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DEC 1W76

- FGF:JFW:vek

Mr. James Earl Ray 
Post Office Box 73

. Brushy Mountain Pin.itsntLary
Petros, Tennessee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray: '

• It May of 1976 the Atoney General of the United
States created a task force for the purpose of reviwn-ig

i . the FB'e LnvesticatOcn of the assasginatoxi of
i , Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

The task force is now Ln the process of winding up
. • its inquiry before submtting a final report to the

Attorney General- However, we feel that our inquiry wll 
not be- compete unless wa give you an opportunity to state

i your participaton, or lack of partixripatocn, Ln the
murder of Dr. King.

■ Accordingly, we hereby request, through your attorney,
James H. Leser, Esquire, your consent to an Ltlirvriww by

’ members of the task force. If you should agree to talk
■ to us, our time schedule 'requires us to arrarqe for the
; . interview to take place not later than December 31, 1976.

• Please let us know immediately whether you desire
• to be intevewedL ’

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folsom 
Director 

Martin Luther King, Jr., Task Force

cc: Jernes H. Lesar, Esquire

-177-
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■'"' Brusly MWain pfettefiag

'•' *■ Petros, Teerattssee 37845
Mr. James H. Losar December 20, 1976 '

Attorney at Law 
1231 fourth Street, S.W. .
Wash. D.C.

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

Dear Jim:

In respect to your letter saying that a justcee department attorney, Mr. 

James F. Waaker, would Ike to ineeriiew ne concerning the above indict­

ment, I agree With your advice opposing the interveew. It would appear 

that this would oily be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writing 
collaborators, e.g.. Gerold Frank, George Mccillian, st H.

If they had waited to interveew the defendant, under oath, justcee had 
ample opportunity in the 1974 H.C. hearing in MapJhLB, Tennessee, through 

their surrogate, 1. Henry HWLLe; and I undersannd no representative from 
justice appeared as a Witness at the hearing. .

At the present I believe the only body I should testify before i.s a jury.

I understand you to say justceo has not read any of the trs. of prior 
hearings & suits. Therefore I’LL include in the cc copy of this Letter 
to justcee a copy of a CooimpiaLnt that speaks to the MLK jr. matUr with 
stanched.. Ex—A, althoe I doubt if justcee or their oubliGhinc associates 
will be ineeresadd i.n the Complaint contents.

cc: James F. Walker, Esq. J.D,

Sincerely: James e. Ray #65477 
P.O. Box—73 

Petros, Tenn. 37345.
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' IN H UNIT'D STATES DISTRICT COU=T 

JCRTHE 7/ESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 
WESTERN DIVISION

JAMES E. RAY, . ■
. • Pia.nti.ff

VS.

TIME INC. .
GEORGE MCMILLIAN
W. HENRY HAILE ’

WILLIAM BRATOORD HUIE 
GEROLD FRANK

HON. ROBERT I. IcRAE 
BRENDA'BELLICCIOTTI

Defendants

Civil Action No

' ' ‘ COMP1LAI11T • ;:

1. ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION: ' . ’ ' ’

(a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the hefein subject tetter is tased upon 

diversity of citizeshipp and the amount in recovery. .

Piantff, acting pro se, is a cities of estate of lessee under "^r- 

ation of Law" in. the subject maater; defendant TIME Inc. (here-in-after, TIM!!) 

is a citieen of the State of New York; defendant George IcMILlian (here-in- 

after,. ililli^X .is a citieen of the State of Massachusetts;, ^fends^t 7/. -

Henry H^ais/(hei4eie-after, HaLe) is a citieen of the State of Tsnesttss; 

defendant■Willim'Watford’Huie (here-in-aferr, Huie) ±s a cititeii. of the 

State of Alabama; defendant Gerold Frank (herein-after, Frank) is a citzzeii 

of the State of NeW York; defendant Hon. Robert M. McRae (here-in-after, Judge 

McRae) is a citieen of the State of Tennessee; defendant Brenda Pellicciotti 

(here-in-after, Pellicciotti) .s a cit^ of the State of Tlnnettee. The 

natter in controversy sxclldt, teclusLve of interest and coste, the mm of 
ten thousand dollars. . . • ' ■

(b) Jurtedictom founded in the'existence of a federal question and the amount 

in controversy: .
. • -179­
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The action arise under the film, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to 

the Ontied States constttution; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as here-in- '

after aore fully appears!. Jhe matter in controversy exceedti, exclusive of 

interest’ ^d costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars.

(c) Jurisdiction founded on th’ existnice of a question arisiiig under pati- 
cular statute: ..., •

The actKm aris^ under Act 42 U.S.C.A. § 1983; U.S.C. H.tle 28 § 1343 (4). 

As here-in-after more fully appear.

THIS ][S AN ACTION’IN LIBEL & CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS. ,

GENERAL BACKGROUND: ■ . •

In April ,4th 1968, R-v. Martin Lut^r King jr., was shot . d kLllediin, 
^jpdLs Tennessee; in May 1968 the plaintiff was indited by the Sd’lby 

county gj'Md jury (cr. indittment. no. 16645) for said shooting;; on March 

10th 1969•pPatnttff, allegedly through coercion by his attoraey, Percy

' ForernM & the prosecution, entered acuity plea to said cr. indicted; on 
Feb3ruory 2nd 1974 the U.S. 68th circuit court of appeals ordered an rV.d’nt- 

L■try hearing i'.to the circumstances of said plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285 
C.A.6, 1974; on February 27th 1975 after hearing said wVLdwti.^ proceedings 

the U.S. Detoct court for the W.D. of T^nn-ss--, Hon. Robert M. McRae, pre­

siding ruled agdnst piamiff, Ray v. Rose, C-74-166; on May 10th 1976 the 

U.S. 6th circuit court of appe«a.s upheld Judge McRae’s ruinng in said ’vi- -

3. That a brief summary of said recolleciOtnB and their sUbs-qu-nt dlsposi-

toon by plO-niff are as follows: *
. , -180­

dmntitry hearing. Ray v. Rose, C—75—1795. . .

Plaintiff, JAMES E. RAY, sues . .

D’fMdMts, TIME INC.; GEORGS McMULlANI; W. HENRY HAILE; WILLIM BRATFORD • 

H°IE; GSBOI,D FRANK; KOBEHJ M. McRAE; K^DA PELLICCITTl, and •alleges:.

2. That while awntlng trial in the aforementioned cr. indictm’nt th’ plain— 

tLff copied down from recoUecionn notation he had gain’d’in his 1967 

tstlc:iatltns, tttocittOtns which lead to plaintiff b’ing charged under 

said indictment. •
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(a) during one perod® plaintiffs confine3sat in 1963 M^rote down 
032A ^3on a money receipt issued forth foom the Sheriff’s office of the Shelby 

country, Ten^ssee, jail inooraation Welch plaintiff believed had a direct 
bearing on said cr. indictment. See, Sx—A. •

(b) the tororoatiOi consiseed of trnephoir numbers & one naae & address; OLI 

number's were written down backwards;,• tocludtog the address.- .

(c) the two terehrnne numbers were liseed next to the word "Sister", the 

first being issed in, New Orleans, Louisian; the sririd being in, Baton 

Rouge, Lou!sanna. ... . ; ,

(d) toe address is isseed under the name, Ver's C. Staptos. ,

(e) the teeehrnee number isseed under the Baton Rouge address was furnshedd

to plOntiffs attorney, Percy Foreman, who was reprriritngg plaintiff in 

sad cr. indictment. ; .

(f) the address was not toveitigared unti plaintiff was incarcerated upon 

pleatog to ’aid indictment; a compendia, of the post trial toVeitiaatOen 

wonHd indicato: the information cited above was given to a St. Louis, M.”- 

our, labor leader, and inormned it perked to the MLK jr. case, who app­

arently to turn torched said .formation to a N1aShellr, Tennessee,' ex­

Attorney to investigate; said Attorney had sources to the State of Louisans 

investigate. the maa^r and thereafter said Attorney reported the .Baton Rouge 

isseed number r•eiidrit was under the tolleencr of the Teamsters liiri; and 

the New Orleans isseed number r•riidrit was among other thing’ an agent of 
a m^ast rrgaInLzatiri distorted because of Dr. King’s reported•norhiooBling, 

before his death, putb.ic support of the PaLrittoe Arab cause. ,(Re«er^e»nCei to 

toe address if any was unclear.)

(g) toe plaintiff had comedy said name & address shortly before cro’stog 

shr bprerr to Nrvrmbrr 1967 foom Umana, Mexico, into the United States; 

the name was Randolph Erwin Rosen, 1'180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida; 

other J?en»r«ice was made to a LEAA; a check through the Miami directory to 

1:970 indioeed. no Rosen isseed with the above first & secrnd name; to 1973­

74 a Chicago, ninoiis, reporter was quire d as to the name of a Rosm. who 

was anoftoial in the "'rrgrriiiee LaboR Party, the reporter later responded 

said to sen, or Rosens, actieitees were ooilely to the New York, New York, 

area; shortly "thereafter said reporter was ilbiSaitateed by maaeeial plato- 

tiff received indirectly from the Hon. Richard Ichord a congresimian foom

z
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Missouri; thereafter an Attorney la Oklahm.a atJTaklal,™, was furnished 

the Rosea n^ and asked if he could f^ ^y inf„.atloa re tie select 

in. her Orleans, and fame* the subject might have a or. record; the Mt- ' 

ocaey■cepicM tech teat the subject's last name most Ikely was. R,sehsoa, 

MU Utaf te ha* a „. coa«.ctl°a m New Orleans, Louisiana. federal court for 

a mystics violliloa; thereaftea a Tennessee ICeaased Attoraej procured 

tte to. of said coaalctloa; suteepteeaif another check was node thrush the. 

Mam. telephone directory nute did lint a "Randy Roseosoa" hut with an 

add:ess discrepeacy. . . ' •

4. That plaintiff invaded t^ above inooraatioa for exclusive use, lfilc 

a through ineestgatoan, ia a jury trial under said cr. iadicmeat—rather 

than for c^mereial^ng in the commnacations industry-and ia coasequeace ' 
withhdd p^to thereof from plantiff', cr. Attorneys. who were enmeshed 

with defendant (novelist) WlUm Bratford Huie in cinmaecial fishing 

Stures: 1st) Attonney Arttar Hlaea sr.. who taaeedately upon entering the 

^ wntractod with defendant, Huie and 2nd) Attoaney Percy Focea^a. who while 
aot entering into mraary contracts with hr. Huie mil Jaauary 196r two 
n0°ttis lftlc Foc'lna's entering tta suit. Hr. Foreman did aot quwtin piun- 

t.ff ahout s^d infomtion ^ ltiec aspects of tn cr. iadictaeat-hecause 

of his (^remms) ^tted toia1 preparation aelhiOd--until Fehruacy 1969,

5. T^t in February 1969, after Percy Foreman had entered into ltlerary 
• contcaois rith defendant. Hue, plUntiff fummed Attoaney Fom^m with 

the ahove mentioned, Batoa Rouge, phone number and asked him to invm^Ue 

in Nation Uto the mlk jr. homicide, ahotly thereafter «r. Foreman '

^pUod in lfflci tilt .f th^ were U he any telephone numbers refered 

^-in c°urt he (Forant would furnish-, them through contacts ia iLatersOte 

gaUing-Mr. Foc•enln mentioned a. Hr. Heyer L^sky, as his siucce,

6. That sUsequmiy, ^tw th1 prosecutoon and Percy Foremaur had meneuv^d- 

p^ttff mu eatlriag a pm u and maicUeat, the pmaaiff on March 

11h 1969 was checked into the lessee State p^teatiary—^sheiHe

• Br^h-and U^un ^ pHinttff.s personal property includes the plper 

tarun UHactad as EX-A, m including incoming legal & p1csoui1 iltlers 

p^led to sU* prison, w^ ooaficcaled from plainaiff. Two or tow dlys
. hte after discussing briefly with State correctoons MmmsUoner, Hlccy 

' Avery, th1 letter. including EX-A were Mtuaedd to plaintiff hy slid. -182-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Comissioner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin line circling some 'writings 

. the property seemed in order. . , '

76 That prior to ?!<anttff’s transfer to the aforementioned peintentiary, 

COJmmssirnnr Avery, the late Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington, 

and Governor Ellington's admunstrative assistant, Mr.-Wiliam L. Barry, 

had decided and committed to writnng (see, Avery testimony in, Ray vs. Russ­

ell, U.S. D.s. Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 1970)P.atntff's treat­

ment upon entering said peei.teniiary,ie, arbitrary lodging of Pianfctff in . 

solitary confnnement :mmeelately upon his entering prison.

8. That thereafter on (Karch 13,. 1969) when plantiff commencdd petitronnlg 

the trial court for a new trial under sad indictment, Cocmmssirnnr Avery 

atemipedd to pervade Pianntff against seeking a trial under said indictment 

and after faUing that inoomreed Pianntff that he would haver be released .

foot solitary confiettlent while he (Avery) was corrections comassioner.

9. That in the succeeding years until the present Pianntfl has been arbi­

trarily locked in sooitary confnemnnt/segregatrnn for approamately five 

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

ause of the harlhmnnt of the confintment inducing two (2) who burned them­

selves to-dntti. See, EX—B.

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

Preston Battle, departed from Memphis, Tnnnnssnni for a vacation and whle 

on said vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington, 

upon learning of Planttff’s effort to receive a jury trial under said in- '

dictment, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer him

/ the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny P^anttfn a 

tria under the petitoon refered to in par•tgo•aph-8 above. . .

11. That on or about March 12th 1969 in.the prison segregation building 

Piaintff was confronted through a ruse.by special agent, Robert Jensen 

of tiue Memphis,^Tennessee, federal bureau ,of ^xvnsttgttion office. The 

thrust of "r. Jensen's conversatoon was seeking cooperation of Platntiff 
in furthereing the FBI investggaiOin of said cr. indictment. When P.anttnf
reuused the cooperation offer; Mr. Jensen upon departing said Pldintff could 

expect Piantt■ff Brothers (John & Jerry Ray) to Join him in prison, or words 

to that effect, thereafter: -1.83- <
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(a) M^tiff^ brother, Jewry Ray, was IBlmidated to the extent 

that ht had to resign his Job in the Chicago, Illioois, area; sub­
sequently afUr forcing him from his Job the FBI aUempt^ to fame 
him for numerous crimes. • . • ‘

(b) pia.iiiff’s other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police 
°hle driving his car ±n tiw St. Louis, Miss-uri, area and subsequent­
ly charged by the FBI for aiding and abetting a bank robbery.. Triled 
and convicted with a. dtftndait whom the government alleged actually 
robbed said baDk, John was given 18 years and the aLtegtd robber 10 
years; upon appeal the aieg^ed robber's conrixtion was reversed by the 
8th U.S. circuit court of appeals btcauit the fruits of an iieggaly 
search & ^izure was litd against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled 
tharthe fruits of the i3tegal search was not ground for x•ti•triiile

■ John R^^ case btcaiut the siegeed evidence (stolen money) was not 
tek^n foorn him; upon re-trial the a^eed robber was acquited; Sub­
sequently another defendert in the robbery'was charged and entered a 
plea for three (3) years which was later reduced to eighteen rnonths 
by tho government. ,

12. That ^. Juns 1969 Pianntff filed a civil actiLon in the United States 

District court for the m.D. of Tennessee Peking to void contracts bttwttn 
plaintiff, the afoeementonndd Percy Foreman, and def,tndait, Huie. In att- 
^ptiag to h^ said di^l action (Comppant) dismissed, thus necessitat­

ing the rtfliieg by Pia-nniff in the ^D. of Ttnntistt, titre dtftndanti . 

Attsnney the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county TtnnniSnn 
bar, ueggaUy procured PLaniiff•i entire prison rocord, mcludmg drP.cln 

ifrortat:rm, from t:he aforementioned corrections commssioner, Harry Avnry, 

and was th^ aUrn t° have sad Osmmiajtt dismissed in t:he M.D. of Ttnnnssnn 
and railed m ths W.D. (civil action no. C-69-1") before Judge McRae, 

bncauit of said domcle inormation. ■

J5. That thereafter Uncivil action no. C-69-199 one of Jut^ McRae's 

initi^al rullnsw’was that said action would be decided by depositrin rather 

than live testmlony-ilbbseqltntyy the Judge dismissed the suit on. motion - 
Ofthe defendants. . ■ . .

14. That following t;he Unieed-Staees Sixth circuit court of apPe^Li ruktag 

oa February 3rd 1974 ordering ^evidentiary hearing into the cirumstimces 

of P^n^ff^ aforementioned gUty plea under said indict^nt dtfendait, 

Judge McRae, again assumed Jlrisdictrin to conduct said hearing (divi 

action no.c-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the

-184- 
D. h .
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aforementOoaed Percy Foresail & defendant Hd,a, would not have to undergo ■

' ■ IVe testenony, oOLy depositions. The Judge accomplished this legal naneu-

war by ruling the Plantiff,t subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mile 

radius of Memphis, Tennessee. .

That Judge McRae fuitSier prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactions 

lttted below effectively diminihied the PliOnttff’s right under the United 

. States Supreme court mandate for a full and equitable rVtdtntihry hearing:

(a) theLourt ruled in effect P at the sooicttatoon of the 

State's Attorney, defendant! Haile—who had commlained to the court that 

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Pontiff—that 

. General HOLi could inquire of Plaintiff o aiegged inoormation he (plaint—

- iff) provide said Percy Foreman concerning others persons hitegtdly culpa- . 

’ . ; ble under sai.d cr. indictment. Thereafter, hl■thoe Piantff did refer to .

if-formation described above as being given to Mr. Fo^enhon by Pianti-ff, and 

. , within the confines of .the above court ruling, neither defendant^ Hate,

or, Judge McRae questioned Pl^antiff in the matter.

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

’ sisttoily— despite petitOons from PlaLntiff•B counsel, James 3. Lesar— ,

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

necessary portions of the transcript in said tvi.dtntihry hearing: specif- 

r- icO-ly, the deeinitVee portions, of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman,

- - hfttr■■,OlVhaihatO<^n, refused to offer ivve'tett:foony in said evidentlayy hear- 

• • ing; and thus through their deleterious inactions in the tr. matter coonti-
buted sfbst^anihlly to the 6th circuit decision against Pl<a.ntiff iStrtiD.

• / (c) Judge McRae has ignored a petitoon to take perpetuating testi­
mony, fieed after said evidentiary hearing, from etftneatt, Huie. Mr. Huie 

being a principal character, ihtrtt.n.

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

empted to mLtlehd Plantiff’t Tenneseee cr. counsel as evidenedd by a 

. series of letters Plaintiff received! from thie Counsel (Mr. Robert I.

Livnugston) implying that during several encounters with Judge McRae he 

. (Livingston) was lead to beievve the court was tynmphhttic to Pianniff's 

case and thus a vigoxuss prtttniation by Plaintiffs counsel would not be 

' otcessary or desirable. . —i.85-
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16. That their have been publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is 

aore concerned vLto tee political effects of his decisions than the 
law. See, EX—C. * ' ’ '

17. That tHe clerk of Ue wurt defendant, PeeiiccColti, wherein said 

evidentiary hearing was conducted acted io CoOCert with, JUdge McRae, 

• in deecdning to prepare and forward tr. iaaeeiai, described in paragraph

14-h atoy^ to the U.S. Wxto circULt thus cootribuiLngg ieblitaOiiaLly 

to the Wxto Orcutt denying PlatoUff relief under said evidentiary 

hearing. : .

18. That defendant, Haaie, who was the State's chief counsel in the afOrr- 

nontioned evidentiary hearing, but is now in private practice, has Ibtel- 

ed Pl^nUff by aiding & abetting defendant, Hcmiian, in McMillian's 

■ preparing & authoring the aforenmtioned articoe for drfeodant, TITHE.

_ 19. That defendant, M<cu.llan, inOoiaed Piantff's lrathrr, Jerry Ray, 

of his (H6rMliai's) relatton^pp WLth defendant, Heaie.

• 20. That in---------- 1975 defend^t, Hale, appeared With defendant, Mecmian, 

at the T^essto Stato peMtentiary—HahUe Branch—wherein Mcmillan 

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal freend of-Hale, to COitaCt

. Pianntff and ask if he wouTt-d consent to an ineerveew by, MccMUiLsn.

Wardri Rose did toward said iote^vrew request to Pl^anitff which Plan niff 
drcliied and, thereafter., Hdle & HcCilliai viewed the solitary coifineient 

bULldilg wherein Pianntff was housed.

<21. That defendant, Hale, while asst. att. gen. for t;he State of Trii- 

V rssrr s^ral tines puHicly critCcieed court drcisOons unfavorable to him

. in a runner suggesting he was attempting to iniisdaaee Judges, acts for 
which he subsequeeniy was dismissed from the A.G.'s office by the Att- 

. ormey General for the State of Triiriier. “

: 22. That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIME iagazi^ (EX—D) under 

the tit! of "The King Assassination ReeVlS.tee", drfeidan■t, MccilliM, 

author•ee a iiaicious article sukHtled "I'a gliia kill that nig^r King" 

and alleged said s^UtHe to -be a itaeeirnt made by Piaaiff.
Said afticle ±s ItttoMd rite deliberate fabrications, and whle-of a 

hoiywwoodihh charactor they are delivered with naice intont, boning -186-
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....n 1963 and 1^ Martin Luther King was on TV alnW everyday, talking 

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

watched it a.1 avidly on the cell-block TV. at Jeff City. He reacted as 
if King's remarks were directed at him personally. He boiled when King 

Ccmie on Ue tube. He began to ca.l him Martin ’Lucifer* King and Maatin 

Luther ’coon'. It got so. that the very sight of King would galvaniz8 

Ray ". p. 18 said article. .

The facts are that their wme_no TV sets in the cellbOocks or, cells, 
curing Pl^nttffs entire sojourn in the Missouri State pwnLtentiayy at, 

Jefferson City; and, that defendant Mclttliana is cognizant of this fact 

thioough conversations with Missouri correction officials whom he has 

contacted for imOormatlon numerous times. See, EX £.

23* That several other deliberate fabricatonns with malicious intent in

■ said article me: V '

. (a) "Ray and (his fellOw conWxt Raymond) Curtis woiuid set mound, 
often high on speed..." Speed being a form of narcotic, p. 18.

. (b) "On ArU 24, 1967, just one day after Pay escaped, from the
prion at Jefeeroon City, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry, in ChlCagO'r 
Atlmtic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's Mccuiim, discussing the murder of 
Mmtin Luther King. p. 18. .

(c) that MccMlUnm alLeged Pllaiittff's Brother;,, John & Jerry Rar, 
had, from wnvemtions with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the 
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23. .

24. That t^he State of Mssooui’s department of correctOons comWsisdnner, 

Mr. George M. Camp, neg.ges in effect that defendant Mccalian. is a fraud

/in wnnectton W^h McMillian's aforementonndd a.legatOnns COncll•Iling Plain- 

tffs conduct while in said Mi^uri penitentiary. See,. EX—E. •

25. That tKe Mitomi primmer ^fen^nt McMaiani pritcirally■ reHes on 

to rabst^tiaee his alleeltOdns, llleeatOons that n.lnttff not only 

ploted the murdm of MLK ^r. but. wis also a narcotic addict, narcotic 

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

Said, Raymond Cnutis, ateempted onced to converrse Wth Plalnttff whle in 

rlid rlInfitlntaary, tam^ter he (Curtis) voluntarily "-checked into" 

MgregWtion, d^m being exposed as a professional inOormer, and thus

P. 9
-187-
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was thereafter l±rad_ted in his prioan associatOon to his own type.

26. That shootly after PPilnOiff’s arest io 1968 to aoser for said cr. '
. ‘ indictment defendant McMillian stated at a news conference that since he

(MccMili.an) knew PHnntff was guity of the indictnent charge he (McMill­

ian) would not have to investigate the case. Thus it folOows a fortiori 
that McMillian has relied on the work product of other noveeist to sub­

stantiate sizeable portions of his megatonas in said TIME artucle.

• 27. That defendant‘McMillian has posited M.^lnOiff numerous letters, first
threatening, then cajoliig, in seeing inteeveews for use in said article 

and his alleged forhhooming book re Pll.nOtff-

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

' publishing said artihce by Mc^Mlliln--hhus in prom>oi^ iiMillian’s forth- 
_ ■ coming book re M-aniff-- in that ichillian’s publisher. Little Brown,

. ~ • is a subsidary of Time inc. . - . . .

:. . 29. That befeodat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard C. Woodbvury) in

: . , their Oilcago, Ilinoois, office into thinking TIME would run an objective

- ■ story re the matter. See, EX—F. .’- .

’ ' 30.' That defendant TIME was cooshtousl.y eobeavorOng to inluennce the

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

• 1543, wihLch just a few days subsequent to said article heard agguments

-. . l.O the above Ray V. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plaanntff a

i new trial under said cr. indictment. ■

*.' ' / 31. That TIME inc. has a history of conspiring to subvert ttie judicial .
. ’ and pooitical processes by publishing, timely, malicious article’ prior

‘ to judicial decisooiss or electoon of public officials., ’ ' "

', 32. That beMlUse defendant, TIME, has made a feh investigation )p. 17

. ■ said article) into the ’’case”—their initial investggatonn evidently

' being performed! by Time inc. LIFE magaaZine in 1968—TMtE is cognizant

' that a substantial portion of said article’ L.s false & maaicious.

. • 35. That subst^tUt portoons of said arti-lce by McMiHHan were supplied

- to Mr. McKMLUrn by befeOdaOtS, Frank & Huie—Defendant, Huie, publihhed 

J ' a novel re MLaimff in 1970 tiled "He Slew the Dreamer’’; defendant, -W- ,
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34. That the false allegations in said article: "that Plaintiff committed 

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

pontiff, pp. 17 & 23 respectively, were supplied to ^en^t McMillian 

by defendant Huie as evidenced by staeimenSs made directly to P^-ntt^f 

by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Huie to p.^tiff) along 

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

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

libetee Pantff. i.n a CBS-TV ini>rviw hosted by, Dan Rather, on or 

about ■January 2, 1976, by falsely aliegnng in effect: teat H^H had 

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

36. That the false allegattons in refeennce to Adolph Hitter (p. 23 said 

article) was supplied to defendant'.xMclMlian by Defendant, Frank, as ev­

idenced by statements made directly to pianttff by Plantt^’s former 
y

' Attorney (who was iniev•ri.eeed extenttvely by dtfindatt, Frank)) Robert Hill, •

. of ihi.■Chatt.nlOOga Tennessee bar. ' • .

37. That defendant Huie has a history, for coimiiciil reasons, of . 
cinientOlunless with said, Gov. Wallace. -

35- . That defendat Frank has a history of defending Zionism even when 

it incldees mur^r, eg, see Frank’s novel, publisher in 1963, tttted 

"THE DEED", and if negations in count 2-1 above are slbstantaiidd in 

court prociiding Mr. Frank’s intuusion into saM or. indictment as a 

Government advocate is readily explicable. .

:39 . That an article in the BILALIN NEWS publihied March 12, 1976| page 15, . - 

/- p^niUtmmte piragriph, reported MEK Jr. was shifttng his poHtica! a-li— 

’ anoes.."Dr. King was sifting his poOiticil illOacces and civil -rights 
‘ approach. To support this view observer's point to Dr. King’s vieews on

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

was aljw'coming under the loflli•onct of the Teaching of the Honorable.

Marter.Elijah Muhammad....” -. *

40. That Pleanttff filed a libel suit in the Uitited States Dis. Ct. for
. the W.D. of Tennessee tttted, Ray V. Frank, Cittl Action no. C-73-t26, 

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

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-G. p. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Frank's in effect falsely

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

41. That the record Wil confira that not one of the IP.anttff's accusers 

in the comuuication industry have ever offered live testimony in a court 

of law but on the contrary, they have uttlieed numerous ruses to avoid 

process and the subpoena While the record Wil evidence Pianntff has not 

only given live testimony (i.n .the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but 

prior to the plea in said cr. indiciment was in coitentlnn Wth his cr. 
counsel in their iisisftnce—nn collusion with defendant, Huie—hhat plaint­
iff not be a defense witness therein.

' Klrelv«r, nothing of subst;mce tnidicaees that the legal system­

. itffUueiCtil publishing companies combine are not acting in concert to assu-

rf■<thatl>thei£rsha•17neTeFr.be■..i.•(.,JUW for paintff,,, .crm-nol'. or , '

' ’' ' civil/ that's;■reliie'ed''to" said''inditUment‘...'appeal because 'it would’ not ■
*

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

. media case. ' • ’

And it would appear that a cr. defendant without t;he economic 

or pooitical inlUftncf to effectively contest the above situation is not 

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

members to be jailed and famed for criminal iffnnces while the same pub- 

ishing industriss, eg, defendant, TO®, comlaln self-rf.htLfiuulyy about !

some distant country's corectonns or legal syseem. ~ ' .

^ - Further, .it seems that, by chiiie, the same iefdaappUltical ,

‘ combine that coalesced in the Watergate invcst0iat0tnlrlseccuiO.nn Md • 

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

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

IN SUMMARY: the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore, 

since he & the Government mansuveedd Pianttff into said indictment plea, 

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

pishied the feat. Now he has publiheed analogously the epilogue to the 

feat in the STAR magazine wherein he pronoumces: ,
• - • ■ -190-
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nlift publicity, •WpU.uts.courtsi^Jroiutunl to

fete™ because It won bring down a heap of „iti01ra Ir„ 
«>. public the ate not l^lla- wth the rule and re5°lation 
... ""^.^ a '“^ or a group or Judges with obought

urage ’ouLd on experience, be unexpected". See, EC—H

42. That the defendants, TICKS inc., George McMillan, W. Henry HUle, 

Willim B^tford Hde, and ^.a ^ .re guilty of the v^liti)n 
as foioo’s:. ■ , . •

(a) of Ebeling pontiff in said TICKS arti.de With naaicios intend

43. That the defendants, TICKS inc., George McKillian, W. Henry Hdle, 

are gui.ty of the violation as foioows; '

(a) of acting .n collusion, by the nature of said a-tide and it»s 
■ pushing c^te, to inneence the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeds in 
■ R” V. ““’ No 73'15'3’ ad”"ey to here1- P<i■>etrf, thus obstructing 

Jctlce and violating pliJ1tlrr*a civil rights.

Uv®^ defendant, icMllllan i6 in addition guulty of the Wolato., 

as foiooos: . » - \ . '■ ’

_ . . J?. of rece’iBg & p”111--1-* -^•o*. marera. fro. defendant.. 
Huie & FT^, ’i^ a reckless disregard for the truth or fiLSity of sald 
.aUrid thus compounding icMillan•8 llbel.

45. That defeedaet, Hue, is in ^ti^ g^y of the violationjis flow’s:

^ o' UbeUg with iaico°us ineeny by falsely charging on a
• CBS-TV special dated January 2 1076 and hnot n np 21 1976« iad hosted by Dan Rather, that Fl^-
if h^ i- effect .udered, Jc. Martin Luther King Jr., and, robbed a 
lorn company in, London, England. ■ . .

46t That ^fai^t, HUle, is gULty of the additional viola.tinsaas••filiow?:

X (a) of 7iilitnle Plainiifr,s cvl rights' With idicious intent 
' ’ ^ g & i1ee«■nS defendait, icKiilian, in his (MCmilliai-s) publishing 

8dd a-tide,. trough furnishing idmian ixfoomation. fro. the fides of 

he Tennessee Attorney GennedJs once ohhle he (Hde) was asst. Att. Gen

(b) of ^ving dred knowledge resulting fro. his tenure 
Turn'Me. A.G. fie and his assodation dth in the

Jor.ai & Wm. L. Barry, of the trufudness 
herein above,.thus violating Planetff'. civil

the aforementioned, Percy 
of allegatoon made in count-3 
rights. .
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47. That defendants-. Judge McRae & Brenda Pllicdottl, are guilty of 
' the d.v.1 rights violation as follows: ' '

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plantiff's 
transcript from an appendi court, refered to i.n cnmt-14 b above, and 
thus ctmtrbbuUd substntiaL1y to that court--U.S.'6th circuit court of 
appeels—sustaining Judge McRae's ealier..ruinng therein agatad Pianniff.

. 48. That defendant, Judge McRae, is in addition guilty of the civil ught's
vi.olation as fillo'ot:

• (a) of refuse to act on a motion to take plrpltultngg testi-

non1 from defendant, Huie, in the lforemlntlnned evidentiary hearing, re- 
fered to iLn count-l^ c above. - •

• . 49. That the PanUff is entiteed to exemplary damages because defendants,

• ■ excluing Judge Mcaae & PplliccCoiti, should be taught that the CulPalil-

. • ’i'l of defendants in cr. indcctrnents were inenaded under the Umited States

condituiitn to be decided in courts of l<ao rather than thoouh frauduled

- li8reprlseitltioit iLn the clnnercill cmmuncations industry; and the other

' two defendants tad legal requirements precede poetical considerations

or biasness against a particular l±tglnC.

5°. Thal; as a result of the dlfendants actions cHed herein the PHnniff

I' has iit only ieln lined-±n a maiglnt fashion but thus who have the

• . r'ltP>litbbt.ity of upholding litglncts cmttititiinll rights have by taeix*
. coHusves acts tadiredly contributed to and liciur•lgld the Ibbel.

. WHEREFORE, Plaantaff demand judgment foom dlflndlttt, ex­

. ’cluding Judge McRae, punitive damages of Five hundred thousand dolllrs

respectively. . ■ ’

. . . James E. Ray '
■ . . Station—A ■

‘ . . . . ■ NaltvVlll, Tlnnlttll.

( ■ ' ' Pianiff
4 >

a ■ A-a
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EXHIBIT 16
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State of Tenneessee
SHELBY 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 GULL.TY AND 

ORDER AUTPRIZING WAIVER, OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL RAY - DOCKET NUMVER B-16645 

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

. ' In Testimony Weercof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

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

thia_16_day of_____ AUG.____________i976__

_ /s/ J.A. BLACKWELL*__________________ Clerk

_ By-DoniCaViSta---- D.C.

State of TeimeSsee ) IN THE criminal court of shelby county, tenn.
SHELBY COUNTY J Memphis,, Tenn.—AUG.,.1.6^.1276------------,._19--------

L_WEEiAM_H,_WIE.EA.MS5________________ , sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County Division-3-------- , certify that J. A. BLACKWELL., who gave the foregong certificate, is. nows, and

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

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

State of Tenneessee I
SHELBY COUNTY } . .

IJA BLACKWELL,, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON.

WILLAM^LH.s....WIEEIAMS;  whose genuine official signature appears to the above 

and her'eto annexed Certffiaato, is and was at the time of signing tire same, soHe and presiding Judge of the 

Criminal Court Divurion-3--------, in and for the Cou:nty and Stater aforesaid, duly commissioned and quali­

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

In Testimiony Wherwff I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

• • of said Court, at offi«>, in the City of Memphis,

i . . ’ • . . this 16 day of AUG. 19 76

j /s/>3, A. BLACKWELL . CleTls-

. • By.JOnzCaVilil---- d. a
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STATZ OF TENNESSEE

vs. .

JAMES EARL RAY

NO. 16645______

DEFENDANT

. PETITION.FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL,AND REQUEST FOR 
ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY - .

That my true Ml name is • JAMES EARL RAY and I assert that 
all proceedings against me should be had in the name which I hereby declare to be my 
tme name. ’

. My attorney in the cause its PERCY.FOREMAN ______________ , who was se­
lected and retained by me,/who was appointed by the Court jfk*ajxiKcax**t, to represent 
me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

I have received a■ ■ . I have received a copy of the inditmnent before being called upon to plead,
. and I have read -and’discussed it Wth my attorney, and believe and feel that I under­

stand the accusation made against me in this case and in each case issted herein. I
. hereby waive the formal reading of. the indictment.

• I have told my attorney the facts and surrounding cicumistances as known 
to me concerning the mi tters I mentioned in the Indcctaemts, and believe and feel that 
my attorney is fully.infomed as to all such matters. Ny attorney has infrmiesd me 
at to the nature and cause of naih accusation against me, and as to any and all , 
possible infnnses I might have in this cause. _

My attorney has advised me as to the punihimient provided by law for ths 
Senses charged ^d embraced in the indictment against me. My attorney has further 
^vised th&t punihmment which t;he law provddes for the crime with which I am charged 

ws: ' ' ' ' ' 'in the indictment is as foioc

death by electrocution or confinement in the State Penitentiary for,
' lie or for some period

and if accepted by the Court

confinement in the State

of time over-twenty’(20) years

and Jury my sentence on a plea of giHty will be: 

 Penotentiay for oinnty-oiIln years (99).

It has be^ fu17 explaneea t;o me and I understand that I may, if I so choosn, 
nse charged against me, and that if I choose to plead "Not 
ntees and this Court Will provide me the right t;o 8 speedy 
right to see and hear all W-tnesses against me; the right 

_ ’f the C)m>t to compel the pr•oiuitiion of any evidence,
■ { iIncluding the attendance of any Witness,, in my favor; and the right to-have the assis-

’ plead "Not Guilty" to any ofed:
J Guilty" the CoonSitutOon guars: 
i.. and public trial by jury; the : 

to use the power and process o:

tance of counsel in my defense at all stages of the proceeds;

"Hl':.aware of the action I am

I. toe exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats or 
pressure of W kind or promises of gain or favor from any source whatsoever,- and being 
t^Lawa -?f the ^^fn.I am taking. I do hereby i° open Court request the Court to 
accept Ey plea of guuity to toe charges outlieed hemio. I hereby waive-any right I 

ould have to a Motion for a New Trial, and/or an appeal. - .

J. fEarl g 
Defendantness.*

may or
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THE CRIMNAL COURT OF CHELBr COUSjllTsnNSSSEE . "

. - • DIVISION III

’ STATS OF TENNESSEE . ' - ,

’ L VS NO- 16645

. JAMES EART. RAY -______________ • •

• DEFENDANT • ■ • . "

। L •ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING
. C . • • PLEA OF GUILTY , ' •

■ • ’This cause ceme on for hearing before the Honorable W.

' -PRESTON BATTLE __________, Judge of DivisOon III , of the

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

• defendant;, JMSS EARL RAY_______ ' , for Waiver of trial by .Jury and

. • request for accepannee of a plea of guUty, said petitoon being ataeched

. ' ■ hereto and incorpoaated by refeennce herein; upon statements made in
L l the District Attorney Genneal,

. open Court; by the deftnd3ot herein; his attormysof record;/the Assistant

‘ t . Attorneys General representnng the State of TenntSsll; and foom questioning

.^ by the Cou^ oC defendant and his counsel in open Court; and . ■

' " IT APPEALING TO THE COURT after careful consideration that title • •

ii defeodaot here^ has been fully advised and understands his right to 8 

t;ria1 by jury on the Edits of the indictment agairet him, and that the

; . defeodaot here^ does not elect to hevl a jury determine his guilt or

■ _ 'innocence under a plea of Not GuUty; and has waived the formal rendzirg

. of the indictment, AND; . •

. ; IT FURTHER. APPEARS TO THS COURT that the dtfeodaot inttllil:nty '

and understendingly waives his right to a trial and of his own free wn and • 

choice and wLthout any thread or pressure of any kind or Promises, other

• that t;he recommendation of the State as t;o punlshmmt; and does dts:lr■t t;o

■ tottr a plea of gUty and accept the recommendation of tie State as to

■ puni.s;hnent, waives his right to a Nation for a New Trial and/or an appeal.

- . IT IS THEREFORE,, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that t;lie petitoon.

fUed htrtio be ^d the sasc is hereby granted. .

Enter .this the 10^ day of March , IjSj^.

; • _WlreStOn^BeuelJ_______  •
. . JUDGE .
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JUDGE James Earl Ray, stand."

. JUDGE.

DEFENDANT-

'Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do 
you understnnd them?"

"Yes"
JUDGE "Do you kno, that you have a right to a triLal by jury on the 

charso of Mi„dvr in the pi™. Degree against you, the punish­

ment for >lurder in the Firs-- Degree ranging from Death by

Electrocution Ho any time over twenty years? The burden of
proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guulty b e-

yond a retsontbve doubt and to a mo oral cvrttinty and the de- 

cisnn of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guult and 
punishment?

In the eve 

havo the right
:nt of a jury verdic1 against you, you would
'1:o file a

the tral judge? In the

you on your Mooion for a

to successive appeals to

Motin for a New Trial addressed to 

event of an adverse ruing against 

Nvw Trial, you would have the right 

the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-
peals and the Su preme Couut of Tennessee and to fie a pe

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

DEFENDANT
Do you understnnd that you have ail these 

"Yes"
rgghss?"

El
JUDGE

1 
t

"Yn are vntvring 
Degree as charged 

and setting your 

years in the State 

do?"

a plea of Guulty to Murder in the First 

in the I^ictmnt and ^ compromising

ctsv on agreed punishment of

Is this what

DEFENDANT Yes"

JUDGE "Do you undersaad i that you are waiving, which

ninety-nnae

you want to

ii^ans "giving

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

of this State require the prosecution to present certain wi-
dence to a jury in 

the ^irst Degree?

all cases of Pleas of GGulty to Murder tn
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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) Petitoon for Review by the Supreme 

Court of the United States. .

By your plea of guHty you are also' abandoning and 

waiving your objectoons and exceptions to all the Motions 

and Petitwns in which the Court has heretofore ruled against 

you in whole or in part, among them being: '

" ■ 1. Moticm to withdaaw plea and quash indcctment > 

• 2. Motion to inspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras foom jail •

4. Motion for privaee coniuUtaCOon with attorney

S. Peeitoon to aut^riee defendant to take depositors

. 6. Motion to permit confeennee with Huie

. , 7. Motiw to permit photogrpphs

- 8. Motion to designate court reporters

. 9. MoUr to stipulate cestmnony

10. Suggestonn of proper name"

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "Has anything besides tMs srtence of niitty-nine years i.n

.tlie ptnictitaayy been promised to you to get you to plead 

guilty? Has anything else been promised you by aiyoie?"
DEFENDANT "No" .

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

uutid on you to get you to plead guulty?"
DEFENDANT "No"

JUDGE "Are you plea^ng guuity to Murder in the First Degree in

this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

. such cirummsairieus that w^uld make you legally guuity of 

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to
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Page 3-.
Voxr Dire of .Defendant on Waiver and Order

JUDGE Is this Plea of Guilty to Murder .in the First Degree with

agreed punishment of-ninety-nine years in the State'Peni-

"n"’"’ 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 wn, »ade with y°ur full knowledge and understanding

of its meaning and consequences?"

JUDGE "you may be seated."

DEFENDANT . "Yes" •
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EXHIBIT 17 
(Classified)
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DOJ-I977-22

EXHIBIT 18 
(Gasified)
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