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Mr, James Eatrl Ray

Post Office Eox T3

Brughy Mowntain Penitentiary
Petros, .Tennassse 37845

Daar Mr. Ray:

In May of 1976 the Attorney Gensral of the United
States created a task farce for the mupose of reviewing
the FRI'e investigation of ths assassination of
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

The task force is now in the process of winding up
its ingquiry before gubmitting a final report to the
Attorney General. However, we feel that our irquiry will
not be corplete unless wa give you an op'xmtmxitv to state
your marticipation, or lack of Inrtz.ci,atmn, in the
murder of Dr. King.

Accardingly, we hereby reguest, through your attorney,
James H, Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an intervies by
memoers of the task force. If you should agree to talk
o us, our timae schedule requires us to arrange for the
interview to tzke place not later than December 31, 197¢.

Please let us know irmediately whether you desire
to be interviewsd.

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folaconm
Director
Maxtin Inther King, Jr., Task Force

cc: Janes H. lasar, Esquire

-177-
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o Brusly Hmudsin ,}rzemicbtharg
L Fetros, Termessee 37845

Mr, James H. Losar _?ecember 20, 1976
Attorney at Law

1231 fourth Street, S.W. d
Wash. DuCo -
_re: Ray v. Tenn, cr. Indictment no. 16645;
Shelby county, Tennossee. (1963):
Dear Jinm:

In respect to your letter saying that a justice department atéorney, ¥r,
James F, Walker, would like to imterview me concerning the above indict-
ment, I agreec with your advice opposing the interview, It would appesr
that this would only be in the interest of the J.D. and thelir book writing
" collaborators,e.g., Gerold Fraws, George Mc¥illian, st al.

1t they had wanted to interview the defondant, under oath, Justlce had
amvle epportunity in the 1974 ¥.C. hearing in Memphie, Tennessee, throush
their surrogeate, V. denry Hzile; and I understand no representative from
Justice appeared as a witnesc at the hearing.

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

T understand you to say justice has not read any of the trs. of prior
hearings & suits. Therefore I'll include in the cc copy of this letter
to Justice a copy of a Complaint that speaks to the MLK jr. matter with
sttached Ex-~i, 2lthoe I doubt if Justice ‘or their publiching assoclates:
¥ill bo intercsted in the Complaint contents. '

_ Sincerely: James e. Ray #65477

/ Pno. BOX-"?B
cc: James F, VWalker, Esq. J.D.L///’ Petros, Teun. 37345.

: %
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" ¥ILLIAM BRATFORD HUIE
GEROLD FRAMK
HON. ROBERT M. McRAE

BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI
Defexdants
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1. ALLEGATION OF JURISDIGTION: R ’ T

e

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

diversity of citizenshlp and the amount in recovery.

A Plaintiff, acting pro se, 1s a citizen of the State of Tennessee under "oper-
ation of Law" in the subject matter; derandant TIME Inc. (here-in-after, TIME)

is a citizen of the State of NWew York; defendant Georse hcﬂillian (here-in-

arter, Mcﬂilli )'1s a citlzen of the State of Massachusetta, defendant KD

Eenry Haile (here-in—after, Haile) 18 & citizen of the State of Tennessee‘
derendant William Eratford Huie. (here-in-after, Hule) *s a citizen of the i
. State of Alabama; defendant Gerold Frank (here-~in-after, Frank) is.a citizen

of the State of New York; defendant Bon. Robert M. McRae (here~in-after, 3udge

o KcRae) 15 a citizen of the State of Tenneeseﬁ, defendant Rrenda Pelliccilotti

(bere-in—arter, Pellicciotti) is a clitizen of the State of Tennessee. The
matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costs, the sum of

ten thousand dollars. . e

(b) Jurisdiction founded ir the’existence of a federdl question and the amount

" in controversy: 179 ) .
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The action arises under the fifrth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to
the Untied States constitution; U.5.C. Title 28'§ 1331 (a), as nere-in-
after more fuily appears: The maéter in contfoversy exceeds, exclusive of

interest’ and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars,

(¢) Jurisdiction founded on the existance of a questioh éfising under parti-

cular gtatute: -

K o -y

The action arises under Act 42 U, S.C A. § 1683; U S.C. Title 28 § 1343 (4).

As hers-in-after more fully appears.
TEIS IS AN ACTION IN LIBEL & ‘CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.

GENERAL BACKGROUND:

On ApriX 4th 19o8 Rev. Hartin Luther King Jr‘, was shot ~d killed:in,

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

'county srand jury (cr. indictment no. 16645) for said shooting; on March

10th 1969. Plalntiff, allegedly through coercion by kis attorney, Percy
Foreman & the prosecution, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indictment; on
‘February 2nd 1974 the U.S. €h circuit couqt of appeals ordered an evident-
1ar; hearing into the circunstan;es of sald plea, Ray v. Rose 491 Fad 285

tc A.6, 1974; on Febriary 27th 19?5 after hearing saild evidentiary proceedings

' _the U.S. District court for the W D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert M, McRae, pre-

siding ruled against plaintifr, Ray v. Rose, C=-74-166; on May 10th 1976 t§p

'_U.S. 6th circult court of appeals upheld Judge McRae's ruling in sald Evi-

. dentlary hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-75-1795,

Plaintiff, JAMES E. RAY, sues
- " -
Defendants, TIME INC.; GHORGE McMILLIAN; %. HENRY HAILE; WILLIAM BRATFORD

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

2. That while awaiting trial in the aforementioneu cr. indictment the plain-
tiff copied down from recollection 1n£oruation he had gained in his 1967

associations, associ¢tiona which lead to plaintiff being chhrged under

sald 1ndictnent.

. s d

3. ThHat a brief summary of said recollections and thelr subsequent disposi-~

tion by plaintiff are as follows:
: -180-
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(a) during cne pe‘ Of plziatiff'z gonfineasnt 1:: 19‘:1- w#rote down
on a money receipt issued forth fron the Sheritf's office of the Shelby
county, Tennessee, jail information which plaintiff believed had a direct

.

bearing on said cr. indictment. See, Ex-~A.

o B

.. - . - . oo

(b) the information consisted o£ telephone numbers & one name & address, all

nunbers were written down backwards, including the address- .

(c) the two telephone numbers were listed mext to the word "Sisterﬁ,'the
first being listed in, New Orleans, Louieiana; the second heing'in, Baton

Rouge, Louisiana.

{(d) th? address is listed under the name, Vera C. Staples.
(e) thé'telephone number listed under the Baton Rouge address was furnished
to plaintiff's attorney, Percy Fbreman, who was representing plalntiff 1n

said crr indictment.

(;?.thejaodrees was not investigated until Plaintiff was incarcerated upon -
»pieeiné to said indictment; a compendium of the post trial ipvestigatioi
would indicete- the information cited above was given to a St. Louis, Hlss—
~ouri labor leader, and informed it pertained to the MLK jr. case, who- ‘app-
arently in turn furnished said information to a Nashville, Tennessee,~ek—
Attorney to investigate; said Attormey had ‘sources in the State of Iouiéiane
1xvestiggte t@e matter and thereafter said Attorney reported the'Baton Rouge
listed rumher resident was under tpe influence of the Teamsters union; and

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

a mideast organization disturbed because of Dr. King's reported fortheoming,
before his death, public support of the Palestine Arah cause. (Regerences to

the address if any was unclear.)

(:)/?he Plaintiff had come.by said name & address shortly.befOre crossing
the rbrder in November 1967 from Tijuana, Mexico, into the United States;
the mame was Randolph Erwin Rosen,, l180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida;
aother reference was nade to a LEAA; a check through the Vlanl directory in
1970 iupicted no Roeen listed with the above first & second nane, 1n 1973-
24 a Chica;o, Illinois, reporter was quired as to the name of a Rosen who
was an official in the ro;ressive Labof Party, the reporter later responded

said Rosen, or Rosens, activities were mainly in the New !brk,.New York,

area; shortly'thereafter sald reporter was substantiated by material plain-
titf received 1ndirect;y from the Hon. Richard Ichord a comgressman froam

v R S £ - R A

n., X
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Missouri; therea!!er an Attormey in Oklahoma City, Oklahcua., was furnished
the Rosen name and asked if he could find any information re the subject

.

in, New Orleans, and informed the subject might have a cr. record; the Att-
orney'rep;rted"back that the subject's last name most likely was, Rosehson,
and that he had a cr. conviction in New Orleans, Louisiana, rederal court for
a marcotics violation; thereafter a Tennessee licensed Attorney procured

the tr. of said conviction; subsequently another check was nade through the,

: Miami, telephdne directory which did iist a "Randy Rosendon” but with an

-address discrepency.

. . A}
4+ That plaintiff *ntended the above infotmation for exclusive use, after
& through 1nvestihation, in a jury trial under said cr. 1nd1ctment—-rather
than for commercialzing in the communicatiors industry--and in consequence

withheld parts thereof from plaintiff 8 Ccr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed

‘ with defendant (novelist) William Bratford Huie in commercial Publishing

ventures: ist) Attorney Arthur Hanes.sr., who immediately upon entering the

suit contracted with defendant, Huie and and) Attorney Percy Fbrenan, who while

" mot emtering into literary contracts with Pr_ Huie until January 1969, two

months aftez Foreman*s entering the suit . Mr. Foreman dld not question plain-~
tife about said infornation or ather aspects of the ¢r. indictnent--becausa

of his (Foremants) admitted trial preparation methods—-until February 1969. -

- De That in February 1969, after Percy Foreman 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 investizate

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

-replied in effect that if there were to be any tel ephone numbers refered

to: in court he (Foreman) would furnish. them through contacts in interstate

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

6+ That subsequently,.after'tie Prosecution and Percy Foreman had maneuvered

Plaintirf into entering a plea to said indictuent the plaintirf on March

Tith 1969 was .checked into the Tennessee State penitentiary——Nashville

Branch--and therein all plaintiff's Personal property including the paper
herein attached as EX-A, and includiné incoming lezal & personal 1etter§

mailed to said prison,  were confiscated from ilaintiff. Two or three days

:latar after discussing briefiy with State corrections commissioner, Harry

Avery, the lettera including EX-A were returned to Plaihtiff by said, -182-
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commisaloner, Harry Avery. (except for a thih line circling some writings

the property seemed in order.

1y

74! That prior to Plaintiff's transfer to the aforementioned penitentiary,

|
Coﬁmissioner Avery, the late Governmor of Tennessee, Hon, Buford Ellington,

ané Governor Ellington!s administrative assistant, Mr..Willian L. Barry,

had decided and committed to writing (see, Avery testimony in, Ray vs. Russ-
ell, U.S. Dis, Ct. M,D. Tn. Civ. Actlon no. 5590, 1970)Plaintiff's treat-
ment upon entefing sald penitentiary,ie, arbltrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary con:inenent immediately upon his entering prison,

N
8, That thereafter on (March 13, 198)) when plaintiff commenced petitioning
the trial court for a new trlal under said indictment, Commissiorer Avery
atteopted to persuade Plainti!f agalnst seeking a trial under said indictment

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

from solitary” confi._:ent while he (Avery) was corractions commissioner.

‘9..That in the succeeding yeers until the preseat Plaintifg has ﬁeen'arbi-
trarilj locked in solitary confineoent/seéregation for approximatelﬁ five
years, durinéewhich time their has been several sulcides by prisoneia becea
ause of the hanehnent of the confinement including two (2) wﬁo burneo then<

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

110. That after toe aforementioned olea by Plaintiff the trial Juoge, Hon.
Preston Battle, departed from ﬂemphis, Tennessee, for a vacation and while
on sald vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington,
upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to recelve a jury trial under sald in-
dictment, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to ofrer him

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

trial under the petdtion refered to in paragraphpg above.

- 1%, That on or about March 12th 1969 in.the pxison segregation building
Plaintiff was confronted through a ruseiby,special agent, Robert Jensen
0f the Memphis, Tennessee, federal bureau of investagation office. The
thrust of “r. Jeneen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Plaibtirf/
in furthereing the FBI investligation of séio cre indictment., When Plaiotift
refused the cooperation offaerr. Jensen upon departing saidvplaintifr could
.expect Plaintiff Brothers (Joan & Jerry Ray) to join him in prison,lor‘words

" to that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) slal irf"s brother, Jerry Ray, was intig!ated to the extent
that he had to resign his job in the Cbicago, Illinois, area; sub~
Bequently after forcimg him from his Job the FBI attempted to franme

him for mumerous ¢rimes.

(b) Plaintifs'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 abettirg a bank robbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom the government alleged actually
robbed sald bank, John was given 18 Jears and the alleged robber 10
years; upon appeal the alleged robber's conviction was reversed by the
8th U.S. circult court of apreals because the fruits of an illegaly .
search & selzure was used agalnst him; however, the 8th circuit ruled -
the7 the fruits of the 1llegal seacrch was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case becasue the alleged evidence (stolen roney) was not
taken from him; upon re-trial the alleged robber was acquited; sub-
sequently another defendant in the robbery was ckarged and entered a

. Plea for three (3) years wkich 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 quemaﬂ, aﬁd defendant, Huie. In atte
empting to have said civil action (Complaint) dismissed, thus necessitat-
ing the refilingz by Plaintiffiin the W.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
A£tp:ney the léte; John JL Hoolker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee
bar, illegally procured Pl;intiff's entire prison record, including domicle
informatibn, fram thekarorementioned correctlons commissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to have'sﬁid Complaint dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in the w D. (civil action no. C-o9-199) before Judge McRae,

-bacause 0f sald domicle 1nrormation.

i3.‘That thereafter in -civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's
initial rulingrwas that said actlion would be decided by _deposition rather

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

14. That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling
on %ébruary 3rd.1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the circumstances
0f Plaintifsf's aforeﬁentioned guilty plea under ssid indictment defendant,
Ju¢ge McRge, again assumeq Jurisdiction to corduct said hearing (civil

action no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two prirmcipal witnesses? the
| _ ~184-
. £
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aforexentioned Percy Forenan & defeadant Hule, would not have to undergo

liwe testinmeny, only dnnosi cns. The Judge accomplished this lezal =aneu-

wor by puling the Plaintiff's subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mile
radius of Menphls, Tennesseeo. A

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

States Supreme court manda*e for a rull and equitable evidentiary hearing:

(a) the court ruled in effect R_____«at the solicitation of the
State's Attorney, defendant Heile-~who had complainmed to the court thaﬁ
‘the press was urgling the State to asﬁ certain questions of Plaintiff--that
Genersl Haile could inguire of Plaintiff's alleged'iniormation ke (plaint-

1£f) provide sald Percy Foreman concerning others pgfsons allegedly culpa-

. ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, thos Plaigtiff did refer to

v

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 ip the matter. -

(b) Judse WcRae in csncert with defencant, Pellicclottd, has con-
eistently--despite petitions fron Plaintiff's counsel, James H. Lesar--
declined to forward to the U.S. 6th circult court of appeals relevant &
necessary portions of the transcript iﬁ sald etidentiary hearing: specif-
ically, the definitive portioms of eaid transcript evidencing, -ercy Forenman,

-arter\invatation, refused to offer live tes»iuony in sald evidentiary hear-
ing; and thus through their deleterious inpactions in the tr. pmatter contri-
buted substantially to the 6th clrcult decision against Plaihtiff thereln.
gﬁ . S | k

f' (c) .Judge McRae has ignored a petitlon to take perpetuating testi-~

mony, filed after sald evidentiary hearing, from defendant, fAuie. Mr. Huie

being a principal character therein.

15, That prior to said»evidentiary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintiff's Tennesses cr. counsel as evidenced by a
saries of letters Plaintif} received froh sald Counsel (Mr. Robert I.

Livingston) implying that during several encounters with Judge McRae he

,'(Livingston) was lead to belisve the court was sympathetic to Plalntiff's

case and thus a vigorus presentation by Plaintiff's counsel would not bde
necessary or desirabls. oo -185-
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law, See, EX--C.

-20. That in 1975 defendant Faile, appeared with defendant, McMillian,

16. That their have been publicized alleeatione that, Judze McRae, is

aore concerned with the political efrects or his decisions than the

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

.evidentiary hearing was conducted acted in concert‘witﬁ, Judge l!icRas,

in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, described in paragraph
14-b above, to the U.S. sixth circuit thus contfibuting substantially
" to the sirth cirecuit denjing ?Iaintif relief under sald evidentiary

hearing.

A)

18. That defendant, Haile, who was the State's chief counsel in the afore—
nentioned evideatiary hearing, but is now in private practice, has libel-
ed Plaintiff by aiding & abetting defendant MeMillian, in XMcMillian's

preparing & authoring the aforenentioned artilce for defendant, TIME.

19 That defendant chillian, informed Plaintirf's brather, Jerry Ray,
_of his (ﬁeWillian's) relationehip with defendant, Haile, R

-at the Tennessee State oenitentiary—-dashville Branch-~wherein McMillian

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of Halle, to contact

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

Warden Rose did forward sald interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff
declined and, thereafter, Haile & Mclillian viewed the solitary confinement .
building wherein Plaintiff was housed.

4 2%« That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tenn-

essee several times publicly criticised court decisions urfavoradle to him
.in a manner suggesting he was attempting to intimidate Judges, actse 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 a malicious article subtitled "I'm gonna k111 that nigger King"

' and alleged said subtitle to be a statement made by Plaintiff.

Said article is8 littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a
hollywoodish charagter they are delivered with malice intent, begining -186-
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H,.eIn 1963 3.1961», dartiz Lutker Xing %as on TV gost everyday, talzing
defiantly about how BElack people we:e‘gbing to get their rights...Ray

vatched it all avidly on tae cell-block TV at Jeff City. He reacted as

" 1f-King's remarks were directed at him personally. He boiled when King

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

‘Luther tcoosa', It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 18 sald article. )

e
it

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
througzh conversations with Missouri corzectioné ofiiclals whom he has

contacted for information numerous times. See, EX—ag.

23. That several otier deliberate fabrications with malicious intent in

sald article are: o v

(a) "Ray and (his fellow convict ?ayﬁond) Curtis would set around,
ofter high on speed...” Speed being a form of narcotiec. p. 18.
(b) "On april é4, 1967, Just one day after Ray escaoed from the
prison at Jefferson City, he met his Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's
Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's MeMillian, discussing the murder of
¥artin Luther King. p. 18. . - o -

(c) ‘that McMillian slleged Plainiiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,

~had, from conversatioans with Plaintiff knowledge before the fact of the

N

MLK Jr. murder. PP, 18 & 23,

2he That tha State of Missouri's de;artment of corrections conmissibner,

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

'dn connection with Mcnillian's aforementioned allegations concerning Plain-

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

-

25, That tha-Missouri prisoner defendant McMillian principally relies on
to substantiate his allegations, allegations that Plaintiff not only
ploted the murder of MLK Yr. but was also a.narcotic addict, narcotic
peddler, ect, ect., is reveled to be one, Raymond Curtis,

Sald, Raymond Curtis, attempted onced tc converse with Plaintiff while in

sald pentitentiary,“theréafter he (Curtis) ‘voluntarily "checked into™

8egregation, aftér'being exposed as a proffessional informer, and>thus

K ' -187-
?09 - . ' ’
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was thereafter limited in kis prison assoclation to his cwm type.

26'. That shor'cly' after Plaintiff's arest in 1968 to amser for said cr. E
ind{ctment aefendaﬁt McMillian stated at a news conference thiél'i:‘sihce he
(McMil1ian) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the indictnent charge ha (McMill-
ian) would not have to investigate the case. Thus it Iollows a fortiori
that McMillian has relied on the work product 0f other novelist to sub-
stantiate sizea‘bl'e portions of his allegations in sald TIME aftu-.cle.

A4

27. That defendant McMillian has posted Plaintiff numerous lletters, first

.. i Y . .
threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interviews for use in sald article
and his alleged forthcoming book re Plaintiff.

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

publishing said artllce by McHiliian—-tﬁus in promoting McMillian's forth=-

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

is a subsidary of TIME dnc.

) . - e
29. That defendat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard C. ’.‘-’Ioodbury) in
their Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIW“ would run an o'b:]octive

story re the matter. See, "‘X--F.

4

- 30. That defendant TIME was consciously endeavoring to influence the

United States Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray V. 1Qose, no. ?3—

" 1543, which just a few days subsequent to said article heard agg\ments

in the abeve Ray V. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plaintiff a

new trial under said cr. indictment.

! 31, That TIME inc. has a history of comspiring to subvert the judicial

- and political processes by publishing, timely, malicious articles prior

to judicial decisions or eléction of public officials.,

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

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

being perdormed by 'i‘ime inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIME is cognizant'
that a substantlal portion of sald article is false & malicious.

33. That eubstantial portions of sald artilce by McMillian were supplied
to Mr. McMillian by defendants, Frank & Hule--Defendant, Hude, published

a novel re Plaintiff in 1970 titled "He Slew the Droamer"; defendent, -188-
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34. That the false allesat*ona 4n said article: "that Plaintiff committed
a holdup in London, :ngland and that George C. Wallace would pardon
plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 respectively, were sunnlied to defendant VcMillian
by defendart Huie as evidenced by statements made directly to Plaintiff
by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Eule to Plaintitf) along

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Hule. See, f-::'l;mm;.’

35, That defendant Hule in his ongoing nedia casmpalgn against Plalntif?
libeled Plaintiff in a CBS-IV interview hested<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 refereuce'to Adolph Hitler (p. 23 sald

article) was supplied to defendant McMillian by Defendant, Frezk, as ev—

idenced by stetements eadn directly to piaintiff by Plaintiff!s former
'.-attorney {who was interviewed extensively by defendant; Frank) Robert Hill,:

0f the Chattanooga Tennessee bare

Asz. That defendant Hule has a history, for commercial reasons, of

contentiousness with said, Gov. Vallace. .

38. That defendant Frank has.a history of detenﬂiﬁg Zionism even when
'1t includes mﬁrder, eg, see Ffank'e novel, publisher in 1963, titled
nTHE DEED", and if allegntioqs in eoent -1 aboye are substantiated in
court proceeding Mr. Frank's intrusion into said cr. indictoent as a

Government advoéate 15 readily explicable.

}9. That an article in the BILALIAN NEWS published Marck 12, 1976 page 15, .
i penultimate paragranh reported MEK Jr. was shifting his political alll-
) ances...Dr. King was shiftinv his political allinaces and civil rights
e approach. To supnort this view observers polint to Dr. King's views on
the Viet Nam war and his growing support of the lebor movement. Dr. King
was also coming under the influence of the Teaching of the Honorable.

Master Elijah Muhamnad..." ' .o

40 That Plaintif?f Iiled a 1ibel sult in the United States Dis. Ct. for
the W.D, of Tennesses titled Ray v. Frank, Civil Action no. c-73-126,
asainst herein de!endant, Frank, in 1973, and had process served uron
him through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequently
< -189+
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releived by the Court as a defendant in said suit by falsely alleging
{ See, EX—8. ﬁ; 1) a process dericiency; Mr Frenk's in effect falsely

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

nedia case. A 5; - o
, 4 :
v

41., That the record will confirm that not one of the Plaintiff's accusers
in the connunication industry have ever offered live testimony in a court
of law but on the contrary, they haee utiilzed numerous ruses to avoid
process and the subpoena_while the record will evidence Plaintiff has not
only given 1ire éestimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) dut
prior to the plea in said cr. indictment was in contention with his cr.
couneel in their insistence~-in collusion with defendant, Huie—-that plaint-

1£f not be a defense witness therein.

noreovar, nothing of substance 1ndicates that the legal system—
influencial publishing eompanies conbine are not acting in concert to assu-

,ﬁnat their shall never ‘be

(Jury) trial for Plai 1ff criminal orv -

) civiI, that'a related to said indictment...apparently because it would 0o

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

And 1t would appear that a cr. defendant without_tbe econonic

or political influence to effectively contest the above situation is not

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

members to be jailed and framed for criminc) offences while the same pub-
Iishing industries, sg, defendant, TIME, counlain self-rignteously about

gome distant country's coréctions or legal system.

_Further, it seem's that, by chancd, the same media-political
combine that coalesced in the VWatergate investigation-prosecution and
demanded full'd;sciosure=are out-of the same sack as thoes who proeecuted.

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

IX SUMMARY- the above mentioned Percy Fbrecan has heretofore,
since he & the Governnent ‘sansuvered Plaintiff into sald 1ndictment plea,
been glving a runnins commentary in the media on how he (Foreman) accom-
plished the feat. HNow he has published cnalogously the evllogue to the

feat in the STAR magazine wherein he pronounces.
- : . -190-
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Justice and violating plaintiff's civil rights.

- "...11!! the publicity, .appellate courts are reluctant to
‘Teverse becauss 1t would bring down a heap of eriticism from
the public w%ho are not Zamiliar with the rule and regulation
of law...t0 find a Judge or a group of Judges with ehought
cohrageAwould om experience, be unexpectedn, See, EX--M.
2. That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, W, Henry Halle,
William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the violation

as follows: ;¢

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

45. That the defendants, TIME inc., George Mclillian, W. Henry Haile,
are gullty 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 v. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructing

kb.rThag defeddant, HcMillian,is in addition guilty of the violation

4 d

as follows: '? -
(d) of receving & publishing malicious marerial from defendants,
Hule & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said
material thus compounding McMillian's 1ibel.

-

45+ That defendant, Hule, ié in addition guilty of the violation as follows:

~(a) of libeling with malicious inteny by falsely charging on a

"CBS-TV-special dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Ylaint-

11f had in effect aurdered, Rev., Martin Luther Klng Jr., and, robdbed a
loan company in, London, Ergland,. ’ o :

-~

46+ That defendant, Haile, is guflty of the additional violationsas ‘follows:

(a) of violating Flalatiff's civil rights with malicious intenmt
by alding & abetting defendant, ¥cMillian, in hisg (M€nt1lian's) publisging
said articlp, through furnishing McMill&aﬁ'information f?om the files of
the Tennessee Attorney General's office wnils he (Halle) was asst. Att, Gen.,
(b) of having direct knowledge resuitins from his‘tenurelin the
Tenressee A.G. office and his assoclation ‘with the aforementioned, Percy

Foreman & {/illiam L. Barry, of the trutfulness of allegation made in count-3

herein ahgye,.thua viclating ‘Flaintiff's civil rights.
-191-
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47. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pellicclotti, are guilty of
the civil rights violatlon as follows: '

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintiff's
transcript froa an appellate court, refered to in count~14 b above, and
thus contrituted substantially to tﬁat court--U,S. 6th circuit court of
appeals--sustaining Judge UcRae!s earlieruruling therein against Plaintiff,

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

. . i N

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

49.. That the Plaintiff is entitled to exemnlary damages because defendants,

" excluding Judga McRae & Pellicciotti, shauld be taught that the culpabil-

ity of defendants in cr. irndlictments were intended under the United States
constitution to be decided 1# courts of law rather than through fraudulent
nisrepresent#tions in the commerclal commﬁnications 1ndustryi and ths cther
two defendants that legal requirements precede political considerations

or blasness ag;inst a particular litigant.

5&. That as.a fésult of the éefendants actions cited herein the Plaintiff
has not only been 1igeled in a naligant fashion but thoes who have the

responsibility of upholding 11tigants constitutional richts have by their

collusive acts indirectly contributed to znd encouraged the libel.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment fron defendants, ex-

4E1udiﬂg Judge McRae, jﬁnitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectively.

‘ '_ . - James E. Ray
Station~=-A

. . . Nashville; Tennessee.
- Plaintitz _ /~ J\ /M//f@

A

- L d »

. ~192-
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



- -

. . :.

. : . . .

. ! ' [} . ' ' . . . . . . [

: - W 1 Y ...,\ () M i ., ’0 A- . Yo
- . .. ‘:’- > * - '\ M ! y . 0 ? l' ’ /’ "‘ ..
A ’7w EoRE D i (Al 22 E

clv . /‘ ? ) ‘

J /'n‘:ulrm.! /’Ub : M&)‘:’{‘R%L"we ,,,_. S e

e . Rocc:.v:.d of shenff lhll:.am N. Mo ns Jr. thc : 's

/”/ "“’“ °f $Z0 o . Said monu;s being sent L

O by maz.l to James Earl ‘Ray, with aliases, from L’J]/I 5/, L2
L who r051dcs at 2(‘]'5 25l 022 /41!////1’00ﬂ /{,w L- 33'—!’5
:\. ‘_) /)‘7_ The' above sum was received in the form.of o

,\”va 513~ 483443? oy
".o. PRI '. "l‘ ' .
P .'..'"r 2 ;”W.LG: I
cash, check moncy ordor.’ }} C 5- . e T

(q;rci‘esaj)propnate) o ‘DBH Now, n“{“:‘ IR L

s W
' o’ - -—J.' -y . ’ : .T' ":
T ' ’ SRR
@(‘5 A LES .
N ‘ ,,.I.. /. HGT%&S-*LAJ.I:&Q}L_

“ ,.,'ames Earl Rayl., County Ja:Ll _ .‘ - ’ﬁ( \‘
:’ &2—7’ (’,q\/ 7 / o F}NA/ ﬁUcw :

; ’ /_4] u 1 /V\ ] S /ui-fl é,‘ ) d ;j ~‘ :

. AL
et B

2025 REI:EASE UNDER E. O 14176



EXHIBIT 16

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



O PP S S JONP S0 S S SO T AUt

ORI Gane e .

raas

—ee .
—at

[ S

[N S SO VO LS. A S-S

" County Division..3

State of Tennessee } .. '
SHELBY COUNTY

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

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

A TANETA ML C =N YA T W RN R

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AD

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL llZAY - BOCKET NUMVER B-16645

as the same appears of record now on file in my office.
© In Testimony Whereofl 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.BLACKWELL Clerk
N7/ U MM__D c.
State of Tennessee IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
SHELBY COUNTY } " Memphis, Tenn.___AUG.. 16,1976 .19
7 WILLTAM H, WILLIAMS. I ) I and pre::dmg Judge of the Criminal Court of said

, 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 eﬁtitled to full faith and credit.

T W'taessmyhand this_ 16 day of AUG, v 19.76
. . L d

..... LA RR et pinp ... Judge.

State of Tennessee }
SHELBY COUNTY

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

~HILLIAM H. WILLIAMS : wgose genuine official signature appears to the above

and l'_x_ei';e_.t:o annexed Certificate, i3 and was at the time of signing the same, sole and presiding Judge of the

- Crumnal Cc;urt Division_l___, in and for thp County and State Qforesaid, duly commissioned and quali-

fied, and that all his official acts, as such, are entiled to full faith and credit.
a In Testimony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

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

5 this__ 16 _day of AUG, 1976
— /S| SABIACRELL Clerk.
By. ﬂg.ZZ/ . D.C

T =194
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L“‘ CRIMINAL COUAT OF SHILIY vvu:":‘.’, ‘5‘333

DIVISION 111
STATE OF TENNESSEE -
VS. , . No' 1§645 -
JAMES EARL RAY : v T
DEFENOANT - _ S B
“PETITION FOR WALVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST-FOR . ° ; "
h Accsz’mnc:. OF PLEA OF GUILTY ‘ : , ,
That my’ trie full neme is JAMES EARL RAY end I sssert that

21l proceedings czainst me should be had in the nsme which I hereby declare to be 'y
true nane,

. My attorney in the csuse is PERCY FOREMAN , who wes se- -
lected and retsined by me,/who was eppoirted by tne Court RExuyxxEquest, to represent

" me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

I have received a copy of the Indictment telore being called upon to plesd,
end I have read end discussed it with my attorney, end believe end feel that I under-
stand the actusation made sgainst me in this cese snd in each case listed herein. I
hereby waive the-formal reading of the indictment.

. T have tbld'my'attorney the facts and surrounding cifcumatances 8s known

to me concerning the matters mentioned in the indictments, end believe and feel that
my abtorney is fully informed as to all such matters. My attorney hes informed ne
at to the nsture and cause of each accusation sgainst me, snd as to any and all

. possible defensas’'I might nave in this cause. SCTR

My esttorney has advzsed me as to the punishment provided by lew for the
effenses charged and embraced in the indictment ageinst me. My attorney has further
advised that punishment which the law provides for the crime with which I em. charsed
in the indictment is as follows:

dﬂa*h hv ele;;rocut1on or conflnement 1n the State Penxtentlary for

- Cat e

life or for some period of t1me over twenty (20) years

and if gccepted by the Court snd’ Jury ny 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 mey, 1f I so choosc,

" Plead "Not Guilty" to any offense charged sgainst me, and that if I choose to plesé "XNot

Cuilty" the Constitution guarantees and this Court will provide me the right to a spzedy

. ond public trial by jJury; the right to see and henr sll witrnesses -against me; the right

to use the power snd process of the Court to comp2ll the production of any eV1acnce,
including the sitendance of eny witness, in my favor; and the right to have the assis-
tance of ”Oun381 in ny defcnse at 81l stsges of the proceadings.

In the exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats or

nressure of sny kind or promises of gain or favor from any source hhatsoever, and being

C3):avavre of the action I am taking, I do heredby in open Court request the Court to

“w‘cept =y plea of gullty to the charges outlined herein. I hereby waive. any rlght I

my or could have to 8 Motion for a New Trisl, and/o an_sppesl,

. o afgf.,‘;i o eI cii,bjl ' EQLP\'Fa
' . Delendanb 7]

w:@ss, < . ) B . . ) .

< Z«,éu 4,44//
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IA"I![E CRIMINAL COUKT OF JHsLBY COUNTY, 9’255?

- DIVISIOH JIIT

STATE OF TEMWESSEE: : R ’ ' ST
vs , . NO._16645
JAMES EARL RAY

DEFENDALT

* ORDER .‘U"‘i’ORIZIhG WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEFTING
_ PLEA OF GUILTY - )

‘This ceuse came on for hearing before the Houmorsble W, .

PRESTON BATTLE s Judge of Division III » of the

Criminel Court of Shelby County, Tennesseec, on the pestition of the

defendant, JAMES EARL RAY © , for Waiver of ﬁrial by Jury and

reqﬁest for gcceptance of a plea of guilty, szid petition being attachad

hereto and inﬂorporated by reference herein; upon .statements msde in

the District Attorney General

open‘Courh by the de;endsnt herein; his attor nanof record; /the Assiutant
Atto&neyscenetal represqntipg the State of Tennessee, and from questioning
by the Court of defendent snd his counsel in open Court; and

IT APPEARING TO THE CCURT af%er careful consideration that the
defendant h?rein has been fuily edvised and understonds his right to a '
trisl by Jury on the merits of the indictment against hinm, aﬁd that the
defendsnt herain does not elect to have s Jury deterﬁing his guilt or

innocence under a plea of Not Guilty; =nd has valved the formal recading

of the indictment, AMND:

IT FURTHER APPBARIH’ TO THE COURT that the defendant 1nt=lligcn.l;
and understendingly waives his right to a trisl and of his oW f*ee will and

choice and without any threets or pressure of ony kird or promises, other

that the recommendation of the State as to punishment; and does desire to

‘enter 2 plea of guilty and accept the recommendation of the State as to

punishoent, waives his -right to 2 Motion for a MNew Trisl and/or sn appesl,
" Iris THEREFCRE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the patition

filed herein be and the suzmc is hersby gronted,

. o TR : :

Enter this the [ = doy of March __» 1939,
. R"éb :AiquaL ' :
. JUDGE
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JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand." ‘
JUDGE. ° "Have your lawyers exniained all your rights to you and-do
yon understand them?"
_ DEFENDANT  "Yes" - N
JUDGE "Do you know that you have a rlght to a tr1a1 by Jury on the
charge of Murder in .the Fzrst Degree agalnst you, the punish-
ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death by
Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of
z proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be-
yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certalnty and the de-
cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to gullt and
pun1sbment’
In the event of a jury verdict against you, you nould
L. have the right to fiie a‘Motion for a New Trial addressed tc
Lo  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 succe551ve appeals to ‘the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-

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

£y—-—r

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

[l

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

JUDGE "You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the First

Ty
Ko

Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compronlslng

i - and settl:ng your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine

1 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? A o ~\
. . ’ ’ - . .’-ﬂ»‘.—-‘-
./![ . . - - " - ’ . b -.
A9 T . ¢ - .
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. Page 2 ‘!I’ "’
Voir Dire of DefendW¥t on Waiver and Order . _

By your plea of guilty you are also waiying your rights
to (1) Motion for a New Trialﬁ‘Ezj'Suéceséive~Appeals to
the Tennessee Court of Criminal AppealS'dnd'the“Supremé
Court of Tennessee; (3) Petition for Review by the éupreme

“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 being: - '

.= - 1. Motion to withdraw pléa and -quash "indictment

2. Motion to inspect evidence
3. Motion to remove lights and cameras>from jail_ -

4, ‘Motion'for_private consultation with'atéérne&

5. Petition to éuthori;e defendantffb take depositions

6. Motion to permit conference with Huie

7. Motion to pe;mit photographs
8. Motion to designate court reporters
9. Motion to stipulate testimony
10. Suggestion of proper name" '
'DEFENDANT ~ "Yes" V -
JUDGE "Has anything besides this senténce of ninety-nine years in
- the penitentiar} been promised to you to get you to plead
guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?"

DEFENDANT "No" '

JUDGE o ""Has any pressure of any kind, by aﬂyone.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 Degreé in
this case because ‘you killed Dr. Martin Lu;her-King under
such circumstances that would make you legélly guilty of

‘Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to
) ) you by your lawyers{" -
' DEFENDANT  "Yes" . S @ I N
| - R e
L,A.//":_ y “ S ~198-
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Page 3 . '
Voir Dire of Defendant on Wa1ver.and Order

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

DEFENDANT "Yes"

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

DEFENDANT  "Yes" .

JUDGE "You may be seated,"

- o -199-
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EXHIBIT 17
(Classified)
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EXHIBIT 18
(Classified)
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