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

Interpretation: .

As we know, facts by themselves are not too meaningful,
for they are somewhat like stones tossed in a heap as contrasted
to the same stones put in the torm of a sound edifice. It is
obvious to {i$ now that we did not put the proper interpretation uwnon
the facts which we gave'to the birector.

Martin Luther King:

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, Kegro GQuestion," dated 8/23/63 we set out
information to the effcct that a number of Negro leaders in this
country have had subversive cornuctions in their b“rkvroundq and

that Martin Lufhnr Kinmz, Jr.. been dealing with .

Ae prev1ouoly
stated, we .are in conplete agreenent with the Director that
'comnunist influence is being exerted on Martin Luther King, Jr.,
and that King is the strongest of the Negro leaders. As we have
stated before in a nemorandum, 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
strepgthening its position among the Neproes inasmuch as we have
information the Party plans to intensify its efforts to exploit

the racial situation for the purpose of gaining influence among
_the Negroes. '
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Yemorandum for YXr, Relmont
RE: COMDMUNIST PARTY, USA
NEGRO QUESTION
COMMUNLST INFLULNCE IN RACIAL 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,
gshould be sent to the field offices., My first reason is this:

e need to renew our efforts and keep the pressure on and leave
.n0o_stone untufned to develop every and all facts whick :exist
in this matter. Some of these facts may not yet have been
theartheéd by our field offices, and will not be unless we
follow up this matter evermore closely with them. MMy second
reason why I think the SAC Letter should be 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 stepped-up activities on the part of communist
.0fficials to infiltrate and to dominate Negro developiments in
this country. Further, they are meeting with successes, This
should be no surprise to us because since the Negro march on
W“shlnrton on August 28 communist officials have been dozng all
sxible to exploit the very troubled racial situation. As’
‘hcy s5id weeks ago, the end of the Negro march would bte the
beginning of evermore systematic activities on their part to
penetrate and influence HNegroes and Negro leaders. They are
now in full force acting upon this intention of theirs expressed
weeks ago. The field should be alerted to this fact 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 pertinent activities
going on during the past few weeks in this entire field.

Subject of Deep Concern

. May I repeat that our failure to measure up to what the
Director expected of us in the area of communist - Negro relations
\iSua subject of x_zz&deep concexrn to us in the Domestic Intelligence

Division, I want hinm
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont
RE: COMAMUNIST PAQTY, USA.
NEGRO QUESTION :
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTZRS

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 theiy organixations.

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

' S

(2) In order that other agencies and preoninent goveranent
officials will be aWare of the determincd efforts oi the Cennunist
Party to exploit the racial situation, if the Director appreves we
will prepare a concise document setting forth clearly those attenpts
to penetrate, influence, and control the legzro movermcnt. Dy Seiting
these facts forth, succinctly and clearly, the reader cannst help
but be impressed with the seriousness of tho communist activities.
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:" The attached analysis of
Communlsm and the Negro lMovement is
highly explosive. It can be regardeg”as ,
a personal attack on Martin Luthenlfing. -—
There is no doubt it will have a Heavy
impact on the Attorney General and anyone
else to whom we disseminate it. It is
labeled TOP SECRET. MHowever, ‘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 forthcoming Pre51dent1al

campaign.

Mla -,

TEC LchivaaliGuu makes ﬂood readln# and

llls based on information from reliable sources.

We may well be charged, however, with

expre551nw opinions and conclusions, ‘parti-.

cularly with reference to some of the

statements about King. at
/rmrﬁ\;(d‘\’i’

" This memorandum may st le the, Attonney
General, particularly in view\bI. ‘his past
association 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

LD NAY 4

Communl t:influénce an the Niezro movemnent,

Ay we wiTl be carrying out our respon51b111by
by Aisseminating it to the people indicated
in/the ‘attached memorandumn )
oo oot /.IWI B
4:3 i 'é? i %?ont ‘! )
! e B . : >
A}IB‘ 3 om #‘\\:‘M \.‘
. . te ¢ . ZE; )
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Mr, James Eatrl Ray

Post Office Box 33

Brughy Mountain Penitentiary
Petros, .Tennassee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray:

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United
States created a task force for the puarpose of reviewing
the FAIl'e investigation of tha assassination of
Dr. zartin Luther King, Jr.

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

Accardingly, we hereby reguest, through your attorney,
Jarmes M, Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview by
memoers of the task force. If you should agrees to talk
to us, our tire schedule requires us to arrange for the
interview to take place not later than Decenber 31, 197¢.

Pleass let us know :eraiiately whether you desire
to be interview=d.

~ Sincerely,

Fred G. Folscm
Director
Maxtin Xumther King, Jr., Task Force

sar, Esquire
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: T . . .
%mshg Hloudain ?;ﬁzmicztharg
Fetros, Termessee 37845 ‘
Mr, Janes H., Losar ‘ ' December 20y 1976
Attorney at Law

1231 fourth Street, S.W.
fWth . Do Co

re: Ray v. Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645;
Shelby county, Tennossee. (1968)

Dear Jim:

in respect to your letter saylng that a Justice department attorney, ¥r.
James F. Walker, would like to imterview me concerning the gbove indict-~
ment, I azreec wilth your advice opposing the interview. It would appesr
that this would only be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writing
cnllaborators,e.5., Gerold Frant, Gzcrge McMillian, st al.

If they had wanted to interview the defondant, under oath, Justice had '
anple epportunity in the 1974 H.C. hearing in lemphie, Tenneseee, through
their surrogate, V. Henry Haile; and I understand no répresentative froa
Justice apﬁeared as a witnesc at the hearing.

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

I'understand you to say Justice has not read any 6f tﬁe trs. of prior
hearings & suits. Thercefore I'1ll include in the cc copy of this letter
- to Justice a copy of a Complaint that speaks to the MLX jr. matter with
sttached Ex-~A, 2lthoe I'doubt 1f Justice or their pudliching associates
‘will be interested in the Complaint contents. ’ "

.-

Sincerely: Janes e. Reay #65477
, -~ P.0. Box-=73
cc: Jamee F. Valker, Esq. J.D.L///f Petros, Teun. 3?545-

4
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I THZ UNITED
FOR TYE WISTERX
WESTERN, DIVISI N
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JAMES E. RAY,

Plaintifs

TIME INC.
GEORGE McMILLIAN . .

W. HENRY HAILE ’ . Civil Action No. C = 76~ A 7%
WILLIAM BRATFCRD HUIE I -

GEROLD FRANK

HON. ROBERT M. McCRAE

BREINDA PELLICCIOTTI
Defendants

A}
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. . %
COMPLAINT

- are s e et

1. ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION:

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

diversity of cltizenship and the amount in recovery.

Plaintiff, acting pro se, is a citizen of the State of Tennesséé 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; defendant George Mciillian (here-in-

aftter,. Mcﬁilli=n)ﬂis a citizen of the State of Massachusetts; defendant W,

' Eenry Haile” here-in-after, Haile) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee;

) derendant William Eratford Huie (here-in-after, Puie) *s a citizen of the
State of Alabama; defendant Gerold Frank (here-in-after, E:ank) is a citizen
0f the State of New York; defendant ﬁbﬁ. Robert M. McRae (here-iﬁ—after, 5udge

..iHFRae) iz a citizeg of the §tate of Teﬁﬁes;ee; defendantlﬁrenda Pellicclotti
(here-iﬁéafter, Pellicciotti) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee. The

matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum of

ten thousand dollars. . Lo . N

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the 'existence of a federdl cqestion and the amount

" in controversy: -

)

- =179-
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The actlon arlses under the fifth, sixth, and fourtseath, amendments to

the Untied States comstitution; U.35.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as here-in-
after mofe fully appears: The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of

interest and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars.

(é) Jurisdiction founded on the-existance of a questioﬁ éfising under parti-

cular gtatute:. o . : *

e
. : o,

K :
1] .

The action arises under Act 42 ﬁ.S.C.A.Ag 1683; u.S.c. Title 28 § 1343 (4).

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

GENERAL BACKGROUND:

On April 4th 1968, Rev. Martin Luther King jr., was shot . -d killed: in,

: ﬁemphis Tennessee; in May 1968 the plaintif? was indicted by the Shelby

Acéunty grand Jury (cr. indictaent no. 16645) for said shooting; on March

10th 1969.plalntiff, allegedly through coerc%Pn by kis attorney, Percy
Foreman & fhe,proseéution, entered a guilty plea to gaid cr. inddctment; on
Fobruary 2nd 1974 the U.S. &h circuit court of afpeals.ordered an evident-
1ar; hearing into the circumstaﬁees of sald plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285
§C.A.6, 1974; on Febriary 27th 19?5 after hearing said evidentliary proceedings

) the U.S. District court for the W.D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert ¥, McRae, pre-

siding ruled ;;ainst plaintirr, Ray v. Rose, C~-74~166; onr May 10th 1976 the

 U,S. 6th circult court of appeals upheld Judge McRae's ruling in sald evi-
_ dentiary hearing. Ray v. Rose, C~75-1795.

Plaintiff, JAMES Z. RAY, sues

. o '
Deferndants, TIME INC.j; GEORGE McMILLIAN; %, HENRY HAILE; WILLIAM BRATFCRD

HUIE; GEROLD FRANK; ROBERT M, McRAE; BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI, and alleges:

2. That while awaltizg trial in the aforementioned cr. indictment the plain-
tif£f copied down from recollectlon information he had gained in his 1967

assoclations, associztions which lead to plaintiff being charged under
sald indictment. "

3. That a brief summary of said recollectlons and thelr subsequent disposi-~
tion by plaintiff are as follows: 80
. -180-
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{(a) during cne ;e:‘:’.cd."l‘-nc 285 confineasnt ia 19683 ‘vrota down

on a money recaipt issued forta froa the Sheriff's office of the Shelby
county, Tennessee, Jail information which plaimtiff believed nad a direct
bearing om said-cr. indictment. See, Ex--A.

(b) the information consisted af £e1ephone numbers & one name & address; all

pumbers were written down backwards,-including the address. .

(c) the two telephone numbers were liseed next to the word "Sister" ‘the
first beilng listed in, New Orleans, Louieiana' the second belng in, Baton

Rouge, Louisiana.

(d) the address is listed under the name, Vera C. Staples.

(e) the telephone number 11sted under the Baton Rouge address was furnished
to plaintiff's attorney, Percy Foreman who was representing plalntiff in
said cr. indictment. o

(t)'the_address was not investigated until pleintiff was incarcerated upon -
pleeing to said indictment; a compendium of the post trial investigation
would indicete: the Information cited above was given to a St. Louis, Hise-
'euri, labor:leader, and informed 1tAperta;ned ta tﬂe ﬂLK jre. case, who app;
arently in turn furnished sald information to a Nashville, Tennessee; ex-
Attorney to investigate; said Attorney had sources in the State of Louisiane
inwestivate the matter and thereafter said Attormey reported the Baton Rouge
listed number resident was under the influence of the Teamsters union; and

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

a mideast organization disturbed because of Dr. King's reported forthcoming,
before his death, public support of the Palestine Arab cause. (References to

the address if any was unclear.)

(2) fﬁe Plaintiff had come.by said name & address shortly before crossing
the fbrder in November 1967 from Tijuama, Mexico, into the Umited States;
the mame was Randolph Erwin Rosen,. i180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida;
other reference was made to a LEAA, a check through the Miami directory in
1970 inﬂicted no Rosen Iisted with the above first & second name; in 1973~
. 7?4 a ?hica;o Illln01s, reporter was quired as to the name or a Rosen who
was an official in the ro—ressive Labo® Party, the reporter later responded
sald Rosen; or Rosens, activities were mainly in the New York, New fork,

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

titf received indirectry from the Hom. Richard Ichord a congressman from
= S - 3

n R
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Missouri; thereafter am ‘Attormey in Oklahoma City, Oklahcma, was furmished
the Rcsen‘néie and asked if he could find any ianformation re the subject
in, New Orleans, and informed the subject nigh£ have a cr. record; the Atte
orney‘reé;rted back that the subject's last name most likelj was, Rosehson,
and that he had a cr. conviction in New Orleams, Louisiana, federal court for |
a marcotics viélation; thereafter a Temnessee licensed Attorney procured

the tr. of said conviction; suhsequently another check was'made through the,
. Miami, telephdxne directory which did list a "Randy Rosendon" but with an

address discrepency. '

)

4o That plaintiff 1n?ended the ahove information for exclusive use, after
a through investifation, in a jury trial under said cr. indictment--rather
than for comwmercialzing in the communicatiors industry--and in consequence
yithheld.parts thereof from piaiﬁtiffrs Cre Attorneys, who were enmeshed
! wiih defendant‘(novelist) William Bratford Huie in commercial publishing
vemtures: 1st) Attorgey Arthur Hanes sr., who immediately upon entering the

sﬁit contractei with defendant,,ﬁuie and aﬁdl Attorney Percy Foreman, who while
- not entering into literary contracts with ¥r. Huie until January 1965, two
months after Foreman's entering the suit, Mr. Foreman did not question plain-
tiff about said inIornation'on ather aspects of the cr. indictment-~-because

of kis (Forenan*s) admitted trial preparation methods——until February 1969.-

- S5« That in February 1969, after Percy Foremar had entered into litera*y

* contracts with defendant Huie, plaintlff furnished Attorney Foreman with

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

in connection with the MLK jr. homicide. Shortly thereafter Mr. Foreman

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

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

" 6. That subsequently, after.the prosecution and Percy Foreman had maneuvered

plaintiff intp entering a plea to said indictment, the plaintiff on March

T1th 1969 was checked into the Tennessee State pénitentiary--Nashville
Branch--and the#ein all plaintiff'é personal property including the paper

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

mailed to said prisomn, were confiscated from plaintiff. Two or three days

;later after discussing briefly with St ate corrections commissioner, Harry

7  Avery, the letters including EX-A were returned to plaintiff by said, -182-
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comaissloner, Harry Avery, (except for a thin line circlipg;§o=e writinzs

the property seemed in order.

\

7{ That prior to Plaintiff's tranéter to the aforementioned penitentiary,
Commissioner Avery, the late Governmor of Tennessee, Hon, Buford Ellington,
and Governor Ellington's administrative assistant,_Mr.~Wiiliam L. Barry,

had decided and committed to writing (see, Avery testimony 1@, Ray vs. Russ-

ell, U.S. Dis. Ct, M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590,  1970)Plaintiff's treat-
ment upon entefing said penitentiary,ie, arbltrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary confinement immediately upon his entering prison.
A Y

8. That thereafter on (March 13, 1983) whe# pléintiff commenced petitloning

the trial court for annew trial under said indictﬁent, Commissioner Avery

atieqpted to persuade Plaintiff against seeking a trial under sald indictment
) and after failing that informed Plaintiff that he would hever be releasted

from solitary confinement while he (Avery) was qorrections-commissioner.

9. That in the succeeding yeérs until the present Plaintiff has been arbi-
trarilj locked in solitary confinement/seéregation for approximafely five

years, durling which time their has been several sulcides by prisoners becea

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

‘selves to-death. See, EX-=B.

10, That after the aforementioned élea by Pléintitf the trial Judge, Hon.
Preston Battle, departed from Hemphis, Ténnessee, for a vacatioﬁ and while
on said vacation the thén Govarior of Tenneséee, Hon.:Buford Eliington,
ugon learning of Plaintiff's effort to recelve a jwry trial under saild in-
dictﬁent, dispatched State vfficlals t& located Judge Battle to oétef him

{the next Appellate Judgship vacancy 1f the Juage would deny Plaintiff a

trial under the petition refered to in paragraphpa above.

- 1%, That on or about March 12th 196§ #nﬂthe p;igon segregation building
Plaintiff was confronted through a'rué??gi,gégzial agent, Robert Jensen
of th? Memphis, Tennessee, federal bhféau of investagation otfifé. The
‘thrust of “r. Jensen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Flaintiff
in furthereing the FBI investigation of“aéih cre indictment. When Plaintisff
. refused the cooperation offeerr. Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could

expect Plaintiff Brothers (Jobn % Jerry Ray) to join hinm in prison, or words
" to that effect, thereafter: : o ' -183-
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(a) Maintiff's brothér, Jerry Ray, was ginidated to the extent
that he had to resign kis job in tha Chicago, Illinois, area; sub-
sequently after forecing him from his Job the FBI attempted to rrane‘
him for numerous crimes, . ' : :

(S) plaintifi's other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police
while driving his car in the St. Louis, Missruri, area and subsequent-
1y charged by the FBI for alding and abetting a bank robbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom the government alleged actually
robbed sald 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. circult court of appeals because the frulits of an illegaly
search & selzure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
ths7 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 znother defendart in the robbery was charged and entered a

. plea for three (3) years whkich was later reduced to elghteen 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 vold conmtracts between

plaintiff, the aforementloned Percy quemaﬁ, aﬁd defendant, Huis. In att-
enpting to have said c1Vii'£ction (Complaint) dismissed, thus necessitat-~

ing the refiling by Plaintiff in the W.D. of Temnessee, the defendants

‘Aﬁtq;ney‘the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee

bar, 1llegally procured Pléintiff's entire prison record, including domicle
informatibn, from the aforementioned corrections commissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to have's;id Complaint dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in thé W.D. (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae,

because of sald domicle information.

i3. That. thereafter iz -civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's
initial rulingswas that said actlon would be decided by deposition rather

than 1ive testimony--subsequently the Judge dismlssed the suit on motion ..
Qf.the defendants. . .

14. That following the United States Sixth circult court of appeals ruiing
on fébruary Brd.1974 ordering anvgvidentiary haarins into the circumstances
ot Plaintiff's #rorementioned guilty plea under s2id indictment defendant,
Judge McRge, again assumed jurisdiction to corduct said hearing (civil
gction No.C~74=166) and again fuled that the two principal witnesses, the
-184-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




. aforezentioned Perey Foreman & defeandant Huis, would not have to undergo

liwe testimony, only depositicns. The Judge accomplished this legal =aneu-

wor by puling the Plaintiff's subpoena powers were linited to a 100 mile

radius of Menphls, Tennessee.

" That Judge McRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactions

1isted below effectively diminished_tne Plairtiff's right under the United

States Supreme court mandate for a full and qquitable evidentlary hearing:

(a) the court ruled in effect f;____ et the solicitation of the

State's Attorney, defendant Helle--who had complaimed to the court that

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff--that
General Haille could inguire of Plaintiff's alleged information be (plaint-
i111) provide sald Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-

© ble under sald ¢r. indictment. Thereafter, thoe Plaintiff did refer to

information described above as beins'sivenfto Mr. Foreman by Plaintiff, and
within %ne confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Haile,

oxr, Judge McRae questioned Plailntiff in the matter.

(b) Judge Wcﬁae in'cancert with defendant; Pellicciotti, has con-
eistently—-despite petitions fron Plaintif"s counsel, Jam mes H. LeSar—-
declined to forward to the U.S. Sth circult court of appeals relevant &
necessary portions of the transcript in saild evidentiary'hearing: speclif-
ically, the definitive portions of said transcript evidencing, Percy Forenan;
arter\i;ratation, refused to offer live testiuony in sald evidentiary hear-
ing; and thus through thelr deleterious inactions in the tr. matter contri-
buted substantially to the 6£h circuit~decision agalnst Plaintiff therein.

o

o

!‘ (c) Judge McRae has ignored a petition to take perpetuating testi-
mony, filed after said evidentiary hearing, from defendant Huie. Mr. Huie

beirg a principal character therein.

15. That prior to sald evidentiary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintiff's Tennessee cr. counsel ae evidenced by a
serles of letters Plaintiff received from said Counsel (Mr. Robert I.
Livingston) 1mplynng that during several encounters with Judgs McRae he
(Livingston) was lead to bellsve the court was sympathetic to Plairntiff'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 beea publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, 18

aore concerned with the political errects of his declsions than the

law. See, EX~=Ce. i o

17. That the clerk of the court defendant, Pellicciotti, whersin said
.evidentiary hearing was conduc%ed acted in concert‘wiiﬁ, Judge !cRas,
in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, described in paragraph
14-b above, to the U.S. sixth circulit thus contribdting substantially
to the sixth cirecuit denJirg ?laintif‘ relief under sald evidentiary

hearing.

A}

i o 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 alding & abetting defeidant, MeMillian, in McMillian's

preparing & authoring the aforementioneg artilce for defendant, TIME,

19. That derendant chillian, 1nforned Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,

of his (He%illian's) relationship with defendant Raile,. TL, eeelian

~20. That 1n 1975 defendant Haile, appeared with defendant, McMillian;
. at the Tennessee state nenitentiary—-ﬂashville Branch-~wherein McMillian
requeated 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 intérview reqdest to Plaintiff which Plaintiff
declined and, thereafter, Halle & McMillian vieﬁed the solitaéy con:inement .
" building wherein Plaintiff was housed.

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

. ‘ ’ }’ egsee several times publicly criticlsed court decisions urnfavorabdle to him

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

defendant, McMillian,

the title of "The King Assassination Revisited",

authored a maliclous article subtitled "I'm gonna ki1l that nigger King"
. and alleged said subtitle to-be a statement made by Plaintiff.

Said article is littersd with deiiberate fabrications, and while of a

hollywoodish charagter they are delivered with malice intent, begining '186"
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",...In 1963 and l.:-&ar:ir. Lutker Xing was om TV aluo.everyday, talking
defiantly about how Black people were golng to ‘get tﬁeff“fiéﬂféff@Ray
wvatched it 21l avidly on the cell—biﬁck TV at Jsff City. He £eaqted as

’ 1:-K%ng's remarks wer; directed at him personall}. He ﬁoiled when King
came on the tube. He began to call him Martin 'Lucifer' King and Martin
'Luther tcoos'. It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 18 sald article.

o

The facts are that thelr 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 thls fact
through conversations with Missouri coreectioné ofiiclals vhog-he has

contacted for irnformation numerous times. See, EX--fg.

23. That several otlier deliberate fabrications with maliclous intent in

said article are: . Y

(a) "Ray and (his fellow convict ﬁaymond) 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 Ray escdped f;om the
prison at Jefferson City, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry im Chicago'’s
Atléntic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's M¥cMillian, discussing the murder of
Yartin Luther King. p. 18. -

(c) that McMilllan alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,
~had, from conversations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the
MLK Jr. murder. 2»P. 18 & 23,

24. That the State of Missouri's department of corrections commissioner,
Hr, George M. Camp, alleges in effeét that defendant McMillian is a fraud
#in connection with McMillian's aforementioned allegations concerning Plain-

't1ff's conduct while in said Missouri penitentiary. Seé, EX-~E.

-

25, That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMi1llian principally relies on
to substantiate his allegations, allegations that Plaintiff not only
ploted the murder of MLK Yr. but was also a narcotic éddict, narcotic

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

Sald, Raymond Curtis, attempted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in
sald penfitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis)'voluntaril&i"checked into®

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

-187-
P. 9

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



. was thereafter limited in bis prison associatiocn to hls cwa type.

26. That shortly after Plaintiff's arest im 1968 to amser for said cr.

indictmenf &eiendaﬁt HcMillian stated at a news conference that since he
(chillian) knew Plaintiff was guilty ol the indictment charge he (McMill-
ian) would not have to investigate the case. Thus it follows a fortiori
that McMillian has reiied on the work product of other movelist to sub-

stantiate sizeable portions of his allegations in- sald TIME-gftmcle.

L

27. That defendant McMillian has posted Plaintiff numerous létters, first
.. Y .

threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interviews for use in sald article
and bis alleged forthcoming book re Plaintiff,

28.-That defendant TIME magazine has a vested (financial) interest in
publishinr said artilce by McMillian—-thus in promoting McMillian's forth-
coming book re Plaintiff—- in that McMillian s publisher, Little Brown,

is a subsldary of TIME inc.

¥ 3 _'. .f
29. That defendat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard c. Wbodbury) in
their Chicago, Illinois, o;fice into thinking TIWP would rua an objoctive

. story re the matter. See, “X--F%

F . . .
3Q. That defendant TIME was ‘consciously endeavoring to influence the

United States Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73—

" 1543, whick just a few days subsequent to said article heard aggunents
19 the abee Ray v. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plaintiff a
new trlal under said cr. indlictiment.

: 31. That TIME inc. has a history of comspiring to subvert tﬁe Judicial
- . and political processes by publishing, timely, melicious articles prior
to judicial decisions or eléction of public officials,

32+ That because defendant, TIME, has made a fresh investigation )p. 17
‘gald artiéle) into the "case'--their initial investigation evidently
being perdormed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIME is cognizant

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

33. That substantial portions of sald artilce by McMilllan were supplied
to Mr. McMillian by defendants, Frank & Hule--Defendant, Hude, pudblished
a novel re Plaintiff in 1970 iitled "He Slew the Dreamer"; defendant, -188-
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® | o
34+ That tho false allegations in sald article: "that Plaintiff committed
a holdup 1; London, ZIngland, and that George C. Wallace would pardon
plaintiff; pP. 17 & 237respectively, were sdpplied to defendant McMillian
by defendant Hule as evddenced by statements made directly to Plaintiff \
by the above mentioned Pércy Foreman (qubating Buile to‘g}aintiff) along

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Huie. See, -l ow-le

35. That defendant Hule in his ongoing media campalgn against Plaintiff
libeled Plalntiff in a CBS-TV interview hosted by, Dan Rather, on or
abont 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 rgferencg to Adolph Hitler (p. 23 said

article) was supplied to defendantLMcMillian by Defendant, Fraz:, as ev-

idenced by statements made directly to plaintiff by Plaintiff's forner
'.‘Attorney {vwho was interviewed extensively bJ defendant, Frank) Robert Hil, -

af the chatuanoova Tennessee baro

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

contentliousness with said, Gov; Viallace.

38 That defendant Frank haa a history of de£=nding Ziopism even when
1t includes uurder, eg, see Frank's novel, publisher in 1963, titled
"THE DEED", and 1if allegatiogs in count 2-t aboye are substantiated in
court proceeding Mr. Frank's intrusion into sald cr. indictmqnt as a

quernment advocate is readily eiplicable.

.39, That an article in the BILALIAN NEWS published March 12, 1975 page 55,_
'peuultimate paragranh, reported MEK Jr. was shifting his political alli-
’ ances...Dr. King was shirting his political allinaces and civil rights
- approacﬁ. To supporf this view obsefvers point to Dr. King's views on
the Viet Nam war and his.g;oﬁing support of the labor movement. Dr. King
was also coming under the influence o0f the Teaching of the Honorable.

Master Elijah Mubammad..." .

40, That Plaintiff filed a libel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for
the W.D. of Tennesses titled, Ray v. Frank, Civil Action no. c-73-126,
against herein defendant, frank, in 1973, and had process served uron

hizm through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequently
T -189+
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releived by the Court as a defendant in saia sult by falsely alleging

{ See, EX—B. p;‘l) 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 _ome of the Plaintiff'e accusers
in the conaunicagion industry have ever offered live testimony in a court
of law but on the comtrary, they have utiiized numerous ruses to avoid
process and the subpoena while the record will evidence Plaintiff‘has not
oniy glven live éestimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but
prior to the plea in sald cr. indictment was in contention with his cr.
counsel in their insistence--in collusion with defendant, Hule--that plaint-

1£f not be a defense wltness therein.

ﬂoreovar, nothing of substance lndicates that the legal system—
influencial publishing coapanies combine are not acting in concert to assu-
re tnat their shall never.d ( ury) trizl for Pleintiff ‘criminal or
civiI‘ thatkévielated to“said'indictment...apﬁaréntly bec;use EXE would ﬁon
a

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

nedia case. A

An& 1t would appear that a cr. defendant without the economilc
or politicai iﬁfluence to erfectivgly contest the above situation is not
" onmly subject to the denlal of due process but can also expect his family

nemﬁers to be jailed and framed for crimincl sffences whi;e the same pub-
vlishing industries, sg, defendant, TIME, couélain self-rignteously about

gome distant country's coréctions or lesai systen. ' o

Further, it seem's that, by chancd, 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. indictmenf and who are now opposed to dizclesures. i'

JIN SUMNARY' the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,
since he & the Govermment usansuvered Plaintiff into said indictment plea,
been giving a ;unnins conmentary in the media on how he (Foreman) accom-
plished the feat. Now he hae published analbgously éhe epllogue to @he

feat in the STAR magazine ﬁherein he promounces:
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M.eewith !

t2e publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to
‘reverse becausa it would bring do*n a heap of criticism fronm
the public %ho are not familiar with the rule and regulation
of law...to f£ind a Judge or a group of Judges with ehought
courags‘would o experience, be unexpected" See, EX--H.

42, That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian,

W, Henry Halle,

William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Framk are guilty of

the violation

as follows:

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

43, That the defendants, TIME inc., George MckMillian, W. Henry Halle,
are guilty of the violation as follows:

(a) of acting in collusion; by the nature of said article and it's
. . S publishing date, to influence the U.S. 6th circult court of appeals in,
: . Hay v. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to hereln PlalntifZ, thus obstructing
Justice and V1olatiné pla‘ntiff's civil rights.

N

44¢rThaE defeﬁdant, McMillian,is_in addition guilty of the violation

o . as follows: - -t

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

45. That defendant, Hule, 1s in addition guilty of the violation as follows:

“(a) of libeling with malicious inteny by falsely charging on a
{  -CBS~TV speclal dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Ylaint-
' ) 1% had in effect murdered, Rev. Martin Luther Xing Jr., and, robded a

loan.company in, London, Ergland. ’ o

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

(a) of violating Plaintiff's civil rights'with malicious intent
by alding & abetting defendant, McMillian, in his (MEmillian's) pudblisiging
saild article, through furnishing McMillian information from the files of
PR : the Tennessee Attorney General's office witlls he (Halle) was asst. Att. Gen.

(b) of having direct knowledge resuiting from his tenure in the
Tennesses A.G. 0ffice and his assoclatlon with the aforementloned, Percy
Foreman & William L. Barry, of the truﬂYulnéss of allegation made in count-3
herein abaye,,thus violating Plaintiff's civil rights.

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

(a) of deliberately w:l.thholdiné relevant portions of Plzintiff's
transeript from an appeliate court, refered to in count-1% b above, and
thus contributed substantlally to that court--U.S. ‘6th circuit court of
appeals--sustaining Judge McRae's earlier.ruling therein against Plaintiff,

48, That defeddant; Judge McRae, 15 in addition guklty of the civil right's
violation as follows: ' '

A}

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

49 . That the Pléintiff is entitled to exemplary damageé because deféndants,

e excluding Judée McRae & Pelliccioﬁti, should be taught that the culpabil-
ity of defendants in cr. indictments were intended undér the United states.
constitution to be decided in courts of law rather thaz through fraudulent
nisrepresentations in the commercial communications industry, and ths cther
two defendants that legal :equirements precede political comsiderations

or blasness against a particular litigant.

50, That as‘a ieéult of the defendants éctions cited herein the Plaintiff
has not only been ligeled in a maligant fashion buf thoes who have the
responslbility of upholding 1itigants constltutional rights have by thelr

collusive acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel.

WHERSFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment from defendants, ex-

fcluding Judge McRae, punitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectively.

James E. Ray
Station~=A

Nashville, Tennessee.
Flaintiff /3/1//// L2 @

==

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



. ,7 /Ml:\{s 'UQW - “‘""; . DATE: /’7/{;_-? Rea

t-rv| EY) ')’ R R i - . ’ -.
r.,c' 00 / \ ¢'31 lfdi\-’ /)Ub th)%%L:ao JH‘ . S ‘ .

: /":" o Roccxvc.d of Sherlff WLllmm N. Mo r:|.s Jr. the welL

/’/ .. sum of 54() S '

- »

=)
‘said lnoles being sent o
by mazl to James Earl Ray, w:.t‘x aliases, from é,jl/; i/,

- who rcs:des at j(-)'S L2EL L 202 /A/)///h’oa;? ,cN-

J /;

05,2 -f/’

L 3:Lk5
The above sum was received in the form of
: -—n s N2, TISTI3- #6‘3 s

| n!.'.;
» ll‘ N e
i cash, chcck moncy ordor,- P ’-} C S - e
. (q;rcR&aﬁ:propnate) o ,'.':D.Ell..N-“"rv f«“{f“ :”“

. o i

n’?&f 3 Nm 5& Bl o

‘B‘l’é GV~ /Zw—\
Za

.‘..’.ames Earl R;y'., Cdﬁnt.)r .J;:{il _
'1 "

R—)*’ PM\/ ‘710 F}NA/ HUM .
1_,-/4;(/; s, M I 5_“./_?{ f’j:é. e ;;

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



EXHIRIT 16

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



S-S S

{ ;

M e

State of Tennessee } ..
SAELBY COUNTY

I, 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 PLEA OF GUELTY AND

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF (IJII:TY AND.

VOIR DIRE OF DEFE’\IDAN"I" ON WAI\’ER AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL RAY - BOCKET NUMVER B-16645

as the same appears of record now on file in my office.
* In Testimony Whereof I have he;eunto set my hand and affixed the seal
of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis.
this_10_day of AUG. 1976
/s/ J.A.BLACKWELL Clerk

By_ t £4 . C.

State of Tennessee 1 IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
SHELBY COUNTY f Memphis, Tenn.___AUG.. 16,1976 .19

1,_WILLIAM H, WILLTAMS ~.—, 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 a! 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.

1976

-1 udge ’

State of Tennessee }
SHELBY COUNTY

’

LJ A BLA(?KWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON.

..ﬂILLIA\lﬁ,..‘.ﬂ.LLIN"S - v-vbase' genuine official signature appears to the above

and l_x_ei'gf..o annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of signing the same, sole and presiding Judge of the

o Cnmnal c&urt Division3._____, 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 eredit.
. 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/ 3.A.BLACKWELL ___ Clerk
Byﬁﬂééjﬂﬂ / D. C.
o -194~
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IN THE .;.L.u\u COUAT OF SHELIY COUNTY, :"—.::::.zs.

va:sxo 111
STATE OF TENNESSEE . st
¥S. . ' _ NO, 16645 :

JAMES EARL RAY
DEFENOANT

FETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQULST FOR
C ACCEPTANCn Or PLEA OF GUILTY - )
That my’ true full neme is ’ TAMES EARL RAY ' " and f.oséert tﬁut
el proceedings cgainst me .should. be had in'the.neme which I Hereby declare to be ry
true naae.

My attorney in the csuse is PERCY FOREMAN o 'y who wes se- -
 lected snd retsined by me,/who was appointed by. the Court mkmyxxzquest, to represent
me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

I have received a copy of. the indictment teilore being called upon to plesad,
snd I have read and discussed it with my attorney, and believe and feel that I under-
stand the asccusatlion made against me in this cese and in each case listed herein. I
hereby walve the formal reading of the indictnent.

. I have told ny uttorney the facts and surrounding ci;cumotances 8s 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 nature and cause of each accusation against me, end as to any end all
- possible defenses I might hnave in this cause.

P My sttorney has adv1sed me as to the punishment provided by law. for the
1 ' effenses charged and embraced in the indictment agsinst me. My attorney has further
advised that punishment which the law provides for the crime with which I sm charged

in the indictment is as follows: -

doath,hv elecxrocutlon or conf1nement 1n the State Penltentlary for '

. 1ife or for some nerlod of time over twentx,(ZO) years

" and if sccepted by the Court snd Jury my sentence on & plea of guilty will be:

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

It has bzen fully explained to me and I understand that I msy, 1f I so choose,
;lead "Not Guilty" to any offense charged sgainst me, and that if I choose to plesd "Not
£ Cuilty" the Constitution guerantees and this Court will provide me the right to & spzedy
i.. and public trial hy Jury;.the right to see end hear sll witnesses-agalnst me; the right
to use the power ond process of the Court to comp2ll the production of any evidence,
(. including the sttendance of any witness, in my favor; and the right to hnve the sssis-
i, tauce of Founael in my defense at all steges of the proceadlnou.

- In the exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats
Rcessure of any kind or promises of gain or favor from 2ny scurce whatsoever, and being
J:awliyravave of the action I am taking, I do hereby in open Court request the Court to

q"cept =y plea of guilty to the charges outlined herein. I hereby waive. any right I
myy or could have to 8 Motion for a New Triel, nnd/o an appeal.

. R -- _ . i ‘i;a ‘o . ar7$~=¢.’ CE:,«,}[ qu’”\,,r'
) . S : - . d Dexendanr. J
w:jgyss- . . v . .

et/ W/LM
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.Id THE CRIMIUAL COURT OF JiLBEY c\.ud, TERT

.DIVISION _IIT _

STATE OF TENNCSSEE.
VS

JAMES. EARI. RAY

DEFENDALT .

ORDER AUT}’ORIZIPuG WAIVER OF TRIAL AXD AC"“:’I‘.LIN
" FLEA OF GUILTY

" ‘Phis ceuse came on for keorling betore the Homorsble W,

PRESTON BATTLE s Judge of Division JII y of the

Criminel Court of Shelby County, Tennessec, on the petition of the .-

defendant, JAMES EARL RAY s Tor Waiver of trisl Yy Jury and
request for acceptsnce of a plea of guilty, sszid pe:it.ion being attached
hereto and J.n”nrpotated by reference herein; upon statements made in
the District Attorney General,
open Courh ’b,' the de;e'idsnt herein; his attorneysof record; [the Assistant

AttorneysGeneral representing the State of Tennessn_ze 3 and from questioning

by the Court of dei‘endan# snd his counsel in open Court; and’

IT APPEARING TO THE COURT after careful consideration thst the

defendant h:erein has been fully advised and understands his right to a
trisl by Jury on the rerits of the indictmznt against him, a;ld tant the
defendsnt hc;ein deces not elect to have s Jury detez;.zine his guilt or
‘innocence undcr a plea of Not Guilty; end has waived the formal reading
. of the indictment, AND:

1‘1' FURTHER APPEARING TO THZ CCURT that the defendant intalligcn..lj
and understendingly waives his right to a trisl and of his oW f'ee will a'zd
choice and without any threats or pressure of sny kird or promi:-se;, other
that the recommendation of the State ss to punishment; and does desire to
‘enter a plea of guilty gnd‘ accept the recomme;mdation of the State as to
punishtment, walves his-right to 2 Motion for a New Trisl and/or-sn appezl,

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

filed herein be and the sume is hereby granted,

. TR, .
Enter this the I€ = doy of _March » 1969 .

WWM JBL

JUDGE
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JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand.”

JUDGE. "Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do o
you understand them?"

l'Yesl'

. DEFENDANT

JUDGE "Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jﬁry on the
charge of Murder in the First Degfee against you,.the punish-
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 guilty be-

yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainfy 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 tc

L  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 sﬁ;cessive appeals to the Tennessee Cburt of Criminal Ap-

peals and the Sdpreme Court of Ténnessee and to file Pe-

a
tition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States?

cyv-

;{r 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
g o and settling your case on ag%eed 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? : ? ~
. . ’ ) . . .*1,'—-—-'
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soa:%; Iz)ire of De‘dant on Waiver and Order : .
By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights
to (1) Motion for a New Trial;.(Zj-Suéce;sive 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. A
' 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 béing:;"
* - 1. Motion to withdraw pléa'and quash indictment
2. Motion to inspect evidence -
. Motion to remove lights and-cameras'frbm jail_ -
. 'Motion-for private consultﬁtion with'at;érne}

. Petition to authorize defendant to take depoéitions

3
4
5

) ' o 6. Motion to permit conference with Huie
7. Motion to pe;mi£ photographs
8. Motion to désignate 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 pramised you by anyone?"
LA DEFENDANT ~ "No" -
- JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by aﬁyoné 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 1ega11y guilty of

‘Murder in the First Dégree.under'the law as explained to
you by your>lawyers{"

 DEFENDANT  "Yes"
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Page 3

Voir Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

JUDGE “Is this Plea of Guilty to Murdetr 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?" 4 ‘
' 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."
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EXHIBIT 17
(Classified)

~200-
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EXHIBIT 18
(Classified)

DOJ-1977-02
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OPTIONAL FORM NO, 10 o 2
JULY 1973 EDITION N

GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11,6 . P
UNITED STATES GOV!KNMENT : '

Memorandum

SAC, LOS ANGELES (44-1574) | pATE: 5/23/77

SA RICHARD M. WOOLF

MURKIN

On 5/16/77, LES SUZUKAMO, reporter, UCLA
"Daily Bruin" telephone 825-2638, telephonically advised
that MARK LANE had made an appearance at UCLA on 5/16/77,
and had talked about his new book concerning the assass-
ination of MARTIN LUTHER KING. Among other things,
according to SUZAKAMO, LANE alleges that the FBI was
responsible for the death of KING, that the FBI had no
basis for investigating KING, that the FBI conducted an
illegal wiretap of KING, -etc.

In response to inquiry, SUZAKAMO was furnished
information as set forth in Bureau letter dated 4/21/76,
entitled, "MEDIA RELATIONS, RESPONSE TO CRITICISM OF
FBI CONCERNING ACTIONS TAKEN AGAINST MARTIN LUTHER KING,

JR."

For information.

Y- /574 - /96 &

SEARCHED INDEXED,
SERIALIZED Z24mFILED._Zpgon

MAY 271977

FBI — LOS ANGELES

I

$010-110
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

e

Mon Loses Reward

At

In n King Murder

NASHVILLE Tenn. (AP) B The man who led ‘police to

e rifle which investigators believe 'killed 'Dr. Martin

er King Jr. was depied-a $100,000. reward Monday of—
fered for help in con mg the killer:

-Charles Quitman St hens, who lived - in the roommg
hisuse where the shot thadykitled ng was fired on April, 4
1958; told pohce then that hé: sdw’a man running from a
hathroom carrying a long package. A rifle with the fmger-
Brints of James Earl Ray was found inside later. -

Ray now is serving a 99-year sentence at Brushy Moun-
{8in State Pnson after pleading guilty to murder in King’ s

Stephens was' held in the Shelby County jail at Memphns*
after the slaying as a material witness in the case. . ..
Judge: Charles A. Rond denied the rewards because
Stephens gave police most of his information before the; re-
wards were posted and it did riot lead “to the 1dent1f1catmn
and arrest of James Earl Ray as murderer.”

The state Court of Appeals upheld Judge: Rond’s rullngl
Judge Charles E. Nearne dissented from that portion which,
held, in effect, that Stephens’ giving information to the4
police before the rewards were posted disqualified him.

If that ‘were the case, Nearne -said, it would encourage,
citizens to wait “‘until the pot is right” before giving mfor-
mation to police.

- Nearne agreed Stephens mformatlon was not essential to
the case against Ray, which Ray stll[ is fighting despite hls
guilty plea.

‘The Memphis Pubhshmg Co. had offered $30,000 of the re-
ward. Other donors included:’ The Memphis Chamber of
Commerce, Downtown Association and: Future Memphis

nf Postal tal Employes, $10,000; Clty of Memphls $5,000; clty
yuncilmen, $8.915, plus $85_in cash donations. ~— ===

I

v

‘lnc :$25,000; Mrs. Wells Awsumb, $1,000; National Alliance |

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)

A-9 HERALD EXAMINER
LOS ANGELES, CA

Dite: 5/24/77
EdmonTuesdayJ Latest

Author
Editor: DOnald Goodenow

rErme; MURKIN

l
Character:

iOI‘ C.Rl

Classification:

sﬁbmltt&é éﬁée s1574%
gteles

II] Bemg Investlga
mm
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“BY JOY HOROWITZ ‘—“f T "”] (Indicate page, name of

Her id- Exammer Staff Wruter ) i
newspaper c1ty and state.)

King Jr., escaped fiom the Brushy Mountain Pemtentlary a’
week and a half 1880 not to flee prison, but to *‘escipe into 31
courtroom,” one of his lawyers has said. L A-3 HERALD EXAMINER
{ "~ In-an exclusive interview with The Herald- Exammer! LOS ANGELES, CA
attomey Mark Lane, of Washington, D.C., said that Rayi ’ '
fwho has attempte{iI to be tried for the murder of ng, fled
from prison so that his ¢ase could finally come to trial.
“What he had plammed was if he got off the (pnson)
wall and escaped ffom the mountainous regions of Tennes-|
s:zte and got dtoha m&ﬂatmn center, he was going to call his
attorney ‘and have him negotiate
state agd federal,”} Lanie s§1d ‘,mh the gover)nment '
“The terms he had in mind when he escaped were that:
he would surrendér if he was guaranteed a tn al,” Laner

dde%:

ay never hat ‘Been tried | for King's murder sitice he
entered a guilty pl 'fseon March 10, 1369. The U. S_ Supreme',
Court recently refused to allow him to withdraw;: his guilty,
plea.

l InJessence, u sald Lane, who became Ray ,s attorney
two days ago along with Tennessee attorney Jack Kershaw,
“he was not trying so much to escape from the Brushy
‘Mountam Pemtennary as to escape into a courtmom 1
L Ray, who is serving a 99-year prison sentence hasI
claimed that his original guilty plea was coerced by his
awyer at the time, Percy Foreman. | ] )
Ray clalmsq a -mysterious man named *"Raoul”) Dat_e 6/ 22/ 77 .
furnished" the money for a rifle Ray ‘bought qwluch was EditienWednesday Latest
lapparently used to kill King in Memphis on April 4, 1968. Autho'r J oy HOI‘QWltZ .
But he has said he did not know *‘Raoul” planned on Editor Donald Coodenow

shooting King.. | ]
[ Ra1 is expecllted to be_indicted for escamng nnson aj Tme MURKIN

felony, by a Tennessee grand jury next week. i
! Lane said his legal strategy will be to try {he case oﬂ

the murder of Mallrtm Luther King in Ray's escape trial. 1 ) Character:

' "Itu is -our cdntennon that Ray is wrongfplly at the! l C.R
nitentiary-in the first place because he was coereed.. mto. " °
bleadmg guilty, and therefore, he cannot lawfully escape, ‘ ClasélfL § 0&'-%_ 1 5 7 4*
[.ane declared: Lo . , f Submittin e

[ “The trial of the death of Martin Luthe; ng has B[ ‘At
never taken placex We hope to turn the trial of James Earl (] Being ,‘/‘}’\ﬁh g ; ,,/ 4 / 1}
Ray for; escapmgi into the first legal confmntatmn -of the} AT 2w
evndence about who.killed Dr. King.” '

Lane who sdid he last spoke with-Ray Ap[nl 23, sald%
Lhat he will a'ltembt to' call key witnesses involved with the
King assassination, inclding “*all the péople in the FBI who;
masterminded the destroy-King squad” and former Mem-x
phis. Police Chief Frank Holloman, a J. Edgar Hoover
bonndante and the man who was responsnble m:_mdncmgj
the ‘Security - surmMg  King the day he was killed:_| .

’ . - FBI/DOJ
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- apie(UEHSF CHATSeq tHAE the FBI had, Ny Taeful
jurfsdiction. in trying-to .apprehend Ray since e was,
‘charged with a state crime, not-a-federal ome;. . ;i
+ = {i L ““Kershaw (Ray’s other attorriéy) has informed: e}
that one prisoner picked up (before Ray was'captured) was)|
‘actually ‘beaten by an FBI agent for the purpose of forcing)
him to tell-where Ray was because the FBI was anxious 1o
capture: Ray before the Tocal ' authorities' did,’”’ . Lane -
© claimed. R
¢!__““The vest of that-is go-ng.to be toid in_affidavits

ot —

. I e b

v
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT '

- Memorandum

ADIC, LOS ANGELES' (44-1574) pate: 9/9/77
SUP ERT E. KERTIN

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
ON ASSASSINATIONS

Re Los Angeles airtel to Bureau dated 8/22/77.

JOHN ALDHIZER, FBI Headquarters, Extension 3685,
advised that a review of the Los Angeles Office submission
in this matter in connection with the MARTIN LUTHER KING
case reflected the following serials were missing from Los’
Angeles file 44-1574:

v Volume I - Serials 2, 61, 62, 85-87, 89

Volume II Serials 226-231
’ 1o Lo Qeertr.

. L)/vtt‘-\l
Volume IV Serial 551 ]

L

Volume V Serials 707, 748,(5%@

Volume VI Serials 1034, 1036

A

Volume Serial 1288
Volume Serials 1480, 1507, 1510
Voiume IX - Serials 1652, 1754 |

Voiume X - Serials 1818, 1832, 1873, 1895

ALDHIZER stated that he desired that the file be
reviewed again to see if these serials are actually missing
and if they are, submit explanations as to what happened to
them. In many cases these serials will probably have been
misserialized or an incorrect serial number placed on them
which is a satisfactory explanation. '

If some of these serials are not missing, they should
be Xeroxed and sent to the Bureau so that they may be added
to the file prior to the submission to the House Select Co i
Y- 5_7{?._ ?éa
Mr. ALDHIZER requested that this be handled prior to
9/23/717. EARCHED 7.4 INDEXED_ £ J).....

T
?g?:ce%bﬁj JQVQ/Q

Byy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the. Payrol] Sqzg 71 I

8010-110
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D-36 (Rc\'& 7-27-1G) . .

) TRANSMIT VIA: TWPRECEDINCE: . CLASSIIFICATION:
{7} Teletype {T) Tmmediate [ TOP SIECRET |
[} Facsimile 3 Priority {7 SECRET
{x Alirtel ] Rouiine {7 CONFIDENTIAL
(EFTO
[ CLEAR
9/22/77

DIRECTOR, FBI .
ATTN: JOHN ALDHIZER

ADIC, LOS ANGELES @1574) (2) (P)

SUBJECT: HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
' ON ASSASSINATIONS

Re Bureau telephone call to Los Angeles dated

- 9/9/77.

Enclosed for the Bureau are the following serials
concerning the MARTIN LUTHER KING investigation contained
in Los. Angeles 44-1574:

Volume I Serials 2, 61, 85-87, 89

Volume II Serials 226-231

Volume 1V Serial 551

Volume V Serial 707

Volume VI Serials 1034, 1036

Volume Serial 1288

Volume Serials 1480, 1507, 1510

Volume Serials 1652, 1754

Volume Serials 1318 $32, 1873, 1895

7i

S -ps25< 7

TARALIE
2 - Bureau (Enc. 9) : SEANCHED
(g)- Los Angeles

- INZZIXED ﬁ;
AS / du FriAe SE.LIZED &
@ & OFFIRE rpyenss " SBelossler |

Trowsnifted . oo L
(Wumbar? e ?
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LA 44-1574 .

It should be noted that serials 748 and 908,
located in Volume V, are missing. A review of this

volume failed to locate the missing two serials, and
Los Angeles is unable to determine whether they are
misfiled or the serials in Volume V were misnumbered.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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..x‘.i“... of Ray E’h ‘iﬁ
E;LS Ray tahen 1/4/66

s2ll Dennis (La¥?l)

takoan Hovember,

rome Walliz Vesnon (Lalldd)

ive of James Barl Ray
on xial@?}

and one negat
estal I:d?ﬁ S

g conception of Janes C.

additionally, we would 1like two copics of thoe ol lowd dng

photograpl in LB HURRKIN Fille 44~1374 CO~1A31 which iz one colox

photo of Tomes Lau and Bric 8. Galt. ‘
Your prompt atbtention te this

reguest wil 1 be mopt
appreciated.
fruly YOurs,

T 4
Dt Bl
Lahay

nael and DLy &Crmz

Couloonn
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AIR MAIL

12/14/77

TO: DIRECTOR, FBI (44-38861)
: i
FROM: SAC, LOS ANGELES (44-1574) (C) (2)

SUBJECT: MURKIN - '
CIVIL RIGHTS (C)

Re Bureau facsimile letter to Los Angeles, 12/14/77,
with copy of Select Committee on assassination to Attorney
General, dated 12/2/77.

Enclosed for the Bureau is one package containing
17 sets of documents requested in letter from Attorney General
BELL. "

Colored photographs, C-~1A31l, of THOMAS LAU and
BERIC S. GALT forwarded to' Bureau by airtel 4/15/68.

i

2 - Bureau (Enc. 1 Package)
1' = Los Angeles ;

NS [ 3
g :
JuM/dga (- ) !
(3) ‘ :

\
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TRANSMIT VIA: ' "PRECEDENCE: = "~~~ CLASSIFICATION:
[ Teletype - [ immediste [ TOPSECRET ~~

* [ Facsimile = **=="[ Priority =~ "~~~ [] SECRET "=~ i s

£ Airtel _ . ... [—JRoutine [ CONFIDENTIAL

ATTN:

Angeles,'2/8/78

serial 1282.

3 — Bureau (Enc. 6)
5?— Los Angeles

AS/njs
(4)

OFFICE COPY

DIRECTOR,

BT A S T I R T 2 TR R T TIS T

HOUSE SELECT COMMITTEE
- -ON_ASSASSINATION ...

CEFTO
[J CLEAR

- Date 2/9/78

FBI (62-117290)

-CONGRESSIONAL INQUIRY UNIT;— -~ ==

RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION

v et e

SAC LOS ANGELES (uu 1574)(2)

T R T TR

‘ Re telephone call of 7. T ALDHIZER to Los

Enclosed for the Bureau are two coples eac
of three serials from Los Angeles file 44-1574. The
serials are-as follows: Serial 1957, serial 1843, a

ol

?_\

b

r)‘r__

RCHED —
XED

;AL[ZED

ED Cﬂ*£E355

Approved: (_QG /“A{

Transmitted

(Number) (Time)
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Offer to Kill
ng bemg
exammed

FBI spokesman L.saxd Wednesday cate page, name of

the House " Assassinations -Com-; spaper, city and state.)
xmttee is investigating a-report,
that a’ St. Louis Tan claims’ he
refused a $50,000 offer to assassx { } THE VALLEY NEWS

nate Martin Luther King. -
The New York Times réported | VAN NUYS, CA

Wednesday..Russell: G, ByeiS; &‘
former auto partb’ dealei' s4id: tie'
was,offered the money-in 1966 or
I%Walf &f.a-group of busi-"
nessmen’ kill ng. but had
refused. .

=< James Earl Ray is servmg a 99-
year prison term, having pleaded
guilty to murderirig King in:
Memphis in 1968. He since has
iclaimed he was the fall guy” for
someone he 1dentmed only as
“Raoul »

.G, Robert Blakey, chlef counsel
and director of the House panel
mvesngaung the -assassinations
of King and John :F. Kennedy,
would not comment on the Times
story = latest in a series of uncor-
roborated- claims by persons who. :
said .they .were offered mone y
kill ngy 4 ®, Date: 7/27/78 .
© Butan FBI spokesman said “the Editiornursday Final
rase is at present being investigat-
ed ll)xy the House S_elect Commxttee
on Assassinations.” 2 . .

UPI learned Byers, 46, was in- itle: QFFER TO KILL
terviewed severaltimes “this KING
spring ' by ‘committee “investiga-
tors, who have heard scores of wit- Ch .

. acter:
nmes s r;

“The Times said ﬁyers told the or MURKIN
committee .he “had been ap- Claﬁ i au
pmached by two men — both now Submz:'mg ?fce
dead — in late 19660rear1y‘1967 to .
k:lil(ing e g et e

{*The account,. the' Tnmes sa;d
“has spurred an’ intense inquiry
by investigators for the committee,
largely because Mr. Byer's RINMMHMM
brother-in-law,John " Spica, was, T
serving a murder terin at the time: N U L 271978
gf thealleged offer in'the: Missoun

tate ‘Penitentiary- ‘where James
Earl Ray..awas also a prisoner. The
|eommittee :plans wvadmmxsterua

n&dgm%r ‘test «to -Mr: Ray.as: ' , ,
ult of versreoort."’ _ . ORIGINA

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176
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(Mount Clipping in Space Below)

Evidence in King death viewed

* WASHINGTON (UPI) — The House| Reports of the shooting said the bullet
Assassinations Committee today viewed| was TIred at King from the bathroom of
photographs of Martin Luther King Jr.|a cheap Memphis rooming house near-
taken just after he was murdered and|by. King was standing on the seond floor
heard testimony from pathological ex-|balcony of the motel. ‘
perts on the April' 4, 1068, shooting in| Blakey said several questions arose
Memphis, Tenn. S . ‘after the autopsy performed by Dr. Jer- -

“The committee, in its second day of Ty T. Francisco, the medical examiner Redspance: iy and state.)
public testimony on the death of the of Shelby County, Tenn. o ’
civil rights leader, sought to dispel ques- “Tthih 8ng1€il 2{1 trsgsctotf‘y and bul{et
tions about the trajectory ‘of the fatal tract through the body, for example, : o
bullet. -« ¢ | ! , ryﬂ-' - .. . 1were not clearly delineated,” Blakey P~5 EVENING OUTLOOK
» The pictures were grim. - - " jcontinued. “Questions arose also over / SANTA MONICA, CA

“.One was taken from behind King — the pathological findings.” :
revealing the back of his head and a : King’s chief aide, Ralph David Aber-
conspicuous lump several inches below nathy, told the committee Monday he
the left shoulder where the bullet was Was convinced King was the victim of a
imbedded after entering his body conspiracy and that Ray, who pleaded
through the lower right jaw. ~“|guilty and was néver tried,. could not
“Experts said the bullet apparently h2ve done everything alone.
 |smashed through King’s spinal column The heavyset Baptist preacher sat
{and, in the words of one witness, would|2lone at a felt-covered table before the
Thave left him a “vegetable” had he/House members, arranged in two tiers
llived. . .~ = .. A before him, and fidgeted with a purple
. Anoter picture showed King's neatly| ballpoint pen while he testified.
knotted ti(':, the neckband sgvlgge_d whery When it was the turn of Rep. Yvonne.
the bullet had cut through. Braﬂlwai'te Burke, D-Calif., to question
~Today’s panel of medical experts was him, b_e interrupted her to say he was
assembled to determine if the prelimin-|glad 4 woman was on the committee.
ary medical treatment administered to He said he tried to fight for the rights of
" |King was adequate from the time he all minorities — women included.
{was taken by ambulance from the Lor- Abernathy said he went in the am-

{raine Motel to St. Joseph’s Hospital bulance with his stricken leader to St.
{where he' died about an hour after the Luke’s hospital where a doctor told him, ‘
shooting. ~ - - . ~+ " “It would be an act of mercy if he pas-
'+ The experts weré also asked toreview Ses away.” ..~ -~ -~ - .
the autopsy report and the exhibits and  ‘“‘The bullet entered his cheek, se- Title MURKIN
to determine if the trajectory of the bul- vered the spine and ended up in the ¢
{let “indicates the point.of origin of the| chest,” Abernathy said. He quoted the '
Ishot.™. .0 v & a0 ! doctor as saying ‘he’d be a vegetable all
" Finally, they were .asked if theihis life if he lived.” = - Character:
damage to King’s body and clothing was| About -one hour after King was shot, or
consistent with what could be expected| Abernathy said, ‘he died in my arms.” | Classification:
from a projectile of the type recovered| ‘I believe very firmly the assassina- Submitting Office: q\
from the body. o - Jtion was a political assassination,” Ab- Los Angeles ‘lq
.. Convicted assassin' James Earl Ray|ernathy said. “Ibelieve it was a conspir- .
takes the witness stand Wednesday. . “acy. I believe it was an assassination to 3 L’l p— f’) 96,
“-Robert Blakey, the assassination kill the dream, the American dream of / N l
[panel’s chief counsel and staff director, ‘blagks.andhites, rich and pgor, brown SEARLHED NOENEDA—

' RrsinL 1) &“.\@rfg

3

I I B

ate:8/15/78
itidmesday Final

e

g

fsaid in an opening statement today the ;nd yellow.” j ./ { ..
jvisual exhibits and the testimony on the n e e
gli"gputopsy were designed to try to ' | Sl L Niig

dispel “‘disagreement over-the.point, of g F81 = LOS ANGRLES .,
_Ol'lgln Qt'm -!.f@tal Shhpt:giafn)~s(:.aris'«v” - ’ “r OS G (a: ’ N3

ORIGINAL TO THE BURERY
’ N TR sl DR G (0N .

1/
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But he could offer no proof, -
ig's behavior in the days be-
fore the April 4, 1968, shooting, Aberna-
thy said he believed King had been fore-
warned by someone of an imminent at-
tack on his life. A
“He was troubled, nervous, very jit-

tery ... at points frightened,” Abernathy
said. ‘T think he had received some
word from some source that he was
going to be assassinated.” ,
After the three-hour committee ses-
sion, - Abernathy told reporters he be-
lieves King’s killers were hielped by
;“‘people in high places.” ‘Asked if this
‘would. include the late FBI Director J.
Edgar Hoover, Abernathy=repliad, *‘I
‘WOt ehminate Mr. Hoover.”
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