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. DEC 15 1376

; FGFJFWvek

Mr. James Earl Ray 
Past Office Box 73 
Brushy Mountain Penteitdary '
Petros, Tennessee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray :

- In May of 197*6 the Attorney General of the United
States created a task force for tie purpose of reviewing

i the FBI's LtvestigatOctl of the assass inati.otl of
i Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

i The task force is now in the process of winding- up
| its inquiry before submtttng a fnal report to the

‘ Atomey General. However, we feel that our inquiry will 
not be complete unless wa give you an opportunity to state 
your PcurticLipaiitn, or lack of paPticiraticn, 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
i to us, our time schedule requires us to arrrargee for the
■ : interview to take place not later than December 31, 1976.

■ Please let us know immediately whether you d^ire
. to be itlerriiwedl. •

Sincerely,

Fred G. Folbom
Director

Motin Luther King, Jr., Task Force

cc: James H. Lesar, Esquire

-177-
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>Ti<ue9iM>i iw>

Brush Mountain ^ntWiarg
Petrus, Tr»nr2srr^ 37845

Mr. James H. Losar 

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

December 20, 1976

re: Ray V. Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645;
Shelby county, Tennessee. (A968)

Dear Jia:

In respect Co your letter saying that a justice department attorney, Mr. 

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

ment, I agree W.th your advi.ce opposing the ineeweew. It would appear 

that this wjild only be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writhe 
collaborators, e.g., Gerold Frank, George McGillian. st al.

If they had wanted to intervtew the defend^t, under oath, justice had 
ample opportuimty in the 1974 H.C. hearing in Memphis, Tennessee, through 

their surrogate, W. Henry Hdle; and I understand no representative from 

justice appeared as a witness at the hearing.

At the prtstnC 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 CjoimpEa.nt that speaks to the KLK jr. matter ^.th 
attached-Ex—A, althoe I doubt if justice or their publishing associates 

will be ineersseed in the Commlcaint contents.

Sincerely: James e. Ray #65477

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

P.O. Bhx—73

Petros, Tenn. 37345

-A78-
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
ESTERN DISTRICT OF TEN 

WESTERN DIVISION

: ou=t

JAMES E. RAY, 
• Plant!*/

vs.

TIME INC. .
GEORGE MCMILLIAN
W. HENRY HAILE ' 
WILLIAM BRATFODD HUIE 
GEROLD FRANK 

HON. ROBERT M. McRAE 

BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI
Defendants

CiWJ. Action No

• ' COMPLAINT \

; 1. ALLEGATOON OF JURISDICTION: ' ' ■

j' (a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the hefein subject matter is based upon 

, . diversity of ciiizesshPp and the amount in recovery.

' Pianiff, acting pro se, is a citieen of the State of Teirnessee under "oper-

/ aiion of Law" in the subject maater; defendant TLM3 Inc. (here-in-afier, TIME)

* is a citizen of the State of New York; defendant George McMillian (here-in- 

: ’ after,,MiMlienn):is a citieen of the State of Massachusetts; def endamt W.

’ _ Henry Hsile (here-in-afier, Hoile) is a citieen of the State of T-nn-tt--;

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

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

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

• • McRae) is a citieen of the State of T-nn-tt--; defendant Brenda Peeiicciotti 

. (here-in-after, Peelicciotii) is a citieen of the State of Tenn-tte-. The

matter in controversy -xc--dt, exclusive of interest and coats, the sum of 

ten thousand dollars. _ . . .

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the ■exis-enc- of a federal, question and the amount 

in controversy:
- • -1.79-
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The action arises under the fifth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to 

this Untied StaUs consSitutOon; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as here-in- '

afUr ucfa fully iPPlira< The matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive of 

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

(c) JurUdtction founds on the existence of a question arising under parti­
cular statute:: .

The action arisen under Act 42 U.S.C.A. S 1983; U.S.C. Title 28 § 1343 (4).

As here—in—afeer more fully appears., ■

THIS IS AN ACTION IB LIBEL & CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.

GENERAL BACKGROUND: ■ .

On April 4th 1968, Rev. Maatin Luther King jr., was Shot . d kUUdyi^ 
Mentis Tennessee; in May 1968 the plaintiff was indiceed by the Shelby 

county grand jury (cr. indcttaent no. 16645) for said shooting; on March 

10th 1969'Prain0iff, allegedly through coercion by his attorney, Percy 

Foreman & the prosecution, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indictrnent; on 

February 2nd 1974 the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals Ot■det*eld an e■vieent- 

iary hearing jnto the circumstances of said plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285 
C.A.6, 1974; on February 27th 1975 after hearing said ^dwtiary pt•OCeedingS 

the U.S. ^strict court for the ^D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert M. McRae, pre­

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

U.S. 6th c-rcu-t wurt of appeals upheld Judge McRae»s ruing in said evi-

_ deniiary hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-75-1795. .

Pilau niff, James e. ray, sues

Defendants, TIME INC.; GEORGE McMILLIANf; W. HENRY HAILE; WILLAM BRATFORD • 

HUIE; GEROLD FRANK; ROBERT M. McRAE; BRENDA PELLICCUTTI, and alleges;

2. That While awaiting trial in the aforenuntoaned cr. indictment the plain­

tiff copied down from recollectOon ifoomation he had gained in his 1967 

asTOoc.ati.ons, iSTOciatOons Which lead to pLa.nt.iff being charged under 

said indictment. v ’ .

3. That a brief summery of said recolleciOoss and their subSlqilnt di^s- 

toon by pLiLntt.ff are as follows:
-180-
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(a) during one ptri.oe• plaintiff's confinement in 1968 lorate down 

on a money receipt issued forth foom the Sheriff's office of the Shelby ’

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

be<aring on said cr. indictment. See, Ex—A. •

(b) the to0ormstiOi consisted of telehhine numbers & rir name & address; a.1 

number's were writeen down backwards,-including the address.. .

(c) the two teeehhone ambers were listed next to the word "Sister", the 

first being IssUd in, New Orleans, Louisian; the second being in, Baton 

Rouge, LouisicnaL.

(d) the address is isteed under the iame, Vera C. Staples. .

(e) the telehhnne number listee under the Baton Rouge address was fumsddd 

to plantiff'i attorney, Percy Foreman, who was rtertititigg plainUff in 

said cr. indictment. • -

(f) tht addr^s was ift investigated until piamiff was incarcerated u^ 

pleaing to ^d todictrnont; a ^mp^dtom of t^ post trial tovtitigaiOin 

would todicate: the information deed above was given to a St. LrUii, Miii- 

ouui, latex? leader, aid inoomnieed it eerta^toed to the MLK jr. we, who aee- 

a^ntly to tur•i torntohed ^d inOormatioi to a Nasi■eillt, Ttiitsiet> ex­

Attorney to tovtitiLgste; saie Attorney had sources in the State of L0UisSiaa 

iiveitiSatt the matter a^ to^^f^r iai.e Attorney reported the Baton Rouge 

Itoted mmber wident was uider the infUeinct of the Teamsters uii.fi; and 

Ui« New Dlea^ listed number r•tiiLetit was among other things an sgtit of 
a aid^t frgai1IaOi, ^d beiaulst(! of Dr. King's reposed fortcom^. 

HdtM-. 111s d^lh, ^hi^ mpjort of the PaS.estiee Arab cause. (References to 

the aedrsss if any was unclear.) • .

(g)
the

the

_toe plaintiff had come .by said name & add^ss 

bor^r to November 1967 from Tiuuawi, Mertco,
shortly tetore crossing 

into the rated States;
same was Randol^ Erwto Rosm, 1.180 NW. River Di™, Miami., Ftorida;

^ frence was made to a LEAA; a ch** through the Miami directory in 
1970 ^dieted no Ro^ Hrt.d with the above first & itcoid iimr; in 1973­

74 a Chicago, m^ote, reporter was quired as to Ue name of a Rosen who 

wa a^maa. i.n the roQrtiiiVte LaboR Parity, the reporter later ^sponded 

said Ros^, w Ro^s, sciivittei were mainly in the New York, New York, 
^a; shortly ‘tltewafter isi.d reporter was sxbstsitiated by matertai rtato- 
f M^d ine1ItitlJ tom the Heu. Richard lch«* a congressman from 

-181-1.
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Midori; thWeam,. an Att0„e], in Oklshfa City* klrioe., ^ furnished 

the Rosen .... „d asked lf h, „ua ^ any ^^ ,s ^ sjt 

th, ».. Orleans, and Loomed the subject might have . „. „„,.; „. m. • 

orney neported hash that the sheafs last name met Ukely .as, Bosehson, 

a.d tut he h.d . „. coition in New Orleans, Louisiana, federal court for

. ...Its violation; thereafter a Tennessee Hensel Attorney procured 

^ tr. of s^ n,^,. aubancuaeniy another check .as «ade thmu.b the 

"“’ teLjUae directory which did ii.t a ..Randy Rosenson" but with an 

address discrepency. . , ■

4. That pLUnUff mended the ab^e moomatlon for exclusive use, after 

a through investigator, in a jury triLal under said cr. indict.ent-rather 

t^ for com.eerialzing n the commuications industry-and in cOiSdquence 

withh^d parts thereof from pLanUfts cr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed 

with defrdrt Cmant) WIL. Bratford Huie in commeecial putting 

v^turr: Lt) Attorney Amur Ha^s sr., who ieeeeiately upon entering the 

sut coUncUd an defendant,. Hu!. and 2nd), Attorney Percy Forgan, who while 

not .nta-ng nn li.raary contracts with Hi. Huie unil January 1969,. two 

moans after For^n enteric ne mult, Mr. Foreman did not question pon­

tiff about saLd infomation or ather aspects of the cr. indictment—because 

of Ws (Fcrmmt.) ^.t^ trial preparatonn .etwos-uum February 1969,-

• 5. mat in February 1969, aft.r Percy Foreman had entered into It.rrary
• c^cts ** defendant,. Hue, ptmtiff fumih.dd Attcey Foreman, with 

the above mentioned,. Brtoi Rouge, pHone iumber and asked hi. to invsstiraSe 

n connection win U. MLK jr. homdde. Sxhotly thereafter M^ Foreman 

repl.ed in effect nu if U^ were to be any teedphone numbers refered 

tO•ii court he (Foremri) would furnidunem through coiircts in intersaaee 

iaMebiii Mr. ForeaM mentioned a, Mr. Meyer Lansky, as his iOurce.

6. mat iubsequueily, after ne prosecutoon and Percy Foreman, had maieu▼ered 

plUnUff tote e„ternng a plea to sUd indictment, ne pimtif£ on March 

nth I;969 wri checked into toe T^es^e SUU peMtentirry-Nalihvilee

■ B^ch and therein aH plaintiff's perioial property includnng the paper 

herein attached ,s EX—A, rid including incoming legal & personal leteers 
mUled to s^ prison, were coifiscaeed from plaintiff. Two or three dryi

. lUar rfter Uscussing briefly un StUe corrscUons coemessioner, Harry

' Av^ry, ne letters including EX-A were retunndd to plaintiff by said, -182-

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Conmisaioner, HarrTAvery. (except for a thin line circling sone writing^ 

the property seemed in order.

76 That prior to Pisantiff's transfer to the afoeemeniOnedd pern.teitaary, 

Co’nedseioner Avery, the late Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford ainngton, 

and Governor Ellington's timntstrttive assistant, Mr.. Wiliaea L. Barry, 

had decaded and comaitted to writing (see, Avery tesiiioony Un, Ray vs. Russ­

ell, U.S. Dis. Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 197O)Pla:aiti.ff's treat­

ment upon entering said pentelii.arr,l.e, arbitrary lodging of M.a.ntiff in 

solitary conftdm>ent immediately upon his entering prison.

8. That thereafter on (March 13,. 1969) when plaintiff commencid petitOtIllln 

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

atdeBpdid to pervade lia-nttiff against seeking a trial under said indiceeeni 

and after ftilinn that in^omeed lia.nttiff that he would hever be releasted 

fomm solitary conflemment while he (Avery) was corrections commssioner.

9. That in the succddiing years unttl the present llrintiff has been arbi­

trarily locked to solitary conftodedni/segrdgatOtn for approximately five 

years, during wih.ch tmme their has been several suicdees by prisOlers beca 

ause of the hareehmdlt of the colfleement including two (2) who burned them­

selves to-death. See, EX—B.

10. That after the aforemdltOnnid plea by ll<anttff the trial Judge, Hon. 

?rdsiol Battle, depareed from H«nmhhe, Tennessee, for a vacation and rihle 

on said vacation the then Governor of T^nndeSdd, Hon. Bunori Elinngoon, 

upon learning of Pliantiff'e effort to receive a jury trial under said to- 

dicmetnt, dispatched State officials to locaeed Judge Battle to offer him

fthe ldxi Appellate Judgship vacancy 1f the Judge would deny M.;anttff a 

trLal ^lddr the pettitoon r^red to in paragraph-8 above.

11. That on or about March 12^ 1969 .a.J^ pAioi segregation building 

Plrinriff was c^fronted through a ■•ruee.by special agent, Robert Jdledl 

of the Memphis, Tennessee, federal bureau of iixvdsttnatill Offcce. The 

thrust of ‘r. J^n’s omversation was seeking cooperation of na»tiff 

1o nurhldrelan the FBI investigatt! of said cr. indictment. When PLa.ntiff
reuused the cooperation offerer. Jdledl upon departing said ll£antiff cOuld 
dxpdct ririnti-ff ^rother-e (John & Jerry Ray) to join him in priwn,, or words 

to that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) ̂ ^ntifs brother, Jerry Say, was HRmidated to the extent 
that he had io resign his job in the Chicago, Illtoois, area; sub­
sequently aftor forcing kia from hu -job th. rai attempted to fame 
him for numerous cries. * .

(b) pl^nniff’s otoor brother, John Ray, was arreseed by police 
while driving hi’ car in the St. Louis, M^u*, area and subsequent­
ly charged by the FBI for aiding and abetting a bank robbery. Tried 
and conviceed with a defends whom the government aieeeed actudly 
robbed ’aid bank, John was given 18 years and the aieg^ed robber 10 
years; upon appeal the ale.eted robber’’ conrtction was reversed by the 
8th U.S. circus court of appeals because the fruits of an iieggaly
search & raizure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
to^toe fruit;’ of t;he ilea gal sear-ch was not ground for reversing 
John Rar’’ case became the al^eed evidence (stolen money) was not 
takm frorn him; upon re-trial the a^ged robber was acquited; sub­
sequently another defendant i.n the robbery was charged and mUred a 
plea for three (3) years which was later reduced to eighteen months 
by the government. •

T2. That to Junie 1959 Pldnntff fieed a ciV.1 action in the United State’ 

District; court for toe M.D. of Tennessee seeking to void contracts between 

plaintiff, the aforementiondd Percy Foremans, and deferral, Huie. In att­
empting to have ’aid civil action (CommPaint) dismissed, thus otcesiitai- 

ing toe rtfilOeg by Pia.nt.iff in the WD. of TenOessne, the defradant’ 
Attorney toe late, John J. Hooker sr., of toe Davidson county Teooe’sen 

bar, ILleeeaLly procured Pl^antiff,i entire prIisio record, tocludnng eomclt 
lnOormaiIim, from toe afonmmtniiondd corrections comdsdow, Harry Avery, 

and was tou’ able to have said toamlaint dismissed in the M.D. of Ttootssnn 

and milled in toe W.D. (civil action no. C-69-199) before Judge McRae, 

because of said domcle in0oriaiioo. '

13. That thereafter Uncivil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae’s 

initial rulOn’Wwas that said action would be decided br_dnnosition rather 

than live iestiliny~ulb:30quent;yy the Judge eismisind the 'suit on .moOiio .. 
of.the defendant’. • • ■ .

14. That filiowine the United States Sixth circuit court of apped’ rulOne 

on February 3rd 1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the cicum’trace’ 

of POnntiff's aformmentioned guity plea under said indictment defendant,

Judge McRae, again assumed jurisdictton to conduct said hearing (civil 

action ni.C-;’l^-1^^6) and again ruled that the two principal witnesses, toe 

. -184-
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aforementioned Percy Foreman & defendant Huie, would not have to undergo 

l^e testimony, only depositonns. The Judge accomplished this legal manau- .

war by ruling the Pianntff’s subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mile 

radius of MeapihLs, Tennessee. • .

That Judge McRae further pre;ju<d.cial & arbitrary actions & inactonns 

isttod below effectively dimtoishied the PliaLntff'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 solLcitatonn of the 

State’s Attorney, defendant Hd.le—who had complained to the court that 

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

General Hede could inquire of Plaintiff’o mugged inOorittioo he (plaint­

iff) provide sato Percy Foreaan conctrnngS others persons tltegtdly culpa­

; ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, alhhoe Plaint ff did refer to

in0orittioo described above as being given t;o Mr. Foreman by Pianntff, and 

within the confines of the above court ruling, otitStr deftndan•t, Hde, 

or, Judge McRae questioned Pianttiff in the iatttr. .

(b) Judge McRae in conce^ w^ defendant,’ PeULcciotti, has con- 

eisteotl-~  petitions from PPanniff’s counsel, Janes R. Lesa— 

^cined to forward to the U.S. 6th circuit court of appends relevant & 

nectBsary portions of toe transcript to said evidentiary ■Starng: specif­

ically, toe deftoitvve portions. of said tr-nscript evidencing, Percy Foreman, 

-afttr'OvtataLion, refused to offer live tosiuonny in said evidentiary hear— 

ing; and thus through their deleterious intctions in the tr. mattor coanri- 

buted subbstanially to toe 6to circuit; dtcision against Piamiff therein.

desppt.ee

’ (c) Judge McRae has ignored a petitoon to take perpetuating testi-

“ony» fieed aner said tV.dentitry hearing, from defendant, Hato. Mr. Huie 
being a principal character, therein. *

i5s That prtor to said evidentiary hearing, Judges McRae, mislead or att­

empted to m.sl^ PlanOtff’s Tennessee cr. crunstl as eviden^d by a 

seri.es of letters Pia.ntiff received! foom said CornisH (Mr. Robert I. 

Livtogston) implying that durtog several encounters with Judge McRae he 

. (Livtogston) was lead to tolieve toe court; was syEpathetcc t;o PLanniff’s 
case a°d tous a vigoruis prtstotttron by Pia.nt;iff’a counsel would not be 

otctSEarry or desirable. . -185-
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IS. That their have been publicized allegations that, Judge McRae, is 

more corned w^ U1 poiitical effects of his decisions than the 
law. See, EX—C. ‘ • ’ . •

17. THat ^ clerk of the c°urt defendant, Penicciitti, wherein said 

evidentiary hearing was conducted acted io concert’with, Judge McRa^

• i° decciming to prepare aad forward tr. nateeial, described in paragaaph 

”'b ^v1, to the O.s. sixth clrcu.t thus contrll>btogs s.Wont.all,

• to the slxto circuit denlini P^itoff reUef under said evidentiary 

hearing. ' . ' ■ ■ _

18. That defendant, Haaie, who was the States chief counsel in the afore.. 

nentioned evidentiary hearing, lut is now in p-iva! practice, has lb,1l- 

ed Pontiff by hdinns & abetting defendant, McMillian, in Mccailan’.

• preparing & authoring the tfireientioned artilce for defendant, TIME.

s 19. That defendant, M<llU.lltn, inooirned M.anttff•a lrtth1r, Jerrl Ray, 

of his (M1Mlitnls) r1lationJhniP1 with defendant, Hdl^ —•.>..

20. That ±n---------- 1975 demandant, Hale, appeared wLth defendant, Mclillitn,'

at tM ^mnessee State p1JnLt1ntiary—lashviiee Branch—wherein MdMllI.en 

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of Haile, t;o linttlt

. Pianntff and ask if he would consent t;o an ineer11ew by, McCMlllttn.

Warden Rose did forward said ineerveew request to PlLanntff which Pianntff 
d1lln1ed and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewed the aolitaJlr confinement 

building wherein Pianttff was housed.

K21. That defendant, Hdle, while asslt. att. gen. for the State of Tenn-

^ essee several times publicly lritCci1ed court d1cisions unfavorable to him 

. in a ma^^r suggeeting he was attesting to inii::lta1e Judges, acts for 

which he Eubseque101l was diiisedd from the A.G.'s offices by the Att-

. ornney General for tine State of Tennessee. '

: 22. That Io the January 26, 1976, issue of TIME nagoZine (EX—p) under 

the tit! of "The King Assassination PeeV^Sit1d", defendant, McMillian, 

authored a ih.icoouB article subtitled "I’m gonna kill that nigger King" 

and alleged said subtitle to be a staeeient made by Pianbtff.
Shd article is Ittteeed with deliberate ftlricaiions, and while of a 

hillw^oidln character they are delivered with i^ice intent, begining -186-
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- ...In 1565 and A Martin Luther King was on TV O.^ everyday, talking 

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

watched it a.1 avidly on the cell-hlcck TV at Jeff City. He reacted as 

if-King's remarks were directed at him personsaiy. He -oiled when King 

came on the tube. He began to cm him Martin 'Lucifer' King and Martin 

Luther 'coo^'. 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 cellboodsa or, cells, 

during Planniff's entire sojourn in the Missouri State pemitentiary at, 

Jefferson City; and, that defendant McMMUnn i.s cognizant of this fact 

through conversations with Missouri corrections officials whom he has 

contacted for information numerous times. See, E—£.

23. That several other deliberate fa-ricatoons with maricilus intent in 
■ said article are:

- . (a) "Ray and (his feloow connict Raymond) CcuTis would set around, 
often high on speed..." Speed being a fom of narcotic p. 18. '

. (b) "On Am 24, ^Z, ju^ o^ day after Ray escaped from the
p^son a Jef^ron Wty, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Ch.cago's 
Atlantic Hotel..." Allegedly, say's McJHlian, discussing the murder of 
M^tin Luther King. p. 18. . .

(c) that McMillin alleged Pl<r.nttff'a Brother, John & Jerry Ray 
had. fom converfatlo^ «th naf knowledge before the fact of the ’ 
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23. .

24. T>at the State of M^oui.. depar^ent or oorecttons co™m.do..r, 

n. Georgs «. c^p, augn In erred that defendant HcXllllm la a fraud

fIn pedion ^n Mumu... arap„l=10nl0^ ^.jattons. learning Pain- 

ti«s c°nduct while in mi Ma^nrl penitentiary. See H_j.

25. That the PMoM pr1^ d^ndad Mcmian principally rules on 

to srl>.trI>tl.e. hla rllsgrtldna, allegations that n<ai>ot:rf not only 

plfUd ^ -under of MiK dr. ^ was nso a. nicotic a^ct, narcotic 

Peddler, ect. ect., is rolled to be one, Raym-ond Ccrtis.

Sid, Rained Cutu, jjegjM o!cld to converse with P^fr .hhle In 

sald ,lnitl>tl„J, thtterfttt he (Crti.) •vnuatarlly ..checked into" 
^gregation, ^ b^ln, expo.* as a professional !«&„„, and thus
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was thereafter United jin hie prison. associatOon to his own type.

26. That shortly after Pidattff's arest io 1968 to anser for said or. '

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

(McOMHisn) knew Pla.ntiff was gU.lty of the indictment charge he (Mct-Mll- 

ian) would not have to investigaee the case. Thus it f^ows a ^rt^ri 

that McMillian has reieed on the work product of other noveeist to sub­

stantiate sizeable portions of his allegations in said TIME ^ml^

27. . That defendant McMillian has posted PianUff numerous letters, first 

threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interv^ws for use to said arttcle 

and hi.s aieeeed forthooming book re PHntiff. .

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

pnblJLshing said articoe by HcMiliian—thus in promoting HiKM-lian’s ^r^- 

iOrtii book r-e PLantiff-- in that icMillian•s publisher, Li^^ Brown, 

is a sub’dary of THE inc. . . ■ . , -

29. T^t dtfendai TIME deceivdd their own agent (Richard C. Woodbuuy) in 

ite.x Chicago, Ill^ois, office into thinking TIME wo^d run an objectvee 

story re the maater. See, EX--F. f ■

30. " That defendant TIME was consciously endeavoring to inn^nce the 

Urited States Sixth Circuit court of appeals in, Ray v. Rom, °o- 73­

1543, wihLthi just a fJew days subsequent to said lxttilt heard agguments

. in the above Say v. Rose s^t to determiee wist^r to order P^n^ff a 

new trial under said cr. indictment. .

/ 31. Eiat TIME inc. has a history of conspirnng to subvo^ the juiUial
• 'and po^tic^ processss by publishing, timely, malisons ^ti^es pri^

’ to judeHL dti:l.sOons or election of public offiiials..

32- That beiluse defendant, TIME, ^s'rnade a fw* in^stigat^n )p. 17 

Mid lxil.iL.t) into the >’clse•'--thtir intH in^stigat^n ^d^tly 

bring plowed by TUe iii. LIFE magaidne to l968--^ I’ Mg^^t 

thlt i substantial portoon of said ^ti^ is ^^ & Vicious.

33. That substaniaL potion, of sHd a^ by Mc^« were "Pp^ 

to Mr. HciUllli by eefeidlnts, Frank & Hn^e--Defeidait. H^e’ pubishldi 
a noveL re nmuff in 1970 ULfd "He Slew the Dr^er"; defenea~t, -1S8- ,
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34. That tho false allegations in said article: "that Plaintiff commuted 

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

plaintiff, pp. 17 & 23 respectively, wore supplied io d^ndant McMillian 

by defendant Huie as evidenced by staCeecnSs made directly to K-^nCff 

by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Huie to ^Pla-ntiff) aJ-oiis 

with oral & witten declarations by Defendat, HCe. See, -lu-

35. That, defendant Huie in his ongoing ee<dia caeepign against n^nttff 

lieeeed PanOiff in a CBS-TV iolCervCew hosted by, Dan Rather, on or 

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

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

36. That the false Hlegatoons in refeeence to Adolph H.tt.w (p. 23 s^ 

article) was supplied to defendant.icMillini by Defendant, Franz, as ev­

idenced by statements made: directly to pLa.ntt.ff by PlsanW.ff’s for^r 

-Attorney (who was inerrieeeed extensiveyy by defendant, Frank) Robert Hill,- 

of the,.'Chattanooga Tennessee bar. .

37. That defendant Huie has a history, for coeaeecial reasons, of . .

contentoouneess With said, Gov. Wallace. -

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

it incuuees murder-, eg, see Frank’s novel, publisher in 1963, tiieed 
"THE DEED", and if allegations in count 2-f above are soistlntlaeud in 

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

Government lUvocltCe i.s readily explicable. .

:39. That an article in the BILALIN1 NEWS publihied March 12, 1976] page 15, 

,•- penUlteeate paragraph, reported MEK Jr. was siiftnng his pooiticH Hi- 

ances..’.,Dr. King was ShlftOng his pooiticH illOlcces and civil rights

’ approach. To support this view observers point t;o Dr. King’s views on

,the Viet Nam war and his gr'owiong support of the labor movement. Dr. King 

was also coming under the iniueence of the Teaching of the Honorable. 

Master Elijah Muhammad..." . • ■ .

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

tine W.D. of Tennessee tiiedd, Ray v. Frank, Civil Action no. C-73-126, 

agOnst h^in defeoUatt;, Frank, in 1973, and had process served upon 

him through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequueniy
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releVved by the Court as a defendant in said suit by falsely alleging ,

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

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

41. That the record Wil confirm that not one of the n^anilff'i accusers 

in the comuuication industry haw ever offered IVw testimony in a court 

of law but on the contrary, they have utiiJ.eed numerous ruses to avoid 

process and the subpoena wlhle the record Wil evidence Plsanniff has not 

only given liw testimony (in the aforemvitlived evidentiary hearing) but 

prior to the plea in said cr. indiciment was in conten^on WLth his cr. 

counsel in their insiseence—nn collusoon With defendant, Huie—that plaint­

iff not be a defense witness therein.

Moreover, nothing of substance indicates that the legal syseem-

infueencial publishing compsonies combine are not acting in concert to assu- 

.re that;their sha.1 never ba,a.(Jury) trial for P1W.ntiff, criminal or

civil, that’s related too said ine^cimen't...apparently because it'would not

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

mecdLa case. ’ i • ' ’ •

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

or political inluennce to effectiwly contest the above situatoon is mot 

Oify sublet to the eevi.aL of due process but can also expect his family 

members to be ;Jaieed and famed for cr:Leii-f .ofennces while the. same pub- 

lihinng industries, eg, defendant, TIME, complain self-rghheeously about 

some distant country's elreetlnis or legal system. •

: Further, it seems that, by chancd, the same ieeea-pP:OLtical .

' eomdiv that coalesced in the Watergate investggaLOinpplieecutOin and 

dVmandVd fui eiScf.liUre• are out-of the same sack as tines who prosecuted 

pluLnttff under iaie cr. indiciIvent and who are now opposed to disclosures.

IN SUMMARY: the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,

since he & the Government mensuverdd Plant!. ff into iaLe indicmeil P^a, 

bvvn giWjig a ruiiiig commentary in the media on how he (Flreman) aeelm- 

pishied the feat. Now he has publiheed analogously the epilo^ve to the 

feat in the STAR maa-gazne wherein he pronounces: .
- -190-
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"...rithS publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to 

reverse teceuse it would bring down a heap of criticism from 
^ public who are not f^iar with the rule and regulator 
0 . law...to fnd a ju^ or a sroup of Judges With ebought 

ouragt) woxHd on experience, be unexpected". See, EX—fl.

42. That the defendants, TIKE inc., George UCMlian, W. Henry H^, 

Willim B^wd H^, and Gerold ^a^ are gaily of the vioiatoon 

as foUoos: . • ’

<a> or UUUnj plainttff in said TIue a.tlclt with maiicto. i.nttni

43. ttd the defendants, TI«E inc., George McMillian, W Henry H.u., 

are guilty of the violation as foHoOs: '

<a> of a^Ung in collusion, by the nature of .aid 
• ^bli.WLng ^t^ to ina^n^ the U.S. 6th circuit coart 
. Ray v. Rose, No. 73-1543, adversely to herein WOntifr, 

jjiiastiw and violating plantiff*s civil righU.

article and it’s 

of appeals din, 
thus obstructing

U-.-Thd d^hdm, ucmua^s in addition gully of the vlolatoon 

as foUoos: . £ — * - •

Hale & ^"^“g “ater- defendants,
.aaoeld thus ^und^U^ "u^ " of s^

45. That defendant, mule, i.s

<a> of libeling With 
CBS-TV spectt1 dated January

“algous intent by falsely charging on a
2 1576, and hosted „y Dan Baader, that Plaint-

_.« had i« ef,ect anrdered, Se,. Martin Luther King dr 
l.lti»0“>«i, in, London, Efland. .

i-n ^cdtion goity of the vUlatoon as foUoos:

, and, robbed a

46- That deftidan, Hu^ ^ of the ad^ v^^ 

<a> of violates Plsani^s civi
. . . by aiding & abating defendart, McMillian 12 L zOO “-’a’" iit'tni 

s^d a•ttllt, tho^h fbrnl,htil5 Ucuuii;. "'s <“■“““'•> JuMirhn. 
the 1<nn.esse Attorney Genera., office «5 hUgX ““ fi‘t" of 

w^ he (Hille) was asst. Att. Gen.

Tennessea i.o. of1*^^ tsw^mO^ fom “s tenure in th 

J0rt““n & “““ L. B^- of ‘he thbfu-ineas 

n aboye, thUs violating aauffs civil

e
the aforementioned, Percy 
of allegatoon made in iount~3 
rights. .
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47. That defendants, JudSe McRae & Brenda PellicciotCi, are guilty of 

the c.v.1 rl^ts violation as follows: '

(a) of deliberately Withholding relevant portions of Plantiff's 
transcript from an appellaee court, refered to Ln ci^utt-14 b above, and 
thus cintrbu^ldd sub68^b!iiblly to that court—U.S.'6th circuit court of 
appe^s—sustaninng Judge McHaa's lalilr..rlliIn therein against PlanUff.

48. That defendant, Judge McRae, is in ad^tion gUiLty of the civ_l riot's 
violatioi as fillo■o8:

(a) of refusing to act li a ttOlii to take plr.petuating testi­
mony from defendant, Huie, in the bforeneitOindd evidentiary hearing, re­
fer ed to in count-14 c above. •

49. That the Plaints Is eatiteed to exemplary damages because defendants, 

' excluding Judge McRao & PeUicciotti, should be taught that the culpaabl- 

'L.ty of defendants Ln cr. indcctmenss were inennded under the United States 

cins8itutiin to be decided LLn courts of law rather than through fraudul^t 

n!.srlpre8lnCatlnns L.n the comntrcial ci!nItuiiatiins industry; and the other 

two defendants that legal requieenents precede pooitccal cii8idlrat0iss 

or biasness ana.i8C a particular lttia^nC.

50. That as a resHt of the defendants bctLLois cHed herein the PianUff 

has not only been mleled'ii a n^b1i.nbit. fashion but thoes who have the 

rlspnnLbility of upholding li«.bicts cmntiCltiiibL rights have by their 

coHusles acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel.

; WHEREFORE, PLamiff demands Judgment frat dlflndatt8, ex-

<cluding Judge McRae, PUIiLtivl damages of Five hundred thousand dollars 

respectively. • ’ ’ .

. Janes E. Ray '
' . . Station—A '

. . . Wabhhlill> Tennessee.
n(bLltlff_..Z^4^/Z^^^
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State of T,rrrressee
SHELBY COUNTY

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

• „ (5) FIVEgoing----- s_)---------- ■Pages contarn a full, true and perfect copy of the

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

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIM, AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUILTY AND

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVTR AND ORDER - OF JAMES EARL RAY - BOCKET NUMVER B-16645

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

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

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

ths-lL-day of_____ AUG’_____________ mTL.
_ /s/ J.A.BbCKaWEU. _________ Clerk 
By_Dlr2CCVriieL—.d. c.

State of Terme^ee 1 W THE CRIMNALj COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY,, TENN.
SHELBY COUNTY I Memphis, Team.—AUG^Jfi^l976---------- ,...19--------

I, WILLiIMl H. WILLIAMS_________________, sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County Dvesion_J£------- , certify that J. A. BLACKWELL,, who gave the foregomg crrtfficate, is now, and

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

his attestotinn is in due form, and his official acts, as such, are entitied to full faith and ci^edit

’ Wtrness my hand, this—1^-----day of-----------AUG:----- - -------------------- 1976—

/ ------ Judge.

State of Telnreseee 1
SHELBY COUNTY }

J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that; H°N.

WILLIAM H. WILLAAE_________________ __ whose genuine official signature appears to the above

; ■ and hereto annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of signing tiw ^me, sole and m^idirg Judge of the

. Crimina' Court Div-s^n 3 t in and for the County and State aforesaid, duly comrnh^omd and quaH- 

fiedt and that all his official ccte, as such, are entled to full faith and c^t.

In Testimony Whereof I have hrrrunto ert rny hand and cffixe^ th ^al

. of ecid Court, at office;, in the City of Memphet,

; . this 16 day of_____ -AUG---------------------- 1976­

' . /s/JA.BLACKWELL __________Clerk.

B^_DOnNaU^ih----D C

. ■ ' -194-
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IN' THE^BEMERAl COURT OF SHEL3Y COUNTY, ridNiiS® 
DIVISION ITT ‘ "

STATE OF TENNESSEE ■

YS. . NO. 16645 ' • ’

JAMES EARL RAY ______________ ' ' . _
DEFENDANT , ( .

PETITXON 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
. all proceedings against me should be had in the name which I hereby declare to be my 

true name. '

, . My attoneey in the cause is PERCY FOREMAN________________ , who was se-
\ lected and retained by me,/who was appointed by the Court KXxxxxeaxcxt, to represent . • 

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

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

! • I have told my attorney th1 facts and surrounding circumstances ss known
- to me concerning the maters mlncOnldd in the inditmiens-, and believe and feel that 

my attorney is fully inomed as to all such matters. My attorn^ has inoorrned ae
, at to the iatcore and cause of each accusation against me, and as to Ony and OH
; . possible defenses I might have in this cause.

Ky attorney has advised me as to the punishment provided by law for the 
if■l®Irses charged and ^br^^ in the indicrraent against me. My attorney has fuothio 
a^d that punishment which the law po•ivi1<ss for the criM with which I am charged 
in the indCcrment is as follows: g

.death by 1l1ccricctiin or ciifiilrrent in the State Peeitl^tiary fio
r ;Lfe or for some period,of time over twenty (20) yearrs

and if accepted by cKi Court and Jury my sentence on s plea of giilty wil bi: 

-riifierrlnt in the State Peent'entiaTy for ni■ilcy-ninl years (99).

‘ pX:S^s^“ me^thaf I -f s~- 

Gu&bp:^^^ ^.ws poo^^.- ^ 

< CiLS11<.Ch1,? LOni process of M» Cout to ^u the produetlonof «>,„ LdhleOg
vi

. poissuri o^f:? fl11 w“ ch" ^thout any threats or
oSaxx;' o^^o j,^ I do/"cany sxoquisx^^

- W or could hove to o.MUon fiOh0ON1W Tiw^ ^hl"^' oOv1 ony rght I

DlflidaiC (J
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N THE CRJMKIAL COURT OF CJUiBT COUNT1 
• ■ Division iii

STATE OF TENNESSEE ■ .

VS NO. 16645 .

JAMES FART, RAY_________ ____________ • •

DEFENDANT • . . *

• '. -196-

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING 
FLEA OF GUILTY • •

This cause cams on for hearing before the Honorable w 

_PRESTON BATTLE____________ _, Judge of DivisOon III , of the

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

defendant, JAMEiS EARL RAY______ ' , for Waiver of triLal by jury and 

request for acceptance of a plea of guilty, said petition being attached 

hereto and incorporated, by refernnce herein; upon statements made in 
„ t v ■________________________ the District Attorney General,

open Court by the defendant herein; his attorneysof recordjhthe Assistant 

Attorneys;General represents the State of Tennessee; and from questoonngg 

by the Court of defendant and his counsel i.n open Coiurt; and •

3T AFPEARIGIG TO THE COURT after careful consideratlnn that the • '

defrndtn- herein has been fully advised and understands his right to a 

trial by jury on the terits of the indcctment against him, and that the 

defendant herein does not elect to have a jury determine his gvd.lt or 

innocenee under a. plea of Not Guilty; and has waived the formal reading 

of the indictment, AND: . ■

IT FURTHER APFEA.RTNG TO THE COURT that the defendant intelligently 

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

choice and without any threats or pressure of any kind or promises, other 

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

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

punishment, waives his-right to a Motion for a New T-iai and/or an appeal. • 

. ’ IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECRESID that the petition

fieed herein be and the same is hereby granted. .

Enter this the IC-h- day of Marc-h_________ , 19oj9. .

• Wirest-onu Batue • ■

JUDGE -
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JUDGE "James Earl Ray, stand." .

JUDGE "Havre your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do

you undersannd them?"
. DEFENDANT "Yes"

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

c^rge of Murder in tie First Degree against you, the punish­

; ment for Murder in- the First Degree ranging from Death by

Electrocutoon to any time over twenty years? The burden of 

proof is on the State of Tennessee to prove you guilty be­

yond a reenable doubt and to a moral certainty and the de­

cisoo° of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and 
' punishment?

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

L haVe the rght to file a «<**<« for a New Trial addressed to
V ■ the triLal judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against

' you on your Motion for a New Trial, you would have the rght

L to successive appeals io the Tennessee Cdurt of Criminal Ap-

( peas and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a pe­

L UUon for revew by ^ supreme Court of the United States?

f Do you undersandd that you have all these rights?"
1 DEFENDANT "Yes"

J. JUJDGE "You ^ enters a plea of. GGuity to Murder in the First

y . - ^ as .charged in the Indigent and are compromising

' and wttlnng your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nnne

* years in the State Penitent! .e reeirentJauy. Is this what you want to 
• do?’'

I DEFENDANT "Yes" *

"Do you undersaad tt.t you ,„ waiving, which means "givng 

■ up". . io™, trial by your P1ea of Giity aihhough the iaws

of this state rlquirl the prosecutoon to present cettaU eyi- 

de°« to a jury in ^ cases of Pleas of Guity to Murder in 
the Fi^t Degree? . _

Jan -
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Page 2. .
Voir Dire of De ant on Waiver and Order

By your plea of guilty you are also waiving your rights 

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

the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals and the Supreme 

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

Court of the United States. •

By your plea of guilty you are also abandoning and 

waiving your objections and exceptions to all the Motions 

and Petiionns in which the Court has heretofore ruled against 

you in whole or in part, among them being:

" " 1. Motion to withdraw plea and quash indictment 

• 2. Motion to inspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras foom jail •
4. Motion for private ionnuitacion with'atoonney

5. Peticion to iuthor■ite defendant to take dnpositinns

6. Motion to permit confeennee with Huie

7. Motion to permit photogapphs

8. Motion to designate court reporters

9. Motion to stipulate cesttmony • _

10. Suggests of proper name"

DEFENDANT "Yes”

JUDGE "Ham anything besides this sentence of ninety-nnne years in

the penitenUayy been promised to you to get you to plead 

guilty? Has anything else been promised you by anyone?"

DEFENDANT "No"

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

used on you to get you to plead guilty?"

DEFENDANT "No"

JUJDGE "Are you pleading gunty to Murder in the First Degree in

this came because you kiieed Dr. Martin Luther King under 

. such ciccutstancnn that would make you legally guilty of 

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



Page 3.
Voir Dure of Defendant on Waiver and Order

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

agreed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State Peni­

tentiary, freely, voluntarily and understanding^ made and 

interred by you?”
DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE Is this plea of Guilty on your part the free act of your

free wu, made with yoUI fun k„owledge and unde-standing 

of its meaning and consequences?"
DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "You may be seated."
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EXHIBIT 17 
(Classified)
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DOJ-1977o22

EXHIBIT 18 
(Gasified)
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