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K \- 1l - Mr. Malley e
L - Mr, McGowan
BUGENE TI'CMAS, ET A‘L 1 - Mr. Hines
YioLa LIU&ZO AK.A N

ET AL. - VICTIMS .
CIVIL RIGHIS

the shootiny of Mrs. Liuzyo was advised of the Department's

desire that he testify befure the House Committee on Un-Auericanqﬂu
Activitics. Rowe stated thot he did not desire under any : . .. .7
circumstances to testify befnrq the Committee and in his T
previous discussion with Dernr7menta1 attorneys before the

last Federal trial he had mrde' it very clear to them that he

did not wish to testify at eny Yuture trials or bearings.

He stated that insofar as tcctf&ying is concerned he Ifelt that

bhe had julfilled his obligation to the Government and he -

feared 1ur bis personal safely if he were called upon to

Gnry Thomas Ro;i‘our informant in this case 1nvolv1ng

testify further. ! .

'v. XKimon Zachos, “p"cial Assistant to the Attorn y.
General, wiv requested that a4c determine Rowe's attitude -
regardin" testifying beforc ‘the Comnittee was advised on
12/27/65 that Rowe had been contacted as requested and that ~
Nowe had stated that he do-s not desire to testify before th
Committe: Zachos was adviscd that the matter of whether or

not TNow: uould or should b subpoenacd tc testify in spite

of his present attitude was sirictly a matter between the :
Department, the Committee nqﬂ Rowe, and the Bureau assu t;
no furthbar reSpouslbility,,. REC- 13 J = A\ :’
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Merorandum to Mr. Belmont e R
RE} . EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL, ; 5 Y.

M. : - § f
ACTION: : "" T
1. Attached for approval fs a letter to the
Attorney Genergl copfirming the gbo advice furnished to
Mr. Zachos that Row . does not wish testify before the
House Committee on -American Actifities and that the
Bureau will no longe \ accept respo ibility, either
financinlly or securi wise for Rgpe after Decenber 31, 1965
- N ‘ . - .
fw'.._.-i - Y . _ . . . - “, . L1 _"',-’-‘_‘-__3'1::'
.‘ T A
¢ A}
"
e ! .
. —-— - * —
e -8 L NI A T R R S R A
T NP o o et




TLe Attornsy Coiora ! Docember 27, 1:C5
-, T— - P o - i' A .
Dirgctor, o1 L A "y
: N N | 1 ong.
: , - 1 - §
:-' 4‘ .n "..-:"....1' :.‘ a": : 1
- VLT -...,. TR P 1 YcGovan
- -‘. - V.. ;;S d ‘ 1 i

- .' K -I‘ RIC:S

L

-ois will con!’:l.m t.m conversntion of lir, J, Villianm. .
Lines e ::!:c FZI vith Nr, I’mnn Zochoz, your Spocinl ;o &3isctant,
on Zaeconliop =<7, 1285, twherein ! « Zachos wos adviged ti-~t
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The Attorney General ... . ..+ December. 27, 1965
e g A=) 0 |~ é, 7é o §-
Dirdctor FDI o, )
‘A'\ ’ ' ' 1 - Mr, Belmwbntf
{}3 1 . : . 1 - Mr, Rosen
EUGENE T''"WAS, FT AL,; B 1 - Mr, Malley
VIOLA LI'E'Z0, Au.. . 1 o Mr, McGowan
ET AL, - VICTIMS ’ . 1l - Mr, Hipes

CIVIL RISNrS

This will confirm the conversation of ¥r, J. William
NMince of tk~ FBI with Mr, Kimon ches, your Specipl Arsistant,
on Decenmlor 27, 1965, vheredn M Zachoe was advised that .t
CGary Thonrs Ror.e hod been eontofted rnd etated that he did “‘?r?’ff“""*-j‘
pot wirh tn before t+~ Qousa Cn"mittee on Un-Anerican‘ b
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T Sce Rosen to Belmont memoranduy same date, cmq

limen.. 1 caption, JWiH:vew, _
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. - _ _ Mr. Dotk -
T0 Mr, Cartha D. DeLoach : i DATE: ‘Decemb "ﬂ.?nr{ APAS
: . g : Uy
" Assistant to thg Director, -FBI | £ . o NrZ Onllahan —
FROM The Attorney General .- o ' 5: ,?3:“" S
. Mr Unle.
: e Rusen_
SUBJECT: ‘ : A M Cullives __
Mh “ﬂ:’-—-—-
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Per our conversation. Toe Hoom ___
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Memom(dum C T

1O : Th ”*“OPDBY_FEDErII' . __,;—' "DATE: Decenmber .27, 1585
Y2, . ik SV S Cds
JYkow : D _zector, FBI .~ | AR « . <

susJecr: EUGENE TH(\'JAS, ET AL, '

VIOLA LIUZZO, AKA,, y\ v ST A
ET AL. - VICTIMS =~ . ,
CIVIL RIGHIS S f

- -7 :

This will confirm the conversation of Mr, J, William

Hipes of thc FBI with Mr. Kimon Zachos, your Specinl Assistant,
o on December 27, 1965, whereia Mr, Zachos was advised that — - -,
Gary Thomes Rowe had been contacted and stated that he aig -~ - 1
not wish to testify p Q el : n-American -




GENERAL INVESTIGATIYFY DIVISION C n TR s
Gary Thomas Rove is  * fnformant Sy - ' &

‘ho furnished inforn:ation whicn lead tothe .-« ‘ l
uccessful prosecution of three subjects in T, w
e shooting of Mrs. 1liuzzo. At the request B L e T
f the Attorne ral we contacted him to  __ ' N o
etermine if ¥ would consent to interview - »
¥ @ represergative of the House Committce
n Un-Ameri@rn Activities and if he would
ccept a Deputy Marshall job. A letter i8
reing sent to the Attorney General today
dvising him of information in attached.
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ATTENTION: GENERAL INVESTIGATIVE DIVISION, CIviL RIGHTS secnon
] . "~~ -
O S : ﬁ_ ' c;‘ﬂ;.l"l‘TJ - Sy I

EUGENE THOMAS; ET AL; VIOLA LIUZZO, ET AL-VICTIMS. eR{EL"."x:-'J-

\4:.§ v ' e ﬁ:ﬁ\r'
RE BUREAU TELEPHONE CALL THIS' DATE. b;m ’f o

ROWE STATED HE WOULD HAPPY AND WILLING TO MEET nn-m

S pHAUSE GRS oy a e *n.;n /i
. ONE OR TWO MEMBERS OR REPRES’:‘.NTATWES OF Tl-E ﬁDBA AT A’MUTUALLY :

J AGREEABLE TINE AND'PLACE. HE ASKS "ONLY THAT THE _PLACE ot

. BE-SAN FRANCISCO. 'H \ELS THAT THE COMMITTEE sHouLR HI\VE“&’# '

HIS l,Ng_pR.\-:ATlON AVAILA 10 THEM, BUT FoR‘PREylousu .'ngMJTT!o‘
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Mem§ andum to Mr. Rosen _ ' : Tk
RE: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL, . %

According to Welborn Rowe inquired of the San Francisco

Office whether McShane was aware of the discussions that Rowe had had
with Departmental representatives concerning the plan for an "ultimate
settlement. " Welborn further stated that Rowe indicated he is looking

to the Department for satisfaction in connection with his discussions with
Departmental representatives and made no reference to the FBI in this
!connection. Welborn was instructed to advise Rowe that if he had any
question whatsoever concerning discussions he had had with Departmenhl
representatives, he should take them up with. McShane, -

t—'.{:‘q
v
L

ACTION:

San Francisco is eontmumg follow this matter closely and
will keep the Bureau advised of all pertinent developments, '

f‘_'- e He ¥ i s LS

Rowe's reference to "ultlmate settlement" obviously refers to

a lump sum settlement which was the subject of discussion with Departmental
representatives. Inasmuch as Rowe indicated he is looking to the Department
for satisfaclion in connection with his discussion with Departmental representa-
tives and made no reference to the FBI in connection with this and inasmuch as
he was told to take up any question concerning it with the Department, it is

| recommendnd that we alert the Department to this current development, Itis '
recalled we have previously referred to the Department for their immediate
attention any comments which Rowe has made to us heretofore concerning
this and other matters relating to a possible settlement. There is being
prepared a memorandum to the Attorney General, with copies to the Deputy g .
Attorney General and Assistant Attorney General John:Doar, concerning
this current development. z L,
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Memoran ‘um

*

TO . DIRECTOR, FB1 (44-28601)Y DATE: ‘1/20/66
- ¥ )
SAC, NEW ORLEANS (157-3954) (p) '

~

EUGENE THOIAS, ET AL;
VIOLA GREGG LIUZZO, nka,,
l ET AL - VICTIMS
; CR; EL . A
’ 0CO: MODILE

rerep of s NN robile, 12/9/65. b C_

' On January 19, 1986, -Mr. RICHARD WINDHORST,?Deputy“?f??j
Clerk, ¥ifth Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleans, louisiana, *
advised thnt the case was docketed January 7, 1966, and an
extension of time to file record to March 1, 1966, has been -

granted, . .
. ? . " -
- W11l advise the Burcau and Mobile of decigion in
this matter, _ é S

-

-i . i '\

C 22~ Bureau -
2 -~ Mobile (44-1245)
2 ~ New Orleans ,

CLY/mrk

(6)

E""m 1 .
Sy - T=AL
.v!ﬂﬂrjfkﬁrxisffl:'.
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FTLJb Wler, S-20-64)

o o~ !
T - "} ' ‘ ‘?3 Mr. Tolson -
N Mr. DeLoach
' St Lir. Mohr . -
FBI Mr, Coeper ...

Lo, tiiinhen

Date: 1/17/66 g Cogpd )

Transmit the §

Via

is : .
M Tn:;-----!—
My, Trofdero .
{Priority) Mr, Wic¥ . ——

__________________________ ;h_____________-____ﬁ_LJummum_w-
Miss 1ldms ]

N ' .
{Typr én plaintext or code) 5 —: M:
REGISTERED J

|

TO: ]_)il-uctor, FBI (44"23601) Miss Gandy_._|

c
*\l\}) FROM : sAC, Detroit ,(4#-643)

[ . ’
(} . EUGIKE YIiC'IAS, Et Al; -
V. VIOLA 1YUZ70, aka., ‘
Et Al - VICTYg
Cit - LL T AL T
(0o:  nemip) ' ) )}

]
uliulin

-l
t

e Ny
M n .

»

Re Detroit telatype to Bui‘cau, 1/16/66.

rtuglosccl is LA concerning above matter. ;One copy ofLHM .
) be1ng, furnished Mobile_ and .girminghnm. _
2 L IL/‘-». - :3'

,LJ |

N

R Yo -

- Burcow (Loe, ) (rM) . ‘ : .
Mobile (elma) (Epc. 1) (Info) (mn) '
1 - Bir-iprchaw (Enc. 1) (Infc) (RM) '

1 - Detrojt ~ r
p MFC/rms . _ P

Agedey * CRD o re . ’
Dove Terw, :]_‘u}_; 0 19516_»“,..__...» ' o
o Forw (J;‘)_l__[‘GL___ . - o ‘ .}{ .
B, SwRILhL ey -« 77

. ‘ . 4 '?-‘7~ - ":i " 'l‘i.ﬂjr
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1
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| 4 AP e g O 1966
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UN' D STATES DEPARTMENT OF * 'STICE

J
FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION

Detroit, Wichigoen :
Jaruary 17, 1865 -

Re: Eugene Thomas, Et Al;

Viola Liuzzo, Et Al - Victim
- /' ’

Ur. Anthony-Liuzzo, busband of Viola LiuzZzo, deceased,
on Janurcy 156, 1956, teleplhoned the Detroit Division of the
Fedoral Bureau of Investigation (FBI) to advise that he had
received information that aun advertisement had appeared in the
"Birmingzham News" at Bivmingham, Alabama, offering the 1963
Oldsmobile in which his wife had .been killed for sale. Mr,
Liuvzzo ¢i¢ not know the curtent owner of the vehicle at the time

.

of his call on January 19, 1256. - i , s

- e

On January 17, 1263, Mr. Anthony Liuzzo againp
telephoned the Detroit Division and advised that he had originall,
heard of the advertisement arpearing ip thce "Birmingham News"
when he rcceived a telephone call on Janvary 16, 1966) frow
"United Tress' advising him of the advertisement which was
quoted 7u follows: ‘

"i'otice -- Do You lved A Crowd Gatherer7:l have
n 1383 Cldunobilo in which Mro, Viola Liuzzo was »illed.

Bu'letl 1.5 nnd everything 4till dintact. 1Ideal to bring in
crowds, 0,200,000

Y. Livzzo stated that on January 17, 1936, he
contacted the General MNotors Acceptance Corporation (GHAC)
at Detrcitl, MMichigan, and Suueh thew he learned that the
Birmiongham DBiyision of GilfC hod sold the 1963 Oldsmobile to
onc q,d';,éﬂfﬁer. 2302 20th Tlace, Birmingham, Alabama. ¥Nr.
Livzzo =t -ted that he hed spo'én to his attormey, ¥illiam
Bvifalin», concerning this matter. ' :

r'r, Liuczo stated that he was considering telephoning
Jir, Jebu Yoar, Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Division,
of the beportiwent of Justice concerning this matter,

-~ .
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LEugene Thomas, Et Al,; . -
Violi Liuzzo, Et Al - Victim , . -

Attcehed is a copy of ap article appearing on Page 6,
Column 1, o! the "Detroit TFrco Press”, a daily nevipaper
published ot Vetroit, Hichigan, on January 17, 1962.

This document cortains neither recommendations mpor
conclusions of the FBI. ' tt is the property of the FBI and is
loaned to your agency; it and its contents are not to be
distributed outside yout agre.acy.
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@ i. L
wthony Liuzzo, husband of » 't" v Yepgdae
. Vm. Liuzzo, gaid Sunday ho wil’ semrt sepan on
Alz*--ma to ntop the senxational 1 - .nl . of the car iy .
whic : hin wifo was killed, |—— - U I '
. An ndvertixement 1n the Birm. ;:rlt):-r ' ":, . B ':l'" ‘." - 4 . .
- Inzh~'a (Aln) Newz Satnday ) P | o
es1l-" tha enr & "erovwd-Lolier” door 1= w i 0 8 Vide Bdus ‘Bf ] a ‘
ard 'i-ted the 1951 Gidsmaoblle, wes .ill'-'-i. Jullet eter sy . .
Y cunl ‘rle with bullet hﬂlfl. for reerylolne ] intac! Teiesd qo e e - - _ I :'.
. Ltk bring nit s, b 2 T T
T et eare what they d0! No =vs oFr pheor  purte - ’ . N o
with  the car,” snid  Liutro.lwas it oand mepeciivall -e
“Bu! I definitely intend to MOD byyers v - bnshiuet~l 1o writall - . E
tha i*a of 117 wife's name infte & ,0xicq e box In care o T
thiv ‘vsy. TU's incredible that the Newap: par. .
. anyrers woulil try to eaplializef;c. - R S eEE ..u i ) .
i . on !ix" L
. . . . a8 . H
Mis. MUZZO, & Detrolt i . '
hcu'r.vltr' was fetally ahot the - !
Nisht »f Aarch 25 as ghe drove 3 ,(
b slong US-250 in Lowndes County, . | .
Als, - - L .
4 —m—— . T,
N ; P Vet
. ‘ . . ‘ ¢ . . o .
i : . “ R | " :
4 . { i - . E ' _'j:. l"c: - £, N
! ; A “a
* ) . T '
[ 4 L . hd o
Lot
= 5 9!,... /n 0/.--( 87 "
- " A - (\'ﬂ’
. 2 - - g l; - ‘-
lL_ - e - !
- T - .-—n:,- -
qﬁ :ﬁ" m . [l L _ 4
" - %- M¥... - ‘.“ﬁé: . - "‘.;“.
T g e . - Bt ms———




499

).'
ﬂ [ ég& I]l THIS FILE SKIPPED DURING .
‘\g ;
o+ o TR -

I A V/
SERIALIZATION.
o
[T
7L

G,




o O

. |
-1
|
. .
B Fel .
‘ o
. | Date:  1/19/66 {
|
Transmit the following in !
y . _ {Typc in plainiext or codel ) : )
Vie . AIRJEL AIRMAIL ' -
e 4
{Priority) '
________________________________________________ L
Telz Bi""“"'mﬁ, FBI (44-28601) A
9@0“: SAC, B(IjRMINGHAl (44-1236)(P)
{

.BUBJECT: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL:
{ MRS. VIOLA szzo aka; ETAL - VICTIMS
CR -~ EL

- g e . —— -l v . il it 4

(00: MOBILE) ' ' o
Re Detroit teletype to Bureau dated 1/16/66.

Enclosed for information of the Bureau are twg copios
each of.classified advertisement which appeared in "The
Birmingham News" and "Birmingham Post-Herald" on 1-15-66, and .
which was referred to in refercnced teletype.

"The \azmingham b
News", Birmingham, Alabama, advised on 1/18/66 that it was his
understanding the LIUZZO automobile had been purchased by a '
private individual from a finance company, which held legal
title, with the express intention of making a large profit by
resale. q stated it was the policy of "The Birmingham News"
not to revenl the names of individuals placing classified

advertisements; however, he felt this information could be
obtained, if necessary, through subpoena. . - :

has reliable information that the LIUZ!E au!omobile was recently

purchased by one JAMES W, TURNER, 2308 - 20th Place, !nsley,
) ‘ L oL
‘e Burcau (Enc. 4) ENCLOSURL "-S

- Detroit (44-643)(Enc. 1){(info) 5/5/ ,JP”"ﬁ é? /

- Mobile (44-1245)(Enc., 1){Info)

Birninghm o JAA 24 ‘%5
23 ’B. . 'l AAC By gty ihginen : ] Jﬂu “‘ m
i " Furn u:)‘ (L h‘h;llh Lo, L

. e o mans uun‘(xeux)

N e W

C C o Wik k - L |
F‘Eﬁ_—l "~ Bent M Per ' ,
5 Spedltl Agent in Charge . L - o R

Tum— _‘_—l’.—v e——p——— ——————
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’4'

Birminghnm, Alebama, from GENERAL MOTORS ACCEPTANCFE CORPORATION
and that TURNER is the individual who hrs placed the enclosed
advertiscment in "The Birmingham News".

A

Birwingham indices negative regarding TURNER and

mo further investigation anticipated by this division, UACB, -

':

Copy of above=mentioned ad is being enclosed for . éu1 ﬂl

Mobile and Detroit.
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- 1~ Mr, Griffith
ﬂ o 1 - Mr. Thompson

. 4

SAC, Mobile (44-1215) January 25, 1966

-

- _ o4
l, - § Director, FBI (44-28601) R } .
¥

| |

EUCLNE 'IIOMAS;
el al,;
VICLA'LIUZZO0, aka; ,
)1r,,~ LUROY JEROLME JMOTON - VICTIMS A ¢
n « EL ) : e

ReBulet 10/29/65 and Laboratory report 4/14/65
regarding nine plaster of Paris casts of tire impressions )
described ar 063 through Q71. I

The plaster casts ¥ill be ﬁéétroyeéMﬁi“iﬁéu
Laboratory in thirty days unless advised to the contrary
by your office.

NOTE: This evidence was not material in this

~ €2se and no examinations were actually conducted
although they were being maintained by the
Laboratory for pcssible future comparisons.
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UNITED STATE. OV ANMENT : Datnock e

Wshs

Memorandum e —

Tomrad

™~  Gae -
_\j Nosen
TO : _ & "™Rr. Conrad }f‘% DATE:  January 26, 1966 - %= -—
| - 1 - Mr. Conrad VG2
FROM  : R. I J \{-}.‘\) 1 -~ Wr, Jevons g’{““’““—-—
: « 4. Jevons : 1l - Mr. Herndon - A
5 _ 1 - Mr. Williams B0 /
SUBJECT - EUGLNE THOMAS, ET AL.; Y/ A
VIOLA LIUZZO, AEKA; ET AL. - VICTIMS; A
f CR - EL

Attacthed is Interesting Identification Laboratory
Draft No. 1157 entitled "LABORATORY EXPERTS ASSIST IN
PROSECUTION OF LIUZZO SMYERS."_

RECOMMENDATION:
None. For information only, : |
L4 : J
Enclosure R l
44-28601 N
1l - Budget Unit, Room 5509
1l - Mr. J, E. McHale, Room 1523 K |
2 - Mr. M. A, Jones, Room 4264 _ {
q BPH:SAC 1
L -~
N ) -
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,\_.f) ' ;:’
UnITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE -
FEDERAL BUREAY OF INVESTIGATION

Ia Reply, Plegge OO o . .. . WASRINGTON,D.c. 20535 3 5
Fie No. 44-28601 } IR

5 » : . R
! " January 26, 1966 ! '
. I. I. L. Dratt No. 1157

LABORATORY EXPERTS ASSIST IN PROSECUTION OF LIUZZO SLAYERS

Late on the evening of March 25, 1965, near Selma

Alabama, civil rights worker Viola Liuzzo was shot while engagin;
in the trapsportation of civil rights workers between Selma and

R Nontgomery, Alabama. A FBlI Laboratory examiner was 1mmed1ltely-
dispatched to the scene to obtain and examine uny physical
evidence found in an examination of the victim's car.

After much publicity and two unsuccessful state
trials, three defendants were indicted by a federal grand Jury
for conspiracy to violate the civil rights of the victims,

In the federal trial, the FBI1 Laboratory experts.testified to
their findings. The defendants were found guilty and each
was sentenced to ten years in prison. -
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FD-36 (Rev. 5..2-64) ) :
o o |
‘ |
) o i
L FBI !
[ Date:  1/28/66 :
~agn- ) | :
Transmit thé @llowing in ' | .
{Type in plaintext or code) } s -
Vig AI§TEL P ;
T (Priority) i
________________________________________________ )
TO: DIRECTOR, ¥FBI (44-28601) A
FROM: z SAC, TAMPA (44-313) (RUC)
EUGENE TIOMNMAS, et al.
VIOLA LIUZZC, aka, et al s VICTIMS : _ ‘
CR-—EL —— e s o e e A ..._.,..N..,..,\.--«-\..”__..‘...A.V_.w.-.-...s ,-.... -.-‘.:.. e
00: BH - .
RcTPairtel 1/5/66.
As instructed in Butelcall 12/31/65, no furtﬁer e
contaCt--hns been had with Mrs. DOROTEY M. ROWE and this
case is considered RUC.
.
f
@ Burean (K1)
Birminiham (RM) (44-1236) o
1 Tampa - . 5 R /
JEW-KH -
(5) , i
REC- 18 / . ch 7
’ - 71lof -k
-, 17 JANSLW66 -
CC.pick i
F Sl
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FiD-

Transmit the f@lowing in

e

35“‘1.'. 3-22-04) o~

My, 2l he
e MWnheo
Mr. Wick_.... .
Mf Cap~r ..
e 0'all: bap
Mr, Conead .
Mr Frit
tr. Gale r
Mr. Hoeemy |

Mye Eullien

Mr. Ta -.__.,:
r. T e,. .
TJe. Redm .:.-

Mizs Hodmes .
lies Gandy _._

) ]
FBI

o o(é Date:  -2/8/66
. ! A - )

{Type in plaintexi or code)

RTEL
] (Priority)

F-J-—Ai-ﬂ--ﬂ-ﬂ_ﬁ_

TO : DIRECTOR, ¥BI (44-28601) (/L&YU N

)
k;’ 'FROM: SAC, DETROIT (44-643)

%‘ EUGENE THOMAS, Et Al; -

! VIOLA LIU770, aka, . v
EL Al = VICTIN o s : ettt
(00: MNobile) ‘ . '

Enclosed is letterhead memovrandum in duplicate concerning
above matter. Two copies of LHM being furnished Mobile

and onc copy being furnished Louisville for information ..
purposes X T

No fu1th0r action is indicated and no investigation vill"?'{"
__be instituted concerning receipt of these news clippings S
by ANTIICNY LIUZZO, UACB. » ~

— -

Materinl mentioned in LIIM was furnished by Mr. LIUZZO to

50 pEEEE - GRS $0 b
ELCLOSULRE |

RN ‘ Py '__ . 1

' 3 - Bureau (Enc. 2) L n Y (;/ XrOL 7‘_

"1 - Louisville (Enc. 1){(Info) o
2 - Mobile (Selma)(44-1245)(Enc. 2)(Info) T *FEB 11

1 - Detvoit = .
FJP/sal R —— L e—
(7) Arracy

Date . £, fEH 1 lm
How luiw 3 i)

- B’
- |, yesdk T e CVIL RIGHTS URER 11 T}\W .

Approved: Sent M Per

54 ’E/fp!cfal venl in Charge - .




?’ E£D STATES NDEPARTMENT OF . STICE -
+ '

FEDERAL BURIEAU OF INVESTIGATION

Detroit, Michigan
February 8, 1966

Re: Eugene Thomas, Et Al; ¢
Viola Liuzzo, Et Al - Victim

A

Mr. Anthon{/giuzzo, husband of Viola Liuzzo,
deceased, furnished two envelopes with the same news

. ¢lipping enclosed to Special Agents of the Federal
Bureau of Investigation on February 8B, 1966,

Xerox copies of each of the two anvelopes an@ T
of the news clipping enclosed are atteached. '

Mr. Liuzzo advised that he attaches no significance
to his receipt of these news clippings at his Teamsters
office, Local 247, 2741 Trumbull, Detroit, Michigany except
that since they were mailed from a southern ptate as is
indicated by the postmark on each of the envelopes, they -
may have some connection with the slaying of his wife in

"March, 1965 in the South. A

Mr, Liuzzo advised he has no idea who may have

“mailed these n;;;-giippings to him nﬁd h;-;a;d that they
were received at his office in the normal course of
business and were opened and handled by numerous employees,

This document cguntales 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.
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Mr. Livzzo . - .
Business Manager Teamster's Union -,
Detroit , Michigan i
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UNITED STATES GO~ RNMENT o
Memorandum

ATTENTION: CRIME RECORDS DIVISION

SAC, MOBILE (Mh-1245) (P) - : j .
C‘\

YUGSNT THOMAS, LT Al

VICLA GREGG LIUZZ0, aka R
BT AL - VICTINS _
Cli; EL T
(00: MOBILE) , : -

Re BUlet 1/27/66 requesting submission of IC
write-uy. P
Fellowing 15 current strtus of prosecution in this -
case. AT three subjects wcre convicted in USDC, MDA, Montgomery,
Ala., 12/2/05 and each was sentenced to serve ten years. All Va
three wers released on bond and the case is presently on appeal ¢
to the Fifth Circult Court of Appeals. : -

~ 3
»

X

~ __ TIn a separate case, subject THOMAS was sentenced in
USDC, Pirmingham, 2/25/66 to scerve two years on NFA convictio
In anoth~ case, subjeet WILKINS achared in USDC, Birmingham
12/20/65 +nd his probation on a 1954 firearms violation was
revoked »nd he 15 now serving the previous one year sentence.

. Tt 15 recognized that the Burcau may wish to delay

the sutrlnsion of the IC wilte-up while the sentence in this

case is on appeal. However, in_the absence_of notificatio

the Burc: to that effect, Mobile will continue preparation

Bf this ~rite-np. s wew's
. T r,rzfr L !

3 ' ¥ oerf 2l
2 - Bur-av 2374 . N .
f;a - nob_*_?_}-: preotF g- Aot d o LL[
JTB - mnl .

(4) .

" | 1y oss0s- 7/
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=T et ary acll ard pantng b= LTI W :
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Troter

~. .
. _¥r. John Doar
sistart Attorney General

-_—

1
e ®

A

_ lh‘rch 1, 11908
1 ~ Mr, Wick
1- Mr, Deloac
1- Mr. Rosen
1- Mr. Malley ‘
1 - Mr, McGowan
1 - Mr, Hines>

Director, FBI
()
EUGEH T TI321AS, AND OTIT.QS

MRS, VIOLA'LIUZZO - VICTIM
CIVIL T'IGHTS

¢

of an inquiry received by this Bureau
on March 4, 1966, from Mr. Hal Ross of the Ziegler Ross Agency,
9255 Suneet Poulevard, lLos Angeles, California, 90069, concerning
Gary Thomas Rowe who furnished information to the FBI leading to the
arrest and conviction of three su jjects In connection with the shooting
of Mrs. Viola Liuzzo in Lowndes County, Alabama, on March 25, 1965,
Mr. Roas desired to know the wheresbouts of Rowe and whether or not
the FBI v:ould have any objections to hig company making contict with
himin order to acquire literary rights to Rowe's story. SR

This is to advise you

" I have advised Mr.
any contact with Rowe,

The above is being brought to
action you may deem desirable.

T

-

'
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et
R

1 4
4 )
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WMAIED A
KA ¢ 1960
COMM.FB!

»
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REc.u

JWH:hw
(9)

LT T

V o
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Et-al,, Mrs, Viola Liuzzo - Victim, Civil Rights, ™ JWH: B

- v —an
| ..,l: . %/I”?
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(T | OWR 7 6
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e
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h

Ross that this Bureau no longer has .

your atiention for whatever -

LIRS F TS

NOTE: See Rosen to DeLoach memo 3-7-66, captioned "Eugene Thomas,
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AR 043 MMTRON
4 A0 wiE. M P ’ Toloww
UNFHHJSTATESGL‘EhNhuﬂTF ’ [na N . ke
M d .. , . e - ) Y - '. |
emoran um B a—
TO : Ir bbo . vATE: Earch 7, 1966 Rt
. ' Tave
FROM : A, Rose?‘ 5‘_:"‘ 1 - Mr. Wick Woishs
: : 1l - Mr. Rosen Gty ———
1 - n.!'- ualley -
SUBJECT: EUGENE TICHAS, BT AL; } -~ lir, McGowan ‘glp*"'
MRS, VIOLA LIUZ&O - VICTIM d - Mr,., Hines

. 4

CIVIL RIGHTS » IH*{/,

Hal-Ross of the Ziegier ogs Agency, [ng Annnlpq '/l’

California, by letter dated 3/2/66, requested that FBI advise hin

“of the whereabouts of Gary Tbomas'ﬂbwe and asked whether or not
..eee_. .. the Bureau would have-amy objection to his company making a.hﬁ-_n

contact with Rowe to acquire literary rights to his story, -7

Gary Thomas Rowe was our informant who furnished

"] information leading to the arrest and conviction of the three
ejf subjects on Federal charges in conpnection with the shooting of
Urs. Viola Liuzzo, a civil rirhts _worker, in Lowndes County,

t
Alabaima, on 3/25/65 ‘

hl

lnd ¥ ) N AR Y- [y
It i5 noted that Hol Ross uy lstter dated ulx. V-] 5]

the Bureau suggested that he bec permitted to contact Rowe tor

the purpose of interesting Rowe in selling rights to his life sto
By letter dated 5/21/65, he was advised his proposal would be
brought to Rowe's attention. This was done. e

ACTION:

1. Attached for approval is a letter io‘lr.'ROSs advis:

hat the Bureau hng no longer any contact with Gary Thomas Ron
e

t
referring him to Mr, John Doar, nssistant Attorney General C:
hts Division, Department of Justice,

e

im
nd
1
® )

-

Z. Also attached for approval is a letter to Mr. Doar
advising hir of the inquiry from Mr, Ross for whatever action the

Department may dcem desirable, ‘ ﬁ(:a%[ﬁf_ {_—3:./_/:'__0{‘




MMAY 192 EDITON
oA Fran (0 CPR) Wr-nd 0 @

UNITED STATES GO\~ NMENT .
Memorandum

«  DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28601)  pam 3/10/66

SAC, NEYW ORLEANS (157-3954) (D)

L]
3 Koy i -
T
L

SUBJECT: ' EUGENE THOMAS, ET Al
V1OLA GREGG LIUZZO, Aka.,
| ET AL - VICTINS A

CR; EL
(00: MOBILE)
R> New Orleans letter to Bureau, 1/20/66.

On 3/9/66, Mr. RICHARD WINDHORST, Deputy Clerk, = - & -~
Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleans Louisiana, L)

de‘lqu fl'l"lf fhn Rmnrd on Annr\n'l waco -Fi'lnu-l Q/')/Rﬁ --.A 4 =
I o sl ~FF ﬂ‘fvv' M AL F1-3 hd
in the process of being printed.

¥ill advise the Bureau and Mobile of decisicnh in- i;
this matter, o

. | o ‘ . )
. _ SR\ . _
R SRR
C/?;f-nﬁ?cau S
=2 § dobile (11-1245) BT
2 4 New Orlcans LN . .

CL¥/jgs tX} !

IO - B %6/
TeMarlzey ¥

Buxy U.S. Savings Bends Regnlarly on the Payrell Smg.r Plan

TRe-10 -
h-__“ —m——— — . —
T T S W ;._:_“ e e Nk L S T
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UNITED STATES GC RNMENT

Memorandum

-84

TO

: Mr n"é"i.onch‘\')yg- _ VATE March 10, 1966 . ¥ _Z
L8 , ‘ H
. o - 2 i !‘.-\_e!___g——
FROM : &, ¥Rosen ‘L\‘{ 1 . Mr, Deloach ikt
. 0 h 1 - Mr, Wick “““J
. _ ) 1 . Mr, Rosen 23N '
SUBECT: pyGENE THOMAS,Y) 1 - Mr, Malley ;4. 9’5
COLLIE LEROY WILKINS, l ~ Mr, McGowan'J {/
» WILLJAM ORVILLE>EATON; 1 - Mr, Hines _
/ (.l MRS,” VIOLA'LIVZZO - ——— 1 - Mr, Martindale _y'
. VICTIM | ,J/J)
' CIVIL RIGHTS - . ‘ij

BAC McGovern, Birmingham, advised that William _
attack on the night .

Orville Eaton dropped dead of a heart

gf /9766 Radnan

Wy W wwy a&F A W Wil

o & B
wheo 45 one of

the three subjects convicted

"ﬁ_,_l.ﬂ

——

l.“
P

in U, 8, District “ourt on Federal civil rights charges in ;
connection with the slaying of Mrs, Viola Liuzzo near Selma, -
years imprisonment.

Alabama, 3/25/65, was sentenced to serve ten

At the time of his death, he
ACTION:

was free on appeal bond,

W

This is for information,
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UNITED STATES *  MENT - " .
Memoranaum '
TO e DIRECTOR, FBI (44-2360 DATE:  2/15/66
j - Attn: FBI laboratory, Lt
FR 3 7% SAC, MOBILE (44-32485)(P) ' | 3 .
SUBJECT: FUGENE THOMAS, ET AL;

VIOLA GREGG LIUZZO, aka

ET AL - VICTINMS A

CR; EL

(00: Mobile)

Re report of SA WY 12//65, Mobile, b7
reflecting that all three subjects were found guilty in USDC, _ .
MDA, on 12/3/65 and were sentenced tv a period of ten years .
in custody of the Attorney General., The matter 48 presently
on appeal to the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals.

There is belng returned herewith by Railway Express
one box containing evidence utilized by* b7 &
in the trlal in instant case. | '

T . )
- Burenu . ' i

1 - Packoge . S o . _
2 -~ Mobile f %{‘/
JRC:gre ¢ : .




TulA PR (N CR) T * -
UNITED STATES G4 \MENT G)‘\ N '

Memoranaum : | ' R

TO -7: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-28601) DATE: 4/21/s§ )
FROM - I - 74
oM = 1 SAC, NEW ORLEANS {157-3854) (D) s &
SUBJECT: : > o -
JECT: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL; —r e O,
VIOLA anccix.iuzzo, aka,, Yy,
ET AL - VICTIMS A s
CR; EL
Re New Orleans letter to Bureau, 3/10/66,
On 4/19/66, Mr. RICHARD WINDHORST, Deputy Clerk, .
s, 5th Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleans, Louisiana, mde 27
- availab%;,two copies of Order Dismissing Appeal of WILLIAM o€t~

.,/ ORVILLE°EATON, #23289, filed 3/17/66, copy of which is

onrlnocoad Tar tha Dhananty and Mabhd 1o ' ‘

rd A Wil AWDLW AWV RAIC DUl TOaU S@iiu muuil4diT
¥¥ill advise the Bureau and Mobile of decision \
in this matter, X _

= N ’

i S

\ @q) \l

{2 - Bureauv (Enc. 1) .
2 - Mobile (44-1245)(Enc. 1)
2 = New Orleans

CLM/scr
€6)
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UNITED STATES GG _RNMENT , - " —

Memorandum .=

7o : Mf. Rosed/~"  vATE: May 10, 1966 e

- eGdoan’ 1 - Mr, Rosen T
FROM C?L. Mcqgiﬁy/ 1- Mr, Malley : ng:-e _
1- Mr, McGowan
sugject: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL; 1 - Mr. Hines

Ny {

MRS, VIOLA LIUZZO - VICTIM 1- Mr, Hudson * I ‘
CIVIL RIGHTS 7 _ HJ/‘

At T:15 p. m., Bt. John Barrett, Civil Rights Division of ..
the Department, telephonically contacted Extra-Duty Supervisor F.J. *-: -
Hudson and advised the Department has received an inquiry from i
Associated Press regarding a statement made by Art’Haynes, attorne§ =~ i
for the subjects, who had allegedly stated Eugene Thomas would never i
be brought to triai in Haynevilie, Alabama, because the Federal Govern-
ment would not make Gary Thomas Rowe avafhble as a witness., Barrett
wanted to be advised the first thing on the morning of 5-11-66, vhether or (
not a request has ever been received by the Bureau concerning making

a o $1ntlo oo doncdd oo '
Rowe available for testimony. _ !

' Supervisor qwas contacted and he advised he would ‘tf.
contact Barrett on the morning of 5-11-66,

ACTION:
For record purposes. .
R LV‘, Yi _ ¢ "4
6) N 7 o S
I‘.:;: ,\'Xg‘k J Ml‘c- o
i . . . ‘|’~ ‘ ,
> }"f‘w“;’r sr‘f"
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S ‘- ! Q FENERAL Tl cro' DF pwFETIGATION ,0 Mr. Tolson ..

PO IR 0. S DEea IR st ' :: 2‘::"‘"-—

H',. ;o © COMMUNICY FI0NS SECTIUN Mr. Wiek______
Areann f - 1#AY 1 31866 J e Carper

o ;g B Mr. Callahan ___

’ ol "~ :I’ELE"PE . Mr. Conrad _ .

FB1 wafn pc . ' ""W
: ’ Mr. G .

. . Mre s ' (S

- : : . : . Mr. Sullivan

Mr. Taved ___ |

" FBI MOBILE ' Mr. Trover___
: Tele. Room ____
43130 P.:/CST WRGENT Y 1¥ 66 WEB ' /A Miss H.imes___
TO: DJRECTOR (44-28501) N Y
, FRONT WOBILE (44-1245) & o A
EWSENE THOMAS; ET ALt  VIOLA GREGG LIWZO§ ET AL-VICTIiS ="
CR-EL, 00 MOBILE. ;

. R -
FOR 'INFORMATION OF BLREAU, FOLLOWING _INFORMATION n‘tii;‘acrzb |
FROM MON TGO MERY ADVERTISER ~JOLRNAL, MORNING EDITION, ww
THIRTERN , INSTAIT. |
~HEADLINE: ROVE "NOT AVAILABLE™ FOR HAYNEVILLE TRAIL, .,U |
BYLINE: REPORT SAYS FBI INFORMANT FED UP .~ o \ '
THE TRAIL OF A SECOND KU KLUX KLANSMAN ACCISED IN THE
KILLING OF CIVIL RIGHTS WORKER, VIOLA LIlZZO, VAS POSTPONED .
THURSDAY , REPORTEDLY BECAUSE THE FBI CANNOT LOCATE 115 STAR

WIINESS , INFORMANT GARY THO HAS ROWE, AIIURNEY BENERAL RICHI"DND

FLOWERS SAID JUEXSE T + WERTH THAGGARD INFORMED HIH §HE FIRST DEGREE

AL

MURDER TRAIL OF EUGENE THOMAS WILL N%,Bp CALLED NEXT WEEK IN
HAYNEVILI,E. F LOVERS SAID HE HAS ASKEDZ‘/#\ Q‘IBE GHEDULED FOR73

THE CCRORER TERM.OF COWRT, = > '"

6 Y MAYTLD Y3501 2, witeD PRESS mrmnnnommmu;gsa STORY i« ,V

END PAGE ONE. 7 , 4. o, _ é
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MO 44-1245
PAGE TWO
THURSDAY IT HAS BEEN INFORMED BY A FEDERAL OFFICAL THAT ROVE

- WILL NOT BE AVAILABLE FOR ANY FUTHER TESTI!ONY IN THE LIWZ0
CASE. UPI SAID IT WAS TOLD THAT ROVE HAS A SIGNED STATEMENT
FROM THE U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JIETICE SAYING THAT ROVE WILL uor..,m
BE ASKED TO TESTIFY FURTHER, - R

AR
i

L

THE STORY SAID ROWE HAS HAD A “BELLY FULL"™ OF THE CASE
LI . L
AND WANTS NO FURTHER PART OF IT. ' A o

BIRMINGHAN ATTORNEY ART HANES WHO 100K OVER DEFENSE OF
THE THREE KLANSMEN AF TER KLAN ATTORNEY MATT MURPHY WAS XILLED
IN A AUTOMOBILE ACCIDENT, SAID THURSDAY THAT JUDGE THAGGARD
TOLD HIM THE TRAIL WAS POSTPONED BECAUSE THE FBI COULD NT LOCATE
ROWE . THAGGARD CONFIRMED THI1S BTATEHENT.
LOVHDES COWTY DISTRICT ATIORNEY ARUTHLR GAMBLE SAID IHAT
THE FBI DID NOT ACTUALLY SAY ROVE CANNOT BE LOCATED. GAMBLE
SAID HE CALLED THE FBI BEFORE THE TRAIL TO FIND OUT WHETHER
ROVE WOULD BE AVAILABLE FOR TESTIWONY. HE SAID THE FBI TOLD
HIM ROWE HAD BEEN TURNED OVER 10 THE JUSTICE DEPARTMENT, AND
THAT #HE FBI ¥OULD CONTACT THE J ISTICE DEPARTHENT ATTORNEYS
AND AS mar T CONTACT sam.'r:._ . E C e
DIDPA E I’dO . | ‘. , _ TS o : . :
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M0 44-1245

PAGE THREE 7
@AMBLE SAID HE NEVER HEARD FROM THEM AND THAT HE HAD NO

ALTERNATIVE BUT T0 ASK THF‘\T- THE CASE BE POSTPONED. HE SAID

HE COULD NOT CONDUCT THE TRAIL WITHOUT "THE STAR WITNESS & omverw -
FLOWERS DEINIED THE REPORT THAT ROWE COULD NOT BE FOUND . R
™ THERE IS NO BASIS FOR SICH A REPORT,” HE SAID. “MEVILL BE
AVAILABLE VHEN VE ARE READY T0 TRY THE SUIT, FIOVERS TOLD un""."_
WITED PRESS QU0 TED THE FEDERAL OFFICIALS SAYING “THEY (FBI)
KNOW WHERE HE 1S. HE JUST WON T COME BACK TO TESTIFY > ‘NE'S
HAD A BELLY FULL, THAT S ALL. AS I UNDERSTAND IT, HE DID NOT
VANT T0 TESTIFY IN FEDERAL CO IRT, BUT THE JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
PERSUADED HINM TO. THM HE GOT A SIGNED STATEMENT THAT HE WOULD
MOT HAVE TO TESTIFY AGAIN." e
HAINES ALSO TOLD THE LPI THAT ROVE DID NOT VANT TO TESTIFY
AGAIN. ™ THE FBI HAD A HELL OF & TIME GETTING HIM TO TESTIFY
IN KON TSOMERY,” HE SAID. . |
THE aRTI
REGARDING SUBSTAN TIVE CASE NOT PERTINENT TO PRESENT PIBLICITY ..
GIVEN HOVE AND IMPENDING STATE TRAIV/. | e
BN D 9935 THREE | | e

r
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PAGE FOUR ca

REGARDING DISTRICT ATTORNEY ARTHUR SAIBLE'S smrsnzn; aaovs,
BUREAU HAS BENN PREVIOSLY ADVISED THAT ONLY CONTACT OF GAMBLE "
VITH MOBILE OFFICE VAS GAIBLE'S TELEPHONE CALL To s» (NN b?c_
W ~PRIL IVENTY-TWO, LAST, IN WHICH GAMBLE INQUIRED _
(NCERNING EVIDENCE IN CASE, 10 WHICH SANSJJ#REFERRED GAMBLE bz
T0 THE DEPARTHENT, GAMBLE DID NOT DISCUSS GARY THOMAS ROVE WITH
;.:A”, AND NO COMMENTS REBARDING ROVE WERE MADE, P, b9« _

END : S R e

‘.
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WA .. .CORRECTIONS - PAGE-TWO- LINE-EIGHT WORD THREE
ART HAINES PAGE THREE LINE WORD FOUR ~~THEN"
JPH

-

FBI WaASH DC
TU . -_ - . - ) . - | . .. :‘__"‘ °




UNITED 51ATERE LU MEN'[

Memomn m ON ?:-‘..... .

,;:;
T : Mr. Deloaciy ¢ pATE: May 11, 1966 ﬁ’m
- ‘ : ]
R I p _ 1 -~ Mr, Deloach
FROM : A, Rosen 1 « lir, Rosen
, 1 - Mr, Malley
o 1 - }r, McGowan
SUBJECT: EUGENE TI'CHAS, ET AL; 1 - Mr. Hines
URS. VIOL! LIUZZ0 - VICTIM 1 -~ Mr, Wick

CIVIL RIGHTS

Mr. St., John Borrett, Civil Rights Division of the
Department advised on 5/10/66, that the Department had received /.
an inguiry from Associated Press regarding 2 statement made by
Art Haypcos, the attormey for the subjects in this case, who had
2 allegedly stated that Eugene Thomas would never be brought to <«
- trial on the state murder charpge in Hayneville, Alebaua, because 1(
{ the Federrl Government would not make Gary Thomas ﬂbge available

N A

as n witness., Barrett desired to know whether or not 2 request /7
had ever been recejved by the Bureau concerning making Rowe
\availablc to the state for testimony. —-—

'\

o

1 It 15 noted that of the three subjects in this -atter,
Collie Leroy %{lkins was tried by the state for the murd !
WFE. Liuzuo and was acquitted. BSubject William 0rv111e<§2t

who was not tried by the state is now decéased,. Subject Eugene
Thomas has never been tried on the state charges. The Government
produced Rowe to testify before the state grand jury and in the
two state trials involving the subject Wilkins. The Bureau has
received no request to produce Rowe to testify at the state - ~_f_
trial of Eugene Thomas. A check was made with the Birmingham ;
and Mobile Offices and they advised that no such request had been
reccived by theose offices, Mobile advised that the only contact
they had received from state authorities with regard to this

matter was on 5/10/66, >
&Dﬂ& Alabama Attorncy General Richmond Flowers on that :b
datejcalled BA for the purpose of advising him that

in tbhe future Circuit Solicitor Arthur Gamble would have absolutely
nothing to do with the case involving Bugene Thowas, He said

that the state might bring Eugene Thomas to trial in the Fall

of this yenr at which time they might want us to locate Rowe,

He made no request and SA- did not comment on the matter one

way or Ehe other, ;N/ ~l/' _t22¢,

R ... WAY 16166 W
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Memorandun thLoach

RE: EUGE!NT: THOMAS, ET AL;

-
";j Mr, St. John Barrett on 5-11-66, was advised of
thej above information. He was snecificnllv advised that
the,FBI bad not received any request concerning making
Rowe avarilanble to the state for testimony., Mr. Barrett
was also advised that in the event such a request was

received by thc Bureau, it would be 1mmcdiate1y referred
to _the Depa;gment. g .

ACTION :
*or information.

R
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T ) Wick

Memorandum | e —

Cowred —
i s Fall

Gals

T : MreBBsen v/ ~ vaTe May 12, 1966 < p——

Sulliven
Tovwl

.  Veotet e
Rnsan Tele. Room™
» BWSITIL Holwes

. Malley Gady ———
. McGowan

gndesson / é”
AL

1 »
FROM . €y JL. McGOWBA™,

1 -
i Y o 1-
sugjecT: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL. 1

MRS, VIOLA'LIUZZO - VICTIM 1

CIVIL RIGHTS

EKEEE

At 11:30 p. m.”, 5-12-66, SAC James McGovern,
Birmingham, telephonically advised the Bureau that United Press
International had contacted him at 9:15 p. m., Central Standard Time . g
(15 p. m., Eastern Daylight Time). The reason for calling was that¥§ 3 |
a story was circulating attributed to Art Haynes, attorney for the *
subjects, to the effect that the state trial of Eugene Thomas was
called off because the FBI cannot find Gary Thomas Rowe, the
informant. SAC McGovern replied to UPI's inquiry with *No cothment. "

SAC McGovern also stated that UP] said a second story
was circulaling attributed to a "reliable Federal official” in Montgomery,
Alabama, to the effect the FBI knows where Rowe is but that Rowe is
reluctant to testify in view of the fact he has previously testified on the
same matter.

SAC McGovern advised there has been no request made
of the Birmingham Office nor has there been any request made of the
Motile Office regarding the wnerewoms or availability of Gary Thomas ,
Rowe. - : &g
The Civil Rights Division of the Department advised on -
5-10-66, that an Associated Press inquiry had been received concerning

the same information, 3 , JORNES
R[U-ﬁr.\.d y/‘/,r/'.!— I__-

ACTION: Wt et g s mra—
s Crime Records Division raa been advised.ya MAY 16 956
;-I-‘Jﬁphw . i= A ;
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UNITED STATES GO'  NMENT ' ) Debwwch ——
' . Wick
M emomndum e —
. ) Feh
Gale e
™ r.~Rosen \ DATE: May 12, 1966 L Dose
. : - 1- Mr. Rosen e
FROM L. McGo 1 - Mr. Malley Hetes o
o C} w’) 1- Mr. McGowan s H—
1l - Mr. Hines
SUBJECT: EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL. 1- Mr. Hudson

o IrIMNT A: TIT s Y LrYMrreTrs
MRS, VIOCLA' LIUZZO - VICTIM

CIVIL RIGHTS 2

-—
ey

&b,

l'x\-

At 8:15 p.m., 5-12-66, Extra-Duly Supervisor -

talked with ASAC Edward S. Miller at Mobile concerning the inform
the Department received relative to Solicitor Arthur Gamble allegedly

having inquiried of SA three or four months ago concemlng §
the availability of informant Rowe to testif f at the gtate trial of Thomas.

S WEY MMAMMEAS LMY Wwa &% b 4 v\.'w “ﬁ i LFvOA Wik A ABRSLLALRATe

to Rowe being made available to testify and in fact has nof talked to & <
Gamble since September or October, 1965, ASAC Miller further advised
that Gamble has not discussed the subJect with any Agents of the Mobi.le

. Office regarding Rowe's availability.

ASAC Miller advised that Gamble did not co ntict relative
Aill

On 4-22-66, Gamble did telephonically contact SA ; boc
P at the S8elma, Alabama, Resident Agency and said he was
reparing his case for trial and inquired regarding evidence. He did .
not make any inquiries concerning Rowe. § advised Gamble be
that any questlons he had should be directed to the Department of S
Justice

Birmingham who stated Gamble has not contacted any Birmingham

ASAC Miller also advised he talked with SAC McGovernat & §
£
Agents regarding Rowe's availability. \

_ ACTION: | 1);8{0 82 [ Tt e
< < l ‘1. J Ap:q
For record purposes. [/~ 5 4™ ¢1 MAY 16 1965
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lr. John Toar '
_AssTutant Attorney General | May 108, 2568

1l = Mr. DelLoach *’% L
: I?rector. ¥l 1 = Mr. Rosen 1
1 - Nr. Malley
: O 1 - Mr. McGowan
i EUGELE T'CMAS, AND OTHIRS; 1 « Mr. Hines
: KNS. VICLA L1U2Z0 o VICTIM A - Mr. Wick
) CIVIL RIGUTS ' A

s /é-/

This will contirm information furnished to ,z( L
Mr. Bt. Jobn Barrett of the Civil Righte Division en

May 10, 1736, in respouse to his inguiry concerning a
statemcut allegcdly made by Art Haynces, the attornoy tor -,
Eugene Thomas, who reportedly stated that Thomas would
acver be trought to trial on the state charge of murder -
idn conncction with Mra. Viola Liuzzo's death, because

the Foderal Government would mot make Gary Yhonas Bove
availableo a8 & witness. C

’ Coa - ke S
.~ On May 11, 1968, Mr. Barrett was #dvised that '
the FBI had not received any request to make Rowe uulablof ‘
to the rtate for teatimony, and that in the event such a =

‘tequest vns received by the Bureau, it would be imhodistely
reforrcd to the Pepartnant. EUNL S 4

T .

. ¥ir. Barrett's attention was called to & :éontact’
made by Alanbama Attorney Ceneral Richmond Flowers with

£pecial Agent of our M-bile Office on May 10, b7
 — 1956, wicrein i, 2lcwers ndrised that in the future
' ©w Cirynit Tolicitor Arthur Gazhle would have mothing to do
| with the case involving Bugene Thomns. Flowers . gsald that »
4 i the SBta*e of Alabama miphbt bring Thomas to trial in the § i
13 Fall of t"is year, at which time they might want the ¥FBI '

CCxA-Fal

to locrte Fowe. He made vo request and Special Agent - bz
did not covment on the matter one way or the other. _ /L

-~ Cn May 12, 1906, Nr. Barrett advised that the
"Pepartrnent had received infcrmation indirectly to the
effect that Eolicitor Arthur Gamble Rad made inguiry of b
Epecial /<ot QNN Tcsident Agent at Selmn, Alabama, ©7C
about three wonths ego concorning the avalladbility of

MANELD
, MAY 1

wves . - Rowo . to testify at the state trial of Thomas. MNr, Barrett
wh——~ - Fequested that he be fu:;ninhed detnils 0f any t;eh/contnl:t. :
l“: e ; . ! ) P e e—
e | L . REG- B of G
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¥r. John Doar

& In rceponee t0 this request, Speciml Agent - :57C_

statcs that Bolicitor Gamble has not coutacted hinm :
reiptive t Rove beiny made evnilable to tektify, lie _
stated fvrii~r thet be hoes nct talked to Grable since
Eeptember ~r Qctoler, 1067, Ot April 22, 1966, Bolicitor }ZP
Gamble did telephonically contact Epecisl Agent &
Mut relra, Alabsnp, lle sald that he was prepnring _

onrs case for trial ond tnguireq regarding the L e
evidence, e did not make Apy Snguiries concerning Rowe, T
Epccinl Aont advided £olicitor Gamble that any - bz
qucstionn hn had ghiould be girected to tho Depsrtment of :
Juetice ni'd he did not camacut further concerning the A
natter, : . - T s e da i A

AR T Bt

oo

r:cent gtatcmen s bave appearcd in the public
press cor.craing the availatility of Gary Thoams Rove for |

tostimony 1 the state trial of Eygeso Thoons. You Ay, :'1, _
be sormrcd that the ¥FOI hae wede no coimont to the F-ass e
whatever.conecerning Rowe br hir svailability to tes ALy, Tl
~
- - e d
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Memoranaum S —

¥ -

To :. — K DELO&ChThS\ 'DATE: Mayls, 1966 ) . T selig _
FROM f E. Wick ' ‘

’f,/ - . s ) %h y
SUBJECT: . N : AT
! EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL, ; NHD |

MRS, VIOLA LIUZZO - VICTIM

CIVIL RIGHTS
Reference is made to memorandum from Mr, Roselﬂto /

Mr. DeLoach dated May 13th, copy attached, in which it was recom- »ﬁt—;{-

mended and approved that John Doar, Assistant Attorney General, Civil Moo
Rights Divison, Department of Justice, be assured that the FBI had '

made no comment whatsoever to the press re the availability of Gary

Thomas Rowe to testify in the forthcoming state murder trial of -

Eugene Thomas, On this memorandum, the Director noted: "O.K. but

1 don't Understand why we don't tell anyone contacting our Field repre-

sentatives to contact the Dept.as we have nothing more to do in Federal R
Field in this case. H." o ' i :

»

In accordance with the Director's instructions, we will

continue to refer any inquiries we receive from the press concerning - '
this matter to the Department. . ‘

14 .
e L /

RECOMMENDATION:

None, For information,

Enclosure

1 - Mr, Del.oach
1-“Mr, Rosen

-
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W o
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Memoranaum o
TO  3ir, Peboach : DATE: May 13, 1966 iy
. Tole, Potw v
FROM A, Rosen 1 - Mr, Deloach Rt
"' 1 - ur. ROBen * .
SUBJECT EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL, ; i : ::' ::éi:in i
MRS, VIOLA LIUZZO - VICTIM 1 - Mr. Hineg
CIVIL RIGHTS 1 - Mr. Wick <
The United Press International in a release dated ;
5-12-66 stated "FBI informer Gary Thomas Rowe will not Lot
testify again against three Ku Klux Klansmen in connection . .
. with the nightrider slaying of Mrs. Viola Liuzzo. Tb® —-reomie—sn

release quoted a Federal official who refused to be .
identified as stating that Rowe "has had a belly full,"
"They (the FBI) know where he is, he just won't come back
to testify." The release further quoted the Federal .
official as stating that Rowe did not want to testifty & :
Federal Court in the Federal trial in December, 1965, which
resulted in conviction of the three subjects but the

Justice Department pursuaded him to and he then got a .
Bigned statement that he would not have to testify again,

A L R T YRR PR

o

As you were advised by my memorandum of 5-11-66,
Mr.5’John Barrett of the Civil Rights Division on 5-10-66
advised that Department had received an inquiry from
Associated Press regarding a statement made by Art Haynes,
the attorrey for EBugene Thomas to the effect that Thomas
would never be brought to trial on a state murder charge
r&cause the Federzl Government would not make Gary Thowas
Rowe available a8 a witness., Barrett inquired as .to whether _
}or not a request to produce Rowe for testimony in a state o
trial had been received by the Bureau, -

T R

-

Barrett was advised on 5-11-66 after a check with
our Mobile and Birmingham Offices that the ¥BI had not .o
received any request to make Rowe available to the Btate
for testimony, -

- ,—“ ‘.
Enclosurges = St/k.lb COPY SLNT TO 3l TOLGON | <
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Memorandum to My, DeLoach ‘
RE: EUGENE THOMAS . :

- [

r\ L L

Barrett was advisod Alabnma Attornoy General Richmond
Flowers on 5-10-66 had contacted SA of the Ilobil. 57;
Office for the purpose of advising him tha n the future |
Circuit Bolicitor Arthur Gamble would have nothing to do
with the casre involving Bugene Thomas, He toldUlijii#that L?c..-
\the state might bring Thomas to trial in the fall, a% which '™ .
time they might want the FBI to locate Rowe, Flowers nade A
no request and SANJJi did not comment on the matter one pIc,
way or the other., Barrett was advised that if any such
request was received by the Bureau it would be 1nmadintely
referred to the Departmemt. _

o

s

»

Bubsequent to above on 8-12-66 Barrett advised that TLEE
the Department had received a rumor from the press that ° )
Solicitor Arthur Gamble had made inguiry of SA
Resident Agent of Selma, Alabama, three or four months ago
concerning the availability of Rowe to testify at the state
trial of Thomas, Barrett desired to know if there was lny
merit to this rumor,

o
".n
A

b" «-.-!;c-p .
N
(\

SA has advised that Solicitor Gamble did not
contact him ative to Rowe being made available to.testify
and Frye stated that he has not talked to Solicitor Gamble.
Bince September or October, 1965, which was prior to the

- P

jrea deral trial of Thomas and the other two BI.IDJBC".

ASAC Edward 5. Miller of the Mobile Office on
5~12-66 mdvised that Bolicitor Gamble has not discussed
ths subject of availability of Rowe with zny Agents of
the Mobile Office, He sald that on 4-22-66 Gamble :
telephonically contacted SA t"Selnl,b? L,. L
Alabama, and said that he was preparing the Thomas case B
for trial and inguired regarding evidence, He did not

make any inquiry concerning Rowe, BSA adviped b?g’

— e  wmaay R g W . R Y

AN s MR N T s et

the Department of Justice and made no further comment:
This information was furnished to Mr, Barrett on 85-13-66.

: On the night of 5-12-66 BAC McGovern of the
Birmingham Office advised that United Press International
had contacted him at 9:15 pP.m, and advised him that a story .
was circulating attributod to Art Haynes, attorney for ,
Thomas to the effect tbat the state trial of Thomas was J
called off bocause the ¥B1 cannot find Gary Thomas Rowe, T .
BAC McGovern apswered the United Press Intern-ttonal T,
1nquiry~'1th "no comment.," ' | . )
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Memorandum to Mr, DeLoach . .t
~ RE: RUGENE THOMAS . ' ' .

_ As indicated above the Department has been ,
receiving inquiries from the press and it is true that - ARSI
Rowe did not want to testify in the Federal trial of the
;hzge subjects in Hayneville, Alabama, in late November,

9 » rE B N

ACTION: - T
_ Attached for approval is a letter to John Doar, -
Assistant Attorney General, Civil Rights Division, confi '
the information furnished to Mr, Barrett, .and assuring him -
that the FBI has made no comment whatever to the press )
relative to the availability of Rowe for testimony. ' ,
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- term at she request -of a I
| slate’s sttormey. t .
District Attorney Arthur x
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' the delay because he hed - - =¥ :
- ! heard nothing from the Jus- s :
tice Department when he LG
avked whether the chief o -
|wltnes. TBI informer Gary , : :
- Tiwommas Rowe, woulid be on | . » -
hand to testify when the, | {
- trial began Monday, There .
} had been reports that Rowe H
{ did mot want to testily. -} .
4 The Justics Depurtment U .
“tn Washinglon said Rowe . :
t , . would have been evallabie | ) : !
U Rt n sy, [Seen, " .
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UNITED STATES G _JRNMENT |

Memorandum -

TO i DIRECTOR, FBI (44-20601) DATE:  6/23/66
T3 L . f;'ﬁ:

FROM ( " SAC, WiV ORLEANS (157-3954) ® . T
~ T

'UBJECT- EUGENE THOMAS ETAL;
VIOLA GREGG LIUZZO Aka.,
ET AL -~ VICTIMS
CR; EL

Re New Orleans letter to Bureau, 4/21/66.
On 5/18/66, Mr. RICHARD WINDHORST, Deputy Clerk,? .

Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleans, Ln., ldvised Y. -
that the printed record wag filed '5/3/66. k)
Will advise the Bureau and Iobile of decision
in this matter, o .
") R ' v £
(:;/:'Bnrenu ' : ' Y
2 - Mobile (44-1245) - [
-- 2 = Nevw Orleans ’ .
CLM/med o AN
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UNITED STATES RNMENT '
Memorandum

TO ‘Mr.¢D8Loach ' DATE: * May 13,

FROM 2A.‘ !osen 1 - urt

. 1 bl nl'.

- 1 L “1‘.
SUBJECT-EUGENE THOMAS, ET AL,; 1 - Mr
MRS. VIOLA LIUZZO - VICTIM 1 ~ My,
CIVIL RIGHTS ' 1 - Mr.

'1ck\

The United Press International in a release
5~12-66 stated "FBI informer Gary Thomas Rowe will not
testify again against three Ku Klux Klansmen in connection

Conrad e
Felt
/ Gale =
1966 _E
ol
Trohtey o
" Teolo. Pood .
DeLoach g::h——-
Rosen
Malley
McGowan

'

Hinpes ’(

ate

7

with the nightrider slaying of Mrs, Viola Liuzro, - The_;f~ﬁf{zgéﬁ§:

release quoted a Federal official who refused to be -~
identified as stating that Rowe "has had a belly full,"
"They (the FBI) know where he is, he just won't come. back
to testify." The release further quoted the Federal

official as stating that Rowe did not want to testifty ;E L

+ : Federal Court in the Federal trial in December, 1965, w ;ﬁr /0 -
resultéd.-in conviction of the three subjects but the *g )
Justice DPepartment pursuaded him to snd he then got a1 \,-(},:/
signed statement that he would not have to testity again.

As you were advised by my memorandum of 5-11-66, .
Mr.SJohn Barrett of the Civil Rights Division on 5-10-68
advised that Department had received an inquiry from ‘
Associated Press regarding n statement made by Art Haynes,
the attorpey for Bugene Thomas to the effect that Thomas
would never be brought to trisl on a state murder charge
because the Federsl Government would not make Gary Thomas
Rowe available as a witness. Darrett inquired as.to whether )
‘or not a request to produce Rowe for testimony in a state %

trial had becn received by the Bureau,

our liobile and Birmingham Offices that the ¥B! had not .=

Barrett was advised on 5-11-66 after a thetk with /
!

received any request to make Rowe lvaiiablg to the Btate

for testimony.
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Memorandum to Mr, Del.oach
RE: EUGENE THOMAS

';

{ Barrett was advised Alabama Attornce General Richmond -
Flowers on 5~10-66 had contacted &*of the Mobile b?
Office for the purpose of mdvising him tha n the future

Circuit Bolicitor Arthur Gamble would have nothing to do

with the cnse 1nv01v1ng Eugene Thomns. He told that b'?(,
Ythe state might bring Thomas to trial in the fall, at which

time they might want the FBI to locate Rowe. Flowers made -b

no request and BA did not comment on the matter one D7
way or the other, arrett was advised that if any such

request was received by the Bureau it would be immediately
referred to the Department,

Bubsequent to above on 5~12-66 Barrett advised that §*
the Department had received a rumor from the press that
Solicitor Arthur Gamble had mnde inguiry of SA SR h 2¢
Resident Agent of Selma, Alabama, three or four montE!-ggo
concerning the availabllity of Rowe to testify at tbhe state

trial of Thomas, = Barrett desired to kna- if there: Ild‘tny
merit 30 this rumor,

SA has advised that Solicitor Gamble did not .b?c__
contact him relative to Rowe being made available to- testity '
and stated that he has not talked to Solicitor Gamble

Bince September or October, 19G5, which was prior to the
{Federal trial of Thomas and the other two subjects.

ASAC Edward 5, Miller of the Mobile Office on
5-12-G6 advised that Bolicitor Gamble has not discussed
the subject of mvailability of Rowe with any Agents of
the Mobile Office. He said thnt on 4-22-66 Gamble
telephonically contacted SAYNNNSNNEERYt Selna, b7
Alabana, and said that he was preparing the Thomas case g
for trial and inquired regardlng evideniel He did not

malke any iuquir}' uvu\u—au&ng nvws. P & dvised 'b7"
e

Gamble that any guestions had should be directed to

the Department of Justice and made no further commenti

This information was furnished to Mr, Barrett on 5-13—65
. On the night of §~12-66 SAC ncGovern of the
{ Birmingbam Office advised that United Press Interpational
had contacted bim at 9:15 P.m., and advised him that a story
was circulating attributed to Art-§laynes, attorney for ‘ _:
Thomas to thc effect that the state trianl of Thomas was
called of{ Lzcause the FBI cannot find Gary Thomas Rowe. e
S8AC McGovern answered the United Prebs lnternltionnlu R
linquiny with "no comment " o , o
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Memorandum to Mr, DeLoach .
RE: RUGENE TIHOLMAS . -
’f As indicated above the Department has been A fi;fv g
) receiving ioquiries from the press and it i1s true that PR
Rowe did not want to testify in the Federal trial of the
three subjects ip Hayneville, Alabama, in late November,
1965,
A
— glgzﬁk“j

ACTION:

a g . - st

. Attached ror'approval is a letter to John Doar,’“- R
Assistant Attorney Generali Civil Rights Division, cbnfirming .
o

the information furnished lr, Barrett, and assuring him _
that the ILI has made no comment whatever to the press N R
relative to the availability of Rowe for testimony, S ‘

it = Fets |

i‘}/ ] ,.1/ (JP ’ / : - W -‘“'T"’Jb— | o
' | , ‘. PR P T "'-" o ,—-...n.*ﬁ,
(ﬁhdll B , | fﬁyﬁ?';gﬁﬂj ST

. Qb A
i%? - REaE Soiglt yxvv;rL ,v’vdf‘LCa\E%‘ o ‘%\J-:Qthclsr?i
S IR A T IR
- B ) _. Ny }’\ p A ‘ __'.3_ ,";'_-‘_ , '
. e .
ik > T




D ' O ' - DeLooch
. Mohr :
1 : Wick
Casper
Callahan — ___
Conrad
e Felt
- ' _ , Gale
. . Rosen
Sullivan
Tavel
——e s —— Trotter

o Tele. R —
Around the Nation ¢ olmes -

_ Holmes
T s A Gandy —

turzo Trial il
MONTGOMERY Ala
Tha murder tria) d% Khux ) ]
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in the elaying of civil rights R : T T g
‘worker Viola Llstso s’ § T
been delayed until the fall .

daem at the request of a ' I

| £2
! state's sttommey. . > ¢ 7 P T
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District Attomey Aﬂhu.r
E. Gamble sald he osked s S e R
the delay becausé he v SR 4
heard nothing from the Jus-
tice Department when he,
asked whether the chief
witness, FBI infomer Gary '
'ﬂmms!wwewuldbeun_ Ao
hand to testify when the
. . wial began Monday, There -
-tiad been reports that Rowe - . el
did not want to Lemily.
' “The Justice Department
in Washington mid Rows
would have been avallable
;m. o .
The Washington Post and _ﬂ_
. Times Heeald
The Woashington D -Nm -
The Evening Star L
Hew York Herald Tribune
New York Journal-American
New Yart Daily News
- : ' . New York Post
The New York Times . __
“The Baltimors Sun
. S ' L ' The Worker
) ' The New Lead
. - The Wall Srees) Jememel

I . / i The National (Tnofver
. . ~ L, / _/ Praple's Wienld .
/ / Date .. — —

" .t PUTLUCURB, -‘ N

----.-— PTS

' 4 fh. -,:q. ’W M&P‘W h

o —



-

- 5-16-66 @g‘
= PLADNTEXT - )

TELETVPE {BT-105" DRFERRED . ¢
RE _ 3 |
¢33 L/(-/ I3 e/~ )Z0' 1 - wur. Hines
P
4 TO: £'Co, BIRMINGHAN AND MODILE
r FROM: DIRTCTOR, FBI :
_,5 EUG/NE TIOMAS, E¥ AL.3 MRS, VIOLA LIUZZO = WECTIM - e o o
- - 5 U S Lol ¢ s h5008
CIVIL RIGHTS, b e Gt TR
TR MAY 161966
REMOPIVETEL PIVE TUSRTEEN LAST,
TELETYPE
THE LCURGAU'S OBLIGATIONS AND usmnsmn.xms AS AX £ £ 7
INVESTICATIVE AGENCY WERE YULFILLED UPON COMPLETION OF" 74 ¥
SUCCESEII'L FI'DTRAL PROSECUTION IN THIS NATTER AND THE
FE1 TAS ITIING MORE TO DO X THE FEDERAL FIELD IN 'mxa _
CASE. IUCURE TUAT ALL PEROONYSL OF YOUR CFFICES WRO . ..
ARE CONT*CTED CONCERNING THE AVAILABILITY OF XVIDRNCE =~ -
) OR WITNETGTS OR FOR ANY OTIGR REASON Conceming yutf CAse =
ADVISE T PERSON CONTACTIIN TUEM BPOCIFICALLY TQ CONFACT
. EE
JOL; DoA™, CIVIL RIGUTS DIVISION, Dnbmumﬂ' or JUSTICE 1
AKD MART mrummncommm R LN EPRTE B
. ADVIS TUR BUREAU momm OF THE ARCRIPT OF m
CONTACTS 1:Y YOUR RESPECTIVE OTFICES CONCERWING TIIIS casE
e ANDE cxrxcautt WHAT THE PERSON. CONTACTING A REPRES NTATIVE .
Ei."'l__ _of *sf) OFFICF., WAS "TOLD."2* - 1r':.. | | J‘
Casper Ay 11 60 BAN rnmc: SUTSTRRY /1
e 1,-‘ “arelod T i T P‘ B 17 A SR i
T ———JWH:cxy" (4) 4ot
R —__NOTE: = ' Abdvd}ifistructions l“'lng forwarded to offices :lnvolved Ar

,"'_'i:""‘_"'handlinn ‘of thie Bage and of informant Rowe pursuant to finstruction
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Mr. IY-ion

o

T
T.
Mr. Caliut

God knows he could have prevented her loss of life )
had he not been a sneak with power of the law behind him, "
And your office. This Johnson Mess, {& the blackest

page in our history. Every one Connected, even blacke% 7*

than these Communist Negroes you are so prone to push | _

Aty

WUUWIL

the throais of those who are gagged by that 5o Cailed

Rights law. And all for ctheap, dirty, Politics to Elect .

Even Cheaper and dirtier creatures to office. Shame. ™ "

L)
Mr. Comea
Mr. Felt
Mr. Gale
Mr. R
6-27, 1966 Wr. Sultiv
L Mr. Tavd
Mr. J. E. Hoover, . :.L_T:::'
Miss Hoim,
Hon. Sir: Inote in your explanation of your duties, Miss Gandy
in Human Events, you did not say why one of your o
Agents rode along with the man who is aceunged of A o
| shooting Mrs. Luigi last year, and did nothing to -
prevent her slaying. In other words, your agent was . T
there alding and abetting her murder, for the purpose »- .~
of getting "evidence" for your files. ¥ that tsn't the oy '
sneakenest way to get the knowledge you want, Iama ./ .
goat. . R s et et oot g
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UNFTED STATES (GO INMENT _ —_—

bl ek
Memorandum : e

/ toA l ' - :
‘,'\m Mr. WiCII} )¢ / - pare: 8-30-66 : E
’}b) T ' _ - S S —
. Titler =
Yerom D. C. Morrellt/ ", V Rotmes
Condy e -

_ =
7 P

; ]
By letter dated June 27th to the Director, captioned
individual accuses this Bureau of aiding and abetting in the murder
of Mrs. Luigi in as much as one of our "Agents" was present when
she was shot and did nothing to prevent it, - SR T T TR

" .
B ) L
L

The general tenor of his letter indicates that he is :
a racist and against the present administration. His communication
is generally intemperate and irrational and does not warrant a
response. Accordingly, captioned individuval's communication
willnot be acknowledged.

. .RECOMMENDATION:

*

V/,J /5’ i"L l‘a’! Z 2

,£ -

O3 JuLl3wse - '-. S ol 4

>

That captioned individual's letter not be acknowledged.

1 ~ Mr. Wick - Enclosure -
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i Memorewaam =~ ="
DINICTOR, FBI (44-20601) .. pater 6/24/66
: - A N
{ SAC, NEW ORLEANS (157-3954) (P) A ’.-"&5.\3‘25
EUGNNE THOMAS, ET AL; R
VIOLA GREGG LIUZZO, aka., | e t.ah
, et al - VICTI - . . A
s CR: EL S : SR J .f:"- )
f " | S e
‘{”/ : Re New Orleans letter to Bureau, 5/23/66. . - "

. - = "“Q‘..
On 6/21/66, Mr. RICHARD WINDHORST, Fifth Circult o
Court of Appeals, New Orleans, La., made available 8 D e
copies of Brief for Appellants, Number 23289 filed EEPEEY
6/20/66, copy of which is enclosed for the Bureau and "
Mobile. ‘ ' : b

-
R

¥ill advise the Bureau and Mobile of decision
this matter. N X
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/{51- Bureau (BEnc. 1) '
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT 1

NO. 23289

COLLIE LEROY WILKINS, JR., and

EUGENE THOMAS,
Appellants

versus

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Appelles

APPEALS FROM THE UNITED STATES
DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF ALABAMA

RRIEF FOR APPELLANTS
r

' - Attorneys for A}palhntc:
uscoua'rormms ARTHUR J. HANES = ~
E D Suite 506
F 1L - Frank Nelson Building .,
Lo B Aubamsszos
S un20mes P i
FRED BLANTON,'JR. B ‘- ) ’.
Buite 1827 :
Twenty-One Twentv-One Buﬂd!nz
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v — ; ATTRIGNMENt ......irtitiiiinrnreanreeanenenns hees 2
: . . ‘Motion to Dismiss Indictment ... .................. 2
> Motion for Bill of Particulars ..................... 2.3
- Testimony for the United States: ' '
¢ L. B. Sullivan . ......c.oveeevnninnreenens R |
William Raynes Jones ...................... .y 8
' Paul James Dumas .............ccvovnunn., eeee 8
Walter Ray Butts . ................. e esana vee @
: Robert C. Roton ............. et eerens eee 1
) Harold F. Charron, Jr. ..........c.ovuvvnns R |
\ Stephen J. Fearon ...........cocoveienrennsn. .1
. ' Jack T. Beverstein ...........civviiiinrnnnens. 8
Neil P. Shanahan ..................... Ceeves 8,37
|- R, W. GOOGWIN .. .vorerarssnornnsnnnsennns ., 14
Carl E. Campbell ..............c0iivvviiinrnns 14
) T 0 1 T 14
Gary Thomas Rowe, Jr.!............. ... veee 18
. . Dr. Paul E. Shoffeitt ............ vesinn veenesss 30
Roy Eveland ...........ccviviinnninnnininnn. ) |
Ouida Larson ........... Sheeeee arearrees . 31
! Archibald L. Riley ......................... 31,37
i Leroy Jerome Moton .................. serersan a2
A % !;lsse Mcﬁahsah.. .................. fereesaresiaae gg
‘ . omas ughnessy ...... . Cr et regeaaes
i Edward M. Leahy .................. Crerieveann 35
Charles Donald Byron ............ Cerrereeriee 38
John F. Connaughton ........ feeriaiees veeras 38
Ralph Butler . ... ... ciiiiiiiiiiiiiinsnnens as
Lawrence G. Gettings ..... Ceer i eeesearararaas a7
Marion E. Williams ........... bt vess 3T
< s Richard W. Flack ............. Cerrearerinas veo &0
- ' Motion for Judgment of Acquittal ......... ..., ... 40
. Charge to JUIY ... ..o iiiianneiinnernnnstnnrees 41
B ’ Supplemental Charge to Jury ....................00 4]
_ Verdict and Sentence ..........0ccovveinreronnnnen 41
S . SPECIFICATION OF ERRORS ..... vearen Y s 42
' 1. The court erred in denying appellants’ motion to -
' I dismiss the indictment (R. 16-17).
e .. 2. The court erred in denying appellants’ motion for.
————NL a bill of particulars (R. 16-
-‘J 1.:4-;?:,!_--,,- o ). The courterredinadmittlng over objocttontho
N T f b ' .. following testimony and evidence:
N » A. U. 8. Exhibits 1 and 2 (R. 184-193). '
{r’t B. U. S. Exhibits 3 and 4 (R. 204; 208-9). ¢
e . . _ ) C. U. 8. Exhibits 6, 13 through 18 (R. 400).
' -~ D. U. S. Exhibit 10 (R. 400).
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\ E. Teltlmony as to Klm orgmlution
(R. 404, et 5eq.).
F. Testimony as to telephone booth (R. 413).
- G~Testimony as to Klan activities and
purpose (R. 440-442).

s« . U. S. Exhibits 36, 37, 38 and 41 (R. 756, 708).
4. The court erred in denying appellants’ motion as
for judgment of acquittal (R. §23).

5. The court erred in allowing the United States to
close the argument to the jury, even without objec-
tion (R. 934-942).

6. The court erred in charging the jury, even at the
requeu of GEIE“QEI’“S, ccmcermng lﬂEll’ muure o

testify (R. 96-97).

7. The court erred in its supplemental charge in that
it wes coercive and did define incorrectly a Sec. 241
conspiracy (R. 114-117).

8. The court erred in entering a judgment of guilty
against appellants in that said judgment was contrary
to the weight of the evidence and was not supported
hy substantial evidence (CLW, R. 72; ET, R. 73).
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An indictment under 18 USC Sec. 241 is fatally de-
fective where the right alleged to have been con-
spired against is not one secured by the Constitution
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FIFTH CIRCUIT

COLLIE LEROY WILKINS, JR., and
EUGENE THOMAS, :
Appellanis
versus

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Appellee

STATEMENT OF THE CASE -

In Criminal Case No. 11,736-N, United States Dis-
trict Court, Middle District of Alabama, & true bill

against appellants, Collie Leroy Wilkins, Jr.° and

Eugene Thomas,* and also William Orville Eaton,
was filed on April 6, 1966 (R. 2-4).

Such indictment charged a conspiracy in vioiation
of Title 18, Section 241, United States Code, *“to in-
jure, oppress, threaten and intimidate citizens of the
United States in the V;ﬁﬁiuy o1 f Selma ﬁrld Muuusuul-
ery, Alabama in the free exercise and enjoyment of
certain rights and privileges aecured to them by the

ip——

*In this brief, in matters portninlns to only one appeliant, Wil-
kins will be referred to as: CLW, R., and Thomas as: ET, B

(1) Willlam Orville Eaton also appealed his conviction, but
subseqguent to docketin; use he died; and upon

notification of such fact, this Court did, on March 17,
1966, dismiss the appeal as to him as moot.
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'mmn and laws of the United States,
cause of their having exercised such rights.” (R. 2)

Une specific right of these unnamed citizens alleged
to have been airidged in said manner by indictees was,
among others. The right to participate in a protest
march pursuant to a plan approved by the United
States District Court, Middle District of Alabama
(R. 3). A

Appellants were arrested on April 7, 1965, and each
released on bond of $50,000 (CLW, R. 5-6; ET, R.

8-7). They were arraigned by the Court on Novem-

- sey Tiew R Timidie oy S W aram

ber §, 1965, and each pleaded “N ot Guilty” (R. 7-10).

\ motion to dismiss the indictment was filed on No-
“er 19, 1965 (R. 15-16), after proceedings about

. notion were held on the preceding day (R. 18-37).

T a nlt'mate basis for such motion was that the in-

s s ok sbndn fonbka P mined b Aseeod [
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offense against the United States (R. 16). The Court

overruled the motion to dismiss informally (R. 37);
later a formal order was entered (R. 16-17). Appel-
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lants contend this was error.

A motion for a bill of particulars was also filed on
November 19, 1965 (R. 10-15), after proceedings
about said motion were held on the preceding day (R.
38-47). The basic thrust of this motion was to obtain
from the United States the name and address of any
person defendants were alleged to have conspxred to,
injure, pppress, threaten and intimidate as laid in the

Aias + M 10140
iﬁuiCuul:i"u (R. 10-14). In a colloquy between the Court

and counseivfor-the United States (R. 38-41; 46-47)
the following statements are of particular mterest

Mr. Doar: “We contend that the defendants con-
spired tc injure members of a class of people; the

andl;e-;'

people are those persons that were engaged in the
march from Selma to Montgomery, and those per-
sons are identified; we dan’t claim any individual
. person.”” (R. 39) T ,

B
Mr. Doar: “It is our claim they were engaged in
the conSpn acy to harass that class of persons; it
wasn't against any particulav person; they didn’t
— their conspiracy was not directad against a
particular person.” (R. 40)

The Court: “All right. So there won’t be any mis-
understanding, if I understand your case, it is
that the conspiracy wasn’t directed to harass and
intimidate and threaten, oppress any particular
pex sor;, but the effect of it may have been.” (R.
40-41 , 4

Mr. Doar: “That's vight.”” (R. 41)
The Court overruled the motion of defendants for

a bill of particulars (R. 17). Appellants assert this
was manifest error.

Prior to the commencement of the trial on Novem-
ber 29, 1965, before the Honorable Frank M. Johnson,
Jr., Judge, and a jury at Montgomery, Alabama, cer-
tam proceedmgs were held in chambers, of which the
following is deemed significant: The Court, at R. 139-
140, indicated the United States had approached him
about certain matters concerning a Mrs, Luizzo, her
murder on the Selma-Montgomery highway being a
matter of common knowledge. It was strong by im-
phcatlon here the immediately fortheoming trial would
in effect evolve around this specific occurrence (R.
141), and counsel for defendants appropriately noted
that on argument to dismiss*the-indictment and for a

bill of particulars he was led to understand the alleged

2eciblan Al Aalomdanda w
activities of defendants were directed against g class

and not any individual (R. 140)., p
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Mtxon and laws of the United States, and be-
cause of their having exercised such rights.” (R. 2)

One specific right of these unnamed citizens alleged
to have been abridged in said manner by indictees was,
among others: The right to participate in a protest
march pursuant to a plan avproved by the United
States District Court, Middle Distriet of Alabama
(R. 3). A

Appellants were arrested on April 7, 1965, and each
released on bond of $50,000 (CLW, R. 5-6; ET, R.
6-7). They were arraigned by the Court on Novem-
ber 5, 1965, and each pleaded “Not Guilty’’ (R. 7-10).

\ motion to dismiss the indictment was filed on No-

“er 19, 1965 (R. 15-16), after proceedings about

. notion were held on the preceding day (R. 18-37).

T a ult.mate basis for such motion was that the in-

wetment did not state facts sufficient to constitute an

offense against the United States (R. 16). The Court

overruled the motion to dismiss informally (R. 37);

later a formal order was entered (R. 16-17). Appel-
lants contend this was error.

A motion for a bill of particulars was also filed on
November 19, 1965 (R. 10-15), after proceedings
about said motion were held on the preceding day (R.
38-47). The basic thrust of this motion was to obtain
from the United States the name and address of any
person defendants were alleged to have consp1red to
injure, pppress, threaten and intimidate as laid in the
indlct nt (R. 10-14). In a colloquy between the Court
and coumﬂ-ioﬂ;ha\Umted States (R. 38-41; 46-47)
the following statements are of particular mterest

Mr. Doar: “We contend that the defendants con-
spired to injure members of a class of people; the
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people are those persons that were engaged in the

madrch from Selma to Montgomery, and those per-
sons are identified; we dan’t claim any individual
. person.”” (R. 39) . T i

Mr. Doar; “It is our claim they were engaged in
the conspu acy to harass that class of persons; it
wasn’t against any particular person; they didn’t
— their conspiracy was not directad against a
particular person.” (R. 40)

The Court: “All right. So there won't be any mis-
understanding, if I understand your case, it is
that the conspiracy wasn’t directed to harass and
intimidate and threaten, oppress any particular
per SOI)I, but the effect of it may have been.” (R.
40-41

Mr. Doar: “That’s right.” (R. 41)

The Court overruled the motion of defendants for
a bill of particulars (R, 17). Appellants assert this
was manifest error.

Prior to the commencement of the trial on Novem-
ber 29, 1965, before the Honorable Frank M. Johnson,
Jr., Judge, and a jury at Montgomery, Alabama, cer-
tain proceedings were held in chambers, of which the -
following is deemed significant: The Court, at R. 139-
140, indicated the United States had approached him
about certain matters concerning a Mrs. Luizzo, her
murder on the Selma-Montgomery highway being a
matter of common knowledge. It was strong by im-
phcatxon here the immediately fortheoming trial would
in effect evolve around this specific occurrence (R.
141), and counsel for defendants appropriately noted
that on argument to dismiss¢he-indictment and for a
bill of particulars he was led to understand the alleged
activities of defendants were directed against g class
and not any individual (R. 140). ‘
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The évtdence adduced at the trial is of importance
to the position of these appellants. To assist the Court
and to substantiate the position of appellants that the
United States failed to sustain its burden a concise
narrative statement of the relevant and significant
testimony and other evidence is presented.” A motion
as for a judgment of acquittal was denied (R. 823).

The Honorable John Doar for the United. States
opened (R. 189-193), and it was clear the damning
point to be proved against defendants was the murder
of a Mrs. Luizzo. Counsel for defendants relied on
pleas of “Not Guilty” (R. 193).

U. S. Exhibit 1 was a certified copy of the order of
tha TTnited States District Court, Middle District of
-a, of March 17, 1965, .which concerned a pro-
an of march of certain people from Selma to
<oatvome.y, Alabama (R. 194). U, 8. Exhibit 2 was
4 «c. ified copy of the order of this Court dated March
19, 1965, which declined to stay the proposed. plan of
march (R. 195).

L. B. SULLIVAN testified he was Commissioner
of Public Affairs of Montgomery, Alabama (R. 196).
He knew of a march of certain Negro and white citi-
zens from Selma to Montgomery in March, 1965, pur-
suant to an order of theUnited States Dlstrlct Court
(R. 196-197). Witness had a request for a parade per-

. mit dated March 20, 1965, from Fred Vann on behalf

of the Knights of the Ku Klux Klan of Amerlca, Inc.
(R. 199). Witness stated he had authority to issue pa-
rade permigs for the Commission (R. 201). U. S, Ex-

(2) The pmc&&ﬁfﬂ"un\ht the selection of a jury (R. 149-
187) and other matters have been included in the record
on appesl not for the purpose of unduly extending it, but
solely for the purpose of allowing this Court, if it so sees
fit, to savor the flavor of the entire trial below.

" hibit 3 was the parade permit request of March 20,

1965 (R. 203), and U. S. Exhibit 4 was the approval

""of such request dated March 21, 1966 (R. 204). Over
objection (R. 208), Exhibits 3 and 4 were admitted '

into ev;dence (R. 209).

The parade was to take place on March 21, 1965,
“to protest order issued by Federal Court allowing a
five day demonstration march from Selma, Alabama,
to Montgomery, Alabama.” (R. 209) The colloquy be-
tween the Court and Mr. Doar emphatically showed
Exhibits 3 and 4 were admitted for a limited purpose

and not one extending to any rights exercised by de-

fendants (R. 210).

There was another parade in' Montgomery after the
one of March 21, 1965, the Selma to Montgomery af-
fair (R. 214). This parade proceeded from the St.
Jude area along its court-outlined route to the Capi-
tol, and included several thousand persons who re-
mained in front of the Capitol for three to four hours
(R. 215).

On cross examination by Mr. Hanes, Sullivan testi-
fied there were no incidents during the Klan parade
of March 21, 1965 (R. 215); no trouble was caused;
the parade proceeded quietly (R. 216).

The crowd on March 25, 1965—the Selma to Mont-
gomery march — was estimated between 20 and 30
thousand (R. 216). The march was a walking one
composed of males and females, white and colored.
Sullivan concluded his testimony by stating on redirect

examination the march of Mm;h,% 1966, was or- .

derly (R. 218),

. WILLIAM RAYNES JONES stated he lived .in
Montgomery, and was Chief of the Investigative and

Frwum t-M ﬂ-;'--w {—twlmmaﬁ LZC T Al B o Dl LR AM»’

3'1':5"*' ui’Tw: m\m»—m ¥ ~“ H-wm-quw ﬂ..w wu»waww«-

mm;wwﬂ Fat :Lo-.wwu'.dh whu..n aw-iw\-rmdﬁid\ LR -&r M """" w‘&.a. h.-:-v- Sealy s ewn ot A=

—e T AR abbadat Rk L s T

H--- N rw % T e 3 —————



f ———_—————

tion Division, Department of Public Safety,
during March, 1965 (R. 219-220). He received in his

Offlclal c_qnnmfv information there wag to ho o pqwuh

by the United nghts of the Ku Klux Klan on March
21, 1965 (R. 220-221). Four men were detailed, 2 to

. participate in and 2 to observe this parade (R. 221-

D0

b f g

PAUL JAMES DUAMAS testified he lived in Mont-

goniary, and for 5 vears h'lr‘ hm.m with H'ln nnllnn da-

partment (R. 2"4) He was on duty on Malch 21,
1965, and attended the motorcade and rally at Cram-
ton Bowl, and had Sergeant Farr in the car with him
(R. 225). Sergeant Farr obtained photographs and
both took automobile license numbers (R. 226). U. S.
Txhibits 13 through 18 were marked for identifica-
~n (R. 227-228), and -generally they purported to
- mirasent scenes at Cramton Bowl on March 21st (R.
22V . U. S. Exhibit §, consisting of 3 photographs,
was marked for identification (R. 234). Witness testi-
fied they were pictures of the 1ally at Cramton Bow!
(R. 235).

Dumas on cross examination testified he did not take

-any photographs personally; he saw someone from his

department take photographs; he recognized the photo-
graphs shown to him previously (R. 240-241).

On the occasion of the meeting on the 21st at the
field, there was no commotion; there were no public
affrays; and witness did not hear any threats made
(R. 242). .

WALTER RAY BUTTS informed the Court and
jury ha.lived.in Montgomery and was news director
of WCOV radio and television and held such position
on March 21, 1965 (R. 246-247). Butts took pictures
on the 21st of a Klan motoreade in Montgomery U.S.
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Exhibit 10, consisting of 8 photographs, and U. S. Ex-

hibit 11, consisting of 2 photographs, were marked for

|ﬂnnhflnntlen fp 911'7\ Asg to 11, 8, Exhihit 1{}’ tha

‘pictures were descnbed as accurate portrayals of a
close up and the side of an automobile; they were
taken‘on Dexter Avenue, just below the Judicial Build-
ing (R.248-249). U. S. Exhibit 11 consisted of 2 more
pictures of cars in the motorcade (R. 249).

llllll
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dent of Montgomery employed as Supervisor of Motor
Vehicle Division, State Department of Revenue (R.
250). Roton had with him 2 registration receipts of
vehicles (R. 250-251). These were marked for identi-
fication U. S. Exhibits 7 and 8 (R. 251-252). Wit
ness described the general contents of the documents,
including, inter alia, tag number and name and ad-
dress of licensee (R. 253).

HAROLD R. CHARRON, JR., testified he was a
special agent with FBI, stationed in Washington,
D. C.; was engaged on his official duties in Montgom-
ery, Alabama, on ‘March 21, 1965; was observing a
motorcade at a parking lot across from Cramton Bowl,
U. S. Exhibits 13 through 18, a series of photographs,
were displayed to witness (R. 267) and he identified
them as enlargements of pictures he had taken on the
day in question (R. 258).

On cross examination, witness stated hia primary

» gssignment that day was to take *photographs of the

crowd, ete. (R. 259-260), but he did note some license
numbers. Wiiness stated he did not hear anybody on
that occasion threaten to injurs, oppress, or intimidate
anyone and he was there from almost the beginning to
the end of the gathering (R 260).

STEPHEN J. FEARON identitied himself as a
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special agent of FBI, and he was on official duties on

March 21, 1965, in Montgomery (R. 262). Witness
stated he was {0 observe the motorcade; he took down
some license numbers of cars; he was driving a car
in the v1c1mty of Cramton Bowl; he would call out tag

rem e ehonsrad tha .I athanw naans

numbﬁnn ay Ill: [F10.1-7 3 Vel uu.::u, ana anotner aptiiy lu thc
car, Beversteir, would write them down; and also he,
Beverstein, wculd write down ones he obsewed. Wit-
ness was engaged in this about 11% hours (R. 263).

On cross exzmination, witness stated he went to the
field shortly 2 ier noon, about 12:30 P. M., and cars
had begun to gather (R. 265). After about an hour,
there were over 100 cars and about 200 to 250 people

{R. 265-266).

arocedure for listing automobile tag numbers,

1ght out on direct examination, was reiterated

(. 266-.37); but witness stated he did not know

wnetner the numbers he called out were written on the

sheet or not. Witness was at the meeting more or less

from beginning to end and he did not hear anyone

threaten to injure, oppress, inltimidate or hurt any-
body (R. 267).

JACK T. BEVERSTEIN stated he was a special

agent for FBI; was on duty on March 21, 1965, in

Montgomery, observing a Klan parade (R, 268-269).
His special duty was to record license numbers, some
of which numbers he observed himself and some of
which were called to him by the preceding witness,
Agent Fearon (R. 269- 270)
BDOWD I-D ’Vl(«ﬂeas al_lﬂ luenuneu as mS TEpﬁn. UI muwr
vehicle licensa.pimbers, dictated from his original

notes (R. 270),

On cross examination, witness stated he heard no
speakers on the occasion of the rally of March 21,

U. 8. Exhibit 5 was

9

1965; he heard only of a parade permit for that date;
he came to the field a few minutes after 12:00 noon;

the parade left about 2:60 P. M.; he followed and ob-,

served the parade in Montgomery until it disbanded;

- the parade lasted about 25 minutes (R. 272 273).

,,,,, —= Azes | 7 gl PPV Al sanid

While Beverstein was with the Klan groug, he did not
hear anyone gingly or conspiring with others to threat-
en, injure, oppress or intimidate anybody (R. 274).

NEIL P. SHANAHAN stated he was a special
agent of FBI (R. 276-277). |

Witness stated he had known & man named Tommy
Rowe for about 114 years. The acquaintance was an
official one, inasmuch as Rowé was fur'nishing infor-
mation to FBI, and Shanahan had, since September 1,
1964, been assigned to control his activities and re-
ceive the information. Rowe had been working with
FBI since 1960 (R. 280), and Rowe gave information
by personal contact, telephone conversations, and writ-
ten information mailed in (R. 281). Rowe worked
with FBI through March 25, 1965 (R 282). On this
date, in the morning, Shanahan was in communication
with Rowe who had information for him, which infor-

cnz mlovad Lemeendintaler camt hir talabttma tn

mation was almost immealiaiely seni oy Waclqlna ey
Montgomery, Mobile and Selma (R. 282-283).
Exhibit 9, consisting of 3 teletyped documents, was
identified by witness (R. 283), the time sent being
9:27 A. M,, on March 25, 1965 (R. 284).

Later that'same day, Rowe called Shanahan again,

and communication was established about 11:20 P. M,

Shanahan met Rowe personally 1i the parking lot of
West End Baptist Hospital in Birmingham, Alabama,
and had a conversation with him. Rowe gave Shana-
han a gun. The conversation lasted from about 12:30
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*’\L,.,,o atmt 2 00 A, M the mornmg' of March 26,
1965 (R. 285). ;

On crossexamination, Mr. Hanes directed his ques-
tions ta witness to develop the exact association of
Tommy Rowe with FBI. Rowe had reported to Agent
Blake prior to September 1, 1964, when Rowe began

. reporting to witness. Rowe was not a special agent of

FBI; he was not a special employee, nor was he a regu-
lar employee. Rowe was an informant (R.'287). He
was paid on the basis of information delivered; his
product was selling information. Witness stated Rowe
was paid for services rendered; he always had some-
thing to sell (R. 288). Shanahan stated he had had
other informants (R. 289). Shanahan presumed he
1 veceived false information; could not recall any
‘fjc instances; but did state he had received infor-
...on he could not corroborate one way or the other
. 290).

On the morning of March 25, Shanahan received
word Rowe wanted to talk with him; Rowe stated to
Shanahan he had been asked to go to Montgomery by
Gene Thomas; this was shortly before 8:00 A. M. (R.
290-291). The delay of about 1 hour and 27 minutes
from the time the information was received until the
information about the car was placed on the teletype
was explained by Shanahan to have been occasioned
because he was at home (R. 291-292).

Rowe and Shanahan had a telephone conversation
about 8:60 A. M., in Birmingham, then all was quiet
until the approxlmat,ely 11:20 P. M., telephone call.
Shan ayed_in Birmingham all day (R. 293).
During this telephone conversation, Shanahan told
Rowe he had heard a woman had been shot in Lowndes

‘County, Alabama; Rowe had asked him about this (R.

-y

-,

11

295) ; Shanahan had heard this on the 11:00 P. M,,

news; it was possible Rowe had also heard this on the
news (R.296).

Rowe gave Shanahan a gun which he kept until
later that morning when he tagged it and gave it to
the Assistant Agent in Charge (R. 299). The gun was
examined by Shanahan; he smelled the muzzle; re-
moved the cartridges (R. 299). No fingerprint exam-
ination was made since witness knew Rowe's prints
were on the gun (R. 299-300). Witness did not know
the serial number of the gun; did not know whether
or not it had been fired; did not look at the gun in the
light (R. 300).

Rowe told Shanahan about a shooting; they were to-
gether about 114 hours; Rowe was not taken into cus-
tody; Shanahan did not ‘go to headquarters but re-
turned home (R. 300). The incident was reported to
the Special Agent in Charge, Everett Ingram, at about
2:20 A. M., March 26. ;

Shanahan worked further on the investigation.
Since September 1, 1964, Shanahan had paid Rowe an
average of $275.00 to $290.00 a month (R. 305).

On redirect examination, Shanahan related the con-
versation he had with Rowe on the morning of March
25 (R. 307-309). Rowe told him Gene Thomas had
called; told him to come to Bessemer; they were going
to Montgomery. Rowe advised Thomas he had re-
ceived Klan instructions as late as 10:00 P. M., the
previous njght they were not going to Montgomery.
Rowe said he would have to check with his immediate
superior; Robert called and tgld him to go to Mont-
gomery with Gene Thomas. Shanahan thought it
would be suspicious if Rowe did not go and later ad-
viced him to go. This line of questioning was objected
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R?Ubjection was overruled on the theory this ex-
amination was merely the narration of the rest of a
conversation probed into by the defense (R. 307).

After Rowe returned, he related his activities to
Shanahan (R. 309-314). These concerned Gene Thom-
as, Wilkins, and Eaton.”

Mr. Hanes recross examined Shanahan as to these
activities (R. 315-323). Further, on recross‘examina-
tion, Shanahan stated he, Rowe, Special Agents Alex-
ander and Downey left Birmingham for the scene of
the shooting about 9:30 A, M., March 26 (R. 323-325).
Shanahan had picked Rowe up about 5:00 A. M., at
the parking lot of GES store in West End, Birming-
* ~=~, and taken him to FBI headquarters (R. 323).

2y proceeded to Selma; stopped on the outskirts

., watcot Agent Archibald Riley; transferred to his
-.aicle; anG retraced the route of the activity of the
preceding night (R. 325). The group started from
the Edmunc Pettus (Alabama River) Bridge toward
Selma; went to Silver Moon Cafe but no one was talked
to there (R. 326). The visit was to identify the place;

. no one w28 asked if Rowe and the 3 defendants had

been presen: the night before (R. 327). Leaving Sil-
ver Moon, the men went down a street next to the cafe
where Gaston Super Market was pointed out by Rowe
as the place where a U-turn was made to try to go past
Brown’s Chapel Church, but the street was blocked
and the nexi street was taken (R. 328). Although the
distance or time was clocked, Shanahan did not recall
the fighre (R. 323-329); he estimated from Pettus
Bridge haak.to-Pettus Bridge along the route traveled

(8) Inasmuch as a narration of what Rowe told Shanahan
would be repetitive, since Rowe did testify (R. 391, et
seq.), such narration will be omitted at this point.
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took about 15 or 20 minutes. Leaving Pettus Bridge
once more, the group headed east toward Montgomery;
the distance was taken from there to the place of the
shooting but Shanahan did not know who did this (R.
329) ; he estimated the distance to be about 26 miles.
Shanahan' and his companions went on into Mont-
gomery (R. 330); he did not know if they went by St.
Francis Motel: they went back to Birmingham (R.
331); it is about 25 miles from the shooting scene to
St. Franeis Motel, 4. e., 50 miles from Pettus Bridge to
St. Francis (R. 332).

The car at the scene of the shooting was on the right
side of the road proceeding east, elevated above the
level of the road about 4 or 5 feet, and about 35 feet
from the edge of the road (R. 332). The road at this
point was upgrade and straight for about half a mile.
On down the highway, Rowe pointed out the approxi-
mate place where the shell casings were thrown out the
window (R. 333). At the next major intersection,
probably Lowndesboro, a switch from Riley's vehicle
was made to another car; the party returned to Bir-
mingham (R. 334-339). Rowe did not point out the
service station where gasoline was purchased the
night before; or the point where Rowe's party missed
the road and doubled back (R. 334). It is about 110
miles from Montgomery to Birmingham; it would be
fairly close to the same mileage from Montgomery to
Midfield, which is just to the west of and contiguous
to Birmingham (R. 339).

A
Rowe is about 6 feet tall, even, and weighs about
215 or 220 pounds (R. 341),.The Rowe group was in
Thomas' car, a red and white Chevrolet (R. 341-342),
with bucket seats and & console. Witness was of opin-

" jon 2 big people could ride on the back seat (R. 342).
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Shanzhan stated Rowe did not tell him when his
group retuined to Birmingham; did not take Shana-
han by the filling station it stopped at; he and Rowe
went by St. Francis Motel (R. 345).

R.W.GODWIN was from Montgomery and was an
investigator for Alabama Department of Public Safety
on March 25 (R. 348-349). On that date, Godwin re-
ceived a call from FBI that a car, license number 1B-
36964, carrying 6 Klan membara was supposed to be
headed to Montgomery, such license having been is-
sued to Eugene Thomas, Bessemer (R. 349)

Godwin on cross examination stated the distance
from Montg 'mery to Selma on U. S. 80 was about 50
"' -=; the distance from Montgomery to Birmingham

- 100 miles (R. 350-351).

ALPATLTIT P ws

-o-RL E. CAMPBELL lived in Montgomery and
. .4 ¥adio cspatcher on March 25, which position en-
tailed puttiag calls out to cars for assignment. A
record of such calls was kept (R. 352); witness had
such a record from 6:00 A. M., until 7:16 P. M., for
the 25th (R. 353). U. 8. Exhlbtt. 20 was a copy of the

foregeing record, with an entry at 10:38 A. M., con-

cerning a Chevrolet automobile with a certain license
number and a call was sent out (R. 352). Exhibit 20
was marked for identification’ (R. 354). Witness
stated the entry for 10:38 A. M., concerned a 1965
Cheverolet, on cross examination (R. 854). Witness
testified the license number was 1B-36964, on redu-ect
examination (R. 355)

J! DIXON was a state investigator for Depart-

ment of PiiBle” Safety; was engaged on his official

duties on March 21 and 25 (R. 356-357). On the form-
er day he observed the Klan demonstration in Mont-
gomery, described mevmuslv Aside from law enforce-

— a—
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ment personnel, he recognized only Robert Shelton. On
the latter day, Dixon was at St. Jude’s; at the Capitol;
and at night on U, 8. 80 (R. 857). He was called to
U. 8. 80 by Major Jones, the head of his division, to
whom a shootmg had been reported (R. 358).

A dlagram wasg exhibited to witness, which, with-
out being to scale, depicted U. S. 80 from Selma to
Montgomery; and witness had made certain mileage
measurements (R. 358-3569). Using such drawing,
Dixon pointed out Alabama River Bridge (Pettus) and
Craig Field (R. 349); Tyler Grossroads where the
highway was two-lane and where it was four-lane
{(generally two-lane in Lowndes County) (R. 360).
Witness also marked Dannelly Field and St. Jude’s
Church (R. 361). An inquiry was made about meas-
urements to the scene of the investigation (R. 362).
Distances were stated to be as follows: Selma to Dan-
nelly Field—43.7 miles; Selma to Craig Field—d.2
miles; Selma to end of four lane—14.1 miles; Selma to
scene of investigation—27.4 miles; Selma to four-lane
leading into Montgomery— 34.4 miles (R. 368). These
were placed on the diagram (R. 364).

On the arrival of Dixon at the scene, he found the
body of a white woman in an automobile about 50 feet
off the south side of the highway (R. 364). Mr. Doar
showed him U, S. Exhibit 12 for identification, which
were § photographs taken by witness of the car and
the body in the car (R. 365). They were admitted into
evidence (R. 365). The automobile was on the south
side of the highway facing east. The road was uphill
toward Montgomery (R. 366). U. S. Exhibits 21
through 25, blow-ups of the'5-photographs of Exhibit
12, were admitted into evidence (R. 367) ; and witness
described each with particular reference to the loca

tion of the car (R. 367-368).
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i \D'rxon merely observed the interior of the car that
" night; he did not examire it (R. 368). On that occa-
| | , gion, Dixon identified the body as Viola Luizzo from
: f' Michjgan (R. 370).

;;ii Trooper Burgess gave him a piece of lead and he
o :[ gaw him get it from the right rear floorboard. This
! was turned over to Dr. Shotfeitt about 2:30 A. M., the

N morning of the 26th (R. 372). \ i

o Mr. Hanes cross examined. On March 21, Dixon
L was at Cramton Bowl] about an hour to an hour and a
L half, having arrived around 1:00 P. M. (R. 373). He
| ; followed the motorcade to the Capitol. During this
“j period, Dizon did not hear anybody or any combina-
: ‘‘on of people make any threats to hurt, intimidate,
iure, oppress anybody (R. 374).
1

Y C: the night of the 25th, witness received a call at .

- his home to proceed to U, S. 80, When he arrived

Troopers Burgess and McGaha were present (R. 374),

i along with 2 or 3 other troopers, Dixon testified tracks

'i led from the rear of the car back toward the highway

- . for about 250 feet (R. 375). Witness was shown U. S.

* ° ' Exhibit 25 (R. 376). The car was identified; it had

o come to rest going uphill east toward Montgomery; :
ko the grade of the slope would be 30 degrees; the car was !
- about 150 or 200 yards from the erest (R. 376-377). o
g On reaching the crest, one would have a slight curve .

i to the left (or right?) (R. 377).

Witness deposed he saw Burgess retrieve the piece
¥ of l§ad trom the automobile (R. 377); but not from
! any exactapot. Burgess did turn at once and hand him
the piece of lead, there being no time gap (R. 378).

Dixon later that night, or the next day, went back
down the trail to where the car left the road (R. 378).
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- It went down the shoulder, then upgrade. At the point

where the automobile left the road there was glass on
the road, about 400 feet from the car. On that night,

‘Dixon heard talk of other automobile tracks (R. 379),

which were across the road (on the north side) about
150 feet from where the glass was found. They ap-
peared to be tracks made by a car smaller than a
standard Ford, Chevrolet or Plymouth (R. 380). The
car which made these tracks had gone into the drive-
way and returned to the highway, but witness could
not state whether it went toward Selma or Montgom-
ery. The tracks were west of the point the principa}
car left the road (R. 381); a small car had turned
around (R. 382).

Besides the troopers at the scene, there were 2 or 3
other cars parked on'the road (R. 382). Dixon ap-

. proached the scene from Montgomery; he arrived

about 9:16 P, M.; he did not see anyone walking or
running along the hlghway while coming to the scene.
Traffic was light, which was normal (R. 383). There
were some trooper cars deployed on the highway that
night (R. 384).

Apparently Mr. Hanes then referred to the diagram
on which Dixon had placed mileage measurements (R.
384, et seq.). The distances were measured from the
center of Pettus Bridge (R. 384). Holiday Inn was
placed about a mile east of the intersection of U. 8. 31
and 80 (R. 384-385). It was about 4 to § miles from
Dannelly Field to St. Francis Motel (R. 386), or about
50 miles from Pettus Bridge to St. Francis Motel (R
386-387). Witness stated it was probably 95 miles
from St. Francis Motel Yo Blimingham; and probably
90 milea from St. Francis Motel to a point midway be-
tween Birmingham and Bessemer on the Bessemer
super highway (R. 387). - ‘
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"“CXARY THOMAS ROWE, JR., testified he was 32;

lived in Birmingham in March, 1965; had lived there
about 12 or 13 years (R. 391). Rowe had been con-
tacted by FBI about furmshmg information concern-
ing racial activities in and around Birmingham in
1961. An agent came into his home about this, and,
at the time, he was not a Klan member (R. 392). At
the request of FBI, Rowe joined the Klan, Eastview
13 Chapter, Knights of the Ku Klux Klan located in
Birmingham. He was a member of that chapter
through March 25, 1965,. although the name changed
to United Klans of America, of which Robert Shelton,
Tuscaloosa, Alabama, was the head (R. 393). Rowe
sttended Klan meetings; had known defendant Thom-
*3 about 5 years; defendant Eaton about 1 year; and
_‘erdant Wilkins about 2 years; they were members
.. United Xnights o the Ku Klux Klan. All during
‘he 5 years prior to March, 1965, Rowe had furnished
information about the Klan to FBI on a regular basis
(R. 394).

Rowe came to Montgomery on March 21 (R. 394)
with 3 Klansmen, other than defendants, from the
Birminghain area to participate in a parade and mo-
torcade. Witness was shown U, S, Exhibits 13 through
18, s0 mared for identification (R. 395); recognized
them as being taken on the 21st at or near Cramton
Bowl] in Montgomery. As to U. S. Exhibit 18, Rowe
was able t» single out, among others, defendants Ea-
ton, Wilkins and Thomas (R. 396), whose faces he
circled ané marked (R. 397) The automobile of Gene
Thomas wis-identified in U. S, Exhibits 13 through
-0 and"¥iled (R. 398-399).

Row:: was shown U. S. Exhibit 6—three photo-
graphs--~s1d stated they were taken on March 21 at
Cramtou liowl (R. 399-400). Witness was not shown
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" and did not identify U. 8. Exhibit 10 for identification

(R. 395-400) ; but these photographs were admitted
into evidence over objection. Also, over objection, U, S.
Exhibits 6, 18 through 18 were admitted (R. 400].

Rowe deposed he did not go to Montgomery on the
21st with any of the 3 defendants. He was instructed
to go to Montgomery on the 25th by Gene Thomas, and
Robert Thomas, such instructions being received at his
home (R. 401-403). Robert Thomas was the superior
of Rowe in United Klans of America; Rowe was Klan
investigator for Eastview 13 unit and K. B. I.; a Klan
investigator checked on membership applications and
othor matters detrimental to the Klan’s way of think-
ing (R. 403). Robert Thomas was a Titan in United
Klan; a Titan headed a province of 6 or 8 different
units; Eastview 13 was in his province (R. 403-404).
Gene Thomas was in Chapter 20 in Bessemer, also in
the province of Robert Thomas. Eaton and Wilkins
were in Chapter 20 (R. 404).

Over objection (R. 404), witness testified the su-
perior of a Titan would be Grand Dragon for the State
of Alabama, who was Robert Creel. Creel had been
identified in one of the pictures taken in Montgomery
on the 21st. Superior to Grand Dragon was Imperial
Wizard, who was Robert Shelton of Tuscaloosa, not
identified in any of the pictures, but he was present
( R. 405).

The instructions came “from down ‘the road”,
which reant Tuscaloosa, or Robert Shelton's Im-
perial office (R. 406). Rowe deposed he told Shana-
han about his call from Géné Thomas and the change
of plans; that Shanahan told him he would call
Rowe back (R. 407). Shanahan did so and instructed
Rowe to go along; Rowe prepared to do so;’he went




\tB‘Beasemer to a place about 2 blocks from the Klan
meeting hall; Gene Thomas, Wilkins and Eaton were
in the car; Rowe parked his car at the house of Gene
Thomas, a trip of several blocks (R. 408-409).

Gene Thomas was driving a 1962 Chevrolet, the car
in the pictures at the rally of the 21st. The group pro-
ceeded to Prattville. They discussed the march they
were going to observe (R. 409). The party arrived
in Montgomery about 10:00 A. M.; rode around a few
minutes; parked the car; walked toward the Capitol.
They were within a block of the Capitol. Eaton, Gene
Thomas, and Rowe were armed; the guns were left in
the car, The four went to an American filling station
where they stayed about 5 hours (R. 410). U. S. Ex-
hibit 26 for identification, a photograph, was shown
:0 Rowe, who recognized the scene and recalled the

fi’'ing station the group remained at for 5 hours (R.

411). It was admitted into evidence. During the time
at the f:lling station, the four stood around, talked,
harassed the marchers, hollered at them, booed them,
got in a1 argument with some of the colored specta-
tors (R. 412). The crowd reached beyond the filling
statiou s:poutl three quarters of a mile or a mile (R.
412-115,

A telephone booth was located on mlmg station
property. Gene Thomas and Wilkins got in the booth.
Over objection, Rowe testified he observed the wire *
was cut after they left the booth (R. 413). The record
is silent as to the condition of the telephone wire im-
mé¢diately prior to the time Gene Thomas and Wilkins

entgrgd the-booth.

At the conclusion of the parade and speeches, Rowe’s
group went to the car; Rowe and Eaton armed them-
selves; Gene Thomas placed his weapon in a compart-

.
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ment between the bucket seats of his car; they then
proceeded to Jack's Beverages located near Maxwell
Air Force Base (R. 414-416). On the way to Jack's,

" the four discussed going to Selma (R. 415). Gene

Thomas said they were going to Selma because they
had' things to do; they were going to get them done;
and they might even get some entertainment from
Shelley Winters, a real pig. The party ate at Jack’s,
staying probably a little longer than an hour. They
proceeded to Selma on U. S. 80 (R. 416). On the way
a hitchhiker was observed by Eaton; Wilkins asked
Gene Thomas to slow down to see if he was a marcher
and, if so, to “give him a little fun and a surprise”; on
further observation, Wilkins remarked the hitchhiker
was too clean to be a marcher (R. 417),

Rowe saw a highway patrolman later when the
latter flagged the car down about 6:18 P. M. (R. 417-
418), This occurred on the four-lane highway next to
Selma on U, S. 80 (R. 418), where the radar was.
Gene Thomas was asked for and produced his driver’s
license; was informed he was barely in the maximum
not to be ticketed for speeding; he was stopped for de-
fective mufflers. A ticket was issued for improper
mufflers, which Rowe saw (R. 419).

The trip was continued on into Selma where the
first stop was Silver Moon Cafe, about 2 or 3 blocks
from Pettus Bridge; beer was ordered (R. 420). Prior
to this all four had 2 beers each at Jack’s, but that was
all during the day (R. 420-421). The group remained
at Silver Moon about 30 or 45 minutes. They discussed
going to a colored A. M. E. Church where Shelley Win-
ters was to entertain thé€inarchers. While there, Gene
Thomas left the table and talked with a man (R. 421).
Upon returning, he informed his cohorts the man was
the one who was out on the Reeb killing (R. 422).

NW—"; 'ialh 'ﬂ-c’lfvll-!ll ﬁl‘\ﬂ%ﬂrﬂ-"" e ‘C‘-A“J'IJ-MI.F Tt WWM ]

:.»\ _6.;-" S RS :m:%...) “#‘N‘W‘w ’m%mt 'Ilﬂ Ve

“ o — :-rf‘-"*rr\-.,._.....r"v o ‘?...,.._,.J_.-__“____.. Loyt B " . ‘
itk "»d%uh&&h&imh&&.ﬂammxwmmm - -\u-MMmM!MMﬁM

b e L £ S LR A e T

SRR Lo R o e Rt Y



R
» ] -."'-"b'—ﬁ,'%'.A(..-.-;-.%; w e 2

. 2

g ‘ r% %& ;@m«i S “
.: . S~ | |

' ""‘V‘?M“‘""‘:‘ Tv.""“ IR
-.”!—- =

Gene Thomas left the table again and returned. The
ensuing discussion was about going "to the church.
When the group started to depart, this etherwise un-
identified person from the record came up and stated
he had done his job and for them to do theirs (R. 423).

The four left Silver Moon, got into the car, drove
toward the church, which was less than 12 blecks away
(R. 423). Gene Thomas got the car on a street 1 block
over from the church. There a colored couple was
walking (R. 424) ; Gene Thomas and Wilkins remarked
they were going to have some fun and “take them.”
Rowe saw an Army truck with soldiers sitting in it;
the four passed these colored people and went on. Gene
Thomas removed his gun from the compartment be-

1 the seats pl’lOl to this and handed it to W umua,
inz it after the colored people were passed (R.

PV

Jowe and the 3 defendants prepared to leave Selma
over the Pettus Bridge (R. 425-426); about 2 or 3
blocks from the bndge t,hey were stopped by a red
ugm an automobile puueu up on the left with a white
woman driving and a Negro sitting beside her; Gene
Thomas said they should follow .the car to see where
they were going. Thomas said he thought they were
going out to the woods on a dirt road and park. Thom-
as told those in the back to get down out of sight; that
they were going to follow and take them (R. 426).
Thomas remarked he believed they had some of the
brass. Rowe stated Gene Thomas constantly remarked
the two yere going out on the highway and make love;
that they were-going to get them. The car was a light
colored OTa¥Mibile with a Michigan license plate (R,
427). Wilkins and Rowe, in the back seat, were told to
git up by Gene Thomas after the latter started follow-

ing the car (R. 428).
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Gene Thomas drove fast—from 10 miles an hour up
to 90 and 100 (R. 428). (In what transpired subse-

auentlvy. Rowe testified there ware constant ngmmpntn
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particularly by Gene Thomas, that they were going to
take them tonight). As the Rowe car approached
Craig, the Oldsmobile was in the left lane, veered to
the right, then speeded down the highway. Gene
Thomas followed at speeds of 80 to 90 miles an hour
(R. 429},

Rowe saw a green Volkswagon type station wagon
and a highway patrolman at the point they received
their ticket. The next time Gene Thomas tried to go
around, the Oldsmobile was on the two-lane (R. 430).
Rowe saw a two-story building with automobiles and

Negroes around it; Rowe wanted t6 go back to town

and find somebody else; they were going to get caught;
it was not worth it (R. 431).

In a swamp area, Gene Thomas started around the
Oldsmobile, handing Wilkins his pistol (R. 432). This
was a .38 caliber pistol. The rest got their guns out
on orders from Gene Thomas., Wilkins stuck his arm
out the window about at elbow length; the woman
turned her head and kind of looked toward Rowe's car;
Wilkins fired 2 fast shots into the glass of the Olds-

mobile, into the front window. Eaton started firing;
Rowe put his gun up near the side of Wilking’ head;
Wilkins continued firing as Gene Thomas passed the
Oldsmobile; Eaton continued firing even after the
Oldsmobila had been completely passed (R. 433). A
little further on, Wilkins threw his casings out and re-
loaded; then Eaton threw his-easings out at the win-
dow on the right hand side of the highway. The four
prmmdpd at an extremely high rate of speed to Monb-
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gomery (R. 434). : '




- . o T .
- ——— O R -

i ’nt‘

In*‘wentgomery, the four went to St. Francis Motel
and turned in the direction of Birmingham (R. 435),
They stoppad-at a filling station between Montgomery
and Birminghim about 6 to 8 miles north of the south
end of the freeway to Birmingham on another road
(R. 435-436). After getting gas, Gene Thomas made
a U-turn and returned to get on the freeway to Bir-
" mingham. The four went to VFW club in Bessemer
(R. 436). On the return trip, Gene Thomas stated they
were going to VFW Club to see Bob; he would give
them an alibi in case the white woman and Negro were
dead (R. 437). The four went to the club; did not see
Bob; they ordered 2 beers; Gene suggested going to
Lorene's for an alibi; Lorene ran a cafe; the group
~ent to the cafe; Gene Thomas went away for about

-inutes; on his return, he stated everything was

.+ care of (R. 438) ; she would alibi for them. The
cout hr 1 a beer; lert, and went to Gene Thomas'
.ivuse; there they disbanded (R. 439).

Over objection, Rowe was allowed to testify the pur-
pose of the Klan was to maintain white supremacy by
any means necessary (R. 442),

On cross examination, Rowe stated he joined the
Klan in 1960 or 1961 (R. 452). There was a ritual
during which he took an oath, part of which is in the
record at p. 453, After taking this oath of which the
above was a part, and which was marked Defendant’s
Exhibit 1 for identification, Rowe admitted he di-
vulged and revealed secrets of the organization and
the names of members of the organization (R. 454).:
The Klgn oath was admitted into evidence (R. 456),
Defendaqtg’ sixhibit 1.

Rowe denied he agitated and provoked the Klan into
activity; nor did he urge them to do certain things
(R. 458).

L g
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While Rowe denied he participated in the attack on
the first Freedom Riders on Mother’s Day in Birming-
ham at the bus station he admitted he was present (R.
458). He went with some Klan buddies. Rowead-
mitted there was quite a melee at the bus station for
about 16 minutes, After this, Rowe, along with others,
got into an affray with 6 Negroes at 7th Avenue and
18th Street, North. Rowe got his throat cut rather
geverely and was bleeding profusely (R. 462). Rowe
went to the bus station voluntarily and nothing forced
him to go to the scene of the affray (R. 464). Rowe
went to University of Alabama when there was

trouble on mbegratlon matters, probably in June, 1963
(R. 464). He was arrested in Tuscaloosa,

Rowe admitted he was at'Sandy Ridge Country Club
in Birmingham with Lt. Dave Orange and others (R.
467) This club had a reputation for entertaining
racially mixed couples (R, 468). Rowe denied he told
some friends Lt. Orange wanbed them with guns ta
meet Rowe at Sandy Ridge Club on March 18, 1965,
at night. Rowe denied that prior to entering the Club
he said to men waiting outside, including these de-
fendants, “When I fire the first shot, rush in and shoot
hell out of the place’” {R. 469). Witness stated he went
to Montgomery on Sunday, the 21st, with Leroy Ruth-
erford, Robert Thomas, and Jack Crawford (R. 470).
The group met at the house of Robert Thomas about
9:00 A. M., and left shortly thereafter for Montgom-
ery. This quarbet went U. 8. 31 South. He had his
gun, but did not inquire as to the others and did not
know if they had them or not (R. 472). On U. 8. Ex-
hibit 18, a photograph, Rawe. identified himself and
marked the exhibit (R. 475-476). They arrived at the
gathering around 11:00 or 11:30 A, M. Rowe did
not recall any speech on that occasion by Robert Shel-
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Rowe testified he heard Crawford and Rutherford

make some thscuto, but not puuln.l_y in a npeci‘.h \R,

478). Rowe participated in the motorcade, which
lasted about 20 or 30 minutes, then disbanded on the
Selma road (R. 478). These four proceeded on toward
Selma; theysaw some marchers (R. 479).

Witness deposed he went to Montgomery on the
25th with the 3 defendants in Gene Thomas' auto-
mobile (R. 481). This was a 1962 Chevrolet, red and
creamish white in color. They possibly took Route 150

from Ressemer to the frmwa}r for Mn‘nffmmnw ar-

ava Saliivmveiala gy

riving about 10:00 or 10:30 A. M. The car was parked
in a regular paying parking lot. He left his gun in
car {R. 485); he asked Gene Thomas to put it

.»2; he was not sure about what he did with the
soiscer (R, 486). All in the group left their guns;
:aey went fo an American filling station at Hull and
Dexter about a block from the Capitol. There was a
crowd at the filling station (R. 487); later a crowd
in the stret; very definitely curiosity seekers and
mere spectaiors (R. 488),

They left the station about 3:00 P. M. (R. 489);
went to the parking lot; got into the car; Rowe got
his gun; they left the parking lot with Gene Thomas
driving (R.490). Eaton was sitting in front by Gene
Thomas (R. 490-491) Rowe sat behind Gene Thomas;
Wilkins saf to-the right of Rowe. These were the po-
gitions mairtained during the entire trip. They drove
toJ ack s, yhlch is several miles from the parking lot

\R '20'1]’ ﬂll\'lllu -uuuu!'..‘l 4 00 P M .y thc tllp mkuls

about 20°%"25 minutes. They parked and went in-
side; they ate; they éach drank 2 beers (R. 492).
Rowe and his helpmates left Jack’s about 5:00

P. M.; they resumed their usual seating positions;

t.o;':‘o-"'r~ Creel;i; he was not there full;timer (R 477).*

i
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started to Selma (R. 494) on U. 8. 80. A state trooper
stopped the car at a crossroads nearer Selma than
Montgomery; he flagged them down with a light (R.
495). Gene Thomas was cited for improper mufflers,
i. e, a warning ticket (R. 498). They proceeded to
Selma‘(R. 498) and first stop was Silver Moon Cafe,
which was reached in the vicinity of 6:00 P. M., per-
haps later. The car was parked and all went inside.
Witness stated the time was *“closer to seven” (R.

~ 499). Rowe and Thomas had a beer; Wilkins prob-

ably milk and Eaton probably a soft drink; nothing
to eat. Their stay at Silver Moon was approximately
35 or 40 minutes; maybe longer (R. 500), Resuming
their usual car positions, the group started toward the
colored church (R. 500-601), Gene Thomas apparently
missed the street as he made a U-turn and doubled
back toward Silver Moon, which was in the same
proximity (R. 501). Thomas then went on a dirt street

ana hlanl avar fram tho shirah and rattivnad $a
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thorofare leading to the steel bridge (Pettus) (R.502).
The other car was seen about the 2nd or 3rd traffic

a boseraved Qalen Man ey
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ing from Silver Moon to this traffic light consumed in
time about 25 minutes, maybe not that long. The car
in which Rowe was riding proceeded out the highway;
Rowe had his gun. Rowe's car caught up to the other
car by going 10 to 15 miles an hour fluctuating to over
100 miles an hour (R. 503). When passing the other

»ear the speed was about 60 or 65 ¢R. 504). From the

traffic light in Selma to the place of shooting was
about 25 miles and took about 25 or 30 minutes to
reach, maybe not that long.. When Wilkins shot, Rowe
testified he placed his arm beside that of Wilkins; but
did not knock Wilkins' arm to keep him from firing

nor tell him not to fire (R. 505). Rowe dld not tell
Eaton or anybody not to fire (R. 506).
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\Afmthe shooting, Wilkins threw his cartridges out
the window, then Eaton did likewise almost simul-

taneously {R"506-507). At the time the speed of the

car was 90 or better (R. 506), and the road was two-
lane. The car was in the right hand lane (R. 507),
fairly close to the edge of the pavement (R. 508).

Rowe next recognized St. Francis Motel, at which
point a left turn was made. It was 15o0r 20 mlles from
pomt of shooting to St. Francis: (R. 508), and time-
wise 20 minutes. The left turn at St. Francis put the
car on the road to Birmingham (R. 509). They stopped
at a filling station, bought gas, and all went to the rest
room in lessthan 6 minutes. This service station was
ahout 10 or 15 miles from St. Francis (R. 510), and

- nhout 15 minutes to reach. It was some 6 or 8
. beyond the southern end of the Birmingham
..2ewar and Rowe and the three doubled back to con-

=3et with the freeway (R. 511).

A county road was taken at Alabaster to Bessemer
(R. 512), where VFW Club was visited on the out-

skirts of Bessemer between 2:00 and 10:00 P. M, (R,

513). Eachof the four consumed right at 1% beers
(R. 514). They remained at VFW approximately 10
or 15 minutes, and then journeyed to Lorene’s Cafe in
Bessemer, sbout a mile or 2 from. VFW. It required
just a shorttime to reach Lorene’s (R. 515), where
the four stopped for 20 or 25 minutes. Rowe had a

beer at Lorme’s and maybe 2; each of the four or-

dered the same (R. 516).

Leaﬂlxg Iorene 8 the quartet returned to in front
of the hdﬂ!’ur*Gene Thomas, probably a mile or so
from Lorends, which distance required only a few
minutes to negotiate, maybe 6 (R. 517). On arrival
at Thomas’ bouse, all alighted from the car; this was

|

~about 11:00 P. M. After mﬁnaging to get his car

started after some difficulty, Rowe drove into Central

Douwlr B K12V Qhanahan mat Rawa at Wast F'hrl
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Baptist parking lot about an hour later (R. 519).
After a time Rowe got into Shanahan’s station wagon
and they talked for 2 or 3 hours (R. 520-521). Rowe
left Shanahan about 2:00 or 3:00 A. M., and went
home (R. 521).

Shanahan and Rowe next met about 6:00 A. M.,
between FBI office and Rowe’s home (R. 521), where
Rowe got into Shanahan’s FBI vehicle and was driven
to FBI office in Birmingham (R. 522). Agents Shana-
han, Downey and Alexander, with Rowe, left about
9:00 or 9:30 A, M., to sojourn to Selma, taking U. S.

21 tn Mnnhrnmanr thonea 11, 8. 80 tn Salma. Rowe
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did not point out the service station where he and his
Klan brothers stopped the night previous for gas (R.
523), but returning he did point out St. Francis Motel.
However, no stops were made. They slowed down, but

.did not stop, at that point on 1], S. 80 where there was

considerable activity and there was a car off the road
(R. 524).

In Selma Silver Moon was given a passing glance
(R. 525) about 11:00 A. M. (R. 531). The church was
looked at (R. 532) and this group proceeded to Pettus
Bridge and out U. S. 80, taking the same route back
(R. 533), slowing down once more at the scene of the
activity on U. 8. 80. Birmingham was reached about
3:00 or 4;00 P, M. (R. 634) where Rowe was incar-
cerated in county jail. Bond was made for him that
same night (R. 535).  -cuemmew.,

On redirect exammation, Rowe stated at the Klan
rally in Montgomery on March 21, Rowe, together

with Crawford and Rutherford harrassed and booed
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atat;jﬂcers, tmk pictures of FBI agents and tried
to get a license tag number of a state'car (R. 544).

Rowe relate] that at the time of the shooting Gene
Thomas hsked faton what he was shooting. Eaton
replied his .22 and justified this by stating he was
using lony rifle bisllets which had to have their heads
cut off so they would fit the chamber, making them
more deadly (E. 545). \

After Rowe s.ated he had been sent by FBI to in-
filtrate the Klan, Mr. Doar then questioned Rowe
about the Klan cath and had Rowe read 2 paragraphs
thereof (R. 546)., Mr. Hanes had Rowe read other
sections of the cath of allegiance (R. 547-549).

S PAUL B cun):'r:'rm"n gtated ha was a toxi-

.5t and assistant dxrectm of the State Depart-
meat of Toxicology and Criminal Investigation sta-
vivaed at Auburn (R. 551). Witness saw the body at
White’s Chapel Funeral Home in Montgomery around
midnight on March 25 (R. 652). That body was iden-
tified to him as Viola Gregg Luizzo, and he performed
an autopsy. This post-mortem examination revealed
the cause of death was “hemorrhage and brain dam.
age as result of a bullet wound which penetrated the
" left side of the head” (R. 553). A bullet was recovered
and the Doctor received another piece of lead from a
state investigator (R. 554). These were delivered to
Roy Eveland, an FBI agent at Opelika (R. 555), on
the 27th (R. 5566). After cross, redirect and recross
examina;ion, witness was excused.

~—

(4) Since many of the points elicited from this witness and
several others which follow are otherwise developed, such

to avoid repetition,
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ROY EVELAND stated he was special agent of
FBI (R 564-565) Dr. Shoffeltt on March 27, de-
livered to him 2 lead bullets which were in small Druwn
envelopes. After Eveland saw the bullets they were
resealed in different envelopes by the Doctor and iden-
tfied (R. 565-566). Eveland delivered these envelopes
to Marion Williams that same day. The 2 envelopes
were marked for identification as U. S. Exhibit 28
and 29 (R. 566).

OUIDA LARSON lived in Selma and worked at
Silver Moon Cafe (R. 571). She worked there on
March 25 from 2 until 12. On that day 4 persons
came into Silver Moon between 7:00 and 8:30 P, M,
(R. 572). Witness identified, defendants Thomas, Wil-
king and Eaton as 3 of those 4 persons and said she

did not see the fourth in the courtroom (R. 573). The

four sat in a booth and she served 2 of them beer.

Witness could not recall any particular person from
among the many others who were present at that time,
nor did she remember how long they stayed (R. 574).

ARCHIBALD L. RILEY was a special agent for

FBI (R. 577). He was stationed at Selma on March
26, 1965. He met Rowe and some Birmingham agents
in Selma (R. 678). Rowe directed Riley as to the
route he had taken the night before, from Pettus
Bridge through Selma and back to U. S. 80 to the
scene (R. 579-581).

On Monday, the 29th, Riley was seafrching the shoul-
ders of the road on the Montgomery side from the
scene of the shooting (R. 681). With some others,
Riley found 6 .38 caliber shellswhich had been fired.

These casings were identified on the inside by a mark-
ing, and handed to witness who mailed them to. FBI

ints will be deferred N
E poin erred until that more appropriate time | laboratory, Washington (R. 583). .
P .
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T3 smvss axamined by Mr, Hanes, Riley stated he
. :» howe and the 3 agents with him when the
_ ¢+ Tiwe and his 3 companions was being re-
cvs ol left the car past the scene towards Mont-
v -rmng to Selma to hlS offlce (R. 586) The

v s:avted looking for empty shells on the 26th,
Tess coout 1:30 Po M. (R..588). Riley and his
.. started the search about 1 mile from the
.. ->+and Montgomery and worked toward Mont-
v 1. 338-589). The shells were found on Mon-
i 0 38), They were between the edge of the
. .:0= and the ditch; they were right on the shoul-

» was about 2 feet off the road, another one
2:et off, another one about 314, the farthest
. 'ovlt 9 feet orf. They were scattered along-

oo ;.,hna.y on the shoulder at no pa:‘tlcular

imp o =zzallel thereto (R. 589).

*+» <gnieman on redirect elicited the information
s were found .55 of a mile from the scene

- 2.'v JEROME MOTON lived in Atlanta, Geor-
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right in front (R. 597). On U, 8. 80, someone passed
the car and shot; he was tampering with the radio;
the car ran off the road; Moton stopped it; turned
switch and lights off. A car came over the hill, stopped,
shot a \ight at the Luizzo car (R. 698). He passed out
in the car (R. 598-699). His next recollection was
blowing the horn at some cars. Moton departed the
car and ran toward Montgomery; he was picked up
and returned to Selma., He went to Browns Chapel

Church (R. 599)

On cross exammat.ion,‘ in addition to the foregoing,
Moton stated he did not know whether Mrs. Luizzo was
working or not (R. 601), but she came to the transpor-
tation office (R. 602). On the trip from St. Jude to
Selma, another car tried to run the Luizzo one off the
road (R. 605) ; and bumped the Luizzo car 2 or 3 times
(R 606). Mnrs. Luizzo started back to Montgomery

et et
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Moton did not hear any shots fired; he heard glass

- ghattering; witness did not know where shots came

from (R. 608-609). They had left Selma at 7:34 P. M.
8o this was close to 8:00 P. M. (R. 609-610, 621).

When a car shined lights on the Luizzo car, Moton

‘ - 2 h § - 1 .Y _ _ai.___1 uF. . ¥ __t___ /T V. Y, .1, R O
T 2 : _ got down; he did not touch birs. Luizzo (R. 609; 022) ;
g _.\. ;;hohgéezr:sofnaf:ag;zl;gt?;: Sf:-::::]a }1}14::.:% the car went back toward Selma (R. 609). When the
-:‘_'.'__',_'. -ve 25t (R. 594); he lived in Selma then (R. ca.r shined its lights Leroy stayed in the car ab?ut 5
cs+ v son thet Viola Luizzo March 18; he had her minutes. He tried to flag a truck (R. 610). While he
- « -=at time until she was killed (R. 594). Moton was in the road, a little red Sprite headed toward
‘:‘ Mow Luizio Wednesday, March 23, when he toolc Montgor!r;ery (R. Gll)hcan;e by at about 70 miles an
Lol and n Ty vring e e e
": . R%sﬁs;s) She drove the car from 5t. Jude passed out for about 30 minutes (R. 611). Leroy ran
RS and walked down the highway toward Montgomery
: Wouon and Mrs. Luizzo left for Montgomery (R. - for about 314 miles. He did not see any state troopera
23 Mnw Luizzo was driving; Moton was to the ' or other cars (R. 612). .
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Leroy got into the rear of a truck flagged and
went to Brown’s Chapel Church (R. 14) He saw Lt
Nichols but did not tell him of the shooting (R. 615-

R1ER\ At Bivet Rantiat NMhuvoah ha A urith Hagoa
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Williams, an SCLC official (R. 616). Lt. Nichols took
Leroy into custody there and carried him to Selma
Police Station (R. 616-617). Moton denied twice that
he stated to those present the car that came alongside
and shot was a black 1955 Ford, which went on up the
hill, turned around, came back, shined its lights on the
car, and went back to Selma (R. 618). On cross ex-
amination, Leroy said he stopped the car by using the
brake pedal. Leroy was 6 feet, 4 inches tall (R. 622).

TESSE MeGAHA lived at Metairie, Louisiana. On
125, he was a state trooper (R. 623) on duty on

- .
il anct fram Qalmn an rardar datails hie navinar
U gdob 11U Otillia Uil faual UCkail, 1UD paluicl

w~3 Trc.per HKagood. The radar detail was set up at
tyler Crossroads, 11 miles east of Selma (R. 624),
which McGaha marked on the drawing of U. 8. 80,
His unit was stopping violators. McGaha was shown
U. S. Exhibit {1 for identification, a warning ticket
(R. 625). Hagood flagged a 1962 Chevrolet and wrote
the warning ticket and the driver asked if “‘the niggers
been giving ycu boys any trouble” (R. 627). The
ticket was admitted into evidence. Witness was shown
U. 8. Exhibit 2, which he recognized as issued to a
Volkswagen bus on the same detail about 7:50 P. M.
Over objection, this was admitted (R. 628).

Additional testimony on cross examination set the’
time at 6:20 P, M., for the muffler warning (R. 629).
. The trooners were workm:! the westhound lane of the

- Aa% A WORTLRD =i% L S A LAFLY v 1411 Vi

four-lane (R. 630). Trafflc was on the medium to
heavy side. Witness was sure other troopers were
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arrest, or hear of any arrest on that night of cars do-
ing 100 miles an hour (R. 632)..

THOMAS M. SHAUGHNESSY was an agent for
FBI (R. 635); and his testimony concerned W. O.
Eaton, the appeal being moot as to him. However, it
may be noted Eaton was arrested at his residence; a
search was conducted; a hand gun was found under
the mattress in the bedroom on the first floor. This
gun 'was.marked U. S. Exhibit 33 for identification,
which witness said was the one he obtained at the
Eaton residence (R. 637). Eaton stated after his
arrest he arrived home at -10:30 P, M. (R. 636) on

Mauah OF nohnagey alsn (dantifiad al .
narcn ao. Duuugnucaay ailso identified a small box

with the gun as containing 6 .22 ealiber bullets with

which the gun was loaded (R. 647). This was part of
11. 8. Exhihit 2 qq which was admittad (R 848Y,
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EDWARD M. LEAHY was an FBI agent during
March, 1965 (R. 653), stationed in Birmingham (R.
654). On March 26, Thomas was arrested by other
agents in Lorene’s Cafe in Bessemer (R. 855). U. S.
Exhibit 34 for identification was 6 phobographs of
Thomas’ car outside of Lorene's and it was admitted

(R. 666). On the passenger side of Thomas' car there
was a .22 caliber bullet sitting on the ledge where the

wrindow sams nitt of tha dnav (R GE7TY  Asant Ma
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naughton directed attention to the bullet and, over
objection, witness was allowed to state Thomas turned
ashen or gray (R. 658-659).

Leahy with Agents Connaughton, Byron and May-
nor went to the home of Thnmas with a search war-

rant, which was U. S. Exhibit 60, for the residence and

- automobile of Thomas (R. 659-661). This was ad-

mitted into evidence (R. 661). Thomas' home' was

W -

! working U. S. 80 (R. 631). McGaha did not observe, sanvchad: anma 28 salihow ammimition woe #and.
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thess-were U. S. Exhibits 36, 37 and 38 for identifi-
cation (R. 662-663). A Smith & Wesson .38 caliber re-
volver (R"BG?), serial 0418827 (R. 6’70). was found

P Vmmomd B T, [, P , .
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identification. U. S. Exhibit 39 (R. 666-667). Murs.

Thomas executed a consent form, U, S. Exhibit 40 for
idantifisatian (p §78- R"]Q\ far Avent Byron. Fv_

AT A VAL A WER VAL TOUTW e Jy 4AVA samjlilv AF¥ L i AT

hibits 39 and 40 were admitted without obJectwn (R.
679).

The testimony of AGENT CHARLES DONALD
BYRON (R. 577-685) is omitted. Byron did read an
inventory of 1hings taken from the house of Thomas
pursuant to the search warrant including one New-
~nyt model C™ double barrel sawed off shotgun, serial

aber T705%4 (R, 683-684).

+JEN F. CONNAUGHTON was an agent of FBI
a duty in Birmingham on March 26 (R. 707). He
participated in the search of Thomas’ house and seized
pursuant to warrant a sawed off shotgun, U. S. Ex-
hibit 41 for identification (R. 707), admitted into evi-
dence over objection (R. 708). The basis for such
a ruling, as stated in chambers, was that these de-
fendants belonged to an organization dedicated to the
preservation of white supremacy, regardless of the
means, ballots or bullets (R. 694-695). This would
go to intent as to what they were doing here, yonder,
on their trip (R. 696; 708-709).

RALPH BUTLER was an agent of FBI, stationed
in Birmingham on duty March 26. Butler arrested
Thomas at Lorene’s (R. 713). The .22 caliber shell
was marked U. 8. Exhibit 42 for identification and
was described as havmg the nose of lead cut or shaven
off witha hollow pomt in 1t it was a misfire (R. 714).

e [+ b W -Y

It was admitted into EVIQBHCB \I‘ 110).
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w
stationed in Birmingham and on duty on March 26.
719

Gettings arrested Thomas R ). Thomas made a
statement (R, 720-725) which affirmed the activities

BLALEIIL . aillirmed VU LW YALVITE
of March 25 as prevmusly testified to except: (1)
Thoma$ had no knowledge of the slaying of Mrs,
Luizzo; (2) They only watched the people come in,
and watched the speeches in Montgomery, (3) About
4:30 P. M., they left in his automobile for Selma; (4)
He went nght back to Birmingham via Selma and got
back there at 9:30 P. M., and went to Lorene’s Cafe
in Bessemer; (5) He had no knowledge of the murder
of Mrs. Luizzo from Detroit and he did not murder
her; (6} He had a permit for a .38 caliber Smith and
Wesson. The citation for ‘a defective muffler given
Thomas was admitted as U. 5. Exhibit 43 (R. 723);

the pistol permit as U, Lxmblt 44 (R. 725).

By RILEY and SHANAHAN U. S. Exhibits 45 (R.
512, et seq.), the b casings, and 46, the Rowe gun, were
admitted (R 741, 744). Shanahan, in response to re-
cross examination, stated Rowe’s gun was sent to F'BI

only to determine whether it had been fired (R. 744).

The following exhibits were received without ob-
jection: 5, 7, 8, 9, 11 and 20. The following were ad-

mitted over objectzen by defense counsel: 86, 37 and

88. U. S. Exhibit 19 was not admitted (R. 754-757).

MARION E. WILLIAMS was an agent of FBI (R.
757-758}, assigned to FBI Laboratory, Washington.
On examination of the automobile removed from U. S.
80 (R 763) he found 2 indentations on the drivers
side of the car, pointed out on U, S. Exhibit 23 (R

764). Williams found 3 unusual holes. On U. S. Ex-
hibit 22 he noted 1 hole in the window in the driver's

door and 2 holes in the windshield slightly ‘to the

P & WY

as an agent of FBI,
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driver's side of cenier [n. ma-lou) Witness found a
fragment of a bullet under the back seat on the pas-
gsenger side (R. 765). Inspection of the rear view
mirrorrevealed an indentation in which there were
smears of lea:! (R. 766). He had no way of determining
when the door indentations were made; they had not
rusted but appeared to be rather new (R. 767). Test
firings was made on door panels of a 1963 Oldsmobile,
which indicated .38 caliber bullets would penetrate
and .22 caliber bullets would not (R. 768).

U. S. Exhibit 47 for identification was a chart with
line drawmgs of a 1963 Oldsmobile, not to scale (R.

oy Nin ndantatinn wag mnr‘n l‘“r a nrn‘mnh]n W]‘llfh
] UD} vnic l.uucuw:hluu - Ay

‘¢ the car at a slightly forward angle, nearly level.
’ other was caused by a missile which hit the car
n angle slightly to the rear, nearly level, perhaps
1gnt upward (R. 770). Witness indicated the hole
in the door glass and stated the bullet had coursed
across the car and come to rest in the rain gutter on
the opposite side (R. 770). He said one windshield
hole was slightly lower than the other and this bullet
struck the window on the passenger side and left a
lead smudge without breaking i, the bullet being fired
at an angle of somethmg like 46 or 50 degrees with
respect to the long axis of the car. The bullet through
the upper hole struck the rear view mirror, being fired
at an angle of about 30 degrees (R. 771).

U. S. Exhibit 48 was 2 pieces of metal from door of
the 1963 Oldsmobile used in test firing with a .22
caliber weapon; U. S. Exhibit 59 was 2 pieces of metal
from the-fmizzo car. They were admitted without ob-
jection (R. 773-774). U. S. Exhibit 28 was a muti-
lated .38 caliber lead bullet (R. 776). U. S. Exhibit
29 was a mutilated .38 caliber lead bullet, marked by

-

- Smith and Wesson (R. 779).
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7718-779). U. 8. Exhibit 89 (R. 679) was the Thomas
Test specimens were
fired from the gun and these test cartridge cases and
bullets .were the ones used in his examinations (R.
780), U. S. Exhibit 46 (R. 744) was the Rowe Smith
and Wesson (R. 780). U. 8. Exhibit 83 (R. 845) was
the Eaton .22 caliber hand gun (R. 781). U. S. Ex.
hibit 50 was the fragment of a .38 caliber bullet found
under the rear seat of the car (R. 782). U. 8. Exhibit
61 was the badly mutilated .38 caliber bullet recovered
from beneath the rain gutter (R, 782-783). The bul-
lets were admitted without objection (R. 777-779;
783). Witness stated his opinion to be that the bullets
in Exhibits 28, 29 and 50 were fired from Exhibit 39.
Exhibit 51 was not identified with Exhibit 839 because
of its mutilated condition (R. 784-785). This was
illustrated by the comparison photographs of U. S. Ex-
hibit 556 (R. 794). Exhibit 45, the 5 casings on U, S 80,

was shawn to witnasa nnﬂ 'hn -ful-nd ha had aama én thas -
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conclusion they had been fired from the Thomas S. &
W., and not the Rowe S. & W. (R. 787). This was
demonstrated technically by U, S. Exhibit 52, a casing
from a .38 caliber special cartridge fired in Exhibit
46; U. S. Exhibit 53, a photographic exhibit prepared
from photomicrographs of one of the casings; and
U. 8. Exhibit 54, a photographic exhibit of the other
four casings (R. 787-793). Witness said: “These
photographs (of the bullets and casings) in and of
themselveg do not prove the identification; the iden-
tification is based upon the microscopic study and the
experience of the Examiner.-’-l-(R. ‘795) Williams fur-
mer Bl'.al;eﬂ l'llﬂ concluslon EﬂB ‘4 CB.IIDEI' carr.rxug‘e DI
Exhibit 42, taken from Thomas' car, was not fired
from the .22 caliber gun of Eaton, Exhibit 33 (R. 798).

rReal AT L B '.r‘\q,'lmmﬁ TSR A S AN et d memwommﬁw%‘* St

Fia TS G d muu\- wmnﬂmmm

L




Pl 40
.,

The 2 bullets received from Eveland (one was the
Luizzo bullet) had a foreign substance in the nose
which appeared to be glass (R. 798). An additional
point developed on cross examination was that witness
could not say the marks on the door were fired by a .22
caliber weapon to the exclusion of all others (R. 804).
Further, it is possible one being 6 feet, 4 or 5 inches
tall sitting in the passenger seat could have been hit
by one of these 2 bullets, the lower one through the
windshield or the one through the door window (R.
805-810). Williams stated as a result of his examina-
tion of the Luizzo car he found the front seat or the
front bloody ; the driver’s side; driver’s side door; floor
mat on the driver’s side; floor mat in rear on driver's

‘le were heavily soaked with blood as was the front
¢ cushion and the front portion of the floor and on
.2 rassenger’s seat. Blood was pretty general in the
area of the brake pedal and the accelerator (R. 812).
Also, it is possible, if the driver’s foot were normally
on the accelerator, that a passenger who reached over
to depress the brake pedal would have to touch the
body of the driver (R. 812-813).

Williams did not report whether or not the Rowe
gun had been fired.

RICHAR?D W. FLACK was an agent for FBI as-
signed to tae laboratory in Washington (R. 818).
Some bullets were examined for glass by him. Exhibits
28 and 50 hud traces of laminated glass, used in wind-
shields; Exhibits 29 and 51 had traces of tempered
glass, used in side windows of cars (R. 820-821).

The Unit-d States rested its case (R. 821) and de-
fense couns:l Hanes, in effect, moved for a judgment
of acquittal, which motion was denied (R. 823).
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After the case for the defense and rebuttal, Mr
Doar opened the summation for the United States (R
911-918); Mr. Hanes argued for the defense (R, 919.
833); Mr Hardeman concluded (R. 934-842). °

Judge Frank M. Johnson, Jr., charged the jury (R
76-101), limiting the consideration of the jury to Iterr
4 in the indictment concerning the protest march (R
82-83). Jurors were cautioneq the sawed off shotgun
was not admitted for proving Thomas committed an-
other crime, but solely on the question of intent (R.
94). Mr. Hanes requested, and the Court gave, a
charge on the failure of defendants to testify (R. 96).

On December 3, 1965, the jury reported a hopeles:
deadlock (R. 114). The Court further charged the jur
(R. 114-116), to which Mr. Hanes objected (R. 117)
Of especial import were the following excerpts, amon;
others:

“So you haven’t commenced to deliberate the cass
long enough to reach the conclusion that you are hope
lessly deadlocked . ..” (R. 115)

“This trial has been long, and the trial has been ex.
pensive. Your. failure to agree upon a verdict will
necessitate another trial equally as expensive; that is
expensive as far as the Government is concerned, it is
expensive as far a3 the defendant is concerned.” (R.
115)

“It is therefore very desirable that you jurors should
agree upon a verdict in this case.” “(R. 115)

Defendants were found guilty by jury verdict on
December 3, 1966 (CLW, R.A1; ET, R. 52). Each was

- sentenced to 10 years impnsonment (CLW, R, 66;

ET, R. 67). _‘
Hence this appeal. el
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1. The-court erred in denying appellants’ motion
to digmiss the indictment (R. 16-17).

2. The court erred in denying appellants’ motion
for a bill of particulars (R. 16-17).

8. The court erred in admitting over objection the
following testimony and evidence: \

A. U.S. Exhibits 1 and 2 (R. 194-195).
B. U.S. Exhibits 3.and 4 (R. 204; 208-9),
C. U.S. Exhibits 6, 13 through 18 (R. 400).
D. U.S. Exhibit 10 (R. 400).
E. Testimony as to Klan organization
(E. 404, et seq.).
F. Testimony as to telephone booth (R. 413).
G. Testimony as to Klan activities and purpose
{B. 440-142),
d. . 8. Exhibits 36, 37, 38 and 41

(~. 756; 708).

A e —am

4, The ourt erred in denying appellants’ motion
#r for judg nent of acquittal (R. 823).
5. The court erred in allowing the United States

v close tie argument to the jury, even without objec-
tion (R. 934-942).

6. The court erred in charging the jury, even at
the request of defendants, concerning their failure to
testify (R. 96-97).

7. The court erred in its supplemental charge in
that it was coercive and did define incorrectiy a §241
conspiracy (R. 114-117).

8. “The court erred in entering a judgment of guiity
against appellants in that said judgment was contrary
to the weight of the evidence and was not supported
by substantial evidence (CLW, R. 72; ET, R. 73).
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ARGUMENT

POINT T

An [ndietment under 18 USC See. 241" {s fatally
defective where the right alleged 10 have been
bonspired agninst is not one secured by the Con-
stitution or laws of-the United States.

At the outset, it is emphasized this case was 8U]
posedly tried on the theory defendants conspire
against the right of unnamed citizens to participa
in a protest march according to a plan ordered by t}
lgwer court, paragraph 4 of the indictment (R. 3
since the court in its charge eliminated from the co
sideration of the jury the remaining paragraphs (I
82-83). Thus, if paragraph 4 did not embrace a pr
tected right, the entire case falls and defendants
motion to dismiss this paragraph should have beer
granted, as well as the motion for judgment of ac

anittal
‘i“‘vwll

As to paragraph 4, neither U, S. v. Guest, -US-, no
Pricev. U. S., -US-, decided March 28, 1968, are con
trolling as authority the indictment was not subjec
to dismissal. Guest involved, insofar as Amendmen
XIV rights were concerned, the equal protectio
clause, and the Court stated rights under this ciaus

- arose only where there had been involvement of th

- state or of one acting under the color of its authority

“The Court found such involvement by the state suffi

~

(6) “If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppres
threaten, or intimidate any.citizen in the free exercise o
enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him by th
Constitution or laws of the United States, or because o
his having so exercised the same; ., ., '

“They shell be fined not more than $8,000 or imprisone
not more than ten years, or hoth.”
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cient © prevent dismissal of that branch of the indict-
ment in the statement of the means of accomplishing
the conspiracy. Our case did not involve the equal pro-
tection. clause, especially since there was no allegation
Negroes were being denied any right or privilege.

The indictment in Price charged the defendants
“conspired tcgether . . . to injure, oppress, threaten
and intimidate” 3 named individuals “in the free ex-
ercise and enjoyment of the right and privilege se-
cured to them by the Fourteenth Amendment to the
Constitution of the United States not to be deprived of
life or liberty without due process of law by persons
acting under color of the laws of Miggigsippi”, In the
nurpose part of the indictment, the involvement of the

re of Mississippi in the person of Deputy Sheriff

.2 was alleged. The Court stated ‘“that this lan-
oui.ge fof §241) includes rights or privileges protected
.y the Fourteenth Amendment; that whatever the
ultimate coverage of the section may be, it extends to
conspiracies otherwise within the scope of the section,
participated in by officials alone or in collaboration
with private persons; and that the indictment...prop-
erly charges such a conspiracy in violation of §241

. .” (Emphasis supplied). The present indictment
was totally devoid of allegations showing involvement
by the State of Alabama, although as noted in the
separate opinions of Clark and Brennan, JJ., in Guest,
Congress possibly could legislate constitutionally
against a private conspiracy to violate Amendment
XIv nghts It had not done so!

'l‘he guestion must then be reached: What right or

nri locre nmnmﬂ I\}r tha Constitution or laws of the

r&.v asvs

Umted States was involved? The right to march and
protest, as stated in paragraph 4, if secured to the un-
named citizens solely by order of the court of March

- e e . - -
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17, 1565, was pateniiy not one * secureu to him ny the
Constitution or laws of the United States”. Contempt
proceedings suggest themselves as the proper method
to punish interference with rights or privileges grant-
ed by a court order. Amendment I'®, as subsumed
into Amendment XIV by its due process clause, is

e

urged as the sole basis of the right alleged to have been

involved. Freedom of speech and of the press have
been denominated as fundamentdl personal rights and
liberty, Schneider v. Irvington, 308 US 147, as would

be the right to assemble peaceably and the right to

petition the government, since they lie at the founda-
tion of free government by free men. See U. S. v.

Cruikshank, 92 US 54Z,5652. Hence, the right invoived °

was a right vindicated against state action and was
not one “secured by the Constitution and laws of the
United States”. Compare Powe, et al. v. U. 8., 109
F2d 147 (CCAb). The indictment aa to paragraph 4

no state involvement was alleged ; and it wag, of course,

-

not cured by the verdict. Sutton v.U. 8, 15'7 F2d 661
(CA5). The motion to dismiss as to paragraph 4 should
have been granted, and in the posture of this case, the
defendants should be freed, since it is obvious the
United States cannot return an indictment on the
proof adduced which can allege any state involvement.

~<

~ was fatally defective under the Price doctrine since

R) "('.nnm--- l‘ln“ mnko na |-- _Mn- an nf.h"-hmani .

=

of rellgion. or prohibitinx the free exercise thereof ; or
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or "the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to gttitiou
the Govemment for redreu of grievances,” "

IR
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— POINT 11

Where tlie means alleged in an indictment for
conspiracy enlarge the statutory definition of
conspiracy in Sec. 241 the indictment is fatally
defective,

The indictment in Price alleged specific acts which

wora naﬁ' of the plan and purpose o of the nnnqp:vgn}r

as dld the Guest indictment, e.g., “1. By shooting Ne-
groes; 2. By beating Negroes”, etc. Further, the means
in Price clearly showed state action. This indictment
did not allege any specific acts by persons acting under,
the laws of Alabama, or even acts by private indi-
viduals. Instead it merely enlarged generally the scope
of the alleged right to participate in the protest march
"~ extending “participation” to those “who were lend-
- or had lent their support” (R. 3). The court in its
. »ge also extended the alleged right to persons “who
~ere .nding or had lent their support to a demonstra-
vion march”. (R. 83; 97) It is difficult to see under
any concept of §241 wherein any federal right, Amend-
ment XIV or otherwise, was involved. “Lending sup-
port” is not the exercise of freedom to peaceably as-
semble or petition for redress of grievances. There can
be no federal role involved in a person’s contributing
money to a cause, lending his automobile, or doing any
of the other things pertaining to a protest march other
than actual and direct participation. To elevate this
to a constitutional right, and further to punish by fed-
eral law denials of the alleged right by private indi-
viduals only, inevitably would affect adversely “the
wise adjustment between state responsibility and na-
tional control . . .”. See U. S. v. Williams, 341 US 70,
.73. The indiztment was due to be dismissed because
of this addition to the substance of §241, as approved
by the court in its charge to the jury. Viereck v. U. S.,
318 US 236.
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POINT 11

Fdhm to exercise a sound judicial discretion in
denying a motion for a bill of particulars .re-
quires a reversal of a conviction.

Defendants moved for a bill of particulars™ (R. 10-
16) to ascertain the names and addresses of the per-
sons conspired against, together with the dates and
places where the acts occurred (R. 12-13). The mo-
tion was denied (R. 17) after colloquy among court
and counsei (R. 37-47). It is settled law “the grant-
ing or denial of a bill of particulars rests within the
sound discretion of the trial court, and in the absence

of abuse or nm“:dmn ita n:“nn nnll not be disturbed
g MED VL T

on appeal.” Johnaonv U. 8§, 207 F2d 314, 321 (CAS).
See also Robertson v. U. S., 263 F2d 872 (CAb5) and
Reynolds v. U. S., 225 F2d 123 (CASb).

A reading of the record of the trial below shows pri-

_ mary reliance was had by the United States on the

murder of Viola I, 11177.0 aven fhmm-h Mr. Doar and the

court emphasized the conspiracy alleged under §241
was not directed against a particular person but a
class of persons (R. 40-41; 140-141). That this was
to be the primary reliance was evident before trial
because United States attorneys, out of the presence -
of counsel for defense, mentioned certain evidence con-
cerning Viola Luizzo to the court (R. 139); and be-
cause the court immediately prior to trial stated it
assumed the prosecution would attempt to show this
murder (R. 141, and see also R. 361). The court also
charged the jury on “overt. act” (R. 91-92) and the
Luizzo murder (R. 97).

(7) Rule 7 (). “Bill of Particulars. The court for canu may
girr.cfct the flling of a bill of particulars . ..” Fed. R. Crim, .
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\S-ﬁée an overt act, the murder, was to be given such
a prominent role, even though proof of an overt act
possibly was not required for convictmn, appellants
submit they were entitled to be given information of
such act as to name, date, time and place, as in a §371
conspiracy. U. S. v. Lopez, 26 FRD 174 (DCNY).

Todoeas Whitbtalraw tn 77 Q o Qaidlh 18 RN 270
UUUBU LA u;uuancl lll e &ty Ve ML AV LV AVAS Uil
(DC,Mo), stated:

“Without definite specifications of the time and
place of commission of the overt acts complained
of, and of the identity of the person or persons
dealt with, there may be difficult '\11 reparing
to meet the general charges of t e information
and some danger of surprise . ..” p. 375.

The court below further stated the defendants were

- entitled to a bill of particulars because they were
...re aware of what was asked for than anybody else
(R. «1). Judge Whittaker in Smith showed the fallacy
of such reasoning:

“Nor is it any answer to a motion for a bill of
particulars for the government to say: ‘The de-
fendant knows what he did, and therefore, has
all the information necessary.’' "This argument
could be valid only if the defendant be presumed
to be guilty . Being presumed to be innocent,
it must be assumed ‘That he is 1gnorant of the
IBCDS on wmcn me pleauer IUUﬂﬂB ﬂlS cndrges

p. 375.

The United States attorneys assuredly had definite
knowledge they would present many witnesses with
evidence anc testimony to try to establish the defend-
ants murdered Viola Luizzo; they so informed the
court byiniquiring if certain evidence were admissible
(R. 139) ; and the court itself, on the day of the trial,
knew the defendants would have to meet this presenta-
tion by warning certain evidence would not be ad-
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missible (R. 139-140). In this posture of the matter,
and by presuming the defendants to be guilty, the
court did not exercise a sound discretion in denying
the motion but abused its authority to the prejudice
of deffndanta. A reversal is in order.

POINT IV
Admission of testimony and evidence over ob-
jection, where testimony and svidence is preju-
dicial to a subsiantial right of a defendant, is
error.

In the following, proper objection was made as
noted. ' :
A. U, S. Exhibit 1 (R. 194), the plan of march and
the temporary injunction issued thereon, and U. S,

Exhibit 2 (R. 196), the order of this court declining to
stay enforcement of the injunction, were admitted in

. error since they did not concern a federal right made

definite by decision or rule of law. See Point I, supra.
They would have probative value in contempt pro-
ceedings for \nolatmg the injunction.

B. U. S. Exhibit 3 (R. 204; 208-209), the Klan pa-
rade request, and U. S. Exhibit 4 (R. 204; 208-209),
the parade permit, were erroneously admitted because
defendants were not shown to have been connected
with them and they had no probative value as to spe-

cific intent under §241. See Point VI, infra. This was

a protest, parade against the order of March 17, 1965
(R. 211), which order did not concern a federal right
made definite by decision_or yule of law. See Point I,
supra. _

C. U. 8. Exhibits 8, 18 through 18 (R. 400), photo--
graphs of scenes at Cramton Bow! on March 21, 19656
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m29; 257-258), were erroneously admitted because

they had no probative value as to apecific intent under
§241. SeePoint VI, infra. At most, the exhibits could
be used in eontempt proceedings to show knowledge of
the court’s order (Cf 231- 232) Otherwise, they mere-
ly show a peaceable assembly, a constitutional right.

D. U. S. Exhibit 10 (R. 100), 3 pictures of cars in
the Klan metorcade of March 21 (R. 248-249), were
never properly identified and hence erroneously ad-

mittad nor did thay have nrobative value, See Point
llllbl-l:u' FIUL AW LTy LiaY% i vdavey e & warsw

V1, infra. .

E. Rowe testified as to the organization of the Klan
and the meaning of certain Klan expressions (R. 404-
406). This was error because it was proof of nothing

d sanctloned “quilt by association”, and had no pro-

Al tha smanifin intant wamuivrad in 8941
n.Ll. ¥ vau.u' o1 Luc cljc!..u.u. BIVCILY LY UAL U ik JaFLs

See 2oint VI, infra. As was aptly stated by defense
counsel, “Klan organization is not here on trial.” (R.
404)

F. Rowe was allowed to testify, on the question of
intent, that he saw a telephone line cut after Gene
Thomas and Wilkins left a booth on March 25 (R.
413). This had no probative value as to a specific in-
tent to deprive a person of a federal right made defi-
nite by division or rule of law. See Point VI, infra. It
is further objectionable because the predicate was not
laid as to the condition of the wire before they entered

the haoth.

G, The testimony of Rowe as to Klan activities with
defendants and the purpose of the Klan (R. 440-442)
was highly prejudicial as offering to prove a specific
intent by mere association. That the purpose of the
Klan was to maintain white supremacy was legiti-
mata in and of :t.self under Amendment I, and the

wy mas T w2 1bat-24
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addition of the phrase “by ballots or bullets”, stated
by Rowe to have been used “very often”, adds nothing.
In fact, one would have to infer defendants used this

'pxnressmn which ia not a2 reasonahle inferenrs ar in.

1 ORI SEEIS 22 SRR | SRR SRRR SN SrseTa Temwy ww  sas

fer they heard the phrase used, which did not appear,
and further infer they ascnbed to it. As an inference
on an inference it was highly prejudicial, since the
court on the basis of this statement alone admitted
into evidence U. S. Exhibit 41, a sawed off shotgun
found in Gene Thomas’ home (R. 694-695; 708-709).

H. U. 8. Exhibits 36, 37 and 38 were packages of,
rounds of .38 caliber ammunition (R. 662-663) and
U. S. Exhibit 41 was a sawed off shotgun (R. 707).
These were seized purportedly under a search war-
rant, U, S. Exhibit 85. Rules 41 (b) (2} and 41 (e},
Fed. R. Crim. Proc., are guite specific a valid warrant
shall issue only on establishing the grounds therefor,
one ground being the property had been used as a
means of committing a eriminal offense. These facts
are considered pertinent: (1) The autopsy on the body
of Viola Luizzo was concluded about 2:00 A. M., on
March 26, and a mutilated .38 caliber bullet recovered
(K. 553-5b5) ; (2) The search warrant was issued pre-
sumably during business hours of the United States
Commissioner on March 26; (3) The warrant de-
seribed the property as “guns, rifles, pistols, ammuni-

» (8) Rule 41 (b) “Grounds for qumco. A warrant may be

issued under this ruie to search for and aeize any prop-

erty.. . . (2) Designed or intended for use or which is or

}las been used as the means of eommittinz a criminail of-
ense; , . ."”

Rule 41 (¢): “Issuance’ and contenu A warrant shall
issue only on affidavit sworn to beforé the judge or com-
missioner and establishing the grounds for issuing the
warrant , . (and) ha shall issue a warrant identifying

tha nmmﬁv
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tion and varions and sundry weapons®; {(4) The crim-
inal offense was “the shooting of Viola Luizzo”; (5)

Eugene Thomas was arrested about 11:15

Aownk A0 /D AZA 270 18Y The gparsh nf 'mmmnu
WALl 80U (iv, JJ%y, UiV f, (U] L0C OCalLil Vi dluvniiias

home was at %:07 P. M., March 26. See Exhibit 35.

Appeilants, particularly Eugene Thomas, assert the
shotgun and ummunition were obtained by an illegal
search and seizure in violation of Amendment IV.'*”
No motion was made to suppxess this evidence before

P I M, [ P Ty 1ter thavnfar Aid natb
me LIldil ueutubu uppul uuuuu.y wiel’eior Qla nNov

exist.”"” Rule 41 (e), Fed R. Crim. Proc. The “shoot-
ing of Viola Luizzo” did not state a federal offense,

althauoh it was a “oriminal offense’. Annpﬂanh have

BAVIAVA sl Al TV AT & Ses ssaiiasie VASLIADU s SR waillie 18

Laan unable to locate any authority wh1ch answers the
tion of this case: Is a federal search warrant valid

.ca did not show on its face the property to be seized
“or be a1 used as the means to commit a federal of-
.<nse?"” This is a nation of two sovereigns and homi-

(9) “The right of the people to be secure in their persons,
houses, papers. and effects, against unreasonable searches
and seizurea. shall not be violated and no Warrants shali
issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath and
affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be

searched, and the person or things to be seized.”

A Thia aunnaete tha arenmant in Point 11T supra, that the
J LIS DUPUL W #iiU &4 ULISCEIV L85 & Waliv Aaky weprs BAe

court abused its discretion in not allowing a bill of par-
ticulars.

(11) But see | U S v. Offu:e 508 thou-Brewtter Bm!dmg, 119
an arrest warrant had to be founded on facts conatitu-
ting probable cause a federal offense had been com-

g P, | 4

Particuiariy as to defendant Eaton, and the prejudi-
cial effect of admitting the .22 caliber gun as to the
other defendants, the court below erred in not allowing

defense counsel to go into the arrest warrants (R. 704;
747-750), See Giodenello v, U. §,, 857 TS 480,

1TTERITIVV Tt B v
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stated in its charge “that it is not necessary to establish
the offense here charged (conspiracy) to prove that
the defendants intended to kill or did kill Mrs. Luizzo."”
(R. 97) Appellants contend the search warrant was
invalid because on its face only a state offense was
shown, over which the United States had no juris-
diction, and also the homicide was not a necessary part
of the proof of the alleged conspiracy, the federal of-
fense involved. Assuming, arguendo, a federal offense
did not have to be recited for a valid federal search
warrant, then were ‘“‘guns, rifles, pistols, ammunition
and various and sundry weapons” the means used to
commit the homicide? These items are not the “means” ;
the “means” in homicide is ‘that agency which caused

the death, the person who pulled the trigger, A gun

may give evidence that the person caused the death, no

more, since a gun in and of itself cannot cause a death
and a conviction can be secured without the instru-
ment. The validity of this analysis is buttressed by
cases involving other typesof erime. In U. S. v. Harris,
331 US 1485, a search’incident to a legal arrest revealed
some draft cards, the possession of which was unlaw-
ful. The draft cards, being part and parcel of the
crime, were “means”, not mere evidence. In U. S. v.

Rabinowitz, 339 US 56, forged government stamps

{12) Murder while committing a Sec. 241 conspiracy was a

v federal crime until the demise of Bev. Stat. Sec. 5509

“If in the act of uin'lnﬂna any m-mﬂqinn in afther of the

two preceding sections, any other felony or misdemeanor
be committed, the offender shall be punished for the
same with such punishment as is attached to such felony
or misdemeanor by the laws’ of the state in which the
offence is committed.”

Acquittal of the feiony or misdemeanor in s« state
court was & bar to prosecution under this statute in tho
federal court. U. S v. Mason, 213 US 115. :
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“weresgized. They were at the core of the crime of pos-
session of the stamps. In U. S. v. Olmstead, 7 F2d 760
(DC,Wash)}, a search warrant issued to seize intoxi-
cating liquors. Papers and documents indicating a
conspiracy were taken and the court said illegally be-
cause they were only evidence. In Woo Lai Chun v.
U. S., 274 F2d 708 (CA9), the search warrant de-
scribed certain items. Letters concerning the items
were seized, and the court said illegally since they were
not instrumentalities of the crime itself. See also
Marron v. U. S., 275 US 192. Appellants’ contention
is that the items described'in the warrant were mere
evidence. Some of the cases above involved a search
incident to a valid arrest, but the principle remains
the same with or without a search warrant that evi-
-»e cannot be seized since it is not that “means” of
.+ 41 (b) (2). To put it another way, in Rabinowitz
.au  ‘rris a conviction could not be obtained without
.1e items seized. In Olmstead, Woo Lai Chun and
Marron, conviction for conspiracy, if applicable, could
be obtained without the items seized. See also U. §S. v.
Lefkowitz, 285 US 452. 1f the items deseribed in this
warrant be “means” and not evidence, then it follows
all one would have to do to escape punishment for
murder by shooting would be to destroy totally the

weapon,

The warrant did not particularly describe the things
to be seized as commanded by Amendment IV, What
could be more general than ‘“‘guns, rifles, pistols, am-
munition and various and sundry weapons”? Were
all these used in the shooting of Viola Luizzo? How
could that be'when it was known from a fragment pre-
viously recovered (R. 372; 565) and the bullet found
on the autopsy (R. 555) that in all probability .38 cali-
ber bullets had been fired into the car and one killed

P APt e - .-q_uz-, ;ﬁ‘??‘ﬁ:‘f 3 M|tﬂ‘ﬁ-ﬁu1ﬂ"’.’")‘ AL AR AN m‘s‘.}}'ﬂr
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her? And how could ammunition on the Thomas prem-
ises have been used in the shooting of Viola Luizzo? On
its face, therefore, this was a general search warrant
proscribed against by Amendment IV, While a search
incident to a legal arrest cannot by its nature be par-
ticularized, a search warrant, whose office is a search
before arrest, can be-particularized, especiaily one
issued after the commission of an offense and the
search made after the arrest of a suspect. (Query:
What purpose can a warrant after arrest serve except
to obtain evidence?)

This search was not incident to a lawful arrest, so
if possession of a sawed off shotgun be a federal of-
fense, which was seemingly recognized (R. 94), still
the offense was not committed in the presence of the
searching officers so as to make its seizure legal. U. S.
v, Harris, supra. Stated otherwise, if thers be an en-
try under a legal search warrant, and during the
search the FBI discovers the actual commission of an-
other crime—which must be committed in their pres-
ence—then they may arrest for that crime and have
the legal right as an incident of the arrest, without a
warrant, to search the place contemporaneously in
order to find and seize the things used to carry on the
crime discovered.

Assuming, also arguendo, the shotgun and ammu-
nition were legally seized they still would not be ad-
missible, even on the question of intent (R, 709). Cf.
Woo Lai Chun v. U. S., supra. No:inference could be
drawn from possession of this shotgun or ammunition

defendant Thomas entertained the specific intent ne-
cessary for a §241 conspiracy, It was far too remote
to have probative value on this. issue.

Summarizing, appellants contend an illegal pearch
and seizure because (1) the warrant was invalid since’
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no fed:.;;i offense was shown on its face, (2) the items
listed to be seized were evidence, and (3) the items
were not particularized. If the warrant were invalid,
the geizure was not justified as an incident to a legal
arrest; and, if valid, the shotgun and ammunition
were not admissible into evidence.

POINT V¥

The practice of allowing the prosecution to close
the argument to the jury violates the dus process
clause of Amendment V, U. 8. Conatitution,
even without objection.®¥

Mr. Doar opened the argument to the jury (R. 911-
019} : Mr. Ha:deman concluded the argument (R.
12). Sinee Brown v. Board of Education, 347
.3, 493-495, fn. 11, it is not unsophisticated to
a..ue n vchological effects as determinative of con-
si..utional issues. Appellants urge a reconsideration
of the rule first announced in U. S. v. Bates, Fed Cas
No. 14,543, 2 Cranch, CC405, which gave to the U. S.
Attorney the right in criminal prosecution to close the
argument before the jury on the general issue”?. This
involves so fundamental and basic a proposition this
Court can and should consider the question under the
“plain error” rale.*”

{13) It is the right of counsel for every litigant to press his
claim, even though it appears far-fetched and unten-
able, to obtain the court’s considered ruling. Sacher v,
U.S8,34U51,9.

(14) Rule 57, Fed. R. Crim. Proc., leaves to the District Court .

the order of argument., See Hardie v. U. S, 22 F2d 803
(CA5): U. 8. v. El Rancho Adolphus Products, Inc., 140
FSupp 646-{DC, Pa).

(15) Rule 52 (b) “Plain error. Plain errors or defects affect-
ing substantial rights may be noticed aithough they
were not brought to the attention of the court.” Fed. R.
Crim. Proc. See also Wagner v. U. 8, 171 F24 354, 364
(CAY). .
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As in debate, apparently the rationale for the rule
is to compensate the prosecution for having the bur-
den of proof, or ultimate risk of non-persuasion; but
even then it must be obvious defendants are unfairly
handicapped, having no opportunity to reply. See Mus-
grove, Competitive Debate Rules and Techniques,
(Wilson,NY,1957) pp. 29-80, This even though the
prosecution not be allowed to develop new arguments.
See Moore v. U. 8., 344 F2d 558, 660 (CA,DC). Al-
though a jury be charged as to the burden of proof and
the presumption of innocence (R. 86-88), nonetheless
the determinative beliefs of the jury depend very
largely on the final argument. See Summers, Whan &
Rousse, How to Debate, (Wilson,NY,1963) pp. 201-
271, ' ’

Some states by statute, see, e.g., Meade v, State, 856
So2d 613 (F1a1956); Hart v. State, 88 GaApp 334,
76 SE2d 561, allow a defendant the “important right”
‘to conclude the argument where he offers no testimony
but his own. Others do this by rule. See, e.g., State v.
Roper, 203 NC 489, 166 SE 314. Still other states fol-
low the practice a defendant has no right to close even
when he does not offer testimony. See, ¢.g., Royals v.
State, 36 AlaApp 11,66 So2d 363. The differing pro-
cedures in state and federal courts concerning the
right to close to the jury, particularly in the present
advanced state of psychological study, indicate a new
examination of this proposition is overdue in terms of
federal constitutional standards.”® The psychological
effects of having the final argument to the jury in the
prosecution must, of necessity, dilute the presumption

(16) Hall ». Ware, 92 US 778, affirming a plaintitf’s right to
open and close argument to the jury in a civil case, is the
last case in the Supreme Court found to treat the topic.
Civil defendants do not have a presumption of innocence,
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of innocence clothing a defendant. Such a dilution, it

is urged, caanot but violate the due process clause of
Amendmen! V.,

A

POINT VI

The fallure of a court in a conspiracy trial under
18 U5 Sec. 211 to charge the jury the defend.
ants st act with a spec:fic intent to interfere
with the federal right in question, which specitic
inteni. must be proved by the prosecution, is re-
versilvie error, as in violation of Amendment V,
U. 8. Constitution, even without objection.

In Price, the Court stated:

“This Court has rejected the argument that the
constituationality of §241 may be affected by undue
vagueness of coverage. The Court held w1t refer-

ALy ot

snee to S 242 that any uem:lency 18 CUI'BCI Dy UIE

=qu1rement that specific intent must be proved.
Screws v. United States, 325 U, S. 91. There is
no basis for distinction between the two statutes
in this lespect See Williams I, 341 U. 8., at 93-
95 (Douglas, J.).” 16 Led2d 279 fn20.

Screws teaches a requirement of a specific intent to
deprive a person of a federal right made definite by
decision or rule of laws saves the act from any charge
of unconstitutionality, and the issue must be submitted
under appropriate instructions to the jury. Screws v.
U.S., supra, pp.101, 103. A close readmg of the charge

on the technical aspects of consplracy (R. 88-96) re-
veals only general instructions the evidence must show
defendant “knowingly and willfully participated in
the unlawful plan with the intent to advance or fur-

Pk oo crnemmmm ol blaa mnam sl aenn Ad wn

ther some ODJBCI. Or purpose o1 the conspir aL..'y' av Nl

place did the Court charge that the jury had to find a
speclflc intent to deprive a person of a federal right.

witharmara tha gllnfmd fodaral richt hv ecourt order
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to participate in a protest march had not been mad
definite by decision or other rule of law, a requiremen'
of Screws recognized in the Court’s opinion in Guest

18 T fadOd QAT Alan Lo Teawdleow Ty T . ___a
10 L&Q4Ld o4, .muu, in Justice DI'BIHIBIIE separau

- opinion he said:

"But as the Court holds, a stringent scienter re
quirement saves §241 from condemnation as i
criminal statute failing to provide adequate no
tice of the proscribed conduct. . . . We have con
strued §241 to require proof that the person
charged conspired to act in defiance, or in reck
less disregard, of an announced rule making the
federal right specxflc and definite . . .” 16 Led2c

The court compounded and magnified its error in a
supplemental charge (R. 107-108) which defined “con-

r.mn-nmr' at tha imv's raguagt Qnanifisa intant waa net
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mentmned specxﬁc intent had to be charged to avoi
the unconstitutionality of vagueness,

Tlmas &Ll mn o £ [T W, R A

For these failures to umrge on Bpé(:lllc intent OI th
alleged conspirators concerning the alleged specifi
and definite federal right, the court below must b

reversad, even without ohiection. under the *“nlai
AT ATy WY A TTAVEAIVAY Wi jwlhviWily MIIUGL L L] plﬁl

error” rule. Supra, fn. 15. Likewise this argumen
supports the propositions the indictment as to para
graph 4 should have been dismissed and the motio
for Judgment of acquittal granted,

»

' T T PO




’ 60
—— POINT VII

For a.i:irt to instruct s jury, even at the re.

quest of 1 defendant, that his fallure to teatify
does no! wesie any presumption against him is
fundame.ita' 2rror in violation of Amendment V,
U. 8. Couatitution.

The court below, at the request of the defendants,
instructed the jury on the effects of their failure to
bamdddlee /T DL OFTA MLl 1O ENDADY(Y o 2 ) P
WeBLLLY | Ive PU-T 0 f. L1]LIE 10 §o404 reaus (.Ild.l- IdllurB
of a defendant to request to be a witness shall not

create any presumption against. him. Bruno v. U. §.,
306 US 9R‘7 held this nrovision gave an accused an

e Vikaw pMawVasaves YW Ak GwwMLwAE WA
-

indefeasible nght to have the jury instructed by the
« his failure to testify did not create any pre-
:ivn against him. This decision rested on §3481.

v ity in v, California, 380 US 609, the Supreme
..urt stated in essence the provision of the Californja
Constitution which allowed court and prosecutor to
comment on the failure of defendant to testify violated
the self-incrimination guaranty of Amendment V, as
the same is made applicable to the states by Amend-
ment XIV, Thus, the right to have the court refrain
from comment is now a constitutional right and not a
statutory one in the federal courts Compare Wilson

r 440 TTOL o0 2 B e o

v U D., 139 UO OU. DIHCE EHB rlgllb is B L'UIIS&ILLICIUIIEI

1
1

(17) “In trial of all persons charged with the commission of
offenses ggainst the United States, and in all proceed-
ings in courts martial and courts of inquiry in any State,
District, Possession or Territory, the person charged
shall, at his own request, be a competent witness. His
failure to make such ’l;equest shali not create any pre-

s dione wmotnivad bhise
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one, serious doubt is cast upon t

See Griffin, supra, p. 615, fn. 6.,

Prior to Griffin, the majority of states held there
was a duty to grant a request to charge that failure to
testify should not be taken against a defendant. Anno.,
84 Led 231 et seq. A bagis for such 4 conclusion was

....... . Y

waiver uy the defendant. Duﬂ, €.0., Carter v. ozau, 6

OklaCrimRep 232, 118 P 264. Other state courts had
held such a request to charge should be refused. See,

a.0.. Robersom ». Com._ 974 Kv AO 112 QWrod 187.

W) AVVLVIUUWIY Ve Uwirvey Mi’Es any ALY WIT&W LU,

Hanks v. Com., 248 Ky 203, 58 SW2d 394; Tines v.
Com., 25 KyLRep 233, 77 SW 363. See also State v.
Lona 324 Mo 205, 22 SW2d 809 (statute forbade com-
ment on testimony). The ratlonale of this line of cases
appears to be that the court’s giving the instruction
did the very injury which it was the object of the law

to prevent.
Before Griffin, a defendant had only a statutory

=§
.;:r
S‘

" #ioht which nrecludad comment in a faderal trial Naow
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the right is a fifth amendment one. The queation be-
comes: Does a defendsnt by requesting a charge waive
his constitutional right for the court to refrain from
commenting on his failure to testify? The answer, in
reason and logic, must be “No.” When a defendant
takes the stand as a witness in his behalf he does so
entirely at his own volition; and the court would have

no power or authority to prevent him from doing so.
By refusing to take the stand he has.done so entirely
at his own volition; and the court would have no power
or authority to compel him to do s0o. But when a de-
fendant merely requests a charge, his own volition

(18) “We reserve decision on whether an accused require l

can
* asin Bruno v. United States, 308 US 87, that the jury be .
imtructpd his silence rnust ba disr nrdnrl "
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must be supplemented by action by the trial court,
upon whose judge rests the duty of charging the jury
as to the law. Courts frequently refuse instructions
which-are not the law, and in so doing reject the posi-
tion of a defendant. A defendant, as noted, has a con-
stitutional right for the judge not to comment on his
failure to testify, i.e., since (zriffin, a judge is under
a constitutional duty not to comment. When a judge
decides to give such a charge requested by 'the defend-
ant, which decision belongs to the judge alone, then
that judge by his own act has breached his constitu-
tional duty not to comment. He has determined the
law to be he can comment on the failure to testify.
Since that is not the law, the only action he can take
nstitutionally on a request by a defendant to instruct
- jury on the effects of his failure to testify is to
Ay it
The rationale of the minority of states is persuasive.
There can he no waiver of this now substantial con-
stitutional right and corresponding duty, and hence,
in the present case, there was reversible error, See
U. S. v. Lawson, 337 F2d 800, 811 (CA3).
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POINT YINI

A supplemental charge to a jury In a eriminal
case which is coercive demands a reversal of a |
verdiet and judgment of conviction.

After the jury had been deliberating about 814
hours and had been retired for deliberationa some 24
hours (R. 108-113), they reported a hopeless deadlock
(R. 114). The court, sua sponté, gave a supplemental
charge, the greater part of which tracked that charge
approved in Allen v. U. S., 164 US 492. See algo Orton
v. U. S, 221 F2d 632 (CA4). The court, however,
added to the charge in language set forth in the State-
ment of the Case, supra, p. 41. The charge was ob-
jected to (R. 117). '

The statement concerning the time the jury had de-
liberated, it is submitted, was coercive in that these 12
men could more properly construe it as one the jury
would be forced to deliberate, no matter how long,
until a verdict was reached (K. 115). Coupled with
the statement it was “very desirable” for the jurors
to agree upon a verdict (R. 115), the instruction was
tantamount to “You have got to reach a verdict in this
case.” This was reversible error. Jenkins v. U. S.,
380 US 445.

Expense has abﬂulqu uuu}iulg to do with & Jux Yy
reaching a verdict, yet expense was given explicitly
as a reason a verdict should be reached (R. 115). In
Wolin v. U. S., 211 F2d 770 (CA4),"expense was men-
tioned; but there, contrary to here, the court in-
structed the jury by saying costs had nothing to do
with a verdict and was not to be taken into considera-
tion in determining guilt or innocence. Id.,, at 772.

. T e
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Without the benefit of the clarifying instructions of

Wolin, it is submitted the charge as to expense was co-
ercive and erroneous requiring a reversal.
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POINT IX :

The avidence, taken in the light moset favorable
to the prosecution, manifests it was not suffl-
cient to support a verdict and judgment of con-
viction and the verdict of judgment was against
the great weight of the evidence.

The defendants moved as for a judgment of acquit-
tal when the United States rested (R. 823). Evidence
for defenss primarily was directed toward impeach-
ment of certain witnesses and an alibi (R. 826-910).
Appellants would argue the testimony and evidence

with each and every doubt resolved in favor of the
prnwnhnn nrecindes pvafhmcr excent a verdict and

A W w s WA, e miatar YNy FaLTLp Y = Yoo =2

judgment of “Not Guilty”. Appellants would give full
right to the testimony of Gary Thomas Rowe, Jr.,
. acknowledged paid informer whose testimony was
aoi t-ereby invalidated but which fact would go to the
weight thereof; and the court may properly should
hiave ianstrmictec the jury on paid informers. U. S. ».
Baxter, 344 #4d 773 (CAS6).

The part of Viola Luizzo in the protest march came
only from Leroy Moton. He got her car on March 18
and had it until March 26 (R. 594-595). For what
purpose she gave him the use of this car is not dis-
closed. On March 24, Moton carried her to the march
(R. 595), but it is not known whether she went as a
mere spectator, or for some other purpose entirely’
apart from a participation therein. On the 25th, after
the march was over, Viola Luizzo took some people
frgm St. Jude to the airport and Selma (R. 596). Al-
though net shown to have been of his own knowledge,
Moton said these people had participated in the march
(R. 596). He further stated he did not know whether
or not she was working with the march (R. 601). Viola
Lg{im, then, had lent her car to Moton for an un-
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- known purpose; ‘had gone o BI’» Jude for an unknown

purpose; had given a ride to some participants. Ap-
pellants contend with no proof of her participation in
the march as averred in paragraph 4 of the indict-
ment, her modicum of support could not be raised to
the point it could be said she had exercised a right or

privilege secured to her by the Constitution or laws of

the United States. See Points I and II, supra. If so,
the cloak of federal power extended to anyonme and
everyone not participating in the march who gave
money, food or lodging; who spoke or wrote in favor
of the march; who was a member of any organization
that endorsed the march, ete., ed infinitum. The only
possible conclusion which could be drawn to escape
Amendment V due process ‘vagueness was that Viola
Luizzo had not exercised any right within the pur-
view of §241, and the crime, if any, was a substantive
one committed in concert, not a conspiracy.

This Court is asked to take judicial notice of ap- -
proximate distances between certain municipalities
and points in the State of Alabama. Carroll v. U. §,,
267 US 132, 159, 160; Weaver v. U. S. 298 F2d 496
(CAb) ; Mutual Ben. Life Ins. Co. v. Robiaon, 68 F 723
(CCAB8). (See Ricaud v. American Metal Co., 246 US
304, as to determinative effect a fact established by
judicial notice may have in an appellate court). The
distances are well within limits testified to (R. 839;
350-351; 387). ks

Rowe testified they were stopped at about 6 18
P. M., by %tate troopers at & radar post enrouw ﬂ‘om
Montgomery to Selma on Thursday, March 25, 1965
(R. 418}, confirmed by McGaha (R. 629). This point
was 11 miles east of Selma (R. 624). Rowe said his
group went to Silver Moon Cafe, about 2 or 8 blocks -

from Pettus Bridge (R. 420), arriving at a timé closer .

e
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to 7tHan 6 P, M. (R. 499). Ouida Larson testified
“the four came in between 7 and 8:30 P. M. (R. 572).

Rowe stated they were in Silver Moon about 35 or 40
minutes, perhaps a little longer (R. 600). If we grant
Rowe arrived at Silver Moon at 6:45 P. M., and stayed
35 mmutes, the tlme was 7 20 P. M. The trip to the
Vlcu'll[.j of DIO\VH 8 Uﬂdpel Church took 20 or 25 min-
utes (R. 503). The time was 7:40 P. M., and they were
at the Srd traffic light from the bridge (R. 503). Leroy
Moton was quite positive he and Viola Luizzo left
Selma at 7:34 P. M. (R. 6Q9).

At the radar point 11 miles east of Selma, Rowe
said he saw a Volkswagen type station wagon (R.
430). The ticket for this vehicle was timed at 7:50

1, (R. 628). Rowe said the speed along this 11

s went up to "0 and 100 miles an hour (R. 428).
Jrem Jelma to the scene was 27.4 miles (R. 363),
.ence 16.4 miles from the radar point to the scene,
and 3.1 miles from that point to the end of the 4 lane
highway (R. 363). Rowe stated they were going 60
to 65 miles an hour when the shooting occurred (R.
504) ; Shanahan said Rowe told him it was in excess
of 90 and 100 miles an hour (R. 315). At 60 miles an
hour they arrived at the scene about 8:17 P. M. Rowe
told Shanahan the shootmg occurred about 8:30 P, M
(R. 310). Moton said the time was about 8:00 P. M.
(R. 610).

Rowe stated to Shanahan that Viola Luizzo turned
and looked directly at the automobile just before Wil-
kins and Eaton fired (R. 313). Rowe confirmed this
posxtlon of Mrs. Lmzzo (R. 433), and he said Wilkins

22 P T N ntn tha frant arindawr whan tha hgnlr
nreu 4 .l.adb uuuw I.IIW LIIC LIUILL WiLlUGUYY 70T vl s

of their car was just about even with the front of hers
and before Eaton fired (R. 433). After Wilkins fired
Thomas speeded up to get around the Luizzo car and
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this was when Eaton started to fire (R. 433). (The
testimony of Marion Williams, R. 769-770, is entirely
inconsistent with this). Dr, Shoffeit, testified the bul-
let entered the head at a point “slightly forward' of

the lower part of the left ear and ranged to the right,
slightly upward and slightly to the rear to a point at

lqn haca af tha hrain whara tha anrd fa sanmastad $a
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the brain” and the cord was almost severed at the base
of the brain (R. 564). Marion Williams testified the
only bullet hole found in the driver's window, which
bullet went into the rain gutter, was about 214 inches
down from the top and about 8 or 8 inches forward of
the back edge of the window (R. 765). If Viola Luizzo
were looking directly at the Rowe car when the shots
were fired and Rowe and she practically opposite each
other it seems highly improbable the bullet would have
struck Viola Luizzo where it did and take the course
it did. And, if Thomas speeded up immediately it is
simlharly h:ghly 1mprobable Rowe could have seen the
window “shatter and break” (R. 305-313), éﬁf)é(‘:‘liu‘y‘

with Wilkins occupying the right hand seat.

Rowe said after the shooting they accelerated to 90
or better, and threw the casings out at that speed (R.
506) ; Rowe to Shanahan was 110 miles an hour (R.
316). The casings found by Riley were .56 of a mile
from the scene (R. 691), which at 90 miles an hour
would take 22 seconds, at 110 miles an hour about 18
sgconds, all the while engaged in conyersation and un-
loading weapons (R. 317-318), It wili be noted Agent
Riley fourfd the .38 caliber casings scattered along the
shoulder of the road from 2 to 8 or 9 feet from the edge

{P B89)Y. Common sense dictates the conclusion cas-

ings thrown from an automobile traveling from 90 to
110 miles an hour would be caught in the windstream,
carried to the rear of the car, and in all probability
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would be in the road. (Query: Where were the .22
caliber casings thrown out almost simultaneously?)

Legving the scene at about 8:17 P, M., they pro-
ceeded to St. Francis Motel, arriving about 8:37 P. M.
~ (R. 509), It was about 50 miles from Pettus Bridge

to St. Francis (R. 386), so it was about 22.6 miles
from the scene to St. Francis. If Thomas were driving
at speeds 90 and above, this took only 156 minutes.

There was a 90 degree turn at St. Francis to get onto
‘the bypass, a 90 degree turn at an entrance to Max-
well Field, and another 90 degree turn to get onto
U. S. 31 North. The Court is asked also to notice
judicially from the point around the intersection of
*. S, 31 and 80 to Prattville was a congested area, and
u; it was approximately 73.3 miles from Montgom-
- (St. Fl'anClS) to Alabaster, two fficorporated mu-
11c1p..11t1es in Alabama. They detoured for about 12
miles (R. 435; 511) and stopped at a service station
about € minutes (R, 511), Total distance was 85.3
miles and at 90 miles an hour average this took about
64 minutes or 70 minutes total. The time was about
9:47 P. M,, in Alabaster, another congested area, or
9:42 P. M., if a 90 mile an hour average from the scene
to St. Francis is allowed.

From A.}abast‘ér to Bennnrnnr’ both ipcgvpnrnfoﬂ mu-

nicipalities in Alabama, over County Roads 44, 17 and

52 and State 150, was about 23.4 miles, with three 90
degree turns in Alabaster, 1 to get onto County 17,
and 5 miles of winding, narrow road on County b2.
Bessemer was also a congested area. This 23.4 miles
at 90 miles an hour average took about 17 minutes and
the time was 9:59 P. M. From Bessemer to Brighton,
both incorporated municipalities, and both congested,
was about 1.3 miles, or 1 minute. The time was 10:00

69
P. M., at Brighton VFW, which was Rowe's positive
outside time of arrival at VFW (R. 613). Thus, the
Rowe group traveled about 182.6 miles in 1 hour 33
minutes to average about 90 miles an hour, This is

fantastic when one considers the congested areas tra. ..

versed, With traffic lights and the like; the 90 degree
turns; and with 9" ong fn\Rﬂ 000 nnnnln in Monte

Ll b L 1] .6 vuo—

ery that day there most cert.amly was considerable -
traffic on the highway. It is submitted no reasonable
man could accept this, or if he did, he was influenced
by bias or prejudice. The statement of Thomas to
Gettings (R. 724) was more reasonable and consistent

in that the group went back to Birmingham (Besse-
mer) via Selma, which was about 120 miles through -
Prattville or about 100 milés through Maplesville and
Clanton. Leaving Selma-around 7:45 P. M., the group,
at a realistic average speed, arrived within the time °
testified to. '

Appellants contend the verdict and judgment was
against the great weight of the evidence, and inas-
much as primary reliance was had by the United States
on the murder of Viecla Luizzo, there should be a judg-
ment here of reversal.™” -

. Y - "P‘p )

(19) Mmy. many quuﬂom eould be asked about this case, .
any one of which would raise a doubt in the mind, of lny -
reasonable man, However, to belabor the evidepce now: .
would add nothing more to the error shown. . R
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: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
THB"JUDGMENT OF CONVIC'I‘ION OF COLLIE

LEROY WILKINS, JR., AND EUGENE THOMAS

*S:i0ULD BE REVERSED.

Appellants submit demonstrative and prejudicial
error occurred in the trial: (A). Price and Guest make
it clear a §241 indictment is fatally defective swhich

" docs not allege state involvement where an Amend-

ment XIV right is concernéd, le., one not secured by
the Constitution and laws of the United States. {(B).
An indictment is fatally defective which enlarges the
statutory definition of the crime. (C). Abuse of judi-
cial diseretion in denying a bill of particulars is error
to a yeversal. (D). Testimony and evidence admitted

- objection which works a substantial injury re-

:mires a reversal. (E). Allowing the United States to

el se the argument on the general issue is a violation .

of due process. (F). Failure to charge on specific in-
tent causes §241 to be vague in violation of the due

‘process clause. (G). An instruction to a jury on the

failure to testlfy vwlates the self-incnmmatxon clause

of Amendment V. (H). A coercive charge to a jury
violates due process. (I). For proof of guilt to be pre-
dicat.ed on conJecture and agamst the great weight of

.
theevidence is error to a reversal,

e
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. : A.rthur J. Hanea
« . Suite 508, Frank Nelson Bulldlnz
- Birmingham, Alabama 85208

Fred Blanton, Jr.
- Sufte 1627, 21-21 Building

Birmingham, Alabama 35208
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. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Fred Blanton, Jr., of counsel for Collie Leroy Wil

T 'I Py, Tw nd w“nnﬁn MThamna annallants harain an
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a member of the Bar of the United States Court o
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit, hereby certify I serve
the requisite copy of the foregoing Brief for the Ap
pellants upon the United States Attorney for th
Middle District of Alabama, Montgomery, Alabam:
the Honorable Ben Hardeman, by depositing the sam
in the United States mails, postage first class prepaic
and properly addressed to him at his office in Mon
gomery, Alabama.

It is further certitied a copy of Brief for Appellant
was served on the Honorgble John Doar, Assistant Al
torney General, Washington, District of Columbia, b
mailing the same to him at his office in Washingtor
District of Columbla. United States postage first clas
prepaid.

This the ... day of June, 1968, /

Ty

Fred Blanton. Jr. . o
0Of Counsel for Appelhnts
Suite 1627

Twenty-one Twenty-one Buildir
Birmingham, Alabama 85208
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1 « Nr. DeLoach B i

FROM n. Rosen 1 - Mr. Rosen = o ieen—
) 1 - Mr, Kalley [

1l « Mr, McGowan i

SUBJECT: REUGENT THOMAS, ET AL; l = Mr, Bovd . *' ’
VIQLA LIUZZO - VICTIM 1 - Mr, Wick . (Q

CIVIL RIGHTS:; ELECTION LAWS 1 - Mr. Bullivan !

The Bureau has received a copy of Appellante! ! ililA
Pl

Brief to the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals, New Orleansy:,
Brief reviewed. No criticism made of FBI, Appellants al

S ’
the indictment and/or the search warrant prepared by the c;a;‘
U. 8. Attorney and/or Departmental Attorney, BSubjects are :
Klan members and copy of Brief sent by their attorpeys to )
the Director, No scknowledgment being made, One of I
4

raise nine points in argument; 80me concern wording of

I Appellants' attorneys is Arthur J, Hanes who entered on .
duty as a Special Agent on 10-25-48 and resigned 8-4.51,
Hanes_is also a former mayor of Birmingham, Alabaua, and
has bcen a staunch segregationist., No derogatory information
located in Bufiles on other attorney Fred Blanton, Jr.

BACKGFJUND QF CASE

Mrs, Viola Liuzzo, civil rights worker of Detroit,
Michigan, was shot and killed on the night of 3-25-65 in
Lowndes County, Alabama, Sbe had participated in the march i
that day from Selma to Montgomery snd was engaged in tranms- ,
porting marchers back to Selma at time of her death. On .
basis of information furnisbed Ly Bureau informant Gary 4
Thomas Nowe, three subjects were identified and arrested on '
Federal Civil Rights charges (Title 18, Section 241).-
within twenty-four hours of the shooting.

PROSECUTIVE ACTION

One of the subjects, Collie Leroy Wilkins, was
tried twice in state court and his second trial ended in
acquittal, The three subjects were tried in.U, 8, District
Court on the Civil Rights charges and were found guilty
by jury on 12-3-65., Each was sentenced to ten years and
rcleased on $10,000 bond ponding eppedl. One subject,
;willia? Eaton, sutfered a hear attack 3-9-66, and died.
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Appellants' Bricl was filed 6-20-641 JUL #4

Bufile 44.28601
"Enclosure -~ one copy ©f Appcllants® Brief A )/

JJB:cry (8) '
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Memer tndum to*Mr. Del.onen
RE: {LUGEKE THOMAS

the Priecf determined the appeal is based on issues of e
law and trinl nwnnnﬁ‘n‘rne- Tha ’ppn"‘nnt ga‘- Crwth ?nwtie
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of testimony of fourteen Special Agents of the FBI as
reflected in the trial record. No allegations or criticisms
werc made about the FBI or its employees. The Appellant
raires nine points in the Argument. Some of the pointam
concern wording of the indictment and/or the search

warrant prepared by the U. 8. Attorney and/or Departmental
Attorney.

Point number IV alleges that a shotgun a'nd
ammunition seized on 3-26-65 at subject Thomas' home .
were obtained by an illegal search and seizure. However,
the Special Agents obtained the weapon pursuant to a -~
search warrant igsued by the U. 5, Commissioner on game
datc. The evidence seized was admitted into the record

during the trial.

Appellant contends that the search warr#nt
describing the property as "guns, rifles, pistols, ammunition
and vrrious and sundry weapons™ connected with "the .
shooting of Viola Liuzzo" was invalid because (1) the
shooting was a state crime and no Federal offense was
shcen un the face of the warrant, (2) the items to be
seircd were evidence, and (3) the items geized were

not particularized.

Copies of the Brief have been served on
Assistant Attorney General John Doar of the Civil Rights
Division sand no dissemination is required by the Bureau.
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ACT10i:

This appeal is being followed by the New Orlaang
Office and you will be kept advised. .
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GOFFICE OF DIRECTOR
FEQERAL SUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

- June 27, 1966
The attached copy of the Brief for

and Eugene Thomas, versus United
States of America cas 'was sent to -
‘the Director from Fre Blanton,
Suite 1627, 2121 Building,
Birmingha.m Alabama.

MR, 'tLTm
Appellants in the Collie Leroy Wilkins, J¥* "“vﬁt]f/ _
/

Frad Blanton, Jr. was one of the \) J)m canpy L

v attornems for the appellants,

nm

| E}{;@Suw
\

T sam. TAVEL

MR, TOLBONW -—-.-.u_—..

ME, DELOACH —

-l.. HDNI [Ry—
T

MR. ChBPER

MR, CALLAMAN v,

R, CONRAD e

Vi .

_w, ‘Ol“
MR, JLLY

MR, TROTTEN e
R, JORES e
FELE. ROOM oo
WSS HOLMES
WMAS. METCALPF —---—_

L__

Numerous references are made L/X(rm and Bureaud
personnel throughout the Brief,
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