comztissioner, Harzy Avery. (except for a thin line circliné soze writings

the property soexzed in order.

. .71 Thgt prior to Plaintiff's transfer to the aforementioned penitentiary,
Commigsioner Avery, the late Governor of Tennessee, Hon, Buford Ellington,
and Governor Ellington's adninistrative assistant, Hr.‘WLilian L. Barry,

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

el), U.S. Dis. Ct. M.D. Tun. Civ. Action no. 5590, 1970)Plaintiffts treat-
nent upon enterinq sald penitentiary,ie, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary confineaent dmmediately upon bis entering prison.

IR
§. That thereafter on (March 13, 19635) when plaintiff commenced petitioning
the ¢trial court for a new trial undgr said indictment, Commissioner Avery

‘ attenpted to persuade Plainti!f against seeking a trial under said indictnent

T " . and after failing that informed Plaintiff that he would hever be releasted

, v .
. from solitary confincaent while he (Avery) was corrections commissioner.

v 9. That in the succeeding yeérs until the present Plaintit{ has been arbi-
- trarily locked in solitary continezent/seéregation for approxdimately five

nye

! years, during which time their has been several sulcides by prisoners bece
:‘ ause of the harghnent of the confinement including two (2) who burned thenm-

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

Lo A i
o .

§ . 10, That after the aforementioned élea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Hon.
Preston Battle, departed fron Hemphis, Tennessee, for a’vacatioﬁ and while
: on sald vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington,
upon learning of Plaintiff!s effort to receive a jury trial under said in-
\ . dictnont, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer him
. s the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny Plaintiff a
“trial uzder the petition refered to in par§sraph-3’above.

- -

- 11, That on or about March 12tk 1969 £n,the‘p:ison segregation dbuilding
T S

Plaintiff was confronted through a'rug?:bt'sbpcial agent, Robert Jensen

‘0ot the Menphis, Tennessee, federal bhr;au of investagation office. The
thrust of “r. Jensen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Plaintife

in furthereing the FBI investigation of saih cre indictaent. Then Flaintife
refused the cooperation orterer. Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could

i ) expect Plaintiff Brothers (Jobn & Jerry Ray) to Join him in prison, or words

-

’ " %o that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) plaintiff's brother, Jerry Ray, was intimidated to the sxtent
that he had to resign kis Job in the Cbicago, Illinois, area; sub-
sequently after forcing hia froa his Job the FBI attempted to tra:e
hix for nunmerous crines, . * )

(S) Plaintifi's other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police
while driving his car in the St. louis, Miss~uri, area and subsequent~
1y charged by the FBI for aiding and abetting a bank rovbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom tho governaent alleged actually
robbed sald bank, John was given 18 years and the alleged rodbver 10
Jears; upon appeal the alleged robber!s conviction was reversed by the
8tk U.S, circuit court of appeals because the fruits of an 11llegaly
search & seizure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit .ruled
tha7 the fruits of the i)legal search was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case becasue the alleged evidenco (stolen money) was not
taken from him; upron re-trial the 2lleged robber was acquited; sud-
sequently another defendant in the robbery was charged and entered a
Plea for three (3) years whkich was later reduced to eighteen months
by the government, - :
- x

12. That in Juns !939 Plaintiff filed a civil action in the United States

- District court for the M.D. of Tennessee seeking to void contracts between

Plaintiff, the aforenentioned Percy quemaﬁ, aﬂd defendant, REuie. In att-
enpting to have said civiiﬁébtion (Conmplaint) ddsmissed, thus necessitat~
ing the retiling by Plaintitrjia the W.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
Attorney the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee
bar, illegally procured Plaintift's entire prison record, including dozicle
informatintn, from the atorementioned corrections comnissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to have said Complaint disaissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in the W.D. (civil action no. C-o9-199) before Judge McRae,

because of sald domicle information.
A

53. That thereafter in -civil action no. C~69-199 onec of Judge McRae's
inttia) rulingrwas that said actlon would be decided'bz deuosition rather

than live testimony--subsequently the Judse diszissed the- suit on motion .
o: the detendants. . . R

b
»

14. That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling
on }ebruary 3rd 1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the circumstances
0f Plaintiff's aforementioned guilty Plea under ssid indictment defendant,
Judge McRze, again assumed jur%sdiction to cornduct said hearing (civil
action n0.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the
~184-
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aforezentioned Fercy Forezsan & defeadast Huls, would not have to undergo

liwe testizeny, ou.z_d-:osi icas. The Judge accomplished this legal maneuw~ = -
wor by ruling gne Plaintiff's sudpoena powers yore linited to a }OO mile

radius of Meaphis, Tennesses.

That Judge lMcRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & ;nactions

listed below effectively diminished_tpe Plairntiff's rigat under ths United

States Sugreae court mandate for a full and gquitadle evidentiary hearing: i

(a) the cpur£ ruled in effect P 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 questions of °1a1ntitt-—th“t
General Haile could inguire of Plaintiff's 2lleged irnformation ke (plaint-
11£2) provide sald Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-
ble under said cr. indictzent. Thereafter, thoe Plaigtiff dfd refer to
infornation described above as being.siven?to Mr. Foreman by Plaintiff, and
within %F° confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Ha}le,

or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintif? in the nmatter,

' .
N t - o r
.

(b) Judge McRae 1n'concert with detendant; Pellicciotti, has con-
eistently—-despite petitions fron Plaintitf's counsel, Janes H. Lesar—--
declined to forward to the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals relevant &
necessary portions of the transcript in said evidentiary hearing: specif-
1cally, the definitive portions of sald transcript evidencing, Percy Forexan,

sarterfii;atation, refused to offer live testiuony in said evidentiary hear-
ing; and thus thr&ugh their deleterious inactions ir the tr. matter contri-

buted substantially to the 6th circult decision zgainst Plaintiff therein.
:S

! (c) Judgse McRae has ignored a petition to takp’perpetuating testi-
nony, filed after said evidentiary hearing, fron detendant Huie. Mr. Huie

beirg a principal character, therein.

15. Toat prior to said evidentiary hearing, Judge }cRae, mislead or att=-
enpted to mislead Plaintiff’s Tennesses cr. counsel as evidenced‘'by a
series of letters Plaintiff receivéd from said Counsel (Mr. Rodert I.
Livingston) implying that during several encounters with Judge McRae he

. (Livingston) was lead to believe the court was synpathetic to Plairntiffts
casae and thus a vigorus prosentation by Plaintiff's counsel would not be
necessary or desirable. ' -185-
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16. That their have deea judlicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is
aore concernod vith the political ettects oz his decisions than the

lav. See, EX-~C.

.
17. That the clerk of the court defendant, Pell;cciotti, whereié said
evidentiary hearing was conduc;ed acted in concert‘wiiﬁ. Judge lcRas,
in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, described in paragraph
14-b adove, to the U.S. sixth circuit thus contribﬁting substantially

" to the sixth circuit de31115 Plaintif? relief under eaid evidentiary

hearing. ' . " \

18. That defendant, Haile, who was the State's chief counsel in the afore-
nentioned evidentlary hearing, dut is now in private practice, has libel-
eq Plaintiff by aiding & abetting dete&dant, McMIdllian, in McMilliant's
'prepa:iné & authorirng the a:orenentioned artilce -for defeandant, TIME.

» ﬁ

!9 That defendant, JcAillian, 1nfor=ed Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,
_of rls (MEMillian's) relationship with defendant, Halle. (.. =i

-
T

>uao. That 1n 1975 detendant, Halle, appeared with defendant, McMillian,

' at the Tennessee State beniteatiary--ﬂashville Branch--wherein McMillian

) Plaintiff and ask if he would consent to an interview by, McMilliian.

¥
!

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal :riend of'Halle, to contact

Warden Rose did forward sald interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintitr
declined and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewod the solitary confinezent
building wherein Plaintiff was housed.

i 2l. That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tenn-

essee several tlmes rublicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to him

" .in a manner euggesting he was attenpting to inticidate Judges, acts for

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

orney General for the State of Tennessce.

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

the title of "The King Assassination Revisited", defendant, McMillian,
anthored a malicious article subtitled "I'n gonna k111 that nigger King"

and alleged salid subtitle to be a statezment nade by Plaintirs.

Said article is littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a
hollywoodish chara?ter they are delivered with nalice intent, begining -186~

'
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© sadd artic1§ are:

",.eIn 1663 and 1964 Marsiz Luther Xing was on TV almost everyday, tslking
defiantly about how RBlack people were going to got their rights...Ray
watched £t all avidly on the cell=block 7V at Jeff City. He reacted as
»it’Ki_ng's Temarks wer; directed at hinm personally. He 'L';biled when King
cane on the tude. He began to call hin Martin 'Lucifer! Ki’ng and Martia
Luther 'cooa'. It got so0 that the very sight of King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 18 saicd article. . . .

et
v n e
- x
IS

The facts are that their were no TV sets in the cellblocks or, cells,

during Plaintiff's entire sojoura in the Missouri State penitentiary at,
Jefferson City; and, that defendant McMilllan is cognizant of this fact
through conversations with Missouri corrections' officials wnon he has

contacted for information numerous times. See, EX=-f.

23. That several oiicr deliderate fadrications with maliclious intent in

A}

{(a) "Ray and (bis fellow convict Raymond) Curtis would set_around,
often high on speed...” Speed being a form of narcotic. p. 18.

B L N
{b) "On April 24, 1967, Just one day after Ray escaped from the
prison at Jefferson City, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago'’s
Atlantic Hotel...™ Allegedly, say's McMillian, discussing the nmurder of
¥artin Luther King. »p. 18.

(¢) that Hg:!‘f.illian alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,
had, from conversatlons with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the
MLK Jr. murder. 2PP. 18 & 23. .

24. That t‘hs State of Missouri's department of corrections comxzissioner,
Hr. George M. Camp, alleges in ett_ect. that defendant McMillian is a fraud
7in conzection with McMilllan's aforementioned allegations concerning Pladin-

N“.:J.z't's; conduct while 1n'said Missourl penitentiary. See, EX-~E.

25. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMillian principally relies on
to substantiate his allegations, allegations that Plaintiff not only
pl?ted the murder of YLK Yr. dut was also ,a.. nexrcotic 'addict, narcotic
peddler, ect, ect., is réveled to be one, R;ymo'nd Curtis.

Seid, Raymond Curtis, attezxpted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in

sald penfitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) 'voluntarily vchecked into™t
gegregation, after being exposed as a proffessional informer, and thus

-187-
P. 9
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story re the natter. See, :x--;a b

was theresafter limited in kis prison association to his own type.

26.. That shortly after Plaintiff's arest in 1968 to anser for said cr.
indi{ctaent defendant HcMillian stated at a news conference that since he
(McMixlian) knew Plaintifs was guilty of the 1ndictnent charge he (McMill-
i1an) would not have to investigate the case., Thus 1.t tonows a fortiori
that McMillian has relied on the work product of other novelist to sudb-
stantiate sizeablie portions of his allegations in sald TIME ar't::cle.

27. That defendant McMillian has posted Plaintiff numerous leiters, first
A ]
threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interviews foxr use in said article

and bis anegeci‘ fortheconing book re Pllaint.‘..t:.

28, That detez;dant TIME magazine has a vested (financial) interest in
publs.shing. said artilce by Mcuniian--tt.ms in promoting McMillian's forth-
coming book re Plaintiff-- in that chillian‘s publisher, Little Brown,
is a subsidary of TIXE inc. x s

] . ". 1
29. That defendat TIME decelved their own agent (Richard C. 'ﬂoodbury) in
their Chicago, Illinois, of:ice into thinkins 'I'I‘(“ would run an obJoctive

4

’ :’35: :Tbat defendant TTUE was ‘consciously endeavoring to influence the

L

United States S;thh Circuit court of appeals in, Ray v. Rose, no. ?3-
1543, whick just a few days subsequent to said article heard aggunents
in the above Ray V. Rose suit to determine vhether to order Plaintiff a
new trial under said cr. indictaent.

e
-

3t. hl‘hat TIME inc. has a history of conspiring to sudbvert the judicial

-~ and political processes by publishing, tizmely, malicious articles prior

to judicial decisions or eléction of pudlic ofticials.,

-
i

32+ That because defendant, TIME, has made a fresh investigation )p. 17

‘said article) into the 'Mcase-=their initial investigation evidently

being perdormed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968-;,’21243 is cognizant
that a substantial portion of said article is false & maliclous.

33. That sub;tantial portions of sald artilce-by McMillian were supplied
to Mr. McMillian by defendants, Frank & Huie--Defendant, Hule, pudlished
a novel ro Plaintiff in 1970 iitled e Slew the Dreamer"; defendent, -188-
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34+ That the false allogations in sald article: "that Plaintiff comanitied
a holdup 4in London, Ingland, and that George C. Wallace would pardon
plaint-j.fr; Pp. 17 & 23 'respectively, were sx;pplied to defendant :’.cxiliian
by defendant Hule as evidenced by statements made directly to Plaintife
by the abtove mentioned Percy Foreman {quoating Buie to‘P.}.aintitf) along
with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Hule. See, -=.:v .=m,.

% e
N P

35. That. detex;.dant Hule in his ongoing media cempalgn against Flaintiff
libeled Plaintiff in a CBS-TIV interview h§sted,by, Dan Rather, on or
a.bout’ January 2, 1976, by falsely alleginé in effect that Plaintiff had
murdered MLK Jr. and, robbed a loan company in Londom, é;éland.

36, That the false allegations in reteién;g to Adolzh Hitler (p. 23 said
article) was supplied to defendant.MeMillian by Defendant, Frozlz, as ev—

) ddenced by statenents nade d‘rectly to plaintitt by Plaintift's forner

~Attorney (vho was interviewed extensively by detendant, Frank) Robert Hill,:

of the Chattanooga Tennessee "var. ) -

.\
!—.

-~

[ -
[ . LY
-

‘32. That defendant Huie has & history, for comnercial reasons, of

contentiousness with said, Gov. Vallace. -

» . »
38. That defendant Frank has a history of defending Zionisn even when
1t includes =urder, eg, seo Frank's novel, pudlisher in 1963, titled:
"IHE DEED", and if allega;ion in cognt 2-£ aboye are sudbstantiated in
court proceeding Mr. Frank's intrusion into §aid cr. indictaent aé F3

Goverament advocate is readily explicabdle.

£
.

3%+ That an qrticle in the BILALIAM NZUS published Marck 12, ’97él page 15,
penultinate paras%aph, reported MEX Jr. was shifting his political alli-
ances. . Dr. King was shittiﬁs bis political allinaces and civil rights

" approachk. To suppofi this viev observers point to Dr. King's views on

40, That Plaintiff filed a 1ibel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for

the Viet Nam war and his growing support of the labor movement. Dr. King
was also coning under the influence of the Teacking of the Honorable

5

Master mijah Muhannadeso! . °

«

the W.D, of Tennessee titled, Ray v. Framk, Civil Action no. C-73-126,
against herein defendant, Frank, in 1973, and had process served uron

hin through his pudlisher, Doudleday Eonpany. Mr. Frank was subsequently
' g -189-
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releived by the Court as a deferndant 4in saia suit by falsely al;ggins .
( Ses, EX—~8. p. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Frank's in effect falsely

- alleged that he & Doubleday Company's affilliation was formal & transitory.

. .
fota
$

nedia case. & ., . o

[}

51.. That the record will confirm that not one of the Plainti:!'s accusers
in the comaunication izndustry have ever offered live testiaony in a court
of law dut on the contrary, they have utilized numerous ruses to avoid
process and the subpoena vhile the record will evidence Plaintitt has not
only given live gestimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) bdut
prior to the plea in said cr. indictment was-in contention with his cr.
counsel in their insistence--in collusion with defendant, Hule--that plaint-

12f not be a defenso witness therein.

k&reover, nothing of substance indicates that the legal systea—
influencial pudlishing companies coxmbine are not acting»in concert to assu-
re. tnat their shall never be a (Jury) tria} for Plaintitt, crizinal or

civiI that's related to said 1nd£ctment...appareﬁt1§ because 1t 'would not
\
be a "show trialM,i.e., the Government could not sustain it's heretofore

» )

X

e

ATy

And 1t would appear that a cr. defendant vithout the econosic

" or political influence to effectively contest the above situation.is not

only subJect to the denial of due process dut can also expect his fenmily
nmembers to be jailed and framed for criminc) offences while the saze pub-
Iishins industries, ¢g, defendant, TIME, conplain self-rignteously adout

EENERY

some distant country's corections or legal systen. -

Further, it seen's that, by chancd, the sams nmedia-political
conbine that coalesced in the Yatergate investigation-vrosecution and
demanded full disclosurerare out-of the same sack as thoes who prosecuted

Plaintif? undser said cr. indictmeif and who are now opposed to disslosures.

IR SUMMARY: the adove mentioned Percy Foreman ha% heretofore,
since he & the Goverzuent asansuvered Pléintitt into said indictment plea,

* been giving a runring commentary in the media on how he (Foreman) acconm=

plisaed the feat. Row he hae published analocously the epllogue to the

feat in the STAR nasa«ine uherein he pronounces°

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




e

pon

.’...

AT

-

Moeowmith the pudlicity, appellate courts are raluctant to

‘reverse becauss 1t would bring down a heap of criticisa fron

the pudblic 7ho are mot Zaniliar with the rule and reswlation .
0f law...to rind a Judge or a group o.t Judges with ebought

courage would om experience, be unexpected", Sge, EX--H.

-

L2+ That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, ¥, Heary Haile,
William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the violation

as followa: : il

(‘a) of 2ideling plaintliff in said TIME article with malicios intent.

43.. That the defendants, TIME inc., Ceorge McMillian, W. Henry Haile,
are guilty of the violation as follows: "

(a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of sald article and it's

+ publishing date, to influence the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals inm,
. Ray v. Rose, lo. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintifs, thus obstructing

Justice and violating pla.nt:.rt'a civil rishts.

v

4h .- 'X‘hat detendant, rc}:illian,is in adc!itio,n gailty of the viclation

=3 . e

as follows: . v r

. e # -

(a) of receving & pudblishing melicious marerial from defendants,
Hule & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said

material thus compounding Mc{illian's lidbel.

-
T e et =

§5~ That detendant, Hule, 13 in addition guilty of the violation as follows:

~(a) of li‘éeling wvith malicious inteny by felsely charging on a

, CBS-TV special dated Jamuary 2, 1976, and hosted by Daz Rather, that Ylaint-

122 had in effect zurdered, Rev. Martin Luther Xing Jr., and, robded a
loan company in, Londom, Ergland, ' o
kév. That defendant, Hafle, is guilty of the additional viclationsas - follows:

~

*

(2) of viclating Plalntiff's civil rights with maliclous intant

by elding & abetting defendant, If.c‘uman, iz bis (Mc:::lllian's) publisking
sald article, througk furnishing McMilldan information from the files of
the Tennessce Attorney General's office vails ho (Halle) was asst. Att. Gen.
(b) of having direst knowledge resuitins from his tenure in the
Tennesses A.G. i"ice and his association with the aforementioned, Percy
Foreman & VWillilaa L. Barry, 'of the trutfulness of allegation nade in count-}

herein above, thus violating rlaintift's civil rights.
-191-
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47+ That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pellicclotti, are guilty of
the civil rights violation as follows: ' '

.
*

(a) of deliverately withholding rélevant portions of Plaintigs!
transcript froaz an appellate court, refered to in count-14 b above, and

thus contrituted substantially to that court--U.S.’'6th circuit court of
appeals--sustaining Judge cRaels earlierhruling therein against Plaintize,

l

48, That detendant, Judge McRae, 1s in addition guklty or the civil right!s
violation as follows:

h ]
(2) of refusing to act on a motion to take perpetuating testi-~

nony froz defendant, Eule, in the aforezentioned evidentiary hearing, re-
fered to in count-14 ¢ abvove.

49 . That the Pléintirf is entitled to exemplary damages because defendants,
7 excluding Judge McRae & Pellicciottd, should be taught that the culpabil-
.'1ty of defendants in cr.,indicyhents were intended under the United States.

constitution to be decided iﬁ courts of law rather than through fraudulent

nisrepresentétioné in the commercial coamdnications industry; and the cther

two defendants that legal requirexzents precede political considerations
or blasness against a particular litigant,

50, That asxa résult of the éefendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff
has not only been ligeled: 1n a naligant fashion bdut thoes who have the
responsibility of upholding 11tigants constitutional riohts have by their
collusive acts indirectly contributed to znd encouraged the libel.

) WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment ‘roa defendants, ex-
scludins Judge McRae, bunit;ve damages of Five hundred thousand dollars
respectively. ’

K ' James E. Ray
) Station-=A
. + Nashville; Tennessse.

- Plaintiff 0/1// @

¢ v !'192-
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State of Tennessee
SHELBY COUNTY

} .

1, J: A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, do hereby certify that the fore-
(5) FIVE

going.

Pages contain a full, true and perfect copy of the

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST _FOR ACCEPTANCE OF i’LFI\ OF CUILTY. AR

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF (UILTY AD

~ VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL RAY -- BOCKET MUMVER B-16645

as the same appears of record now on file in my office.

State of Tennessee
SHELBY COUNTY

1, _WILLTAM H. WILLIAMS.

* In Testimony Whercof I have hereunto set my band and affixed the seal

of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis.
this. 16 day of AUG. 1976

/S/ J.A. BLAG(NELL CQlerk

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
Memphis, Tenn, ... 16,1976 19,

sole and presid—ing Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County Division.d.m., certily that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregoing certificate, is.now, and

was at the time of signing the same, Clerk of said Court, and that said Court is a Court of Record, and that

his attestation is in due form, and his official acts, as such, are entitled to full faith and credit.

"™ Witness myhand day of 1976
. JMM...,.Judge

State of Tennessee
SHELBY COUNTY

_MLHMLLIMS

-

J

-
- K .

L, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON.

whose genuine official signature appears to the above

a.nd hereto annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of signing the same, sole and presiding Judge of the

CndeourtDwisi

in and for the County and State aforesaid, duJy cormissioned and quali-

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

In Testimony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal
' of uid Court, at office, in the City of Memphis,

o this. 16 _day of AUG: 1976
T — s/ }J.,._ Clerk.
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IN TS CRINISAL COVAT OF SHILIY CCUNTY, TEWNEZsSset

- DIVISIO 17 .
STATZ OF ZTEXNNESSEE ) T .
YS. . NO' l§§45 * : L

JAMES EARL RAY '
DEFENOANT ) - - b

w

. « PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR .
: ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY :

- x

. That my true Al neme, is JAMiES EARL RAY " and X ossert that

‘. #1) proceedings cgsinst ne should .be hed in'the nsme which I hereby declare to be ry

true none.

N
' -
P v

My attorney in .the cause is  PERCY FOREMAN » Who wos se-
lected snd retsined by me,/who was appointed by the Court xKixwxxzaoest, to represent .
xme in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

d - I have received a copy of the indictnent telore being cslled upoa to plesd,
erd I have reed and discussed &t with my attorney, snd believe snd feel that I under-
stand the sccusation made 2gsinst me in this csse and in each case listed herefn. I

. bereby wslve the forms) reading of the indictment,

- I have told ny sttorney the facts and surrounding circunstances ss known
to me concerning the natters mentioned in the indictments, snd believe and feel that
ry sttorney is fully informed as to 811 such motters. My sttorney hss informed ne
at to the nsture and cause of each sccusstion sgainst mc, end 3s to ‘any snd 21l
possible defenses X might have in this cause. . ,

-

g

My ateorney has advised ne &8s to the punishment provided dy law for the

! effenses charged and embraced in the indictment agsinst me, My sttorncy has further
advised that punishaent which the law provides for the ¢rime with which I en cnar.,ed
in the indiciment £s as follows:

——
|1 .

»
"

- Ammmmmwem in the State Pemtent*aﬂ' for
™~ 3ife or for some period of time over twenty (20) years

and 4f sccepted by the Court snd Jury my sentence on 3 plea of guilty will be:

P

confinement in the State Pénitentiary for ninety-nine years (99).

. :
v .

!

3

It bas been fully exploined to me and X understand that X ns}', if I so choose,
plead "Not Guilty™ to any offense chsrged sgainst me, a2nd that if I choose to plesd "Not
: Cullty™ the Constitution gusrantees and this Court will provide me the right to & sp2edy
. ond pudlic trial by Jury; the right to see and hear 211 witnesses -against me; the right

to use the power ond process of the Court to comp2ll the production. of eny evidence,
¢ .‘chluding the sitendance of eny witness, in my favor; snd the right to have the sssis-
{ touce of counsel in my defense ot el steges of the proceadings.

¢

In the exercise of my own free will end choice and without sny threats or
pcessure of sny kind or promises of gsin or favor from any source whatsoever, and being

PN w3y aweve of the Jction X am taking, I do hercby in open Court reguest the Court to

R

accept’ 2y ples cf guilty to the charges outlined herefn. I heredby walve sny right I
* moy or sould have to 8 Hotion for a New Trisl, snd/oxr, en appesl,

- i o . ‘
. o Ve e Gl bQ,,\’__,_
; . ) - Defendant 7]
e T ~

&M‘ 1 AL : i
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IX THC CRIMINAL COURT OF JNSLBY COUNTY, {THNZSSEE
. -DIVISICN _IIT

STATZ OF TEMWISSEE » ~ .

vs NO._ 16645,
JAMES EARL RAY

DEFENDALT Lo : o

ORDER )U“l"ORIZIP.G wWAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEFTING
. FLEA OF GUILTY ’

¢
‘This ceuse ceme on for haering before the Honmorsble V.

_PRESION_BATTLE s Judge of Division TIX s of the

Criminel Court of Sheldby County, Tennesses, on the pstition of the

. 'defendant, JAMES EARL RAY *_, for Waiver of trisl by Jury snd

request for scceptsnce of a plea of guilty, s2id petition being attachzd

hereto and inzorporsted by referensze herein; upon statements msde in

the District Attorney General,

open COuz-t by the de.endsnt berein; his attornaysof rccord /the Assistant
AttornsysGsenaral representing the_ Stste of Tennessce; snd froa Questioning
by the Court of defendent snd his counsel in open Court; 2nd

IT APPEARING TO T}E‘COURr‘ar.ter careful consideration that the .
defendsnt !‘.’ere}.n has been fully sdvised 2nd understands his right o 2
tris) by Jury on the rerits of the indictment agsinst hin, a;xd that the
defendent hercin dges not elect to hgve 8 Jury dcter;.'xing his guilt or

“innocence under s Plea of Not Guilty; end has woived the forxal reading

of the indictment, AMD:

.
)

IT FURTHER APPEARING 10 THE COURT that the defendant 1nt-nigcn.1,;
and understendingly watves his right to a trisl and of his om t'ee wil) and

choice and without any threats or pressure of sny kird or promises, other

thot the recommendstion of the State s to punisbr*nt, end does des‘re to

“enter 2 ples of guilty end asccept tha rccomcndat.io_n of the State as to

punistnent, waives his.right to 2 Motion for s New Trisi and/or sn appesd, .

IT IS THEREFCRES, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the patition

filed herein be and the suzc is heredy gronted,

Enter’ this the {C.;E'- doy of _ Mareh » 1969,

| : . . | wm‘d J?& N

, . ." JuUDGE

-196-
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JUDGE ""Janes Earl Ray, stand.”

. JUDGE "Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do

you understand them?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"
JUDGE

~

"Do you know that you have 2 right to a trial by j&ry on the
charge of Murder in the First Deg;ee against you,athe punish-
ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death by
Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of

Y proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be-
yond 2. reasonable doubt and to 2 moral ce?tainiy and the de-

cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and

punishnent?

In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would
have the right to file a Motion for a New Trial addressed te¢

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

you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right

to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee a2nd to file a pe-
tition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States?

o Do you understand that you have all these rights?"
{ DEFENDANT "Yesw

?f JUDGE "You are entering a plez of. Guilty to Murder in the First

Degree as charged in the Indictnent and are compromising

-k

. and settling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine

' years in the State Penitentiary. Is this what you want to
: b do?"

g DEFENDANT  "Yes"

-

" JUDGE "Do you understand that you are waiving, which neans "giving
up", a.formal trial by your Plea of Guilty although the laws
of this State require the prosecution to present certain evi-
dence to 2 jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murder in

7 the First Degree? ‘ 6 N\
. Q’M‘
.//? . ' ' ' -
ot v l(.,. . * . T : ., -
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Page 2
Voir Dire

e

"DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT
JUDGE

DEFENDANT

of Defendant on Maiver and Order

By your plea of guilty yoh are also waiving your rights
to (1) Motion for a New Trial; (2) Successive Appeals to
the Tennessee Court of -Criminal Appeals and the Suprene
Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition .for Review by the éupreme
Court of the United States. o I
By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and
waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions
and Petitions in which the Court has heretofore ruled against
you in whole or in part, among them being:
* " 1. Motion to withdraw pléa'and quash 'indictment
. 2. Motion to inspect evidence
3. Motion to remove lights and cénerastgron ;aii_ .
4. Motion.for private consultation with atzérney
S. Petition to authorize defendant to take depogitions
6. Motion to permit conference with Huie
7. Motion to pefmit photographs
8. Motion to designate court reporters
R Métjpn to stipulate testinony.
10. Suggestion of proper name'" T
"Yes' .
"Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in
the penitentiary been promised to you to get you to plead
guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?"
"™
"Has any pressure of any kind, by aﬂyone.{n any way been
used on you to get you to plead guilty?”
"No"
“Are you pleading guilty to Murder in the First Degree in
this case ‘because you killed Dr. Martin Luther.King underxr
such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to

you by your lawyers{"

""Yes' ) - ~ .
- Vel
s A
1

| LJ?’L ' | -198-
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Page 3 o
Voir Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

JUDGE "Is this Plea of Guilty to Murder in the First Degree with
agreed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State 'Peni-
tentiary, freely, voluntarily and understandingly made and,
entered by you?" ‘ !

DEFENDANT  "Yes"

JUDGE "“Is this Plea of Guilty on your part the free act of your
free will; made with your full knowledge and understanding
of its meaning and consequences?"

DEFENDANT  "Yes" .

JUDGE "You may be seated."

: '%”W.c.ﬁ/@ Fi—
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