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Memorandum to Mr. Rosen 1 i

Martin Luther King Jr.

’ Reverend Martin Luther King, Jr., prominent integratoonist
who led bus boycott in Montgomery, Alabama, and "sit-in demonssrr- 
toons/’ has been associated with National Association for the _
/Advancement of Colored'People and Congress of Racial Equity. King^ 

Jhasnot been investigated by the.FBL ,

.» Bureau Tiles reveal: King thanked Socialist Workers Party 
(cited by Attorney Gennfaayfor support of bus boycott; attn^cd 
meetings of Progressive Party (cited by Subcoimittee of Senate . 
Judiciary Cormnmttee); and was honorary chaimm of Young So^a^st 

^League campaign on behalf of victims of racist terror. k

King’in 1950's mentioned as’potential victim of assassin- 
«iiation plot and- in^95^t.tpn(Ldl..Cc ’..m•♦matst PJ^;ty,tX9nMng..s.ihpol.. 
[I seminar and reportedly gave ilosng Spceh,. king President of

- 2 - 
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Memorandum to Mr. Rose

Southern Christian Leadership Conference (to further Negro vote 
rO”isTrntion)and advised "The Civil Rights law ..is meaningless . 
imgest wego out and make use of it." King thanked Benjamin!^

|.un*ess g rA^,..n«<ir pnrtv Official" for giving blood when heI Das* in a hospital folOowing assault.’ King in i960 In^cw^tes 

*wunnort for Committee to Secure Justicefror Morton SoocH (cied 
svfiouse Committee on Un-American Activities (CCLA) as communist 
bronoisanC in 1961 wrote article in "The Nation" which wHed 
for intonation of FBI to help speed integration. King amnded 
meetings with integration leaders in Montgomery, Alaoama, 5-21-61.

‘ ‘ ’ - 3 -
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. UNTFO STATES GOVERNMf ’

. Memorandum
| Too sn _ 

(•yaw

r :»!« -

TO MtsA. H. Belmont date: August 30, 1963

FROM Mr. W. C. Sullen.

Evins ,, , .,.-■-■■. 
Gae ... .,. ...:- 
Ro«t _cy*—. 
Sullivan _y__—«.- 
Tovel X— 
Tester __— 
T»!«. Room _ 
HoUw, _— 
Gandy ____

subject: 'COMHUNST PARTY, USA 
NEGRO QUESTION
’IS -c’". A

« /

■ . Director 
received

Reference is made to.the enclosed material*on Which 
has written: ’This memo reminds me vividly of those 
when Castro took over Cuba: You contended then that

the ।
I
Castro and

. his cohorts were not Communists and not inlleenced by Communists. Time 
■alone proved you wrong. I for one can’t ignore the memos re King, 

et al as. having only an infenitssimrl
. 'effectfon the efforts to exppoot the American Negro by the Comuunists.“

• The Director Jis correct. We were completely wrong about •
■ btlieveng the evidence was not sufficeent to determine some year's ago

ithat Fidel Castro was not a comnmunst or under comnuunst influenct. On 
iievtstigateng and writnng,about communUm and the American Negro, we , 
■had better remember this and profit by the lesson it should teach us.
■ I do thixk that much of the difficulty'rtlateng to the memoran 

‘ dum rightly questioned by the Director is to be found centered in the 
word "infUennce._? We do not have, and no Government agency or private 
;organizatoon has, any yardstick which can accurately measure ,,infUeenct’, 
!in'this particular context, even when we know it does exist such as in 
/he case of the obvious inluennce 'of ....      t

over Martin Luther King and King,S■■ienflunnct over”other Negro
Leader’s.* Personnaiy, I beieove in the light of King’s powerful 
demagogic speech yesterday he stands head and shoulders over ail other 
Negro leaders put together when it comes to infuuencing great masses of 
:Negroes. We must mark him now, if we have not done so before, as the 
‘ ^OSxdrnge.rOHsJteJiroJOf;thefturtt^nLAhis.NriOLn..fXm /
•Of-AOumunisu,,Jhe N'pgl:o~rnc^nrtional'<st<cluitv. '»**' • - ' '

1 ■ On determining uemUbrrhlp of Negroes an the Commas! Fat-vy,, .
we are. not confronted with the same problem.’ We do have here-accurate ’ 

■yardsticks for establishing uemUership. Of course, our standards are 
।very exacting. This means there ar-e many Negroes who are feioow- 
:travellers, symuarhizers or who aid the Party, knowingly or unknowingly, 
but do not quaHfy as members. These we must not ignore. The olo 
comnmunst principle sill holds: ”Co>uuunium must^be. bijUt with non- 
’noraumnist hands/** Therefore, it may be lnretristin-to limit ourse’vns as 
|we have been Hoingjo legalistic .proof or definitely conclusive ^.dence 

, Enclosure ’ — Z * —•
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA

NEGRO QUESTION
100-3-75

I that would stand up inJestimony in_coui:t- or before Congressional 
committees that the Comuunst Party, USA, does’wield substaatial 
’’nflUunCce over Negroes which one day could become decisive.

The memorandum which the Director penttratively questooned, 
. while showing tin the details the commutst impact on Negroes, did .

*| suffer from such limitations. .These liiitatltnt we will make every 
1 effort to lift in the future. The great amount of attentoon this
• Division is giving to communst activitees direceed toward t;he Negro . 
should enable us to do this. *

. For example, here at the Seat of Government, the Negro - 
communst question takes up as a whole the time of one supervisor and

• du ri. ng the past few weeks four me'n have been so occupied. Additionally, . 
(1) specialized instructions are regularly given the field on communst 
itfittrttitn of the Negro; (2) monographs have been written on the

. subject and widely disseminated; (3) regularly disseminated are menorands . 
and reports; (4) August 21, 1963, we devoted the entire Current Intelli­
gence Analysis to the communst plans for the Negro March of August 28, 
1963, (149 copi.es of this Analysis were disseminated to 44 agencies of 
the Government); (5) much ialttill on the issue is given to Agents at 
In-Service; and (6) an SAC Letter is under preparation in this Division 
now giving the field the benefit of what we learned foom the Negro March 
on Washington and issuing itttructitns for inceeased coverage of 
communst infuennce on the Negro. .

. • . As the memorandum pointed out, "this Nation is involved in a.
| form of :aCLal<.rtvrru.tipt and the tm^e has_.ntvtr been so rightfor
/ ^XpiOlt6lJiOnL.rf_the..Neg£rts bx.w.crmuunittZlpr•Oplgaaltd^ttt. "''''Nineteen iillitr 

Negroes crnttitutt the greatest single racial target of the Crm:mnnst 
Party, USA. This is a sombre reality we, must never lose sight of. We

, win do everything possible ’in the troubled ‘future to dtvtirp for the
,Directs ail availabee facts rtllttng to Negro membership in the Cormmmnnst 
; Pufty, plus the more complex and difficult to ascertain inluencce 
| of communst orgltiiltOont and officials over the leaders and masses of 
I Negroes. _ • ’

• . We regret greatly that t;he memorandum did not measure up to 
what the Director has a right to expect foom our analysis*
SECOMMEnDATJON:: ,

For the inforaatoon of the Dlr'tctrr•.
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‘ TO : Hr. W. C. SuLiV^n ' date September

FROM : Mr. F. J. Baumgardner., ,
■ n ^ty'
suBjEcr'rcOMMU<IST PARTY, US.A. -

NEGRO-QUESTION
COMMJNIST. IN1'LU~N’CE, IN RACIAL MATTERS
INTERNAL SECURITY - COLOURIST ,

This memorandum Io?<r<uumeedh i■ec,--f?as;eA_crv7erago_of .cormmnnst; 
influence on the-Nero. The history of the Comunnst Party, Usa 
(CPOSaA»7'iS.replcre-with its ateeul)th_to.cxporJt^liflneLe^^  ̂
recrv.it the Negro? The Maren onTWaahington, 3-28-63, was a striking 
cxampe-CT^Oircou^ activity as Party leaders early put into
motion effort to accrue gains for the CPUSA from the March. Hill.- \
documented information concerning the Paaty’s infleence on a principal \ 
MarCh leader, Reverend Matin Luther King, Jr., is but an example. \
The province at the March of around'200 Party members, ranging from ; 
several national fuectronarlhs headed byiCPUSA General Secretary Gus y 
Hai7:to many rae.k-aed-fiCe ue:3Ubrh, is clear iedicatroe of the Paa-ty’s 
Savorite target (the Negro) today. v.

All indicaton-ss arc that the March was not the "end of the 
I’ inn" and that the Party will step up its efforts to exploit racial 

unrest and in every rossite way claim credit for it^if rclating to 
any "gaieh" achievcd by the Negro. A clear-cut indicatroe of the 
Party’s deigns is revealed in its plans to hold a highly secretive 

■ * ieadership meeting in November, 1963, which will deal primarily withf 
| the Negro situation. This meting is to be preceded by a^us HaX17 

■ "barnstorming" trip through key areas of the country t° meet ,^y 
I rerrlc and tiUh better rrlpare hibseif for the November .meeeing.

The entire field is being alerted to this siltatrolPiii a ' 
propped SAC Letter (attached). The fdd is being ins.r-ruceed to 
inte^ify our cover-age- of cou.•«:nist inHeenco on the Negro ^by givnng 
fullest consideration to the use of all possible investigative ,
technique. in addition, the Meld is-bcinststold to intensify its ■
mverage of those- communst fronts through which the Pax-ty channels I
its in'flCcncc and to intensify 115 i:;vcstigatress of the many Party |
members and dupes who engage in .activities on behHf of the Party 
in the Negro Held. Further, %v are strc•ssing‘the’ urgent need for 
luasleatlv<.■ and n;:.::--.^ve t ; > ■«•'''.''■' U^"^ through our Counter- 
inteliienr.ee Pn gms — tn ».•“.»»...rd is :ltecupt to neutralize or
disrupt the Putty’s ariivite.s in the hngro field. Necessity for • 
prompt 11.1^11^2 of all faccts or this muter to insure tiucly dissemi­
nation to,the i>epartue•nt ano ^^Mnhnx'iied'ag^ being
<cupl.!aslxe<j. : ■
100-3-116

c

1 OCT 16 1963
4k»ro ti:r->w.( 

./. •!-.;
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Memorandum to Mr. Sullivan
RE: COMLWIST PARTY, USA 

NEGRO QUESTION
. COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS

(100..3-116J

The proposed SAC Letter requires key security offices 
to srb.it to the Bureau, within 30 days an analyst of their _ 

• current coverage of communist aciivitxes in the Negro field plus 
details of their plans for intensification. Also, those 16 

* offiees participatnng in the Coonnerinteliignnee Program on a 
regular basis are being required to include in their next monthly 
letters due 10..15-63 their plains to neu^ali-e or disrupt Party
aciivitees in the Negro field.. .

RECOMMENDATION:

■ If approved, attached SAC Letter go forward apprising 5 ^ .
the field as above and urging full implementation so that the £ >
desired results may be achieved. Also attached for approval are f>?-
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To: Mr. A. H. Belmont % 
From;, Mr. W. C. Sultan

Re: COMMUNIST PARTY, U£A-
NEGRO QUESTION .
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS 

^INTERNAL SECURITY - C

Date: September' 25, 1962

Tele. Room 
MS* Jwis« 
MS* Came:

Predicat ion:

_ Reference is made to the enclosed memorandum dated 9/16/G3 
’and to the attchhed proposed SAC Letter.

On returning foom a few day* leave I have been advised on revuA^HA^tg a ay*
the Di rector’s cont nnued dissatis fact ion wi th the manner in which •’ 

i we prepared a Brief on the above-captioned matter and subsequent. ' 
| memoranda on the same subject neater. This situatoon is very 

disturbing to those of us in the Dorneetic Intelligenee Division .
responsible for this area of work, and we certainly want to do '
.everything possible to correct our shortcomings. We absolutely will 
|not be stubborn about tdmetteng any mistakes we have made or be 
|stfff-mcked and unbending concerning our analysis of this matter.
The.“rector indicated he would not approve our l^t S^L^ter ■ 
unnil there was 2 nlarificatioe and a meeting of mines relative to 
the question of the extent of noumenest iJffUrence over Negroes and 

. their leaders. In this memorandmm I will seriously and sincerely .
. try to clarify a most regretable situa^on. It is prepared not on 

I official off^e memorandum but rather on plain bond believing that 
' this discussion need not be made a eetter of official record..

C22mon.igreeu^: ' ‘ .

- First, I am sure we ail are in agreement .on t:he filiwweng 
which was in both the cover memorandum.and the detailed brief

. attached: (1) for the past 44 years the Communst Prrty, USA, has
J spent enormous sums of money and ceaseless efforts to infUlencl
• Negroes and t:o make counuuest* out of them; (2) the 19 miUoon 

Negroes in the .country today constitute the grlttlst single racial 
target of the CoEmiUuest Pirty, USA; (3) Negro leader Martin Luther 

: King, '_____ does have as an lxteeuelv important
advisor *~ . .:(4) we
are right now in this nation engaged in a form-of social •rrvolution 
and the teue has never been so right for exploitation of t:he .

t Negroes by noIUleuest propagandists; and (5).,/the ^omxuuest Party 
' could in the future make prodigious stridlt"and lrltt successes with

• the Auerictn Negro to the serious detriment of our national secux'ity. 
In adddtiie to the above, the maaer-ia! furntshed noetaened many pages 
of tpoelfic examples of comomuist-policies. p}Ol'rams--Qnd-tetivit.let 
Enclosures gent 9-26-63 RE'
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA

NEGRO QUESTION
COMMWIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS .

showing comuunst involvement in Negro racial miaters in this nation, 
relative to which we can ail tgxco.
Essence of the Situation: *

The essence of the situation seems to be this: We 
presented what facts there are in our flees in the Brief in question 
a"d I?n°w that the D^tor certainly would rtt want us to de other 
ihan this. The positon taken at the time the Brief was wrxteon was 

\ that, while there is communist inllvencv being exerted on Negroes 
and Negro leaders, it-has,^oS£Jv?tched^^^ point.Cf-control.„or 
dolUnat(ism.\ This hisxOrictlly~hab~ ’been'■thv■'pHtion ’of thVEnrean 
in this matter in light of file rweews going back ten to ewenty .
years* Qaj^^^y ths is most true vjrx^ .^o-tU^ . 

_ y
The Historical Pasitoon: to c’he i<D ^

For example, in a detailed document prepared on Comuunnst 
Party and the Negro in 1953, we find the staeement referring to "the 
failure of the Coxuaunist ■ Party to attract even a signif caant number ' of Negroes in the United States to its number.” -Another example is 
to be found in an analysis in this same field prepared by the Bureau 
*n 1956,. to the effect that communst efforts have been "unsucceesful. 
on a state or national leiel" in iifittattig "legitUtlte Negro-

• fraternal, protest and improvement organizatoons,” alhouugh they utdv 
. ’ limieed success in some "isolaeed chapters." The Director’s book.

Masters of Deecet, pubisshed in 1958 states: "It became obvious 
tha^thv^arty7^■vspite great efforts, had faieed to win over even 
a significant minooity of Negroes.” In 19G0 the Director’s staVuuvnt 
to The Committee on the Judiciary. United States Senate, reads:

‘ ”It is no secret that one 01 .he Uxmerest Gisjtppoxnmdenss of 
' csunmnistic efforts in this Nation has been their faHu^ to !ure

our Negro ciiienns into the Piaty.” in 1962 similar public stae^^ts 
were made. On page seven of the Brief submitted to the Director

, . under the date of August 23, 1963, this historical positoon was ’ 
restated and it was said, "Onc of tie biteerest disappointments of 
the csluamnists has been their single ftlXurv to lure any sig^fccant 
number of our Negro? ciiie.ens nao the Paty." This statement was 
set forth again in. the cover memorandum which the Director mar^d.

. Th^po^t.1 wl?‘,.*S.“*!?_hV:e Jl?..^- The fact that this 
has been our historical positon in the Bureau for many yetr•s is no 
r£aSS>nt£assn^hattJt^^^
Director has clearly expian. -. n..v., andTconadtoons chtngv an.d, as 
the vli>dvnce mounts, natuxnlly wo need to chango our positoon along 
with this evidence.

- 2 -
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA *

NEGRO QUESTION '
COMMUNIST INFUEENEE IN RACIAL MATTERS , ,

interpretation:: .

As we know, facts by themselves arc not too meaningful, 
for they are somewhat like stones .tossed in n heap ns contrasted to the sane stones put in the form of a sound edifice. It Jis obvious to Us now that wc did not nut the proper interpretation unon 
jhefacts which we gave to the Director.

Martin Luther King: _

■ We have been aware of the communst inflencce for nearly
two years on Maatin Luther King, Jr., head of the Southern Christian 
Leadership Conference, and in the comprehensive memorandum entiteed

' yCommaunst Purity, USA, Negro Quuesion,” dated S/23/63 we set out 
infomatoon to the effect that a number of Negro leaders in this 

. country have had subversive connections in their backgrounds and 
f that*Martin Luther King. Jr., has been dealing with
1 . . As previously
,stated, we are in complete agreement with the Director that 
comminist infuennce is being exerted on Maatin Luther King, Jr., 
and that King is the Wrongest of the Negro leaders. As we have 
stated before in a memorandum, we regard Maatin Luther King to 
be the most dangerous and effective Negro leader in the country. 
In add-on, we know the' Party Jis directing a maaor effort toward 

. steengrhening its position among the Negroes inasmuch as we have 
, information the Party plans to intensify its efforts to exploit 
' the racial situatoon for the purpose of gaining iifnunhce among

the Negroes. ‘ " ' * —-
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Memorandum for Mr. Belmont
RE: COMMUNIST PARTY, USA

NEGRO QUESTION
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATTERS

SAC' Letter' to the Field

I would like to set forth here briefly why I think that 
the enclosed SAC Letter, which was returned to us by the Director, 
should be sent to the field offices. My first reason is this: 
We need to renew our efforts and keep the pressure on and-leave 
,no stone unturned to devejopjevery and allMfacts,which exist 
in this matter? Some ofnhesefacts’ may' not yet’have'been 
unearthdd'b'y'our field offices, and will not be unless we 
follow up this matter evermore closely with them. My second 
reason why I think the SAC Letter should be sent is reiaeed 
to the present changing situatonn inthe ‘Communst Party - Negro

•rulatlons area. During the'past two weeks in particular there 
have buUo sharp.s^ped-up activitees on the part of comm^st 
officials to mfittrate and to aminate Negro developments in 
this country. Further, they are meeting with successes. This, 
should be no surprise to us because since the Negro march on 
Washington on August 28 communst officials have been doing all 
possible to exopoot the very troubeed taiirf situation. As' 
they said weeks ago, the end of the Negro march would be the 
beginning of evermore systematic activitees on their part to 
penetrate and infuunnce Negroes and Negro leaders. They are 
now in full force acting upon this intention of theirs expressed 
weeks ago. The field should be alerted to this fact and given 
instructors to investigate exhaustively new cornuunst - Negro 
accii'itees. The SAC Letter in question will- be a great help 
toward this end, and it should result in our developing important

. facts tulatOng to the current changus and pertinent activitees 
, going on during the past few weeks in this entire field.

Subject of Deep Concern . ■ ■

_. . May I repe^ t^t.ow fmure to m^uro up to what the. 
Director expected of us in the rrur of communst - Negro rulatloos 
i.s a subject of yury.,L.duup_ concern to us in the Dlmuutic Iotellieniue 
Division. We are disturbed by this and ought to be. I want him

- 4 - 

■
-173- ' -

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Memorandum for Mr. Belmont 
RE: COSMUNIST PARTY. USA.

NEGRO QUESTOON
COMMUNIST INFLUENCE IN RACIAL MATT

*° Sow thaWmJ0 evening that is hneanly possible to 
fem^Jacts nato<>nwide .relative to the conauniotposotration 
and inileenee over Kogro leaders and their organisations.

RECOMMENDATOONS? ■
~ (TTh?^ »irector reconsider giving approval fox* sending the enclosed SAC Letter to the field. p g

. ■ • ■ U . of

^L1^^01 that other agencies and prominent government 
officials will be aware of the dotecoeodd efforts of the Commnest 
Party to expioot the racial situation, if 'the Director approves we 
will prepare a conci.se document setting forth cieariy those attempts 
to penetrate, inflennce, and control the Negro .movement. Dy Sttteng 
teele facts forth, succinctly and clearly, the leader cannot eelP 
but be impressed With the seriousness of the communist activiUes.
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i MR. TOLSON:

10/17/6

. Goody

Tele. Room __ 
Koines _____

s' The attached analysis ofana^sis, o
< Co^mun^sm and the Negro Movement is

l)<: 'V
>1 3

V I

‘ r / N^b-ro Movement is z
highly exP-losi-v®* Jt can be regarded'as 
a p^sona1 attack on Martin LutherA/King. ' 
Th^ is no doubt it will have a heavyg

* impac on ahe Attorney General and anyone 
^.^^o whom we disseminate it. ' It is 
1abelrd_TOLSECRET• However, even such a 
high c1asslfccaticn seems t;o be no bar 
^day^o a .leak, and should this leak out 

wl1 add.^trl to a mutter which may 
ar/eady./e in..thr.cards as a pooitical 
issiw during the lorhccoming Prrsidc•ncia1. 
campaign. . .

/pt.
II e m^s good a•radicg and
is basea on anoormatoon foom retable Siurcrs.
We “ay^011 be charged, however, with 
expressln?.0plci0cs and conclusions 'paari- , cularly with reference to SOmr of the

, staremrnts about Kin". ■/ • .

I

m ^^ust o-o one cUKhA. ;H . •.
. _ Th^s memorandum may startle'theN Attorney
| Gennraljparticulariy in vievr^f^his* past 

associatoon with King, and the fact tpat we 
are disseminating this outside the Department. 
He may resent this. Nevvrthrlrss,^the 
memorandum. M. ap^werfUjwariing/against 
Commrucst^ lcftenn.ce—in the Negro movement. 
and^e/wFbe carrying out our responsibility 
by disseminating it to the peoplrindicaeed y 
i-n'the> attacched memorandu^^^ 'yr^J ..

ato

AHB

6 OCT 23 1963
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DEC 15 1876

. FG':JFW:vek

Mr. James Earl Ray 
Post Office Box 73 ’

' Brushy Momnain Penitentiary
• . Petros, ,Tenne^see 37845

I Daa Mr. Ray; '
L - ’ - In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United

J States crated a task force for the purpose of reviewing
। the FBI's investigation of the assassination of
! Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

j , The task force is now in the process of winding up
j its inquiry before submttngg a fnal report to the
| . Attorney General. However,, we feel that our inquiry will
I not be complete unless W3 give you an opportunity to state
‘ your participation,, or lack of participation, in the

murder of Dr. King.

• Accordingly, we hereby request, through your attorney,
; . James H. Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview; by
: members of the task force. If you should agree to talk
: to us, our tme schedule requires us to arrange for the
j • . interview to take place not later than December 31, 1976.

i Please let us know immdiately whether you desire
I’ • to be interviewed!. ■ ’

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folsom 
Director 

Martin Luther King, Jr., Task Force

cc: James H. Lesar, Esquire
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^^ Mountain ^eniMaag

Petros, Tfernttssee 37845

Mr. James H. Losar 
Attorney at Law
1231 fourth Street, S.W 
Wack. D.C.

December 20, 1976

re: Ray V. Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645';
Shelby county, Tennessee. (1968)

Dear Jia:

In respect to your letter saying that a justice department attorney, Mr. 
James F. Weaker, would Ike to inieriiew ne concerning the above indict­
ment, I agree with your advice opposing the interview. It would appear 
that this wonHd omy be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writing 
collaborators,e.g., Geiole Frank, George McMillian, st a..
If they had wanted to inter,view the defendant, under oath, justcee had 
apple opportunity in the 1974 H.C. hearing in Kempite, Tennissei, through 
their surrogate, E. Henry HaHe; and I understand no representative from 
justice appeared as a witness at the hearing.

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

I 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 CmaliaLnt that speaks to tho KLK jr. matter with 
attached. Ex—A, althoc I doubt if justice or their publishing associates 
will be inieessied in the CoaalaLnt contents.

Sincerely: Janes e. Ray #65477

cc: James F. VWaker, Esq. J.D,
P.O. Box—73
Petros, Tenn. 37345
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUR? 
FOR mS WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

WESTERN,DIVISION

JAMES E. RAY', 
. ’ PleantifT

vs.

TIME INC. ,
' GEORGE MCMILLIN

W. HENRY HAILE *
WIIIIN BRATOOP.D HUIE 
GEROLD FRANK 

. HON. ROBERT M. MCRAE

BRENDA PELIICCIOTTI 
Defendants

Civil Action No. C-76~2 7r

’ COMPLAINT ’

1. ALIEGATIO:^ OF JURISDICTION: ' ' ' '

(a) Jurisdiction of the parties it the be.fein subject natter is based upon

■ diversity of ciiZenshxip and the amount in recovery.

• PianUff, acting pro se, is a citieen of the Statue of Tennessee under "oper­
atoon of Law" in the subject natter; defendant TIMS Inc. (here-in-after, TIME) 

is a citieen of the State of New York; defendant George HUiani (here-in- 
after^U'.illienXJls a citizen of the State of Massachusetts; defendant 3.

. / Henry Heaiie.’ (hereit-aft-r,■ HOIe) is a citieen of the State of Tennessee;

defendant Willlm Pratford Huie (here-in-afeer, Huie) is a citieen of the 

,State of Alabma; defendant Gerold Frank (here-in-after, Frank) is a citieen 

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

• <---*--..McRae) is a ci.tie»n of the State of Tennessee; defendant Prenda Ppeiicciotti 
(here»in-after, Peeiicciotti) is a citi-et of the State of Tennessee. The 

' natter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of interest and costa:, the sun of 
ten thousand dollars. . , . ’ , 5

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the ■-xis-tnce of a federal question and the amount 

in controversy: .
• - -t79-
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The action arises under the fifth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to . 
’ - tlie Untied States coastitutOon; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as Mrt-in- *

, _ , after more fully appears^ The natter io controversy exceeds, exclusive of
' interest* and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars.

(c) Jurisdiction founded on the existnnce of a question arising under pati-
' cular statute: .., • ■

' The action arises under Ast 42 U.S.C.A. {5 1983; U.S.C. Title 28 g 1343 (4).
‘ As here-in~after more fully appears. ’

• ' • THIS Its AN ACTION IN LIBEL & CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.

GENERAL BACKGROUND: •

‘ .• ‘ ‘ On Appri 4th 1968, Rev. Meatin Luther King jr., was shot . d kUled^,
' . . { Kempes Tennessee; i° May 1968 the plaintiff was indicedd by the Shelby

' - • county grand jury (cr. indigent no. 16645) for said shooting; on March

, ‘ ’, 10th 1969•pPatn0tff, allegedly through coercion by his attOrnty, P^cy

( Foreman & the prosecutoon, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indicmwnt; on

. . F^roeay 2nd 1974 the U.s. ah circuit court of appeals ordered an evident­
' e ±sry hearing ^.to the cicuuastto:cts of said plea, Ray V. Rosie 491 F2d 285

. • ? U.A.6, 1974; on February 27th 1975, after hearing said ertd^tUry procttdings

^ p . the U.s. Dstrirt rourt for the N.D. of Ttnnesstt, Hon. Robert M. McRae, pre-

• - siding ^ed against plaintiff, Ray v. Rose, C-74-166; on May 1Oth 1976 the

? ( 4 .U.S* 6th ^ut wwt of appeals upheld Judge McRaees ruling in said evi­
, . dtntltry hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-75-1795. ■ • ..

• Piairtiff, JAMES S. RAY, sues •

• - . Defendants, TIKE INC.; GEORGE McMILLANI; 3. HENRY HAILE; WILLA AM BRATFORD •

„ HUIE; GEROLD FRANK; ROBERT M. McRAE; BRENDA PELLlCCPOKfl, and meges:

< '■ 2 That Whle aweaLtfcxg trial in the *fortmtmoned cr. indictment the piaia-
/ ” tiff copied down from recollecto^ inoormation he had grtnd 1O his 1967

L assoccations, associttOtss Which lead to pianniff btf.ng charged und^
'said indictment. •

’ ' 3. Tart a brirt sumaaary of said recollections and their substquent disposi-
’ toon by plairtiff are as foiocws: • '

■ • -180-
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(2) curias one period of plaantiff's confiaeasat in 1963 be wrote down 

on a money receipt issued forth froa the Sheriff's office of the Shelby 
county, Tennessee, jail inrorritioi which plaintiff- believed had a direct (
bearing on said cr. i3dictarit. See, Ex—A. • .

(b) the lifrorritiri consisted of telephone nusbers & one naae & address; Oil ‘

number's were witten down backwards,-including the rdereis.. . "

(c) the two telphrnee numbers were listee next to the word "SLstec", the 

first being listee in, New Organs, Louisam; the second being in, Baton 

Rouge, Louisana.. f .

(d) tte address is UsUd under the nam, Vera C. Staples. .

(e) the tllephoie number Xisted under the Baton-Rouge address was furnsheed 

to pHnniff's attorney, Percy JOrenan, who was repreititing plaintiff in 

sOid cr. indictment. ’ ;

(f) the address was not instigated until plUntiff was incarceraedd upon 

pleatog to srid indictment; a compendii of the post trial instigatonn 
would indicate: the inrorrrtioi cited above was given to a St. Lotus M.ss- 

‘ oui, latojr leretr, rne itora^ it pertaneed to the MLK jr. case, who app- 

rrtatly in turn furnshied said inrorrrtiri to a NaiShXlle> TeintiStt, ex­

Attorney to instigate; saLd Attorney had sources in the State of Lrutirnia 

investigate the matter and thtrtifttr said Attorney rtprrted the Baton Rouge 

lieed number r■tiietit was under the toHemce of the Ttrrrters union; and 

■ the New Orleans listee number rtitdtit was among other things an agent of 
a W^ast orirMzatlLOi distort^ btiauil of Dr. King's reported fo^eiroring, 
before his etrth, puttic support of the P^aLtstint Arab irtst. (Rlfertiiti to 
the aeertss if any was unclear.) ■ -

(g) the plaintiff had corne,.by said name & address ihorrly blfrrl crossing 

the border in Nrvlrblr. 1967 from Titlma, MetX.cr, into the united States; 

Un n^o was Randolph Erwin Rosen, 1180 N.W. River Drive, MaU, Florida; 
oth^r retrace was ^de to a LEAA; a check through the Miami directory in 

1’970 indicted, no Rosen listee with the above first & stcri.e name; in 1973­

74 a Chicago, Iltir>is, reporter was quired as to the iarl of a Rosen, who 

was anrffiiiil in t°e Progressive Labor PUy, the reporter later responded 

said Rosen, or Rosens, ictivittei were wanty in the New York, New York, 

area; ihortly •thereafter said reporter was itbstritrteed by aieeriaL pian- 
tiff received inetrrtitly foom the Hon. Richard Ichord a iriiresman from 

, • -v -181--. .
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Missouri; ‘Mrrofter .a AKlnilJ a, Oklshoss KtJ| Oklahoma, „, jumhe.!
“e Mx. ,.., *4 .s^d f he „.u [M any lnfo„rtlot re Ue subject 

to, New Orleans, eal Inform..! the subject might have a cr. record; th. Mt- ’ 

oeaefrepcrted back that the subject's last Mae „tt likely .... Koobhsoa, - 

.a! that he had. cr. ownotu. m Ne. Orleans, Louisiana, federal court for 

. nMooUcs vlol.tlou; ‘herons? a Tennessee 10rosdd Attorney procure!

. Me tr. of sold conviction; subsequently another check .as a.!e thm.* the,
■ M-.m1 tseshhAa. !lrec:tory which a! list a .Randy Rosenson" hut with .a 

address discrepency. . •

4. That plaintiff inttnded the above .inOormrt0on for exclusive use, .«„ 

. . th™* nv•stiUiOtn, in a jury trial under said cr. ladictaett--rather
than for commei^ in the oh«muncaUon. ^ust^! ^ consequence , 

• w1hhel! parts thereof fMa plaintiff. cr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed

, with defeat (toveeis1) Wiliam Bratfor! Huie in conmerci.1 punishing

’ - ventures: 1st) Attorney Arthur Hanes sr., who imaediately upon entering the '
. . . ^t traced ** defendant,. Hue an! 2^!) Attorney Percy Foreman, who while

( not entering into UUrary contracts with er- Huie uHi January 1969', two

■ months .ttm Foreman^ entering the sdt, Mr. Foreman <1! tot question plrit-
< tiff atout saw iuforHatiht or .‘her aspects of the cr. indictadtt-hdcause 
I of his ^a^'s) .dotted tr. preparation aethoOd—uttl February 1969..

J - 5. That .in Fdhruary 1969, after Percy Foreman ha! ettere! into ItU.ary

J ' co^ts ^ defetdant, HUie, pianUff fu^d Attorney Forman with
I the ahovd mentioned. Baton Rouge, phone number an! asked him to investee

■ in connection with the «LK Jr. homicide. Shortly thereafter Nr. Foremen ’

" relied in Effect that if there were to be any tedpphotd numbers refer*!
■ tozin court he (Foreman) VoHd furnish, theem through contact, in int•r«rado

g^Hing-Mr, Foreman mentioned a, Mr. Meyer Lmsky, as his shuroe.

_ 6. That sub^equsdnly| .«« the prosecutor an! Percy Foreman ha! ^arteuvdrdd
pl.Atiff into entering . plea to srid iIldicmdtt, ‘.he pianUff on March 

HU 1969 was checked into the Tennessee State pedttdntiary-.NrsSvilld 
BT.ach-Md ‘herein ui pluniff’s personal property includnng the paper

• herein attached as EX-A, and includnng incoming legal & person.1 letters 

p^led to said prison,- were confiscate! from plabniff. Two or three days 

. hto .«« discussing tolefly rta Stan corrector ohm■1sss...r| Hurry 

_ ’ Avery, the letters IncluMs- LX-l wdrd roturodd to plamiff by said, -182-
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Cotmisaioner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin line circling sone writings 

the property seemed in order.

26 That prior to Plednitff’s transfer to the aforenentOnedd penitentiary, -

Cojmiss^nef Avery, the late G°vernor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford mingoon, * -

and Governor EUington’s admnistrtiivt assistant, Mr.. Wiliam L. Beary, *
had decided and committed to wrltnng (see, Avery testimony in, Ray vs. Russ­

ell, U.S. Dis. Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 197O)PlainiiLf•s treat­
ment upon entering said peimtentiary,ie, arbitrary lodging of aiodnttff in 
solitary conttenaent inneedately upon his entering prison. .

8. That thereafter on (March 13, 1969) When piaLntiiff commenced petitoonnig '
the triLal court for a new trial under said inducement, Coomissioner Avery 

attnnptdd to persuade allaLttff against sowing a trial under said indicment 
and after faiUng that inooraed al;a.ntiff. that he would hever be released 4 t

. • from solittry confnemient while he (Avery) was corrections commissioner. .

_ 9. That in the succeeding years until the present n.anniff has been arbi- *
trarily locked in solitary confineitnt/stgregatOon for approximately five 

years, during Which toe their has been several suicides by prisoners beca 

ause of the iaoslhmtnt of the confinement including two (2) who burned titn- 

selves to-death. See, EX—B. *

10. That after the afotinentOondd plea by al^a.nttnf the trial Judge, Hon. ■

Preston Batle, depareed ton Meaplhis, Ttnntsstt, for a vacation and Whle 
on said vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Ellington, 
upon learning of aianiff’s effort to receive a jury trial under said in- 
dictnent, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer him

/ the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny n;totiff a 

trial under the petitoon refered to in paragraph^ above. ,

■ 11. That on or about March 12th 1969 in,the prison segregation buildnng 

al<aaniff was confronted through a JraSt,by■specCaL agent, Robert Jensen 

of. the Memplhis, Tennesstt, federal bureau 01 investagation office. The 

thrust of "i. Jensen’s conversation was seeking cooperation of ntntiff ’
in ffrtitrting the FBI investigatonn of said cr indictment. When a^antifn •
refused the cooperation offffey. Jensen upon departing said ald3tiff could •

expect alltnttnf Brothers John & Jerry Ray) to join him in prison,, or words "

’ to that effect, thereafter: -183- ■ •

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



U) plaintiff’s brother, Jerry Ray, was intimidated to the extent 
that he had t° resign his job in the Chicago, Illinois, area; sub­

. sequently aftor forcing hi fom hts Job the FBI attenpUd to frme
hi for numerous cries. ♦ ■ ’

(b) planitff’s other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police 
vM.le living hs car to the St. Louts, Mss'^r.i, area and subsequent­
ly charged by tim FBI tor aiding and abetting a bank robbery. Tried 
and convicUd with a dtftndant whoa the government alleged actually 
r°bbed said bank, John was given 18 years and the alleged robber 10 
years; upon appeal the alleged robber’s connection was reversed by the 

■ 8th U.S. circuit court of appeals because the fruits of an iiegaaly
s^ch & sazure was used against hin; however*, the 8th circuit ruled

_ tha-ttw fruits of the mega search was not ground for reversing
John Ray’s case becasue the alleged evidence (stolen noney) was not 
tj^n fm hi; upon re-trial the aieeged robber was acquited; sub- 

■ sequently aiothtr defendant in the robbery was charged and entered a
. plea tor thr^ (3) years which was later reduced to eighteen aonths
j by the government. ., ,

. , 12. That in June 1959 Pl;aniiff filed a civil action in the United States

'.- - District court for the M.D. of Ttnntsstt seeking to void contracts between

V;, pUnniff, t^ aforementioned Percy Foreman, and de^eidant, Huie. in att-
' opting to have satd civil actin (Connputnt) dimtosed, thus itcessSiai-- 

!. inS the refiinng by PUnntff in the W.D. of Tennessee, the deftndanis

। Attorney the late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee

; bar, mgmy procured Plan's entire prison record, toctodtog doicle

!f infomai:Om, fon the aforementioned corrections comissioner, Harry Avery,

and was tous aWe to have said ConpLUnt dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee

1 and r‘tftleed i the W.D. (ci-vi action no. 0-69-199) before Judge McRae,
because of said doU-de intonation. ’ •

. 13. That thereafter in-civil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae^

^Ual rultogwwas that said action would be decided b£1dt1p>iStioi rather 
than 1^ testPoony—Gubeequtntly the Ju.dge dismissed toe- suit on motion - 
ofthe defendants. . • • •

14. That follow-tog the United States Sixth circuit court o appeals fUltig 
on February 3rd 1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the cicumistanices

■ of nanUf^ atoreptIitioitd gUlty plea under said lieictPtit defeidant, 

. _ Juage McRae, again assumed jurisdiction to conduct said faring (cim
‘ actton ^.0-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the
r > -1.84-

D. h
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hfosanentiisdd Percy Foreman & defendant Huie, would not have to undergo 

’ H's testimony, onLy_depjsit0n5s. The Judge accomplished this legal zaneu- . <

war by ruling the Pontiff's subpoena powers were Halted to a 100 mile .

radius of Kemplhis, Tennessee. . • ’

That Judge McRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactoons *
Hseed below effectively diminished the Piantff's right under the United 

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

• (a) the court ruled in effect P at the sooicitation of the .

State's Attorney, defendant HaH-^-who had complained to the court that 

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of PLantif-—that •

General Haile could inquire of Plhiniiffl:; alleged inooraation be (plaint­
iff) provide said Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-

• ble under said cr. indicmeit. Thereafter, aLhooe Pl^altiff did refer to .

inoomation described above as being given to Mr. Foreman by Pl<antiff, and .

... within the confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Hale, ‘ •
or, Judge McRae questioned. Plan niff in the mater.

(b) Judge McRae in concert -Lth defendant," Petlicclotti, has con­

' tistently— despite petitoons fron PianM-fl's counsel, James 3. Lesar— .

; decinndd to forward to the U.S. 6th circuit court of appe^s relevant & .

necessary portions of the transcript in said evidentiary hearing: speeif- ■
I' ” ically, the definitWe portions,of said trhnsccipt evidencing, Percy Foreman, 

. . - hfttrlinvatatooa, rreussed to offer live ttstiioiy in said evidentiary hea- 
• • ing» and thus through their deleterious iihctOois in the tr. matter connri­

. buted substthniihlly to the 6th circuit decision against n^anttff therein.

• »" (c) Judge McRae'has ignored a petitoon to take perpetuhting testi­
mony, fieed after said evidentiary hearing, from defendant, Huie. Mr. Huie .

being a principal character, thtrtl.i.

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

series of letters Pl<anttff received! from said Coanse. (Mr. Robert I.
. Livnigston) implying that during several encounters -.th Judge McRae he

■ . (Livngjstsn) was lead to believe the court was synnphhttic to Pl^hlttff*s _
case and thus a vigoruis prestitatinn by Piantff's counsel wo^d mt be 

f itctssary or desirable. -f85- '
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16. That their have heea publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is 

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

’ • ■ 17. That ^ a^k if the court defendant, Peeiicciotti, wherein said .
", r , evidentiary hearing was conducted acted in concert’’with, Judge HcRae,

’ ’^n declining to prepare and forward tr. naaesia, described in paragraph

• Vf-b above, to the U.S. sixto circuit thus contritottng subiStatialy
’ * to the sixth circuit denying Plainntff relief under said evidentiary

. hearing. : _ , • ' .

5 . • 18* That defendant, Hale, who was the State's chief counsel in the aforey
. rationed evidentiary hearing, but Jis now Jin private practice, has -libel­

. . • ; ld P-anUff by aiding & abetting dsftn■dait, HcCIMillLin, in McMillian's
. - preparing & authornng the aforementioned artilce for dlfladint, TIME.

. * . ’ . . . 19. That defendant, HcMilllin, inornned Plantiff's brather, Jerry Ray,

•’ • *’ . ,‘ of his (ieMmian’s) relattonsMp With defendant. Hale. ;.,. -a. .

. 20. That in--------- 1975 defendant, Hale, appeared With defendant, McMillian,

at the T^mes^e Stato punitentiary—Nashville Bran<Ch—shtrtin MccHllian

/ . requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal' friend of Hale, to contact
’. ..... : PaaUff and ask if he wouW consent to an ineevieew by, MUHliaA.
: -' :. .’ Warden Rose did forward said ineevieew request to Pianntff which Pianniff
?.. declined and, thereafter, Hale & HdMllian viewcd the solitary coifinentnt
■ _ iUilding wherein Pia^tif was housed.

• <21. That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tsan-

; - / essee severa tmies ruWUcly lritlcSsed court dtlisiOons unfavorabee to him

in a ®amer suggesting he was ateenpting to intnEidiate Judges, acts for 

.’■ which'he subse<lueeitly was dismissed fron the A.G's office by the Att-
< . $ • orney Genera for the State of Tsanssses. "

2- • 22* That in tine January 26, 1976, issue of TIME magai^ (EX—D) uidlr

■ ’ , ' the titee of "The King As^esS-nation Related", dlfeidan1t, McMillin,

-. ■ - authored a naicious article subbiteed "I«n goMa kill that agger King" •
and aieged said subtle to-be a staeenlit aade by PPanntff.
Sad article is litter rite deliberate fabrications, and while of a 

, . •’ hoiywwoodihh lharacter they are delivered with nance iittit, itginiig -186-

1
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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 cell-block TV. at Jeff City. He reacted as . '
if-King’s renarks were directed at him persomaiy. He boiled when King 

came on the tube. He began to ca.1 him Matin ’Lucifer’ King and Maltin 
Luther ’coon’. It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize 

Ray ". p. 18 said article. ■

The facts are that their were no TV sets in the cellboocks or, cells, , ,
during Piantiff’s entire sojourn in the Missouri State peen.tentiary at, 
Jefferson City; and, that defendant HcMMillan is cognizant of this fact 
through conversations with M.ss>oui corrections officials whom he has ,

contacted for in.ooraati.on numerous Unes. See, EX—E-

23. That several other deliberate fabricators with malicious intent in 

r said article are: . - \ >’ '

.‘ (a) "Ray and (his fellow convict Raymond) Ccutis would set. around, .
ofeen high on speed..." Speed being a foam of narcotic, p. 18.

(b) 'On April 24, 1967, just one day after Ray escaped from the 
prion at Jefferson City, he met his-Brothers Jack and Jerry in Cdcags's 
Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say’s McMillian, discussing the murder of 
Matin Luther King. p. 18.

(c) that Mdlllln alleged Pl^litiff’e Brother?, John & Jerry Roy, 
had, from conversations with Plaintiff, knowledge before the fact of the 
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23. ' -

24. That the State of MJlsroori’s department of corrections cim:mssiiner, 

Mr. George M. Camp, alleges in effect that defendant McMilliln is a fraud 
?in connection with McHiliian’s lforenentinldd lllegltions concerning Plain­
tiff’s conduct wdle i.n said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX--E. . ■ -

25. That the Missouri prisoner defendant McMM.li.an principally relies on 

to substantial his lllegltOons, llleeltions that P^Uff not only 
ploted the murder of MLK 3r. but was also a narcotic addict, narcotic 
ped<d!er, ect. ect., is reveled to be one, Raymond Cuutis.

Said, Raymond Cuutis, ltteaptld_incld to converse with PlamUff while in 

said penitentiary, thereafter be (Curtis) 'voluntarily "checked into" 
segregation, after being exposed as a prof/essicna! inormr, and thus 

■ -187- '
P. 9 ’
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was thereafter imuod in his prison, associatti.cn to his own type.

26. That shoctiy after Ppanntff’s arest in 1968 tc anser for sad cr. '■ a
. * indictment defendant McMillian stated at a news conference that since he

(McCMlian) knew Piaintff was gUty cf the indictment charge he (icI-Mil- 

, ian) would not have tc investigaee the case. Thus it follows a fortiori
that McMillian has reieed on the work product of other noveeist tc sub­

stantiate sizeable portCons of his aieegatCons in said TIME artucle.

« - 27. That defendant icCMllian has posted'Pianniff numerous leteers, first
threatening, then cajoling, in seeing inteeviows for use in sad article 

, • and his aieeged forthcotnag bock re Piaintff

. 28.. That defendant TIME magaane has a vested (financial) interest in
• • publishing. sOid articce by icdillian—thus in promoting McMillian's fcrth-
’ . • - ' coming bock re Plan niff-- in that iciciilian‘s publisher. Little Brown,

. • is a subsidary cf TIHE inc. . . ■ . .

; „ 29. That defendat TIKE deceived their own agent (Richard C. WooCbury) in
• , their Chicago, Hinois, office into thinking Time would run an cbjectVve

, ^ • story re the oaater. See, EX—F. . •

’ ’’ 36.’ That defendant TIME was consciously endeaaering to inflennce the
« * w ■

* United States Sixth Circuit court of appeeais in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73­
’ 1543, which just a few days subsequent to said article heard agguments

-• . " . in the above Ray V. Rose sat to determine whether to order Pianntff a

i new trial under said cr. indictment. _ ’

3 ' s? 31. That TIME inc. has a history of cmssiring to subvert the judicial
. • - and poCitccal processes by publishing, timely, Vicious orUcloa prior

■ ' tc judicial decisions cr eiectCon of public officials., ' '

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

. ' ' ■ said article) into thia "casee-their initial investigation evidently
' - being perOomidd by Time inc. LIFE magaOne in 1968—TiME is cognizant

, that a substantial portCon of sad article is false & mtlicicls.

, ’ • 33. That substaitia portions of sad articce by MccMUHmx were supplied
. to Mr. Kcmiian by defendants, Frank & Huie—Defendant, Huie, publi^ed 

• .* * a nCvel re Paintff in 1970 tiHed "He Slew the Dreamer”; defendant., -.188- ,

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



34. That the false allegations in said article: "that Plainttff committed
& holdup in London, England, and that George C. Wallace would pardon 

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 'respectively, were supplied to defendant McMillian 
by defendant Huie as evidenced by statements made directly to Pianntff 

by the above mentioned Percy Fonenan (quoatinj Huie to Plantiff) along 

with oral & written detlaratonss by Defendat, Hae. See, ,--;.

35. That, defendant Huie in his ongoing netdia caapagn aganst Paatff 
lieeeed Pantff in a CBS-TV intervCee hosted .by, Dan Rather, on or 
about January 2, 1976, by falsely aieging in effect that Piaatff had 

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

36. That the false aiegatoons in reeerence to Adolph Hitler (p. 23 sad 

article) was supplied to defeedant'..MctMliin by Defendant, Frank', a3 e7- 

ideated by statements made directly to piamtiff by Pantff’s former 

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

of the.’Chattanooga Tennessee bar. ' ■'’

32. That defendant Hae has a history, for commeecia reasons, of ,. . 

contentoouniess with sad, Gov. Wallace. -

33. That defendant Frank has a history of defending ZOonOsm even when 

it includes murder, eg, see Frank’s novel, publisher in 1963, titled 
’THE DEED’’, and if aiegatoons in count 2-f above are suistlntiaedd in 

court proceeang Mr. Frank’s intruston into said cr. indictment as a 

Govenmeent advocate is readily e9qpli.cailc.

J9. That an article in the BILALIN! NEWS publi^ed March 12, 1976j page 15, . 

r penatemate paragraph,, reported MEK Jr. was shifting his poetical Hi- 

ances..’Dr. King was saftnxg as plitica ainacees and ciV. rO^ts
• * approach. To support this view observers print to Dr. King’s views on. 

the Viet Nan war and as growing support of the labor movement. Dr. King 

was a so coming under the inlruentc of the Teacanig of the Honorable 

Mo^er EU-Oh Muhanmaad...” ' • • ■

40.' That Piaatff fieed a libel sat in the United States Dis. Ct. for 
’ the W.D. of Tennessee tiiedd, Ray v. Frank, Civ. Action no. C-73-126, 

aganst herein defendant, Frank, in 1^75, and had process served upon 

him thoouh his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank' was subsequent!
- -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 Frank's in effect falsely

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

41. That the record will confim that not one of the Panttff’s accusers 

in the communcation industry have ever ofeered live tlstniotyr in a court 
of law but on the contrary, they have utilieed numerous runes to avoid 

process and the subpoena While the record Wil evidence Plfanttff has not
only given Uve tesimoony (In the afoimLlntlnied evidentiary hearing) but 
prior to the plea in said cr. increment was in contention With his cr.
counsel in their insisennce—in collusion With defendant, Huuc—that plaint-
iff not be a defense Witness therein.

:omver, nothing of substance midicaees that the legal systen-

. infueencial publishing companies combine are not acting Un concert to assu- 

. re that; their .shai never be,a.(jury) trial for Planttff, crmina! or 
civil.,- that's relaeed to said indcctoent...appearently because it "would not

“ be a 'shoi trial",!.e., the Government could not sustain its heretofore 
nedLa case. < f. •’- ' • *

And it worid appear that a cr. defendant Without the economic

or poOiticil inlu’ennce to effectively contest the above situation is not 

only subject to the dedal of due process but can also expect his family 
members to be jailed and famed for crmina! ofiinces While the same pub- 

IShing industries, eg, defendait, TIME, conpprin sllf-rghtleously about 

sone distant counnry's corections or iegOl ayseeM. *

Further, .it sum's that, by chancd, the same eeliaapoliticil
* combine that coafescld in Ue Watergate tnxilstggatOin-rlseecutlin and .

. denanded frill disclosure-are out-of the same sack as thoes Who prosecuted

. plaintiff under said cr. .lodgement and Who are noW opposed to disclosures. ,

IN SUMMART: the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,

since he & the Government sansuvered Pian^rf into said indictment plea, 
bun giving a running commentary gn the media on hoW he (Foreman) accon- 

pisshed the feat. Now be has pubtiheed analogously the epilo^'e to the 
feat in the STAR nagarim wherein he pronoumcess .

• -1.90-
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"...with the publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to 
reverse because it would bring down a heap of criticism iron 
the public who are not famiiar With the rule and regulatOon 
of law...to find a Judge or a'group of Judges With ebought 
courage woad on experience, be unexpected". See, EX—D.

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

Wllim Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the violatoon 
as foioows: ; ’ _

’ (a) of libeling plaintiff jin said TIME article With naaicios intent;.

43. . That the defendants, TIME inc., George McI-Mllian, W. Henry Hale, 
are gaity of the violation as foioows: • .

. (a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of sad article and it’s

. ■ publishing date, to inliecnce the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals in,
. Ray V. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plantiff, thus obstructing 

justcee and violating pianUff’s ciWU rights.

44--That defendant, McMillian^s in addition guilty of the violatoon 
. as foioows: ■ .

• = (a) of receving & publishing maicious mieeriL from defendants,
Huie & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or faaty of said 
naietria thus compounding McMillian’s libel.

. 45. That defendant, Hae, is in addition guilty of the violatoon as folrows:

• (a) of Ibbeinng with naoaous intend by falsely chargOng on a
• CBS-TV special dated January 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Plaint­
iff had On effect murdered, Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., and, sobbed a 
loan company in, London, England. .

46. That defendant, Haile, is guilty of the additoonal violatoonras'foiowwe:

(a) of violating Pianntff's ciWU rights with maicious intent 
, by ading & abetting defendant, Xcillliin, in his (Mecmilian’s) publishing 

sad article, through firnishiag KcHXllhan intonation from the flees of 
the Tennessee Attorney Gennea’s office virile he (Hale) was asst. Att. Gen.

(b) of having direct knowledge resulting foom his.tenure in the 
Tennessee A.G. offcce and his issoiiitOnn with the aforementioned, Percy 
Forman & WUime L. Berry, of the trafulnness of aeegatoon made in count-3 
herein above, thus violating Pianntff's civil ri^ts. •

-191-
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47. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Pllicciotti, are guilty of 
the civil ri^ts violatoon as follows: '

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Planttffs 
transcript from an appeHate court, refered to in count-14 b above, and 
thus contrbuieed substoanially to that court—U.S. ‘6th circuit court of 
appesa-s— sustai:n.ng Judge McRaaes esaHer. ruinng therein agOLnst PLa.ntiff.

48. That defendant, Judge McRae, its Lin addition giuity of the civil right’s 
viola toon as follows: ,

• (a) of refusing to act on a motion to fake perpltuatin6 testi­
mony jrroa dlfendatt, Huie, in the aforeeeliionte ev.dmtiari hearing, re- 
fered to in cunt-14 c above. ■

4-9. That the Plainniff Jis utiUed to exemplary damages because defendants, 

j excluding Judge KcRae & PelliccCotti, shotuld be taught that the oulpaabl- 
'ity of defendants Ln cr. indictments were intonded under the United Stotos 

^nnsttotton to be decided in courts of law rather than thrush iraudulut 
nisreprlslntations in the ctaneecCal ctaanications industry; and the other 
tro dfud^ts that legal requieeaents precede eotitCcal considerat^as 
or biasness against a particular lttgant.

50. That as a resit of the defendants actions cited hlrlin the Pljanntff 

has not omy been Iggeled in a naligant fashion but thus who have the 

rlsetiSbmty of upholding lttgi^nis coniSiiuiioiil rihts have by th^r 

collusvve acts indirectly contributed to and lictux•ilgld the lib!,. ’

/ WHEREFORE, PatoUff d^ands Jud^nt fooa defendants, ex-
icluding Judge McRae, pun tivs damages of Five hundred thousand doll^s

respectively.

James E. Ray 
Station—A
NaihhVlll, Tennessee.

Pia.nntff

r-192-
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*IMAcR‘,n ■ TENNESS/E . , 
^ccivod of Shoeiff Wiliam N.’Mooris,. Jr/ the . 

f $>12----------- ----------------- Said monies boing sent

jS.

k •

;. • by Wil to Jarnos Bari Ray, with aliases, from CARN PAPPER

The abov0 sun was received in the form of 
,? NO 7 573-5 3J129? . . ' - •

cash, ^chcck\ moncy order?
iGCie^propriaey— •

VERA C,. STAPLE3
—Wl.-N.W» RIVER DR*

■”'• \ ..’ MV* —
I

ROSEnC Lea 7 *•- .
• Jlcvi * Imines-,—Aixi22£^s

I

7awes Earl Ray, County Jail

> 't'

?^' h n Y '1982.; /;

')
vu.c.. V;

•*

If

I

I; ^i^'J
f

y
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State of Tenmessee ) „ i
SHELBY COUNTY J :.

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

gojng-JSLFlVL-—-.....-......^^ content a full, true and perfect copy of the

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

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVED OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMS EARL RAY - BOCKET NUMVER B-16645

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

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

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

this__ iL-day of_____ .AUG:____________197L.

State of Tennesseec ) IN THE CMMJNAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
SHELBY COUNTY J Memphsj, Tenn.—AUG,..16,J276-----------ja._

I_WILyMHtLL..WILL'IMSi.——-__._.—...——..—, sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County Division—3—.—.. certify that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregomg 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 

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

State of Teruesseee
SHELBY COUNTY

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

". ; -WmiAMmLjiAMS.............   whose genuine official signature appears to tie above

' and hereto annexed Certiffiat.ee, is and was at the time of signing the same, sole and presiding Judge of the

• J "’•'.. Criminal Court .Divs«Qn» 3 . , in and for the County and Stete aforesaid, duly commissioned and quali*

' fied, and that cU his official acts, as such, are entiled to full faith and credit.

( h Testmiony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed toe seal

« , • . of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis,,
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IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TEMESSSEE 
. DJVBCSIONN TII '

STATe Of TeNNeSScc. 5 *

. * YS. ■ NO. 1664$__ ‘ ‘ ’

JAMIES EARL RAY _' _ ’ ' ' J
' DtFi'KlANiT *• . ', *

: • . • petition for waiyer of tribal and request for = ■ *
: ; ' ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY “ ’

’ . That my time fU! name is .TAMfES EARL RAY____________  and I assert that
^ all 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,/who was appointed by the. Court xXxxxrncuest, to represent' .-■ . 1

, me in this iauie. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public. Defender, '

; ■ , I have received a copy of the irdHtmentt before being called upon to plead,
.. and I have read and discussed it With my attorney, and believe and feel that I under­

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

. । . I have told my attorney the facts and surrounding iiium:it8nces as known
’ ’ [ to me iioieoning the matters mentioned in the indictae:nSs, and believe and feel that

’ my attorney is fully inoomsed as to all. such matters. Ry attorney has iniorJted me 
i at to the nature and cause of each accusatoon against me, and as to any and all.. ■ 
,possible defenses I might have in this cause. ■ r

. ;, , , My attorney has advised me as to the pundsmient provdded by law for the
. ‘ ‘ ' offenses charged and embraced in the indictment against me. My attorney hats further 

j ’- advised that punihmrent which the law provides for the crime with which I as charged
* in the indictment is as foioows: , ,

• ■ k .death-by...£iectrii;ut;.0mL-ir..iaonoemeIiLJOJhe..sateLPe^
. >.- lie or for some peroocL.of. time over, twenty (20) years________________
’ ’ and if accepted by the Court and Jury my sentence on a plea of guilty wil be:

fv ioifinemtnt. in. the _State Penitent^ay. for ninety-nje? years (99).______

’ - • It has been’fmiy explaneed to me and I understand that I may, if I so choose,
‘ plead "Not Guuity" to any offense charged against me, and that if I choose to plesd "Not 

‘ GGHty" the Coniiitution guarantees and this Court will provide me the right to a speedy 
i.. and public trial by Jury; the right to see and hear.all wannesses -against me; the right 

t;o use the power and process of the Court to compel! the production of any evidence, 
. | including the ateerdiance. of any witness, in my favor; and the right to have the assis­

; sance of counsel in my defenie at all stages of the proceedings.

;. , In the exercise of my own frtet will and choice and without any threats or
. pressure of any kind or promises of gain or favor foom any source whatsoever, and being

>f',. >':;ijyaware.of the action I am t;aking, I do hereby in open Court request the Court to 
„ '- 'accept''Ey pic's of guuity to the charges outlied herein. I her-eby waive any right I 

;.'* ' “ may or could have to a Motion for d New Trial, ond/on an appeal.
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IN TEC CRIMINAL COURT 07 Cr^Sr COUNTY, TENNESSEE 
. . DIVISION’ III

STATE IF TENNESSEE - .

vs NO'..16645_ •
JAMES EARL. RAY _________________ • • ■ •

DEFENDANT • _

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVED OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING ' '
• • FLEA OF GUIMY ' •

’This cause caw on for hearing before the Honorable W. 

JE£ESTOILBATTL£_____________ , Judge of Division III , of the

Criminal Court of Shelby Coiuny, Tennessee:, on the petitOon of the 

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

request for acceptncee of a plea of guilty, said petitoon being attached 

hereto and incorportted by referncee herein; upon statements made in 
.t the District Attorney Gemra!,
open Cou^ by the dtfttdttt herein; his tttorntysof record; Ahe Assistant 

At;^oteyssGttertl representing the State of Tennessee; and from questi^ixg 

by tht Court of defendant and his coutstl in open Cout; and ■

K APREARLGG TO THE COURT after careful consideration that the ■ •
dtfttdtnt herein has bfen fully advised and understands his right to a '

triLal by jury on the writs of the indcctieint agairast him, and that the 

dtftndant htrfit does not tltct to have 3 jury dtteitinf his guit or 
’innoc^re und^r a plea of Not Guity; and has waived the formal rttdltg •

of Um indictment, AND: , •.

IT fWJSJER APPEARS TO THE COURT that the defendant inttlliecnty '
and utdtrsttndin3yy waives his right to a triol and of his own fret will and • 
choicf and with°ut any ttrreats ° pressure of any kind or promises, othfr 

that the recottendatonn of the State as to punishment; and dofs dMire to 
ttttr a pica of guTty and accept the recommendation of the State as to 

punishment, waives his right to a Motion for a Hew T-isl ^M/or an appeal. . ' 

. IT Is THEREFORE:, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the petite
med h^rtit be and t;hr wre is hereby granted. ■ .

, a«'this the _n6th_day of jarch________ , 1969.

: • . • • ■. Wte,on Bane. •____
■ . . , . JUDGE ---------------

1 • -196-
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DEFENDANT '"Yes" , ' *

JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand." -
JUDGE ’Have your lawyers explained all your rights’ to you and do .

you undersannd them?" ;‘

DEFENDANT ’Yes"

- JUDGE
a •

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

’ charge of Murder in t:he First Degree against you, the punish­
ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging foam Death by •

•
• • t
. V

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

yond a reasonabee doubt and to a moral certainty and the de-
. t cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guult and 

punishment? '

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

have the right to fie a Motion for a New Trial addressed tc ,

. r the tribal judge? In the event of an adverse runng against .

r you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right

to successive appeals to'the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap- .

« ' ,

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe- 
tiiioi for review by the Supreme Court of the United States? ^

■
Do you understand that you have ail these rgghts?"

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

I' V ’ 
■ t.

Degreee as char-ged in the Indictment and are comprooisiag *

aad setting your case on agreed punshhment of ninety-nee ■

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

DEFENDANT ’Yes"
' JUDGE ’Do you understand t;hat you are waiving, which means ’'giving 

up”, a.formal trial by your Plea of GuHty aihhough the laws

J

of this State require the prosecution to present certain evi­
dence t:o a jury in all cases of Peas of Guilty to Murder in
the First Degrees? O *

an- , -
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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 Appeais and the Supre«e 

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

Court of the United States. ' * • .

By your plea of giilty you are also abandoning and 

^ waiving your objectoons and exceptions to ail the Motions
and PeHtoons in Which the Court has heretofore ruled against 

you in whole or in part, among them being:
, ’ ' 1. Motion to withdaaw plea and quash indictment

• 2. Motion to inspect evidenee

' 3. Motion to remove lights and cameras foom jail, _

4. Motion for pr'ivaee consultation with attorney •
• ~ 5. mitoon -to auth°rize defendant to take depositors
• ’ 6. Motion to permit confeennee with Huie

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

10. Suggeetion of proper name"
' DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE 'Hau anything bwidw this srtence of ninety-nnne years i.n

the penitentiary been promised to you to get you to plead 

. ’ ' guilty? Hru anything a^ been promised you by anyone?" ’
DEFENDANT ’Wo" ’

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

• used on you to get you to plead guilty?”

DEFENDANT ’Wo" '

• JUDGE "A™ you pleadnng guulty to Murder in the First Degree in
this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

. such ciclumstances that would make you legally guHty of 
. Murder in the First Degree under the law as expiated to 

, _ you by your lawyers?” ■ .
, DEFENDANT ’Yes" . p ^

for ■ , ’' -198-
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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-nine years in the State Peni­
tentiary, freely, voluntarily and understanding^ made and. 
entered by you?"

DEFENDANT ’Yes" .

JUDGE ’’Is this Plea of GGiity 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-
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EXHIBIT 17
(Classified)
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