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Mr. James Edrl Ray 
Post Office Box 73 
Brushy Mountain Penteitiay 

. Petros, Tennessee 37845

Dear Mr. Ray; '

- In May of 1976 the Attoney General, of the Un.ted
States create a task force fbr the purpose of reviewing 

i the FBI's bwestgaticn of the assassinaton of
i Dr. Motin Luther King, Jr.

i The task force is now in the process of winding up
| its inquiry before submttnig a final report to the
| Attorney General. However, we feel that our inquiry wll
I not be complete unless wa give you an opportunity to state
i your participation, or lack of partidpaton, in the

murder of Dr. King. .

. Accordingly, we hereby request, through your attorney,
I James H. Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview*/ by
j members of the task force. If you should agree to talk

1 to us, our tme schedule requires us to arrange for the
’ . interview to take place not later than December 31, 1976.

: Please let us know immediately whether you dessire
• to be interviewed!. ’

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folsom 
Director 

Matin Luther King, Jr., Task Force

cc: James H. Leaar, Esquire

-177-
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Brusly Mountain penitentiary -

Petros, TeBimsssei! 37845

Mr. James H. Lesar December 20, 1976

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

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

Dear Jilt:

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

James F. Walker, would Ike to interview ne concerning the above indict­

ment, I agree with your advice opposing the intervtew. It would appear 

that this wnld only be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writnng 

collaborators,^.. Gerold Frank, George McMillian, et aL.

If they had wanted to inecvveww the defendant, under oath, justice had 
ample opportunity in the 1974 H.C. hearing in Keahis, Tennessee, through 
their surrogate, !: Henry HcHle; and I understand no representative from 

justice appeared as a witness at toe baaing.

At the px'esent I believe the only body I shotuLd testify before is a jury.

I understand you to say justcee has not read any of toe trs. of prior 
hearings & suits. Therefore I’LL include in the cc copy of this letter 
to justcee a copy of a CocmPLlint that speaks to toe MLK jr. matter tflto 

adachied. Ex—A, alhhoe I doubt if justice or their publishing associates 
will be intetestdd in the Complaint contents. •

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

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

Petros, Tenn. 37345.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

WESTERN,DIVISION ■

CitLi. Action No

JAMES E. RAY, , _
, ’ Plid-ntiff 

vs. 

TIME INC. .
GEORGE)MCMILLIAN 
W. HENRY HAILE ’

WILLIAM BRATFORD HUIE 
GEROLD FRANK 

• HON. ROBERT M. McRAE 
BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI 

Defendants

' COMPLAINT . .

1. ALLEGATOON OF JURISDICTOON: ' : '

] (a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the Hefein subject matter is based upon

' . diversity of ■clti-ethtip and the amount in recovery. .

; Pioniff, acting pro se, is a citzeen of the State of Tennessee ^der "oier-
• ation ofLaw" in the wbjwt matter; defendant TIME Inc. (here-in-afier, TIME)

, is a dtzzen of the State of New York; defendant George KclMliann. (here-in- 

' ’ ’ after;. M<CMllSnn).is a. citizen of t.he State of Massachusetts; defendant '.7.

: _ Henry Haile.•'^wein-after, Edie) is a citieen of the StaU of Tennessee; , 

■ defendant’Willim:Bratford-Huie-Chere-in-after, Huie) is a cttieen of the .

■ State of Alabama; defendant Gerold Frank (here-in-after, Frank) tsa citzeen

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

MCRaS) t.s a citieen of the State of T-nn-tt--; defendant Brenda Peeliwiotti

, Ch«’si»-aftee, Peeiicciotti) is a dtzeen of the State of T-nn-tt--. The

. • matter in controversy -xc--dt,. excludve of intered ^d w^s, the. sum of
ten thousand dollars. , , • ' *

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the ;exit-ecee of a federdl question and the ^oimt 

in controversy: . ^^^ . -

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176 ‘



Th. action aria., 1Bd,I the firth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments. to 

the Untied States constitution; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as here-in- ‘

after note fully spears. The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of 

interest* and costs, the sum of ten thousand dollars.

(c) Jurisdiction founded on the exis^ce of a question arising under pati- 
cular statute: . ( •

The actio° ^ises under Act 42 U.S.C.A. § 1983; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1343 (4). 
As hers-in-afeer more fully appears.

THIS IS AN ACTION IN LIBEL & CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.

GENERAL BACKGROUND: , ■ . '

On April 4th 1968, Rev. Maa^n Luther King Jr., was shot . d killed-in, 
M^ppis Tennessee; in May 1968 the plaintiff was indices by the axel by 

cownty grand jury (cr. indictaent. no. 16645) for said Shooting; on March 

10th 1969’Pratn0tff, allegedly through coercion by his ^tonwy, Percy 

Foreman & the prosecution, entered a gdlty plea to said cr. indlctm’nt; on 

Febru^y 2nd 1974 the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals ordered an evident- 

i■try hearing into the ciicutsttncet of said plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285 
Cc.A.6, 1974; on February 27th 1975 after hearing said lVidlntitry proceedings 

- th’ U.S. Detrict court for the WD. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert M. McRae, pre­

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

U.S. 6th circ^t court of appeals upheld Judge McRae’s ruinng in said evV-

3. T^t a brief summeury of said recollectCoss and their subsequent disposi-

toon by rla.nOiff are as foioows: '
. -180-

. d«oOltryr hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-75-1795.

PianUff, JAIMES E. RAY, sues :

Defendants, TIKE INC.; GEORGE McMILLlANT; W. HENRY HAILE; WILLAM BRATEORD • 

HUIE; GEROLD FR^K; ROBERT! M. McRAE; KENDAA PELLICCIITTI, and alLeges:

2. That widl’ awdtntg trial in t;he aforementioned cr. indictment the rltln- 

tiff copied down foom recollectCo^ inoormation he had gained in his 1967 

associations, astocittOots which lead to rltLoOiff being ch^ged under 
said indictment. ’ • •
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(a) aurin’ one pe^p of plaintiff's confine3tnt in l^^he wrote down 

on a money receipt issued forth from the Sheriff’s office of ihe Shelby 

county, Tennessee, jail inooraation which plaintiff believed had a direct 

bearing on said cr. indictment. See, Ex—A. •

(b) ihe information consisted of teeephiee numbers & one name & address; a 1 

numbers were writton down backwards, -including ihe addrnss.. . '

(c) ihe two tenepOine numbers were listed next io ihe word "Stotor", 1Pi 

first being listed in, New Orleans, Lo»uisiaiai; ihe snihid being in, Baion 

Rouge, Louisiana..

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

(e) the tenepOine number isseed under ihe Baton Rouge address was furnSpned. 

to piantiff’s iltfrney, Percy Foreman, who was rnertstitigg pli.ntiff in 

said cr. indictment. ■

(f) tiw.Mdress was iht tovtitigated uni! plaintiff was incarceattdd upon 

tf^ang to ^d indictment; a compendium °t the posi irial invesiggatonn 

wonto indicate: ihe toformatifi cieed abovre was given io a St. LhUii, Mss- 

' ou-i,. labor leader, and tmoomned ti enrtained io t:Pt MLK jr. iasn, who'aee-.

irnntly to iurn fu^iiehed said toformatioi io a NaashHle, Teinessee,eX- 

Attolitey to tovesiigate.; said' Attorney had sources in the Staie of Louisiana 

tovnitigate toe neater and iptrtifttr said Attorney rtported ihe B^on Rhugn 

Itotod number reit.deit was under ihe toiueence of ihe Teamsters union; and

• ipe New Orleans listed number rtit.dtit was among other lPtogi an agent of 

a mdMst organization disturbed because of Dr. King’s reposed foreicomtog, 

befo^t his death, puM-ic suppori of ihe PaLesttoe Arab cause. (RnfterinnSs to 
tpt addI!n8s if any was unclear.) •

(g) tpe plaintiff had come-by said name & address ihoftt.y btffre crosstog 

tpt bord^ in Nhvnmbnr 1967 from Tijusnaa, Merico, into tpt United Staies; 

iht nime was Random Erwin Rosm, 1.180 N.W„ River Drive, Miami, Florida; 

hiper rtfenenc8 was made io a LEAA; a check iprough ihe Miami directory in 

1970 indic'eed no Rosen liseed wUh toe abovre fir si & snchi.d name; in 1973 

74 a Chicago, Ilitoois, repotier was quired as to ihe name of a Rosm who 

was an  to tpt *'rfgrtiiivt LaboR Paarty, toe reportor laier rosponded 

sai-d Rosm, or Rosens, iciivittei were maiin.y in ihe New York, New York, 

area; sbootly'thereafter said rteoritr was substantiated by maae^a! pan- 
ttff reinived to.direitly from ipt Hon.. Richard Ichord a congressman from 

~ ■ -- -181--- .

hffi.ii.il

n. Z
2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Missouri; thereafter an Attorney ia Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, was furnished 

the Rosen name and asked if he could find any information re the srbject 

in. New Orleans, and inoomned the subject might have a cr. jecord; the Att- ' 

frney,rePfreed back that the subject's last name moot Ikcely was, Rosehson, 

and that he had a „. convict m New Orleans, Louisiana, federal court for 

a .narcotic violations the^after a Tenneseee licensed Attorney pricnree 

the te. of ^d convidion; subsequueniy another check was made through the, 

• M-am-, teleph^e directory which did list a "Randy Rosenson" but with an 

address discrepency. . . ■

4. That plaintiff invaded the above infoTmttior for exclusive use, after ' 

a thresh -nvestigaatonn, in a jury trial under said cr. indcctennt-rather

. than for cotHeer;iaizngs -n the coomnications industry-m in conslurlncl 

withheld earts thexeof from plaintiff's cr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed 

with defendant (delist) Wiliam Bratford Huie in cotmtlcial fishing 

v^res: tot) Attorney Art^r Ha^s sr., who mteldately upon e^t^ring the

: int -nu-aceed w* pedant. Hie and 2nd) Attorney Percy Foreman, who while 

not entering i.ntf Itto^ry amt^ ^th H Huie nxttl January 1969, two 

nonthx; ^tor Forels entering the sut, Mr. Foreman did not uneith,a eltin­

tiff about said formation or ather aspects of the cr. indicment-beoause 
of his (Forels) admtted trial preparation tethhis_until Febrnary 1969.-

• 5. Tiat iLn Flhrua1yr 1969, after Percy Foreman had entered into Ittwsry 

' cintracts dth defendant, Hde, plaintiff fumih^ Attonney Forman with
td abivl mentioned, B^ Rouge, phonee number and asked him to inv^tggaee 

in nation witt the HLK jr. homicide. Sxhotly thereafter Mr. Foreman ’

wpUdd in effect ^t if t^ w^ to be any teleIhhne numbers refered ' 

t^in corn* he (Foreman wuld furnish, theem through contacts in interstnee 

gmdtog--^. Foremai mentioned a, Mr. Meyer Lansky, as his iinrce. .

6. That wtoequmU^ after ^ prosecution and Percy Foreman had taateuvlrld 

^ntiff too entering a plea to said indictment, the elantiff on March 
H* 1969 was ^^d ^ tte T^eei state pelnttnniary-.-Ntshville 

Ur^-and Uar^ ^ plaintiff. s personal property induing the paelr 

herein attach^ as eX-a, and inducing incoming legal & eeriintl idtorjs '

mdlod to iaid prison, won cirficcaedd from plaintiff. Two or three days 
^tor dtar discussing briefly with state cc>rrtctions wmisdoner, Harry 

Avery, the l^twn inducting EX-A war1 ^turned to piainiff by sO-d, -182-
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Comissioner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin line circUng sone writings 

the property seemed in order.

761 That prior to Pianttff’s transfer to the afoeementOnedd peatentiajry, 

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

and Governor ELlington’s adainnstrative assistant, Mr.-. Wiliie L. Barry, 

had decided and corndtted to writing (see, Avery testimony tin, Ray vs. Russ­

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

ment upon entering said penitentiary,ie, arbitrary lodging of Piantff in 

solitayy confnnement ieeeddately upon his entering prison.

8. That thereafter on (March 13,. 1969) when plaintiff commencdd petitoonnig 

the trial court for a new trial under said indictment, CoeisfisLoner Avery 

ateeepted to persuade Pl^inttnn against seeking a trial under said indicteent 

and after fttling that inooiraed Pianniff that he would hever be releasted 

fooi solitary■confi.neanit while he (Avery) was corrections ■comEmssioner.

9. That in the succeeding years unti.l the present Pa-nniff has been arbi­

trarily locked in so:Litao•y confineinnt/segregitOin for approxiiately five 

years, during, wihich tirne their has been several suicides by prisoners beca 

ause of the hio•shmnnt of the confnnement including two (2) who burned tleem- 

selves to-death. See, EX—Bl.

10» That after the ifoeemnntOoned plea by Pl.anttfn the trial Judge, Hon. 

Preston Battle, departed footi Mlempphis, Tennessee, for a vacation and while 

on said viciiion the then Governor of Tnnnnssnn, Hon. Buford ELlington, 

upon learning of Pl.anttnf's effort to receive a jury trial under said in­
dicement, dispatched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer hirn

;the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny Psanniff a 

trial under the petitoon refered to in paragraph-S above. ,

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

Pli.ntinf was confronted through a ■ruSn.;by■SpeciiL agent, Robert Jensen 

of the KnmePhi8, Tennessee, federal bureau of investigition offcce. The 

thousi of "r. Jensen’s conversatoon was seeking cooperation of Plathttnf 
in furthering the FBI investggaionn of said cr. indictient. When P.iLntifn 
refused th.e cooperation of^efHr. Jensen upon departnng said Pl.antifn could 

expect Pi•i.ntt■nn Brothers John & Jerry Ray) to join hirn in prison, or words 

to that effect, thereafter: -1-83-
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(a) jla^LfPs brother, Jerry Say, was IntmSLted to the extent 
that he had to resign his job in the Chicago, Illinois, area; sub­

. ^quentoy after forcing him from his Job the FBI attempted to fr^e
hm for numerous cr-Oes. ’ , ■ ‘

(b) platnniff’s other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police
• wUle driving his car'to the St. Louis, Miss'uul, area and subsequent­

. ly chased by the FBI for aiding a^ abetting a bank robbery. Tried 
an evicted with a defendant whom toe government alleged actually
robbed saie bank, John was given 18 years and the meged robber 10 
ylars; upon appeal toe alleled robber’s conviction was reversed by toe 
8th U.S. circuit court of appeals blcauil the fruits of an iltogaly . 
slarch & seiZUre was uile against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled - 
th^toe fruits; of toe megal sear-ch was not ground for I•lVlril.ne 
John Ray’s ca^ blcaiUl the aUgeed evident (itolen money) was not 
taken foe® him; upon re-tri^ the meged robber was acquHed; sub-

• sequently mother defendant in the robbery was charged and entered a
plea for three (3) years which was latter reduced to eighteen Oonths 

; by toe government. .

, , 12. That to June 1969 Pimniff fil.ee a ciV.1 action in toe United States

Dtotrtot Murt for the M.D. of Tenneseee seeking to void COntx•aCti between 

b. plUtotiff, toe afoeoment0.ondd Percy Foreman,, and defendant, Huie. In aii-
eopttog to h™ ^d ^n actiOo (Complaint) diMssed, thus olcesSStat- 

; tog toe reaitog by Plstotoff to toe W.D. of Tlnolisll, the defendants

1: Attoraey toe late, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tiooissii

’ bar, i•leeealll Procuree plaJniff,i entire prison record, toctodtog doodle
'j' . toforoai:Oox, foom the afoeomeni0.oned corrections Mmlssiomer, Hari>y Avery,

aoe was thus able t° haVl ^d (Commtrtot dlSmtosee in the M.D. of Tlnolsill

j' roe ref-eed to the W.D. Ui^ action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae,
- -because of said doOcle inojoation. .

' J3. That thereafter in civil act:Loo no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae’s

iMtial rultosrwas that said action would be decided by depositor rather 

than live ieitmotLy uubsequently the Judge dismissed the suit on motion .. 
Qf .;.the eefeneants. . . .

14. That following t:he United States Sixth ctocuit court of appeato rultog 
on Febr^y 3rd 1974 ordering an lV.elntiary hearing into toe cicumstMces 

of K.stotLffto aforementioned guilty plea under said todictmen defeodani,

. _ Judge McRae, again ^^ed jurisdictton to conduct said hearing (civ.l
actio° no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, the 

* . -1.84-
D. h
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aforementioned Percy Foreman & defendant Huie, would not have to undergo

• l.Ve testmiony, fnly_doposS.iLinns. The Judge accomplished this legal maneu- 

wer by ruling the Plcanttff's subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mile 

radius of Memphis, Tennessee. .

That Judge McRae further prejudicial. & arbitrary actions & inactoons 

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

States Supreme couut mandate for a full and equitabXe t'videntiary hearing:

(a) the court ruled in effect P at the s>ficitatfoo of the 
State's Attorney, defendant Haile--who had complained to the court thait .

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff—taat 

General HOe could inquire of Plaintiff’m aHeged information he (plaint­

iff) provide said Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly cuipa-

' ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, alhhoe PlltLjttff did refer to 

inoormation described above as being given to Mr. Foreman by Plan niff, and

. . W.thin the confines of the above court ruling, neither defendant, Hale, 

or, Judge McRae questioned Pltiltiff in the ■mmattr.

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

' tisttotLy—despite petitoons from M.tLBtiff’6 couns«tL, James H. Lesar— .

J declined to forward to the U.S. 6th drcWt court of appei-OLs relevant &

necessary portions of the transcript Ln said evidentiary hearing: spedf-

I' ’ dually, the defindtvve portions, of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman, 

. - afttr'invatatifo, refused to offer ivve testuiony inlaid evidentiary Star-

• ■ ting; and thus through their deleterious inactoons in the tr. matter cfn0rif

buted subsSalOial.ly to the 6th circuit decision against Plltntiff tStrtin.

• .’“ (c).Judge McRae has ignored a petitoon to take perpetuating testi­
mony, fUed after said evidentiary hearing, from dtftodat•t, Huie. Mr. Huie 

being a principal character, therein.

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

. seri.es of letter's Plantiff received from said Coimse! (Mr. Robert I.
Livnagston) implying that during several encounters wth Judge McRae he

• , ('Liv:03gsten) was lead to belOwe the court was symmathteic to'Piainiff’s
case and thus a vigoras prtstntttion by P.antiff•s counsel would not be 

f ntcessary or desirable. . -185-
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- ^
16. That their have bsea publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is 

aore concerned with 1the poiitical effects if his decisions thao the 
law. See, EX—C. ‘ ‘ '

17. That Ue clerk of tHe court defendant, Pellicciotti, wherein said 

.evidentiary hearing was conducted acted io concert with, JUdge McRal, 

■ in declining to prepare and forward tr. naaejriOL, described in paragaahh

14-b abivl, to thd U.S. sixth Urcdt thus contribuUng sub8Stn01ialy 

’ to the s.xth circuit denying ttantiff relief under said evidentiary

hearing. : „ .. ■ ' .

18. That defendant, Haile, who was the State’s chief counsel in tht ifoe■t- 

aentioned evidentiary hearing, but is now in private practice, has Ubel- 

id PlUnUff by aiding & abetting defendant, HcMMlian, in ’McMillan’s 

" preparing & authoring the anirlrentc.iitd  for dlfendint, TIME.arti.de

> 19. ttat defendant, HcMilliii, inorraed Pianttff's lrithtr, jerry Ruy, 

of his (Mcmian’s) rllationhiLp, with deflndint, Had. ,\,

20. That in-------------1975 defendantt, Hale, appeared with defendant, McdlUina, 

at the drnies^e StUe plnLttii;iayy—Nishville Branch—wherein McMillian 

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of-Ham, to ciii;ict '

. Pla.ntiff and ask if he would consent to an inleV■tlew by, McMillin.

Warden Rose did forw^d said inl5^lw^ request to Pl.anntff which Pianntff 
d^lined and, thereafter, HU.lt & McJMllim viewed the soliaary confine^nt 

building wherein PlUntiff was housed.

<21. That defendant, HU.1i, wihle asst. att. gen. for the State of Tinn-

J iss11 several tries publicly cettCciled court decisions unfavorable to hir 

. in a manner suggesting hi was attempting to intrBiaale Judges, acts for 

which ht subsaqueenly was diErisldd foor t;he A.G.’s office by the Att-

. orney General for the State of Tinnissli. "

= 22. That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIME magazine (EX—p) Uider 

thl title of "Thi King AEs^sriiition Peivrittd", itneiiint, Mcdlisn, 

authored a mcoous article sibUtled "in gonna Mill that iC.gger King" 

and alleged said submit to bi a statement madl by PlU^if!.

SaW M-mw is UtU^ mh deliberate nabrlcatinn8, and whit of a

’ hoiywroodihi character they are delivered with mllc'e intent, boning -186-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



"...In 1563 0^964 Martin Luther King was on TV^ost everyday, talking 

defiantly ab°ut how Black people were going to get their rights...Ray 

watched it all avidly on the cell-hlcck TV, at Jeff City. He reacted as . ' 

if King’s renarks were directed at him persowlly. He boiled when King 

came on the tube. He began to cH him Maatin ’Lucifer’ King and Matin 

Luttier ’coo*’. It got so that the very sight of King would galvanize 
Ray ". p. 18 said article. .

The facts are that taeir were_no_TV_sets in the. cellboocks or, cells, 

during Planttff’s entire sojourn in the ‘Missouri State penitentaary at, 

J^ferson City; and, that defendant MecMUinn is cognizant of this fact 

through conversations with Missouri corrections officials whom he has '

contacted for inforrmatoon numerous times. . See, EX -f.

23. That several oteer deliberate fabricators with raaicious intent in 
said article are: • t

. (a) "Ray and (his feHow convict Raymond) Curtis would set around, 
often hi^ on speed..." Speed being a form of narcotic, p. 18. .

(b) "On April 24, 1567, just one day after Pay escaped foom the 
prion at Jefeesonn aty, he met his-Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's 
Atlantic Ho^e..." Allegedly, say’s McCilliao, discussing the murder' of 
Matin Luther King. p. 18. . . " .

(c) that McMlUni alleged Pl<inOtff’s Brothers,, John & Jerry Ray, 
had, from conversations with Plainttlff, knowledge, before the fact of the . 
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23. .

24. Th^ the State of Mssreuis department of corrections commssioner, 

Mr. George M. Camp, aiegges in effect that defendant McCMllion is a fraud

; in connectilo wL'th McMillian's iforrreotOondd aieegatouns concerning Plain- 

tff,s conduct while in sad Missouri rlOLteotiary. See, EX—£. . .

■ 25. Hurt the Missouri prisoner dopant McMLMan principally reUs on

to substantial his allegatodns, illeeitOons that Pianntff not ohLy 

picked the murder of MLK Jr. but was also a narcotic advert, narcotic 

peddler, set. ^ct., is reveled to be one, Raymond Curtis.

^ " , it■e*i^ll««a«2H£^^ ^® converse with Plamiff wMle in
. said renJfiteotaary, thereafter he (Cuutis) voluntarily "checked into’ 

_ segregation, atter being exposed as a professional inoormer, and thus

P. 9 -1.87-
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was thereafter United in his prison, association to his own type.

26. That shortly after ppanttff’s arest in 1968 to aoser for said or. '

‘ indictment defendant McMillian staeed at a news conference that since he 

(McMMliao) knew Planttff was gulty of the indictment charge he (McCMll- 

ian) would not have to iniestngaee the case. Thus it foioows a fortiori 
that McMillian has reieed on the work product of other noveeist to sub­

stantiate sizeable portions of his aLlegations in said TIME article.

27. That defendant McMilliai has posted Plantiff numerous letters, first 

threatening, then cajoling, Io seeling inUeivUews for use in said article 
and his aiegeed forthooting book are Plttlltiff.

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

publishing, said articce by icMllliai--thus in promoting MiMillian’s firit- 
coming book re PlinM-ff— in that McMillian’s publisher, Little Brown, 

is a subsidary of TIME inc. . - . ' .

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

their Chicago*, IlinoJis, offCce into thinking TIME would run an objective 

story re the matter. See, EX—F. •

30. That defendant TIME was consciously endeavoring to inlluonce 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 annuments

• in the aUiVU Ray V. Rose suit to determine whether to order Plantiff a

new trial uibur said cr. indictment. ■

s.-’ 31. That TIME inc. has a history of conspirnng to subvert the judicial 
' •• and pooitical processes by publishing, timely, malicious artless prior

’ to Judicial decisions or election of public officials.,

32. That UuMausu defendant, TME, has made a fresh investigation )p. 17 

said article) into the "case"--their initial iniusiigaiitn evidently 

being pu^iommbd by Time inc. LIFE magat±iu in 1968—TMME is coni-zait 

that a substantial portoon of said article is false & maicious.

35. That substaiitl portions of said artiCce by McM.illitn were suppled 

to to-. McC[illiti by befeidants, Frank & Huie— Defeidtit, H.uie, published 

a aivd m Panntff in 1970 tiieed "He Slew the Dreamer"; defenbant, -188- ,
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34. Th** the false allegations in said article: "that Plan tiff comnitted 

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

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 ‘respectively, wwre supplied to dlfendant McMillian 
by defendant: Huie as evidenced by staeeients made directly to Plaa^ff 
by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Huie to pantiff) al-ong 

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, HuLe. See, ■ -•

35. That defendant Huie in his ongoing media campaign against Pan^f 

Heeled pantff in a CBS-TV inlerview hosted by, Dan 8ather, °n or 

about January 2, 1976, by falsely alleging in. effect that PlanW-ff had 

miwdered MLK Jr. and, robbed a loam company in London, England.

36. That the false allegatoons in referee to Adolph Hillr (p. 23 said 

article) was supplied to d^ntaaf-McMHlian by Defiant, Frank, as iv- 

idenced by statements made directly to pianntff by PlanHfPs for^r
’ Atooraey (who was intovvieedd lxilnsively by dlflndant, Frank) Robert Hill, ■ 

. of the.Chatt anoooga Tinnisiee bar.

32. That defendant Huie has a history, for wmnttcial reasons, of 
contlntOounness with said, ^v. Waala^. '

38. That defendant Frank has a history of defending Zoni®: ^n when 

it incites mrdlr, eg, see Frank's novel, publisher in 1963, tiUe.d 

"THE DEED", and if allegatoons in count 2-f above acl ^bstantaatod in 

court pcocllding Mr. Frank's intlusO<m into said cr. indicts as a 

Government advocate is readily e^xplicable. .

.39 . That an article in the BILALAN NEWS published Mamh 12, W6, page 15, 

r ^watfcaite paragraph, reported MEK Jr. was shiftnng ho political an­

’ anci■t..VDr. King was sh-fting his poitical allies and ^vl rig^ 

’ approach. To Kurort this view observers point to Dr. King's views on

tie Viet Nan wa and his growing support of the labor movement. Dr. King 

was also CoiLng •under the inllience of the Tiachlnlg.of tie Honorable.

Meas^r Siad Mhannad..." - * ’

40. That Plsdjntff fHed a’Hlel su-t in ■thl Ud1;ed Statls M-s. Ct. for 
the W.D. of Tennessee tiUed, Ray V. Frank, Cvl Action no. C-73-f26, 

against hirlin defendant, Frank, in 1973, and had process ^rved upon 

Hi through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was slbsequlnnly
-1891
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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 ii effect falsely

. aieeged that he & Doubleday Company's affiliaiion was formal & transitory.

41. That the record wil confimi that not one of the n.canttff’s accusers 

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

' of law but on title cosnrary, they have utilieed numerous ruses to avoid

process and the subpoena whe the record W.H evidence Pianntff has not 

only elven Live testimony (in the aforeientOiged evidentiary hearing) but; 

prior to the plea in said cr. inditinent was in contentoon with his cr. 
counsel in their iieistenct—in collusion with defendant, Huie—that plaint­

iff not be a defense witness therein.

’ Moreover, nothing of substacce indicates that the legal systea-

. ittfUgen.ciil publishing couppan.es combine are not acting in concert to assu- 

re/.that.-their, -ska.1. never bg,1aXjU^x•y) trial, for P18antt 1ff, criminal or - 

' civilj that's related to’’said indi'ttme■nt...apppabnt^'y btcaust it would not ' 
, 

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

. media case. ' • ’

• And it would appear that a cr. defendant without the economic 

or poOLticil inllgtnce to effectively contest the above situation is not 

on.y subject to the deia of due process but can also expect his family 

members to be jailed and framed for criminal ofennces while the same pub- 

ishdng industries, eg, defendant, TIME, complain self-rehlteiusly about 

some distant counnry's cortctiins or legal ayseem. -

h Further,.it seem's that, by chancd, the same media-political, , ■
* combine that coalesced in the Wtergate invtetgiatOn--rietecuiiin and 

. demanded full disclosure are out;-of the same sack as t;hots who prosecuted

plaintiff under said cr. indicmient and who are now ippietd Ho dip-closures.

IN SUMMARY: the above mentioned Percy Foreman: has heretofore, 

since he & the Government maneuvered Pianntff into said indictment plea, 

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

plsshed the feat. Now he has publiheed analogously the iplloiuee to the 

feat in the STAR mag^aZLnt wherein he pronounces: ,
■ ■ - -190-
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...wth th.a publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to
• reverse b.cause it would bring down a heap of criticism from

«.panic who are not J^llar *tt th. „,. and re«uLa«on, 
of law...t° tlnd a Judse or a g„up of Judges with .bought 
courage would ^ experience, be unexpected". See, EX—H. '

42. That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMUllan, W. Henry Hdle, 

Willim B^tf^d Hute, and Gerold Frank are guilty of the v.latton 
as foioows: . ■

(a) of limine pLa.ntt.ff in said TIME article w.th naaicios intont.

43. That the defendants, TIM® inc., George McKillian, W. Henry Hme, 
are guilty of the violatoon as follows: '

(a) of Atting in collusion, by the nature of said article and tts
• ^bl^ing date, to inf^nc. the U.S. 6th circuit court of ippei!li in 

R^J' R"’ No 7>’543' i‘'“illy to he"-1 P^«. thus obstructing 
Jh^Ic1 and violating pLi.niiff•i civil rights.

**•^hit d^tatat, »c^iilu,l,ti tn adatlon gauity of the tuaton 
as folOowi: ‘ \ .

(a) of Jr.c.ving & ptibUshing maiicilii maeera from d.f.ndaaU, 
ui. & Frank, wth a reckless disregard for the truth or filiity of ^d 

materia thus compounding icMillian•i Ibbel.

45. That d.f.ndmt, Hui., i’ in action guUty of the violatoon as flLlloWi:

(a) of Wooing with m^Cus intend by falsly ch^-ging on a 
CBS"-™ ^c^ dated J^r 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that Pant­
iff h^ in effect murdered, Bev. Martin Luther Xing Jr., and robbed a 
lo^wap^y tn, London, England. , • ■ .

46. Thit defeidiit, Hui., j-’guity of the .tdditOoitll violaiOiitaS•folloWi:

x (a) of ^lllttnlg P^^^5 ctvi rights’ Wtth maltcouus intent
& ^g defendaat’ M’*^^ in Ms (icllllti.s) pibbiiging 

’^d arii.cle, through furnishing McMillin’ inOrrBttlon from the fl.’ of 
the Tw^e Attorney Ge^-s office wh. h. (HMle) was asst. Att. Gen

(b) of Mving direct knowledge reiUi.ng from his tenure tn th.
Tenneiiee A.G. ^fi. and his isiocii1ilia-wLth 
Fl^Man & WlUaa L. Barry, of the truf’iuneiis 
h.™. abave>.ihis violating Pl.i.niiff>i civtl

th. iflr«entioned, Percy 
of allegttlon made in cllUit-3 
rights. .

-191­
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47. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda PeHicciotti, are giUty of 

the civil rights violation as follows? '

(a) of deliberately Withholding relevant portions of Plantiff's
transcript from an appellate court, ref end to in count-14 b above, and 
thus cmtrteuted substantially to that cnwt--U.S.'6th circuit court of 
appeals—suslanin.ng Judge McRae's uarlier..ruing therein against Pla^iff.

48. That defendant, Judge McRae, is in adcd-tim guilty of the ciVl right's 
viola toon as foUo'ws:

(a) of refusing to act on a mo Um to take perpetuate terti-
nony from defendant, Huie, in the aforemeitliedd evidentiary hearing, re- 
fered to i.n count-14 c ablVl. •

49. Th^ the Plaintiff is fitted to exemplary damages bemuse defendants, 

excluding Judge McRae & Pellicciitti, should be taught that the culpaabl-
-ity of dlflidaits in m. indcctoents were inennded under the UmLted States 

cons±ituiiin to be decided i.n courts of law rather than through fraudulmt 

nisreprmentations in the comltecC.ll communications industry; and the ot;hlr 

two tefendants ichatc legal requieements precede political ciisiderailiss 

or biasness against a particular Ittigant.

50. That as a resut of the defendants actions cited herein the PUcniff

has iit onLy beli Iggeeedin a mmlinant fashion but hues who have the

rlsp>niSbility of upholding Ittiantte ciniSitutional rights have by their 

CillusVve acts indirectly contributed to and lnclurli;ld the lib^.

WHEREFORE, Haaaniff demands judgment foom defmdants, ex-

’cluding Judge McRae, punitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectively. • ' ’

James E. Ray ' 
Station—A 
Nl*.hVlll, Teiiessll

PHnttff

-192-
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EXHIBIT 16
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IS

■■ I

•i

■I

’ .i

State of Teimessee
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 WAIVED OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY AND 

ORDER AUTHORIZING WADE-R OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JA'E-S EARL RAY - BOCKET NUMVER B-16645 

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

' in Testimony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 

. . of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis.
this.__16_day of__ AUG._____________ 19ZL

■ . __ ZsZ-JABLACKWELL^—.-...——__,.______ Clerk
By_/DOI.CaVet<tO>D.C

State of Temiessee 1 n the criminal court of shelby county, tenn.

It-WLILIMtHs-WILLiIME.________________ _ sole and pr^iding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County Division—3------- , certify that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregomg certifiaate, is now, and

was at the time of signing the same, Cler-k 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

. ’ ' "  V Wttoss my hand, this 16___ day of---------- AUG.------ ------------------------- 1976—

WietrSooHSWiSSiaos...-Judge.

State of Tennsssee I
SHELBY COUNTY } .

i,J.A. BLACKWELL., Clerk of the Crimmal Courts of said County, certify that HON.

—WULAMLHl..WILLAMS>---------------------------------- _ whose gtouint official signa.turee appears to the above 

and hereto annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of signing the same, sole and presiding Judge of the 

Criminal Court Divinon—3-------- , in and for the County and State cfor•t:scidt duly commissioned and quali­

fied, and that all his official acts, as such, are ena2«l to full faith and credit.

in Testmwny Whercoff i have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

• of said Court,, at office,, in the City of Mtmphst,

. . . ■ • . ■ ths 16 day of AUG. 1976—

____ /s/.Ji.A.BIACKWEl.L _________ Clerk. 
By-Z^^^^________D. C.
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CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, 71^11^320

. DIVlSiOON tjI ; • - ’ ‘ ■

STATE OF TENNESSEE " • •

■ vs. , . NO. 16645 ■ •
JMESS EARL RAY ' • " ’ " • .

' DEFEJiDiNiT . . . . ■ ■ ■'

. • PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST' FOR ;
• ■. ; ' ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY . '

. , That my true full name is JAMES EARL RAY ' ________ and I assert that
OLI proceedings against me should be had in the name which I hereby declare to be my 
true name.

! J My attorney in the cause is PERCY FOREMAN________________ , who was se-
’ \ lected and retanned by me,/who was appointed by the Court xkxajxj;£<n}cstt, to represent . ■
. me in this cause. and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defend'er,

• . I have received a copy of t;he indict□ent 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 liseed herein. I .
. hereby waive the-foraal. reading of the indictment.

। • I have toW my attorney the facts and surrounding cicumstances as known
t . to me concerning chl matters menUmed i.n the Indictmenss, and beUave and feel that 

my attorney is fully inorraed as to a ILL such matters. My attorney has inormeed me
, at to the nature and cause of each accusation against me,, and as to any and all' ;. ' 
j.. possible defem-ss'-I might have in this cause. - ... h

, . . . My attorney has advised me as to the punihlxment provdd.ed by law for the
> ' offenses charged and embraced in the indicmeent against me. My attorney has further 
L advised that puni.hlMent which the law provddes for the crime with which I am charged 
- ' in the indictment is as foUwws: . ’

1 - - death by eLectrocution or confinement in the State Peeitentiary for____

r L-iI or for some perted "ftmi over twenty (20). years_____________________

and if accepted by the Court and Jury ay sentence on a plea of guilty will be:
L -confoltTneott in the State Penitlotiary for oiolt:y-ninl years (99).________

' 1 * It has been fully expla0odd to me and I understand that I may, if I so choosl,
( plead "Not Grunty" to any omense charged against me, and that if I choose to pleah "Not 
( Guilty the Conniitut"on guarantees and this Court wll provdde me the right t" a speedy 
U and public trial by jury; the right to soo and hear all witnesses agad^t me; the right 

c" uso the power and process of the Court to comtill the ir"duct"on of any evidence, 
. ( .Including the atlendaoce of any witness, in my favor; and the right to have the assis­

; Vance "f co^eL in my defense a all stages of the proceedingm.

; . In the exercsee of my own free will and choice and without any threats or
- . - irl<,Url "f any ki°d or proves of gain or favor from any source whatsoever, and being 

awar^^Jf “he a'C.t:"oo.I am taking, I do hereby i° open Court request .the Court to 
accept zy pica ". gWlty c" the charges outineed herein. I her'eby waive.any right I

X ' - may "r c"^ have t".a M"^ for a New Trial, and/or an,appeal.

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



STATE OF TENNESSEE ■ ■ ' ■ - ,

VS . NO. 16645 ' •

JAMES EART. RAY_____________________ • •

DEFENDANT • .

■ ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING 
• PLEA OF GUILTY . - •

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

-PRESTON BATTLE ______ , Judge of Divisoon III , of the

Criminal Court of Shelby County, Tennessee, on the pstitoon of the .

• defendant;, J MESS EARL RAY_______, for Waiver of trial by jury and

request for acceptacce of a plea of guilty, said petiWon being attached 

hereto and incorporaeed by refeennce herein; upon statements made in
the District Attorney Geenral, 

open Court by the te^^snt herein; his attorneysof record;/the Assistant

Attorneys General representOg^ the State of Tennessee; and from questoonngg 

by the Court of defendant and his counsel in open Court; and ■

IT APPEARNNG TO THE COURT after careful consideration that the • ’

defendant heMin has been fully advised and understands his right to a 

tHal by jury on the Eeeits of the indictment gainst hila, and that the 

defenetnt herein does not elect to have a jury determine his ^uit or 

innocence uMer a plea of Not Guilty; and has woived the formal r•etdinS 

of the indictment, AND: . . . -

IT FURTHER APPEARING TO THE COURT that the deferdtrC int^Hgrnt.-y 

and urderstcrdingyy waives his right to a triLal and of his own free will tnd • 

choice and without any threats or pr,essur,e of any kind or promises, other 

ttat the recommendation of the State as to punishment; tnd does desire to 

crtcr a plea of guilty and accept the recommendation of the State as to 

punishment, waives his-right t;o a Motion for a New Trial and/or on appeel. . ' 

. IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the petition

fi^ h^in be and the s^ is hereby granted.. ' .

. Enter this the Rc-h- day of Mar.rh., 196jg.

WirestQn^ Bam •____ •
. . JUDGE .

'• - -196-
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7

JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand." . .

JUDGE. "Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you anddo

you unders.annd them?"
. DEFENDANT "Yes" . .

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

charge of Murder in-the First Degree against you, the puai^-

L ment for Murder in the rirst Degree ranging from Death by

Electrocutron to any time over twenty years? The burden of
* Proof is on the Stnte of Tennessee to prove you guilty be­

. yond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de­

cirion 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 M°tion for a New Trial addressed to
the t:rial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling. against

- you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the right
[' to successive appeals to‘.the Tennessee Cburt of Criminai Ap-

* pea2s and the Supreme Court of Tlnnls•eee and to fiee a pe­

- . . titionn for review by the Supreme Court of the United States?

f Do you understand that you have all these rgghts?"
i DEFENDANT "Yes”

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

Degree M cUrg^ in ^e Ind,^, ^d are cr„™isl,g1

L and ^tmug your Catl on agreed pun:tshmlnt of ninety.-nni

| ylt^t in the State Peeitentitry. Is this what you want to
L • do?"

j DEFENDANT! "Yes" ' - '

JUDGE "Do you undw^and ttat you are waiving, which means "giring

. up", a-formri triri by your plea of GGHty although the laws

of this State require dw prosecuton to present certain evi­

dence to a jury in ril cases of Pleas of GuHty to Murder in
. ’ the First Degree? . _

Jan . ;
- ■ • . -197-
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Page 2Voir Dire of Defen t on Waiver and Orde

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) Peeition for Review by the SuPreme 
Court of the United States. . ‘ '

By your plea of guulty you are also abandoning and 

waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions 

and Petitions in which the Court has heretofore ruled against 

you in whole or in part, among them being:

’ * 1. Motion to withdaaw plea and quash indictment 

• 2. Motion to iinspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras foom jail

4. Motion for privaee consuitition with attorney

S. PeUUonto authoriee d^ndant/to take depositions 

. 6. Motion to permit confeennee with Huie

7. Motion to permit photogapphs

8. Motion to designate court reporters 

. 9. Motion to stipulate testmmony .

10. Suggests of proper name"

DEFENDANT "Yes" " ...

JUDGE "HM anything brides thi«; s^tence of oioety-nine years in

the penitentaayy been promised to you to get you to plead 

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

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

used on you to get you to plead guilty?" _

DEFENDANT "No"

JUDGE "Are you pleading guulty to Murder in the First Degree in

this case because -you kiieed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

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

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

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

agreed punishment of ninety-nnne years in the State Peni- 

ternary, freely, voluntarily and understanding made and 

entered by you?"

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE is this Plea of Guulty on your part the free act of your 

free win, made with your ^u knowledge and understand^ 

of its meaning and consequences?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "You may be seated.”
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EXHIBIT 17 
(Classified)
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DOJ-I977-02

EXHIBIT 18 
(Classified)
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