
»

comm.ssi.oner, Harry Avery, (except for a thin line circling sone writings 

the property seemed in order.

26 That prior to Pl<a.nttff's transfer to the aforenentOoedd peri.tentiary, 

Commissioner Avery, the late Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford ELlington, 

aod Governor ELLington's aemnOstrttivr assistant, Mr.. Wille L. Burry, 
had deeded and ra^tted-to. writnog (see, Avery tesienony in, Ray vs. Russ­

ell, U.S. Dis. Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 1970mltlttfn•s treat­

ment upon entering said peniteottayy,ie, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff in 
solitary confOre:eent imeerdately upon his entering prison.

8. That thereafter on (March 13, 1?®) when plaintiff commenced prtittantng 

the trial court for a new trial under said indictment, Ct::missitnrr Avery 

atrempred to pervade KLUntinf against seeking a trial under said indCieteent 

and after failing that inoomeed Pldlniff that he would hever be releasted
. ' from solitary confnr.e:eent Whle he (Avery) was corrections commissioner.

9. That in the succreeing years unUl the present PLeanUff has been arbi­

trarily locked in solitary ctofOneerIlt/segregatOin for approximately five 

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

ause of the hassdaent of the ctnfnrement inclueong two (2) who burned them­

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

10» That after the antreeritioord plea by Pla.nttff the trial JUegr, Hon. 

Preston Battle, depar^d foom MemplhLs, Trnnrssrr, for a vacation and while 
on said Tacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford ELLlOngton, 
upon learning of PlUnttff«s effort to receive a jury trial unero said in- '
eictmeot, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer him

<th e next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny Pl3tnttfn a 

iolltL under the petitoon refered to in paragraph-8 above. . .

• 11. That on or about March 12th 1969 i'n.the. prison segregation buildOng 

Piantff was confronted though a ■rusr, by special agrnt, Robbet. Jrnsrn 

’of the Mrmmhis, Trnnrssrr, federal bureau of movestagation office. The 

thrust of "r. Jensen's conversation was seeking cooperation of Plaantifn 

in fUrthening the FBI investigaionn of said cr indictment. When PLUnti^fn 

reUused the cooperation offer-Mr. Jensen upon depasrUng said P^antiff could 

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

' to that effect, thereafter: -1.83-
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(a) pUatlfls brother, Jerry Ray, was iatisidated to the extent 
that be had to resign his 10b in the Chicago, Illinois, area; sub­

. sequently after forcing hia fom his job the FBI ateeapted to fJrmn
hi for numerous cries. • . *

(b) plaintiffs other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police 
wMle drivig hi car i the St. Louis, Miss'aui, area and subsequent­
ly charged by the FBI for aiding and abetting a bank jobbery. Tried 
and cowicUd with a dtfnndant whoa the government niged actually 
robbed satd bank, John was given 18 years and the meged robber 10 
yearsJ upon appeal the alleged robber’s connection was reversed by the 

- ' 8th U.S. circuit court of appeals bncrrsn the fruits of an illeaaly
strrch & seizure was used against hia; however, the 8th circuit -rrlte

. thuTthe fruits of the iie.egal search was not ground for reversing
John W’s crsn bncr«un the meged evidence (stolen money) was not 
t^ea from hi; upon re-trial the altegte robber was acquited; sub— 

" sequently another dtftnerit in the robbery was charged and entered a
. pltr for three (3) ytars which was iter reduced to eighteen months

J by the government. , .

. . 12. Tit i June 1959 Pia.nitff filed a civil action in the United States
• Metric court for the M.D. of Ternessee seeking to voi.d contracts between 

I. plaintiff, the aforementioned Percy Fomam', and def,tidrit, Hui. In att- 

* eaptig to hrvn said civil action (CoappaTnt) dismissed, thus itcessStrt-
L , ing the itting by pi^u^ ^ ^ 7.D. of Tnnnnsstn, the defendants ’

^ Attorney the late, John J. Hook^ sr., of the Davidson county Tnnnnssnn
. ■ bar» i^t«^rlly procured P^nUffi entire prison record, icludig eorirlt 

!j* . ifnorartiiiJ, froa the aforementioned corrections commssiner, Harry Avery, 

- and was thus rblt to hrvn said CrBpPaant dismissed in the M.D. of Ttnnnssnn 

• and reflid i the W.D. (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRrn, 

bemuse of said do«mcln innormation. ’ ■

13. That thereafter in civil action no. C-69-199 rnn of Judge McPaei 

i'Utia.l raligwwas ^t a^d 'cUo' would be decided by_eeopritioi rather 
them lie ttsimnony—rub3equtntly the Judge dismissed the sui on motion - 
ofthe defendants. . ■ • •

14. That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals Jrling 

on FebJJrary 3rd 1974 ordering rn evidentiary herring into the drumst'mc^

• of P.dadff^ aforementioned gu.lty plea under said ineictatit etftiernt, 
. _ Judge McRae, again assumed ;Urisiictnnn to conduct said hearilng iidl

• action nr.r-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal dtnesses, the

1 * -1.84-
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aforementioned Percy Foreman & defendant Huie, would not have to undergo 

’ l^e teetinony, OiO:y>de;MsitOoes. The Judge accoaplished this legal naneu- ,

war by ruling the Pianniff’s subpoena powers were lilted to a 100 mile 

radius of MeaeMs, Tennessee. , . '

That Judge McRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactions 

isteed below effectively dimnihied the Pianniff’a right under the United 

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

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

State’s Attorney, defendant Heaie-who had complained to the court that 

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff—taat 
General Hale could inquire of Plaintiff’s alleged inoomation be (plaint­

iff) provide said Percy Foreaan concerning others persons allegldly culpa- 
‘ ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, alhhoe naanttff did refer to

'itlOomiiioo described above as being given to Mr. Foreman: by Plantiff, and 

.. within the confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Hdle,

or, Judge McRae questioned Pia^ff in the matter.

(b) Judge McRae in concert with defendant,’ Ppllicciotii, has con­

’ eietloily— despite petitoons from Plli.ntiff’s counsel, James I. Lesar—

; decimed to forward to the U.S. Sth circuit court of appeals relevant &

necessary portions of the transcript in said evidentiary hearing: speecff

1} ’ ically, the definitive portions, of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman,

. - iftlriOnvatatOo:l, reuised to offer Uve tlstUr)oy in said evidentiary hea- 
• ■ ing; and thus through their deleterious inactoons in the tr. matter cmnri-

. butted subbeaOtiilly to the 6th circuit decisoon against PlUAtiff therein.

• (' (c) Judge McRae' has ignored a petitoon to take perpetuating testi­

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

being a principal characier, therein.

15. That prior to said ertdentiary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att­

empted to mislead Panniff’s Tlnnlssle cr. counsel as evidenced'by a 

series of letters PlUnniff received from said Counsel (Mr. Robert I. 
Livnigston) implynjg iSii during several encounters with Judge McRae he 

• . (Livnig;sten) was lead to believe the court was sym>pahteic to Plastiff'8

case and thus a vigors preeloiatron by Piajnttff’a counsel would not be 

f necessary or desirable. . -185-
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16. That their have heea publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is 

aore concerned with the poiitical effects if his decisions than the 
law. See, EX—C. ' ' * • *

12. ThUt the curb if the court defendant, PelliccCoiti, wherein said 
evidentiary hearing was conducted acted in concert’Wth, JUdge McRae, .

■ ±o declining to prepare and forward tr. iiaeeiai, described in paragraph

1H above, to the U.S. dxth circuit thus iontoiSultieg substtatiiaiy

* to the sixth circuit denying Patniiff relief under said evidentiary 

hearing. : „ ' » ' 1

18. Thut defendant, Haile, who was the State’s chief counsel in the afore­
mentioned evidentiary hearing, but ^ now in privaee practice, has Ibbel- 
ed PianUff by aiding & abetting defendant, MccWHan, in McMillanss 

' preparing & authoring the aforementioned articce for defendant, TIME.

. . 19. That defendant, McMillian, inooneed Plantiff•t biather, Jerry Ray, 

of hs (MeeMlian’s) relationship, with defends, HULU. ;^ . —S.. . "

‘ 20. That iLn----------1975 defendant, HULle, appeared with defendant, Mccillian,

at the Tennessee State penitentiary—Nashvme Branch—wherein Mccillian 
requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal freond of Haile, to contact

. PPainiff and ask if he would consent to an ineerview by, M<Ciilliai.
Warden Rose dU torwa^ sold ineeriiew request to Pllt.niiff which Pleanniff 

dedined and, thereafter, Hdle & MciillUn viewed the solitary confinement 

huUding wherein Planiiff was housed.

^21. That defendant, Hdle, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tiin- 

V issii several tines pubbicly ioitCcteed court decisions unfavorable to him

.in a w^er suggesting he was ateenpUng to intidaaee Judges, acts for 

whch he tubsequuiily was dismissed ton the A.G.’s office by the Att- 

■ orney General for the State of Tinaessii• " '

. 22. ^t in the January 26, 1976, iscue of TIME'maga^ne (EX—p) under 

the tltee of "The King Assasisination Reeisited'*, defendant, Medina, 

_ authored a iitliious article subbitled "in gonna kill that nisger KUg" '
and aHeged said subbitle to-be a staeenent nade by Piainiff.

Said ^ttoU U Utto^d mh deliberaee fabrications, and while of a 

' hoiywwoodssh character they are delivered with amice iiteit, boning -1.86- 
a* • * a ■ ,,
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"...in 1963 and 1964 Martin Luther King was on TV almost everyday, talking 

defiantly about how Black people were going to get their rights...Ray 

watched it 0.1 avidly on the cellbbocck TV at Jeff City. He reacted as 

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

came on the tube. He began to cO! hin Matin ’Lucifer King and Maatin 
Luther *coooN. It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize 

Ray ". p. 18 said article. •

The facts are that their were no TV sets in the cellboocks or, ceils, 

during PimUff's entire sojourn in the M-ssouri State penitentiayy at, 

Jeff er on City; and, that defendant McMMiian is cognizant of this fact 

through conversations with Missouri correctoons officials whom he has 

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

23. That several other deliberate fabricatonns with malicious intent in

• said article are: • \

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

. (b) 'On April 24, 1967, just one day after Ray escaped from the
prion at Jefferion CCty, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's 
Atlantic Hotel...” Allegedly, say’s Mciilliai, discussing the murder of 
Martin Luther King. p. 18. ■ •

(c) that MccMilian alleged Pla.nitff's Brother?, John & Jerry Ray, 
had, from conversations with Plainntff, knowledge before the fact of the 
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23. ' •

24. That the State of Miasm*s department of correctoons cmlssioner, 

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

7in connection with McMillian’s afortmtntinled aieegatonss concerning Plain­

tiff's conduct whle in said Missouri ptrnlttitiayy. see, EX—E. .

25. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McdMilian principally relies on 

to substintiate his anegatoons, allsgatoona that P.a.nitff not only 
ploted the murder of MLK 3r. but was also .a narcotic addict, narcotic 
peddler, ect. ect., is rareled to be one, Raymond Curtis.

Said, Raymond Curtis, attetrttd rncld to converse with Plaanntff while fin 

said penitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) 'voluntaaily "checked into” 

segregation, after being exposed as a rroflsG3iOial moonr, and thus

• -187­
P. 9
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was thereafter Halted In his prion association to his own type.

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

. • indictment defendant MecMHian stated at a news conference that since he

(McCMLian) knew P.laattff was gutty of the indictment charge be (icCMll-

। . ian) would not have to investigaee the case. Thus it follows a fortiori

that McMillian has relied on the work product of other novelist to sub­

stantiate sizeable pontoons of his aieegatoons in said TIME artucle.

. ;. • 27. That defendant McMillian has posted PianUff numerous letters, first
threatening, then cajoling, in seeing inie^viows for use in said article

‘ ' and his alleged forhhooting book re Pianitff.

4 ' . 28.. That defendant TIME magazine has a vested (financial) interest in
M publishing said articce by icMil^ian—thus in promoting McMillian’s forth­

; . • ' coming book re PHnniff— in that McMillian*s publisher. Little Brown,

L .. ■- • dis a subsidiary of TIME inc» . . ' , ,

j. 29. That defendat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard C. Wooddury) in

• . their Chica^, TliUooss, office into thinking TIME would run an objectVee

. .4 • story re the taater. See, EX—F. .1 *. ’

' " ‘ 30.”That defendant TEE was consciously indiavoriig to iaflencce the
> . j -. United States Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73­
, ■ ■ '' ■ 1543, which just a few days subsequent to said article heard agguaents

’ 1 ■• . ’ . in the above Ray v. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plaanttff a

I new trial under said cr. indictment. '

’ -3 ' / 31. That TIME inc. has a history of hoispirigg to subvert the judicial

. - - and poHitccal processes by publishing, timely, malicious article’ prior

* ' to judicial decisions or eiectoon of public officials., '

: 1 ' 32. That because difendait, TIME, has made a fresh investigation )p. 17

.•’ . • ‘ said a-ticlLe) into the ’’casee—their initial invistigaiOin evidently
’ being performed by Time inc. LIFE magattne in 1968—TiME is cognizant

, that a substantial portoon of said article is false & maaicious.

' , ’ ■ 33. That substaxtial portions of said articce by M:MMlliL^a were supplied

. to Mt. McMillan by defendants, Frank & Hude—Defendant, Huie, publihhdd

' ■: ' a novel ra PjanUff in 1970 UUed "He Slew the Dreamer’’; defendant;, -188- ,
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34. That the false allegations in said article: "that Plainttff connmtted

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

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 ‘respectively, were supplied to defendant McMillan '
by defendant Huie as evidenced by staemments made directly to Pldnntff 

by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (questing Huie to Pianniff) along 

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Huie. See, -I.:.' >-..

35. That., defendant Huie in his ongoing media campaign against Panniff 

libeeed Plaintiff in a CBS-TV iaterveww hosted .by, Dan Rather, on or 

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

murdered MLK Jr. and, robbed a lorn company in London, EngUnnd.

36. That the false aiegatoons in reeebence to Adolph Hitler (p. 2.3 said 
article) was supplied to defendant'-Mcl-Mllian by Defendant, Fran-., a3 ev­

idenced by statements made directly to pUmff by PanttfPs former 

" -Attorney (who was inemewedd extensively by defendant, Frank) Robert* Hill, *

of the/Chattanooga Tennessee bar. ' .. .

.3 2. That defendant Huie has a hl.storey, for comneerial reasons, of , 

crnibntOoumess with said, Gov. Wallace. <

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

it includes murder, eg, see Frank’s novel, publisher in 1963, meed 

"THE DESD’’, and if allegations in count 2-f above are tubtiantlaedd in 

court proceeding Mr. Frank’s intuusOnn into said cr. indictment as a 

Goverimnent advocate is readily explicable.

39. That an article in the BILALIN NEWS publihned March 12, 1976, plgb 15, 

r pbnUlteaate paragraph, reported MEK Jr. was shiftnng his pnoiticul Hi- 

mces..?Dr. King was shifting his pooitical allilcbes and civil rights

• • approach;. To support this view observers point to Dr. King’s views on 

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

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

Master Eijch Muhanmnad..." . * *

40.’ That PHntff fieed a libel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for

‘ the W.D. of Tbnnesebe tiled, Ray v. Frank, CiW.1 Action no. C-73-126, ■

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

him through his punisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequeeniy
' < -1891
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releived by the Court as a defendant in said suit by falsely alleging ,

( See, EX—C. p. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Franc’s in effect falsely

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

41. That the record Wil confirm that not_one of the Hantiff’s accuser's 

in the comuuncation industry have ever ofeered live tesiiaotyf in a court 
of law but on the contrary, they have utilised numerous ruses to avoid 
process and the subpoena While the record will evidence Pianntff has not 
only given Uve tesimoony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but 
prior to the plea in said cr. indictment was in contentoon With his cr. 

counsel in their insistence—in coilusoon W.th defendant, Huic—that plaint­

iff not be a defense witness therein.

’ • Koreover, nothing of substance jnndicaees that the legal system­

. influencial publishing coapaW.es combine are not acting in concert to assu-

. re. that - their shdl never be, a .dry) trial for Pianntff, crminal or 

civil, that’s relared to said indictment...apparently because it’would not
*

be a "show tria",i.e., the Government could not sustain its heretofore 
me di. a case. •'/ ’ ■ ’

■ And it would appear that a cr. defendant without the econoaic 

or l>if.ticil iffuennce to effectively contest the above situatoonis not 
only subject to the derma, of due process but can also expect his family . 
ambers to be jaeed and famed for crininif offences whle the same pub- 

ISshiing industries, eg, defendant, TIME, comdan srlf-rghhroolsly about J 

soar distant country's corrctinns or -lega. syseen. -

^ Farther,,it seed’s that, by chance, the sme teriaapllitical

* combine that coalecedi in the Watergate ;nlvrstggatOonlplseecuiOon and . 

, demanded fUH disclosure’are out-of the same sack as thorn who prosecuted . 

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

IN SUMMARY: the above aentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore, 
since he & the Government sinsuvr]eed Plan niff into said indictment plea, 

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

pishied the feat. Now he has pubUheed analogously the epilouie to the 
feat in the STAR magia^ne wherein he pronounces: .

■ -190-
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"... with the publicity, appellate courts are reluctant'to 
‘reverse because it would bring down a heap of critCci&a from
the public who are not famiar With the rule and regUlatOon ,
of law...to ftod a Judge or a group of Judges With ebought 
courage wo odd on experience, be unexpected". See, E^-».

42. That the defendants, TIME inc., George McCMillan, V. Henry Hdla, 

William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are guity of the violatoon 

as follows; : v •

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

43. That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, W. Henry HUe, 
are guilty of the violatoon as folOows: •

(a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of said article and its
• publishing date, to infilence the U.S. 6th circuit court'of apped-s in, 
. Ray y. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to herein Pl<lntiff, thus obstructing 

justice and violating pll!.ntiff•i civil rights. '

44--That defendant, McCMlllnt,>i.i in addition guilty of the violatoon 

as ^locws: * — *•„■ .

• (a) of Moving & publishing ^aliciois carerial from defendants,
Huie & Frank, with a reckless disregadd for the truth or falsity of said 
nalerial thus compounding McMillian's libel.

45. That defendant, HUe, is in adcd-tlon niliy of the violatoon as foiocws:

(a) of lbbeltng with nalicioii intent by falsely chlrniinn on a 
, CBS-TV speed dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Plaint­
iff had in effect murdered, Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., and, robbed a 
loan company in, London, England. . ' ■ ' .

46- That defendant, HaHe, is guilty of the additional violatoosfas •folOow$:

(a) of vOolatnig Planttff,i civil rights with Baaicloii intent 
by aiding & abetting defendant, McciHian, in his (Medllian's) nibllsging 
said article, through furnishing McHiman inooMation from the fUes of 
the Tenneeseee Attorney Genoral's offcce while he (HUe) was asst. Att. Gen.

(b) of having direct knowledge resulting from his tenure in the 
Tennessee A.G. offcce and his association with the aforementioned, Percy 
Foreman & WlUm L. Barry, of the tratfiuOneii of aliegatoon nade in count-3 
hlrli.n above, thus violating P^lntiff'i civ.1 rights.

’ . . ' ' -191-
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4?. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pellicciotti, are gjllty of
* the cim rights iiolitOoo as follows: '

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Pontiff's 
transcript from an appelate court, refered to in count-14 b above, and 
thus contributed hlbshaOiilly to that court—U.S. ’6th circuit court of 
appeeas—susta.ning Judge McRaa’s esarier, ruing therein against Partin.

, 48. That defendant, Judge McRae, is in addition gillty of the civil right's
violation as folOo’os:

• ■ (a) of refusing to art on a action to take perpetuatnng testi-
nony froa defendant, Hide, in the afoeeaentOoeed evidentiary hearing, re- 
fered to Ho count-14 c above. -

. 49. That the Plainttff is mtiteed to exeaalari damages because defendants*

• J excludnig Judge McRae & PelliicCoiti, should be taught that the culpabil-

. ’ 'iti of defendants in cr. indictments were ineonded uoeer the United States

_ iintSitltioo to be decided in courts of law rather than through fraudulent

- oisreereseotitioos in the comerrial conIan0.cations industry; and the other

♦ t°o defendants that legal rrquirearots precede eoiitCcil ciosidrraiOoss
or biasness against a particular littant.

•• - 50. That as a result of the defendants actioos cieed herein the Plrtrtiff

, P has not only been ligeeee io a naught fashion but thus who have the

. • res]p>ioibilitl of upholding Ittgants conotitltiooal rights have by their

': collusvee acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel. ’

' WHEREFORE, Prtrti^ demands judgment foon defendants, ex­

, ’chiding Judge McRae, pun.tive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

- respectively. . • • ’ •

■ Janes E. Ray '
| ' . . Station—A - ■
', Naahhiile, Trtnessrr. >->

Plalttlff__^2\gl^^

" 1 - -192-
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State of Texmessee ) .
SHELBY COUNTY J , .

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

go;ng (5) FIVE___________ ____________________Pages contain a full, time and perfect copy ©f the

PETITION FOR WAIVED OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF CULLTY AND 

ORDER AUIHOMZII'G WAIVER* OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND______________

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

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

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

, of said Court,' at office, in tie City of Mrmphet.

this__ILday of_____ AUNL----------------IB7!.

, ...--/s/ JABLlAKN^L, — X L ' Clerk

, BrDOn^.CaVr^C----D.C

State of T’rroreesee ) in the criminal court of shelby county, tenn.
SHELBiT COUNTY J Memphis, Tenn AU^_L6.197.6_..___....19_..—

Tr WILLAM4H. WILLAMS ~ , sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County DivisionJ . certify that J. A. BLACKWELLt who gave the foregone certffiaate, 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 euchr are entitled to full faith and credit.

. State of Trnnessee )
' SHELBY COUNTY / ,

' I, J. A. BLACKWELLt Clerk of the Criminal Courtis of said Countjr, certify that HON.

: - MLLIAM.H_}W.LLAMS>______,______________ _ whose genuine official signature appears to the above

' ,. •’ and hereto annexed Crrtffiaare, is and was at the time of signing: the same, sole and presiding Judge of the 

' Criminal Court Diveiion....3—__, in and for the County and State aforesaid, duly commeeiiorrd and quali­

fied, and that all his official acta, as such, are rntir<dl to full faith and credit.

4 I

'I
■ . J ■ 

I 
' i

In T'retimlo>ny Whereof l have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

t

of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphst,
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V

IN THE CRIMINAL COvRT OF She^BY COUNTY, TH'usEesm 
. DIVISION TTT ’

STATE OF TENNESSEE \ ",

* YS. . NO. 166415 ■ ' •

JAMES EARL RAY ' . ’ '
DEFENDANT . t . * - v

. ’ PETITXON FOR WAVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ’ \, '

. . ’ ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUIITY •

. That my trun Ddl nene, is JMES EARL RAY____________ and I assert that
; , 911 proceedings against me. should be had in the name Which I hereby declare to be my 

true name. • ’

! , . My attorney in .the cause is PERCY FOREMAN________________ , who was se-
’ ; lected and retained by me,/Woo was appointed by the Court xiwxtmwt, to represent’ <
, me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

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

i . I have told my attorney the facts and surrounding cicumistances as known
^ to me concerning the maters mentioned in the indictoents, and believe and feel that 

my attorney is fully infomeed as to all such matters. My attorney has infomed me
। at to the nature and cause of- each accusation against me, and as t;o any and all
I „ possible denlnseS I might have in this cause. . . >

, , My attorney has advised me as to the punishment provdded by law for the
| ; offenses charged and embraced in the indictment against'm. My attorney has further 
•~ advised that punislMunt which the law provddes for the cHse with which I am charged 
■ in the indc:meant is as foliwws: .

• • ^ .death .by. lllit:^rocvti^on or■'ion^filmt<;nt .in the State Peeitlntiary for

' . 1H .or for some period.of time oier.t/lnty_ (20) years____ ,_____  
' ” and if accepted by”the Court and Jury my sentence on a plea of guilty wu be:

\ -cctftnetlnt in the. State Peei.1t.ln.^txery for ninety-nine years (99).

v • It has bun'fully expiated to me and I understand that I may, if I so choose, 
’ plead "Not Guui^y" to any cflense charged against'ne, and that if I choose to plead "Not 

‘ GuilCy’' the CooitiCution guarantees and this Court wil provide me the right to a speedy 
and public trial by jury; the right to see and hear all witnesses against me; the right 
to use the power and process of the Co-urt to compH the production of any lvidltlie, 

. { including the aClendatcl of any witness,, in my favor; and thu right to have the assis­
; taruce of counsel in ty'dlfctlle at all stages of the proceedings. _.

; in the exercise of my own free viil and choice and without any threats or
. je-essure of any kind or promises of gain or favor from any source whatsoever, and being 

^•/.. y'^il;''aware of the action I am taking, I do Seolby in open Court request the Court to
,i r" accept- Ey plica of guity to the charges cutined he rein. I hereby walil any rght I 
/’ ‘ • .may or could have to a Motion for a New Trisl, etd/cra an appeal.
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IN THC CRIICBtAL COURT OF S!^ COUNTY, TEi^EE .
. • DIVISION III ,

STATE OF TENNESSEE - .

VS N°«_16645_ •
JAIMES EAR!. RAY_____________________ ' - ■ ’

DEFENDANT . ■ ■

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVED OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTIGS '
■ • ' PLEA OF GUILTY * ’

'This cause came on for hjorlig before the Kor.orable W.

__PRESTON BATTLE_____________ , Judge of DivisOon III , of the

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

• defendant, JAMES EARL RAY ‘ , for Waiver of trial by Jury and

request for aeceptsnee of a plea of guilty, said petiUon being attached 

hereto and incorporated by refeeecce herein; upon statements made in
1the District Attorney Geenral, 

oprn Court by the decadent herein; his attorneysof record; /the Assistant 

Attorneys General representigS the State of Tennessee; and from questioning 

by tJw Court of drfendtit and his counsel in open Court;; and '

W APPEARING TO THE COURT after careful consideration that the • •

df^rfidant herein has been fully advised and understands his right to a 

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

defendtit hrrrii does not elect to have a Jury determine hits guit or
’innocent under a plea of Not Guilty; and has voived the formol r‘trdiig ■

of tto indictment, AND: . _

• IT FUSNO APPEARS TO THE COURT that the drfridtit intelligent^ '

and Uidrrsttidin;Jly wolves his right to a triol and of his own f.ter will and ■ 

choice and wittout any ^ats ° pressure of any kind or promises, other 

that tto recoEmendatoon of the State as to punishment; and dOrs desire to 

titrr a pica of gmty and accept the recommendation of the State as to 

punishment, valves his right to a Motion for a New Trial and/or an appeal, . * 

. IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the petito^
fHed tor^ to and tto ss=c is hereby granted!. ‘ .

Entor Uis tto----fe t- day of _Mnch-------------, 19j9«

J.WGErStOn.Batte., • •
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JUDGE

JUDGE

DEFENDANT

JUDGE

DEFENDANT

£ JUDGE
£1 .

f 
t.

I.

'James Earl Ray, stand.

•Have your lawyers explained ail your rights to you and do 

you undersannd then?"

"Yes"

’Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jury on the 

charge of Murder in the First Degree against you, the punish­

ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging frtm Death by 

Electrocution to any tuse over twenty years? The burden of 

proof is on the State of Tennes;:eee to prove you guilty be­

yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de­
cisoon of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guult and 

punishment?

In the event 
have the right to

the trial judge?

of a jury verdict against you, you would 

file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to

In the event of an adverse ruling against
you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right 

to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap­

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to fie a pe- 
titoon for review by the Suprene Court of the United States;? 

Do you understand that you have ail these rights?"

"Yes" . , ..

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

Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising 

. and setting your case on agreed pun^staent of iiilty-nine 

years in the State Penitentitry. Is this what you want to 

do?"

DEFENDANT ’Yes"
JUDGE ’Dio you undersannd that you are waiving, which means "giviig 

up", a.formal trial by your Plea of GGilty although the laws 
of this State, require the prosecutinn to present certain evi­

dence to a jury in all cases of Pleas of Gulty to Murder in 

the First Degree? ..
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V
page 2.
Voir Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights 

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

the Tennessee Court of -Criminal* Appeals and the Supreme 

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

Court of the United States. . ■

By your plea of guHty you are also abandoning and 

waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions 
and Peeitoons in Which the Court hats heretofore ruled against 

you in Wiole or in part, among then being:
' ' 1. Motion to withdraw plea-and quash indictment 

■ 2. Motion to inspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras from jail_ _ -

4. Motion for private cmsultrtooe With attorney .

S. Peeitoon to authorize defendant to take depositonss 
’ 6. Motion to permit confeeenee With Huie

. 7. Motion to permit photogaaphs
8. Motion to designate court reporters

, . 9. Motion to stipulate testimony
10. Suggestion of proper eane"

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "Hau anything besides this sentence of ninety-nnae years in

the penetentirry been promised to you to get you to plead 

guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?" ■
DEFENDANT ’No"

JUDGE "Has any pressure of any kind, by reyo>ee in any way been

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

JUDGE "Are you pleadnng g^lty to Murder in the First Degree in

this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

. such ciclumstaeces that would make you legally guHty of 

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explanned to

you by your lawyers?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"
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Page 3.Voir Dire of Defendant, on Waiver and Order

JUDGE '/Is this Pica of Guilty to Murder in the First Degree with

agreed punishment of ninety-nnne years in the State Peni­

tentiary, freely, voluntarily and understandingyy made and. 
entered by you?" ,

DEFENDANT 'Yes"

JUDGE "Is this Plea of GGilty on your part the free act of your 
free will, made with your full knowledge and understanding 

of its meaning and consequences?"’ 

DEFENDANT 'Yes" . •

-199-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



EXHIBIT 17 
(Classified!)
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