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Mr. James Eatrl Ray

Post Office Box I3

Brughy Mowmtain Penitentiary
Petros, Tennassee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray:

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the United
States created a task farce for the purpose of reviewing
the FRI'e investigation of the assassinaticn of
Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr.

The task force is now in the process of winding up
its inquiry before submitting a final report to the

" Attornoey General. However, we feel that our irquiry will

not be corplete unless wa give you an opportunity to state
your rarticipaticn, ar lack of participation, in the

murder of Dr. King.

Accardingly, we hereby reguest, through your attorney,
Jarmas M, Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview by
memoers of the task force. If you should agrees to talk
to us, our time schedule requires us to arrange for the
interview to tzke place not later than Decenber 31, 197¢.

Please let us know irmediately whether you desire

Sincercly,

Fred G. Folscm
Director
Martin Yather King, Jr., Task Force

cc: Janes H. lasar, Esquire

-177-
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e Hetros, Termesser 37845

Mr, James H. Lesar December 20, 1976
Attorney at Law '

1231 fourth Street, S.W.
Wash. D. Co
re: Ray v. Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645;
Shelby county, Tennossee. -(1963)
Dear Jim:

In respect to your letter saying that a Justlce department attorrney, ¥r.
James F. Walker, would like to interview me concerning the agbove indicta
ment, I agree wlth your advice opposing the interview. It would appesr
that this would only be in the interest of the J.D. and their book writing
cnllaborators,e.g., Gerold Fran't, George McMillian, st al.

If they had wantecd to interview the defondant, under oath, justice had
anple opportunity in the 1974 H.C. hearing in kemphie, Tennessee, through
their surrogete, V. Henry Hzile; and I understand no representative froaz
Justice appeared as a witnescs 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'1l include in the cc copy of this letter
to justice a copy of a Complaint that speaks to the MLX Jjr. matter with
ettached Ex-~A, 2lthoe I doubt 1if Justice or their publiching associates
%ill be interested in thé Complaint contents. '
Sincerely: James e. Ray #654L77
-~ P.0. Box--73

cc: James F. Walker, Esq. J.D.b/// Petros, Teun. 37345.

- A
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COMPLAINT

1. ALLEGATION OF JURISDICTION:

(a) Jurisdiction of the parties in the hefein subject matter is Yased upon

diversity of citizenshlp and the amount in recovery.

Plaintiff, acting pro se, is a citizen of the State of Tennessee under "oper-
ation of Law" in the subject matter; defendant TIM= Inc. (here-in-after, TIME)
ia a citizen of the State of Wew York; defendant George McMilllan (here-in-

after, McHillign) is a citizen of the State of Massachusetis; defendant W.

‘ Henry Haile (here—in—after, Haile) 18 a citizen of the State of Tennessee;

defendant William Eratford Hule (here-in-after, Hule) *s a clitizen of the

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

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

.-HgRae) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee; defendant Rremda Pellicciotti

(here-in-after, Pelliccilotti) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee. The

matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive o?f interest and costs, the sum of

ten thousand dollars.

(b) Jurisdiction founded in thajexistence of a federdl qestion and the amount

A

-179- ' ’
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The action arises under the tifth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to

3

the Untied States constitution; U.5.C. Title 28 § 1331 (a), as nere-in-
after mofe fuily appears: The matter in contéoversy exceeds, exclusive of

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

(c) Jurisdiction founded on the existance of a questioh éfisins under parti-

cular statute: . .

: wes
; i . -

The action arises under Act 42 U, S5.C.A. § 1983; U S C. Title 28 § 1343 (4).

A8 here-~in-after more fully appears.
THIS IS AN ACTICH IN LIBEL & CiVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS.
GENERAL BACKGROUND:

’ L oo e e, . im,

On April 4th 1968, Rev. Martin Luther King jr., was shot . -d killed:in,

: ﬁemphis Tennessee; in May 1968 the Plaintiff was indicted by the Shelby

'county grand jury (cr. indictaent no, 16645) for said shooting; on March

10th 1969.plaintiff, allegedly through coercion by kis attorney, Percy
Foreman & the Prosecution, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indictment; on
‘February 2nd 1974 the U.S. &h ¢ircuit court of appeals ordered an evident-
1ar; hearing into-the circunstan;es of sald plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285
tc.A.S, 1974; on Febriary 27th 19?5 after hearing sald evidentiary proceedings

_the U.S. District court for the ? -D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert ¥. McRae, pre~

siding ruled against plaintiff, Ray v. Rose, C-74~166; or May 10th 1976 the

U.S, 6th circult court of appeals upheld Judge McRae's ruling in said Evi-
. dentlary hearing. Ray v. Rose, C-75-1795.

Plaintiff, JAMES E. RAY, sues
Defendanta, TIME INC.; GEORGE McMILLIAN; . HENRY HAILE; WILLIAM BRATFORD

HUIE; GZROLD FRANK; ROBERT M. McRAE; BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI, and alleges:

2. That while awaiting trial in the aforementioned cr. indictment the plain-
t1ff copled down from recollection information he had gained in his 1967 ‘

assoclations, assoclztions which lead to plaintiff being charged under

- .

said indictment.

. ,

3. That a brief summary of sald recollections and thelr subsequent disposi-

tion dy plaintiff are as follows: 180
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(a) during sane ;e:‘icd. 2lzintiffra confineasnt ia 1968 !.roce down
on a money recaipt issued forth froa the Sheriff's ofiice of the Shelby '
county, Tennessee, jail information waich plaintiff believed nhad a direct

N

bearing om said cr. indictament. See, Ex--A. .

(b) the 1nfor=ation consisted o£ telephone numbers & one name & addrese' all

pumbers were written down backwards, - including the address. .

(c) the two felephone numbers were listed next to the word "Sister", the
first being listed in, New Orleans, Louieiana; the second being in, Baton

Rouge, Louisiana.

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

(e) the telephone number listed under the Baton Rouge address was furnished
to plaintiff's attorney, Percy Foreman, who was representing plaintiff in
said c:. indictment.

t

(£) the address was not investigated until pleintiff was incarcerated upon
pleeing to said indictment; a compendium of the post trial 1nvestigatioﬁ
would 1ndicéte: the information cited above was given to a St. Louis, Mlss-
'ouri labor leader, and informed it pertained to the MLK jr. case, who app-
arently in turn furnished said information to a Nashville, Tennessee, ex-
Attorney to Investigate; said Attorney had sources in the State of Louisiane
investigate the matter and thereafter said Attormey reported the Baton Rouge
listed number resident was under tpe influence of the Teamsters union; and
" the New Orleans listed number resident was among other things an agent of
a mideast organization disturbed because of Dr. King's reported forthcoming,

before his deathk, public support of the Palestine Arab cause. (References to

the address if any was unclear.)

(2) fhe Plaintiff had come.by said name & address shortly before crossing
the border in November 1967 from Tijuana, Mexico, into the United States;
the name was Randolph Erwin Rosen,, i180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida;
ather reference was made to a LEAA; a checle through the Miami directory in

1970 ignicted.no Roeen listed with the above first & second name; In 1973-

?4 a Chicago, Illinois, reporter was quired as to the name of a Rosen who
was an official in the rrogressive Labof Party, the reporter later responded
Sald Rosen, or Rosens, activities were mainly in the Rew York, Rew York,

area; shortly *thereafter said reporter was substantiated by material plain-
tift received 1ndirect;y from the Hon. Richard Ichord a congressman from

PR -181_ Lo : e
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H;ss0uri; t‘t’eazter an Attormey in Oklahoma City, Oklancma, was furnished
the Rosen name and asked if he could find any information re the subject

in, New Orleans, and informed the subject miszht have a €r. record; the Att-
ormey reported back that the subject's last Rame most likely was, Rosehson,
and that he had a cr. conviction in New Orleans, Louisiana, federal court for
& marcotics violation; thereafter a Temnessee licensed Attorney procured

the tr. of said conviction; subsequently anrother check was. nade through the,

{ Mianmi, telephane directory which did list a "Randy Rosengon" but witk an

address discrepency.

o ) - ': . .—, '.\
4. That plaintiff intended the above inforpat;on for exclusive use, éfter
a through investigation, in a Jury trial under said er. indictment--rather

than for comwercialzing in the communicatiors industry--and in consequence

withheld parts thereof from plaintirf & cr. Attorneys, who were enmeshed

. with defendant (novelist) William Bratford Huie in commercial publishing

vemntures: st) Attorney Arthur Eanes 5r., who immediately upon entering the
suit contracted with defendant, Huie and an) Attorney Percy Foreman, wno while
not entering into literary comtracts with Yr, Huie until Jaruary 1969, two
months afte: Foreman's entering the suit, Mr. Foreman did not question plain-
tiff about said infornation’o: ather aspects of the cr. indictment--because

of his (Foreman's) admitted trial preparation methods—-until February 1969.-

- 3o That in February 1969, after Percy Foreman had emtered into literary

contracts with defendant, Hule, plaintiff furnished Attorney Foreman with

" the above mentioned, Baton Rouge, phone number and asked him to investigate

in connection with the MLX Jjr. homicide. Shortly thereafter Mr. Foreman
replied in effect that if there were to be any telephone numbers refered
tofin court he (Foreman)-would furnish. them through contacts in interstate

ganbling--Mr. Foreman mentioned a, Mr. Meyer Lansky, as his source.

6. That subsequently, aftér.the prosecution and Pércy Foreman had maneuvered
pPlaintiff into entering a plea to said.?ndictnent, the plaintiff on March
T1th 1969 was checked into the Tennessee State pénitentiary--Nashville
Branch~--and therein all plaintitr'é personal p?operty including the paper
herein attached as EX-A, and including incoming lezal & personal letters

mailed to said prison, were confiscated‘trom plaintirf. Two or three days

later after discussing briefly with State corrections commissiomer, Harry

Avery, the letters including EX-A were returned to plaintiff by said, -182-
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comaisaioner, Harry Avery. (except for a thin lins circ!}ng sone writinss

the property seemed in order.

N

7{ That prior to Plaintiff's transfer to the aforementioned penitentiary,
Commissioner Avery, the late Govermor of Tennessee, Hon, Buford Ellington,
and Governor Ellington's adninistrative assistant, Mr..Willian L. Barry,

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

ell, U.S. Dis., Ct. M.,D. Tn. Civ,. Actlon no. 5590, 1970)Plaintiff's treat-
ment upon entering said penitentlary,ie, arbitrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary confinement immediately upon his entering prison.

A

8. That thereafter on (March 13, 1969) when plaintiff commenced petitioning
the trial court for a new trial under sald indictment, Commissioner Avery

attempted to persuade Plainti!f agalnst seeking a trial under said indictment

and after failing that informed Plaintliff that he would hever be releasted

. R .
from solitary confin~ment while he (Avery) was corrections commissioner.

-~ T

9+ That in the succeeding yeérs until the present Plaintif@ has been arbi-
trarilj locked in solitary confinement/seéregation for approximately five
Yyears, during which time their has been several sulcides by prisoners beca

ause of the harahment of the confinement including two (2) who burned then-
selves to-death. See, EX-=B.

LN

10, That after the aforementioned ﬁlea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Hon.
Preston Battle, departed from Hemphis, Tennesses, for a'vacatioh and while
on sald vacation the then Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Eliington,
upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to receive a Jury trial under sai& in-
dictment, dispatched Stzate officials to located Judge Battle to offer him

{the next Appellate Judgship vacancy if the Judge would deny Plaintiff a

trial under the petition refered to in paragraphra above.

1%, That on or about March 12th 1969 in .the prison segregation building
Plaintifr was confronted through a ruse. y spécial agent, Robert Jensen

of the Memphis, Tennessee, federal bureau of investagation office. The
thrust of “r, Jensen's conversation was seekiné cooperation of Plaintiff

in furthereing the FBI investigation of said cr. indictment. %hen Plaintif?
refused the cooperation ofreerr. Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could
sxpect Plaintifs Brothers (John:& Jerry Ray) to joinr him in prison, or words

" to that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) ..mtif:': brother, Jerry ?ay, was ’i:lidated to the extent
that he had to resign his Job in tha Chicago, Illinois, area; sub-
sequently after forcing him froam his Job the FBI attempted to frame
him for mumerous crimes. * ‘

(b) plaintifsi's other brother, John Ray, was arrested by police
while driving his car in the St. Louls, Missrurl, area and subsequent-
ly charged by the FBI for aldirg and abetting a bank robbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom the governzaent alleged actually
robbed sald bank, John was glven 18 years and the alleged robber 10
years; upon appeal the alleged robber's conviction was reversed by the
8th U.S. circult court of appeals because the fruits of an illegaly
search & selzure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
ther the fruits of the 1llegal search was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case bacasue the alleged evidence (stolen money) was not
taken from him; upon re-trial the alleged robber was acquited; sub~
sequently another defendant in the robbery was charged and entered a

. Plea for three (3) years which was later reduced to eighteen months

by the government, - ,
v

12 That in Juns 1959 Plaintiff filed a civil action in the United States

- District court for the M.D. of Tennessee seeking to vold contracts between

plaintiff, the aforementioned Percy quemaﬂ, aﬁd defendant, Hulie. In att-
empting to have sald civil ;btion (Complaint) dismissed, thus necessitat-
irg the refiling by Plaintiff:in the W.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
Attorney the léte, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee
bar, 1llegally procured Pléintiff's entire prison record, including domicle
informatibn, from the aforementioned corrections coamissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to havg'sﬁid Complaint dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in thé W.D. (civil actiom no. C-69~199) before Judge McRase,

because of sald domicle information.

i3. That thereafter in -civil action no. C-69~199 one of Judge McRae's

s s e P e o e

than live tesdmony--subaequently the Judge dismlssed the- suit-on motion ..

af;the defendants.

14, That following the United States Sixth circuit court of appeals ruling

on february 3rd'197q ordering an evidentliary hearing into the circumstances
0f Plaintiff's aforementioned guilty plea under ssid indictment defendant,

Judge McRze, agaln assumed jurisdiction to corduct said hearing (civil

action no.C-74-166) and again ruled that the two prircipal witnesses, the
| -184-
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aforezentioned Percy rForsman & defeandant Huis, would not have to undergo

liwe testincny, only denositicns., The Judge accomplished this lezal maneu-
wor by puling the Plainéiff's subpoena powers were limited to a 100 milse
radius of Menphls, Tennessee. - ‘ )

That Judge McRae further prejudiclal & arbitrary actions & inactlions
listed below effectively diminished.tbe Plairtiff's right under the United

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

(a) the court ruled in effect é_____ at the solicitation of the

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

the press was urging the State to ask certain questions of Plaintiff-—that
General Halle could inguire of Plaintiff's =21leged information ke (plaint-
112) provide said Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-

" ble under said cr. indictment, Thereafter, althoe Plaintiff did refer to

information described above as being -iven?to Mr. Foreman by Plaintiff, and
within the confines of the above court ruling, neither defenda“t Haile,

or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintiff in the matter.

(b) Judge McRae in concgrt with defeudant; Pellicclotti, has con-
eiéteﬁtl&--despite petitions from Plalntiff's counsel, James R. Lesar—--~
declined to forward to the U.S. 6th circult court of appeals relevant &
necessary portions of the transcript in sald evidentiary hearing: specif-
lcally, the definitive portions of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman,

-arter\i;Qatation, refused to offer live testiuony in sald evidentiary hear—
ing; and thus through their deleterious inactions in the tr. matter contri-
buted substantially to the 6th circult decision agalnst Plaintiff therein.

+

2 :
f' (c) Judge McRae has ignored a petition to take perpetuating testi~
mony, filed after sald evidentiary hearing, from defendant, Huie. Mr. Hule

being a principal character therein.

15. Tbat prior to said evidentlary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintlff's Tennessese cr. counsel a§ evidenced by a
series of letters Plaintiff recelived from sald Counsel (Mr. Robert I.
Livingston) implytng that during several eﬂcounters with Judge McRae he

. (Iivingston) was lead to belisve the court was sympathetlc to Plaintiffts

case and thus a vigorus presentation by Plaintiff's counsel would not Ye

necessary or desirabls, . -185-
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16. That their haye been Publicized allezgations tkat, Judze McRae, is

aore ccncerned wlth the political er!ects or his decisions than the

. .

law. See, EX--C. -

uao. That 1n ) 1975 defendant, Haile, appeared with defendant, McMillian,

17. That the clerk of the dourt defendant, Pellicciotti, whereig sald
evidentiary hearing was conducied acted in concert’wiiﬁ, Judge licRas,

in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, Aescribéd in paragraph
14~b above, to tkhe U.S, sizth circuit thus contribﬁting substantially

" to the sixth circuit denjing ?laintif’ relief under sald evidentiary

hearing. \

18. That defendant, Halle, who was the State's chief counsel in the afore-
mentioned evlidentiary hearing, but is now in private practice, has libel-
eq Plaintiff by aiding & abetting defeidant, MeMillian, in YcMillian's

rreparing & authoring the aforenentioned artilce for derendant, TIME.

19 That defendant, JcMillian, inforned Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,
of his (QGWillian's) relationship with defendant Haile. R —ielig.

at the Tennessee State penitentiary--Nashville Branch-~wherein McMillian

requested warden, James H. Rose, a personal friend of ‘Halle, to contact

. Plaintiff and ask if he would consent to an interview by, McMillian.

Warden Rose did forward sald intérv;ew request to Plalntiff which Plaintifsf

declined and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewed the solitaiy confinement

. dbuilding wherein Plaintiff was housed.

. 2F. That defendant, Haile, while asst. att. gen. for the State of Tenn-

1

¥ essee several times rublicly criticised court decisions unfavorable to him

" .in a manner euggesting he was attempting to intimidate Judges, acts for

vhich he subsequently was dismissed from the A.G.'s office by the Att-

orney General for the State of Tennessee.

; 22. That in the January 26, 1976, issue of TIME nagazine (EX--D) under

the title of "The King Assassination Revisited", defendant, McMillian,
aunthored a malicious article subtitled "I'm gonna kill that nigger Kingh

and alleged sald subtitle to -be a statement made_by Plaintirz.

Said article is littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a

hollywoodish charagter they are delivered with malice intent, begining -186-

whae eaa
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",.eIn 1963 and 7. Hdartiz Luther Xing was on TV aln’ everyday, talking
defiantly about how Elack peorle were going to get their rights...Ray
vatched 1t all avidly on the cell-block TV at Jeff City. He reacted as

1¢£ Xing's remarks war; directed at him personally. He ﬁoiled when King
came ;n the tube. He began to call him Martin 'Lucifer! K{ng and Martin
Luther 'coos'. It got so that the very slght of King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 18 sald article. ) '

e

The facts are that thelr were no TV sets in the cellblocks or, cells,

during Plaintiff's entire sojourn in the Missouri State penitentiary at,
Jefferson City; and, that defendant McMillianm is cognizant of this fact
through conversations with Missouri corzectioné ofiiclals whom he has

contacted for information numerous times. See, zx--g.

25. Thal several other deliberate fabrications with malicious intent in
sald article are: . v

(a) "Ray and (his rellow convict Raymond) Curtis would set around,
often hiah on speed..." Speed being a fopm of narcotic., p. 18.

N

(b) "On April 24, 1967, Just one day after Ray escaped from the
" prison at Jeffereson City, he met his -Brothers Jack and Jerry in Chicago's

Atlantic Hotel.,." Allegedl say's ¥cMilldian, discussing the murder of
¥artin Luther King. p. 18.

(c) that McMillian alleged Plaintiff's Brothers, John & Jerry Ray,
_had, from conversations with Plaintiff knowledge before the fact of the
MLK Jr. murder. PP. 18 & 23,

2h. That ghe State of Missouri's department of corrections commissioner,
Hr. George M. Camp, alleges in etfeétrthat defendant Hcﬂiliian is a fraud

,in connection with McMillian's aforementioned allegations concerning Plain-
tiff' s conduct while in said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX-<E.

25, That the Missourdi prisoner defendant McMillian Principally relies on
to substantiate his allegations, allegations that Plaintiff not only
plgted the murder of YLK Yr., but was also a narcotic éddict, narcotic
peddler, ect. ect., is reveled to be one, éaymond Curtis.

Sald, Raymond Curtis, attempted onced to converse with Plaintiff while in

said pentitentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) - voluntarily "checked into™

'aesregation, atter being exposed as sz pProffessional informer, and thus

: ‘ -187-
P. 9

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176




DR X

PN

.ﬁ
was thereafter limited in kis prison association to his cwa type.
25. That shortly after Plaintiff's arest in 1968 to anser for said cr.
indictment defendant McMillian stated at a news conference that since he
(McMillian) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the indictment charge he (McMill-
i1an) would not have to investigate the case. Thus ith}ollows a fortiori
that McMillian has relied on the work product of other novelist to sub-

stantiate sizeable portions of his allegations in said TIME aftmcle.

v

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

. A}
threatening, then cajoling, in seeking interviews for use in sald article

and his alleged forthcoming book re Plaintirf.

28¢-That defendant TIME magazine has a vested (financial) interest in
publishing sald artilce by McMiliian—-tﬁus in promoting Mc¥illian's forth-
coming boolk re Plaintiff-- in that McMillian's publisher, Little Brownm,

is a subsidary of TIME inc.

' . . e
29. That defendat TIME deceived their own agent (Richard C. Woodbury) in
thelr Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIME would run an objective

story re the matter. See, EX--~F. b

4

) 36;:That defendant ~I4YE was consclously endeavoring to influence the

Unlted States Sixth Circuit court of appeals'in, Ray v. Rose, no. 73—
1543, which just a few days subsequent to said article heard aggunents
in the abbve Ray V. Rose sult to determine whether to order Plaintiff a

new trial under said cr. indlctment.

31. ihat TIME inc. has a histoxry of consplring to subvert the Juddicial

"vand political prbcesaes by publishing, timely, malicious articles prior

to judicial decislons or eleéction of public officials..

32, That because defendant, TIME, haé_made a fresh investigation )p. 17

‘gaid article) into éhe ngage--their initial investigation evidently

being perdormed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIMZ is cognizant

that a substantial portion of said article is false & malicious.

33. That substantial portions of sald artilce by MeMillian were supplled

to Mr. McMilllan by defendants, Frank & Hule--Defendant, Hule, published

a povel re Flalntiff in 1970 iitled 'iHe Slew the Dreamer; defendent, -1838-,
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34. That the false allegations in said article: "that Plaintiff committed
a holdup in London, Imgland, and that George C. Wallace would pardomn
plaintifr; pp. 17 & 23'respective1y, were sﬁpplied to defendant McMillian
by def;ndant Hule as evidsnced.by statements made direc?ly to Plaintiff
by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Eule to‘g}aintiff) slong

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Hule. See, f:;w"4~~;.

35, That defendant Hule in his ongoing nedia campalgn against Plaintlff

libeled Plaintiff in a CBS-TV interview hogted by, Dan Rather, on or

about January 2, 1976, by Ialsely alleging in effect that Plaintiff had
» Yo

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

36, That the false allegations in refefencg to Adolph Hitler (p. 23 sald
article) was supplied to defendant McMillian by Defendant, Frazlz, as ev-

idenced by statements made directly to plaintitf by Plaintirf's former

© -Attorney (who was interviewed extensively bJ defendant, Frank) Robert Hill,-

of the Chattanooga Tennessee bar.

32. That defendant Huie has a history, for c0mmercia1 reaoons, of

contentiousness with said, Gov. Viallace. -

38 That defendant Frank has a history of dernnﬂiﬁg Zionism even when
it includes zurder, eg, see Frank's novel, publisher in 1963, titled
“"THE DEED", and if allegntions in count 2-t above are substantiated in

court proceeding Mr. Frank's intrusion into said cr. indictment as a

Government advocate 1s readily explicabdle.

.38, That an article ia the BILALIAN NEWS published March 12, !975‘ page 15,

# penultimate paragfaph, reported MEK Jr. was ehifting his political alli-

.

ances..!Dr. King was shifting his political allinaces and civil rights

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

the Viet Nam war and his groﬁing support of the labor movement, Dr. King
was also comlng under the influence of the Teaching of the Honorable.
Master Elijah Muhanmmad..." ' .ot

.40.'Thét Plaintiff filed a 1ibel suit in the United States Dis. Ct. for

the W.D. of Tennesses titled, Ray v. Frank, Civil iction mo. C~73-126,
against herein defendant, Frank, in 1973, and haﬁ process served upon

hin through his publisher, Doubleday company. Mr. Frank was subsequently
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releived by the Court as a defendant in sai& sult by falsely alleging

.

£ See, EX——8. pe. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Frank's in effect falsely

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

41.. That the record will confirm that not_one of the Plaintiff's accusers
in the communication irndustry have ever offered live t;stimony in a court
of law but on the‘caatrary,'they have utilized numerous rugea to avoid
process and the subpoena while the record will evidence Plaintiff.has not
only given live éestimony (in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing) but
prior to the plea in sald cr. indictment was in contention with his cr.
counsel in their insistence~--in collusion with defendant, Huig—-that rlaint-

1££ not be a defense witness therein.

kbreover, nothing of substance indicates that the legal:system—
influencial publishing comﬁanies conbine are not acting in concert to assu-

e tnat their shall never be a (Jury) trial for Plaintiff criminal or

‘ civiI that'a related to said 1ndictment...apparently because it 'woulid nov

1

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

nedia case. ’ & i

-
L

And 4t would appear that a cr. defendant without the economic

or polifical influence to effectively contest the above situation is not

- only subjecé to the denial of due process but can also expect his femily

"‘

i

nemﬁers to be'jailed and framed for criminz) offences while the same pub-
lishing industries, eg, defendant, TIME, counlain self-righteously about

some distant country's corections or legal system.

Further, it seem's that, by chancd, the same media-political
combine that coalesced in the Watergate ‘nve°tigation—nrosecution and
demanded full disclosure are out-of the same sack as thoes who nrosecuted

9laintiff undser said cr. indictmenf and who are now opposed to d.;;lcsures. )

I SUMMARY' the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,
sinco he & the Government asansuvered Plaintirf into said indictment plea,
been giving a running commentary iln the media on how he (Foreman) accom-
plished the feat. Now he hae published anal;gously the epllogue to the
feat in the STAR maéazine ﬁherein he pronounces; . 190-
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Meeewith publicity, appellate courts ars reluctant to
‘Teverse becauss it would bring down a heap of criticisa from
the public who are mot familiar with the rule and regulation
of law...to find a Judge or a group of Judges witk ebought
eohrage‘would on experience, be unexpected", See, EX--M.

42+ That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, W:“genry Halle,
William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are gullty of the viplation

as followss o
(a) 0f libeling plaintiff in said TIME article with malicios intent.

43. That the defendants, TIME inc., Georgze Mckillian, W. Henry Haile,
are gullty of the violation as follows: -

(a) of acting in collusion, by the nature of said article and it's
publishing date, to influence the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals in,
. Ray v; Rose, 1o, 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructing
Justice and violating plaintiff's civil rights. '

S

4#-—Tha§ defeddant, HeMillian,is in addition gullty of the violation
as follows: - '? - " S

(d) of receving & Publishing malicious marerdial from defendants,
Hule & Frank, with a reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of said

material thus compounding McMillian's libel.

-

45¢ That defendant, Hule, i1s in addition gullty of the violation as follows:

“(a) of libeling with malicious inteny by falsely charging on a
‘CBS-TV special dated Janvary 2, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that laint-
112 had in effect murdered, Rev, Martin Luther Xing Jre, and, robbed a
loanicompany in, London, England, ) :

46+ That defendant, Haile, is guilty of the additional violationsas ‘follows:

(a) ot violating Plaintiff'g civil rights'with malicious intant
by alding & abetting defendant, ¥eMillian, 1n hig (Meaillian's) Publisking
said article, through furnishing McMilliaﬁ'information f}om the fi1les of
the Tennessee Attorney General's office wiille he (Halle) was asst., Att. Gen,
(b) of having direct knowledge resuiting from his tenure in the
Tennessea A.G. ofsice and his association ‘with the arorementioned, Percy
Foreman & W1l11liam L. Barry, of the truﬁ?ulneéa of allegation made in count-~3
herein abaye,,thus viclating Plaintiffrg civil Tights,
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47. That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda ?eliicciotti, are guilty of
the civil rights violation as follows: '

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintigse's
transcript from an appellate court, refered to in count-14 b above, and
thus contrituted substantially to that court--U.S. 6th circuit court ot
appeals--sustaining Judge M4cRael!s earliernruling therein against Plaintirf.

48 . That defendant Judge McRae, is in addition guxlty of the civil right's
violation as follows:
- ‘ .
(a) of refusing to act on a motion to take pervetuating testi-~
nony from defendant, Hule, in the aforezmentioned evidentiary hearing, re-
fered to in count-14 ¢ above,

49 ., That the Plaintiff is entitled to exeunlary damages because defendants,

o excluding Judge McRae & Pellicclottl, shquld be taught that the culpabil-

ity of defendants in cr. indlctmnents were intended under the United States

consiltution to be decided im courts of law rather than through fraudulent
nisrepresentgtions in the commercial communications 1ndustryi and ths cther
two defendants that legal requirements precede political considerations

or biasness against a particular litigant.

50, That as.a result of the defendants éctiqps clted herein the Plaintiff
has not only been ligeled in a maligant fashion but thoes who have the
responéibility of'upholding 1itigants constitutional gights have by their

collusive acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libel.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands Judgment from defendants, ex-

4;1udidg Judge McRae, ﬁﬁnitiva damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectively.

o - - James E. Ray
Station=--A

. ‘A . Nashville; Tennessee. qC::D
- Plaintiff /—\a///// Y
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State of Ténnessee }
SHELBY COUNTY

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

going._ (5) FIVE

Pages contain a full, true and perfect copy of the
PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GULLTY AND

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUIL.TY AND

VOIR DIRE OF DEFENDANT ON WAIVER AND ORDER - OF JAMES 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. 1976
/s/ J.A.BLACKWELL Clerk
aymm.ﬂn C.
State of Tennessee | IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
SHELBY COUNTY | Memphis, Tenn._._AUG.. 16,1976 .19
1, WILLTAM H, WILLIAMS . sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said

County D1wsxon_.3_._.___, certify that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregoing certificate, is. now, and
was a! the time of signing the same, Clerk of said Court, and that said Court is a Court of Record, and that

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

" " Witness my hand, this 16 day of AUG. ' 19.76

..... LA RRusgine .. Judge.

State of Tennessee }
SHELBY COUNTY

’

1, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON.

LLIA“ H. WILLI-‘\MS , whose genuine official signature appears to the above

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

’ Cmmnal Court Division_3 _____, in and for the County and State aforesaid, duly commissioned and quali-

fied, and that all his official acts, as such, are entiled to full faith and credit.
In Tstxmony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal
of said Court, at office, in the City of Mempbhis,

this_ 16 _day of AUG, 1976 _
SRR . ; - : /s/ .A.BIACKWELL, Clerk
BYMM /V D. C.
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N T CEAL COUAT OF SHIL3Y COUNTY, '"..":’
DIVISION _ 177 -

STATE OF TENHESSEE .

) Ys. . ’ ) NO. 16645 . L
' JAMES EARL RAY oo

DEFENOANT | - N
PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR J
. ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY :
’ That my true full neme is JAMES EARL RAY and T sssert that

all proceedings cgainst me should be had ia the nsme which I hereby d'ecléreA to be my
true name. ' :

i . My attorney in the cause is  PERCY FOREMAN , Who was se- -

’ B
: " lected snd retsined by me,/who was eppointed by ihe Court zXxuyxxzguest, to represent:
me in this cause, and Hugh Stanton, Sr., Public Defender,

. I have received a copy of the indictment teiore being called upoa to plead,
and I have read end discussed it with my attorney, and believe end feel that I under-
stand the sccusation made asgainst me in this cese and in each case listed herein. I
hereby walve the formal reading of the indictment,

. I have told my sttorney the facts and surrounding circumstances ss known

{ . %o me concerning the matters mentioned in the indictments, and believe snd feel that
my abtorney is fully informed as to all such matters. ¥y attorney hss informed me

, - at to the nsture and cause of each accusation sgainst me, end as to any end all ’

;.. possible defenses I might have in this cause.

.. My attorney has advised me as to the punishment provided by law for the

! ' effenses charged and embraced in the indictment against me. My attorney has further
'~ advised that punishment which the law provides for the crime with which I an charged
in the indictment is as follows: .

death hy electrocution or confinement in the State P‘enitentiafy for

Jife or for some period of time over twenty (20) years

" and if accepted by the Court and Jury my sentence on s plea of guilty will be:

confinement in the State Penitentiary for ninety-nine years (99).

£ , It has b2en fully explaoined to me and I understand that I mey, if I so’chooée,
. Plead "Not Guilty” to any offense charged sgainst me, and that if I choose to plesd "ot
' Cuilty" the Constitution gusrantees and this Court will provide me the right to & spzedy
i.. and public trial by Jury; the right to see end hesr sll witnesses -against me; the right
to use the power ond process of the Court to compz1l the production of any evidence
» { 1Including the sttendance of any witness, in my favor; and the right to have the ass;s-
{ . tauce of counsel in my defense at all stsges of the proceadings. :

; . In the exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats or
_ .  Deessure of any kind or promises of g3in or favor from any scurce wvhatsoever, and being
Cer e i3 avave of the actlon I am taking, I do hereby in open Court request the Court to

7 accept oy ples of guilty to the charges outlined herein, T hereby walve. any right I
07 may or could have to a Motion for o New Trisl, and/or, sn appesl.

LT #3ntes Sl 'af{r\,--
. . y Derendant 7]
LA TEY _ . o o

Nty ot cn —
- _K } . -.].95-
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Qj"ﬂ IHC CRIMINAL COUKT OF JMaLEY CGUI&"?_HIESSEE

DIVISION ITI
STATE OF TEMGZSSHE . .-
vs " No. 16645

JAMES EARL RAY

DEFENDANLT

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING
. " FLEA OF GUILTY )

‘This ceuse cerme on for hearing béi‘ore the Homorsble Y.

PRESTON BATTLE s Judge of Division III y of the

Crimirel Court of Shelby County, Tennessec, on the petition of the

defendant, _ JAMES EARL RAY ~_» Tor Waiver of trisl by jury and

reque;t for scceptance of a plea of guilty, said petition being attached

hereto and incorporated by reference herein; upon statements msde in

the District Attorney General,

open Court by the éefendsnt bherein; his attorneysof rgcord;/the Assistant
AttorneysGeneral representing the State of Tennessce; and from questioning
by the Court of defendent and his counsel in open Court; and

IT APPEARING TO TiE CCURT af'ter careful consideration that the
defendant h.:-.rein has been fuily edvised and understands his right to a
trisl by jury on the merits of the indictment sgainst him, a;xd that the
defendsnt hercin does not elect to have s Jury detex*;zine his guilt or

‘innocence under a plea of Not Guilty; end has waived the formal reading

of the indictment, AMND:

IT FURTHER APFEARING TO THZ COURT that the defendsnt intelligenily
and understendingly waives his right to a trisl and of his own free will and

choice and without any threets or pressure of sny kird or promises, other

that the recommendation of the State 2s to punishment; and does desire to

‘enter 2 plea of guilty and accept the recommendation of the State as to

punishoent, vaives his.right to 2 Motion for a Mew Trisl and/or sn appesl. .

IT IS THEREFCRE, ORDERED, ADJUOGED AND DECREED that the patition

filed herein be and the suzmc 1s hersby granted.

o TR, :
Enter this the [ = doy of __March » 1969 .

%{/ﬁu Ja ﬁZLUiL :

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

JUDGE.  "Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do o
you understand them?"

_ DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE "Do you know that you have a right to a trial by jﬁry on the
charge of Murder in the First Degfee against you, the punish-
ment for Murder in the First Degree ranging from Death by
Electrocution to any time over twenty years? The burden of

: proof is on the Stéte of Tennessee to prove you guilty be-
yond a reasonable doubt and to a meral certainfy and the de-
cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and

punishment?

In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would
- have the right to file a Motion for a New Trial addressed to

the trial judge? In the event of an adverse ruling against

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

[ aam?]

to successive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-

peals and the Supreme Court of Tennessee and to file a re-

L2 Aodesd

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

Do you understand that you have all these rights?"
DEFENDANT  "Yes"

[t}

%}AJUDGE "You are entering a plea of Guilty to Murder in the.First
- ' Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising
E. - and settling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine
. Years in the State Eenitentiary. Is this what you‘want to
i

do?"
DEFENDANT = "Yesg"
" JUDGE

"Do you understand that you are waiving, which means "giving

up", a.formal trial by your Plea of Guilty although the laws
of this S;ate Tequire the prosecution to present certain evi-

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

the First Degree?

| S o A
./;? . - L ' 4f>; ¥y
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Page 2.
Voir Dire of De‘ian: 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 Suﬁreme

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 Petitions in which the Court has heretofore ruled against

you in whole or

- - 1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.
10.

‘DEFENDANT  "Yes"

Motion

Motion

Motion

Motion

in part, among them being:

to withdraw pléa-and quash indictment
to inspect evidence

to remove lights and cameras from Ja11

for private consultat1on with attorney

Petition to authorize defendant to take depositions

Motion

to permit conference with Huie

Motion to permit photographs

Motion to designate court reporters

Motion

to stipulate testimony

Suggestion of proper name"

JUDGE "Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in

the penitentiary been promised to you to get you to plead

guilty?
DEFENDANT  'No"

Has anything else been promised you by anyone?"

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 guilty to Murder in the First Degree in

this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther King under

such circumstances that would make you legélly guilty of

Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to

you by your lawyers?”

' DEFENDANT  "'Yes"

S 9
t/ e ull
L
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Vofr Dire of Defendant on Waiver and Order

JUDGE "Is this Plea of Guilty to Murder in the First Degree with
‘ agreed punishment of ninety-nine years in the State ‘Peni-
tentiary, freely, Voluntarily and understandingly made and
entered by you?" '

DEFENDANT "Yes"

JUDGE ""Is this Plea of Guilty on your part the free act of your
free will, made with your full knowledge and understanding
of its meaning and consequences?" '

DEFENDANT  "Yes™ .

JUDGE "You may be seated,"
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EXHIBIT 17
(Classified)
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DOJ-1977-02

EXHIBIT 18
(Classified)
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