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TO DIRECTOP X7-1£251) ROUTINE

ATTN: SUPV.\P PEPSONAL CRIMES UNIT /
EALTIMORE ROUTINE N <& 7C— £ F

TAMPA ROUTINE
COLUMBIA FOUTINE
BIFMINGHANM ROUTINE

Y R

CHICAGO FOUTINE
WASHINGTON FIELD ROUTINE
LITTLE POCX ROUTINE

JACKSONVILLE POUTINE
BT
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1? WAYNE REPTRAM WILLIAMS: ATKID; MAJOR CASE NUMBEP 32; 00: ATLAKTA.

TRIAL I% CAPTIONED MATTER HAS BEEN SCHEDULED FOR -
OCTORER 5, 19€1, IN FULTON COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT, ATLANTA,
r ",
GEOPGIA.
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PAGE TWO AT (7A-1835-S. 39) UNCLAS
FULTON COUNTY DISTPICT ATTORNEY LEWIS SLATON HAS ADVISED

THAT THE BFLOW LISTED AGENTS MAY BRE UTILIZED AS PPOSECUTION

wITNESSES It CAPTIONED MATTER, THESE AGENTS SHOULD BE AVAILASLE

FOR PPE-TRIAL CONFERENCES SEPTEM3ER 28, AND SHOULD KOT SCHEDULE
ANNUAL LEAVE OR O

1981, THOSE AGENTS WHO WILL BE REQUIRED FOR TRIAL WILL
COMMUNICATION WHEN THEY WILL EE NEEDED

0CT.,

IN ATLANTA AS SOON AS ATLANTA 1S MADE AWARE THEREOF,

BALTIMOPE DIVISION: SA —
TAMPA DIVISION: SA — AND SA _

CoLUMBIA DIVISION: SA_

BIRMINGHAM DIVISION:

~ _ I
SA A

NEW YORK DIVISION AT PROOKLYK/GUEENS MRA: SA -
]
W

WFO DIVISION: SA —
virLe rock pivision: sa

JACKSONVILLE DIVISION: SA

FEIHO AND FBI LABOPATORY: SA ) sa—

-
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6-147 (1-13.8Y CRIMINAL INVFﬂ T ~ATIVE DIVISION

INFORMATIVE NOTE
Date September 11, 1981

Re-  ATKID;
WAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS;
KIDNAPING; MC 30;
00: ATLANTA

By attached teletype the Atlanta Division
advised that four Special Agents testified
in the Fulton County Superior Court regarding
a, motion to surpress evidence obtained during
the stopping of subject Williams on the James
Jackson Parkway Bridge 5-22-81. Testimony
centered around the splash heard at the James
Jackson Parkway Bridge, the surveillance which
followed immediately thereafter, and the
subseguent interview and search of Williams'
vehicle. Mentioned in the testimony was the
fact that Williams stated upon being stopped
that he knew that this concerned the murder/
missing children investigation.

The testimony as stated above took place
despite the fact that service of subpoenas in
this matter was not technically in accordance
with Georgia state law. The prosecution
representing Fulton County Georgia in conjunc-
tion with the U.S. Attorney's Office, Atlanta,
Georgia, is of the opinion that the above
testimony is evidence of good faith on the part
of the prosecution in this matter and did not
jeopardize the prosecutions case.

Additionally, Judge Clarence Cooper ruled
on several motions submitted by the defense

1 - Mr. Mullen

l] - Mr., Steel

1 - Mr. Young

l - Mr. Monroe v

FBl/DOJ




which indicated that the defense will not
receive any funds to assist their research nor
will the city be reguired to finance a polling

. . ,
of citizens to determine i
.

a fair trial.

T T 5 o= e wm o

Williams can receive

APPROVED: Adm. Sery L=yfsratory

Crim Iny [\ iat Coun.
; CH. of Cerig
Drector 8 Puklic Afls
Exec AD-inv, Inepection Tech. Servs.
Exec AD-LES intell. Training

R A
-ﬂ‘ .

{1




RECFIVED
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FM ATLANTA (7a-1835) (P) (5@ T)
To DIRECTOR (7a-18251) ROUTINE
- ATTIN: SUPV. —PERSONAL CRIMES b

BT e ;yxwi:;

_UNCLAS |

s
fzfigi/ AYNE BERTRAM wILLIAMS; XIDNAPINGs MC 38; 00: ATLANTa.

RE AT TELCALL TO Hg 9/12/81.
FOLLOWING IS BRIEF SNYOPSIS OF PROCEEDINGS MELD IN FULTON L\i{i;

COUNfY SUPERIOR COURT REZARDING MOTION TO SUPRESS EVIDENCE
OBTAINED IN CAPTIONED MATTER AS RESULT OF THE STOPPING OF

SUBJECT wILLIAMS ON JAMES JACKSON PaRKwaY BRIDGE 5/22/813
; (%301 -
‘a THE FOLLOWING SA'S TESTIFIED AT ABOVE HEARING: ‘* CN - =

| EEUUIRN - RURY

/V'/ e ———————— = A - = _ e = = .‘L" “n-!.’

=~ AND _ATLANTA. ESSENTIALLY, TESTIMONY CENTEREDY .
15 SEP 16 1981

AROUND THE SPLASH BEING HEARD AT THE JAMES JACKSON,PARKwaY "

o mm———
BRIDGE, THE SURVEILLANCE WHICH FOLLOWED IMMEDIATELY THEREAFTER,




PAGE TwO ATKID

AMD THE SUBSEQUENT INTERVIEW AND SEARCH OF ywILLIAMS® VEHICLE
ON THE SAME EVENING ON I-285 A SHORT DISTANCE FROM THE JagMES
JACKSON PARKWAY (JJP) BRIDGE, MENTIONED IN TESTIMONY OF Sa

L% R :5 THE FACT THAT wILLIAMS STATED UPON BEING STOPPED

THAT HE XNEW THAT THIS CONCERNED THE MURDERED/XISSING CHILDREN
INVESTIGAT ION,
JUDGE CLARENCE COOPER RULED ON SEVERAL MOTIONS SIBMITTED BY
THE DEFENSE AND ESSENTIALLY THE RULINGS HAVE NO SUBSTANTIVE
EFFECT ON THE CASE. GENERALLY, THE DEFENSE WILL NOT RECEIVE
ANY FUNDS TO ASSIST TWEIR RESEARCH, NOR yILL THE CITY BE
REQUIRED TO FINANCE A POLLING OF CITIZENS TO DETERMINE IF
SIBJECT AN RECEIVE FaAIR TRIAL.
QUESTION WwAS RAISED 3Y DEFENSE AS TO APPEARANCE OF
WITNESSES RESULTING FROM SUBPOENAS ISSUED BY HER OFFICE. THE
DEFENSE ALLEGED THAT WITNESSES yFRE REFUSING TO RESPOND TO HER
SUBPOENAS AND THEREFORE YERE IN CONTEMPT OF COURT. PROSECUTION
STATED SUBPOENAS WERE NOT SERVED IN ACCORDANCE WITH GEORGIA
LAW AND THEREFORE WERE NOT BINDING ON POTENTIAL WITNESSES, THIS,

IN FACT, WAS THE CASE. GEORGIA LAW REQUIRES PERSONAL SERVICE OR
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PAGE THREE ATXID
ReCEIPT OF REGISTERED RECEIPT FROM U,S, MAILS, WwHICH CaN BE
USED AS PROOF OF SERVICE, NONE OF THE WwITNESSES HaD RECEIVED
PERSONAL SERVICE IN THIS INSTANCE. THE PROSECUTION REPRESENTING
FULTON COUNTY HAS CONFERRED wITH uSA'S OFFICE, ATLANTA, aND
HAVE AGREED THE BEST COURSE OF ACTION wOULD BE TO COOPERATE
WITH THE DEFENSE IN THIS INSTANCE IN ORDER TO FACILITATE THE
HANDL ING OF THIS PARTICULAR MOTION CONCERNING THE STOP OM THE
JJP BRIDGE. PROSECUTION FEELS THIS IS EVIDENCE OF GOOD FAITH
ON THEIR PART AND DID NOT SEE ANY JEOPARDY 10 THE PROSECUTION®S
CASE, IN VIEW OF THE ABOVE, AGENTS IN THIS INSTANCE AS MENTIONED
ABOVE APPEARED AND DID TESTIFY IN COURT, ALTHOUGH SERVICE waS

TECHVICALLY NOT HMaANDLED IN ACCORDANCE WITH GEORGIA Law.

@

BT



7-160 {Rev. 7-24-80) '

SAC, Atlanta (7A-1835) 8/23/81

Director, FBI (7.18251)

% Amwmm;agtmm@i.
ATKID;

MAJOR CASE #30

KIDNA PING

e urairtels dated 8/27/68land 8/2/80 .

There Mare) being forwarded to your office

by Profit by Alr, BIB66000512 = one 40/'x80"

\melnod Ol Lransmitial’

{number or quanl.uy:

_trialexhlbuandftth:%nJandenam& prepared by Special Projects .
(article(s? or itemisn

Section, Laboratory Division, re captioned matter.

The following action should be taken by your office:

[ Check charts against submitted work papers or roughs.
] Advise of exact trial date, soon as known.

Jx After action completed advise Bureau, attention Special
Projects Section, re use and value of charts. Include
comments, if any, by court officers.

[] Note list of chart titles on attached sheet.

r &

(] Note Special Projects Section Comments on attached sheet.
COMMENTS:

PDanlraryn anndnlineg Aarma ANMTeON dxinl abhawl Aanistt ne [ 37 ﬂ -\’ -
“UM&‘ YVINGLIND VIIU IV AVV CAALE WikiA W UL LAV Lil% AAVU

. '_ and surrounding property of subjects residence, mounted and suitn ble for
trial use. Thirteen landimarks set in type with sticky backs which will

adhere to photographic display also included. Reference map bei
returned fn package alonz with small copy of eha/r/t /7
- & |- Package \b) | ////,//
% ‘:; 1 J\r—\/ A\JVJ % m e ep—
2 5§ v )
o 15 SEP 28 1981 e
W J— P

——— T——

FBi/DOS

S,
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7f/fk\ ATLANTA (7A-1835-5F69) (P)
T0 DIRECTOR, FBI (7a-18251) ROUTINE
BALT IMORE ROUTI

TaMPA ROUTINE

COL B I ROUTINE

B IRMINGHAM ROUT INE

CHICAGO ROUT INE

WVASHINGTON FIELD ROUTINE

LITTLE ROCK ROUTINE

JACKSONVILLE ROUT INE

LOS ANGELES ROUTINE

/
7,/?—25'/ D

BT

UNCLAS A~ e+ - wwd WL
ATTN: SUPV. P PERSONAL CRIMES UNIT R
VAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS, ATKID, MAJOR CASE #38, 00t AT ~ e

J— -

RE ATLANTA TELETYPE TO BUREAU AND RECIPIENT OFFICES, DATED

AGUST 29, 1981.
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PAGE TWO (7A-1835-SF69) UNCLAS

REFERENCED TELETYPE ADVISED THAT TRIAL IN CAPTIONED MATTER
HAD BEEN TENTATIVELY SET FOR OCTOBER 5, 1981, BY FULTON COUNTY
SUPER IOR COURT JUDGE CLARANECE COOPER. 1IN RESPONSE TO NUMEROYS
PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS FILED BY THE DEFENSE, COOPER HaS SINCE
POSTPONED TRIAL INDEFINITELY, STATING THAT IT wOULD TaAKE HIM A
CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF TIME TO DO THE LEGAL RESEARCH NECESSARY
TO RULE ON THESE MOTIONS. COOPER HAS GIVEN NO INDICATION WHEN A NEW
TRIAL DATE WILL BE SET, BUT FULTON COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY

. FTEy na | Y]

HaS SINCE FILED A COUNTER MOTION SEEKING T MIT THE

0 LIMIT THE SCOPE OF THE

HE
DISCOVERY ALLOWED THE DEFENSE. JUDGE COOPER ALSO GAVE THE
DEFENSE UNTIL SEPTEMBER 21, 158), TO PROVIDE THE NAME OF THE
SCIENTIFIC EXPERT T0 BE UTILIZED TO EXAMINE HAIR AND FIBER
EVIDENCE IN THIS CASE., THIS EXPERT wILL CONDUCT HIS EXAMINATIONS
AT THE GEORGIA STATE CRIME LABORATORY, wHYERE THE EVIDENCE IS
CURRENTLY STORED.

ASSISTANT FULTON COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY GORDON MILLER HAS /C/
ADVISED THAT THE BEST ESTIMATE OF a NEy TRIAL DATE IS AROUND
h‘\‘}«-“-i\?

L

FOR INFORMATION OF LOS ANGELES AS A RESULT OF THE NOVEMBER 1,

mia oate estinare o QNN CORFENTLY GwOER (-7



NERE .o

" VRN AR o .. ~vbornl R i AN

EoLnilneh

PAGE THREE (7p-1335-SF69) UNCLAS
TRANSFER TO LOS ANGELES, WILL REMAIN IN ATLANTA UNTIL END

OF TRIAL. IF TRIAL DATE IS SET BEYOND NOVEMBER |, 1981,
APPROPRIATE ADJUSTMENTS wILL BE MADE RE Sa _ L-7C

BUREAU AND RECIPIENT OFFICES yILL BE KEPT ADVISED OF

PERTINENT DEVELOPMENTS IN THIS MATTER AS WELL AS THE DATE OF

THE TRIAL AS SOON AS IT IS SET BY JUDGE COOPER,
BT
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District Xitoruey Lawit Slaton T .
Defense Attornéy Mary Welcome b
Puiie Safaety Cctn‘-;i.nnr tee . Ergwm
Clerk of Suparicer Rarbara Price

2
T

»

a
3

Sheriff Lercy R, Stiﬁahcambt, aT. E
FZ: State of Cacreia ve. Haype B, Pi{lliams F

s

3

Le2dics znd C{‘tlaaenz r
Lo

" Tois lecter cﬁhfirms the tel:nh ® sosvarsaticos ofF his ' ﬁ
rorning (Auguet z,, 1981j. 2
. =

fue %o the publicity tbis caas has recsived the reperting of -
2liczed gevidencs &nd the release of nam=s ¢f nrossective g
witnesses 2nd thely probahle tastimshy ihis Court, or it's dwn ¥
motisn, felt Lt ne=coassary, in lighe of 0.2, Stprebe Coarg 7
decisichs, is crésr tc safeguard Defendant's SOnatitutional X
Tichts t0 l€hLe an order resgrictipg thke raizrszg CI extrs &

Judiciel mtatem=nts,

2x ztered guer the phéne, I have imstructed Loth progecvtion
erd defense atteorneva that iz §s thejr responsibiliny to see
=t thas parsﬂ-s wheer thedr contrsl, (e=pityess, 374mts ané ¢
tisl WitTazses, ete.) recazive # espy of the atzaihes ordes
3 infoymed ¢f its contgnts. These Sewe lpstruo-
ticcs have zlss bews $ives to Court personnel. and law ecforcenent

r ¥
I nad hoped thet ruch zn Qrder would zot b necesgary, Put as
staoted st the arraigzrmert {at which time I gave & e%arh fudicidl
waITing), 1 would &5 24 1f it baciune hateesary ©o izzue samg,

Plezse express.tha serizusness of thig ordexr and the poasitle
ecngeguenzes L3 it i3 pot cbeyed.
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o$% Cffice Box 1683
AT lant u¥orqia 306370

Deputy Chief M. G. Reédd
Special Task Force
Bureny of Police Services

175 pDecatur Street, Soutkaast
Atltantz, CGCacraia 303€3

bear chief E=dding:

BEafarance is made to your lettar of February 27, 13581,

and the draft propused acreement pertalining to ths Atl:n** Tagk

Porce on Missing snd Murdersd Children enelossd therewis ‘
Flezse be advisad that I have roviewod the Jdrafi pro-

posal and fully agrae with your position that all lcosal law

enfarcezant agencies poonl their rescurces and consclifate all

invesiigation pertiining to the misaing and murcsred chilliren

cagaeg undar tha diracticn of the Atlanta Task Forcz. This would e

of course include not enly ths inveatigation of the cases theon- R

aelves, but anch relatsad L&tt@th as corime scens investications, D

nedfa relations, and the pyocsszzing of physical evidence,

However, becausa the Pederal Bureau of Investication

{PBI} encounters no jdr‘ﬁd_ctlonal barriers 2nd bscaute of
inhzrent c;ef&ii@ﬁai differences In both investigstion and
administration, it i3 not fexsibla for the PBI to becoma a
nexber of tha Task Porce. Wa will, ¢f couwrss, continve to work
closely with tho Task Force and nlly share all informaeicon of
matun=}l interest. OCur ability to investigate this maiter oo &
nationwide basia auguenta and strengthens your investigszzion.
Furthesy, cur laboratory and technicsl facilities will remain at
your diasposal.

Sincergly yours,
OUT . GOME ‘ -
LR e, L P e ‘
SERRCHED

JORN D, GLOVER rarey S e

Special Assnt ip Charge e e
1 P‘U:E,Q_‘ ?

Enclesure FILED ém&f

1 - Addreasee \{:: . 5/.-'_'.&,5 -

wjcer e, (hTHEI fifﬁgy - Y e \\(ﬂ 42

f}?’.-__ J— / ’ < RE)
298
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S5 BUREAU COF POLICE SERVICES
) } _ 175 GECAIURET. S E

ATUANTA _GEQRGHA 30333

Y
'——-%J\:"’:‘ .
L
d -, S ORGE HAPTES
LeF B 2wk .lE:bDl-‘!W 27' 1981 [ C;“:::‘ e

Pouphw afdry Coammiayjo it

F

¥r, Jon Giover

Potaral Bursay of Imwatigetion
275 DeachiTes Styect, N.E.
Atlznta, Cocavria 30318

Cegr ¥r, Glivar:

fired attacherl 3 ilraft nf e [I.'D‘El'\'e"‘i sureemont
yetropolilan Atlanta Pevk Foma: on Missicg arsl
sotder=i (hildren. Ploane roview this ad give mo your ooeamenis
Bark mo lagec than Monday, Mardds 2, 1181, if prsible. I woudd
1iks to have our pext moeting on Pridoy, Manh 6, 17381, to finalize
this propozasl.

Ploszse

ouriimygny the

g —mmn 211 MO
{4 _J,._( h!I_LUJl' t——': A e WLHLE Ay I

thark you Sor your contimaesd

3 — =T ‘l
lI "v"ad. i ary h”” l—-

i
at 658-7537 wr my baro at 365-352 0 I
help ard support.

Sirmerely,-

o

Y7 A, ’Zz
Loty (“ﬁufﬂ . Redling

_:lg.'::'\:'lﬂl Tosk fOﬂ.JG-

; $52210) (D
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KATHANG JACKEON, MAYOR

T BUREAU OF POLICE SERVICES
) 17Z DECATUR ST S €

;,& o, § N ATLAKT A, GEDAGIA J051Y

2 . K \

GFORGE NAPPER

LEe v wROwh Caot of Patce

Herfde, BglBly { GMITHIGANST

March 12, 1981

Mr_ John Glover

Feterml Furean of lrvestigation
275 PFoechiyoe Styoet, N.E.
Etlant@m, Georgia 30303

Dear Mr. Glover:

Flosse review the attached propeoszl Lo be sure that
I have covered 3}l issues that were agreed upon by all parties
in attendonce at owr mecting on Tuesdsry, March 10, 1981,

if this meets with your ap::mvr.vl, this will be the
cifficial agressant bobwern all axuxcies:. T hawe 2lan attached

a copy of the newe release that wazs glven to the press on March
13, i98l. I appreciate your contimed help and swpoore.

Sinerely,
; ‘.r

Depity Chief ﬁ/ G. Re¥ling
Speerial Task Foroe

MER:ch

Attadyents
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ATIANTA MOUTTOIOLITAN TANK FDRTE O MISUING & MUTDERDD CHTTOMEN

+

Sirx':axa'uly of 1979, 21 bBlack children Drum the Atlanta metrgpolitan
area have dizsppearad. Twenty of them wore sthomrmatly found murdored ard
one §is still miesing. Hine of the victima! bodies ware ;'Iourri within the
geographical boundaries of the City of Atlanta, foiur in the Clty of Eaat
Point, two in Fulton Camty, throe in Dokald County, ons in Cobb Goanty,

aml ong in Rockdale County.

In July of 1580, (he Atlanta Departmant of publie safety ectablished

a Special Task Foros for the sole pnposs of investigating the cases of the
missing and elain children. FPresently, the following agexties have a:-;signed
investigators €0 the Special Taek Force an Miseing and Murdared Children: °
1) Atlanta Burean of Rolioce Serviax:, 2} Clayton Coamty Police Department,
3) Dekalb (bunty Folice Deportment, 4) East Point Police Department,
S) Fulion County District Attorrey's Office, 6} Fulton (hunty Police
Deparirent, 7) Georgla Bureau of Imvestigation, 8) Fodkdals County
Sheriff's Department, and 9) Cotd County Police Department.

Bncause of the miltijurisdictional involvament in these coses,
it {2 necessary to estabiish (laarly dcfined guidelines for the operation
of tha Special Task Force. This ¢onelusion i3 based woon the oollective
agi'e:-a:‘eﬂt of all agency hexis imolved after thoy roachod the conclusion
- that the Tadk Forve is the best way to proomed in handling the cases of
the missing and purdered children, To that end, this document represents
an official agrecmnt betwesn the 12 law enforoament agencies listed

hereafter:



Atlanta Pureau of Police Services, Clayton Gty Police
Department, Cobtkh Coumty Police Depactuent, UDekalb an Districk
Attorney's Offide for the Siww Mowmitain Judicial Circui:;. Dekalb
Connty Polic: Drpartment, East Foint Police Bepartment, Fpdzral Bureau
of invcétiqatiun, Fultw Couniy District Attormney's Offics, Fulton
County Folice Department, Pulton County Sheriff's Depertment, Georgia
Buresu of Investigantion, snd Rxckdale Comty Sheriffs Department.

Thiz &rezsn:nt ie not lsgally binding but represents an
agreerent of thair willingness 6 abide by the: quidelines containsd
herein designad o irepe Daodman cooperation and ocordimtion for the
pupose of achieving the single objective of .33193..1; the hercinfore
wsolved cases involving missing end murdered children. A1l parties
agree to the following stipolations:

{1} Organizaticrally, the Tosk Forve shall remin wnder
the wontrol and anmard of the Atlanta Departrent of
riblic safety, subject to all rules, requlations,
procadures, end dirnctivess that govem that department.

{2) The Commander of the Task Force shall be appointed by
and report to the Atlanta Comisssionor of Poblic Safety.

{3} All personncl essigned o the Tacsk Torce shall be under
the suxsrvision of the Comander of the Task Force.

{4) The Comander of the Task Porge shall have the
responeibility of cooriinating =1l aspocts of the
inmvestigation of casze; assigmed o the Tack Force,
rogardless of the law enforcament jurisdiction in
which the body or evidence is loated. The individual
#poncy whore the body ls disocovered will have the

recponsibility of making the origimal offerse rojort.
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Al «opics of supplciontal reports in roforonce  these
imvestigations will be forwarded to the Taszk Forem within

2 howre. The Tack Force will maintain a master file on

all individual cases, In the event the Task Foroe is
aholished, all ariginal case files and evi":lerce will be
retumed to the Iocal low enformament agency having
jurizdiction on the partianlar case.

Mechers Qi_:: the Task Foreoe, by this agreemant, are authorized
o cross and work in dificront law onforconent and judicial
jurisdictions for the pupose of aollecting and coordinating
evidernde iﬂ hmluqu crine sormes) and aondxcting -
investigations of the cames assigned o the Task Foroe. ¢
The Corandar of the Tack Foree will create a2 Crime Scane
Team made up of the best qualified individuals from within
the 12 agémie_-?, reprasenting the Tack Force. Be will =ee
that the medical examiner tukes control of the crire sczne
until the body is minwed. Oree thee bixly is romowved, the

Crime Scene Tead will take contronl of the immediate ares

to conduct an evidene saarch, One panan \;: 11 tee designated
for ecnllecting and trangorting all evidenre o the Crime Iab,
Tocal jurisdictiom may conhyt any search they dean
appropriate outside of the immediate crime scenc arma,

The specific assignment of perzonmnel to the Task Fores

fram amother juriediction shall be the result of an

ayreci=nt reached by the Atlanta Public Safety Comnissioner
and the head of the respective agency involved.

All personnel azsigned o the Task Forve shall work wrier

the diroction a£ By Task Foro: Managers ant SWervisors.
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R} personnel assigned to the Task Force shall e detawhed
from their respsctive jurisdictions and shall be assignod
on a fll time basis, They shall be utilized ag Gesoed
appropriate by the Task Force Conmnder, and if possible,
investiqutors from other departients will ‘bcz asrnigned
work the caseq from their own juris-:‘.i&t_icms. HBawover, auc
o the tremerdous volute of imvestigative lexls that the
Task foren roceives daily, these investigators will also
have t assist in following wp on investigative leads.

The Teak Force Comnander shall have the suthority 0

determines that such revmval is in the bost interest of ¢
the operation of the Task Foree. If this ocmirs, the
Commanedor of the Task Forcs will submit, in writing, the
reason he requests the individual o b Yemovsd fronm the
Task Forco.

All agenciee agree that o cne will make pdslic ststements
or statements t the nows media about any cvidirer rolatid

to the orgoing investicakions. The Allanta Public Safety

x

et P o mbm¥T M e e S S BTV S T L.
VIZRL]GLLCHELL NG3L X Leop0n=leE TUL OIRaiiIxg Ald oLl

matters on behalf of the Task Foree. If a body is fewd,
meedical examiners and dersrument hesds in individuad

jurislictions may meke a brief statement in reference to

that discovery, but will mot discuss evidenor. Tt was aleo

aqgresd that the agency ih which the child lived would have
the responsibility of mifying the: next of kin, No one
will relesse the name of the child until the next of kin

has been rotifigd, L

(4) E
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If the body of a PlxXk child wder the age of 17 15

discovered and it fita tha chamc:tal_-i;shiczz of the other
mardered and mixsing children, regardless of jurisdicticn,
\the responsible law enforcament agency will inmediataly
secure the crime soene and matify the Tadkc Force. The
Tagk Force will not be inolved if 1t 1s detepnined the
death is accidental or if the perpetrator is known.

The Task Poree Commander shall have the opportimity to
inkatimmte the crime soone {n cases as defined in 1Y
above. Hs shall es=e that all evidenoe that is gathered

in urned over to an oviderce custodian, whe in twn shall
immediately transport all evidence o tho
Crim: Lab, and see that ell evidence in referencs & theae
czses is properly rocordsd and will supply individual
agencies with copios of any reports from the Crine Lab

o roguesk. h

Participating Task Foro: agencies .:vgree to provide personnel
on a terporary basiz o assist the Task Forcs Comander in
the initial in;estigntion and area esarch if and whon a body

is discovered.

X -

[y U W .
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of black children under the age of 17 if the (huracinristics
of the hrxrcidee are similar to the characteristics of the
hanicides now being investigated by the Task Force, if
matikilly arecd upon by the Atlanta public Safety Gommisssicner
ardd the head of the agency which has jurdsdiction ¢ver the

cace.,
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1t shall he the responsibility of the Task Foree Oommonder
{5 maintain a master file on all cases assiqned o tha Taek
Forca. In order to control regquects for information, aach
agency will provide the Task Foroe with the naes of their
ooordinators.  The Tanxk Foron: ih burn Will provide each
sqensy with the nvee of & contact porson at the Task Porce
in order o cbtain this information,

To insure that there is o duplication of effort, an agpncy
coyrchiecting an independeont imueshigation or invesstigative
activity will mobtify the Task Force Oxmarkier.

Participating agenCige adree that all medical reaords, W
repors: from the Gargla Stab-e Crime $ab, and reports of /
the redical examiner shall be sent to the Tmah Foree. |
Thee Teok Foree =hall peintain liaison with the recspective
district attommoys and shaell be provided esCrapary legal
acdvice by the district attorneytz office who is responsible
for prosewcting a cese assicred to the Task Forisz that rosts
in his given juwdicial district,

The Atlanta Commissiorer of Public Gafcty shall aaavonm, on
a periodie basis, mootimy; of the agorcy Pu::;:.;xs participating
in the Task Faroe. Such meetings sh=211 be designed to keep
all mesicry updatnd on the investigations ard to irsure
coordination andd operation. Sk poctings zhall be
amsidernsd oonfidential and no statements shall be made
pblicly or to the news media about the proceedings of

the meetinye., Such meetings shall be monthly or mome

often if needed.
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{20) The Task Force Commandsy will provide each individml
1
department. head with a weekly atterdarce roonnd witlining

“the mxber of hours their investigators worked that

-

previoue weak. .
-
f
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FUOR NawDIATE RRIFASE ~
Sarch 71,1961

PURLIC SATETY ORMISSICNER LFE P, EROWN MADE 1HE FOIIOWING STATRMENT

T Y -

Becansge of the malti- jur fsdicticnal involverent in the cases of .the

rdssing ad mir dued chiléren, luw enforcement agmefes in the met.rupo'}:ttm
zrea kave held pratirgs to divelop guidelines designed to ensure raxdrm |
axpexration end coordimstion. At a peeting held on March 10, 1981, the

o) lowinz poidelines vere ct,-cccd \:{:Dn

1} L‘ng-n'lzatwnauy, the Tac k Eerce amu Yeszin wnder the centrol

and coimad of the Atlanta Depavtment of Public Safety, subject to all

’ pp— | r-i—'! 'k % . AT
LA L4

a.—
e, Lt"' wiled

2) The coomander of the Tesk Forca shall be sppointed by iyd yeport

"I

to the Atlante Comissioner of Mublic Safety;

3) All perscrnel assigmed to the Task Force chall te wder the
supcrvision Of the cormaer of the Task Foree;

4) The courencer of the Task Force 5hall have the responsibility of
coordinating all aspects of the investigation of cases pysigned to the

Tesk Force, regardless of the law enforcement jurisdiction in vhich the
body or evidince is located;

S) Yembers of the Task Force, by this agrec—ent, sre E'ul_'ix:ri?;?ﬁ to
ervss ad work in different 1w enforcesent and judicisl jurisdictions for

<

-
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The propose of collecting &nd coordinativg evidence dint (including crire

scemes) and cmfimt'lng :‘nve.—stigatims of the coues ;.ssi gred to tha Task
rorce; ) N

6) The specific essigment of perscmel to the Tedk Force from
encther hwizdietion shall ‘b‘c the remilt of an sgreem=nt reached by the

Atlamta P‘Lbli Safety Comdssioner s the head of the respective sgency

imnlved:

cirection of the Task Force rigmgers and swpervisors;

8) All persormel as{:fg'\ed to the Tesk Force shall be cetsched from
their respective juwisdictions and £hall be srefened on 2 fall tire hesis,,
Trey shall be urilized 25 Jevmad zppropriate by the Task Fuorce camander;

9) ‘the Tack Force wrvnewier shall bkeve the authority to roove aoy
porsen fram the Tevk Force if and whon be determines thot such reovel is
in the bast interest of the operation of the Taxk Furce. Tpon ramovel,
the person chall retwn to his agency of eployment;

10} A1l mgencics sgrea that no une will reke jrblic staterants o

stetenenty to the neaes media about sy evicdence yelated to the ongoing
Tnvestigstians. The Atlenta Rublic Ssfety Ca.;mis:slcmer .c.hall te 1espongi-
Lle for hendling all redis watters on behalf of the Tosk Force;
‘ 11) If the Wody of a Black child under the sge of 17 is ecovered
and cvidence svogests that the case iy velated to the ceses under imves-

tigaliom by the Task Force, regarcless of j nuctlctlm. the resporsible
l=w enforcarent fgency shall both iseediately secure Lhe crime scene and
retrify the Tosk Force cuonegxier;

17) The Task Force arrsnder shall Beve the oppertunity for investi-

cating the crite scene in cases as defined in J1 shove, He shall see that



-

all evidﬁme that is gathered is turred over to an Ew_dmcc costodian whn,

in turm, s'hall ireedistely trensport all evidence to the Georpia Stute

\

Crire Jaberatory;

13) Ferticipating Tesk Force sgencies ggree (o pr:m‘ de persarmel on & -
tesporary besis to sssist the Teck Force cuwmander in the initiel Sivesti-
gation and area scarch 1f ovd when & body is r-itmered-

14} Tbe Task Foree shall coordinate the inves tigations of a1l haddcides
cf Flack children inder the gge of 17 if the chevecteristics of the homicides
ere similsr to the ¢haracteristies of the huvdeldes now being imvesiigated
by the Tack Force and 1€ rutielly egreed vin by the Atlanta Rdlic 'szety

]

Corriscinner and the head of the scancy which bas jurisdiction cver the
case;

15) It shall be the responcibility of the Tick Foree cuorezmiicy to
vitlntain a easter file an all cases ax :3ignied to the Tiwk Fovee, Ee shall.
roke informatian aveilable to perticipeting agincies when requested by
agmsy coordinatar;

16) Each participsting sgency shell supply the Tack Force with 211
information it has that relates to amy case being irrv_est%g‘ated by the Task
Force. To insure that there is o qyplication of effort, an agency con- o
Gucting an indepomdont investigatiem or Snvestigstive zctivity of suweh a

case will motify the Task Force aarrmander; |
| 17) Participeting sgoncles agree thar all ewdical records, reports
froa the Geurpia State Crime Lebovatory, snd reports of the rediczl eaviner
shall first be st to the Tesk Force and thet Task Force shall supply
copies to the asppropriate agency; : ]

18) The Tagk Force shall raintzin limison with the respective district

attorneys end shall be provided necessary legal advice by the district
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attorray's offlce we s 1‘asyc—snble for prosecuting “a case zneipned o

the Task Foree r"‘.at rests in his gh.c:n judieial i strict; and

s
18) The Atlnta Comissioner of Publie Salety shslll comvane ruetings

of the zgency hesds participsting in the Tazk Feorce, Such rectings shell

be desiened to keep all rembers wpdated oy the investigetiom and to ensure

A

coordinalicn &nd cocperatimn, Such cect nps shell be confidmmtial,
s a result of vesterday's meetmg, DeksIb County will agst gn nother

investigator to the Task Force and Cotb Gty will assivm em frvestigator.

R-T R

Presently, the following aguncies Feve sssigned investipatoers to the
Special Task Frvce on !"_f..:a-'!ng sd Murdered Children: 1) Atlents Buresu of
Folice Semvices, Z) Qlaytoa Groty Police Nepatzant, 3) Gebdb Conty Police,
Lepartrent, 4) Dekalb CGoumty Police Departramt, 5) Eest Point Folice Depart-~
rent, 6) ﬁlrm County Distxict Attorney's Office, 7) Fulton Cmsity Police

Doperiment, & 8) Georgia Rweou of Iwestigatien) - -0 -0, ST
“A11 spencies are working toward echieving the single objective of

solvinz the unsolved cases of the missing and madared children,” Frown

said. -
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Pexticipating Agocivs :

- \' ". P
1. Atlanta Dureau of Police Services
2. Clayton Coumty Police Depertrent

& Depsyiret

LS

4L, EekalP Coomty Distriet Attormay's Office for the Stome Mamtain
Judicial Circuit

5. Tekelb Cowmty Police Depariment
&

5, East Point Folice Deperiment

“3 v 3 T B oircnse e Trmammd ot b et
F . T el A Da2ld Wi “LV“LAE“LJ“‘
8. Fultum (vxamty District Aftorrey's Clfice o e -

2, Fulton County Police Departmant
10. Fulten Coumnty Sheriff's Department
11, Cecrgia Buresu of Trvestipstion

12, Rockdale County Sheriff's Deportient

-

—— e ——
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Avgust 27, 188] ‘ PULTON COUNTY §0DRGIA RS
Distriet Attorney Lavig Slaton _— -

Deferse Rttorney Mary Welcome P
Fublic Safety Commissionar Lee P. Hrown
Clerk of Sumgrior Barhara Frice
Sheriff leroy N, Etipchcombe, Jr.

Y

FE: Stats of Cecraia vs., ¥ayne B, Filllians
Ledigcs znd Gantlesenoe |

"This lettsr confisms the telephone conversatiocos of this
morning {August 27, }981). -

bue t2 the publicity this case has received the Feperting of
2llcged evidenss and the rclcsgs of names of Rrospective
witnesses 2nd thely probshle tastimeny this Court, OB i{4's own
metion, felt it n=cesszayy, in light of D.5. Suprems Coort
decisions, it order to safeguard Deferdant's constitutional
rights to l6sve ap corder restricting the ralezse Of extra
dudicial statements. . .
dx stzted ouer the phone, I have {nstructed both prosecution

end defenze stiorneys that iz §s theiy responsibility to see

thet thoss pRYsens Undér their contrel, (snployees, agerts ahé
potentizl witrezges, ete.) receive 3 gopy of une sttachad grdsr
oY Stherwise ere informed of its centents. These same instrue-
ticns have z)sg besl givean t& Court personoél abd law enforgemsnt
efficials,

. . ) . N - . ey vl
b s SN P = R B Tl S TR o RO VAR R TR Wit

2,

e e

1 had boped thet such zn Qrder would net be necessaly, but as
stated at the 2rralgmment (3% which time I gdve & $terb judicisl
werning), I would 8o 80 if it bacame necessary to iszue samg, -

Please express . the sericusness of this grder and the possible
tonsegquences if it is not cbeyed.

Eincerely, ’
Clavence Cooper -
’ CCingb | : ,

AN - 40 AW T Y Ol T A I s
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STRTE OF GEQRGIA,
Flaintifg

. Todictment No. A~ 56/ 84
WAYFE B, WILLLAME,
: Dafendant,

it Vs e Tt St Nt Mg e

3

CRDER RE‘TFICTTNw EXTRA JODICIAL STATEMENTS BY

- \.ii. - TEE FROSECUTION, LOUNEEL FOR TEE DEFEMSE, PQTEHTIAL
WITHEBGES, C‘UU’RT FEREOWNNEL AND MEMBEEE (F TEE :

Y] APECIAL TASX FORLE xnvrvrzﬁhriﬂ THE THLNTY-E1GHT

Lo el SLAYING CAsee, PR T

. - IO
n ey L vare, ) _!-— --‘"i' --_'..‘-1 e j_- i
. ' H L ‘ 1 - N
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Elvlnq nctud th¢augh the newi medi& the paned of twe

patentinl preiicutian witni:;ti ;; vtll az statencots made by
them reg;:dlnq matterd pertlﬂéht to the upcaming trisl of )
¥Wsyne B, Willlamg, the Court, of itx own'motion, hav weighed . and
coneidered it; impact on tha befendsht's anﬁtitutiohal right t?

a fair and iwpartial trisl. Eirce it is the trial judge's'

e

.befercnrt*: righ“ tc Ly fair tzial, {he C¢utt Iihdi Lt absalute]yl'

ngreaaazy to prgvcnt a rccurrcrc: of such publicity by’ restrict-
ing commentl te the owedia By the Pro::cutieng counsel for the
Lefanse, potential witnes:e;, court peradhhel Ind pembard oI
the Special Pelice Task Force; including the Comniseidner of
‘Public Sntgtx, the Pirector of the Burear of Police Bervices or
enyone affilisted with Jaw enforcement. X . -

5314 restrictions are being imposed in keeping with the

0.8, Bupreme Coutrt rulings im Sbeppard V. Maxwell 384 U.5. 332
(1976) and Kgbraske Press Association v, Stuart 427 U.E. 538

{1$66), 1Ip Bheprard v, Maxwe}ll, the §,8, Buprems Court focused

on the trial court's duty Lo protast the Defendant’s constitn-
tional right to a fair trial, as follows:
“bus PrDCl;t réhuithu thet the sccusaed recelva 3 trial by
meartiul jury free from putsids influences. given the

pervasiveness of wodern communications and the aifficulty

4

- B _Ffaminne ccadiidioafal ek idmdds Frmm bhe minde ~f who
Of T©I18CLNG RIEJLSICIE} PUDLICIVY (IGR UN& HANOS CF Loe
durors, the trial court must take strond medsvres to

etnsure that the balrnce is hever weiched against the
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_accus Ve "euxu, there is nothlng th rribes t.h¢ o

press xion reporting events that ttanspxre -in the ‘-"'-"“ftroo%"if L

But whert there is a reasonable likelihood that prejudiciaf?‘: e
news prior to trial will prevent a fair triasl, the Judge Wl

should continue the case until the threat sbates . or transi _ o
"it to another county not so perncated with publicity. Inm ',j:
ndd;tion, _Sequestration of the ju:y Wis something the Judyg %53 f~
:.hould hcn raiud tu:} sponte w&th cou.nuz. 1f pubucit.y .‘nﬁ,'__. ..

during t.hc procecdingo thi'utenl the, fai:mu of the 'wrial HY T U .
. Y - li “ - ..\*1 .:;- RS
| nw trhl chould be u:deked !mt w‘ aust remem: thct % SN

_5'."1 ‘,,v.'r-‘,'-..- ~ ¢'£'

| uvu-nu ‘are but pallictivu; the Cure e in those’ -‘_-;-,'.- WL TR
fry S Qs .

remedial masuru that win_prevent the prejudice at fts "% )

.’mception, ‘The couru uu:t taxe such stepl by ruie and . M .

2%
7

o,
i‘q .'b;

rc_{ulation tha: will_grotect their processes from bujyeicl

. .
e d

-
A

-

<

outside 1ntu.erence:. Xeither prosecutors, counsel for i S S

v oy " =

gefense, the sccused, witnesses, court staff nor_enforcement'@ 7 |7

otﬂcer: coming und:r the Lrisdiction of the court should b et e

i
be vemitted to fn:stratc 1ts functmn ~ Calla.bor-tion bct-— 12' .o

- s el e LR

veea ccmnnl lnd the preu ‘as to intormation a!fecting the x
fairness of & criminal trial is hot only wbject ta :eguu- T3 ' ’

tion, but is highly censurable and worthy of disciplinary

mergurex.® 14, at 362,363 (smvhazis addad) =

==i1j F% «s2&%ve2 o

1= 212 B

x .

The U.S, Supreme Court in Rebraskas Press Atsociation v,
Stuart observed .., that pretrial publicity--evea pervasive,

adveru putlicity--does not inevitably lead to an unfair trial.

‘The capscity of the jury eventually empaneled to dtcld! the case 3 _'-__
fapirly is influsnced by the tone and extent of the _publicity, é \ - e
which is {m part, and often in large part, shaped by vhat utornuyq_zz
police and other officisls 8o to precipitste news coﬂugc. Ths g '
trial judge has » major responsibility. WwWhat the Judsl says aboutg: -
& case, in or out of the courtroon, {s likely te IPP“I in news: % _ N
ﬁpcrs and hroudcnu. More important, the measures a Judge t“"% | - o
or fails to take to mitigate the affects of pretrhl publlcity-- ;E oL
- [ 't-hn measures described im Sheppard--msy well determine whether ; teel * B
) thc Defendant receives & trisl consistent with™ the :equirm.enn 'ﬁ : ;
;of Sus process.., .° ; o :”
' SEE \P5
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'potent;al w;tnesseQ, 6burt perscpnal, mambers of the Special

_Police Task Porce: including Commlssi¢ner of Public s;fety,

any means of public communxcat:on, relating to any matters

‘bility in Ehe prosecutiou and defenae of this case., The contempt

.
. w .. i .
. * . MU e * . ) ' -~ A A
Vo L o ; g 1=
‘ [{ ., . [

For a trial judge to predict that information may in
fact undermine the impartiality of jurors is difficult if not
impossible., 'The difficulty of drafting an order that will

effectively keep prejudicial information from prospective jurors

is similerly difficule but is within the responsibility of the

-

trial judge.
NOW, THEREFORE, the Court orders and directs that

during the pendency ot this case and until final determlnation

l-l_, J-‘ ,.. '. -

..... n:'

in the trzal court, p:osecutaon, counsel for the defense, u;

* . --- .-r‘

the Director of the Bureau of Policc Services and/or persons
affiliated therew;th shall not release, maka or avthorize the '

release of any extra judicial statements, for dissemination by

having to do with the wayne B. Williams case. ' .

This order applies ta all perties having any responsi~

powerz of the Court will b used and any violation of this order
will be approprzately denlt wath commensurate with the facts.

SO ORDERED this &%ay of August, 1581,

+

ey

UDGE CLARENCE COOP -

FULTON SUPERIOR COUPRT
ATLANTA JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
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FIIIEQ, Atln: Assistapil Ivirvector John Miotz .

SAL, NeW OILEANZ, At.tz‘na‘ S,J#.TE‘G 0!‘(_7 )
Te. Willaam H, Webster P12 337 tae B/28781

Fram: ‘.:;A{:g’ Atlunin ('!A-—lBZib) {P}IBQ 7] . T.la\m Tranamisiod «
Subjour: ATKID SULE ' RO e laitlgia -
MATOR CASE 40
Q0 AT

[ | Fingeegiim fhato | ) timgotprint Racord { 1Map {1 Mawepaper chpping L.} Phatogieph

_ , Lebter of Juape Clarence Coonper,
Conca '-Jo‘l"l r___‘,"L ' "._'h iy

L{AHHH orcaptian J o < H!’:’.{(/Hl : SU.]')?_E’“ ior Court Order

ot Judge Clarence Cooper, B/47/81

Spectal hondiinginstmctions

Ee FRINQ toilephone cwll of Azeistunt Dircctor Jobn Mints

to Superviaor _ Atlamte, H/28/81,

. Lc. . _

Approved: _ M/l\-

f QM

B B L i L L B L s e B B S T s s P B it i
x
[ ]




o AT e TR LTI S e T e e

T I T ey

PLacs by tepmttg st Short s

-

gtk ierm i

B %
“ res

TFERTOR COVRT oF FULTOH COUNTY
Alins 7 s
STATE &F GESRIIA &

WEYWE B, WIILIRMZ,
. vefendant.

: k3 £
ATATE OF GEIREIA, } PERCY Qs 5risas D
Fuun._n‘ } ) BATOE ST Gl

} 3
v, h

! Iaodictment Ro. A- T4/ fF4

3

)

}

t .t
OPDESR FE“WFICTINC EXTRA JURICTIAL STATECNTI BY
s, o TER FRCFEFh‘:DH COURSEL. FOR THR DEFEMSE, PQ”EH¢+AI
i WITWESEES, CJCURT FVREDWWEL ANT MEMEERS OF TEER

T EPESIAL TASK FORCE INVESTIGATING THE TWLNTX-Z1GHT
B i 3 4: LA 1? JASES AR TP _ HERS
Ta ‘f' LYY L _p-.‘- % -'_-I" '-_‘.'. 4P s B ) .
. i . .‘{ Py S
Eaviné ootsd t;:ougn tha newd wedla the samed of iwo

pL*ent4nl pt@lt::tiea Uithessai s -:l. as srvatements wade by
thex rega_ding zatte;s ;-rtioent te the upooming trial of

Wayne B, Williams, the Jourt, of ltz own motion, hae weighed and

o

srpidsred its jmpact cz the Defendant’s an;titutisncl right &8
a fait and impaziial tridl. Sinze it ix the trial jodge's

iy - R i . R . - . R
responsibilify to esnirsl predudicisi pretrlal publicity and tze

1

a

%

e
!
L ]

pofendzntis right e a fedr trisl, -he Covrt finds L% ebssl

rextr-ict-

!
4 .

necezaary L0 pPUevant 3 recurrence of such-publicity &

he Frosecurion, Couzsel for the

et
o]
[*5]
‘F
b
rt
-
+
8
P
r
"
1y
A
™
-—
L
o
L
H

Lafangs, potential wotoerses, Court péradbhel dnd BEIDETE o

- " w1l as S [ S, T e T ) ey} L i o mtw
ThaE J;CCI&& ;:‘;." fdBA IRl ET it i g j —iT b AT D& el b = i
Dublie Safety, tne Dizestoar of tne Bursas ¢f Folize Services of

inyone affilisted wicth law erforcemernt
Said restriotions are being ixposed in keesing with the
C.8., Suprerme Court roiings da Bheprard ¥, marwell 384 U.5. 333
s

{1976) and Mebrasks Tresd Masscisticn v, Stvert 487 T.5. 513

-

well, the T,5, Bupfeme Coury foo.sed
L ocourt s Auty L& pracezt 4he Deferfont’y conscrto-

ticnal risht tg¢ a fair trisl, e follova:

Due process rééuitcs that the szcyused rveceive » “ria] by

impartiel jury fraze from gutside {nfluences. CJiven the

darn n‘.hn-un{r\at ong oamAd the A e e

{
i zadern communicaticnas and the Aifdiouit T
.
of effacing presvdicial puziicity from trhe mirnzs of tre
ISTSrs, 484 toial court most thke FLTing médesros Lo

ersuts that the LalEnce s Hever wISHES AZ2ingt LI

a9

e e Pt e £ R o i e e S o e

D

YRR

i,

oA
Nt LA,

P

AR o

P

P

[l

Loyt e e e




l", ‘ :ev::xnls are but é&lliative:; the cn:e lies Ln those S

-

_ aacuse% 40! durse, there is nothing that AW rites the

press fxou reporting events that transpire-in the court:co

- W B ¢\.

#Mﬂ

s

But where there {s a reasonsble lixelihood [that prejudiciasls

Ny e

news prior to trial will pr:vent a fair trial, the Judge

c
[+ Y
4]
1 )
[n d
1
-
-
L "
AL

_€ase until the threat abate:, or trans »

v !

"1t to another county not £o permeated with _publicity, 1In

addztion,'sequect:ation af the ju'y waz scaetning the Juds 51

PR o
w e

:hould h-vc raised :u; sponte uith eounsel Iif pnblicity
W

g' ur

du:ing :hc p:oc:edin;n threatenn tbe fairne:s of tht trial,ﬁ%”’ ”: .

. .1 . e §§
S Y neu tritl shculd ho ordeted aut ve must.remember that

I-L"- L E - -

¥

e rtmedill neatures that will prevent the_grgjadice at Lts Ck

in-.egti.on. ‘The comn n-ut take tuch ﬂ.em by ruie and

L.
rggv;nticn thct uill_grotect thelr precesses from brgjgdic1ﬁ$3 .t

outside *nter‘e:ence-. xeithetéproa&cutors, coursel for Wgzﬂ'u

ense, the sccugsed, withesses, court staff nor cnforcamut J

of‘icers caming_urder tbe 1u*isdigston of the court shauld J

be oermitted to !ru:tratc 1ts function ~ CQllaboration bct— ﬁ&

K, R WAL

P —
W
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Ny

uee.n counul a.nd th. pren ‘a3 to infoermation a!fectiug the Ez
fairness of & criminal trial is not enly subject to zeqult- Eﬁ'
tion, ‘but is highly censurable and vorthy of disciplinary
fpcasures.” 14,, st 362-263 (gpphlsil added) . " .
The U.S. Suprame Court 1uhﬁebraskt Press Assoclation v,
Stuart observed “... that pretrial publiéity-—cvea pervasive,
&verse pudlicity--does pot irevitebly lead to an unfair trial.
The czpacity of tha jury eventually empaneled to decide the cese
fairly &s influenced by the tons and extent of the _publicity,
which {z i{n part, and often in large part, shaped by what atterng
police and other officisls ¢o to precipitate news coverage. The

trial judge has a major responsibility. ¥hat the Judge says aboutgt

2 caze, {n or ovt of the courtroom, is likely te nppet: 1n new:-'

papers and brccdclstl. More important, the meagures & Judqe takes$

W

or fails to taxe to mitigate the effects of pretfisl publicity--
thae measures described ia Sheppard--~may well determine whether

the Defendant receives a trisl consistent with the requirements

cf due process.., .°
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A

For a trial judge to predict that information may in
fact undermine the impartiality of jurors is difficult if not

impossible,, The difficulty of drafting an order that will

effectively keep prejudipial information from prospsctive jurors

ig similerly difficult but is within the responsibility of the

trial judge. ' o )
NOW, TEEREFORE, the Court orders and directs that

during the penaency of this’ case and until final deternlnation
-:.'.s.a':.'-.

in the trzal court, prosecutzon, counsel fo: the defense,

‘.' PR
.

..- .. o “

'potentlal witnesses,:court personnel, members of the sbecial

_Police Task Porce; includxng Comm;ssione: of public Safetv,

the Directar of the Buxeau of Pollca Services and/or persons
aff llated therew~th shall not re‘ease, make or authorize the '

:elease of any extra judicxal statements, for dissemination by

any means of Hubllc cemnunmcat*cn, relating to any matters

having to do with the Wayne B. Williams case.

|,

This order applies tc a1l ‘parties having any responsi-

e -

i N e & e ‘1-... PRSP W SR .-A'-Aql nea of thig case The contemnbt
D - }' ’.LH‘. -s y.l-vxl:*-uuvu I’-'-.LSU.UL-J.G e Wi Uias Laasw, diii Wil Tt W
powers of the Court will be used and any violation of this order

‘ Cae

will be appropr;ately dealt wzth conmensurate with the facts.

SO ORDERED this é’;&%&y of Rugust, 19B1.
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0-94 (Rev. =27-79) : ﬂ Exec AD bnv.
. h . Exe AD Adm, ___
Exec D LES __
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE . Do
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Adm. Servs,
Lrim. Inv.
Memorandum ..o e
l ' Lubm.uionr
TO Section Chief ~3 /LS A~ DATE: !Ol i) ,?’.’ ';I"!:'E‘I:’:' —
Systems Development Section, Attn.: Room 1929 a.‘:,'ugm.‘:
Technical Services Divigi /K COMMITMENT REPORT Tech. Servs,
Troining
FROM
Public AHy. OH. _
SA Section SA—S Telephone Rm.
Director's Sec’y _
SUBJECT: Waune R. NI'IIQHS
- ATKID
Mayer Case #30
72 A
‘l‘ﬂ?{"\h
00! La QJ. L
Examiner/s | I
Symbol/s QEF i Butile # _____ 1.~ 18251
Man Workdays | +3 LN ]' Court/Agency __F{&.1L
qle]s(—a11F]e] | City & State_ A+tlante, Ga.
Date/s 10158110l 918 ( |
Testified [ Yes 1 [JYes : (] Yes
ngo : JNo |, [ONo

Reason for Appearing in Court but not Testifving: (Circle one)

01. Guilty Plea 03. Case Dismissed
02. Case Continued 04. Stipulation

05. Testimony not Needed
06. Mistrial

07.

Miscellaneous Commitments: (MC) (Other than Court Appearances - Circle One)
01. Lecture/Training (Others) 06. Research/Data Acquisition
02. Training (Self) 07.

03. Speech 08. Investigative Support
04 Pretrial Conference 09. Communication Support
Field Examination of Evidence 10, Conference/Meeting

Results of Trial

Prosecuting Attorney

Defense Attorney

Details/Unusual or Interesting Circumstances: A

N
i
t

L A S —,

L
NOT RECORDED

8 Nuv © 981

a _* F‘L £l_\
M \ 7
r’ﬁ



0-54 (Rev. 9-27.79)

Exec AD lnv.
- y Enec AD Adm. __
Exac AD LES
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Asst. ?,i,_':'
' . FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION Adm, Servs.
Crim. Inv
MemOTa ndum {Type or hand print.) ldeat.
Lntedl.
Laboratary
TO Section Chxef/?'r\_) DATE: 1 O \ |3 l 9' trgolf:un. _—
Systems Development Section, Attn.: Room 1929 ’ R;;ﬂ;“:—
Technical Services Divigi '67@ COMMITMENT REPORT Tech. Servs.
Trainin
mox 24 .
Section _A’_S__ Talephons Rm. __
LR X R} _ Director’s Sec’y .
surject:  Wayne B. WAAILAWs
- ATKRD
Kidnapping .
00 ! atlamta Wi L
Examiner/s F I '
Symbol/s ] 1 r Bufile # 7-1%2 §)
Man Workdays 20 '" i : Court/Agency FRY ,
«10-§1 » 3-14~- .
g_',?,_g:., :-H-l’l | City & Stat- ﬂ_."-ld‘.h"'ﬂ; ra -
Date/s ] |
Testified ClYes 1+ [JYes ! []Yes
= ! ONo | [JNo
Reason for Appearing in Court but not Testifving: (Circle one)
0l. Guilty Plea 03. Case Dismissed 05. Testimony not Needed
02. Case Continued 04. Stipulation 06. Mistrial
07. _
Miscellaneous Commitments: (MC) (Other than Court Appearances - Circle One)
01. Lecture/Training (Others) 06. Research/Data Acquisition
02. Training (Self) 07.
03. Speech 08. Investigative Support
04. Pretrial Conference 09. Communication Support
Field Examination of Evidence 10. Conference/Meeting
Results of Trial
Prosecuting Attorney Defense Attorney
Details/Unusual or Interesting Circumstances: .
o /' SR -ﬂ///
’ L e~y
e NOT RECCRD T
— = [N ‘32
f’- ‘:! ;‘; et S Bl ST
k/ \\ . i 5 ‘.
™

= Y

Segan ¥
ey



ATORCS 26502152 - : A

RR HQ 2A TP €O BH €6 Wr LR JK LA ot
DE AT L

(g

R, 2122102 SEP 81 e 173
/ Lt -

'\ Fm ATLANTA (7A-1835-SF69) (P)

ITo DIRECTOR, FBI (7A-18251) ROUTINE
d
BALTIMORE ROUTINE

sk
710N
PRSIy

[

AT

TAMPA ROUTINE

COLUMBIA ROUTINE
BIRMINGHAM ROUTINE
CHICAGO RQUTINE
wnsnlnsrd% FIELD ROUTINE
LITTLE ROCK ROUTINE
JACKSONVILLE ROUTINE
LOS ANGELES ROUTINE “
BT e
UNCLAS Jq > --Z /‘ / Pra T
S -
NIT

z 0cT T i
VAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS, ATKID, MAJOR CASE 38, 00: AT b

- - "
RE ATLANTA TELETYPE TO BUREAU AND RECIPIENT OFFICES, SATED '

—ﬂ

AUGUST 29, 1981,

_ 24 ~——_
DucT2021981 |
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PAGE TWO (7A-1835-SF. ) UNCLAS
REFERENCED TELETYPE ADVISED THAT TRIAL IN CAPTIONED MATTER

HAD REEN TENTATIVELY SET FOR OCTOBER 5, 1981, BY FULTON COUNTY

SUPERIOR COUPRT JUDGE CLAPANECE COOPER., 1IN RESPONSE TO NUMEROUS

PRE-TRIAL MOTIONS FILED BY THE DEFENSE, COOPER HAS SINCE

CONSIDERABLE AMOUNT OF TIME TO DO THE LEGAL RESEARCH NECESSARY

TO RULF ON THESE MOTIONS, COOPER HAS GIVEN NO INDICATION WHEN A NEW

TRIAL DATE WILL BE SET, BUT FULTON COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY

HAS SINCE FILED A COUNTER MOTION SEEKING TO LIMIT THE SCOPE OF THE

DISCOVERY ALLOWED THE DEFENSES JUDGE COOPER ALSO GAVE THE

DEFENSE UNTIL SEPTEMBER 21, 1581, TO PROVIDE THE NAME OF THE

SCIENTIFIC EXPERT TO BE UTILIZED TO EXAMINE HAIR AND FIBER

EVIDENCE IN THIS CASE. THIS EXPERT WILL CONDUCT HIS EXAMINATIONS

NCE 1S

>
ot
-y

=
™
Py

3EORGIA

w

WHERE THE EVID

L LR AN

CURRENTLY STORED.

ASSISTANT FULTON COUNTY DISTRICT ATTORNEY GORDON MILLER HAS
ADVISED THAT THE BEST ESTIMATE OF A NEW TRIAL DATE IS AROUND
NOVEMBER 1, 1981.

FOP INFORMATION OF LOS ANGELES AS A RESULT OF THE NOVEMBER 1,

TRIAL DATE ESTIMATE sa (SN coRRENTLY UNDER “7c

Ty

l’ﬂﬁ

v



PAGE THREE (7A-1835-SF69) UNCLAS

TRANSFER TO LOS ANGELES, WILL REMAIN IN ATLANTA UNTIL END

OF TRIAL. IF TRIAL DATE IS SET BEYOND NOVEMBER 1, 1581,

APPROPRIATE ADJUSTMENTS WILL BE MADE RE sa— Vg8
BUREAU AND RECIPIENT OFFICES WILL BE KEPT ADVISED OF

PERTINENT DEVELOPMENTS IN THIS MATTER AS WELL AS THE DATE OF

AS SOON AS IT 1S SET BY JUDGE COOPER,

THE TRIA

1
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F .r‘!,ClAﬂ' - ‘

\ i, WiV 7 \
TR

TO DIRECTOR (7-18251) PRIORITY

: N

INCLAS 6’7‘;—-
ATTN: swu.ﬁ PERSO NAL CRIMES UNIT
SIBJ: WAYNE BERTRAM-GILLIAMS, ATKID, MAJOR CASE # 38, 00:

ON SEPTEMBER 21, 1981, FULTON COUNTY SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE

-

AT

CLARENCE COOPER RULED ON Ty0 OF THE PRETRIAL MOTIGNS FILED BY

THE DEFENSE ON BEHALF OF WAYNE wILLIAMS. COOPER DENIED A B;FE&SE

"OTION TO HAVE v ILLIANS TRIED SEPARATELY ON EACH OF THE MURDERS \ﬂc/
\

FOR WHICH HE IS CHARGED. MHE ALSO DENIED A DEFENSE MOTION \m\_;

-

SUPPRESS STATEMENTS MADE BY wILLIAMS THE NIGHT OF MaY 292, 1981,
TO LAwWw ENFORCEMENT OFFICERS WHO STOPPED HIM AFTER HEARING g
LOUD SPLASH IN THE CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER,

BT
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TRANSMIT VIA: RECEDENCE: CLASSIFIC#  "ON:

I
I
.. - | |
[ Teletype © _ Immediate [ TOPSEC( T ! -
) Facsimile (] Priority ) SECRET H
By —AIRTEL [ Routine [ CONFIDENTIAL !
| [JUNCLAS EFT O !
[ UNCLAS H
9/2/81 g
_________________________________ Date .
TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (7A-18251)
(ATTN: SPECIAL PROJECTS SECTION, PHOTOGRAPHIC UNIT)
FROM: SAC, ATLANTA C§7A-1835) (sQ. 7) (P)
SUBJECT: WAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS; /

AN T
TRLD;

MC #30
KIDNAPING
BJ 0O: AT

Enclosed for the Bureau are two black and white
/1)' photographs of sections of the Chattahoochee River, Atlanta,
/ Georgia, numbered 15 and 20.

S |

Atlanta has received and displayed to Fulton -
County Prosecutor Gordon Miller erial photographs taken wéZQC#f
by Photographic Technician * FBIHQ. The photo-
graphs are satisfactory bot d size for Fulton

County purposes, and they are to be used in the upcoming
trial of subject Williams.

The second set of photographs of which the enclosed -~ .

two numbered 15 and 20 are a part depict a section of the \E;rfb !
R
N, - / ’

a( river northeast of the James Jackson Parkway Bridge. More
iﬁ specifically, photograph number 20 depicts a sizable bend U~V
RS in the Chattahoochee River of which Assistant District
Attorney (DA) Miller feels is of importance in part of his
& courtroom strategy. It is noted, however, that photograph
number 20 differs in size and landmark proportions from
photograph number 15 which is one of several other black
-

and white photographs depicting the area of James Jackson
Parkway Rridae crossover down to the Bankhead Highway Bridge

] e e crossonr o o e g ) 2 7 7

@- Bureau (Enc. 2)5[&‘-50 gﬂﬁ‘\-}, . Somama——  BAS——

3 - Atlanta #
. 2 - SF 69
1 3 Ta1a%s) o Sb?//q‘ !
- e et el
/lﬂaﬁﬁ?@s -
Transmitted Per < _
{Number) (Time) L




AT 7A-1835 SF 69

over the Chattahoochee. DA Miller has requested that photo-
graph number 20, depicting the bend in the river, be reshot
at about the same height as photograph number 15 so it can
be matched up with the others in the series, and thereby
appearing more compatible.

REQUEST OF THE BUREAU

SPECIAL PROJECTS SECTION, PHOTOGRAPHIC UNIT:

Will coordinate, through the Atlanta Division,
efforts reshoot photograph number 20 as requested above,
noting trial date in this matter set for 10/5/81.

2%
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Loberatury Transmitto! Form n

7-72 ' o " / . - ‘16'711,,
o . ° l - Mr.
l - Mr. Kelle :r
. Rm. 309..
o mk _ LABORATORY __a l - Mr. Cronill
| i FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 1 - ey tia oo eilber.
/o WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535 Septempil 28030001
f’t To: SAC, Atlanta (7A-1835) (SQ. 7)
From: Director, FB! FBI FILE NO. 7-18251
LAB. NO. 10707035 S QF TN
po. WAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS; 10713066 § QF TN
" ATKID; _ 10722061 S QF
MC #30 10810091 § QF

KIDNAPING

00: Atlanta

Examination requested by: Atlznta and Dallas

Reference: Atlanta airtels dated July 1, 1981 and July 9, 1981;
_ Dallas airtel dated July 16, 1981; Atlanta airtel
Examination requested: dated July 31' 1981

Microscoplic Analyses ~ Miscellaneous - ‘5
Instrumental Analyses

coplc examinations were conducted '
»£L7C,, SA The instrumental examinations wére
conducted by

xr ¥

Tosizar -GN

R IB JUN 17 1983 ‘
] - LI 7 !

hclosures (2) (2 Lab report)
'\ZJ- pallas (7A-1990) Enclosures (2) (2 Lab report)

Remarks:

2

m
™
E

-

DO NOT INCLUDE ADMINISTRATIVE
P ADMINISTRATIVE PAGE PAGE(S) INFORMATION IN y
L7 wEc] T+ ¢ fods SVRSTIGATIVE REPORT /({aj

F!l/DO&



7-1b | o KEPORT
of the

BB L

-l LABORATORY ___ o

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20535
Atlanta (7A-1835) (8Q. 7)

September 25, 1981

FBI FILE NO. 7-18251
LAB. NO. 10707035 S QF TN
WAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS; . - 10713666 & QF TN
Re: pr=ID, 10722061 § QF
MC 130 10810081 § QF
KIDNAPING
Specimens received July 7, 1981, from SAC, Atlanta, under cover of

communication datad July 1, 1981 (10707035 8 QP TN):

K93 Sample of green carpet from suspect's residence

Specimen received July 13, 1981, from SAC, Atlanta, under cover
of communication dated July 9, 1981 (10713066 S QF TN):

K94 Carpet sample from West Point Pepperell

Specimen received July 22, 1981, from SAC, Dallas, under cover
of commnunication dated July 16, 1981 (10722061 S QF):

K95 Carpet sample from Evans & Black Carpets, Inec.,

Arlington, Texas . -

Specimen received August 10, 1981, from SAC, Atlanta, under cover
of communication dated July 31, 1981 (10810091 8 QF):

K96 Sample of blue carpet from Collins and Aikman,

- Carpet Division

Result of examination:

W The K83 and K94 pieces of carpet are alike in

color, design, construction and composition of component

parts. No differences were found in an examination of the

dye conposaition of the pile fibers present in K93 and K94.
Accordingly, tha K393 and K94 plecas of carpet could have ¥

been manufactured by the same company. Because of the

large number of variables that are praesent when a carpet

is manufactured and when carpet fibers are colored, the /E/

Page 1

(over)



chances of two cuupanies producing carpet of the sane
coler, design, construction and composition is considered
to be extramely remote.

The K93 and K94 pileces of carpet were also compared
with the K95 and K9%6 picces of carpet as well as three samples
of carpet obtained from the Wellman Corporation. The
i{ohasco Corporation was identified as having manufactured .
one of these samples provided by the Wellman Corporation,
while the manufacturcers of the other two samples were not
fidentified. O©One carpet sample identified as having been
remcved from 100 Glen Acres Circle, Decatur, Georgia, was
also conpared to the K%3 and K94 samples,

Differences were found between the construction
of the K93 and K94 pieces of carpet and the other six samples
of carpet mentioned above. Accordingly, these six samples
could not be associated with the manufacturer of the K93

and R%4 samples. Differences were found in the dye composition

of four of the above-mentioned six samples, which were
yellowish green in color, and the K93 and K94 samples.
Accordingly, these four yellowish green samples were dyed
with a different dye forimulation than the K33 and K$4 samples.

The K93 through K96 samples are being temporarily

retained in the Laboratory in the event additional examinations

are reguired.

Page 2
1¢707035 8 QF
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FBI FILE NO. 7-18251

LAB. NO. 16707035 5
1071306¢6 6
s

10722061

T WY

10810051 &

coxnunication dated July 1, 183tl (10707035 8 QF TH):

K93 Sample of green carpet from suspect's residence

Saptember 25,

QP
QF

ne
e

OF

July 7, 1981, from SAC, Atlanta, under cover of

Specimen recoived July 13, 1981, from SAC, Atlanta, unler cover
of communicction dated July 9, 198) (10713066 S QF TN):

K34 Carpet comple fron West Polnt Pepperell

-y

Specimen receivoed July 22, 1981, from SAC, Dallas, under cover
of communication dated July 16, 1981 (10722061 S QF)

K$5 Carpet sample from Evans & BDlack Carpets, Incg.,

Arlington, Texas

Specimen received August 10, 1981, from SAC,

of communication dated July 31, 1981 (10810091 8 QF):

K96 Sample of blue carpet from Collins and Rikman,

Carpet Division

Beoult of examination:

The K93 and K94 pleces of carpet are alike in
color, design, construction and couposition of component
parts. No differences weéro found in an examination of the

dva connopition of tha vila filhors nragon® in ¥031 =nd X02

WA B TE W Wi rER A Ar e W e ASWE B A A i A L] A A% W PRIIWA SRS WY

huecordingly, the K83 und K94 pilacas of carpet could have

becn manufactured by the same company.

Because of the

large nunher of variablas that are prasent when a carpet
is manufactured and when carpet flters are colored, the

Page 1

{over)

tlanta, under cover

155
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chancas of two coupanies producing carpet of the same
colar, design, construction and composition is conziderad
to be extrancly remote.

[3e]
The K93 and K94 pizces cf carpet were also comp

pet wer c
with the K25 and K96 picccs of carpet az well as tlhre: =
of carpet obtained froum the YWelliman Corporaticn. The
Mohesco Corporation wacs identificd as havinr rmanufactured
ore of these samsles provided by the Ucllman Corporation,
while the monufacturers of the other two samples were uot
icentified. Cne carpet saaple identified as having been
removed from 100 Glen Acres Cirele, Decatur, Ceorgia, was
also conpared to the K93 and K934 samples.

A
A

¥1 £5 A
- o
amnles

Differences werae found between the construction
of the K92 and K94 pileces of carpet and the other six samples
of carpet mentioned ebove. Accordingly, these six samples
could not be assoclated with the manufccturer of the K91
and K94 samples. Differences were found in the dye composition
of four of the above-mentloned six sanples, which were
yellowish green in color, and tha K93 and K94 samples.
Accordingly, tliese four yellowlsh greer samples were dyed
with a different dye formulation than the K93 and X%4 sazuples.

The K93 through K96 samples are being temporarily
retained in the Laboratory in the event additiconal examinations
are reguired.

o . - .

10707035 S QF
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7-10-81 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE XTRA ~é7C_

djt* -
J Laboratory Work Sheet %

To: SAC, Atlanta (7aA-1835) (SQ. 7}

FBI FILE NO. 7-18251
LAB. NO. 10707035 S QF TN
WAYNE BERTRAM WILLIAMS; ﬁf
Re: ATKID; YOUR NO.
MC #30
KIDNAPING

Examination by:

00;:; Atlanta

Examination requested by: Atlanta

-

Reference: Airtel dated July 1, 1981
Examination requested@sco_g}c Analyse;} Miscellaneous-Inihr-a"“'lth\ <
[ N 2 L oalalyses, luse
- Specimens received: July 7, 1981 Y
K93 Sample of green carpet from suspect's residence e

t! ’Lll '[lwikuj(’ A
ol ety
at 4 30 ey
vb.lf‘) 1 :L’.; ~f 1 &)\
— P ',“1". )O/aﬁl
. I/:'.-.’Tu\ p,l‘fit
u_jl

R

. "
\b FBI/DOJ

[see 1073066 s QF TN |



- e _
% SRR B .
A | M ] | |
j S0 e | a
r S . o ~ REEEENE 1S
w ’ ! t [ \ t ! ]
I S
M N A N ST | N 18
- | T XA
S e o~ N 0% | |
NS “?MW o | R - |
K BRI S L T |
— o~ o % | ! . * | S
.. S R 5
. 1 " (
: % | | _ |
| ! e |




e
v
o
[V
h \







ATKFD /0202035 S D~
23 /7 W:x 7[-/ »r/ Lre V‘/) o

o 39 ,}L.:MA:?“‘&/\_,M 1A, C(! L‘-C- //" ALY o
o RENCE M)X 4 (Mrc)
NS ,.,.'L;_ ~ e )

w
78 F &
75 z 'T.““l-/—'—"—""’—“"' MWC . .@s}«ﬂ«_uﬁ L F"“’M' mete) - - -

Pde o alngle oly e —
R Ly e

Te }/,ZZ; r,/ — e cxufwyb,‘..z \//W“’"‘\J
el - szw, S Sty b

o

"



_K?«Z P /\/77 B /e 707&35‘25 T
IL‘?/.,:E /E'r'é.jfﬁ) 5 E— o /0 7/ 3(/ C {_%Mf_'___ o '}A

TZC nwss Vigfs) om0 R
St alifee — 5 ospets — ol (1B

/1/1('_-\6'::-:; te ,;\:fﬁof-h—-a.ti?m: ) S ' 1:44\_({
pwr( ux.{ec _,L.‘f‘.!% [FPL Yy VR ,{’,4 . ':‘4 y (>) _

¥ o . . - . e e e e - . v L. !

"

(f?fi*{"bm
Flen = "ol lon ‘,X/-/,.L /515 my[m /',1@'/;; o
Cure sl = ety Batlatnl Lo

\U"M AN C/\‘“) S

,__._ P 'H!.QA. 1 ‘_ _
i L s - ,cL(_ch: éuﬁ,. SN (T

T M e R A A
\f) v I

/f"‘} W /—/{,-—IM ?\Wavu,nww/)wg.y rA _7‘,1; n/u_-._ _,[‘*eﬂ ,/
c{’&%. d(f//AtL e A A-Z?f‘fﬂ\_-: —&L.-,A ,cﬂ_q,y. LL
oA N ’
—(“_}2 u.*wré?{ i '7' e ‘e L)

ff: JMJ'\ 5(,{"‘(_ (g’l,,u../lr\)

/ B L V.

%&,’u,‘l = LJ:IJ? (-::T/I‘Fti>) W‘”'f £ y Ry /}M-?C/{_
] o i ,

logt sl e = phial | oot o St ookl



?5 2l K74

; M?o?g»_s’f’%r VRN Rl AN AR
Cn- o

LU ‘T
i B
f-”—"’v L“‘,‘.I flk_, = “ c{ r 1 t T{c, mm\ ﬁ crtiu
o m - _
]t L peit e T -
—..._._,,___:-__’ “ __._ —_ el sl
— """ e 2

{)’J.JQ.Q. i%‘é{'r _""’ 7/&
p ot e = o~ g

’-"aﬁ«/u@ JA‘L/L wqj_ = q/'/;);“"“‘

. ‘ _ "'\K/
%Li/fur-(_ &y.{z‘_f’u—( = /,/(LJ / )
__C!';f,/fl VRS /f/

“_,4_4 (( l*'u't. AL
G B SRS ()T N
g = Jf"‘} ¢ (Cu’l‘; ey T
/_pbéf. /24./401' =

C.anui:u.;{ ,[,(,'{IA‘C&:\ r” ¢ ,9 B AL Lzé-ll '
(g ant) /;f;,‘,/l(& e
JWM? _/{‘ﬂ-b[ =

~,< .. 78

l"\i\ J)/AJ

- M»wevéﬂ) ru,»_,uv AS-'/ t

.le&vLC a/y {cu:{e_ = U&c%) a,uM_
CLM\.L/.‘L—

_ S N
LT




koy

ATKID : '

19, )oissaiin L
10713066 < %{r ™

. - Mffb-xg_
\ILC\C —_—

| Hite coutirie, .

Ig--———--—« — T e e L
l B e e T T

——— e T ——

—.—-—’
Shy




 _ATRID

C&..f\..ll.f:’_{ ‘.'.d.au-rfif. ’\I«{'C[ Gﬁ %-/
b0 ke e m" -
Vw\.)uw;w“ /"7*

Cingle et 14/7 (’J;w >/7/3/

" 5; " )/,L'-“ Mv_'} /;uj 5“:.-(;. o y? (?r"(‘r 8- /Me,w) o
1 ~ ¢ e h,:»zua:c Cagen ™ Tk ( ::[) S

e — o | ~nn zm o
Zi//ﬁ'/ ﬂu‘fe(m #‘m. fwmx /ﬂcA-
gt X S ypec

F, o VWJ hw% ‘aﬂa-w 7 s /.ﬂj,(fj%,,'z;,‘_[% Vu&f /

e , RS

Sce, L%LL ~ )Iq[L;ZZM (;;/{F),-LZ%L VUL g

?
) . .

el 'IOW X 13\3/;1,1
Photim 01Ul prtang




ATEID
Jos et st Tipe

g

)) 'y I‘l ‘ A A LUAA, {»Cf\r\.

\Lf.\,“v'\.w*-uw Aarcmain f‘»f/u -’u(/ ”

[ e e

A S W;FW(‘J" g s bk it aTe
7 . T —-T___“-._&.“'\"‘-[ﬂ-;(d‘l o/ 31:% (fm-wc-(n. r-q@.-uo /{u4 )
. - (_Ct.;(. / (* ‘j e

¢_f_t«‘jza_;§i ‘u/y;@gf‘—“" —, M{, ~ '%’ ’ f’/ (/é- (l e plostic Laged”
i
; ;;_________,__U__‘__*Y'-‘ ru‘f‘ _ Y _f_ga, kz j(__/:&.-’.!.t‘ 1_/( vt mi gt -;_J A

- T *f

fsw,,m;m [/ ddy T
, | )

é 7:;1«4—'; L1 en a/

C? P

j{g/_/c/a/(wxfz) /P‘yw u—') (1*:; Py, \rd[’_L; -th‘

’::-":f:'f.é'—é—c'-ptzjc\ ” /)u'g ) '1.97 / C‘M-JC_.. W K- & ’ T A H-—“f/
M” A 1§ W“‘;L) 3 P
~y < 15 ~ ] Tyl per tnels "'a'?'f l“" '-~'-~/~'-«

Y - Placn 61 U1 avcanl

2 I S oo —(w enp “/ ...' g
5% I 27ﬁ o / 57 ;/Jc».a Y/ M/iﬁ' ia) ,,,—-ev,o éu»w», X “J @
- 7

/ Q / é/ w9
e by LD B
I (. ? m,bf(?»ﬂ. otV




ATEID
F/[uf; i1 ..;,-,- S \ 2ot

ey »--‘/"“’""’L N il G
U,a /»u/é/(/i,j _

B e/um«?u.{[/ B e ]\ -

e (t/w-ﬁj,) = stffn ﬁ,ﬂ |
o N 6 g sat .'31_3{_5\{?.'\_'&\ G viad M?n‘ﬁ)‘ t/ /2_ \{3/5,

-~ f',_
- o :)'r D

‘ _ﬂ____-_______(f/? fg, / d N j /c_ ‘_,-\mu*r\.?j

stople | 6" o
WMM( (Mawﬂw{th N A

mec&.ﬂﬂo&u_—f o T

B | Dot
— e - v
13



f

e _K9Y (16713068

3

;‘_,>..«m_.'—,/.f,-:_ (flx“;/.—-. fﬁw)j. /;,Za,..\, wgl-,wé,
__,3@.&.-1_’ 2 anlil ) green ("Enflel 04e”)
Cn'!f“c{ ,"/ L = W dﬂﬁ %‘?&M
| Lc"’“‘”""‘" AT /*W
Lo - 3au36_(:’ .,u/,« PP } @' /3.2
2 e ot = 0. 5’ )
AN ,uzxuq,é. KW1\724,1: ays & & & -/
o gy @10 /-
St tm%nw%mqﬁﬁﬁéwmﬁaamzaw@

0"\){/\,;._(‘1“___ _,Z,L"’{-(é ‘-‘L‘LJ.Z T A /f

L5 A F,#.‘(;A’:,- _/é,. f“[ A ’,-M\jw"f‘; -:)ﬂ‘/“ \ = h/é
/

C-"‘J*""/ = z 5‘; Ay lane (o )
p e Ty e e

N
\:J\
-

I Jn.«c {.Jt._ ePE£n oTogele (~ G 47) W@”");
| %&4?“?%Mfw&d>M%“'
We”o-\ Type 181 B
320.1%&/»«- {/tl(‘[\. = NEVLT W" (CM/”‘)
(}(M Do Poudd "TYPAR )
\_f.ab-.-\_, 1,2‘:{2& PRIV -a.% ‘f‘ JM
a‘dj 6&“"[:;‘\ o Prisw bece (-L) wdg.&iz (z;.tﬁ)
Sﬂaﬂc(aw {}acﬁl. = wovese (0/ U/K)r/) M
= /)4A7 2 7/"‘4/ ) c ) A
(t; 11413 40
) msp — Libe erngpea "\ Z




[ - \.A I]mii"il — - ~ B S (i g B ..|LI| # - ”‘”mi. .43MJ ‘ﬁ i -
N _ L, i : ,. W
SN ORI Y OO SO L i Lol I S I
I N LTSI I S - d] SRS EUN DY SN S i
] e m : Nt q
ﬁ ‘ N I 5 S O N
i i “ | “ o “ N IR
) , n R - —+
O O O B i -
il o i L
: : L B [ 5
, | ; 1S
o T T
|

—— e

. J_—*”.” o ] 1
! (S, STR ERU PR o
e ...ln:.lql BEaail et 17" - 7 - r.._,, 1T
.m.f o
15 20 P T
:y : ! :
Ity m - T T T M e I :
ﬁ— . M
BN P i} _ -
F l . : i
AL
. : R _.
1 Y T~
_ = o :
g ean e b [ FO0 RO DRSS S LI MY SR S S —
| ol LN _
;- : e _“ e
1 ! | _ L 0 e
S A rrfen S SUORS PR s N B A —_
H : o _ o _—
: Lodon | 3 ,
! ] H I i W” B
R B e e e L e e o e I t] FN ] Lt PP e i o Erat R U NPT
, S | 4 n L
| T | i
L l. : . I o
. ;,!-T.J RS S g M JES SN I S ~r - = -
o B L I L

/8- S “f_..

CeolfeL UHVHIVA 1L 3ITMIIH Aawv @ ﬁf\



i N
| ERREE |
. _ 4 e g SEOY ENUEL SO TN
: | : :
1 N |
I i ' r
; i
} | ; V _ “
S EOUTH SN ST Y Fn D S oY Ledos JESPIRS SO DO DU SR SO DR VO SHUNE S
T r , CeT
B <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>