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|. Format for Brief and Hearing

On June 2 and 3, 2014, the North Carolina Innocence Inquiry Commission (“Commission”) will
conduct a hearing in this case. By statute, hearings are presumed closed, but may be opened by the
Commission Chairperson.! A court reporter will be present at the hearing and if the Commission decides
to refer the case to a three-judge panel, all documents considered by the Commission and the transcript

of the proceedings shall become public record.?

This brief is submitted to the Commissioners prior to the hearing with the request that each
Commissioner carefully review it in preparation for the hearing. The brief covers information about the
case available prior to the investigation by the Commission staff. The hearing will focus on evidence
uncovered during the Commission’s investigation. The Commission has subpoenaed witnesses for this

hearing.

Due to the large volume of attachments, this brief is formatted to be read from start to finish

with the attachments inserted directly into the body of the brief.
As always, the Commission will be asked to consider the following options:

1. Conclude that there is sufficient evidence of factual innocence to merit judicial review
and refer the case to a three-judge panel pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 15A-1468(c).

2. Conclude that there is not sufficient evidence of factual innocence to merit judicial
review and close the investigation pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 15A-1468(c). Evidence
favorable to the convicted person would be disclosed to him and his attorney
pursuant to N.C.G.S. § 15A-1468(d).

3. Direct the staff to conduct further investigation into this case and continue the

hearing to a later date.

1 N.C.G.S. § 15A-1468(a) and NCIIC Rules and Procedures Article 6(D).
2N.C.G.S. § 15A-1468(e).




Il. Hearing Witnesses

The following people are expected to be called to testify for the June 2 and 3, 2014 hearing:

- Willie Womble, Claimant

- Joseph Perry, Co-defendant

- Shirlyn Walters, Alibi Witness
- James Frazier, Co-defendant

- Sharon Stellato, Commission Associate Director



lll. Introduction to the Case

On November 18, 1975, Roy Brent Bullock and his 13 year-old daughter, Lois “Doodles” Bullock
were working at the Food Mart in Butner, NC. At approximately 9:30 p.m., Mr. Bullock was at the cash
register and his daughter was in the walk-in cooler. Miss. Bullock heard a shot and saw two black men
at the front of the store. One had a gun pointed at her father. She saw fire from the gun and heard two

shots. Both men fled the store and Miss. Bullock did not look outside.

Mr. Bullock was shot three times and died at the hospital. When the first officer arrived at the
store, Mr. Bullock indicated that two black men had shot him, but he did not know who they were.

Miss. Bullock gave descriptions of both men, but was unable to identify either man.

On December 7, 1975, Willie Henderson Womble (Womble) was questioned at the Durham
County Jail about an unrelated case. During this questioning, Womble signed a confession stating he
was involved in the Butner homicide with Joseph Perry (Perry), Albert Willis (Willis), and James “Boo
Boo” Frazier (Frazier). The confession stated that Womble was given $20 to act as the look-out. Five

days later, Womble later recanted the confession.

Two weeks prior to the homicide, a man shot a clerk at a convenience store in Durham. The
clerk survived and identified Perry as the shooter. A spent shell casing located at the Durham crime
scene and a spent shell casing located at the Butner homicide were compared by the SBI. The SBI

Firearms Examiner formed the opinion that the shell casings were fired from the same gun.

Womble, Perry, Willis, and Fraizer were all charged with first degree murder and armed robbery.
Womble was offered immunity to testify against his co-defendants. At the Probable Cause Hearing,
Womble testified that his confession had been coerced and he was not involved in the Butner homicide.
The charges against Willis and Frazier were dismissed. Probable cause was found for Womble and Perry

and they were later tried separately.

At Womble's trial, his confession was presented. Womble presented two alibi witnesses and he

also testified, denying involvement in the homicide. Womble was convicted of first degree murder.

At Perry’s trial, the identification by the Durham store clerk and the shell casing comparisons

were presented. Perry was convicted of first degree murder.



On April 4, 2013, Perry wrote to the Commission. Perry’s letter stated that he had committed
the Butner homicide with Willis and Willis had now passed away. Perry stated that Womble was

“completely innocent” and asked the Commission to help Womble.

The Commission staff interviewed Womble who claimed to be innocent and applied to the
Commission for review of his case. The Commission staff also interviewed Perry and he admitted to
being the shooter in both the Durham shooting and the Butner homicide. Perry stated that he was only
with Willis during the Butner homicide and Womble was not involved in any way. Perry said he and
Willis were driving a black Cadillac Coupe DeVille and Perry may have worn a bandanna or a rag over his

face.

The Commission staff has conducted additional investigation and it will be presented at the

Commission hearing on June 2 and 3, 2014.



Co-Defendants

Willie Henderson Womble (Womble) - Commission claimant
- Height at the time of arrest: 5’10”3
- Age at time of crime: 21

Joseph Lee Perry (Perry) - Now admits to being the shooter and says Womble
was not involved

- Height at the time of arrest: 6'1”4

- Age at time of crime: 21

Albert Willis (Willis) - Charges dismissed

- Now deceased

- Height at the time of arrest: 5’6
- Age at time of crime: 21

ns

James “Boo Boo” Frazier (Frazier) - Charges dismissed

- Denies being involved in the homicide
- Height at the time of arrest: 6'1”°

- Age at time of crime: 21

Officers
Officer Nelson T. Williams - Butner Public Safety Department
- First responder to the scene
- Spoke to Roy Brent Bullock and Lois Bullock the
night of the homicide
Detective Lorenzo Leathers - Durham Police Department
- Obtained confession from Womble
Detective Tony Roop - Durham Police Department
- Involved in the investigation
Agent Joseph Momier - State Bureau of Investigation
- Led the SBl investigation

3 State Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Physical Description and Pertinent Data, Bates stamped pages 77-82.
41d.
51d.
6 u




IV. Timeline

Date and Time

Event / Description

(if known)
November 5, 1975 Robbery of a Durham convenience store. A female store manager was shot
11:35 p.m. and survived. A shell casing was collected and later matched to the one

from the Butner homicide. The Victim identified Perry as the assailant.

November 18, 1975

Around 9:00-9:30 p.m.

Roy Brent Bullock was shot and killed during a robbery of the Food Mart
convenience store in Butner. His 13 year-old daughter witnessed the crime
and described seeing two black men, one tall and one shorter.

November 18, 1975

Butner Public Safety Officer Williams responded to scene. Roy Brent Bullock

9:30 p.m. said he was shot by two black men, but indicated he did not recognize them.
November 18, 1975 The Butner Food Mart owner used receipts to tally money that was missing
10:30 p.m. from the open cash register.

November 19, 1975
Around midnight

Officer Williams interviewed Lois Bullock at the hospital.

November 19, 1975
12:20 a.m.

Roy Brent Bullock died at hospital.

November 19, 1975

SBI Agent Momier and Officer Williams met with Durham Police Detectives,
including Det. Lorenzo Leathers, at the Durham Police Department. They
developed five suspects, including Perry, Willis, and Womble. Det. Leathers
and Det. Morris stated that Perry and Willis had been pulling armed
robberies in Durham and drove a black 1966 — 1968 Cadillac. Womble was
reported to be traveling around with Perry and Willis.

November 21, 1975

Agent Momier requested identifying information for Perry and Willis.

November 24, 1975

Perry was arrested on an unrelated armed robbery of a Hardees in Durham
and was driving a black Cadillac registered to himself and Albert Willis. Blue
bandannas, a stocking mask, and a .22 caliber gun were retrieved from the
vehicle.

November 24, 1975

Lois Bullock “viewed” Perry in the courtroom and could not be positive
whether Perry was the man who shot her father. Mr. Bullock’s wife and son
told police that they knew Perry and he had been in the Butner Food Mart
before.

November 29, 1975

A shell casing was located at the Butner Food Mart by an employee and
turned over to police.

December 7, 1975
10:45 a.m.

Det. Leathers spoke to Womble. Womble implicated himself, Perry, Willis,
and “Boo Boo” in the Butner murder. The statement was handwritten by
Det. Leathers and Womble signed it.

December 7, 1975
10:00 p.m.

Det. Leathers informed SBI agents that he had “cleared” the murder.
Durham detectives met with SBI agents and relayed the details of Womble's
confession.

December 8, 1975
10:30 a.m.

An Order for Arrest was issued for Perry and Willis. Perry was already in jail
and was served with the Order for Arrest the same day. Willis was arrested
while in court for another charge. Willis was transported to the Butner jail
and declined to make any statements.




December 8, 1975

Agent Momier and Officer Williams met with Womble. It is unclear whether
Womble made any statements at this time. Womble’s prior confession from
the day before was typed and he signed it. A warrant was issued and served
on Womble.

December 8, 1975

An SBI Agent collected the shell casing found at the Butner Food Mart.

December 9, 1975

Willis was interviewed “unofficially.” He told agents that “Boo Boo” was
James Frazier.

December 9, 1975

A black Cadillac Coupe DeVille registered to Albert Willis and Joseph Perry
was seized and processed by the SBI.

December 10, 1975

Womble was interviewed by Agent Momier and Officer Williams with his
lawyer present. Womble continued to state there was only one shot, they
were in a white vehicle, and Perry had on a blue jacket.

December 10, 1975

Frazier was located and arrested. He was interviewed and said he did not
know what he was doing on November 18", Frazier said his white Ford was
not running, he had never been to Butner and did not go with Womble,
Perry, or Willis. Frazier said he was watching television on the 18" and
requested a polygraph.

December 11, 1975

Willis was questioned “unofficially” by Agent Momier and indicated that
Frazier may have been the shooter. Willis said he would consider talking if
he was given absolute immunity.

December 11, 1975

A lineup with Womble, Willis, and Frazier was conducted. Lois Bullock stated
that Frazier, Willis, and one other person in the lineup looked familiar, but
could not positively identify anyone.

December 12, 1975

Womble was interviewed by Agent Momier and SBI Polygraph Examiner
Davenport. Womble recanted his earlier statement and said he had not
been involved. Womble said he lied because Det. Leathers had promised to
help him in his Durham case and another person had told him the details of
what happened.

December 12, 1975

Womble was given a polygraph test by the SBI. The report indicated the
results were deceptive to four questions, but the questions are unknown.

Exact date unknown,
around December 13,
1975

Officer Williams drove Womble by the Food Mart and Womble pointed it out
and said he had served as a lookout.

December 13, 1975

Womble was questioned by Agent Momier and Officer Williams without his
lawyer present. Womble continued to recant his involvement in the Butner
homicide.

December 14, 1975

Assistant District Attorney Waters interviewed Womble. Agent Momier,
Det. Leathers, Det. Roop, and Officer Williams were present. Womble's
attorney was not present. ADA Waters offered Womble absolute immunity
from prosecution for truthful testimony regarding the Butner murder.
Womble told ADA Waters that he was playing pool in Butner and saw Perry
shoot the store manager. Womble said he rode back back to Durham with
Perry, Willis, and Frazier in a black Cadillac.

December 15, 1975

Shell casings from the Butner homicide and Durham shooting were brought
to the SBI Lab.




December 16, 1975

A SBI Report was issued on comparison of the shell casings. The report
states the SBI Firearms Examiner is of the opinion that the casings were fired
from the same weapon.

December 17, 1975

A Probable Cause Hearing was held for all four cases. Womble testified that
he did not go to Butner on November 18, 1975. The hearing was continued.

December 20, 1975

Det. Roop searched Perry’s and Willis” apartment and was unable to locate
the murder weapon.

December 31, 1975

The Probable Cause Hearing was continued. Willis” and Frazier’s cases were
dismissed by the prosecutor.

January 7, 1976

Womble’s and Perry’s Probable Cause Hearing was concluded. Probable
cause was found and the cases were bound over to Superior Court.

February 9, 1976

Womble and Perry were indicted by the Grand Jury.

July 6-7, 1976

Womble’s Trial. He was convicted of first degree murder and sentenced to
life.

November 3-4, 1976

Perry’s Trial. He was convicted of first degree murder and sentenced to life.

April 14,1977 Womble’s appeal was denied.

July 5, 1977 Perry’s appeal was denied.

December 1, 2011 Willis passed away.

April 4, 2013 Perry wrote to the Commission stating that Womble is innocent.

April 17, 2013 Commission staff interviewed Womble and he applied to the Commission for

review of his claim.




V. Agency Files

At the request of the Commission, Granville County District Attorney Sam Currin conducted a

search for the files in his office and was unable to locate a file for Womble or for Perry.

Police Chief Danny Roberts of Butner Public Safety Division also searched for a law enforcement
file and was unable to locate one. The Durham Police Department was unable to locate any files related
to this case. The Commission staff was able to locate the North Carolina State Bureau of Investigation
(SBI) file. The SBI file contains an investigation summary, laboratory reports, crime scene photographs,

and other case documents.

All defense attorneys for Womble and Perry were contacted by the Commission. The defense
attorneys for Womble, William Land Parks, and his co-counsel on appeal, Felix B. Clayton, have both
searched and did not locate any files. The defense attorney for Perry, James E. Cross, Jr., has also
searched and was unable to locate a file. Attorneys Parks and Cross have provided affidavits to the

Commission.

The Commission was able to locate files at the Granville County Clerk of Court’s Office for both
Perry and Womble. The Clerk’s files contained the trial transcript for both Womble’s and Perry’s cases.
The files for Frazier and for Willis had been destroyed with a notation in the Granville County Clerk’s

Criminal Docket Books that the charges had been dismissed by the prosecutor.

The Commission was able to locate appellate files for Womble and for Perry at the North

Carolina Supreme Court. The files contained the Appellate Briefs and Records on Appeal.



VI. Law Enforcement Investigation

The case was investigated by the Butner Public Safety Department and the State Bureau of
Investigation (SBI). The Durham Police Department also conducted interviews in the case. Law
Enforcement from all three agencies testified in the Womble and Perry trials and their testimony is

summarized in the descriptions of each trial later in this brief.
Investigation

Butner Public Safety Officer Williams was the first officer to arrive at the scene. He arrived
around 9:30 p.m., and at that time Roy Brent Bullock told Officer Williams that he had been shot by two
black males. Mr. Bullock shook his head “no” in response to whether he knew the suspects and was not
able to speak further. Officer Williams noted that the cash register was open and only coins and dollar

bills were inside.

Officer Williams spoke with Lois Bullock at the hospital. She described seeing two black men,
one taller and the other shorter, shoot her father. The tall man had a bandanna covering his face and

was holding a gun. She said she saw fire come from the gun and heard two shots.

Law Enforcement spoke to several witnesses near the store on the night of the homicide. The
witnesses gave various descriptions of people and vehicles they saw around the store that night. The

entire SBI Summary Report of these witness interviews is included on the following pages.

On November 19, 1975, Officer Williams and SBI Agent Momier met with Durham police
detectives to develop suspects. At this time, Willis, Womble, and Perry, along with two others, were
listed as possible suspects.” On November 19 and 20, law enforcement continued their investigation
and conducted interviews that are described in the SBI summary report. A November 21, 1975 report

indicates that SBI Agent Momier requested identifying information about Perry and Willis.®

On December 7, 1975, Durham Det. Lorenzo Leathers was questioning Womble about an
unrelated Durham case when Womble confessed to his involvement in the Butner homicide and named

Joseph Perry, Albert Willis, and James “Boo Boo” Frazier as the other perpetrators. Det. Leathers wrote

7 State Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Summary Report Pg. 8, Bates stamp Pg. 43.
8 State Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Intra-Bureau Correspondence, November 21, 1975, Bates Stamp Pg.
9.

10



up the confession and Womble signed it. After the confession, the investigation narrowed to focus

solely on Womble, Perry, Willis, and Frazier. Five days later, Womble recanted his confession.
Summary Report, Final Report, and Photographs

The entire SBI Summary Report, Final Reports, and relevant photographs are included below.
Duplicate, low resolution photographs, or photographs that were not ultimately relevant to the
investigation are not included. Please be aware that some of the pages are difficult to read, however

these documents were printed from SBI archives and are the only available copies.

11
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State Bureau of Investigation

POLYGRAPH FILE # % 8o ((7

POLYGRAPH REPORT

113-T=6-37 EXAMINER V.S, Davenport

FORM: PG
(Rev. 8-7%)

(IF ANY)

SBI INVESTIGATIVE FILE # : 129_—_“3_-13

~

DATE OF EXAM December 12, 1975 /2. EXAM LOCATION 0
(COUNTY) (CcrTY)
REQUESTING AGENCY Granville District Attorney's OfNce
INVESTIGATORS __ J.S. lomier, Jr.
OFFENSE  murder [ ‘/0/ OFFENSE DATE_Yowember 18, 1975
CRIME LOCATION ___ Granville 39 Butner
(COUNTY) (CITY)
VICTIM Roy Brent Bullock
SEX___M RACE _ W RO&__AGE 48 NT. !
WT., ADDRESS_ C Street, Butner, N.C.
IEHEREHEEEEEREHSHERGER:

1. SUBJECT Willie Henderson Womble

SEX N RACE N DOB__December 19, 1953 HT. s9ge

WT, 150 ADDRESS__3420 MNortacass St, Apte D, Durham ,NaCa

# TESTS: 6
2. SUBJECT

SEX RACE DOB HT.

WT. ADDRESS S wl PP |

# TESTS: L (J

15 197
3. SUBJECT DEC
CORDS
SEX RACE DOB _S. B . RE Hrs
# TESTS:
R S L a3 3 A

TOTAL # OF TESTS: 6
- S: Womble showed @ deception to Q-3K, Q=5, Q=8, & Q=9J.
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POLYGRAPH REPORT FUF‘II: PG-1
(Rev. 8-75)

State Bureau of Investigation

POLYGRAPH FILE # _ 113-9=6-3T 2¢ é EXAMINER _y,.5. Davenpart ()S w

SBI INVESTIGATIVE FILE # 150-H-13 (IF ANY)

DATE OF EXAM JVecember 17, 1975 / )7/EXAM LOCATION Granville Oxford
) (COUNTY) (CITY)

REQUESTING AGENCY Granville County District Attorney's Oftice

INVESTIGATORS JeSs Momier Jra

OFFENSE __ Murder DU p | OFFENSE DATE Jlowepber 18, 197%
n
CRIME LOCATION ___ Gramville 3 Butner
(COUNTY) (c1TY)
VICTIM___Roy Bremt Bullock
sEx___ ¥ RACE W B85 ACE 48 HT,

WT. ADDRESS C Street, Butner, NeCo

R R R R R R S R PR VR VR YRS
FHEEHEREEREERERERESEHN

1. SUBJECT James Cordell Frazier

SEX M RACE N DOB__July 5, 1954 HT.
WT. ADDRESS Durham, N.Ce
# TESTS: Q
2, SUBJECT -
]
SEX RACE DOB : HT.
WT. ADDRESS
# TESTS:
3. SUBJECT - S.B. I RECORDS
SEX RACE DOB T HT.
WT. ADDRESS
# TESTS:
IEEEEREREEREREREREHERE:
TOTAL # OF TESTS: 0 &

REMARKS: pragier requested to take a polygraph examination, but his attorney Dan
Finch refused to allow Frazier to take the examination.
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FILE NUMBER: 150-H-13

VICTIM: ' Roy Brent Bullock, W/M/48
TYPE OF CASE: Homicide
SUSPECTS:: JOSEPH LEE PERRY, B/M/22

WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, B/1VZ1
ALBERT LEE WILLIS, B/M/21
JAMES CARDELL FRAZIER, B/M/2)

CONFIDENTIAL

PROPERTY OF

S.B.l.
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150-H-13

SYNOPSIS:

On November 18, 1975, 'at approximately 9:20 to 9:30 p.m., several Negro

male suspects entered the Food Mart Grocery located at the cormer of
"C* Street and Central Avenue in Butner, North Carolina, and perpetrated
an armed robbery.

Victim, Roy Brent Bullock, W/M/48, operator of the convenfence store,

was shot and killed by one of the suspects.
cﬁproximately $380 in cash and coins was reported stolen in this robbery

ich was witnessed by the victim's daughter.

Suspects JOSEPH LEE PERRY, B/M/22; WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, B/M/21;
ALBERT LEE WILLIS, B/M/21; and JAMES CARDELL "“BOO BOO" FRAZIER, B/N/21,
were developed as suspects. Based on a signed confession of suspect
WOMBLE, suspects WOMBLE, PERRY, WILLIS and FRAZIER were arrested and
charged with armed robbery and murder on December 8, 9, and 10, 1975.

This case is pending court.

19
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150-H-13

DETAILS OF INVESTIGATION:

PREDICATION:

This investigation was initiated pursuant to a request from the Butner Police
Department, received by Reporting Agent on November 18, 1975, at 9:50 p.m.

CRIME SCENE SEARCH:
Reporting Agent notified the State Bureau of Investigation Mobile Crime

Lab via radio on November 18, 1975, at 10:15 p.m. and a crime scene search
was initiated, The Mobile Crime Lab arrived at 11:30 p.m.

It was observed that the Food Mart was a convenience type grocery store

located at the intersection of "C" Street and Central Avenue. Central
Avenue was the main street through Butner and that "C" Street was 2
primary access route from Interstate 1-85 to Butner.

The body of victim, Roy Brent Bullock, had been removed from the crime
scene prior to Reporting Agent's arrival on the scene. Reporting Agent
was advised by Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Millfams that victim Bullock
was alive and had been transported to Watts Hospital in Durham,

Blood was observed on the front door and on the concrete pavement immediately
outside the front door. A trail of blood was observed from the froat door,
around the counter and behind the counter near the front of the store where
the cash register was located.

The cash drawer was observed to be closed when Reporting Agent arrived on
the scene.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting Agent was advised by Butner Public Safety Officer Gupton that

the victim's wife had entered the store, retrieved some change from the

c:sh drawer, which was initially found to be open, and pushed the drawer
shut.

Reporting Agent was further advised that except for the actfon of the
victim's wife, the integrity of che crime scene had been preserved.

The counter area was processed by Special Agents Turbeville, Bickel
and Sollars for latent fingerprints and footprints.

Special Agent Terry Turbeville photographed the crime scene.
The interior of the Food Mart was examined by Reporting Agent, Specfal
_ "
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Agents Turbeville and Bickel for spent cartridges and spent bullets with
negative results.

The interior of the premises was examined for pos§1b1e evidence that the
suspects had disturbed, touched or carried away any merchandise from the
scene with negative results.

Several footprints were found across the road from the Food Mart in the
approximate vicinity where witnesses described observing two or three black
male suspects minutes qr'lor to the robbery. These footprints were
photographed by Special Agent Turbeville.

Investigating officers were advised by several witnesses that two black

male suspects were observed running across "C" Street and into the wooded
area North of the premises immediately following the robbery. Bloodhounds
were transported to the scene at the request of the Butner Police Department
by the North Carolina Department of Corrections. The wooded area across

the street from the store was searched by Butner Police Officers and the

bloodhounds .

Reporting Agent was advised by Special Agent Turbeville that the bloodhounds
. tracked a fresh scent on two occasions, both concluding at the same point
in a parking area of an elementaiy school. The elementary school was
located approximately 1 1/2 blocks from the Food Mart and was under
construction. :

Reporting Agent was further advised by Special Agent Turbeville that he had
photographed several footprints and tire impressions in the area of the
elementary school parking lot. '

After the crime scene was photographed and processed for latent evidence,
the manager was requested to initfate an inventory to ascertain what was
missing from the premises.

Approximately six packs of Muriel air tip cigars were reported as being
possibly stolen and approximately $380 in cash and coins. No checks were
reported missing. ‘

zever‘al checks and some coins were observed in the cash drawer by Reporting
gent.. ' :

Officer Nelson T. Williams, Butner Police Department (investigating officer):

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent with Officer Nelson T. Williams
on November 18, 1975, during the crime scene investigation.

B Williams advised Reporting Agent fhit the crime had been reported at the
Butner Police Department at 9:30 p.m. Nothing out of the ordinary was

il
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observed by officers responding to the scene. He was one of several
officers who initially responded to the scene.

Victim, Roy Brent Bullock, was sitting on the floor in the area of the
front door when he arrived on the scene. Bullock had stated to him that
two black males whom he did not know had robbed him and that he had bean
shot twice.  Bullock had then passed out.

Bullock was then transported by the Butner Rescue Squad to Watts Hospital
in Durham, North Carolina for emergency surgery.

Rose Bullock, the victim's wife, had entered the store, went right by her
husband to the cash register and grabbed some change from the cash drewer
while awaiting the Butner Rescue Squad. Mrs. Bullock had stated that she
needed the change to make a phone call. She pushed the drawer close and
went back out of the store. She acted very strangely in his impression,

The victim's daughter, (FNU MNU) “Doodles” Bullock, W/F/13, was n the
walk-in cooler when the robbery occurred and had witnessed the shooting.
"Doodles" Bullock had told him that there were two black male suspects
in the store described as follows:

[ Black male, 6 feet to 6 feet 2 inches tall, 160 to 170 .
]‘Ight brown corduroy coat, wearing a blue and yellow ski mask.
This suspect was the gunman and that the was described as
a long barrel, automatic pistol. Described by "Doodles"™ Bullock
as wearing a blue and red bandana. -

2. Black male, 5 feet 6 inches to 5 feet 7 inches, 150 pounds,
stouter than suspect #1, brown coat, other unknown.

Officer Williams advised that the description of the ski mask was given
by another witness rather than "Doodles" Bullock and that this same
witness described suspect #2 as wearing a red or blue ski mask.

“Doodles" Bullock had advised him that she had heard two shots as she
came out of the cooler and observed the two Negro male suspects run
out of the front door with the money bag.

"Doodles" Bullock had further sta*ed that the gunman wore a blue and red
g:gana over his mouth, meaning possibly one blue bandana and ore red
ana.

~ Several witnesses who had passed the store minutes before the robbery

had described seeing two or three young black male suspects across the
street in the service station parking lot. One was described as tall and
slim and the other described as short and stocky.

sl
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Some witnesses had observed a 1965 or 1966 white Ford pickup with a
gaTBer occupied by three black male suspects at the store at approximately
:10 p.m.

One witness had described observing an older model black Cadillac parked
behind the bank acrass the street from the store.

Normally the Food Mart would be crowded at approximately 9:30 with customers
?ut :t the time of the robbery, apparently there were no other customers
n the store.

A security guard had advised him that he had observed two black male suspects
crossing Central Avenue headed toward the Food Mart and that both were
wearing ski masks. This was at the approximate time of the robbery. The
security guard did not report his observation until after the robbery had
been reported.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting Agent was advised by Public Safety Officer Billy Gupton by
telephone at 12:30 a.m., November 19, 1975, that the victim had deceased
while in surgery. The victim had been shot twice in the back and once in
the face. One bullet was in the possession of Public Safety Officer Nelson
Williams, having been removed during surgery. The bullet was a .22 caliber.

Reporting Agent was further advised on November 19, 1975, by Public Safety
Officer Williams at the crime scene that a witness had called in and
reported a 1ight colored Caprice headed North from the access ramp onto
1-85 at a high rate of speed at the approximate time of the robbery.

Reporting Agent was advised by Butner Public Safety Officer Wayne Nelms
that a check had been made with the Umstead Youth Center, a correctional
facility located in Butner. A1l inmates were in and accounted for at
the time of the robbery. No escapees or missing persons were reported
from Umstead Hospital or C. A. Dillon Detention Unit.

AUTOPSY

An autopsy was conducted on November 19, 1975, at Watts Hospital. This
autopsy was attended by Reporting Agent, Butner Public Safety Officer
Nelson T. Williams and Public Safety Officer J. T. Whitfield. Dr.

Grim performed the autopsy, autopsy number A-75-188, at 10:30 a.m.

According to Watts Hospital records, victim was declared deceased on
November 18, 1975, at 11:20 p.m.

It was observed that bullet #1 had struck the victim in the lower left
back and had traveled into the chest and stomach area. This bullet,

s
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according to Dr. Grim, did not cause death. This bullet was recovered in
surgery and was secured by Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Williams,

A long surgical scar, unclosed, was observed extending from the upper
chest of the victim to the lower abdomen of the victim, having been
incised in surgery the previous evening.

The second bullet was observed to have entered the center of victim's
back, just left of the centerline. This bullet traveled upward and
toward the left, coming to rest in the victim's left shoulder.

The second bullet, according to Dr. Grim, punctured the heart and

several other major organs, and resulted in the victim's having bled

to death internally. Approximately five pints of blood, the major portion
of ?lood in the entire body, were extracted from the victim's chest
cavity.

The third bullet struck the victim in the left jaw approximately one inch
from the left ear and in Tine with the lower ear Tobe.

This bullet, according to the x-ray, traveled straight across the victim's
head to a point just right of the center of the victim's head. This
bullet did not penetrate any vitai organs including the brain and was

a nonfatal wound according to Dr. Grim.

Although requested by Reporting Agent, Dr. Grim declined to remove
this third bullet for reasons that the face would be mutilated. This
would interfere with.an open coffin funeral unnecessarily.

Dr. Grim declined to remove the bullet after being advised by Reporting
Agent that the possibility existed that this third bullet could conceivably
have been fired from a different weapon than that which the other two
recovered bullets had been fired. _

- AGENT'S NOTE:

Regorting Agent contacted the State Medical Examiner's Office in Chapel
Hil1 on November 20, 1975, at 5:55 p.m. in regards to removing the third
bullet after the funeral and prior to having victim's body interred.

Reporting Agent secured permissi- 1 from the victim's family and father
on November 20, 1975, at Eakes Funeral Home, Creedmoor, North Carolina,
at 7:45 p.m. to have the third bullet recovered in Chapel Hill prior to
the actual burial.

The Medical Examiner's bffice handled transportation of victim's body
to and from Chapel Hi11 on November 21, 1975, and the third bullet was
removed by Dr. E. E. Jenkins, Jr. on December 22, 1975,

P
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This third bullet was placed by Dr. Jenkins in the possession of Public
Safety Officer Nelson Williams at the time of its extraction.

This procedure was not divulged outside the immediate family of the
victim and the involved investigating officers. ‘

Reporting Agent and Officer Williams proceeded to the Durham Police
Department on November 19, 1975, at the conclusion of the autopsy in
an effort to develop possible suspects.

Interviews were conducted with several Durham Police Detectives at this
time and approximately two hundred photographs of possible black male
armed robbery suspects were secured by Reporting Agent and Officer Williams,

The following suspects were developed as having been known or suspected
of perpetrating armed robberies and having used a similar modus operandi:

15 Robert Wesley Williams, B/M/DOB: August 3, 1955, 5 feet 9 inches,
200 pounds, FBI #371682K8, known to reside at 300 West Trinity
Apartments, Apartment #9, Durham, North Carolina.

2z Thurman Williams, B/M, brother of Robert Wesley Williams, tall and
slim, 6 feet 3 inches, 200 pounds, no other information known and
no prior criminal record.

Also developed as possible suspects were:

| JOSEPH LEE PERRY, B/M/21

Z. ALBERT LEE WILLIS, B/M/21

- WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, B/M/21

Reporting Agent was advised by Detective Lorenzo Leathers and Detective

Lieutenant Richard G. Morris, Durham Police Department, that suspects

PERRY and WILLIS had been reported to be pulling most of the armed

robberies in the Durham area. They have been known to operate a black

1966 to 1968 Cadillac. Informants in the Durham area have reported that

PERRY shot at least two or three victims during these armed robberies

in unprovoked assaults. i

In several cases, including an armed robbery at the College Plaza in

which a woman had been shot, the weapon used was a .22 caliber automatic

pistol.

WILLIE WOMBLE was reported to be traveling around with PERRY and WILLIS.

AGENT'S NOTE: ‘
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Reporting Agent was advised on November 19, 1975, that the six packs of
Muriel cigars earlier reported stolen had been accounted for in an
inventory and in a check of the cash register tapes. Nothing but cash
was found missing.

The manager had destroyed the tape immediately after conducting the
inventory.

AGENT'S NOTE:
Subject Johnnie Mack was developed as a possible suspect on Novesber 19,

-1975, by Butner Public Safety Officers, having been on the sScene after

the shooting and having been reported to be in the area prior to the
robbery.

Johnnie (MNU) Mack, B/M/DOB: Jume 10, 1957, Route 2, Box 165, Creedmoor
North Carolina: .

An interview was conducted by‘ Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer
Nelson T. Williams, Butner Police Department, with Johnnie Mack on
November 19, 1975, at approximately 5:00 p.m.

- Mack stated that he was at home on ‘the previous evening in the early

evening. He watched Happy Days on television.
He left home when the movie started at approximately 9:00 p.m. and went

over to Wayne Hardy's house. He got to Wayne's house approximately five
minutes later. .

He was at Wayne's house when Rose Hardy came in and told them about the
robbery.

Rose was at the store just after the robbery occurred and came back and
told them about it. He went with Wayne to the store.

He did not comit this armed robbery/murder. He did not know who did.
He had not heard any talk about it so far as to had perpetrated {t.

He was willing to stand in a lineup and willing to take a polygraph
examination. '

AGENT'S NOTE:
While sub:lect Mack was being interviewed by Reporting Agent, several Butner

Public Safety Officers contacted Rose Hardy and Wayne Hardy and verified
subject Mack's alibi.

Ronnie Sherman Bailey, W/M/19, Route 2, Creedmoor, North Carolina:
-9-
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An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. Williams
at the Butner Police Department on November 19, 1975, at approximately 5:40
p.m. with Ronnie Sherman Bailey.

Bailey stated to investigating officers that at approximately 9:25 to 9:30
p.m. on November 18, 1975, he drove down Central Avenue in Butner. He saw
the clock on the bank as he passed. At the time he passed the Food Mart,
it:was 9:30 p.m.

He observed two black males walking toward the building when he came b{.
They ‘were on the walk between the gas pumps and the Food Mart, on the "C"
Street sidg of the Food Mart.

There were no vehicles in the lot that he could remember.

HeAwe_nt into the Kwik Pik. As he was coming out of the Kwik Pik, he noticed
police cars responding to the Food Mart with blue 1ights and sirens.

One of the black males he observed appeared to be tall and slender, weari
a :rozm coat. This black male had something on his head, mdybe something Tike
a hood. .

The.other'li]ack male was short and also wore a brown coat. This black male

"~ also had something on his head. He did not closely observe either suspect

and could not identify them. If he had known what was about to have happen,

 he would have noti ced.

Brenda J. -Little; B/F/21, P. 0. Box 33, Butner, North Carolina:

"Ar'll"_ln'terjview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. Willfams

witg-gzenda J. Little at the Butner Police Department on November 19, 1975,
at 5:56 p.m.

Mrs. Little stated that on the éven‘lng’ of November 18, 1975, she was watching
television. Thereafter, she went to the Food Mart to get some groceries.

She pdrchased a few items and that the 1ittle girl, "Doodies" Bullock, bagged
her1purct|ases while victim, Roy Bullock, rang her purchases up on the cash
_reg.stgr. "

There were several customers in the store when she went in. She did not

_ remember seeing anyone when she came out. She left the store and got into

her car.: ‘No one went into the store as she exited the store.

She did not notice aﬁyone parked or walking on the 1ot when she got in
her car. .

She started her car and that the radio came on. The radio was on loud as
she usually played it. She started to back out when she heard a shot.

=10~
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Sge ?‘I}Iy heard one shot and that she knew it was a shot. She was very muach
afraid.

She saw two black male suspects run out of the store and hurried towsrd
the gas pumps located on the "C" Street side of the store.

Both were black males, one tall and the other short. She did not observe
whether they got into a car or went across the road into the woods .,

She did not remember seeing any cars.

She could not remember what either suspect was mring. She did net ize
either one of the suspects. She could not remember if one was wearing a

coat. She could not remember what either wore over their heads or faces if

anything.

She did not notice if either had anything in his hand. She was scared and Just
didn't remember anything.

- This witness appeared to have been very nervous, upset and confused during the

entire interview. This witness advisea investigztors that she lived at Rurdoch
Center with her husband who was blind.

Gerald Lee Wilkins, W/M/20, 1612 "B" Street, Butner, North Carolina
(security quard):

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. W{llfams
with Gerald Lee Wilkins on Nov r 19, 1975, at 6:51 p.m.

Hﬂkins stated to investigators that he was employed at the J. F. Umstead
Hospital as a security guard.

At approximately 9:15 to 9:20 p.m., he was going off duty toward the poolroam
in Butner. The poolroom is located next to the Food Mart. He saw two

black males walking across the Exxon Service Station parking lot. It appeared
to him that both wore ski masks.

One suspect was tall and thin and the other was short and somewhat s tocky.
Both suspects wore dark clothing.

He did not pay any attention to /Mhether or not any cars were in the Food
Mart parking lot at this time.

He went into the pool hall and purchased a beer. He heard the rescue ::ud
siren going off and went out. He thought the ambulance was going towa
Creedmoor, so he went to get in the car to follow. HKe then heard screaming
and commotion next door at the Food Mart. He went over and police arrived
almost immediately.

-11=
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He did not hear an_y. shots.
He did not see or hear anyone leaving the scene. .

Subjects Gayle Robin Proctor, W/F/19, and Lou Ellen Hicks, W/F/20, were
interviewed by Reporting Agent and Officer Williams on November 19, 197§,
at 7:08 p.m. Both advised that they were emplayees at the Wik Pik ia
Butner and both advised investigators of having observed a black, older

,moded 1 Cadillac in the parking lot of the Kwik Pik within the past two
“s.

AGENT'S NOTE:

-Subjects Hicks and Proctor and several other possible witnesses
photographs of approximately two hundred to two hundred and fifty
male suspects from the Durham area and approximately fifty
of black male suspects in the possession of Reporting Agent.

Although none of the witnesses were able to make any {tive tdentifications,
the photographs of suspects JOSEPH PERRY and ALBERT M LLIS were m
approximately ten photographs picked out by several witnesses as ng
possibly been observed in the Butner area previously.

Regorting Agent was advised on November 20, 1975, by Public Safety Officer
Williams and Public Safety Officer Gupton that the foreman of the comstruction
site working on the elementary school, Rudoiph Allen, had been interviewed and
the following was learned:

1. Suspect Pete (MNU LNU) who lives in Louisburg was a black male who
d;ove his father's 1968 white Ford pickup to work at the comstruction
site. -

A William (MNU) Brodie, B/M, who resides in Franklinton was an associate

of a (FNU MNU) Thorpe and should be considered along with Thorpe as
a possible suspect.

3. William (MNU) Young, B/M, Route 3, Box 88, Franklinton, North Carolins,
worked with Pete at the construction site and should be cons {dered g
suspect. Young's social security number was 242-90-6764.

4. Robert Taylor, B/M, Route 1, Box 328-A, Kittrell, North Carolina,
social security number 24¢-60-1505, should also be considered as a
suspect.

5. Jessie G. Braswell, Jr., B/M, Route 1, Box 291, Kittrell, North
Carolina, social security number 237-54-8998, was an associate of
Taylor and Pete and should be considered a suspect.

-12=
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AGENT'S NOTE:

“ '+'Reporting Agent was advised by Public Safety Officer Bert Whitfield on
_ - November 20, 1975, that Pete was involved in a breaking and entering in
.. ‘Butwer-according to an Informant and should be considered a possible
t in_the Butner murder case.

onting Agent was advised by Public Safety Officer Williams on November
~1975; that Charlie Tyson, W/M/30's, who operated a body shop just down
Ne-block from the Food Mart had called in and reported that two black

Wies operating a dark blue Plyrnuth had talked to him about trading a

‘He did not know them and .id not get the license number but that they
ked around the Food Mart suspiciously on the day of the armed robbery
went into the poolroom.

. Ib'gort_ing_ ‘Agent was advised by several Butner Public Safety Officers that
ooac o+ ablack male’suspest named Curtis Williams lived in Creedmoor, generally

S¥ oo %o fitting the description of the ?umn. had a reputation for being very mean
A and should be considered a possible suspect,

'*. charlie Louis Speed, B/M/24, Route 1, Oxford ina:

" i interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Public Safety OFfficer Nelsen
«.T.Milliams at the Butner Police Department with Charlie Louls Speed on
November 20, 1975, at 1:20 p.m.

AGENT 's .NOTE: ; .
. " .Suspect Speed was summoned to the Butner Police Department by Probation/
- Parole Officer Jack Parrish for a routine parole interview by Officer
. Parrish at the request of Reporting Agent.
\Wsuted to Reporting Agent and Officer Williams that he came to Sutmer

- from Oxford at approximately 1:00 p.m. on Tuesday, November 18, 1975. He
went to the Oakley Farm where his friend worked.

He and his friend left the Oakley Farm after his friend got off work st »
7:00 p.m. They went to Oxford. o

They drove around and drank bee all over Oxford and did not return to Butmer
until-8:00 a.m. on the next morning.

At approximately. 9:00 p.m. they traveled to the J. L. Thomas Store in
Person County. They also visited a black male named Johnnie Harris.

Buck Oakley told them about,the armed robbery and murder on the day after %
it occurred, 19th of November, 1975.

He did not commit this murder or know anything about it. He was not in the
w8
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Butner area after 7:00 p.m. on Tuesday, November 18, 1975, HNis friend,
Willie Ira Wilkerson was with him and could not have been in the Butmer
area during the time of the murder.

_He was willing to take a polygraph test and stand in a linewp 1f requested
by Reporting Agent.

Willie Ira Grey Wilkerson, B/M/53, Route 2, Creedmoor, North Carolina:

An interview was conducted by Reportin? Agent and Officer Nelson T. Williams
w:t!; :;ll'lc Wilkerson at the Butner Police Department on November 20, 7§,
at 1:45 p.m,

Wilkerson stated to investigators that he worked for a Mr. Oakley on a farm.
He was at work on the farm on Tuesday, November 18, 197§.

He got 'off work on the 18th at about 5:00 p.m. e went by the Food Mart
with Charlie Speed and got groceries shortly after 5:00 p.m. and went hewe.
They ate supper.

They went to Oxford after supper and stayed in the Oxford area for the rest
of the night.

They visited a black male subject named Harris in Person County and did mot
return to Butner until the next morning.

Charlie Speed did not have anything to do with the murder since he was with
Speed all night in the Oxford area. He did not have anything to do with the
murder. He did not hear about it until the next morning when he went back
to the Oakley Farm to work.

He was willing to take a polygraph test and stand in a 1ineup f requested
to do so by Reporting Agent.

Howard Stuart Oakley, W/M/39, Butner, North Carolina:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Chief Harvey Ell1s with
!lig\;grd Sttznagg Oakley, W/M, at the Butner Police Department on November 20,
» at 2:30 p.m,

mk1$y stated to interviewers that Rose Bullock, u\e victim's wife, s kin
to him.

He and Rose were never close, nor was he very close with the victim. They
visited one another infrequently.

He was working on a construction job on November 12, 1975. His foreman told
him that a lady wanted him on the phone and that he had to call her back
because he was not on break.

-14-
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He returned the call during the break to Rose Bullock, the name and mmber
the foreman had given him.

Rose Bullock asked him if anyone could hear him. She asked him I he had
a gun she could use. When he replied no, she asked him if he could get
a gun for her. He told her that he did not know where he could get ome.

He then asked Rose Bullock what she wanted with a gun. She replied that
she was going to use it and would not say anymore.

Rose's conduct appeared strange to him over the phone. He did mot get her
a gun and did not hear anymore from her concerming a gun or anything else.

He talked to the victim's father after the murder on Novewber 19, YOP%,
and that the victim's father indicated that he was suspicious of Rose
Bullock. He had told the victim's father about the gum.

He wanted Reporting Agent to call his foreman and verify his "”“ His
foreman was there throughout the conversation on the telephone which he
repeated out loud. ,

AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting Agent has had prior dealing with subject Oiklz. fously in the
Butner area. Subject Oakley is known as a possible al ic tn the Butner
area. However, subject Oakley has been known to give accurate and relisdle
information when sober.

Oakley appeared sober, serious and believable during this tnterview.

Subject "Doodles" Bullock, daughter of the victim, was carefully cbserved
and questioned informally by Reporting ts M!‘!c Safaty Officer Nelson
Williams and other Butner Public Safety cers during the photo lineup
in view of the possibility that her mother, Rose Bullock, might have hed
something to do with this crime and subsequent coached her as to what to
say. This possibility was largely eliminated.

AGENT'S NOTE:

It was observed by Reporting t during this session as well as during the
previous contacts with Rose Bullock, that Rose Bullock was a very strong-willed
woman who inadvertently put wor !s and fdeas fn the mouths of her children.

The photographs referred to earlier were displayed to the family of the

victim on November 20, 1975, at approximately 10:30 p.m. at the Butner

Police Department. The victim's daughter, "Doodles” Bullock, who witnessed

the shooting was also present and viewed the pictures.

None of the family, who had all worked in the Food Mart at one time or another

1k
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helping the victim, could positively identify any of the suspects in the
photos as having perpetrated this crime or as having been in the store
previously with the exception of JOE PERRY.

Rose (MNU) Bullock, W/F/40's, “C" Street, Butner, North Carolina:

Rose Bullock, wife of the victim, was interviewed by Reporting Agent and
Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Williams at the Butner Police rtment
during the process of the photographic 1ineup on November 20, 197S.

During this informal interview, Rose Bullock advised Reporting Agent that
on the Wednesday preceding the murder, she had dreamed twice in the same
night that she saw her husband in a coffin.

Rose Bullock also advised Reporting Agent that she had premonitions receatly
that disaster was going to occur soon. She was angry and apprehensive Tor
her daughter's safety due to the fact that the newspaper had printed the
fact that her daughter, "Doodles" Bullock, had witnessed the shooting.

She needed a gun for protection and asked Reporting Agent where she could
get one.

Reporting Agent asked Mrs. Bullock if she had any kind of weapon around the
house for protection and Mrs. Bullock stated that she did not.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Mrs. Bullock's older daughter advised Rose Bullock and Reporting A'ut at
this time that a newspaper reporter had telephoned her house the night of
the murder and that she had advised this reporter that "Doodles” Bullock
hﬁr :1ster. had witnessed the shooting. She had given him all the mlfs
she knew.

Mrs. Rose Bullock was also carefully observed during several occasfons including
the photo 1ineup. Mrs. Bullock did not appear to Reporting Agent to be

more -than mildly upset or disturbed. This opinfon was also voiced to Reporting
Agent by several other persons having known Mrs. Bullnck previously.

(FNU MNU) _"f_Dood'les“ Bullock, W/F/13, "C" Street, Butner, North Carolina
daughter of victim, Roy Bullock):

 "Doodlés® Bullock was_interv wed by Reporting Agent and Public Safety
Officer Nelson T. Williams at the Butner Police Department on November 20,
1975, at approximately 11:00 p.m.

Miss Bullock adyised that she was working in the Food Mart with her father
on ‘the night of November 18, 1975. When all the customers were out of the
store just prior to the r'opbery.»she went into the walk-in cooler to restack
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some merchandise.

When she looked between the shelves through the glass in the front of the

cooler, she observed her father at the cash register. She alsc cbserved a
Negro male standing within the counter where her father was. She heard a

shot as she was coming out of the cooler and saw the black male shoot her

father again and run out of the store. '

The black male who shot her father was tall and slim and wore a light browm
or beige waist-length coat, possibly a corduroy coat. He had a dlwe
bandana and a red bandana around his neck. The blue bandama was up vader
his nose covering the lower part of his face. His jaw appeared to jut out,

His hairline was receding at the temples and he was of medium complexion. .

{he gisto] was big and very Tong (described as being approximately 12 inches
mg .

AGENT'S NOTE:

Miss Bullock could not be positive whether the weapon {avolved was 2 revolver
or an automatic.

The Negro male did not stop to stoop over and pick wp anything such as @
cartridge casing prior to running from the store.

A second black male, short, approximately 5§ feet 7 inches or § fget & inches,
and slightly heavier built, was standing at the front of the cownter during
the robbery. The second black male was of a darker complexion then the guman,
She did not get much of a Yook at the second black male since he was on the
far side of the counter. ;

The suspects ran out of the store and toward the gn pumps., She did not
notice whether or not they went into the woods. She did mot observe any
vehicles in the lot.

She did not recognize either one of the suspects.

She could not describe them further.

She was positive she heard onl- two shots fired.

She did not see if the second black male had a weapon or not.

On November 21, 1975, Reporting Agent was notified by the Loufsburg Police
Department that an armed robbery had occurred at the Quality Laundromet
located in the Shannon Village Shopping Center in Loufsburg., Further,
Reporting Agent was requested to assist in the investigation.

Reporting Agent and Butner Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Willfams traveled

g "
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to Louisburg on November 21, 197S. wortiag Agent was advised by Lowishuvy
Police Chief Hubert Shearon that two black male suspects, ome tall and site
and the other short, entered the Quality Laundromat on the U. S. ny 9O
By-Pass on November 20, 1975, at approximately 9:05 p.m., clesing and
robbed the attendant.

Special Agent Dennis Mooney, N. C. State Bureau of Imvestigation Latemt
Evidence Section, was notified and composite draart of the two suspects
were accomplished by Agent Mooney on November 21, 197§, at 2:30 p.w.

Interviews were conducted by Reporting Agent with the Laundremat wopiayee,
Katherine Fern NcDonald, W/F/18, and her buyfriend, George Walter Leswerd,
W/M/19, both of whom were present when the robbery occurved.

Both McDonald and Leonard described the suspects as being dark complecied,
gg'!e :a]l‘lnd the other short, and both described the suspects a3 toomage
ack males.

Leon?rd advised that the taller suspect held the gun, a gray, snub-nosed
revolver.

McDonald advised that the two suspects knocked at the deor rlt sftar closing
time and asked to be admitted to retrieve 2 suit. Once tnside, the Suspacty
gave the name Clyde Harris as the name the suit was registered under.

Refer to case number 150-R-1-19 for further details of investigetion raperding
the armed robbery at the Quality Laundromat.

Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Williams were advised By
Franklin County Sheriff William T. Dement on November 21, 1978. thet an
armed robbery had occurred in Franklin Ou:&:n"h,un ‘. l”‘ ot 9
p.m. at T, H, Dicken's Store. This arwmed might be related to the
armed robbery/murder in Butner.

The two suspects were black males, one armed with & nicke! plated pistel
and the other with a sawed-off shotgun. Both wore masks.

The suspects made the victim 1ie on the floor while they esceped on fost,
Robert Lee Wiggins, B/M/D0B: Anril 29, 1954, 6 feet 3 inches tall, 170
gounds. socfal security number 237-92-5588: James Butts, B/M, § fest € inches,
85 pounds, dark complexion; and Robin Butts, W/F, § fest § inches, 180

to 180 pounds had been developed as suspects. These suspects were not in

the Franklin County area at the time or since the robbery to his knowledge.

They were believed to be rating a 1965 blue Plymouth, 1icense number
EWJ-858 (North Carolina 1;?;).
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Robert Lee Wiggins had been on probation for breaking and entering in
Granville County previously.

At the conclusi'on of this interview and conclusion of the composite
drawing interview, the above victims viewed a large quantity of photes
from Durham, including suspects PERRY and WILLIS, and a quantity of

photos in the possession of Reporting Ageat without making any positive
identifications. ;

On November 21, 1975, Report‘ln? Agent was advised by Vance County Deputy
B. L. Hamm that a subject Amiel Brown, alias Jimmy Browa, Gast
Orange, New Jersey, was alleged to be in the Kittrell are:. Browm was
wanted for armed robbery and interstate flight to aveid prosecutton and
might be a sible suspect in the Butner murder case. Reporting Agent
secured a to from Detective Hamm. 4

Criminal record checks were requested by Reporting Agent on Novesber 20
and 21, 1975, reference the above named suspects.

On November 24, 1975, Reporting Agent was advised that en arwed robbery
had occurred in Granville County on November 23, 1975, and that the three
black male subjects had been apprehended.

Reporting Agent proceeded to Oxford on November 24, 1975, where (t
ascertained that subjects Russell Amos Wright, 3 Lawrence (MNU
Edmonds, Jr., B/M/27; and Roy Lee Edmonds, B/N/26, were in cus for
armed robbery.

A lineup was conducted at the Granville County Sheriff's Department by
Reporting Agent, Officer Williams and several Granville County deputies
on November 24, 1975, at 10:10 a.m. This in-person 11 was viewed

by the victim's daughter, "Doodles" Bullock, without any identifications
being effected. .

The 1ineup was composed of the following subjects in the number order Yisted:
Is Joseph (MNU) Speed, B/M/20 (volunteer)

g Lawrence (NMN) Edmonds, B//D0B: November 25, 1948,

3. Russell Amos Wright, B/M/DOB: October 31, 195§

4. Richard (MNU) Lewis, B/M/DOB: March 1, 1924

5. Willie Clark, Jr., B/M/DOB: June 24, 1945

6. Larry (MNU) Bumpass, B/M/DOB: May 15, 1950

r Robert (MNU) Taylor, B/M/DOB: October 10, 1939

-19-

36




-150-H-13

Refer to attachment #1.

Russell Amos Wright, B/M/20, 104 Green Street, Oxford, North Cavelies:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent, Butner Public Safety OfPicer
Gooche, Public Safety Officer Williams, Public Safety Officer :zu
Granville County Deputy Bruce Dement on November 24, 1975, at 1V:29 a.m.

at the Granville County Jail.

Wright advised interviewers that he had been involved in the arwed robbevy
he was charged with with subjects Lawrence Edmonds and Ray Lee Edmonds.
He readily confessed his part in that crime.

He did not know amhing concerning the Butner robbery and murder.

" On Tuesday, November 18, 1975 he visited mrlcs rs at 514 Grewville
" “Street in Oxford. At 8:30 p.m. on Novasber 18 . he went o

3 6'3' Beacon- Light Apartments. “He visited frhm at the apartment wntdl
~11:00 p.ms -

A friend of his, Arnold Blake, who resided on the left side going iate the
apartments was his friend at the Beacon Light Apartments.

_That he did not go to Butner on Tuesday night, November 18, 197%.

* Roy and Lawrence Edmonds had guns in the armed that he |m~u~
> 1n. ‘and Lawvence-both hung around with Curtis Williems. t he

(Mright lmu Curtis Willfams but never hung around with him.

"He believeil that Lawrence and Roy Edmonds mentioned that they hed done samething
1ike this (armed vobbery) before.

Hl was in Hc'slﬂngton D. C. until this past summer. He moved back to Oxford.

Ih ididnot own a weapon. Even if he did own a weapon, he would never use
B | 3 1n an. amd robbery and would never try to ki1l anyone.

-+ “He would be wﬂl‘lng to. stmd in a 1ineup and be viewed by the witnesses
~ahd would willingly submit to a polygraph examination.

 Lawrence (WN) Edwonds B/N/26 Oxford, North Carolims:

An interview was conducud by Raporting Agent, SBI Agent Clarence Gooche
“and Officer Nelson T. Williams with Lawrence ( ) Edmonds at the Gramville
County Jafl on November 24, 1975, at 7:55 p.m.

Subject Edmonds was advised of his Constitutfonal R{ m .
Edmonds advised Reporting Agent that he understood his Cant‘lutim
‘but declined to sign a waiver of rights. Edmonds suud that he would talé¥
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to investigators without a lasyer present.

: Edmonds was continually questioned for approximately 1 1/2 hows regerdieg
his activity on the night of November 18, 1975, and concerning his part 3
g in the robbery that he was arrested for. Edmonds declined to answer any :
o : -questions whatever throughout the hour and one-half. 4

T E B mn 1

‘ An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Butmer Public : :
. Officer Nelson 7. Williams with Ray Lee Edn at the Grenville 3
Jail on November 24, 1975, at 9:10 p.m. ' » : -

Subject Edmonds was advised of his Constitutiomal Rights by Raperet

Agent prior to the interview. Edmonds advised : hg‘:ni M‘
understood his rights and wished to talk with investiga without heving
a lawyer present. .

Subject Edwonds signed a written waiver of his Constitutiona) Rights prier
to this interview.

Edwonds stated that he had been involved in an armed robbery on the previews
day in the company of his brother, Lawrence Edmords, and Russell Amos Wright,

The. only one of the three having a weapon in this uutmr‘
'I;‘dmncct Ehond".d s had pulled ro:gurhs previously but bhe ‘N Lee Cdmonts
not pu any.

Lawrence Edmonds secured the gun from a black male subject named Nerman
Cozort of Oxford, North Cavolina.

He had been in New York City for the past efght years until moving back to
Oxford in 1975.

His brothcr." Lawrence Edmonds, had told his mother to try to get him owt
of jall, that he had something to do. He would not talk to him (Roy Edmonds)
and would not talk to anybody about amything.

He (Roy Edmonds) knew Curtis Williams of Creedmoor. He got wp with Curtis
" Williams on Monday, November 17, 1975. Williams came to Oxford and spent
the night with him. Williams returned home the following momning.
" He went back to Butner to Williams' house the next day, November 18, 1978.

by Curtis Williams had Marijuana in his possessfon the next day. He leter
e § o oA returned to Oxford in the afternoon.

‘0

4 o o

A i i

He did not go to Butner on Tuesday night. He did not get up with or see ‘
-21-
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Curtis Williams on Tuesday night.

He did not have amything to do with the armed robbery and murder tn Svimar.
He did-not know who did. He did not know whether Curtts Milllems ws
involved in the armed robbery and murder in Butmer or wet.

U1 .. Hewes willing to be viewed by witnesses in the Butner case i § Vinew
i+ ‘and was willing to take'a polygraph at the request of Raporting Agemt. .
ﬁ“ﬂ:& t was advised on the morning of Novewber P, 'OPS, Shet.
SEPH RRY had been arrested in Durham for armed robbery and wae ‘

. the Durham County Jail.

Reporting Agent, Officer Nelson T. Williams and the victin's Gaily procested
'tounwcémuamsnma. 1978, at 1:00 a.o. ‘,

Detective Parham, W/W/20's, Detective Tony Roop, Durhem City Poltce B

j < Interviews were conducted b{ Reporting Agent and Officer Nelaspn Y. Willtem
. with Detectives Parham and ony Roop at the Durhem County Jail on ' 30
S 1975, at approximately 1:10 p.m. -
B - ; 1
Detective Parham advised interviewers that PERRY had been arvested and cherged ;':1

with armed robbery following an attempted vobbery at Wardee's w g &
in Durham. mm':mmtm’wumm . a e e o]
door with a-pistol and had picked up a pistol of his o ond shet at % oy
PERRY had returned fire and had fled.

ot | A Durha City Patrolman had arrested PERRY mear the soene cperating the black
e Cadillac registered to him and ALBERT WILLIS.
ol Several blue bandanas, a stocking mask and & .22 celfber revelver had been

retrieved from this vehicle.

Nosm’t.buncts from the .22 revolver used by PERRY at Herdee's Restayrent
had retrieved. The .22 caliber pisto) in PERRY'S possession wes
believed to have been stolen in a breaking and entering {n Durham on
November 20, 1975.

e . Reporting Agent and Detective .oop advised subject PERRY of his Const! tutions) ;
SRR ; Rights at the Durham County Jafl. Suspect PERRY signed a waiver ]
w to be viewed in a lineup regarding the Butner armed robbery/homicide cese,

b " ‘PERRY was viewed the victim's daughter, "Doodles” Bullock, end the

: , Bullock family in Durham District Courtroom on Novesber 24, fors, ot

- % approximately 2:30 p.m. “Doodles” Bullock stated to Reporting Agent thet
she could not be positive whether or not PERRY was the suspect who shot
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her father.

Reporting Agent was advised by Rose Bullock and her son, name unknoam,
that they knew PERRY. They had observed PERRY in Butner on several
occasions, and that PERRY had been in the store previously.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Although PERRY was not formally interviewed by hming Agent at this
-tine.‘PERRY made several statements to Reporting t as Tollows:

1. ‘He had been in the Butner area previously, having served time at
the Youth Center in Butner. He had also worked n Butmer.

2. He knew the Bullock bay, having seen him previously.
3.  He knew quite a few people in Butner.

4. He did not rob the Food Mart or kill victim Bullock.
AGENT'S NOTE:

Suspect PERRY appeared to be very cooperative concerning the lineup end
conversing with Reporting Agent regarding the Butner cese. PERRY; however
appeared very interested in whether or not the victim's dawghter had p“d
. him_out or not and made the statement that -the polfce were probably going
to try to pin this Butner case on him too,

Reporting Agent was advised by Special Agent Clarence Gooche, W, C. State
Bureau of Investigation; on November 24, 1975, that he had confidentially
interviewed a subject named Earlie Green, B/N/20's, at the Durham County
Jail on the previous day. Green had advised him (Gooche) that he knew
who had perpetrated the Butner murder because he had been a party to
planning of the robbery.

the
Gooche advised that Green had been in the of a subject named James
Champion from Henderson prior to the time of his arrest and that he (Gooche
would attempt to locate and interview Champion in regards to his knowledge
of the case and of his dealings with Green.

A H and R .22 caliber revolver, dodel 922, with the barrel sawed-off and

the serial number obliterated was turned over to Reporting Agent by Gremville
County Deputy David Smith on November 24, 1975. This revolver was recovered
from the suspects in the Granville County robbery (Roy Lee Edmonds, Lawrence
Edmonds and Russell Wright).

This revolver and the three spent bullets recovered from the body of victim
Roy Bullock were submitted in person by Reporting Agent to the State Bureau
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of Investigation Firearms Lab on November 25, 1975, for firearws examimation
purposes.

AGENT'S NOTE:

This H and R revolver was returned in to Reporting Agent fal
Agent Douglas Branch on December 15, 1975, mdnshmnwnrw
Granville County Deputy David Smith in person on December 1S, 1975, in order
to preserve the chain of custody of the evidence.

On November 25, 1975, Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. Willigms veiwndervieownd
subject Roy Lee Edmonds at the Granville County Jail.

Edmonds stated to interviewers that on the Mednesday gm!m to this intervien,
November 19, 1975, he had ridden to Butner to the residence of Curtis Willtams
with his brother, Lawrence Edmonds. They went in together and bought ome

half pound of Marijuana. They split it up.

He did not know where Lawrence got the money. He did mot get any woney Tvem
going ta school on the GI Bill. lh did not get a check. did not have
dea where his brother had received the money to make this Naertijusma
purchue
son

to
On November 26, 1975, Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. Willigms traveled
Ly x’f""""z‘"f"m % Cho pocsibiTy Jo::d mm‘ PERRY mmu |
vom an Informan n
a suspect NILLIE \&I 1nvm in ther murder un.
that suspects Isafah Lyons B/M/20's, and Jiw Lym. B/M/20's, might have
blq(( invo‘lved

Iniah Lyons and Jimmy Lyons had all 1y pulled an armed robbery on
Saturday night operating a black vinyl over blue late model Cont!mtﬂ

Reporting Agent was advised by Detective Parham, Durham Police Ospartment,
that the weapon recovered from suspect PERRY on the previous Saturday niﬁt
following the shoot out at Hardee's was a Volar .22 calider revolver, blue
finish, serial number 651397.

This weapon ns hand carried by Reporting Agent to the North Carolfna State
Bureau of Investigation Firearms Lab for examination on November 26, 197B.

Tests involving this weapon indicated that this weapon was not used in the
Butner murder case. Tests further indicated that the weapon previously
‘submitted was not used in the Butner murder case.

This weapon was subsequently returned to the Durham Police Department to
Detective Parham by Reporting Agent on November 26, 1975.

On November 26, 1975, at approximately 5:00 p.m., Reporting Agent received
-24-
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on 11-26-78 in the Durham Commty Jail te Detective L.
at

g0
‘them since this incident took place

@ &
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a copy of a statement given by suspect Earl Lee Grese to Detactive levgy
&ffl;.dgﬂha Police Department, on November 26, 1975, at the Duvhem
n .

This statement was as follows:
1, Earlig Lee Green, B/W/26, give this statement to Detect
L. Ruffia

Police Department. This statament is givem
or prowmises. This statemenat s as follows:

1, Earlie Groen, Isatah Lyons, alies Bobby Swith, and Wis
Lyons, was supposed to have pulled a job at a conventence
like a 7-11 1a Butmer. This place is met too clese to 1-88
the township of Butmer. We were to vip them off,
place two weeks before it ned. Isatah set

1:Q p.a.

1 pulled this was bocause
time mﬂ -

s
g
£
g
£
]

§
i
i%
F 1 |

:

i

o
[

|4
>4
$

og
5
if
e
i
;3‘8
)
§
is
¥
{

2
g

3

8

T

g
g3t
i
£
1

4 ¥4
i

z
!
3
24
g
)

28
i
4
i
:.’g
iss
g’z.
g2
it
HE

g:!;*i!

?
2
:
g
r’
i
£
: gi
i g
3 ;;
H
it
3

€
g
i
:
&
i
73
g
3
g
f
:
§31

. reason | . @B giv
this statement is that the Butner Police think I df .1 emow
Isaiah and Jimmy Lyons. This all I know about it to my tnowledge.”

The above statement was slgcd Earlie Green, witnessed by L. Ruffia,
dated and timed, November 26, 1976, at 2:15 p.m.

On November 26, 1975, at approximately 11:00 p.m., Reporting Agent wes
advised by Officers of the Henderson Police Department thet two bieck
hed

3
s

a
4

male s ts had robbed and assaulted a local barber, ton Elitg,
on November 26, 1975, at approximately 6:00 p.m. Ellfs shot end
wounded one of the suspects leaving the premises.
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One_suspect had been arrested in Oxford and was at the time being interviewsd
by Detective C. T. Barker, Henderson Police Department.

Detective Melvin (MNU) Smith, B/M, Henderson Police Department:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent with Detective Melvin Swith
?’tl: ;:3e Henderson Police Department on November 26, 1975, at approximately
:10 p.m.

Detective Smith advised Reporting Agent that the subject in custody reference
the above mentioned armed robbery was Chester Arthur Edgerton, 8/N/20's.
Edgerton might have been involved in the Butner armed nbboq}n«tr. Ha
(Smith) had observed Edgerton in the past wearing a tan corduray jacket

and that Edgerton had talked about the Ellis nzzor,; implementing suspects
Delmar Jackson, B/M/20's, and Rudolph Glasco, B/N/18. :

Jackson was wearing a tan corduroy coat when the robbery occurred at Ellis®
Barber Shop and that he (Smith) had this jacket in his custody.

Accordin? to Edgerton's statement, Edgerton drove Jackson and Glasco to

the hospital after the robbery to get a bullet removed from Jacksen's leg.

Edgerton was approached by Jackson and Glasco in the 1room after the

&bbery had occurred. Edgerton did not accompany Jackson and Glasco on
robbery.

At the hospital, all three suspects ran from the police while Jackson was
being treated for the gunshot wound. Edgerton was the only one of the three
that had been caught.

Chester Arthur Edgerton, B/M/19, Route 2, Box 918, Henderson, North Carolina:

Subject Chester Arthur Edgerton was interviewed by rting Agent at the
Henderson Police Department on November 27, 1975, at 12:40 a.m.

Edgerton was advised of his Constitutional Rights by Reporting t at

this time. Edgerton advised Reporting Agent that he understood his
Constitutional Rights and would agree to talk to Reporting t without

having a lawyer present. Edgerton signed a written waiver of his Constitutional
Rights prior to the interview.

Edgerton first replied that he nad never been to Butner but that he had been
by Butner.

~

Edgerton stated that he had last been to Butner approximately three years ago
when he went to visit his cousin who was incarcerated at the Youth Center in
Butner. He had never been to Butner since. He had not been to Butner in

the past year.

=26~
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On November 18, 1975, he was with his girlfriend, Faye Jacksom, who resides
on Flint Street in Henderson. Faye Jackson, Cynthia Harris of 727 Rillstde
Avenue in Henderson, and Annette Fuller could vouch for his whereabouts on
November 18, 1975.

He works at Armac. After he gets off from work every night, he goes to
his girlfriend's house and stays there until time to go home,

He operates a light green over dark green 1969 Buick Duce and a Quarter,

He does not own a tan or beige corduray coat, and the only one he knows
who does own one 1s Delmar Jackson.

Ed?erton stated that he did not own a weapon of any type. He did mot
think either Jackson or Glasco _omcd a weapon.

Neither Jackson or Glasco had ever mentioned pu“in‘ an arwmed vobbery o

him previously or killing anyone. He did not know {f either Jackson or
Glasco had ever been to Butner.

He usually tried to stay away from them. A1l he does on his off time i3
visit his girifriend.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Edgerton was asked by Reporting Agent {f he owned a blue and white bandana.
Edgerton replied that he did and pulled such a blue and white bandana out of
his rear pocket and handed_ it to rting Agent.

Reporting Agent unfolded this bandana and the bandana assumed its natural
shape of a tied face mask.

Edgerton appeared very nervous after befng confronted by Reporting Agent
with the fact that Detective Smith had observed him previously wearing 2
corduroy coat and after being confronted with the sight of the open bandans
Edgerton became very nervous and decided not to answer anymore questions.

Edgerton advised Report‘lng Agent that he would not take a polygreph test
and would not stand in a lineun. :

Edgerton became very uncooperative and arrogant toward Reporting Agent
and the interview was concluded at this time,

On December 1, 1975, Reporting Agent was notified by Public Safet Officer
BiT1 Gupton, Butner Public Safety Department, that a spent .22 caliber
cartridge casing was found at the Food Mart by an employee. This shell
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casing was in the possession of Public Safety Officer Nelson V. Milliams.
AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting Agent was advised by Inspector Roger L. Davis that he (Davis) had
observed a white pickup truck with a in the Oxford area on or about
November 25, 1975, operated by several black male suspects. The truck

. was registered to a subject Otis Dickerson of Oxford, North Carelima.

Otis (MNU) Dickerson, W/M/40's, Oxford, North Carolinma:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent with Otis Dickerson in Oxford
on December 4, 1975 at 11:30 a.m. :

Dickerson stated that he was a paint contractor. He used a white Ford
pickup which was owned by him in his work. :

He had never 'loam;d his pickup to any black males at anytime and that he
did not work with any black males on the job. As far as he knew, no black
males had ever been in his pickup.

The only other white pickup with a camper in the area was a white Chovrelet
pickup truck owned by Lester Brandon, B/M, of an Antioch Community, Gremville
County. Buster Brandon had several young black male sons but he C‘d not

know anything about their characteristics or behavior.

On December 7, 1975, at approximately 10:00 p.m., Reporting Agent was
advised :Kebetective Tony Roop, Durham Police Department, that he had just
cleared: Butner murder and robbery case and requested Reporting Agent
to meet him in Butner. ;

Reporting Agent and Public Sgfety Officer Nelson T, Williams met with
Detective Tony and Detective J. C. Morris of the Ourham Police Department
in Butner on Dec r 7, 1975, at approximately 11:00 p.m.

Detective Tony Roop, W/M/30's, Detective, Durham City Polfce Department:
An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer
Nelson T. Williams with Detective Tony Roop in Butner on 7, 1978,

at 11:00 p.m.

Detective Roop advised that he had just questioned a black male suspect named
WILLIE WOMBLE in the Durham County Jafl. WOMBLE had been arrested and charged
with the armed robbery of a loan company in Durham.

WOMBLE maintained that he had nothing to do with this armed robbery but
he was with JOE PERRY, ALBERT WILLIS and a black male named "BO0 BOO" in
Butner when JOE PERRY shot the manager of a convenience store during an
armed robbery there. WOMBLE was the Tookout in this robbery and had received
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- $20 for his part in the robbery,

PERRY was 1n jail in Durham charged with armed robbery following a shoot out

- with the manager of a Hardee's Restaurant.

On December 8, 1975, Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer Williams
proceeded to Durham to interview WOMBLE.

Suspect ALBERT LEE WILLIS was located and arrested outside Durham District
Courtroom where he was scheduled to appear on a breaking, entering and larceny
charge on December 8, 1975, at approximately 10:30 a.m. '

Suspect WILLIS was transported by Reporting Agent and Officer Williams to
the Magistrate's Office in Creedmoor where warrants were secured charging
WILLIS with armed robbery and myrder. WILLIS was subsequently trensported
to the Granville County Jail for incarceration.

Throughout the trip from Durham to Oxford, WILLIS declined to make sg'
statements to Reporting Agent and Officer Willfams exc t to query cer
Williams and Reporting Agent as to how much time he could get for the
armed robbery and murder.

Reporting Agent and Officer Williams also secured warrants on subject JOSEPH
LEE PERRY on December 8, 1975, at the Magistrate's Office in Creedmoor for
aor:ned rgbﬁry and murder and served these warrants on PERRY at the Durham

w l Ll

Riporting Agent and Officer Williams secured a copy of a written statement
of WILLIE WOMBLE at this time from Detective Roop.

WOMBLE was interviewed at the Durham County Jail on December 8, 1975, by
Reporting ‘Agent and Detective Willfams in the presence of his court appointed
attorney, William Land Parks.

The statement by WOMBLE is as follows:

“"Durham County Jail
Durham, North Carolina
December 7, 1975

I, Investigator Lorenzo Leathers, talked with one WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE,
B/M/21, of 3424-D Mordecai Street, who made the following statement without
force, threat or promise, after having been advised of his Rights and he
signed a waiver of his rights.

One night JOE PERRY, ALBERT WILLIS and “"B0OO BOO" came by my house and asked
me if I wanted to make twenty dollars ($20); if I would go and be the Jookout
for them. "BOO BOO" was driving a 1965 or 1964 Ford, white. We all left and
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"B00 B00" drove over to Butner, North Carolina. When we reached Butmer,

"B0O0 BOO" parked right down the street from the place. At this time JOE
PERRY was carrying a .22 automatic pistol. “B0OO BOO™ had a 41 Nagnum pistol.
I don't know what kind ALBERT WILLIS had; between a .45 and .25 automatic.
After "B00 B00" parked about fifty feet from the store, they all got out

of the car, WILLIS, PERRY, "B0OO BOO". I, WILLIE WOMBLE, stood on the outside
and was the lookout man. PERRY, WILLIS and "B0O BOO" went in the store and
stayed about seven to eight minutes. At the time they came back out of

the store, they all ran out of the store and got back to the car. The omly
one with the mask on was ALBERT WILLIS; he had a stocking cap on his face.
PERRY had a blue and red handkerchief tied together around his neck. “BOD
BO0" did not have nothing tied around his neck. On the back from Butner,

- JOE PERRY had the money. He counted it out on the way back. PERRY stated

he had $210. He, PERRY, gave me $20 for being the lookout. When we reached
my house, they dropped me off. Then JOE PERRY told me if I said anything
about what happened, they were going to ki1l me. On the next around
12:30 p.m. JOE PERRY and ALBERT WILLIS came back by my sister's se. They
came in and I talked with ALBERT WILLIS in the bedroom. At this tiwme he
stated that he would not shoot anybody. Then PERRY came into the voom and
he would not say anything else that took place over in Butner. I do not
know the way over to the store that was robbed. But I would know the store
if I would see same again. I do not know what the others received out

of this robbery that took place over in Butner.

Signed WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE

Witnessed by Lorenzo Leathers

Time: 10:45 a.m., December 8, 1975"

WOMBLE was questioned by Reporting Agent on the following points:

1.  If he ever entered the premises of the Food Mart?

2. Was he sure about the weapons the three suspects were armed with?
3. Whether or not he received any money from the store?

4 How many shots were heard?

5. What were the suspects wearing?

I;larrants were secured for suspert WOMBLE for armed robbery and served at
the beginning of this interview.

Attorneys were appointed for suspect PERRY, WILLIS and WOMBLE in Granville
District Court on December 10, 1975. Attorney Sam T. Royster was appointed
to represent WOMBLE in the Butner murder case.

WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE:
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On December 10, 1975, an interview was conducted by Reporti Agent and
Public Safety 6fficel: Nelson T. Williams with WILLIE lmgl WONBLE
at the Granville County Jail in the presence of Attorney S. T. Rayster.

WOMBLE was again questioned according to the outline of his written statement.
WOMBLE stated that he was positive that they went to Butner on "B00 800's”
white 1964 or 1965 Ford. He was positive that they used the Ford rather

than the black Cadillac owned by PERRY and WILLIS. :

“ .-JgﬁtPERRY shot the man in the store. He was positive he only heard one

He d1d not know what "BOO BOO® or WILLIS were wearing but that PERRY had
.0? the blue ‘jacket that he was wearing in Jafl in Durham at the present
time.

He received $20 for being the Tookout. He received the money prior to
going g:dBu'tner._ He did not receive any money after the crime was
committed, _

' He did not rmber seeing anyone while the perpetrators were in the
e premises. He did not know the man wes dead until the next day.

W B On December 10, 1975, at approximately 9:00 p.m., Reporting Agent and
R N Public Safety Officer Nelson T. Williams proceeded to Durham at the
. " request of the Durham Police Department. Suspect FRAZIER was located
by Durham Detective Alenzo Leathers and was arrested at the time and
charged with armed robbery and murder.

" ALBERT LEE WILLIS, B/W/21, Durham, North Carolina_(suspect):
. - %t Amdnterview was conducted by Reggrting Agent and Public Safety Offfcer

Nelson T, Williams with ALBERT L WILLIS on December 8 and 9, 1975, at
the Granvﬂl__e County Jail.

WILLIS would not converse with investigators without having an attorney
present. WILLIS would not sign ¢ wafver of his rights.

Rerort‘lng Agent condycted an unofficial interview with WILLIS following
WILLIS' refusal to converse with Reporting Agent without an attorney
present.

When confronted with the fact that _Re?orting Agent had a witness who was
involved in this crime and who was willing to testify against WILLIS,
WILLIS blurted out to Reporting Agent, "that goddamn "BOO BOO" FRAZIER,"

WILLIS further stated to Reporﬁng Agent that he did not know FRAZIER'S
first and middle. name but that everyone called him "B0O BOO" FRAZIER.
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JAMES CARDELL FRAZIER, B/M/21, Durham, North Carolina (suspect):
An interview was conducted by Reporti ent and Public Safety Officer

Nelson T. Williams with JAMES CARDELL IER on December 10, 1975, at
11:00 p.m. at the Granville County Jail.

FRAZIER was advised of his Constitutional Rights by Reporting Agent and
advised Reporting Agent that he understood his rights and would talk to
Reporting Agent without an attorney being present.

JAMES CARDELL FRAZIER signed a written waiver of his Constitutional Rights.
FRAZIER stated that he did not remember where he was or what he was doing

on the night of November 18, 1975. He did not know of anyone who could
alibi him except for his mother.

His 1965 white Ford was not running. It had been broken down simce the
first week or so in November.

He did not go to Butner with suspects WONBLE, PERRY and WILLIS at snytime,
He had never been to Butner.

He had not been with them on the night of November 18, 1975, when the
man in Butner was killed. He had been at home that night watching television,

* AGENT'S: NOTE:

FRAZIER was. questioned as to how he could all of a sudden remember vhere he
was on the night of November 18, 1975. FRAZIER was unable to give an snswer
except that he was sure that he was home that night.

FRAZIER stated that he had heard about the murder in Butner on the news the
next day after it happened. He normally followed the news closely.

He had been in the company of PERRY and WILLIS on previous occasions. He
had ridden around with them on PERRY'S black Cadillac. He had observed -
a large .22 caliber pistol in PERRY'S possession on a previous occesion.
Cager Jerry Perry is JOE PERRY'S brother (see case number 150-M-17-24),

He did not own a brown corduroy coat. He did not own & weapon.

He was willing to stand in a.lineup and have witnesses look at him and
that.he demanded the right to be administered a polygraph exam to prove
that he was telling the truth.

AGENT'S NOTE:
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Suspect FRAZIER was intermittently interviewed by Reporting Ageat, Public
Safety Officer Nelson T. Williams, Public Safety Officer SBumn and Gramville
County Deputy Bruce Dement on the night of December 10, 197S.

- FRAZIER was confronted with the information that there was a written statement
implicating him in this murder. FRAZIER continually denied having anything
to do with the murder and denied knowing about who did {t. :

Suspect ALBERT LEE WILLIS was again questioned unoffictally by mtln

Agent on December 11, 1975. WILLIS stated to Roporti:g Agent, a adyisy
.Reporting Agent that he would not make am;atmt thout a lawyer .nu:.
that the shooting resulted from panic on IER'S part. WILLIS indicated
although did not come out and say, that FRAZIER had pulled the trigger. WILLIS
indicated that PERRY did not shoot anyone. WILLIS further indica that
FRAZIER had pulled robberies before and that this was the first time he had
ever been caught. .

WILLIS continually questioned Reporting Agent as to how much time he could
g:t for this armed robbery and murder and as to which charges Durhem Police
partment had filed against him.

Further, WILLIS advised Reporting Agent that he would not gfve any statements
unles : he could be assured that he would not get any active time. It wes

too dangerous to talk and then go to prison, regardless of how much time you got
in court. He had been to prison and that he knew.

He might favorably consider giving a statement and turning State's witness
if he was to get absolute immunity.

A 1ineup was conducted on December 11, 1975, at the Granville County
Sheriff's Department involving suspects WOMBLE, WILLIS and FRAZIER.

The witness, "Doodles" Bullock, viewed the lineup and stated that FRAZIER,
WILLIS and one other person in the lineup looked familfar but that she
could not positively identify the suspects.

It should be noted that the witness viewed the suspects in the 1ineup with
and without bandanas on and from all different directions.

Court appointed Attoﬁey. Danny Finch, was secured for suspect JANES CARDELL
FRAZIER on December 11, 1975. FRAZIER, through his appointed counsel, dec)ined
to take a polygraph examination in Oxford.

Reporting Agent was advised by-Attomeg Danny Finch that Attorney Kenneth
Spaulding of Durham had been retained by FRAZIER'S family for representation
in preliminary hearing only.

Prior to suspect WOMBLE being administered the polygraph test on Decesber 12,
1975, suspect WOMBLE was interviewed by Reporting Agent and Specfal Agent
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Steve Davenport, after an short interview was conducted between suspect

WOMBLE and his court appointed attorney, S. T. Royster.
WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, B/M/21:

'WOMBLE stated in this interview that he had not told the truth during his

first story. He had not been in Butner on the night of November 18, 197§,
and did not take part in this robbery.

A fr.'lehd of his, Mike Watkins, B/M, of Durham was the lookout man and ﬁo‘ld

‘him everything that had happened as per his statement.

He 1ied originally because Detective Leathers had promised to help him in
his case in Durham 1f he 1ied about this case and testified in court.

PERRY, WILLIS and FRAZIER were the three who went into the store according
to Watkins. According to Watkins, PERRY killed the manager of the store,

Watkins told him this while he was talking to Watkins on the basketball
courts in the project where Watkins 1ives in Durham one a ¢

He had previously observed PERRY with a large .22 caliber automatic target
pistol. This was supposed to be the gun he killed the manager with,

PEI:RY had also shot a woman in an armed robbery in Durham at a convenience
store. .

A polygraph test was administered to WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE by Speciel
Agent Steve Davenport at the conclusion of this interview.

Reporting Agent was advised by Special Agent Davenport that suspect WOMBLE
reacted in such a manner as to be telling the truth about this story with
the exception that he reacted indicating deception when he stated that he
did not know of his own mind who had killed the manager at the store.

Suspect Michael Dale Watkins was located and interviewed by Reporting Agent,
Public Safety Officer Williams and Detective Roop on December 13, 1975, in
Durham. :

Watkins' wife was contacted and advised to have her husband meet with
investigators at the Durham Police Department as soon as he returned
home. Suspect Watkins did appear at the Durham Police Department later
in the afternoon of his own accord. .

Michael Dale Watkins, B/M/24, 1710 Riddle Road, Durham, North Carolina:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent, Public Safety Officer Nelson
T. Williams and Detective Tony Roop, Durham Police Department, at the
Durham Police Department on December 13, 1975, at 1:00 p.m.
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Watkins was advised of his Constitutional Rights by Reporting Agent and
signed a written waiver of his Constitutional Rights.

Watkins stated that he knew PERRY, WOMBLE, WILLIS and FRAZIER but he did
not travel around with or associate with this group anymore. He was on
probation and could not afford to.

He had not seen WOMBLE since late in October or early November. He had
not had any conversations with WOMBLE on any basketball court.

He was not involved in the case in Butner. He had heard about it on the
:llewsi?‘oon after it happened but that he did not remember any of the exact
etails.

He did not take part in this robbery. He did not kill the victim. He
was not in Butner on the night of November 18, 1975.

He was willing to take a polygraph examination and willing to stand in
a lineup and be viewed by witnesses if requested by Reporting Agent.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Suspect Watkins was photographed with his consent at the Durham Polfice
Department at the termination of this interview.

- Suspect WILLIS was again interrogated at the Granville County Jail on
December 13, 1975. WILLIS again declined to give a statement or converse
with writer on an official basfs.

WILLIS did advise Writer; however, that he knew Watkins. Nefther he nor
PERRY associated with Watkins anymore. Watkins was on probation and that
he did not associate with PERRY or himself. Watkins would not associate

with WOMBLE either. .

WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, B/M/21, Durham, North Carolina:

An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer
Nelson T. Williams with WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE on December 13, 1975, at
7:30 p.m. in the Granville County Jaifl.

Suspect WOMBLE was advised of his Constitutional Rights by Reporting Agent.
Suspect WOMBLE advised Reporting Agent that he would talk with Reporting
Agent without a lawyer present and that he understood his rights.

Subject WOMBLE signed a written waiver of his Constitutional Rights.
WOMBLE stated that he was not working on the 17th, 18th or 19th of
November, Monday, Tuesday and Wedr~sday. He was employed by the Gilmore
Plant and Bulb Company. Their he:.quarters were in Greensboro. As part

i
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of his employment, he planted trees and shrubs for the Gilmore Plaat amd
Bulb Company. He was employed at the rate of $2.71 per hour.

He saw ALBERT WILLIS on November 18, 1975. He did not remember seeing
JOE PERRY or "BOO B0O" FRAZIER on November 18, 197S.

‘He did not go to Butner on November 18, 1975. He Md never been to Butner
. except to visit Willie May while he was serving time at Umstead Youth Ceater
in Butner about a year ago.

He had been to Creedmoor several times with Mike Watkins to get liquor From
a bootlegger, B/M, name unknown.

On November 19, 1975, he saw Mike Watkins at about 2:00 p.m. at the
basketball court on Mordecai Street. He stayed at Ewma Jean Wowble's
his sister's house, all morning long and did not see WATKINS, PERRY,
FRAZIER or WILLIS,

He did not know how they got on the conversation, but that Mike Watkins told
him about the robbery in Butner. JOE PERRY was armed with a .22 caliber
automatic pistol which he had observed in PERRY'S possession previously.
WILLIS and "BOO BOO" FRAZIER were also involved in the armed robbery.

This was what Watkins told him.

JOE PERRY also per?etrated an armed robbe\rxiat a rental office at the College

Plaza. A black male subject named Lewis te gave JOE PERRY the gun to
pull the robbery. He was not present when this robbery was perpetrated.

JOE PERRY'S money is in a bank on Fayetteville Street, either Wachovia
or Central Carolina Bank, on Main Street.

PERRY'S sister talked JOE PERRY into utting his money in an account of
someone else in the event that the police came down on him. They would
want to know where he got his money since he did not work or anything.

ALBERT WILLIS and JOE PERRY 1ive in the same apartment in Durham. They
were roommates.

ALBERT WILLIS has a girlfriend by the name of Dee Dee (LNU) on Club
Boulevard. ALBERT has a son by Dee Dee also named Albert. He also
goes with a girl named Elaine.

Previously, he (WOMBLE) had pulled several breaking, entering and larcenies
in Durham. He did not know the names of the places but that they {ncluded
laundries and other small groceries.

He was involved in a breaking and entering at a store in Walltown fn Durham
on Berkley Street. He was also involved in a break in at the Peter Pan
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Grocery Store in Durham in the past with a subject Isaac Truesdale.

He was telling the truth. He wanted to know whether the polygreph
1.nd1.¢_:ated that he was telling the truth or not.

ASENT'S NOTE:
Assistmt District Attorney David Waters conducted an interview with

subject WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE in the Granville County Sheriff's
Department on. December 14, 1975, in the presence of rting'

Detective Ton o Detective A'Ienzo Leathers and Pub

Nelson T. Williams.

HOIBLE was advised of his Constitutional Rights and signed a written.watver
of his Constitutional Rights.

‘WOMBLE was advised by Assistant District Attorney David Waters that he

was offeringeabsolute immunity from prosecution for truthful testimony
facts of the Butner murder case.

WOMBLE stated to Assistant District Attorney Waters that the previous
stories he had told regarding the Butner incident were not true. Detective
Leathers had not tried to get him to 1ie about this case.

He was riding around with a subject named Robert Williams who 1ives in
Duke Apartments on November 18, 1975. Robert Williams operates a smll car,
make and model unknown.

'They went to the. poolfoom- in Butner and played pool.

While they were playing poo'l JOE PERRY, ALBERT WILLIS and "BOO BOO" FRAZIER
came ‘in to the poolmon Thcy stuud around a few minutes and then left.

He decidod to try to catch a ride back to Durham with PERRY, WILLIS and
FRAZIER -and that he left the poolroom and went outside to find them.

- As he walked. in front of the Food Mart convenience store, he looked in the
window and saw JOE PERRY, ALBERT WILLIS and "BOO BOO™ FRAZIER in the store

in ‘the act of perpetnt‘lng ar armed robbery.

-_'As he: Tooked 1n. JOE PERRY shot the manager and that all three ran out of

the store. He was afraid when they came out and that they did not speak
to him:nor did he speak to them. He went with them and got into P

and WILLIS' black Cadillac which was parked down the road from the store,
beside the store, He rode back to Durham with them.

AThey' did nottﬂk '_lbout the robbery on the way back.
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They put him off in Durham in front of his sister's house, Emma Jean
Womble, 3420 Mordecai Street, Apartment D, Durham, North Carolima.

JOE PERRY had on a short blue coat during the armed robbery. He only
heard one shot. He was positive he only heard one shot. He would testify
1n"co.urt4as to the facts regarding this case.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting 'Agent was advised by Public Safety Officer Williams that he
had picked up WOMBLE on or about December 13, 1975, and had driven him to

Butner to identify the Food Mart.

As they were riding down Main Street, NOMBLE pointed to the Food Mart
on his own.and said that's the place.

Also WOMBLE stated that serving as a lookout, he was supposed to squall
if anyone came in while they were perpetrating the robbery.

On December 15, 1975, Reporting Agcnt. Public Safety Officer Nelson T.
Williams proceeded to the Durham Police Department.

Reporting Agent was advised by Detective that a white female named
Barbara Powell had been shot in an armed robbery several weeks before
the Butner armed robbery and murder. Powell had been operating a
convenience store on Duke Street in Durham.

According to victim Powell, who was operating the Kwik Pik convenience

- store, JOE PERRY came into the store and pulled a large automatic pistol

on her and made her get down on her knees behind the counter.

PERRY also got down on his knees and held the gun on her. He told her
to open the safe. She told him that she only had one key and that both
keys were required to open the safe. She could not open the safe.

PERRY stated to her, "I'm going to kill you, you white bitch." PERRY
then shot Powell and left. .

Powell had recovered from the ~unshot wound and had identified PERRY {n
a lineup. Her identification of PERRY was positive.

The bullet fired by PERRY into victim Powell had lodged in her back near
the spine and that the bullet could not be removed without endangering
the 1ife of Powell.

A .22 caliber spent cartridge casing was found at the scene of this
robbery and was secured by Sergeant James Jacobs of the Durham Police
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Department Mobile Crime Lab as evidence.

Reporting Agent secured this fired cartridge casing;sa .22 caliber Mestern

Reporting Agent hand carried this shell casing and the shell casing found
on the premises of the Food Mart, in the custody of Public Safety cer
Williams, to the North Carolina State Bureau of Investigation Firearws
Section on November 15, 1975, and requested that the Firearms Examiner
determine 1f both shell casings were fired from the same weapon.

Repbrting A%ent was advised on December 15, 1975, by phone at 4:00 p.m.
that both fired cartridge casings were fired in the same weapon,

Reporting Agent subsequently received a written report from the State Buvesy
of Investigation Firearwms Laboratory, signed by Examiner Fred M. Hurst,
advising the same information.

AGENT'S NOTE:

Reporting Agent and Officer Nelson T. Williams were advised by Sheriff J.
C. Cash on December 15, 1975, that two black males, one of them being @
juvenile, had been arrested on December 15, 1975, for armed robbery.

Suspect James Thomas Lyons, B/M/19, was interviewed by rting t
at the Granville County Jail as was the juvenile suspect (not 3

Both#uspects confessed to perpetrating the armed robbery in Oxford using
a knife.

Jimes Thomas Lyons, B/M/19, Oxford, North Carolina:
An interview was conducted by Reporting Agent and Public Safety Officer

Nelson T. Williams with James Thomas Lyons at the Granville County Jail on
December 15, 1975, at 6:40 p.m.

Lyons stated that his date of birth was July 28, 1958 and that he was born
in Granville County. His socfal security number was 244-08-1809.

He had a pr‘ior criminal history for larceny and accessory to murder in

New York.

While 1nAﬂew York, he 1ived with Annie Rockwell at 24 Furnace Street,
Kingston, New York. He 1ived in New York for two or three years.

He had been back in the Granville County area for approximately 1 1/2 years.
He left New York in March qnd had been back ever since.

He had held a knife on the woman in the case that Sheriff Cash had charged
80
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“him with and had robbed her.

"~ He had nothing to do with the Butner armed robbery and murder. He had

heard about 1t but he did not have anything to do with it.

"He had hot_been to Butner recently and was not in Butner on the night
of the murder.

He was willing to take a polygraph exam and stand in a lineup if necessary
and requested by Reporting Agent.

He had not -heard any talk concerning the Butner murder case as to who
might have committed it. ‘ '

Reporting Agent was advised on December 17, 1975, b Attorney William T.
Watkins, court appointed counsel for ALBERT LEE WILLIS, that he had
interviewed suspect WILLIE WOMBLE by mistake. While talking to WOMBLE
he had neglected to get WOMBLE'S name.

WOMBLE had stated to him that he did not intend to testify against JOE
PERRY, ALBERT WILLIS or "BOO BOO" FRAZIER. At this point, Attm
Watkins realized his mistake and discontinued the interview. E
toldhhim todg'lve the word to WILLIS that he did not intend to hurt him
on the stand. , ;

A preliminary hearing was held in Granville County District Court on
December_17. 1975. :

* Suspect WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE testified under oath that he did not go
to Butner on the evening of November 18, 1975. Further that he wished to
converse with the judge in regards to a paper which Reporting Agent had
given him previously promising him 121 years in prison for the armed
robberies. The 21 years was for being 21 years old.

The preliminary hearing was halted at this point and District Attorney
Charles M. White, III requested a continuance until December 31, 1975,
District Court Judge Julius Banzet granted a continuance for all four
defendants until December 31, 1975. Bond was refused.

Reporting Agent was advised by uetective Tony Roop, Durham Police Department,
on December 20, 1975, that he had attempted to locate the weapon used in
this case in the Kwik Pik in Durham at the apartment formerly rented by
suspects PERRY and WILLIS with negative results. He had to-use a metal
detector in the attic due to the fact that spray on insulation had been

used. He could not find any weapons in the apartment.

He had attempted to locate a subject Alvin Reed or Reid and the Robert
subject mentioned previously by WOMBLE with negative results.
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Attorney Michael Parks was appointed to ngnsent subject WOMBLE in
Granville County Court on December 30, 1975.

Preliminary hearing for PERRY and WOMBLE were continued one 'mek in
District Court on December 31, 1975. The State took a voluntary dismissal
in the cases against suspects JAMES CARDELL FRAZIER and ALBERT WILLIS

~ at this time.

Preliminary hearing was held for suspects PERRY and WONBLE in Gramville
County District Court on January 7, 1976. Probable cause was found on
both suspects and both suspects were ordered held without bond and bound
over to Granville County Superior Court.

This case is pending Superior Court.
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION AND PERTINENT DATA:

NAME :

DOB:

SEX:.

RACE:

HEIGHT:
HEIGHT :

EYES:

HAIR: N
FBI NUMBER:

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

AMPUTATIONS :
PHOTOGRAPHED:
FINGERPRINTED:
TYPE:

"SCARS, MARKS, TATTO0OS:

DEFORMITIES :
COMPLEXION:

AKA:

ARRESTED THIS CASE:
DATE ARRESTED:
CHARGES : |

POB:

CURRENT RESIDENCE:

ALBERT LEE WILLIS

March 2, 1954

Male

Black

approximately §'6*

approximately 130

Brown

Black

870652H

239-86-3706

None

Yes, by Reporting Agent

Yes, by Reporting Agent

Criminal

None observed

None

Dark

AL

Yes

December 8, 1975

Armed Robbery and Murder

Durham, North Carolina

305 Geer Street, Durham, N. C.
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OCCUPATION:
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PH!S_ICAL DESCRIPTION CONTINUED:
N. C. SID Number:

84559
Unemployed
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EYES:
HAIR:
FBI NUMBER:

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:
. AMPUTATIONS :

PHOTOGRAPHED :
FINGERPRINTED:
TYPE:

SCARS, MARKS, TATTOOS:
COMPLEXION:

AKA:

ARRESTED THIS CASE:
DATE ARRESTED:
CHARGES :

POB:

SBI NUMBER: |,
CURRENT RESIDENCE:
EMPLOYED:

* PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION AND PERTINENT DATA:

WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE

December 19, 1953

Male

Black

5'10"

140

Brown

Black

736122H

Unknown

None

Yes, Reporting Agent

Yes, Reporting Adent

Criminal

Severe burn scars around neck, back and hands
Dark

WILLIE

Yes

December 8, 1975

Armed Robbery and' Murder

Chapel Hi11, N. C.

57970 |

3424-D Mordecai Street, Durham, N. C.
Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company, Durham
-44-
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION AND PERTINENT DATA:

NAME :

DOB:

SEX:

RACE:
HEIGHT:
WEIGHT:
HAIR:
EYES:.

FBI NUMBER:

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

AMPUTATIONS :
PHOTOGRAPHED :
FINGERPRINTED:

- TYPE: -
SCARS, MARKS, TATTOOS:
DEFORMITIES:
COMPLEXION :

AKA:

ARRESTED THIS CASE:
DATE ARRESTED:

JOSEPH LEE PERRY
December 1, 1953
Male

Black

61"

150

Black

Brown

197291H

None

Yes, Reporting Agent
Yes, Reporting Agent
Criminal

None observed

None

Medium

JOE

Yes

December 8, 1975
Armed Robbery and Murder
Durham, N. C.

53108

3019 Weaver Street, Durham, N. C.
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION CONTINUED:

OCCUPATION:

Unemployed
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' SCARS, MARKS, TATT00S:
-COMPLEXION :
- AKA:

ARRESTED THIS CASE:
DATE ARRESTED:
CHARGES :

POB:

CURRENT RESIDENCE:
PRIOR RECORD:
OCCUPATION:

150-H-13

PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION AND PERTINENT DATA:
- NAME: | " JAMES CARDELL FRAZIER ! 4
DOB: July 5, 1954

SEX: . Male

RACE: . Black

HEIGHT : 6'1 1/2"

WEIGHT: 160 '

EYES: Brown

HAIR: Black

FBI NUMBER:

SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER:

AMPUTATIONS : None

PHOTOGRAPHED: : Yes, Reporting Agent

FINGERPRINTED: Yes, Reporting Agent

TYPE 5 Criminal

one inch by one-half inch birthmark left forearm
Medium .
BOO BOO

Yes

December 10, 1975

Armed Robbery and Murder

Durham, N. C.

1017 Delray (?) Street, Durham, N. C.
None )

Unethp'loyed

-47-
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150-H-13

AGENT'S NOTE:

It should be noted that suspects WILLIS, PERRY and WOMBLE have prior records
for bregking. entering and larceny and armed robbery.

%

A
A
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North Carolina

STATE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
Raleigh

FINAL REPORT

. ( P '/"'CASE CLOSED BY

Trial; _(b__gg.lx__é__ /021976 _____ Leads Exhausted ___ _._..__._ ._Other: .__ ... ______
Al
COURT ACTION
Court: Granville Superiopudge: E. Maurice Braswell  Did Agent Testify: YO8 _
Defendant’s Name Chagge Verdict Sentence
¥illie Henderson _1st Deg, Murder__Guilty . Life in prisen
Womble
Joseph Lee Perry — e .—ee__ .. . _See Remarks

Remarks: . WILLIE H. WOMBLE entered plea of "not guilty", found guilty by

Jury. _Represented by Attorney William Parks, appointed, Rocket 75-Cr-6128,
Suspect PERRY already serving 175 years in prison on other charges without

PROPERTY RECOVERED

Nature
Approved:
Bl & YA — Q“"’“‘ o "Q
LBnad . A --AJoseph -S. -Momier, Jre - - .
Supervisor P Special Ag'ent
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BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
NORTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

RALEIGH
Intra-Bureau Correspondence
From: Senior Agent Joseph S. Momier Date: August 23, 1976
To: Director File No.: 150-H-13
Subject: poy BRENT BULLOCK, W/M/48, VICTIM -- HOMICIDE In Reply To:

BUTNER, GRANVILLE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA

(Transcribed August 25, 1976)

' Suspect Willie Henderson Womble, B/M/21, was convicted of first degree
murder in Granville County Superior Court on July 7, 1976, and was sentenced
to 1ife imprisonment.

Suspect Joseph Lee Perry, B/M/22, has not been tried reference this case.
Perry is currently serving consecutive sentences totalling 175 years in
prison for armed robbery convictions in Durham, North Carolina. Due to
prior armed robbery convictions, Perry is not eligible for parole.

This case remains pending court.

JSM:emc
cc: 3 Supervisor D. E. Gilbert

R 2

67



. North Carolina .

' STATE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION (Revised 10-76)

Raleigh
FINAL REPORT
Date Case
Victim: _Roy Brent Bullock / k/éile,..No. 150-H=13 Was Opened: 11-19=76

[4 7

CASE CIOSED BY: Court:Granville Swperior,11-04-76Leads Exhausted: __ Other;
(Date & Name of Court) (Explain

Judge:mMaurice Braswell Did Agent Testify? Yes E:d:urks-)
' 1- DEFENDANT'S NAME: Joseph Lee Perry Race: N Sex: M _ poB: 12-01-53
Charge: bbery, ist Degree liurder Court Docket # 75:3;:2323 e
Armed Robbery, 1st Degree Wurder 23 iiutdor
) =l Verdict: Guilty Sentence; Life in Prison
. Fine: N/A
2— DEFENDANT'S NAME: Race: ___ Sex: __ DOB:
Charge: Court Docket #
Verdict: Sentence:
Fine:
3;— DEF" ! S NAME: Race: __ Sex:___ DOB: )
H ; Court Docket #
Verm&:.15 1976 Sentence:
. S. B. l. RECORDS Fine:

DISROSITION- OF - EVIDENCE: Retained by Clerk of Superior Court
REMARKS: Defendant Perry pled Not Guilty, found guilty by Jury on 11-04-76,

entence imposed to run concurrently with a 100 year sentence, a life
sentence and a 20 year sentence imposed previously in Durham County.
PROPERTY RECOVERED: (Do Not List Any That Was Listed On Initial Report) None

- Value:;

NOTEs As the result of &wo prior convictions for atmed robbery, FPerry
o : 1 ation - Value;
r~ —) Value:

P05 MBS ¥ Wy .
APPROVED: [ oseph S. lMdmiey Jr’% 11-04-76
SUPERVISOR ' SPECTAL AGENT DATE SUBMITTED
J/ ; ‘\‘ 3

Nl

NOTE: Attach Additional Final Reports If Needed For This File,

68




a - © v
‘ NORTH CAROLINA .
STATE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
3320 OLD GARNER ROAD

RALEIGH 27610

HAYWOOD R. STARLING

DIRECTOR

TYPE OF CASE: Homicide/Arwed Robbery

SUBMITTING AGENCY: SBI /Butner PD ‘Grenwille)
vieTm: ' RoY BRENT BULLOCK

SUSPECT:

DATE SUBMITTED: S April 1976

SBI FILE #: 150-H-13 ¢

SBI LAB #: 9-Ted-3177

Received from the State Bureau of Investigation the following des.ribed evidence:

Q-1 = One (1) caliber .22 L.R. mutilated fired lead billet, prodbable mel® ie estemm.
Q=2 = One (1) caliber .22 L.R. mutileted leed bullet, probable mele is Westemn.
G=3 - One (1) mutilated fired celiber «22 L.R, lead bullet, probable mel= fe \zatammn,

Evidence destroyed:

DATE ; I 1.2« 2] i L .

- ,/".‘ . LUITAJ-; »
EXAMINER: &
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NORTH CAROLINA
STATE BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

A2% NORTH BLOUNT Srticer

RALEIGH 27601

RUFUS L. EDMISTEN HAYWOQOD R. STARLING

ATTORNEY GENERAL

DIRECYOR

September 30, 1976

Mr. Jon P. Kindice
Chief of Police

Durham Police Department
Durham, North Carolina

Dear Jon:

On November 18, 1975 at approximately 9:30 p.m. the Food Mart
Grocery located in Butner, N. C. was robbed and the operator,
Roy Brent Bullock, W/M/48, was shot to death.

According to the information I have received, the efforts of
Detectives Tony Roop and Lorenzo Leathers were instrumental in
leading to the arrest of the suspects and subsequent conviction
in Granville County Superior Court. I also understand that other
members of your department provided valuable assistance in
connection with this investigation.

Allow me the opportunity to express my personal appreciation
and that of the State Bureau of Investigation to your detectives
for the excellent assistance and cooperation provided in the
investigation of this homicide and armed robbery case. Their
professionalism, efficiency and diligent cooperation displayed
in this case should be an outstanding example for all law
enforcement officers.

Please be assured of our complete cooperation in all matters of
mutual interest.

Sincerely,

HAYWOOD R. STARLING
DIRECTOR

be: Senior Agent J. S. Momier
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Medical Examiner’s Report

The Medical Examiner’s Report indicates that Roy Brent Bullock died at 12:20 a.m. on November
19, 1975 from “shock and hemorrhage due to bullet wound right side of chest 8™ interspace left chest

back into abdomen left chest.” The report notes that there were three bullet wounds.®
Firearms Analysis

Shell casings were collected at both the Durham shooting and the Butner Food Mart homicide.
Two shell casings, one from each scene, were sent to the SBI Lab for comparison. The SBI Firearms
Examiner issued a report and testified at Perry’s trial that it was his opinion that both casings were
“Western Super X caliber .22 L. or L.R. fired cartridge cases.” It was also his opinion that both casings
were fired from the same gun.'® This examiner testified at Perry’s trial, linking the Durham shooting to
the Butner homicide. Information regarding the casings was not presented at Womble’s trial because

he was not a suspect in the Durham shooting.

The bullet fragments removed from Roy Brent Bullocks’” body were also compared to various

guns from robberies across the state with negative results.™

The Commission hearing will not focus on the firearms analysis because Perry has admitted to

Commission staff that he was the shooter at both the Durham shooting and the Butner homicide.?
Other Forensic Testing

Latent prints, shoe impressions, tire track impressions, and blood scrapings were all collected at

the Butner crime scene. None of the forensic testing revealed results relevant to the investigation.®

9 State Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Report of Investigation by Medical Examiner, November 28, 1975,
Bates Stamp Pg. 31.

10 state Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Laboratory Report December 12, 1975, Bates Stamp Pg. 24.

11 state Bureau of Investigation File T-4-03177, Laboratory Report, December 16, 1980.

12 commission Staff Interview of Joseph Perry, April 24, 2013.

13 state Bureau of Investigation File 150-H-13, Laboratory Report, December 12, 1975, Bates Stamp Pg. 19;
Laboratory Report, February 6, 1976, Bates Stamp Pg. 87; and Laboratory Report, December 18, 1975, Bates Stamp
Pg. 27.
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VII. Probable Cause Hearings

The court files indicate that a Probable Cause Hearing was held for all four co-defendants.

There are no transcripts available from this hearing.
December 17, 1975 Probable Cause Hearing

Although there are no transcripts, there are subpoenas to the probable cause hearing in Perry’s
court file for Barbara Powell (the Victim of the Durham shooting), Det. Lorenzo Leathers of the Durham
Police Department, Det. Tony Roop of the Durham Police Department, and Sgt. Jacobs of the Durham

Police Department.’® The hearing was continued to December 31, 1975.
The SBI summary report of the probable cause hearing is on page 57 of this brief.
December 31, 1975 Probable Cause Hearing

On December 31, 1975, the charges against both Frazier and Willis were dismissed. The court

files for Frazier and for Willis have been destroyed and the Granville County Clerk’s Criminal Docket

book states “dismissal by prosecutor.”*®

The SBI Summary Report of this court date is on page 58 of this brief.
January 7, 1976 Court Date

A note in Perry’s Court File states, “January 7, 1976: Probable Cause is found. Defendant is
bound over to the next criminal session of the Granville County Superior Court, and no bond is set by

this Court.” There is no documentation of the final Probable Cause Hearing in Womble’s court file.
The SBI Summary Report of this court date is on page 58 of this brief.

Both Womble and Perry were indicted on February 9, 1976 for first degree murder.”

14 state v. Joseph Lee Perry, 75 CR 6042 and State v. Willie Henderson Womble, 75 CR 6128.

15 State v. Joseph Lee Perry, 75 CR 6042.

16 Index to Criminal Actions No. 1, Defendants T-Z, from December 2, 1968 — August 12, 1982, Granville Co, N.C., 75
CR 6044 — 6045 and Index to Criminal Actions. No. 1, Defendants E-G, from December 2, 1968 — August 12, 1982,
Granville Co, N.C., 75 CR 6117-6119.

17 Granville County Clerk of Court File for State v. Perry, 75 CRS 6042, Indictment and Granville County Clerk of
Court File State v. Womble, 75 CRS 6128.
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VIIl. Willie Henderson Womble Trial

Womble was tried for first degree murder on July 6 and 7, 1976. Womble was represented by
Attorney William Land Parks and the State was represented by Assistant District Attorney David Waters.

The Honorable E. Maurice Braswell was the presiding Judge.

The opening arguments were not recorded in the transcript.
State’s Evidence

Lois Bullock

Lois Bullock is the daughter of Roy Brent Bullock and was 13 years-old at the time of the
homicide and the trial. She testified that she was at the Food Mart with her father on November 18,
1975. Miss. Bullock testified that she was in the walk-in cooler between 9:00 and 9:30 p.m. The cooler

had glass doors and she could see to the front of the store through them.®
Miss. Bullock testified

Well, | was putting the milk on the shelf when | seen these two guys like
behind the counter. | saw my daddy walk behind the counter, and then
he was followed by the two boys. They were going kind of fast. At first |
didn’t think anything of it. | thought they were in a hurry. After that |

looked out the cooler again and | saw fire.*®

The prosecutor asked her what kind of fire she saw and she replied, “Fire that comes from a

gun.”?

Miss. Bullock described one man as, “Kind of tall, about middle size, and he had a red bandanna
over his mouth. It looked like he had short hair, and he was black.” She said about the other person, “I

just saw the top of his head. | could tell he was shorter than the other guy...he was black.”?

18 Trial Transcript, State v. Willie Henderson Womble, Granville County 75 CRS 6128, July 6, 1976, Pgs. 3-5.
¥ d.

20 G

21|d. Pgs 5-6.
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Miss. Bullock testified that after she saw the fire:

| went to go out of the cooler, and when | did, | couldn’t move. After that
I heard two shots, and two guys left out the store...It was the two guys
behind the counter. The two guys in there was behind the counter. They
were the ones that ran out...I saw the tall one. | never did see the shorter

one’s face, just enough to tell he was shorter.??

Miss. Bullock said that after she came out of the cooler, her father was standing up and told her
to call the ambulance. There were spots of blood on the rug behind the counter. Her father had blood
all over the back of his shirt and he was bleeding from his mouth. When the police arrived, her father

fell backwards through the door and was laying half inside and half outside the store.?

Miss. Bullock testified that she then went to the hospital and spoke with the police there. She
told them what happened and what she saw. She said she did not look outside of the store. She called

her mother who came to the store.?

Miss. Bullock described the gun as a “long black gun” and a handgun. The taller man was
holding it straight out pointed towards her father. Her father did not have a gun and he did not try to
fight.

She described the bandanna she saw on the tall man, “It was red, and it had some white and
black designs on it. | can’t tell exactly what design it was.” The prosecutor asked if it could have had

navy blue designs on it and she responded, “I think it was black.”?®

On cross examination, Miss. Bullock stated that she could not identify the men and could not say
whether Womble was one of the men. The attorney asked her what she considered tall and she said,
“Something like six feet,” but she couldn’t tell exactly how tall the man was. She said, “He was just

tall.”?’

22 |d. Pgs. 5-6.
2314, pg. 7-8.
2414, Pg. 10.

25 |d. Pgs 12-13.
%4, pg. 14.

27 |d. Pgs. 14-16.
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Sara Rose Ellington Bullock

Sara Rose Ellington Bullock was the wife of Roy Brent Bullock and they have four children
together. On November 18, 1975 between 5:00 and 5:30 p.m., she took her daughter, Lois, to the
Butner Food Mart where her husband worked. Mrs. Bullock came back to the Butner Food Mart before
9:00 p.m. to bring change to her husband and she left around 9:25 or 9:30 p.m. Mrs. Bullock said that
when she got home, the phone was ringing and it was her daughter Lois saying, “Daddy’s been shot.”
Mrs. Bullock testified, “When | drove up, my husband was laying in the door. His body from here up was

laying inside the store and his body from here down was laying on the outside.”?®

Mrs. Bullock testified that she looked inside the store and saw the register was open and there
was blood all over her husband and inside the store. She saw some money inside the register, but could
not recall whether it was bills or change. Mrs. Bullock said that when she arrived, law enforcement was
already there and she went with her husband in the ambulance. Mrs. Bullock said her husband was

“out” and did not say anything to her in the ambulance.?
Officer Nelson T. Williams

Officer Williams was an officer with the Butner Public Safety Department. He testified that he
was on duty on November 18, 1975, and received a call. Officer Williams arrived at the Butner Food
Mart at approximately 9:30 p.m. Roy Brent Bullock and his daughter, Lois, whom he knew as “Doodles”
were there. Officer Williams said Mr. Bullock was kneeling against the doors. Mr. Bullock told Officer
Williams that he had been shot by “two black men.” Officer Williams asked if he recognized the men
and Mr. Bullock shook his head that he did not. Mr. Bullock then went into shock and Officer Williams
was not able to ask any more questions. Officer Williams noticed that Mr. Bullock had a puncture on his
left cheek “similar to a bullet puncture” and a wound on his left side in the back and was bleeding.
Officer Williams said there was blood leading from where Mr. Bullock was to the entrance of the

counter.’®

Officer Williams described the cash register as sitting on a counter that was in a boxed off area
where the cashier stands. The cash register was open and there were a few coins in one compartment

and a few one dollar bills. All of the other compartments were bare. He described the cooler as, “a

28 d. Pgs. 17-20.
29 d. Pgs. 20-22.
30d. Pgs. 23-26.
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room that you walk in from behind through a door, and the front is glass doors with shelves in it. You
can restack it from the rear of the shelves from out of the cooling area back there or room, whatever

you might call it.”3?

After Mrs. Bullock arrived, Officer Williams said he sealed off the scene. The ambulance came
and took Mr. Bullock to the hospital. Officer Williams went to the hospital after the ambulance and

spoke with Lois, whom he referred to as “Doodles,” around midnight. He testified that Doodles:

Described both men as being black. She said one was tall, the other one
was shorter. She only saw the one that was standing with the gun in his
hand, and he had a bandanna on. Doodles could only identify from his
nose up approximately this area. She said the other man that she only

saw him from behind as he went out the door.*?

Officer Williams said Doodles described the bandanna as a red and black or red and blue

bandanna tied around the face of the man holding the gun.
Stipulation
At this time, counsel for the state and defense stipulated that:

Roy Brent Bullock died at 12:20 a.m. on November 19, 1975, at Watts
Hospital in Durham, North Carolina, died as a result of shock and
hemorrhage due to penetrating bullet wounds in the right side of his
chest, eighth interspace and left chest back into abdomen, which wounds
were sustained at approximately 9:30 p.m. at the Food Mart on Central

Avenue in Butner, North Carolina on November 18, 1975.34
Det. Lorenzo Leathers

Det. Leathers is a detective with the Durham Police Department. Det. Leathers testified
regarding Womble’s confession. The entire transcript of Det. Leathers’ testimony and the trial exhibits

are on the following pages.

31d. Pgs. 25-28
32d. Pgs. 25-29.
3d.

341d. Pg. 32.
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34

or discuss the case with anybody or associate with any person
connecfed with it while you are functioning as trigl jurors.
(RECESS.)

'MB. WATERS 3 ¥our Honor, after the afternoon recess,
counsel for the Stateland for the;defendant have réaé éd a
stipulat on whlch we would ask to enter into the -cord, in
which woul- replace the stlpulatlon which we entered into jus;
prior to the t‘me,of-the afternoon recess The S;ate'uwbuld
move at this time at stipulation*be.‘tricken, énd thﬁtfthiS'
stipulatibﬂ;be'placed nto the regdrd. v

| ”THE COURT: Pexmisgion granted, proceed:*“*”*”“

" MR. WATERS:I Co el for the State and for 'the
defendant herein stipudlate that Roy Brent Bullock at 12:20 a.m|
on November 19, 1875, at Watts Hospl-al‘iﬁ Durham, Norﬁh
Carolina, digd as a result of shock and hemor:hagg.due to 4
penetrating bullgt‘wounds in the right sids of ﬁis chest,
eighth interspace and left chest back into abdgmen, which woungd
were sustained at-approximately.9:30.p.m. at the todd Mart on
Central Avenue in Butner, Nortﬁ'éarolina, on No&embe~“1§f_lé75.

. . THE COURT: The jury will consider this séipy ation

without further additioﬁal proof.

22

23

24

25

MR. WATERS ¢ 'Your\Hohor;4the next witness“for'the
State is Detective Lorenzo Leathers.
LORENZO LEATHERS, being first duly sworn, testified as follows

during DIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. WATERS:

s
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0 ‘What “is your name, sipp .-

A .Lorenzo Leathers. |

_d. Mr. Leathers, by whom are you employed?

A - By -the City of Durham Police Department.

Q How long havé you been employed by the City of “Durham

Police Department?

A Approximately 22 years. '

0 What'is now your eapaeity’with the City of DurheﬁfPoi;ce
Department? ’

A Investigatof.

0 Were you so employed on December 7, 19752

A Ye5f~sir, I was.

0 Were you on duty any time during “that day, eir?

A Yes, I.was. | |

Q While on duty, did you'have occasion to taik EO oneﬂwillie

Henderson‘womble?'

A Yes, I did, sir.

0 And ie that person here in the courtroom today?

A Yes, sif, this is Mr. Womble.

0 Is that Mr. Womble seated to the left of Mr. Parks here

at defense counsel table?
A, Yes, sir, with the blue shirt on,

0. About what time of day or night did you talk with him on
December 7th?

h Around 7:20 p.m., I think.,
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18 -

19

20
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24

25

A, Yes. Whenever I talked with him, I had advisedfhim‘of

0. Where was this discussion that you had with him?

A " It was in the Durham County.Jaila

Q When you talked with him, had you charged this defendant
with anything?

A No, sir, I had not charged him with anything.

Q. | At that time do you know whether or not he had seen
arrested with regard to ény-incident; or any alleged arxrmed

robbery in Butner, North Carolina, on November 18, 197572 "

A On December 6, he had not, no, sir.

Q. What was your purpose in‘falking with Mr. Womble? -

A About some incidents that'%had faken place in“Durham.

0 When you were talking to hiﬁ, did he tell you”dééué‘any

incident that had taken place outside Durham?

his righta;'réad his rights to him, After reading his' rights
to him héésfated he understood h£5‘rights, and then“H@jgiso
signed-a waivér of his rights.

0. Whenﬂypu say he read hiéfrighﬁs, are they wha§u£$é§ﬁrrenﬁ

referred Edﬁés-the Miranda Rights? =

A Xes;ﬁsir.

Q Did you read those rights'#o him off a form that~&gﬁ haveg
with you? o

A. Yes;'sir, I did. ; R .

Q And-do you haveitpe oriéinal"of that form wiﬁh%yﬁygiodayﬁ
A Zieé;.éir. e

ly
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0. Could I see it, please?
A (Witness complies.)

MR. WATERS: Your Honor, we would like to have this
ument:. marked State's Exhibit One for identification,

THE COURT: Let it be marked State's “Exﬁibit'One
for identifioation. o A
(Rights form marked State s Exhibit One for identification )

Q ‘ Mr. Leathers, I show you a document which has’ been marked

State'’s Exhibit One, and ask you if you can identify that?

A Yes, " 51r, & ‘can. .

0 What is it, if -anything? -

A Your'rights, City of Durham also a waiver at the bottom
of'tuis;

Q. Now," did you read that document to Mr. Womble?

18 Yes, 51r, I did. | |

0. Are'there any signaturee oﬁlthat document?

A Yes,*sir. |

D, Whose signature appears on that document?

. Mr. Wbmble § along with mine.

K Do’ you know what time the document was signed?

T would say around 7: 27, 7 30.'
THE COURT: On what date?
- THE WITNESS' Sixth of December, *9S. 'Hi

0 Officer Leathers, after you advised--after the“defeodant

f#igned: that document did you witness it?

do
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A ~ Yes, sir, I did.

0 . Did you sign it?
A Yes, sir, I did.
0 After you read it to the defendant, what, if anything,

did he say? ' . .

A ~ Well, I had talked with him about.some incident that had
h&ppened in Durham, and he denied anYthing about any incidents
that took plaée in Durham. While T talked with him he made a

statement about an. incident that happened over in Butner, North
Carolina.

0. | Detective Leathers, going back to State's Exhibit One,
did youiaskithe defendant whether ar not he understgqqgwhat

you read to him?

n. Yes, I did.

0 Did you ask him whether or aof he could read and>ﬁrite? -
A Yes., |

Q Whaf;qif anything, did he:tell you?

A He stated he could read and wrlte.

0 Did ‘you give him State s Exhiblt One for him to- ead,

ir he'desired?

A Yes, I'did.

Q. .What, if anything, did he do?
A He read it, and he also s1gned if.

MR. WATERS' Your Honor, at® this tlme, the State

would move to lntroduce into evidence Staté's Exhibit e}
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; THE COURT: Let it be received.
, (Rights form received into evidence as State's Exhibit One.)
. MR. WATERS: I would ask it be read to the jury by
; the witness?
" THE CQURT:~Proceed.
THE WITNESS: Before we ask you any'questions,-you
j must understand your rights. You have the riéht to remain
a silent. ' Anything you say can be used against fou in'cogrt. Yqu
" have the right to talk to a lawyer for advice beforehwe?aek you
- 6 any questions,’and to have him with you during questioning. Yqu
I have this’ right to the advice and presence of a lawyer even if [yo
: cannot afford to hire one. We have no way of giving you a ifmuﬂ¢
12 lawyer, but.one will be.appointed for you if you wish; if and whe:
e you go to court.: If you wish to answer questions now»yithout T
= lawyer present, &ou have the.right to stop-answering'queStions
' at any timé%f You also have the rlght to stop answering at any
)6 time until you talk to a lawyer. ' i
N There is a waiver beneath here which says: Ifha ead
8 the stateljftvof my rlghts shown above.; I understan'
= my rights are. I am willing to answer questions an a
- statement I do not want a lawyer. I understand e what
" I am doinq: No promises or threetS‘have ‘been made€ nd Q&
224 pressure of.any kind has been used agalnst me. -
.23 0 Now, Detective Leathers, I understand at thewtim u
i 2 read the'defendant these rlghtsﬁyougwere questioning: out
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some incidents in Durham; is that correct?
A Yes, sir, about incidents that had taken place in Durham.
0 While you were questioning him about the incidents, did

the defendant tell you about some matter that had taken place

outside Durham?

A Yes,
0 Did he tell you what date that incident occurred?
A Well, in the statement he didn't say what déte, but he

gave me a statement. He gave me a statement here.

0. When did he give you this statement?

A He gave it to me-Fthe statement is dated the 6th.
0 Do you have that statement with you?

A Yes, sir. |

MR, WATERS: Your Honor, the State woqld.ask that
this document be marked for purposes of identification.

‘THE COURT: = lLet it be marked for identification
only at this point as State's Exhibit #2.
(Written statement marked State's Exhibit #2 fér identification
o Mr. Leathers, I show you a document which has been marked
State's Exh;bit #2 for 1dentif1cat10n. and ask you if you can

identify that?

A, Yes,

0, Wha; is that, if anything?

(A, a statement taken from Wiliié Henderson Womble,
0, Who took that statement?

91



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

>

PP

N~

0

of his rights as indlcated in State's Exhibit #1?

A

0

A
Q
A

0

defendant; Mr. Willie Womble?

A.

g

P oo @

'Yes,-sir, my own writing.

27

I did, eir.

Is that document--how is it written?

In pen.

Do you know who the penman of that docuﬁent was?
I wrote it.

This waé in your own handwriting?

When did you take down the statement?
6th of December, '75.

Was that subsequent to the time you advised the defendant

Yes, sir.

Are there-any signatures on staté's Exhibit #2?
Yes, sir.

Whose signatures appear thereoh?

Mr. Womble and mine.

When you say, "Mr. Womble," are you speaking of the

Yes, sir, Willie Henderson Womble.

Did you see him sign this document?
Yes, sir.

Does this document contain three pages?
Yes, sir.

Are .the three pages stapled together?

Yes, sir,

92



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

=V

0. Where on the document marked State's Exhibit #2, does

the signature of Willie Henderson Womble appear?

A On the third page on the right side.

Q&  Are there any other signatures thereon?

L 'Yes, sir, mine,

0. When did you place your signature there?

A, After Mr. Womble read it and I signed it.

0. Now, you testified that while you were talking to Mr.

Womble about other matter§ that he indicated that he knew
something about what had occurréd in Butner; is that correct?
A Yes, sir,

0. Is that the statement you reduced to writing‘about what
he told you what happened in Butner, North Carolina?

A Yes, sir, it is,

Q After you reduced the statement to writing, did you give

Mr. Womble an opportunity to read it?

A, Yes, sir.

0 Did he read it?

A Yes, sir.

0 When did he read it, before or after he signed it?
A He read it and then he signed it.

o How long did you talk with the defendant?
A, I guess approximately_30 minutes or more.
Q During the time that you took the statement from the

defendant, did he ever complain?
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A No, sir.

0. Did he ever ask for an attorney?

A No, sir.

0. Did you promise him anything in return for this state-
ment?

A No, sir, I did not.

0 Did you threaten the defendant in any way when he made

the statement?

A No, sir.

0. At whose request did you go up--where was the statement
taken? |

B, In the county jail in Durham.

0. At whose request had you gone to see Mr,'ﬁomble?.

A Well, I had had some robbery that I wanted to talk to
him about,'and there were other incidents in Durham I wanted
to talk to him about.

0. During the time that you were talking with the defendant
taking down this statement, did he ever express a desire to yo
to stop talking? R

a No, sir, he talked freely.

Q Did his answers to your questions seem to make sense?
A Yes, sir, they did.
0 Was there any time he complained about you being there

questioning him?

A No, sir, he did not.
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0. Was there any other person there with youizy the time
you'ﬂc;n took this statement?
‘B There were jailers in and about the jail, but he and
myself were sitting at a table alone.
Q Were you in a cell 6r in some other part of the jail?
A. No, sir, I was not in a cell. He was out of the cell
and in another compartment. He was not in a cell, no, sir.
MR. WAfERS: Your Honor, at this time, the State
would move to introduce into evidence a doéument marked State'L
Exhibit Two, and have the witness read it to the jury..
THE COURT: Let it be ‘admitted. The witness may
 Senll de,
(statement written in pen reéeived into evidence as State's
Exhibit Two.)
THE WITNESS: "I, Detective Leathers, talked with
one Willie Henderson, black male, age 21, of 3424 Apartment D
Mordecais - Street.” This is in Durham. "Who made the following
statement without fofce, threat or promise. One night Joe
Perry, Albert Willis and Boo Boo came by my home and asked me
if I wanted to maké $20, if I would go and be the lookout for
them,"
"Boo Boo was driving a 1965 or 1964 Ford, white. We
all left and Boo Boo drove over to Butner, North Carolina.
When we reached Butner, Boo Boo parked right down the street

from the place. At this time Joe Perry was carrying a 22
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'alllgot out of the car, Willis, Perry and Boo Boo. I, Willie

Womble, stood on the outside and was the lookout man. Perry,

all ran out of the store and'éot back in the car. The .only ‘one

néck."

:He, Perry, gave me $20 for being the lookout. _Wnhen.. .

;Wlllis cane back by my sister s house. They came in and I

“‘room and hé would not say anything else that took place over in

‘Butner. I do not know the way over “to the store that was robbe

43

aﬂtdmatic'plstol. Boo Boo had a 41 Magnum pistol. I don't

know what kind Alpert Willis had, betweex - a 45 and 25 automSEfc;

WAfter Boo Boo parked about 50 feet from the store they

‘Willis and Boo Boo went in the store and stayed for abouc 7 %o |

Q:minutes. At the time that éﬁé&“&hme out of the store they
with a masﬁ~on was Albert Willis. He had a stocking cap on
hie'face; Perry had a blue and red handkerchief tied together

around his neck. Boo Boo did not have nothing tied around his

"On the way back from Butner, Joe Perry had the money.

He counted it out on the way back. Perry stated he had $210.

we reached my house they dropped me off. Then Joe Perry told

me if 1 said anything about what happened they was goxng to kill

me,"

"On “the next day around 12:30 p.m. Joe Perry and Albercﬂﬁw

-

talked with Albert Willis in the bedroom.“ At this timeine o

stated he would not shoot anyboay. Then Perry came into the .

&

but I would know the store if I would see same again. I do not|
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know what the otﬁers received out of this robbery that took
place over‘in'Butner.“ He signed this, “Willie‘Womﬁle,“ énd I
witnessed, "L. Leathers."

0 What time did you witness this statement?

A After I wrote it and I read it to him, and had ﬁim to
read it, and then I signed it and gave it back to him, gave it
to him and he signed and I signed it.

Q. Now, Mr. Leathers, from thereafter did you ha§e the

document, State's Exhibit #2, typed?

A Yes, I did.

Q When did you have that typed?

A I think it was typed on the 8th, I believe.

Q Is that the 8th of December, 1975?

A, _Yes, sir,

Q Did you go back to see Mr. Womble after the document had

been typed?

A Yes, sir, I did, and I had some copies made, and had him
to read them and sign them, and then I signed them after he
read them and agreed they was correct and signed .them, and then
I,Qighed them,

0. ‘Do you have the original of'the document that was typed?
A, " I think Mr. Williams hag the original. I have some copies.
(Typed stagément marked State's Exhibit #3 for identification.)|’
0. Mr. Le;thers, I show you this document which was marked

State's Exhibit #3, and ask you if you can identify that?
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A ‘- Yes, sir,
0 What is that, if anything?
A This is the copy that was made from the pen written copy |

that I made, and it was typed up and signed by Womble and myself.

1} When was that signed?
A ~ On the 8th of December, '75, at 10:45 a.m,
Q And prior to: the time that was signed, did you read it

to Willig Womble?
A Yes, sir, I read it to him and gave it to him. I told him
to read it, and then he signed it, ;nd then I signed it.

0 . Is . .: that typed copy of State's Exhibit Three a copy

typed written of which you have written?

A Yes, sir.
Q Of the document which had been marked State's Exhibit $27?
A, Yes, it is.

MR. WATERS: Your Honor, at this time, the State
would move to introduce into evidence State's Exhibit #3.

THE COURT: Let it be received into evidence.
(Typed statement received into evidence as State's Exhibit #3.)
0 Néw,gM;q'Leathers, when you carried this document, which'| "
has been marked State's Exhibit #3, to the defendant, did anyone
go wigh you? |
A Yes, Tony Luther was up in the jail, but he did not
witness the signing.

0 He didn't witness the signing, did he witness any. other
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14 o Did y&u ask’hinm that particdlss question?
15 | a.

16 ||’
17 .
18 {a. T* Yead” it and’ ‘Gave  £7¢6 Hinto read. -
9’
2 .

21
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23 o Y’oma’:e not:@ctually sure he could read it or not, ‘are
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‘part of what went on up "there With+ the “typed'copy?

{l him.  'Heé*was ' just there.

{| read every“single ‘word ‘of ‘this statement 'that 'youw ‘and he both

&€ youswanits toy! T£ You: don*t Want to, you don't have to.’

[you? You'just assuiie he:Could read 1t?:

Ia. T*have beéen knowing Willie for some timg,and he has beern

~46" -

A 'Hé ‘Was “Up ‘the¥e But “He' S&w M WHilE' T''was reading ¥€ to

“"MR."‘WATERS '~ ‘YourHOnor, ‘we would tender this wi tnes|s
“PHE - COURT: Cross 'exanmine.
CROSS EXAMINATION by MR. “PARKS' |
o My ‘Leathers’; this 'alleged statement. that' Was: s*fgﬁ&&*‘»’w

Mr.' Womble;* do you know for a fact that he can read? Did he

‘signed? *
A He' sald ‘he' could read! - I ‘aii“sure he icould read, yes, sir
"'Do: you' know ‘how: 'many years of. school he has finished?

NoYy'sir, I do nots

Well, :if he''told me’, T iforgotten: ‘i€
0 ‘Did-he ‘redd’ this: docunientibefore ‘you, or ‘did He'just!

silently hold it?

(% You'sdid what},® please redd ‘this?
A:  Read’this’ statement| "I: read it:and tHen==T:*told him I"

would read:ithis statement; @nd ‘then'yoi-read it yoursign i,

[’
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goiﬁg;tpféghogl, and he'ﬁad been gding to school in Durham;
I don't know what grade he was in, but I am sure ‘he was béyoﬂaA
the 5th or 6th.grade. |
) Did you know he.was a special ed student?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Overruled. Well, sustained, as you have
phrased the quéstioh.it'presupposes something -w#ich at this

point has no proof.

0 Do you know wﬁat educational background he has?
A, I know he was abové the 5th or 6th gfade.

Q But you are not sure what tipe student he wgs+;
A No, sir, I am not.

L=l

--which would reflect his ability to read or write?

MR, WATERS: Object to that question.

THE COURT: Sustained, Nekt question.
0 Were there any other witnesses to this document other than
you?
A Well, when I was talking to him, no, While Willie and I
was talking fhefe was jailers up in the compartment, and'they
had their duties and I did not call them back there.
o Bgsically'it was you and Willie Womble in regard ﬁo this
statement we are talking about?
A Thaé?s correct,
0 In regard to the statemenﬁ} did he make sense? Did it

make sense to you, the story?
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A. Well, sres.,, it daid.

é  But were'yoﬁ up there investigating some other alléged

crime-that he was being charged for, or wereAyou‘up tﬁerg for
this particulAr thing? | |
A No, sir, I was up there with incidents that had taken

place in Durham. I had no idea about tbié‘incidgnt.. I had |

read in the paper about Butner, but I was not up there for this

case. I was up there for an incident that took place in Durha#.

0. It was incidental then?
A That's righé, it was.incidental.' It jusf came up.
Q You also are testifying that he waived his.fights and

could read these righés?

A Yes, sir.
MR, PARKS: No further questions. 5
THE COURT: iny redirect?
MR. WATERS: No, sir, your Honor.

THE CQURT: Come down,

J. STEVENS, being first duly sworn, testified as £

during™RIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. WATERS/

0 What your name, sir?

A. C. 3. Steve .
0 Mr., Stevens, whe live?
A Route 1, Rougemon
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CITY OF DURHAM

NORTH CAROLINA

@
b

POLICE DEFTARTKENT

YOUR RIGHTS . Place /AL /73
Date ; 2
r ST ST
Time // £

Before we ask you any questions, you must understand your
rights. You have the right to remain silent. Anything you say can be
used against you in court. You have the right to talk to a lawyer for
advice before we ask you any questions, and to have him with you during
questioning. You have this right to the advice and presence of a law=-
yer even if you cannot afford to hire one. We have no way of giving
you a lawyer, but one will be appointed for you, if you wish, if and
when you go to court. If you wish to answer questions now without a
lawyer present, you have the right to stop answering guestions at any
time. You also have the right to stop answering at any time until you
talk to a lawyer.

WAIVER

I have read the statement of my rights ishown above. I under-
stand what my rights are. I am willing to answer questions and make a
statement. I do not want a lawyer. I understand and know what I am
doing. No promises or threats have been made to me and no pressure of

any kind has been used against me. :
/
signea Lllve LLerlls

s B

Witness,

Witness
Time

o~
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CITY OF DURHAM NORTH CAROLINA

Durham County Jail
Durham, N. C.
Ded. » L1895

I, Inv. Lorenzo Leathers, talked with one Willie Henderson Womble, BM, age 21,
of 2424-D Mordecai St., who made the following statement without force,
threat or promise, after having been advised of his Rights and he signed a
Waiver of his Rights.

One night Joe Perry, Albert Willis and Boo Boo came by my house and asked

me if I wanted to make Twenty Dollars ($20); if I would go and be the lookout
for them. Boo Boo was driving a 1965 or 1964 Ford, white. We all left and
Boo Boo drove over to Butner, N. C. When we reached Butner, Boo Boo parked
right down the street from the place. At this time Joe Perry was carrying

a 22 automatic pistol. Boo Boo had a 41 Magnum Pistol. I don't know what
kind Albert Willis had; between a 45 and 25 automatic. After Boo Boo parked
about 50 Ft. from the store, they all got out of the car, Willis Perry,

Boo Boo. I, Willie Womble stood on the outside and was the lookout man.
Perry , Willis and Boo Boo went in the store and stayed about 7 to 8 minutes.
At the time that they came out of the store they all ran out of the store.
and got back to the car. The only one with a mask on was Albert Willis;

he had a stocking cap on his face. Perry had a blue and red handkerchief
tied together around his neck. Boo Boo did not have nothing tied around

his neck. On the way back from Butner Joe Perry had the money. He counted
it out on the way back. Perry stated he had $210. He, Perry, gave me

$20 for being the lookout. When we reached my house they dropped me off.
Then Joe Perry told me if I said anything about what happened they was

going to kill me. On the next day around 12:30 PM Joe Perry and Albert
Willis came back by my sister's house. They came in and I talked with

Albert Willis in the bedroom. At this time he stated that he would not

shoot anybody. “hen Perry came into the room and he would not say anything-
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-2- Statement by Willie Womble

CITY OF DURHAM NORTH CAROLINA

else that took place over in Butner. I do not know the way over to the
store that was robbed, but I would know the store if I would see same again.
I do not know what the others recieved out of this robbery that took place
over in Butner.

» 7 7

SIGNED i/ A/

WITNESSES:

TIME //) ‘LS L
/.)-A’/ 75
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C.J. Stevens

Mr. Stevens testified that he is the owner of the Food Mart in Butner and Roy Brent Bullock had
been working at the Food Mart for 16 months. Mr. Stevens said he left the store around 5:00 p.m. on
November 18, 1975, and Roy Brent Bullock and his daughter were at the store. Mr. Stevens returned
around 10:15 p.m. that night and saw that, “the cash drawer was open, the money was gone and there
was blood on the floor.” Mr. Stevens testified that he used the receipts to tally that $37.60 was missing
from the drawer.? Three to five packs of cigarettes were also missing.3® He testified that he had not

given Womble, Willis, Frazier, or Perry permission to take money.?’

Defense Evidence

Willie Henderson Womble

Womble was called to testify in his own defense. The entire transcript of his testimony is

included on the following pages.

35 This is believed to be a mistype in the trial transcript as testimony in Perry’s trial is that $387.60 was missing
from the register.

36 SBI reports indicate that Mr. Stevens realized after the homicide that only money was missing, not cigarettes.
SBI File 150-H-13, Summary Report, Pg. 9.

371d. Pgs. 40-52.
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MR. PARKS: Yes, slr,-we will have evidence.

THE COURT: Then I will defer until tomorrow

morning a let you start first. Anything further that can be

done tonight?

MR, PARKS: Yes, sir,

THE COURT: Call ‘your witnesses one at a\time,

WILLIE HENDERSON WOMBLE, being first duly sworn, testified

as follows during DIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:

Q. State your name. to the Court.,

A. ‘Willie Henderson Womble,

Q Where do you live, Willie?

A Durham, North Carolina.

Q | What is your‘age?

A 22,

0 Now,‘Willie, as a little background on.you, how many

brothers and sisters do you have?

A, I have five sisters and--I have five sisters and two

brothers.
0. Were yoﬁ raised by.both your parenﬁs?
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e MR. ﬁATERS§ .Objectiqn.
THE COURT: Objection gustainéd. Immaterial to

guilt or innocence.
Q Willie, over four past record you have been charged and
convicted of several things; is that true?
A Yes.
Q Back in February, 1971, when you wefe 17 yeafs old, I
have a record here where you were charged with store breaking?
A . Yes,
Q0 “: Can you bleaée explain what happened when you were 17
in that pafticular chérge?

. MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained.

0. Willie, were you breaking and entering in Durham, North
Carolina?

A Yes,

Q. What were 'you found guilty 6f?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained. Under the rules of evidence

this is not competent on direct examination.

0 Well; Willie, you have been befoie the Court before; is
‘that true? ’

A. Yes.

0 And what yere you found guilty of?
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A Breéking and entering and larceny.
Q How many times?
A Let's see, one time. One time guilty. Both: of them

were larceny. Both of them were larceny, twice.

Q Larceny of what?

A Larceny from--larceny from a laundromat.

0. A laundromat?

A, Yes,

0. Taking what?

A Clothes.

Q. Clothes?

A Yes.

0 Have you been found guilty of anythihg else?

A No. No, sir.

Q. Now, these all happened when you were a teenager?
A Yes.

0 You haven't been charaged and found.guilty of anythiﬁg

since you have been 20, 21?
A No, sir.
MR. WATERS: Objection.
THE COURT: Sustained under the rules of evidence.
MR. PARKS: Well, we have offered into evidence a
certain document, I know it is #3. Your Honor, could I let
him look at that document?

THE COURT: Yes, sir. Produce State's Exhibit #3.
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0. I would like for you to look at that, if you will.
A (Witness complies.,)
0 0. K5 Wiliie, the first thing I would like to knew, : -

this is a document that a Mr. Leathers brought before the Cour

indicating that you signed that; first of all, did you sign that

particular document?
A Yes, sir.
") You did sign it. Were you able to read this complete

statement that you signed?

A No, sir.
0. Can you read a couple of sentences of that document to
the Court?

MR, WATERS: Objection.
THE COURT: Overruled.
A No, sir.
0 Will you try to read that document to the Court starting

with the first sentence?

A I can't read.
0 How many years of school do you have, Willie?
A Let's see, I was in a-I was in special education.

Q Special education. What was the highest grade you

finished in school?

A Fourth.
Q The fourth and fifth grade?
A No, the fourth.

o
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Q The fourth grade?
A, Yes.
0. After the fourth grade, did you continue to school as

special education?

A Yes, sir.

0 Did vou haveta reading problem? -

A Yes, sir.

0 Did you have a writing problem?

A Yes, sir.

Q ' Under what conditions did you sign this statement with

Mr. Leathers présent?

A, You know, he--when he turned to come up to me--he turned
to--when he came up to me to talk to me, and he came by himsel
this was already wrote out. ILorenzo Leathers wrote this
himself, I didn't tell Leathers, Leathers none of this on
here. He wrote this himself.

0. Mr. Leathers came to you and asked you to sign something

that was previously written?

A Yes, sir.
Q Typed up or just written or both?
A First he came there that was wrote up.

0 It was written up in longhand?
A Yes, sir.

0 And you signed that?

A Yes, sir.,

Lt
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o Then he came back?

A Yes.

Q And brought what you have in your hand:w;iting theré?

A Yes.

Q What did he say to you?

A Let's see. let's see, he came up there., He céne around

there and got around behind the cell with what he came back
there for was sﬁgéading me stuff back there in the book room.
He took me out of.the cell, where he told me. that, thét he
wanted to hang Joe Perry. That was what he told me.

So I told him I didn't know nothing.
0 Wait A minute. Slow down. He said basically that he

wanted to hang Joe Perry, that's another person involved?

A Yes, sir, .

Q And this was the reason he séid that he wanted you to
sign this?

A Yes, sir, so after I signed it I didn't know'what'i'was

signing, ‘Then when he read it, I told him, I told him thét
I ain't known nothing about none of this stuff he wrote on it,
Then when_he*turned around and told me that-that-that-that he -
was going to hand me. .
0 Was that confession made voluntarily? -

MR, WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained.

Q@ Willie, on November 18, 1975, will you please tell the
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Court and the jury what you did that day and thét night?

Qv

A I went to work that day. I told him I went to work that

~day. I got off work about--

Q. Where did you go to work?

A Gilmore Plant and Bulb .Company, Landécaping job.

Q In what city?

A Durham, North Carolina.

Q You got off work about what time?

A 4:30.

Q | ‘Go ahead.

A So then—-éo then when I got in off work--when' I got in

off work, I went--I went back home, you know, I took a=-washed

and I went outdoors. Went outdoors, yvou know, I went 'outdoors

and then went back to my apartment, you know, washed wup.

You

know I laid around the house about, I would say about to 7:30;

about 7:30, 8 o'clock, and then I went down to--I went to one

of my friend's house and went over there, went over there and

played cards.

"the hours of 7:30, 8 o'clock.
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Q Some time after work?

A Yes, sir.

Q You got cleaned up and went to their house?

A Yes, sir.

Q 0. K., what did you do then?

A I stayed up there. Me and my girlfriend stayed ﬁp there

and played cards. We stayed there about 10:30; 10:30, 11 o'cl
playingvcards, then I told him~-I left. Then I told him—-I
left and came back downstairs and went back to my apartment,
you know,

Q Willie, when you went to Leroy's home, did you watch

television late that night like the 11 o'clock news?

A Yes, sir.,

Q Did you see anything on the news that you remember?

A No. ©No, sir, not as I can recall at the moment.

0 But you do rgmembef seeing the news which usually comes

on about 1l o'clock?

A. Yes, sir.

Q So you remembe:'you were playing cards or at your friend}

home from after work, 6, 7, something like that, 7:30 until
11 that night?

A ‘Yes, sir. I know, I do know thaf; that I was up there.
I was up there. I was up there 11 o'clock because usualiy we
leave~-~I left from up there ffom playing cards and watching

TV about 11 o‘clock.

bck
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Q Willie, do you have a speech impediment? Have you had

this all your life?

A Yes, sir.

0. This is not from nervousness now, you have always talked
this way?

A Yes; sir.

0 Now, Willie, this visit with Leroy is directly opposite

of what you signed, Exhibit #3, it's just the opposite; do you

know that?
A What?
0. The document you have in your hand says something

different from what you . are ;aying now?
A Yes, sir.
Q. Which is the truth?
MR, WATERS: Objection.,
THE COURT: Overruled.
Q In your opinion?

THE COURT: Well, if you get down to opinion,
sustained. It will be for the jury to reach their own“oﬁinion
and conclugsion from any and all of the evidence. )

: MR. PARKS: I will retract that.
0. So, Willie, whichAis4the t;uth? |
MR. WATERS: Objection..
THE COURT: By virtue:9f~your other questions and

comments, in the meanwhile I will sustain: this now as a mattey
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A, Yes.,
0 And did Mr. Leathers sign that there in your presence?
-A What?

of law. It is for the jury to determine.
Y Willie, that night after you left at approximately what

time from Leroy's house?

A About 1l.-
Q Where did you go then?
A I told him--I told him=--I went back to my apartment where

I stayed at back downstairs.

Q When were you contacted by Mf; Leathers the first time?
A Let's see, it 'was on--it was on December--it was on--

I know it was in ﬁecembe; the first day that they came to
arrest me in Durham. December 5th. I believe it was December

5th or the 6th,

o Two or three weeks latex?

A Yes, sir.

o This was,four first encounter with this?
A Yes, sir.

MR. PARKS: No further questions.,

THE COURT: Cross examine,
CROSS EXAMINATION by MR. WATERS:
o You have-State'stxhibit #3, Mr. Womble, I believe you
testified that this document marked State's - Exhibit #3 has

your signature on it; is that right, Mr. Womble?
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0 Did Mr. Leathers sign this document marked State's Exhib

#3 in your presence?

A He told me to sign, take and sign this name on it.

1} Did he sign his name right there, which has been marked
"Witness"?

A I am not familiar with that. I don't know if he signed

in my presence or not.

Q You don't recall whether he signed it or not; is that
right?

A No.

Q I ask you to 'look at State's Exhibit #2, and ask if ther
appears your signature? ’

A Yes,

Q. I ask you to look at this document marked State's Exhibi

#1, Mr, Womble, and ask you if thereon appears your signature?
A Yes,

Q. Now, this document marked State's Exhibit #2, which you
signed, was. prepared before State's Exhibit #3, was it not?

A I believe this one right here was the first one. I
believe this one right here was the first one that he brought
for me. I know when he brought it for me it was wrote off,

It wasn't typed off, it was wrote off on paper.

o You signed State's Exhibit #2 before you signed State's

| Exhibit #3; isn't that right?

A Yes, sir, I guess so.
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0. Was that correct? Do you recall whether you signed
State's Exhibit #2 bhefore you signed State's Exhibit #3?

A Yes. |

Q And your signature appears.on all documents marked State
Exhibits #1, 2 and 3; is that right?

A Yes, sir.

Q Now, yéu have testified that you were arrested either
on December 5th or December 6th; is that correct?

A Yes,

Q And you were in custody at the time that Mr. Leathers

talked to you; is that not right?

A, Yes;

Q And you went to Durham éounty Jail; is that £rue?

A, Yes. .

Q. What you were arrested for you thought you were in a

whole lot of trouble; isn't that correct, Mr. Womble?-

A | No, sir. |

Q0 - 'DidnY: you tell Mr. Leathers what you knew about the
matter in Butner so you could get some help and relief for

what you were charggd with down in Durham?

A. No, sir.

0 You know Joe Perry, do you not?
A Yes,

0. -You know Albertlwillis?

A Yes.
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Q And do you know a person called Boo Boo?

A I know a whole lot df.Boo B;os;4

0. Pardon?

A Yes, I know quite a few Boo Boos.

Q Do you know the Boo Boo whose real name is Frazier?

A I don't know his real name,

0 You don't know his real name. How lon§ have you known
Joe ﬁerry?

A ILet's see, I have been knowing=-I have been--I have been

knowing him ever since I was about 8 or 9 years old.

0 You know him for a good while; is that right?’
A Yes.

o You have been good friends; is that true?

A No, I wouldn't say so.

You go places with him; isn't that right?
8ir? _ |
Haven't you gone places with him before?

Yes, I have been pldces with him before.

I - T CR=

Now, you have testified on direct examination, Mr, Womble,

that you have been convicted of several things; isn't that

true?
A Yes.
0. And for those convictions did you ever spend any time in

Butner, North Carolina?

A, No.
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Qo You never spent any time at the youth center over there?
A No, sir.

Q Well, you have been to Butner;'isn't that right?

A No, sir.

Q. You have never been to Butner in your life?

A I have never been to Butner -in my life.

o You never seen that convenience store over there?

A No, sir, except that day that the two arresting officers

when -they came--when they came to pick me up from Durham
jail before they brought me to Oxford jail. They told me they
were to cafry me to some store. They carried me to some store
in Butner before they brought me down here and locked me up
down here in Oxford jail.

0 Weren't you ever held in custody in Butner along with

Joe Perry and some of your other’friends?

A No, sir,.

Q. Haven't you had occasion to be in that convenience store
before?

A No, sir.

o Mr, Womble, you testified that you were convicted of

larceny; is that right?

A, Yes.,

Q Did you ever take from Nelotear Construction Company
checks valued at $2,279.29?

A, I didn't take it. They said I took it.
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Q On June 14, 1971, did you rob, takg some money £rom some-
body else?

A No, sir.

o] Have you ever had occasion to steal an automobile?

A No, sir. l

0 You have been convicted of breaking, entering and larceny

68

more than once; isn't vtﬁat right, Mr. Womble?

A No, sir. T have been--I ain't been convicted. I have
been convicted of--I have been convicted of misdemeanor breakin
and entering and larceny.

0 You were convicted to serve as a'committedﬂyouthful

offender; isn't that right, Mr. Womble?

A Yes.

o] Where did you spend that time as a committed youthful
offender?

A In Raleigh. In Raleigh. In Raleigh and Durham.

Q Now, do you know Willie May?

A Willie'May?‘ No, I am not familiar with that name,

Q Didn't you go over' to Butner on November 18, 1975, to

visit Willie May who was standing time in the youth center?

A No, sir, I have never been the:e in my life.

Q. Do you knoQ Willie May?

A No, not as I recall.

Q I will ask you to sit and remember, Mr, Womble, whether

yvou do in fact know him or not?

g.
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Q Did you ever have occasion to play pool over there in

the poqlroom close to the Food Mart?

A No, sir.

0 You have never been over there?

A = Never been over there,

o} Now, I believe you testified on direct examination that

you were working at Gilmore's Bulb Company; is that right?

Is that Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company, Inc.?

A Yes.

Q " And did you live at 14 E. Green Street, Durham, North
Carolina? ‘

A No. I was going with a girlfriend of mine staying on

Green Street.

0 Did you tell the people at Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company
your address was 14 Green Street, Durham, North Carolina?

A That was the addregé I told them--I“"told”;h;;::;m;ave
them at my girlfriend's.

0 Were you iiving at your girlfriend's?

A I was staying with her off and on. When I first got the
job——whe; i first got the job, that's where I was staying with
her, |

0 ﬁhen.you first qothhe job was around December 4, 1975;

is that right, Mr. Womble?

A No, sir,
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0.  The truth of tﬁe matter is, you didn't work but two days
with Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company, that was December 4th-and
Sth, 1975; is that right?

A. That-was before-~that was before. I told him I got 1aié
off. ‘I told him I gotAlaid off and went back and got a job.

I told him I went back and got a job on December 4, December
3rd or 4th, |

0 You worked with them before and was laid off and went
Back with them December 4th?

A That's right, I had to go through the employment--~I had
to go through the employment office and take and get--seé, the
employment office, they were giving--they were giving out the
jobs, so I had to go back to the employment office to get the
card. Go to the employment office to get the card. The card
to carry back to the company. They told\me I had to get the
card from the employment office because the company I was working
for, they was not from Durham. They told them I had to go
throught the employment office to get the card.

o You went back to work with them on December 4, 1975, and
you stayed there December 4th: to December 5, ana then you were
arrested; is that right?

A. Yes, sir.

Q And you were arrested on the charge that didn't ha&e any-
thing to do with this Butner case; isn't that riqht,'Mr. Womble(?

A Yes, sir.
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Q And you thought you were in a lot of trouble because you

were arrested on that, and you had some information, didn't you,

Mr, Womble?
A No, sir.
o} Didn't you tell Mr. Leathers what you told him in the

document so you could get out of trouble over there in Durham?

A No, I didn't.

Q You didn't tell him that?

A No, I didn't,

Q Isn't the truth of the matter, Mr. Womble, when you‘

were discharged at the preliminary hearing over in Durham you'
changed your mind what you told Mr. Leathers; isn't that true?
A I did not. I did not‘havé a preliminary hearing in
Durham. I told him--I told him=-I know I went down to court
there, that's when they appointed me a lawyer. A 1awygr in
Durham.,

0. Mr.'Womble, you know that criminals sometimes tell‘on

each other to help themselves out to get out of trouble, don't

you?

A No, sir.

0 .Have you not told on peoplé Before and got in trouble?.
A Had not told on people before and got in trouble?

0 Yes, sir, Mr. Womble.

A No, sir, I don't think so.

1} You don't think so?
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A No, sir.

0 You never gavelinformation to things you knew about or
things you participated in to get other people in trouble to
get out yourself? is that right?

A No, si?.

0. You also testified, I believe, on direct examination,
Mr. Womble, as I recall your testimony, that Mr. Leathers told
you he wanted to hang Joe Perry up, and ;hen he read it off.
When you say he read it off, Mr, Womble, weren't you talking
about this document here which is marked State's Exhibit #2?
A See, ﬁe brdught—-see, he brought--see, he had wrote that!
up himself, He wrote that up himself, and he told me to sign
that., After I signed it, that's when he came over with all
the stuff and got to talﬁing about--got to talking about
something that happened down there in Butner. He told me that
they had a feeling that Joe Perry, Albert Willis and Boo Boo=--
he kept on calling Boo Boo, that Boo Boo did it, that they did
i€,

I told him that--~I told him that, that I didn‘'t know
nothing about it., Thén when he throwed that piece of vaper
on me, he said that I was going to sign, "Sign that;: 'What I a
trying to do,. I am trying to hang Joe Perry."” He told me,
"What I am trying to do is hang Joe Perry."

Then he turned around and told me he is going to try to

harg me too, that's exactly what he told me.

=
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Q So you signed this document not knowing what it was; is
that right? |

A That's right.

Q Why in the world did you do that, Mr. Womble?

A I told when they-=he came over ﬁhére the same da¥.~ They

locked me up. They locked me up in custody. When they=-when
they first came down there in the project and locked me up in
custody, and I was high that day. When they first locked me

up that day--

Q What were you high on?

A What?

0. What were you high on? ;

A. I was high off of beer.

Q You were high off of beer? Weren't you high -off somethi
else? .

A, No.

0. So you now say everything written out here is a proddct

of Mr. Leathers' own imagination; isn't that right?
A It sure is,

0. You signed this document not knowing what it is; is that]
what you are saying?

A Yes.

Q You signed State's Exhibit one and two not khowing,What
it is; is that right?

B, That's right.
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0 When you signed under here where it states, "I have read
this statement of my rights shown above., I understand what

my rights are. I am Qilling to answer ‘questions and make a

-t

statement. I do not want a lawyer. I understand and. know wha
I am doing. No promises or threats have been made to me Qnd
no pressure of any kind has been used against me, .Signed
Willie Womble." You are saying you didn't know what you were
signing; is that right, Mr. Womble?

A I sure don't.

0 Now,'you are saying State's Exhibit #2, you didn't know

A That's right.

0 When you signed State's Exhibit #3, you didn't know that
was a typed copy of State's Exhibit #2; is that'  correct?

A That was all wrote up by him. I didn't tell him. T
didn't tell him nothing on there, nothing on the sheet ofA
paper right there. That was all wrote up by Detecti?e Lorenzo
Leathers.

(1} Now, you testified that you signed this, and didn't know
what it was; isn't-that correct?

A Yes, that's what I told him.

Q And you testified State's Exhibit #3 was prepared some: sl

time later on, and you came back. and signed that; isn't that

right?

A Sir?
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0. You testified that State's Exhibit #3 was prepared some
time later on after State's Exhibit #2; isn't'that correct,

Mr. Womble? /'@ ¢

| A = I took” and 'said==I know=~I know=--I know all--I know all

| of them were signed at the same day.

0. Now, Mr.-Womble, you testified after you signed this
and Lorenzo Leathers told you what was in it, he told you he

was going to hang you; isn't that right?

A What?

0. Isn't that what you just told.us?

A-. - That's what he told,:he was going to hang=--

Q* He told you he was going to hang you after signing

State's Exhibit #2; is that right?

A That's right.

Q0 - Why 'did you:sign State's Exhibit‘#3, which is'; typed
written copy of State's Exhibit #2?

A When he came back up there=--when he came back-up there;
he-~he--he came himself pressuring me. Whgn he came back up
there, he had Joe Momier sitting and N, T, Williams. ' When
they got me all lined up trying to blow their bréatﬁ all in
my face trying to crowd me and stuff, that's what theéy were
trying to do.

1) You 'signed State's Exhibit #3 because they were doing  ;
that; is that right?

A .'That’s right, I sure did.-
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A That's what he told me.

& The only reason you éigned is because somebody was breath

[A%)

Q And you knew what you were signing when you sigmned Statels

Exhibit $#37

A I didn't know what I was signing.

0 You didn't know it was # typed copy of State's Exhibit
#27? -

A I know==I know==I know I didn't tell them nothing whats

on that paper right there.

0 Mr. Womble, you knew after you signed State's Exhibit

told you he was going to hang you too; isn't that corxect?

r

ing hot breath in your face?
A They were pressuring me, getting all up in my face breath
breath déwu my neck like they wanted to jump on me.

0. ' Didnitﬂfhéy tell you you had a right to a lawyer?
A They ain;t bring no lawyer, like my lawyer came up there.
All three, they was already--~-they was a;ready back there ‘in
the room trying to press-me; trying to buy me cigarettes and
stuff. | |

0. Mr. Womble, you have been in trouble before, and you had
lawyers appointed before; isn't that right?

A That's right.

Q You knew you had a right when 'you were £a1king to the

officer for a lawyer; isn't that correct?

ing
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A You are speaking so I can't understand what you are
saying.
o You knew when you were talking to Mr. Leathers, you

knew you had a right to an attorney; isn't that right?

A. They weren't talking about no attorney then.

Q Why didn't fou tell them you wanted an attorney in
there to get the hot breath off you?

A I felt like at the moment, at the moment all of them
in there were trying to crowd me. I felt like ifAI would havg

told them, told them I wanted a lawyer at the moment, they

wouldn't have brought none in there. They wouldn't have brougd
one in there.
0 The truth was, Mr. Womble, you were trying to be buddieg
with Mr. Leathers and Mr. Momier because you thought  this
information would get you out of trouble.
A, That was wrong.
0 You told them everything you knew because you felt you
would get out of the trouble over there in Durham.
A That's wrong.

THE COURT: Sustained to repetition..
Q. Mr, Womble, going back to Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company
if you were employed before December 4, and laid off before
that time, when were you employed and laid off?
A What?
Q When were you employed by Gilmore Plant and Bulb Company

ht

7
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A I was employed at Gilmore Plant--I was employed at
Gilmore Plant and Bulb right after I left--left from up at theg
service station.

0 You were employed at Gilmore Plant and Bulb in October?

A. Yes.
0 When did you leave there?
A I told them--I left Gilmore---I left Gilmore Plant and

Bulb in November, November 26th, and then I told them--I
went back to the employmeﬂt office and-told them at thé : 
employment office. I believe I started back on the job
December 4th, Decgmber 4, 1975, and then I worked there two

days, and then that's when I got arrested.

Q Where weré you living on December 5, 19752

A I was staying on Mordecai Street then with my siéter..

0. How long had you been living on Mordecai Street?

A I would say about-a month, a month and a half,

0 What was your address at Mordecai Street?

A It was 3424 Apartment E, I believe that's right,

0 So you were at 3424 Apartment D Mordecai:; is that right?
A No. v

0. Your sister doésn't live there at 3424 Aprartment D

Mordecai, she didn't live there December 6, 19752
A No.
0. Mr. Womble, you say the only time you have been to

Butner in your life was when the two Durham people carried you
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by the Granville County Jail?

A No, I didn't say the two Durham persons. I'm talking
about the two here, Joe Momiér and N. T, Williams.

0 You were already in the Durham jail?

A They came and got me from Durham Coﬁnty on my way--on
my way to bringing me down here to Granville County Jail. Jo
Momier énd N, T. Williams, they éarriéd.me to some store.
They told me tﬁey;were going to carry me to some sto;e in
Butner, North Cardlina, and then they told mg they weré going
to carry me down théré to the police station, or‘someﬁhere

from the police station there to Granville County Jail.

0. You went over to Butner, didn't you, and pointed out to

them where the robbery occurred?
A No,'I sure didn'f!
0 Didn't you point ‘out where you parked the car before
you went into the store? R
A. No, I sure didn't. They told me ﬁhey were going to
carry me to the store. They carried me to the store, and they
told me that that was the store that the man had got éﬂbt and
killed, and they asked me had I ever seen that sfore before.
I told them, "No." |

So N..T. Williams got out and went on thé inside of the
store to have people come and look there in the window on me"
and stuff, seeing, asking people down there, asking people dow|

there can they recognize me, had they ever seen me before.

-
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80

A I didn't get a good look at the store because when they
carried me--because:. when they carried me down there at that
time I was trying to get away from carrying me to places like
that. Really I was scared. I wasn't paying that much attenti
to the store.

Q. So you went to tha£ store, y&u didn't pay any attention
to it, and you couldn't describe it now; is that right?

A I know it was a brick store. i know it was a brick
store, and when he drove up there, when he drove up there in
front of the étcfe, he told them to park the car up there in

front of some gas pumps or something.

Q How long have you known Joe Perry?

A T have been knowing Joe Perry ever since I wés about 9
years old.-

Q How long have you known Albért Willis?

A I have been knowing~~I have been knowing Albert Willis

a couple of years.
0. What kind of car were you driving on November 19, 19752
A I don't know. I didn't see Joe Perry that day.

0 Did you see him any time during November 19757

A No, I didn't see Joe Perry none during that time in
November. '

0 Did you see him ahy ‘in October?

A I told him I seen.him._ I told him I seen him about the

on
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middle, about the middle part of October. ' You see, me and Jose
Perry, me and_qu ?erry was staying, me and Joe Perry was
staying on the sarie’ street one time.

0 Do you know what kind of ' pistol Joe Pefry had?

A No, I sure don't.
Q Did you ever see him with a pistol?
A. No.

)

You never seen Joe Perry with a pistol, Mr. Womble?
A, No, I had never--I had never seen Joe Perry with a pistd
since I have known him,

0. Didn't you tell Mr, Momier and Mr. Williams where he
hid the pistol?

A No.

0. Didn't you tell what he did with the pistol after the
robbery was over with?

A No, I sure didn't.

0. You didn't tell him where the pistol was up in an attic
up in the apartment?

A No.

0. Mr. Womble, when you signed State's Exhibit #3, you say
you didn't know what that was either; is that right?

A That's right.

0. Didn't you realize that State's Exhibit #3 was the exact
typed written copy ‘of State's Exhibit #2; is that correct?

A. No, sir.
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0. When you signgd State's Exhibit #1, you didn't know what
that was; is that righf?

A That's right.

0. Have you ever had occasion to be advised of your consti-

tutional rights?

A Yes, I have been advised of my constitutional rights
before.
0. Didn't Mr, Leathérs advise you of your constitutional

rights when he came up and talked to you in the jail that
evening when he had the statements with him marked State's
Exhibit #27?

A. No. I can't say that Lorézo Leathers advised me, I kngw--
I know Lorenzo Leathers told me to put'that in front of me and
told me to ‘put my name down there and sign it.

0 And you just signed it because he told you to?

A That's right. He was blowing all on me, crowding me and
stuff.
0. You sign anything a policeman puts in front of you; isn‘L

that correct?
MR. PARKS: Objection.
THE COURT: Sustained.
0 Weren't you convicted, Mr. Womble, of breaking and
entering and larceny in 197472
A Yes. .

0 Weren't you also convicted of breaking and entering and
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A March of '74?
o Yes:- .'“:
A I know they tried to arrest me. It was sometime in

February, sométime in February '74. I know it was sometime
in February Of.'74. I know I wasn't arrestgd.. I wasn't
charged with only oné thing in '74 ghat'I.can remember. . I
believe that took place sometime in '74, February ofA;74.

0. .,'Then‘ydu were convidted twice of bréaking and entering

and larceny in '74; isn't that right?

A No, sir,

0 Didn't you just testify a few moments ago you were
convicted?

A The first time I was convicted that was in January,

January of '72. It was in '72,

0. Was that from larceny from an automobile?

A No, it sure wasn't.

0 What were you convicted of 1n'Januéry bf ¥Tee

A. Lafcény, misdemeanor larceny.

Q Were you convicted in February 1971 offlarceny?

A February 1971? I might have Had, but not as I can

remember. I can't remember.

. MR. WATERS: I believe I have no other questions,

your Honor.

THE COURT: Any redirect?
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~MR. PARKS: Yes, sir,
REDIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. ?ARKS:
Q Willie, how lgng have you been in jail since you were
arrested for this particular charge?

| MR. PARKS: Objection.-

THE COURT: Sustained.
Q. Willie, when you were arrested,'and.you first met me,
what were you chapged with?

~MR. WATERS: .objection.

THE COURT: Sustained.
0 Willie, was the charge of armed robbery back in Decembe:
of '72 dropped?

| MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained.
0 Willie, are you testifying now that this particular .
document, Exhibit #3, was presented to you for you tdisign
it, and you could not read it, and you were pressured:. at the |-
time?
K = Yes, 'sir.

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: He alréady answered.

MR. WATERS: Move éo strike.

MR. PARKS: I have no further questions.

THE COURT: Overruled. Come down, sir.

LEROY WALTERS, . 6 being first duly sworn, testified as follows
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Leroy Walters and Shirlyn Walters

Leroy and Shirlyn Walters were called as alibi witnesses for Womble. The entire transcript of
their testimony is on the following pages. Mr. Walters is now deceased. Ms. Walters has been

subpoenaed to testify at the Commission Hearing on June 2-3, 2014.

The Walters both testified that November 18, 1975 was a Tuesday. The Commission staff has

been able to confirm that November 18, 1975 was a Tuesday.*®

Both Leroy and Shirlyn Walters mentioned specific television shows during their testimony.
According to internet archives, in 1975, “$10,000 Pyramid” aired Mondays through Fridays. “A Family
Affair” only aired new episodes from 1966-1971 and local rerun airings could not be located. In 1975,

“Good Times” aired on Tuesdays at 8:00 p.m. on CBS.*

38 www.dayoftheweek.org; www.Wikipedia.com, and www.timeanddate.com.
39 www.wikipedia.com and www.TVGuide.com.
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MR. PARKS: Yes, sir,

IRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:

.Willie, how 19ng-havé you been in jail since you were

arrested for this particular charge?

| MR. PARKS: Objection.-

THE COURT: Sustained.

Q. - Wil ié, when you were arrested, an .you first met me,

what were u chagged with?

WATERS : .Objection.

THE \OURT: Sustained.

0 . Willie, Qas the charge of/armed robbery back in DecembeT

of '72 dropped?
| MR. WATERS3} Objection.

THE COﬁRT: stained.

0. Willie, are you/test yipg now that this particular .

document, Exhibit , was prelented to you for you tdlsign

it, and you could not read it,; and you were pressured: at the|"

‘MR. WATERS: Objection. -

THE COURT: He already answere

MR, WATERS: Move to strike.
MR. PARKS: I have no further questi

" THE COURT: Overruled. Come down, sir.

LEROY WALTERS, ., being first duly sworn, testified ‘as follows
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during DIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:

Q Please state your name and address to the Court.

A Leroy .- Wélters, 3420 Mordecai.

0. - Leroy . are you related in any way to Mr. Willie Wombld?
A No, sir. |

0. How did you know Mr. Womble?

A Well, he was a neighbor downstairs.

0. Now, we are concerned about your information of what

happened on November 18, 1975, on that particular night,
could you please relate to the Court when you saw'Mr. Womble,
where you saw him, what you all d4id?

.MR. WATERS: Your Honor, I object to the leading.

THE COURT: Overruled. Go ahead. |
Q Well, I went to work that day.: When I came home about -
5 he metlme on the porch, and he said, him and his little -
brother, "Are you going to play some cards tonight?"
. I said, "Yeah, you know, as soon as I wash up.”

He said, "About what time?"

i said, "0. k., come up about 7." So about 7 o'cloqk
he knocked on the door, he and His bfother and his girlfriend.
We started watching t.v., and, let's see, Family Affair,
After Family Affair, it was a Tuesday night, and $10,000
Pyramid, and then Good Times, and after Good Times I cut the
t.v. down low and we Started playing cards and listening to

music.
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It was aﬁout Butner, a murder in Butnerf I ran and-cut‘the
t.v. up and he was fixing to leave.‘_I said, "Wait a minute,
let's watch this.” He sat down, and he and his qirlfrieﬁd and
his brothér heard that and everything. Then about 11:15 I

said,'"O;k;, well, I will see you tomorrow," and he left.

Q

A Right.

0 Agaih, about what time did he come over to your house?
A Seven,

0. About 7 o'clock, and he stayed tﬁere until--

A Eleven. | '

0 The news had started at 112

A 11 o'clock. |

Q. A little after 1l he left because the news came oﬁ”at
11? | |

A, Right. Channel 11 Eye Witness Néws.b

Q He was definitely in your héme November 18?2 -

A 18th. B _ ‘ |

Q Tﬁat was a Tuesday?

A Right.

Q 19757

A, Right,

Q Who else was there other fhan Willie and his girlfriend
and you?

uu

Then about 11 o'clock, we quit and turned on thé news,

You all were playing cards, did you say what, Spades?
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vehicle on the right side of the highway?

A

Q

>

Q
A

o3

right?

A

. Have you ever been charged or convicted of anything?

No,

My wife.

Her name?

Shirlyn Walters.,

What do you do for a living?

Plaster.

No, sir. :

MR. PARKS: No further questions.
EXAMINATION by MR. WATERS :
You are Leroy - Walters; is that right?
Right. |
Have you evér lived at 500 Eugene Street?
Right. |
Have you been convicted of unsafe movement?
No. |

You never have been convicted of failing to drive_a

No. i

You never have been convicted of improper equipment?

Wetre you involved in a larceny on about February 25, 197,

No.

You say that Willie Womble lived downstairs; is that

Right.

1?
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across town living with his aunt, and he started staying with

his sister.

0

A

P

PR o P

e e

L PP

Did he live at 3424 D Mordecai?

Yes.

Is thaé his apa?tment number?

Yes..

How long had he been living there, do you know?

When I first met him it was October.' He came f£rom

Now, his sister then lived at 3424 D Mordecai?
No, 3420, not-24.

3420 Mordecai Street?

Right.

And you lived in what apartment number?

E.

And they lived in D, which was downstairs?
Right. WNo, upstairs. Let me see, yes, D.
They. lived in 3420 D Mordecai?

Yes.

foﬁ “lived in E upstairs?

Right.

You say you are not related to Willie Womble in any way
No, sir.

You are not related to him by blood or marriage?
No, sir.

Just a neighbor of his?
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A Right.

0 You just happened to be good frien&s on Novemﬁer 18, 197
is that nighﬁ? |

A Right. -

1) Now, you testified, I bélievé, that you turned on the
news about 11 o'clock; is that right, Channel 1l Eye Witness |
News?

A .ﬁight.

2 I believe“yégfglso testified there was on the news’
screen‘about'a mur&er in Butnex?

A Right.

Q Describe exactly what the news had on there?

A It showed a conyenience store and sheriff cars and stuff
like that..

0. It showed the convenience store, sheriff cars?

A Right.

Q - What else did it show?

A. That's about it, .

What did they say about the murder over there?

PP

It didn't say anything. It just said a murder had been

committed and the murderers are at large at this time.

0 Now, that was about what time that‘came on during the
news?

A Five minutes past 11.

0.  Five minutes past 11?

5;
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A Right,

0. That was on November 18, 19757
A Right.
0} Mr. Walters, could it have been November 19, 1275 that

you were watching that program?
A No.
0 Can you explain to this Court and to this jury how iq
the world yoﬁ could watch a news storf“about - murder on
November 18, 1975, when the victim didn't die until November
19, 1975, the next day?
A It was November 18th.
Q And ybu saw a news story on November 18, 1975, about a
murder nobody knew anything about?
B, It was November 18th because they shéwed it at 11 o'clog
1} Mr., Walters, you weren't in Court when counsel for the
defendant and State stipulated Roy Brent Bullock did not die
until 12:20 a.m. on November 19, 1375; is that right?

MR. PARKS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained as phrased.
Q Were you in court yvesterday when.the State and defense
counsel stipulated the time of death?

A. Was I in Court?

THE COURT: Were you in Court yesterday on this ca&e?

THE WITNESS: No.

Q Yet you say you saw on t.v. the ‘story of a murder that

k.
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occurred on that night; ién't‘that right?

A It was either a murder 6r a shooting, one.br the other.
o] Now you say it was a shooting; is that correct?

A Murder or shooting, either one of them. Its: been so
long now.

0 Has it been so long you might not be able to remember

whether or not it was November 18 or 19th?
A I know he was at my house that-nigﬁt.
Q You know he was at the housé on the night it éame on t.\V
about the murder over in Butner? |

A Right.

0. And about the time the news team was there ahd showing
on t.v. the sheriffs® cars?

A Right. |

0 And the news story‘occurred November 19, 1975, that

would have been the night he was there; is that right?

A No, 18th. _

0 " You know it»was.Nbvember 18th; is that right?

A Right. . |

Q When did you ﬁave océasion to talk tp Mr. Parks here

about whether Willie Wemble was at your house oﬁ Nowvember
18th, 19752 | |

A After his mother-=-she got a lawyer, and I talked to him
on the phone about a week later,

o} You talked to Mr, Parks on the phone?
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0

was on November 18, 19753 is that right?

SHIRLYN WALTERS, being first duly sworn, testified as follows

during DIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:

0

A

P P B o® P

I - -

24

Right.

‘You remember it was on a Tuesday, and you remember it

THE COURT: Sustained as repetitious,
MR. WATERS: I believe I have no further quéstions.
THE COURT: Any redirect examination?

MR. PARKS: No guestions.

Please state your name to the Court and jury.

Shirlyn Walters.
THE COURT: Spell your first name please.
THE WITNESS: S~h=i-r-l-y-n.

Shirlyn, do you work?

Yes, I do.

Where?

Pic 'n Pay Shoes.

Are you related to Wiilie Womble?

No, I am not.

How do you know Mr., Womble?

I met him through his sister.

How long ago, aﬁproximatéiy?‘

I would say about 9 months ago.

Nine months ago?‘ -

Yes.
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0 - Shirlyn, we are concerned about your observations on
November 18, 1975, Will:yqu rlease relate to the‘Court when
you saw Mr, Womble, if at all, and what you all did théﬁ
afternoon and night, |

A. Well, I saw him that morning right before I went to
work, because his girlfriend and him was out there on the

porch, and they asked me for a cigarette.

Q What day is that?

A The 18th.

0 What day of the week, do you recall, off hand?

A No. I got home about 5, and they met my husband and

I as we were coming up the walk. Him and his brother, they
asked us if we were going to play some cards. My husband
told them to come upstairs about 7 o'élock. They came up therje
and we watched t.v., and then after we watched Good Times we
started playing cards.

0. . You watched a series of programs, then you got to Good

Times, and then you started playing cards?

A Yes.
Q Do you remember what you played?
A Played Spades, We played that until 11 o'clock. Right

before they left the news came on, and on the news it had a

shooting in Butner.
Q. A shooting in Butner?

A Yes, so then he stayed up there because Leroy: - told him
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went home.

to wait a minute. He stayed up there and watched that with

us, and then about 11:15--

0. Who stayed up there?

A Him,

Q Willie Womble?

A. Yes.

Q 0. k.

A And his girlfriend and his brother.

0 And his brother. About 11:15 all of them left?
A, Yes.

[0} So they arrived about what time?

A About 7 o'clock.

And they left about what time?
11:15.

Who was present in the home that night?

oo opo®

It was Willie, his girlfriend, Gale, his brother, Barron

my husband and I.

Q. | Have you ever been charged or convicted of any crime?

A They said I took some shoes out of Kiné's, which I didn'lt.
0. Were you convicted of it? WErevyou convicted of that
charge?

A, I don't know. The ohly thing I did was pay the fine and|

Q Anything else?

A No.
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A.

Q

is that right?

A -

Q

Q

husband, Willie Womble, his girlfriend and brother?

95

How o0ld are you?
21;_
MR, PARKS: No further questions.
THE COURT: Cross examine;
EXAMINATION by MR, WATERS:
Is your middle name Upchurch?
No, that's my maiden name. My middle name is Lavaughn.
Your maiden name is Upchurch?
Yes.
Did you live at 500 Eugene Street in Durham?
Yes.
Were you born in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania?
Yes.
Were you born on Nermber 19, 195472
Yes, I was.
And on July 19; 1972, were you not convicted of the
of larceny?
They said I took the shoes, bué I didn't.

Well, you were found guilty and-paid‘szs and costs;

Yes.
You were convicted, were you not?
THE COURT: Sustained to argument." Next questior

Now, you say you were home watching t.v. with your
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A Yes,

Q2  Dpia you see, as your husband did, thelsheriffsﬂ'cars

and the pictures of the convenience store and so forth?
A Yes.
Q You say that the news said there was a shooting in

Butner; is that right?

A Right.
0 pid it say anything about a murder?

A No. The only thing it said was a shooting in Butner,
North Carolina. |

Q If it turned out that the t.v. coverage was actgaliy
the next night, then that would have been November 19th  that
Mr. Womble was at your house; isn't that right?.

A He came up there the 18th and the i9th because I re-
member it was the day before my birthday.

Q But you remember the'very night on November 18, 1975,
the very night of the armed robbery that you saw pictures |

of the convenience store and sheriffs' cars; is that right?

A Right.
Q And it appeared to be dark when they were tﬁking these
pictures?

A I don't even know, because one time it looked dark and
then by the camera it looked light. I don't know even which
one it was.

0 So you don't know whether it was dark when they filmed
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this or not; is that fight?
A N6, I don't,

1) -If it waé‘taken at night, it ﬁwbﬁld-have had to be darkj
isn't that trué?

~THE COURT: Sustained as to argument.

0. What is Willie Womble's girlfriend's name?
A Gale. |

1} Gale what?

A I don't know her last name.,

MR. WATERS: I have no further questions, ybuf'

Honor,

THE COURT: Any redirect? .
MR. PARKS: No, sir.

THE COURT:  Come down. ‘ "

MR. PARKS: Your Honor, that's the ca

-?QE\COURT: The defendant rests, will there'be

evidence for Aéﬁh\sfate in rebuttal?

~,

b
on rebuttal evidence the\Sggyé/would move for the moraning
. J/ /\\ .

" MR, WAmEﬁé;\ Yes, 8{5///Your Honor, before ‘putting

\\.
/! \\

/"/ N s, ’ v
THE COURT: Seeing-the’time, ‘we:williallow:it, ")

xecess. 7

Vi
Membe;sfof the jury, we wili\stop at this point and

"

# : ~ . .
take a morningﬁbreak of 15 minutes. You‘%;}l be permitted to

& N

step outif/ﬁeep.an open mind about the_case.\\QQ not falk with |
s \\
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State’s Rebuttal Evidence

Det. Lorenzo Leathers

The state called Det. Leathers from the Durham Police Department as rebuttal evidence. The

transcript of his entire rebuttal testimony is on the following pages.
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or associate with or be with any of the witnesses or pépple

connec ‘with this trial during this break. KXeep an open

mind. The Court is in recess.

(Morning recess.,) .
-

MR. WATERS: Y Honor, first of all the State

would like to ask Mrs lLeathers to e the stand., He has
already‘béen g
THE COURT: Just come back to the stand. He has

already been sworn.

LORENZO LEATHERS, being previously.sworn} resumes the stand

.and testifies as follows during REDIRECT EXAMINATION by MR.

WATERS @
0 Mr., Leathers, I show ?ou this document here, which has

been marked State's Exhibit Two, and ask you whether or not

.when you talked with the defendapt on December 6, 18975, you

had carried that document already written out and a place for

his signature prior to the time you ever talked with him?

‘A ,No,'sir. As he told me I wrote it down, and after he

told-me about it, I went over it again with him, and-h;d him
to sign it and then I signed it. ,

0. When you say you went over it ;gaip with him; did you
read it to him?

A, Yes, sir,

0. Did he appeér to you to understand what the contents of
State's Exhibit #2 was?

A, fes, sir, he did.
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"1 Was that almost two days later?

7y

Q Now, Mr. Leathers, I show you the document which haé

been marked State's Exhibit #3, which you testified earlier

A ‘.' Yes, sir.

Q. How much later in time did you go down and see Mr.
Womble with regard to State's Exhibit #3, and ask him to
sign it? '

A, i ;wént back on the 8th of December, '75.

A Yes, sir.
0 Were there any other persons with you when you carried
State's Exhibit #3 back with you?

A I was by myself.

Q. Was Joe Momier with you from the State Bureau of Investil-
gation? |

A No, sir.

Q. Was Joe Williams with you?

A No, sir.

0. Were you breathiﬁg hot breath on Willie Womble when‘he

signed State's Exhibit #3?

A. No, sir, I did not.

Q Did you read State's Exhibit #3 prior to the time he
signed it? |

A Yes, sir. .

Q What did you tell him with regard to the signature on th
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document?
A When I went over it with him, I gave it to him to read,

and then he signed it and then I signed it.

Q pid you ever tell Mr, Womble you were going to hang
him?
A No, sir.

MR. WATERS: Your Honor, we would tender this
witness.
THE COURT: Cross examine.
RECROSS EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:
0 Mr. Leathers, were you investigating another matter

wheh you saw Willie Womble at this time?

A Yes, sir, that took place in Durham.

0 And you were by yourself? |

: Yes, sir, I was by myself.

Q Was this investigation in relation to anehiberg Wwillis,

Joe Perry or Boo Boo?

A No, sir, it was not related to those.

o Were you at all investiéating’a crime in relation to
Joe Perry, Albert Willis or Boo Boo?

A I was investigating crimes thag took place in Durham,
and I did not know who were -involved in them.

0 Nothing with regard to Butner?

A. No, sir, nothing with'regard to Butner.

0 In regards to Exhibit #2, which is the hand written
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document, and in regard to Exhibit #3, were these signed at
the same time?

A No, sir. The pen written statement was signed first,
and ghen the typed statement was signed at a later date.

0. What does a later date mean?

A It means the date that took place after the signing of

the first one.

0 - Was it two hours'later or two days later?

A It was signed on 1279/75,.sir.

o 12/8/752

A Yes, sir.

Q One Qas signed and when was the other one signed?

A 6th of December, 1975.

a - Two days difference?

A Yes, sir.

Q. Now, can you recall to the best of your ability whether

Mr, Womble read this statement at ali a loud before he signed
it? |
A, I gave it to him to read., I can't recall whether he regd
it a loud or not.
Q. Have you ever in your experience had people to sign
things they could not read to your knowledge?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COQURT: Sustained, Do not consider thg duestiqn,

members of the jury, the Court rules it is not competenf.
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Q You said to the best of your ability he had read it befq
he:signed this document?

A, I gave it to him to ;ead, and he read it. In my opinion
he read it, and he read the other page and signed it.

0. Mr, Leathers!nat any time did you coerce, physically

or mentally, Mr. Womble into signin§ that statement?

3, Nog sir, I did not.

0 Didn't in f;ct you bqy“cigarettes and other thinﬁs-for
Mr. Womble? “

A No, sirx.

Q You never bought him cigarettes?

" MR. WATERS: Objection.

y

THE COURT: Sustained as repetitious.

MR, PARKS: No further questions.

public safety ofgicer in Butner?
N

A. That's correét._ /",«" o Fgmaie e
. P
0. You arrived at tﬁé\scene'at the Food Mart approximately
N g

N\

what time in the eveningféé\quembér 18, 1975?
A Approximatelx,Bgso p.m.k\g\“
Q What‘timg,diﬁ you leave the‘écene to go to the hospital
to talk to:aﬁQ.witnesses that might b;\phere? |

A Igf%as somewhere about 11 o'clock.

/
/

re

=3
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Officer Nelson T. Williams

Officer Williams of the Butner Public Safety Department was recalled as a rebuttal witness.

Officer Williams testified that he did not see any news personnel at the scene on the night of the crime.
Martie Johnson

Ms. Johnson was an employee of WTVD television. The script from the November 18, 1975,
11:00 p.m. newscast was introduced into evidence. Ms. Johnson testified that the story that aired that

night was read by the anchor without any video airing. Ms. Johnson read the script to the court:

A Butner convenience store operator was shot in an armed robbery
attempt about 9:30 tonight. 46 year old Roy Brent Bullock was taken to
Durham Watt’s Hospital where officials are withholding information on
his condition. Bullock’s assailants are described as two black males
wearing ski masks. One of the suspects is about six feet tall. The victim’s
young daughter was able to catch a glimpse of the two men as they were

leaving the store with an undetermined amount of cash.*

The script for November 19, 1975, was also introduced, and Ms. Johnson testified that film ran

along with the script. Ms. Johnson read the script from that newscast:

Police are still searching for two men connected with the murder and
armed robbery last night at a Butner convenience store. Police say two
black males wearing ski masks entered the store around 9:30, demanded
money...then shot store operator, 48 year old Roy Brent Bullock, three

times. Bullock was dead upon arrival at Durham’s Watts Hospital.**

Defense Rebuttal Evidence

Leroy Walters and Shirlyn Walters

Mr. Walters was recalled and testified that Womble had been at his house on both the 18" and
19" of November. Mrs. Walters was also recalled and testified that she saw footage of the store on the

news on November 19%. The transcript of the Walters rebuttal testimony is on the following pages.

40 |d. pgs. 102—109.
4|d. pgs. 109-111.
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Q Mr. Walters, on the 18th of November, 1975, you earlier

this was placed on the SOF film reel. This is in@icating
this story was covered with £ilm.
MR. WATERS: Your Honor, the State would tender thid
witness, |
THE COURT: Cross examine.
MR, PARKS: No questions, S
MR%\WATEkS: I have no‘oiheéxquestions. I was
going to ask ;ha\\they be released/if I might, your Honor.
THE COURT- The witﬁ/és ‘is:released., You are dis-

\.

charged. Thank you. \\

hY

Without ob]e tlon, I would direct the Clerk to take

State's Exhibit #t/aﬁd #5 make copies of the cover page*

of each and the pdge on which is incident is alleged to have

been mentioned, and return the original thereof to the witness.

R. WATERS: Your Honor, thexe will be no other
rebuttal evidence.
THE COURT: The State rests. Any evidence in re-

bdttal by the defendant?
N

MR. PARKS: Your Honor, I would like to recall Leroy
Walters. | |

THE COURT: He has already been éwofn. Juét take
your seat on the stand. | ; a

LEROY WALTERS, being previously sworn, resumes the stand and“"

testified as follows during REDIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:
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had testified that--

THE COURT: Sustained. The jury is to reﬁembei what
a witness earlier testified to. Just ask your question.

v} Mr. Walters, on the.18th of November, 1975, what do you
recall séeing on tov.?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT? At what point in time. Sustained as
phrased.

Q Between 10 and 11 at night.

MR. WATERS: Objection, as repetitious.

THE COUﬁT: Sustained as repetitious as to what
went on with the witness. If you have new matter or rebuttal
matter you may proceed.

0. Mr. Walters; on the 18th of November, 1975, can you account
to us your recollection of the news that night?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Spstained.

0. Mr. Walters, on the 18th of November, 1975, dO-fou recall
seeing a film presentation or any film part of the aiIeged
murder of Mr., Bullock?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

THE COURT: Sustained to leadfng your.witness.
Phrase it so as not to be leading, please.

0. Mr. Walters, on November'¥§, 19f5, did you see a film

story on the news, and if so, what did you see?
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MR. WATERS: Objection,
THE COURT: You got two question in one.
0. Did you see a film story?
MR, WATERS: Objection.
THE COURT: i0verru1ed; What is your answer?
A I got--it was the 19th.
Q. No, in regard to the 18th,
A ' Well, the iSth, they, you know, told what happened and
showed a slide of, you know, film slide; and the 19th Waé the
next night they showed the whole thing.
0. O0.k. On November 18 and 19, 1975, was Mr. Willie Womble
at'your house between the hours-=well, was Mf. Womble at your
house at ight? ‘
MR. PARKS: Objection.
fHE COURT: Sustained as repetitious, that portion
of your question. ~
0 Mr. Walters, was Mr. Womble at your house on November 19?
MR. PARKS: Objection.
THE COURT: Sustaiped»as repetitious from‘'his earlie
testimony.
Q Mr, Walters, Qﬁat did you see on Novembéf.lS on television?
MR. WATERS: Objection.
THE COURT: Overruled.
A The newscast about Butner, North Cérolina. At that time

it had the murder.
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0 What do you mean, théy had the murder?
A Well, the 18th was the shooting, and the 19th was the
murder of the man.
0 And who was watching television with you?

MR. WATERS: Objection.

~ THE COURT: Overruled.

A Willie and his girlfriend and his little brother.

MR. PARKS: No further queétions. |
RECROSS EXAMINATION by MR. WATE#S:
0. .Mr. Walters, was Mr. Womble over to your house playing
cards both nights?
A Right.
Q And so he was over there on the evening of the 18 and
the 19th now is what you are telling the Court; is that right3
A Yes, sir,
o} Was his brother with him on both nights?
A Well, yes. They comes up every night because they don't
have t.v., and they watch the t.v. at my apartment.

0 So they were there on the 17, 18, 19 and the 20th; is

that it?
A Right.
) Have you not testified earlier that you were positive

it was on the 18th that he was over there, and you saw this
newscast?

A, Both nights.
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.0 You saw a film of the place that the alleged murder took

115

MR, WATERS: I have no further questions, your Honor
THE COURT: Any redirect?
MR, PARKS: Nb, sir,
THE COURT: That's all, come down.
SHIRLYN WALTERS, being previously sworn resumes the stand and
testifieg as follows during REDIRECT EXAMINATION by MR. PARKS:
QA Shirlyn, can you tell us what television programs you saw
on the 19th of November, 19752 | ,
| MR. WATERS: "Objection.
' THE COURT: Sustained. Let me see both of you ..
up here.
(Counsel approach the bench.)
THE COURT: Rephrase the questions.
0 Shirlyn, on thé 19th of November, 1975, what did you see
on the news at 11 p.m. that night?
A Well, they said.that the man that had gotten shot the 18t
had died, and they showed the film of it, of where he got shot]
0. This is what you saw that night? "
{ . .
A Yes.
MR;.WATERS: Objection.
THE COURT: Overruled.
MR, PARKS: No further questions,
THE COURT: Cross examine.

RECROSS EXAMINATION by MR. WATERS:

place?
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Q Did it have 7-11, was that the name of the store?

dawd 7Y

A Yes, the 19th,

0 Well; would you give a description to the Court of the
building you saw on t.v?

A ' The only éhing I saw was the 7-1; and some cars in front

of it.

A It's a convenient Food Mart,
) Do you'rémember.what kiné of front it had on it?
A No, just glass dodr;, front, that's all I remember,
0. Dia 1t.have any brick on the front?
A Down at the bottom of it, and at the top.
0. Was this film taken in the daytime or at night?
A Like I told.you before, I don't know.
MR, WATERS: I have no othér questions, your Honor.
THE COUgT: Any redirect?
MR. PARKS: No qﬁestions;
e THE COURT: An& further evideﬁce for the defendant?
PARKS: No, sir,'that'ﬁ/gli the evidence for the
defendant.’ . i

THE COl Any final rebuttal by the State?

" . MR, WATERS: Np{’sir, your Honor.

‘THE COURT:. Then all of the evidence is now in and

closed., In thig/éase the';ghate has the right to open and -
the closing argument to the jury’, Wwhat says the State?

;/”MR. WATERS: Your Honor;\ﬁgg State will waive the
///' \\ .
N

\
N

N
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Closing
Closing arguments were not recorded in the transcript.
Verdict

The jury deliberated from 4:05 p.m. until 4:20 p.m. and found Womble guilty of first degree

murder.*?

Before sentencing, Womble was allowed to address the court. The transcript of the statement
is included on the following pages. The original trial transcript is missing the final pages, but they are

included in a different format from the Supreme Court appellate file.

“21d. Pgs. 133-134.
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Sentencing

Womble was sentenced to be imprisoned for the term of his natural life with credit for 210 days
spent in jail awaiting trial. Womble’s trial attorney, William Parks, was appointed to represent him on

appeal.
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IX. Joseph Lee Perry Trial

Perry was tried for first degree murder on November 3 and 4, 1976. The charge of armed
robbery was dismissed at the beginning of the trial. Perry was represented by Attorney James E. Cross
and the State was represented by Assistant District Attorney David Waters. The Honorable E. Maurice

Braswell was the presiding Judge.

The opening arguments were not recorded in the transcript.

State’s Evidence

Lois Bullock

Lois Bullock is the daughter Roy Brent Bullock and the only surviving witness to the homicide.
She was 14 years-old at the time of trial and 13 at the time of the homicide. Miss. Bullock testified that
she was working at the Butner Food Mart with her father on November 18, 1975. She said she was in

the glass door walk-in cooler between 9:00 and 9:30 p.m. She testified:

“Well, I looked through the glass door and | saw these two guys and they
were standing behind the cash register, and | saw a shot from one. | saw
fire come from one of the guys. He was standing there. | just saw fire. |
didn’t realize what was going on. Then it dawned on me. | went to get
out of the freezer. | stopped and | couldn’t move or anything and | heard

two shots and | saw two guys leave the store.”*

Miss. Bullock described the men as, “Both were colored guys. One of them was tall and had a
red bandanna or | don’t believe it was blue or black and the tall guy and the other guy, | could tell he

was short by the top of his head but | didn’t see him completely.”**

She again described both men as black and said both were anywhere from around 16 to 19
years-old. She said the tall man had on a heavy coat and bandanna and she did not see what the other

man had on. Miss. Bullock testified that after she heard the shots, “The two guys took out the store and

3 Trial Transcript State of North Carolina v. Joseph Lee Perry, Granville Co. 75CRS6042, November 3, 1975, Page 4.
41d. Pg 5.
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started running.” She called the police and her mother. While she was using the telephone, she saw

that the cash register “was standing open.”*

Miss. Bullock said that at this time, her father was up and walking around. He had blood on his
shirt and pants and told her to call the police. About the time the police arrived, he fell down. The

ambulance took her father and she went straight to the hospital with her mother.*®

Miss. Bullock described the weapon as, “Well, when | was in the cooler it looked like it was a
long, it was just a long, black gun. Looked like it had a long barrel to it.” She clarified, “Well it wasn’t a

rifle. It was a small hand gun.”¥

On cross examination, Miss. Bullock testified that she did not recognize the two men she saw

that day. She said she did recognize Perry because she had seen him come into the store before.*®

On redirect, Miss. Bullock was asked how long the men were in the store and she said, “It was
just a few minutes, you know from the time | saw them and they run out. | can’t, you know, say how
long it was.”*® She said she only saw the side view of them and the taller man had a bandanna around
his face. She could only see the top of the other man’s head and could not tell whether he had a

bandanna on or not.*°
C.J. Stephens

Mr. Stephens is the owner of the Food Mart in Butner where the homicide happened and where
Roy Brent Bullock worked. He testified that he left the Food Mart at 5:00 p.m. on November 18, 1975

and Mr. Bullock and his daughter Lois were at the store.>!

Mr. Stephens said he returned to the store at 10:30 p.m. after the homicide. Money was
missing from the cash drawer and according to the receipts, $387.60 was the variance. There was only

change left in the drawer.>?
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Mr. Stephens said he did not know Perry.>® Mr. Stephens testified the store was well lit.>*

On cross examination, Mr. Stephens estimated the distance from the front door to the cash

register to be ten feet and the distance from the register to the cooler to be 30 feet.>
Officer Nelson T. Williams

Officer Williams was an officer with the Butner Public Safety Department. He testified that he
was on duty the night of the crime. Officer Williams was dispatched to the Food Mart at 9:30 p.m. in
response to a shooting.>® When he arrived, Roy Brent Bullock and Lois, whom he referred to as
“Doodles,” were there.”” Mr. Bullock was leaning slumped to the door and they laid him down on the
floor. There was blood on Mr. Bullock’s shirt, his face, the floor, the concrete outside, and the cash
register area. Officer Williams observed a wound on the left side of Mr. Bullocks’ face and his back. The

cash register was open and only coins and a few one dollar bills were inside.>®

Officer Williams testified that he sealed the scene and the ambulance arrived about 10 minutes
later. The SBI was called in to process the scene and he left when SBI Agent Momier arrived. Officer

Williams then went to the hospital.>®
At the hospital, Officer Williams spoke with Mrs. Bullock and “Doodles.” He testified:

Doodles stated that she was in the cooler in the back of the store and
that she heard a noise and saw a flash. And as she was coming out of
the cooler that she saw two black men run from the store and one of the
black men was standing at the entrance ask [sic] her father was
standing behind the cash register. And she stated that she saw him
have a long barrel hand gun and that he has on a bandanna, and that as
she came from the cooler she heard two shots, and they immediately

ran out the door. She didn’t see anymore of them.®°

531d. Pg. 18.

54 d.

55 1d. Pg 19.

56 |d. Pg 20.
571d. Pg. 21.

8 |d. Pgs. 21-23.
591d. Pgs 22-23.
60 d. Pg. 24.
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Officer Williams described the cooler as in the rear of the store and “completely glassed front”
and that “you can just about see the entire store from within the cooler.” Officer Williams said the store

was well lit inside and out.®*

A .22 spent shell casing was introduced. It was located on November 29, 1975 by an employee
of the Butner Food Mart. Officer Williams testified that he took possession of the casing and released it

to SBI Agent Momier.%?

On cross examination, Officer Williams testified that when he arrived, Mr. Bullock was able to
speak and Officer Williams asked him if he knew who shot him. “Mr. Bullock stated he had been shot

twice by two black men.” Officer Williams asked if he knew them and he shook his head “no.”%3

Officer Williams testified that he had not recovered any money or a gun. He also said no

fingerprints had been found. To the best of his knowledge there were no prints on the shell casing. ®

On redirect, Officer Williams was shown a diagram of the Food Mart.®®> This is the same diagram

that was included at the beginning of the SBI summary report on page 12 of this brief.
Clinton N. Purnell

Mr. Purnell testified that he worked at the Food Mart. On November 29, 1975, he called the
police because he found a “spent cartridge shell.” It was on a little table to the right of the entrance

near the cash register. He did not touch it or pick it up.®®

Mr. Purnell used the diagram of the store to describe the location of the cash register, the

cooler, and the table where the shell casing was found.®’
Stipulation

At this time, the parties stipulated that Roy Brent Bullock died at 12:20 a.m. on November 19,

1975, as a result of shock and hemorrhage due to three .22 caliber bullet wounds.

611d. Pgs. 24-25.
62 |d. Pgs. 27-29.
631d. Pgs. 31-32.
64 1d. Pgs. 32-35.
65 |d. Pgs. 35-37.
56 |d. Pgs. 38-41.
57 |d. Pgs. 42-44.
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Barbara Powell

Ms. Powell testified that she was a manager at the Kwik-Pic convenience store in Durham. On
November 5, 1975, at 11:35 p.m., her store was robbed. The robber was a black man with an orange
stocking over his head and gloves. He took the money from the register and told her to open the safe.

Ms. Powell testified that he asked for the large bills in the safe. She said:

I told him I couldn’t. | ask couldn’t he read. The safe could not be opened.
He said, ‘Yes, damn it | can.” He told me to get down on my knees. He got
down and squatted down and looked under the counter and spotted my
purse, and he got to reach for it. He said, “I ought to shoot you bitch.”

The gun went off and he grabbed my purse and ran.%®

She described the gun as “A long barrel with a black handle.” She identified the man that
robbed and shot her as Perry and pointed to him in court. She said she could see his face because the
stocking over his face had a run in it. He was wearing “a blue coat, a blue shirt, gold tee shirt, blue jeans,
tennis shoes, tan gloves with blue on top.” She testified that she described him to police as 5’8" or 6”,

weighed around 100 pounds, with a little moustache and short hair.*°

When the police arrived, she told them where the shell casing was.”

Ms. Powell said she told the officer, “I told him | could identify him. | wouldn’t forget his face.””*

On cross examination, Ms. Powell stated that the man’s face was covered with a single stocking
and she could identify him because she could see him through the run in the stocking. Ms. Powell said
she picked his picture out after she was released from the hospital and did not know Perry prior to the

shooting.”?
James Jacobs, Tony Roop, Joseph Momier, and Douglas McKinely Branch

Durham Police Officer Jacobs, Durham Detective Roop, SBI Agent Momier, and SBI Agent Branch

were all called to testify about the collection of a .22 caliber cartridge casing at the scene of the Durham

68 |d. Pgs. 98-99.

69 |d. Pgs. 99-102.
70d. Pg. 102.

711d. Pg. 104.

72|d. Pgs. 104-105.
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shooting. They testified about the collection and then the chain of custody as the casing was transferred

through each of them to the SBI for analysis.”
Frederick Mark Hurst, Jr.

Agent Hurst was a SBI Agent working in the Firearms and Toolmark Identification Division and

was tendered as an expert in the field of Tool Mark and Firearm Identification.

He described the casing collected from the Butner crime scene as a “Western Super X Caliber .22
long or long rifle fired cartridge case.” Agent Hurst and Agent Branch then compared it to the casing
from the Durham crime scene which was also a “Western Super X Caliber .22 long or long rifle fired
cartridge case.” Agent Hurst testified that it was his opinion that the two casings were fired from the

same weapon based on the class and individual characteristics.”*
Howard Brent Bullock

Howard Brent Bullock is Roy Brent Bullock’s adult son. He testified that he had known Perry for
about a year. Howard Brent Bullock testified they had worked in the same complex at John Umstead
Hospital and prior to the murder, Perry had come to the Food Mart to get gas in a black Cadillac.

Howard Brent Bullock estimated that the vehicle was a 1965 model.”®

Tony Smoke

Tony Smoke testified that on the night of the murder, he and his wife and mother were driving
in Butner and he noticed a 1966 or 1967 black Cadillac sitting in the grass between the Food Mart and
the bank at about 9:00 at night. He had never seen that black Cadillac there before. He could not tell if

there were any people in the car.”®
Closing

The Defense presented no evidence. The closing arguments were not recorded.

73 1d. Pgs. 106-126.
741d. Pgs. 126-140.
75 1d. Pgs. 141-144.
76 |d. Pgs. 144-146.
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Verdict

The jury returned the verdict guilty as charged. The time of deliberation was not recorded. The
defense requested that the jury be pooled as to their votes and all responded yes to whether their vote

was guilty.””
Sentencing

The state presented Perry’s three prior armed robberies and noted that he was on parole for
one of the convictions when this crime occurred. The other two convictions were on appeal at the time

of this trial.”®
The defense noted in mitigation that Perry is 22 years-old.” Perry spoke and said:

Yes sir, one man has been tried already for this case. He was given a life
sentence. Now, somehow, it has been arranged through the District
Attorney, | guess, to have me convicted. | don’t believe | was convicted of
the crime in Butner, but | feel | was convicted of what is the crime that
was committed in Durham on Mrs. Powell. And which | did not take place
in. But anyway, | would like to appeal the case, appeal this case to

another court.%°

Perry was sentenced to be imprisoned for the term of his natural life. His lawyer, James E.

Cross, was appointed to handle the case on appeal .

77|d. Pgs. 159-160.
78 |d. Pg. 162.

7 d.

80 |d. Pgs. 162-163.
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X. Womble’s Appeal

On appeal, Womble was represented by his trial attorney, William Parks, and attorney Felix

Clayton.

The first assignment of error on appeal was that the felony murder rule is unconstitutional

because it relieves the state of proving malice. The Supreme Court denied this argument.

The second assignment of error was that the trial court improperly recapitulated the evidence
during jury instructions. The Supreme Court ruled that this argument had been waived because it was

not objected to at the time of trial.

The third assignment of error was that no evidence connected the defendant to the robbery and
murder. The Supreme Court ruled that defendant did not make a motion for nonsuit or dismissal at the
close of evidence, and further deemed that a challenge to the sufficiency of the state’s evidence was

overruled.

The final assignment of error was that the trial judge improperly signed the judgment. The
Supreme Court ruled that there was no authority cited for review of this issue. The Supreme Court

opinion states, “Defendant had a fair trial, free from prejudicial error.”8?

82 state of North Carolina v. Willie Henderson Womble, Granville County 75 CRS 6128, North Carolina Supreme
Court, Spring Term 1977, pgs. 66-67; 292 N.C. 455, 233 S.E.2d. 534 (1977).
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XI. Perry’s Appeal

On appeal, Perry was represented by his trial attorney James E. Cross.

The first and second assignments of error were whether the testimony of Barbara Powell
regarding the Durham shooting and the expert testimony about the fired cartridges should have been

admitted. The court ruled that:

The evidence of the Kwik-Pic robbery was admissible in present case...The
similarities in the method of operation in both robberies and the positive
identification of defendant in the Kwik-Pik robbery tend to identify
defendant as the perpetrator of the robbery at the Food Mart in Butner.
The evidence was clearly relevant for the consideration of the jury on the

issue of identity. Hence we overrule this assignment.®®

The third assignment of error was that the court should have permitted Perry’s motion for

nonsuit at the close of the State’s evidence. The court ruled that there was sufficient evidence to send

the case to the jury and found no error in the trial.8

8 State of North Carolina v. Joseph Lee Perry, Supreme Court of North Carolina Spring Term 1977, Vol. No. 114.
84 M
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Xll. Womble’s Postconviction Efforts

During the Commission’s interview of Womble, he indicated that he had not pursued any other

postconviction relief.

The Commission staff contacted the North Carolina Center on Actual Innocence and North
Carolina Prisoner Legal Services and confirmed that they had not received any applications or letters
from, or on behalf of, Womble. The Granville County Court File and appellate file also show no

postconviction efforts on behalf of Womble.

181



XIll. Perry’s Postconviction Efforts

During the Commission’s interview of Perry, he provided a list of agencies he had previously
contacted. Perry also signed releases allowing the Commission permission to obtain his files from other

agencies as well as prior attorneys.
Motions for Appropriate Relief

The court files show that Perry filed two Motions for Appropriate Relief in Granville and Durham

Counties.

On September 23, 1977, Perry filed an “Application for Post-conviction Hearing, in Forma
Pauperis.” Perry’s application was based on claims that the lineup was improper, the jury selection was
improper, jurors were sleeping during his trial, evidence of previous cases was improperly admitted, and
the testimony of Barbara Powell was inadmissible. On November 7, 1977, Perry’s motion was denied
based on the fact that the case had been subject to prior appellate review. Perry’s application does not

address guilt or innocence.®

On March 28, 2013, Perry filed a Motion for Appropriate Relief in Durham on five convictions,
including the Granville County murder conviction. His claims revolved around sentencing and he argued
that he should be parole eligible because of the way a life sentence was determined under Fair
Sentencing rather than Structured Sentencing. Perry’s motion does not address guilt or innocence.®
The motion was denied on April 11, 2013, with a finding that the motion set forth no probable grounds

for relief.®
North Carolina Prisoner Legal Services

The Commission staff obtained Perry’s file from North Carolina Prisoner Legal Services (PLS).

OnJune 5, 2007, Perry wrote to PLS seeking assistance with resentencing and did not address

guilt or innocence in his letter. On June 8, 2007, Perry completed an application for PLS seeking help

85 Court File for State v. Joseph Lee Perry, Granville 75 CRS 6042.
86 Court File for State v. Joseph Lee Perry, Durham 75 CRS 27476.
87 M
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challenging three convictions, including the murder conviction. He wrote that he was not involved in

any of the crimes and that his sentence was excessive.®

Perry wrote on October 9, 2007, seeking to have his prison term recalculated. He attached a

2005 letter from the Parole Commission. Perry did not address guilt or innocence in this letter.%

On January 21, 2008, Perry wrote asking for assistance with sentencing. He sent another letter
on March 23, 2008 about the Parole Commission and Structured Sentencing Guidelines. Perry wrote

that he was seeking an outright release. He did not address guilt or innocence in those letters.*°

On November 1, 2008, Perry sent another letter to PLS about his sentence. He wrote that his

sentences were excessive. In this letter, Perry claimed innocence and wrote:

The Granville County charge of murder, although conviction was acquired
by them, | did not do and have never regarded this charge as my own. It
does exist and | am not in denial of the facts. But | have learned more
about that charge while incarcerated, than | knew at the time of trial.
Please note also that Willie Womble and | have never been crime partners
at no time. He and | have never talked about that crime or any other ever.
He and | was never together on any crime and to this day | do not know

how the SBI convinced him to say that we were together. °*

PLS responded to Perry on January 25, 2010, stating that they do not have the basis to argue for
a motion for appropriate relief. However, PLS accepted the case for review along with other cases

under State v. Bowden, which questioned the calculation of a life sentence.?

ACLU

In November of 2010, Perry contacted the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU). The
Commission staff was able to obtain the ACLU file. Perry’s letter to the ACLU is primarily about parole

issues and rescintion of his parole program (MAPP). In the letter he writes, “I’m a 56 year old convicted

88 NC PLS File for State v. Joseph Lee Perry, Perry letter, June 8, 2007.

89 1d., October 9, 2007.

%0 1d., March 23, 2008.

91 NC PLS File for State v. Joseph Lee Perry, Perry letter, November 1, 2008.
92 NC PLS File for State v. Joseph Lee Perry, PLS letter, January 25, 2010.
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murder that have [sic] served nearly 40 years incarcerated. Although | did not commit this murder and

one day this truth will be brought to the light.”%

Along with the letter Perry sent to the ACLU, he included a copy of a letter his sister wrote to the
Parole Commission Chairman. Her letter is about parole and rescintion of Perry’s parole program. The
letter from Perry’s sister states Perry is, “a good man and very remorseful for what he has done. He just
wants an opportunity to prove this to everyone. He was a foolish teenager when this crime occurred
and now he is an adult. This man has learned his lesson.”®* The ACLU wrote back to Perry stating that

they could not offer legal assistance.®
North Carolina Center on Actual Innocence

The Commission obtained Perry’s file from the non-profit North Carolina Center on Actual

Innocence (Center).

Perry first wrote to the Center on November 29, 2010. Perry wrote that he was not involved in
the Granville County murder and admitted that he did the Durham shooting, but that it was not
intentional. He wrote that Womble’s implication of him was false and caused Perry’s conviction. He

described Womble’s testimony and recantation.*®

On January 22, 2011, Perry completed an application questionnaire for the Center. In the
guestionnaire, he wrote, “I was given life for a murder that | know nothing about.” Perry wrote that he
had spoken with Womble and Womble said, “The SBI wrote the statement and he just signed it.”*’
Perry repeatedly stated that he was not involved in the crime and had never committed a crime with

Womble.*®

On February 15, 2011, Perry again wrote to the Center and stated that Womble was now

incarcerated with him. Perry said Womble told him:

The SBI wrote the statement, what they wanted him to say, and he signed

it. He [Womble] said he was in jail for a common law robbery charge

9 ACLU File, Letter from Perry to ALCU, November 22, 2010.

94 ACLU File, Letter from Angie Reid to Tony Rand, Parole Commission, November 16, 2010.
9 ACLU File, Letter from ACLU to Perry, January 28, 2011.

% NC Center on Actual Innocence File, Letter from Perry to Center, November 29, 2010.

97 NC Center on Actual Innocence File, Perry’s Center Questionnaire, January 22, 2011.

%8 NC Center on Actual Innocence File, Perry’s Center Questionnaire, January 22, 2011.
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when the SBI came to him. I’m not sure how much of this is the truth but,
I know | did not commit the crime, and I’'m feeling that Mr. Womble did
not either. Still, it could be a double innocent case, that after 35 years
justice may finally be the both of ours. He as well as | might be victims,

this is very possible sirs very possible.”*

Perry’s claim with the Center was closed.®

9 NC Center on Actual Innocence File, Perry letter to Center, February 15, 2011.
100 NC Center on Actual Innocence Case List.
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XIV. Application to the Commission

On April 4, 2013, Perry wrote to the Commission stating that he had committed the crime with
Willis, who had since passed away. He wrote that Womble is “completely innocent” and asked the

Commission to help Womble. The entire letter is included on the following pages.®

On April 17, 2013, the Commission staff interviewed Womble at Dan River Work Farm. Womble
stated that he is innocent of the crime and asked the Commission to review his case. Womble has been

writted to testify at the upcoming Commission hearing.1%2

On April 24, 2013, the Commission staff interviewed Perry at Wake Correctional Institute. Perry
stated that he had committed both the Butner homicide and the Durham shooting. Perry stated that he
was the shooter and Albert Willis had been the other man at the Butner homicide. Perry stated that
Womble was not involved in the Butner homicide in any way, was not present, and did not know of the

event. 1% Perry has been writted to testify at the upcoming Commission hearing.

101 | etter from Perry to Commission, April 4, 2013.
102 Commission staff interview of Womble, April 17, 2013.
103 Commission staff interview of Perry, April 24, 2013.
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XV. Conclusion

A hearing will be conducted before the North Carolina Innocence Inquiry Commission on June 2
and 3, 2014. At that time, the Commission staff will present the evidence uncovered during their

investigation. Multiple witnesses are expected to testify before the Commission.

The Commission is charged with considering “credible, verifiable evidence of innocence that has
not been previously presented at trial or considered at a hearing granted through postconviction
relief.”1%* Each Commissioner shall determine whether “there is sufficient evidence of factual innocence

to merit judicial review.”1%

104 N.C.G.S. § 15A01460.
105 N .C.G.S. § 15A-1468(c).
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