petitioners aver therefors that
there is strong cause o believe
‘thal raspondent

isin contempi.”  #

interview with Mr.
published in the Scpt, 11 issue
of the Wichita (Kan.) Beacon.
Mr. was guoted as
saying Ray's flingerprints were
found near the scene of Dr.
King's murder in Memphis.,
“There is no doubt in my
mind that Ray at least handled
the rmurder weapon.” Mr.
was quoted as say-
ing. He was in Wichita to
speak on fingerprint id.ntifica-
tion at a police seminar,

The charge is based on an -

lirve  demarimen: personnel

sh. Al ooreler Gukieny wo .0 .
nvintizative procedures, such

as Liam rprints, polyzrsni. (Le

jdetecir results), baldnties or
Habaratory tesis, Such demon-

(Strative  faucts constilure. evi-

idence which should be preseat-

cd publicly for the first time 1o

the trial aury in a court of law,
“Disclosure of such matiers

wothe paolie before triol can

be deeply prejudicial without

any significant addition L6 the

public’s nead to he informed." .
Mr.‘ the fifth

man o be charged with cone e e —e
tempt of Judge Buttic's pre- wn b ao
trial publicity order. Ray's o,
chiel defense counsel ane an

linvcstigalar employed by him ==+ = - .-
and two Memphis reporicrs

were convicted Sept. 30 of coa-

|| Rule 3 szy., "We dn nat be-
"

Judne Battle cited Mr.* tempt with sentence deferred, ’
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In Washington, a Justice De- ™

partment s p -k s m an said
there would be & roimment
.{bafore Judze Battle's utested
order reaches Washington.
But he read Lie “Katzenback
Guidelines™ povernine utter-




FBI

Date: 11/5/68

smit the following in

(Type in plaintext or code)
AIRTEL A}
« (Priority) | O
_____________________________________________ 3 B

{01 DIRLECTR, FBI (44-38861)
FROM: SAC, MEMPHIS (44-1987) P

MURKIN

District Attorney General PHIL M., CANALE, Memphis,
Tennessece, has advised that the following FBl Agents should be
alerted to the fact that their testimony will be needed 1in
instant case. It is anticipated at this moment that efforts to
sclect a jury will begin on 11/12/68 and witnesses will be heard as
soon thercafter as possible. Mr. CANALE has stated he will make
every ellort to avoid needless lost time on the part of these
Agents and for this reason he desires them to be available for
immediatce response to a subpoena. These Agents are as follows:
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