Kansas Memory AD) i

SOCIETY
Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile
Section 20, Pages 571 - 600

The Kansas State Penitentiary case file on Richard Hickock, inmate number 14746. Hickock and his accomplice,
Perry Smith, were convicted of first degree murder for the brutal 1959 killings of Herb and Bonnie Cluitter, their
daughter, Nancy, and son, Kenyon, in Holcomb, Kansas. The murders inspired the non-fiction novel “In Cold
Blood" by Truman Capote. Hickock was executed by hanging on April 14, 1965. Please note that some images
have been removed in accordance with K.S.A. 45-221(a)(29) and have been labeled with pages indicating their
removal. Additional redactions of personally identifiable information made in accordance with K. S. A. 2005
Supp. 45-221(8)(30).

Creator: Kansas State Penitentiary

Date: 1959 - 1965

Callnumber: State Penitentiary, Inmate Files, Executed Prisoners, Box 2
KSHS Identifier: DaRT ID: 208963

Item Identifier: 208963

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org
http://www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963

KANSAS
HISTORICAL
SOCIETY

Kansas Memory

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

nal's

petis

Counsel gppoi
& pud ~ i 3 d nne @ 3

actizioners. suffieliont ond adequate

& poetliticners

o O s
& voionuesr Lo mox

ity by the nresl
o, they ccosonted to <o 20 and did with loyalcy
nce presavo for the trizl and conduct the ssme 4n a

-

like mauncEsy

1 4 TTend ¥y
e WRLURCSE of

thelr zioht o o hearlsy witheus belng offerded

walva thels

tLa bonefit of coungel.
Yanorable Tolond Tste who

onsble bacls exiseed

(ala

-4 - -~ P - e PR
2a effowe to disqualifly bim for that remoon.
g pe o e e -~ e e
id the sttovoeys Lor tae Stats
nat

ooy
-

P
> g et

the dafendonts wera pot

£ the vietinms of the honiclde.

nars were affowded 6 SPPOY-
tunlity snd sefficient time to prepare thelw defense and the
ot violote cny of thely conatitutionsl xights

tricl court ¢id
by refucing %5 grost @ contimucuco requested: byf"v-—
,:-.N..u..una of €.8.1949 of Kan.62=1505 which
ldevas tha pundshouni fived by -

poreon who Le!

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 571/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

Kansas Memory KA

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

1aw 2o bo too sevore for th or eatertalns ooy

e Y 5 T o
Blns dhmn siaild st
cpinien Chal would precin

£ty 2T T
guiley shall bo sworn g2 a jo loes not pzovent tha
) an getual crosa seetion of repidents ol g

ﬁ A
-

wurors who bad pre~conceived cpinions of the

£elll waro uot peraitted to 84t upen tha jury.

ihoTe was no ¢vidence thag any stotom
tho brother of cno of the vieties of the honicida

or projudiecd the people of WFimney County before the orisl

Sarted,

Tha form of axecution fmposed up he petitionsr

aigme o nt P o
Eoezites "Doa u] Ban -*'u‘ doen m;. coount to oruel and {nhu=on

0o Bt om0
pundsbzment,

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 572/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

KANSAS

Kansas Memory Aot

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

LONCLUSIONS OF LAY

Souvl eanalnd .

The Couxt concludes that there 1s no vight more gacced

to our lmptitutions of goverament than the zigh: to a pubiic

b

MKy no wreng more grievous thaa

et o % rman o 2

epizl, cud oo groater duty iz enjoined upon the courts than

- oy e 8
pregserve that o

gt vntaraiched znd uadefiled. The denial
@ foir and impartinl teiel, guaracntesd by the Simth Amenduont
tho Constitulon, is also e deniel o

v. Hudsparh,

Sut, whenm one is chorged with ¢ffcases by a
lcn iz a court of competent jurisdiction, zepra-
4 by counsel, before a jury of twelve mom, updar the
superintendence of a judg eourt, vihich ¥esults in con-
'vic::ic.'.:;, and effirmanca realter on appeal, it will bs pro-
the absence of plela end cogent evidence to the conw
! and convicted wore aecorded

s

ial welal as gearcnteed by the Constitution, and

1
2l

othor rules

Connissioner of the Yansas Suproma Court im a Hoboas Corpus
procesding Initiated befove that court., This Court has held
S sufllcicnr hearing to moke sure that the condemmed priscamers,

restrained of thelr liberty, were afforded, im o logal senze,

a full ond felr hearing of their cases end to the cxtent thae the

-

priseners were given a full and folw heowing by the Eanzas Suprema
Court, which rosulted in reliable findinos on thosa fssues of

ureé, this Coert approved and sdopted them

fzdletion of Federal Courts to issue a writ
of habeas coxy i pot unqualified, but must be exerted only
in the ceereisa of sound discretion, according Lo the apecial

o oag. _ iHe

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 573/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

KANSAS

Kansas Memory Aot

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

clzcunmstanses of the a8 : gbould n uoL end counot ba exore
rrow grounds. In tha chaenta of

dinary s:ﬁ.‘:cazqssc"ccs Ehe Fodoral Courts
will sot ordingwily interfore by habeas SOIpus v;:.“-_':.‘-' the zegular
covvse of procedurs un etate puthority and then only whea 46
appears by eleor oad ing evidence that the detention of

a pricomar by tha gtokt thoritics vinlates hils fundomensal

e al e -
perscaal rizhes a : 3 y Fedeval Constitutlon

£ officers of
23y 208 ba used as
crroxs. Where it appears th
of his libevty by virtus of o Judgment and
wrt baving jurisdiction of hils percon and the
olfense conzitted and wheve tho punlshzont ¢oflicted is within
the Limits provided by the applicable at&éuto. a writ of habeas

e

t uppoars from convincing proof

denied g vight or privilege sssured

In this cgse the p c;u::s::ic'n precented and on
¢ greatost cophasis wos pliced was tho sdequocy of
seprecent Cthe poticlomers at thelr erisl
befozre tha atat €. Thia 4 s 2 Gobovmined by the
state habeoos corpus proccedinp. This Court concludes that the
deterzinotion made by tho State Court on this fosue s auply
supported by the evidezee in the xecord ond thet o detoralnae
tizg to the controry would be egsinst the welight of tha evidence,
In 8ll events the record In this case :-:cui& nok support a cone
s : :

clucion that tho weprosentation of petitioncrs Ly thalr cowre

-

-2 .

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 574/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

Kansas Memory A

SOCIETY
Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

e and a mockary of

icnce of this Court

=

apparcntly hod no cuswer. Heither viger mor gkill of counsel

= overesng Trullh. HSoccess is pot the tost of effective

coamcel (Hofster v, U.8. 303 .24 47.) The

tatczents Lo officers which
willenped during
ruthfvlness of which Is not qu-astie::cd‘
wat there has boon mo imzadequacy

1ot would worrent the fowalidetion of thelr coa=

aring the evidence in this matter and alter
my ount iadependent exauminstics of the entire rocoxd of these
cased, I must eonclude thet peritioners hova failed to establish,
under ths rule: ir Coustitutionsal
rights haves beea visls wera he 200 &0 siscerrisge of
Justiec in thio caces Tha petit! for isspanec of g writ
of haboss corpus oust ba denied in cach case s2d the ovdsy
previowsly losved hezeln staying the execution of sentences
imsosed by the State Court will be sad now s reczlled and
zet zalde,
& v "O (-,3 0‘1 -\.--\ED'

The Court wishas e 28 snpindation to counsel

for tha petitionmersz who have worked with vigor gnd diligence and

ity or hope of ony com : or their ser-

tithout such assistan ca, this Courk could

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 575/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

Kansas Memory

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

L it e bl
Sl0LQ CCULT -

£ Eerr
Wbk

A Teom r. 4 Yy
has beon szaid that

e e A
ded for im 28 U.5.C. §2253

Eanzan this A 5442:;: ok G

78] GROTE3 THOLAR

UHITED BTATES DISTRICT

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 576/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org

JUCGE

KANSAS
HISTORICAL
SOCIETY


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

KANSAS

Kansas Memory

SOCIETY
Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

Executive OFrIicE

STATE OF KANSAS

‘ToPEKA
Ww. H. AVERY
GOVERNOR

April 3,

Mr, Joseph P, Jenkins
Attorney at Law

Huron Building

Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Re: Richard Eugene Hickock
Application for Reprieve

Dear Mr. Jenkins:

I have given careful and serious consideration to
your written application submitted to me on behalf of
Richard Eugene Kickock and Perry Edward Smith, who are
presently under sentence of death after having been
convicted by a jury in Finney County, Kansas on each of
four counts of murder in the first degree.

I have also given the same consideration to the
oral presentation in support of the application by you
and by Mr, Bingham before me on April 1, 1965,

I have concluded that a reprieve should not be granted
upon the application and you are hereby notified in writing
of my decision denying the application.

Yours very truly,

Wm, H, Avery
Governor
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APPLICATION FOR A REPRIEVE

TO HONORABLE WILLIAM H. AVERY, GOVERNOR OF THE STATE OF KANSAS:

‘Richard Eugene Hickock and Perry Edward Smith, by and
through their court appointed counsel, Joseph P. Jenkins and Robert
H., Bingham, respectfully request that a reprieve be granted for a
limited time, to-wit: thirty (30) days, pursuant to the provisions
contained in G.S. Kansas, 1949, 62-2219.

Petitioners show to his Honor that the Supreme Court of

the State of Kansas by order dated March 11, 1965 (received by counsel

on March 12, 1965) refixed the date of their executions for Wednesday,
April 14, 1965, between the hours of 12:01 o'clock A.M. and 2:00
o'elock A.M.

Counsel have now been advised by Mr. P. A, Townsend, Pardon
Attorney, that the Parole Board will hear and consider the application
of the petitioners at a hearing at the Kansas State Penitentiary at
Lansing, Kansas, on Tuesday, April 6, 1965, and the hearing before
the Governor or his Pardon Attorney will be on Monday, April 12, 1965,
In the event clemency is denied, execution will follow 38 hours later,
thereby giving counsel no time in which to test the interpretation
of the Pardon Attorney and the Attorney General to the effect that
§2-2216 requires no notice when commutation or pardon is not granted.

Counsel for petitioners, although serving without compensation,
have at all times acted with vigor and dispatch in representing their
clients, and have not been dilatory in any fashion.

Kansas law, G.S. 1961 Supp., 62-2216, provides that no
pardon or commutation of sentence shall be granted by the Governcr
unless notice of same is published for 30 days in the official county
paper of the county where the conviction was had. The application must
first be made to the Parole Board which is directed to investigate
and make a report. Notice is to be given to the District Judge and

County Attorney of the proper county.
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Publication has been construed by the Board to mean five

weekly publications, the last being no more than six (6) days before
the hearing. Counsel were advised that by custom of long standing, or
rule, the Board holds hearings at the Kansas State Penitentiary during
the early part of each month, then makes its recommendations to the
Governor. Hearings are then held on the last Thursday of each month.
In this case, the two dates are March 25, 1965, and April 29, 1965.

It was clear to counsel that it was too late to make the March 25
docket, but that if publication were started at the end of March, there
would be no problem of making the April 29 docket.

Counsel were never advised that a special hearing could be
scheduled until Tuesday, March 30, 1965, after the applications were
made by petitioners at the Kansas State Penitentiary, and publication
ordered. Publication has been arranged with the Garden City Telegram
of Garden City, Kansas, and is as follows:

1lst - Wednesday, March 31, 1965
2nd - Wednesday, April 7, 1965

3rd Wednesday, April 1%, 1965
4th Wednesday, April 21, 1965
S5th - Wednesday, April 28, 1965

It will be noted that the last day of publication falls
before the last Thursday of April.

Counsel had no intention of delaying these particular
proceedings since they were of the considered opinion that there
were still remedies available to them in the state courts.

The attached motion was filed on March 7, 1965, requesting
the Supreme Court of the State of Kansas to refix the execution date
of Richard Eugene Hickock at a date which would be a minimum of 60
days from the date the motion was filed.

The Supreme Court saw fit to inferentially deny such
request by setting the execution date for April 14, 1965. Counsel,
not knowing that a special hearing could be had, then proceeded to

undertake the necessary legal research and preparation of papers to
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be filed in the appropriate state courts while also taking into

consideration that publication must be started during the latter part

of March in order to comply with the statute,

There are no statutes or published rules available to
counsel to provide a guide with respect to the customs and rules of
the Board. There are no published rules of statutes which provide
that the final hearing before the Governor or his Pardon Attorney
could be held otherwise than on the last Thursday of each month.
Counsel depended upon the Records Clerk of the Kansas State Penitentiary
for the information concerning hearing dates.

A reprieve is requested to allow counsel to properly
prepare for the hearing before the Governor, and for the further
reason that petitioners be given an opportunity to prepare, file,
and present proceedings permissible under 60-1507 of the Kansas Code
of Civil Procedure in the Distriet Court of Finney County, Kansas,
and if necessary, in the Supreme Court of the State of Kansas. Section
60-1507 went into effect on January 1, 1964, long after these pro-
ceedings were terminated in the appropriate state courts, and are
now available to petitioners in order to properly present to the
state courts all of the evidence and issues pertaining to whether or
not their constitutional rights were violated.

The many legal questions involved in these cases have
either not been presented to the state courts, or were inadequately
presented. The federal courts have, in effect, been loath to interfere
with state processes, so therefore have declined to upset the convic-
tions on constitutional grounds,

The Supreme Court of Kansas has never had an opportunity
to review many of the constitutional questions involved in these
cases. Other questions were, because of lack of time and funds of
then court-appointed counsel, Russell Shultz of Wichita, Kansas,
inadequately presented. Mr, Shultz so testified in the federal habeas
corpus proceeding at Kansas City, Kansas.

Present counsel have unearthed much evidence which should,
in the interest of justice, be presented to the state courts to give

such courts the opportunity to rule upcon them and establish state
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precedent, The state Supreme Court should make the final deter-
mination of these issues.

Matters not presented to the state courts, or presented
inadequately because of lack of funds and time to develop such evidence,
include the following:

P b £LE b

(W13
¢ bl
v

71. The voluntariness of the confessions of both petitioners.
" 3

2. The failure of the state to bring petitioners before
a magistrate until eight days after their arrest and after ﬁéckcck
had made an alleged confession. it 5"'*“‘7“
QJu.'T:“rf:SI The failure to appoint counsel for petitioners, who
weée accused of capital offenses, until nine days subsequent to their
arrest, and after they had confessed and waived a preliminary hearing.
5ﬁw;;&ﬁ:)4. The conduct of court appointed trial counsel who
failed to move for a change of venue when it was evident that a fair
trial could not be had in Garden City, Kansas; their failure to
demand separate trials; their failure to give any time to investigation
and preparation of the cases; their failure to move for a change of
venue after a plea in abatement was filed by both counsel in which
they point out their clients' fear of mob action in Finney County,
Kansas, and that they could not get a fair trial there; admissions
of their clients' guilt made by them for newspaper publication prior
to the trial; failure to exercise propriety in clear violation of
Canon 20 of the Canons of Professional Ethics by posing for newspaper
photographers with the trial judge and prosecutor; failing to have the
voir dire examination of prospective jurors recorded which made it
extremely difficult to prove bias and prejudice on the part of the
jurors, although a newspaper reporter did quote many of the jurors in

full, which clearly indicated such bias and prejudice; and many other

examples of gross inertia and a general state of passiveness.

Cfulixf\~!@5. The trial court's refusal to appoint a psychiatrist

to examine the petitioners even though petitioner Hickock had suffered
dangerous head injuries some years prior to trial, suffered two attacks
at Las Vegas, Nevada, while in custody, and was diagnosed as having

traumatic epilepsy by the Las Vegas police physician, Petitioner Smith
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had also suffered horrible and frightening injuries several years

before the alleged crime, and had a family background of insanity
and suicide which was of extreme importance with respect to ascer-
taining whether or not he was sane.

6. The question of admissibility of evidence obtained
from petitioner's home without a search warrant which is now violative
of petitioners' constitutional rights. Mapp v. Ohio, 387 U.S. 643,

6 L. Ed., 24 1081, 81 S, Ct. 1684,

7. Whether or not the constitutional rights of the
petitioners were abridged when jurors who admitted they had opinions
and prejudice were permitted to sit on the jury.

8. Whether or not the petitioners' constituticnal rights
were violated by the unrestrained newspaper publicity unleashed upon
the citizens of Garden City, Kansas. Counsel have many exhibits which
were never presented to the Kansas Supreme Court.

9. The admission of gruesome exhibits: 14 photographs
and four vials of blood, all of which were completely immaterial
and raised constitutional questions which were not explored by the
Kansas courts.

10, Did the prosecuting attorney violate the rights of the
petitioners in holding 24 to 26 press conferences before and after
their arrest, posing for photographs with defense counsel and the
trial judge, and releasing crucial exhibits to the press for publication
prior to the trial?

Furthermore, it was conclusively established and not denied
in the federal court habeas corpus hearing that the county attorney
had suppressed vital medical reports of the Las Vegas police surgeon
concerning petitioner Hickock's physical condition (traumatic epilepsy)
from court appointed trial defense counsel and the trial court. The
Supreme Court of Kansas may have much to say about this matter if it
were ever presented before them, which has not been done as of this
time.

1l. The totality of the circumstances in this case could

impel the conclusion that petitioners have been denied a fair, impartial

and constitutional trial.
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Furthermore, because of the complexity of these cases,
court appointed counsel ascertained other facts after the Supreme
Court of the United States denied certiorari, and which were never
brought to the attention of any court, including, of course, the
Kansas Supreme Court,

The following matters should be reviewed:

1. It has now come to the attention of counsel that the
rubber boots of petitioner Smith, later offered and received in
evidence at the joint trial of petitioners, were obtained without

a search warrant from their automobile out of their presence, by

Kansas Bureau of Investigation agents in cooperation with Las Vegas
police officers at least two days after petitioners' arrests. Further-
more, the record is clear that petitioners were arrested in Las Vegas.
Nevada, as parole violators only., A warrant charging them for the
murders herein involved was not issued by Kansas authorities until
January 4, 1960, some six days after their arrest and after the Kansas
Bureau of Investigation officers had obtained the boots. HNo search
warrant was ever issued nor could it be said that the search conducted
by the officers was incident to a lawful arrest. Petitioner and Smith
had been in custody at least two days before the Kansas officers

arrived. This conduct is condemned by Preston v. United States, 376

U.S. 364, 11 L. Ed. 2d 777, 84 S, Ct., 1758.

2. It was discovered that petitioners had been questioned
after they had waived preliminary hearing and after they were denied
counsel, which led to the discovery of ineriminating evidence. This
procedure is condemned in Escobedo wv. Illincdis, 378 WiS. 47 198 L

Eds2d .977, 8% S, Ct. 1758.

3. The question of whether or not the petitioners had
agreed to a joint trial was a troublesome and vexing issue in this
case. The petitioners denied at all times that they had agreed to a

joint trial., The right to a severence is, of course, an extremely

important constitutional right. United States v. Handy, 351 U.S. 454,

100 L. Ed. 1331, 76 S. Ct. 965, At that time it was not known to

counsel that Mrs, Betty Hooper, and her mother, a Mrs, Stanton, both
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of Hutchinson, Kansas, not related in any fashion to the petitioners,

and not known to them, had been observers at the trial. Mrs, Hooper
somehow managed to converse with Mr, Hickock and ascertained that he

was violently opposed to the joint trial and had been completely unaware
that the trial was going to be a joint trial until the morning it

began. .Later, she and her mother were interviewed by newspaper
reporters at their home in Hutchinson, and photographs were taken.

We have a letter in our file which states that she was deluged with

so many threatening letters and calls, that because of her three
children, and her husband being out of town much of the time, she

was compelled to obtain police protection.

4. Alsoc, there are a number of witnesses, who were observers
at the trial, including one newspaper reporter, who can testify of
the shock and horror of petitioners when they ascertained they were
being tried jointly, and, who can testify to the bias, prejudice and
bitter feelings in the community against both petitioners,

5. The attitude of the Bench and Bar is well reflected
by the report of Mr. Russell Shultz of Wichita, Kansas, a competent
criminal lawyer, who was appointed by the Bar Association of the
State of Kansas to investigate the circumstances surrounding the trial

of petitioners. In his official report to the Legal Aid and Referral

Services Committee, he stated:

"I may add that during the period of this
trial the Ford County Bar Association dis=-
cussed this matter, and their general
feeling was reported to me as being doubtful
that the appellants (Smith and Hickock)
could or would obtain any semblence of a
fair trial at that particular time in Finney
County."

He added:

"All of these matters, as well as the questions
which I point out above, are for the most

part directly related to inability or negli-
gence of counsel, and in my opinion, coupled
with the definite prejudice which I believe

was existent in Finney County at the time

of the trial, constituted a definite denial

of due process of law, which is guaranteed both
by the Constitutions of the State of Kansas

and the United States."

T

< i RO

www.kansasmemory.org/item/208963 ~ Page 592/723
Kansas Memory is a service of the Kansas Historical Society ~ kshs.org


http://www.kansasmemory.org
http://www.kshs.org

SOCIETY

Kansas Memory KA

Richard Eugene Hickock inmate casefile

Mr. Shultz continued:

"I do not believe that the State of Kansas
would be either greatly or for long harmed
by the death of either of the appellants,
but I do not believe that it could ever
recover from the death of due process."

This report is available to the Governor and will be
submitted to you at the clemency hearing. The report, however,
further emphasizes the unalterable fact that the Kansas courts should
be given another opportunity to look at this case. And furthermore,
that the Governor should not hesitate to grant a reprieve sc he him-
self can look into the circumstances surrounding the trial of these
two young men.

Lastly, G.S, Kansas, 1949, 62-2408 and 2407, provide for
procedures when it is claimed that a person destined for execution
is insane., The statute provides for the appointment of the heads
of various mental institutions throughout the state, and allows them
an examination and 10 days in which to make their report. This means
that petitioners may be given an adequate and effectual psychiatric

examination, which they have never had, although doubts have been

raised as to their sanity. Dr. Modlin, Menninger Clinic Psychiatrist,

testified in the habeas corpus proceedings in the federal court
that neither petitioner has been properly examined with reference
to their mental condition.

Good cause exists for the invoking of the statutes since
petitioner Hickock had suffered a severe head injury and has a diagnosed
condition of traumatic epilepsy, and petitioner Smith had suffared
extremely severe injuries on two occasions a short time before he was
first confined to the penitentiary,

Counsel will need time to file an application for such
examination, and further time will be necessary for the appointment
of the psychiatrists to conduct examination and to make their reports,

For the reasons above given, it is respectfully requested
that this application for a reprieve be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
ROBERT H. BINGHAM
Home State Bank Building

Kansas City, Kansas
Attorney for Petitioner Smith
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JOSEPH-P. JENKINS

th ?lcoy/;' Huron Building
Kansas C¥ty, Kansas
Attorney for Petitioner Hickock
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IN THE SUFREME COURT CF THE STATE OF KANSAS

STATE OF KANSAS,

. - Appellee,
vs. No. 42,068

RICEARD EUGENE HICKOCK
: and
PERRY EDWARD SMITH,

Appellants.

MOTION

: Comes now appellant, Richard Eugene Hickock, and respectfully
requests the Court, when it refixes his date of execution,.to refix
sald date a minimum of sixty (60) ‘days from the date hereof so that
this appellant will have an opportunity to prepare and file proceedings
permissible under 60-1507 of the Kansas Code of Ciwvil Procedure in the
District Court of Finney County, Kansas. _

Appellant shows to the Court that there are a numberléf
questions which were not adequately presented to the state court,
and which were not explored in the federal court proceedings for the
reason that the federal court followed the state courts’ decisions
and rulings on such matters. Court appointed counsel for appellant and
his co-appellant Smith have unearthed a great deal of evidence which
should be presented to the state courts in order to give such courts
an opportunity to rule upon them.

If this Court refixes appellant’s date of execution for a
date earlier than the requested sixty (60) ﬁays, it:may be impossible
fo; appellant to exhaust his remedies under said 60-1507. Appellant
shows to the Court that 60-1507 was enécted subsequent to the initiation

-+ of the proceedings in the federal courts.
Respectfully submitted,
RIC D EYGENE HII k., pellant

By,
Jogeph enkins
7th Floaﬁ@i%urcn Building
Kansas y, Kansas

Court appointed counsel

T
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Copy mailed this 6th day of March,
1965, to the Office of the ﬁttorney
General State Capitol Building,

/ % /
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. KANSAS STATE PENITENTIARY.
Lansing, Kansas

ADMISSION CLASSIFICATION SUMMARY

Committed Name: HICKHOCK, Richard Hugene Register Number
True Name: {As Committead Age:

Alias: oor Color:

Place of Birth: Kans g Birthdate:

Offense: M iat, 4} ots Cong Sentenced:
Term: o Received:
County: Pinna: Minimum:
Parole Eligibility: Maximum:
G. T. Release Date:

Place Name & Number Offense Disposition
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Richard
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Colorado Hickoek # B2 Hiami , Okla.,
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Dehwar, Colorado Hieckonk
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KSP No. 264

KANGSAS STATE PENITENTIARY
Lansing, Kansas

CLASSIFICATION STUDY

Committed Name: BRI e RS SN Register No.
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KSP No. 264

KANSAS STATE PENITENTIARY
Lansing, Kansas

CLASSIFICATION STUDY

Committed Name: > o g _ Register No.
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