tem

Fldm.ngo Motel 3/ 22;
Selma- '

'Locksmithing Institute;-
Atlanta

“Travelodge Motel;
“Birmirgham

Pﬁrchase of rifle
-Birmingham

Rocm in Atlanta

. Rexall Drugstore; W‘nltehaven,
'I‘enn

Roamng house on Mam St.,
M:mph:l.s : )

Bmocula.rs ; Marphis

Rent/vieek at 962 Dundas St.,
Toronto - )

‘ Round trip-airplane ticket;
Toronto ‘
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. $7.50

T

1$8.48
$248;59

| $10.00

.$1.83

$8.50

' °$41.55

. $9.00

$345.00

-

vate

3/23/68

3/28/68

3/29/68 L

3/29/68

3/21/68
4/3/68

4/4/68

4/4/68
4/16/68

5/2/68
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Krown Income: Anril 23, 1967 - June 3, 1588

Section Serial

> . .

68 5100 Payroll checks frem Indian Trail Restaurant
: : Winnetka, Illinois ©

May 7 .- $ 57.69
May 14 - ' 84.89
May 21 84.89
May 28 84.89
June 4 89.63
June 11 89.63
June 18 95.19
June 25 . 77.53

- $664.34
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UNITED STATES GOV - «4{ENT

Memorandum

so : MR. A. ROSEN.Z
- .. ’ M : . . %.C. Sullivza __
[y P T Telo. Roem
emom : MR, G. H. SCATTERDAY /\E& VL e

SUBJECT:

MARTIN LUTLER KING. JR.:

*2

Wwey oo o ;'\'/"_ 4
‘l

| Y [ = ke
———
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SETEN

Mcmorandum to Mr. ROS: en

fartin Luther n11qLAJr T o

e a——
*——

Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr., prominent. 1ntevrat10n15t
, who led bus boycott in Montgomery, Alabama and “sit-in demonstra-
| tions," has been associated with National Association for the -
AGvancement of Colored:People and Congress of Racial Equallty KXing _
has not been 1nveqt1gated x_Jth;JT Y,
- L 7y P Rty ) ’
\Bureau'rfics B&Qzll klnc fhan“ed Socialist Workers Party
(c1ied by Attorney General) ‘ for support of bus boycott; attended
meetings of Progressive Party (cited by Subcommittee of Senate
Jud1c1ary Conmlttcc), and was honorary chairman ¢f Young Socialist
ucavue campa1gn on behalf of victims of raclst terror.

Klng in 1930’3 mentioned as’ potential victim of assassin-
ation plot and: in_1957 attended Coumunist Party r_training _school,
seminar and reportedly gave c1051n" spccdb King Prc51dcnt of
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Memorandum to Mr., Rosexn’

Southern Christian Leadership Conference (to further Negro vote
reeistration) and advised “The Civil Rights law...is mcaningless
unltess we. go out ‘and make use of it.™ Xing thanked Benjamin
pavis, Jr., Communist Party official, for giving blood when he
was in a hospital following assault. Xing in 1960 indicatcd his
support for Committee to Secure Justice for Morton Sobell (cited
by House Committee on Un-American Activities (LICUA) as comaunist
front) and in 1961 wrote article in "The Nation" which called

for integratioa of FBI to help speed integration. King attended
meetings with integration leaders in Montgomery, Alabama, 5-21-61.

— .

e N .

P e eneia cve.
W Lo > pw
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EXHIBIT 8

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




- —— Ve

- e @ e @l sw . . ] {;, .« 0. ;.,-‘
' P - . . /l/ Tolnea -

'Ul“d VFD S A'I’S GC‘I’LQN\‘}' ® Primont el

Memorandum

Mear v

TO - :  Yr. A" H. Belmont . DATE: August 30, - —
,(r& . < Sullivan ¥

Tavel .2~
Trotter

Mr. w-.c. Sulljzzg . . ' Tele. Room

Holmes |
-~ : Gandy

, é
sugjecT:  COMMUNIST PARTY, USA
" NEGRO_QUESTION
I s g
" Reference is made to.the enclosed material on which the
. Director has written: 'This memo reminds me vividly of those I
received when Castro took over Cubas 'Yon contended then that Castro and
his cohorts were not Communists and not influenced by Communists., Time
'alone proved you vrong, I for onme can't ignore the memos re King,
et al as having only an infinitesimal
efxect on the efforts to exploit the American hedro by the Communists
The Director is ‘correct., We were completely wrong about
believing the evidence was not sufficient to determine some years ago
that Fidel Casﬁro was not a communist or under communist influence. On
dnvestlgatln" and writing about communism and the American Kegro, we
Ihac better remember this and prof1t by the. les on it should teach us.

' I do think that much of the difficulty relatlnr to the memor
dum rlghtly questioncd by the Director is to be found centered in the
word "influence,!" Ve do not have, and no Governmenit agency or private
16TEEﬁTEZ%10n has, any yardstick which can accurately measure "influence"
ﬁ this particular context, even when we know it does exist such as in
he ¢ase of the obvious 1nf1uence ‘of R )
over Martin Luther King and King!'S influencé 6ver Giher Negid
lieadefs. Personally, I believe in the light of King's powerful
‘demagogic spcech yesterday he stands head and shoulders over all other
Negro leaders put together when it comes to influencing great masses of
Negroes, W¥e must mnrh him now, if we hqve not doune so before, as the
hegstandpoin%f/

!Q
i \

On determining membershlp of Negroes in the Commundist Faity,
ye are.not confronted with the same ploblem.' ¥e do have here-accurate ¢
yardsticks for establishing membership. Of course, our standards are
very exacting. This means there are many Negrces who are fellow-
travellers, sympathizers or who aid the Party, knowingly or unknowingly,
but do not qualify as members. These we must not ignore. The old
communlst pringiple still holds; "Communism must-be, built with non-
‘communist hapds " Therefore, it may be unrealistic 4o limit ourscives as
we have been [lo ng to lewalistlc;proof or definitely conclusive - idence
I

e ~e i

mmhmué: [ et e
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Memcrandum for Yr.

RE:; COMHUNIST PARTY
NEGRC QUESTION -

100-3-75 .

that would stand up in testimony in_ court or before Congrcsslonal
committees that the Communist Party, USA, does wield substantial
SHTllence over Negroes which one day could ‘become declslve. -
The memorandum vhich the Dlrector penetrauively questioned,
while showing in the details the communist impact on Negroes, did
suffer from such limitations. .These limitations we will make every
effort to 1lift in the future. The great amount of attention this

"Division is giving to communist activities directed tOWard the Negro

should enable us to do this,.

For example, here at the Seat of Government the Negro -
communist gquestion takes up as a whole the time of one supervisor and

-during the past few weeks four men have been so occupied. Additionally,:

(l)vspecialized instructions are regularly given the field on communist
infiltration of the Negro: (2) monographs have been.written on the

. subject and widely disseminated; (3) regularly disseminated are meémorands

and reports; (4) August 21, 1963 we devoted the entire Current.Intelli~
gence Analysis to the commnn1st plans for . the Negro March of August 28,

1963, (149 copies of this-Analysis were dlssemlnated to 44 agencies oz'

|

the Government¥ (5) much material on the issue is given to Avon-s ot
In-Service; .and (8) an SAC Letter is under preparation in thls D1v:51o"
now giving the field the benefit of what we learned from tlie Negro llavrc
on Washington and issuing instructions for increased coveraﬂe ‘of
communist influence -on the Negro. .

As the memorandum pointed out- "this Nation is 1nvolved in'a.
form of racial revolution and the time has hever been so right for
exp101tatlon o; the Negroes by communlsﬁ_gqoggv ndlsts.ﬁ Nlneteen millior

Negroes constitute the vreatest single racial target of. the Comrmunist
Party, USA., This is a sombre reality we must never lose sight of. Ve .

Lwill do everything possible in the troubled 'future to aevelop for the
‘Director all available facts relating to Negro membership in the Communis-

l

+Party, plus the more complex and difficult to ascertain influence .
: of communist organizations and officials over the 1eaders and masses of
Negroes, .

: . We regret greatly that the memorandum did not measure up to
what the Director has a.right to expect from our analysis,

RECOMMENDATION

For the information. of the Director.
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UNITED STATES ('C CRNMENT

M’ emorandum

Nr. W. C. Sulliv;.-(

FROM : My, F, J. Baumgardner,,
' VYA
() 4fa7laf/’.
SUBJECT T COLIMUNIST PARTY, QSA. .
NEGRO_QUESTION

COLMUNRIET . IL LUENCE IN RACYTAL MATTERS
IhT““N“L ECURITY - COLCIUNIST '

— ) I

Thls menorandum recommends increased coverage of COPanlSL
infinence on the MNerro, Thn Ristory of the Co#munlst Party, USA T
TCBUSAY, is ranlex att it, influence and
grecruxt the Kesro. TTife Ma¥eh on Wash1n~ton 3.5~ 63, was a stiriking
Sramplé ©T ouCﬁ“‘owmuﬁ*st activity as Party leuders earlv put into
motion eiforts to accrue gains for tie CPUSA from the Mmrch ffell- ‘\\
documented information concerning the Party's influence on a principal \
March leader, Reverend Martin Luther Kinz, Jr., is but an example,
The presence at the March of around 200 Party senbers, rancing fron
several pational functionaries hecaded by CFUSA General Secretary Gus
Hall‘fto nmany rank-and-file members, is clear indication of the Party's
svoritas target (ihe Negro) today, :

All indications are that the March was not the "end of the
line" and that the Party will step up its efforts to expXit racial
unrest and in every possible way clainm credit for itself relating to
any "gains'" achicved by the Negro. A clear-cut indication of the
Party's designs is revealed in its plans to hold a highly secretive \\
leadership meeting in lhovember, 1963, which will deal primarily witi
the Negro situation. This neeting is to be preceded by aiGus -Hail7 ]
"harpstorming' trip through key areas of the country to mecet Par{y
peoplé and thus better prepare hitasclf for the November meetlng

The entirc field is being alerted to this s;;uatloﬁ*in a
proposed SAC Letter (attiched) . The field is being lnStructcd to
intensify our coverage of communist influence on the hegro by giving
fullest consideration to the uuce of all possible investi gntlvo
techniques. In addition, the field is baingistold to intensify its
coveraze of those coemmunist fronis throuzh wiich the Party channcl
its ipflucnce and to intekstify 1ts investigations of the many Phrty
members and dupcs who engdgc tn activiaties on behdlf of the Party
in the Kegro ficld. Furiher, we are siressing 'the urgent need for
imaginative and agoresciive taerion 1o be tilized through our Counter-
intclligence rresan-=Uimene dendgiicd Lo attempt to neutralize or
disrupt the Party's aciivilics iun the hegro field, Necessity for
prompt handling of all facets ol this catter to insure timely disscmi-~
.nation t? tu'c ;)v‘:pnr't;.gnt :11:\2' 1&1{:!‘3;&')“%‘:,‘ —Losl nueﬂgl_o. is-also be:.ng
emphasized. . .V L2 Wi \A~;,V -

100-;&13% ) (u*b“‘— esro Camation) 10T 16 1067
70 Dy LY LAttty : -
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Memoerandum to Mr. Sullivan
RE: COMMUNIST P.".RTY,‘ USA
NEGRO QUISTION ’ .
COMMUNIST INFLUE CE'IN RACIAL MATTERS
(100-2-116] - / |

The proposed SAC Letter requires key security offices
‘to submit to the Bureau, within 30 days, an analyvsis of their
current coverage of communist act1v1u1es in the Ve"ro field plus.
.} details of their plans for intensificatiion., Also, those 16 :
| offices participating in the Counterln»elllgence Pro"r“m on a
regular basis are being required to include in their next monthly .
letters due 10-.15-63 their plans co neutrallze or dlsrupt Pdrty
" activities in the Ncglo ¢1elu.; . . .

/
3

BN

'r,-—-‘
G L e Vg

RECO\uEYDATION:--

- If approved attached SAC Lettcr go forward ﬁpprlslnd
thn field as above and urging full implementation so that the
desired results may be achleved Also attached for approval are
necessary Manual changes e
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Tolscn _/
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Cauper
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9/18/63

Halmes o
© Gandy

ML‘MORANDUM FOR THE DIRECTOR

Whlle the auached memorandum

. bears the initials of Mr. Bawmzur dner,

it was prepared from a rough~draft furmshed
to him by Mr. Sullivan. o

- e

It should be unders tood that
Sullivan, Baumgardner, Sizoo and Belpiont
read the memorandwun and agreed with it

rior to its submission. .
p /I" . / / — 2 5

——— -

RE_C,. 5 ’ S e lrvevot s i
Enclosure - LT
o . Clyde Tolson y
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-~ - 4 | el f

\Vv\l—’ t)‘ ’\:LA\LM 'V\
l,

22 05 51957

f N
_f.x.wz p /’)M\ Lol - *r{u‘
> 3

CT:LCB ' Lot AP 3T T "’,’.'W‘._":""_ . }..,J_ !
' ; qﬂw;"'\.- Q_/[ S T /A
Lt A/L\AJ’H -—"“..) Q/" ""é’vl\ IR "‘""s‘/\i‘

v Samen. - !
Y JTJ-’-’ [ U{T\\.‘r_'—,

. Q
/’L-ﬂw:,\'--g{_‘ M’W‘- ~‘~4._¥— Y, e “ :lfﬂﬂ...

d ]\J‘\j'x‘:ﬁ. \:\f— " D \Q) < t“‘b‘l) ~——
o
‘-t;\_:‘:*l‘-:“; lz \" \ 9
s [ . v
e \—

3 E
~c s
/VY\/-H‘U \_“\ - -f' N A /,
M >y . } -'..—-'\ “* L
VM vy i
.o .-’.J Y e \I "-aJ".J
D Tl " e PR ST 5-'“'.. \'¢

-169-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



EXHIBIT 11

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




LR
B e
POl BN

PERERS TR

DRV

P
z

.
D3R . m
« e - ALB O oI fand 52 et

To: Mr. A. H. Belmont , " Date: _Septembérizs;

Fromj; Mr, W. C. Sul Q «f/ :

f) ;tgr |

Re: COMMHUNIST PARTY, USA. _ ‘o
HEG 0 QLLSTIOM : . d I\flSS:I oin
COMVUNIST INFLUBNCE IN RACZAL MATTERS S ‘BLiiss G

L—_-..-._..-. —t e

JNTEL HAL SECU'u.ITY - C

Dred*cat*on-

. Reference is made to the enclosed memorandum datcd 9/16/63
and to the attached proposed SAC Letter.

‘ On returning from a few days leave I have been advised of
the Dirccter's continued dissatisfaction with the manner in whick -
we prepared a Brief on the above-captioned matter and subsegquent.
memoranda on the same subject matter. This situation is very
disturbing to those of us in the Domestic Intelligence Division
responsible for this area of work, and we certainly warnt to de
everything possible to correct our shortcomings. Ve absolutely will
not be stubborn about admitting any mistakes we have made or be
stiff-necked and untending concerning our analysis of this matter.
The Director indicated he would not approve our last SAC Letter )
until there was 2 clarification and 2 meeting of minds wrelative to .

- the gquestion of the extent of communist influence cver Negrocs and
their leaders.  In this memorandum I will seriously and sincerely .
try to clarify a most regretable situation. It is prepared not on
official office memorandum but rather on plain bond believing that
this d150ussmon need not be made a matter of official T'ecorr..

P
Common Agreement:
=< o First, I am sure we all are in agreement.on the following
which was in both the cover memorandum and the detailed brief
attached: ' (1) for the past 44 years the Communist Party, USA, has
spent enormous sums of money and ceaseless efforts to influence
Negroes and to make communists out of them; (2) +the 19 million
hegroes in the country today constitute the greatest single racial
target of the Conmunlst Party, USA; (3) ©Negro leader Martin Luther
hi“G. _ “does have as an extremalv important
advisor - i (4) we
are right now in this nation engaged in a form.of °001al rcvo1utlon
and the time has never been so right for ex ploitation of the
..Negroes by communist propagandisis; and (5)..7the Communist Party-
-“could in the future make prodigious. strides and great successes with
the American Negro to the serious detriment of our national sccurity. .
In addition to the above, the material furnished contained many pages
of specific examples of communist Eolicies. programs-and—xttivities

Enclosures QuaZs 2-5.) é 5\‘&
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Memorandum for Xr, Be-mont‘
RE: COMKUNIST DARTY , US
- NEGRO QUESTICN : )
COMMUNIST IhrubunCB IXN RﬁCIAL hAT"ERu ."

showing communist involvement in Negro :ac1al matters in this nation,
relative to which weé can all agrco, : S - ’

A}

Essence of the Situation{

The essence.of the situation scems to be this:’ Ve
presented what facts there are in our files in the Brief{ in question
and I know that the Director certainly would not W&Jt us to dc other
than this. «The position taken at the tiwme the Bric L .was written was
that, while there is communist influence being exerted on Negroes.
and Negro leaders, it_has_rnot _recached the point cf _centrol or-
domlnat;on\3 This historically has beéen the positloﬁ of the Bureau
in This matter in light of fllu reviews going back ten to cwenty | ..
years, an..;;nm,o_u&, é—?)-«.,a o MoK Tnwas Wre\ ’1»’-'/"-/‘444-

SN

' e
The Historical Position: 3o GJ&JL T \ . . 4/.‘_

- For ekample, in. a detailed doLugenu prepared on Coﬂ*unlsx
Party and the Negro in 1953 we find the statement referring to.'the
failure of the Communist’ Party to attract even a significant nunber

" of Negroes in the United States to its number. " Another ‘example is
to he ;oand in ai analysis in this same field prepared- by"thm Bureszu
‘in 1958 to the effect that communist cfforts have been unsuccesszu’
on 2 state or national level" in infiltrating "legitimate Negro-
fraternal, protest and improvement organizations, ' although they ‘mzde
lipnited success in some 'isolated chapters." The Director's book,
Hasters of Deceit, ‘published in 1958, states: "It became obvious
that.the Party, deqplte ‘great eflozts, had failed to win over even
a significant minority of Negroes.' In 1960 the Director's stz temcnt
to The Committee on the Judiciary, United States Senate, reads
"It is. no secret that onc ol .tue bLitierest uisappointments of
communistic efforts in this Nation has been their faoilure to lure
our Negro citizens into the Party." In 1962 similar .public statements
‘were made. On page seven of the Brief submitted to the Director
under the date of August 23, 1063, this historical p051tion was
restated and it was said, ”Onc of the bitterest disappointments of
the communists has been thcir single failure to lure any significant
number of our Negro citimeéns into the Party." This statement was
sot forth again in, the cover memorandum which the Director marked.

The point I wish to mako here is this The fact that th1s
has been our hlStOTiCAl position in the Bureau for many years 1s no
‘reqson to assume that 1t is th tox}lrt povition at this time, qs 1S Lhe
irector has clearly oxplotid. dancys and conditions changc and; as
the evidence mounts, nqtuxall) ¥ ﬂﬂcd to change our position along
¥ith this evidence.

- 2

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




Mamorandum for Mr. Belmont
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA
NEGRO QUESTION
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS

Inter pretat1on .

v

As we know facts by themselves are not- too mcaninvful
for they are somewhat like stones tossed in a heap as contrasted
to tlie same stones put in the form of a sound edifice. It is
obvious to {iS now .that we did not put the proper 1nternrctqt10n unon
the facts whlcn we gave to the DLirector.

Martin Luther Kings

. We have been aware of the communist influence for nearly
two years on Martin Luther King, Jr,, head of the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference, and in the comprehensive memorandum entitled
" "Communist Party, USA, Negro Question," dated 8/23/63 we set out
information to the effect that a number of Negro leaders’in this
country have had subversive cornections in their b“ckvroundq and
that Martin Iunther King, Jr.. ha: been dealing with .

: . As prevxoualy
stated, we are in complete agreement with the 'Director that
communist influence is being exerted on Martin Luther XKing, Jr.,
and that King is the strongest of the Negro leaders.” As we have
{stated before in a memorandum, we regard Martin Luther King to
be the most dangerous and effective Neygro leader in the country.

In addition, we know the Party is'directing a major effort toward
strengthening its position among the Negroes inasmuch as ‘we have
|information the Party plans to intensify its efiorts to exploit
the racial situation for the purpose of gaining iifluence .among-
the Negroes. T

-
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Yemorandum for Yr, Relmont
RE: COIMRMUNIST PARTY, USA
NEGRO QUESTION
CO;MUNIST INPLUENCE IN RA»IAL MATTERS

SAC Letter to the Field

I would like to set forth here briefly why I +think that
the enclosed SAC Letter, which was returned to us by the Director, .
ghould be sent to the field offices. My first reason is this: - -
We need to renew our efforts and keep the pressure on and leave .
.no _stone. untufned to develop _every and_all_facts_ which eklst
in this matter. ‘Some of thesé facts may not yet ‘have been
dheatthed by our field offices, and will not be unless we
follow up tnis matter evermore closely with them. My second
reason why I think the SAC Letter should ke sent is related .
to the present changing situation inthe ‘Communist Party - Negro:
.relations area. During the past two weeks in particular there
have been sharp steépped-up activities on the part of communist
.officials to infiltrate and to dominate Negro developments in
this c¢ountry. Turther, they are meeting with successes., . Thls
should be no surprise to us because since the Negro march on
Washington on August 28 bomnunlut officials have beeu d01ng all.
no,~151P to expleit the very troubled racial situation. . 4s’ .
they said weeks ago, the end of the Negro march would be the
beginning of evermore systematic activities ‘on their p“rt to
penetvate and influence Kegroes and Negro leaders. They are
now in full force acting upon thls intention of theirs expressed
weeks ago. The field should be alerted. to this Iact and given -
instructions to investigate exhaustively new communist- - Negro
activities., The SAC Letter in question will be a great help
toward this end, and it should result in our developing important
. facts relating to the current changes and pextinent activitiles
going on during the past few weeks in this entire field.

Subject of Deep Concern

May I repeat that our fallure to measure up to what the
Director expected of us in the area of communist - Negro relations
1s a subject of yery. deep concern to us in the Domestic Intelligence
Division., We are disturbed by_tpggmggg“qunt to be., I Want him
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont

RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA.
NIEGRO QUESTION .
COMIMUNIST INFLUEKCE IN RACIAL MATTIRS

-~
.

to know that we will do everything that is husanly possible to

develop all facts nationwide relative to the communist penctration )

~and influence over Negro leaders and their organizations.,

RECOMMENDATIONS *

(1) That the Director reconsider giving approval for sending
the cnclosed SAC Letter to the field.

(2) In order that other agencies and proninent governnent
officials will be aware of the determincd ciforts of the Connunist
Party to exploit the racial situation, if the Director apprcves we
will prepare a concise document setting forth .clearly those attempts
to penretrate, influence, and control the lezro movenmcnt. Dy setting
these facts forth, succinectly and clearly, the vreader cannst help -
but be impressed with the seriousness of tho communist activities.

-

#
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_ "The attached analysis of
; Communlsm and the Negro Movement 1s
highly explosive. It can be regar qﬁ//s
a personal attack on Martin Luthen/ing
There is no doubt it will have a Keavy
impact on the Attorney General and anyone
else to whom we disseminate it. It is
labeled TOP SECRET. However, ‘even such a
high classification seems to be no bar
today to a leak, and should this leak out
it will add fuel to a matter which may
already be in the cards as a political
. {issue during the Iorthcomlng Pre51dent1al
-campalgn.
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- TES m&woaanduu makes good readlnv and ‘
llls based on information from reliable sources.
We may well be charged, however, with
expressing opinions and conclusions, parti-.
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. General, particéularly in view\pI. his past
Aa85001at10n with King, and the fact that we
are disseminating this outside the Department.
He may resent this. Nevertheless, the ‘

- memorandum is a powerful warning_ against
Communhist:infludilice in the lNezro movenent,

al w@”WIII‘EE’Ehrrylng out our responsibility
1ssem1natlng it to the people indicated
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Mr. James Earl Ray

- Post Office Box E3

Brughy Mowntain Pénitentiary
Petros, Tennassee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray:

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United .
States created a task farce for the purpose of reviewing
the FRI'e investigation of the assassination of
Dr. bartin ILuther King, Jr.

’Ihetaskfozmeisncminﬂxeprocesqofvdbdmng
its inquiry before submitting a final report to the
Attorney General. However, we feel that our irquiry will
not be corplete unless wa give you an opportunity to state
your varticipaticn, or lack of participation, in the
murder of Dr. King.

Accardingly, we hereby request, through your attorney,
Jarmes H. ILesar, Esquire, your consent to an intervies by
memoers of the task force. If you showuld agree to talk
to us, ouwr thra schedule requires us to arrange for the
interview to tzke place not later th.an Decenber 31, 197¢.

_ Please let us know .'Imaiiately whether you desire
to be intervie'«.. =d.

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folacm
Director
Martin Yuther King, Jr., Task Force

Janes H. lasar, Esquire
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%mslpg Cﬂi{nwdaht Eﬁeniicztﬁarg
‘ Fetros, Termessee 37845

Mr, Jazes H. Leosar : ?ecember 20, 1976
Attorney at Law - '

1231 fourth Street, S.W.

Wash. D.C.

re: Ray V. Tenn, cr. Indictment mo. f66h5;
Shelby county, Tcmnessee. -(1963)

Dear Jim:

In respect to your letter saylng that a Justice departzent attorney,'ﬂr.v
James F, Walker, would llke to interview me concerning the gbove indict~
ment, I agree with your advice opposing the interview. It vould appesr

‘that this would only be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writiuc
collaboratc.r'ns,...,.,i Gerold Fran't, George McMillian, st al.

If they had wanted to interview the defendant, under oath, Justice had
ample opportunity in the 1974 ¥.C. hearing in lemphie, Tennessee, through
their surrogaete, V. Henry Haile; ami I understand no representative from
Justice appeared as a witness at the hearing.

At the present I believe the only body I should testify before is a jury.

I understand you to say Jjustice has not read any 6I the trs. of prior
hearings & suifs. Thercfore I'1l include'in the cc copy of tbhis letter
to justice a copy of a Complaint that speaks to the ML jr. matter with
attached Ex—nh,'hlthoe I doubt if justice or their pudblisching associates
will be interested in tnc Lomgluint contents.

-
P

Sincerely: James e. Ray #65477
- | P.0. .Box—-73,
cc: James F. Walker, Esq. J.D.L///f co . _ Petros, Teun. 37345.
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TN THI UNITED s*“u'::'*r'"'nr
FOR THZ WISTERY DISIRICT OF mzT
WESTEIRN, CIVILION

0.0'00--'00..0-oroo.n...--.-.ooo-o.o-o-..‘

JAMES Z. RAY, A
. Plaintife

TIME INC.

GEORGE McMILLIAN . o . .
W. HENRY HAILE . - civil action no, (- 967 3 7¢ .
WILLIAM BRATFORD HUIE e ‘
GEROLD FRAMK

Y

HON. ROBERT M. McRAE

BEEINDA PELLICCIOTTI
Deferndants

e 0000800000000 000000s000c00RARRRSIOOIRICOItSTY 09 9 86900060008 080060000800000000000ss000000 00000

_ 1. ALLEGATION GF JURISDICTION:

R k)
- . .t :} S

COMPLAINT

.

(a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the hefein subject matter is ased upon

diversity of citizenship and the amount in recovery.

‘Plaintiff, acting pro se, 1is a citizen of the State of Temnessee under "oper-

ation of Law" in the subject matter, defendant TIMZ Inc. (here-in-after, TIME)
is a citizen of the State of New York° derendant George ¥eMillian (khere-in-

after, Mc!illie )1is a citinen of the State of Massachusetts, defendant '

’ Eenry Haile (here—in—after, Haile) is a citizen of the State o! Tennessee'

) derendant Willian Eratford Huie (here—in—after, Puie) *s a citizen of the

: State of Alabama, defendant Gerold Frank (here-in-after,. Frank) is a citizen

of the State of New York; detendant Hon. Robert . JcRae (here-in—after, Judge

.iHcRae) is .a citizen of the State of Tennessee, defendant Brenda Pellicciotti

(here-in-after, ?ellicciotti) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee. The
matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of. interest and costs, the sum of .

ten thousand dollara. L e . _ s

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the ‘existence of & federél question and the amount

1n controversy.

-179- - '

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



‘The action ar;sea under the ‘f4fth, sixth, and fourteenth, amencdments to

the Untied States comstitution; U.S.C. Title 28'§ 1331 (a), as here-in-

after mofe fuily appearss

The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of

interest and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars.

(¢) Jurisdiction founded on the exlstance of a questioﬁ arising under parti-

cular statute: ' o HLA S

. “
.' :
1

The actlion arises under Act 42 U. S.C Ao § 1983; U S C. Title 28 § 1343 (4)

As here-in-after more fully appears.
THIS IS AN ACTION IN LIBEL & CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.

GENERAL BACKGROUND:

. -i On April 4t 1968, Rev. Martin Luther King jr., was shot . -d killed;in,
. : ﬁemphis Tennessee; in May 1968 éhe plaintif? was indicted by the Sielby

'cbunty &rand Jury (cr.»indictmeﬁt_no. 16645)'£or said shooting; on March
10th 1969-plaintiff, allegedly through coercion by kis attorney, Percy
Foreman & the prosecution, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indictment° on
February 2ad 1974 the U.S. &h circuit court of appeala ordared an evident-

iary hearing . 1nto the circunstances of sald plea, Ray v. Rose 491 r2d 285

tC.A.S, 1974; on February Z?th 19?5 after hearing Baid evidentiary proceedings

._ tpe U.S. District court for the W,D. of Tenhessee; Hon. Robert ¥, McRae, pre-

siding ruled against plaintirf Ray v. Rose, C-74-166; onr May 10th ‘1976 the

H_U S. 6th circult court of appeals upheld Judge NcRae's ruling in saild evi-

_ dentlary hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-?5—1795.

Plaintilf, JAMES E. RAY, sues

. o »
Deferdants, TIME.INC.3 GEORGE McMILLIAN; %. HENRY HQIL-J, WILLIAM BRATFCRD

A HUIE; GEZROLD FRANK; ROBERT M, McRAE; BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI, and -alleges:

2. That while awaiting trial in the aforementioned cr. indictment the plain-
ti£f copled down from recollection information ke had gained.in ris 1967

assoclations, associztions which lead io.plaintiff being charged under

-

sald indictment. _

3+ That a brief summary of sald recollectlions and thelr subsequent ‘disposi-

tion by plaintiff are as follecws: 80
- } . -180-
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(a) during cne _:e.. of ;laint:’.:‘:' eonzineaen-. ia 193Ph2 wrote down

KR IS G Ea 0l

on a nonej receipt issued forth fro: the Sherirf's ofxice of the Shelby
county, Tennessee, jail infornation wnich plaintiff believed nad a direct

N

bearing on said cr. ind*ctnent. See, sx--A.
o “ s ERRN

(h) the inxornation consisted o£ telephone numbers & one name & -address; all

mumbers were written down backwards, including the address. .

(c) the two telephone numbers were listed next to the word “Sister" the
first being listed in, New Orleans, Louisiana‘ the second heing in, Baton

Rouge, Louisiana.

~

(d) the address is listed under the mame, Vera C. Stablés;f-_

(e) the telephone number listed under the Baton Rouge address ‘was .furnished
to plaintiff's attorney, Percy Foreman, who was representing plalntiff in

said cr. indictment.

(t) the-address was not ‘investigated until plaintiff was inCarcerated upon
pleaing to said 1ndictment; a compendium of the post trial investigation
would indicate' the information cited ahove was given to a St.'Lduis;*ﬁiss-
'ouri, labor leader, and informed it pertained ‘to the HLK jre case, who apn-
arently in turn furnished said information to a Nashville, Tennessee,vex-'

. Attorney to investigate; said Attormey had sources in the State oflLouisiana
intestivate the matter and thereafter said Attorney reported the Baton Rouge
listed number resident was under the influerce of thetTeamsters union;hand

* the New Orleans listed number resident was among other things an agent'of

a nideast organization disturbed because of Dr. King'svreportediforthconing,

‘before his death, public support of the Palestine Arab cause. ' (References to

the address if any was unclear.)

(2) the plaintiff had come .by said name & address shortly before crossin-
the. border in November 19687 from Tijuana, Mexico, into the United States,
the mame was Randolph ‘Erwin Rosen, 1180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida,

‘ ather reference was made to a LEAA; a check through the Wiam1 directory 1n
1970 iﬁpicted no Rosen listed with the ahove first & eecond nane- in 1973-
24 a Chicago, Illinois, reporter was quired as to the name or a Rosen who
-ras an.ofticial in the rorressive Lahoa Party, the reporter 1ater responded
sald Rosen, or Rosens, activities were mainly in the Yew York, New York,

area; shortly thereafter ‘said. reporter- was substantiated by material plain-

-18lene s

n 2

tiff received indirectly from the Honm. Qichard Ichord a congressman : -from
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Missouri; thereazter an Attormey in Oklahcna'Gity, 6klahcna, was furnished
the Rosen name and asked if he could find any information re the subject
in, New Orleans, and informed the subject mirht have a cr. tecord- the Att-
ormey reccrted back that the suhject's last .name most likely was, Rosehson,
and that he had a cr. conviction in New Orleans, Louisiana, federal court for
"a marcotics violatiom; thereafter a Tenneseee licensed Atto;ney pfocured
the tr; of said ccnvictioc; subsequentl& another check was.made through the,
" Miaml, telephdne directory which did list a "Randy Rosendon" but with an
address disciepency.

3

4. That plaintiff in@ended the above inforpafion for exclusive use, after
a through investikatlion, in a jury trial under said cr. indictment--rather
than for commercialzing in the communicatiors industry--and in comsequence
yithheld.parts thereof from piaiﬁtiff's cr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed

' wiih defendant (novelist) William Bratford Huie in commercial puhiishing
vemtures: lst) Attorgey Arthur Hanes sr., who immediately'upon entericg‘the
sﬁit contracted with defendant,,ﬁuie-and Zid{ Attorney Percy Foreman, who whiie
- not enteringz into-literary'cqntnacts with Pr. Huie until January 1965, two
nonthc after Foreman's entering the suit, Mr. Foreman did not question plain-
.tirt about said inforuatioc or ather aspects of the cr. indictment--because

of his (Foreman's) admitted trial preparatiom methods—-until February 1969.-

- D That in Febrnary 1969, after Percy Foreman had entered into literary
 contracts with defendant, Bule, plaintiff furnished Attorney Foreman with

" the above mentioned, Baton Rouge, phone number and asked him to investigate

in connection with the MLK jr. homicide. Shortly thereaftef My, Foreman

- replied in effect that if there were to be any telephone numbers refered
to{in court he (Foreman).would furnish. them through contacts inr interstate

gambling--Mr. Foreman mentioned a, Mr. Meyer Lansky, as his source.

" B That subsequently, arter the prosecution and Percy Forenan had maneuvered

plaintiff into entering a plea to said indictment the plaintiff on March

T1th 1969 was checked into the Tennessee State pénitentiary--Kashville
Branch--and therein all plaintifi'e personal property including the paper

herein attached as EX-A, and including incoming legal & personal letters

mailed to sald prison,‘were_confiscated from plaintifff Two or three days
:lafer after discussing briefly with State corrections commissiomer, Harry

Avery, the letters including EX-A were returned to plaintiff by sald,
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commisaloner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin line circling some writings

the property seemed in order. -

EEERY

‘724 That prior to Plaintiff's transfer to the aforementioned penitentiary,
Commissioner Avery, the late Governor of Tgnnassee, Hon. Buford Ellington,
and Gofarnor Ellington'§ administrative assistant, Mr.. Wiiliam L. Barry,

had decided and committed to writing (see, Avery testinony in, Ray vs. Russ~-

ell, U.S. Dis, Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 19?0)P1a1ntirf's treat-~
ment upon eutering sald penitentiary,ie, arblitrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary confinement immediately upon his entering prison.
A Y

8. That théreafter on (March 13, 1969)‘ﬁhen plaiﬁtiff commenced petitioning

the tfiai court for a new trial under sald indictment, .Commissioner Avery .

atféqpted to'p‘érsu-ade.Plaintirf agalnst seeking a trial under séid indictment
. aﬁd‘after failing that informed Plaintiff that he would hever be releasted

from aolithry confi_,nent while he (Avery) was corractions ‘commi ssioner.

9.‘That in thevsucceeding yeérs until the preseat Plaintiff-has been arbi-
trarilj locked in solitary confinement/seéregatidn'for appboximatél} five
years, during which time their has been several suicides by prisoners beca
ause of the harshnent of the confimement including two &2)‘wh6 burﬁéd then~

selves to-death. See, EX--B.

[N

10, That after the aforsmentioned plea by Plaintiff the t:iél Judge, Hon.

Preston Béttlé, departed from Sempﬁis,'TEhnésseé; for a vacation and while
on sald vacation the'thén Governor of Tennessee, Hon.-Bufo}d Eliington,
ufon learning of Plaiﬁtiff's effort to receive a jury trial gnder‘said in-
dictment, dispatched State vfficials to located Judge Battle to offer Sim
;the next Appellate Judgship vacancy-1f the Judge would deny Plaintiff a

'trial under the petition refered to in paragraphrs above.

- 1%, That on or about March 12th 1969 1n the pxison segregation building
Plaintiff was coanfronted through a ruse:.§ apecial agent, Robert Jensen
0f the Memphis, Tennessee, federal bureau of investagation office. Tha
“'thrust of ‘. Jgnsenfs‘conversation was'seeking cooperation of Plaintiff
in fur?hereing the FBI»iﬁvestigation of~séih cre indiéthent.“ Yhen Piaintiit
- refused the cooperation-offer:Mr, Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could
expect Plaintiff Brothers (Joan & Jerry Ray) to Join him in prison, or words
" to that effect, thereafter: : o B -183-
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(a) alagitf'a brother, Jerry Ray, was *ntigdated to the extent
that he had to resign his Job in the Chicago, Illinois, area; sub-

- sequently after forcing him froa.his Jjob the FBI attempted to fraae
him for numerous crimes. . E - .

'(5) pléintiff's other broﬁher, John Ray, was arrested by §olice
while driving his car in the St. Louls, Miss~uri, area and subsequent-~
ly charged by the FBI for aiding and abettirg a bank robbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom the government alleged actually
.robbed said bank, John was given 18 years and the alleged robber 10
years; upon appeal the alleged robber!s conviction was reversed by the
8tk U.S. circult court of apreals because the fruits of an illegaly
search & selzure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
tha7 the fruits of the illegal ‘search was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case becasue the alleged evidenco (stolen money) was not
taken from him; upon re-trial the alleged robber was acquited; sube-
sequently another defendart in the robbery was charged and entered a

. Plea for three (3) years which was later reduced to elghteen months
r o by the government. . .
12. That in Juns 1959 Plaintiff filed a civil action in the United States

- Distxrict court for the M.D. of Tennessee seeking to vold contracts between

plaintiff the aforementioned Percy Voremaﬁ, a&d defendant, Ruise. 1In att-
empting to have sald civil ‘action (Complaint) d;smissed thus necessitat-
ing the refiling by Plaintiff 1n the W7.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
Attq:ney the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee
bar, illegally procured Pléintiff's entire prison record, 1nc1uding domicle
e informatibn, from the éforementioned corrections commlssioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to have'séid Complaint disﬁiséed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in the W.D. (civil action no. c-o9-199) before Judge McRae,A

becanse of salid domicle information.

13. That thereafter irn -civil action no, C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's

initial rulins:was that said action would be declded by deposition rather

than live teStimony“s“b°eq“ent1? the Judgg dismissed the’ suit on motion ..
af; .the defandanxs. : . . .

14. That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling
on february 3rd‘1974 ordering an:evidentiaré hearing 1pto the circuﬁstances
ot Plaintiff's ;fofementionediguilty plea under‘saidyindictment defendant,
Judge‘McRee, again aseumé& Jurisdiction to donduc£ said hearing (civil
action no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal wltnesses, ‘the
-184~
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aforenentioned  Fercy roresan & defendant duie, would not have to underso

"1liwe testimony, only denositicns. The Judge accomplished this legal =aneu-

wr by yuling the Plaintiff's subpoena.powers were limited to a 100 mils
radius of Memphls,. Tennessea. ' ' '
That JudgeAHcRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actionsf& inactions

listed below effectively diminished tne Plaintiff's right under the United

States Supreme court mandate for a full and gquitable evidentiary hearing:

(a) the court ruled in effect f at the solicitation of the

State's Attorney, defendant Haile—-who had complained to the court that

the press was urging the State to ask certain questicns of. Dlaintiff-—that
General Halle could inquire of Plaintiff's alleoed information ke (plaint-
i1£f) provide said Percy Fbreman concerning others.persons allegedly culpa-

! ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter; thoe Plaintiff did refer to

Information described above as being_sivenfto Mr. Foreman by'Plaintiff,‘and
within tne confines of the above court‘ruling, neither‘defendant,‘Haile,

" - or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintliff in the matter.

»(b) Judge Hcéae inlccncert_with_defendant; Pellicclotti, has con-
eistentqu-despite petitions from Plaintiff's counsel, Janes H..LeSar—-
declined to‘forward to the_ﬁfs. Stnlcircuit_court of appeals relevant &
necessary portions of the transcript in said.evidentiary hearing: specif-
1cally, the detinitive portions of eaid transcript evidencina, ,eroy Foreman,

-arterxinvatation, refused to offer live testiuony in said evidentiary hear-
ing; and thus through their deleterious inactions irn the tr. matter contri-

buted substantially to the 6tb circuit decision against Plaintiff therein.

1’:,4

v (c) Judge HcRae hae ignored a petition to take perpetuating testi-~

mony,’ filed after said evidentiary hearing, from defendant, Hule. Mr. Hule

being a principal character therein.

15, Tbhat prior to Said-eeidentiary nearing,“Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintiff's-Tenneesee cr. counsel ae evidenced by a
series of letters Plaintiff received from said Counsel (Mre Robert I.
. Livingston) implyﬁng that during several encounters with Judge .McRae he
. (Livingsten) was lead to believe the court was synpathe*ic to Plaintiff's

case and thus a vigcrus presentation by Plaintiffts counsel would mnot be

necessary or desirable. . -185-
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16. That their have beea aublicized allegations that, Judgé McRae, is

aore concerned with the political efrects of his decisions than. the

. o law. Sae, EX--C. -

17. That the clerk of the court defendant, Pellicciottl, wherein sald

vevidentisry.heariné‘was conducced acted in concert'wiiﬁ, Judge !cRase,
in declining to prepare and forward tr. materiai, described in paragraph
14-b above, to the U.S. sizth circult thus contribnting substantially

‘ to the sixth circuit denjing Plaintifl relief under sald evidentiary '

hearing.

18. That defendant, Haile, who was the State's chief counsel in the afore-
mentioned evidentiary hearing, but is now in private practice, has libel-
ed Plaintiff dy aiding & abetting defendant, McMlllian, in McMillian's

preparing & authoring the aforementioneg artilce for defeandant, TIME.

. 19. That derendant JcMillian, informed Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,

of his (ﬂc%illian's) relationship with defendant, REafleo. i, =iia.

20. That in 19?5 defendant Faile, appeared with-defendant McMilldian,
: at the Tennessee State nenitentiary--dashville Branch--uherein McMillian
requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of Halle, 'to contact
- Plaintiff and ask if he would consent to an interview by, McMillian.
Warden Rose did forward sald interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff
declined and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewcd the solitary confinement .
building wherein Plaintiff was housed. '

¢ 2t That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Ternn-

' f essee several times publicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to him

An a mapner cuggesting he was attempting to intimidate Judges, acts for

which he subsequently was dismissed from the A.G.'s office by the Att-~

orney General for the State of Tennessee.

; 22, That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIMZ magazine (EX--D) under

the title of "The King Assassination Revisited", defendant, McMillian,

anthorsd a malicious article subtitled "I'm gonna kill that nigger King"
, and alleged said subtitle to be a statement made by Plaintiff.

Said erticle 18 1ittered with deiiberate fabricatioms, and while of a

' hollywoodish character they are delivered with malice intent, begining =186~
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Y..eIn 1963 31.964 artiz Luther King was on TV Qost everyday, talking
eeziantly about how Rlack people ware soieg to éet their rights.f.Ray
vatched it all avidly on the cell-block TV, at Jeff City. e reacted as
i!-Kirg's remarks were directed at him.personelli; He'ﬁoiled Qheé King
cams on thaltube. He began to cail hinm Mertin tLucifer! Kingiand Martin
ALuther tcooat . It.gpt s0 that the very sight or King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 98 said article. _

o

" The fects arée that thelr were no TV sets in the cellblocks or, eells,

during Plaintiff's entire sojourn in the Hissouri State penitentiary at,
Jefferson City; and, that defendant WcMillian is cognixant of this fact
through conversations with Missouri corzections ofiicials whom he has

contacted_for information numerous times., See, EX--£.

23, That several oﬁher deliberate fabrications with melieidus intent in

sald article are: ' ; N
(a) "Ray and (his fellow convict haymond) Curtis would sep_arodnd,

‘often high on speed...™ " Speed being a form'dx narcotic. p. 18.

\

(b) "On April 24, 1967, just one day after Ray‘escdped from the
prison at Jefferson City, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's
Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's McMillian, discussing the hurder.of
‘¥artin Luther King.' p. 18. ' ‘ ' ' :

(¢) that McMillian alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,
~had, from convereations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the
MLX Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23,

2h. That the State of Missourl's department of correctlions commissioner,
Mr, George M. Camp, alleges in effect that defendant McMillian is a fraud
/4n connection with McMillian's aforementioned allegations eoncerqing Plain-

"$iff's conduct while in said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX--E.

25. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMillian principally relies on
to substantiate his allesatidns; allegations that Plaintiff not only
ploted the murder of MLK Yr. but was aleo a.narcotic addict, narcotic -
peddler, ect. ‘ect., 15 reveled to be one, Raymond Curtie.

Seld, Raymond Curtis, ‘attempted onced te converse with Plainuiff vhile in

said penjitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) voluntarily "checked into™
segregation, after being exposed as a proffessional infcreer, and thus

~187-
P. 9 -
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was thereafter limited in bkis prison association to his ownltype.

26. That shortly aftar P;aintiff's arest in 1968 to amser ror said cr. '
indictment deiendant thillian stated at a news conference that since he
.(McMillian) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the indictment charge he (HcHill-
ian) would mot have to investigate the case, Thua it follows a fortiori
that McMillian has relied on the work product of other novelist to sub-
stantiate sizeable portions of his allegations in said TIME arimcle,--

27. That defendant McMillian has posted'Pliintiff numerous létters, first
'threatenins, then cajoling, in seexing interviews for use in said article

and his alleged forthcoming book re Plaintiff.

VZBf-That défendant TIME magazine has a vestéd (financial) interest in-

- publishing sald artilce by McMillian—-tnus in pronoting ¥c¥illian's forth-

coming book re Plaintiff-- in that McMillian's publisher, Little Brown,

is a subsidary of TIME inec.

’ . . R .. . -
29. That defendat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard C. Woodbury) in
their Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIWP would run an ohjoctive

' story re the matter. See,. “X——Fi

4 . : o : :
3Q. That defendant ”I {E was'consciously endeavoring to influence the

ﬁnited st ates Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73-'
' 1543. whick just a few days subsaquent to said article heard agguments
in the above Ray v. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plaintiff a
- new trial under said cr. indictment. | ‘

31, That TIME inc. has a history of conspiring to subvert the’ Judicial
e and political processes by publishing, timely, malicious articles prior
to judicial decisions or election of. public officials.

32« That‘because,defondant, TIHE;'haE made a fresh investigation )p. 17
"said articls) into the ""caseM~~their initial investigation evidently
being perdormed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968-<~TIME is cognilzant

that a substantial portion of sald article is false & malicious.

33. fhat substantial portiona of saild artilce by McMillian were supplied
to Mr. HcMillian by defendants, Frank & Huie-—Defendant Huile, published
a novel ra Plaintiff in 1970 »itled e Slew the Dreamer''; defen&ant, -188-
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34+ That the false alleaat*ons in sald article: "that Pleintiff comaitited
a holdup in London, :ngland and that George C. Wallace would pardon
.plaintiff, DPP. 17 & 23 respectively, were sunblied to defendant VcHillian
by defendant ﬂuie as evidenced by statements nade direetly to Plaintitr
by the above mentioned Perey Fonenan (quoatins Huie to Plaintiff) along

with oral & written declaratione by Defendat, Huie. See, l:iv w4

35. That defendant Hule in his ongoing nedia campalgn against Plaintif?

libeled Plaintiff in a CBS-TV interviewvhested_by, Dar Rather, on or

about January 2, 1976, by falsely alleging in effect that Plaintiff had
AN

murdered MLK Jr. and, robbed a loan cozmpany in London, England.‘

36. That the false allegations in reference to Adolph Eitler (p. 23 satd

article) was supplied to defendant-McMillian by Defendant, Frazl:, as eve—

idenced by statements made directly to plaintirf by Plaintiff's forner
'-Attorney (who was interviewed extensively bj defendant, Frank) Robert Hill,

of the ‘Chattanooga Tennessee bar.

32. That defendant Huie has a history, for commercial reasons, of

contentiousness with said Gov. Viallacae.

33. That defendant.Frank haa a history of defending Zionism even when

1t includes murder, eg, see Frank's novel, publisher in‘1963,‘titledH
"THE DEED", and if allegations in ceunt 2-f above afe substantiated in
court proteeding'Mr. Frankis intrusion into said cr. indictment as- a

uovernmen. advocate is readily expliceble.

39 Tat au articls in the BILALIAN NZUs publiched March 12, 1976, page 15,
penultimate paragraph reported MEK Jr. was shifting his political alli-
"ances...nr. King was shifting his political all_inaces and' civil rights
T approach. To support this view observers point to Dr. King's views on
the Viet Nam war and his.groeing support of the labor movement..Dr. King
V was also ebming under the influence of the Teaching of the Honorable.

Master Elijah Muhammade.." - | .« . ..

40 "mei Plainti‘fi tiled a 14bel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for
the W.D, of Tennessee titled Ray V. Frenk, Civil Action no. C—73-126,
asainst herein defendant, °rank, in 1973, and had process served uron

“him threugh his publisher, Poubleday company. 'Mr. Frank was subsequently
' N - ; . . ) -189-
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releived by the Court as a defendant in sai..d suit ‘b;v faisely alleging
( See, EX——@ p. 1) a procees dericiency, Mr Frank's in effect falsely
alleged that he & Doubleday COnpany'e affiliation was formal & transitory.

41, That the record will confirm that not one of the Plaintiff'e accusers
in the connunicauion irdustry have ever offered live testimony in a court
of law but on the contrary, they have utilized numerous ruses to avoid

process and the subpoena while the record will evidence Plaintirf has not

' only ‘glven live testimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but

prior.to the plea in sald cr. indictment was in contentiqn'with his cx.
counsel in their insistence~-in collusion with defendant, Huie-;tﬁat plaint-

1£f not be a defense witness thereina

oreover, nothing of substance indicatee that the legal -system-

' influencial publishing companies conmbine are not acting in concert to assu-

be a "show trial" sico., the Government could not sustain it's heretofore

nedia case.

.-
i

E
.

' And 1t would appear that a cr. defendent‘withoﬁt the ecoromic

or political influence to effectively contest the above situation is not

: enly‘subject to the denial of due process but can also expect his femily

. nembers to be jailed and framed for erimincl 5ffences while the same pub-

-~

&

- feat in the STAR maganine wherein he pronounces.

lishing industries, 28, defendant TIME, counlain self-rignteously about

eome distant country'!s corections or legal system. o

. Further, it seem's that, by chancd, the same media-political
combine that coalesced in the Watergate inveetigation-nrosecution and
demanded tull disclosure are out-of the same sack as thoes who prosecuted

plaintifst under said cr. indictment and who are now-opposed to diiclosures, :

IR SUMMARY' tne above mentioned Percy Foreman hae henetcfore,
since he & the Government manguvered Plaintifr into said indictment plea,
been giving ‘a runnins commentary in the media on how he (Foreman) :accom-

plished the feat.. Now he hae pablished pnalocously the enilogue to the

. -190-
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M,eewith the publicity, .appellate, courts are raluctant to
‘reverse becauss it would bring down a heap of criticism from
the public who are mot fasiliar with the rule and regulation
of law...to'tind a Judse or a group ot Judges with ehought
couraga would om experience, be unexpected" See, EX--H.

42, That the defendants, TIME inc.,.George McMillian, W, Henry Haile,
William Bratford Hule, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the visclation

as follows: . W

(a) of libéiins plaintiff in sald TIME article with malicios intent.

43.. That the defendants, TIME inc., George Mckillian, W. Henry Haile,

are gullty of the violation as follows:
(a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of said artlcle and it's
publishing date, to influence the U. S. 6th circuit court of appeals 1in,

. Ray v. Rose, MNo. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructin’
Justice and violating pla.ntiff's civil rishts.

S

Ll .- That derendant chillian,is in addition guilty of the violation

as follOws. ? - " -
(a) of receving 2 publishing malicious marerial from defendants,
Buie & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said

material thus compoundincr Mciillian's 1libel.

-

45. ‘That de‘fend'ant, Hui’e, is in addition guiltjr of the violation as follows:

“(a) of libeling with malicious inteny by falsely charging on-a
- CBS~-TV sﬁécial dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Flaint-
117 had in effect murdered, Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., and, robbed a
loan company in, London, Ergland. ’ o ’

4§v That defendah@,'ﬂaile, is guilty of the -additional violaiioﬁ{as-fdllows:

(a) of violating Plaintiff's civil rights with malicious intent
by aiding & abetting defendant, ¥cMillian, in his (Memillian's) publisking
sald article, through furnishing McMillhan information from the files of
the Tenmnessee Attorney General's office wiile he (Halle) was asst. Att. Gen.
{b) of having direct knowledge resuiting from his tenure in the
Tennessea A.G. office ard his association ‘with the aforementioned, Percy
Foreman & V1lllam L. Barry, of the truﬁ?ulness of al’egation nade in count-3
herein abave, thus viclating rlaintiff's civil riahts. :

1191-
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4,7?. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pellicciottip are guilty of
the civil rights violation as follows:

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintiff's
transeript from ar apvellate court, reféred to in count-14% b above, and
thus contr;huted subétantially to that court--U.S. 6th circuit court of
appeals--sustaining Judge McRae's'earlierﬁruling therein against Plaintizff,

8. That defendant Judge HcRae, is in addition guklty of the civil right's
violation as follows:

»

' (a) of refusing to act on a motion to take peruetaating testi-
"mony from derendant Huie, in the afore"entioned evidentlary hearing, re—
fered to in count-14 c above. ‘

' 49. That the Plaintiff is entitled to ‘exemplary damages beéauge defendants,

' - excluding Judge McRae & Pellicciotti, should be taught that the culpabil-
‘1ty.of defendants in cr. indictments were intended under the United States
constitution to be decided iﬁ courts of law rather than through fraudulent
aisrepresentations in the commercial communications industry, and ths other
two defendants that legal requirements precede political corsiderations

or blasness aghlnst a particular litigant.

50.. That as a result of the defendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff
has not oﬁly been ligeled in a maligant fashion but thoes who have thé
responsibility of.upholding litigants'constitutional.rights have by thelr

collus;ve acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel.

L WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment from defendants, ex-
fcluding Judge ¥McRae, punitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectively.

) L S » James E. Ray
U - S - ’ o Station--A

e Nashvllle, Tennessee.
* -~ FPlaintire //'\\/7/L/<§59'f523
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EXHIRIT 16
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~ State of Tennessee } .-
SHELBY COUNTY
I, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, do hereby certify that the fore- .
going. (5) F_IVE . ‘ v : Pages contain a full, trué and perfect cﬂopy- of the
PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUELTY_AND

ORDER AUTIORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPT ING_PLEA OF GUILTY A.\ID

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL RAY - BOCKET \IU\!VER B-16645

as the same appears of record now on file in my offxce
<~ In Testxmony \’Vhercof I have hereunto set my h&nd and affixed the seal

of said Court, at office, in the Clty of Memphis,
this, 16 dny of AUG. i 1976

s/ J.A.BLACKWELL ey Clerk
oy, s (522 .«

State of Tennessee 1 IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY -COUNTY, TENN.
SHELBY WUNTY r Memphis, Tenn AUG,. 16,1976 ...19.

£ NP W UL NP UYAVE SR

1, WILLIAM H, WILLIAMS: ., sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said
) County Division .3 ., certify.that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregoing certificate, is.now. and a
was a! the time of signing the same, Clerk of smd Court, and that said Court is a Court of Record and that

his attestatxon is in due form, and his official acts, as such, are entitled to full faith and credxt.
W"tnem my hand, tlns day of : 1976
. : M Mam—.mJudge.

State of Tennessee }
SHELBY COUNTY

g ;

’

I Jd. A. BLACKWELL Clerk of the Cnmmal Courts of said County, cemfy tbat HON.

WILLIAM H. W ‘HLLIAMS : : whose genuine official signature appears to the above *

and heteto annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of sxgmng the same, sole and presiding Judge of the

- R ORI YOS PR TR TN
—_— LI vy

” Crmmal Court Duns:on_..3__.__. in and for the County and State a.foresa.\d, duly commissioned and quah- )

"¢
L,

fied, and that all his official acts, as such, are entxled to full faith and credit.

In Teahmony Whereof I have hereu.nto set my ha.nd ‘and affixed the seal

LY

- of said Court, at office, in the City of Mempbhis,.

1976

[P AR  SUTPRUUOL VURHA.-PUS s AU O

Clerk.
D. C.
_194_
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A\' .uﬂ.\.;ﬂull\u COouaT \".‘ 3 uuu:a'i", ia.Q')ES

DIVISION L.11I
STATE ‘ F TENNESSED
¥s,

JAMES EARL RAY .~
DEFENOANT . .. ot oo

e L s W e e e

~-PETITION FOR WAIVER OF ”RIAL AND REQULST FOR.
ACCEPTANCa O: PLEA Or GUIL"Y ,

T o A

rhat ny true full neme is  JAMES EARL RAY CT Aand I assert tnat
g1l proceedings cgainst me should be had in the nsme which’I hereby declare ‘to-be oy

true name,

o

My attorney in the cause is PERCY FOREMAN N ‘ ‘; who wes se- -
lected snd retained by me,/who was appointed by the Court mkxeyxxzavest, to represent
" me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

I have received a copy ‘'of the indictment teilore bezng called upoa to pleed,
and I ‘have read and discussed it with my attorney,.and believe end feel that I under-
stand the accusation made against me in this cese and in each case listed herein. X
hereby haive.‘he formal reading of the indictment.

' T have told my ubtorney the facts and surrounding circumstances 8s known
to me.concerning the matters mentioned in the indictments, snd believe and feel that
my attorney is fully informed as to a1l such matters. My sttorney hes informed m-

. at to the nsture and cause of each accusation 8gainst me, and as torany snd all
i . possible defenses I might ‘pave in this. cause.’

- My sttorney has adv1sed me &8s to the punishment provided by law for the

! rffenses charged and embraced in the indictment egainst me. My sttornay has further
advised that punishment which the law provides-for the crime with which I am- Cnarﬁed
in ‘the’ indictment is as follows: : . . .

A

dAa*h bv elec;rocutlon or conf1nement 1n the State Pen1tent1ary for

: 5_11£e_n1_*gx_§gme nerlod of time over twenty (20) years
“ and’ if accepted by the Court and Jury my scntence on s plea of guilty will be:

cnnf1nement in the State Penltentlary for ninety-nine years,f99)

. It has b=en ‘fully explained to me and I understand that I nsy, if I so choose,
* plaad "Not Guilty" to any offense charged sgainst me, and.that if I choose to plesd "Not
_ Guilty” the Constitution gusrantees and this Court will provide me the right.to s spzedy
o and public trial by jury;-the right to see end hear ell witnesses-.against me; the right
to use the power ond process of the Court to comp2ll the production -of. any ev1dénce,
{ 1ncluding the sttendance of any witness, in-my favor; snd ‘the right-to have the gssis-
i tance of ”OunaEl 1n my defense at all stages of the proceedinou.

In the exercise of my own free vill and choice and without any- threats or
ncessure of any kind or promises of gain or favo? from 2nj source whatsoever, and being
'"-aware of ?ne action I am taking, I do hereby in open Court request- the Court to
q*cept =y ples of guilty to the charges outlined herein. I hereby walve.eny right I
T may or "oala have to a Motion for a New Triel, and/o an appeal.

. b ”‘1.‘H~‘; o f S e, Gond 5?5'\.~"
,;l :1 f D ‘ e SR -C;V Dexendanb 7
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R e T ma

STATE OF .TENYISSEE -
¥s

JAMES EARIL RAY.

DEFERDALT

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER GF TRIAL AND ACCEFTING
" FLEA OF GUILTY. )

‘This csuse came on for hea r;ng before the Homorsble W,

PRESTON BATTLE » Judge of Division _TIII _y of the

Criminsl Court of Shelby County, Tennessec, on the petition of the

"defendant, .JAMES EARL RAY ) for Waiver of érial by Jury and
requegt,for Q;cephsnce of a plea of guilty, seid petition being attacﬁed
h»reto snd inc urporated by reference berein, upon statements msde in

the District Attorney General,
open COurh by thc de¢e1dant herein; his attornnjsof record; /the Assistant
Attorn=JsGﬂneral rep resenting thc State of Tennessee, and from quesbloning
by thc Court of defendanu and his counsel in open Court; and

IT APPEARIH” TO THE CCJRT =fter careful consideration that the
defend?gt h?rein has be;n fuily edvised and understsnds h_s right to 8
triai by Jury on the neriﬁs of the indictmant against hin, aad tant the
defendsnt herqin QQes not elect -to have s Jury deterﬁiné his guilt or
‘innocence under a plea Af Not Guilty; end has waived the formal reading

. of the indictment, AMD:

IT FURTTER APPEARING TO THZ COURT that the defendant intﬂlligcn«lj
and understendinﬂly walves his right to a trisl and of his own f'ee will aqd
choice and without any threats or pressure of sny kind or prom{ge;, other
that tﬂe recormendation of the State as to punishment; end does éa;i£e to
‘enter 2 plea of gullty end accept the rccoﬁme;dation of the State as to .
punisknent, waives his.right to 2 Kotion for a New Trisl and/or sn appesl, -

| IT IS THEREFCRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the petition

filed herein be and the suze is heraby granted,

TR, : :
Er_xter,tt}is‘_the I — doy of _March » 1969 .

\"AdfjiiquiL

JUDG E
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JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand.”

JUDGE.  "Have your lawyers explained allAydur rights to”you and'do S

you understand them?"

_ DEFENDANT  "Yes™

JUDGE "Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jnryion the

charge of Murder in the First Degree against you,.the puaish-

ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death By

Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of

‘proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove YOu gnilty Ee-
yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certalnty and the de-

cision of the Jury must be unanimous both ‘as to, gullt and

punlsbment9

In the,event of a jury verdict. against you, you would
_have the fight'fo file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to

the trial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against

you on your Motion for a New Trial, you‘w0u1d have the riﬂht

to succe551ve appeals to the Tennessee Court of Crlmlnal Ap-
peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and :o_file a pe->
tition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States?

‘Do you understand that you have all these r1ghts°"

. nYeSII

DEFENDANT

?? JUDGE "You are enterlng a plea of Guilty to Murder in the Fzrst
Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compronls1ng }

and.settling_your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine

years in the State Eenitentiary.' Is this what you want to
do?" A ‘ ' o

DEFENDANT "Yes"

" JUDGE "Do you understand that you are waiving, which_means "gi%ing

up", a.formal trial by youf Plea of Guilty although the laws

wi of this State requ1re the prosecutlon to present certaln evi-

dence to a jury in all cases- of Pleas of Cuxlty to Murder in

the First Degree’
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