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INVESTIGATION OF THE ASSASSINATION OF
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 9, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS,

Washington, D.C.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:10 a.m.,

in room 345, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Louis Stokes
(chairman of the select committee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Stokes, Devine, Preyer, McKinney,
Fauntroy, Sawyer, Dodd, and Edgar.
Also present: G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director;

Alan Hausman, staff counsel; William Webb, staff counsel; and
Elizabeth L. Berning, chief clerk.
Chairman STOKES. As the Select Committee on Assassinations

continues its hearings into the death of Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., it is appropriate once again to comment on certain aspects of
the public presentation of the results of our investigation.
As I have said before, the select committee has divided its man-

date, which derives from House Resolution 222, into four questions:
First, who assassinated Dr. King?
Second, did the assassin or assassins have help? That is, was

there a conspiracy?
Third, what was the quality of the performance of the agencies,

chiefly the FBI, that investigated the assassination?
And fourth, what recommendations should the committee make

for the future?
Although public interest may focus primarily on the conspiracy

question, the committee considers each of them to be of equal
importance.
Last August, as those of you who have followed our hearings will

recall, the evidence that was presented dealt with the facts and
circumstances of Dr. King's death and their connection, if any,
with the activities of the convicted assassin, James Earl Ray. We
will continue today with that aspect of the investigation. Then,
starting tomorrow and for the rest of the month, we will turn to
unanswered questions that have a bearing on the conspiracy issue.
In addition, we will examine the performance of the FBI in its
surveillance of Dr. King prior to his death and in its investigation
of his murder.
As I have noted, the committee has strived throughout its inves-

tigation to develop the recommendations—both legal and adminis-
trative—that it will consider for the future. These recommenda-
tions will be the specific topic for discussion in 2 days of public

(1)
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hearings next month. As unpleasant as it is, there is a real pros-
pect that this Nation will face political assassinations in the future.
Eight American Presidents—nearly one in four—have been the
target of assassins' bullets, and four died as a result. As the Na-
tional Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence ob-
served in 1969:

Violence has been a recurring theme in American life, rising to a crescendo
whenever social movements—agrarian reform, abolition, reconstruction, organized
labor—have challenged the established order * * * such periods have often pro-
duced assassinations of * * * prominent persons. Consistently, they have subjected
potential leaders to vilification and threats to their safety.

It is crucial, therefore, that we prepare for them, and there is no
better time to do so than when the Nation is in a period of relative
calm.
As I have also noted in the past, the primary purpose of these

hearings is to give the committee staff an opportunity to present in
public key evidence on essential issues in the investigation. The
hearings also serve as a forum for the committee to undertake to
evaluate the evidence. Nevertheless, I should caution you that
neither the committee nor its staff is trying to prove or disprove
any particular theory. Instead, the committee intends to consider
the best available evidence on a given point, evidence that may
prove or disprove this or that theory, or be insufficient to lead to a
judgment either way. We are exploring what the truth may be; as
a committee, we have no preconceived notions.
Speaking about the quality of evidence available to the commit-

tee, it would be instructive to look back to our hearings on the
assassination of President Kennedy. In the Kennedy case, the com-
mittee had access to an abundance of high-quality evidence, often
the hard stuff of science, to establish what happened in Dallas. In
the King case, unfortunately, less scientific evidence is available—
there were for example no photographs taken at the instant of the
murder, no tapes made of the sound of rifle fire as there were in
Dallas. Consequently, it will be necessary here to rely more on
documents and human memories.
There are, of course, sharp differences in the quality of various

types of evidence. Those differences need to be explicitly noted
here. Human testimony is qualified by perception and memory, to
say nothing of bias or motive to lie. It is, therefore, less reliable
than documents prepared, not for litigation, but to establish an
accurate record of events. In turn, documents are less dependable
than scientific analysis.

Finally, on the subject of evidence, let me say that while we may
not always know what we might wish to know with the degree and
certitude that we might like, the committee is still obligated to
make public what it has learned. The obligation stems from the
nature of legislative proceedings, which these hearings are, as op-
posed to a judicial trial.
This leads then to my next point. These are legislative hearings,

not a trial, criminal or otherwise. Consequently, there is no indict-
ment; there is no defendant. The normal rules of evidence that
control judicial proceedings do not, therefore, apply. It follows,
therefore, that a special duty of restraint is imposed on this corn-
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mittee, one that should also be assumed by those who follow our
hearings.

It is this: The evidence being presented should not be stretched
beyond what is fairly established—and it should not be sensationa-
lized.
This note of caution is especially applicable to the conspiracy

issue, all the more so when indications of association are being
considered. Evidence should be taken for what it shows—no more,
no less.
As I have said before, while conspiracy is founded on association,

more than association is required to establish it. To reason that
guilt goes hand-in-hand with association—the principle of guilt by
association—is abhorrent in a free society. We must examine evi-
dence carefully, reserving judgment until all available facts are
known, reaching conclusions only to the extent that the evidence
fully justifies them.
I must also caution again that even with the completion of these

public hearings, our job will not be over. Obviously, it will not be
possible here for us to consider every question of concern, or even
to consider all evidence on those questions heard. Much ground has
been covered in our executive hearings, our depositions, field inter-
views, and file reviews, and we will publish in our final report the
information obtained and an analysis of it. What we intend to
present in these hearings is a distillation of more than a year of
effort by the committee and its staff. I recognize that there will be
loose ends. Most of them we hope to tie down in the final report,
but frankly life itself contains loose ends. As I have said before, not
every question asked can be answered to the satisfaction of every-
one.
I would now like to call on my colleague, Mr. Walter Fauntroy,

the distinguished Representative of the District of Columbia and
chairman of the King assassination subcommittee, in order for him
to bring us up to date with a review of our public hearings on the
King assassination that were held this past August. Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
As Chairman Stokes observed, the committee began its public

hearings into the death of Dr. Martin Luther King last August.
Almost 3 months have passed since then, so it may be helpful to
those who have followed our hearings to review the evidence that
the committee has heard.
Over 5 days of hearings in August, the committee examined the

life of Dr. King and what happened in Memphis on April 4, 1968.
We listened to a review of Dr. King's life that showed how the 20th
century civil rights movement arguably paralleled the career of Dr.
King. As Professor Blakey said, "His life and its steady movement
toward freedom, justice, equality, and peace pose difficult, terribly
difficult questions, going into the reasons for his death."
The ultimate question seemingly came down to this:
Was Dr. King's death unrelated to his life, was it a senseless act;

or did it, like his life, have meaning?
Our leadoff witness on August 14 was Dr. Ralph Abernathy, Dr.

King's close friend and trusted associate, and his chosen successor
as president of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference. Dr.
Abernathy described the three stages of the civil rights movement
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that virtually paralleled Dr. King's own personal career—first, the
drive to end segregation; second, the fight to integrate American
society; and third, the campaign for economic justice and world
peace. He related how Dr. King's last trip to Memphis, in support
of the sanitation workers' strike, was in keeping with his personal
participation in efforts to achieve social justice for the poor of our
Nation.
Dr. Abernathy also vividly recounted for the committee Dr.

King's last days and his last moments, and how his friend, quite
literally, died in his arms. He admonished the committee to get to
the root of the assassination. "Dr. King had a heart of love, said
Dr. Abernathy. "He was a drum major for justice and equality, and
whomsoever slew the dreamer and sought to destroy his dreams
should be known to the American people.
Having listened to the facts and circumstances surrounding Dr.

King's life and death, the committee then turned to medical sci-
ence in an effort to learn what it might say about his death. Dr.
Michael Baden, the chief medical examiner from New York City,
was the spokesman for the committee's panel of forensic patholo-
gists. He testified that Dr. King died as a result of a single gunshot
wound that entered the right side of his face approximately an
inch to the right and a half-inch below the mouth. The bullet
fractured Dr. King's jaw, exited the lower part of the face and re-
entered the body in the neck area. It then severed numerous vital
arteries and fractured the spine in several places, causing severe
damage to the spinal column, and coming to rest on the left side of
the back, below the scapula.
The medical panel reviewed the emergency room treatment of

Dr. King and the autopsy procedures by the Memphis medical
examiner. Its conclusions, as outlined by Dr. Baden, were the fol-
lowing:
One, every effort was made to save Dr. King, but he was essen-

tially dead on arrival at St. Joseph's Hospital in Memphis.
Two, the autopsy findings of the medical examiner were accu-

rate.
Three, there were no traces of gunpowder in the clothing or in

Dr. King's wounds (meaning the shot was fired from at least 30
inches away).
Four, there were particles left by a lead bullet on Dr. King's

clothing.
Five, the wounds were caused by the bullet recovered from Dr.

King's body.
The panel also shed what light it could on the point of origin of

the shot, using data supplied °by the committee's engineering con-
sultant as well as eyewitness testimony of Dr. King's location and
posture at the moment he was struck. It suggested that the shot
was probably fired from the direction of the roominghouse at 4221/2
South Main Street, but the panel could not, from the medical
evidence alone, determine that it was from the bathroom window
on the second floor or from the shrubbery below the window, as
various people have argued.
Next, Mr. Chairman, the committee sought to determine for

itself what, if any, role James Earl Ray, the convicted assassin,
played in the death of Dr. King. Ray was brought from Brushy
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Mountain State Penitentiary in Petros, Tenn., to present to the
committee his version of his activities from his escape from Missou-
ri State Penitentiary on April 23, 1967, to his arrest for the murder
of Dr. King in London on June 8, 1968.
Ray's version, given in the form of a prepared statement, took

approximately 1 hour to read. In essence, he denied any participa-
tion in the death of Dr. King; offered an alibi for his whereabouts
at the time of the assassination; and suggested that the assassina-
tion must have been the work of a man named Raoul.
The examination of Mr. Ray by the committee was based on the

evidence from which it might be inferred that Ray, in fact, first,
stalked Dr. King; participated in the assassination itself; was not in
the gas station as he said at the time of the assassination; and the
suggestion that the mysterious individual named Raoul, who, ac-
cording to Ray, masterminded the assassination plot, probably did
not exist.
Now the question of stalking. That Dr. King was probably being

stalked by Ray, for example, was a theme developed by the evi-
dence. Martin Luther King, Jr., was in Los Angeles the week of
March 16, 1968, recruiting for the poor people's campaign. It was
announced March 16 he would be returning East to recruit for the
poor people's campaign; that announcement appeared in the writ-
ten press on the 17th, the committee addressed Mr. Ray's conten-
tion that he did not plan to go to Atlanta when he left Los Angeles
on March 17, 1968. Nor did he even know, Mr. Ray claimed, that
Atlanta was Dr. King's home and the SCLC headquarters. Mr. Ray
was somewhat taken aback, however, when Chairman Stokes pro-
duced a postal change-of-address card submitted by Ray under the
Galt alias, prior to his departure from California, with General
Delivery, Atlanta, listed as the point to which mail should be
forwarded from Los Angeles. Mr. Ray's contention is that he left
Los Angeles en route to New Orleans, arriving there on March 21.
Thereafter, he received instructions from the mysterious Raoul to
go to Birmingham. He took a rather circuitous route to Birming-
ham, which brought him to Selma, Ala., March 22, the time Dr.
King is known to have been in that area for the purpose of recruit-
ing. His statement is that subsequently he went to Atlanta, arriv-
ing on March 24, and leaving on March 29. He has insisted that he
did not return to Atlanta until April 5, again having left Atlanta
on March 29 for Birmingham.
His account was that he completed his rifle purchase in Birming-

ham on March 30, then proceeded on a slow drive to Memphis,
although he was a bit vague as to where he stopped over on the
trip. He was adamant, however, in his denial of doubling back to
Atlanta on the weekend when Dr. King returned home from Wash-
ington the weekend of March 30-31. "I know I didn't return to
Atlanta," Mr. Ray testified. "If I did, I will just take responsibility
for the King case here on TV."
Mr. Ray was visibly shaken when Chairman Stokes then pro-

duced a ticket indicating he had dropped off his laundry at the
Piedmont Cleaners in Atlanta on April 1. Ray indicated that the
date on the ticket should have been March 25. Ray, therefore,
challenged the committee exhibit as either a mistake by the clerk
at the laundry or a forged document. In testimony the following
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day by Annie Estelle Peters, an employee of Piedmont Cleaners,
now retired, the authenticity of the document, however, was con-
firmed; Mrs. Peters produced the original counter book, and it
corroborated the April 1 date on the ticket. It was not, as Mr. Ray
had claimed, either a mistake or a forgery.

Similarly, Mr. Chairman, it was brought out that Mr. Ray had
been inconsistent in his descriptions of the mysterious Raoul, por-
traying him variously as a blond-haired Latin, a red-haired French
Canadian and a sandy-haired Latin. Indeed, Mr. Ray was unable to
produce one witness to vouch for Raoul's existence, despite a sup-
posed 9-month association during which they met, according to Mr.
Ray, in six motels, two roominghouses and five bars and restau-
rants in six different cities. One witness who might have seen them
together, James Garner, the proprietor of an Atlanta rooming-
house, was described by Mr. Ray as nodding off to sleep at the
time, but the committee produced a statement by Mr. Garner in
which he says he recalls seeing Mr. Ray but no one answering the
description of Raoul.
With Mr. Ray still at the witness table, it was announced that

the committee had received evidence of substantial and damaging
statements Mr. Ray is alleged to have made to a prison guard
while he was in custody in London. In an effort to be fair, the
committee presented the statement of the prison guard to Mr. Ray
for comment, in order that he might have an opportunity to re-
spond to it before the credibility of the testimony itself was tested
during the appearance of the witness.
The committee also directed its attention to Mr. Ray's claim that

at the time of the shooting of Dr. King he was in a service station
several blocks away from the murder scene. In support of the alibi,
Mark Lane, Mr. Ray's attorney, had produced two witnesses to Mr.
Ray's presence at the station, Thomas I. Wilson, since deceased,
and Coy Dean Cowden. The committee heard testimony from the
following witnesses: Mr. Cowden himself admitted the story he
gave to Mr. Lane was total fabrication, one he concocted at the
request of a friend who had been retained as a private investigator
for the Ray defense. Mr. Cowden said that on the day of the King
assassination, he was not even in Memphis; rather, he was at his
home in Texas. He said that Mr. Lane went for his story "Hook,
line and sinker."

Staff investigator Ernestine Johnson then testified that she in-
terviewed a friend of the late Mr. Wilson, one who said he was
with Mr. Wilson at the time of the shooting and who claimed they
were not at the service station in question.
The owner of the service station and his son each testified that

they were at their service station on the afternoon of April 4, 1968,
and that they do not recall seeing either Mr. Ray or the white
Mustang he was driving.
That brings us, Mr. Chairman, to where we are now.
Today, the committee will take testimony on various admissions

Mr. Ray has allegedly made. The committee will also consider
further the scientific evidence in the King assassination.
Tomorrow, the committee will examine possible motives in the

assassination. It will then be appropriate to begin taking up unan-
swered questions in the conspiracy area.
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Next week, and for the balance of the public hearings, we will
directly delve into the themes you mentioned earlier, Mr. Chair-
man, conspiracy and the performance of the agencies, in particular
the FBI.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The Chair now recognizes Professor Blakey.

NARRATION BY G. ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF COUNSEL AND
STAFF DIRECTOR

Mr. BLAKEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
In any investigation, evidence may be gathered from a variety of

sources: The physical world, documents, and, of course, human
testimony, including that of the accused himself. Much of the evi-
dence in this committee's investigation of the assassination of Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr., as you mentioned earlier, Mr. Chairman,
is, in fact, based on human testimony. In turn, much of that
testimony has also come from the convicted assassin himself,
James Earl Ray. Mr. Ray has hardly stood on the right of every
accused person to remain silent. Since his arrest, Mr. Ray has been
the source of voluminous information, which has been presented in
various books, articles and on national television.
Mr. Ray has also been an important source of evidence for this

committee. In interviews over 40 hours in total length, he has
recounted his story in considerable detail. But while he has been a
ready informant, Mr. Ray's statements have often been trouble-
some because of their contradictions, both with statements from
other sources and even, in many instances, with themselves. Conse-
quently, in its effort to reach the truth, the committee will have to
evaluate carefully the various statements made by Mr. Ray on
each of the occasions for which a record has been made or for
which there may be a trustworthy witness. The second category
includes attorneys for Ray, prison officials and guards, fellow in-
mates and writers.
In a number of cases, Mr. Ray's alleged statements amount to an

admission against interest, some of which can even be construed as
confessions. For this reason, the committee will have to be careful
in evaluating the statements to consider its surrounding facts and
circumstances, including what is known about Mr. Ray's state of
mind at the time of his statement, the credibility of the person
reporting the statement, as well as any possible ulterior motive he
or she might have, and, in the case of a writer, any financial
arrangements made with Mr. Ray. Each statement must, therefore,
be considered on its own, although the cumulative effect of all
must be weighed by the committee.
Mr. Chairman, with this background in mind, it is now appropri-

ate to review for the record a number of statements attributed to
Mr. Ray. The most comprehensive confession made by Mr. Ray
was, of course, the one he gave in open court in Memphis on March
10, 1969, when he entered a plea of guilty in the King assassina-
tion, and for which he received a 99-year sentence for murder in
the first degree. The 56-paragraph stipulation of material facts,
initialed by Mr. Ray and his attorney, Percy Foreman, delineated
in detail Mr. Ray's responsibility for the assassination. The judicial
proceedings, reviewed in some detail before this committee last
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August when Ray was here, also shows clearly that Ray was aware
of his rights as well as the significance of his admission and its
consequences.
Granted, Mr. Ray later sought to withdraw his plea, arguing that

it was not voluntary, and that he was not afforded the assistance of
effective counsel. But the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth
Circuit ruled on May 10, 1976, that Mr. Ray had voluntarily and
knowingly pled guilty and that the evidence sustained the findings.
In addition, the court found that Mr. Ray had failed to show he
had been denied effective assistance of counsel. In December 1976,
the Supreme Court of the United States refused to review the
decision of the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals. Absent dramatic
new evidence on these issues, it is difficult to see how this commit-
tee would be justified in rejecting the ultimate conclusions of these
proceedings.
Several other, perhaps less dramatic, statements by Mr. Ray

after his arrest also tend to substantiate his participation in the
assassination of Dr. King. His attorney, Mr. Foreman, has told the
committee that not once in their 4-month association did Mr. Ray
deny it, although he did advance theories tending to support his
innocence to test Mr. Foreman's view of their acceptability by a
jury. Mr. Foreman also says Mr. Ray told him his brother, Jerry,
was with him on the day he purchased the first of two rifles in
Birmingham, suggesting a family-based conspiracy. Finally, Mr.
Foreman recalls, Mr. Ray even punctured his own alibi by admit-
ting the mysterious Raoul was a concocted figure. These admissions
must, of course, be placed in the context of Mr. Ray's break with
Mr. Foreman after the guilty plea and sentence. The committee
will have an opportunity, too, to hear from Mr. Foreman himself,
since he will be a witness before this committee at a later date.
Nevertheless, they are, if believed, damaging statements.
Dr. McCarthy DeMere, the physician who attended Mr. Ray

while he awaited trial in the Shelby County jail in Memphis,
testified in 1976 evidentiary hearings on Mr. Ray's habeas corpus
petition for a new trial. Dr. DeMere said he examined Mr. Ray
regularly, and they were on a very friendly basis. He also testified
that in a final physical in March 1969, just before Mr. Ray's
transfer to the State penitentiary in Nashville, that he asked Mr.
Ray if he really had been involved in the murder of Dr. King. Mr.
Ray's reply, according to Dr. DeMere, was in the affirmative, al-
though he added, "I wasn't by myself."
Here, too, context is important in evaluating these admissions.

The committee must recall that Dr. DeMere is related to one of the
prosecutors of Mr. Ray in the Tennessee trial. Dr. DeMere will also
be a witness in a later hearing.
Mr. Chairman, several law enforcement officers have also told of

admissions against interest by Mr. Ray. One of their stories follows:
Robert Jensen, special agent-in-charge of the Memphis FBI field
office, interviewed Mr. Ray at the State penitentiary on March 13,
1969, and reported by teletype to Washington headquarters that
Mr. Ray indicated that a witness named Charlie Stephens could
probably identify him since Mr. Stephens had "a good look at him"
in the roominghouse from which the shot that killed Dr. King was
apparently fired. Agent Jensen repeated before the committee in
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executive session the statement by Mr. Ray, a particularly damag-
ing one, since Mr. Stephens is the witness who, immediately after
the assassination, provided a tentative identification of the assas-
sin. Mr. Stephens' testimony, which has been challenged, would be
buttressed substantially if, indeed, Mr. Ray conceded that he might
have been identified by such a witness. Mr. Jensen will also appear
before the committee on a later date.
In 1977, Ray submitted to two polygraph tests, one for an article

in Playboy magazine, another for a television report by Jack An-
derson. In each, Mr. Ray denied personal participation in the
murder of Dr. King, and in each, the examiner concluded Mr. Ray
was lying. The committee commissioned a panel of polygraph ex-
perts to review the two tests, with some interesting results.
In the first test, the one for Playboy, Mr. Ray responded in the

negative to the following questions:
On April 4, 1968, did you shoot Martin Luther King, Jr.?
Did you kill Martin Luther King, Jr.?
Did you fire the shot that killed Martin Luther King, Jr.?
Do you know for sure who killed Martin Luther King, Jr.?

The committee panel unanimously agreed with the original ex-
aminers that Mr. Ray was lying to each of the questions.
Ray was also tested, during the Playboy examination, on the

issue of conspiracy. The conclusion of the original Playboy examin-
er was that he was truthful in denying the existence of a conspir-
acy. When the Playboy charts were received by the committee's
panel, however, the experts found the charts inconclusive on the
conspiracy issue.
In the second test, Mr. Ray was again asked several questions

bearing on his personal participation in the murder, but for a
number of reasons the committee panel was unable to make con-
clusive determinations about them. One of those reasons—a major
one that the panel came to unanimously—was that Mr. Ray had
created artificial physiological reactions—physiological reactions—
in order to beat the test. The panel elaborated:
Mr. Ray (had) apparently studied polygraph technique and was attempting to

create lie-type reactions to the control questions in order to cause the polygraphist
to believe he was more concerned with the control questions rather than the
relevant issues—indicating that he was truthful when he answered the relevant
questions.

There is one final allegation of an admission by Mr. Ray war-
ranting note here—it is new and dramatic—the one, Mr. Chair-
man, that was read into the record in the committee's hearing last
August by Congressman Devine at the specific request of Mr. Ray
and his counsel. It was made by Alexander Anthony Eist, a former
chief inspector with the London Metropolitan Police, who was as-
signed to guard Mr. Ray after his arrest on June 8, 1968.
In a statement to the committee, Inspector Eist told of his con-

versations with Mr. Ray while they sat together in a jail cell. In
them, Inspector Eist testified, Mr. Ray explained how he escaped
from Missouri State Prison and supported himself by holdups while
a fugitive. Further, Mr. Ray expressed a hatred for Blacks and an
interest in going to Africa to fight in a Foreign Legion.
More incriminating, Mr. Ray is alleged to have told Inspector

Eist that while fleeing the scene of the assassination he threw
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away his rifle when he spotted a policeman. Mr. Ray said he knew
his fingerprints were on the rifle, though he felt that only a con-
spiracy could be proved against him, since no one had seen him fire
the shot.
The committee will recall that Inspector Eist's credibility was

assailed by Mr. Lane in the hearing, when he charged that Eist
had been 'dismissed from the Metropolitan Police Force in dis-
grace under charges of theft and perjury." Mr. Lane cited a British
lawyer as saying Inspector Eist was "a corrupt police official, a
disgrace to the English police force."
In light of the significance of Inspector Eist's story, if true, and

the charges made against him by Mr. Ray's attorney, it is impor-
tant that the committee and the American people have an opportu-
nity to evaluate Inspector Eist's testimony.
Inspector Eist was born on March 26, 1929. He joined the Metro-

politan Police Force on June 14, 1948, and he was honorably re-
tired after 28½ years with the rank of detective chief inspector.
In June 1968, Inspector Eist was a detective sergeant with an

elite unit, known as the flying squad, stationed at Scotland Yard.
On June 8, he was summoned to the Cannon Row Police Station
and instructed to sit in a cell and guard a prisoner later identified
to him as James Earl Ray.
Inspector Eist is currently the proprietor of the Greenman Pub-

lick House in Cambridge, England.
It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call

Inspector Eist.
Chairman STOKES. The committee calls Mr. Eist.

TESTIMONY OF ALEXANDER EIST, RETIRED DETECTIVE CHIEF
INSPECTOR, METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE, LONDON, ENG-
LAND

Chairman STOKES. Mr. Eist, please stand to be sworn. Raise your
right hand, please, sir.
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this

committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?
Mr. EIST. I do, sir.
Chairman STOKES. The Chair recognizes staff counsel Alan Haus-

man.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
First I would like to thank Mr. Eist for taking the time to come

to Washington to testify today. We hope that his testimony can
clarify some of the questions raised when Mr. Eist's statement
taken on August 4, 1978 by committee investigators, was read into
the committee's record as MLK exhibit F-92 during the commit-
tee's August 18 public hearing.
Mr. Eist, what is your current address?
Mr. EIST. The Greenman Publick House, Six Miles Bottom, Cam-

bridge, England.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What is your date of birth?
Mr. EIST. March 26, 1929.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What is your current occupation?
Mr. EIST. I am a licensee—publican.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Of the Greenman Pub?
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Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Will you please explain to the committee what a

licensee is?
Mr. EIST. Well, I am licensed by police authorities to supply

liquor in a public house.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In order for you to be licensed by the police must

you pass high character standards and have a clean record?
Mr. EIST. Very much so, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Prior to becoming a licensee of a pub in England,

what was your occupation?
Mr. EIST. I served 28 years with the Metropolitan Police in

England.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And what rank did you reach while you served

with the Metropolitan Police?
Mr. EIST. Chief inspector.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What were your duties as chief inspector?
Mr. EIST. Well, I was with various squads. I was with what is

known as the flying squad, the robbery squad. I was in charge of
the regional crime squad.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What was your last operational assignment

before retiring, sir?
Mr. EIST. I was in charge of three police stations. That is, from

the Criminal Investigation Department (CID) point of view.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And were you in charge of a large number of men

at that time?
Mr. EIST. Yes, I was, yes.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Approximately how many, do you recall?
Mr. EIST. At any one time it could have been up to 100.
Mr. HAUSMAN. When did you join the Metropolitan Police?
Mr. EIST. Sorry, sir?

. Mr. HAUSMAN. When did you join the Metropolitan Police Force?
Mr. EIST. June 14, 1948.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And how long did you serve with them?
Mr. EIST. Twenty-eight years, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. When did you leave the Police Force?
Mr. EIST. 1976.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would ask that a.

copy of Mr. Eist's certificate of retirement which has been pre-
marked MLK exhibit F-137 be entered into the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]



12

MLK EXHIBIT F-137

METROPOLITAN POLICE A

4060

n_niis is to certify that .........filazarder.tany..EIST...B-E.21.

Comrnisstoner's Off tae.......Division

joined the Metropolitan Police, as Constable, on the

day of 19.48_, and on the .. 2..5.th . day of

L :

Given under my Hand and Seal ........

Metropolitan Police Office,
New Scotland Yard, Broadway, LONDON. SW1H OBG

— Cdsii .1926..

This certificate is issued without erasure.

{
for Commissioner

  ...-. of Police
of the Metropolis

'
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• N.B.—Should this certificate' be lost or mislaid no duplicate can be obtained
unless on explanation approved by Commissioner, and in each of such case payment of

_Ettercatte pence will be required.

.. ...

• DESCRIPTION

-4z........
•

Height. 

/t.sua

12

Build...,

'Complexion.

Eyes

'• Shape of nose

Shape of face'

•

qtievbE -;hu-,y.

OP 'Nth
4.

r.•

36-411 0 - 79 - 2
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Mr. HAUSMAN. MLK exhibit F-137 is a certificate signed by the
Commissioner of Police that states:
This is to certify that Alexander Antony Eist, B.E.M., joined the Metropolitan

Police as Constable on the 14th day of June 1948, and on the 26th day of February,
1976, as Chief Inspector, retired, having been pensioned on being found medically
unfit for police duties.

Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Is that a document you gave to the committee?
Mr. EIST. That is, sir, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Thank you, sir.
Exactly under what circumstances did you leave the Metropoli-

tan Police?
Mr. EIST. Well, I developed a thyroid complaint and that was the

reason for my retirement.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And you were honorably retired on a medical

with full pension?
Mr. EIST. I was, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would ask that a

copy of Mr. Eist's certificate of identity of award of Metropolitan
Police pension be entered into the record. It has been premarked as
MLK exhibit F-138.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it will be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-138

METROPOLITAN POLICE PENSION

CERTIFICATE OF IDENTITY

This form Is the property of the Receiver for Ss* Metropolitan
Ponce District and the pensioner should take care of it.

THE CERTIFICATE IS NO SECURITY WHATEVER FOR DEBT. THIS PENSION
CANNOT BE ASSIGNED OR CHARGED (Sea Sec. 7(1), Police Pensions Act, 1948).

AM communications must be addressed to the Pension Clerk, Metropolitan
-Police Finance Branch, Eastbury House, 30-34 Albert Embankment London,
8E1 7UD and the Pension Number must be quoted. Postage must be prepaid.

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT

•

Pension No.

has been awarded a Metropolitan Police Pension.

7( ID
1 7 MAR 1976 

‘13srecret of Finance.

- INSTRUCTIONS TO PENSIONERS 4/POE IVY
The following requirements have been laid down by the Secretary of State as Police Authority for the Metropolitan PoliceDistrict in regard to the payment of pensions. Failure to comply with these requirements may result in the pension not being
Paid-

1 Pensions of retired Metropolitan Police officers are paid in advance on the 6th of the month. The initial payment,however, will cover the period from the date of commencement of the pension to the 6th of the following month. Thereafter,tfahe-pensiea4s4ver-£600-11-Vear, payment will be made by bank cheque. Pardonsiet.usider4600-aleer-mey- be -pekl-by-
. Pensions may be paid by credit transfer to a bank nominated bythe pensioner.

2 Giro cheques must be cashed at a specified Post Office In GreeJxidaffior Eire and cannot be cashed _at any other PostOffice. Whon cashing a Giro ue this Certificate may beptodctid as proof of identity. ThepearsfSoer must notify thePension Clerk of the ad of the Post Office at whlchjtaecrshea his Giro cheques to be able. He must also givethe earliest posjbletfitimation of any change in h ess or In the address of the Pfflce at which he desires paymentIndiceti ether the change is likely to be pernianent.-_,
3 Pension Instalments paid by bank cheque or Gko-cheque-will be sent to the pensioner personally. . Those paid bycredit transfer will be credited to the pensioner's bank account and details of the amount credited will be sent to the pensionerpersonally.

' 4 If a pensioner loses his Certificate of Identity he will be required to submit a Stahrtory Declaration under Secdon 18 of the-; Statutory Declarations Act 183B, and a form will be supplied to him by the Pension Clerk for the purpose. This declaration_ must be made before a Justice or other person authorised by law to administer an oath and must be forwarded to the Pension* Cledtwith a written application for the issue of a fresh Certificate of Identity.

•: 5 A pensioner will be called upon at least once each year to produce evidence of his life In the form of a Ufa Certificate.The Life Certificate must be properly completed and returned within seven days and no further payment will be made until it)- hes been received. This Certificate of Identity must be produced to the person signing the Ufa Certificate.

6 Where a pensioner takes service in any Police Force as a regular policeman he should inform the Pension Clerk immediately.His pension may be suspended In whole or In part so long as he remains In such service.

7 A pensioner who is in receipt of a pension granted under the provisions of the Police Constables (Naval and MilitaryService) Acts.1914 and 1917, orthe Police and Fireman (War Service) Acts, 1939 and 1944, must give immediate notice to thePension Clerk of any variation In the amount of the pension or allowance payable to him by  the Department of Health andSocial Security or Paymaster General.

8 A pensioner who receives any injury benefit or disablement pension under the provisions of the National Insurance(Industrial Injuries) Act, 1965, on account of an injury received during his police service must give immediate notice to thePension Clerk of the amount and of any variation In the amount payable to him by the Department of Health and SocialSecurity.

9 A Giro cheque, bank cheque or notification of credit transfer will be forwarded to the pensioner's last known addresseach month without application being made by him but payment may be withheld (a) if the pensioner has failed to complywith these Instructions, until he has so complied, or (b) if he refuses to make any payment duo to the Receiver for theMetropolitan Police District, until he has made such payment. Payment may also be withheld pending enquiry if it appears(c) that the pensioner is insane or otherwise incapacitated to act, or (d) that the pensioner has brought himself within theprovisions of Regulation 69 of the Police Pensions Regulations, 1973.

10 On the death of the pensioner, this Certificate is to be returned forthwith by his representatives, or by any other personwho comes into possession of IL to the Pension Cleric Metropolitan Police, Finance Branch, Eastbury House, 30-34 AlbertEmbankment, London, SE1 7UD, or it may be handed at the time the death is registered to the Registrar of Deaths.

xxxx
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The attention of Pensioners is called to the following Statutory Provisions of the Police Pensions Act 1948 and
the Police Pensions Regulations 1973.

POLICE PENSIONS REGULATIONS 1973

REGULATION 68. (1) Subject to paragraph (2), a police authority by whom a pension is payable may in their
discretion, withdraw the whole or any part of the pension for any period during which the pensioner is employed
as. regular policeman in any police force.

(2) This Regulation shall not apply to a widow's pension or pension under Regulation 25.

REGULATION 69. (1) Subject to paragraph (2), a police authority by whom an award is payable may determine
that the award be forfeited, in whole or in part and permanently or temporarily as they may specify, in any of the
following cases, that is to say, that the grantee—

(a) Is convicted of any offence and is sentenced to imprisonment for a term exceeding twelve months; or

(b) enters into or continues to carry on any business occupation or employment which is illegal, or in which
he has made use of the fact of former employment in a police force In a manner which is discreditable or
improper; or

(c) supplies to any person or publishes in a manner which is discreditable or improper any information
which he had obtained in the course of employment in a police force; or

(d) solicits or without the consent of the police authority, accepts directly or indirectly any testimonial or
gift having any pecuniary value on retirement from the force or otherwise in connection with his service in
a police force; or

(a) enters into or continues in any business, occupation or employment as a private detective, after the
police authority have given him notice in writing requiring him on any reasonable grounds not to do so;

Provided that a pension shall not be forfeited under sub-paragraph (b) unless reasonable warning has previously
been given in writing by the police authority.

(2) In the case of a pension granted to a regular policeman, other than an injury pension, the police authority, in
determining whether a forfeiture shall be permanent or temporary and affect the pension in whole or in part,
may make different determinations in respect of the secured and unsecured portions of the pension; but the
secured portion of such a pension shall not be forfeited permanently and may only be forfeited temporarily for
a period expiring before he attains insured pensionable age or for which he is imprisoned or otherwise detained in
legal custody.

NOTE: In the above regulations any reference to the secured portion of a pension is a reference to the portion
of the pension which equals the graduated retirement benefit which would be payable to the pensioner, on the
assumption that he retired from regular employment on attaining insured pensionable age, in return fore payment
In lieu of contributions in respect of the whole or any period of non-participating employment by virtue of which
he is entitled to reckon pensionable service for the purposes of the pension, being a period of non-participating
employment at the end of which no payment in lieu of contributions in fact fell to be made; and any reference to
the unsecured portion of a pension shall be construed accordingly. For the purpose of this paragraph a period
of non-participating employment shall be treated as continuing during periods of holiday, temporary incapacity
for work and similar temporary interruptions.

REGULATION 81. (1) Where any sum is due on account of a pension, and any debt is due to the police
authority or, where the police authority la the police authority for the metropolitan police district, to the Receiver
for that district from the pensioner, so much of the said sum as does not exceed the debt may be applied by the
authority or as the case may be, the Receiver in or towards the satisfaction of the debt:

Provided that where the pension is an ordinary ill-health or short service pension and the sum due on account
thereof is In respect of a period beyond insured pensionable age, only so much of the sum sale due on account
of the unsecured portion of the pension may be applied as mentioned in this paragraph.

(2) If it appears to the police authority that a pensioner is by reason of mend disorder or otherwise incapable of
managing his affairs, the authority may in their discretion pay the pension or any part thereof to any person
having the care of the pensioner, and, in so far as they do not dispose of the pension in that manner, may apply
It in such manner as they think fit for the benefit of the pensioner or his dependants.

(4) Where any sum is payable to a minor on account of a pension, the authority may, if they think fit, in lieu of
paying the said sum to the minor, pay it to such other person as they may determine.

A person who receives any sum paid under this paragraph shall, subject to and in accordance with any directions
of the police authority, apply the said sum for the benefit of the minor.

(8). A police authority shall obtain a good discharge by applying or paying any sum in the manner provided by
this Regulation., . 

•

POLICE PENSIONS ACT 1948

SECTION 7. (1) Every assignment of or charge on a pension granted under the regulations made under section
one of this Act, and every agreement to assign or charge such a pension, shall except so far as it is made for
the benefit of the family of the pensioner, be void, and on the bankruptcy of the pensioner such a pension shall
not pass to any trustee or other person acting on behalf of the creditors.

(2) If any person obtains or attempts'to obtain for himself or any other person any pension under any such
regulations as aforesaid by maiming or injuring himself, or causing himself to be maimed or injured, or otherwise
producing disease or Infirmity, he shall be liable on conviction or indictment to imprisonment for a term not
exceeding two years, or on summary conviction to imprisonment bra term not exceeding three months or to a fine
notexceeding twenty-five pounds. '
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Chairman, may I simply ask that the other
mike be moved a little closer to the witness?
Chairman STOKES. Certainly.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Let me just note that exhibit F-138 is a Metro-

politan Police Pension Certificate of Identity showing that Mr.
Alexander Antony Eist, B.E.M., has been awarded a Metropolitan
Police pension.
Mr. Eist, while serving for over 28 years with the Metropolitan

Police, did you ever receive any particular honors, awards, com-
mendations, medals, anything of that nature?
Mr. EIST. I did, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Can you please tell us what some of them were?
Mr. EIST. Yes; I received 28 commendations for outstanding

work. I was awarded the Queen's Long Service and Good Conduct
Medal. I was also awarded the British Empire Medal for Gallantry.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Thank you. In June 1968, what was your rank

and assignment?
Mr. EIST. In 1968 I was a sergeant on the flying squad.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And the flying squad was stationed at Scotland

Yard?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What were your duties at that time as sergeant

on the flying squad?
Mr. EIST. General duties in connection with the arrest of serious

criminals.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And can you please tell us what the flying squad

actually was?
Mr. EIST. Well, the flying squad is a unit of men, about 100

officers. It is formed so that you can detect serious crime without
the hindrance of boundaries. You can go all over England.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In other words, the flying squad was not restrict-

ed to the immediate London area?
Mr. EIST. No.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Was the flying squad considered an elite unit at

that time?
Mr. EIST. It still is, yes, sir, very much so.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Who was your commanding officer in 1968 while

you were on the flying squad?
Mr. EIST. Mr. Thomas Butler.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Do you recall his rank at that time?
Mr. EIST. Detective Chief Superintendent.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Is he still alive?
Mr. EIST. No. Unfortunately he is dead, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. On June 8, 1968, did you receive an early morn-

ing phone call from your supervisor, Detective Chief Superintend-
ent Butler?
Mr. EIST. I did, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Will you please tell us the circumstances of this

call?
Mr. EIST. I received the call in the early hours of the morning

and was ordered to Cannon Row Police Station, which is a station
very close to Scotland Yard. I was told to go there and I would
receive instructions.
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When I arrived at the station, I was told that I was going to be
placed in a cell with a man. I was to take extreme care with him,
to make sure that no unauthorized person had contact with him,
and that he could not in anyway do himself any injuries.
Mr. HAUSMAN. At that time did you know the identity of the

man who was in the cell to which you were sent?
Mr. EIST. No; I did not, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What did you know about him at that time?
Mr. EIST. It's my recollection that I was told that he was wanted

in connection with a bank robbery and that he had been stopped at
the airport with a gun. That's about all I knew at that time.
Mr. HAUSMAN. He was stopped at Heathrow Airport?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did you later learn the prisoner's true identity?
Mr. EIST. Yes, I did; yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Whom did you learn he was?
Mr. EIST. I learned that he was a man called James Earl Ray.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And did you learn why he had been arrested and

was being held at Cannon Row Station?
Mr. EIST. I did, sir, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Excuse me?
Mr. EIST. I did, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And do you recall for what he was being held?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Would you please tell us?
Mr. EIST. Yes. I heard that he was being held in connection with

the death of Dr. Luther King.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And he was then awaiting extradition?
Mr. EIST. Exactly. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. During that first morning when you arrived at

Cannon Row Station, after the phone call from Superintendent
Butler, how long did you stay with the prisoner?
Mr. EIST. I stayed with him from about 6 a.m., in the morning

until about 3 in the afternoon.
Mr. HAUSMAN. At which time you were relieved by another

officer?
Mr. EIST. I was, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Were you in the cell with him during the entire

period of time?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Had you been told anything in particular by Mr.

Butler as to what your responsibilities were concerning the prison-
er's safety?
Mr. EIST. Not at that time, sir, but during that day I was. I was

told that for security reasons I would be the officer detailed to
accompany him at all times when he was in transit between the
court hearings and the prison.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In other words, it became a one-man-one-job as-

signment?
Mr. EIST. Very much so, yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And he was going to be your particular responsi-

bility?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
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Mr. HAUSMAN. Sometime thereafter was the prisoner, Mr. Ray,
remanded to Wandsworth Prison?
Mr. EIST. He was; yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Do you recall when that took place?
Mr. EIST. Sorry.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Do you recall when he was transferred to Wands-

worth Prison?
Mr. EIST. Yes. It is my recollection that this event was a week-

end.
Mr. HAUSMAN. You say this event. When you received your

initial phone call?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir. And it is also my recollection it was on the

Tuesday that he went to Bow Street Court, at which time he was
remanded in custody to Wandsworth Prison.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What type of institution is the Wandsworth

Prison?
Mr. EIST. Wandsworth Prison is a very strict security prison,

dealing with what we term category A prisoners. It is not normally
a remand prison. Special authority had to be sought for this man
to be incarcerated in that particular establishment.
Mr. HAUSMAN. So extreme precautions were being taken with

Mr. Ray at this time?
Mr. EIST. Very extreme precautions, yes.
Mr. HAUSMAN. After Mr. Ray was remanded to Wandsworth

Prison, did you have an occasion to see him again?
Mr. EIST. Yes. The system in the United Kingdom is that a

person cannot be remanded in custody for a longer period than 7
days, which means that in order to continue remanded in custody,
he would have to travel from the prison to the court once a week to
continue the remand.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did you, in fact, accompany him on several of

these transfers?
Mr. EIST. On all of them, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Do you recall offhand how many transfers there

may have been?
Mr. EIST. Six or seven, I should say.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Those would have been about every 7 or 8 days?
Mr. EIST. That is right; yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. During the course of those transfers, would you

be handcuffed to Mr. Ray?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. When you arrived at the courthouse with him,

would you still be handcuffed to him?
Mr. EIST. I would be handcuffed to him until we were both

placed in a detention cell at the court. That was the only time the
handcuffs were taken off.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Would you then sit with him in the detention

cell?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. How long would you be sitting with him in the

cell prior to the hearing?
Mr. EIST. It varied considerably. Sometimes it was a matter of an

hour, sometimes 2 hours. Then I would accompany him to the dock,
and I was handcuffed to him as he sat in the dock.
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Mr. HAUSMAN. So you sat next to him while he was in the dock
at the court hearing, also?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In the course of all this time you were spending

with Mr. Ray, did you establish some form of rapport with him?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Would you tell us how that began?
Mr. EIST. Well, initially he didn't want to say anything to any-

body. But I suppose my constant contact with him, he began to
look on me as somebody he could talk to.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Do you recall any particular incidents the first

morning that broke the ice?
Mr. EIST. Yes, the very first day he did nothing except stare at

me, and quite an uncomfortable situation, until he was offered his
breakfast, and, at that time, he wasn't allowed any utensils for
reasons to do with he might have committed an injury to himself. I
tried very hard to get utensils for him because I couldn't see how
he could eat a breakfast of the nature he was having without them.
He seemed to find this very good; he was pleased that I tried to do
this for him.
Mr. HAUSMAN. At that time, did he make any comment to you?
Mr. EIST. He said something to me about it was a good try,

anyway. Something like that.
Mr. HAUSMAN. That was because the attempt was not successful

and he was not allowed to have the utensils?
Mr. EIST. Not at all; that is right.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did you subsequently begin to have some general

conversation with him after he made this initial comment?
Mr. EIST. Yes; the first day or the first two or three meetings,

general conversations; he asked me to get him some magazines,
and I recall he particularly asked for some magazines on yachting.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Were you able to obtain these magazines for him?
Mr. EIST. I sought authority from Mr. Butler, and this was grant-

ed, and I did, in actual fact, get him some magazines.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did you have any further conversations with him

about being a criminal in America, as opposed to British criminals?
Mr. EIST. Yes; you know the sort of thing in general conversa-

tions, we discussed the difference between American criminals and
English criminals, various things like that.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In the course of these conversations did he ever

speak to you about his escape from Missouri State Prison?
Mr. EIST. He did; yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. What did he tell you with regard to that?
Mr. EIST. He told me that he had on several times tried to get

out of prison and that by a great stroke of luck, he had been at a
place within the prison at a certain time when a vehicle, a lorry of
some sort that was on its way out, and he had taken advantage of
this and had managed to escape.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did he say that he had any assistance in that

escape?
Mr. EIST. No.
Mr. HAUSMAN. He did it all by himself?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.



21

Mr. HAUSMAN. Did he say anything in the course of these conver-
sations about the way he managed to support himself while he was
living as a fugitive?
Mr. EIST. Yes. He was telling me he committed small robberies

in order to exist, you know. I particularly remember that he was
laughing on one occasion, saying he hadn't been particularly suc-
cessful in some of these ventures. On one occasion, he had fallen
from the car as he was getting away; he had fallen out of the side
of the car.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did he say that he was with anybody while he

was committing these robberies? Did you get the impression he was
with anybody?
Mr. EIST. In actual fact, the only person that he ever mentioned

to me at any time was a brother. He didn't mention any name of a
brother; he referred to a brother.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And did he say that he had been in contact with

his brother during the course of his fugitive period?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. During the many hours you spent handcuffed to

him and in cells with him, did Mr. Ray ever discuss Blacks or
racial matters with you?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did he make any particular comments about

Blacks—that you recall?
Mr. EIST. I don't recall any particular comments. It was very

obvious to me that he was completely anti-Black.
Mr. HAUSMAN. You say he didn't make any particular comments.

What led you to that conclusion?
Mr. EIST. The derogatory terms that he used.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Such as?
Mr. EIST. The word "nigger" was often used by him.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did he say anything about what his future plans

were in relation to Blacks?
Mr. EIST. Yes. He told me that he tried to get into Africa at some

stage—he said to kill some more of them. This was at a much later
stage, of course, when we began discussing the—when he began
discussing the death of Dr. King.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In talking about going to Africa, did he mention

any plans about trying to join a mercenary force or anything of
that nature?
Mr. EIST. Yes; he didn't go into a great deal of conversation

about that because apparently he had been unsuccessful in what-
ever he tried to do. He did, in fact, mention the Foreign Legion. He
seemed to have some sort of wild fantasy that he was going to do
something of this nature.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Did it seem to you that he took any pride in his

hatred of Blacks or think he might be a hero of sorts for what he
had done?
Mr. EIST. Yes; very much so, sir. He was continually asking me

how he would hit the headlines in the newspapers, and he kept
wanting news of publicity.
Mr. HAUSMAN. In his conversations, did he say to you that he

thought that shooting a Black man of note might make him a hero
in certain parts of the United States?
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Mr. EIST. Yes, there was a conversation where that type of thing
was coming out.
Mr. HAUSMAN. And he was particularly concerned about public-

ity, you say?
Mr. EIST. Yes; very much so, yes. In fact, he said to me when I

told him it hadn't really made too much of an impact in the British
press, that is as far as he was concerned, he was telling me, you
haven't seen anything yet. I will be in the headlines one of these
days. He was quite proud of the fact that he was going to make the
headlines.
Mr. HAUSMAN. At some time, did he begin speaking about the

killing of Dr. King?
Mr. EIST. Yes. In actual fact, if I can explain that, it was a very

difficult situation talking to this man, because if ever I asked him
a question, he would suddenly stop. He would refuse to say any
more, and then sit there and stare at me.
However, there were occasions when you had a job to stop him

talking. On one of these occasions, he was telling me that he was
going to earn a lot of money out of the situation. I recall--
Mr. HAUSMAN. Which situation do you mean?
Mr. EIST. About the murder, because at this time we had got to

the murder; this was coming into the conversation, and he told me
that it was his plan to get a lawyer or a lawyer's representative to
go on television, and he reckoned he would make an awful lot of
money through this medium.
I seem to recall saying, how are you going to spend this money,

something approaching that, and it was at that time he said to me,
well, they'll only be able to charge me with a conspiracy, and he
said something about I will only get 1 to 10, or 1 to 12 years for
that.

It was at that time that he said there was no way that they
would actually be able to pin the murder on him except that he
had thrown the gun away; that was the mistake that he had made.
I recall he said to me he had seen a policeman or police vehicle and
panicked and thrown the gun away, and his fingerprints would
obviously be found on this weapon.
Mr. HAUSMAN. So he was aware that his fingerprints were on the

weapon?
Mr. EIST. This is what he told me, yes.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Where was he when he had panicked and thrown

the weapon away? Was that near the scene of the crime?
Mr. EIST. Yes. This was as he was running away. He didn't

actually name a location. But in his rambling, he was telling me
that was the only mistake he had made.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Was the reason he threw the weapon away that

he had seen either a policeman or police vehicle?
Mr. EIST. That is right; yes.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Even though there was a weapon with his finger-

prints on it, that he had thrown away, he was not particularly
concerned because he thought he could only be tried for conspir-
acy? •
Mr. EIST. No; he seemed quite elated in actual fact. He had never

ever showed any regret or seemed worried at all about the situa-
tion.
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Mr. HAUSMAN. And did he think he could benefit financially
from this?
Mr. EIST. Very much so, sir. That was well in his thoughts.
Mr. HAUSMAN. Mr. Chairman, I believe at this time Mr. Devine

has some more questions of the witness.
Chairman STOKES. At this time, the Chair will recognize Mr.

Devine, the gentleman from Ohio, for such time as he may con-
sume.
Mr. DEVINE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Inspector Eist, you testified a few moments ago that you were

honorably discharged from Scotland Yard for medical reasons?
Mr. EIST. I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And I believe the medical reasons had to do with a

thyroid involvement that has caused some eye protrusion; is that
accurate?
Mr. EIST. Absolutely; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. But you were honorably discharged?
Mr. EIST. Very much so; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Further, a moment ago, in answering counsel's ques-

tion, you said that Mr. Ray talked to you about going to Africa,
and I think the quote was "to kill some more Blacks." Is that
accurate?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Kill some more Blacks?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. In another area, Inspector, when did you first

become aware that an American congressional committee had an
interest in James Earl Ray?
Mr. EIST. In the news media in Great Britain, it had been pub-

lished that James Earl Ray, or his associate, was alleging that the
FBI were crooked and that they framed him. This was the first I
knew of it.
Mr. DEVINE. That was after this committee was created?
Mr. EIST. I assumed so, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. In January of 1977?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. That was about the time you became aware of our

interest; is that correct?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And I would ask you whether you know Major and

Mrs. David and Connie Meaunier.
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. How do you spell that?
Mr. EIST. M-e-a-u-n-i-e-r [spelling].
Mr. DEVINE. Who are they?
Mr. EIST. The Major is an Air Force Major, sir. He was stationed

in Great Britain.
Mr. DEVINE. Where did you run into them?
Mr. EIST. They came into my public house. I first met them when

I took this place over about 2 years ago.
Mr. DEVINE. When they told you of the new American investiga-

tion, what was your reaction?
Mr. EIST. Well, sir, that was the first I knew of it, when I saw it

in the news media about the framing by the FBI, and, of course,
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naturally I had some interest because of the name Earl Ray, and I
had dealings with him, and I was telling these two friends of mine,
and they continually coerced me into telling the FBI what I knew,
because they were impressing on me how important it was to their
country. •
Mr. DEVINE. They suggested that you notify the FBI and the

American authorities?
Mr. EIST. They did.
Mr. DEVINE. What was your response to that?
Mr. EIST. I gave it some thought, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. I beg your pardon?
Mr. EIST. I gave it some thought.
Mr. DEVINE. Yes.
Mr. EIST. And I decided, not immediately at that time, but after

a while I decided that was the proper thing to do, to assist the
authorities if I could, against the allegations of framing.
Mr. DEVINE. Did you suggest to them that the American authori-

ties already knew of your relationship with Ray?
Mr. EIST. Yes; I think I did, sir. I was under the impression that

they already knew the situation as I am explaining it this morning.
Mr. DEVINE. What made you think that the American authorities

were aware?
Mr. EIST. Because when this was all taking place in 1968, there

were, I think, three, at least two, but I think three members of the
FBI who were liaison with Mr. Butler in the security of Earl Ray,
and, at that time, I was telling them of the conversations that I
was having in the cell.
Mr. DEVINE. Had you informed your superiors of the comments

made to you?
Mr. EIST. I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. You had done so at that time?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir. I was continually informing them of the con-

versations I was having.
Mr. DEVINE. To whom did you make the reports?
Mr. EIST. To Mr. Butler, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. That is your chief inspector?
Mr. EIST. That was the chief superintendent; yes.
Mr. DEVINE. Anyone else?
Mr. EIST. And to the FBI.
Mr. DEVINE. Do you know who specifically in the FBI?
Mr. EIST. There was a man called Alder McCrae.
Mr. DEVINE. MCCrae?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. M-c-C-r-a-y [spelling]?
Mr. EIST. I believe it was a-e [spelling], sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were these reports written or orally given? _
Mr. EIST. Both, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Do you know whether your superiors had passed

this information over to the American authorities?
Mr. EIST. It is my belief that Mr. Butler did in actual fact, sir,

because we had a conversation on one occasion where both the FBI
and Mr. Butler told me that any conversations I was having with
Earl Ray was not valid as far as evidential value was concerned in
the United States.
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Mr. DEVINE. Why did you wait until June of this year to contact
the American authorities?
Mr. EIST. You mean after I first knew about the FBI, the allega-

tions they'd been framed--
Mr. DEVINE. What happened as a result of your contact?
Mr. EIST. With the FBI, sir? Two gentlemen came to see me.
Mr. DEVINE. Two FBI men?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Could you identify them?
Mr. EIST. I am afraid I can't, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. To refresh your recollection, would it be Agent

Dennis Dixon and Robert Keens?
Mr. EIST. That is right; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Those were the FBI agents involved?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. The interview was conducted in June 1978?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. What was the substance, Inspector Eist, of your

conversation with these gentlemen at that meeting?
Mr. EIST. Exactly the same as I am giving you this morning, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Would you recite it again roughly what you told

them?
Mr. EIST. Yes. I told them, first of all, I said that my interest in

the situation was that as far as the FBI framing Earl Ray was
concerned, this was totally untrue because of the very great secu-
rity arrangements they made to get Mr. Ray back to this country
safely. And I told them of the conversations I had had in the cell
with him, and, as I say, what I mentioned to the committee this
morning.
Mr. DEVINE. You told them about him describing his escape from

the Missouri State Penitentiary?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And on many occasions he admitted that he had

shot Dr. King?
Mr. EIST. No. You see, he never really—Ray never really told me

that he pulled the trigger or anything like that, but I told them he
had, in fact, stated to me that he had thrown the gun away.
Mr. DEVINE. Inspector, have you ever read any books or articles

about James Earl Ray or Dr. King's assassination?
Mr. EIST. Never, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Subsequent to that interview, were you contacted by

members of the staff of this committee?
Mr. EIST. I was, indeed; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And as a result of that contact on August 4, 1978,

did you meet with staff members of the committee and allow them
to tape an interview with you?
Mr. EIST. I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were the statements made by you in the course of

that interview truthful and accurate?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Tell me about your appearance here this morning; is

this in response to a subpena, or are you here voluntarily?
Mr. EIST. I am here voluntarily, sir.
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Mr. DEVINE. After giving your statement to the committee inves-
tigators, Mr. Evans specifically, did you learn that it had been read
in its entirety into the committee's record in August of this year?
Mr. EIST. I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Did you know that there was a strong possibility

this statement would be made public in the United States?
Mr. EIST. Yes, I did, sir; yes.
Mr. DEVINE. Did you have any concern that your statement

would be made public and might be challenged?
Mr. EIST. I didn't have any concern over it, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. You weren't concerned about that?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. All right. Did you later learn that James Earl Ray's

attorney made serious charges concerning your honesty and integ-
rity after your statement was read into the record?
Mr. EIST. Very much so, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Did you know that that attorney publicly charged

that you were dismissed from the Metropolitan Police Force in
London in disgrace under charges of theft and perjury?
Mr. EIST. I did learn that; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were you so dismissed?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were you dismissed from the Metropolitan Police

Force for any reason whatsoever?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Did you, in fact, retire from the Metropolitan Police

Force under honorable conditions for medical reasons?
Mr. EIST. I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were you, as Mr. Lane claimed, investigated by

A-10 of the internal police branch of the corruption department of
Scotland Yard?
Mr. EIST. A-10, sir, is the department that deals with complaints

of all types and kinds. I was an active police officer, and, as such,
you do get complaints, and, of course, these complaints would have
been investigated by the A-10 department.
Mr. DEVINE. Was this investigation prior to or after your retire-

ment?
Mr. EIST. Prior to.
Mr. DEVINE. Prior to. Were you aware that Lane charged you

were placed on trial for accepting bribes and involvement in jewel
robberies throughout London?
Mr. EIST. I am aware of that; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Were you, in fact, placed on trial for those charges?
Mr. EIST. I was placed on trial for being concerned in a case

concerning a false alibi, nothing to do with jewel robberies.
Mr. DEVINE. You were, however, named as a defendant in a

criminal indictment, were you not?
Mr. EIST. Yes, I was; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. That was in July 1976?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. What were the charges made against you at that

time?
Mr. EIST. Well, the position was, sir, that about 10 years ago, two

men were arrested for receiving large quantities of foreign stamps.
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At that time, I had nothing to do with the arrest of these two
people. However, I did, as a spare officer on that day, assist in the
charging, there were younger men involved and I was second in
command on a squad. As such, I assisted in the actual charging of
the prisoners although I had no hand in the arrest.
As a result of this, at that time, the junior officers placed my

name on the report as the officer in charge of that particular case,
and that was erroneous. I was not.
Mr. DEVINE. You say the duty officer erroneously placed your

name on the report?
Mr. EIST. Yes, as the officer in charge of the case.
Mr. DEVINE. As the officer in charge, and that was not true. Is

that correct?
Mr. EIST. That is it, sir. And then the following day—we have a

system of a short report that has to go into what we term solicitors'
department to reserve a place in the queue for counsel at an
ultimate hearing. This actual form has typed on the bottom, officer
in charge.
As a second in command on that squad, it was my duty to see

that this form arrived at its destination within 48 hours. So I
signed that form.
Ten years later, when an allegation was made by informants, not

against me, but against other police officers, and in particular a
lawyer, the investigating officers found that I was the officer in
charge of the case. As such, I must have been aware that a false
alibi was being concocted. As a result of this, I wasn't questioned
about it, but placed on a charge with other people.

It became very apparent at the trial that I had nothing to do
with this job, that I was not the officer in charge, and the judge
stopped the case and awarded me costs.
Mr. DEVINE. That was the resolution of the indictment, the judge

dropped the charge as far as you were concerned and awarded you
costs?
Just what does that mean, inspector?
Mr. EIST. All the costs that I had involved in the case were paid

to me from public funds.
Mr. DEVINE. I would ask the clerk to make available MLK exhib-

it F-136, described as a letter of acquittal.
Inspector, have you on a previous occasion seen this particular

document identified as MLK exhibit F-136?
Mr. EIST. No; I haven't seen this, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Would you read it for the record, please?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir. It's from The Crown Court, Middlesex Guild-

hall, Westminster, Re: Alexander Antony Eist.
In reply to your inquiry regarding the above named. I would advise you that

Alexander Antony Eist was tried before His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. at thisCourt, and on the 12th of June 1978, was found not guilty upon the direction of theJudge of the offences put to him namely: (1) Conspiracy to commit corruption; (2)conspiracy to pervert the course of justice; (3) conspiracy to pervert the course ofjustice.

That, sir, was in connection with this false alibi.
And it was ordered by His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. that Alexander AntonyEist be discharged and further ordered that his costs both before this court and theexamining justices be paid as taxed out of Central Funds.
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Signed by Mr. R. J. Welch, for the chief clerk.
Mr. DEVINE. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that MLK exhibit F-136

be made a part of the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]

THE CROWN COURT
Middlesex Guildhall Westminster SW1P 3BB

Telephone 01-930 4400 ext :279

Irwin Shaw ESA.,
Solicitor,
2, Garden Court,
Temple,
London E.C.4.*

Please reply to The Courts Administrator

Your reference

Our reference AT/77/0590/TAB

Dam 3rd November 1978

Dear Sir,

Re: ALEXANDER ANTHONY EIST 

In reply to your enquiry regarding the above named. I would advise you

that Alexander Anthony .at was tried before His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. at this

Court, and on the 12th June 1978 was found not guilty upon the direction of the

Judge of the offences put to him namely:-

(1))
(2)
(3)

Conspiracy to commit corruption
Conspiracy to pervert the course of justice
Conspiracy to pervert the course of justice

and it was ordered by His Honour Judge Martin, Q.C. that Alexander Anthony East be

discharged and further ordered that his coats both before this court and the

examining justices be paid as taxed out of Central Rinds.

Yours faithfully,

MLK EXHIBIT F-136

Mr. DEVINE. Inspector, under what circumstances does a defend-
ant receive costs from the State?
Mr. EIST. Well, these are typical—this, rather, is a typical exam-

ple where it was found that I had absolutely nothing to do with
this case at all, and as such, an injustice had occurred, and there-
fore I should be put to no expense at all.
Mr. DEVINE. So when there is a full acquittal of a charge, they

pay costs to the person that had been accused, is that correct?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir, under these circumstances. If there was any

sort of even the slightest doubt, you wouldn't get the costs.
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Mr. DEVINE. Have any other criminal charges of any kind ever
been levied against you?
Mr. EIST. Never, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Are you currently on honorable pension from the

London Metropolitan Police?
Mr. EIST. I am; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Isn't it a fact, Inspector, that you would not have

been granted a license to operate a pub if you did have any blemish
on your records?
Mr. EIST. That is so; yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired. The

committee will now operate under the 5-minute rule.
Mr. Eist, let me clarify something with reference to your acquit-

tal by the court. If I understand you correctly, at the completion of
the presentation of the evidence and prior to the jury deliberating
in this case, that the court acquitted you and a jury never deliber-
ated upon your case; is that correct?
Mr. EIST. That is absolutely correct.
Chairman STOKES. Fine. I have no further questions.
The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer.
Mr. PREYER. Thank you, Mr. Eist, for your testimony.
One of the matters we have been concerned with and will be

concerned with will be the question of the motive that Mr. Ray
might have had if he assassinated Dr. King. One area of that would
be whether any other people were involved in it. I gather he never
said anything to you about involvement with any other person
other than his brother?
Mr. EIST. That is so, yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. On the question of racism as a motive, you testified,

as I understand it, that he hated Blacks--
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. But you infer that from general statements he

made? He made no specific statement to you to the effect that all
Blacks should be killed or I killed King because I hated Blacks,
nothing like that?
Mr. EIST. It is a very difficult question to answer, sir, but that

was the distinct impression that I drew from the many and varied
conversations I had with him.
Mr. PREYER. You mentioned that he did not ever tell you directly

that he shot Dr. King--
Mr. EIST. That is right, sir; yes.
Mr. PREYER. But that you could infer he shot Dr. King from

statements he made, such as I threw the rifle away.
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. Are you inferring that he shot Dr. King because he

was a racist, from remarks he made?
Mr. EIST. It would be my impression; yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. There was nothing specific connected with racial

statements and the shooting, itself?
Mr. EIST. Nothing specific; no, sir.
Mr. PREYER. He did make some statements dealing with other

possible motives, I gather, that he talked in terms that he would
make a lot of money out of it?
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Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. That was in terms of making money from publicity,

not anyone giving him money to do it; is that right?
Mr. EIST. That is right; yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. Just one other rather frivolous question, I guess:

You say the magazines he wanted were yachting magazines?
Mr. EIST. That was on the first day; yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. What sort of yachting magazines did he--
Mr. EIST. It bewildered me in actual fact, sir. He just wanted

magazines on yachts. He was a strange character altogether, sir.
Mr. PREYER. What sort of yachting magazines did you get him?
Mr. EIST. I think I got him magazines with pictures of yachts on

it, sir. I don't know too much about yachting magazines, myself.
Mr. PREYER. Thank you.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Eist, you mention that Mr. Ray seemed to feel he was going

to make a great deal of money?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. How many times did he mention making money

to you?
Mr. EIST. I would think at least two or three conversations this

came into it, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did he actually in these statements come out

and say that the only thing that he would possibly ever be convict-
ed of was conspiracy? How did he put that?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir, I distinctly remember that. You see he used to

ramble on; when he did start talking, he rambled on quite a lot,
you know. And he suddenly came out with this out of the blue one
day when he said they will only be able to nail me for a conspiracy,
and that is how this situation with the gun arrived. Because he
said I will only get 1 to 10 or 1 to 12. This is the way he was
talking. He suddenly appeared to me to become some sort of legal
expert. This was halfway through his extradition period.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I am sure in England you have your jailhouse

lawyers too, don't you?
Mr. EIST. We call them barracks room lawyers.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did he at any time when he was talking about

the conspiracy ever mention any other individuals?
Mr. EIST. No, he didn't, sir, and this is what I would like to

impress on you, sir; that he did ramble so much that I am con-
vinced that had there been anybody else involved, it would have
come through the conversations.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did he ever in his conversations about conspir-

acy or his conversations about going and joining the French For-
eign Legion or his conversations about the Black race, mention any
groups or Black hate groups, or American political groups?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did he ever mention any association or interest

in the Presidential candidacy of George Wallace?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
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The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Eist, is it your testimony that while you shared your conver-

sations with Mr. Ray with both your superiors and with repre-
sentatives of the FBI at the time, that you know of no record made
of your statements?
Mr. EIST. Sir, it is my recollection that I made a record in what

we call a pocketbook, which is an official book which can be pro-
duced at any time. These books, however, are only kept for a period
of about 5 years and then are destroyed.
I feel that had the evidence been of any value in an American

court at the time, I would have been called upon to have made a
statement which would have been attached to the file. But we have
a situation where the extradition hearing was not contested. We
also have a situation where Ray eventually pleaded guilty and
therefore apart from the sadness of the situation, we would have
had no further interest in the matter. It was a matter then before
the American jurisdiction.
Mr. FAUNTROY. So that the procedure which you followed did not

require that you make note of such report to a superior, is that--
Mr. EIST. Well, yes, I would have made a note in my official

pocketbook which could have been produced at that time, at any
time.
Mr. FAUNTROY. But the pocketbook is not now available to us?
Mr. EIST. No; they are destroyed after a certain length of time,

sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And the explanation which you accepted and

understood for not making record of this by the FBI was that it
would be of no use in court proceedings in the United States?
Mr. EIST. Exactly that, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Second, you do recall references by Mr. Ray to

money?
Mr. EIST. Yes; I do, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And according to your testimony, those refer-

ences were limited to only two kinds of conversations, one dealing
with his access to money through small robberies--
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. During the period of his fugitivity?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And, second, with respect to moneys which might

come forward as a result of his exploitation of his notoriety?
Mr. EIST. Yes.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Those were the only instances in which he men-

tioned to you money in connection with the assassination of Dr.
King?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir, the only instances.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Finally, Mr. Chairman, you made reference to

the Foreign Legion?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Do you recall these were the words used by Mr.

Ray?
Mr. EIST. Foreign Legion; yes, sir.
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Mr. FAUNTROY. What images does the term foreign legion
summon in your mind? What does foreign legion mean to you, or
did it mean to you in 1968?
Mr. EIST. It is a sort of a free-lance mercenary army, as far as I

am aware, you know. They act in Africa; I don't quite know where
they function. I assumed Mr. Ray knew more about it than I did,
sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. But you simply accepted that term from him as

what he was talking about?
Mr. EIST. Yes.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And you assume that meant mercenaries?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. In Africa. In any part of Africa?
Mr. EIST. The Foreign Legion is more around the desert area as

far as I know. But I am only aware of this from the sort of films
and things you see. I don't know anything about the Foreign
Legion.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd.
Mr. DODD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Eist, how long did you spend as a police officer? How many

years was that?
Mr. EIST. Twenty-eight, sir.
Mr. DODD. Twenty-eight years. How long was it, the time you

spent with James Earl Ray? Just to refresh my memory, what
period of time was that?
Mr. EISL I think it was about 2 months altogether, sir.
Mr. DODD. Then you got to know him pretty well?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. You were certainly aware at the time that he was

apprehended and during those 2 months that this was a case of
international interest, worldwide attention and interest; is that
correct?
Mr. EIST. Very much so, sir; yes.
Mr. DODD. In fact, it was of historical significance?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. And you were aware of that as well?
Mr. EIST. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. Are you also aware of the fact, Mr. Eist, that since

1968 there have been hundreds, if not thousands, of articles written
about the assassination of Martin Luther King and various allega-
tions and stories involving different people? Are you aware of that
as well?
Mr. EIST. Strange as it may seem, sir, no; I was not aware of

that.
Mr. DODD. You were not aware of stories in various publications?
Mr. EIST. No, I wasn't.
Mr. DODD. You never saw any stories?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DODD. From 1968 until fairly recently you never read any

articles?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
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Mr. DODD. My point is this, Mr. Eist: I am a little intrigued by
the fact that it took almost 10 years for someone with 28 years'
experience as a police officer to come forward with the story that
you have told us.
Back shortly after James Earl Ray pled guilty in 1968, stories

began to appear in which he alleged that, in fact, he was not
guilty. Any number of different articles have appeared in various
worldwide publications, and then we have this 'committee being
formed. And I gather by your testimony you were aware of the fact
that this committee was formed?
You then had a conversation with some people as late as, I guess,

the spring of this year, 1978, and it was only after that that you
finally decided to come forward with this information.
Can you explain to me and this committee why someone with 28

years of experience as a police officer, knowing of the allegations
that had been made, knowing of the historical significance and
international concern over this case, that someone with your expe-
rience, wouldn't come forward earlier with the story that you have
told us today?
Mr. EIST. Well, as far as the United Kingdom is concerned, I

didn't see any reports in connection with any facts that he was not
guilty or anything like this. The first time that Earl Ray came to
my attention again following 1968 was when I saw in the news
media at home that the allegation was that the FBI had framed
Earl Ray. That was the first time that I had really given it any
thought at all, apart from, you know, general sort of discussions
one would have of interesting cases that you have been involved
with.

It certainly didn't appear, to my knowledge, in the English press,
about any suggestion that he was not guilty.
Mr. DODD. Did you keep any notes at all during the 2-month

period of the conversations with James Earl Ray, personal notes
you might have kept?
Mr. EIST. No; not personal notes; no.
Mr. DODD. Did you shortly after his deportation to the United

States, did you write down your recollections of what , had tran-
spired over the previous 2 months?
Mr. Eist No, sir.
Mr. DODD. Did you relate to other people what James Earl Ray—

other than your superiors, what he told you during that period?
Mr. EIST. Yes, I did; yes, sir, because on the flying squad you

have your little groups; you are always talking about the work you
are engaged in, various twists of each job. I have no doubt I
discussed it on those terms, but, you see, when you finished with
one particular assignment, you are engaged in a lot more than just
the one. That is, apart from the very great public interest, I had no
interest in the subsequent developments of the case, because as far
as I knew, Earl Ray had pleaded guilty to it, and that was a matter
before your honorable judges.
Mr. DODD. Certainly as someone who has had a record of 28

years of working in police matters, you are more than aware of the
importance of having people come forward who can provide perti-
nent information with regard to allegations of guilt or innocence; is
that true?
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Mr. EIST. Yes; that would be true, but, as I say, sir, I was not
aware that there was any controversy afterward.
Mr. DODD. You knew we formed a committee in 1977 to investi-

gate the assassination of Dr. King; is that correct?
Mr. EIST. The only time I knew, sir, was when I saw in the news

media the headlines that Earl Ray, or a connection of Earl Ray
was alleging that the FBI had framed him. This was the first and
only time that I read anything about the--
Mr. DODD. Didn't you testify that you discovered in 1977 that this

committee had been formed to investigate the assassination of Dr.
King?
Mr. EIST. That is when I found it, through that media.
Mr. DODD. I would presume that you would understand that this

committee was not just being formed to rehash or reconfirm what
James Earl Ray had pled to in 1968; correct?
Mr. EIST. Correct; yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. So at that particular juncture it became important for

any evidence that could be pertinent to this committee's work to
come forward, any witnesses, any evidence to be made available.
Mr. EIST. Which is what I did; yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. It didn't occur until a year later.
Mr. EIST. Well, yes, I would say that the answer to that really

basically was I wanted my domestic problems out of the way before
I engaged on anything else. As you appreciate, that matter that we
were talking about was hanging over my head at that time.
Mr. DODD. That is the reason you didn't come forward?
Mr. EIST. Immediately; yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. So you waited a year and a half--
Mr. EIST. I waited until that matter was away, was cleared, you

know; then I immediately came forward then.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer.
Mr. SAWYER. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Does counsel have any additional questions?
Mr. HAUSMAN. No, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Do any members seeking further additional

recognition?
Mr. DODD. Mr. Chairman, let me just come back, if I may.
I am really perplexed by that, Mr. Eist. You waited a year and a

half to come forward with information because you wanted to take
care of your own particular problem?
Mr. EIST. Yes.
Mr. DODD. Someone with--
Mr. EIST. You know--
Mr. DODD. Do you appreciate my position? Having talked with

someone who has had as much experience as you have, I am
impressed by 28 years of police work, and it just intrigues me when
you consider, by your own admission, international ramifications,
that this was a world renown case, and here you spent 2 months
with a man who pled guilty to this case, who was then alleging
that he was not the guilty party, and you wait a year and a half to
come forward with information that is tremendously significant in
this whole matter.
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I am really disturbed by that information. Can you help me feel
better?
Mr. EIST. No, I can't, really, sir. I think possibly I should have

come forward earlier, but, you know, the matter that you have
referred to, there wasn't exactly a happy one as far as I was
concerned. I had an awful lot of problems of my own at that time,
and I thought I would wait until that is over and at the earliest
opportunity I will tell the appropriate authorities.
Mr. DODD. And you used no notes whatsoever to refresh your

recollection?
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DODD. You made no recordings of any kind?
Mr. EIST. Recordings?
Mr. DODD. Well, spoke into a tape recorder, maybe, after the 2

months that you spent with Ray or sometime later with regard to
your feelings, what James Earl Ray told you. You had no body of
evidence to which you could return to refresh your recollection in
these last 10 years.
Mr. EIST. No, sir.
Mr. DODD. So what you are telling us today is based on total

recollection of what transpired 10 years ago?
Mr. EIST. Yes, that is right; yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. Eist, at the conclusion of a witness' testimony before this

committee, that witness is entitled under our rules to a period of 5
minutes. During that period of time, he can in any way explain his
testimony, amplify it in any way, correct any portion of it.
I would extend to you at this time 5 minutes for that purpose, if

you so desire. Is there anything further you would like to say to
the committee?
Mr. EIST. I honestly can't think of anything further, sir.
Chairman STOKES. Well, we certainly appreciate your coming

before the committee and the testimony that you have given us
here today, and at this time, then, you are excused. Thank you.
Mr. EIST. Thank you very much.
Chairman STOKES. The Chair now recognizes Mr. Blakey.
Mr. BLAKEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman, Inspector Eist does not stand alone in his claims

of post arrest admissions by James Earl Ray. Two additional wit-
nesses corroborate him, at least to a degree. First, Thomas Smith,
like Inspector Eist, a detective sergeant in 1968, now a detective
superintendent, was assigned to guard Mr. Ray in his cell at the
Cannon Row Police Station in relief of Inspector Eist. Superintend-
ent Smith has told the committee that Mr. Ray expressed concern
to him that his fingerprint might be found in his Mustang, and he
was worried over whether he would be returned to the United
States to face county or Federal charges. Superintendent Smith has
told the committee:
Although on occasion (Mr. Ray) did say that he did not shoot Martin Luther King,

he did not appear to say it with a lot of conviction.
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Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the Smith statement be inserted
in the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibit No.
F-130.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-130

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SELECT COMMITTEE ON AssASSINATIONS

Interview with

Mr THOMAS SMITH

on

Friday, August II, 1978

at

New Scotland Yard, London, England

•
v.mi•M•mbmw•••••••••••••••.••••NOOM••••M•00

On behalf of Select Committee:

Mr ROBIN D. LINDLEY - Staff Attorney

Mr CHARLES H. ROGOVIN - Special Counsel

Present:

Detective Chief Superintendent Frank Cater

Mr Richard W. Davies - Commissioner's
Solicitors Department

Mt Richard H. Balment - Court reporter.
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MR ROGOVIN: Mr Smith, would you state your name and official

address?

A Yes. My full name is Thomas Smith. I am a Detective

Superintendent of the Metropolitan Police, attached to

Central Office, New Scotland Yard. I have been in the

service for 27 years.

(Mr Cater left at this point>

q Mr Smith, I would like to take you back to approximately

June 8th, 1968. At that time were you a serving officer

in the Metropolitan Police Department?

A I was, yes.

Q Could you tell me, sir, your rank and assighment at that

time?. . •

A Yes. I was a First Class Detective Sergeant, serving with

the Flying Squad, attached to New Scotland Yard.

Q On the 8th June, 1968, did you have occasion to receive an

assignment from &superior officer with regard to a person

known dr described to you then or thereafter as one James

Earl Ray?

A I did, sir, yes. I had been assigned by my chief

(who was then Detective Chief Superintendent Butler) to

take up duty at Cannon Row Police Station, which is in

Central London, and ordered to sit in the cell with Ray.

It was an a Sunday. My period of detention with him was

from 2 p.m. to 10 p.m.

Q What instructions or advice did you receive from your

superior with regard to the nature of your assignment at

that time?
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A My instructions were quite clear, that I was there solely

to see that he remained in safe custody. I was also

instructed that I was not to discuss the case with him.

That would be pretty obvious at the time, because I knew

none of the details, anyway, other than the fact that this

man was alleged to have shot Martin Luther King in the

United States. It was also brought home to me the fact

that if any evidence that I considered was material and

should be brought to the notice of the American authorities,

I would, of course, note it in the usual way and report it

in the usual viay.

1:1 When you arrived at Cannon ROW Police Station, did you
• •

relieve another officer who was carrying out, as far as

you knew, the same duty to which you were assigned?

A I did, yes. That officer was then a serving officer,

Sergeant East.

• By the way, Mr Smith, at this time in 1968 your rank was

what?

A Detective Sergeant First Class.

Q And you relieved another Sergeant upon your arrival?

I First Class, yes.

Q I assume you went into a cell with the prisoner at that point?

A I did, yes. I had another junior officer with me. He has

since left the Force. For about the first hour Ray was

very quiet. I think I had said "Good afternoon" to him.

I don't think he replied. I understood his demeanor,

bearing in mind that he had only just previously been
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arrested, and I considered then that he was in a rather

vulnerable position. There was a newspaper in the cell.

It was a Sunday newspaper, the Hews of the World. I knew

that Ray was trying to hide his true identity. I picked

up the newspaper and on the front page was a rather large

photograph of James Earl Ray. The photograph clearly

showed that the man I was sitting with and the man in that

photograph was one and the same person. In the photograph

he was wearing what appeared to be a multi-colored

(although the photograph was in black and white) shirt.

I clearly remember saying to Ray "This photograph is of

you", and he then agreed that it was. Therefore, I had

then. established in my own mind that he was Ray. I asked

him where the photograph had been taken and he said it was

some years previous when, I think he said, he had been doing

some lumberjacking in Canada. He also said - I cannot

remember whether it was to a question from me or what I

had read in the newspaper or whether he had volunteered

the information - that he was a prisoner unlawfully at

large from a penitentiary in the States, having been

sentenced to 8 to 20 years imprisonment for an offence of

robbery. I asked him how he escaped from prison. He just

replied that that was another story. This angle was not

pursued. He denied that he had shot Martin Luther

He also mentioned a white Mustang car. It may well have

been that these details were already in this newspaper.

My recollection with regard to the vehicle was a suggestion

an his part that fingerprints could easily be planted

anywhere.



41

Q I assume, Mr Smith, that there was some conversation about

fingerprints on portions of that white Mustang car?

A My recollection leads me to believe that there was some

possible conversation regarding fingerprints on that car.

I would emphasise the point: I am sure that came from him

and was not as a result of a question regarding fingerprints.

Q Precisely. Did the conversation at any time turn to the

matter of extradition which had been requested by the

United States authorities of the British authorities?

A Yee, it did indeed. The main theme of his thinking by this

time was that he wanted to beat extradition; in other words,

be wanted to stay in this country as long as possible.

He mentioned to me that it was within his knowledge that

there were two warrants out for his arrest in the United

States. One was held by the FBI and the other by a County

Marshall or Sheriff. He clearly indicated that if he was

extradited, his wish would be that it would be on the County

warrant and not the Federal warrant, as one was clearly for

conspiracy to murder and the other one was for the

substantive offence of murder.

Q Did you derive an understanding, Mr Smith, of what Mr Ray's

reasoning was with regard to his expressed desire to be

returned an the County warrant; in other words, why be felt

it was in his interest to be returned on the County warrant?

• Yes. Be expressed this in terms of the question of a jury.

He felt that if he was arrested on the County warrant, then

the jury could not possibly be impartial - there would be
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the question of color - and that there is no way in which

the authorities could give him a fair and unbiased trial.

This seemed to be the tack that he was going on with regard

to these warrants. I recall now that the question of the

conspiracy, as opposed to the substantive offence of murder,

was one that he had obviously considered in the light of

legal procedures; but I had no wish to get into any legal

discussions with him, not being familiar with the laws of

the United States.

Q Were you, as a consequence of these conversations with Ray,

able to form any opinion or do you have any present

recollection of your impression of the level of his

intelligence?

A I did not regard him as an intelligent person. I certainly

did not regard him as highly intelligent, because, to my way

of thinking, the consequences that were likely to ensue now,

or than, were that he knew he was going to be taken back to

the United States. Although on occasions he did say that

he did not shoot Martin Luther King, he did not appear to

say it with a lot of conviction.

Q Did anything occur at any time in the course of this

assignment for you, this eight hour tour of duty, which

led you to believe that he had been in England before the

day he was apprehended at London Airport, which would have

been, we believe, June 8th, the day before your assignment

began?

A Yes. There was one incident during that tour of duty where

for some reason - and I cannot remember the reason - I took



43

out of my pocket some British currency coins. We had not

long gone over to decimalisation - I cannot remember the

year we had gone over, but it had not been. long - and I

produced a 10 pence piece, and he happened to say that that

was the new 10 pence piece. I said to him, "How do you

know that? As far as I understand, you have never been in

this country before", and he said, "Mr Smith, I should be

more careful before I make such observations in the future.

I thought it was a little unfair of me to make the point,

so I dropped it, and, there again, this matter was not

pursued. But he did say in fact that he had been in the

country before. To my recollection, he mentioned Earls

Court..

Q Earls Court being an area of London?

A Yes.

Q Throughout the balance of the time you spent with him, were

there any other comments or observations that might be

interesting that Mr Ray may have made?

A I cannot recall now any other observations he may have made.

Q Did at any time the conversation turn to what the criminal

community in the States would refer to as "the Chair",

meaning the electric chair?

A Yes. At some stage he did mention 7 again, this was In

relation to the possibility of conviction with juries and

what-have-you - that, of course, he could finish up in the

electric chair.

Q Were you aware, Mr Smith, either from comments made to you



44

by police colleagues, police superiors, before you

commenced the duty assignment or from the newspaper article

or from anything in conversation with Ray, whether at the

time he was apprehended at the London Airport he had been

armed?

A He did mention to me about his arrest; he did say he had

the opportunity at some stage to have shot the Special

Branch officer - I remember he referred to him as "the

Special Branch officer" - when he took him through a door

at the airport into a room. I am sure he said that the

officer walked, in front of him and that he could have had

ample opportunity to have shot him.

Q Did he .indicate why he did not for any reason?

A No. He was just, I think, trying to impart to me the fact

that he was not a cold-blooded killer. That is the

impression I got.

Q Can you think, lir Smith, of anything else that might be of

interest to us with regard to this duty assignment?

A No, I can't recall any other observations that were made.

As I say, as far as I am concerned, there was nothing in

any of the conversations that I had with him that I felt

I was duty-bound to report. I tried to stick as near as I

possibly could to my terms.

Q I take it then, Mr Smith, that nothing prior to the

assignment - when I say "nothing", I mean nothing of which

you learned prior to the assignment - nothing which took

place during the assignment and nothing you may have heard
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or learned subsequent to the assignment impacted you in

any way which would have, in the course of your police

conduct, suggested to you the filing of any formal report
of any kind?

A No, that is true. At no time did I feel that there was any
material evidence that would have assisted anyone.

Q Because - I want to be certain I have covered this - you
were not assigned to conduct an interrogation of Ray?

A Certainly not, no.

Q This was not what we would call in the States an investigation
by you?

A Certainly not. We had very clear instructions that we were
there as jailers and jailers only.

Q Effectively a special security detail pure and. simple?

A Indeed.

Q Thank you.

Mr Davies, 'any other questions?

MR DAVIES: I have no questions.

MR ROGOVIN: Thank you very much, Mr Smith.

(Interview commenced at 10.10 a.m. and 
• concluded at 10.31 a.m.)

Thomas Smith

Mr. BLAKEY. Second, Mr. Owen Summers, now the chief crime
reporter of the London Daily Mail, has given the committee a
sworn affidavit in which he says Inspector Eist told him of Mr.
Ray's admissions in 1968, thereby indicating that the story is per-
haps not a recent concoction by Inspector Eist for whatever reason.
Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the Summers' affidavit be insert-

ed in the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibit No. F-
131.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]

36-411 0 - 79 - 4
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MLK EXHIBIT F-131

%int" gritain an Northern Ireland )
London, England ) 88:
Embassy of the United States of America )

2nd 7.Tovenber 1c,18

11.17 a.m. U.7. Embassy,
London, En-land.

I on Owen Summers, chief crime reporter of the Daily E:Tress, 121; :Fleet

Street, London, Date of birth: 29.7.27. I he e'ay make the

fo=lowing statment voluntarily to members of the US House of Reprsentatives

Select Committee on Assassinations (Chief Investigator E4 Evans and

Staff Investigator Louis Parisi):

I have been a newspaper reporter for 34 years, covering stories

both in the United angdom and abroad. I have worked for four

national newspapers: the Daily Sketch, the Sunday Dispatch (both now

defunct), the DailyI,Ail and the Dily E.::press. In doing my job I rely to

an extent on miws which is given officially by Scotland Yard's Press

Eureau. However, much of my information is gained from personal contact.

I have nany friz3nds Who are police officers who have been of assistancez

from time to tiTe.

j
,..Alec 'List has been personally known to ma for about 18 years during which tine

we net fretNeetly on my anes.ign=nts rounds: I had occasion to ran into him

When Ray was appearing at 'Sow Street in 196S. I recall Alec 51st remarking

that Ray had "coughed" (confessed) to him :at he had lined Dr Xing. •

I didn't think of this as a news item. I was more interested in the

English court proceedings, the intense security involved in guarding

Ray, date of of deportation and so on: that time, I remember, R.;;y's

guilt seemed assured from everything I had read that the confession wasn't

toom important to me. Also an English newspaper cannot print that a man has

confessed before he is brought to trial — we call it sub judicae rules.

(answering Mr Evans' question); I have ne-rer been knowingly misled by Alec

51st and always found his information totally reliable.

About the middle of August I heard in'a tele.hone call to my office one night

about :Zee Eist's testimony and immediately recalled the 1968 conversation: A

week or two after thf...t I r:m into alec Eist in a pub in north Lonion,

7nights of St John, and re.•••in:t.d him af What he had said about 714r confessin2

He was surprised because he coUlin't remember the- conversation.. Then he asked

if I had arv objection to passing :4y naaie onto the investigation.' I h,..d none;

771..: is a. true statement, ty2Bd by me.
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1=. P.2.

In 196e, at, the time this conversation with ;..lec Eist occurrer3, I was
chief crime reorter of the coverinzU major crime stoi-ies."

!Subpar lbocl and sworn to before emir
Mary 1. Gerber Consul of tho
tfnitod Statee of America at London,
England, duly commissioned and
qualified, this opoQuet day,
*9 November Iff71- •

-)

Mary 1. Gokor
Vice Consul of the

United States of America

London, England
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Mr. BLAKEY. Third, two Americans stationed in England who had
met Inspector Eist in 1977, Air Force Major David Meunier, and
his wife, Connie, recall the inspector's account of his dealings with
Ray while Ray was detained in London. According to their state-
ments, it was Major and Mrs. Meunier who called Inspector Eist's
attention to the formation of this committee and suggested that he
tell his story to the U.S. authorities.
The significance of the statements of Major and Mrs. Meunier is

that they tend to support the authenticity of Inspector Eist's story.
Well before Inspector Eist told it to the committee, he had given an
identical account to others, namely, the Meuniers. Moreover, the
Meuniers say Inspector Eist had to be urged to testify to the U.S.
authorities, since Inspector Eist believed his information was ex-
traneous. This appears to explain perhaps why the inspector took
so long to come forward.
Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the affidavits of the Major and

his wife be inserted into the record as Martin Luther King exhibits
F-132 and F-133, respectively.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered in the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-133
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Mr. BLAKEY. One final point bears mention, Mr. Chairman. The
question has arisen during the committee's investigation, why
would Mr. Ray make statements that amount to substantial admis-
sions against entrance, only to repudiate them later? While not
attempting to know the final answer, it can be noted that to have
done so in the King matter is not inconsistent with Mr. Ray's
previous behavior. It would not have been the first time, in short,
that Ray has repudiated a confession.
In 1959, Mr. Ray signed a voluntary confession of his participa-

tion in an armed robbery of a supermarket in Illinois—excuse
me—in St. Louis, Mo. He did so in the presence of two police
officers, a court clerk and a prosecuting attorney. When the case
came up for a hearing, however, Mr. Ray repudiated the confes-
sion, claiming it had been coerced from him.
The court, however, accepted the confession, and he was tried

and found guilty.
Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the confession signed by James

Earl Ray in 1959 and his subsequent repudiation of it be inserted
into the record at this point as Martin Luther King exhibits F-134
and F-135, respectively.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-134
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• Cat21),er 110 1959

44itguent taken at Mtrd Distedt Poli:o 3tatiam it 113,:tb.lm 14, 1959, by ...en. Cirew.t Attorney Robert J. Ivet.r,4illis 4. Zoo, "..4,34771

..kt is your moat
A, 44,1,11 Z. RAY.

• How old are yea?
A. 30.

• obore do you live?
A. X23 Park.

it eyertaent number?
A. 5.

• jallrfg. my nano it Robert Looted.. I's from the Ciraalt Attorrol,s.0f:ico, azd I vast to take a statalamt from you concerning 4*hu1dup at the Lroger 3tore at 3447 Ohio, yeatorday teaming. Vt21you give as smith a station*?a. tips.

4, Ras anyone threetosod you or promised yes anything?

tr you givo this stational of your own free will?*. !as.

• ;al you plan this holdup with James Nesex. 4 plazned it with another mem.
.. On you moat to tell se who Ship other man is?

. 4. Did you ever go by ths Imager 3tore and look it over Were theholdvp?
A. Toe, I vas by there onoe.

VNiin was that?
A. Tiov day before the holdup.

74. rho morning of tho holdup vberodid you meet this Aber'Au At 117 plans.

4. -44. los have too smart
• S, 1 414.

144A, ortimm belong to you?Yee.

• Zqd you give him one of the gunst
s, laft.
.„ •
5. WkA4 ins did ros Your?
.1. ..12 emtometio.

you have your apartment with the other man?

r›, ,
Itiwa want thief

7 0;4011,1oct. .

• omr?

4. Slot kimi is that?
I. new ear; I thlok it is a greet' Plymouth. 1958.
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q. Iheredid you go in this oar?
want in the direction of the store. I as not 1linr with *.ha

,.1.7thernood.

,. Did You mike any ztops on the ay?
• I stopped and picked 4 the 1a.r car.

'• ;hitre in you pick that up7
,i. I non"t know Ins name of the street.

u. Did 'to then go to the store
0.. Teo.

C.. What kind of a ear did you drive to the store?
A.It was about a 1953 Ford.

• -.1at color?
• It was a dirk color;blue or bleak.

'rho drove that air?
A. I did,

/as the other man with Yaw?
A. /ea.

Wow, 414 yea park?
A. It wasn't too far .- right introat of the store.

4. Cn Mlle Ave?
A. if that is where the store la. Yes.

-4. Did both of yea go in the story?
A. lat.

Q. 1Cat did you de?
A. After I go into the store. I asked hLa for the money. Re said ha

didn't have the eaddination4 ho I just took what was is the each
register.

Q. Did you have a pistol?
A. I tad an autemetle.

c" 30 yea display it?
A. Toe.

Q. Tau put it as the aIkrk and the woman in the store.
S. I rex it on the clerk.

4. lou held the gun on his when you asked him for the scale
A. lee.

Cl. You got the nosey out of the register?
A. Ise.

liho give it to you?
I. Aoto.y. The register was open and I :ust took I.

44 what happened then?
b.We left.

14 Ape the ethereal* in the store with yowl
'lee.

Cl. Whet was kis job, to ast as the lookout?
4.. Is..

Now were you dressed at the time of the holdup?
h. I had a pair of gray ;ante and dark vela 1/meat. A dark hat.
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1. Where did you !lo when you lett the store?
A. Ptak to the car.

'• 4hco drovo fro* the scams?
A. I did.

Ynere did you to?
'gum about 5 b;.ocks from there and switabod cars said we oun on
to Park.

You came back in the other man's car?
A. les.

/. To your dpoTtsent?
A. /es.

4. Did you bath go upstairs?
A. Ios.

• *het did you do when you got upstairs?
• He wasn't up thou.* Tory long and than haw left. Then I heard a noise

downstairs. I was in the bathroom and when I cemo out. I maw the
Police Officer. Then he took MA down to she car and took us Da •Con
to the Station.

. jd rod divide the mousy upstairs?
tea.

• Did you take both of the guns bank?
.. Tem,.

• 1Zot did you do with your share of the mouury and the two rune?
a. I put the money La my pocket and hid the guns in the dresser.

2. The Police recovered tho money and the guns • were these the eel*
mfts?

A. fee.

2. After that yes wars arrested by the Police?
A. Toe.

Q. Do you know how such money you got in this holdup?
A. 2fti not sure.

Q. About how much would you say/
A. About 4120.00

2. Tour arrahgegaiwit with th• other man was to split the loot?
A. TO44

Q. The .32 cal. outemstia the Police, have here is the one you used in
the holdup?

A. That is the, ammo one.

cAotniaa they recovered $45 the clothing yea wore in the bollnp?
A. Tee.

I hoes reed the foregoing three pogo* of this otatemoot and
any oorroctioes. mod it is true said *arrest to the beet of my knowlatic,

WITIUS=Ds ern/ e•

.r.:24?1-7/Pr rt:Is 

bael4, /f/(0'4-1"4

c e-.2r

36-411 0 - 79 - 5
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MLK EXHIBIT F-135

STATE OF MISSOURI )
) SS

CITY OF ST. LOUIS )

AUG 249b1

iMAES P4. 
MckTER

Cleib CilLAA(1...1 
Y(AuSIL

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE CITY OF ST. LOUIS

STATE OF MISSOURI,

Plaintiff
(State),

Vit

JAMS EARL RAY,

Defendant.

STATE OF MISSOURI

250234

Cause No. 1427-H

Division No. 12

St. Louis, Missouri
DeceMber 15, 1959

BEFORE:

The Honorable John C. Casey, Judge

APPEARANCES

Robert J. Koster
Assistant Circuit Attorney for Plaintiff (State)

Richard Schrieber
Attorney for Defendant

Bobby McCune
Official Court Reporter
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IN THE SUPREME COURT or THE STATIC OP MISSOURI

STATE OF MISSOURI, )
)

Respondent, )
)

vs ) SUPREME COURT NO.

)
JAMES EARL RAY, )

)
Appellant. )

RECORD OF TRANSCRIPT ON APPEAL

FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE

CITY OF ST. LOUIS, STATE OF

MISSOURI, BEFORE THE HONORABLE

JOHN C. CASEY, JUDGE, DIVISION

NUMBER TWELVE.

APPEARANCES:

The Honorable Thomas F. Zagleton

Attorney General of Missouri

Jefferson City, Missouri
Attorney for Respondent
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MR. KOSTER: Your Honor, Mr. Schriber has informed me he

wants to object to the voluntaryness of statement.

THE COURT: Lets take a short recess at this time.

000

WHEREUPON, AT THIS POINT IN THE PROCEEDINGS

A TEMPORARY RECESS WAS DECLARED, THE ADMONI-

TION WAS GIVEN TO THE JURY, AFTER WHICH TIME

AND OUT OF THE HEARING OF THE JURY THE FOLLOW-

MING PROCEEDINGS WERE HAD.

000

• (Mr. Koster continuing): Officer, you say the next

time you saw Ray was on Sunday, October the eleventh, is that

right? A Yes, sir.

O Did you see Ray that morning?

A Yes, I did.

02 Tell me the circumstances surroundings that next meet-

ing? A He sent word to us that he wanted

to talk to us.

O What did' you do then? A Took him out of the hold-

over, brought him back to the detectives' room and elk him what

he wanted.

O And who was with you at that time?

A Officer Rimer.

O And what did Ray say? A He said that if you get

hold of the fellow named Koster or someone from the Circuit
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Attorney's office that he wanadto give him a statement.

Q What did you do then? A Contacted you.

Q Did you question Ray further at that time?

A Very, very briefly.

O Did you strike him at that time? A No, sir.

O Did you strike him at any time after he had been placed

in custody on the second fllor of 2023 Park?

A Absolutely not.

O Was he ever struck in your presence by anyone else?

A No, sir.

O Was he ever threatened? A NO, sir.

O Were any promises made to him up until the time you

ed
cal the Circuit Attorney office? A No, sir.

• Did you put him back in the hold-over until the man'

from the Circuit Attorney's office arrived?

A Yes, sir.

O Then what did you do? A Sometime around

afternoon, twelve thirty or so when you appeared at the office,

than Ray was taken. out of the hold-over and was questioned briefly

by you and then when he agreed or stated that he wanted to make a

signed statement he was taken to the clerk's room in the district

station and then in the presence of Officer Rimer, myself, you

and the clerk, he was asked a number of questions by you concern-

ing the hold up on the prior day.

O Officer, from the time he was taken out of the hold
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over the second time on Sunday morning until the time he was taken

into the clerk'soffice and questioned by me, was he struck or

threatened in any manner? A No, sir.

O Were any promises made to him?

A No, sir.

O Were you present when the statement was taken?

A Yes, sir, I was.

O After the statement was reduced to writing what was

dons? A It was handed to him and he looked

at it.

O And then what happened? A Then he signed it.

O Officer, do you recall this question being asked:

"Q Has anyone threatened you or promised you anything?"

Officer, repeating my last question, do you recall this question

being asked:

"0 Do you give this statement of your own free well?"

A Yes, sir.

O Do you recall the answer being, "Yes."?

A Yes, sir.

O Do you recall this question and answer7

"0 Has anyone threatened you or promised you anything?"

A I do.

O Do you recall the answer being, "No."?

A That's right. Those were some of the first questions

that you asked him.
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MR. KOSTER: I have no further questions, your Honor.

000

CROSS EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY MR. SCHR/EBER: 

Q Officer, when you were ur on the second floor of 2023

Park, after you had hit the defendant over the head, isn't it a

fact that that you went downstairs yourself and brought this man

Owens upstairs?

MR. KOSTER: I am going to object to that, it is irrelevant

and immaterial, we are testing the voluntaryness of this state-

ment.

MR. SCHRIZBER: Well, I am trying to show that when - -

THE COURT: Is it your purpose to show continuing occurrenc

from then on?

MR. SCHRIEBER: Yes, I think it is.

THE COURT: All right, the objection will be overuled.

o (Mr. Schrieber continuing): I just want to get the

qtestion on the record. Did you bring the other man, Owens up-

stairs to the roomwhere the defendant Ray was?

A No, sir I did not.

O And then didn't you start to punch Ray with your fist

and then say to him, You know him, don't you?" and Ray said,

"No." at that time?

A That could not have been true sir, because Owens was

not upstairs at any time.
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in the case.

MR. SCHRIEBER: Well, lets get it in the record.

THE COURT: Do you want to adduce some evidence on that?

MR. SCHRIEBER: Yes I do, the testimony of the defendant.

000

JAMES EARL RAY. 

Defendant herein, was sworn by the Court and testified in his own

behalf as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

QUESTIONS BY MR. SCHRIEBER: 

Q We will consider you on the stand now, all right.

What is your name?

A James Earl Ray.

Q Mr. Ray, did you, on the morning of Saturday, October

tenth, or at any time subsequent to that, make any admissions
record of

whatsoever to any police officer regarding/prior convictions

you may have had?

A No, the only thing I admitted was what was more or

less beat out of me.

O You did not make any admissions to any police officer

at any time regarding any prior convictions?

A No, I made no statement like that.

000
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MR. SCHRIEBER: No, he is not in uniform.

THE COURT: Do you take the position that the jury has been

advised that there is any police officer in the courtroom?

MR. SCHRIEBER: The jury has not been advised, but I take

lf
the position thaILI can infer he was a police officer, the jury

can also infer that he is a police officer.

THE COURT: I told you, didn't /4

MR. SCHREIBER: No, you didn't.

THE COURT: We will make a record on that. The motion will

be overruled and denied.

000

WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING WAS IN THE HEARING

OF THE JURY.

MR. KOSTER: Gentlemen, at this time I am going to read to

you State's Exhibit 4 and I will pass to you the remaining exhibitts

and also State's Exhibit 4.

"State's Exhibit 4, Octiliber 11, 1959 Page 1

Statement taken at Third District Police Station at 1:30

p.m., on October 11, 1959, by Assistant Circuit Attorney Robert

J. Koster - -

MR. SCHRIEBER: Just a minute. Step up.

000

WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING WAS OUT OF THE

HEARING OF THE JURY.

MR. SCHRIEBER: Fetrthe record I want to object to counsel
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for the State reading this statement to the jury on the grounds

it is prejudicial and tend to inflame their minds against my

client before all the evidence is in.

MR. KOSTER: It is meant to.

THE COURT: Overruled.

MR. SCHRIEBER: Since it is overruled, I move for a discharge

of the jury and request that a mistrial be declared.

THE COURT: Overruled.

000

WHEREUPON, THE FOLLOWING WAS IN THE HEARING

OF THE JURY.

MR. KOSTER: Let me begin again. "Statement taken at Third

District - -

MR. SCHRIEBER: I am going to object to counsel repeating

the statement.

THE COURT: Your objection will he overruled. In view of

your objections previously made, it will be overruled and he will

be permitted to read it to the jury the one time.

MR. SCHRIEBER: I move for a discharge of the jury and re-

quest a mistrial be declared.

THE COURT: Overruled and denied.

MR. KOSTER (continuing): - - on October 11, 1951, by Assist-

ant Circuit Attorney Robert J. Koster, recorded by Clerk Willis

J. Boo, DSN 3277.

0 What is your name? A James E. Ray.
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Q How old are you? A Thirty.

• Where do you live? A 2023 Park.

O Whatwartment number? A Five.

• James, my name is Robert Koster - -

MR. SCHRIEBER: I am going to have to object to any further

reading of thestatement on the groundsthat the State has not pro-

vided the defendant with a copy.

MR. ROSTER: Your Honor, this is evidence, this is not - -

THE COURT: You will be given an opportunity to mike all your

objections now. Have you read it?

MR. SCHRIEBER: I have read it.

THE COURT: Your objection will be overruled. / am going

to ask you again Mr. Sdhrieber, do you want to read the statement

to the jury?

MR. SCHRIEBER: No your Honor, let's proceed.

MR. ROSTER (continuing): "James, m y name is Robert Koster.

I'm from the Circuit Attorney's Office, and I want to take a state-

ment from you concerning the holdup at the Kroger Store at 3417

Ohio, yesterday morning. Will you give me such a statement?

A Yes.

Q Has anyone threatened you or promised you anything?

A No.

O Do you give this statemeftof your own free will?

A Yes.

O Did you plan this holdup with games Ownes?
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A I planned it with another man.

O Do you want to tell me who the other man is?

A No.

Q Did you ever go by the Kroger Store and look it over

before the holdup? A Yes, I was by there once.

O When was that? A The day before the holdup.

O The morning of the holdup where did you meet this other

man? A At my place.

O Did you have two guns? A I did.

O Both of them belong to you? A Yes.

O Did you give him one of the guns? A Yes.

Q Which one did you keep? A Thirty-two automatic.

O Did you leave your apartment withthe other man?

A Yes.

O About what time? A Eight o'clock.

O In whose car? A His.

O What kind is that? A A new car; I think it is

a green Plymouth, 1958.

O Where did you go in this car? A We went in the

direction of the store. / am not familiar with the neighborhood.

O Did you make any stops on the way?

A I stopped and picked up the other car.

O Where did you pick that up:

A I don't know the name of the street.

Q Did you then go to the store? A Yes.
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O What kind of a car did you drive to the store?

A It was about a 1953 Ford.

O What color? A It was a dark color/ blue or

black.

O Who drove that car? A I did.

O Was the other man with you? A Yes.

Q Where did you park? A It wasn't too far - -

right in front of the store.

O On Ohio Avenue? A If that is Where the store is,

yes.

O Did both of you go in the store? A Yes.

O What did you do? A After I go into the store,

I asked him for the money. He said he didn't have the combination.

SO I just took what was in the cash register.

Q Did you have a pistol? A I had an automatic.

O Did you display it? A Yes.

O You put it on the clerk and the woman in the store?

A I put it on the clerk.

O You held the gun on him when you asked him for the

money? A Yes.

O You got the money out of the register?

A Yes.

o Who gave it to you? A Nobody. The register was

open and I just took it.

Q What happened then? A We left.
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O was the other man in the store with you?

A Yes.

O What was his job, to act as the lookout?

A Yes.

O How were you dressed at the time of the holdup?

A I had a pair of grey pants and dark green jacket. A

Dark hat.

O Where did you go when you left the store?

A Back to the car.

O Who drove from the scene? A I did.

O Where did you go? A Went about five blocks

from there and switched cars and we came on back to Park.

O You came back in the other man's car?

A Yes.

O To your apartment? A Yes.

O Did you both go upstairs? A Yes.

O What did you do when you got upstairs?

A He wasn't up there very long and then be left. Then I

heard a noise downitairs. I was in the bathroom and when I came

out, I saw the police officer. Then he took me down to the car

and took us on down to the station.

O Did you divide the money upstairs?

A Yes.

O Did you take both of the guns back?

A Yes.
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Q What did you do with your share of the money and the

two guns? A I put the money in my pocket and hid

the guns in the dresser.

• The police recovered the money and the guns - - were

those the same ones? A Yes.

Q After that you were arrested by the police?

A Yes.

O Do you know how much money you got in this holdup?

A I'm not sure.

O About how much would you say? A About $120.00.

O Your arrangement with the other man was to split the

loot? A Yes.

Q The thirty-two caliber automatic the police have here

is the one you used in the holdup? A That is the same one.

Q The clothing they recovered is the clothing you wore

in the holdup? A Yes.

I have read the foregoing three pages of this statement and

initialed any corrections, and it is true and correct to the best

of my knowledge."

After that appears the signature of James Earl Ray and

under "Witnesses" appears the signature cf Detective E. Rimmer

and Detective H. Connors.

If it please the Court, may I pass these to the jury?

THE COURT: It may be done.

WHEREUPON, STATE'S EXHIBITS 1, 2, 3, 4, 5,



77

Mr. BLAKEY. Mr. Chairman, that concludes this morning's pres-
entation. The next area of concern for the committee will be the
question of what science has to bear, if anything, on the assassina-
tion, and I would suggest that it might be appropriate to begin that
presentation in this afternoon's meeting beginning at 2.
Chairman STOKES. The committee then, at this time, will recess

the public hearings for the purpose of going into an executive
session immediately upon recessing. The executive session will be
held in room 340, and the committee will then reconvene at 2 p.m.
this afternoon for its public hearings.
The committee stands in recess.
[Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the public hearing recessed, to recon-

vene at 2 p.m., this same day.]

AFTERNOON SESSION

Chairman STOKES. The committee will come to order. The Chair
recognizes Professor Blakey.

NARRATION BY G. ROBERT BLAKEY, CHIEF COUNSEL AND
STAFF DIRECTOR

Mr. BLAKEY. Thank you Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, as you
have noted, the committee does not have available to it in its
investigation of the assassination of Dr. King an abundance of
scientific evidence. There are, for example, no motion pictures or
sound tapes of the actual event as there were in the assassination
of President Kennedy. This is not to say that the committee is
totally bereft of scientific data from which useful conclusions could
be drawn. As a case in point, there are the autopsy photographs
and other records that were presented to the committee by its
panel of forensic pathologist last August. In addition, the commit-
tee will receive an analysis of the ballistics evidence by a panel of
firearms specialists later today.
For the record, nevertheless, that the committee attempted to

draw information from a number of other scientific disciplines
should be noted. Unfortunately, success did not always result, for
the fulfillment of forensic science does not always equal its prom-
ise. The committee considered, for example, a neutron activation
analysis, a process similar to the one used to match metal frag-
ments in the Kennedy case to identify hair samples taken from
James Earl Ray's automobile. When it was discovered that the
analysis would be less than reliable in the area of hair as opposed
to metal analysis—hair samples taken at one time apparently
cannot be usefully matched against other samples taken years
later—the project was dropped. In addition, the advantages of a
psychological study of Mr. Ray were carefully examined, but after
consulting with several specialists, it was concluded that a project
of that character would be unlikely to produce sound results in the
absence of the corroboration of Mr. Ray himself, a prospect that
was not very likely.
There was, however, much to be learned from other scientific

studies. Here is a brief rundown of some which will be described in
greater detail in our final report:

36-411 0 - 79 - 6
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An engineering firm was retained to survey the murder scene in
Memphis, and an analysis of the angles and distances between
such structures as the Lorraine Motel and the roominghouse at 422
South Main Street led to this conclusion:

a a a the geometric data is consistent with the bathroom window at the rear of
* * * (the roominghouse) as a possible location of the assassin.

A fingerprint analysis verified that prints found on the critical
evidence—the rifle and the bundle found in front of Canipe's
Amusement Company in Memphis—were those of James Earl Ray.
Attempts to link other prints with those of known Ray associates
have either been unsuccessful or are still in process.

Also, a handwriting expert identified various samples of hand-
writing as having been written by Mr. Ray.
The committee employed experts to examine polygraph tests pre-

viously given to James Earl Ray, the results of which were summa-
rized this morning.
Let me turn now, Mr. Chairman, to the committee's extensive

analysis of the firearm evidence, though I would like to begin with
some words of caution.

It is generally believed that firearm identification is an exact
science, able to determine if a certain bullet, provided a substantial
portion of it has been recovered, was fired by a certain weapon. For
that reason, the FBI has been criticized for its failure to establish
that the bullet recovered from Dr. King's body was fired by the
rifle found at the murder scene. Mark Lane, Mr. Ray's counsel, has
written in his Code Name "Zorro",
The failure of the state to prove that the "death slug" was fired from what was

alleged to be Ray's rifle reflected very poorly upon the case against Ray.

The firearms evidence—the rifle, an expended cartridge case, the
bullet recovered from Dr. King's body and nine unfired car-
tridges—was examined in the FBI laboratory in Washington, and a
report issued on April 17, 1968. Its conclusions:
One, the expended cartridge case was fired in the rifle.
Two, the bullet could have been fired by the rifle, but distortion

and the absence of indicative markings precluded a positive deter-
mination.
Three, it was not possible to establish a positive link between the

bullet and cartridge case through markings on the bullet.
Four, the bullet was found to match the bullet components of

five cartridges, commercial ammunition manufactured by Reming-
ton-Peters.

Five, the remaining four cartridges, also found in the Peters box,
were military ammunition made by Remington Arms Co., and
Six, the Peters cartridge box, it was determined, would normally

contain Remington-Peters ammunition of a type identical to the
five commercial cartridges found. It was also determined that the -
spent cartridge case was a component of the type of ammunition
normally contained in the Peters box. Nevertheless, it was not
possible to conclude, due to the way the cartridges were boxed, that
the five commercial cartridges and the cartridge of which the spent
case was a component, had been packaged in that same box.
In its investigation of the King assassination, the select commit-

tee convened a panel of experts to conduct a comprehensive exami-
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nation of all firearms and related evidence. A prerequisite to selec-
tion for the panel was no prior connection to the case; and to
assure further that the panel would be objective, its members were
not supplied with the results of the earlier investigation by the
FBI.
Recommendations for the panel were solicited from the Associ-

ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, the Forensic Science
Foundation, and the American Academy of Forensic Sciences, from
which a list of 27 prospective members was obtained: Three of
them were eliminated because of their affiliation with the FBI; one
because he had written about the firearms evidence in the King
assassination; one because he was physically unable to participate.
Of those remaining, 18 responded to requests for résumés, although
10 of them declined to be considered due to other commitments or
for personal reasons.

Before a final selection was made, Jack Kershaw, at that time
James Earl Ray's attorney, was advised of the names of the candi-
dates, but Mr. Kershaw declined to participate in the final selec-
tion. In that selection, five panel members were chosen. They are
Monty C. Lutz, Donald E. Champagne, John S. Bates, Jr., Andrew
M. Newquist, and Russell M. Wilhelm.
Mr. Lutz holds a B.S. degree in criminal justice from the Univer-

sity of Nebraska. The committee will recall that he has appeared
before it in connection with the Kennedy case. He has been the
chief firearms and tool mark examiner for the U.S. Army Criminal
Investigation Laboratory at Fort Gordon, Ga., and a criminal inves-
tigator for the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Division. He pres-
ently is a firearms and tool mark analyst with the Wisconsin
Regional Crime Laboratory, New Berlin, Wis. Mr. Lutz has lec-
tured at colleges, universities and law enforcement schools across
the country.
Mr. Champagne is presently a firearms and tool mark examiner

with the Florida Department of Criminal Law Enforcement in
Tallahassee. The committee will again recall that he has appeared
before it in connection with the Kennedy case. He previously
served for 15 years as a firearms and tool mark examiner in the
crime detection laboratory in Ottawa, Ontario. He has lectured
extensively at the Canadian Police College and at other law en-
forcement agencies in Canada and the United States.
Mr. Champagne presently serves as president of the Association

of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners. He also is a member of the
Southern Association of Forensic Scientists and the Canadian Soci-
ety of Forensic Science.
Mr. Champagne has trained several firearms examiners for the

Royal Canadian Mounted Police and for the Florida Department of
Criminal Law Enforcement. He serves on the editorial board of the
Journal of the Canadian Society of Forensic Science.
Mr. Bates is the senior firearms examiner in the New York State

Police Laboratory at Albany. He, too, has appeared before the
committee. He has been a lecturer at the State University of New
York at Albany and Cobleskill, the New York Police Academy and
the New York State Municipal Training Council.
Mr. Bates has studied firearms identification and examination

procedures at the U.S. Army Criminal Investigation Laboratory,
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the Regional Center for Criminal Justice and the Federal Bureau
of Investigation in Washington, D.C. He is a member of the Associ-
ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, serving as its secre-
tary since 1973. In 1973, he was the recipient of the AFTE Distin-
guished Service Award.
Mr. Bates is a historian for the New York State Police, and he

has written numerous articles on the subject of firearms identifica-
tion for the Journal of the Association of Firearm and Tool Mark
Examiners.
Mr. Newquist is a special agent and firearm, tool mark and

latent fingerprint examiner of the Iowa Bureau of Criminal Inves-
tigation. He too has appeared before the committee in the King
case. He has studied firearms identification at the Cook Institute of
Applied Science and the FBI Academy.
Mr. Newquist is a member and a past president of the Associ-

ation of Firearm and Tool Mark Examiners, and he currently is on
its executive committee. He is a member of the International Asso-
ciation of Identification.
Mr. Wilhelm is chief of the Maryland State Police Ballistics

Unit. He served as chief of the Baltimore City Police Ballistics
Section for 7 years, he has been a private firearms consultant.
The panel conducted its examination on August 24-28 and Sep-

tember 23-27, 1977, in facilities provided by the Metropolitan
Police Department of Washington, D.C. The department's firearms
section supervisor, George Wilson, served as panel coordinator.
The following evidence was examined by the panel:
One, the alleged assassination rifle;
Two, a .30-06 caliber Remington-Peters expended cartridge case,

allegedly found in the rifle;
Three, a Peters cartridge case box containing component parts of

five unfired .30-06 caliber Remington-Peters cartridges and four
unfired .30-06 caliber Remington Arms cartridges, recovered with
other evidence at the entrance to Canipe's Amusement Co., 424
South Main Street, Memphis, by the Memphis police shortly after
the King assassination;
Four, the bullet removed from Dr. King's body;
Five, autopsy photographs;
Six, clothing worn by Dr. King at the time of the assassination;

and
Seven, a windowsill board removed from the second floor bath-

room of the rooming house at 422 South Main Street, Memphis.
At the conclusion of the FBI investigation in 1968, the firearms

evidence was sent to the criminal court of Shelby County, Tenn.
The select committee took custody of the evidence on March 11,
1977. On August 24, 1977, Charles Koster, deputy clerk of the
criminal court of Shelby County, came to Washington to oversee
the transfer of the evidence to the police laboratory.
The following issues were posed to the firearms panel:
One, was the death bullet fired by the alleged assassination rifle?
Two, was the designated cartridge case fired in that rifle?
Three, was the cartridge case loaded into the rifle through the

magazine or directly into the chamber?
Four, is the cartridge case the same type and brand as the

cartridge cases of the unfired cartridges?
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Five, is the bullet the same type and brand as the bullet portions
of the unfired cartridge cases?

Six, did the bullet and the cartridge case originate as one cart-
ridge?
Seven, were any of the unfired cartridges ever loaded into the

chamber or magazine of the rifle or any other firearm?
Eight, did the rifle indent the surface of the windowsill board

from the bathroom?
Nine, is the damage to Dr. King's clothing consistent with the

damage that would have been caused by the bullet fired by the
rifle?
Mr. Chairman, it would be appropriate at this time to call the

firearms panel.
Chairman STOKES. The committee calls the firearms panel at this

time.
Gentlemen, will you stand, raise your right hand, to be sworn?
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give before

this committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing but
the truth, so help you God?
[Panelists answer affirmatively.]
Chairman STOKES. Thank you. You may be seated.

TESTIMONY OF ANDREW M. NEWQUIST, IOWA BUREAU OF
CRIMINAL INVESTIGATION; GEORGE WILSON, METROPOLI-
TAN POLICE DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, D.C.; JOHN S.
BATES, JR., NEW YORK STATE POLICE LABORATORY; RUS-
SELL M. WILHELM, CHIEF, MARYLAND STATE POLICE BAL-
LISTIC UNIT; DONALD E. CHAMPAGNE, FLORIDA DEPART-
MENT OF CRIMINAL LAW ENFORCEMENT; AND MONTY C.
LUTZ, WISCONSIN REGIONAL CRIME LABORATORY

Chairman STOKES. The Chair recognizes staff counsel, Mr. Wil-
liam A. Webb.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I would like to have the members of the panel identify them-

selves, beginning with Mr. Newquist on my right.
Mr. NEWQUIST. My name is Andrew M. Newquist.
Mr. WILSON. Mr. George R. Wilson.
Mr. BATES. John S. Bates, Jr.
Mr. WILHELM. Russell M. Wilhelm.
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Donald Champagne.
Mr. LUTZ. Monty C. Lutz.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you.
Mr. Chairman, we will begin the questioning with Mr. Newquist.
Mr. Newquist, will you explain to the committee what the sci-

ence of firearms identification is?
Mr. NEWQUIST. Firearms identification, sometimes referred to as

ballistics, is the examination and comparison of firearms, ammuni-
tion and component parts of ammunition involved in crimes.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you.
What is meant by general class and individual identifying char-

acteristics?
Mr. NEWQUIST. Class characteristics are those predetermined

prior to the manufacture of a firearm; the caliber, the number of
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lands and grooves, the direction of the twist, whether it is to be a
rifle, pistol, et cetera.
Individual characteristics are put in the firearm at the time of

manufacture. There are certain operations during the manufactur-
ing of a firearm that create imperfections in the barrel, the extrac-
tor, the ejector, the firing pin and the breech face. These markings
or imperfections in any one firearm are entirely different from
those in another.

It is, therefore, possible to make a comparison of a questioned
bullet and a test bullet, and determine if they have been fired from
the same firearm, or compare a questioned cartridge case with a
test cartridge case and determine if they have been fired in a
specific firearm.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Newquist, Could you move the microphone a little

closer to you, please?
Will you describe rifling and its significance in firearms identifi-

cation?
Mr. NEWQUIST. Rifling is found in the barrel of the firearm.

There are raised portions and lowered portions. The raised portions
are known as lands, the lowered portions are known as grooves.
At the time rifling is put into a barrel, it is also given rotation to

the right or left, depending on the manufacturing specifications.
When a bullet is fired down the barrel of a firearm, it takes on

land and grove impressions and direction of twist. The imperfec-
tions found in the land and groove areas of the bullet are imparted
to the bullet in an impression area of the land and impression area
of the groove, in the form of scratches or striations. It also takes on
a rotation due to the turning of the rifling which adds stability to
the bullet in flight when it leaves the barrel.

It is these scratches or striations that are used to compare one
bullet against another bullet, to determine if they have been fired
from the same firearm.
Mr. WEBB. Will you describe the manner in which bullets are

examined?
Mr. NEwcluisT. When a bullet is received, a worksheet is made

out on it, noting the weight of the projectile, the type of projectile
it is, whether it be lead, a jacketed bullet, or a copper-clad bullet.
The caliber is noted. The number of lands and grooves are noted
and the direction of twist.
Mr. WEBB. Will you also describe the manner in which cartridge

cases are examined?
Mr. NEWQUIST. Here again, a worksheet is filled out noting the

brand of ammunition on the headstamp, the caliber, if breech face
markings are present, extractor markings are present, chamber
markings, so they can be later compared with test material. -
Mr. WEBB. Will you also describe the manner in which the

firearm itself would be examined?
Mr. NEWQUIST. Here again, a worksheet would be filled out

noting the type of firearm, the manufacturer, the serial number,
the length of the barrel, the overall length of the firearm, the
trigger pull weight, the number of lands and grooves contained
within the barrel and the direction of twist.

If they are consistent with the—if the rifling—the lands and
grooves, the number of them, the direction of twist is consistent
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with the questioned material of the bullet, that was submitted,
then the firearm will be test fired and test firings will be compared
against the submitted bullets for comparison purposes.
Mr. WEBB. What type of equipment would be used in making

these comparisons?
Mr. NEwQuisT. The basic equipment is a comparison microscope.

The comparison microscope has two stages, one on the 'left and one
on the right. The stages are adjustable up and down to bring the
bullet or the object being viewed into focus; they can be moved
forward or backward, or from side to side, and in the case of
observing bullets, they can be rotated 360 degrees, so the entire
circumference can be observed.
A test bullet is placed on one side and the questioned bullet on

the other stage, brought into focus, and by a network of prisms and
a lens barrel, the bullet on the right stage is brought into focus on
the right side of the eyepiece, and the left stage into the left side of
the eyepiece, so the similarity or dissimilarity of the two objects
being viewed can be noted.
Mr. WEBB. The panel's testimony today will refer to certain tests

performed on various items of physical evidence to determine the
presence or absence of gunpowder residue.
Would you describe the manner in which those tests are per-

formed?
Mr. NEWQUIST. If the muzzle of a firearm at the time of dis-

charge is not too great a distance from a garment or object being
shot at, it will leave a firearm discharge residue on it. The garment
or the item will be examined first visually, then microscopically, in
order to observe if any powder particles or partly burned powder
particles are present. It will then be treated chemically; and if the
nitrites, which is a byproduct of burnt gunpowder, is present, you
will get a reaction in a pattern.
If you find this, then the weapon identified as being used in the

crime will be test fired at various distances between the muzzle
and the test pattern material. The test pattern material will be
treated chemically to obtain a pattern, and the pattern from the
test will be compared with the pattern that is found on the gar-
ment in question, and an approximate distance from muzzle to
garment can be determined.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Newquist.
Mr. Chairman, the next series of questions will be posed to Mr.

George Wilson.
Mr. Wilson, will you state your current employment, please?
Mr. WILSON. The Metropolitan Police Department, Washington,

D.C., as supervisor and chief firearms examiner of the firearms
identification section.
Mr. WEBB. And it was at your facility that the panel conducted•

its tests?
Mr. WilsoN. Yes, sir, the arrangements, through the cooperation

of former Chief Culinane, obtaining the facilities of the Metropoli-
tan Police Department firearms identification section.
Mr. WEBB. Sir, would you describe the procedures which were

adopted by the panel in connection with their examinations?
Mr. WILSON. First off, we set up elaborate security measures

within the laboratory so the Dr. King evidence could be housed.
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Second, we drafted a standardized worksheet to be utilized for
the examination such as a weapon worksheet, bullet worksheet,
cartridge, cartridge case, clothing, and miscellaneous; there were
six separate sheets.
A total overview of the firearms evidence was examined by the

panel and the examination without specific knowledge of the re-
sults of prior examinations by the FBI in this case, to insure the
objectivity of our analysis.
Some of the evidence was tested jointly and some independently.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Wilson, would you identify which items of evi-

dence were tested jointly and which independently?
Mr. WILSON. Yes. The microscopic examination and comparisons

of bullet Q-64, fired cartridge case, Q-3, the FBI test, the panel test
from rifle Q-2, were conducted individually by each member and
reported upon independently, and such findings noted in their
individual reports.
Upon completion of these individual reports, the panel discussion

resulted in a joint final report, a joint report was made.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Wilson, will you describe your role in connection

with the work of the panel?
Mr. WILSON. As the technical assistant with the panel, the FBI

firearms reports were made available to me prior to the examina-
tion conducted by this panel.

After each examiner finished his individual reports, prior to
discussing them with one another, a check of each report in gener-
al with the examiners making sure that all procedures adopted
were followed, and all questiones from the select committee an-
swered. The individual reports were then signed, sealed, and placed
into the safe in the laboratory.
Mr. WEBB. And after the individual reports were accepted by you

and sealed and placed in the safe, did the panel convene jointly to
consider the evidence they had examined?
Mr. WILSON. That's correct, with the deputy chief counsel, Bob

Lehner.
Mr. WEBB. And upon completion of the panel's meetings, did

they prepare a report of their findings?
Mr. WILSON. That's correct.
Mr. WEBB. Sir, would you briefly describe the type of equipment

which was available to the panel at the facility?
Mr. WILSON. The Metropolitan Police firearms identification lab-

oratory is equipped with the latest instrumentation in this disci-
pline. The facility is only 9 years old.
Through comparison microscopes, low-power binocular scopes,

horizontal water recovery system, and chemical capabilities.
It should be noted, that all the firearms evidence in the assassi-

nation of Dr. King were conducted within this laboratory.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Wilson.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, at this time we will begin a discussion

of the evidence and the conclusions the panel reached.
I would like to begin with Mr. John Bates.
The first exhibit this afternoon is the alleged assassination rifle.

It was designated Q-2 by the FBI laboratory when they tested it.
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At this time I would like to have the rifle, which was premarked
as MLK exhibit F-145, entered as an exhibit and shown to Mr.
Bates.
Chairman STOKES. Be it ordered, at this point, that MLK F-145

be accepted into the record.
[MLK exhibit F-145 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi-

nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.]
And while it is occurring, Mr. Bates, have you checked the

weapon previously today to determine that it is, in fact, unloaded?
Mr. BATES. Yes, I have.
Mr. WEBB. And will you identify that exhibit for the committee,

please?
Mr. BATES. This exhibit is a .30-caliber, pump action, repeating

rifle. It was manufactured by the Remington Arms Co. It is their
model 760; it bears serial number 461476. It is chambered for the
.30-06 Springfield caliber cartridge.
The rifle is equipped with a Redfield brand, two-to-seven power

telescopic sight bearing serial number A17350. The sight is at-
tached to the top of the receiver of the rifle with Weaver-brand
scope mounts.
This rifle has rifling of six lands, six grooves, right twist. The

overall length of the rifle is 42 inches. The barrel length is 22
inches. The rifle and scope weigh 8¼ pounds.
The rifle has a detachable box magazine with a capacity of four

cartridges.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Bates, is that the rifle which was tested by the

panel?
Mr. BATES. Yes; this is the rifle that was examined and test fired

by the panel.
Mr. WEBB. And how are you able to identify it as such?
Mr. BATES. I can identify this rifle by the serial number and by

the initials of each panel member which was placed underneath
the buttplate on the stock of the weapon at the time of our exami-
nation.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, a series of photographic exhibits have

been prepared to facilitate the panel's discussion. I would like to
have the first such photograph, which has been premarked as MLK
exhibit No. F-146, entered into the record as an exhibit.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. WEBB. Mr. Bates, will you step around to the front of the
table and demonstrate the operation of the rifle, identifying its
working parts and its functions?
Mr. BATES. This rifle is operated by a forward-and-back move-

ment of this wooden portion underneath the barrel called the fore-
end. When the action release bar is depressed and the fore-end is
pulled to the rear, the bolt, located through the port of the weapon,
is unlocked from the rear of the barrel and released and moves
toward the rear.
At the same time, the firing mechanism located within the re-

ceiver is cocked [indicating]. The box magazine is detachable from
the rifle; it has a capacity of four cartridges.
To load the rifle, the cartridges are placed in the magazine; the

magazine is inserted into the bottom of the receiver. By moving the
fore-end forward, the bolt contacts the uppermost cartridge in the
magazine, removing it from the magazine, pushing it forward and
upward into the chamber of the rifle.
The final portion of the fore-end movement locks the bolt into

the receiver and the weapon is now ready to be fired.
This particular weapon, with the safety off, a pressure of ap-

proximately 43/4 pounds on the trigger will fire the weapon.
To remove the fired cartridge case from the weapon, it is merely

necessary to pull the fore-end toward the rear, extracting the car-
tridge case from the chamber. The final portion of the fore-end
movement causes the cartridge case to be ejected from the rifle.
The method of firing I have described, uses the magazine to hold

cartridges. This weapon may also be fired as a single-shot firearm
by loading an individual cartridge into the chamber through the
port of the weapon, or through the magazine well.
In the loading and firing procedure there are several parts of

this weapon that come in contact with the cartridge and impart on
the cartridge identifying markings which are of value to us for
comparison purposes.
The first portion of the cartridge that the weapon contacts is the

bullet, which passes through the barrel of the weapon as it is fired.
The bullet engages the rifling in the barrel.
The cartridge case comes in contact with the magazine, the

breech face of the bolt, the extractor and ejector; it also expands to
contact the chamber when it is fired in the weapon.

Also, on the bolt are locking lugs which secure it to the rear of
the barrel. If there are cartridges in the magazine and the bolt is
drawn either backward or forward across the upper cartridge in
the magazine, the bolt locking lug will contact that particular
cartridge.
Mr. WEBB. I would ask you to step to the easel, where we have

two of the component parts of the rifle you have described, and
explain their significance in firearms identification.
Mr. BATES. The lower portion of this exhibit depicts a photograph

of the actual breech face or forward part of the bolt of this rifle. It
has been magnified several times. In the center is a round hole
through which the firing pin will protrude when the rifle is fired.

It shows the surface irregularities of the bolt of this weapon.
There are a large number of concentric circles showing various
surface defects within the surface.
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When a cartridge is fired in the rifle, the surface defects that are
found on this bolt face will be imparted on the soft brass of the
cartridge.
Up above is an enlargement of the bolt locking lug area. As I

stated before, if a cartridge is in the magazine and the bolt is
drawn across the cartridge, the surface of the bolt locking lug will
contact the cartridge, imparting markings on the side of the car-
tridge case.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Bates. Will you leave the microphone

at the easel and resume your seat?
Will you describe the condition of the rifle when it was received

by the panel?
Mr. BATES. At the time of the receipt of this rifle and our

examination of the rifle, we found it to be in good operating condi-
tion.
Our examination of the bore of the barrel to determine the

rifling indicated that there was residue present inside the barrel. It
was the decision of the members of this panel that this residue
should be removed prior to test firing of the rifle.
Thus we pushed a soft cotton patch through the barrel, removing

the residue.
Mr. WEBB. And just for the record, Mr. Bates, would you describe

the nature of residue that's commonly found on the bore of a rifle?
Mr. BATES. This residue consisted of dirt, soot, smoke, and fire-

arms discharge particles.
Mr. WEBB. And the passage of the soft cloth through the bore of

the rifle in no way alters its characteristics; is that correct?
Mr. BATES. No; it does not.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you.
When the panel examined the scope, can you tell us what the

setting was on it?
Mr. BATES. At the time of our examination, the scope was set at

three-power magnification.
Mr. WEBB. And do you know what the setting was when the rifle

was tested by the FBI?
Mr. BATES. The FBI report indicates that it was set at 61/2-power

magnification.
Mr. WEBB. Did the panel attempt to check the accuracy of the

rifle with the scope?
Mr. BATES. No; we did not.
Mr. WEBB. And will you explain to us why you did not?
Mr. BATES. We did not do this because of, No. 1, the lapse of time

between the assassination and our examination of the rifle. Second,
there were differences in the scope setting which I have noted; and,
furthermore, there were accuracy tests conducted by the FBI- at the
time of their examination of this weapon.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Bates, the panel noted the presence of a red

substance on the forward portion of the magazine well, in front- of
the magazine. Were you able to identify that substance?
Mr. BATES. Yes; we were. At the time of our examination it was

not readily identifiable by the members of this panel. However,
contact with the Remington Arms Co. indicated that they use a
red-colored cement known as Loctite to hold the barrel bracket bolt
to the barrel bracket.
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Subsequently, since our examination of this weapon, I, along
with other panel members, have observed this same type of red
material in other Remington rifles that we have examined in our
individual laboratories.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Bates.
Mr. Chairman, the next two areas of questions will be covered by

Congressman Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the bullet

designated by the FBI as Q-64 and premarked as MLK exhibit
F-147 entered and shown to Mr. Wilhelm.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[MLK exhibit F-147 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi-

nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.]
Mr. FAUNTROY. At the same time, I would like to have the next

photograph, which has been premarked as MLK F-148, entered
into the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Now, Mr. Wilhelm, will you identify and describe
these exhibits, beginning with the bullet?
Mr. WILHELM. Yes, sir.
As a result of our examination, it was determined that this was a

.30-caliber, jacketed, soft-nosed bullet, made by the Remington-
Peters Arms Company. There are three parts to it. We have the
lead, which is the core, that had been in the jacket. There is a
fragment of jacket that is separated now from the original jacket
part; they are marked Q-64 and Q-52. These are the markings on
these pieces of evidence when received by us.
Mr. FAUNTROY. So that the condition of the bullet is now in three

parts?
Mr. WILHELM. That's correct, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Now, directing your attention to the lower photo-

graph of Q-64, the bullet as depicted in F-148, will you indicate the
areas where markings would have significance for firearms identi-
fication?
Mr. WILHELM. Should I go to the--
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes, would you kindly go to the exhibit.
For the benefit of the Members, we have that duplicated in our

booklet, so you can see at close range the markings which I have
asked Mr. Wilhelm to identify.
Mr. WILHELM. This is the base of the bullet. These are the

markings that are made by the lands, as formerly described, as to
what causes the bullet in effect to become a small gyroscope as it
travels through the air.
This creates the accuracy of the weapon.
Now this is the nose that had originally been lead. The base is

solid. It is necessary in a soft-nosed or hollow-point bullet to have a
solid base. This prevents the expansive force of the gases and the
heat that's created at the time of discharge from melting the lead
and pushing it out.
So this bullet has been furled back, parts of the jacket are now

furled back over the area that we need for identification or exami-
nation, rather. So that here we have six land and six groove
impressions, with the direction of twist right.

Shall I continue on with the top--
Mr. FAUNTROY. Well, yes.
At this point, Mr. Wilhelm and Mr. Chairman, I would like to

have the next two photographs, which have been premarked MLK
F-149 and MLK F-150 entered into the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Now, Mr. Wilhelm, will you go to the photograph
above, just to describe what is there?
Mr. WILHELM. This is the evidence as received by us and exam-

ined.
At this time the jacket has been furled back to reveal all of the

bare surface that is possible to be revealed. On the left is the lead
that was originally the core of this bullet. This is part of the jacket
that has been removed. And I would mention that in our examina-
tions we all find it frequently necessary to remove part of the
furled-back jacket, which has been done here, which now is of no
value for examination or of very little value, so that we can see all
of the bearing surface which is possible. In my opinion, this had
been done probably by the Bureau in their previous examination.
They had removed this jacket, this flange of the jacket, so that
they could see all of this area.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I see.
Now we have placed exhibits F-149 and F-150 before you. I

wonder if you could describe to the committee what is depicted in
these exhibits?
Mr. WILHELM. Is this the one we are referring to, sir?
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes; this is 149.
Mr. WILHELM. OK. Here we have a photograph taken under the

microscope. There is a division line in the center, as was described
by Andy in the beginning of this--
Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Wilhelm, just a moment, you are using now

150. Would you go over to 149, which I think—check that--
Mr. WILHELM. This one?
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes; that is 149.
Mr. WILHELM. Here we have three photographs of the evidence

bullet, Q-64. These are showing areas of land impression. We have
three different areas that we found land impressions on.
Now here at the top we have Q-64, which is the evidence bullet,

as opposed to a test bullet that we fired. Test No. 2, that was fired
into water and recovered in the District of Columbia laboratory.
The division line through the center separates the left and right

objects. So that we mount each bullet on a substance, beeswax used
mostly, to retain the bullet on the spindle that we can remove,
raise and lower, in an attempt to sharply focus it; and then with
the test bullet on the other side, we first look for class characteris-
tics. And this is what we find here.
The width of the land and the width of the groove are coinciden-

tal, which would indicate that the evidence bullet came from a rifle
with six land and six groove impressions, with a direction of twist
right.
So at this point the possibility exists that this bullet could have

been fired from the rifle in evidence.
Our next procedure then is to begin to look for the fine, acciden-

tal striation that would be the signature of the particular weapon
in which it was fired. So, this is the area in which we would look
for those markings.
Mr. FAUNTROY. All right. What, therefore, did the panel conclude

about Q-64?
Mr. WILHELM. As was mentioned, each of us did our own individ-

ual examination prior to collaborating or conversing with each

36-411 0 - 79 - 7
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other; and we all agreed unanimously, that we were unable to find
sufficient accidental stria between the evidence and test bullet
upon which conclusion could be reached that this bullet came from
Q-2 to the exclusion of all other weapons.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Will you describe what happens when a cartridge

is fired in a rifle, paying particular attention to the factors which
have significance for firearms identification in reaching that con-
clusion?
Mr. WILHELM. At the time of discharge, the firing pin indents the

primer and the cartridge case. This creates a hot spark that in
turn starts the powder burning.
Now, even though we believe that a gun is an instantaneous

explosion, it is a progressive burning; and there is a gas formed
throughout the bullet's entire travel from the beginning to the end
of the barrel.
The base of the bullet swells, and I might liken it unto the piston

ring of an automobile or an internal combustion engine. The ring
creates a seal that allows gas not to escape but to exert its entire
energy on the top of the piston.
The same thing happens in a firearm: The base is intended to

expand and form a seal as it travels down the barrel of the
weapon. So that generally, somewhere in this area, there will be
fine striation created that we use for an identification. In this
particular case, we found insufficient accidental stria to call an
identification on Q-64 against the bullet.
There is a definition, if I might, sir, as to a firearm being an

instrument or device capable of propelling a projectile by the ex-
pansive force of the gases generated by the combustion of an explo-
sive substance.
So this relates to the fact that although it sounds instantaneous

to it, there is a constant push throughout the entire bullet's travel,
and this is what swells the base of the bullet.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Now this is a key question for me and I think,

many of the American people. In MLK exhibit F-149, the upper
right-hand picture, the bullet on the left-hand side is Q-64, which
is what remains of the bullet taken from Dr. King's body?
Mr. WILHELM. That's correct, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. The bullet pictured on the right is a test bullet

fired from this rifle?
Mr. WILHELM. That's correct.
Mr. FAUNTROY. My question is, why—if both were fired from the

same rifle, with the same grooves—were you not able to conclude
that they both came from the same rifle?
Mr. WILHELM. There are several factors that can contribute to

this: One is a natural wiping of the bore area as a result of much
firing.
There is often a variation in the hardness of jacketed bullets. -

Lead bullets are generally much easier to match because they swell
and take on the fine stria that is necessary, or what we call the
signature of the particular rifle. These are the two main things
that can cause an inconclusion, and this is what we ran into.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Do I take it that this is the experience of every

member of the panel? Have you had that kind of experience in the
past in your work?
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Mr. WILHELM. We all have, sir, although it is not a common
occurrence; it is not an infrequent thing that does happen to us.
Mr. FAUNTROY. It happens once in a while?
Mr. WILHELM. Once in a while, yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I see.
Were you to fire two bullets, test bullets, and compare them as

you compared that test bullet with the—what you call the evidence
bullet--
Mr. WILHELM. The evidence bullet.
Mr. FAUNTROY [continuing]. Q-64, would you likely get the same

indices?
Mr. WILHELM. We fired several test bullets from the weapon, and

we found variations in the stria even between our own test bullets.
So that on several of the test bullets we couldn't even match with
each other.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Let me see if I understand your testimony, then.

Even when a member of the panel test-fired two bullets, they were
not able in either case to match those bullets with each other?
Mr. WILHELM. That's correct.
Mr. FAUNTROY. We do not have a picture of that, do we?
Mr. WILHELM. No. We do have here a photograph of the evidence

bullet and one of the FBI test bullets that we also examined under
the comparison microscope, with the Q-64 evidence on the left.
That also was an inconclusion.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And that is--
Mr. WILHELM. That also was inconclusive.
Mr. FAUNTROY. That likewise is inconclusive, you say?
Mr. WILHELM. That's right, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilhelm.
Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to have the Q-3 car-

tridge case, which has been premarked as MLK F-151, entered as
an exhibit.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[MLK exhibit F-151 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi-

nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.]
Mr. FAUNTROY. In addition, I would like the next five photo-

graphs, which have been premarked as MLK F-152 through MLK
F-156, entered as exhibits. For the record, they are a photograph of
the Q-3 cartridge case, two photographs showing chamber marks
on the Q-3 case, a photograph of the head stamps on the Q-3 case,
and a photograph showing the head stamps on four cartridges
which were designated by the FBI as Q-9 through Q-12; and I
would like to ask Mr. Champagne to respond to a number of
questions with respect to this exhibit.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, all of the exhibits referred

to may be entered into the record at this point, and you may
proceed with Mr. Champagne.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Champagne, will you identify for us MLK
F-151?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. This is a 30.06 Springfield caliber Remington-

Peters expended cartridge case that I have in my hand. It is
exemplified by the enlargement on the far left of the photographs.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I see. What is the source of that evidence, as you

understand it? From whence did it come?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. We received it along with the other exhibits in

this case.
Mr. FAUNTROY. What were you told about it?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. We received it in order to conduct an examina-

tion and tests to determine whether or not this cartridge case was
fired in the exhibit Q-2 rifle.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Very good. Was it examined by the panel?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And what conclusions did you reach?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. As a result of the microscopical comparison

with both FBI tests and panel tests, we were able to determine that
exhibit Q-3 was fired in the rifle exhibit Q-2.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I see. And I wonder if you would care to explain

to us how you reached that conclusion?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. The conclusion was based on a correspondence

of distinctive, well defined, individual identifying characteristics
found in the firing pin impression, breech face marks, extractor
marks, chamber marks, and bolt-locking lug marks.
Mr. FAUNTROY. So that it is consistent with your findings that

this cartridge which was found in the rifle was, in fact, fired in the
rifle?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes, sir. If I may demonstrate from the photo-

graphs.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes, I would like to have you do that.
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. The first two photographs are enlargements of

photomicrographs that were taken through the comparison micro-
scope. They represent exhibit Q-3 on the left-hand side and a test
on the right-hand side.
What we are looking at here are concentric rings impressed into

the soft priming material of the cartridge case at the time of firing.
There is a division line in the center of the photograph, and you
can see that these concentric rings go from the exhibit thrqugh the
dividing line onto the test, indicating that exhibit Q-3 was fired in
the weapon that was used in firing the on test the right-hand side.
Along with the area we examined on the primer, we also exam-

ined areas on the sides of the case that were marked by the
chamber of the weapon at the time of firing. In looking at these
two photomicrographs, if you would envision the cartridge as being
in this position with the base down, it would be down in this area
(indicating). You can see the exhibit on the left and the test on the
right with the concentric rings going around from the exhibit
through to the test. These photomicrographs represent the same
exhibit with the same test, but in two different locations on the
case.
These are imparted to the cartridge case only at the time of

firing. When you fire a cartridge there is tremendous pressure set
up in all directions; the cartridge case is pushed to the rear, result-
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ing in the marks that we find on the base of the case. Pressure is
exerted on the sides of the case so it expands and fills the chamber
of the weapon imprinting the machining marks that are in the
chamber of the weapon on the sides of the case and can only
happen during the time of firing.
Mr. FAUNTROY. All right, let me summarize from a layman's

point of view again what you have said and see if it is not correct.
You can determine that Q-3 was, in fact, in the chamber of that

rifle by virtue of the fact, one, that other bullets fired from that
rifle leave the same impression on the rear or the bottom of that
bullet casing as are found on the casing here?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes, sir. Every test we fired had essentially the

same type of marks impressed into the primer metal of the case.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And the various bolts would not have the same

characteristics. I mean--
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. That is right; those are all individual and pecu-

liar to a particular weapon and no other.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Then on the side of the evidence cartridge you

are telling us that when the bullet is fired from the cartridge gas
presses the side of the casing against the wall of the barrel; is that
right?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. That is correct. It is designed to do that. The

brass of the case expands, fills the chamber of the weapon so the
gas will not escape through the rear into the firer's face.
In other words, it is what we call obturation of the chamber, and

after the weapon is fired, then the metal of the case will slightly
contract so that you can extract the case without too much effort.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And again, no two rifles in the world would

likely have the same impressions on a cartridge fired within them?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. That is correct; the machining processes are

such that they do not carry over from one weapon to another. Each
weapon is individual.
These are only two areas that I am demonstrating here on which

we based our conclusion. There were marks in the firing pin im-
pression as well, and the extractor also left individual identifying
features in the area that it marked.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Now, as you know, there were a number of

cartridges, bullets found in Memphis, and I want to know whether
the panel compared Q-3, the evidence cartridge, with other car-
tridges, or cartridge components found in Memphis and designated
by the FBI as Q-4 through Q-12?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes, sir, we did.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I wonder if you would care to tell us what your

finds were?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. As a result of our comparison, we found exhibit

Q-3 was the same as the unfired cartridges marked as exhibits Q-4
through Q-8, and was dissimilar to the cartridges marked as exhib-
its Q-9 through Q-12. exhibits Q-9 through Q-12 have a different
headstamp. They are military-type cartridges with a full metal-
jacketed bullet and are not the same as exhibit Q-3, which is a
Remington-Peters commercial-type cartridge with a soft-nose type
bullet.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Is it true that both types of bullets could be fired

from the rifle in question?
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Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes, they are the same caliber, and both are
suitable for use in exhibit Q-2.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Would you care to tell us what, if any, difference

is there in the two types of bullets which were found in Memphis?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. The bullet that would be loaded to exhibit Q-3

is a metal-jacketed soft-point type bullet that hus an exposed lead
nose. The bullets that are loaded to exhibits Q-9 through Q-12 are
full metal-jacketed bullets that do not have exposed lead in the
nose.
Mr. FAUNTROY. What is the effective difference between those

bullets when fired?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. The soft-nose commercial-type bullet, of course,

is designed to expand on impact with the target and to cause more
severe damage. The military-type bullets are made that way be-
cause of the Geneva Convention where countries are not allowed to
use the soft-nose type bullets during time of war. The full metal-
jacketed type of bullet will not normally cause as extensive damage
as the soft-nose type bullet.
Mr. FAUNTROY. So the Q-3 shell, or casing, or cartridge, fired

from that would have fired the most damaging kind of bullet of the
two that would fit that chamber?
Mr. CHAMPAGNE. Yes; it is.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Champagne, and I yield back,

Mr. Chairman, to counsel, Mr. Webb, to continue questioning.
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The Chair recognizes staff counsel, Bill Webb.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
The final area which the panel conducted examinations and tests

were the clothing and windowsill, and this area is going to be
presented by Monty Lutz.
Mr. Lutz, did the panel test various items of clothing which were

worn by Dr. King at the time of his death?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes; we did.
Mr. WEBB. And at this time, as soon as the young ladies finish

removing the other evidence, I would like you to step to the easel
and, using Martin Luther King exhibits F-4, 5, and 7, describe the
tests which the panel employed and the conclusions they reached.
Mr. Chairman, for the record these exhibits were previously

introduced during the testimony of the autopsy panel in August.
[Mr. Lutz moved to the easel.]
Mr. Lutz, beginning with the exhibit on your far left, would you

describe what is depicted in that exhibit, what tests were per-
formed by the panel?
Mr. LUTZ. This is a photograph of the shirt that was worn by Dr.

King. It is in a closed position as it would normally be worn with
the collar being closed. The significant points of interest, the right
collar area being extensively damaged and torn, the darkened area
surrounding this area on the right side representing what appeared
to be bloodstaining on that right shoulder and right collar area.
Mr. WEBB. With respect to the shirt, would you tell us how the

panel went about examining it, what you looked for?
Mr. LUTZ. The examinations conducted by the panel first includ-

ed an overall observation examining the destruction to the collar
area, measuring this, finding the damage to be approximately 2 to
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3 inches in diameter across. The physical examination also looking
for the powder residue, any particulate matter or foreign sub-
stances that might be adhering to the garment itself, trying to
determine if something is there that would tell us the distances
involved.
When a firearm is fired, the muzzle blast expels the powder,

throws it forward, and if an object or garment is in close proximity
powder will be deposited on that garment and can be detected
physically. Our first examination, and then going further in look-
ing microscopically and attempting to locate any objects that may
be in that area.
Both types of examinations were conducted by the panel. We

looked at the garment first, physically. Then placing it under the
microscope and examining the torn area for any foreign substance
that may be there that would give us this information. Both of
these tests failed to reveal any particulate matter that could be
observed. There was no powder residue nor any other substance
that we could attribute to a close contact or a short distance
muzzle blast on this garment.
An additional set of chemical testing was performed on this

shirt, first doing a Griess test, which is a test that is designed to
detect powder residue. The nitrates that are in gunpowder when
they are burned become nitrites and can be detected with a chemi-
cal testing that will show up with an orange-reddish appearance
that will show up once that garment is treated with the Griess test.
This test on the garment failed to reveal any reaction involving

that test, again indicating that a close proximity was not involved
in the injury sustained to that collar.
Our final testing on the garment involved a sodium rhodizonate

test designed to detect lead or lead powder. Lead can be deposited
on a garment in one of two ways. Lead is present in the priming
compound. As a result of being inside of the primer when the
primer is detonated, it is expelled out the front, and if the garment
is in close proximity, a very light gaseous cloud will deposit that
lead material on the garment. Our test did reveal a particulate
spattering of lead, not consistent with the powder residue, a result
of the lead smoke powder from the primer, but more consistent
with the small particles of lead that would be deposited there as a
result of pieces of lead striking the garment from a fragmenting
bullet, the portions of lead that are present in the core material as
it would pass through an object and deposit itself on the garment.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Lutz, were the suit jacket and tie subjected to the

same series of tests?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes, sir, they were.
Mr. WEBB. Would you state your conclusions with respect to each

of those items, please?
Mr. LUTZ. The suit jacket was observed physically, microscopical-

ly and chemically treated in the same manner. The damage noted
was in the same general right collar and lapel area of the garment,
and it being consistent in size and in location with that same
damage noted in the shirt.
Our testing again revealed no indication of a close proximity of

firearm discharge. We did find the particles of lead particulate that
was again consistent with the fragmentation from the core materi-
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al of the bullet that had been fired and possibly passed through the
body of Dr. King.
Mr. WEBB. Is that also true with respect to the tie, sir?
Mr. LUTZ. The tie; the examination showed that it had been

severed along the right side as normally worn and the chemical
testing revealed only a small reaction involving a light fabric on
the cut edge of the garment like would be encountered where a
projectile or a portion of a projectile having lead would sever that
portion of tie and leave a lead deposit.
Mr. WEBB. Did the panel attempt to determine whether the

damage to the clothing was consistent with the type of damage
which would be expected from the Q-64 bullet?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes, sir, we did.
Mr. WEBB. And what conclusions did you arrive at?
Mr. LUTZ. Our conclusions were based upon viewing the autopsy

photograph in conjunction with the damages noted and the corre-
sponding areas of damage, both in the photographs of the autopsy
and on the garments. Our conclusions were that the damage was
consistent with a 30.06-type bullet that could have passed through
the body, and the extensive tearing and damaging to the cloth was
consistent with the fragmenting-type bullet and secondary missiles
created by that fragmenting bullet.
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, at this time, I would like the window-

sill which was removed from the bathroom of the roominghouse at
4221/2 South Main Street in Memphis and premarked as Martin
Luther King exhibit F-158 and a photograph of the windowsill,
which has been premarked as Martin Luther King exhibit F-157,
entered as exhibits.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record at this point.
[MLK exhibit F-158 is in the possession of Shelby County Crimi-

nal Court Clerk J. A. Blackwell.]
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Mr. WEBB. Mr. Lutz, what I would ask you to do is to look at the
windowsill, and any testimony you give, if you would illustrate it
by referring to the photograph of that windowsill.
Was this item of evidence examined by the panel?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes, sir, it was.
Mr. WEBB. Can you tell us the purpose for which such examina-

tions were performed?
Mr. LUTZ. The purpose of our examination was to determine

whether there was any identifying material or information on that
windowsill, the piece of wood, that would tell us whether the rifle
had been in contact with the windowsill, whether the muzzle had
touched it, indented it, or whether there was any indication of the
muzzle of the firearm being in close proximity to that windowsill at
the time of firing.
Mr. WEBB. Was your attention directed to a particular part of

the windowsill, sir?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes, sir, they were.
Mr. WEBB. Would you indicate which part of the windowsill?

Once again using the photograph.
Mr. LUTZ. The photograph depicts a lightened area in a rectangu-

lar outline and has a small wedge-shaped arrow placed into the
area, the only area that we could detect as a possible area of
consideration, a very slight indentation, approximately five-six-
teenths of an inch in length and quite narrow.
Mr. WEBB. What did the panel find with respect to that area?
Mr. LUTZ. We examined this area and attempted to microscopi-

cally determine whether there was any identifying markings that
may be there. A tool-mark identification, for striations, or
scratches that may have been placed there by any instrument that
may have been placed into contact with that indentation.
Due to the irregular surface of the wood, being quite heavily

weathered and absence of a smooth painted surface, we were
unable to detect any identifying striations or scratches that would
give us an indication of the particular tool that may have made
that indentation.
Mr. WEBB. Was the windowsill tested chemically to determine

whether or not the rifle may have been in contact with it at some
point in time?
Mr. LUTZ. Yes, sir, it was.
Mr. WEBB. What were the findings in that area?
Mr. LUTZ. Our findings revealed no presence of gunpowder resi-

due as a result of our Griess testing. This is not an unusual
situation, because of the surface of the material involved. If the
muzzle would have been held several inches from it and the depos-
its of material just drifting down onto it, that residue could have
easily been removed one way or another, just by picking it up. We
found no indications of what we could attribute as gunshot residue.
We attempted to treat the wood with the sodium rhodizonate test,
treating first a surrounding area outside of the damaged area,
looking for lead particulate or reaction to it. Our test involving the
sodium rhodizonate, looking for the lead, revealed a reaction that
we accounted for as being possibly the result of paint having a lead
base in that area, therefore negating any further testing we could
conduct on it.
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Mr. WEBB. Thank you, Mr. Lutz. I ask you to return to your seat.
Mr. Chairman, I have one further question I would like to pose

to the panel generally, and that would be, did the panel attempt to
determine if the Q-64 evidence bullet and the Q-3 cartridge case
ever comprise one cartridge, that is, if there was any way the panel
could determine whether or not it was able to determine if the
evidence bullet and the cartridge case were ever one unit?
Mr. NEWQUIST. It found the component parts, the cartridge case,

and the bullet are consistent with Remington ammunition. Howev-
er, there is no scientific method to determine if a bullet had come
from a given cartridge case.
Mr. WEBB. Thank you.
Mr. Chairman, at this time, I have no further questions.
Chairman STOKES. The committee will now operate under the 5-

minute rule.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd.
Mr. DODD. Mr. Chairman, I would pass.
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKin-

ney.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I pass.
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman from the District of Columbia,

Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
I, first of all, want to certainly commend the panel for the

thoroughness with which they have handled the responsibility we
have asked them to assume. I have simply one additional question
of Mr. Bates, and it is really a point of information, Mr. Bates. You
indicated that you did not check the accuracy of the scope on the
rifle because of the lapse of time.
Mr. BATES. Yes, that is correct.
Mr. FAUNTROY. How does the lapse of time affect the reliability

of an examination of a scope?
Mr. BATES. In this particular case, since the weapon has been

secured; this panel does not know exactly what has happened to
the weapon in that period of time, or whether it was dropped when
it was abandoned at the time of the assassination; so, therefore, the
intervening years we did not feel that it would be of any signifi-
cance to attempt to check the accuracy of the scope during our
examination.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Are there any further questions from any members?
Mr. DODD. Mr. Chairman?
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd.
Mr. DODD. Proceeding on that same line of questioning, I wonder

if I might go a step further, if I can.
You also pointed out that there was some differences in the

magnification setting on the scope. What I am getting at here is,
Mr. Bates, you testified that the FBI tested the rifle and the FBI
did do the testing at 6.5 magnification, and the panel received the
rifle with, I guess, a 3 on it. Is this the difference that you are
referring to?
Mr. BATES. Yes, it is.
Mr. DODD. What was the setting on the rifle when it was found?
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Mr. BATES. I do not know.
Mr. DODD. There was no report made of that at all?
Mr. BATES. I am not aware of any.
Mr. DODD. Do you know whether or not the FBI had any idea

what the setting was?
Mr. BATES. I don't. The only information I have is the setting

that the FBI noted in their examination of the weapon shortly
after the assassination.
Mr. DODD. Did anyone check with the FBI to find out whether or

not that was the setting at the time the gun was allegedly fired at
the assassination?
Mr. BATES. I do not know that.
Mr. DODD. Can anyone testify to that on the panel? Do any of

you have any knowledge of that at all?
Mr. NEWQUIST. No; we do not.
Mr. DODD. Counsel, do you want to clear that up for me?
Mr. WEBB. The magnification on the site is changed by rotating

the site. The information that we have provided by the FBI is
pending in the final report of the panel. At this time, I can't
provide you with an answer to that question. However, it would
have been normal procedure for a firearms examiner to examine
the weapon as he received it, and if the setting was changed, it
would have been noted in the FBI reports that we do have.
Mr. DODD. And it is your impression they would have noted the

setting on the site at the time that they examined the weapon
when it was picked up in Memphis?
Mr. WEBB. That is correct, sir.
Mr. DODD. I would like to, if I could—I have been listening to

your testimony—try to summarize your conclusions, and I would
ask you to disagree with me, if you would, but referring to the
bullet that was retrieved from Dr. King's body, although the bullet
is the kind of bullet, specifically the caliber and manufacturing,
which could have been fired from the rifle found in the bundle, it is
the conclusion of this panel that you cannot say definitively that
the bullet came from that rifle?
Mr. WILHELM. That is correct, sir.
Mr. DODD. Nor can you tell us whether the rifle was the instru-

ment which caused the indentation in the window? Is that correct?
Mr. WILHELM. Beg your pardon?
Mr. DODD. You cannot tell us definitively whether that rifle

caused the indentation in the window of the bathroom?
Mr. WILHELM. No, sir; we cannot.
Mr. DODD. You cannot say that definitively as well?
Mr. WILHELM. That is correct.
Mr. DODD. May I suspend for a minute, Mr. Chairman?
And further, as to the bullet that was retrieved from Dr. King's

body you cannot say definitively whether or not that was ever
connected with the cartridge that you showed us?
Mr. WILHELM. No, we know of no way that it could be connected

with the cartridge case.
Mr. DODD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired. Do

any further members of the committee have any questions of the
panel?
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Chairman?
Chairman STOKES. Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I have a similar question to the one I raised

previously, and that is how often in your experience as firearms
analysts have you not been able to trace the bullet to the gun?
Mr. WILHELM. I am reluctant to make any specific figures. As a

ballpark figure, I would say probably 85 percent of the time we are
able to make an identification.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I see.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Gentlemen, under the rules of our committee,

at the conclusion of a witness' testimony, the witness or witnesses
are entitled to a period of 5 minutes in which to expand upon or
give further clarification of any portion of their testimony. I would
extend to any of you on the panel at this time, time to make any
statement you so desire.
Mr. WILHELM. It seems in the opinion of the panel that we have

nothing further that we can add to the statements we have made.
We would like to express our thanks to the Chairman and to this
body for the privilege of being a part of this investigation.
We also would like to express our thanks to our various depart-

ments—I speak for my colleagues and myself—for their indulgence
in allowing us time to conduct these examinations.
Chairman Stokes. Thank you very much.
On behalf of the committee, I certainly want to thank each of

you gentlemen for both the report that you have given this com-
mittee, your testimony here today, and the time that you have
expended on behalf of the work of this committee, and we are
indeed gratified to have had your expert services.

Also, Mr. George Wilson, I would like to thank you, and Chief
Cullinane, Chief Jefferson, and the Washington Metropolitan
Police Department for having afforded us the facilities which en-
abled you and the panel members to be able to make this report to
our committee, and we are indebted to you and the department for
that.
Mr. WILSON. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you, gentlemen. If there is nothing

further, you are excused.
The committee will, after adjournment today, meet in room 304

in executive session, and these public hearings are therefore ad-
journed until 9 a.m. tomorrow morning.
[Whereupon, at 3:35 p.m., the public hearing adjourned, to recon-

vene at 9 a.m., Friday, November 10, 1978.]
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INVESTIGATION OF THE ASSASSINATION OF
MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 10, 1978

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
SELECT COMMITTEE ON ASSASSINATIONS,

Washington, D.C.
The select committee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:05 a.m.,

in room 345, Cannon House Office Building, Hon. Louis Stokes
(chairman of the select committee) presiding.

Present: Representatives Stokes, Preyer, Fauntroy, Dodd, Edgar,
Devine, McKinney, and Sawyer.
Also present: G. Robert Blakey, chief counsel and staff director;

Edward M. Evans, chief investigator; Gene Johnson, deputy chief
counsel; Mark Speiser, staff counsel; Elizabeth L. Berning, chief
clerk; and Olive Wagner, deputy chief clerk.
Chairman STOKES. The committee will come to order.
Prior to commencing the presentation of evidence in the hear-

ings this morning, the Chair wishes to make a statement. The
committee heard 3 days of testimony from James Earl Ray in
public session in August. At that time it afforded Mr. Ray the
opportunity to make an opening statement for 11/2 hours so that
any evidence or issue he desired to raise could be presented to the
committee. The committee has now carefully reviewed the public
testimony given by Mr. Ray. While there are questions in some
areas, including those of a possible conspiracy, that have not yet
been posed to Mr. Ray, a review and analysis of the public testimo-
ny given by Mr. Ray to date has convinced the committee that no
useful purpose would be served in continuing to question Mr. Ray
on any area.
On the basis of this assessment of his prior testimony, the com-

mittee has decided not to call Mr. Ray for further testimony.
Counsel for Mr. Ray and Mr. Ray have been sent a letter this
morning informing them of the committee's decision. As detailed in
the letter sent to Mr. Ray and his counsel, the committee has,
pursuant to its rules, afforded them the opportunity to submit in
writing for inclusion in the record any statement they desire to
make.
The Chair at this time recognizes Professor Blakey.

NARRATION BY PROFESSOR BLAKEY ON POSSIBLE CRIMINAL
MOTIVES OF JAMES EARL RAY AND PLAYING OF TAPE

Mr. BLAKEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
In a murder trial, the prosecution is not required to establish

motive to obtain a conviction, but evidence of motive is relevant,
(111)
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and the prosecution will usually attempt to establish it. The reason
is obvious: A jury inevitably wants to know why the act was
committed. In the case of the assassination of a celebrated figure,
the general public—in effect, a jury of public opinion—also inevita-
bly seeks an answer to the question "Why"—for senseless acts are
disturbing, and people naturally tend to resist so characterizing
any death of a public figure whose life had meaning. In the search
for the meaning of life itself, there is a need to know the meaning
of death.
In the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., there are at

least two established facts: Dr. King was one eminent leader of the
civil rights movement in the 1960's, and James Earl Ray stands
convicted as his murderer. There is, therefore, a seemingly inevita-
ble tendency to draw the conclusion that Ray was racially motivat-
ed. That is how FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover read it, as did
George McMillan, the author of "The Making of an Assassin," a
searching study of Ray and his actions. In addition, the Depart-
ment of Justice task force that reviewed the FBI investigation
commented in its report, issued in January 1977, that "* * * it
seems clear that Ray openly displayed a strong racial attitude
toward blacks."
A finding of racial or other motive, however, is not a simple

exercise. When the issue touches on race, it is also a sensitive and
delicate subject. A society whose deepest values abhor racism must
not permit accusations of it to be lightly made or supported with
less than clear and convincing evidence. It is not possible to look
into a man's mind—the old common law maxim was that even the
devil could not see into the heart of a man—so an understanding of
what might have driven a man to commit a criminal act usually
has to be derived from an examination of his conduct. Consequent-
ly, the committee decided to examine carefully Ray's other acts
that had been alleged to manifest racial animosity in his character,
to find if, in fact, that was the case. Committee investigators traced
Ray's steps over a worldwide path. Interestingly, some of the most
cogent incidents cited to prove his racist leanings occurred in for-
eign countries. A more complete analysis of these incidents and
others must of course await the final report. But some of the
results of that inquiry may be quickly summarized here for the
public record.
An episode in Ray's early life has been interpreted by Mr.

McMillan as well as Gerold Frank, the author of "An American
Death," as a sign of deeply rooted racism. It involves a friendship
with an older man, his supervisor at the International Shot Co. in
East Hartford, Ill. The older man is portrayed by the authors as an
admirer of Adolph Hitler, an attitude that supposedly left its im-
pression on Ray, a teenager at the time. Yet the committee's
investigation has not been able to establish a firm factual basis for
this story.

It has been noted that while at Leavenworth Federal Penitentia-
ry in 1957, Ray refused to accept assignment to an honor farm,
allegedly because its dormitory was integrated. Ray himself denies
this, saying he was nearing the end of his term and he did not wish
to be put into a risky new situation, that he believed to be charac-
terized by drug use, a situation integrated or otherwise. Here, too,
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the committee will have to decide if on balance Ray's story is
credible.
There are numerous racial incidents that purportedly occurred

while Ray was at Missouri State Prison. Shortly after the prison
was integrated in 1964, five Black inmates were stabbed, one fatal-
ly, and it was just one of a number of violent outbreaks. While it
has been charged that Ray was active in the attacks, the weight of
the evidence from the interviews available to the committee seems
to argue that he was not. Again, the final decision must wait in the
analysis of the evidence with the committee.
The investigation also could find no firm corroboration of claims

that, while at Missouri State Prison, Ray made derogatory refer-
ences to Dr. King. Indeed, a majority of the some 30 inmate asso-
ciates of Ray interviewed by the committee indicated that he was,
in fact, not a racist, although there were dissenting views ex-
pressed.
Ray's brothers, Jerry and John, have each been quoted by au-

thors as alluding to racial inclinations of James. George McMillan
and William Bradford Huie both attest to an account by Jerry of a
phone call he got from James just before the assassination in
which James is quoted as saying, "The big nigger has had it."
Jerry himself has denied to the committee that there ever was
such a conversation. Similarly, the committee has been unable to
confirm various other virulent anti-Black statements attributed to
James by John.
The evidence available to the committee, on the other hand,

seemingly confirms two general interests of James Earl Ray in the
period of the assassination that have arguably anti-Black implica-
tions: Ray's interest in the regimes of Rhodesia and South Africa
and the presidential campaign of George Wallace.
Ray reportedly was vocal in his support of the government of

Southern African countries, and during the time he was a fugi-
tive—both before and after the assassination—he made several
attempts to obtain information about emigrating to those countries.
In Mexico in the fall of 1967, he inquired about going to Rhodesia,
but received no reply to his letter. In California the following
December, he wrote to the American-South African Council, and a
February 1968 letter to the Orange County, Calif. Chapter of the
Friends of Rhodesia, reiterated his interest.
Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission at this point to include in

the record to illustrate that interest, the February 1968 letter as
MLK exhibit F-165.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-165
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:42

Friends of Rhodesia
ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA, CHAPTER

P.O. BOX 613
GARDEN GROVE. CAUFORNIA

President: Robert L. Wyckoff. M.O.
Corresponding Secretary: Ronald -G. Hewitson Treasure*: Pau)

lYCC Report
At a recent meeting of the

General Board of the National

Council of Churches, a report.

was adopted that called for U.S.,
•trade and cultural exchanges
with Red China, recognition of,'
Communist Cuba, acceptance of

I the Red regime in East Ger-
many, removal of travel re-
strictions on Soviet citizens in
the U.S., admission of Red China I
to the U.N., and reduction of
U.S. forces in the Far East.
About a year ago, this same

council voted to withdraw their
sizable funds from banks that
had any dealings with South
Africa and, I believe, Rhodesia.

. I would like very much to
have a representative of a cam-
cil member-church explain why
the council favors a system that
is responsible for around 80
million political murders over a
system based on separation of
the races. Explained Why, to the
council the Communist system
is not as oppressive as apart-
heid. t a .

M. Loyal
1470.1 P. Glom

MU*.

I .6000.. Widening The Probe . • • •
Despite Ray's capture, the

FBI investigation of King's aS-
sassination is far from being
closed.
One agent involved in the in-

quiry says privately that "the
arrest of Ray is only the begin-
ning of this inquiry." He points
out that "Ray is the key to de-
terming the others involved in
the assassination plot."
For instance, FBI and Cana-

dian authorities are still investi,
gating how Hay was able to
exploit legal loopholes like a pro
in obtaining his Canadian pass-
port.
Several dozen agents are

pro u"birRlYriiiiipif con EFEts
with U.S.-buscd American South
African Council which he wrote
on Dec. 30. 1967, to ask about
ethigrating*lo 'Rhodesia.. Also,
being àarefully 'checked is
R::::.'s contact with a person,
whom the FBI photographed
with King at a major U.S. air-

g 

I

lift,. of 111,1 Ironies of the sue-
. erssful FM investigation is that
• Just two months before the King
• assassination, the Bureau was
' obliged to cizt in half the num-

ber of agents in Europe, includ-
ing those in London as' a. result
DI President Johnson's order

oVerseas personnel ot
;WI government security and in-
telligence agencies.
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DEAR MR.HEWITSON. .

2-l.-68

. "

I RECENTLY RECEIVED A LETTER FROM YOUR OFFICE IN REPLY TO A

• LETTER I HAD SENT TO YOU REQUESTING INFORMATION ON RHODESIA, -

THE LETT.r2 CLARIFED MOST OF MY QUESTIONS REGARDING IMMIGRATION.

. SUCH AS .PASSPORT.IT WAS NOT MY INTENTION TO LEAVE BEFaRENOVEMBER

BUT WANTED THE INFOIXATION BEFORE HAND,ANY OTHER INFORMATION

YOU SEND .I WOULD APPREACITTOULD-ALSO LIKE TO SUBSCRIBE TO

RHODESIAN COMMENTARY.

ERIC S. GALT

I535-N-SaRANO •

.L.A.CALIF.90027.

-

Mr. BLAKEY. Even more significantly, Ray continued his quest for
details on southern Africa during his European flight in May and
June 1968. In Lisbon, he visited both the Rhodesian Diplomatic
Mission and the South African Embassy, and in London he sought
information from a newspaper reporter on mercenary groups fight-
ing in Africa. When he was arrested in London on June 8, he had a
South African Airways timetable on which the next flight to Salis-
bury, Rhodesia, was marked in pencil, and the phone number of
the South African Embassy in Lisbon was written in ink.
In interviews with the committee following his conviction, Ray

admitted that he went to Europe intending to reach English-speak-
ing countries in Africa. This interest may be no more than one
part of an effort by a fugitive to seek an English-speaking foreign
haven; it may be a manifestation of something more.
Even though Ray has consistently denied any interest in politics,

there is a great deal of evidence that he was active in the 1968
Wallace campaign, and while it would be unfair to Mr. Wallace, or
to his many supporters generally, to characterize his campaign as
racist, it is a sad fact that his candidacy attracted voters of an anti-
Black persuasion. His candidacy and his party were also widely
perceived as unsympathetic toward a number of issues associated
with the civil rights movement.
There is evidence that Ray was responsible for the registration

for example of at least three acquaintances in the American Inde-
pendent Party, a contribution to an effort to get Wallace's name on
the California ballot.
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In addition, at least one phone call by Ray to Wallace Headquar-
ters in California has been noted. Curiously, in the stipulation as to
material facts, outlining his guilt in preparation for his plea in his
1969 trial in the King assassination, Ray voiced a particular objec-
tion to one item in the 56-paragraph document. It involved his
acknowledgment of his participation in the Wallace campaign.
Turning next to another area, after firing his attorney, Percy

Foreman, and attempting to repudiate his guilty plea, Ray also had
as his counsel J. B. Stoner, an outspoken and self-acknowledged
racist, as well as an avowed opponent of all that Dr. King stood for.
While care must be used not to overstate the significance of a
client's preference for legal counsel—clients ought not to be associ-
ated with lawyers, and lawyers ought not to be associated with
clients—in the case of Ray's retaining Mr. Stoner, as well as his
choice, at the time of his arrest in London, of Arthur Hanes of
Birmingham, a lawyer noted for his defense of Ku Klux Klansmen,
Ray's preferences—along with other facts—ought not be overlooked
in an effort to fathom motive.
During Ray's fugitive period, there were also three reported inci-

dents—in Canada, California, and Mexico—that had been repeatly
cited to prove that Ray was racially motivated in the killing of Dr.
King. They may be regarded as useful test cases in an attempt to
discern Ray's general motivation, and to assess the quality of evi-
dence in the public domain from which public impressions of that
motivation have been significantly formed.
William Bradford Huie wrote in Did the FBI Kill Martin Luther

King? that Ray made anti-Black comments to a woman acquaint-
ance in Canada in 1967. At dinner in Montreal, Huie quoted the
woman as saying, Ray uttered the view, "* * * you got to live near
niggers to know them * * * all people who know niggers hate
them." While the woman declined to be interviewed by the commit-
tee, she did give a statement to the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police on October 15, 1968, in which she said, "He"—meaning
Ray—"never mentioned the name Martin Luther King and never
indicated any hatred toward Negroes."
Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission that the October

1968 letter from the RCMP on this point be included in the record
as MLK exhibit F-167.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. BLAKEY. The committee did contact the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police officer who conducted the interview, J.A.G. Syn-
nett, who confirmed the woman's statement. In fact, Inspector
Synnett said, the woman told him the subject of race never came
up during her meetings with Ray. The woman, in Synnett's opin-
ion, was honest and truthful throughout the interview.
FBI reports on a Ray incident at the Rabbit's Foot Club, a Los

Angeles night spot visited by Ray in February 1968, indicate that
an angry exchange occurred between Ray and a white female
companion. It is charged that Ray dragged the woman toward the
door telling her, "I'll drop you off in Watts and we'll see how you
like it there."
Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask permission that the two rele-

vant FBI reports be included in the record as MLK exhibit F-168
and MLK exhibit F-169.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record.
[The information follows:]
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FEuERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

1 Date 4/30/68

,B0 DEL MONTE, Bartender. Rabbit's Foot Club,
5623 Hollywood BoulevaEgb Los Angeles, California,

'advised—that his home address is 1229 North Bronson,
Los Angeles, California. He advised after observing
photographs of JAMES EARL RAY, that RAY was identical
to a customer who frequented the Rabbit's Foot Club,
from approximately January until the middle of March
1968. He described RAY as wearing usually a dark suit,
with a bow tie. He said that his appearance was that
of a rural person from Alabama, who has just recently
come to the "big city". He said that RAY wore his crew
cut to long, or he was allowing his hair to grow.

DEL MONTE recalled the incident in which RAY
became involved in a heated discussion with a Caucasian
female and began dragging her towards the door of the
bar saying, "I'll drop you off in Watts and we'll see
how you like it there". DEL MONTE recalled that shortly
after this incident a Negro patron of the Rabbit's Foot
Club, and his date, were struck on the head by a rock or
brick while in a nearby parking lot.

DEL MONTE acknowledge that RAY often spoke
support for Governor WALLACE.

DEL MONTE said that RAY drank vodka straight
or in screwdrivers. DEL MONTE said that RAY purchased a
key for the key club, which is operated by the Rabbit's
Fpot Club. He stated that he believes RAY gave him the
name "DOUG COLLINS", when he purchased his key. DEL MONTE
said that the writing of this name was by himself, and RAY
furnished no other information as to residence.

On 4/22/68  at  Los Angeles, California Filett  Los Angeles 44-1574 

SA E. RHEAD RICHARDS encl.,J-'
SA DENNIS C. LEMASTER/15CL/dp  4/26/68Date dictated

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

MLK EXHIBIT F-168
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..JERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATIL

•

Date  4/30/68

JADIS E. MORRISON, Bartender, Rabbit's Foot Club,
56  1 vlood Boulevard, Los Angeles,MITrurnia, advised
That he resides a • race Avenue, Los Angeles,
California. He was shown photographs of JAMES EARL RAY,
and he advised this individual is identical with a customer
who frequented the Rabbit's Foot Bar. He said that he
recalled this individual because of his frequency as a
customer at the bar. MORRISON stated that he became engaged
in a political discussion with RAY concerning ROBERT F.
KENNEDY and GEORGE WALLACE. He said that RAY became rather
incensed and vehemently supported WALLACE. On one other
occasion, MORRISON said that RAY had a discussion with a
frequent female customer of the bar whose name was PAT GOODSELL.
This discussion concerned Negroes and civil rights movement.
MORRISON said that RAY became very involved in the argument
and began dragging her towards the door saying, "I'll drop
you off in Watts and we'll see how you like it there.
MORRISON said that another customer who knew the girl, separated
them. MORRISON said that subsequent to this event GOODSELL
died through an overdose of some type of medicine. He said
that she formerly resided at the Carlton Towers, an apartment
complex,in the neighborhood. He discribed her as:

Race Caucasian
Sex Female
Age Approximately 27

MORRISON said that RAY habitually drank vodka or
screwdrivers. He said that he was a very quite customer and
it was unusual for him to become involved in an argument.
MORRISON said that he believes he used the name -DOUG" while
at the bar.

On  4/22/68  at  Los Angeles, California  Filet,'  Los Angeles 44-1574 

SA E. RHEAD RICHARDS and
SA DENNIS C. LEMASTER/DCL/dp  Date dictated  4/26/68 

This document contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI. It is the property of the FBI and is loaned to
your agency; it and its contents are not to be distributed outside your agency.

MLK EXHIBIT F-169
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Mr. BLAKEY. The woman is deceased, and the committee was
unable to locate one of the two bartenders. It did locate the other, a
Mr. Bo Del Monte. In a signed statement, Mr. Del Monte denied
the altercation occurred. He suggested that all that happened was
that a quiet discussion in which Ray questioned the safety of a
white walking through Watts. The FBI agent, however, whose
original investigation established the story, sticks by his 1968 re-
ports.
Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask the two relevant interviews be

included in the record as MLK F-170 and MLK F-171.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may both be entered

into the record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-171

DATE INTERVIEWED: March 10, 1978

PTnCE INTERVIEWED: HSCA OFFICE

NAME:

TIME INTERVIEWED: 10'15 a'rn*

Dennis LeMaster

DATE OF BIRTH: SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER: 

HOME ADDRESS: 

BUSINESS ADDRESS: U. S. House of Representatives, Agriculture Committee

HOME TELEPHONE: BUSINESS TELEPHONE:

ASSOCIATES:

MLK INVESTIGATION
CONNECTION:  FBI S jai__ Agent. Los Ange1ps. involved in NuRKTN 

Investigation - 1968. Began workinq with FRI in 1966 and retired 

in August 1968.

INTERVIEW STATEMENT:

Dennis LeMaster began working with the Federal Bureau of

Investigation in 1966. His second assignment was Los Anaeles, 

California, where he began working in May or June 1967. He 

primarily dealt with bank robbery cases until January 1968 when 

he was put on internal security, and ordered to investigate 

groups which were considered to be black extremist organizations

in the Los Angeles  area, such as the Black Panther Party and 

Ron Coringa's US . Until April 4, 1968, when he was assigned to

the MURKIN case full time, LeMaster concentrated on the Balck

Commandos, a group which turned out to be a hoax funded by the

FBI.

LeMaster was not involved in any King security work. He had

no personal knowledge of FBI surveillance of Dr. King, though he

had heard gossip about tapes which were embara.asing tn 
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LeMaster added that he was not assigned to watch King during

his visit to LA on March 16. and 17, 1968. (He did note that in

1968 US was hostile to the/Black Panther Party, and these militant

groups were both hostile to the Southern Christian Leadership

Conference.)

On April 4, 1968 LeMaster was assigned to the MURKIN investi-

gation. At that time, Wesley Grapp was the_SPecial Ag-nt in

Charge of the LA FBI office; Leroy Sheets was appointed the

MURKIN case agent (succeeded about two weeks later by Theodore

A'Hearn); and Jack Temple, brother of Shirley Temple, was the

Chief of Security, Although LeMaster added that William John

Nolan was the "real brains" of the security detail.

Among other areas, LeMaster was involved in the investigation

at the St. Francis Hotel, James Earl Ray's residence from January

21 to March 17, 1968. He interviewed Allan 0. Thompson, manager of

the St. Francis, who LeMaster described as generally uncooperative

and, at times, appeared to be lying. (Ray stayed at this hotel

under the assumed name Eric Starvo Galt.) LeMaster did not recall

Thompson's story about a J.C. Hardin who attempted to telephone

Ram from New Orleans and
- and

Francis. at Points Thomspon "had to be press.uzed" to gpt him tn 

talk with agents, according to LeMaster.

Date Transcribed:
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INTERVIEW SHEET CONTINUATION: ?AGE

The area of the St. Francis Hotel was a racially integrated

"den of iniquity", alive with prostitution and a/nig trAffi,king, 

LeMaster said, Informants were used from this section of the

city but often they did not pan out. Although the area was

integrated and the dingy Sultan Room bar at the St. Francis had 

a clinetele which included blacks and chicanos, LeMaster thought

that most of the residents of the St. Francis, if not all, were

white. He surmised that Ray lived in this area not by choice,

but in an effort to stay out of the mainstream in an area he

could afford economically.

IdMaster found it difficult to understand any antipathy

Ray may have had against Dr. King. He described Ray as street-

wise criminal who, thougnot analytically intelligent, had an

animal cunning. Ray did not appear to need social interaction

and could live on almost nothing by instinct. No one seemed to 

really know Ray. For instance, Joe Peters, the day bartender at

the Sultan Room, spoke with him on several occasions but learned

little about Ray. Thus LeMaster concluded that it was conceivable 

that Ray acted alone in killing Dr. King.

In the course of the mURKIN investigation, LeMaster did look

for evidence of racial motive and of a conspiracy. He recalled 

tnat Ray had an argument with someone at the Rabbit's Foot Lounge

Date Transcribed:
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INTERVIEW SHEET CONTINUATION: PAGE 4

about race and made a comment about Watts. LeMaster admitted

that he prepared the 302 reports of interviews with Rabbit's Foot

bartenders Bo Del Monte and James Morrison. LeMaster read

Del Monte's interview with HSCA staff which included Del Monte's

denial that a racially inspired argument took place between Ray 

and another patron as reported by the FBI.

LeMaster responded that his 1968 report was accurate and

that he had no reason to falsify or exaggerate the interview

summary. The Doug Collins alias Ray used to join the Rabbit's

Foot key club, LeMaster explained, was probably simply one of

many assumed names he dreamed up.

While investigating Ray's association with the Los Angeles-

area Friends of Rhodesia organization, LeMaster interviewed a "rich

old white racist" who was originally from Canada. This witness

admitted his connection with the pro-Rhodesian group, but denied

any association with Ray. LeMaster did not recall this person's

name.

LeMaster was not involved in the investigation of the

American Independent Partyor the George Wallace campaign.

lie did look into numerous • • •

because Ray's expenditures indicated a "variable income". No

unsolved crimes were linked to Ray, however.

Date Transcribed.
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LeMaster mentioned that he had talked with Marie Martin,

though he was not the first agent to interview her. He characterized

Martin as dark-skinned, though commented that Ray probably did not

consider her black. It appeared to LeMaster that Martin probably

had a sexual relationship with Ray.

In conclusion, LeMaster explained that he worked with the

FBI for only about two years, and then returned to college,

ultimately receiving a Ph.D. in Economics. He is now employed by

the House Agriculture Committee.

Present at interview: Edward Evans, Mel Kreidman, Robin Lindley

-
Interviewer Si,mature:

Typed Signature 

Date Transcribed:  
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Mr. BLAKEY. The committee also discovered that another bar
frequented by Ray in Los Angeles, the Sultan Room, had a mixed
clientele, about one-third Black. Associates of Ray in Los Angeles
who were questioned by the committee say he showed no racial
animosity while there. Indeed, there is some evidence that he may
have had a liaison with a Black woman while he was in Los
Angeles.
Here, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that excerpts of executive

testimony of Marie Martin on April 5 and 6 be included in the
record as MLK exhibit F-166.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-166

Mrs. Levy. Never. I never intended to travel alone or

be alone with him at any time.

Mr. Fithian. Why?

Mrs. Levy. Because I would not be alone with him going

across country. I would not be alone with any man I just

met going across country.

Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Edgar?

Mr. Edgar. I have no questions at this time.

Mr. Fauntroy. Mr. Ford?

Mr. Ford. I do not have any questions.

Mr. Fauntroy. Counsel, you may resume.

Mr. Kreidman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. .

Mrs. Levy, you told us yesterday you did not believe

that Ray was prejudiced other than the fact he was from the

south, is that correct?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. One of the examples you gave of the fact

that he lacked prejudice was that he had sex with a black

woman?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. He indicated to you that he enjoyed it,

didn't he?

Mrs. Levy. I do not recall.

Mr. Kreidman. Did you listen to the tape yesterday?
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Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. Any reference to that?

Mrs. Levy. I do not remember any.

Mr. Kreidman. Now, you also indicated yesterday that

Sultan Room was an integrated bar. You gave a figure of

30 percent of the people in the bar were black. Do you

remember that?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. Mr. Ray was there almost every night,

is that correct?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. And also if you remember from the tape,

you said in this' room you were at, 201, Ray was one of the'

gang, is that correct?

Mrs. Levy. Yes, one of the gang.

Mr. Kreidman. Was that gang, the group of people who

came there, an integrated group?

Mrs. Levy. Yes. There was one black guy who was there.

His name was Herbie. He was there, you know, I do not know,

whenever he was in the neighborhood or something.

Mr. Kreidman. Was Ray friendly with Herbie?

Mrs. Levy. He was very quiet. He would just sit there

and take everything in.

Mr. Kreidman. What about Richard Dodd?

Mrs. Levy. Richard Dodd, right, he was there too.
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Mr. Kreidman. Richard Dodd was black?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. Ray was part of this gang, this group?

Mrs. Levy. Now, Richard Dodd would talk with Ray. When

I talk I speak loud. This is normal for me. Someone else

could be carrying on a conversation in the same room and I

would not hear, I would not pay any attention.

Mr. Kreidman. Would you have a distinct recollection

of Richard Dodd engaging Ray in conversation?

Mrs. Levy. I have a distinct recollection that Richard

Dodd was present at a few occassions when James Earl Ray was

present in the same room.

Mr. Kreidman. Do you remember their talking together?

Mrs. Levy. Not necessarily, no.

Mr. Kreidman. Did they appear friendly to you?

Mrs. Levy. They did not appear friendly, they did not

appear not friendly.

Mr. Kreidman. Other than this fellow, Herbie, or Richard,

Dodd, were any other people in that room part of that group

that Ray was part of?

Mrs. Levy. No, I do not know Herbie's last name, but I

know he worked at the City Hall in Los Angeles.

Mr. Kreidman. You know he did?

Mrs. Levy. Yes, I know he did only because I was in the

City Hall one day, I do not know what I was doing there, but
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to New Orleans to pick up the children?

Mrs. Levy. Well, later on Rita didn't want to go with

him either so later on they said -- you know, we didn't want

to go with a strange man so later on they came to the con-

clusion that Charles would go because he was a man and he

would be able to protect himself. So then that is how

Charles got involved in it.

Mr. Kreidman. Well, the suggestion to register for th

American Independent- Party and George Wallace, did that come

before Mr. Galt was apprised of the fact that Charles Stein

was going to go to New Orleans or after he was advised that

Charles Stein was supposed to go to New Orleans?

• Mrs. Levy. I'don't remember. I don't remember.

Mr. Kreidman. Was Charles Stein in the bar that

evening?

Mrs. Levy. I don't remember.

Mr. Kreidman. Could you describe that bar? First of

all, could you describe the bar as far as clientele was

concerned?

Mrs. Levy. Yes. It was mostly old,retired people

that lived in the hotel. It was a quiet bar.

Mr. Kreidman. What about the bar racially? Was it

an all white bar, an all blacks, all Hispanic bar or was it

mixed?

Mrs. Levy. It was mixed.
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Mr. Kreidman. What was the percentages,if you can

ascertain?

Mrs. Levy. A few black people came in. It was

I would say -- I don't know, maybe 70-30. You know, maybe

20-80. I don't know exactly.

Mr. Kreidman. Okhcrwize,Iiid you know someone by the

name of Richard Dodd?

Mrs. Levy. Yes, I knew Benny Richard Dodd.

Mr. Kreidman. And Richard Dodd is black?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. And he was one of the people that was

hanging around the Sultan Room?

Mrs, Levy. He was Ronald Deninno's roommate at that

time.

Mr. Kreidman. Was he hanging around the Sultan Room

at that time?

Mrs. Levy. He came in occasionally with Deninno.

Mr. Kreidman. And that was back in 1967, at or about

this time, the date that we are talking about?

Mrs. Levy. Yes, 1966, 1967.

Mr. Kreidman. Now Mr. Dodd is also someone who is

involved in drugs?

Mrs. Levy. I would say grass.

Mr. Kreidman. Now you said that this was mainly

older, retired people. You would not characterize Mr. Dodd
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as being an older, retired individual, would you?

Mrs. Levy. No, he was a friend of Ronnie which

was a friend of mine.

Mr. Kreidman. And he frequented the Sultan Room?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. And Ronald Deninno frequented the

Sultan Room?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. And Mr. Deninno would not be classified

as an older, retired individual, would he?

Mrs. Levy. No, but neither would I.

Mr. Kreidman. Who else that you know frequented

the Sultan Room at that time?

Mrs. Levy. Well, let me point this out. At that time

I was not -- I mean I am going to be very frank and honest.

I was in Los Angeles, I had just got to Los Angeles.

I don't believe in going to bed with every Tom, Dick and

Harry so I had designated Ronald Deninno.to be my bed partner

whenever I wanted and we would have our relations and he would

leave. He was not my boyfriend, he just was my bed partner

and we just kept it at that. I didn't want to go with Tom,

Dick and Harry and I wanted to have one certain person that

I had sex with and this is how he got involved in it.

Mr. Kreidman. Did you ever write any letters to

Mr. Deninno?
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a monetary relationship with her?

Mrs. Levy. What do you mean by monetary?

Mr. Kreidman. That he paid for her?

Mrs. Levy. No, no indication at all. I didn't

ask him. I just took it for granted he was with this

hooker. She is not going to give up anything free.

Mr. Kreidman. You have been interviewed, have you

not, Miss Martin, on a television show?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. And you have been asked to comment

about Mr. Ray's racial attitudes?

Mrs. Levy. Yes.

Mr. Kreidman. Could you tell the members of the

committee what you observed about Mr. Ray and what

perceptions and understanding you had about Mr.. Ray's racial

attitudes?

Mrs. Levy. Well, as far as I understood, and I could

not understand it, he didn't seem like he was prejudiced '

to me because, like I say, he went with this black girl - and

he liked her and I didn't think that he was prejudiced at

all, but being from Alabama maybe a little bit but, you

know, I didn't think he was.

Mr. Fauntroy. Counsel, excuse me. Counsel, we have

a quorum call.

Mr. Edgar. Mr. Chairman, I believe that is just that thE
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Mr. BLAKEY. The Mexico incident that allegedly occurred in the
fall of 1967, a woman companion of Ray whose story was received
after the assassination, told of an evening when she was drinking
with Ray in the Casa Susana in Puerto Vallarta. This incident was
given wide publicity by Gerold Frank in his book, "An American
Death." According to this incident as portrayed in Frank's book,
Ray became angry at several Black sailors at a nearby table,
insulting them and stating he hated Negroes.
Ray reportedly then went to his car and returned with a pistol,

vowing to kill the Blacks when they left. He later calmed down
when advised by the woman that a police patrol was due in the
area shortly.
Mr. Chairman, because of the widespread dissemination of

Frank's story, the committee went to Mexico and obtained from
the woman a statement of her version of the incident. At this point
I would ask that the relevant report of the incident obtained by the
committee be entered into the record as MLK exhibit F-172.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-172

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON 25, D. C.

July 24, 1968

Jf.bME EARL RtY, aka 

This ;!;;;;.T.rant ccntens na!th2r
at

t'a t'n prz-:"y cf
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Information set forth below covers the
established activities of captioned individual who, as
ERIC ETARVO GALT, visited Mexico during October and
November, 1967.

At Atotonilco, Jalisco, Mexico 

On April 22, 1938, tilja=11.-S-GUIRRE_D.IR.P.I0
formerly employed

at the Casa 2usana in Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco, as a
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ams rARL RAY, aka .

prostitute. Ohe identified a photograph of JAMEC EARL
RAY as the individual known as ERIC GALT whom she had
met one night at the Casa Cusana. he said she could
not be certain of the date, but thought it might have
been about October 24, ise7. She recalled that during
this first visit, GALT spent the evening with another
prostitute called "La Chilindrina."

The next day, GALT came to the house looting
for "La Chilindrina," who was out of town. He then
began his friendship with MANUELA and, she stated,
slept with her nearly every night for the next several
days during his visits to the house.

She recalled that GALT was very methodical
and had allowed himself 100 pesos ($8 U.C.) for drinking
money and another 100 pesos each day for a girl. Che
recalled that he drank beer during the daytime and gin
at night. he said he invited her to go to Mismaloya,
a nearby beach, and that, after postponing the trip for
two or three days, they did go to Mismaloya with
RODIMIR EL:CARA, the bartender. Ehe described GALT's
automobile as a white automobile with Alabama license
plates, and as having a red interior with reclining
seats. 2he said this was a two-door automobile, but
she could not remember the maize. he said that after
swimming, drinking beer and having a seafood lunch,
they began the return trip to Puerto Vallarta at
about 4 p.m. About half-way along the distance from
Mismaloya to Puerto Vallarta, GALT stopped the car and
took what appeared to be a new Polaroid camera from an
ice chest in the back. He said that this was one of
the first rolls of film in the camera and that there
were only two pictures left. He mentioned hat the
camera had cost him a little less than $80. He took a
photograph of MANUELA seated at the steering wheel of the
car with her skirts up. This photograph was bad and he
destroyed it. A little -farther on, they stopped at a
place called Punta Negro., where GALT took another photo-
graph which was also bad, and he tore it up. Ehe
recalled that this was a Caturday and that they arrived
back at the Casa Cusana about 5 p.m. and GALT departed
saying that he would not return that night.

36-411 0 - 79 - 11
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JAMES EARL RAY, aka 

On the next day, a Sunday, MANUELA stated that
GALT arrived at the Casa Cusana about 9 p.m. he believed
that this might have been on October 29, 1967. GALT
drank with MANUELA and noted that there were four
Negroes and some white people seated at a nearby
table. These were sailors from a yacht or private boat
which had stopped at Puerto Vallarta.

She said thAone Negro was very tall and
another was short and fat, about five feet four inches
tall. The latter was very drunk, and the whole group
was rowdy and having a good time. GALT appeared angry
at the Negroes and said insulting things concerning them.
He said he hated Negroes. He left his table, said
something insulting to the short Negro and returned to
his table. All of the individuals at the other table
appeared to be talking about GALT.

MANUELA AGUIRRE said that GALT then went to
his car and came back to the table. He went again
to the table where the Negroes were seated and insulted
them and returned to his own table. Ne asked her to
feel his pocket and she felt what appeared to be an
automatic-type pistol. Ehe believed it to be something
similar to a 7alther .380 automatic. GALT said he was
going to kill them. The tall Negro came to GALT's
table and said something in a peaceful manner, but
GALT replied in an insulting manner. The tall Negro
then returned to his table and took the shorter Negro
in his arms and took him out of the house. GALT wanted
to go alter them, but MtUUELA told him this would not be
a good idea since it was about 10 p.m. and the police
were scheduled to visit the house momentarily. GALT
said he wanted nothing to do with the police.

MMUELA AGUIRRB said that GALT visited the
house again on the fell-Owing day and told her that he
would not see her for several days. He said he wanted
to rest and would only sleep and eat. He next returned -
on what MANUELA recalled as a Thursday of the same week
and told her that he planned to move to the "Tropicana"
Hotel. He spent more than 200 pesos (;16 U.C.) for
drinks and left about midnight.
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JAIME EARL RAY, aka

On the following day, according to MANUELA
AGUIRRE, GALT arrived between 8 and 9 p.m. and she,
MPNUELA, was drunk and said that she did not want to
go to bed with him. GALT remained to drink at one of
the tables and there was a photographer present, causing
MPNUELA to request that a photograph be taken of GALT
with her. GALT did not want his photograph taken, but
she insisted. He told her that he planned to go to
Yelapa on Caturday or Sunday, and that he did not like
to go out in Puerto Vallarta on Eaturday or Sunday
because there was so much noise and so many people
around.

Che said that GALT arrived at the house
between 8 and 9 p.m. on the following Monday. He
invited MkNUELA for one drink and was very serious and
impolite. He was angry with her for her actions on
the previous Friday. He asked her to marry him and
she refused. Che said that he had previously asked her
to marry him. He said that if she would not marry him
he was going to invite out some of the other girls. Re
spent the rest of that evening with AMELIA and went
to bed with ARCELIA.

MANUELA AGUIRRE said that she saw GALT
again about three days later, but did not talk with
him. Che said she did not believe that he saw ARCELIA
or any of the other girls again, and that she herself
did not see him again.

She recalled that GALT drank gin or whatever
other drink the bartender at the Casa Eusana served
him. He did not smoke, and sometimes stated that he
did not smoke anything except marijuana. She stated,
however, that she never saw him smoke marijuana.

MANUELA AGUIRRE said that GALT spoke practi-
cally no Spanish and the bartender interpreted for him.
She said that GALT had an old pair of sandals that he
liked very much and which he said had been bought in
Europe. Che said she told him to throw the sandals
away and buy new ones, but he did not want to get rid
of them. She recalled that he definitely could not
dance.

MANUELA AGUIRRE made available the photograph
of GALT wearing sunglasses, which had been taken at the
Casa Susana in Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco, on or about
November 3, 1967. Che said the photograph was taken by
a traveling group known as "Foto Ranida."
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Mr. BLAKEY. An interview with the woman whose alias was Irma
Morales was taped, and a transcription is available at this time. I
would ask that the transcript be included in the record as MLK
exhibit F-173.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-173

*tied Committee on Ziooasioinationo
a*. *come of 3aelgtOtti1atibtO

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20515

INTERVIEW WITH MANUELA AGUIRRE-MEDRANO (aka IRMA MORALES) ON 

JUNE 5TH, 1978, 9:00 P.M. AT CALLE ALAMEDA 211, ATOTONILCO, JALISCO, 

MEXICO 

PARISI: It's June 5th, 1978, 9 p.m. We are in the home of
Manuela Aguirre-Medrano, aka, Irma Morales, which is
located at Alameda 211 in Atotonilco, Mexico.

Present is myself, Louis Parisi, Staff Investigator,
the United States House of Representatives, Select
Committee on Assassinations.

PARISI: Tell senora...

MARTINEZ: ZSu nombre? 
Your name?

MEDRANO: Name?

PARISI: No, no. Tell her, tell her what I said.

MARTINEZ: Ah, la senora, ah este, estg un grupo de enviados del
Senado de Estados Unidos, este tocante un investigacion,
este Sr. Louis Parisi...

PARISI: Also present are other members of the Select Committee,
Staff Investigator Jerome Cullings...

MARTfNEZ: iste un miembro de los investigadores del staff, Jerome
Cullings.

PARISI: And also...

MARTINEZ: ...y tambien...

PARISI: ...Alan Hausman, a lawyer with the Select Committee,

MARTINEZ: Alan Hausman, un abogado con el Comitg,

PARISI: ...Gerald Hamilton, Chief Researcher,

MARTINEZ: ...y Sr. Gerald Hamilton, este encargado del grupo del
Comitg,
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PARISI: ...and Sr. Martinez from the Federales, who's translating for
us.

MARTINEZ: ...y Sr. Cipriano ,Martinez-Novoa, agente de la Policia Judicial
Federal de la Procuradurra General de la Repdblica.

PARISI: Mrs. Medrano, we are here to ask you questions...

MARTINEZi Sra. Medrano, vienen ante usted para hacerle unas cuantas
preguntas...

PARISI: ...regarding some contact you might of had with an
an American ten years ago in Puerto Vallarta.

MARTINEZ: ...en relacion con el contacto que haya tenido con un americano
hace 10 afios en Puerto Vallarta, Jalisco.

PARISI: The American's name is James Earl Ray, he also is known as
Eric Starvo Galt.

MARTINEZ: El nombre el americano es James Earl Ray y usa, y usaba el
nombre de.. .what? Eric Galt?

PARISI: Si.
Yes.

MARTfNEZ: Eric Galt.

PARISI: The United States Congress has been empowered to investigate
the death of Martin Luther King.

MARTIkEZ: El Congreso de los Estados Unidos nos ha comisionado a
investigar el asesinato del Dr. Martin Luther King.

PARISI: That is why we are here to ask certain questions.

MARTINEZ: Es por eso...

PARISI: Does she mind answering our questions?

I.

MARTINEZ: Es por eso que han venido este con usted para hacerle unas
preguntas si usted no tiene ningdn inconveniente en hacerlas.

MEDRANO: No.

PARISI: She will have to speak up, because as she knows we are tape
recording this conversation.

ATINEZ: Diga, para que usted, acg...

MEDRANO: Answer. Nah, no hay inconveniente.
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MARTINEZ:
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No, there's no inconveneience.

PARISI: Does she have any objection to us tape recording?

MARTIN• EZ: Que, si no tieneningn inconveniente en que se le grabe
esta conversaciccn?

Pues, No, no tengo.

No tiene...

No, she doesn't have any inconvenience.

PARISI: Okay, would you ask her for her full name, please.

MEDRANO:

MARTINEZ:

MARTINEZ: Su nombre completo?

MEDRANO: Manuela Aquirre-Medrano

MARTINEZ: Manuela Aguirre-Medrano.

PARISI: Her date of birth?

MARTINEZ: 4Su fecha de nacimiento?

MEDRANO: Es el 15 de enero, 1944.

MARTINEZ: January 15, 1944.

PARISI: And where was she born?

MARTIN• EZ: 4Donde nacio?

MEDRANO: En San Isidro.

MARTIN• EZ: In San Isidro, Jalisco.

PARISI: And what is the address here?

MARTINEZ: Z.CuL es su direcciOn aqui?

MEDRANO: Alameda 211.

MARTINEZ: Alameda 211.

PARISI: Is she presently married?

MARTIN• EZ: 4Est casada actualmente?

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes.
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MARTINEZ: s/.. .yes.

PARISI: And her husband's name?

MARTINEZ: eSu,e1 nombre de su esposo?

MEDRANO: Javier Andrade-Garcia.

MARTINEZ: Javier Andrade-Garcia

PARISI: How long has she lived in Atotonilco?

MARTINEZ: aCuAto tiempo ha vivido aqui en Atotonilco?

MEDRANO: Toda mf vida 
All my life

MARTINEZ: All her life. She was born in San Isidro, was
baptised here, and ever since she live here.

PARISI: Well, at what time in her life did she live in
Puerto Vallarta?

MARTINEZ: XuSnto hace que vivi usted en Puerto Vallarta?

MEDRANO: Pues,diez arlos.

MARTINEZ: Ten years ago.

PARISI: Okay, we have a photo album that we would like her
to look at and see if she can recognize any Americans
that she might have - or any one - that she might have been
with 10 years ago in Puerto Vallarta?

MARTINEZ: Translation. Le van a pasar un lbum, un album de
fotograffas de un grupo de americanos en diferentes fotos.
Usted la va a ver y nos va a decir cuAles son las que
reconoces por el ndmero.

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes

MEDRANO: Numero siete.

MARTINEZ: Number 7

PARISI: Does she know his name?

MARTINEZ: Sabe el nombre de 41?

MEDRANO: No.
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MARTINEZ: No.

MEDRANO: y catorce 
and fourteen

MARTINEZ: Number 14.

PARISI: What does she know about number 14?

MARTINEZ: Y que sabe de catorce?

MEDRANO: Que andaba conmigo.

MARTINEZ: That ah, used to date her.

MEDRANO: y el dltimo - no tiene ndmero.

MARTINEZ: The last that one doesn't have a number.

PARISI: What does she know about that photograph?

MARTINEZ: zQu6 sabe de esta fotograffa?

MEDRANO: Esta se tom", en Vallarta.

MARTfNEZ: It was taken in Vallarta.

PARISI: Who was it taken by?

MEDRANO: Junto conmicro
Together with me

MARTINEZ: Ah, together with her.

PARISI: She was in that photograph?

MARTINEZ: .Est A usted en la forograffa?

MEDRANO: Sr, en la mochado
Yes, in the cut-off (the cut off part)

PARISI: Does she know the name of the man...

MARTINEZ: She was in the , in the picture...

PARISI: Does she know the name of the man?

MARTINEZ: ZSabe el nombre de la persona esa?
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MEDRANO: No, porque un nombre americano no se me pega.
No, because American names don't stick with me.

•
MARTINEZ: No, she doesn't remember,

PARISI: Number 7, 14 and the last one.

MARTIN• EZ: And the last one.

PARISI: Did she date those men or is that the same man.. .Do
they look like the same man?

MARTINEZ: .Es el mismo hombre con 61 que usted tuvo citas?

•
MEDRANO: SI.

Yes.

MARTINEZ: That's the same man.

PARISI: Can she tell us when she first met that American?

MARTINEZ: ZPodria decirnos cu‘ndo fue la primera vez que lo
conociS?

MEDRANO: No, no recuerdo la fecha, ms o menos pero como en
noviembre o diciembre.
No, I don't remember the date but it was more or less
November or December.

0
MARTINEZ:

or December.

PARISI:

No, she doesn't exactly the date but it was round November

Of what year?

MARTINEZ: ZDe (la aiio?

MEDRANO: ...me recuerdo unos diez 
some ten years ago.

•
MARTINEZ: Ten years ago.

PARISI: And where did she meet him ten years ago?

MARTIN• EZ: ZDOnde lo concociO?

MEDRANO: En Vallarta.

MARTIN• EZ: In Vallarta.

PARISI: Where in Vallarta?
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MARTINEZ: En que lugar?

MEDRANO: En casa de Susana.
In casa Susana

MARTIN• EZ: In Casa de Susana Susana's house.

PARISI: Did she work at Casa Susana?

MARTINEZ: 1.TrabajO usted allf?

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes.

MARTIN• EZ: Yes.

PARISI: What kind of house was Casa Susana?

MARTINEZ: ZQue clase de casa es?

MEDRANO: Nada buena. 
Nothing good

MARTIN• EZ: It wasn't - it was not a good house.

PARISI: Was it a house of prostitution?

MARTIN• EZ: ZEra casa de prostituci6n?

MEDRANO: sf.
Yes.

MARTIN• EZ: Yes.

PARISI: How long did she work there?

MARTIN• EZ: Z.Cu‘ntos aims trabajO allf?

MEDRANO: Como unoe tres. 
About three years.

MARTIN• EZ: Around three years.

PARISI: How many times did she come in contact with the American
that she has identified in the book at the Casa de Susana?

MARTIN• EZ: zCtantas veces tuvo usted contacto con el que lo vic5 asf
allf?

MEDRANO: Como veintidos dfas.
About 22 days.
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MARTINEZ: Around 22 days.

PARISI: Did she do business with the American?

MARTIN• EZ: alizo alguna clase de negocios con ‘l?

MEDRANO: No,..no.

MARTIN• EZ: No.

MEDRANO: No mgs negocio...que trabajo.
No more than my work.

MARTIN• EZ: Just the kind of business, you know.

PARISI: Prostitution business?

MARTINEZ: Uh, hum.

PARISI: How many.. .how many times did, was there a prostitution

business conducted between her and the American?

MARTIN• EZ: ZComo cugntas veces que usted...

MEDRANO: No se, no recuerdo se cuenta.

I don't know,I don't remember the count (how many times)

MARTINEZ: ZPero mas o menos? 
Well more or less

MEDRANO: No pero no recuerdo.
No but I don't remember.

MARTINEZ: She doesn't remember.

PARISI: About how many?

MARTINEZ: eAbout, well mgs o menos cuantas?

MEDRANO: Todos? cuentole?
All? Count them?

MARTIN• EZ: Just to count - count- Ah, he met her for 22 days.

PARISI: 22 days, once a day, twice a day, once every other day?

MARTIN• EZ: .Una vez al dfa?

MEDRANO: sL
Yes.

MARTfNEZ: Yes, once a day.
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PARISI: And how much did he pay?

MARTINEZ: zCugnto le pago'?

MEDRANO: Cien pesos.

MARTINEZ: A hundred pesos.

PARISI: Did he pay in American money or Mexican money?
•

MARTINEZ:

MEDRANO:

•
MARTINEZ:

PARISI:
•

MARTINEZ:

MEDRANO:

PARISI:

MARTfNEZ:

tPag6 en dinero americano o mexicana

Mexicano.

Mexican money.

Did he seem to have a lot of Mexican money?

ZTrafa mucho dinero?

No.

Does she know where he got his money from?

ZSabe usted dOnde traia el dinero ese?

MEDRANO: En una bolsa. 
In a pocket.

MARTfisiEZ: No, pero ..de dOnde lo obtenfa? 
No, where did he obtain it (his money)

MEDRANO: Ah, no.

MARTINEZ: No, she doesn't know.

PARISI: Did he have an automobile?

MARTINEZ: arara un carro?

MEDRANO: sf.
Yes.

MARTINEZ: Yes.

PARISI: Does she know what kind of car it was?

MARTINEZ: ZSabe gue'clase de carro era?

MEDRANO: No.
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MARTINEZ: No.

PARISI: Does she remember what color it was?

MARTINEZ: tQue color era?

MEDRANO: Pues, como cremitaisi,blanquito
„.sort of cream, whitish

MARTINEZ: Kind of whitish.

PARISI: We'll show her a photograph of an automobile.

(INTERRUPTION - KNOCK AT THE DOOR)

PARISI: Okay, we are back on.

Ah. will you show her a photograph of an automobile we
have and see if she recognizes it?

MARTINEZ: Esta es la fotograffa del carro, lo reconoce?

MEDRANO: _Si, la foto me la reconozco, 2ues„.
Yes, I recognize me in the picture,—

/
MARTINEZ:

PARISI:

MARTINEZ:

MEDRANO:

MARTINEZ:

Yes, she recognizes the picture, and it was a picture
taken by him.. .of her.

She knows how this picture's taken?

4Sabfausted quo' le tomaron la fotograffa?

Si.
Yes.

Yes.

MEDRANO: ...pero no salfo hien. 
...but, it did not come out well

PARISI: Let me see that a minute.. .she's in this car?

MEDRANO: ...no salfo bien en le ' fOto.
the picture didn't come out well

Oh, is this the car that the American had?
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MARTINEZ:
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ZEs el carro del el americano?

PARISI: Does it look like his car?

MEDRANO: No, Ms o menos, no me recuerdo, pero ms o menos asf
more or less, I don't remember but more or less so

MARTINEZ: More or less. She doesn't remember very well, it looked
like that one.

PARISI: Did the American ever ask her to buy marijuana for him?

MARTINEZ: eAlguna vez le dijo el americano que le consiguiera mari-
huana?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: No, never did

PARISI: Did the American ever get into any arguments at the Casa
Susana?

MARTIN• EZ: Alguna vez 61 tuvo alguno discusiOn con alguien?

MEDRANO: ...el problema con el negro, nada ms. 
the problem with the black nothing more.

MARTIN• EZ: Just the problem with the colored guy.

PARISI: When did, does she remember when that happened?

MARTfNEZ: zUsted recuerda cugndo pasO eso?

MEDRANO: No, no recuerdo...no,(I don't remember).. .not when

MARTfNEZ: Not exactly.

PARISI: What kind of a problem was it?

MARTfNEZ: e„Qug clase de problems fue?

•
MEDRANO: Pues,no ms porque me aigarro...

Well, just when he grabbed me...

MARTIN• EZ: Just because the colored guy grabbed her by the shoulder.

PARISI: What happened?
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MARTINEZ: Zy, qu4 pas(5?

MEDRANO: Pues,se fue, negro
Well, he left, the black.

MARTINEZ: Z(214ien? ah...
Who?

MEDRANO: Eh, el seriores se fue.
Ah, the men left

MARTINEZ: ZQuien el, el negrito? 
Who the black?

MEDRANO: Bueno, a ese le sacaron y al...
Well, that one, him they took our.

MARTINEZ: ;Dime!

MARTINEZ: The colored guy was taken out of the place by the other
ah, friends, he had, sailors.

MARTINEZ: Zy. el?
And him (the other)

MEDRANO: En sequida se fue.
And then he left.

MARTINEZ: And ah, after a little while he took off.

PARISI: The colored guy was a sailor?

MARTfNEZ: 4E1 negrito era marinero?

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes.

MARTINEZ: Yes.

PARISI: How many colored, how many colored sailors were in there.

MARTINEZ: 4CuSntos ah este negritos andaban? 
How many blacks were there?

MEDRANO: Dos. .el negro ese y otro negro....

MARTfNEZ: Another one beside the one that had the problem with Ray.

PARISI: There were two colored sailors, and were there any white
sailors?
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MARTIN• EZ: dHabfa marineros blancos?

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes.

MARTINEZ: Yes, there were some.

PARISI: Were there more white sailors than black sailors?

MARTINEZ: eHabfa mgs marineros blancos que negros?

MEDRANO: sf.
Yes.

PARISI: Does she know about how many sailors all together there were?

MARTINEZ: z.C(5.63 cugiltos eran en total?

MEDRANO: No, no recuerdo. 
No, I don't remember.

MARTfNEZ: She doesn't remember.

PARISI: Did the Black sailor grab her or just touch her?

MARTIN• EZ: ,Este..., la agarrO o la jalonecc?

MEDRANO: No, no mg's  me apret6 
He just touched me (squeezed me)

MARTIN• EZ: Rh, he just touched her.

PARISI: And when he touched her what did the American say?

MEDRANO: Nada, tomaditO!! 
Nothing, he was a little drunk.

MARTIN• EZ: 4Que le digo? 
What did he say?

MEDRANO: ...el, no dijo nada no ms. 
he didn't say anything else.

MARTINEZ: He was kind of drunk.

MEDRANO: Yo le digo que...asf nom, a la pasada de esas veces que...
ay c6mo le dard a entender..?Como,...parado as( tornado y
se agarra y sequramente el pedia disculpas 
I tell you (it seemed like)...as if he was just trying to
pass by.. .and at that time...Oh, my how can I make you
understand...? Well, he was drunk and tried to catch him-
self (his balance)... And then he apologized.

MARTINEZ: Well, actually she thinks that the colored guy was kind of
falling down, you know, and touched her.

MEDRANO: Y lo Ilevaban otros dos...?
and they carried him out...?

36-411 0 - 79 - 12
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PARISI: And what did the American say, when he was falling down
and touched her? His exact words if you can remember.

MARTINEZ: a que le dijo el americana cugndo la toc6?

MEDRANO: Oh, le dijo muchas cosas..son-a-bitch..(laugh)..Chicken ay
qug tantas otras cosas.. 
Oh, he said many things to him.son-of-a-bitch..Chicken and
such other things...

MARTfNEZ: Digale! digamel 
Tell it! Tell me!

PARISI: Exact words!

MEDRANO: Son-a-bitch',  y que se tantas otras cosas...
Son-of-a-bitch.., and many thing such things...

MARTINEZ: Many things in English like son-of-a-bitch.

MARTINEZ: Zy que mA?

What else?

MEDRANO: y se par6 en no ma's dijo, que alle con que querer!

and that he had, he didn't say, something there...

MARTINEZ: And he stood up and—that he ah, he had ah,something ah, ah
I imagine a weapon, to take care of him with.

PARISI: Did she see the weapon?

MARTINEZ: Vi6 usted la pistola?

MEDRANO: Sera una chiquita 
Yes, it was a little one.

MARTfNEZ: Yeah, it was a small pistol.

PARISI: Did the American get mad or angry because the sailor touched
her or because the sailor was Black?

MARTINEZ: e:Se enojO porque la tocd a Ud? Zo porque era negro?

MEDRANO: No, porque me tocO 
Because he touched me...

MARTINEZ: Just because he touched her....

MzDRANO: ...yo digo que por eso, verdad, porque..1

I say that's what it was?

MARTINEZ: Thats what she thinks.
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PARISI: Did she have a special relationship with the American, did
they have plans to get married or anything like that?

MARTINEZ: ZTenran planes, el y usted, de casarse?

MEDRANO: Pues, yo le decra que sr, pero, no, nunca pense que que
tan era...
Well, he would tell me that but I never considered that...

•
. MARTINEZ He used to tell her yes but never tnought of getting married.

PARISI: The American asked her to marry him.
•

MARTINEZ: ZLe propuso matrimonio 61a. usted?

MEDRANO: sf.
Yes.

0
MARTINEZ: Yes.

PARISI: How often during the day did she see the American, one hour,
two hours, three hours?

MARTfNEZ: 4Como cu‘nto tiempo lo vefa a el durante el die?

MEDRANO: En la noche.
At night.

•
MARTINEZ: At night time.

MARTINEZ: ePor manto tiempo? 
For how long?

MEDRANO: Un ah, una hora y media 
Rh, an hour and a half...

MEDRANO: ...y en el dra veces que iba a llevarme a pasear.
...and in the daytime he would take me for a ride.

MARTfNEZ: ...and during the daytime he use to go and pick her up and
take her to have a ride.

PARISI: Did the American ever explain to her where he obtained
the pistol she saw?

MARTfNEZ: 4Nunca le dijo el americano dOnde comprO la pistola o cOino
la obtuv6?

MEDRANO: No nunca. 
No never.
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PARISI: Did she ever see the American with a rifle?

MARTINEZ: Nunca viO al americano con un rifle?

MEDRANO: No nunca.
No, never.

MARTINEZ: No, never.

PARISI: Did the American ever ask her or anyone else in the
Casa Susana where he could buy marijuana?

MARTIN• EZ: Nunca pregurito el a usted o a otra personas de donde
conseguir marihuana?

MEDRANO: No, nunca...
No, never...

MARTINEZ: No never did...

MEDRANO: porque nunca platicabe 'Con nadie... 
because he never conversed with anyone...

MARTINEZ: Because he didn't talk to nobody.. .just to her.

PARISI: Did she ever see him smoke marihuana?

MARTIN• EZ: Lo trio usted fumar marihuana?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTIN• EZ: No, never did.

PARISI: Did the American ever ask her to buy any kind of narcotics,
or where you could buy it?

, e
MARTINEZ: ZNunca le pregunto a usted de d6nde conseguir otra clase de

narcoticos?

MEDRANO: Nunca.
Never

MARTINEZ: Nunca...never.

PARISI: nops she .knnw the names of any of the other curls at the
Casa Susana?

MARTINEZ: Recuerda usted el nombre de alaunas de las otras muchachas
que trabajaron
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MEDR2210: No, no recuerdo...nadie. Pues, si los viera, pues, ah, si
recordaba verlas las viera, nombres si recordara, peso
vo ya me senar4 de eso v... 
No, I don't remember ... anyone well, if I were to see then
I could recall their names, but not without seeing them,
because I retired some time ago.

MARTINEZ: She might remember if she sees the girls again. Her names
or her face,

PARISI: ... she doesn't know them by name?

MARTINEZ: ...but she is retired.ever since.

PARISI: Was she ever questioned by any police officials about the
Martin Luther King assassination?

MART&EZ: eAlguna vez ha sido interrogada por alglin policfa americano
o mexiCano?

MEDRANO: No-,mexicano, sf! americano No!:
...Mexicans yes! Americans no!

MARTINEZ: Just by Mexican officers, not by Americans.

PARISI: She was never questioned by any... she was only spoken to by
Mexican officers?

MARTINEZ: Solamente policfs mexicanos?

MEDRANO: mexicanos.

MARTINEZ: Mexicans.

PARISI: How many Mexican officers?

MARTINEZ: eCuantos mexicanos?

MEDRANO: Dos!
Two!

MARTINEZ: Two

PARISI: Does she remember what they looked like?

I' TINEL: COMo el c&o? Que tipo tenfan? COmo eran?

MEDRANO: Pues, chaparro, no es chaparro ni alto, moreno,..pelo chino
Well, chubby no too chubby nor tail, brown,.. .curly hair.
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MARTINEZ: One about regular size with curly hair.. .Gordo (fat)

MEDRANO: y el otro senor es un gordito eli blanco 
and the other man was fat,...whrte

MARTIN▪ EZ: and the other one is a fat one.

TWDRANO: y ya., y ya ese no mas lo vr y ya no volvf a ver.

well, along time ago, I saw him once and I haven't seen him
again.

MARTIN• EZ: al gordo?
the fa.t.' one?

PARISI: What happened?

MEDRANO: y el_ otro pasa y nos saluda y cuando va a alguna comisiOn,
alguna cosa pues pas 
the other passed through once when he was working and stopped
by to say hello.

MARTIN• EZ: She haven't seen the fat one but around ah 

d hace dos agos, la ultiMa vez? 
about two years the last time (you saw him)?

/ /
MEDRANO: Si!...mas o Menos. 

Yes! more or less.

MARTIN• EZ: ...two years ago this ah, old man came by the town just
tell them hello.

PARISI: Does she know their names?

MARTINEZ: No recuerda los nombres?

MEDRANO: No, no me acuerdo. 
No, I don't recall.

MARTIN• EZ: She doesn't remember.

PARISI: Did they identify themselves, did they show identification?

MARTINEZ: Se identificaron con usted con creden0.ales?

MEDRANO: SL
Yes.

MARTINEZ: Yes.

PARISI: What kind does she remember?
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MARTINEZ: zQue clase de credenciales eran, como esta? 
What kind of crendentials were they.. like this?

MEDRANO: No, no la recuerdo, no la recuerdo...a que 
No, I don't remember it, I don't remember if they were like
that.

MARTINEZ: She doesn't remember.

PARISI: Did anyone from the movies or any authors come to talk to
her about this?

MARTINEZ: AlgTias gentes que hicieran pelfculas o que quieren hacer
peliculas o que escriben libros vinieron a hablar con usted?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: No, never did.

MEDRANO: No, porque no se enteran que me...11amaba Irma La Douce y me
cref un fue un programa de cine 
No, because they would not know me because I called myself
Irma La Douce, I believe was a movie program.

PARISI: Were the police who questioned her from Mexico City'
does she remember if the police that questioned her were
from Mexico City?

MARTINEZ: Este, los policfas que le interrogaron, eran de Mexico...
de la capital?

MEDRANO: SI, no se si sean de Guadalajara sean de Mexico.
Yes... no, I don't know if they were from Guadalajara or
from Mexico City.

MARTINEZ: She doesn't know if they were from Guadalajara or Mexico City.

PARISI: How many times, or what period of time if she can remember,
was she with the American? From what month to what month,
if she can remember?

MARTINEZ: Se acuerda mgs o memos en las fechas que cugndo usted conocic5
a el y anduvo con el?

MEDRANO: No, no nunca la recuerdo.
No, no I never remember.

MARTINEZ: No, she doesn't remember the dates exactly.

RISI: But it was about 22 days, is that what she said before?

MARTINEZ: Este cugnto tiempo, unos 22 dfas, lo conocicf?
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MEDRANO: sf, ma's o menos. 
Yes, more or less.

MARTINEZ: 22 days.

PARISI: During that 22 days does she know about how much money
the American gave her?

MARTINEZ: Este, como cukito dinero le daria en los 22 dias, ms o
menos?

MEDRANO: Um, pues, era da tecera 
Well, he would give every third day...

MARTINEZ: ...once every other day...

MARTINEZ: cughto le da? 
How much did he give?

MEDRANO: Cien pesos. 
100 pesos

MARTINEZ: A hundred pesos.

MEDRANO: Y, un dfa st, y otro dia no ! y, es si...era no 
one day yes, and the other no, and the other yes.. .would be
no (he'd pay one day and not the next and then the next, that's
how it was)

MARTINEZ: One day he used to go and then...

MEDRANO: no mucho no. 
not much.

MARTINEZ: not very much money, just a 100 pesos.

PARISI: Every other day?

MARTINEZ: Every other day.

PARISI: For that period of time?

MARTINEZ: Si! Durante tres de tiempo iba cada tres die? 
For that period

MEDRANO: Si, v,_a_veces dfa, no,,recuerdO,A iba veces y veces
otros &fee, selo esperaba que no
desocupara pa al12. coche... 
Yes, and day time, I don't remember (when) some days he
would 4o(come by)just so so...he would always wait if I wasn'-t
busy/ with the car.
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MARTINEZ: Yes, he use to wait for her most of the time.

PARISI: Did she ever go to Mismaloya Beach with Ray, ah with the
American?

MARTINEZ: .Se fue con un americano a la playa de Mismaloya?

MEDRANO: sf.
Yes.

MARTIN• EZ: Yes.

PARISI: Can she tell us what happened that day 

MARTIN• EZ: (1Qu‘ pascf ese dfa allf en Mismaloya?

MEDRANO: Nada. 
Nothing

MARTINEZ: ..pero tomaron?

MEDRANO: No, no ms le,no le no gustaba tomar en asf, fuera de alli,
no le gustaba.. 
No, he didn't like to go for drinks, outside of -there
he didn't like...

MARTIN• EZ: Fuera de dAde.
Out of where

MEDRANO: de..de..pues de d(5nde yo trabajaba.
well from where I use to work.

MARTIN• EZ: Outside of the Casa de Susana he usually didn't drink.

MEDRANO: Tomamos coke a refresco. 
We drank coke o refreshments.

PARISI: When they went to Mismaloya Beach did they go in the
American's car?

MARTIN• EZ: Cuando fueron a Mismaloya, fueron en carro el americann?

MEDRANO: Sip, en un carro.

MARTINEZ: Yes.

ARISI: Was anyone else with her?

MARTIN• EZ: zQufen ms iba con ustedes?
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MEDRANO: Bueno, la primera vez, iba ian mesero. no m‘s,norecuerdo..cO'mo
se llama. 
Well, the first time a waiter went but I don't remember his
name

MARTINEZ: A waiter, she doesn't remember his name.

PARISI: Where was he from?

MEDRANO: Y ya... 
And,...

MARTINEZ: De dOnde a el?

MEDRANO: ...De allf, de Vallarta, de allf, de casa de Susana. 
From there, from Vallarta from there, the Casa Susana

MARTINEZ: He use to work at Casa Susana.

PARISI: Did they do anything that day, did anybody take any
pictures, or did they have a picnic, what did they do at the
beach?

MARTINEZ: z(:)ue hicieron allfen la playa cuando fueron?

MEDRANO: Nada..
Nothing..

MARTINEZ: Zeh tomaron foto, fotograffas? 
did you take pictures?

MEDRANO: No, no ms esta fue la unfca que me tornc: pero cuando lo ftlimos
solos 
'Just once (time) he took one but when we were

MARTINEZ: Just one picture and they were alone.

PARISI: During the incident with the sailors, how does she know they
were sailors.. .were they dressed in uniforms?

MARTINEZ: .Como se informO usted si eran marineros?

MEDRANO: Porque llegaron en barcos, no en barcos chiquitos. 
Because they arrived in boats, small boats.

MARTINEZ: Because a boat had come to town.

Were they in uniform or...

MARTINEZ: Eran andaban en uniforme?

MEDRANO: No...
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MART1NEZ: No.. .They didn't have no uniform.

MEDRANO: Civilians...

MARTIN• EZ: ...like civilians.

MEDRANO: No, misno a recuerdo los eh,que barco era. 
No, I don't remeMber what boat.

MARTINEZ: She does not remember the name of the boat.

PARISI: Did she ever see Ray's pistol..ah, the American's pistol again?

MARTIN• EZ: Este...volviO a ver usted otra vez a parte a ver la pistola?

MEDRANO : Si, un dia que me la saccra mf.
Yes one day he put it (pull it) to me.

MARTINEZ: The one (once) that ah he pulled it. .to her.

PARISI: When was this?

MARTINEZ: Z.Cugndo fue eso?

MEDRANO: Mira, cuando ya no guise andar con 41, 
Well(look) when (one time) I didn't want to go with him.

MARTINEZ: When she didn't want to go along with him.

PARISI: To marry him?

MEDRANO: Porque me asust4 
He scared me . .

MARTINEZ: ZPero le propuso matrimonio?

MEDRANO: Si.
Yes.

MARTINEZ: She (he) proposed her marriage.

PARISI: Can she describe the pistol?

MARTIN• EZ: ZPuede describir la pistola ccimo era?

MEDRANO: Una chiquita..chiquita...no,no...

RT1NEZ: Kind of small..
.

MARTINEZ: Brillosa..
Shinny...?
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MEDRANO: No, no yo la vera ese oscuro.
No.. .1 saw it in the dark

MARTINEZ: ...she saw it that time in the darkness.

PARISI: Did Ray, did the American ever say anything to her about
Blacks during...?

MARTINEZ: zNunca le dijo nada de los negritos?

MEDRANO: No, nunca.
No, never.

MARTINEZ: No, never.

PARISI: Did he ever discuss politics with her?

MARTINEZ: ZNunca discuti6- politica con usted?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: No.

PARISI: Did she ever see him smoke marijuana?

MARTINEZ: ZNunca le vici fumar marihuana?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: Never.

PARISI: Did he ever talk to her about his family?

MARTINEZ: zNunca le platic6. de su familia?

MEDRANO: No.

PARISI: We have to change the tape.. .Okay, did he ever talk to
you about where he worked?

MARTINEZ: eNunca le dijo dcinde trabajaba?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: No

Did he ever tell her about where he lived in the United
States?

MARTINEZ: 4Nunca le dijo dOnde vivfa en los Estados Unidos?
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MEDRANO: No.

PARISI: Did he ever talk about religion?

MARTINEZ: iNunca le habl6 a la religion?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTfNEZ: No.

PARISI: What did he talk about?

MARTINEZ: ZDe clue le se hablaba a usted?

MEDRANO: Todas las cosas asi,... 
All sorts of things....

MARTINEZ: Things with no importance...

MEDRANO: ...y casi si no platicaba porque casi no le entendfa. 
never really conversed because I didn't understand him.

MARTINEZ: and she didn't understand English.

PARISI: Did he ever tell her when he was leaving Puerto Vallarta?

MARTINEZ: ZNunca dijo cuSndo se iba de Puerto Vallarta?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: Never.

PARISI: Tell her where he was going?

MARTIEZ: .Ni le dijo adOnde iba?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: Nah.

PARISI: Did he tell her that he would be back?

MARTINEZ: zEl le dijo que iba a regresar?

MEDRANO: Sf, dijo que iba a regresar, pero... 
Yes, he said he would return 

ARTINEZ: Yeah, he said that he was coming back
"

MEDRANO:   iba. a. a. un asunto y ya regresa.
Ile had td qo to do some matter and then he'd return.MARTINEZ: me was going to do some kind of business and return.
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MEDRANO: seguramente, yo me figur‘, como...iba a trabajar.

...well I figured that he was going back to work.

MARTIN• EZ: ...actually not business and she imagined that he was going
back to work.

PARISI: Did he tell her what kind of business?

MARTINEZ: No le dijo qu4 clase de negocio iba a traer, o que asunto? 
Did he tell you what kind of business he had to conduct or
what matter?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTINEZ: No.

PARISI: During what periods of time did she work at the Casa
Susana, does she remember the years?

MARTIN• EZ: LSe Acuerda usted los anos que estuvo en la Casa Susana?

MEDRANO: Tres alTos. 
Three years.

MARTIN• EZ: Anterior  a esta fecha?. ..que lo conocieia el? 
Be.t.Q.re .•thlSdate (time)?..when you knew him?

MEDRANO: Bueno, um bueno no...dos um bueno, tres ailos porqu‘
no mgs por lo que dur all, no ms no a recuerdo si, bueno ya
recuerdo que me salf de allf, reqrese pero ya no volvf all:!',
regress no ms una vez...
Well, two, no three years, no more there, but, yes I
remember I left there and returned once then I
left and never came (went) back.

MARTIN• EZ: ...she went back to work for eight days and never did come
back again.

PARISI: Did he ever tell her where he lived?...

MARTINEZ: How's that?

PARISI: Did he ever tell her where he lived.. .when he was in Puerta
Vallarta?

ARTINEZ: Who? The American?

PARISI: Yeah, The American.
• ,

MARTINEZ: Nunca le dijo a usted al americano donde vivf.a? 
(Did you ever tell the American where you lived?)
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MEDRANO: No, nunca. 
No, never.

MARTINEZ: No, never.

PARISI: Did she ever find out where he lived?

MARTINEZ: Nunca supo 61 este su direccic5n aquf en Puerto Vallarta?
(Question was understood by Manuela to mean did the American
know where she stayed)

MEDRANO: No. No ms sabfa que era de Atotonilco, pero no....
No, but he knew I was from Atotonilco, but no....

MARTINEZ: No. He knew that she was from this hometown.

PARISI: Did he tell her where he was staying in Pverto Vallarta?
Like what hotel..?

MARTINEZ: ZA usted le dijo en qu6 hotel vivfa en Puerto Vallarta?

MEDRANO: Nunca supe,
Never knew,

MARTINEZ: Never did find out.

MEDRANO: - Este, nunca supe en ctfal hotel se estarn. 
-- Never knew in iWhich hotel he was staying in.

PARISI: Do you ever remember seeing the American with a lot of
money?

MARTINEZ: ,Nunca se acuerda haber vista al americana con mucho dinero?

MEDRANO: No. Llevaba no ms dolares que llevaba y se gastaba y...
No. He didn't carry a lot of money, what he carried he used to
spend.

MARTINEZ: Just that he was spending money.

PARISI: Did he act like a.. .was it American money or Mexican money?

MARTINEZ: zDinero americana o mexicano?

MEDRANO: Mexicano.

MARTINEZ: Mexican money.

PARISI:

ARTINEZ:

MEDRANO:

nARTi:prZ:

MARTINEZ:

When she was in his company did he act like a big shot,
out going, or was he quiet and introverted?

Este,cuSndo usted andaba con el, era un persona calmada,
hombre?

Si. oalmada hombre (Yes, calmquiet7man)

Yes, he was a quiet man.

Un k)oco timido? 
A little shy?
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MEDRANO: si, un poco.
Yes, a little.

MARTIN• EZ: Kind of shy.

PARISI: Anyone have any questions?

PARISI: Did he ever tell you if he was going to do business alone
or with someone else?

MARTINEZ: ZNunca dijo si se iba a hacer negocios 41 solo o con otra
persona?

MEDRANO: No.

MARTIN• EZ: No, never did.

PARISI: Okay, it's uh, 9:30 p.m., Mexican time, and the interview
is terminated. Thank you, Senora.

MARTIN• EZ: Son las nueve y quince ha terminado la qrabacidn.

(End of interview and tape).
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Mr. BLAKEY. In addition, Mr. Chairman, I would ask that a
photograph of Ms. Morales be inserted in the record at this point
as MLK exhibit F-175 and be appropriately displayed at this time.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record and displayed.
[The information follows:]

MLK EXHIBIT F-175
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Mr. BLAKEY. Ms. Morales was born on January 15, 1944. In the
fall of 1967 she was employed at the Casa Susana, and during a 3-
week period she was in the company of James Earl Ray almost
every day. It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to
hear the testimony of Ms. Morales via tape recording.
The committee made an effort to see if she could come to the

United States. She preferred to be heard by tape.
Chairman STOKES. You may proceed.
[Tape recording played.]
Mr. BLAKEY. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that the tape itself be

included in the record as MLK exhibit F-173A.
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it may be so entered.
[The tape recording referred to above as MLK F-173a is main-

tained in committee files.]
Mr. BLAKEY. Since a careful analysis of the evidence tends to call

into question the support for some of the incidents generally cited
to establish a pattern of personal racial animosity by Ray, the
committee probed other possibilities. It examined, for example, a
theory that an answer could be found in the psychological makeup
of James Earl Ray, himself. Authors and the Department of Justice
task force have attached some credence to the idea that motive
could be drawn from the personality of the convicted assassin, their
point having been supported by a psychiatric examination of Ray
in 1966. It concluded that he was a sociopathic personality with
antisocial behavior patterns and was suffering from anxiety and
depression.
The committee found evidence that Ray was, in fact, quite con-

cerned about his image; a man with a need to improve himself and
his interpersonal relationships. While in California in late 1967
and early 1968, Ray saw a psychologist six times, visited a hypno-
tist, and enrolled in dancing school, all apparent attempts to im-
prove his image.
The theory has also been offered that Ray was ego-driven to

become a big man in the criminal world, that he was obsessed with
making the FBI's 10-most-wanted list, which ironically he did fol-
lowing the assassination of Dr. King.

Psychological theories must, however, remain in the realm of
speculation, for no one is equipped to do more than cite the state-
ments of earlier investigations until Ray himself submits to a
comprehensive psychological examination, or so our panel of psy-
chologists told us, an examination which would also probably have
to include from Ray his explanation of why he killed Dr. King, an
act that Ray himself currently denies. Indeed, as it was noted
yesterday, consideration was given by the committee to submitting
the available psychological evidence to a panel of experts for an
evaluation, but the project was dropped when the committee was
advised by those experts not to expect useful results.

Finally, it has also been speculated that the motive was perhaps
financial. The committee received reports that rumors of a bounty
on Dr. King's head were circulated at Missouri State Penitentiary
when Ray was there, though the committee was unable to docu-
ment them unequivocally. Four MSP inmates did tell the FBI of
Ray's knowledge of an offer ranging from $10,000 to $1 million
from an alleged business group. One of the inmates also told the
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committee that Ray told him in 1964 of an offer "to knock King
off," but he was unable or unwilling to testify as to the amount or
the source. Another of the four inmates said he could not recall
hearing any remarks by Ray about an offer, and the committee
was unable to locate the other two inmates. But, it is worth noting
that in executive session before the committee, Ray's brother Jerry
did state that James always operated "on a money angle." Since a
financial motive automatically suggests conspiracy, it will itself be
the subject of further evidence at a later hearing.
Having considered motive, Mr. Chairman, it is now appropriate

to focus the committee's attention on the question of conspiracy.
That is to say, the possible involvement of others besides James
Earl Ray, himself.
This indeed will be the subject of the remaining 12 days of the

presentation to the committee by the staff of the evidence in the
case.
While it is true that the investigation has placed equal emphasis

on all issues that have been raised in the assassination of Dr.
Martin Luther King, as you have noted—an accurate accounting of
what happened in Memphis, the identification of the assassin, the
performance of the agencies, as well as conspiracy—it can also be
persuasively argued that the suggestion of a plot against Dr. King,
a noted civil rights leader, have done most to create an uneasy
feeling among the American people. In fact, a number of widely
publicized suspicions surrounding Dr. King's death have convinced
many that the truth has yet to emerge. That fact, more than any
other, probably led to the formation of this committee.
Consequently, the committee has made a major effort to explore

the implications of the alleged mysterious incidents or circum-
stances, especially those that suggest an as-yet-unrevealed conspir-
acy. To some of them, there were, of course, readily available
answers that immediately clarified in an innocent fashion the sin-
ister implications that some had seen, but others could not be so
easily explained away. They are the ones on which evidence will be
introduced for the committee's evaluation in the days ahead.

It is not surprising that much of the speculation has revolved
around Ray himself, since he almost certainly had to be a principal
figure in any plot—assassin or patsy. It has been rightly noted, for
example, that in other criminal undertakings, Ray was markedly
inept, while in the assassination and flight that followed, he appar-
ently showed both cunning and resourcefulness. In addition, his
record hardly shows a tendency toward personal violence. Armed
robbery, it is argued, is not contract murder. When you come down
to it, so the argument goes, he just does not seem like the type of
person who would plot and execute—on his own—the coldblooded
murder of a nationally renowned leader. So when, if it is accepted,
as the evidence apparently requires, that Ray pulled the trigger, so
the argument goes, there is a natural tendency to speculate that
Ray was supported and directed by some sort of more sophisticated
group.
In this context, the committee has pursued numerous specific

incidents or sets of circumstance, most of which has been cited by
critics of the FBI investigation as suggestive of a possible conspir-
acy. They will be enumerated here today as a preface to the sue-
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ceeding hearings, and where appropriate, considered in the hear-
ings themselves.

1. ESCAPE FROM MISSOURI STATE PENITENTIARY

The very circumstances of Ray's escape in April 1967 suggest he
had help, but the question may be asked, was it related in any way
to the assassination? In other words, was the escape the first step
in a year-long series of sinister events designed from the outset to
eliminate Dr. King? And, was there official complicity, either on
the part of the Missouri State Prison authorities, or, as has been
charged by Mark Lane, the author of Code Name "Zorro" and
Ray's attorney, by the FBI itself?

2. FINANCIAL SUPPORT

Following his escape and prior to the assassination, Ray traveled
extensively through the United States, Canada, and Mexico. He
bought several expensive items, including a $2,000 car, over $300
worth of photographic equipment, new clothes, and dancing les-
sons. After the assassination, he purchased airline tickets from
Canada to Europe to Portugal and back to England. A conservative
estimate of his expenses overall is $9,600, although he is thought to
have had little cash at the time of his escape from Missouri State
Prison, and he only worked for 6 weeks legitimately over a 14-
month period.
The FBI could find no answer to the funding question, despite an

extensive field investigation, and the Justice Department task force
wrote in 1977, " * * * the source of Ray's funds remain a mystery
today."

3. RAY'S PLASTIC SURGERY

On March 5, 1968, just 3 weeks before the assassination, Ray
paid $200 for plastic surgery, specifically a nasal tip revision. By
that date, he had apparently decided to move east from Los An-
geles, since he turned down an offer of a bartending job later that
month. A March 17 change-of-address notice indicates he knew he
was headed for Atlanta, Dr. King's home.

It has been suggested that the price of the surgery—$200—was
less than the going rate for the operation, a possibility that led in
turn to speculation that Ray's surgery was simply one more step in
a sophisticated criminal conspiracy.

4. VIOLENCE IN THE MARCH AND DR. KING'S MOTEL IN MEMPHIS

It has been charged that the FBI deliberately set up Dr. King for
the assassination by maneuvering him back to Memphis by creat-
ing violence in his otherwise peaceful march on behalf of the
sanitation workers and then tricked him from one hotel to an-
other—from the relatively secure high-rise Rivermont Holiday Inn
in Memphis, to the less-secure Lorraine. Dr. King was convinced by
FBI trickery, the charge goes, that his position in the Black com-
munity would be compromised if he persisted in staying at luxuri-
ous, white-owned accommodations.
Moreover, it has been charged that Dr. King was purposefully

placed in room 306, the only room to which a marksman in the



197

roominghouse bathroom would have had an unobstructed view. A
white man disguised as a Black man and posing as an official of
SCLC is alleged to have requested that Dr. King be assigned to 306.

5. DR. KING'S SECURITY DETAIL

Questions have been raised by the actions of a seven-man secu-
rity detail that was to have provided security for Dr. King in
Memphis. Does its removal indicate official complicity on the part
of the Memphis police?
On the afternoon of April 3, 1968, the day Mr. King returned to

Memphis, the detail was disbanded. On April 4, hours before the
assassination, tact units of police cars assigned to patrol the vicini-
ty of the Lorraine were also pulled out, and shortly thereafter a
Black policeman, allegedly assigned to a security post in the rear of
the firestation overlooking Dr. King's room, was relieved and sent
home.
In addition, on the evening before the assassination, two firemen,

the only two Blacks assigned to the station adjacent to the Lor-
raine, were transferred to other stations.
These actions by the Memphis authorities, to be introduced for

the committee's evaluation, subsequently, have fanned the flames
of suspicion of official complicity in a conspiracy. Similar charges
have been made in connection with the events that followed the
assassination.

6. RAY'S ESCAPE FROM MEMPHIS

At the moment Dr. King was felled by the sniper's bullet, there
were from 53 to 66 law enforcement officers within a mile's radius
of the Lorraine Motel. One tact unit, consisting of 12 men, was
posted at the adjacent firestation, just 100 yards away. One officer
at a surveillance post was only 200 feet from Dr. King, and an
undercover officer, incredibly, was in the motel parking lot, just a
few feet away.

Despite the proximity to Dr. King of this apparent mass of police
personnel, and even though MPD tactical units were deployed to
react swiftly in an emergency, the assassin was able to leave the
roominghouse from where he fired the shot, drop a bundle contain-
ing the murder weapon in a doorway, escape by car from Memphis
and drive through four States to Atlanta where he abandoned the
car. His ability to avoid detection has added to the suspicion that
the Memphis police officials themselves were involved in the
murder, a suspicion that has even been voiced by members of the
city's police department itself.
Why were there no roadblocks placed on major arteries out of

the city? Why was no all points bulletin broadcast? These are the
sorts of questions that have been asked, and perhaps legitimately
so.

Contributing further to the mystery was a CB broadcast heard
just 35 minutes after the assassination, in which an operator trans-
mitted a series of alerts to the effect that he was in hot pursuit of a
white Mustang (the type of car that Ray was driving) carrying the
possible killer of Dr. King. It has been charged that the broadcast
was an attempt to divert police to the northeastern part of Mem-
phis, while the assassin escaped in another direction.
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7. REMOVAL OF TREES AND UNDERBRUSH

There have been accusations that on April 5, 1968, the day after
the assassination, trees and underbrush to the rear of the rooming
house at 4221/2 Main Street, Memphis, were chopped down. The
foliage, so this story goes, had obstructed the line of fire from the
second-floor bathroom of the roominghouse from which, the official
investigation concluded, Ray had fired the fatal shot. The thrust of
the allegation is, of course, that Ray never fired the shot, and his
innocence would have been established if the trees and the under-
brush had been allowed to stand. The trees were, therefore, cut
down to facilitate the conviction of the patsy, James Earl Ray.

8. ALIASES AND PASSPORTS

Within days of the assassination, James Earl Ray was in Canada,
and by May 6, he had assumed two new aliases, George Ramon
Sneyd and Paul Bridgman. By this time he had also obtained birth
certificates for both Sneyd and Bridgman and secured a Canadian
passport under Sneyd's name, purchased a round trip Toronto to
London to Toronto airline ticket and departed North America.
Ray's activities in Canada raise these questions: Was it mere

coincidence that four of his aliases—Sneyd and Bridgman, as well
as Eric S. Galt and John Willard—were names of living persons
who resided in metropolitan Toronto? How was it that the four
Canadians shared noticeably physical similarities? Did the seeming
ease with which Ray obtained a Canadian passport suggest any
official connections? How had Ray, a man who had bungled simple
street crimes, managed such a sophisticated escape maneuver with
impressive efficiency? Had he, perhaps, utilized the services of an
underworld alias ring, or did he have intelligence community con-
nections?

9. RAY'S GUILTY PLEA

After Ray's arrest, there was hope that many of these unan-
swered questions would be resolved during his trial for the murder
of Dr. King. Surely, it was suggested, as the adversary process
pitted Shelby County District Attorney Philip Canale against veter-
an defense attorney Percy Foreman, the truth would emerge. But,
in a surprise move, Ray pled guilty and got 99 years for first-degree
murder. No light was shed on the case by the government's simple
recitation of basic facts, and the only hint that there was more to
the assassination came in a curious disclaimer by the defendant
himself. Ray merely stated disagreement with Attorney General
Ramsey Clark and FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover "on this conspir-
acy thing." He was not asked to elaborate, nor did he, at that time.
So another question was added to the lengthening list. Had Fore-

man—Ray's own attorney and a Texas friend of Attorney General
Ramsey Clark—pled his client guilty as part of an official conspir-
acy to silence Ray?

10. EYEWITNESS TESTIMONY

Subsequent to Ray's plea, it was also charged that an eyewitness
to the assassination itself—a woman who could supposedly identify
the individual who fled the bathroom from which the fatal shot
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was fired—was taken by the police and confined illegally in a
mental hospital to silence her.
Here, too, the spector of official complicity—police, court, and

hospital officials—was squarely raised.
Taken together, these unanswered questions weave a sinister

story. Ray is broken out of prison, either as an assassin or a patsy,
he is given financial support, plastic surgery, a car and a gun,
while arrangements are made for a ticket out of the country and a
false passport. Meanwhile, Dr. King is lured back to Memphis by
the actions of agents provocateur, who turn a peaceful march into
a violent confrontation, and Dr. King is set up for the assassination
in an insecure motel, his security is withdrawn, and he is felled by
one deadly shot. The escape of the assassin is facilitated by police
inaction and a fake CB broadcast. Ray is caught, convicted or
framed, but in any event, silenced. What is suggested here are the
actions of a sophisticated group that must, almost of necessity,
involve officials of the government. The implications of these sug-
gestions, if only some of them are true, would be frightening indeed
for a free and democratic society.
These, then, are questions, Mr. Chairman, that the committee

will hear evidence on today and in later hearings. Some, but not
many, can be dismissed quickly. The committee's investigators
have found, for example, that a suggestion of official complicity is
unlikely in the escape from the Missouri State Penitentiary. It has
been suggested, for example, as key evidence of official complicity
that a wanted poster issued by the prison after Ray's escape in
1967 bore incorrect fingerprints. Nevertheless, the committee
learned that once the mistake was discovered, a new poster was
immediately issued. The committee's investigation shows, it may be
concluded—although the ultimate question obviously is up to the
committee—the mistake was apparently innocent.
In addition, the committee addressed the question of Ray's plas-

tic surgery in California shortly before the assassination. While it
is likely that Ray was, in fact, attempting to alter his appearance,
the investigation was unable to uncover any evidence—either in
Ray's choice of a surgeon or the amount he paid for the oper-
ation—that the surgery itself was part of a wider assassination
conspiracy that perhaps included the doctor himself. There is, of
course, reason to believe that Ray desired to change his appearance
shortly before leaving for Atlanta, Dr. King's home, but there is
nothing to indicate that he did not accomplish locating the doctor
on his own. As to charges that the surgeon was in on the conspir-
acy or that he charged less than the going rate for the operation,
they can be said to be unfounded. The investigation has established
that the doctor is a well-respected man in his profession, and the
price he charged Ray was in line with the regular rates going for
such surgery at the time it was performed.

It is appropriate, therefore, Mr. Chairman, to turn to more diffi-
cult questions.
The committee knew from the outset that if there proved to be

substantial validity to any of the key allegations of official complic-
ity in Memphis, then there was every likelihood of a conspiracy of
the most sinister and troubling sort to murder Dr. King, a conspir-



200

acy that probably involved high officials of government—local,
State or Federal.

If, indeed, Dr. King was intentionally maneuvered into a vulner-
able position at the relatively insecure Lorraine Motel.

If, indeed, he was purposefully and systematically stripped of
police protection.

If, indeed, the roominghouse at 422% South Main Street was
knowingly ignored by Memphis police after Dr. King was shot.

If, indeed, to assist the assassin in his flight, the pursuit of the
assassin was deliberately less than aggressive—roadblocks were not
erected and an all-points bulletin not broadcast.

If, indeed, the police radio network was penetrated to divert the
chase.

If, indeed, to facilitate the conviction of a patsy, the trees and
foliage that would have blocked the line of fire from the rooming-
house to the Lorraine were cut down the day, after the assassina-
tion.
The implication of this litany of allegations are disturbing. Nev-

ertheless, the committee has had no choice but to consider them
and their implications.
The committee first reviewed the charge leveled by Mark Lane

and others that Dr. King was steered to the Lorraine by news
accounts, inspired by FBI COINTELPRO propaganda criticizing
him for patronizing the plush white-owned Holiday Inn on his
March 28-29 visit to Memphis. To support his case, Mr. Lane, in
Code Name "Zorro", quotes a reporter for the Memphis Press-
Scimitar to the effect that Dr. King had never stayed at the black-
owned Lorraine prior to his April 3-4 trip to Memphis.
In fact, the investigation revealed that the FBI did, as part of its

propaganda campaign against Dr. King, prepare a press release on
March 29, taking him to task for staying at the Holiday Inn. In
turn, this criticism was echoed in newspapers around the country,
although the investigation was unable to determine concretely if
the news stories were the direct result of the FBI release, as
opposed to other sources. The evidence was at least ambiguous.
How this question must be ultimately resolved, of course, is up to
the committee.
The committee also obtained its account of Dr. King's trip to

Memphis with respect to his choice of accommodations, not from
the press, but from his close associates at the time, including his
confidante, Dr. Ralph Abernathy, as this committee will recall
from Dr. Abernathy's testimony in August. This investigation
found that Dr. King, in fact, normally stayed at the Lorraine when
in Memphis, but for March 28, reservations were made for him at
the Peabody Hotel by the national union of which the striking
sanitation workers local was a part, since the union was using the -
Peabody as an unofficial headquarters.
On the other hand, Dr. King was divert( d to the Holiday Inn by

motorcycle policemen, a precaution, according to the Memphis
police department, in view of the outbreak of violence during a
labor march on the morning of March 28. Again, the committee
will ultimately have to decide if it ought to be inferred from the
evidence that Dr. King's decision to stay at the Lorraine on April
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3-4 was a return to his normal routine, not, as has been alleged, an
abrupt action in response to a conspiratorial ruse.
As to the allegations that Dr. King was not only lured to the

Lorraine, but that he was placed in room 306 because it presented
a good target to a sniper in the roominghouse, the committee was
told by Dr. Abernathy, it will recall in its August hearings, that
306 was normally reserved for Dr. King when he stayed at the
Lorraine. Here, too, the committee will have to decide if the sinis-
ter becomes innocent when closely examined.
Turning to the more serious question of police protection of Dr.

King and security provided for him on April 3-4.
Here, the committee was especially concerned about charges that

have been raised in connection with Edward E. Redditt, a Black
police detective who was removed from his post at the firestation
adjacent to the Lorraine shortly before the assassination.

Conspiratorial implications with regard to the removal of Detec-
tive Redditt have been proposed by Mark Lane in Code Name
"Zorro", and I quote:
The Reverend Samuel Kyles asked the police to assign Ed Redditt, a black

Memphis detective, to provide security for Dr. King. Redditt was assigned and set
up the police command post at the fire station because of its proximity to the
Lorraine and because it provided security from the Invaders and others who wanted
no police, black or white, on the scene.

Mr. Chairman, I would ask at this time that MLK exhibit F-16,
already inserted into the record, be appropriately displayed. It is a
photograph of the assassination scene, and, on a blowup of it, the
location of the fire station can be clearly seen. The fire station is in
the lower right-hand side of the photograph; the Lorraine Motel is
in the center of the photograph. It would also facilitate the commit-
tee's understanding of this issue if a drawing, already entered in
the record as F-19 also be displayed at this time.
The committee has undertaken to ascertain the meaning of the

transfers of two Black firemen, Floyd Newsum and Novell E. Wal-
lace, from the fire station adjacent to the Lorraine, who, it has
been suggested, were removed to facilitate the assassination.

Detective Redditt was a member of the Memphis Police Depart-
ment from December 1960 to July 1971. He was promoted from
patrolman to detective in September 1965.
In May 1967, Detective Redditt was appointed assistant director

of the community relations bureau. In February 1968, he was tem-
porarily assigned to the intelligence section of the inspection
bureau, remaining on this special assignment until the sanitation
workers' strike was settled on April 16, at which time he returned
to his regular post.
When the community relations bureau was phased out of exist-

ence in 1971, Detective Redditt was assigned to the vice squad. He
resigned from the police department shortly thereafter.
Following his resignation, Detective Redditt served on the staff of

U.S. Representative Kuykendall, operating a community service
center in Memphis. He is presently deputy director for priority
area development in the Memphis office of community develop-
ment.

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call
Detective Redditt.
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Chairman STOKES. The committee calls Detective Redditt.
Mr. Redditt, will you please stand, raise your right hand and be

sworn.
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this

committee is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth,
so help you God?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you. You may be seated.
Will counsel for the witness identify himself for the committee,

please?
Mr. SMOTHERS. Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, my

name is Curtis R. Smothers, Washington, D.C.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you. The Chair now recognizes staff

counsel, Gene Johnson.
Mr. JOHNSON. Will you state your full name for the record.

TESTIMONY OF EDWARD REDDITT, FORMERLY OF THE
MEMPHIS POLICE DEPARTMENT

Mr. REDDITT. Edward Estes Redditt.
Mr. JOHNSON. Would you give your date of birth?
Mr. REDDITT. January 10, 1931.
Mr. JOHNSON. And would you tell us how you are employed?
Mr. REDDITT. I am employed with the Memphis housing commu-

nity development as special projects administrator.
Mr. JOHNSON. There was a time when you became a member of

the Memphis Police Department; is that true?
Mr. REDDITT. That's true.
Mr. JOHNSON. Will you tell us exactly when that was?
Mr. REDDITT. I started school in November of 1960.
Mr. JOHNSON. Commencing with your starting as a member of

the Memphis Police Department, will you give us a chronology of
your assignments up to February 1968.
Mr. REDDirr. As a patrolman walking a beat in 1960 and 1961;

later into the detention, the jail, in between special assignments,
then into the squad car. From the squad car to the detective in
juvenile bureau in between assignments; from there to police com-
munity relations; from there to other assignments.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, in February 1968, you were working at that

time with the community relations department; is that true?
Mr. REDDITT. That's true.
Mr. JOHNSON. Then there came a time when you had a change of

assignments?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, will you explain to the committee the-change

of assignments working from community relations—what was your
new assignment?
Mr. REDDITT. The new assignment was working with the bureau

of intelligence.
Mr. JOHNSON. Had you ever worked for the bureau of intelli-

gence before?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. Can you tell the committee, if you know, what

were the reasons for the change of your assignments from commu-
nity relations to the intelligence section of the police department?
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Mr. REDDITT. It is my opinion that it was to surveil the activities
surrounding the strike itself.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did there ever come a time once the assignments

changed that you had an opportunity to discuss this with police
officials and ask at any point in time what the purpose of the
change of assignment was?
Mr. REDDITT. I did not quite understand that.
Mr. JOHNSON. My question is having been assigned to the com-

munity relations department, then a change of assignments came
when you were assigned to the intelligence section. My question is,
was there ever a time after the change that you made any inquir-
ies from any of the police officials why the assignment change was
made?
Mr. REDDITT. No; it wasn't customary, as I said, in my orders I

had been assigned previously to other assignments, to other details
and very seldom they were questioned.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, exactly what were you assigned to do, bear-

ing in mind having not worked with the intelligence section before.
I gather at some point in time somebody had to tell you exactly
what they wanted you to do in your new assignment.
Mr. REDDITT. To keep an eye on and report activities, unusual

activities surrounding the sanitation workers, such as out-of-town
license plates, some individual strange individuals, comments,
meetings and things that may have occurred. I could not attend
secret meetings but it was all hearsay.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did, in the process of that assignment, did you

keep your superiors at the Memphis Police Department aware of
what you were doing and exactly what was the result of it?
Mr. REDDITT. Through memos or reports or sometimes through

telephone.
Mr. JOHNSON. As a member of the intelligence section did mem-

bers of the Black community castigate you for the assignment you
had suggesting that you had become an official informer on the
sanitation strikers?
Mr. REDDITT. I would say you would always have that, irrespec-

tive.
Mr. JOHNSON. What you are suggesting is—and correct me if I

am wrong about it—you are suggesting that due to your new
assignment there were those in the Black community who viewed
your new assignment as one who had betrayed them in that you
were keeping an eye on or surveilling their activity and reporting
it back to the Memphis Police Department. Am I correct in that?
Mr. REDDirr. That would be correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did you have a partner in this assignment?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. Who was that partner?
Mr. REDDIrr. Willie B. Richmond.
Mr. JOHNSON. There came a time from February to sometime in

March, the early part of April, that the assignment was changed,
and I am directing your attention specifically to April 3, the morn-
ing of April 3, 1968. On that morning, did you get a change of
assignments?
Mr. REDDITT. In my opinion, it was a change of assignment.
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Mr. JOHNSON. Will you explain to the committee exactly what
that change was?
Mr. REDDITT. To go to the airport to meet Dr. King and his party

and to see that they returned back to the Lorraine Motel.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember who gave you that assignment?
Mr. REDDITT. No, I don't.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, there came a time when you went to the

airport to receive Dr. King's party; is that true?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. And once you arrived at the airport, will you tell

us the nature and circumstances of what basically happened?
Mr. REDDITT. Well, counsel, I can't remember every detail, the

only one really vivid detail is receiving a pointed finger threat
from a young woman there from inside the corridor. The second
was as we were leaving, one of the cars tried to break in the
middle, keep us from keeping in direct contact with the party.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember, Detective Redditt, who was in

charge of that detail?
Mr. REDDITT. I did not until I read some reports. In security it

would be Don Smith anyway I wouldn't have to think about that
one. He was in charge of security for the Memphis Police Depart-
ment.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember when you were at the airport

any conversation between you and another individual about some
bodily harm being done to you and some threat of your being
killed?
Mr. REDDITT. That's what I mentioned earlier.
Mr. JOHNSON. Once you left the airport, would you tell us basi-

cally what happened then?
Mr. REDDITT. The only thing I remember is arriving at the Lor-

raine in the courtyard where Inspector Smith went to the party,
about security. He came back and went in to use the phone and
came back and said we had been ordered to move behind the
outside of the courtyard, behind the wall; they don't want security.
Mr. JOHNSON. Was there ever any conversation from Inspector

Don Smith to the group of officers who had been assigned to the
security detail to the effect the security detail after the conversa-
tion he had on the phone—and incidentally, do you remember
whether Inspector Smith said who he was having the conversation
with on the phone?
Mr. REDDITT. No; I don't.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember Inspector Smith even saying

that the security detail was being withdrawn?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes; while we were behind the wall we were there

for a little while and he said we might as well disperse; that's it in
essence.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did you make any suggestions to Inspector Smith

as to any course of action that you should take relative to the
withdrawing of the security detail?
Mr. REDDITT. Again, it is vivid and I don't remember who made

the recommendation, I may have, but the fire station—or setting
up surveillance at the fire station.
Mr. JOHNSON. What did Inspector Smith reply to that?
Mr. REDDIrr. I do not recall, really, what his reply was.
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Mr. JOHNSON. Have you ever had an occasion to set up a surveil-
lance detail in the firehouse before?
Mr. REDDITT. Not in the firehouse; no.
Mr. JOHNSON. So there came a time when Smith, Inspector

Smith informed you that the security detail was being disbanded,
am I right about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Then you are not sure who suggested, either you

or someone in the party, that some kind of surveillance be set up
in the firehouse which is across the street from the Lorraine Motel;
is that right?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. What happened then?
Mr. REDDITT. The next step would be I had to call my supervisor

and indicate where I was and what I had to do and I undoubtedly
was given an OK. Because at the time either we went back to
headquarters or someone brought us binoculars. I don't remember
what transpired.
Mr. JOHNSON. So now, once the security detail is withdrawn, you

are physically in the fire station across the street from the Lor-
raine?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Once you took your post in the fire station, were

you in any physical proximity to Dr. King, where you would have
been in a position to protect him from any physical harm?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did you maintain your surveillance in the fire-

house the evening of the 3d and all day on April 4, until you were
removed?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, just tell the committee, if you would, Detec-

tive Redditt, what did you do? You went to the back of the fire-
house. Did you put anything up in the back of it like paper?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes; at one point firemen began to come back and

peer out the window. So we put up a newspaper and cut it out so
people couldn't see, peering from the window, because you could
see even with the paper up there.
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, that concludes my questions.
Chairman STOKES. The Chair will now recognize the gentleman

from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney, for such time as he may con-
sume.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Detective Redditt, you were there on the 3d and

4th until your removal on the 4th. Did you leave the firehouse and
go to the Clayborn Temple on the 3d?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't remember, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. You don't remember going to the temple on the

3d, at some time at about 6:35, 8:35?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir. I recall that.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did you have anyone go with you? Did Lieuten-

ant Richmond go with you at that point?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. When you went to the temple, wasn't it a fact

that Dr. King was still at the Lorraine?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't recall, sir; I am not really sure.
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Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Chairman, at this point, I would like to
enter into the record as Martin Luther King exhibit F-182A, a
surveillance memorandum and I would like to have it shown to the
witness, please.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection it may be entered into the

record at this point and shown to the witness.
Mr. MCKINNEY. We have a change in the exhibit number, to

F-229.
Chairman STOKES. The record may be so corrected.
[The information follows:]



207

MLK EXHIBIT F-229

PoLICE _NE:1'AR IF.A"C
INSPEC110AAL BUREAU
Ii Eli pinS, TENNESSEE

April 1,1963

RE: Surveillance of  Marti, • King Jr., and 
Related Activities.

Mr. Graydon P. Tines, Inspector,
Inspectional Bureau,
Buildin g.

Dear Sir:
Pt. W. B.Richitiond and I arrived at the Municipal Airport, approx. 9:20.

and waited for the arrival of Marlin Luther King and his party on Flight 381 Easte:
Airlines from Atlanta, Ga., Gale 017, land he arrived at 10;33AM, though the plai;
was due at 10;15AM. In King's party were Rev. Ralph Abernathy, Rev. Andrew You
and another unknown MC and Female Colored,. They were met by Mrs. Thomas
Matthews, Rev. Jonas Lawson, Jesse Epps, Ralph Jackson. They departed from 1.
airport in Mrs. Thomas Matthews car bearing License JP 9735. In the car was
thc unknown FC, & Dr. King in the front seat, and in the rear was, Rev. Abernathy
Rev. Lawson and the unknoall MC.

The car in front of them was driven by Jesse Epps, bearing BT 0039.Th
car belongs to Cornelia Crenshaw, and in the car with Jesse Epps were three un-
known Male Whites. There was also a Cadillac bearing License I KO -0708. It sho,
be noted that this car arrived at the Lorraine Mael,at 11;20AM and remained there
Wail 7;30PM. It is believed that this car was used to transport Dr. King to Mason
Temple.

The carravan arrived at the Lorraine Motel at approx.. 11;20A111., using
the East Entrance off of Mulberry. ROOM assignments for Dr. King were 306 and
307. Other roomy assigned were 300 and 301. At approx. 11;30AM we noticed
Charles Cabbage, John B.Smith, and Rev. Orange coining out of the conference
room upstairs at the Motel. We also noticed approx. 10 in the inside front office
at the hotel. There were approx. 25 persons associated with Black Foam, in gas
area at This time.

D. r. King left the motel at approx. 12;05PM driven by Mrs,. Thomas
Matthews and processed lb the Centenary Methodist Church on McLeinore.. , where
a Ha ed meeting was held., with approx. 30 Negro Ministers, and the Rev.Maallin
Blac-kburn. They left the church at 2:15PM and arrived back at the Lorraine Motel
at approx. 2:25PM. It should be noted, there was a 1963 Ford bearing Ohio 14-954N
drier), by a FW Who attended the meeting at Centenary Methodist, and also attend-
ee; the meeting at Cla.vborii Temple just before the march. .

Activities around the Lorraine Motel from 1:25PM til 6:35PM included
Rou.ds 315 and 3I6 occupied by local hivaders„ and thOSC seen in and out of the
7,014 S fitC11,1Cd John B.Sinith, Charles Lever,: Cabbage, Milton Mack, Charles
Bella:W. Joe Calvin Banks,

Room 210 aas occuppied be the Rev. Orange along with another unknown
MC. Room 309 was occuppied by a African Student named Joseph Lou,,,', this per-
son Has arrested dr,tring the Riot Alert., last summer. , mid there is a Ilil and

1117;:ii01f71 AIC occupying the smile rnoin. Room 311K accuppied by unknown 11/11:
Chcr. bearing Lie. .13W 1382.

There were 3 MCs n•ho milered romu 316, driving a GI-et,' Rambler,
Lir ...14/ !II:MI, Al !!!! . Mai-shalt Ellis mid Deputy 3.1:u•shall Durfuon ,irrieed

bie of II, motel, and following behind them Were three Othei. Deputy Marshall s.
i•-us learned Mut !key bad screed papers on Dr. King owl his aides.

ill «pprox. ARA' I•achis rhirch, lilly, Co.1,Tood, and Alty Michael
ol IL,- :Interject, 1.i6erlies I mut ,ttly tn•o oI.....•;• •

•• ••lu• ,p,,eure,1 tu• •••I l•.••• Ker. Lawson, .;;,1 Jesse i•••pj,s. ei«1
• I: i rfe in!, .tie, 1,11, • i• E Ruin, aud «ow:etc,: at

•:•:••"' • 1:e rald (0,y! ih.t1 .h.1 hall,b,g Ito jai!" ILSonith. . ____ •
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Alge Jr a( Sarum/lam, of .11,1m Luther Kifig-Jr. Rtjeacd Actiyilie4

Al approx. 3:17PM an Airport Limousine arrived with two MCS and
our AM and they immediately 'rent 10 Rm. 307. Al 3;22PM Rev. Lawson, Jesse
Epps, and Gerald Fanion departed.

. . . . .
hi between these meetings the Block Pouter group went into the confer-

ence Room on the second floor, and Dr. king went into Room 305. Al approx. 4;30
the Black Power nieclitig brae up, and they went to various rooms in groups.
Approx. S went into Joseph Lorin- 'S 7-0011I. Al this time Orange and three others
It'll in a 56 Chev. bearing Lieense11 DX 5933, and shortly afterwards a Woe Mus-
tang, Lie. BF 3750 left with anoTher group.

At 4;42PM an Aipport Limousine arrived with one Male Colored who
immediately went to Room 305. Approx. ,4;50P111 about 9 Male Coloreds and one
female colored entered Room 316. Following this there seemed to have been quite
a bit of drinking from roonz to room. Most of them were gelling ice and coca cola:
and bringing in brown bags.

At 6;35PM Re1v. Lawson brought Rev.Andrew Young back to the motel, .
and left immediately. We then departed from air Station and went to Mason Temt
and arrived approx. 6;50PM. While standing out front the Rev. Blackburn called
mile aside and asked what 1 was trying to do to inyself. And I asked him what he
meant. And he said the word is out that you were over by the FireSTation near
the Lorraine Motel using binoculars ,spying. I told him that this i?mas.untrue,

The Rev. Blackburn then approached Pllmit.Richmond, and shook my
hand, and stated that, he wished I wasn't here, and this was the wrong place
for him. He said the tension was already high enough and he did not want any
trouble. The meeting got wider noy around 7;15PM with singing, and regular

' prayers and statements, and the first official speaker was Rev. Lawson. Al this
time there were approx. 2000 people in the Temple made ap of Sanitation workers
and &el young people. He said the unconcerned people again are trying to stop
the issue by placing a ban or an injunction against the concerned to dis allow its
to March. And I want you to know that no injunction has ever stopped a March,
w,/1 have a cigar box full to prove this. I have notified those persons who are
planning to commie here to March Monday to be prepared to go to Jail- Mace can
not stop its. Gas cannot stop us. Police Brutality cannot stop us. And we are go-
ing to March. You know, I was just thinking that we have come here to relax
these last meetings, to lessen the tension, and talk about and forget about some
of the problems, but I think we are relaxing too munch. He said Larry Payne,for
instance, the young boy 16 years old, who walks out with his alwids over his head
and is shot to death with a shot gun. This is Cold Blooded Murder. And I want
those to know who praise the Police Department for this and condone this. PeoplE
startro' standing up and clapping, rind yelling- at this. And as the Rev. Lawson con
tinned the unde1sfjlz,11 decided to leave. He wade the slat.ement "We have" and
we fell he might say, "We have tiro police officers ir:!th us." We left at approx.
8:40PM.

At app-ox. 9;55.•131 at the Mniticipol Airport Mrs. Thomas Matthews
threatened my life, stating pointing her finger, "1 am going to get you." cr"I am going to shoot yol!. "

Al approx. 3PM on Hernando Street dozy, froni Clayborn Temple I wasapproached by an anknown Male Colored, and lir said, "you can take this or team,bul it is good infOrmation, 7hesr people are not playing. They know what youmid Reddill are doing, and they don't like it. " He said, "I be out lwreansongthrse pooplr every day, and 1 Imre heozil many ramors Wit .rzxxxicilk,lroi:_ia',.?
they will kill both of you." Ile said ierrryone rhino, there knew we IrO.e policemr,mid that we Were h, Spy MI the people. Ile did say that he kid hr::.,aine of these threats come.fro,,,

s,' •

7
E. E.
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Mr. MCKINNEY. I apologize to the witness for the size of the
print. You need a magnifying glass to read it. But we are not going
to go into great detail on it.

Isn't it true this is a memo dated April 4?
Mr. REDDrrr. Yes; it appears to be the 4th.
Mr. MCKINNEY. And it is signed by you?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. And the title of the memo above, the words Mr.

Tines, Inspector, is "Surveillance of Martin Luther King, and Re-
lated Activities"?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. So this is a surveillance report that you turned

in to the chief inspector regarding the activities of Dr. King and
those who might have been around him?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Why were you removed on the 4th, at 4 o'clock?
Mr. REDDITT. You mean on the 4th?
Mr. MCKINNEY. Yes; why were you told to leave the fire station

and go down to the headquarters?
Mr. REDDITT. Well, I was—Lieutenant Arkin arrived at the fire-

house and stated I was needed or wanted at the headquarters. I
asked him what it was about and he said he did not know. So we
arrived there and I was carried to the conference room. At that
point I was told a contract had been let on me, that this man,
whoever it was standing there was supposed to phone in and a
contract was let and as a result they had security placed at the
Holiday Inn for my family and myself and I was to go there.
Mr. MCKINNEY. So when you arrived, you were told there was a

contract out on your life. You had also been threatened at the
airport, were you not?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. By whom?
Mr. REDDITT. I do not remember the lady's name, I just remem-

ber she was a barber on Park Avenue in the area I used to work in
in a patrol car.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I believe the name was Mrs. Matthews.
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Also, I notice in the bottom of this memo, the

last paragraph, it states a quote from a man on the street:
These people are not playing. They know what you and Redditt are doing, and

they don t like it. I be out here among those people every day, and I have heard
many rumors that they will kill both of you.

Is that correct?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. So you were removed from the firehouse and

taken down and told there was a threat on your life because of
your surveillance of Dr. King. Would that be a proper interpreta-
tion or your surveillance of the garbage or sanitation strike?
Mr. REDDITT. I guess you could say yes and you could say no to

that.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Detective Redditt, you appeared before this com-

mittee in executive session on March 22 of this year; is that cor-
rect?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
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Mr. MCKINNEY. At this point, Mr. Chairman, I would like to take
extractions from Detective Redditt's testimony marked Martin
Luther King F-183 and Martin Luther King F-184; and I would
like the witness to have a chance to examine them, please.
Chairman STOKES. You want them entered into the record at this

point?
Mr. MCKINNEY. Yes, sir.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection they will be entered into

the record at this point and shown to the witness at this time.
[The information follows:]
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12 lof Mr. Redditt's testimony, that the Committee either has

:3 lat its disposal through interviews or through sworn testimony

T4 that Mr. Tines, Mr. Holloman, Captain Ray, Sergeant Richmond,

15 Inspector Smith, Chief McDonald and Chief Raugh, has indicated
4

16 this Committee that Mr. Redditt on the 3rd and .4th of April

1711968 was surveillance and surveillance only, and that at no

16 'time was he ever security.

19 . We also have in our possession information that is the1 „
4' Iresult cf indepth interviews with George Davis of the Memphis

Police Department, with Mr. Shultz of the Memphis Police

„ I
;Department, Donald Howe of the Memphis Police Department,

• land John Smith of the Memphis Department, of Reverend Lawson

• pf the Southern Christian Leadership Conference, Mrs. Matthews,,

25J
'and some other officials including Reverend Powers of Memphis,
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MLK EXHIBIT F-183

i! have answered anything or if I have set the record straight,

!but I do wan'c. the record to show that as far as any, if you

ican erase or whatever, that mine is that I was on a surveillance

at the fire station and from that point on Mr. Holloman would

, have to answer that question on why I was removed.

Mr. Fithian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you, Mr. Redditt, and at this time

we are going to have wrap-up questioning by the counsel and

one or two questions which the Chairman may have of you.

Mr. Johnson. I would just like to make one or two obser-

vations before I'proceed with any questionS, is that in light
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that in fact that a security detail was at the airport on

April 3rd, met them when Dr. King arrived for his visit to

memphis.

Now, Mr. Redditt, you have been on national TV, you have

been quoted in the paper. At no time in any of the reviewing

of the material that I have seen dealing With any quotes have

you ever said what you have said before this Committee today,

and that is that you were security and that at some time durin

the early time of April 3rd you ceased to be security and you

reverted back to being surveillance. I have never seen that.

'with Mr. Lane,

lquotes that resulted thereof.

That was not indicated in your television program that you had

you remember that, and from the newspaper

1--Now, I would just like to ask you at this point in time,
it is your testimony, then, that after you have been informed,

'let's assume that you were given some instructions to be

security, after you were informed by Inspector Smith that

security had been withdrawn, you then reverted back to

surveillance? 1

Now, am I correct about that?

r. Redditt. Correct.

Mr. Johnson. I want to get that clear for the record.

r. Redditt. Correct.

Mr. Johnson. Correct.

Redditt. Right.
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19
Mr. Akers. Mr. Redditt, I, for one, am glad that you

20 i
.have decided to be candid with this Committee. I believe that

,1 I
lin the past that you have performed a disservice for yourself7,

-- :and the •citizens of this country, for this Committee with
23

?respect to, if nothing else, allowing yourself to be perceived
2a ;
' by certain persons as having provided security for Dr. King
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Mr. Johnson. All right, now, if it then should appear,

either publicly or privately from any sourd-e' whatever,

any story to the contrary, it would be absolutely false, would

N(\0\1,r)it not?

Redditt. True.

Mr. Johnson. There have been questions raised in light

of the public posture that you have in terms of. your statements

which have been quoted in the newspapers and on some television

programs, that you always provided security for Dr. King. You

have indicated to us very clearly today that on March 19th

when Dr. King cane to Memphis, on March 28th when Dr. King

came to Memphis, you had nothing to do with Dr. King and his

party, so if it should appear sometime in the future from

whatever source that you always provided security for Dr.

V )King, that would also be erroneous, would it not?

Redditt. Right.

Mr. Johnson. That's all I have, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. Fauntroy. Counsel, Mr. Akers?

on April 4th and having been removed mysteriously from that
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MLK EXHIBIT F-184

1
effect that both Inspector Don SMith and Inspector Howe and

,Davis were in fact at the airport as security and in fact

2 ! did offer themselves as security to Dr. King being responded
4

to by Mr. Lawson to the effect that they had not really

5
decided whether or not theywanted it, and that Mr. Richmond

6 has indicated that they were infact at the airport and -that it

7
has only been your failure to recall their presence that has

given..me_some pause, and I would want you, to answer for me

whether-or not your memory could have failed. you.at thiS

i0
point, whether or not in fact they may well have been there as

they themselves testified they were, as Mr. Richmond-testifies

7 2 ,
they were, as security.

Mr. Redditt. Mr. Chairman, I must say that Mr. Richmond

4

5 

lhas been briefed and I have not. Possibly I could have lost

;my memory, forgot that part of it because I go over and over.

'Hand over in my mind, and I have set up here and tried to
6

7 1
and I just --

2

25

press

Er. Fauntroy. You just-do'not recall.

Mr. Redditt. I just do not recall anyone walking down

that corridor but Richmond and I. There's a possibility they

:could have been in another exit:or been up to the front or

.somewhere else. but I do not recall. I just don't recall that 4

iphase of it.

Mr. Fauntroy. All right.

I want to thank you for the candor and directness of your
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1 response to our many questions here today, particularly the

2 iquestions here as we have come to the conclusion of a long

3 day's hearing.

4 : Pursuant to our rules, as I indicated earlier, I am

.5 obliged to offer you five minutes to explain, amplify and

6 'summarize your testimony, and that is offered. to you atthis

7 time.-

Mr. Redditt. Mr. Chairman, I again would like to thank

the Committee,- the Counsel. I think they have done a splendid

and terrific job.

Main, I want to apologize or whatever for again maybe

!my misinterpretation or my stating and causing, people to

have another connotation or whatever, how do you withdraw

1
this or how do you rectify this. I can think of several ways

1
i to do it, whether there is permission granted or not, but

4
1

ilmost of all is that if I have -- and I have said it earlier --
'misled someone with the statement of security surveillance or i
,

I'surveillance security and persons interpreting it like they

i
lwant to interpret it or putting it the way they want to put ;

1

1

it, it is very difficult, even in an explanation of that
i 

1

I
!nature, that is explaining 180 feet away, and as Mr.
1 i

;! Fithian has put it, there is no way that you can offer that

3 !security. It can only still be observation and surveillance.

So those person who are much smarter than I, who can

;write books overnight can take most anything out and put it



216

like they want it, turn your words around or cause you to

I turn your words around how they want it, seMething I want to

thing I can do is apologize to

a to the United States, for that

s far, that that terminology was

0 than that which I knew I was

I was assigned tO do, and those

oral or written statement.

13 Mr. Fauntroy. Thank you very much, Mx. Redditt. As

1
14 know you are under continuing subpoena of the

is with that, we will adjourn the hearing.

10 (Whereupon, at 5:14 o'clock p.m., the Subcommittee

19

20

11

:5 •

I do wish I had remained silent to anyone other than the

Committee, period, at this point, so long as I said no comment,i

period, and I feel guilty about that, but again, the only

the Committee, to the Counsel,

matter, if it is thrust that I
1

misconstrued to mean other
1

assigned to do, and which I felt r
things I did, whether by 1

you

Committee, and

1

recessed subject to the call of the Chair.)
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Mr. MCKINNEY. We will concentrate for the moment on 178
through 180, and then if counsel and the witness would prefer, we
will give them time to read the second three pages.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Very well. We are ready.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Redditt, if you would, starting on the first

line, see if this is your exact wording. You were under oath at the
time; right?
Mr. REDDITT. Pardon?
Mr. MCKINNEY. You were under oath when you testified in ex-

ecutive session?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I assume all the testimony you gave us at that

time was the truth; correct?
Mr. REDDIrr. To the best of my ability—my knowledge.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I would like to read from the middle of the first

line in the first paragraph. You said:
* * * I have set the record straight, but I do want the record to show that as far

as any, if you can erase or whatever, that mine is that I was on surveillance at the
firestation and from that point on Mr. Holloman would have to answer the ques-
tions to why I was removed.

Is that a correct representation as to what you stated?
[No audible answer.]
I would like to refer you now to 179, at line 14.
Committee counsel asked the question:
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, I would just like to ask you, is it your testimony, then, that

you have been informed, let's assume that you were given some instructions to be
security, after you were informed by Inspector Smith that security had been with-
drawn, you then reverted back to surveillance?

Is that correct?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. MCKINNEY. You answered that with the word "correct"; and

Mr. Johnson said: "I want to get that clear for the record."
And you said, "Correct."
And then Mr. Johnson said, "Correct"; and you said, "Right."
[No audible response.]
Mr. MCKINNEY. Would you answer yes or no.
Mr. REDDITT. Yes; that's correct.
Mr. MCKINNEY. The stenographer cannot type in a nod.
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. MCKINNEY. At the top of page 180:
All right, now, if it should then appear, either publicly or privately from any

source whatever, any story to the contrary, it would be absolutely false, would it
not?

And you answered?
Mr. REDDITT. True.
Mr. MCKINNEY. In the next paragraph, Mr. Johnson states or

asks you the question:
' in the light of the public posture and in the terms of your statements which

have been quoted in newspapers and on some television programs, that you have
always provided security for Dr. King.

You have indicated to us very clearly today that on March 19th
when Dr. King came to Memphis, on March 28th when Dr. King
came to Memphis, you had nothing to do with Dr. King and his
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party. So if it should appear in some future—from whatever the
source—that you always provided security for Dr. King, that would
also be erroneous, would it not?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Now, if the witness would like to review the

second three pages on Martin Luther King F-184.
[Brief pause in proceedings as witness reviews said pages.]
Mr. SMOTHERS. Mr. Congressman, we are ready.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Redditt, I would like to draw your attention

to lines 13 through 17 and 19 through 23 on the first page of the
exhibit. In essence what you stated was that there could have been
another security guard at the airport but that you might not have
seen him, is that not paraphrasing your remarks pretty accurately?
So you really only remember walking down the hallway with Rich-
mond, but you state quite clearly that it is a possibility they could
have been in another exit, been up front, been elsewhere else?
Mr. REDDITT. That's correct.
Mr. MCKINNEY. So that there may have been other security at

the airport?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Redditt, I refer you to page 2, line 11,

through 3, line 3, which was your closing statement. You may
either read this into the record, or you may paraphrase it for me in
any way, whichever you would like to do.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Is that a question or a request that the witness

read from the previous statement?
Mr. MCKINNEY. It is a request that he either paraphrase his

remarks or that he read those remarks.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Beginning at which line, please?
Mr. MCKINNEY. Line 11, through line 3 on page 3.
Mr. REDDITT. I'll read it:
Again, I want to apologize or whatever for again maybe my misinterpretations or

my stating and causing people to have another connotation of whatever, how do you
withdraw this or how do you rectify this. I can think of several ways to do it,
whether there is permission granted or not, but most of all is that if I have—and I
have said it earlier—misled someone with the statements of security surveillance or
surveillance security and persons interpreting it like they want to interpret or
putting it the way they want to put it, it is very difficult, even in an explanation of
that nature, that is explaining 100 feet away, and as Mr. Fithian has put it, there is
no way that you can offer that security. It can only still be observation and
surveillance.
So those persons who are much smarter than I, who can write books overnight

can take most anything out and put it like they want it, turn your words around or
cause you to turn your words around how they want it, something I want to
apologize.

Mr. MCKINNEY. Detective Redditt, you appeared on television
with various authors; is that correct?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. You have also been interviewed in connection

with their books; is that correct?
Mr. REDDITT. Not interviewed for their books; no, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Have you been interviewed by author Mark

Lane?
Mr. REDDITT. It was in conversation and that he was in the room

with me while I talked to Abby Mann who was to do the picture;
and in that conversation, he asked permission, was it OK to start a
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tape. And in conversation, which to me is not communication, in
conversation made accusations, or questions and answers and so
forth; of this nature.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Have you read Mr. Lane's book?
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Will the clerk please give the witness a copy of

Code Name "Zorro", marked MLK exhibit F-185.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection it may be entered at this

point.
[A copy of Mr. Lane's book, Code Name "Zorro", is retained in

the committee's files.]
Mr. MCKINNEY. It might be interesting for you, Mr. Redditt, to

know that in this book, your name is mentioned on so many pages,
I won't even bother to put them into the record. The list is exten-
sive, but I would ask that this be given a number, F-185A, and be
put in the record, also.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, so ordered.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-185A

Synopsis of References to Det. Redditt in Mark Lane's Book
"Code Name Zorro"

Page 100

Redditt describes a meeting, two years after King's
death,between himself and a FBI agent provacateur who had been
planted in the Invaders. The agent was in disguise and
claimed at the time of the meeting to be working for the CIA.

Page 124

States that Rev. Kyles specifically requested Redditt be
assigned to provide security for King when he returned to
Memphis. Further, that Redditt was assigned to set up a
police command post at the fire station.

Page 125

Redditt was seen at the fire station and at the Masonic
Temple on April 3, 1968 by black fireman, Floyd Newsum.

Page 129-135

Redditt was seen at the fire station prior to April 4, 1968
by black fireman, N. E. Wallace. Book auotes Redditt as
saying he was detailed to)cover King's security because he
always did and thus was familiar with all of the personalities
who would have an interest in King. Security arrangements
are outlined and so are the events which made this coverage
abnormal. Security, usually consisting of 10 officers
was reduced to two, Redditt and Richmond. An hour and a
half before King's death Redditt was called to headquarters
where he met with Director Holloman. Holloman was in a
meeting consisting of the heads of all of the law enforcement
agencies in the area. Redditt was told there was a contract
on his life. Redditt was ordered to take his family to the -
Rivermont Holiday Inn. When he protested, he was allowed to
go home, but a police guard was sent with him. Nothing ever
became of the contract and Redditt was sent back to work on
the Sunday following the Thursday King was killed.

Page 141-143

Lane interviewed Holloman re: events surrounding Red-
ditt's removal from the fire station and the threat on his
life. Lane raises questions about Holloman's answers.
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Page 231

McMillan does not mention Redditt in his book.

Page 234

Lane writes that King's supporters asked for security.,
that they knew that Redditt was there, but were not notified
when Redditt was removed.

Page 256

Lane writes that transfers of blacks(including Redditt)
raised serious questions that the prosecution would have had
a hard time responding to at a trial* '

Page 257 •
,

Lane comments on Harold Weisberg's reference to Redditt
as police spy.

Page 264

Lane makes reference to the start of his interviews
with Redditt..

Page 266

Lane asks why Redditt was pulled off his assignment.
Suggests that answer may have gone up in smoke with Memphis
D.I.D. files.

Page 273-274

Lane speaks of his first awareness of the "strange
circumstances" surrounding Redditt's removal before King's
death. He says the question was not even considered by the
Justice Department until July of '76.

Lane says Justice Department contemplated why Redditt
was removed from post two hours before murder.

36-411 0 - 79 - 15
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Page 275-279

Question is asked as to why only Redditt and Richmond
were assigned to King on April 4, '68.

Lane questions conclusions of Justice Department Task

Force that examined FBI investigation of King's death

especially as those conclusions related to Redditt.

Page 283

Lane met with four members of the Justice Department's
Task Force and informed them of Redditt's description of the
Secret Service agent who was at the 4/4/68 meeting in Holloman's

office. Lane raises other possible investigative paths that

could be used to check aspects of Redditt's story.

Mr. MCKINNEY. My main question to you at this point, concern-
ing this book Mr. Redditt is that in Mr. Lane's book he implies that
two Black firemen; Floyd Newsum and Norvell E. Wallace, were
transferred because the fire department and the Memphis Police
Department did not want two Blacks in that firehouse because
their presence could, in some way, interfere with the assassination;
that this was part of the plot.
Who initially raised the question of those two firemen being in

that firehouse?
Mr. REDDITT. From the executive session there were records

showing through a memo that Richmond and I had written that we
had raised the issue.
Mr. MCKINNEY. In other words, you raised the issue of their

being there themselves. For what reason?
Mr. REDDITT. Sometimes in surveillance, in that surveillance, and

I would assume because I don't really know the total ramifications
at this point, don't recall the total ramifications, that there could
be some interference.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Wasn't it true that Newsum was very sympa-

thetic to the sanitation strike and that you were greatly concerned
about his going out into the community and reporting that there
were Blacks spying on Dr. Martin Luther King?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't understand the question.
Mr. MCKINNEY. But you did initially question their being in the

firehouse or the wisdom of it while you were there looking through
the peephole in the back?
Mr. REDDITT. As I said, I did not recall the incident until a memo

was showed me at the executive session.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Right, but the memo shows that you did question

it.
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. On page 130 of Mr. Lane's book, he states that

he asked you if you always provided security for Dr. King when-
ever he came to Memphis, and you replied "Right."
Did you tell Mr. Lane that?
Mr. SMOTHERS. Mr. Congressman, will you refer the witness to

the passage?
Mr. MCKINNEY. Does counsel have the line numbers?
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It starts on the second paragraph, and I will read it briefly for
the record. I asked if he had always provided security when King
came to town. "Right," he answered.
Mr. REDDITT. I think on this, Congressman, that "Right," the

question is, had I ever provided security, and we were in conversa-
tion, and I had said yes before, in prior years. I wasn't talking
about 1968.
Mr. MCKINNEY. In other words, it was not true then and it is not

true now that you supplied security for Dr. Martin Luther King
every time he came to Memphis.
Mr. REDDITT. True.
Mr. MCKINNEY. It is true that you did not?
Mr. REDDITT. Did not.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Detective Redditt, did you have a plan of action

formed in your mind, if anything happened to Dr. King?
Mr. REDDITT. I guess sometimes it is very difficult to answer that

in that I think any assignment that an officer is assigned to,
whatever, he should have some plan for reporting incidents or
activities that are occurring on how to deal with whatever may
occur. I think this is always uppermost in a police officer's mind.
That is part of his training.
Mr. MCKINNEY. When you were removed from your post in order

to go downtown to headquarters, did you at any time give your
partner, patrolman Richmond, who remained at the post until Dr.
King was shot, any instructions about a contingency plan or how to
execute it in case anything happened to Dr. King?
Mr. REDDITT. I didn't have time. When the lieutenant came and

got me, I think it was all of a shock, we just got in the car and left.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Did you tell Mr. Lane that you had a plan?
Mr. REDDITT. I may have inferred that a plan could have been

possible, and the plan would not—would have been to save Dr.
King's life.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I wanted to have you refer to page 135, the last

two paragraphs. I will read these two paragraphs into the record:
Since Richmond had a radio which could have provided immediate access to police

mobile units in the area as well as to headquarters, it is difficult to understand why
he does not use it. It became even more puzzling in light of the plan that Redditt
had promulgated and shared with Richmond. That plan called for Redditt to cover
South Main Street and for Richmond to use the radio to alert mobile units.
One must concede that Richmond could not have done both. The mystery lies in

trying to determine why he attempted neither. If the elaborate charade which
included the removal of Redditt and the detailing of Newsum and Wallace was
designed to strip away the security just before Dr. King was killed in order to
facilitate the escape of the sniper, it was an ultimately successful plan. The murder-
er fled unobserved and unimpeded.

Detective Redditt, based on the testimony you have given this
committee under oath, of your own personal knowledge of this
situation, are those two last paragraphs a true assessment of the
situation?
Mr. REDDITT. I would say, no, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I am sorry?
Mr. REDDITT. I would say, no, sir, not incomplete, no, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. In other words, no, sir, they are not.
Have you been approached or spoken to Mr. Mark Lane before

appearing here today?
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Mr. REDDITT. Not other than when I was subpenaed by him or
his colleague to court.
Mr. MCKINNEY. That is the only contact that he has tried to

make with you?
Mr. REDDITT. That is true.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I have no more questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Counsel for the committee, Mr. Johnson.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Mr. Chairman, I believe the witness has an addi-

tional matter to add in response to the Congressman's earlier
question.
CHAIRMAN STOKES. Certainly, he can be heard.
Mr. REDDITT. The second answer to that, Congressman, is that I

was contacted when this book was written to come to Washington,
D.C. to plug it, which I totally refused.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Thank you very much.
Chairman STOKES. The Chair recognizes counsel for the commit-

tee, Gene Johnson.
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Redditt, I want to make a couple of things

clear, if you would, that, one, Dr. King had been in Memphis on
the 18th of March and he had been there on the 28th of March?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. JOHNSON. You testified in executive session testimony that

during those two prior trips that you did not provide security for
Dr. King?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. So if it has been suggested, as it was in the book

with the conversation allegedly had between you and Mr. Lane,
that you had always provided security for Dr. King, and your
answer, or at least Mr. Lane records your answer as being "Right,"
that is totally erroneous; am I right about that?
Mr. REDDITT. That is right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Not only is it erroneous, but my next question is,

did you ever tell Mr. Lane that when Dr. King always came to
Memphis, you always provided security for him?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. So if it appears in Mr. Lane's book as it does, it is

erroneous?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now you remember there was a conversation

when you appeared in your executive session testimony about your
leaving the firehouse approximately 6:30 that evening, going to
Clayborn Temple.
Do you remember that conversation we had about your leaving,

and that you had initially said in your testimony that one of the
reasons that you left, you left because Dr. King's party had left and
that you had followed them to Clayborn Temple?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember the give and take--
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON [continuing]. With me about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. Then there came a time when I asked you very

clearly, I said, Mr. Redditt, would you explain for the committee, if
you would, if you were in a security relationship with Dr. King,
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and that you left, as your memo stated, and we discussed that at
the executive session, at 6:30, and you were in a security role, then
how could you explain that once you arrived at Clayborn Temple
in a security relationship with Dr. King when he was, in fact, at
the Lorraine Motel in the bed asleep.
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. Do you remember the give and take we had about

that?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. I ask you now, have I sufficiently refreshed your

recollection where you remember that, so there was no way that
you could have been in any security relationship with Dr. King on
the evening of April 3, 1968? Am I correct about that?
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now there came a time, once you arrived at Clay-

born Temple, and remember that was the evening of the mountain-
top speech. Do you remember that once Dr. King arrived, did you
get into any security relationship with him at that time?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. So for the night of April 3, 1968 I gather when the

rally at Clayborn Temple had concluded, you went about your
business, did you not?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. JOHNSON. Your recollection then is that at no time after the

rally was over you went anywhere with Dr. King.
Mr. REDDIrr. Right.
Mr. JOHNSON. So the night of April 3 you were not in any

security relationship with Dr. King because Dr. King was wherever
he was, and you were wherever you were, but in fact you all were
not together; is that true?
Mr. REDDITT. That is true.
Mr. JOHNSON. Now there came a time on the morning of April 4,

1968, Dr. King is at the Lorraine Motel. You then, I gather, came
to your security post at the firehouse; is that true?
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. At any time did you ever go over to the Lorraine

Motel to see or to talk with Dr. King or any members of his party?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. Can you recollect whether or not there was ever a

time, once you stationed yourself in the firehouse on Main Street,
which is firehouse No. 2, that you ever left the firehouse until the
time that you were informed by Lieutenant Arkin that they
wanted to see you downtown?
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Which means then that you were in the firehouse

all day on April 4, and Dr. King was at least 180 feet away,
assuming arguendo that he stayed in his room all day, which he
did not, that you could not at any time provide any physical
security for Dr. King.
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. It has become abundantly clear—correct me if I

am wrong about it—on your previous day, which was April 3, when
Inspector Smith informed you that the security had been with-
drawn, that only for a brief time in that morning when you went
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to the airport to travel from the airport to the motel did you play
any security relationship with Dr. King, whatever, and once • that
security detail was withdrawn, you reverted back to surveillance in
a position which you had been accused on more than one occasion
of being a spy for the Memphis Police Department; am I correct
about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. I don't have any more questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The committee will now operate under the 5-

minute rule.
Mr. Redditt, in light of your testimony here this morning with

reference to April 4, wherein you stated that your position in the
firehouse was for the purpose strictly of surveillance on Dr. King
and had nothing to do with security or protection for him. Then
your removal that afternoon, for whatever reason, would not have
in any event changed the circumstances under which you were
posted there, would it?
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Chairman STOKES. And your partner, whom you left at the post,

and who remained there, was also there for the same purpose that
you were there, that is surveillance of Dr. King?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Chairman STOKES. I have no further questions.
The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer.
Mr. PREYER. I have only one area I wasn't clear on.
You indicated that the two Black firemen, Mr. Newsum and Mr.

Wallace, were removed from the fire station at your request?
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir, I didn't say that.
Mr. PREYER. Who did direct that they leave the fire station?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't know, sir.
Mr. PREYER. Did I understand you to say something about they

were interfering with the surveillance or were interfering in some
way?
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir. In my statement I said I could not recall

the actual—what took place that particular day on why it was in
the report other than it could have been along that line. I could
not remember the event really or why it was in the report.
Mr. PREYER. So you don't know why they were removed from the

fire station.
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir.
Mr. PREYER. I have no further questions on that at this time.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine.
Mr. DEVINE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Redditt, at the time you were an officer in the Memphis

Police Department, did you have any knowledge or any reason to
believe that there was any conspiracy by any law enforcement
agency, the Memphis Police Department or the FBI, to set up Dr.
King?
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir, during the time I was a police officer, I did

not, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And has any information come to your attention

since that incident or since you have left the police department
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that would lead you to believe that there was any type of a conspir-
acy by any law enforcement agency to set up Dr. King?
Mr. REDDITT. Other than hearsay, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. What type of hearsay, from what source?
Mr. REDDITT. Well, some newspapers have printed, there has

been some conversation on it. There is a lot of implications, I mean
a lot of statements made by the community that the Memphis
Police Department was responsible, could have been responsible for
what occurred. Everything pointed to the police department at the
beginning of it.
Mr. DEVINE. But as you say, it was hearsay. It was speculation.

None of it was supported by evidence.
Mr. REDDITT. No facts.
Mr. DEVINE. That is all, Mr. Chairman. Thank you.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Redditt, I want to refresh my memory specifically on testi-

mony given by both you and Inspector Tines on the question of
why Mr. Newsum may have been felt to be sympathetic to the
strike, and, therefore, not cooperative in the surveillance effort.
But in response to a question from Congressman Preyer, you stated
that you had no idea why Mr. Newsum was the considered—would
have been considered a problem in terms of your surveillance
posting.
Mr. REDDITT. Other than what I said in the memo, whether the

memo had something to do with it, I still don't know who removed
him.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I wonder if you would state for us what your

recollection of the memo is.
Mr. REDDITT. Word for word, the only thing I can think of was

the interference, in that he had sympathies toward sanitation
strike, that it may be an interference with his presence being
there. That is the only thing I can recollect.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Do you recall at any time having a conversation

with Inspector Tines where this question was discussed?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't remember.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Do you recall that the memo itself made refer-

ence to a conversation with you?
Mr. REDDITT. The only thing I remember is the memo being

shown to me at the executive session, and I don't really recall
everything that was in that memo.
Mr. FAUNTROY. But it is your testimony to this committee at this

time under oath that you do not recall yourself having the feeling
that Mr. Newsum's presence at the surveillance post with you
might be the source of intereference with that function.
Mr. REDDITT. No, sir. I answered the question that I didn't know

who removed him from the post.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Do you have any idea why he was removed?
Mr. REDDITT. It could have been from the memo or it could not

have been. The memo was about him.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Can you think of any other logical reason, other

than the reason stated in the memo?
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Mr. REDDITT. I would be drawing a conclusion or opinion because
there were two Black firemen. One was mentioned. Why both were
removed, that is an opinion.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I wonder, Mr. Redditt, if you would just care to

state in summary your response to the allegation that you, as a
part of the assigned security for Dr. King, were stripped from that
assignment and from the scene 2 hours prior to the assassination of
Dr. King, and that in your role as a security person you had a plan
to protect Dr. King in the event of any untoward event.
Mr. REDDITT. I don't understand that.
Mr. FAUNTROY. You don't understand?
Mr. REDDITT. I don't understand the question, no, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. During our executive session, of course we went

over this point many, many times. Counsel for the committee, Mr.
Johnson, has revealed in the statement which he provided you
from that executive session, reminded you that you had been char-
acterized on national TV and in a number of public contexts as
having the suspicion that you were stripped from the scene for the
reason that you were conducting security on Dr. King, and had a
plan to protect Dr. King, should any untoward event occur. I ask
directly and in summary fashion of you a statement with respect to
that characterization of you and your role at that time.
Mr. REDDITT. The role of where again as I expressed in the

summary, I can think of no plan, protection from that standpoint.
The only thing again, this is either cosmetic or whatever at the
time, again as I stated, that everybody, every police officer should
have some plan of action for whatever activities, and the only role
that it could have played again was getting communications out to
the units in the area, on the phone to the police department, to
alerting them very quickly. Possibly again I made the statement
that though it has not been substantiated by my partner, he was to
remain at the window and I would go to the front, which still does
not protect Dr. King. My going to the front of the building where
the cars supposedly tact squads are of seeing some running, that
again is a plan that you don't know what you are going to carry
out anyway. No one knows what they are going to do anyway until
it happens, so that was again in conversation, and then not in
communication of fact.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Chairman, may I reserve the balance of my 5

minutes until such time as I have had to check?
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman reserves his time.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. Dodd.
Mr. DODD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Redditt, to whom did you report? Who was your principal

superior on April 4 to whom you were accountable?
Mr. REDDITT. I was accountable on the intelligence to Inspector

Tines.
Mr. DODD. Did you at any time have any direct communication

with Mr. Holloman?
Mr. REDDITT. Only when I was summoned to the headquarters in

the conference room.
Mr. DODD. What sort of information did you gather at the time

you were conducting surveillance?
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Mr. REDDITT. Basically again out-of-town license plates, persons
that were familiar or unfamiliar, depending on their character. On
one occasion we were told to look for No. 3 license plates, which is
Hamilton County, Tenn.
Mr. DODD. I am sorry, I didn't hear you.
Mr. REDDITT. We were told at one point to look for license plates

No. 3, which is Hamilton County, Tenn. The reason was that they
may have expected that those persons with those license plates
may be a part of probably blowing up the sanitation strikes, I
mean the barns or whatever, so that was again part of the role of
looking for that.
Mr. DODD. Did you have any information, photographs, descrip-

tions of people that might have been provided to you by the FBI?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. DODD. Did you prepare written reports on your surveillance

activities?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. DODD. And those were submitted to Mr. Tines, did you say?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes; Tines.
Mr. DODD. Tines, directly to him.
To your knowledge, was Mr. Holloman aware of your assignment

in a surveillance capacity?
Mr. REDDITT. I have no way of knowing it, sir. I would think.

Again this is an opinion, I don't know.
Mr. DODD. You would assume he would know.
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. DODD. That would be normal operating procedure--
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. DODD [continuing]. As director of safety and fire, he would be

aware--
Mr. REDDITT. Right.
Mr. DODD [continuing]. Who was conducting surveillance.
At the time you were removed from your surveillance position at

the firehouse, did you have a conversation with Mr. Holloman?
Mr. REDDITT. When I was removed, I was carried to his confer-

ence room, to his presence.
Mr. DODD. Can you describe that conversation?
Mr. REDDITT. Again only that he was stating that there had been

a contract and that a person there had flown in to relate this
message and that they had secured a place at the Holiday Inn for
my family and myself.
Mr. DODD. Did he ask you, did Mr. Holloman ask you, about

what sort of information you had collected in your surveillance
capacity?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. DODD. Was there any discussion of the quality of your work?
Mr. REDDITT. No; none of that.
Mr. DODD. Were you aware at the time that Mr. Holloman was a

former agent for the Federal Bureau of Investigation?
Mr. REDDITT. No; I knew that he had been an FBI agent former-

ly, retired FBI agent.
Mr. DODD. You knew that in 1968?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
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Mr. DODD. Did you know or do you know what the COINTEL
program is?
Mr. REDDITT. Who?
Mr. DODD. COINTELPRO, counterintelligence program?
Mr. REDDITT. I was not familiar with that.
Mr. DODD. You were not familiar with it at all? You weren't

familiar, for instance, with the fact that there was a story circulat-
ed on March 29 of 1968 from the COINTELPRO that Dr. King was •
staying in a plush, white-owned hotel? Are you familiar with that
story at all?
Mr. REDDITT. I am familiar with it, but I didn't know what source

it came from.
Mr. DODD. You don't have any knowledge whatsoever of what the

counterintelligence program is or was.
I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I reserve my time for a moment, Mr. Chairman,

and yield back to the delegate from Washington, Mr. Fauntroy.
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman reserves the balance of his

time and yields to the gentleman from the District of Columbia,
Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Mr. Redditt, I want to read several portions of

testimony in our executive session with you, and to ascertain
whether or not this remains the truth today.
Counsel for the committee, Mr. Akers, said:
Mr. Redditt, I would like to get one other thing clarified. Do you recall that on

April 3, 1970, two black firemen were transferred from fire station No. 2 at South-
main Building?

You replied:
Yes, I heard about it.

Mr. Akers said:
You heard about it? Did you ever state that you felt that in particular the

removal of Fireman Newsum was connected to the conspiracy in that you felt that
you and he were the two most likely persons around the fire station to be able to
identify strange persons in the area and perhaps identify and apprehend an assail-
ant or assassin?

Your reply:
Well, I related this from—well, this was hearsay. I probably related it to some-

body else what I had heard.
Mr. AKERS. Well, do you recall stating that to me in our interview in December of

1976?
Mr. REDDITT. It is possible.
Mr. AKERS. Well, you did say that to me. Mr. Redditt, Inspector Tines has testified

before this committee and he has testified under oath to the fact that you called
him up on April 3 and indicated to him, or somehow communicated to him that you
had a concern about one of two Black firemen in the firestation No. 2 because you
knew they were involved in militant activities and sympathetic to strikers, to the
strikers, and involved in the strike activities, and you felt that they would be a
problem with respect to yours and Richmond's observation post. And pursuant to
that communication, Inspector Tines then called someone in the Memphis Fire
Department and stated the problem and thereafter, as we know, the firemen were
transferred. Do you recall talking to Inspector Tines about this?
Mr. REDDITT. I remember writing it. Richmond and I discussed it, and on break

Richmond said the guy was giving him a hard way to go, so we decided to write it
up as such, that not Wise but Newsum had given us a hard way to go, and was
going to give us a hard way to go and stay on his back.
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Mr. AKERS. So then it is a fact that you communicated at least in written material
about their presence?
Mr. REDDITT. That is right.
Mr. AKEFtS. Then wouldn't that be a fact, that that is the reason the black firemen

were transferred in the first place?
Mr. REDffirr. It could be a possibility. Why both? I was talking about one. Well, it

was an assumption.

Mr. Redditt, is that pretty much still accurate, the responses that
you gave to us in executive session?
Mr. REDDITT. That was after reading the memo.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Say that again.
Mr. REDDITT. That was—I read the memo on that particular

thing when the answer was given.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And your statements there are statements which

you would make today?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you.
Mr. Chairman, I would like to reserve my time and yield back to

anyone who may wish to be yielded to. If not--
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman reserves the balance of his

time, which is 1 minute, and the Chair now recognizes counsel to
the committee, Mr. Johnson.
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, with the committee's permission, I

would like to go over to the diagram and illustrate the situation.
Chairman STOKES. You may proceed.
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Redditt, can you see this diagram that is

illustrated here and would I be correct in suggesting that this
adequately depicts the crime scene on Main, Butler, Huling, and
Mulberry Streets showing the fire station, the roominghouse and
the Lorraine Motel?
Mr. REDDITT. That is correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Would I be correct then in the back of Fire Station

No. 2, which is the locker room located here, would be the window
that one would be able to look out and get an eastward view of the
Lorraine Motel? Would I be correct about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Dr. King was located in room 306, here. To get to

the Lorraine Motel, and I am not sure whether you were aware of
it or not but let me ask, were you aware of the fact that at this
particular time the back door, which would lead out onto Mulberry
Street, which would assume easy accessibility to the Lorraine
Motel, did you know that at the time that your surveillance post
was set up there, that that door was locked?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes.
Mr. JOHNSON. All right. You didn't have the key?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. All right, so if you were to leave the back of the

fire station to get to the Lorraine Motel, assuming something had
happened to Dr. King, your journey would then take you back into
the center of the firehouse, take you north out of the side door
which led to a parking area out here, take you east to this embank-
ment which is approximately 9 feet high. You would then have to
jump over the embankment, then run north on Mulberry street
because there is an embankment here about 8 feet, enter the
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courtyard, go up the circle of steps, go west—go east again and
then to room 306. Would I be correct about that?
Mr. REDDITI'. You would be correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. All right. Now I direct your attention to page 131

of Mark Lane's book, and I am directing your specific attention to
the third paragraph.
Mr. REDDITT. Which book is that, counsel?
Mr. JOHNSON. That is Code Name "Zorro", The Murder of Martin

Luther King, Jr., Mark Lane and Dick Gregory, which has been
marked as exhibit F-185.
Now let me read to you, Mr. Redditt, from the third paragraph

here. It says:
According to Redditt

I am quoting now, at least Mark Lane is quoting you, I
gather * * *
about half an hour, no more than 2 hours before Dr. King's assassination lieutenant
Arkin, who was in intelligence, came down to the station. He said, Ed, they want to
see you at headquarters. Redditt was reluctant to leave his post, to abandon the
entire security operation to Richmond. Redditt had difficulty leaving, since his plan
to cut off a potential escape from the scene, should there be an attempt on Dr.
King's life, was predicated upon a functioning team of at least two men.

Now my question to you, Mr. Redditt, does Mr. Lane in his quote
here adequately set out the situation of that afternoon?
Mr. REDDITT. No. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. Then, as this appeared in Mr. Lane's book, it is

absolutely erroneous; am I correct about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. I have no further questions.
One additional question. You have been asked earlier about a

plan. You seem to have suggested "being a policeman maybe I had
some ideas in mind about doing something to protect Dr. King,"
but Mr. Redditt, did there ever come a time, on either the 4th or
the 3d or any time before that you went to any of these buildings
and checked them out to see whether or not there was anything
that might give way to an assassin being in any of those buildings?
Mr. REDDITT. No.
Mr. JOHNSON. Did you ever, knowing the parking area here and

the bushes on the embankment that leads directly over to Mulber-
ry Street, did you ever go through the parking lot and maybe
either on the afternoon of the 3d or the morning or afternoon of
the 4th, just kind of walk through there and look around to see if
anybody was sitting over there?
Mr. REDDIrr. No; the only thing was by the fire station.
Mr. JOHNSON. So if there ever was a time that you had a plan,

the formulation of which was merely in your mind, no more, no
less?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
Mr. JOHNSON. Because at no time, assuming that you had a plan,

did you ever undertake any kind of surveillance or security or
whatever to implement. Would I be right then in assuming that
even if you had a plan, you weren't sure yourself what the plan
would be, assuming that something would happen to Dr. King? Am
I correct about that?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
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Mr. JOHNSON. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The gentleman from the District of Columbia

is recognized for 1 minute, the balance of his time.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr Chairman.
Mr. Redditt, two quick questions.
One, in response to Mr. Preyer's question about a plan, did not

Mr. Newsum in fact perform this service of surveillance, with
respect to the actual event of Dr. King's assassination, that you
would have performed had you been at that window at that time?
Mr. REDDITT. I missed that. Did you say Mr. Newsum?
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes. I mean Mr. Richmond, I am very sorry,

please forgive me. Mr. Richmond.
Mr. REDDITT. Would you repeat the question again, Congress-

man?
Mr. FAUNTROY. You indicated in response to a question here that

you would have contacted security authorities around the city had
you seen it from that window. Did Mr. Newsum do that—Mr.
Richmond?
Mr. REDDITT. I am not aware of that, sir. I was not there.
Mr. FAUNTROY. You don't know that he did that.
Second, I have just this question which will require I think

perhaps an extended answer by you. That is, you know the allega-
tion of conspiracy that has come to be woven around your presence
in Memphis and in the fire station during that week. That allega-
tion is that you were stripped as security from the scene by a
police chief who, prior to becoming police chief in Memphis, had
been for 25 years employed by the FBI, some several years of that
period very close to J. Edgar Hoover, and that the reason given for
your stripping had to do with a threat on your life that the police
chief felt merited his removing you from that post.
I wonder if you would just, in light of what you now know, state

to the committee how you think we should evaluate that allegation
of conspiracy.
Mr. REDDITT. Quite a task.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Yes, it is.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Congressman, I am not sure that the question is

completely clear to the witness. Are you asking with respect to his
own testimony or with respect to other matters that may have
been considered by this committee of which he may be aware?
Mr. FAUNTROY. I am asking him to respond with respect to his

own knowledge of his own role, and his understanding of the
reasons for his removal.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired. The

Chair will permit the witness to answer the question if he can.
Mr. REDDITT. I think, again on the more information that I have

received or know of or have been made aware of, as far as my
involvement within the total assassination, I feel that my part or
my function in the police department at that time would add—did
not add anything, was not a part, would not have been a part of a
scheme or a plan or a conspiracy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I think that answers

the question, and just to be clear, you are stating that if there were
a conspiracy, you do not believe that your removal was a part of it?
Mr. REDDITT. Correct.
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Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney, has reserved

the balance of his time.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Redditt, I just want to get one last point

clear just once more as firmly as I can.
In your questioning in our executive session, you and Mr. Akers,

staff counsel, discussed an interview you had with the British
Broadcasting Co. Counsel said, "Did you tell the representatives of
the British Broadcasting Co. that you were assigned to security for
Dr. King on April the 4th?"
Your reply was, "I really wouldn't recall."
Counsel then said, "If you did, are you now prepared to retract

such a statement?"
You answered, "Yes."
Is that answer the same today?
Mr. REDDITT. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. No further questions, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Do any other members seek recognition? Does counsel for the

committee have any further questions, Mr. Johnson?
Mr. JOHNSON. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. Mr. Redditt, under the rules of our committee,

at the conclusion of a witness' testimony, either the witness or his
counsel may be recognized for 5 minutes for the purpose of in any
way explaining or amplifying the witness' testimony. I would
extend to either you or Mr. Smothers at this time 5 minutes for
that purpose.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Mr. Chairman, first of all, let me thank the

committee for the cooperation that we have received here in the
scheduling of this appearance at a time convenient for both Mr.
Redditt and counsel.

Counsel's only observation for the committee would, I believe,
center around the central question which has been raised by many
members, and that is the nature of the activity to which Mr.
Redditt was assigned on April 3 and 4.

It is apparent I believe from both the previous testimony and the
record here today that Mr. Redditt began originally assigned to an
intelligence unit, was at the time of the arrival of Dr. King at the
airport assigned to the task of providing security, and that for
reasons that are clear on the record that that security, at least in
terms of a direct and close-in security, was withdrawn.

I think that beyond that point the question of the nature of this
witness' activity, whether it was to be classified strictly as security
or surveillance, is a matter which the committee clearly under-
stands it must resolve. Our only concern would be that in the
interpretation of this witness' testimony that we understand here -
that we may in fact be dealing with terms of art. The problem is of
course who defines those terms of art.
We had, in attempting to develop for you today a clear dichot-

omy between the security and surveillance activities, discussed the
situation of other persons who are assigned to guard a presidential
parade route, for example. The difference between an officer who is
20 blocks away and watching the character and conduct of persons
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in the area as distinguished from those who may be immediately
around the person to be protected.
I think it is clear from this record that the information provided

to Mr. Redditt did not in fact put him in a position to make a clear
distinction. I think it would be fair to say from this evidence that
after the direction to withdraw from the immediate area of Dr.
King, that some kind of watching, some kind of surveillance, did in
fact continue until such time as he was withdrawn.
We believe that the committee's efforts will clearly demonstrate

many reasons not apparent to Mr. Redditt for those determina-
tions, which were made by superiors in the department. If the
testimony today has, and we hope it has, helped the committee in
looking at this dichotomy between security and surveillance, then
it appears that Mr. Redditt has been helpful as a witness. Beyond
that, we have simply attempted to aid the committee in providing
that factual information which will complete the committee's
record.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you, Mr. Smothers.
Does the committee have anything further? If not, then thank

you, Mr. Redditt, for appearing. Thank you, Mr. Smothers, for your
appearance here.
The witness is excused.
Mr. SMOTHERS. Thank you.
Chairman STOKES. There being no further proceedings to come

before the committee at this time in this morning's session, the
committee will now recess until 2 p.m., this afternoon.
[Whereupon, at 11:50 a.m., the committee recessed, to reconvene

at 2 p.m.]
AFTERNOON SESSION

Chairman STOKES. The committee will come to order.
The Chair recognizes Professor Blakey.

NARRATION BY PROFESSOR BLAKEY
Mr. BLAKEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Evidence heard by the committee in executive session indicates

that the transfers of Firemen Newsum and Wallace may indeed
have been recommended by Detective Redditt. His superior officer,
Inspector Graydon P. Tines, testified before an executive session of
the committee that Detective Redditt expressed concern over the
presence of Mr. Newsum, a supporter of the striking sanitation
workers. It was Detective Redditt's opinion, according to Inspector
Tines, that Mr. Newsum might compromise the security of his
surveillance post.

Inspector Tines further testified that he informed the fire depart-
ment of Detective Redditt's concern, and the fire department re-
sponded by transferring both Mr. Newsum and Wallace, the only
other Black firemen in the station.
The committee also learned that on the morning of April 3, Dr.

King was met at the airport by a four-man police security detail
commanded by Inspector Don Smith. On arrival at the Lorraine,
the detail was increased to seven officers. Nevertheless, the detail
was disbanded that same afternoon, leaving Dr. King virtually
unprotected.
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The committee has further learned that police tact units, consist-
ing of three cars and 12 officers, were assigned to the vicinity of
the Lorraine and were on patrol on April 3 and April 4. The tact
units, however, were withdrawn shortly before the assassination.
To account for the removal of the security detail and the tact

units and to comment on the other allegations of official complic-
ity, the committee has called Mr. Frank Holloman. Mr. Holloman,
as director of fire and safety in Memphis in April 1968, was the
official with ultimate responsibility for the removal of Detective
Redditt. In addition, he is the accountable official for all of the
actions of the Memphis Police Department.
A retired FBI agent, Mr. Holloman once served in the office of

Director J. Edgar Hoover. He has served as Special Agent in
Charge of FBI Field Offices in Jackson, Miss., Atlanta, and Cincin-
nati. He left the FBI in 1946 to practice law in Laurel, Miss.
Mr. Holloman rejoined the FBI in 1948 and subsequently served

in Louisville, Los Angeles, and at FBI Headquarters in Washing-
ton. In 1959 he was assigned to the Memphis field office, where he
remained until his retirement from the FBI in 1964.
Mr. Holloman was director of the development for Memphis

State University from 1964 to 1966, and executive director of the
Mid-South Medical Center Council for Comprehensive Health Plan-
ning until January 1, 1968.
Mr. Holloman served as director of fire and safety in the city of

Memphis from 1968 through 1970. He is presently executive direc-
tor of Future Memphis, Inc.

It would be appropriate at this time, Mr. Chairman, to call Mr.
Holloman.
Chairman STOKES. The committee calls Mr. Holloman.
Do you solemnly swear the testimony you will give before this

committee is the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth,
so help you God?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I do.

TESTIMONY OF MR. FRANK C. HOLLOMAN, FORMER DIRECTOR
OF FIRE AND SAFETY, MEMPHIS, TENN.

Chairman STOKES. Thank you. You may be seated. The Chair
recognizes counsel for the committee, Mr. Mark Speiser.
Mr. SPEISER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Holloman, I welcome you to Washington.
You have had the opportunity to hear our chief counsel, Mr.

Blakey, briefly allude to your career with the FBI. I would like to
ask you some more penetrating questions about your career with
the Bureau and begin with that area of questioning on this point.
Would you state for the record what your professional occupation

is. I am led to believe that you are a lawyer by training. Is that
accurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. When did you first join the FBI?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. June of 1937.
Mr. SPEISER. While with the Bureau, did you succeed to positions

of a supervisory nature?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. SPEISER. Isn't it a fact that there came a time when you were
appointed agent in charge of certain field offices of the FBI?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Can you recapitulate for the committee the dates

that you were assigned to field offices and the offices themselves
where you served as the SAC, that is, the special agent in charge?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. This is from memory and I will be inaccurate as

far as specific dates are concerned. But I was agent in charge in
Jackson, Miss., in 1943. I was there for a very short time, several
months. Then I was transferred to Atlanta, Ga., and was there in
1943, 1944, and then I was transferred to Cincinnati probably in
1945, and I resigned from the FBI in 1946 while I was agent in
charge at the Cincinnati office. After that, when I went back to the
FBI, I was agent in charge of the Memphis office for a few months.
I went there in August of 1959 and was agent in charge until
March, or the spring of 1960.
Mr. SPEISER. What are the general functions of a SAC of an FBI

field office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. He is the individual who is in charge of the

office and has general overall administrative supervision of the
office, its operations, and those who are assigned to it.
Mr. SPEISER. Who within the Bureau were you directly reporta-

ble to? Was it Mr. Hoover? At least while you were serving in the
FBI.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say yes. Yes.
Mr. SPEISER. Did there come a time when you in fact became

very close professionally with Mr. Hoover during your career with
the FBI?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Can you elaborate on that, please?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I was inspector in charge of his office here in

Washington going back now from 1959—I believe from about 1952
until August of 1959.
Mr. SPEISER. For a period of 7 years you were inspector in charge

of Mr. Hoover's office. What are the duties and responsibilities
incumbent with that position?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I supervised the clerical employees in the office.

I was the only agent in the office and I was the general supervisor
of the office itself, and I also reviewed the memoranda, documents
that went into his office, except correspondence which went direct-
ly to his secretary, his executive secretary, and I generally was in
charge of people seeing Mr. Hoover; making appointments, and
advising him as to who he was to see or who wished to see him.
Mr. SPEISER. This lasted for a period of approximately 7 years?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Seven years, yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. How were you selected for that position?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. He selected me. It was just a selection on his

part.
Mr. SPEISER. Prior to being selected to that position, you had

served as agent in charge of several field offices?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Before that, I was in Washington in a supervi-

sory position in what was then called the crime records section or
division of the FBI.
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Mr. SPEISER. Would you characterize your position as a fairly
influential position within the Bureau, that is, as an inspector in
charge?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not from the standpoint of policy. In other

words, I had no policy responsibility, to speak of. I was more as an
aide, you might say, to the Director as far as supervising his office
was concerned. But those who made the policy and who were
responsible for the policy were the associate director at that time
and the assistant directors.
Mr. SPEISER. As you previously stated, you had the opportunity

to review reports that were furnished to the Director for his recom-
mendation or decision. I imagine then that on occasions Mr.
Hoover solicited your opinions and sought your input on decisions
that had to be made on the reports that you were bringing to his
attention?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. That is inaccurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. You never made any contribution concerning policy

matters to Mr. Hoover?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Very little. Very infrequently, if hardly at all. In

other words, I was a transmission belt, and I had nothing to do
really with policymaking in the FBI.
Mr. SPEISER. What function would be served by your merely

reading material prior to being read by the Director if in fact your
views or opinions were not solicited? Why would you be there to
read the mail prior to its going to Mr. Hoover?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. My purpose was to see that his instructions were

carried out and that memoranda or documents that were sent into
him were properly prepared, knowing what his policy was as to
what he desired in a memorandum, and then if there was some
question there as to whether or not that was complete or not
complete, then I would go back to the assistant director and have it
corrected before I would send it into the Director.
Mr. SPEISER. In other words, to a substantial degree you played a

fairly important role in the implementation of policy that was
effectuated by Mr. Hoover?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Implementation, no, sir. I would say that we had

a system at that time, what we called the—I forgot what we called
the system, but there were certain memoranda that would come
into him in which he would issue instructions in writing on those
memoranda, and it was my responsibility to see that those instruc-
tions were answered by the individual to whom those instructions
were issued.
Mr. SPEISER. You precisely responded in the fashion that I had

hoped you would. That is, from what you have just said, I would
characterize your function as one of an implementer of policy.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I wouldn't characterize my position as that im-

portant. I was more the transmission going in and out.
Mr. SPEISER. Didn't you just state that whatever decisions ema-

nated from Mr. Hoover's office, it was your responsibility to see
that they were answered?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. SPEISER. Was your relationship with Mr. Hoover social in
addition to professional?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. SO you had no personal contact with Mr. Hoover

outside of the office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Very little.
Mr. SPEISER. While you were with Mr. Hoover in his office as

inspector in charge, did you have the opportunity to discuss with
him Dr. Martin Luther King or the movement that he was leading?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It is my recollection that Mr. Hoover never

mentioned Dr. Martin Luther King to me at any time or discussed
him with me at any time while I was in Washington.
Mr. SPEISER. Is it your recollection, then, that at least during the

period 1952 through 1959, a 7-year span, that Mr. Hoover was not
focusing upon Dr. Martin Luther King either as a subject of possi-
ble concern to the Bureau or the movement that he was affiliated
with?
Mr. CIOLLOMAN. Not to my knowledge. Now, let me explain one

thing. When you said did he discuss it with me, Mr. Hoover dis-
cussed very little if anything with me. If I went into his office, it
was to deliver something to him, and he didn't call me in and ask
my opinion on matters or discuss matters that were happening in
the FBI at that time.
Mr. SPEISER. Let me approach my point from a different angle. I

believe you previously testified one of your functions was to review
much of the incoming correspondence that was directed toward Mr.
Hoover.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes.
Mr. SPEISER. Do you recall during that period that you were

inspector in charge reading any correspondence that was concerned
with programs of the FBI directed toward Dr. Martin Luther King
or the civil rights movement with which he was affiliated?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not that I can recall there was any interest as

long as I was there up until August of 1959.
Mr. SPEISER. SO if I may summarize your testimony, you have no

recollection of ever discussing with Mr. Hoover the Bureau's atti-
tude toward Dr. King, or reviewing any correspondence generated
within the Bureau focusing upon Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. To the best of my knowledge, I would say that is

correct.
Mr. SPEISER. Following the cessation of your tour of duty as an

inspector in charge, you returned to the field; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I beg your pardon?
Mr. SPEISER. Following the termination of your position as in-

spector in charge did you return to a field office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; I was agent in charge of the Memphis

office.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you have any discussion with Mr. Hoover con-

cerning Dr. King while you were the agent in charge of the Mem-
phis office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection, no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. What type of activities did you specialize in while

you were a member of the FBI? As I understand it, certain agents
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are assigned to bank robbery squads, to espionage. What type of
work were you primarily concerned with?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. General criminal work almost exclusively. At no

time can I recall was I working on internal security matters, as we
referred to them. I would investigate bank robberies and criminal
cases almost exclusively while I was in the FBI.
Mr. SPEISER. You performed a fair amount of intelligence-type

work then; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. You did no intelligence-type work while you were

with the bureau?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, not that I can recall. In other words, I

was doing criminal investigations, like a bank robbery. I handled
several of the bank robbery investigations that occurred in Mem-
phis at that time, and that had no connection with intelligence.
Mr. SPEISER. So at no time while you were with the FBI were you

involved in any surveillance-type activities or information-gather-
ing activities for the Bureau indices; is that your testimony?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection, in the vein in which you

ask me the question. I may have had a criminal informant during
my tenure, but that was strictly a criminal investigation-type in-
formant who would give me information regarding criminal activi-
ties. I probably did have, all of us I would say generally had,
informants in the Bureau.
Mr. SPEISER. Let me ask you this question: If to the best of your

recollection you were not personally involved in intelligence-type
work, did you ever through your position as agent in charge of
several field offices become knowledgeable about the activities of
the FBI in the intelligence-gathering field?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Oh, yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Following your departure from the Bureau, as Mr.

Blakey indicated in his narration, you held several positions until,
I understand it, January 1 of 1968. At that time you were appoint-
ed director of Memphis police. At that time you succeeded to the
position of director of police and fire safety of the city of Memphis;
is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, I did. The title was director of fire and

police.
Mr. SPEISER. Was that an appointed position or elected position?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It was an appointed position.
Mr. SPEISER. How were you appointed, and by whom?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. The mayor at that time, the newly elected

mayor appointed me to the position.
On January 1 of 1968, to give you some view of what was hap-

pening, a new form of government came into effect in Memphis.
Before that they had a commissioner form of government. Then we
had a council and mayor form of government. Mayor Henry Loeb
was elected the first mayor. I did not know him personally or well.
In other words, he was not someone that I was on a very close
relationship with, and I was advised as to whether or not I would
consider the appointment to this position of director of fire and
police. My first answer was no. I was then approached the second
and third time, and on the third occasion there were several promi-
nent businessmen in Memphis who urged me to take the position
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as they thought it was a public duty that I should accept. And I did
accept it, on the condition that the mayor would not interfere with
the operations of the police department or the fire department, and
that relationship was agreed to and was complied with.
Mr. SPEISER. Apparently Mayor Loeb was fairly determined to

have you fill that position of director if he made at least three
efforts directly and indirectly to have you assume that position?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That's my impression; yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Is Mayor Loeb still alive or is he deceased?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, he is alive, and he lives in Forrest City, Ark.
Mr. SPEISER. What were his attitudes toward Blacks?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It's hard for me to tell you what his attitudes

were toward the Blacks. Now, I will say this, that when I was
appointed director I was either the second or third director that
was appointed, and I began to meet with him before January 1
regarding what his plans were, and so forth, and at that time I
learned from him that he did not plan to appoint a Black as a
director. And I insisted that he definitely should do so. And as a
result of that he did appoint a Black as one of his directors. Now
for me to tell you what his attitude toward the Blacks was would
be very difficult for me to say. He never indicated to me any, let's
say, racist attitudes toward the Blacks. Obviously I will say this,
that his reputation in the community was that he had somewhat
racist attitudes. But I cannot tell you what his attitudes were
because I really don't know, and he didn't give me any information
on which I can base a true answer to your question.
Mr. SPEISER. I believe when we met yesterday for the first time,

you indicated to me, that it was your opinion that Mr. Loeb was a
racist. Did I misunderstand you? Were you conveying to me what
you understood to be the community's understanding and percep-
tion of Mr. Loeb?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. The latter, the perception of the Black communi-

ty in Memphis. He was not liked by the Black community in
Memphis.
Mr. SPEISER. But you, yourself, having had 25 years of law en-

forcement with the FBI and being trained to be a person to evalu-
ate people, were unable to draw a conclusion then, and even now,
as to Mayor Loeb's attitudes toward Blacks?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. In my opinion I don't think he was a racist.
Mr. SPEISER. Yet his reputation was such within the community?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes.
Mr. SPEISER. What were your duties as director of police and fire

safety?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I had general supervision and responsibility for

the fire department and the police department.
Mr. SPEISER. Who was the chief of police at that time?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Mr. J. C. Macdonald.
Mr. SPEISER. And of the fire department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Mr. Eddie Hamilton.
Mr. SPEISER. Between the period of January 1, 1968, when you

were appointed to that position by Mayor Loeb, and April 4, 1968,
when Dr. King was assassinated, would you characterize yourself
as a mere figurehead occupying the position of director of police
and fire safety, or were you involved in the formulation and imple-
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mentation of policy and the actual operational phase of the police
department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I was not involved directly in the everyday oper-

ational procedures of the department at that time, and I will
explain it in this way: I took office on January 1. At that time we
were faced with several, $3 or $4 million deficits, in the city gov-
ernment, and by law we could not on July 1 have a deficit. So,
from January 1 until February 15, about when the sanitation
strike—I was involved deeply in fiscal matters. In other words, we
were trying to see how we were going to cut back in operating
expenses, and so forth, in order to come up to a July 1 deadline
with no deficit.
Then, of course, after the sanitation strike I was involved with

the problems of a strike with two demonstrations a day. But I did
not walk into the fire department and the police department as
director and say from now on I am taking over. As a matter of fact,
to illustrate as far as the police department is concerned—and I
am not in this way trying to say I was not responsible; I was
director of fire and police and I was responsible, but Hamilton was
one of the finest fire chiefs this country has ever had and he ran
the fire department.

I was also permitting Chief Macdonald to run the police depart-
ment. When there would be meetings as to what was happening
during the sanitation strike as far as demonstrations and what not
were concerned, I would go from my office over to his office instead
of them coming to my office to report to me; I would go to his
office, where the field commanders were reporting to him, in order
to observe and to hear what was going on in the field. So I am not
trying to in any way dodge my responsibility. I accept that. But I
will say that in all fairness, the day-to-day operations of both the
fire department and the police department at that time were han-
dled by the chiefs of those respective departments.
Mr. SPEISER. I imagine that Mr. Loeb hired you for one of two

reasons, either because you shared the same political beliefs that
he possessed or, alternatively, because of your past experience,
which was quite substantial, 25 years with the FBI, the most
reputable law enforcement agency in the eyes of many people;
either one of those two reasons were the foundation for your selec-
tion as opposed to any fiscal know-how that you might possess?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would assume that; yes.
Mr. SPEISER. Can you delineate, then, focusing upon the police

department, what your responsibilities were vis-a-vis Mr. Macdon-
ald, the chief of police? Between January 1, 1968, and the date of
the assassination.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right. I do delineate between the two because I

think he was in charge of the everyday operational procedures in
the department. I am not saying that I was not involved in any -
policy matters that might have come up at that time. And later on
after that when the new chief of police came in, I will tell you that
I was very active in the operations and the whole administration of
the police department.
Mr. SPEISER. Were you involved in decisions concerning the

transfer of personnel from one fire station to another or one police
station to another?
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Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. That did not fall within your province?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. That was within the discretion of someone below

you?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. What was the nature of the relationship between

the Memphis Police Department while you served as director and
the Memphis office of the FBI?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Very cordial, cooperative relationship.
Mr. SPEISER. Would you say it was rather unique in the sense

that here was an individual, namely yourself, who headed up both
the FBI office and the police department? That in and of itself I
would imagine would contribute to a harmonious relationship to
the two?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It was unique but not for the reasons you gave.

This relationship had existed for many years, and it did not change
when I came there. In other words, it had been a very close,
cooperative operation between the two departments. It continued
after I came there, but it was not because it was me who was
added. This situation existed. This was something that had existed
for years and it was well known.
Mr. SPEISER. You say it was a well-known fact that the Memphis

FBI and the Memphis Police Department worked well together?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Worked what?
Mr. SPEISER. Worked well together.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. SPEISER. Probably more so than in the other areas where you

served as either an FBI special agent or as agent in charge of the
office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say so; yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Was there a two-way street in terms of the flow of

information?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes.
Mr. SPEISER. Intelligence information?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As far as I can recall, there was.
Mr. SPEISER. Was it the normal practice of the Memphis Police

Department to furnish the FBI office in Memphis with intelligence
information that it felt fell within the province of the FBI, and
likewise for the FBI office in Memphis to furnish the police depart-
ment in Memphis with information that it felt fell within its
jurisdiction?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Were there agents still working in the Memphis

FBI office who were there while you were director of the Memphis
Police Department, and before that SAC of the Memphis FBI
office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. In other words, there were agents that worked

under you while you were SAC who were still there while you were
with the Memphis Police Department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Were there a number of them?
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Mr. HOLLOMAN. When you ask me a question, I was trying to in
my own mind, trying to remember their names and how many it
was. I would say it would have been somewhere between 5 and 10,
but I couldn't be more specific.
Mr. SPEISER. Was Mr. Jensen there?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No; he was the agent in charge who came in—he

was not an agent. Mr. Jensen was not an agent while I was agent
in charge.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you work well with Mr. Jensen?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Oh, yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. When you succeeded to the position of director of

the Memphis Police Department, did you pay particular attention
and express more than casual interest in the intelligence area of
the Memphis Police Department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. At what time?
Mr. SPEISER. When you first came on.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. I believe when you first joined the Memphis Police

Department they didn't even have an intelligence division, that it
was really in an embryonic stage, and because of your past experi-
ence with the most well-known and largest source of intelligence-
type information, that you took a special interest in trying to
develop the intelligence division of the Memphis Police Depart-
ment. Is that accurate or inaccurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say it is accurate as to a point. I cannot

pinpoint as to when I first arrived there. I would say that yes, I
was interested, and particularly during those times, I was interest-
ed in intelligence and later on I was very much involved in and did
push for a good, efficient intelligence bureau.
Mr. SPEISER. Are you familiar with the counterintelligence pro-

gram of the FBI that is commonly alluded to by the acronym
COINTELPRO?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No; except that there is a faint recollection that

I have of a program of that type. That name means absolutely
nothing to me. If it was called that, I do not recall it being that
name in the FBI, but as far as the Communist Party was con-
cerned, I have a faint recollection that there were some types of
tactics similar to these that were probably followed. I don't recall
anything of this kind going outside of possibly the Communist
Party sphere or area.
Mr. SPEISER. Up until the date April 4, 1968, is it your testimony

that you, Frank Holloman, were unaware of any program initiated
by the FBI targeting Dr. King, the main purpose of which was to
discredit Dr. King among his peers?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. It is your testimony you are unfamiliar with that?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I am unfamiliar with that.
Mr. SPEISER. At any time prior to Dr. King's arrival in Memphis

on April 3, 1968, did you partake in any way, shape, fashion, or
form, in the selection of the hotel that Dr. King would stay in?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. There have been suggestions that perhaps you were

cognizant of an effort by the FBI to direct Dr. King toward hotels
which were white-owned and plush motels, the purpose of which
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would be to discredit Dr. King in the eyes of his black followers,
and that you, as director of the police and fire safety in Memphis,
knowingly assisted the FBI in implementing their program--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is untrue. As a matter of fact, when he was

there on a previous occasion, when he stayed at the Peabody Hotel
I didn't even recall him being at the Peabody Hotel until I read
some of the reports at that time.
Mr. SPEISER. You made no effort to direct Dr. King toward the

Rivermont Hotel in Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir; absolutely not.
Mr. SPEISER. During the period that you were director of police

and fire safety in Memphis from January 1, 1968, until Dr. King's
April 3d visit to your city, did the police department under your
direction furnish anybody with any security protection?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not that I recall, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Dr. King was the first person while you served as

director for whom your department offered and in fact implement-
ed security precautions for?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir; that is correct.
Mr. SPEISER. From your experience with the FBI, you were

aware, then, that the FBI normally does not engage in the service
of providing protection for individuals who may be the targets of
threats; is that accurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. The FBI?
Mr. SPEISER. The FBI. They normally do not involve themselves

in furnishing protection?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Correct. I never knew for them to do so.
Mr. SPEISER. So that is a primary mission of a local police depart-

ment, if in fact such protection is to be afforded?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Prior to Dr. King's April 3, 1968 visit to Memphis,

did you personally become aware that there were threats that were
directed toward Dr. King that might materialize if he arrived in
Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall them myself at this time nor since

this investigation has been going on. I have read reports which
have alluded to the fact that there were certain threats, and I
probably did know about them at the time.
Mr. SPEISER. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would request that

MLK exhibit F-186 be marked into evidence and a copy be pro-
vided the witness.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into

evidence at this point.
[Whereupon, MLK exhibit F-186 was marked for evidence.]
[The exhibit follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-186

DISORDERS

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE 

(February 12, through April li,1968)

A Report submitted to Mr. Is.-anit!Ionian, Directo;-
of Fire and Police,

by

1.1.E. H. A ri?.in, of the Intelitgence Section of the InsiP4tionai
Bureau of the Me.ruphis Police Department.
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March 20,1968 (continued)

On 3/20/68 two instances of Strike oriented vandalism were reported,
and threats were made to burn down both Longview, and Merrill School on Fri-
dug, March 22,1968, the date of the proposed Massive March to be led by Martin
Luther King Jr. And an obscene telephone call was received by the wife of white
Councilman, Jerred Blanchard

On 3/20/68 Black Power Groups were ranging around the schools in
South Memphis intimidating teachers and students, threatening them against
holding classes on 3/22/68. The rumor was abrcad as well, that militant negro
Minister, Rev. Ezekiel Bell had made arrangements for Stokeley Carmichael to
come to Memphis and speak at his church.

On 3/20/68 Local Black Power militant,leader;NJohn B.Sinithalong with7
other Black Power advocates went to the principal of DoUglas High School, and
demanded that he be allowed to speak to the students in the auditorium of the school.
He was however told to leave. ; ••

Intelligence sources revealed _that the organization of students for the
planned march on March 22,1968 was- in the hands of Hie Rev. Harold Middlebrook,
S. C. L. C., and C. 0. M. E. member, and the 'organization of aclult gro ups and par-
ticipation in the march was in the hands of local militant Black Power leader, Rev.
James Morris Lamson Jr. , pastor of Centenary Methodist Church. And further that
Gerald Fanion, another Negro leader was organizing a large rally to be held on
the parking lot at Club Paradise on the night of 3/21/68, and az ich was to be brand-
cast over WLOK. Furthermore on 3/20/68, James Bevel, on the Staff of Martin ,
Luther King, SCLC leader with leftist leanings, made an incendiary anti-war speech
to the students at LeMoyne College/referring to President Johnson as"another Hit-
ler, and denouncing the Viet Nam War, stating colored soldiers should be fighting
for their own rights here. „Bevel had been brought to LeMoyne college by a Negro
drama Department instructo•-r•named Lee, and was notably friendly with Charles
Cabbage, local Black-Power activist, and his group known as the Invaders rho were
observed in the aiiTseitae:'

Police assignments remained constant 3/20/68 and involved the escort-
ing of garbage trucks throughout the City, and the patrolling of marches and demon-
strations, as well as the regular neighborhood patrols.

March 21,1968 

On 3/21/68 City Council members voted against Negro Councilnzan
J.0. Patterson !s proposal allowing a dues checkoff for the AFSCME Union, and
passed instead a resolution calling for mediation sessions with both sides sitting
down with Frank B. Miles, a former Federal mediator.

On 3/21/68 Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., was in Greenwood, Mississippi,
organizing his Poor People's Campaign., usirg a tenant farmer's shantyas the
sombol of the campaighn. In Memphis hue ever, Don Stevens of WHBQ Radio Sta-
tion received a telephoned threat on the Life of Martin Luther King Jr. wherein
a man with what was described as having an Italian accent advised Mr. Stevens
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March 21,1968(continued)

that if Martin Luther King returned to Memphis he would be shot, 3/22/68.
An attempt was made with Southern Bell, Telephone ani Telegraph Co. to check
out this call, but it was discovered that it was made from a pay telephone booth,
and nothing further could be developed about the caller.

Tension was generally high in the city on 3/21/68 and Black Paler activ-
ist groups were going around to the schools in the City, threatening the children,
and terachers and threatenirg to strip their cars and damage the schools if anyone
shaved up for classes on 3/22/68. Such threats were reported from Wisconsin St.
School, Gordon School, Humes and Northside High Schools.

A large number of placards were delivered tatlayborn Temple, Head-
quarters of the Labor Union-Ministerial Alliance coalition during the strike by the
C.A. Davis printing Co. Some of them were for local 7-n64-chants and read: "Closed
Today—We are on March." ,

_

Memphis Razzing Aztliority employees were recseiiling telephone threats
allegedly from Cornelia Crenshaw, who had beenactive in the Strike, and a former
Mayor Ingram supporter and Memphis Housing Authority employee.

,
There was as well a runzor. of a threatened walkout by Negro employees

at Baptist Hospital. And at a meeting sponsored by the Union and the Minister's
Alliance at the Mt. Olive,C.M..E,-Clzurclithere was talk of firebombs aid burning.
A private business was ihreateiredin'the downtown area, as well as Hamilton High
school., and a bus service in North Mernphie; At these meetings, mimeographed
and Zeroxed copies of H. Rap Brown's letter =a from pli son in Louisiana was being
circulated by the Negro Activists, and the Ministers were distributing the C. 0. M. E
(Community on the Move for,Equility), letter enlisting the support of Memphis-Schoo
teachers in supportin-g:the March-to-be led by Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., planned
for 3/22/68. 17ds date as well, a carbine is reported to lave been purchased by a-
.Negro, associated with the activists.

On the evening of 3/21/68 Martin Luther King Jr. returned to Memphis,
and held a strat4y_meeting at the Lorraine Motel, with reference to the proposed
March to be held 3/22/68. And rumors were abroad that H. Rap Brown would come.
to Memphis to participate in the march, thou6,71z it was known that he was in jail in
Louisiana at this time.

March 22,1968. 

On March 22,1968 Memphis was visited with the heaviest snow fall since
1892, and the Press Scimitar of that date carries a story under the caption, "King
March cancelled by Snow." and on its editorial (age carried tic editorial, "Give
Mediation Full Chance. ''

Furthermore on the night of 3/22/68 suspicious Male Negroes in auto-
mobiles were observed in the vicinity of Mayor Loeb 's home. Shots were fired
into homes in two instances, resulting from sqiike agitated teision. , and there
were three reported instancesof strike oriented vandalism.
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March 31,1968 (continued)

By the evening of Sunday March 31.1968 there were only 1000
National Guardsmen remaining in the City.

And on the evening of 3/31/68 Rev.Ja=s Bevel, Rev.Hosea_
Williams, Rev. janzes Jacks, and Rev.James Orange all of Martin Luther KUM'S
staff arrived in Memphis ostensibly to plan for the massive march which Martiit.
Luther King was to lead between April .3 and 5, l968 in Memphis.

The Commercial Appeal of 3/31/68 carried the store of George!:
Bryan, staff writer, under the caption: 119 RIOT CASES FILL TWO COURTS:
He reported that on Slturday March 30,1963 in City Courts there were 119 riot'
cases. He reported that 13 persons were held to the State; 66 cases were contin-
ued, 6 persons were released after payz&g City Fines;: and 34 persons were ais-
missed.

^

Another storg in. the Commerail. Appealof 3/31/68 was carriecl--::
under the caption: NEW MEDIATION EFFORT SUGGESTED BY 3 TOP CLERCYZIEA
This story stated that new efforts toward'inediation of the Sanitation Strike zvere!be-
ing suggested by Roman Catholic Bishop of Tennessee, Joseph Durick; Episcopal
Bishop of Tennessee, John Vander Horst; and Methodist Bishop of Tennessee; Ellis
Finger. • ,

A-Pril 1,1968.

On April 1,1968 Mayor Loeb/ordered the curfew lifted at 12.MLd-
night, and a City spokesman stated the City was stadying a series of steps to be!
taken in the face of a promised second march by Dr. Martin Luther Ling Jr. Several
of King's aides were _in toicii-planning the March.

_•

, Strike oriented reports of vandalism, harassment etc continued to
increase over ease reported for the previous night.

1

\\At 2PM 4/1/68, Agent Johnson of the local FBI Officer reported
that Helen Perkii-of the American Airlines office stated she had received a tele-
phone call from a-rniddle aged Male White( or sozr one who sounded like one) zeizo
stated: "Your airlines brought King to Memphis, and uhen he comes again a bozn1;-:,
will go off and he will be assassinated."

There were more threats reported against the life of Mayor Lae&
from ni enz bers of Negro Juvenile gangs.

Intelligence information was that Dr. Martin Luther King's Lieuten
ants were being called to Memphis from all over the country.

At 1;30PM there were 1200 Ratiozal Guardsmen left in the City,.azzd
by nightfall, not more than 400 were expected to be left in the City.

The March which started at 3;40PM April 1,1068 involved betwee
400 and 500 demonstrators.
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APril 1,1968 (continued)
7.

Threats against the Memphis Police canze in from a number of sgurces
bei ;en 3;30/68 and 4/1/68. And on one occasion, U.S. Civil Rights Commission
worker, Rosetta Miller, who had been participating in the Demonstrations since the
start of the Saaitation Strike, told Det. Redditt, that they were going to get hi;;., and-
if she had a gun herself, she uxuld shoot him herself. This remark was made no dtn-bt
because it was known that Det. E. E.Redditt was returning information from the meet—
ings he attended to the Memphis Police Department.

On April 1,1968 Larry Payne, a Male Negro teenager, who had been shot
dziling the riots, after he had been found boating, 'and pulled a knife on a Police Officer,
was laying in state in Clayborn Temple. The intizrzation being that his actions were
sanctioned by C. O. M. E. and the negro ministers who diffti.led\on the issue of non-vio
lence seemed to be wavering at this point in the direction of 'violence.

A pril 2,1968 
• ..-••

The Press Scimitar on 4/2/6)3 ,uacerd storki.-15-1i6ned, MEMPHIS HIS QUIET
NIGHT, quotes Asst. Chief Bill Price as reporting that activity during the night of 4/1/68
had been no greater than usual.

(-- The Commercial Appeal carried a storY.-Under the caption : IILIYKENDALL_
ACCUSES KING OF SPARKING MEMPHIS c.-..As.kt in which Tennessee Congressman:a:in
Kuykendall on the House floor accused Dr. Mai-tin Lutler King Jr. of agitating destruct-
ion and hatred in Memphis. . \.

//
in another story in the Commercial Appeal under the caption: CITY STUDIES;

COUNTER STEPS TO TIME:A -T.0F _111ASS MARCH, it was reported that Mayor Henry-•_
Loeb was studyinkwhat legal ste -plicOuld be taken to prevent another mass march,
and among the reniedles considered were: Court Injunctions against Leaders; Resumption
of the Curfew; and the,Placing-of Leaders under Peace andl inancial Responsibility Bonds

In a story 411tIze Press Scimitar of 4/2/68 under the cation: COUNCIL TAKIN:
NEW STRIKE ROLL, it!was reported that the City Council was calling for resumption of
mediation talks with t1-20' Garbage Strikers.

C. 0.M. E. held a strategy meeting at Clayborn Temple at 10AM lac 4/2/68
in uhich the ministers associated explored the possibility of securing 0. E. 0. and W. 0.
P.C. money to pay for an office for them, and their operations. At (mother meetirg cf
C. 0. M. H. leaders at the Lorraine Motel 6PM. 4/2/68, some of the Members asked for.
the removal of James Morris Lawson as leader of COME.

The body of Larry Payne who had been shot during the rioting 3/28/68 which-
een laying in State at Clapborn Temple since 4/1/68 was viewed by thousands of

strikers and Strike Sympathisers. The Funeral was held in the Temple in the afternoon-
will: the Rev. B. T. Dumas officiating. Interment was in the New Park Cemetery on Horn •
Lake Road. No incidents were reported daring the Funeral.

Bayard Rustinz of the A. Phillip Randolph Inst. , and Victor Gotheram, Eser.
directrry nf tho nict,;,t Prifit/ri/ if.27 artf_fluz ,d_  rerim n 1.71.7# nnn on.,
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April 2,1,Z8 (continued)

from all over the U.S. would converge on Memphis. to march. Local rumors were
at 30,000 people would be in Memphis for We Nationwide march to be led by Dr.

Martin Luther King Jr. .

Latelligence sources revealed that Charles Cabbage, Edwina Harrell, John
B. Smith and other Invader leaders uiree meeting in Room 315 of the Lorraine Motel
Ora other Black activists and King aides, and that anothermeeting between them and
Martin Luther King was being planned for 4/3/68. They held two meetings at 6P1k1

• and 9PM in re; the funding of the Invaders by National organizations.

April 2,1908 a Mr. Robert Campbell of 3546 Aurora Circle called stating
that he had received a telephone call from Columbus, O.dp from a former business
associated who was a reliable man, zho stated tint V King returned to Memphis
Airport for his March, he would be killed by a Negro and -4h that a a*iteci-)zliricn
Memphis Policeman would be blamed for it. Mr.-Campbell 's frdezd would sot re-
veal where he had received this information. ---- -

\\
4/2/65' at a Press Conference at Clayborn Temple, Nev. Samuel Ryles, and

Rev. Jesse Jackson, an S. C. L. C. member announced Mass meeting s would'be re-
sumed 4/3/08. Rev. Kyles also announced that he was soliciting all alleged Police .
Brutality Complaints. Rev.Jesse Jackson called for boycotts citing four ltafempids-
targets, Coca Cola Bottling Co.; Harts Bread' Co.; Wonder Bread Co. • and Seal
Test Dairy Prodzcts. He accused whiteracism for the trouble in Memphis.

' .
In an Interview with Inspector .Tines on 4/2/68 the Rev. Dewitt Alcorn;

a local Negro Minister accased Rev.Jaires Morris Lawson & Rev. 11.1. Ralph Jackson
for the riot on 3/28/68. *also accused Lawson of being a communist. He further
indicated that he felt tint VizStoand Maxine Smith, and Jesse Turner of IVAACP°:
could nok longer Maintain ebectiire-leadership of the Negro Community in Memphis.

Spokesman fro* thi\Negra Ministers in volved in the strike stated that they
would ignore any injunctiolt 4gainst holding a Massing-March in Memphis. There wer,.
only 7 4eportedk.stances/Of strike oriented harassment and vandalism on 4/2/68.

April 3,1968. 

Under the caption of DAY OF DECISIONS, the Press Scimitar of 4/3/63
carried a picture of Mayor Henry Loeb, and Director of Fire and Police, Frank
C. Rolloman, entering the Federal Building seeking an injunction against the plan-
ned Nationwide March to be led in Memphis by Dr. Martin Luther Ring. The same
story shows a picture of Martin Luther Ring arriving at the Airport with his
aides.

The Commercial Appeal of g/3/68 under the caption MARCH SPOKESMAN=
VOWS TO IGNORE ANY COURT BANS, carried a story quoting the Rell.Samuel.B.
Kyles stating, 'such things as in4unctions or peace bond would have no effect on
the march."

The headlines of the Press Scimitar of 4/3/68 were JUDGE FORBIDS BIG
MARCH PLANNED LED BY KING, UNION MEN., and the story accompanying it__
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April 4,1968 (continued)

".`lmn. Richmond reported that the-re were approx. 10 Male Negroes in the Parking
of the Lorraine Motel at the time Dr. King was shot.

During the day of April 4,1968 prior to the Assassination of Dr. Martin;
Luther King Mr. Cato Ellis advised that Federal Marshalls were guarding the homes,
of Federal District Atty. Tom Robinson, ledertd Judge MacRae, and Federal clidge
Bailey Brown.

Intelligence sources further report that at the meetings between S. C. L. C.
and the invaders at the Lorraine Motel, S. C. L. C. was endeavoring to secUrix the,
services of the Invaders as parade marshalls for the massive march planned for- April
8,1968. Furthernorre at one of these meetings the Rev. James Morris Lawson was. over
-heard to have made the reritarei, "Thank God for the riorioi last week, for witluna it;we would never have gotten all this outside help."

;
It is worthy of note that four tact units were.working near the LorrainaHotei

at the time Dr.Martim Luther King was shot, al thg-With-six additional cars zrZ-1..rc_
manned with four men each, all of whom along with 'Homicide and Irtelligence Officer:
were dispatched to the scene to guard it, and- assist in the search for the Assassin of
Dr. Martin Luther King. (The Tact Units.-eonsisted Of from 12 to 16 men each)

<
April 4,1968 a curfew was declared between 7PM and 5AM and Mern.ais.-City

Schools were drdered closed for 4/5/68., .Governor Buford Ellington ordered the
National Guard to Memphis, ar4-at-12.Midnight Lt.Arkin of Police Department-httelli-
gence reported 800 Law Enforcenie—in -OeficErs,.on duty consisting of Memphis 1-76-lice-
ment, Tennessee Highway Patrolmen, and Sheriff's Deputies, and by Midnight 38007
National Guardsmen had arrived in the City.

\ „
There were focApril,4,1968-16" reported incidents of strike oriented v&ede..i-

ism, and at 11:4GPM the-rumor -was-abroad, that Bernie Lansky a Beale Street mere&
who had suffered in the riot of 3/28/68 had hired the assassin of Dr. Martin Luther K4

April 5,1958.  \\\
7,

The assassinat-Wn of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., received nationavide news
coverage, for several days following his death, the Memorial March for him in Aferreet
on April 8,1963, and his funeral.

In Memphis April 5, was a day of arson and looting., as reported on the edit
ial page of the Commercial Apeal of 4/5/63, which showed pictures of the burtzirg of
Ferrell Lumber Co., at 1001 North Second, above an editorial ccp timed: MEMPHIS
NIEELS CALM., WHICH went onto say:

"The death of Dr. King does not solve any pro-
blems in Memphis or in the nation. Indeed, it aggravates the existing problems and
makes more urgent the need for settlement of the Memphis dispute that precipitated
the assassination. "

In the Press Scimitar of 4/5/68 in a story under the caption: DAYLIGHT
VIOLENCE BREAKS OUT A.F TER BUSY NIGHT FOR POLICE. 115 Arrests were re-\
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Mr. SPEISER. Mr. Holloman, for the purpose of the members of
our audience, just to summarize what MLK F-186 is, it is a report
prepared by Lieutenant Arkin of the Memphis Police Department,
directed toward you, entitled, "Civil Disorders, Memphis, Tennes-
see," covering a period February 12, to April 16, 1968.
This is just a segment of that report, and on pages 30, 39, and 41

of that report there is information that has been apparently re-
ceived by the Memphis Police Department concerning threats that
might be implemented against Dr. King when he arrived in Mem-
phis on his April 3 visit. One apparently came from a radio an-
nouncer, a second came from an FBI agent, and the third, the
information came from an independent source.
Were you familiar with the information that was the substance

of this report prior to Dr. King's coming to Memphis on April 3?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall specifically that I was, but in all

probability I was aware of it. I do not deny that it was brought to
my attention. I do not recall specifically these matters to which
you have referred.
Mr. SPEISER. Had Dr. King or any members of his immediate

advisers requested security protection in connection with their
April 3 visit to Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir. They refused it.
Mr. SPEISER. No. I am asking you initially prior to their visit did

they orally or in writing request the Memphis Police Department
protection when they arrived in Memphis for Dr. King and during
his stay?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. If you were not privy to any information concerning

threats that had been directed against Dr. King prior to his arrival
on April 3, and if Dr. King did not personally or through an aide
solicit protection from the Memphis Police Department, then what
prompted your department to take it upon themselves to offer Dr.
King protection?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Because a week before that he was in Memphis

for the march of the 28th, I believe it was, and at that time there
was a riot. The march was not successful, it broke out and it
resulted in a riot in Memphis, and Dr. King was there. And there
was a question as to our concern for his welfare, that something
similar to that might occur again. But I do not want my testimony
to show that on one of the premises you stated, that I was not
aware of any threats, because as I said, I do not now recall those
threats, but I would also say that in all probability I was aware of
those threats.
Mr. SPEISER. You are aware that Dr. King had made two prior

visits within 2 weeks prior to the April 3 visit, that is on March 18
and March 28. Why was there no protection afforded him on those
occasions? There was a sanitation strike that was in effect at that
time, was there not?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. SPEISER. Why was there no protection afforded him at that

time?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. He was just another person who was involved in

the sanitation strike, and there was no reason apparently that we
even thought of providing security for him.

36-411 0 - 79 - 17
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Mr. SPEISER. If he was just another person involved, then why on
April 3 did you merit protection?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Because of the riots of the 28th to a very large

extent.
Mr. SPEISER. Were you personally involved in the planning and

formulation of the security measures that would be instituted in
protecting Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, not directly. That would have been an

operational matter as to what would be done and by whom it
would be done.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you have any knowledge prior to Dr. King's

arrival on April 3, 1968, there were going to be security measures
instituted for his safety?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir. Yes, sir, and that a detail would be sent

to the airport to meet him. I knew that, yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you know who headed up that detail?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Did I know at that time who was on the detail?
Mr. SPEISER. Who was in charge of the detail or the arrange-

ments?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It would have had to have been the chief of

detectives. Don Smith was the inspector in charge of it. I must
have known that much.
Mr. SPEISER. But you don't recall at this time—put aside do you

recall—I am asking you, did you involve yourself in the formula-
tion of the actual details of the security measures that would be
instituted?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, I did not do that. I was probably aware

of them. I was probably advised of them, but I was not involved in
the actual formulation and the operation of them.
Mr. SPEISER. Was that not a critical time in the history of the

city of Memphis, April 3, that is, the possibility of an impending
strike? I believe, as a matter of fact, you were in court that day
trying to get an injunction to prevent that strike?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. To prevent--
Mr. SPEISER. I am sorry, to prevent the demonstration.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. To the march Dr. King came there for.
Mr. SPEISER. So wasn't that a critical period in the city of Mem-

phis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; it was, because only a week before we had a

riot, and I think that our concern was we might have another riot
because of Dr. King's presence.
Mr. SPEISER. Despite these circumstances you did not become

personally involved in the details of planning Dr. King's protec-
tion?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. You did not feel that merited your attention?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It is not my recollection that I sat down with the

chief or with the commanding officers and made the specific ar-
rangements for a security detail of Dr. King. The idea was I knew
that that would be done, but how it would be done and the imple-
mentation carried out, I would not have been involved in that.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you request that you be kept apprised on an

hourly or periodic basis as to the progress?
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Mr. HOLLOMAN. I am sure that I asked to be kept advised of what
was going on.
Mr. SPEISER. At what point did the security for Dr. King begin?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. When he arrived on the plane on April 3, about

10:30 in the morning.
Mr. SPEISER. To the best of your recollection, Inspector Don

Smith was in charge of the street detail that was furnishing the
security protection for Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes. He had a detail of four men and it was later

complemented by two other men who did not go there. But the
other four men, Don Smith and four men, went to the airport. The
other two men joined them later, as I recall.
Mr. SPEISER. Who is Mr. Smith's supervisor? Who is he account-

able to, the chief of detectives?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, I don't know whether that is the immedi-

ate next line but, yes, the chief of detectives. In a detail of this
kind he would probably definitely be reporting to the chief of
detectives.
Mr. SPEISER. What was his name?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Mr. Houston, Bill Houston.
Mr. SPEISER. Who would Mr. Houston be accountable to?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. He would be accountable to the chief of police.
Mr. SPEISER. Mr. Macdonald?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. SPEISER. And Mr. Macdonald in turn was accountable to you?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. SPEISER. How long did the security for Dr. King continue?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. From the records that I have read, that detail

continued until approximately 5 o'clock on the third.
Mr. SPEISER. You have alluded to records that you have read.

When were you first aware that security of Dr. King had been
terminated?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't know, sir. I do not recall at that time

having any knowledge regarding the cancellation of that detail.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you testify before this committee in executive

session in March of this year?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you not testify in March of this year that it was

not until approximately 30 days prior to your appearance before
this committee that you first learned that security for Dr. King
had been terminated at 5 o'clock on April 3?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I do not recall whether that was my testimony

or not. If it was, I will say that testimony is correct.
Mr. SPEISER. If you did testify to that, would you say it is accu-

rate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say it is correct from my recollection at

this point. I don't recall contemporary with the time that I knew at
the time that Dr. King was assassinated that the security detail
had been pulled off.
Mr. SPEISER. To the best of your recollection, it was approximate-

ly February of this year, some 10 years later, that you first learned
that security had been pulled off Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. At least it was at that time my recollection was

refreshed to know that it had been done. Now, whether or not that
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was absolutely the first time I knew about it, I cannot say at this
time because of my memory on it.
Mr. SPEISER. Do you know why security on Dr. King was termi-

nated?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would choose to have

entered into the record MLK exhibit F-187.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this point.
[Thereupon, MLK exhibit F-187 was entered.]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-187

MEMPHIS POLICE DEPARTMI.,ATT •
INVESTIGATIoN DIL7SION

MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE

April 5,196b.

RE: Detail with Dr. kiartin Luthec• King Jr.,
April 3,1968. .7

• 2,s,

DM"?' Sir:
April 3,1968 .:;30.42./. I zvas instructed by Chief V. P. Huston to go to

the Metropolitan Airport along with a detail of men who will be listed below:
for security parpuses for Dr. martin Luther 11 ing Jr., who was to arrive in
this City aboard flight 381 Eastern Airlines., at 10;15AM.

with me on this detail were: Lt. tinz.Schultz of the Homicide zacreau,
Li. George Kelly Davis and Det.Ronald B. Howell, of the Vice and Narcotics Bur-
eau. I arrived at the Metropolitan Airport at approx. 9;10AM April 3,1968 and
proceeded immediately to gate #17, where flight 381 from Eastern Airlines was
to deplane.

On our arrival at gate 17 at the Metropolitan Airport there was no one
at this gate and only two passengers crossed the hall way at gate 18. , awaiting
an outgoing flight. At approx. 9;15AM on April 3,1968 a white female reporter,
and white mule camera man arrived at gate #17. A very few minutes later, Mrs.
Thomas Matthews, Colored _Female arrived at Gate #I7, and during the conversa•
tion with Lt. George telly Davis she stated that she had come to the Airport to
pick up Dr.Eing. Mrs. Matthews stated that they had not asked for Police to be
assigned to Dr. t,ing.

Petween 9;15AM and 10;3311W which is the tinze flight 381 arrived (Easte
A: ;rived in Memphis, a crowd of approx. 60 to 70 people had congregate
at gal. in the hallway between gate #17 and gate #18. Some of the people lo
haa congregated at this location were outbound passengers., on the Eastern Air L
flights and did not come to that lecation to greet Dr. King. The majority of the pet
congrekated there were from the news media. There were approx. 15-20 Colo-red
males and females who were not with the news media.

After Dr. King deplaned at 10;33 AM(his plane being late) he held a sizoi
press conference in the hall way near gate #17 . at the Metropolitan Airport. Our
dispatcher was kept advised of the approx. number of people who were congregat
at Gate #17, and he was also advised the exact time Dr. King deplaned, and that ti
crowd assembled was orderly.

Shortly after Dr. King's press conference he started toward the Main lot
of the Airport terminal, and while walking down the hall way the writer approach
Rev. James Lawson and after identifying himself asked Rev. Lawson if he would
tell me weere they wean going on leaving lize Airport. Rev. Lawson stated, "We
have not fully made up our minds."

Dr. King got into a grey with a black vinyl top Buick Electra bearing,),Te
License JP 9735, which was parked on the zipper driveway at the Metropolitah-AL
port. This car was driven by Mrs. Thomas Matthews and Dr. King was in the fro
seat with her. There were three colored males in the rear seat of this automobi
There was also a yellow Lincoln Continental with a black vinyl top bearing Tenn.
BT-0039, which was occupied by several Male Coloreds, who left the Airport ak
with the Buick Carrying Dr. Martin Luther King. The Dispatcher was advised of
the description of the ears and the license numbers. , and the above mentioned
officers followed keeping the Dispatcher advised of our location and our final de-
stination, which was the Lorraine hotel located at 406 Mulberry, arriving there
at approx. 11;20AM. After arriving at the Lorraine Hotel another cruiser oc-
cupied by Inspector J. S. Gagliano, Lts. Hamby and Tucker, arrived at this locati,
at my request to assist in securing the area where Dr. Ring was staying.

At approx. .12;05PM April 3,1963 Dr..J.j..ng left the Lorraine 21otel in
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Two(,)etail with ir. iLartin Luther ipril 3, 196.)

the same black over gray Buick bearing Tcnn.JP 9735, driven by Mrs. Thomas
Matthews. And the above mentioned officers followied this car carrying Dr. King
to 554 East McLemore, the Centenary Methodist Church, where the officers in
Cruiser John -1, secured the front entrance to the Church off of McEemore and
David 1, secured the rear entrance. off Edith.

Dr. Xing in the san:e automobile driven by the same pers•on left 534 E.
McLemore at approx. , and was followed by a white Cadillac with a black
vinyl top. bearing Tenn. License 4)0 -0703, driven by Solomon Jones and an unkn
Colored Male sitting in the front seat with thedriver. The above mentioned office,
followed these two cars back to the Lorraine Hotel where the entrances were secul
by the officers who remained on duty at that lccation until approx. 5;05PM. Dr. Xi
arrived at the Lorraine Hotel on the last occasion at approx. 2;25PM.

During the time we were on duty at the. entrances of this Hotel between
2:25PM and 5;05PM the Federal Marshall and some of his deputies arrived at thi:
location and Dr. King along with some of his aides were served with an injunction.
Approx. 30 minutes after this injunction was served on Dr. King and his aides a
meeting was held in Room 307 of the Lorraine Hotel, between Dr.:iiing his aides
and several attornies.

It is not known by the writer if there were Detectives assigned to this
Detail after 5;05PM when we were pulled off, but it should be noted that at no time
did Dr. Ling or anyone else askx for Police Protection while I was on this detail.

Respectfidly submitted,

Don.H.SmIth,Inspector, 7765,
Juvenile Bureau.

Mr. SPEISER. For your edification, I am not going to ask you any
questions on this exhibit, but MLK F-187 is a report dated April 5,
prepared by Inspector Smith to the chief of detectives, Mr. Huston,
concerning his surveillance activities on Dr. King. And, in essence,
it indicates they picked him up at the airport and followed him and
watched him throughout that entire day until 5 o'clock on the
evening of April 3, 1968.
At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would also choose to have entered

into the record MLK exhibit F-188.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record.
[Whereupon, MLK exhibit F-188 was entered.]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-188

Mr. Akers. All right. At any point after Dr. King went

into the church at McLemore Avenue did you disperse your men

in any sort of particular way?

Mr. Smith. No, sir, we stayed in the cars I believe

until they came out and we followed them back to the motel

to the best of my knowledge.

Mr. Akers. Did anything of significance occur on the

route back to the motel?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir. This is the point where I thought

they were trying to lose us.

Mr. Akers. Could you elaborate on that?

Mr. Smith. Yes. They would make turns. It was leaving

the impression of course they knew we were there and they

acted like they were trying to lose us.

Mr. Akers. Well, again what were they doing?

Mr. Smith. They would turn off of the most direct

routes to side streets and we just followed along.

Mr. Akers. Did they make turns without making signals?

Mr. Smith. Yes.

Mr. Akers. Did they run any traffic signals?

Mr. Smith. I did not see them run any traffic lights,

no, sir.

Mr. Akers. What did you do once you arrived back at the

Lorraine Motel?

L- Mr. Smith. I went to the phone and called Chief Houston.

Mr. Akers. What was the nature of that call?
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Mr. Smith. I told him that unless he gave me an order

to the contrary that I was requesting permission to pull the

-Security detail.

Mr. Akers. What did he do at that time?

Mr. Smith. He told me to hold on. He left the phone,

left for a few minutes -- I don't remember how long. He

came back and said, Secure the detailA

Mr. Akers. Well, did you assume anything from his

absence?

Mr. Smith. I assumed that he was talking to someone but

I don't know this.

Mr. Akers. He never indicated to you that he talked to

anyone?

Mr. Smith. No, sir.

Mr. Akers. Would you assume that he talked to the

Police Chief?

Mr. Smith. I would assume if he was going to talk to

anyone it would be the Director or the Chief.

Mr. Akers. Again you are referring to Director Holloman

or Chief Macdonald?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.

Akers. So what did Chief Houston tell you?

Mr. Smith. He told me to secure the detail.

Mr. Akers. Is that what you did?

Mr. Smith. That is what I did.
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Mr. Akers. What time was that?

Mr. Smith. / don't remember what time it was.

Mr. Akers. Would that have been late afternoon?

Mr. Smith. Yes, sir.

Mr. Akers. Well, your report says 5:05 p.m. Would that

be correct?

Mr. Smith. The report would be correct. It was written

at the time this happened so it would be correct, yes, sir.

Mr. Akers. Did anyone relieve your security detail?

Mr. Smith. No, sir.

Mr. Akers. To your knowledge was any security for Dr.

King provided after your departure?

Mr. Smith. Not to my knowledge, no, sir.

Mr. Akers. Did you at any time attempt to communicate

to Dr. King's party that you were leaving Tthe area and

securing the security detail?

Mr. Smith. No, sir.
s

CN
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Mr. SPEISER. MLK exhibit F-188 is a segment of the testimony of
Inspector Don Smith before this committee in executive session
under oath in March of this year.
I would like to read that portion into the record. It is directed

toward the line of questioning with which we are concerning our-
selves. The staff attorney that is questioning him is Mr. Akers.
Mr. AKERS. All right. At any point after Dr. King went. into the church at

McLemore Avenue, did you disperse your men in any sort of particular way?
Mr. SMITH. No, sir. We stayed in the cars, I believe, until they came out and we

followed them back to the motel to the best of my knowledge.
Mr. AKERS. Did anything of significance occur on the route back to the motel?
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir. This is the point where I thought they were trying to lose us.
Mr. AKERS. Could you elaborate on that?
Mr. SMITH. Yes. They would make turns. It was leaving the impression, of course,

they knew we were there and they acted like they were trying to lose us.
Mr. AKERS. Well, again, what were they doing?
Mr. SMITH. They would turn off of the most direct routes to side streets and we

just followed along.
Mr. AKERS. Did they make turns without making signals?
Mr. SMITH. Yes.
Mr. AKERS. Did they run any traffic signals?
Mr. SMITH. I did not see them run any traffic lights, no, sir.
Mr. AKERS. What did you do once you arrived back at the Lorraine Motel?
Mr. SMITH. I went to the phone and I called Chief Huston.
Mr. AKERS. What was the nature of that call?
Mr. SMITH. I told him that unless he gave me an order to the contrary that I was

requesting permission to pull the security detail.
Mr. AKERS. What did he do at that time?
Mr. SMITH. He told me to hold on. He left the phone, left for a few minutes—I

don't remember how long. He came back and said, Secure the detail.

Mr. SPEISER. Let me interrupt that questioning to explain from
our interviews with Mr. Smith, secure the detail, meant to abandon
the detail, terminate the security.
Mr. AKERS. Well, did you assume anything from his absence?
Mr. SMITH. I assumed he was talking to someone, but I don't know this.
Mr. Akers. He never indicated to you that he talked to anyone?
Mr. SMITH. No, sir.
Mr. AKERS. Would you assume that he talked to the police chief?
Mr. SMITH. I would assume if he was going to talk to anyone it would be the

director or the chief.
Mr. AKERS. Again you are referring to Director Holloman or Chief Macdonald?"
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir.
Mr. AKERS. So what did Chief Huston tell you?
Mr. SMITH. He told me to secure the detail.
Mr. AKERS. Is that what you did?
Mr. SMITH. That is what I did.
Mr. AKERS. What time was that?
Mr. SMITH. I don't remember what time it was.
Mr. AKERS. Would that have been late afternoon?
Mr. SMITH. Yes, sir.
Mr. AKERS. Well, your report says 5:05 p.m. Would that be correct?
Mr. SMITH. The report would be correct. It was written at the time this happened, -

so it would be correct, yes, sir.
Mr. AKERS. Did anyone relieve your security detail?
Mr. SMITH. No, sir.
Mr. AKERS. To your knowledge was any security for Dr. King provided after your

departure?
Mr. SMITH. Not to my knowledge, no, sir.
Mr. AKERS. Did you at any time attempt to communicate to Dr. King's party that

you were leaving the area and securing the security detail?
Mr. SMITH. No, sir.

So, according to Mr. Smith at 5:05 the security was terminated.
There was no further or additional security that was provided for
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Dr. King and Dr. King, nor members of the entourage, were ad-
vised of the fact that security was no longer being furnished.

After having heard this testimony of Mr. Smith, does it refresh
your recollection as to whether or not you were involved in the
decisionmaking process which led to the conclusion that security
should no longer be provided for Dr. King after 5:05 on April 3,
1968?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I have no recollection that I was involved in any

way.
Mr. SPEISER. Do you think that it was proper that security should

have been terminated at that point, considering the circumstances
in Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. In any event, if security had been terminated, you

think it was improper not to advise Dr. King of the fact that he
was no longer going to be covered?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I think that is correct, but I think that you have

to realize, sir, that they didn't want security. They didn't want the
police around them.
Mr. SPEISER. Let me interrupt you and ask, when did you first

learn that Dr. King did not want any security?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It must have been after the refusal was made at

the airport. Sometime on the 3rd. That is my best recollection. It
must have been then.
Mr. SPEISER. You were advised on the 3rd then, you do recall

being advised on the 3rd that Dr. King refused to have protection
at the airport?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't have a specific recollection of it, but I

must have been advised of it then.
Mr. SPEISER. Who advised you of that?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't know. It must have been the chief of

police though.
Mr. SPEISER. What, if anything, did you say or do when you were

advised that Dr. King refused protection at the airport?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall doing anything at that time.
Mr. SPEISER. You don't recall instructing or directing that the

security detail remain with Dr. King despite his feelings to the
contrary?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, I don't recall.
Mr. SPEISER. Do you now in retrospect feel if you had made such

an instruction and made it known that despite Dr. King's feelings
that he did not want security protection, that perhaps Inspector
Smith at 5:05 would not have requested that his security be
dropped because he was of the impression that Dr. King did not
want to have any security?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As of right now, Monday morning quarterback?
Mr. SPEISER. Yes, sir.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. A security detail much larger than was assigned

would have been assigned and they would have stayed with him, in
very close personal proximity to him all the time that he was in
Memphis. That is looking back and seeing what did happen and
what the circumstances were. Yes, I would have done it differently.
Mr. SPEISER. My question is essentially this: That is, if the sub-

ject of a security detail does not want security, normally would you



264

pull that security detail off or would you continue the security
despite the wishes of the subject of the threat?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Normally I would say you would probably pull it

off, or at least there would be a foundation or a basis for pulling it
off, but, of course, you asked me the other question, which was the
basis on what would I do now, knowing what did happen and so
forth.
Mr. SPEISER. Were you aware of whether or not the FBI was

furnishing any security for Dr. King at that point?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. And again, once you were advised that Dr. King did

not want any protection and he made that fact known at the
airport, you do not have any recollection of saying to your men
that, "Stick on Dr. King. Stay on him no matter whether he wants
protection or not?"
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, I cannot recall that.
Mr. SPEISER. I would like to change subjects at this point and

address yourself to the following line of questioning: Are you famil-
iar with a Black detective with the Memphis Police Department by
the name of Edward Redditt?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Are you also knowledgeable of his partner who at

the time, specifically April of 1968, was an individual by the name
of Mr. Richmond?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Can you briefly indicate what their assignments

were on April 3 and April 4, 1968?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. They were on a surveillance of Dr. King's party.

That was--
Mr. SPEISER. When did that surveillance begin?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. They were at the airport. They went to the

Lorraine Hotel with him, which we only found out at the airport
where he was going to stay. We didn't know he was going to stay at
the Lorraine Hotel and that was one of the questions that was
asked: Where was the party going to stay? And then it was after
that, sometime during the day of the third that the observation
post was established in the fire station, which was immediately
adjacent to the Lorraine Hotel.
Mr. SPEISER. Were you involved in the formulation of the surveil-

lance plans that were to be implemented on Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I can't recall being an active part of it. I. was

probably advised of it. In other words, I don't recall saying, "Let's
use the fire station" and let's do this and let's do that, but it was
probably set up by the men in the inspectional bureau, and I was
probably advised of it.
Mr. SPEISER. I sense you have more of a recollection of participat-

ing, if you did, in the surveillance stage of Dr. King rather than
the security of Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, not from my recollection. I would say that I

have. read the reports and so forth and I know what was done,
but--
Mr. SPEISER. Where did their surveillance activities begin, at the

airport?
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Mr. HOLLOMAN. The surveillance was at the airport and I think
one of their—as I recall from the records—and I have no personal
recollection of it—one of their assignments was to find out where
Dr. King was going to stay.
Mr. SPEISER. So they were in an intelligence-gathering mission as

opposed to security?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. And there is a distinction in your mind between the

two?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Security is concerned primarily with protecting the

life of the subject of a threat and surveillance on the other hand is
concerned with gathering intelligence-type information?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Is that distinction accurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. If you were not involved necessarily in the imple-

mentation of the surveillance activities, were you involved in the
supervision and the direction that those surveillance activities
were taking on Dr. King on April 3 and April 4?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not directly, no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Who was responsible for that?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That would have been the Inspectional Bureau,

and Inspector Tines would probably have been the immediate
person to whom they were reporting. Either he or Mr. Arkin,
Lieutenant Arkin.
Mr. SPEISER. Why was there surveillance activity that was being

performed on Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. We wanted to see what was happening in the

area as to who was making contact, any suspicious activities that
were going on in the area. I would say one of the large activities
was the checking on the activities of the group that was called The
Invaders, the Black militant group in Memphis at that time.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you consider Dr. King to be a threat to the

community?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Oh, no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. His mere presence?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I didn't. I didn't consider him a threat except for

the fact that there might be a repeat of the March 28 march.
Mr. SPEISER. Were you kept current on the whereabouts of Mr.

Redditt and his partner on April 3 and April 4? That is, were you
being fed reports throughout the day on April 3 and 4 as to what
they were viewing and what was happening at the Lorraine Motel
in the areas where Dr. King was at? If not written reports, oral
reports?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall it and I doubt that I was.
Mr. SPEISER. What were you doing on April 3 and April 4?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't know. I have tried to remember what I

was doing on the third and I do not recall except that I do remem-
ber that—and with the court in session the next day, I spent a
large part of 1 day, and it could have been the 3rd, in which I was
in conference with attorneys for the sanitation strikers and the city
attorney, which involved the court action of the next day, which
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was the action that happened on the fourth as far as the march
was concerned.
Mr. SPEISER. SO, to the best of your recollection, you were in-

volved primarily in the formulating of strategy for the court ap-
pearance on April 4 as opposed to being kept abreast on an hourly
basis of the security and surveillance activities on Dr.--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection at this time. In other

words, I cannot recall in any way being at my desk all day and
someone coming in constantly telling me what was going on or
reading constantly memoranda as to what was going on.
I cannot recall that in my memory of my activities on April 3.
Mr. SPEISER. Well, that might be an acceptable situation in a

normal daily routine within the city of Memphis, but here we are
talking about the fact that there was a strike looming on the
horizon and Dr. King's presence in a sense aggravated that situa-
tion and in fact there was surveillance and security going on of Dr.
King with your knowledge and perhaps at your instruction.
You don't recall being kept abreast on a moment-by-moment

basis of what was happening in the city?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. At this time, 10 years later, I do not have that

recollection.
Mr. SPEISER. Wouldn't that be something that you feel you would

have been doing?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Probably. If I was in the office and was not in

this meeting that I think I was in—I am not positive I was in that
meeting.
Mr. SPEISER. When you came back from the courthouse on April

4th to your office, were you apprised of a threat on Mr. Redditt's
life?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Who gave you that information?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall. Do you mean in the department,

who told me that a threat had been made?
Mr. SPEISER. Yes.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I do not recall who it was. It was probably the

chief of police, but I do not recall.
Mr. SPEISER. Independent of reports you have been shown by this

staff, what is your best recollection of the source of that threat on
Mr. Redditt and the source of the information to you? That is,
independent of your reports?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. My recollection is that it was a member of the

Secret Service. I have said that from the very beginning. I cannot
get that out of my mind, that that was the source of the informa-
tion, although from your records and from the testimony--
Mr. SPEISER. I am just asking for your recollection.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. My recollection, it was a member of the Secret

Service.
Mr. SPEISER. And what organization or individual was the source

of the threat?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. My recollection is it was an organization, a

Black militant organization that was referred to as RAM.
Mr. SPEISER. Approximately what time of the day on April 4th

did you receive this information and Mr. Redditt arrived in your
office?



267

Mr. HOLLOMAN. Between 4 and 5 o'clock—I don't know. I cannot
tell you when I arrived back in my office.
I am trying to back up from the time that the court probably

adjourned and I would say it must have been between, probably
between 4 and 5 o'clock that I got back to my office.
Mr. SPEISER. And when you got back to your office did you

summon Mr. Redditt to come to your office to advise him of the
threat?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't know. I do not recall whether he was

already at the headquarters or whether I had him brought to
headquarters. I do not recall.
My best recollection is that he was already there, but I am not

clear on that.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you advise him of the threat?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you offer to relocate him to a hotel under an

assumed name?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Did he accept that offer?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. What was his response?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. His response to any protection at all was that he

was not afraid and that he was not concerned about it and that he
didn't want any protection.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you send him home? Did he go to his house or

did he go back to the fire station?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, he went back—he went to the house. He

went to his home.
Mr. SPEISER. Under guard of the police?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I believe two officers went with him.
Mr. SPEISER. At your direction?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Probably, yes. I don't know whether I said,

"Take him home" or not, because I had made the arrangements for
the hotel or the motel accommodations under an assumed name
and then he, of course, had refused it.
Now, who said "Take him home," I have absolutely no recollec-

tion of it whatsoever as to whether--
Mr. SPEISER. You didn't want him to go home by himself, did

you, without any protection?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. And what time did he go home, approximately?

Bearing in mind that Dr. King was shot within a few minutes after
6?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It was in the neighborhood of 5 or shortly after 5

o'clock, I would think.
Mr. SPEISER. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would choose to have

introduced into evidence MLK exhibits F-189 and F-190 and have
copies furnished to the witness.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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Mr. SPEISER. I would like to read for the benefit of those with us
MLK F-189, which is a departmental communication from Inspec-
tor Tines, to Chief of Police Mr. MacDonald, dated April 4th.

It says:
At 3 p.m. this date, Mr. Manuel, who was with the U.S. Senate Investigating

Committee for Senator McClellan, had to return a call to his office in Washington
where he was advised that a reliable informant of theirs in Mississippi advised him
of a plan of the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party to kill the Negro lieutenant
here in Memphis. It is believed they are referring to Detective Redditt.
Mr. Manuel was advised that the plan had already been set in motion and that

his partner, Mr. Dross, in Washington, had obtained the names of those involved in
the plot, but Mr. Dross had left the office without dictating a memo regarding this.
Mr. Manuel's plane leaves Memphis at 5:50 this evening and the first thing in the

morning upon getting to the office he will telephone this office giving the names
and all the particulars. This information possibly can be relayed to us later tonight.

3:45 p.m. I talked with Agent Howell Lowe of the FBI and he has been advised of
the above and they are beginning to check into it. Any additional information
received by this office will be forwarded to them.

Having had the opportunity to read this memo when you ap-
peared here in executive session in March of this year, and having
had it read to you again at this time, does this refresh your
recollection as to the organization that was the source of the
threat, as well as how this information came to your attention?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not—not—for the basis of the action I took, no,

sir. I think there were two threats. That is my recollection, that
there were two threats. That this was one threat and the other was
what I now recall as having come through the Secret Service, and I
took the action—my recollection is I took the action based on the
Secret Service--
Mr. SPEISER. Well, at 4 o'clock, when you met Mr. Redditt, were

you aware of this threat also?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I can't answer that. I don't remember. I don't

recall.
Mr. SPEISER. Well, bearing in mind in the last paragraph of this

letter, this memo I just read to you, that the FBI was asked to look
into it, I have another memo here, F-190, also dated April 4, from
Lieutenant Arkin, to Inspector Tines, and it says:
At 4:15, April 4th, 1968, I received a telephone call from Mr. Jensen, SAC, local

FBI, in regard to the above subject. Mr. Jensen stated that the Jackson office of the
FBI had a live informant at the Saturday night meeting of the Mississippi Freedom
Democratic Party which was held at the Mount Beulah Church in Edwards, Miss.
This meeting lasted approximately 5 hours. William Conow, H. Rap Brown's attor-
ney, was there, and this group talked about the Washington spring march, H. Rap
Brown and the Mississippi program.
There were also two brothers, Joseph and George Trotter, male Negroes, allegedly

from Memphis, and they also talked about police brutality.

The last paragraph is important.
Ed Snodgrass of the Mississippi Highway Patrol also had an informant at this

meeting and this informant told Snodgrass that there was a discussion at the
meeting about a Negro sergeant who had arrested the Blacks after they beat a cab -
driver to death. An incident similar to this occurred recently in Knoxville. This
informant also stated that the contract was given to Stanley Weiss. This subject was
not at the meeting. He was in Atlanta, Ga., Sunday night. Snodgrass called William
Coleman of the Tennessee Bureau of Investigation, giving this information to him,
who in turn probably called the Knoxville authorities, who in turn called Washing-
ton, and from there this information was relayed to Memphis, but in passing from
one department to another, the story had been changed from a Negro sergeant in
Knoxville to a Negro lieutenant in Memphis.
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This information is recorded as of 4:15 and to the best of your
recollection Mr. Redditt left your office at 5 o'clock. Was he advised
of the fact that the original information you had received apparent-
ly had been twisted and that he in fact was not the source of the
threat, but rather a Black detective in Knoxville, Tenn.?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall, sir, as to whether or not he was

advised as to the documents that you have just read.
Mr. SPEISER. Do you have any recollection of being advised of the

information prior to sending Mr. Redditt home, that I just related
to you?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, and if this was the basis on which I had

acted, I would not have acted. It would have been obvious to all of
the officers in the department that there would be no need for any
action as far as giving protection to Mr. Redditt.
Mr. SPEISER. I think it is appropriate at this time to mark into

evidence MLK exhibit F-191 and I will read that. That is a seg-
ment of testimony of Mr. Tines, who was the individual to whom
this memo was addressed, and this segment is of his executive
session testimony under oath. The questioning is being handled
again by staff attorney, Mr. Akers.
[The information follows:1
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MLK EXHIBIT F-191

Mr. Tines, I ask you this. This departmental communica-
,'

I tion has a time of 4:15 which is supposedly from Lt. Arkin
L_
directed to yourself. You would in the course of events be

given this departmental communication by Lt. Arkin, is that

true, sir?

Mr. Tines. Yes.

Mr. Akers. Well, from the time on here I can tell you

this, that we do have independent testimony which indicates

that Detective Redditt was actually sent home from the Police

Department headquarters at about five o'clock, 5 p.m. on the

4th. Now according to this memorandum you had information

at 4:15 that the threat which had been communicated to you

by mi: Manual did not in fact relate to Detective Redditt

but related to, as it says here, a Negro sargeant in

_Knoxville.

- Mr. Tines. On these memorandums like this, Mr. Akers,

a lot of times these are dictated not at the time they are

received but this could have been dictated at a time later

than this. I don't know.

Mr. Akers. Is it your testimony then that you were not

aware of this. information at the time that you met with

Director HOII;Man and Chief Macdonald and at which time you

concurred with their decision to send Detective Redditt?
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Mr. Tines. No, we didn't have this at that time

undoubtedly because Mr. Manual is down there telling it to

them about the information he had received. We had not

received this at that time undoubtedly. I mean I don't

recall it.

/ Mr. Akers. If you had been aware of such information,

would you have differed in your decision with respect as to

what to do with Detective Redditt on the afternoon of

April 4?

. Mr. Tines. I think if this information right here had

been available at the time, I think the decision would have

been different all the way aroundwith.everybod);71

Mr. AKERS. Mr. Tines, I ask you this: This departmental communication has a
time of 4:15 which is supposedly from Lieutenant Arkin, directed to yourself. You
would, in the course of events, be given this departmental communication by Lieu-
tenant Arkin, is that true, sir?
Mr. TINES. Yes.
Mr. AKERS. Well, from the time on here I can tell you this, that we do have

independent testimony which indicates that Detective Redditt was actually sent
home from the Police Department headquarters about 5 o'clock on the 4th.
Now, according to this memorandum you had information at 4:15 that the threat

which had been communicated to you by Mr. Manuel did not in effect relate to
Detective Redditt but related to, as it says here, "a Negro sergeant in Knoxville."
Mr. TINES. On these memorandums like this, Mr. Akers, a lot of times they are

dictated not at the time they are received, but this could have been dictated at a
time later than this; I don't know.
Mr. AKERS. Is it your testimony then that you were not aware of this information

at the time that you met with Director Holloman and Chief MacDonald and it was
time you concurred with their decision to send Detective Redditt?
MR. TINES. No; we didn't have this at that time undoubtedly because Mr. Manuel

is down there telling it to them about the information he had received. We had not
received this at that time undoubtedly. I mean I don't recall it.
MR. AKERS. If you had been aware of such information, would you have differed in

your decision with respect as to what to do with Detective Redditt on the afternoon
of April 4th?
MR. TINES. I think if this information right here had been available at the time I

think the decision would have been different all the way around with everybody.

You have no recollection of receiving this memo or being advised
of it?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. At best, would you say the whole colloquy of events

illustrates that there was poor communication within the Memphis
Police Department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It could have been, and I agree with Inspector

Tines as to the typing of this memorandum. I just don't believe at
this point in time that this memorandum was actually written and
was in the office at the time that we were talking to Mr. Redditt.



274

Now, irregardless of that, Lieutenant Arkin had the responsibili-
ty of advising Inspector Tines of this information, but I don't have
any recollection of it, of being advised of any of this.
Mr. SPEISER. Let me ask you this question before we change to

another area, Mr. Holloman.
You indicated in your testimony that you expressed substantial

concern about the safety of Mr. Redditt, who had been the subject
of a threat and that you wanted him to go to the hotel despite his
objections he didn't feel that such security precautions were neces-
sary; is that accurate?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. And that you sent him home and that he went

home under the protection of policemen. Is that right?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Why was your concern about him so much more, so

greater than it was for Dr. King when you were advised that at the
airport, when he arrived, he did not want any protection? Why did
you not insist that your men stay with him at the airport?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I can't answer that because I have testified

before that I cannot recall at this time of being advised of the
detail being pulled off.
Now, as far as Detective Redditt was concerned, I was concerned

about him because he had performed an outstanding job for the
Memphis Police Department from the beginning of the sanitation
strike in keeping us advised as to the activities of the demonstra-
tors, as to the plans and so forth.
Mr. SPEISER. Are you familiar with two firemen by the name of

Floyd Newsum and Norvell Wallace?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I recognize the names. I do not know them, no,

sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Just to set the scenario, Mr. Holloman, they were

two Black firemen who were working at the station house No. 2,
the same station from which Mr. Redditt was observing the activi-
ties—the same fire station from which he was observing the activi-
ties of Martin Luther King on April 4th.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, I understand that.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you partake in any decision that resulted in

their transfer from Fire Station No. 2 to another station?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection, no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. You have no recollection of ever instructing that

they be removed from the firehouse where Mr. Redditt was observ-
ing Dr. King's activities?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, I have no recollection of it and I cannot

understand why they would have been removed.
Mr. SPEISER. You are aware that they are two Black firemen?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, and they had nothing whatsoever—in other

words, a fireman would have had nothing whatsoever to do with
any type of police action and I couldn't, as far as the assassination
is concerned, I cannot understand why the transfer of these two
Black firemen would have any significance whatsoever.
Mr. SPEISER. It has been suggested that they were moved at the

instruction of the police department because Mr. Redditt had re-
quested they be transferred because of the possible fact that they
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might curtail Mr. Redditt's activities. You did not partake in that
decision?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. I would like to have marked into evidence MLK

exhibit No. 192, which is a transcript of testimony of Inspector
Tines again, when questioned by staff attorney Mr. Akers, and the
substance of that testimony confirms that Inspector Tines was the
policeman who, at Mr. Redditt's suggestion, directed that these two
firemen be removed from Fire Station No. 2.
Mr. Tines indicates that he feels he made that decision on his

own.
Chairman STOKES. Would you like to have that to be entered into

the record?
Mr. SPEISER. I am sorry. That MLK Exhibit F-192 be entered into

the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-192

J. Akers: But you do have an independent recollection

of some problem occurring at the Temple, which

prompted Detective Redditt to come to you and

indicated that he had a concern about the

presence of certain individuals at that fire

station. Is that correct, sir?

Inspector Tines: I don't what it was - whether it was at the

Temple or not that brought this concern to

Redditt or whether or not it was - He had

seen somebody at the fire station or had talked

to somebody there. I don't know. I don't

remember off hand.

J. Akers: But there did come a time when Detective

Redditt came to you and indicated a concern

about certain individuals

Inspector Tines: At the fire station?

J. Akers: Uh huh.

Inspector Tines: Yes.

J. Akers: Could you tell me about that, please?

Inspector Tines: Well, the best I recall - he was concerned

about a fireman there - Ehat must have been
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associated with some of the groups that he

had been observing and felt like that he and

Richmond could not hold their observation point

there without being harassed or something by

the firemen there. As a result of that I

called - I believe it was either - Chief

Hamilton or Chief Larry Williams - one of

the Memphis of Fire Department, advising them

of what Redditt had told me and asked if there

was some way that this particular man could

be transferred to another location while they

had their observation post set up there.

Whether or not this was ever done, I don't know.

I don't even remember the fireman's name.

J. Akers: You don't recall their response to

Inspector Tines: No, I don't.

J. Akers: Would you have communicated the fact that you

made this request to any other person: For

example, Chief McDonald or Director Holloman?

Inspector Tines: I could have. I would say that I did.

J. Akers: But, it wouldn't have been necessary?

Inspector Tines: No. Something just on a request like that.

I would have kept them informed as to everything

that Redditt had told me.
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Mr. SPEISER. There are two more areas of questioning, Mr. Hollo-
man, before I turn you over to the Congressmen.
There were tact units that were being employed at the time of

Mr. King's presence in Memphis, is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. What is a tact unit?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Tact, I guess, is the short, abbreviated form for a

tactical unit. It is a group of usually three vehicles with four men
assigned to each of the vehicles. Their responsibility is to respond
to any disorder or to any emergency or to anything that might
happen of that kind, immediately, and that was what they were
doing.
Now, these tact units had been set up actually for the 28th and

they were still in formation. In other words, we did not at that
time have tactical units operating at all times. They were only
formed in emergency situations and usually in riot situations.
In other words, a tactical unit is usually a unit that is set up for

a riot situation.
Mr. SPEISER. Were there tactical units that were patrolling in the

area of the Lorraine Motel?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Would you not agree that the mere presence of

police cars, and, as you indicated, the tactical unit consists of a
cluster of at least three police cars, that the mere presence of
police cars serves as a deterrent against crime?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir, I would think so, yes, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Did you partake in the decision which resulted in

the deployment of tact units to the vicinity of the Lorraine Motel?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection; no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. You didn't participate in that decision either?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't recall it; no, sir.
Mr. SPEISER. Well, you were aware they were in that vicinity on

April 3d?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir. As a matter of fact, an entire tactical

unit was in the fire station at the time that Dr. King was assassi-
nated.
Mr. SPEISER. At this time, Mr. Chairman, I would request MLK

exhibit F-193 be entered into evidence.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be entered into the

record at this time.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-193

AFFIDAVIT 

I, William 0. Crumby, of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly

sworn, make oath as follows:

That this statement is made freely, voluntarily, and with-

out threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any

source.

That on April 4, 1968, I was employed by the Memphis,

Tennessee Police Department.

That on April 3rd & 4th, 1968, I was on special assignment

as the commanding officer of the Memphis Police Department TACT

Unit. My duty hours were 8:00 A.M. to 8:00 P.M.

TACT units were a squad of men on call to move into any

part of the city of Memphis within minutes to quell uprising,

unruly gatherings and riots. It le's my duty to coorindinate

the activities of the representatives of the Memphis Police

Department, Shelby County Sheriff Department and the Tennessee

Highway Patrol assigned to these TACT units. My personal

responsibility was to ensure that the proper number of TACT

units were in the area of the city of Memphis where needed.

I was empowered with the authority to direct the dispatcher to

move tact units around the city.

That although approximately three or four of these TACT

units, e-ch consisting of three to four vehicles and 9 - 16

men were patrolling the 5-6 block area immediately surrounding

the Lorraine Motel 4/3/68, all of these units were ordered

beginning on the morning 4/4/68, to remain in the general

vicinity of the motel, but not within visual distant. This

order was prompted by an instruction on the afternoon of 4/ 3/68

from an unidentified member of Dr. King's entourage to Inspector
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San Evans, who was the street commander of the TACT unit. This

request was relayed by Inspector Evans to myself and in turn

by me to Police Chief J.C. MacDonald and Director of Police and

Fire Safety Frank Holloman. As a result, the decision was made to

honor the request beginning on the morning of April 4, 19681

That following the shot which felled Dr. King on April 4,1968,

I instructed two of the TACT units to move into and seal off the

area surrounding the Lorraine Motel while the remainder of the

TACT units were ordered to continue cruising their assigned

areas.

That following the broadcast by the police dispatcher that a

white mustang was beleived to be the getaway car for the assassi-

nation of Dr. King, no specific order came over the air that all

police vehicles, including TACT units, were to search for the

mustang because it was standard procedure within the Memphis

Police Department that once such an alert was given all police

vehicles were to be on the LOF the suspect's car. With the exception

of the 2-3 TACT units, immediately assigned the responsibility of

cordoning off the scene of Dr. King's assassination, all other

TACT units were directed to return to normal patrol duties.

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced and

received into evidence at public hearings conducted by the Select

Committee on Assassinations of the United States House of Represent-

atives, and may lead them to make various findings of fact, and the

statutes applicable to Congressional investigations, including

but not limited to those concerning false statements, obstruction,

of misleading, would subject me to criminal penalties for not



'

281

telling the whole and complete truth in this affidavit.

Further affiant saith not.

wilIi . Crumby

Sworn and subscribed to before me on this

day of November, 1978.

.•
My Cbmmission Expires:

Commission Expires 9/12/.72

NOTARY PUBLIC
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Mr. SPEISER. Mr. Holloman, I won't go through the tedious proc-
ess of reading this affidavit, but it is an affidavit of William 0.
Crumby who was in charge of all the tactical units in Memphis on
April 3d. He subsequently became chief of police and he is now
retired.
Mr. Crumby states in this affidavit that on April 3, 1968, he was

advised by the street commander of the tact unit in the vicinity of
the Lorraine Motel, he was advised by him that a member of Dr.
King's entourage had requested the tactical units be removed from
the visible vicinity of the Lorraine Motel. That is, if they were
going to continue patrolling the Lorraine Motel area, that they not
be within visible sight of the motel itself. Apparently, according to
the street commander, their presence at the site was causing some
disturbance to the King entourage.
Mr. Evans, the street tactical commander, in turn communicated

this information to Mr. Crumby and Mr. Crumby states in his
affidavit that he advised Mr. MacDonald, chief of police and you, of
this information that had been received by the street commander
and that between all of you a decision was arrived at that led to
the removal of the tactical units from the vicinity of five to six
blocks away from the Lorraine Motel.
In essence, as a result of the request and the communication of

that request to the police department, the decision was made the
tactical units would be withdrawn five to six blocks. Do you recall
partaking in that decision?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, and I would like to ask you to read from

his affidavit exactly what he said as to the notification—who he
notified and who the decision—who made the decision as to what
happened as far as that Tact unit was concerned.
I have no recollection whatsoever of this that you refer to.
Mr. SPEISER. I will briefly read that one paragraph.
That although approximately three or four of these Tact units, each consisting of

three to four vehicles and 9 to sixteen men were patrolling the five to six-block area
immediately surrounding the Lorraine Motel on April 3, 1968. All of these units
were ordered, beginning on the morning of April 4th, to remain in the general
vicinity of the motel, but not within visual distance. This order was promulgated by
an instruction on the afternoon of April 3, 1968, from an unidentified member of Dr.
King's entourage, to Insp. Sam Evans, who was the street commander of the tact
unit.
This request was relayed by Inspector Evans to myself and in turn by me to Chief

MacDonald and the Director of Police and Fire Safety Frank Holloman. As a result,
the decision was made to honor the request beginning on the morning of April 4,
1968.

Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right. Now, that is—the pertinent part that I
want to be sure is, who made the decision? A decision was made.
He didn't say the decision was made by me. He said a decision-was
made. And I have absolutely no recollection whatsoever of what
has been said there, and I would have doubted that he would have
reported to me and to Chief MacDonald. He would have reported to
Chief MacDonald, and whether Chief MacDonald told me about it
and that a decision was made in some way, that is something that I
cannot say, but I have absolutely no recollection of the tact units
being altered in any way whatsoever.
Mr. SPEISER. Acknowledging, as you have, that the mere presence

of tactical unit service has a deterrent effect in the potential for
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violence that might erupt around the Lorraine Motel because of
Dr. King's presence, you don't think that that was a decision—the
decision to remove them would have been brought to your atten-
tion? That that was within the--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, they were not removed. They were only

removed from the immediate—from what you have said, from the
immediate vicinity. As a matter of fact, when the shot was fired,
an entire tact unit was in the fire station, so it was as close as you
could get to the Lorraine Motel almost.
Mr. SPEISER. But they were not on the street, as I understand it?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. SPEISER. It was between the fire station and the Lorraine

Motel?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. They had parked their cars between the fire

station and the boardinghouse where Mr. Ray was.
Mr. SPEISER. My last area of questioning, Mr. Holloman, concerns

the post-assassination effort or lack thereof on the part of the
Memphis Police Department to apprehend the assassin.
What, if anything, did you personally do when you were advised

of the fact that Dr. King had been killed? What was your immedi-
ate reaction?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I was not on the scene; I was not in communica-

tion with the men on the street. I was listening to a radio which
was in my office. There were people on the scene. I was listening to
the dispatches that were being given by our dispatcher on the
radio.
I did not—I will back up a moment there. I would say that

within 30 minutes of the assassination, I was talking to the Gover-
nor of the State of Tennessee asking for the Guard to be sent back
into Memphis. But as far as I was personally, I knew that there
were commanding officers on the scene. I knew that Chief MacDon-
ald was on the way to the scene. I did not go to the scene and I did
not issue any orders myself at that time.
Mr. SPEISER. Would you say that your attention was more direct-

ed toward curbing any demonstrations and rioting within the city
of Memphis than apprehending the assassin?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir; I would not say that.
Mr. SPEISER. Would you say your attention was split equally

between those two concerns?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes. I think that is a fair statement because I

had the responsibility of some 600,000 people in Memphis and I
was concerned, of course, with all of those individuals if a riot
should occur again, which it did, and which I—the first thing I
knew or thought after the assassination was that, "Here we are.
We have got another riot."
Mr. SPEISER. But you were equally concerned in apprehending

the assassin, Mr. Holloman. Why did you not specifically instruct
that an all-points bulletin be sent out and that roadblocks be set
up?
Now, for the edification of those people who are unfamiliar, an

all-points bulletin alerts the neighboring jurisdictions of the fact
that there might be a fugitive entering their jurisdiction and that
they should be aware of his presence and they are alerted to this
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fact by whatever identifying data that you have in your possession
at that time. Why was no all-points bulletin sent out?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't know. I cannot answer why an all-points

bulletin was not sent out or why the roadblocks were not set up. I
was depending upon the commanding officers, the officials in the
department, to take care of that and the policy at that time was
that the dispatchers who were uniformed men—in other words, at
that time we did not have nonuniformed men dispatching. We had
actual police officers who were the dispatchers and we had a com-
manding officer of the dispatchers and that was his responsibility;
it was to make the assignments at that time.

If you ask me why I didn't pick up a telephone and call the
dispatcher's office and say, "Why didn't you put out an APB" or
"Why didn't you set up, haven't you set up the tactical unit" I
don't know why I didn't do it. Maybe that was a dereliction on my
part, but I was talking to the Governor; I was also thinking about a
riot situation that I could take care of and I knew, or I had enough
confidence at that time in the officers of the department that they
would take care of this murder that had occurred in Memphis.
Mr. SPEISER. One last question: Didn't you testify in executive

session that the reason why an all-points bulletin was not sent out
was that you felt there was just an insufficient amount of identify-
ing data on the assassin? That is, at that point, immediately follow-
ing the assassination, all you knew was that the assassin may have
fled in a white Mustang; that he was white, young and well
dressed?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As I recall, my testimony was that that was my

assumption as to why it had not been put out. I don't recall my
testimony as saying that was the reason, but I think I was asked
why and I said, well, I assumed that that was the reason, that it
wouldn't have been put out because you had a large number of
white Mustangs and if it was put out it would have had to have
been connected with the assassination and that some innocent
individual in a car in Mississippi or Alabama could have gotten
killed or injured if an all-points bulletin connected with the assassi-
nation had been put out without a license number, without any
other information except a white Mustang and a white man driv-
ing it.
Now, that, as I recall, was my testimony before the executive

committee.
Mr. SPEISER. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman,. at this

time.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you, Mr. Speiser.
At this time the committee will take a 10-minute recess.
[Recess taken.]
Chairman STOKES. The committee will come to order.
The Chair recognizes Mr. Speiser for the purpose of introducing

exhibits.
Mr. SPEISER. Mr. Chairman, I am going to introduce into evi-

dence two affidavits which I would like to have marked at this
time, MLK F-194 and F-195.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, they may be entered into

the record at this point.
[The information follows:]
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MLK EXHIBIT F-194

AFFIDAVIT 

I, Judson Ghormley, of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly

sworn, make oath as follows:

This this statement is made freely, voluntarily, and without

threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any source.

That on April 4, 1968, I was employed by the Shelby County

Sheriff's Department.

That on April 4, 1968, I was the commanding officer of

TACT Unit Number Ten.

That a few minutes prior to 6:90 p.m. on April 4, 1968, I

directed the three vehicles and twelve men of TACT Unit Number Ten

to pull into the parking area of Fire Station Number Two located

at the corner of South Main Street and Butler Avenue for the

purpose of taking a short rest break.

That the vehicles of TACT Unit Number Ten were parked on the

northwestern side of Fire Station Number Two with the lead vehicle

parked facing in a westerly direction so that it protruded to the

edge of the sidewalk which paralleled South Main Street.

That the position of the lead TACT Unit vehicle was approxi-

mately thirty yards south of Canipe's amusement Company and clearly

visible from that point.

That at the time of Dr. King's assassination IAllong with the

other members of TACT Unit Number Ten Ran toward the Lorraine Motel

which was located east and to the rear of the fire station.

That after I observed that several members of the TACT Unit

had alread arrived in the parking lot of the Lorraine Motel, I turned

back at the ten-foot retaining wall located at the northeastern

36-411 0 - 79 - 19
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corner of the fire station, returned to South Main Street, and

proceeded in a northerly direction to Canipe's Amusement Company

where I observed a bundle lying in the doorway with the barrel of

a rifle protruding.

That I would estimate the time lapse between the shot which

killed Dr. King and my observation of the bundle in the doorway

of Canipe's to be from two to three minutes.

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced

and received into evidence by the Select Committee on Assassinations

of the United States House of Representatives, and may lead them

to make various findings of fact, and the statutes applicable to

Congressional investigations, including but nut limited to those

concerning false statements, obstruction, or misleading, would

subject me to criminal penalties for not telling the whole and

complete truth in this affidavit.

Further affiant saith not.

ON ORML

Sworn and subscribed to before me on this

of November, 1978.

My Commission Expires:

//

..•01;111111116 1,

NOT, RY 8 or

day
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MLK EXHIBIT F-195

AFFIDAVIT 

I, Frank Kallaher, of Memphis, Tennessee, being duly sworn

make oath as follows:

That this statement is made freely, voluntarily, and

without threats, promises, assurances, or remuneration from any

source.

That on April 4, 1968, I was employed by the Memphis,

Tennessee, Police Department with the rank of Lieutenant.

That on April 4, 1968, at the time of the assassination

of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., I was on duty at Police Headquarters

as shift commander of communications.

That in my capacity as shift commander of communications,

I was in charge of the radio room, and the personnel in the room

including the two police dispatchers.

That in my capacity as shift commander of communications,

it was my responsibility in the appropriate emergency situations

to see that "Signal Q" was broadcast over the police radio; to

see that "Signal Y" was broadcast over the police radio; "and to

see that an "All Points Bulletin" was communicated to adjacent

jurisdictions.

That "Signal Q" was a radio code word indicating that all

units were to remain quiet, standing by for transmissions from the

dispatcher.

That "Signal V" was a radio code word indicating that

certain units were to proceed to pre-arranged locations to block

all main exits from the city including Poplar Avenue and the

city limits, Lamar Avenue and the city limits, Highway 51, Highway

61, Highway 64, and the Arkansas bridge.
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That an "All Points Bulletin" (APB) was a procedure

which in April, 1968, consisted of placing telephone calls to

neighboring jurisdictions to request that they be placed on alert

for a particular fugitive of a particular description.

That on April 4, 1968, the Memphis Police Department did

not yet have a Law Enforcement Teletype System (LETTS).

That I have examined the attached transcript of April 4,

1968 Memphis Police radio broadcasts following the assassination

of Dr. King and believe it to be a true and accurate written repro-

duction of those broadcasts.

That although the transcript reflects the stopping of

only three white Mustangs by Memphis Police following the assassi-

nation of Dr. King, this record would not reflect the total number

of such vehicles halted as under the procedures in effect in April,

1968, such incidents were not routinely reported to the dispatcher.

That although following the assassination of Dr. King, I

did direct a broadcast of "Signal Q", have the downtown loop lights

switched to red, and notify both the Shelby County Sheriff's

Department and the Tennessee Highway Patrol of the assassination,

I never directed a broadcast of "Signal Y", and I never communicated

an "All Points Bulletin" (APB) to the neighboring jurisdictions of

Arkansas, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, or to any other jurisdiction.

That my failure to direct a broadcast of "Signal Y" and

to communicate an "All Points Bulletin" to neighboring jurisdictions

is attributable to the massive confusion and huge volume of radio

traffic which erupted immediately following the assassination of

Dr. King and which caused me to overlook the function of these duties.

That, additionally, it was not my normal practice to com-

municate an "All Points Bulletin" to the State of Mississippi due

to a past history of non-cooperation from that state.
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That, additionally, it was my belief and understanding

that in the case of a fugitive believed to have escaped over the

Tennessee State Line, it was the Federal Bureau of Investigation's

responsibility to disseminate fugitive data.

That I was never instructed by anyone not to direct a

broadcast of "Signal Y" or not to communicate an "All Points

Bulletin" to neighboring jurisdictions.

That I understand that this affidavit may be introduced

and received into evidence by the Select Committee on Assassinations

of the United States House of Representatives, and may lead them

to make various findings of fact, and the statutes applicable to

Congressional investigations, including but not limited to those

concerning false statements, obstruction, or misleading, would

subject me to criminal penalties for not telling the whole and

complete truth in this affidavit.

Further affiant saith not.

c--
/6A7APL.,,

FRAWKALLAHER

Sworn and subscribed to before me on this

day of November, 1978.

My Commission Expires:

Y PUBLIC
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• suppmwr # 7? 
L. MA2Tr4 LUTHER AIM', JR., EC, 39
Hemicida No. 3367
Thursday., April 4, 1968, 6:CO P.M.

REPOB:= EC: IT. W. S. SCall=
IT. J.. B. WILLIAM

PS: Transmissions taken. from Mesphi
Poljce. re partrient Radio Tapes

;
On April 17; 1968, on instrzu:tions of Capt.. L. A. Cochran, we contacted map. Jimmy

Ocsaretnications Director, In. regards to obtaining the tapes of the broadcast
rade aver the Police Bedio„ at the tine Dr, :rtin lather ring was fat.a.117 shot at
the Lorraine Motel.. Pernission.vas obt,dret from Assietant. ("Mei! W. W. Ittr24,-; for
the transcription of these tapes...Ptle... if.. D.. P'reemar„ of the141:2333:13-tratixa S:rylvas
Divisice„ did obtain,. his taps recorder from his home, and loaned it to the Investigatinz
officers for the purpose or playlm these tapes.

72ei following trensedssions were tabne from the dictsOlone recordings of radio trans-
smission:s crs'Apr21.4,1968, and are traosoribed to the best. ability of the listeners to
read the tretomistrions.. Me following transcript is of Pr..,:sency-2,. with Frequency-I
to he tzesecribeci Istace-in.this report.. 

38The escseing. is clear :set saztIt or Poplar-
_

37 Mar Serirlsovairtmensiac..-

at31%-, serrics,(601)" • •
• . .

35 7.:E service...

atsr- 35 in. Seeellee, (6:01)

38 In service:- -

Lisp.. 3* in serfri.ce,-, (6:021

Tact- 10 Mandible) Tact,- 10-

38 mt_ xorfau is blociced

Tact- la• Tact.. 7.ft.

Dint.. Go ahead, Tact.. 10.

Tact.. la Vs 14ae infrezettoa that Xing has been shot. at the Lorraine.

Itaptutt rem informatics again, Tact.. 10.

Tact.. 10 We have infcrsatiszt that Sing has been shot at the Lorraine, (6:03 ?.V.)..

Lisp.- Okay,. Tact.. 10,„ shoo yvtz on the call-

Taorc. 7 and Tact.. 8, pall. into the Lorraine,. report of a shoting..

Tact..

Tact.9 Ucb- 9

Lisp... Tact.

Tact... 8 Tact- It

Lisp- tor cruiser: ea the air in. thervizin.tty of the Lorraine, 406 Mulberry?

Tact. 10 .0n scene on Mulberry.

at3p_ Okay, Tact. 10, (6:03 P.N.)

Tact. 18 We are close by, we are that..



291

Page 2s StIPPLMOrf # an. DR. MA22721 IXlt IND, .711..„ IC, 39,

Map. Okay, Tact. itr, (6:04. P.M.), any other cars in the area?

232

221t On scene, (604 P.M.).

Wag. All oars on the Lorraine Hotel call, we have recoeived another call on it.
cars are to reatin in the oars until it has been veri.fied. All. =ea are to
swain in the cars Instil it has been veritlad. (6:04

Taat..11) Ile bee been shot..
•

Wasp,. Main. Tact. 10 acbrieed that King has been shot, (6:04 Pat.)

Tact- IL Do yen. want. us to pLIE. &Bra

Map.. Check,. Tact.. 31, poll. does-

=wk. U. our,. Tact.

Msgr. Mast 'Qw, 31,goal.ctr.

Map. 111. Teat onie-clo the call, yam are to form a ring. arotm2 Lorraine Hotel..
Tow ac. the Vrrse a ring =coact the larrsine Dotal- Do one is to enter or isa
Ni traffic.. Ea I:maestri= traffic, is to enter or 2.ease the area at the Len
Hatel.. A. ring tato be f=negi arcond the hotel as soon as Ixasible, (6:05

lartheaMSF.

Diaz. Chaelr.,„ 245. Ax 7.00 oars in the /cep to na:os the call?.

21,7 3:11 axes- -

Dins, Cheek,. 747., (6:05 F.Z.

3‘25 In. arse- -

• 111231.- cheek,-365,. (60:5 Par-)

23a • oat scum..

Lisp.. 232 isas the sense,. (6:05 P.10

224, 224

Dleit. Go ahead,. 224..

-224 Mere in the reop„.pett vs on that call-

Lisp. elor224, (6:C5 P.M.)

Tact.. 30 We have informal= that the shot came frox a brick boildir d ectly east ac
(cerre,otion) directly west on Terzaine.

Map... Okay.; Tact. la- • Tact. 10 has Inforraticat that the shot was from a brick
buiId ing direct-1;r acmes frcza the Lorrains3. Be on the east side directly acr
frcai the Lorraine. On the east side from a brick 1-aild4sz. (6:06)

Tact. 17 In the arse.

Din;.. . Tact:. 17 in the area,. (6:06 P.R.)

Tact.- 10 That 11.47.4-7  is west of the laresdrotr.

OK, this hill be the brrtfii.k1 west of the "ermine. The circle is to include
the tej1d.ix, weet of the Lorraine. The bbrioic building fron where the shot w
fired. (646 P.M.)

. =sp. All. irroar Sta+4,-, eara..._122 jamcgiz_gutiQ. care to switch to the. 7-L. Onl7
thm to   - t-o
e_-! f4.,,,
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Page 3: SUPPLE:03T f on as- xuzrn; nrrsza =SG, .131.,. SC, 39.

Echt. 9 Robt... In sacrrice,

Map. %ht. 9 switch to r4. (6106)

map. Al!. nnits, 150 advises an. Tact Units to seal this area off complatet.
:snits, 150 actvisea all Tact Units to seal this area oft accpletely, (6:06 I

Tact. 10 Taal:. 10

Map.. Co ahead,. Tact. 10- - .

Tact.. 10 I hare the reapczt.in kront of 424 ancl the subject ran south on rain Street.

&Tsp.. South as. in, the subjeat respcnsihts fcr the shooting in running south ct
•Main  Street.. 424 has theweapcn at. 424. Haim, sot the sabject ren. noztls. erc

that. location.- (6:07 ?.IL). .

. Tact. 31 Wres at Pettier, east of Palherry, a.will cover this area... -

365 . WeP are at. St.. Paul...sot Mein— .

- 365ia. at. St- Paal anti Zatn- The e.her car repast

Diep... Sat to-taccie_the sealxze... The reaper Is not to he toxched,. (6:07 POO.
' lispeading,ths Infarzstion, the subject ran. earth on 'Aria from 424, any -

fteical..dssorlytton on the subject?

Tactry, =we kaair:ts he Is a. rcung Valle cale, well dressed, dark colored, Maud

Este a ycocirshite nssIs
fr

 a. 3rcong white rale, well. dressed,., a yourg white
wen ctreeeed„. ran narthfroa 424.3..Min, (6:081'

Car 3.6 Ca! 16- in service— -
'

Dins. 16 iaesrvisa,.- ant switch to the -

Tact. 32 In area. ing.

Map. Olan Tack.. 32, Me& P.N.) Tact.. 12, on are advised to take ay a pasitio
and. seat the area.

Tatts.. 32 Okay.- -

23Ct• _ area... •

Map- Is that. 230T

23CV 91.61r 23cr-

map- our,. M..

Henry 16 Deeps:ding to cal/ at the Lorraine Fkrbel...

Map.. Okay, Benny 16, 201 is an the call., (6:08, P.N.)

236. In area.

flap.. Cheeky 236, (6:0S P.N.)

Tact:. 6 In area. .

map.. Okay-, Tact.. 6, (6tca P.II.)

Tact- 12 26aln. sod Fkrtles-

Disg.. Okay, Tact. 12, is in position at. Hain and Butler, (6:09 Pal.)

Any car needing the loop lights?

Tact. 6 Ws need thaa.
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Page 4 SUPPLEK= # on L. MAR= LIITSEIC.1113G, EC,.

Okays, yam have the loop 1.14;hts. pea have the loop lights, advise- whecclear, (6:09 P.M.) • ' '

Ta.ct. ID 'Mat. 1.0

Tact.. 10,, Imbalance on the way.
_

licafa is in the Etre Depertanch Inbalance with his.

lisp.. Okay, the l't-et Departrent laabralance has cleared the seem 14-..1.23.. on way ws.ti
anbalanc ...re, allash. Units are to pall into the area, a.11. Sact Unita axe to I
into. the area— • •

Tact.. 10 Its also believed that this subject. bet. in a. latezoiel-white Ifostang, goe
north. cat Vero-

• - - • .•
Infcraation that subject retts in.a late todel white Kootang, a late mode/.whftelfestang„ r=th. on ft:Ln Street- A. whits Bastazag-.. Infortion th.t we
harm co:. the subl=t, a. young whcite sale, trassed, possibly in a. late rs

, white Pcstaac„ went. aszth on 1,7A-t,-,„, (6:111

Tact.. 6.. Cleared. 

213:1k.: 6,

Tact.. Cleareel the lights._

•JIN7 ether- car- neating

Itosta. IT ',Xnht. caul- Entler-7

at3- Obly, Tact.. (6:10)

370 Ito looPs.

" '01271.370, 3aes are athrised to seal. the area. cf2 oceplatoly.. .
Tact.. 9 tict seem, Ur-rains Rotel.;

lisp.. Okay, Tact.... 9, (61-.10. P.N.)

Tact.. S AtEa..

_ Olen. (6/...10 FL) ,

354:r Us, sone ar tasaae. Tact ladt3

lisp.. Cceplerar act.Ileits• to rein creisirz„. (6:11 P.X.), respond with gam 2=mb

Tact.. 6. IR. will by cralstag..- -

mar_ . oar,. tut*. 64p win be cruising, (613. P.x.)

•Msg. Tact.. 15, locesion..

Tact.. 15 5:aacer- and Babzes, en rents.

lisp.Olen-hot. 15, taker St. Joe and guard the subject, (6211

Tact.. 15 St.. Joe?

lisp.. Check, St. Joe floggital,

Tact.. 15 Okay, 15

lisp. Only deecriptioa this tire, a. young wilite =ale well. dres3act ctro53:ed weal= at
424. 5- )1:2 and seen ranniag south :rat that location.. ilave intro:Nation he
losy be in a. late =dell/hits Mustang, north on Main, (6:12 Pat-)
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Page 5: SUPPIZMIT # on DR. HA= ZITHER KING, JR., C. 39..

Tact. 12 We have a ocuple of vehicles. stopped at Pain and Butler. He have their. LIE
license numbers and they have identifica.tiaa. Bo you want then to stand
leave the area

,DisP•• 150?

.DIsp. 150. Have several cars stopped Mill and Butler, have license neobsrs,
identification infcrraticn„ okay fcr thea to c3.ear area?

• 350 • Okay.

C:back, Tact 12, (6212 P.XT)

'Tact. 12 'Okay.

Tact.. 17 The area In closed of.f and we are goinx to cruise..

Map.. Okay,. Musa. 17,, advises area is closet cd= and the other units to =raise t
area.. (612

12,ct.- IL See if yea. can deterairo Idlicir hospital he at. to.

•
W. to et.. Sae,. on scene nor..

Okay. •

368 foyeawant.= pstl. Into the area?:

flap.. Check, 36a„.16:33 P.N.)

368 -

17 In earvice..

Craising.

Dint:— (Mai., Tact.. 14. (62.14.Pari

Dian; 157,, ehaver a. Signal Mr In

Tact. 12 12 sending.two nen down to rat:Lard Calhoun to turn the troia east and:

=sp. Clay-, Tact. 12.. (6:14. ?..21.)•

(I2scastUals)- -Cares:Lug -

Hawker ..-sics12.4?"

6`) earreser.--

Mop.; 69Is eerees, (614 P.11.)

Disp.. rotors and radar trate to neve Into loop, (6:15

20 21, la-

Div. Okay, 20 is rerrics, (6:25)

=sp.. First actors to arrays in Loop, cut the traffic at Halber.:7 and Seccr.d.

367 367, car la is an the scene and all Fire fepartaerrt tracks are off the rtxee
okay to abandon it?

Lisp. 367 in service, pull into loop far traffic,rartins.

3-67 . 367

Sa.at- 1.3 Cruising:.

Map- Tact.. 13,, craising, (6:16 P.M.)
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=KOSS= # ea DR. 14ARTI21 LIPMETZ ELZ, int., tic, 39.

Disk... • Check 155.

Tact., 5 in service.

Lisp. All news nen to be Irithhalsi fro= the area, (6:15)

&Lep. PoTeattug the info:oration at this time, the neupcn was oh•opTect at 424. S.. Ma
a. well dressed young white rale, lest eeen ranning south_ fros that location,
a well cL-esse*i young uhite mals„ last seen runniz.g. Celt from that location,
may law in. a. late model 'white Rustang„ north on. Main, (6:16)

tu*.--7 I. 1007, erezitzt.

Mr?. • act... 7creakizta..(:17-Pat-)

150 Tate*. a•-•hcs-,..U.1 report?

Msg.. • Ihave the= ca. the Acne, attentim to get that inforwftion...

150 Okay.,

316-317 CrnandS310

• . In ,

178-. (6s17
• • •

Disp. glary. - -
• .

•• .• • ,
Mar,. Jay car as the Seseir advistag the clothing descri#4.ce. Any car' advising

alathirprocreeldectr okay-, 404 lietta- still being held, (6:1$)
• •

Mice seenoc..-(67.191:11.)

Test, ID tact.. IGT

Co

(Tromet41,?,),

DIsy... Cat. cer soma of the radios' atthe licersine„ we're getting too such feedback.• 

Cat oft acme- coe the radian- rect. 10, cat, off some or tats macs, were,
gettlastoe saccIa feedback... Try it agairo.-.

Tact. ID Sedate& bed dark hair, possibly bleak, the it was a very dark salt,. also
possibly black," and. the subject 1123 =dinar heavy- .. . 

- .
Dint. A. young Idcbte, wale boar dark bat?, possiblr black, dark colored Sett, also

possibly black,. usedisot heavy build. A young white nels bee dark hair /xesibl
bleak, dark colored suit, also poseibb, black, media= heeory build, (622)

1507

150 150.- ••

rd-nz. 150, the hospital lerised critical. condition,. (620 P.X..)

150 :

Mop. 1237 craine.r available to meet a wan at St. Joseph?

Dial,- 1 trezepor'extg„ (6220)

John. 5 John-5 in service.

Ddsp. Johe..5 at St.. Joseph, meet the officer.

John-5 Oben Jciza-5.

Tkce",_9 - tbie
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Page ,71 SUPPLE THEN # on DZ. MET= ENTH=. EC, 39.

Map. Negative, reporters are to he aid:hell at. Val; tins, (6:24

Tact. 9 Mon Tact. 9.
•

Map. Care attention, cars as the Lorraine Hotel, cars to switch to the Y.-2
frequency, all Tact Units as the F2 frequency, cars not on the call, t
switch to IPA, (6:22)

367. 36.7 as thee"rf. . -

Dins. 367 as the scene. (6:22)

131sp. Repeating the, tate:matte:a we bare at this time as the shooting at 404
wbizer, a:7=g well dressed white =let, dark hairs plasibly black. I.
a desk sult„ It's also, powilly black, mann hea-r:bi14. He. was seer
Death recta 424 S.. Nen, roseller comaected a. late =del white" stang,
vas veers narth =Yes, t6s.231

r 7 •

&tsp.. Gs ahead Tact.. 7..

Tact.. 7 Do pie hisemany descriptItcas as a. licerse raster as this Idustang?

Div.. Ho Thict.7„..a. Ube nedel Eastang Is alive haver at this time.

Tact. 'l . . ... • . . .

Els?. A late soieliatitatEustang Is all the info:matt= we have..
. ,

• 

GeergerS Came 9' agsciai. at ft.. iforph...

that. Ceerge-c) at the St. Amelia

Coarse .• Cheek.. ,

Map.. ClIfy*,, Ceara.% Sctas-f, disregard the can,. (6:23)

Jaista..4 :

121sp... • The 1:87 ttillt ISO the lamp= as Watt Street, caw In with yaw reasiber..

Otteadttle)- Zire trasszcisalcome, same cos raging semething.aboat Noateide.

e. There asaber2

Nap!.•3311 that. Tash

Tack. Cheellt.
. ' .

Disp. Clar, 'Mat. le, 6:20

Tact. 3.6. Tact. 16, we are at Samar Thomas and Ideas, just been stopped by a mole co
he adrIsect as same other subjects bad foliated that subject In queetticzt„
math as tangy Timms Blvd, going north as Thomas from this location-

Diap- ItEct Very get a Itosase =beer?

Tact., 16 They did. not.

letanzation that the subject had teea foliated, subject responsible fcr the
• emoting bad been fallared. north as teeny Thccas„ ant the north as Thcas.

Berth as Nanny Thomas ard. then north as Maras. In a Mustang, Tact. 1.6:.

Tact. 16 Stand br.

Insp. May. SIseriffis tote:eat to eon,. They went north as Thome ercai the via
• of Parkway, 

(6:25r

413 423 In serriee.
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Page Ita SUPPLEMENT # on 1141... itARZI21 um= 1:050, NC,. 39.

Insp. 433 exit& to 1P-a, 413 In service (6:25) • -

ihet.. 16 nosy are =alga to give any descriptins,c,Irat. -advlaed that it vas the oubdo
coestics.

hisp. Macy, advised the subject- responsible, for the shocrting„ vent north on Mora
troa the partway, (6:25)

insp. Taut.. 16,, hoe Ismg_ago vas that?

Met. 16. Jest.a far ago.

Msg.. Olskr„.they' did advise Thomas?

toot, 16 Cheek, said. 'they' mad. lacrth.

Ids?, Okar,, Istovestion they- nem* north =Moos.

Zaat., IT Area. or Stoma end Chelsea,. =dittos.

inspr. 12teb..17?

rr Cheek..

Dime. (646)

• .

Map?. le pat.- up, to the eity.lialts

p.

ids?. Cheases.and

30te.

1013

100 Co ahead t.o207., hela answerstag roa..

Insp. Clhaadillq- Stead

Saab.. 7 I Imo Err.. IfiddIebrcok„, arid- Pas. Admen dars. bare, have to lame, ard ward
to go In. •

ittsp.— • Her. Middlebrook ant Bev. ilaciscia?

Tact!: 9 Meek.

Disp.• 350,. Tact." has Pim.. Jackson ard liddlebrook advising theT have a right to
netters* We the" eirittY..ad?

130 Cheedr.„ that's an.
r• "

Tack.. 7 Mar, Twat. '

his". 2.00„ no, the Governor wants to know 'whirrs 7ca can be =started ptalla servi

Closadible) Traneadssion.Ircas. 100.

rdap. - - - Belay' that to ra.

(Ireadible)

Dins. 150, bre you reading that?

250 Repeat. 150.

tdapitcher Repeat 1(J0, we are not getting, los, we wanted, to to relayed.

(7,,a7v441,/•) Pros 100
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Paps Sts SUPPLSOST # ein DR.* RAF= DIM= ICING, JR., RC,. 39.

Tact. 6 Did yoga read bin?

Map. No, Tact:. 6, go ahead.

Trust. 6 523-2788, 523-2788.

523-4788?

Mutt-6 Quick.

121336 elrxr.

Tact.. II by. Jackson and. Persil want. In.

NIddlebrook and Janicsaa

Taet... 33. • Meek.;

• Idapr. Moore. 35(ii advisesi is okay, for theato go In.

•
• • ... . -

Ittapr 6:3%. ICte,„

' Titarr* • Is thaws ag Taat net avadluble to go to Nada and McCall for learaitunt. -

- Tarot. 7- UAL ar''

Iasi.. cloy, Ta!at...7, sew& Chadatr, (63313)

• Tass.,7-

' Task. 32 We Maw a G•eralzt. Imo Farica, Director of Ccuronity Relations,. and he tants .
. . • •

1,50- ISIT,lethineln.-__ •

Tat*" 12— Okay, not.

Ts", 7 Tact, ir as the scene.. -

Div.!. ThaLT at the scene, (6137.)

Ditsp..7 coif.=

Car 2It Car 24.
. •

Map.. 24, inqtah to the RI.

car 24 CIE. 240, • • .

Map... khan-3, report to heedeparters, (601)

Tact. 7 Do yea bats a Uttar- locaalaa

Map. Data mod F.eCall far Mr. Qszintir,. Taft. 7.

7 V. have his located nor, Tact. 7.

12Isp. Okay, That. 7.

Zeiro4 john-5, 'gild you rant John-3 or John-57

/lisp.. They advised John3, eau you the asly cruiser on?

Joixf-5 Check, John-5.

Diep. Okay, Jdnt-5, report to beadvarters, • (6131)

John-5 John-5

Dim,. 156, switch back to r-a, (6m)
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Page 10: SUPPLEMENT # an. • MI lk= WISER sasG, IL,Mc, 39,

Tact. 12 Cheek with 150, and see it truest Withers, Photographer, can awe into this
area, or jrat have him !stand by.

. Disp. 150.

350 Just have him standby uubiLre een get  in here.

Map. hot& have him standtgr„ Tact. 32.

Disp. 3.16,„ are yen. cas the SCOMe?

99Xe 100 at the segue?

&tsp. . We hese Wu en rasater,,

250 7h32.1the Pre at. them....

.350 is ids the iroans„,

9¢ Char, Ma *ha* three. hincts treat there..

Skip.. Mar, 94 CM Ugrian. (6s34)

350 Okogr..-• _

?later 7

VIster7 begree.1 C6,314

A. Wolf& atcpsttog &whits leastam, north az Thanes tram Pireetcos„ with a visite
war 53a Zs.. ,

kia ataigate a idttto "atarir., nartla en Thaws erre Where?

lhattlitto north en Tames tros neeartone, earth on Memos at Pirestene.. .

Oink; Okary,..421. Is north en Theses at Mrs:stamp they have a skits Mustang,. Idth's
ifirlsos rola In -•

That 2489,1121-
. -

Clap.. • Ma Utters clay,,

(rosad31124........abeide that& antaaabils ads, that.xas U1-2489..:..akaudib1e
40 •

AZL 
• • •

Olaad1b2.4..-..4ta1Plfr,laavaa. stoma. that car, and he chacka cat okay..

40TL .

rts17..• icir-Futsr, cart: comb 4 In airriao, 66236)

nieft,.. 7. aerdco..-
.. .

rdsPr. Or. Tact. 7. (6z36), Ws- he able

Tact.

Insp. 0k.

Etobt..4. Trauszarting to headquarters.

Map. Soft.. 4 tranaportiug, (606)
. •

25 Headquarters.

Disp. 25 e• n the scene, (6:37)

MM. 366..

to thrash avzr ammo inforrestian?
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Paige 12; SI3PFLEDIDIf # on DR. RAE= LOTEDI =Go J., HC, 39.

(Dup. Continued)

Map.. =at Vance. They mere in a mhite Oldsmobile perked sactbboond am Second St:
Any Tact Unite in the vicinity. to check out this intros:at-ton, respond with
resiter..

. • • •
368 Pat us cia that..

Disp. 0)27, 368. (6:43)

(iustut.this)

ftap. Repast.

(Issuldibls)

War. roansusber

Tact. 1 Tact. 14

ant Tait. Z the eon, (6443)

367• 367
• . . •

9p . 9 •••W •

tttep.. Ca abaelt„,

IOtt pft ea war to Me orrice,

asp.. 105. 9, 123-41:6 the way to the office,. (643)

Tact.. , at. /whin ardlleklan is. have a person. that saw a whit* 011aaaohd-Is peal airs
. Sime the Beath aide of the. Larreire Natal, prior to the police arrIvIre, he

Abp. OW, Tact.. 12 hos Intem2litiogb they sour a Arita Oldenobile, & white Oliaroh
pal maw frau:the aide of the laurel= tztor to the arrival at the poitca
atticerm.." A. white 014sactri1e posaitar leaving the 84:013:64. (6:44)

Tact. 12. 118 rtv: held:tat that. aaklect bare I'm. Mach.. ft.

Map. Olean Mast. IL. --

21Z • Can yea deterssizei what. tips or gum waa?

Map: _tieb...20301baa kink at gam was it?

201. 204. the rifle that wee drama co Zatz ateset was' sa!traexiagaritta a neve

Map.. It le a Broorbatiatth a scope ow it.

231 Catc yea Ora me the

Disp. Caliber, 207-

202. It mask in a bar, ms did not touch th„, it is at heedquarbers,, and nas In the
possession or Insp. Zachary.

Abp. . Okay, it has not. been touched, it. is In a box.

231 Hams a cocecanding officer asset us at Talbot and Wagnero me- have a suspect.

flap. Nacter at. Talbot and Wagner..

23/ 231
••

Okay.. 231 has a suspect at Talbot and Wagner, can a. consoling -africer =et
then there?

158 VII meet tbeMthare.



302

Page 13: SUPPLZKEST  on. 1:11t. IfART:131 MEM For SR" MC, 39.

Insp. Okay., 158.. (6:45):

rdsp. 130 cell 200 ea Station 417. (6:49)

150 liapost the Static:1 umber.

Map. Station 412.

150 Mon 250.

racrd's 7 Getrgt, 9

Dial:. Go ahead, George 9.

Gearga 9 Ile nosed acne sore non dent here Sib Vona the dnore lead:112g Into St.. Joe,
getting to. MIXT ;sepia lisside.

MIR- Okra's' Mien* 9, 367, st- zo•, (646)

. 2„.14. itping to tralispcct theme two subjects bevels this viciatio- ds

Itiap.. Vamp Is that Strad

259 itimso sad Paatotoo.

Map.. GINA. Ilwar-thcsa the Wm irkttee that vas chocagIng clothes?

139 Their as sairidlites,, isis!re looking ice. their clothes not.

MT.. War,. =its traropestius.

Tastr It Taft.. 2.4.-anfb. 2 tainsportiags.

• Otar,..Tast274. Unit Z tramp:rang. (6:46)

Tact.. Itigt.tortro-aideriddlors.. .

1604.. Ira radnr to St. Zoonb... .
Dbp Won. 40‘ 366 20cEP-.1023;

366 Nato sad Itaaktogto.t J66.

Mgt: War. =Tat to St... Joe, (647)

366- Faltir.•366- •

399 • • 199- •

rds3P. 199'. .

3.99 .. • Trap. Malden In the. oar.

(f!47)

• Tact- 9 Maix113214....These txcl. Dem whites

Disp.. .1. Signal KV. The car with ileCteltaidG111 on RC& resat, the other cars stabit

Tact.. 9 This moan colored gram as Infconation on to male whites. Es stor then staux!
Uwe arthe RCA Radio Co.. (11.4"0.,)....Street.

Map.. . lkot. 9,,, cooranding cericer on the scene checking Pontotoc Street
acme in wi.th ycor =ober.

159 159

Lisp. 259, did yam read. That. 9?
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Page Ito SUPPLER:CST # on. OR. UR= MT= MC, JR., HC, 39..

159 Check. Ten then to hold on to that erabject to he idattificetion.

hint. Okay, Tact. 9, held an. to that subject, so Ahoy can he isierstitleation (6

Tact. 9 Okay, fact. 9. '

Tact. 14 Have Unit loader Meet us at Headquarters.

Eisp. Tact.. 14 leader„ meet Unit 2 at headquarters, (6:48)

East- I4. Cheek, cat the way-
leader

map. - . Check, (6:40

Tact. 5. Dorn. 1/1114.1111 to rati1251 to the north est and arsise2

2130 Zee service.-

200 In. marries,. (648)

203 . Ask 1.5cfshererbe wants met to report to..

rtf.s.P. 150. where, de jou. vent 20OT

lamp.- Clot*. SOUS MA, 200.-
• •

20CI OkssPo disregard.

154.: Ts17,2001- to arlandbrodtlt kis Tact =sits, .

2001, stiondhreith your Tact Urdts In the vicdzdty of the Lorraine, (6:49)

2ca chwar,,

mop,. Tack. 7 reesdrttathe area,. (6:50) 

Tam._ 7 Tact..

Tut.. 7 We have checked the Dmoutonor- good the Holiday Man. on Third, led they have at
register- of letastazg..

Diner% Oar,. tut. 70 (6:50)

Thets..31.. U.

Insp. Co ahead, Tact.

tact. U. Eckel dons herr, saps he he. GOOD Teeple that. have to. go to wark. 8aA, aranto t
Ismer It can be granted.

150 WY, ghee thee pecendesign...-

Tact.= Mem. Tact. 21.-

46:50 l'.21.1

ivat.

Irdsp... Co aheed„ 404.

401.

404

Serd.ler two sore motorcycle Mal up here to the floergencr at St.. Joe right away

Okay, need taro motor man at the Erargency. at St. Jos. Tao moteo men ems in
with your number.

I need bto nen, sea i yco can get.  car, ar anybody vase op here, tiro
ran.

hisp,. Okay,. 40.4.-
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Page 15: =KZ= tf on E. MART= LIMC2 smG, JI., Me, 39.

150 Ear* yor got the lighte kill on?

)is-p. Cheek, 250.

150 Go ahead and let. than off.

Disp.. Okay, the lights are being cleared, (6:51)

Tact. 14. twat. 14, headquarters.
. .
rsip. Teat- 24, on the some at headquarters, (6:51)

259 The Unit that has the rale colored that knows the exact location where the;
changing clothes,. have hint cam in with his nmaler.

Dina- Thadtss Task.. 5%.

259 Whaths. his location?

pup.. Whom do roe. Tarn, Tneh..

&tsp.. Tastr

Tut.. 9 .Tacti-

Map. Mem deleartsave that- subject?

Tzals..9 Urbino hist at Secant a utlen-..

• Disp... Thar hew hire at. Second ant Hitler, 359..
• . • -

• 359 Harm then Staab".

That... 9 Clary, Tack.-9

DUP.- • (644.

That... 5 No term a. suspscat. Main and. Talbot..

• DI:v. That... 5 has-a arras*. at Main ant Talbot.. Any officer- asallable to meet tht

Taet...32' Weal nest them.-

Disp.. (*awl. Test. Ir. C6152)
• .

23* D14 an;rixtr check the white Ekstang abandoned in 1122. allay on. the east& side
the Peebottr Hots=

MDR. bur csr check the Mustang as the south aide ot the Pe:thole

366 go& en the scene.

3711 570. vet checked that cer.

Disp. Cheek. 570. aoudad it.

230 OUT, 230.

366 366, on tbeacene...

Disp. 366 on the WM*. (6:53)

355 - 355 to 150

122314. 155 to 150.

1,60 250

255 3.50, is it okay for Zh. King's brother to go Utast: hospital? _

15a I couldn't get it..
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Page 16 t SUPPLEMT #CL. MAR= um= ma,. gra.„ lc, 39.

• • • .-
11Lep. Ds it ober for Dr. Mare brother to go to the hospital?

130 Moak.

Mop. !beck, 155, (WO

255 Maw, 155.
_ -.• -

rdap. 201„ Tact One advised to check with the Tact Tbd.tg arcand the lketel, and
wee that can be released iron their location, to do so..

201. Ohey., 201.. . .

Dbp. That will be to .czoise the area.

201. War, 201a..' • -

Tact" 14.. Tut.. Irdaz- at hedidcarterS.:-

Elep, Tact..14. leaebsra beadccerters, (645)

Tact.. & atm 232 to Ildsk up hies partner at %tier and Ittiplerri..

Map.. 232. pick ycwrizainer 1". Mira end Ito/berry::
. •

- 232 Watts Botler-ared •

Div" Oben that's-Better ent Nelterm

. at 6, itzt Tact 7soot. 153 at St.. Swept.
... -

asp. . - Tact 6r

Tact.. 6 Tait.. . .

resp.. riadt..7T:

• Taetil..7 Tact.. 7..

• absp. (6:06)

202. 202 to.Tast Om... •

159 25, -

=sp.. Cos he. 159...-

259 Contact the maw the tkraseo-Anittc-abasi Egolpsearb away- Co', boat
ab. 308 S.. Socco4—. •

Disp. lbat do yen went to tell ktse?

159 Come.doer Pere

De yam has the agneerapaa •

Tact. 11 Tact. 11
. •

Div.. Go ahead,. Tact. sr. .

Tact... 11. Tbo arms at 308 S. Seercd is 1.. C. licitaa, /AIL. Van Bass, picture shoe

pre/ection op:aster At the Strand. Theatre, anti Is probably, on duty tosight.

Disp. Okay, repsat.the first nano.

3.2. L.. C. Nalfee, Alfred Van Enaa„ A.. P. Van Hues,. (3ps11.s it Russ)

404 404



306

Fags 17: SOPPLES=IT # an flu.=Mr LUTE= 1020, JR., 39'.

•
Map. Go sheaf!, 4ate. -_

4 •

404 Save the two Tact Mete Until: cactus over, report to the tack at the Ewa
2oon entrance.

• Map. Tact 6 azst 7, reprt to the back of the Emergency So= entrance. (6:57)

Twat. 6 Tact 6

Tnea 7 Tact 7

-359 137

SUP. 239
• -

239 The ;bane numbar, 357-7793, ask".... him if ease of blarechanics changed alata
ointa In. frant...

*.

It mass or ban what?, -

Mt Saxer at his mechanics abazged clothes cab In trcetb.
• "

DUP.' 0*,35%atabr .

Map. Ihat. Maes....116.2s there etlto In the vicinity gab of That. 242

slaotz Ualt

Diva. - • at.=Lb. 3. twat, toot. Jae. (6:58)

tfett- Task. ted.t.3-

Mu*. XL- Taistc.nwto-thdt 3p ithatss yaw location?

Thá.. 33,-thatishatys vor Iceaticor

Tioder lfalberi7 ant-Haltug, truit. 3.

Map. ' Nallectr and "ling. That 21 leader.

Taub II Obiz, Tact. 33..1'

2CEL Tatsa I, se wilL MUM: theserazdte as scan as Homicide has completed
their Ingettleatiov,„ lVneemeaary to hold then to sent this area. at this

Muir. Obsir. the last salts are to st322. sea the area. =hit Emiedsla angplates the
ingeertdaatina. •(6i59) •

TisaLi7 Tact as the scene.

DUP.. That 7 as the scsne. at. at.. Joe, (7:03 P.A. 13:0 306)

Tact? 24 Tact.: 24 Vat 3 on the scene.

Sinn. Tact.. 14. th±t3 an the scene at It. Joe, (7:00 P.21.)

2123P.

239 239
•

Map. Vcatict that, be the necterd.cs fro:: the Alice of bx2sIness at 308 S. Secant, are
those. the as that yoz are asking that. changed clothes..

259 Check, he states that. the door was opal at that tim,. thy,- were changing clot
it's a. good pas.iml4ty that ih was markers that he enc.

Slip. OW, 139.

1.5P

157 257
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Pags las =Tux= # on EIS. MABIMEMECMEt rafG, JR.., EC, 39.. -

SLIP. Mrs. Van Bose cas the phone. anibar husband. an brother is lair are the only
that ran. that. baelnesa at. the Visual lid, ard there are no rechanics col:Liar
there, ant they are en route fro-a the basin:Ise hate, and let there about 3C
ainatas ago.

259 It's a possibility that they are the two he observed there. Have her to tal
her husband to east:act yoga. as 912Q* as they pt has.

map.. Olcry, Meet
•

act. 13. Maids II; Unit 2,. there as workers at 238- Bettina-, at this bisigy Electric San
Caepgr. Wart that to leave and go hams,, leave work.

Step.. 232

201 ZEL

Map.. Paredselon far workers at 33E Buttner to, learn the tresinece Ira* work and go-

2Ca. . Okay.

OkarAtat31....Cbrit Z, C7:03)

llact. 32 Usk 32, illarjr... •

•349T Walla rma ragez• Mum 159 ta =et us tank trout af NS S.. Seeceedt

map. 359,. did 7ast read-34T

359 .359

mast- Oar.: C7:03) •

. Tact.37Saldeetatartn_aed Stalbc!t. cheeks okay..

. -

Ube Ss Use teat at a;grztaatam.
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page' 19r SUITIMCRIT # on Ea. R192121 1018:Et rim, JR., RC, 39-.

She following pages are the tronstrlasiais era" 1-3. fzequency, on April i, 1968, from
6:01 p.m., to 6:51 p.n..

2 2

156 356 in serrice:.

Map. 156 In service, (6:01)

Rerdqoartors

Dip.. 433. InserrIce (6:01)

68 6a as the Donn.

Map- 68 as the scene.

1.7 on the Beene,

17 an the ;Dorm, (6:01)

2 aathe seemar„,-.

asp.. an tbs. scene.. Ora

Insp Zezthatcs1I..

a .

416 416.13a sesrlee,„-

ZILep„. I.Sarik 416 pelt Inte,406 itaberay„ laiTalue. Natal.

•

416 416'
. _ •

atop.. lialarkaA. that a. sluarting baA socserred at that place, okay, 1?

Char *.

rasp,. 416.

416 *. 436. .

1 and.1$16, yea- ars to remain 23 the ear will it Is els:rifled that Bay. Xing
haw bbsen &rob, Wan IT. • .

2. Obay„. L.

°Imp. 426.

416 416

Ittsp. ramst 426;3580 pal up on this, It has been eantirmaa that Xing has been shc
L. •

1 • 1.

inslu Oa-

416 416

rdsP- 158

158 • 258 •
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age 20: SIIPPLWEENT on DR. MARTIN LIM= ICI3G, JR., 14C, 39. -

asp. 155, you are to torn a ring around the hotel, farm a ring around the hotel,
Tact. Units are responding, (6:0)

59 159, Ile roving ctren as that call.

Asp. Moly, 159, 156„ pall dam.

156 Okay, 156.

Clap.. Advise no pedestrian tratttc,no traffic is to leave the vicinity ot the hate

3-7 17 in service,

Map. 17 in sereice„ (645)

2 2 in service.
•

'Insp.. Rank infrosaticas this shot acre trait a. brick building, it's a ladok building
direetlr east iron the karat= Hotel. The shot came trent the brick
dimmer east. frac the laCISSIXIO Raga, (6:00

422. 'yin am. In az

Okay,

mar that.-ths. Tact Units seal. that location oft.

Okays. 350. - -

Illap„ .1.17. ts,. that's all nnit.s„ 150 advising all Tact Units are to seal this ar
etc eamplate4y..—All Tact Unita are to seal this area al= caapletely. (62t6)

2 - 2 ineerrice. - -

•Disp. 2 in service.. (6tc6)

424 zaa tha weapon at 424 3. ma.ixi, cant at the cars has the weapon. at 424.3..
Nan.. The =bleat zespasible rest sactit on Rain,. the sablect responsible ra
earth trae 406 Main..

• Dina: r. *set IN. pan up..

- Teat 4. Tact 4..

350 Got saw deseription2

Dbip.• Check, standby, a van whi.te. rale, yea dressed, a yams while rale
, dressed, ran sorth. teat 424 sq. milk. (60:03)

36 3.6bifiadtfortare.

War. Clogs, 16.•

155 155 on. the scone..

flap. Obor; 155, (6)08)

63 In. service.

Dip.. 63 inservice.. (6:08)

416 416 In the area.

Msg.. Okay, 416, (6:08)

24. 24. in the area.

36-411 0 - 79 - 20
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. tags 22z SCIPPLMOIT on TIZ. MO= LUTEIEM MG, JR., MC, 39..

:lisp. Okay, 24. (6:09)

4 4 in 'orrice.

in 'orrice, at 290 N. Decatur, a disturbance. (6:11))

Insp. Rave information subject Imar be in a late =del. white !is:stens, a late model
white Hastens, north cm Hain, a. vhile Hastens, the infornation we have en t
webDict, he's a Tams white sale, well dressed, possilily in a ;ate. racds.1.wh
kristang„ went north or Ittin Street. (6:10)

Tact 6. Tact 6,

/lisp, Toot repeat..

Dispf Olgay,,, Tack 6„. say other car still needing. the lights?

Map.. Okay,' Teat 17 pa* - .
Map. ' Ohm. 370, r• as. adriD;IMI t.s seal the area oft cceolstely arenzel t/orze.d

Map?. tibeeisTeet.9g-.

Dial& • Check 'heti. (681X3)1 • -

map,- rapist the craw' m17.

Clap. • • Of t.he lorzaineT.s.,L,

Croodib2s}.

&tsp. Olen; coupler of the. Tact Unita tor:wain cretting. (6:21) Respond with

. .

Map. • • Oker„ Taah44:131 (6117)
. _

;asp. Test 35„ locskianr • —

Map. Oben. 25, take St. ice arst gourd the sableste. (6:11)

Map. • St. Joe Hospital, check.

ana,diblal •

Dap: Domeriptiter hero at. this thew, a rexce white 1e, welt dressed, he dr:1pp

•. the weep= at42f.S.Haln„ end was seen running :melt frac: that location, eau
we bow latanottoar,. rallbe In a late medal white Ntestang..  
ihretsog was nertic or Hain. (6:12)

lisvir Limbs:ant wet so hare.

lamp. • 250„ they base several care wtopped at. lista lied Bataar, have licacse- zrambers.
• and Intonation as the iskintiTication, and the subjects do check obey.. le it
okay liar thee to laws the area?

Insp. Cheek. Tact 32, (6:12)-

Dup. Teat 17, the area is closed off, the other unite to =lee the area.. (6:24

Disp. Car 2, •St. Joe, on the scene nor.

Disp. ChSe4;368. (6:13)

/57 . 357 la service.

rdep. 157 in. aortic... (6:13)

&tsp. 257, we have a. Signal *Cr in enact.

Tact 14 Tact 14,, cruising.
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eV"
Page az =PIM= # utt DR. ILIRTIN IDTEDM. ICING, JR., NC„ 39

Disp. Tact 34, craisin4. (6:24)

Tact 22 Tart 32, cruising.

Disp. Tact 32, cruising. (6:14)

. 69 69 in service.

Dirp. 69 in service-. (6:14)

4 4 cm the r ems.' -

Div.. 4. a: the scene. (6:14)

2Q 20 in. service.. -

Div. 1.5 that 20 in saes-Ise?

2Ct Checft.

2ainservine. (6:15)

M.A. The actoro-and radaractdtm to aura into them Loop.. (6:35

.355 , 335.

Ithsp. 3670 12intothe looP.,

Map.. Chealk, 253._

255 Need somebody at ze3bca-4• ard. Second to cat that traffic.
asp.. 12to first motors lit the loop to cut the traffic at Mulberry and peocud.

25 tar sagrarlao.. -

Din,.. 25 ±n gerrIce— (6:25)-

356 15644;155 •

355 Go ahmad„. 256..

156 lialtame sow ammo:: at at.. Martin and Einling„ Insimting cm going vP..

255 Mold thaw ask. =WS. farther notice.

256 • Okay,. 156.-

Disp. Alt nem= to tie:withheld Irma the area.

Taet 330 =lax.

•rasp. Nepsating the inennetion re have at this bine. The weapon was dropped at424 5.. Nada.. A sell dressed ycnag wit.ita rale mas seen =arcing from thatlocation.. Information he 3:27 bs In a idate Mortang, ntarth Main.. (6:16)

122313.- 350, re Isere them cm the phone, attempting to get. that information.

41W, 416,. very going to cub co= traffic scuthbozad cax Main tram tance-
Disp. Okay, 4/6. (6:16)

flap, Okay, Tact 7. (6:17)

Disp.• okay, iza.. (6:17)

157 Tea gat 207 tn., of clothing description frac the scene?

fins- standby 159....Tact 10?

Map.. Any car. ca the seem advising clothigt description, any car cathe sconeadvising clothing descr4t-ion oa this sok-lee-2
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Page sjPPLC21  o na.. MA3r1:21 =CS. =n, JR., If0, 39.

404 Hol4. the lights up /ust a state, until I get there.. -.

Map.. 01=7„ 4040. the lights are still being held- (6:113)

404. Okay.

Disp. ZO/ on the scene. (6:19)

Map. Go ahead.

Disp. Cat a= acne of the rodics at the Lorraine, we are gettir.g too =dr feedhen

Cut off same aC the rad..ct s.

at-V• Iket 100 cat these radios off and try- it again..

fLap.jrcanirnale wheashaes dark hai.r, pcseiley black, dark colored suit, also pots

black, =di= beery built. A. young white male, dark hair, possibly black,

daldc snit,. possibly black„ =di= heavy tl (6:20)

Map.. 150

. 150, the. haspital advises cfe..cal. cordittart.. (6:20)

Din- Iry =aim= available to neat a. non at. St.. Jae?

414 Transport...1=g to heads:az-tars and 3 of

414„tasausp=t1oro. (6:20)

D1312- Zohe-5,. at the iroe, =set the 0=s:cr. (6:21)

310 Change. cat locaktose to St,. Joe,. have- the L.tent.",m-rt- to meet. us. there.

Disp.. Negotiator, rap:ert=5- are to be 111t3,/•.art L'"Clil the babel at. this tizee— (6:21)
•

Msg.. All cars attedicst, cars az the Lcrraiia Rot!. call are to switch to the P-4

freqeerroy„ an. ?act !knits to rmain an the P-2 frequ.ency, all.. cars /VA co t.1
call. to switch. ta? (6:22)

flap.. Car 30.1mo-that Jc Cestco?
. .

Car; 3„, at. Xceeph..

Insp. Okay, Car 3a. Lieutenant will anat you when we get one available ft

Car 3 wan
-

357 357 akar C3a th* tan-

Map. Okay, 257.

flap. 44, go ahead..

44. Is the wrecker Ina the nay out bare?

Disp..." Cheek, 44, City Lot is sending a levokar.

Disp.

OUP. 28, at 3457 Suoner, Tibabcarthis, baliiag a Prisoner..

flap. Car 15

15 15.

Disp. 1,5, at 737 Hanley-0 a canplainant (6:33)

15 15
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Page 2eft PL21222# on DR. MI= LIITHEM IMEG„ .112.„ 9.

WAR.: . Correction, (6:23)

Map. Clay, 414. (6:23) •

Disp. 38, 1E29 awning. a complainant. (6:23)

28 28

412 412 in service.

Disp. 4/2 in service. (6:24).

Div. 38, repea.t Ton- okay..

3a Okay„.

Edna. (6:24)

157 357 car. the scene. ,

Disp. Ow. 157,. (6:24)r.

Disp. 25 et 2278 rathant„ at. the lounge, a conplainant- (6:24)

25 2s
-- inft=noticarthft-the sublect has teen followed, the sablect responsible fatshooting has teem followed loorth Earmy Marls axxd. then north at MICZ53.3,

north 02. Canny Thcauus and then north tux Thomas. Were they in a Notarg„.
162

•
They iv=h.nth. ist..ThOnae frac. the vicirdty of Parkoray.. (6:25)

 ta. (6:25)

/633. 4.1.3 in service.

rrts;r. 4.13imeervisa. 0251

Dina. Morro adve that. the subject reepoosihle far the shooting is north on. Thor

tree Park:r

•

---..

Edna. Tart 36, hoe long ago was that?

Din= Okay tber did. advise- Thongs, okay, inftrzatdox he went north on

Ettsp,. Taet.17

Map.. Okay, Tact. 17. (6:26)

DloP- MX. 68 pall. up both° citr ratite.

Map.. 17,. Chelsea and Watkins.

Map,. 202... •

DUP..

Insp. ICO.

Dlsp. 38 at the scene.

Disp. 103. standby.

flap. Rev. Jackson and Middlebrook?

flap. 150; Tact. 9- had Rev_ Jackson and Middlebrook, advising they have a right tigo up. than, are they to he admitted?

100.

Clap. 1.00„ the. Goverace-varda to Iccor vhers -nu can be contacted public. service.
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Page 26 SUM= if on. 0.1. MAE=IZ , Jl., MA, 39.

Dep.. Wa7. that to ine.

Dint.. 150, are yen roarttng that?

Insp. Repeat /00, we are not getting you, going to have to be relayed.

Map. Tact $, go ahead,

523-2788, okay

41.5 415 in service..

IIInsteher Is that lade-Elsa& eattlaalcson?

DUP.- ORM. 150 advises that itwcu2 be catty fcr them to go in.. (6:30 XI= IQ*.

atoP. 356. •

Map.. 24. revert. to h (6:30)

Diap 24„. rerert to beethrsarters.. -

Myr. 24,, report- to heDielisartars... (6:30)

24.

7.5 15 cm the. metro— -

&LIP.- OUT,. 35, .(6132)

3a 3* as the seem.. .

Oksy* 38, cbs52)

• 25 74 oft the Bows..

rttsp... 25 at the- somp... (6:34

Dup. 1.56

J. serrics..

Msg.. 4. lit e,( 6a33)

2 D;mragarst 156. -

111.*. Oisar Z..

rdsiN• _2. it 6:30.-

437 417 IM service...

24. 21b cal the =ewer -

Itin‘ 24. an the au.-. (6:14)

" DIV- 422, Is north cm Thomas from Firestone, behind a }Mestang, with a white same:
it.. •

Insp. Disayeird 421, .cheeldng al that. It's been checked =C. IM-24137.. It's oka:

rtt3p- 37, at 3969 Willoughty„ see a complainant (6:36)

37

160 160
• •

Disp. 160.

160 We have cne or these mobile mni..31- at Jackson & Hollywood. Re states be is
talc!' ng to some .fellor follaring a Mustang, east cal Suzs=er from -1.14;b2sca, tin
Is supposed to have shot. King._
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Page 263 SIIPPIMMT  on DIT.: MAZEIZZ DIM= .TR., IC. 39.

Disp- Does he have the license =ober?

160 No License =amber. •

Disp. 160 has Jura-al-tic:a frcs a cocci/Limal. that a *white rale is east on Snorerfrau Highland, a white male east on Stnnizer from HieoarA in a white Y•ststanresponsible for this shooting. 36, —42 pall down, 28, subject is exceedir51:ieed limit vast on ananaecr from Highland. 43 location.
433 Poplar & aol1sccd, 433..

Disp. Pall. up to ladle Station and Sumner.

413 01sazr, 433-

Map.- UN

415 Ease a. car ps1.1. up to White Station & Stainer and it's supposed. to be a.

linatodible)

356 356, St...Tv:sena•

ret-nP• 435,. reit zee tertag czcb cot, 11,s supposed to be a blue

260 Dist am Saseer ervOrartag.. - .

Disp.. Afl acre steed by,. 360 repeat.

160 Unix (xi Cr•-..w1-170.4 T36 Pcatiacs.

liteilmeere. re-J.-II-being cut out. Hapset.

1.91 160.-tbatts-tortkr. CilMemientall ercn Sur, his. 956 Pontiac.

sp.. A Ulm P66-P=Litse, rcerth on.Y.....40.4-ert from gozner.„ north on  

36 36

Dint.. 22

22 22

Map.. Mos PcaLtatt ricrac on Pl  from eagzez.

160 160, this ear is speeding war 65-imi2se per^ ho=,.

lasp.16o advising that. this car speed/rig 73 atlas per botT

:roue gasser.

3.60 Occupied. by three sale whites, 160.

Disp.. abscess three white sales in the car, Ilse Portia*, three white raises occumbine Pontiac. eding 75 miles per hoer, north on  frost 9=mzer,ami yaw /mate= tor,, 160?

160 standby,. 3.60.

435 415, pat va on that Mustang call, we're at Perkdas and Walnut

pin). °Way, 4.15. Advise that it is a blue Pontiac occupied by three zost30  
last seen north on 74-rcrimo'f,31 Itrua Sr at a high rateof sp3ed..

415 Okay..
28 28 in service..

May.. Okay, 28. (6:44... 160, any buthar information?
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Page 20; sunsmaT # •on DR. MAR= LUTIESR IMIG, JR., 110, 39.

• 160 Speeding north 'on Jackson now.
•

DUN. Blue Pontiac entp,xsed to be north on. Jackson. Fran where, 3..6or

• 160 On the way to Raleigh.
•

asp. Subject: on. the wror to Ralectes north on Jaulcson„ north towards Raleigh on
Jackson a him* Pontiac ocon3ded by three white reitts, these subjects ar
suppose:1 to be wanted for the shooting, (6:41)

. .
36 36,, ask lat if this could be a blue Pontiac comestible.

Disp. 160, is tast. a. comestible?

160 TVs 
. . .- • • .
ank:owsr„ 193, at this time.

Etisp- vinurma;, 36, at this time..

36

DUP.- (62.1.)2) .
,

36 East as Itsecze,„ a. bins Pontiac consectible occupied by three rale whites, 1
rand

36,„ advises that this Pc:atlas consertilen. with same white males in it got
wort eat Itairxxt trot Remr.

25 • 1st serstee.•.

la.serrh. (643)

160

Coabsa

160 • Thist1siii hardtop, be went th....-cagh the light at Jackson and Stager Road,. at
• idles- per burr, =timing north on Anstizt Peay.

Map. 160, advisthat this is a blue Pontiac hardtop that was seen northbound
• at Jackson ant Stage apprordscely 100 milm per homr.. It's a white 1.-Ke
WU* Pontiac Nrccedding• north at Jackcorn and. Stage at a. high rate of speed.

• (6244 .

lox bare a comitlalmstisittE gas there?

160 I ham a mobilo, unit talkIrg to the; mobile wilt toUcwtng this car.

Disp_Stueritfie Dapartuent aotriees that they have bad that block up there and did
see no Portia* at an.. . .

37 (X761,02414 .

Map. Okay„ 37. C64.45 RIC 3064

44- 44 in se-~11.06... (6:45)

DIV. 44. is service.. (6:45)

240 160. . .

Diem 160

160 160„ this white Ebstsmtg is shooting at the blue Pontiac fol1rwing his. They
should, be going out Amtin Paay.

MAP.. 260, advising the blue Etalac  is shooting at the white 1.,lastaz2g folleacing the
white 26:ertang has a citizen's band... following this blue Pcntiac going on cc
Austin Peay. The soldect is firing at the white tic:starts.

160 160„. they are approaching the virgton. Road,. that road that goes on into tt
bases on lsostiu.  PeaT. 
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SITZPLOWT t
DR. MS2111 um= lam, a., MC 39
Eck11(0333 #3367
THITZSDAY, Anil, 4, 1968, at 6:00

&WORT= ST: LT. L. A. 7P=33Z3

Set Suspect in the reported obese
of a Mustang by a Pontiac, by
ham radio operator

On 4-13-68, I:30 p.a., the report r received o phone call fro= Lillian Maisel',
IN, living at 2436 Z. 1101=sili, ph  and she stated she wished to give information
regarding a perry that may be pos oorible for the ham radio broadcast in con-
nection with Dr. Martin lather Xing's death. She listed this suspect as being a rale
whits known to her only as D. C., age 35, driving an old. model blue car.

She stated this D. C. cane to her house Last night. 4-12-63, inquiring aboet buying land
and. at this tire she noticed that he- had a microphone in hie dashboard, and she had
rernehechi that in the past D. C.. had asked her son if be would inatalL a Cir4•,eo.ta Band
radio in his car.. lauk said her son d has caper-lance in h.= radio eats, bur refused to
put one in D. car because he did not hem & license.

• . . • • . .

Mat reports& D. C.. as bsin& a=maids= and plays a 2;nitsr. and that far the peat taw
years he has been in Saalnrille playing for the Grand Old Opry„. and that it had bean
that long sinc• she had seas hire. Vas said that D.. C. is marriad to an. Indian, and
further describe& his cm--as bearing Misaisaipri. license, narcetrals to:drown. She aLv -
geared. that as cast& learn rose about D.C..'s identity frogs an old man whose name she
did. not. Lassa, bathe does live near her hous, and she could show whores the house =ta-
li. C.. reportedly worked. far the at& ran in. the past... 

ChairmanSTOKES. Anything further?
Mr. SPEISER. Nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Con-

necticut, Mr. Dodd, for such time as he may consume.
Mr. DODD. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Mr. Chairman, I will not require as much time as I had thought,

primarily due to the rather thorough examination by counsel.
However, I do have some questions and some comments I would
like to solicit from you if I could, Mr. Holloman, regarding your
testimony to our counsel.
At what point in your relationship with J. Edgar Hoover did you

become aware of his strong negative feelings about Dr. Martin
Luther King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I cannot give you the date. The only time, the

first time that I had any inkling of that feeling that you refer to
was when I read in the newspapers, in the public media, that there
was a question as to Mr. Hoover calling Dr. King a liar.
Mr. DODD. At no time in the 7 years that you worked intimately

with him in the headquarters of the Federal Bureau of Investiga-
tion here in Washington were you aware of Mr. Hoover's negative
feelings and attitude about Dr. Martin Luther King and the civil
rights movement?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is correct, sir.
Mr. DODD. How were you hand-picked by Mr. Hoover?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No one can answer that question I think, sir. Mr.

Hoover made a selection and you were notified, you were trans-
ferred and there was no explanation given you. You weren't called
in and said, do you want this job or I want you to have this job.
Mr. DODD. He didn't interview you ahead of time?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. DODD. You had no personal interview ahead of time prior to

your taking that position?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir, not that I can recall.

xxxxxxxx
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Mr. DODD. Had you worked with him previously on a personal
basis on other matters?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir. The only personal relationship that I

had with him was at one point in my career in Washington as an
agent, I conducted tours of the Bureau, and on certain special
occasions he would meet the individual, the single individual or
maybe two or three individuals who wanted to meet him personally
and he agreed to it. I on those occasions would escort them into his
office and introduce them to him. I would say that would probably
be the principal times that I came in personal contact with Mr.
Hoover.
Mr. DODD. Turning your attention now if I could to your tenure

as the director of fire and safety in Memphis, in your executive
testimony you described, if I can paraphrase it, the performance by
the Memphis Police Department during the time of the sanitation
strike and the assassination of Dr. King, as being exemplary. Is
that a correct--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. If I said that, I would say that today, and if I

said that then I stand by the statement. I thought that we had a
good, efficient police department.
Mr. DODD. And that during that period of time from March 28,

1968 through the early evening hours and afterwards of April 4,
1968, the performance of the Memphis Police Department was
exemplary?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, I would say, looking back at it now as

Monday morning quarterbacking, I think we made some mistakes,
they made some mistakes.
Mr. DODD. So you would like to correct your characterization as

regards the performance of the department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right, if it was in that vein at this point in time,

knowing what I know now, and having available to me certain
documents which have been brought out, I would say that some
mistakes were made, yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. I would like to go over that performance with you,

and I appreciate your correcting the statement.
You served as the top man. You were the director. I understand

that that situation has now since been changed in terms of the
structural operation of the fire departments and the police depart-
ments, but in 1968, as director of fire and safety, you were the top
individual, ultimately responsible for the actions of both of those
departments in the city of Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. And that in fact, as director of that office, your word

could change a decision all the way down the line, in any one of
those departments?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; I think so.
Mr. DODD. You had ultimate authority. Would it be fair to say

that if there was an area of concern to you, any area, on any
operation in the Memphis Police Department that you could find
out what was being done? You had total access to information as
well?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Oh, yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. Who was doing what, where it was being done and so

forth?
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Mr. HOLLOMAN. I could have found out, yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. With that description in mind, I would like to address

some questions to you.
Would you agree with me that Dr. King's visit to Memphis on

April 3 and 4 was an event that required the most serious atten-
tion of the Memphis Police Department in that a major civil rights
leader was coming into a southern city during a major strike, and
that you had in front of you a most serious and volatile situation?
Would that be a correct characterization?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir, I think so, sir.
Mr. DODD. And in recognition of the situation, you ordered that a

security detail be assigned to protect Dr. King, from the time he
arrived at the airport? Is that also correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. That you personally made this decision; is that correct

as well?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As to protection to be provided for him?
Mr. DODD. For Dr. King.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. That was your decision?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection, yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. But then you have testified that this security detail,

the one that you ordered, was removed without your permission. In
fact, you tell us that they were removed without your being aware
of that removal in any way whatsoever.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection.
Mr. DODD. That no one came to you on April 4 and asked you if

the detail could be removed?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection, sir.
Mr. DODD. No one came to you on April 4, prior to the assassina-

tion or even after the assassination, immediately thereafter, and
informed you that in fact they had been removed?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection.
Mr. DODD. That it was not until this year that you were even

aware that they had been removed just prior to the assassination?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. From my recollection, that is true. As I have

testified, I believe earlier in the day, I probably was advised before
that time, but my recollection is I did not.
Mr. DODD. Did it ever occur to you after the assassination,

whether a matter of hours or even days afterwards, to inquire
where the security people were at the time the assassination oc-
curred?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I probably did but I don't recall it, sir.
Mr. DODD. Didn't you ever wonder about their performance and

how they carried out their duties?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I wondered, have wondered for years, as to why

this happened in Memphis, and why we could not or did not
prevent the assassination; yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. Well, if you were so intrigued by that question, how is

it that you did not know that there wasn't anyone there until this
year?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As I recall, I can't testify that it was not until

this year that I actually knew, and my recollection is that when I
read that, that was my first knowledge but obviously or I would
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assume that I knew about it before, but that is the extent to which
I can answer your question, sir.
Mr. DODD. You testified that you were responsible for relieving

Detective Redditt from his assignment at the firehouse on April 4.
Is that also correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. You testified that, prior to removing Detective Redditt

from duty, you didn't even know that he was at duty at the
firehouse actually, did you?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No; I didn't mean that my testimony would—I

do not recall specifically the details of the assignment and so forth,
but I must have known at the time that that detail was in the
firehouse.
Mr. DODD. In other words, you were aware of the fact that

Detective Redditt himself was in the firehouse or just that there
was a unit in there?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No. Detective Redditt and his partner would

have been on an intelligence surveillance of that kind.
Mr. DODD. So you were aware of the fact that he was in the

firehouse?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes.
Mr. DODD. And you were responsible for removing him from the

firehouse?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I accept that responsibility. I don't know wheth-

er he was removed before I got to my office or whether he was
already at the office, but I assume the responsibility.
Mr. DODD. What I am trying to get at here is that, as I under-

stand your testimony, the reason that you removed him was be-
cause of what you understood to be a threat against his life.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I did not--
Mr. DODD. Or was there some other reason?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I didn't intend to convey that that was the

reason I removed him from the firehouse, because I do not recall
specifically whether I removed him. I will say that because of the
threat I wanted him given protection, which would naturally be
that he would not continue his assignment.
Mr. DODD. Can you think of some other reason that you might

have removed him from firehouse other than what I--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. There would have been no other reason.
Mr. DODD. So the reason was that you were concerned about his

life?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right?
Mr. DODD. The threat made against him.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. But you were not informed, as I understand it, of an

FBI report received earlier that afternoon which indicated that the
threat was in fact not against Detective Redditt but against a
police officer in another community, another State in fact, I think?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is true, assuming that that was the basis on

which I took my action, which I cannot contradict.
Mr. DODD. In other words, you found out that Detective Redditt's

life was in danger, and you personally took an interest in that and,
based on that threat, removed him from that situation?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
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Mr. DODD. You personally got involved in it. Did Detective Red-
ditt resist in any way the procedures that you suggested by remov-
ing him from the firehouse?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. None except the fact that he did not want to go

to the motel.
Mr. DODD. I wonder if he had resisted your actions whether or

not you would have canceled the protection that you provided.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, I don't know. I mean under those—with

that "if", I don't know. I would say that I would have been strongly
inclined to have disregarded his desires in the matter and provided
him protection.
Mr. DODD. My point is this: I am being a little facetious, but had

Detective Redditt suggested to you that he did not want to be
removed from duty because of the threat on his life, I presume in
normal operating police procedures, because you did understand
that a threat was being posed, that in fulfilling your official obliga-
tions, regardless of his objections, that you would have removed
him from that potential threat.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; I think that is correct.
Mr. DODD. As any police officer would do?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes.
Mr. DODD. With any citizen?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right.
Mr. DODD. Is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. I presume you might be anticipating what my next

question is.
How is it you can give me the answer you just have, and yet with

the major civil rights leader of the country in your city, with a
major strike or demonstration pending, the possibility of riot, and
that individual's life in danger, you decide to provide him with
security, and at the request of someone in that organization, you
then decide to remove those security measures and thereby jeopar-
dize that individual's life? I don't understand.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I did not testify that I removed the security, and

I do not—my recollection is that I had no part in the decision to
remove that security detail, sir.
Mr. DODD. But it was removed.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It was removed, sir.
Mr. DODD. And you had requested that it be put in place?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DODD. Dr. King was shot at approximately what time, do you

recall?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Six o'clock.
Mr. DODD. Six o'clock, and do you recall how many minutes

thereafter it was that the police department in Memphis had some
information on the alleged assassin? How shortly thereafter?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say it was within 10 minutes is my

recollection of it.
Mr. DODD. So at approximately 6:10, 10 minutes after the assassi-

nation took place, the Memphis Police Department at least had
some description of the alleged assassination?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I think that the radio logs would disclose specifi-

cally the minute when that occurred.
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Mr. DODD. And you heard counsel describe that at that particu-
lar hour in time the description consisted of the following informa-
tion: Individual white male * * * young white male, fairly well-
dressed, driving a late model white Mustang. In your 25 years of
police experience, would you consider that description to be ade-
quate enough to issue an all points bulletin and to set up whatever
barricades or seal off major arteries of the city, in order to try and
stop that individual from escaping?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; I would say that would have been a proper

procedure.
Mr. DODD. And as I understood it from your testimony, you

really have no explanation as to why the police department did not
issue an all points bulletin and did not seal off the city.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I do not know why the person in charge of the

dispatcher's office did not take that action. That was his responsi-
bility to do so.
Mr. DODD. I am a little confused at your responses to the series

of questions regarding the post-assassination actions of the police
department. Specifically, what you were doing. I understand you
were talking to the Governor. You made mention of the fact that
you called the Governor shortly after the assassination, as soon as
you became aware of it, but I was a little confused as to what you
perceived to be your sense of priority in the community at the time
that you became aware of the assassination of Dr. King.
Could you characterize what you perceived in your official cap-

city to be the priorities at that particular juncture?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, up until the time that the riots actually

occurred, I would say that the assassination of Dr. King was the
number one priority. After we had the riot situation, then I would
say that they were on equal priorities.
Mr. DODD. I am sorry, they were on equal footing?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; after the riots had started I would say that

they were on equal footing at that point, as far as my responsibil-
ities to the city of Memphis were concerned.
Mr. DODD. Were any members of the Memphis Police Depart-

ment ever reprimanded in any way whatsoever for failure of per-
formance in their duties after the assassination?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection, sir.
Mr. DODD. The dispatcher, for instance, who might normally be

required to issue an APB, was not reprimanded?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection.
Mr. DODD. The person or persons on the security units or the tact

units were not reprimanded in any way?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection, sir.
Mr. DODD. As director of the fire and safety department of that

city, did you take any action whatsoever to determine the conduct
of your department during the assassination?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not to my recollection.
Mr. DODD. Can you explain to this committee why you did not

take that action?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I cannot explain it except I was probably in

dereliction of my duty for not doing so but I cannot explain why
except the fact from a few moments when the riot started I was
completely involved in that. I was also involved for the next week,
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the next several days, in the preparation for the memorial march
on the following Monday, in which I was involved almost full time
with representatives of Dr. King's group, and with others, to ar-
range for that memorial march under the court order. I do recall
that. I spent considerable time over that weekend.
Mr. DODD. I understand that immediately thereafter you had

your hands full, but what I am concerned about is after things had
settled a little bit. It would appear to me that assessing the per-
formance of your department, taking necessary steps to reprimand
those who had failed in their duties, instituting corrective actions
to insure that should another occurrence arise, that the mistakes
made would not be made again, would be the logical steps for you
to have taken.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That should have been made, and I cannot ex-

plain to you why I didn't do it at the time except that I had other
matters, but I have no explanation for it and I will have to accept
the responsibility for it.
Mr. DODD. I would just like to—and I don't want to appear

unduly harsh, Mr. Holloman, in characterizing the performance of
the Memphis Police Department. But would I be harsh if I charac-
terized the performance of the department during that period of
time as being at the very least, incompetent?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I don't think you would be correct. I think we

made some mistakes, and I think under the circumstances that
were occurring at the time, I think some honest mistakes were
made; yes, I will admit that, but to characterize the department as
incompetent, I do not think that would be a fair characterization of
that department.
Mr. DODD. Here you have a situation where you have the major

civil rights leader in the country in your city, you have a riot
situation looking you in the face, security guards are removed,
tactical forces are removed, surveillance is removed, there is a
failure to issue an all points bulletin after a description is made
available to the department in an effort to apprehend the assassin;
it seems to me that those are not just minor mistakes. Those are
major mistakes in the performance of a police department, particu-
larly in light of what should have been obvious to the casual
observer. At least for my own part, and I am not going to speak for
this committee, but I have to feel that my characterization is an
accurate one.
Mr. Chairman, I have no further questions at this time.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The committee will now operate under the 5-minute rule.
Mr. Holloman, under questioning by Mr. Speiser earlier this

afternoon, you made the statement, I believe I am quoting you
accurately, "I was concerned we might have another riot because of
Dr. King's presence." Do you remember that statement?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Chairman STOKES. Do you mean by that statement that Dr.

King's presence was in some way the cause of the first riot?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Chairman STOKES. As a matter of fact, his presence was not

contributive to the riot, was it?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
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Chairman STOKES. The riot was solely caused by other individ-
uals and circumstances; is that not true?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is true, sir.
Chairman STOKES. Now you said a few moments ago you learned

of Dr. King's assassination by listening to a radio in your office.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Chairman STOKES. A police radio or public radio?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. It was a police radio. It was a receiver that was

in my office.
Chairman STOKES. And immediately upon learning that, what

specifically did you do?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. What specifically did I do?
Chairman STOKES. Yes, sir.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As I testified before, I did not take any action. I

knew that there were commanding officers on the scene. I could
hear from the radio dispatches what was happening. The chief of
police was on his way to the scene. Members of the homicide
department were on the scene. I did not take any personal action
as far as the operations of the police department at that time.
Chairman STOKES. But your further statement was that "Within

30 minutes I called the Governor regarding the possibility of riots."
Is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I talked to the Governor. I don't recall whether I

called him or he called me, but we were talking within approxi-
mately 30 minutes.
Chairman STOKES. Maybe I am in error, but I thought you had

said "I called the Governor within 30 minutes to advise him of the
possibility of riots."
Mr. HOLLOMAN. If I did state that, I would like to correct it to

say that I talked to the Governor.
Chairman STOKES. It appears from the statements you made

relative to the 600,000 people that you had responsibility for, and
several other comments you have made regarding a riot situation,
and the further statement here, "We have another riot," it would
appear from your testimony that you were more preoccupied with
the possibility of a riot than concerned over the assassination of
Dr. King; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is not correct, sir. I had a very, very great

concern for Dr. King's assassination, and I don't think that your
characterization of what I might have been thinking is true. I was
very much concerned about that, but I was at the headquarters,
and these men, we had a large number of men with the command-
ing officers, with the chief of police and with the chief of detectives
or the homicide men who were at the scene who were taking care,
I thought, of the situation.
And someone else had to go in a different direction, which was

the riot, possible riot situation that would have occurred, and I felt
that that role would probably be better served by me being in-
volved in that rather than getting myself involved in the other
situation which I thought was being, at that time was being han-
dled by the commanding officer.
Chairman STOKES. My time has expired.
The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. Devine.
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Mr. DEVINE. Mr. Holloman, what years were you in the director's
office?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As I recall, it was from 1952 until August 1959.
Mr. DEVINE. And you were there more in an administrative

capacity than having to do with substantive investigations? You
ran the personnel in the office and you were also the appointment
person, the persons who wanted to see the Director would go
through you?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right. It was more of an administrative than an

executive position, as far as my being in the Director's office was
concerned.
Mr. DEVINE. It was more supervisory, was it not, rather than

involving yourself in cases pending before the Bureau?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is true. I was not involved in the cases or

the policies and things of that kind. I was a transmission belt from
the assistant directors or the associate Director into the Director.
Mr. DEVINE. You were the agent in charge of a number of field

offices during your Bureau career?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir; three or four.
Mr. DEVINE. You were more of a supervisor, or administrator in

your Bureau functions than a street agent, so to speak; is that
correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Both. I also served quite a bit on the street.
Mr. DEVINE. Yes.
Then in your capacity in Memphis, I think they called you the

safety director, is that how you were referred to generally?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Director of fire and police, director of fire and

police.
Mr. DEVINE. That too was primarily an administrative job,

wasn't it, to oversee the operation of the department, but that the
decisions were made by the chief of police and by the chief of the
department, fire department?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is true, and I might say that when I left

the position, I made a recommendation which I thought should
have been carried out, and I still think it should be, and that is
that they shouldn't—that there should be a director of police, a
director of fire, no chief of police. In other words, I think your
command structure is improper when you have got a chief of police
and a director of police. I think that one would have been suffi-
cient. I made that recommendation. It has never been followed.

I also recommended that the two jobs, that there should be a
director of fire and a director of police, and that one man should
not handle both of them. I thought it was just too much to have
one man handling two large departments of that kind.
Mr. DEVINE. The decision to pull off security on Dr. King was a

decision made by someone other than you.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir, that is my recollection, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. Relative to both Chairman Stokes' and Mr. Dodd's

comment relative to your priorities, I think you said that you put
equal priority on seeking the assassin as well as your concern with
your 600,000 persons because of the riots; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is fair, yes, sir.

36-411 0 - 79 - 21
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Mr. DEVINE. And I think that immediately following the unfortu-
nate death of Dr. King, that riots broke out not only in Memphis
but across America. In fact, America was on fire as a result.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. And it was your responsibility to do what you could

to protect the citizenry of the Memphis area; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That was what I felt very strongly about.
Mr. DEVINE. I think you have admitted that, like all of us that

are Monday morning quarterbacks, that if you had it to do over
again there would have been some things you would have done
differently; is that accurate also?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. DEVINE. That is all, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. Preyer.
Mr. PREYER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Just following up a little on Chairman Stokes' questions about

the rioting. The riot of the 28th appears to have been of concern to
you. You gave that as one of the reasons for signing the security
detail to Dr. King at the airport, and you mentioned your concern
about rioting immediately after the assassination.
What was the nature of the riot on the 28th? Was that what we

have sometimes referred to here as the violence during the march
on that date?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. PREYER. This was not a separate standing riot apart from the

march?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Well, it was both, sir. The violence broke out at

the rear. That is the reason I answered the question that Dr. King
was at the front of the march, and the violence which was breaking
of windows and looting began at the end of the march, and then
thereafter it became a riot throughout the entire city of Memphis.
Mr. PREYER. SO it did expand beyond the line of march.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Oh, yes, sir; it was all over the city.
Mr. PREYER. How soon after Dr. King's death did the rioting

break out in Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. The best of my recollection was it was within 30

minutes or in that general time, maybe between 30 minutes or an
hour. I can't be any more accurate than that in my recollection.
Mr. PREYER. You mentioned that the dispatcher had the respon-

sibility for putting out an all-points bulletin and setting up road-
blocks.
Wouldn't the dispatcher have to receive orders from somebody

higher up to do that--
Mr. HOLLOMAN. No, sir.
Mr. PREYER [continuing]. Rather than do that on his own?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not under the policy that was in existence at

that time. He had a great deal of authority as far as the movement
of police under either ordinary or emergency situations, and he
acted in that way. In other words, if any crime was committed or
any calls come in, the dispatcher did not wait for somebody to tell
him what to do. He was a commanding officer in the department,
or was considered as such, and he had that authority and responsi-
bility of doing just that, sir.
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Mr. PREYER. So that you, under your procedure, the dispatcher
there was the man with the responsibility and the authority to do,
to set up, order the roadblocks set up and order an all-points
bulletin, and neither he did it and no one else, as far as you know,
suggested to him that he do it or asked why didn't you do it?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection, sir.
Mr. PREYER. There is, of course, a sinister explanation for why

roadblocks weren't ordered and why the all-points bulletins weren't
put out, namely, that someone deliberately did not do it. But the
most benign explanation for the fact that no one in the police
department ordered this, the only way to explain that failure, isn't
it that you were really concerned, the entire police department was
concerned, about keeping the town from burning down?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I would say that played a large part into it, but I

think that you should also consider the fact that with the com-
manding officers who were on duty and who were on radio at the
time, any one of those officers could have called in and said issue
an all-points bulletin, or issue—so that any on. of these officers out
there could have done that. But I think that your appraisal of it is
fairly accurate. I think there was concern, because we had just got
through, had gone through, a very serious riot situation.
Mr. PREYER. Thank you, Mr. Holloman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from the District of Columbia, Mr. Fauntroy.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you.
Mr. Holloman, you are well aware of the allegations of conspir-

acy that have been woven around your presence in Memphis, based
and attributing sinister motives to a number of actions which were
or were not taken, and you are aware that one of our responsibil-
ities is to assess the validity of those sinister allegations.
What has remained unresolved for me is the many things of

which you have testified you were not aware.
You said, for example, that while you were aware of security

being assigned to Dr. King, as the chief executive officer you were
not aware of that security being dropped at 5 p.m. on April 3. You
have testified that you were not aware of any specific threats on
the life of Martin Luther King, Jr. with respect to his return to
Memphis, and that your reason for approving the security was that
you were concerned about the previous appearance of Dr. King in
Memphis around which violence erupted.

Is that true; at least in those two instances you were not aware
of withdrawal of security, you were not aware of specific threats on
the life of Dr. King?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. If I did not so testify, I should have testified or I

will testify that what you have said is my recollection.
Mr. FAUNTROY. All right.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. But as to a fact, I cannot say that I was not

advised. I said my recollection is that I was not advised of that
situation.
Mr. FAUNTROY. You have also testified that you cannot recall

who communicated to you a threat on the life of Detective Redditt.
Your recollection is that it was a Secret Service officer, and while
you do not remember the specific reference to the Mississippi Free-
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dom Democratic Party allegation, that you have the feeling that
there were two allegations or two threats on Redditt.

Is that your testimony?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir, that is my recollection, and that was my

testimony of my recollection.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And you really are not aware evep though you

know that your presence and the allegation around your presence
has been the subject of public concern for several years.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes; I am very well aware of that.
Mr. FAUNTROY. But you can't remember under any circum-

stances who communicated to you or whether or not in fact there
were two threats communicated to you.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. If I could recall that, then that would resolve in

my mind, and I wish I could resolve it in my recollection.
Mr. FAUNTROY. You further testified that you were not aware of

the COINTEL program during the period that you were responsible
as the chief executive officer in Memphis.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is true.
Mr. FAUNTROY. What did you do between 1959 and 1968 when

you took the job in Memphis?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right, sir. I was agent in charge of the Memphis

office from August until the spring, February, March or April of
the following year, when I stepped down for health reasons and
remained in Memphis as a special agent. I remained there until
July of 1964, when I retired from the FBI, and then I was director
of development at Memphis State University for about 2 years. I
was then executive director of the Mid-South Medical Center Coun-
cil for Comprehensive Health Planning about a year and a half,
and then I was director of fire and police. That brings you up to
1968.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And during that period you had no knowledge

whatever of any activities on the part of the FBI as communicated
through memos or otherwise to FBI agents relating to civil rights
leaders?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Not that I can recall, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Were you aware of undercover agents of the

Memphis PD working with the Invaders, among the Invaders?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Were ypu aware that such undercover personnel

were on the scene at the Lorraine?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. FAUNTROY. I ask unanimous consent to provide me 2 addi-

tional minutes.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-

nized for 2 additional minutes.
Mr. FAUNTROY. And finally you are aware, as other members

have indicated, Mr. Dodd in the first instance, of how troubling it
is to us as we evaluate this allegation of conspiracy that no all-
points bulletin was issued, and your testimony is that you were
unaware of whether or not such a bulletin had been issued?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. My recollection was that there was not such an

APB issued at the time.
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Mr. FAUNTROY. And your recollection is that it never occurred to
you to do that?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That is my recollection that it did not occur to

me at that time to do it, myself. I was depending upon the com-
manding officer of the police department to do what was necessary
under the circumstances.
Mr. FAUNTROY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. McKinney.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Mr. Holloman, my colleague from Connecticut

and my colleague from Washington have covered most of these
points, but I want to clarify two basic things that bother me.,
One of the reasons this committee sits here spending the taxpay-

ers' money is because a great many people have written that there
was either a conspiracy or complicity on the part of the Memphis
Police Department and the FBI in the assassination of Martin
Luther King.
I remember, though it was 10 years ago, the municipal strike in

Memphis as a really rare occurrence. Municipal employees didn't
make a daily habit of going out on strike 10 years ago. What even
made it more incredible was that it was a Black against white, and
it was basically the poor against the city establishment, and it was
a daily subject of conversation in the eastern press, making the
headlines.
You sat with J. Edgar Hoover, and I understand from your

testimony that you interpreted his jottings on memorandum and so
on to make sure they were carried out; is that correct?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Yes, sir.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I have had the experience on this committee of

reading many of Mr. Hoover's jottings, and his jottings for not even
making a telephone call were northern Siberia. Yet here you had a
police department that totally failed to function when a national
leader was killed. You stayed on until November of 1970, and
nobody was demoted, fired, removed or anything else. Why?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. As I have already testified, I cannot explain

that, sir. I would say that it was a dereliction on my part that I
didn't.
I would like to say that in the first part of your comments

regarding the activities of the committee, that Mark Lane has
made the allegation or made the original allegation that the con-
spiracy evolved itself around the fact that I removed Detective
Redditt from the security detail. I heard Detective Redditt's testi-
mony over the radio this morning in which he stated that he had
nothing whatsoever to do with the security.
Mr. MCKINNEY. All right, I worked very hard this morning elicit-

ing from Detective Redditt that he was never really on a security
detail except when he presumed he was on at the airport, that he
was in fact a Black officer hired essentially to report, to the police
department the activities of those surrounding Martin Luther
King, those of the Southern Christian Leadership Conference and
those surrounding the sanitation strike. But what I am trying to
say, Mr. Holloman, is that we have to somehow or other on this
committee make a decision as to what happened.
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We can understand your concern because you had a city that was
the subject of every single major newspaper in this country at the
time. You had a Black leader who was the subject of every single
newspaper. You were in the midst of a civil rights movement. You
had a walking time bomb in the city of Memphis. I can't under-
stand how anyone would have had the temerity, having been or-
dered by you to check out the security of Martin Luther King, to
remove that security without reporting to you. And I can't under-
stand that you wouldn't have instantaneously after the riots, or
even a year later, fired them, be it the chief of police, right on
down, and I don't understand how we can answer these questions.
You testified that you ordered security on a man who was in

great danger, and who the last time he had visited your city had
not caused but around whom riots had happened, and yet someone
removes that security and is not reprimanded when in essence
removing that security put this whole country into flames. I was
hoping you could elucidate on why in your behalf or the mayor's
behalf something wasn't done to get to the bottom of what became
a national tragedy.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The witness, however, may go ahead and answer the question.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Sir, I would like to answer you by saying that

from my experience, if that security detail of four men, operating
as they were on an antagonistic situation, in which they were not
welcome, they were not permitted to be in close proximity to Dr.
King, under those circumstances I would from my experience say
that they could not have prevented the assassination, and I think
that has been proven in other assassinations in which even the
greatest of the protective services of this country, the Secret Serv-
ice, we still have had assassinations.
Mr. MCKINNEY. Could I ask unanimous consent for 1 extra

minute, Mr. Chairman?
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-

nized.
Mr. MCKINNEY. I don't think you are getting to the point of my

question. Perhaps my question isn't clear. I agree with you, we had
several attorney generals testify in front of us that they would
consider it impossible to stop a determined assassin with the whole
Secret Service surrounding someone. But what I am talking about
is the fact that here comes a man to Memphis, Tenn., upon whom
you order security. The whole Nation is wondering why it was
withdrawn. It was withdrawn by someone's arbitrary act. A trage-
dy happened that might have happened anyway, and nothing ever
happened to the responsible party.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. And which I have testified, sir, I don't know, I

have no recollection. You are saying you want me to asnwer as to
why I did not take that action to find out why it was done and to
take administrative action against the personnel involved. I have
no explanation for it, sir.
M-1". MCKINNEY. I guess what I am saying is that if his arrival

was a serious enough question so that security was ordered and
that that security was removed, it is very difficult for us to possibly
explain to the American people the dichotomy of that fact.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has again expired.
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The gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Sawyer.
Mr. SAWYER. Just one question that has been nagging me.
I have heard the terms security and surveillance used somewhat

interchangeably.
Was the staff, or were any people assigned to Dr. King as secu-

rity, or was he under surveillance by people? I assume there is a
difference in those two terms.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Right, sir. The detail that went to the airport

under Inspector Smith was a security detail, in which we wanted to
ask his cooperation, the cooperation of his people and provide him
security, not surveillance. They were detectives in the detective
bureau. They had nothing to do with intelligence.
Now the other two men who were there, they were intelligence,

and there is a difference between surveillance, and intelligence. In
other words, under those circumstances I am trying to differentiate
between security as to what happened then and between those two
groups of individuals.
Mr. SAWYER. But a surveillance group did remain, having them

under surveillance; is that right?
Mr. HOLLOMAN. Surveillance could also be involved in a security

operation, yes.
Mr. SAWYER. But, as a matter of fact, it was really for the

purpose of intelligence or surveillance and would quite obviously
not be with his consent or participation.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. That was the two men who went to the airport,

and who were later in the fire department, and that was strictly a
surveillance. In other words, as I recall from the documents that I
have read since that time, that the instructions that were given to
that group, those two men, one of the principal things was to find
out where Dr. King was going to stay in Memphis, because we
didn't even know where he was going to stay, in order to anticipate
any security at that particular place if we had known in advance
where he was going to stay.
Mr. SAWYER. I have nothing further, Mr. Chairman.
Chairman STOKES. The time of the gentleman has expired.
Mr. Holloman, at the conclusion of a witness' testimony before

this committee, the witness is entitled to 5 minutes in order to
explain or amplify the testimony he has given before this commit-
tee. On behalf of the committee, I at this time extend to you 5
minutes for that purpose, if you so desire.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I have a written statement which I will make a

part of the record, but I would like for this purpose to read that
statement at this time, if I could, sir.
Chairman STOKES. You may proceed, sir.
Mr. HOLLOMAN. I have welcomed the opportunity of appearing

before the Select Committee on Assassinations of the House of
Representatives to assist, if possible, in establishing the truth and
the true facts concerning the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. I have sufficient faith in providence to know that truth
will prevail. I especially welcome this opportunity in view of the
malicious and viciously slanderous portrayal of me through a despi-
cable character in Abbie Mann's television film King and in the
grossly libelous treatment of me in Mark Lane's book, all based on
an unproven and ludicrous theory and unfounded allegation.
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The erroneous inference has been left that I was an active par-
ticipant in the conspiracy to murder Dr. King. I had not a scintilla
or iota of a desire or motive to see any harm come to Dr. King and
I categorically deny any implications in his death either directly or
indirectly. One of the greatest disappointments in my life has been
that Dr. King was assassinated and that he was assassinated in
Memphis. My actions before and after this death give unequivocal
evidence of that statement. In addition, no reasonable and prudent
person could possibly believe any director of fire and police would
want such an assassination to occur in his city knowing full well
the riotous conditions which would follow immediately.
Our concern for Dr. King's safety is evidenced by the fact a

detail of officers was dispatched to the airport when he arrived on
April 3, 1968, for the purpose of offering police protection to him.
This offer was declined. At that time our efforts to even learn his
destination in Memphis were futile. We did not learn of his plans
to stay at the Lorraine Motel until he arrived at that location. We
then provided him the best security we could under the circum-
stances. Even with full cooperation it is practically impossible to
prevent an assassination of this kind as has been proven in other
assassinations of that period. If there were measures we should
have taken to prevent this tragic occurrence and didn't, as viewed
10 years after the fact, it was not because we did not have extreme
concern for Dr. King's safety and welfare. We thought at the time
under the existing circumstances we were doing our best to provide
security for Dr. King. No criticism whatsoever as to our handling
of the matter came to my attention from any quarter.
As for the matter of removing Detective E. E. Redditt from the

observation or surveillance post at the fire station, which has been
a principal concern of this committee as well as the principal
theory of a television feature film producer and an assassination
buff author of a book, the fact remains, and it has not been disput-
ed, that a threat was made against Detective Redditt's life. In view
of the fact he and Patrolman Richmond, both Black officers, had
been the department's principal source of information as to the
activities and plans of the demonstrators during the sanitation
strike, we felt especially sensitive regarding any threats against
either of these officers. It was the rational and logical course of
action under the circumstances to provide Detective Redditt and
his family security. To do otherwise would have been a callous
dereliction of duty and human decency.
My recollection after more than 10 years is that the threat

against Detective Redditt was made by the Revolutionary African
Movement (RAM) and that we were advised of it by a Federal
officer who I recall as being a member of the U.S. Secret Service. It
was and is my recollection there were two separate threats other
than local ones. For over 2 years I have sifted through my memory
as to the source of the threat. I have not been able to further
clarify my recollection.

Regardless of my recollection, however, the stark fact remains,
without dispute, that Detective Redditt's life was threatened as
reported to us and was sufficient to dictate that action be taken to
provide him security. This action was not taken solely by myself
but was concurred in by other department officers at the time.
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Detective Redditt did not at that time, nor has he since, questioned
the legitimacy of the threat. His only reaction at the time was that
he was not personally afraid. And his courage has never been
questioned especially as evidenced by his service to the department
during the sanitation strike. Detective Redditt has never since that
time raised any question with me in any way concerning the action
which was taken. I have seen him on numerous occasions during
the past 10 years, including a meeting on the street in the spring of
1976 when he advised me of his then intentions to run for Congress
as a Republican against the incumbent congressman, Harold Ford.
He did not at that time or at any other time raise the question of
any doubt as to my actions on April 4, 1968.
In view of the physical location of the fire station, it would have

been impossible for Detective Redditt or a score or more officers at
that location to have prevented the assassination. It would not
have been physically possible from that location to have even seen
from where the shot was fired. Patrolman Richmond, as dedicated
a professional officer as any I've known, was at the fire station and
observed Dr. King when he was shot and he was in no position to
prevent the assassination and could not do so. Detective Redditt
could not have either and I believe he has so testified in executive
session before this committee. Memoranda prepared contemporane-
ously with the events by Redditt and Richmond, and especially by
Patrolman Richmond, and contained in the homicide files of the
department should dispel all doubts as to the nature of the assign-
ment (it being one of surveillance and not of security) and the
effectiveness of these men at the fire station. I believe the commit-
tee has interviewed Detective Redditt and Patrolman Richmond
and that they will testify before this committee. I respectfully
request that the statements of Redditt and Richmond as contained
in the homicide files and which I have furnished this committee be
made a part of the record of these hearings.
The records will reflect Detective Redditt was removed from his

post at approximately 4 p.m. on April 4, 1968. Since I was in
Federal court all day that day and considering the time when Dr.
King was shot, I do not believe Detective Redditt was removed
after I returned from court but that he was at the department and
had already been removed.
There apparently has been a persistent effort to prove a theory

or allegation that the FBI engaged in a conspiracy to asssassinate
Dr. King and that I, because of my past association with the FBI,
was a party to that conspiracy. It is unbelievable to me that the
FBI would even entertain such an idea. It is ludicrous and prepos-
terous that I would be a party to such a thing either directly or
indirectly. And now lately, as reported in the news media, the
ridiculous charge has been made that former and off-duty FBI
agents assassinated Dr. Martin Luther King. Anyone, for whatever
evil or ulterior purposes, can dream up preposterous theories and
charges. Proving those theories or charges with truth and facts is
another matter and has not been accomplished.

I have been deeply disturbed that in view of my public service
and reputation in the community, I have been viciously and delib-
erately maligned and slandered—apparently without recourse.
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I, more than any other living person, wish the truth to be estab-
lished. My faith in my God sustains me and assures the truth will
prevail and that my good name and reputation will prevail.
Chairman STOKES. Thank you, Mr. Holloman.
Mr. SPEISER. I would move that Mr. Holloman's statement be

entered into the record.
Chairman STOKES. Without objection, it may be made a part of

the record.
[The prepared statement follows:]

STATEMENT OF FRANK C. HOLLOMAN

I have welcomed the opportunity of appearing before the Select Committee on
Assassinations of the House of Representatives to assist, if possible, in establishing
the truth and the true facts concerning the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr. I have sufficient faith in providence to know that truth will prevail. I
especially welcome this opportunity in view of the malicious and viciously slander-
ous portrayal of me through a despicable character in Abbie Mann's television film
"King" and in the grossly libelous treatment of me in Mark Lane's book, all based
on an unproven and ludicrous theory and unfounded allegation.
The erroneous inference has been left that I was an active participant in a

conspiracy to murder Dr. King. I had not a scintilla or iota of a desire or motive to
see any harm come to Dr. King and I categorically deny any implications in his
death either directly or indirectly. One of the greatest disappointments in my life
has been that Dr. King was assassinated and that he was assassinated in Memphis.
My actions before and after his death give unequivocal evidence of that statement.
In addition, no reasonable and prudent person could possibly believe any director of
fire and police would want such an assassination to occur in his city knowing full
well the riotous conditions which would follow immediately.
Our concern for Dr. King's safety is evidenced by the fact a detail of officers was

dispatched to the airport when he arrived on April 3, 1968, for the purpose of
offering police protection to him. This offer was declined. At that time our efforts to
even learn his destination in Memphis were futile. We did not learn of his plans to
stay at the Lorraine Motel until he arrived at that location. We then provided him
the best security we could under the circumstances. Even with full cooperation it is
practically impossible to prevent an assassination of this kind as has been proven in
other assassinations of that period. If there were measures we should have taken to
prevent this tragic occurrence and didn't, as viewed ten years after the fact, it was
not because we did not have extreme concern for Dr. King's safety and welfare. We
thought at the time under the existing circumstances we were doing our best to
provide security for Dr. King. No criticism whatsoever as to our handling of the
matter came to my attention from any quarter.
As for the matter of removing detective E. E. Redditt from the observation or

surveillance post at the fire station, which has been a principal concern of this
committee as well as the principal theory of a television feature film producer and
an assassination buff author of a book, the fact remains, and it has not been
disputed, that a threat was made against detective Redditt's life. In view of the fact,
he and partrolman Richmond, both black officers, had been the department's princi-
pal source of information as to the activities and plans of the demonstrators during
the sanitation strike, we felt especially sensitive regarding any threats against
either of these officers. It was the rational and logical course of action under the
circumstances to provide detective Redditt and his family security. To do otherwise
would have been a callous dereliction of duty and human decency.
My recollection after more than ten years is that the threat against detective

Redditt was made by the Revolutionary African Movement (RAM) and that we were
advised of it by a Federal officer who I recall as being a member of the U.S. secret
service. It was and is my recollection there were two separate threats other than
local ones. For over two years I have sifted through my memory as to the source of
the threat. I have not been able to further clarify my recollection.

Regardless of my recollection, however, the stark fact remains, without dispute,
that detective Redditt's life was threatened as reported to us and was sufficient to
dictate that action be taken to provide him security. This action was not taken
solely by myself but was concurred in by other department officers at the time.
Detective Redditt did not at that time, nor has he since, questioned the legitimacy of
the threat. His only reaction at the time was that he was not personally afraid. And
his courage has never been questioned especially as evidenced by his service to the
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department during the sanitation strike. Detective Redditt has never since that
time raised any question with me in any way concerning the action which was
taken. I have seen him on numerous occasions during the past ten years, including
a meeting on the street in the spring of 1976 when he advised me of his then
intentions to run for Congress as a Republician against the incumbent Congress-
man, Harold Ford. He did not at that time or at any other time raise the question of
any doubt as to my actions on April 4, 1968.
In view of the physical location of the fire station, if would have been impossible

for Detective Redditt or a score or more officers at that location to have prevented
the assassination. It would not have been physically possible from that location to
have even seen from where the shot was fired. Patrolman Richmond, as dedicated a
professional officer as any I've known, was at the fire station and observed Dr. King
when he was shot and he was in no position to prevent the assassination and could
not do so. Detective Redditt could not have either and I believe he has so testified in
executive session before this committee. Memoranda prepared contemporaneously
with the events by Redditt and Richmond, and especially by Patrolman Richmond,
and contained in the homicide files of the department should dispel all doubts as to
the nature of the assignment (it being one of surveillance and not of security) and
the effectiveness of these men at the fire station. I believe the committee has
interviewed Detective Redditt and Patrolman Richmond and that they will testify
before this committee. I respectfully request that the statements of Redditt and
Richmond as contained in the homicide files and which I have furnished this
committee be made a part of the record of these hearings.
The records will reflect Detective Redditt was removed from his post at approxi-

mately 4:00 p.m. on April 4, 1968. Since I was in Federal court all day that day and
considering the time when Dr. King was shot, I do not believe Detective Redditt was
removed after I returned from court but that he was at the department and had
already been removed.
There apparently has been a persistent effort to prove a theory or allegation that

the FBI engaged in a conspiracy to assassinate Dr. King and that I, because of my
past association with the FBI, was a party to that conspiracy. It is unbelievable to
me that the FBI would even entertain such an idea. It is ludricrous and preposter-
ous that I would be a party to such a thing either directly or indirectly. And now
lately, as reported in the news media, the ridiculous charge has been made that
"former and off-duty FBI agents assassinated Dr. Martin Luther King." Anyone, for
whatever evil or ulterior purposes, can dream up preposterous theories and charges.
Proving those theories or charges with truth and facts is another matter and has
not been accomplished.
I have been deeply disturbed that in view of my public service and reputation in

the community, I have been viciously and deliberately maligned and slandered—
apparently without recourse.

I, more than any other living person, wish the truth to be established. My faith in
my God sustains me and assures the truth will prevail and that my good name and
reputation will prevail.

Mr. SPEISER. As an exhibit.
Chairman STOKES. That should also include the two reports that

Mr. Holloman made reference to.
Anything further?
Thank you very much. You are excused, sir.
There will be a meeting of the King subcommittee in room 304

immediately following this public hearing.
There being nothing further to come before the full committee at

this time, the committee is adjourned until 9 a.m. Monday morn-
ing.
[Whereupon, at 5 p.m., Friday, November 10, 1978, the select

committee adjourned, to reconvene at 9 a.m., Monday, November
13, 1978.]
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