
commissioner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin line circling some writings
the property seemed in order.

26 That prior to Plaintiff's transfer to the aforementioned penitentiary,
Commissioner Avery, the late Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington,
and Governor Ellington's administrative assistant, Mr.. William L. Barry,
had decided and committed to writing (see, Avery testimony in, Ray vs. Russ-

ell, U.S. Dis. Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 1970))Plaintiff's treat-
ment upon entering said penitentiary, ic, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff in
solitary confinement immediately upon his entering prison.

8. That thereafter on (March 13, 1969) when plaintiff commenced petitioning
the trial court for a new trial under said indictment, Commissioner Avery

attempted to persuade Plaintiff against seeking a trial under said indictment

and after failing that informed Plaintiff that he would hever be releasted

from solitary confinement while he (Avery) was corrections commissioner.

9. That in the succeeding years until the present Plaintiff has been arbi-
trarily locked in solitary confinement/segregation for approximately five

years, during which time their has been several suicides by prisoners beca

ause of the harshment of the confinement including two (2) who burned them-

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

10. That after the aforementioned plea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Hon.

Preston Battle, departed from Memphis, Tennessee, for a vacation and while
on said vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington,

upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to receive a jury trial under said in-
dictment, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer him

the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny Plaintiff a

trial under the petition refered to in paragraph 8 above.

11. That on or about March 12th 1969 in the prison segregation building
Plaintiff was confronted through a ruse by special agent, Robert Jensen

of the Memphis, Tennessee, federal bureau of investagation office. The

thrust of "I. Jensen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Plaintiff
in furthereing the FBI investigation of said cr. indictment. When Plaintiff
refused the cooperation offer Mr. Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could

expect Plaintiff Brothers (John & Jerry Ray) to join him in prison, or words

to that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) plaintiff's brother, Jerry Ray, was intimidated to the extent
that he had to resign his 100 in the Chicago, Illinois, area; sub-
sequently after forcing him from his job the FBI attempted to frame
him for numerous crimes.

(b) plaintiff's other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police
while driving his car in the St. Louis, Missauri, area and subsequent-ly charged by the FBI for aiding and abetting 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
8th U.S. circuit court of appeals because the fruits of an illegally
search & seizure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
that the fruits of the illegal search was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case becasue the alleged evidence (stolen money) was not
taken from him; upon re-trial the alleged robber was acquited; sub-
sequently another defendant in the robbery was charged and entered a
plea for three (3) years which was later reduced to eighteen months
by the government.

12. That in June 1959 Plaintiff filed a civil action in the United States
District court for the M.D. of Tennessee seeking to void contracts between

plaintiff, the aforementioned Percy Foreman, and defendant, Huie. In att-
empting to have said civil action (Complaint) dismissed, thus necessitat-
ing the refiling by Plaintiff in the 7.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
Attorney the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee

bar, illegally procured Plaintiff's entire prison record, including doricle
information, from the aforementioned corrections commissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to have said Complaint dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and refiled in the W.D. (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae,
because of said domicle information.

13. That thereafter in civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's
initial rulingswas that said action would be decided by deposition rather
than live testimony--subsequently the Judge dismissed the suit on motion -
of the defendants.

14. That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling
on February 3rd 1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the circumstances
of Plaintiff's aforementioned guilty plea under said indictment defendant,
Judge McRae, again assumed jurisdiction to conduct said hearing (civil
action no.c-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the
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aforementioned Percy Foreman & defendant Huis, would not have to undergo

live testimony, only depositions. The Judge accomplished this legal zaneu-

wer by ruling the Plaintiff's subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mile

radius of Memphis, Tennessee.

That Judge McRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactions
listed below effectively diminished the Plaintiff's right under the United

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

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

State's Attorney, defendant Haile-- had complained to the court that
the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff--that
General Haile could inquire of Plaintiff's alleged information be (plaint-
111) provide said Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-
ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, althoe Plaintiff did refer to

information described above as being given to Mr. Foreman by Plaintiff, and

within the confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Haile,
or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintiff in the matter.

(b) Judge McRae in concert with defendant, Pellicciotti, has con-

sistently--despite petitions from Plaintiff's counsel, James I. Lesar--

declined to forward to the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals relevant &

necessary portions of the transcript in said evidentiary hearing: specif-
ically, the definitive portions of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman,

after invatation, refused to offer live testiuony in said evidentiary hear-

ing; and thus through their deleterious inactions in the tr. matter contri-
buted substantially to the 6th circuit decision against Plaintiff therein.

(c) Judge McRae has ignored a petition to take perpetuating testi-

mony, filed after said evidentiary hearing, from defendant, Huie. Mr. Huie

being a principal character. therein.

15. That prior to said evidentiary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintiff's Tennessee cr. counsel as evidenced/by a

series of letters Plaintiff received from said Counsel (Mr. Robert I.
Livingston) implying that during several encounters with Judge McRae he

(Livingsten) was lead to believe the court was sympathetic to Plaintiff's
case and thus a vigorus presentation by Plaintiff's counsel would not be

necessary or desirable. -185-
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16. That their have deen publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is
more concerned with the political effects of his decisions than the

law. See, EX--C.

17. That the clerk of the court defendant, Pellicciotti, wherein said

evidentiary hearing was conducted acted in concert with, Judge HcRae,

in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, described in paragraph

14-b above, to the U.S. sixth circuit thus contributing substantially
to the sixth circuit denying Plaintiff relief under said 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 by aiding & abetting defendant, McMillian, in McMillian's

preparing & authoring the aforementioned artilce for defendant, TIME.

19. That defendant, McMillian, informed Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,

of his (MeMillian's) relationship with defendant, Haile.

20. That in 1975 defendant, Haile, appeared with defendant, McMillian,
at the Tennessee State penitentiary--Nashville Branch--wherein McMillian

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of Haile, to contact
Plaintiff and ask if he would consent to an interview by, McMillian.
Warden Rose did forward said interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff
declined and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewed the solitary confinement

building wherein Plaintiff was housed.

21. That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tenn-

essee several times publicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to him

in a manner suggesting 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 TIME magazine (EX--D) under

the title of "The King Assassination Revisited", defendant, McMillian,
authored & malicious article subtitled "I'm gonna kill that nigger King"
and alleged said subtitle to be a statement made by Plaintiff.
said article is littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a

hollywoodish character they are delivered with aalice intent, begining -186-
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"...In 1963 and 1964 Martin Luther King was on TV almost everyday, talking

defiantly about how Black people were going to gst their rights Ray

watched it all avidly on the cell-block TV at Jeff City. He reacted as

if King's remarks were directed at him personally. He boiled when King

came on the tube. He began to call him Martin 'Lucifer' King and Martin

Luther 'COON'. It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize

Ray ". P. 18 said article.

The facts are that their were no TV sets in the cellblocks or, cells,
during Plaintiff's entire sojourn in the Missouri State penitentiary at,
Jefferson City; and, that defendant McMillian is cognizant of this fact

through conversations with Missouri corrections officials whom he has

contacted for information numerous times. See, EX--E.

23. That several other deliberate fabrications with malicious intent in
said article are:

(a) "Ray and (his fellow convict Raymond) Curtis would set around,
often high on speed " Speed being a form of narcotic. p. 18.

(b) "On April 24, 1967, just one day after Day 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 murder of
Martin Luther King. p. 18.

(c) that McMillian alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,

had, from conversations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23.

24. That the State of Missouri's department of corrections commissioner,

Mr. George M. Camp, alleges in effect that defendant McMillian is a fraud

in connection with McMillian's aforementioned allegations concerning Plain-

tiff's conduct while in said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX--E.

25. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMillian principally relies on

to substantiate his allegations, allegations that Plaintiff not only

ploted the murder of MLK 3r. but was also a narcotic addict, narcotic

peddler, ect. ect., is reveled to be one, Raymond Curtis.

Said, Raymond Curtis, attempted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in
said penfitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) voluntarily "checked into"

segregation, after being exposed as a professional informer, and thus

-187-
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was thereafter limited in his prison association to his own type.

26. That shortly after Plaintiff's arest in 1968 to anser for said cr.

indictment defendant McMillian stated at a news conference that since he

(McMillian) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the indictment charge be (McMill-

ian) would not have to investigate the case. Thus 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 article.

27. That defendant McMillian has posted Plaintiff numerous letters, first
threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interviews for use in said article

and his alleged forthcoming book re Plaintiff.

28. That defendant TIME magazine has a vested (financial) interest in

publishing said artilce by McMillian thus in promoting McMillian's forth-

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

is a subsidary of TIME inc.

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

story re the matter. See, EX--F.

30. That defendant TIME was consciously endeavoring to influence the

United States Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray V. Rose, no. 73-

1543, which just a few days subsequent 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.

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

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

said article) into the "case"--their initial investigation evidently

being performed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIME is cognizant

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

33. That substantial portions of said artilce by McMillian were supplied

to Mr. McMillian by defendants, Frank & Huie--Defendant, Huie, published

a novel r3 Plaintiff in 1970 titled "He Slew the Dreamer"; defendant, -188-
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.,. . 

publishini. said artilce by MeM1llian--thus .in procioting :-:c>i.illbn' s forth-
·' 

~om:1.ng book re Plaintitt-- in that He?tillian' s publisher, Little Brow, 

is a su.bsidary ot TI:-tE inc • 

'• ..• 
29. '!hat detendat TIME deceived th~ir own agent (Richard c. Woodbur~> . .tn 

their Chicago, Illinois, ot!'ice into thinldng 'l'I"1E would run an objective ... 
story re the aatter. See, 'ZX.--F. 

II' ;;,. '• .. , 

,30. ,That defendant ':'I:-:E was· consciously endeavoring to influence the 

United Stntes Sixta Circuit court o! appeals.in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73-
. 

. 1543, which just a tew ~ays subsequent to said article heard agguoents 

in the above Ray v. Rose suit to deterc.ine ~hether t:o order Plainti.tt a 

new trial under said c:. indict:ent. 

...,• :. 

,. 31,. 1'hat TIME inc. bas a history ot conspiring to subvert the judicial 
! 
~··and political processes by publishing, t1:ely, malicious articles prior 

·• 
to judicinl decisions or election ot public ot!icials., 

.. 
,2~ That because de.tendant, 1'IME, bas made a£~~ investigation )p. 17 

'said o.rticle) into the "case"--their initial investigation evidently 

being perd'ori:ed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIME is cognizant 

that a substantial portion ot said article is false tc malicious. 

33-. That sub-:5tantial portions ot said artilce ··by McMllllan were supplied 

to Mr. McMllllan by de.tendants, Frank !c Huie--De!en~ant, Huie, published 

a nonl r3 Pl~ntitt in 1970 titled ":le Slew the Dreamer"; de.tenaant, -188- , 
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34. That the false allogations in said article: "that Plaintiff committed

a holdup in London, England, and that George C. Wallace would pardon

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 respectively, were supplied to defendant McMillian

by defendant Huie as evidenced by statements made directly to Plaintiff
by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Huie to Plaintiff) along

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Huie. See,

35. That defendant Huie in his ongoing media campaign against Plaintiff
libeled Plaintiff in a CBS-TV interview hosted by, Dan Rather, on or

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

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

36. That the false allegations in reference to Adolph Hitler (P. 23 said

article) was supplied to defendant: McMillian by Defendant, Frank 23 07-

idenced by statements made directly to plaintiff by Plaintiff's former

Attorney (who was interviewed extensively by defendant, Frank) Robert Hill,
of the Chattanooga Tennessee bar.

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

contentiousness with said, GOV. Wallace.

38. That defendant Frank has a history of defending Zionism even when

it includes murder, eg, see Frank's novel, publisher in 1963, titled
"THE DEED", and if allegations in count 2-f above are substantiated in
court proceeding Mr. Frank's intrusion into said cr. indictment as a

Government advocate is readily explicable.

39. That an article in the BILALIAN NEWS published March 12, 1976, page 15,

penultimate paragraph, reported MEK Jr. was shifting his political alli-
ances Dr. King was shifting his political allinaces and civil rights

approach. To support this view observers point to Dr. King's views on

the Viet Nam war and his growing support of the labor movement. Dr. King

was also coming under the influence of the Teaching of the Honorable

Master Elijah Muhanmad

40. That Plaintiff filed a libel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for

the W.D. of Tennessee titled, Ray V. Frank, Civil Action no. C-73-126,

against herein defendant, Frank, in 1973, and had process served upon

him through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequently
-189-1
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releived by the Court as a defendant in said suit by falsely alleging

( See, EX-C. P. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Frank's in effect falsely

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

41. That the record will confirm that not one of the Plaintiff's accusers

in the communication industry 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 Plaintiff has not

only given live testimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but

prior to the plea in said cr. indictment was in contention with his cr.
counsel in their insistence--in collusion with defendant, Huic--that plaint-
iff not be a defense witness therein.

Koreover, nothing of substance indicates that the legal system-

influencial publishing companies combine are not acting in concert to assu-

re that their shall never be a (jury) trial for Plaintiff, criminal or

civil, that's related to said indictment apparently because it would not

be a "show trial",1.8., the Government could not sustain it's heretofore

media case.

And it would appear that a cr. defendant without the economic

or political influence to effectively contest the above situation is not

only subject to the denial of due process but can also expect his family

members to be jailed and framed for criminal offences while the same pub-

lishing industries, EE, defendant, TIME, complain self-righteously about

some distant country's corections or legal system.

Further, it seem's that, by chance, the same media-political
combine that coalesced in the Watergate investigation-prosecution and

demanded full disclosure are out. of the same sack as thoes who prosecuted

plaintiff under said cr. indictment and who are now opposed to disclosures.

IN SUMMARY: the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,

since he & the Government sansuvered Plaintiff into said indictment plea,

been giving a running commentary in the media on how he (Foreman) accom-

plished the feat. Now he has published analogously the epilogue to the

feat in the STAR magazine wherein he pronounces:
-190-
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with the publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to
reverse because it would bring down a heap of criticiss from
the public the are not familiar with the rule and regulation
of to find a Judge or a group of Judges with ebought
courage would on experience, be unexpected". See, EX--.

42. That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, V. Henry Haile,

William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the violation

as follows:

(a) of libeling plaintiff in said TIME article with palicios intent.

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

are guilty of the violation as follows:

(a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of said article and it's
publishing date, to influence the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals in,
Ray Y. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructing
justice and violating plaintiff's civil rights.

44 That defendant, McMillian, is in addition guilty of the violation
as follows:

(a) of receving & publishing malicious carerial from defendants,
Huie & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said
material thus compounding McMillian's libel.

45. That defendant, Huie, is in addition guilty of the violation as follows:

(a) of libeling with malicious intent by falsely charging on a
CBS-TV special dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Flaint-
iff had in effect murdered, Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., and, robbed a
loan company in, London, England.

46. That defendant, Haile, is guilty of the additional violationsas follows:

(a) of violating Plaintiff's civil rights with malicious intent
by aiding & abetting defendant, McMillian, in his (Mcmillian's) publisging
said article, through furnishing McMillian information from the files of
the Tennessee Attorney General's office vhile he (Haile) was asst. Att. Gen.

(b) of having direct knowledge resulting from his tenure in the
Tennessee A.G. office and his association with the aforementioned, Percy
Foreman & William L. Barry, of the trutfulness of allegation made in count-3
herein above, thus violating Plaintiff's civil rights.

-191-
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47. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pellicciotti, are guilty of
the civil rights violation as follows:

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintiff's
transcript from an appellate court, refered to in count-14 b above, and
thus contributed substantially to that court--J.S. 6th circuit court of
appeals--sustaining Judge McRae's earlier ruling therein against Plaintiff.

48. That defendant, Judge McRae, is in addition gullty of the civil right's
violation as follows:

(a) of refusing to act on a motion to take perpetuating testi-
mony from defendant, Huie, in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing, re-
fered to in count-14 c above.

49. That the Plaintiff is entitled to exemplary damages because defendants,
excluding Judge McRae & Pellicciotti, should be taught that the culpabil-
ity of defendants in cr. indictments were intended under the United States
constitution to be decided in courts of law rather than through fraudulent
nisrepresentations in the commercial communications industry; and the other
two defendants that legal requirements precede political considerations
or biasness against a particular litigant.

50. That as a result of the defendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff
has not only been ligeled in a naligant fashion but thoes who have the

responsibility of upholding litigants constitutional rights have by their
collusive acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment from defendants, ex-

cluding Judge McRae, punitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars
respectively.

James E. Ray
Station--A
Nashville, Tennessee.

Plaintiff

Janefy
-192-
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greater Pencie DATE: Pre 33 19
DIMARISIN nut. MCMENTS

Received of Sheriff William N. Motris, Jr. the
sum of $10.00 Said monics boing sent
by mail to James Earl Ray, with aliases, from CARRIL PAPPER
who resides at 1015 BELLEVIE MAPLENOOD us 63143

SISTER: NO. 7573-4534129
The above sun was received in the form of

OF
cash, \check money order VERA C. STAPLES

(Gircle appropriate) 108115-N.W. RIVER DR
MI,FL.

ROSEN LEGline is Hancs-, Actimacys
BY:

Jones
ames Earl Ray, County Jail x
RRY PAY- 710 ANN AUE,

Louis, MISSIUMI, 63106
, h N RAY 1982
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EXHIBIT 16.EXHIBIT 16 
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State of Tennessee ss.
SHELBY COUNTY

L J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, do hereby certify that the fore-

going (5) FIVE Pages contain a full, true and perfect copy of the

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLFA OF CULLTY AND

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND

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

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

In Testimony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis.

this 16
day of AUG. 1976

/s/ J.A.BLACKNELL Clerk

ByDon Cavetic D. C.

State of Tennessee IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.

SHELBY COUNTY Memphis, Tenn AUG. 16.1976 19

I, 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

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 my hand, this 16 day of AUG. 1976

WiesianH.Wissium Judge.

State of Tennessee
SHELBY COUNTY

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

WILLIAM H WILLIAMS , whose genuine official signature appears to the above

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

Criminal Court Division 3 in and for the County and State aforesaid, duly commissioned 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 said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis,

this 16 day of AUG. 1976

Clerk.

By D. C.
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State of Tennessee } ss. 
SHELBI' COU?\'T!' 

.. 

I. J~ A. BLACKWELL. Clerk of the Criminal Co~ of ,a.id County, do hereby certify that the for .. 

soinr (S) FIVE P•1ea contain a full, true and perfect copy of the 

PEI'ITIO!-i FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL A'ID Rmtl§!.E9..B..h..cgf1.'b~ OF Pl.f,.<\.,!)..E.J1It.f...1X..A'fil_ 

OPJ>ER .AU11DRIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL A'ID ACCEPTING PLEA OF ~1.1)".A\'D, _______ _ 

. VOIR DIRE OF DEFENI>k'n' ON WAI',/ER A'ID ORDE~ - OF JAi\fES EARL RAY --~ Nt.r-!VER R·.!§.645 

as the same appears of r~ord now on rile in ro:y oEEice. 

State of Tennessee } 
sm:LBY CO'ON'n' 

• In Testunony Whereof I have hem.mto set my hand and am.xed the seal 

of ,a.id Court; at omce, in the City of Mempbi,. 

this -16 day of NJG. 191!.... 

bJ~ Clerk 

~7~ _ _,_,n_ c. 

IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN. 
Memphis, Temi.-}..l]G,.__l6..,.l92~ • • •• ,..'.19-

x...l'!l!JJA'I H, Ji'll.Ll&lS._, ____ so~• and presiding Judie of the Crixxi.inal Court of said 

County Division...3_ certily that J. A. BLACA-WEU.. who ,ave the loreioing certi!icate, is. now, and 

was at the time of siining the .same, Clerk of ,aid C:>wt. 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 lull faiith and credit. 

•~ Witness my hand, this 

State of Tennessee } 
SHELBY COW."TJ' 

I, J. A. BLAC:KWELL, Clerk of tho Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON. 

.Jl1Ll.fil.HJI.1,L1&1$. _________ , whose genuine oEficial signature appears to the above 
_II I • 

and l;er!~o annexed ~rtificate. is and was at the time of sigi:w:ig the UJ;11e, sole and presiclli:ig Judge of the 
-~ ~· ·-. t -· 

Crimhw ~urt Division 3 , in and for tho County and State aforesaid, duly com.m.inioned and c:.'ll4li• 

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

Ia Testimoo7 Whereof ·I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 

of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis, 

this 1§ day 0, ... 1 __ ... A_OO.•,._· ----191.L 
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, THESEES
DIVISION III

STATE OF TENNESSEE

YS. NO. 16645

JAMES EARL RAY
DEFENDANT

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR

ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY

That my true nell name. is JAMES EARL RAY and I ossert that
911 proceedings against me should be had in the name which I hereby declare to be my
true name.

My attorney in the cause is PERCY FOREMAN , who was se-
lected and retained by mc,/who was appointed by the Court to represent
me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

I have received a copy of the indictment before being called upon to plead,
and I have read and discussed it with my attorney, and believe and feel that I under-
stand the accusation made against me in this case and in each case listed herein. I
hereby waive the formal reading of the indictment.

I have told my attorney the facts and surrounding circumstances as known
to me concerning the matters mentioned in the indictments, and believe and feel that
my attorney is fully informed as to all such matters. My attorney has informed me
at to the nsture and cause of each accusation against me, and as to any and all
possible defenses I might have in this cause.

My attorney has advised me 83 to the punishment provided by law for the
offenses charged and embraced in the indictment against me. My attorney has further
advised that punishment which the law provides for the crime with which I am charged
in the indictment is as follows:

death by electrocution or confinement in the State Penitentiary for

life or for some period of time over twenty (20) years

and if accepted by the Court and Jury my sentence on 8 plea of guilty will be:

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

It has been fully explained to me and I understand that I may, if I so choose,
plead "Not Guilty" to any offense charged against mc, and that if I choose to plead "Not
Guilty" the Constitution guarantees and this Court will provide me the right to 8 speedy
and public trial by jury; the right to see and hear all witnesses against me; the right
to use the power and process of the Court to compell the production of any evidence,
including the attendance of any witness, in my favor; and the right to have the assis-
tance of counsel in ny defense at all stages of the proceedings.

In the exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats or
necessure of any kind or promises of gain or favor from any source whatsoever, and being

aware of the action I am taking, I do hereby in open Court request the Court to
accept EY plea of guilty to the charges outlined herein. I hereby waive any right I
may or could have to a Motion for a New Trisl, and/or an appeal.

JonesDefendant
Cirl Rn

iness:

Hing Sain book
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vs. 
JA.'IES EARL RAY 

ix THZ cnz:.:.::,,u. co~ .. ,-: or scti:-:;y cou::.~, ':""':.:::::zss::~ 
.DIVISIO:f TT T 

r. 1,- 1 , 

NO. 1664S 

•· PETITIO!l F01' WAIVtR OF TRI/J; /,?lD RE"trlST FOR 
ACCEP'l'A?iCE 01' PLEA OF GUILn' .. 

Th~t· 1l!:J true £ull neme. is .TA?:fES EARL °R"AY a!ld I ossert thot 
••.. ill prcx:ccC:ings e&dnst tie. should.,'be ht1d in .t~c nerne 'Which I her.coy declare, to be r:.y 

true no:i~. 

. J.t, attorney in .the cau::c is PERCY FORE~IAN , vho vac- se-
lected, and retsined 'by ~c,/vho 'Wes cppoint<:d 'oy the Court :d:::a;xxe:~, to represent· "-; 
,ne in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defe_nc!er, 

I have received a copy or the indictcent ~e~ore being called upon to pl~ad, 
ar.d x·have read and disc_usscd it 'With my attorney, and believe and feel that I under­
atand t.he accu::~t1on :iode against_tne in this cue and in eech case listed herein. I 
hereby ~aive the_ to~l re~ding of the indictt1ent. 

; ', • x'ha~e told':iy'ottorney the facts end surrounding ci1-cu:istances as known 
~- to me conccx-ning the Jlltltter.s mentioned in the 1nd1ct::.ent:., end believe and reel tr.at 

ey attorney is f\tlly infon:ed as to all such mottcrs. J,~ attorney has 1nfor:icd :c.,,e 
at' to the niture and cause of each accu::at1on against ine, and as to ~ny end all 

1 •• possible defenses I might nave in this cause • .... 
, , !-'-4 attorney has edv1sed tie u to tl-,e punisment provided by la._,· for° the 
f '. rf'f'enscs chargc'd ar.d e:ibroccd in the indictr.:.ent agdnst'me. M:r attorney hu further 
- .ldvised that punish.":.ent vhich the law providee tor. the cri~ with vh1ch I a:,, char6ed 

1n the 1nd1ctm.cnt is as i'ollot1s: ·-
f 
; ' 
L: ,s! 0 atb by el~ctroc;ution or, confinement in the State Penitentiary for 

- . 
~ life or for some period of time over twenty (20) years 

i .. and ,if occe,?ted by··the Court and Jury~ sentence on a plea of' guilty vill be: 

f:: confinement in the State Peni~entiary for ninety-nine years (99). 

l • It has bten'f'ul.ly explained to me and I_understand th3t I c;y, if I so choose, 
' :,l.ead "?rot Guilty'" to any ot'tense chne;ed egain::t· me, and that 11" I choose to plc&ci "?:ot 

~ Cullty'" the Constitution guarantees-and this Court.will provide:,.e the right to a spicdy 
L-. end public trial by Jury; the right to see and hear all vitne::scs -against =~;. the_ ,::ight 

to use the power end process of the Cour~ to co~p',?ll the production.of a~y evidence, 
, f including the attendance· or eey witness,, in my favor; end the right to hav,e the usis­

~ t,me:e ot counsel in rsf' dct'cnse ct all stages of tM proceedinz::. ,, 
.. • . ! 

.-
: In the exercise of my· own free vlll and choice and vithout •tiY threat:: or 
. ll"C-U~ure or $ey' kind or ·promises or· gsin 01· revor irom. :my .source ..,-hatsoever, and bein6 

;·,•,·•-.:/:p·~•·.1.'1 __ re_ ~r ~he .ction Iain taking, I do he:!f~by in open Court request _the Court: to 
~; ·•· ~=cept·ey plea ot euilty to tM charges outlined Mrein. I hereby valve any right I 

.• .-·•· ·- • ~Y or could h3v_e to a Hot~on for a Nev Trial, cnd/~1 en appeal. 

.. 
' 

..• 

. .. -. . , .. ·-. '. ·- a~~~ ~-·· 
. (l Defend.an~ () 
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IN THC CRIMINAL COURT OF SIELDY COUNTY, TEXNESSEE
DIVISION III

STATE OF TENNESSEE

vs NO. 16645

JAMES EARL RAY

DEFENDANT

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING
PLEA OF GUILTY

This cause came on for hearing before the Honorable W.

PRESTON BATTLE , Judge of Division III , of the

Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, on the petition of the

defendant, JAMES EARL RAY , for Waiver of trial by jury and

request for acceptance of a plea of guilty, said petition being attached

hereto and incorporated by reference herein; upon statements made in
the District Attorney General,

open Court by the defendent herein; his attorneysof record; /the Assistant

Attorneys General representing the State of Tennessce; and from questioning

by the Court of defendent and his counsel in open Court; and

IT APPEARING TO THE COURT after careful consideration that the

defendant herein has been fuily advised and understands his right to 3

trial dy jury on the merits of the indictment against him, and that the

defendant herein does not elect to have 3 jury determine his guilt or
innocence under a plea of Not Guilty; and has woived the formal reading
of the indictment, AND:

IT FURTHER APPEARING TO THE COURT that the defendant intelligently
and understendingly woives his right to a triol and of his own free will and

choice and without any threats or pressure of any kind or proxises, other

that the recommendation of the State as to punishment; and does desire to
enter a plca of guilty and accept the recommendation of the State as to

punishment, waives his right to a Motion for a New Trisl and/or an appeal.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the petition
filed herein be and the SSIC is hereby granted.

Enter this the 1cth day of March , 1969.

Wineston BatterJUDGE
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VS 

Iil THC caWiiiA!, CO'J~-:" Ol =~:.:!.Br Cv;,,-:.-.-,, l'~t::::ssc::: 
, Dr-lISIC:i II I 

NO. 1664S 

ORDER >.UTt!OlUZU:G ~AIYER o,· TRIAL >.:ro ACCEf1'IliG 
. FI.SA OF CUILT! 

'This cause cc:~ on tor h:nlng 'before the Honor~ble l'l. ___ _._ __ 
_f._R...,E...,S~Ii.,,Q,...i:j__..B~6.-.II .... 1,,._E..,_ _____ , Judge o! Division I II , of the 

Cr.minal Court of Shelby Co-..:.nty, Te~:,,cuee, on the ~tition of the 

dd'end~t, JAMES EARL RAY · , tor Vai'ver or trial 'by Jury and 

request for accept~nce or a plea o! guilty, said petition being attach~d 

hereto and in~orporated by ref~ren~e herein; upon statecent~ riude in 
, the D_istr'ict Attorney General, 

open Court by the defen.dsnt herein; his ~ttorM:,sof ~cord;/the Assi::hnt 

Attorne~Gcneral re;res~ntini the State of Tennessee; and tro: questioning 

by tfu: Court of defendant. er.d his counsel in open Court; arul 

IT APPEI.Ril-:G TO 'Ir.:! CCiJRT after careful consideration th,t the 

defendant r.ereiri. ha~ been fully ad.vised .and under.stands his ·rlght. to a 
'" 

trial iy Jury on the terlts of the indicb~nt again:t him, ani thJ.lt the . 
defendent hcr~in d9es not elect to h~ve $ jury deter-.un~ his guilt or 

"innocence under a plc~ or Not Guilty; and has V:lived the for:al rec.ding 

or the 1nd1cta'!nt, >JiD: ..... .. 
IT FURnIBR .AP.PZ>.Rn:c 'rO 'I"d.'e COURT that ~he defendant intelligcn~J.:r 

and understindinzly ,...,ives his right to " triol and or his o-.-n tree vlll. and 
~ choice end without an:, threats or pressure of eny lcir.d or pro::d.ses, other 

. that the recoz:::::.endotion (?f the State u to punisb.-:ent; and does desire to 

~ · ·· enter a plea or guilty ~nd accept th~ rcco:1.-:endction or the State as to 

'l, 

.i 
' 

punb'l-..a~nt, wziivu his -right to a J.:Otion tor a ?r!:!-... Trial and/or ,n appul. 

IT IS TdEREFCPS1 ORD~ED1 J,OJUOGED AXD DECRE::D thot the petition 

tiled herein be and the ~~:c is hereby gror.~cd. 

Ent-er' thb the IC15:, doy ot -~i.:.f,,,.a .... r ... cb..-____ , 196,.2_ • 

. 
\-Jlffl•.;.1-rt;'> RJ::ra:rS-c · 

JUDGE 
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JUDGE "James 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 a right to a trial by jury on the

charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, the punish-
ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death by

Electrocution to any tine over twenty years? The burden of
proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be-

yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de-

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

punishment?

In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would

have the right to 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 would have the right
to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe-

tition for review by the Suprene Court of the United States?

Do you understand that you have all these rights?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the First
Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising

and settling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine

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

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "Do you understand that you are waiving, which means "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 a jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murder in
the First Degree?

Jan
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JUDCE 

JUDGE 

"James Earl Ray, stand." 

"Have your- lawyers explained all your rights to you and do 

you understand themJ" 

DEFENDANT "Yes" 

JUDCE "Do you kn_o,;, that you have a right to a trial by jury .on the 

· charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, the punis!l-­

ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from. Death by 

DEFEND~NT 

JUDGE 

DEFENDANJ' 

JUDGE 

. . . .Electrocut_1on to any tlne over twenty years? The burden of 

p_roof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be­

yond a reasonable doubt and to a Jnoral certainty and th_e de• 

cision of the Jury ~ust be unani~ous both'as to guil~ and 

punishment? 

In th_e event of- a jury verdict against you, you would 

have the right to file a !-lotion for a New Trial. addressed to 

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

you on your }fotion !or a New Trial, you would have the right 

to su~cessive appeals to'the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap­

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file ape­

tition for review by the Suprer.ie Court of. the United States? 

Do you understand that you have all these. rights?" 

"Yes" 

"You are entering a plea of. Guilty to Murder in the Fi_rst 

Degree as charged in the Indictment and are co=promising 

. and settling your case on agreed punishment o~ ninety-nine 

years in the State ~enitentiary. Is this what you want to 

do?" 

"Yes" 

"Do you understand th:;.t you are waiving, which means "giving 

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

of this Stat~ require the prosecution to present certain evi• 

dence to~ jury in all cases of Pleas of Gu~lty to ~urder in 

the First Degree? 

.. ,,. .. 
• '" t~ :#,·• ~ $. ;,•·~ 
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Page 2
Voir Dire of Defendant on Haiver and Order

By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights
to (1) Motion for a New Trial; (2) Successive Appeals to
the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals and the Supreme

Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition for Review by the Supreme

Court of the United States.

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 then being:
1. Motion to withdraw plea and quash indictment
2. Motion to inspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras from jail
4. Motion for private consultation with attorney
5. Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions
6. Motion to permit conference with Huie

7. Motion to permit photographs
8. Motion to designate court reporters
9. Motion to stipulate testimony

10. Suggestion of proper name"

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "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?"
DEFENDANT "No"

JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by anyone in any way been

used on you to get you to plead guilty?"
DEFENDANT "No"

JUDGE "Are you pleading guilty to Murder in the First Degree in
this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under

such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of
Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to

you by your lawyers?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"

for -198-
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Pase 2 
Vo1r Dire of Defendant on ~aivcr and Order 

By your plea of guUty you are also_wa~v;ng your rights 

to (1) Motion for a New Trial; (2) Successive Appeals to 

the T~nnessee Court of ·Cri:dnal Appeals and th'e Supreme 

Court of Tennessee; (3) Petitj.on .for ·Review·· by the Supreme 

Court of the United States. 

By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and 

waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Moiions 

and Petitions .in which the Co.urt has heretofore ruled against 

YO? in whole or, in part, -among the!ll being: 
., 

• • ·1. Motion to withdraw plea ··and quash 'indictment 

2. Motion to inspect evidence 

3. Motion to rem_ove lights and cameras .from jaii. .. ~. 
4. Motion for private consultation with attorney 

s. Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions 

6. Motion to permit conference with Huie 

7. Motion to permit photographs 

8. Motion to designate court reporters 

9. Mot_ion to stipulate testifllony .. . 
10. 

·nEFENDA.'lT "'{es" 

Suggestion of proper name" 

JUDGE "Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in 

the penitentiary bee'n promised to you to get you to plead 

guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?" 
DEFENDA.'lT "No" 

JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by anyone -in any way been 

used on you to get you to plead guilty?" 

DEFENDA.~T "No" 

JUDGE "Are you pleading guilty to ~furder in the First Degree in 

this case·because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

such circu=stances that would ~ake you legally guilty of 

Mu~der in the First Oegree under the law .as explained to 

you by your lawyers?_'' 

IJSFE~DA~T "Yes" 
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Page 3
Voir Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

JUDGE "Is this Plca 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."

James
and in Percy Parenam
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Vo1r Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order 

JUDGE ~•I_s this fllca of Guilty to \fur4er in the First Degree with 

agreed punishment of ninety-nin_e 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?'" 

DEFE!{D~?, 

JUDGE 

"Yes" .-

"You may be seated." 
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EXHIBIT 17
(Classified)

-200-

,, 

~-
11 

f: 

EXHIBIT 17 
(Classified) 

I 
i 

' I 
I . 

, 
-200-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Date of last pieceof mail

May 2p 1979

Retain
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