EXHIBIT 14

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



R S

Lo
m

161976

[

; FGF:Jrw:vek

Mr, James Eatl Ray

Post Office Box T3

Brushy Mowumtain Penitentiary
Petros, .Tennassee 37845

Daar Mr. Ray:

In May of 1976 the Attorney General of the Unitel
States created a task farcs for the murpose of reviewing
the FRI'e investigation of ths assassination 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

" Attorney 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,
Jamas H, Lesar, Esquire, your consent to an interview by
memoers of the task force. If you should agres to talk
to us, our tire schedule requires us to arrange for the
interview to tzke place not later than December 31, 197¢.

Pleasa let us know immoediately whether you desire
to be interview=d. : )

Sincerely,

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

cc: Jares H. lasar, Esquire

-177-
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W Brusly Mondain Henitentiary

Petros, Temesser 37845

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

1231 fourth Straet, S.W.
Wask. D.C,
re: Ray v. Tenn. cr. Indictment no. 16645;
Shelby county, Tennossee. (1963)
Dear Jim:

In respect to your letter saying that a Justice depart=ment attorrney, r.
James F, Walker, would like to interview me concerning the above indict~
ment, X azree with 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.5., Gerold Frankt, George McMillian, st al.

If they had wanted to interview the defendant, under oath, Justlce had
ample opportunity in the 1974'H.C. hearing in Memphis, Tennessee, through
their surrogete, VW. Henry Hzlle; and I understand no representative froa

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. Thercfore I'll include in the cc copy of this letter
to justice a copy of a Complaint that speaks to the MLX jr. matter with
sttached Ex--h, a2lthoe I doubt if justice or their publighing assoclates
will be interested in thé Complaint contents. ’

-

Sincerely: James e. Ray #65477
- P.0. Box--73

cc: Jamee F, Walker, Esq. J.D.L//// Petros, Teun. 37345.

4
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COM’PLAINT

1. ALLEGATION GF JURISDICTION: _ i K 'f : -

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

diversity of cltizenship 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 TIMZ Inc. (here-in-after, TIME)
ia a citizen of the State of New York; defendant George McMillian (here-in-

atter, McMilli=n) is a citizen of the State of Massachusetis; defendant .

’ Eenry Haile (here-in—after, Haile) 18 a citizen of the State of Tennessee;

derendant William Eratford Hule (here-in-after, Hule) *s a citizen of the.

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

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

~-HcRae) is a citizen of the State of Tennessee, defendant Brenda Psellicciotti

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

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

ten thousand dollars.

(b) Jurisdiction founded in the‘existence of a federdl question and the amount

A

-179- ' ’

in controversy:
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The actlon arises under the fifth, sixth, and fourteenth, amendments to

y

the Untied States constitution; U.S.C, Title 28 § 1331 (a), as nere-in- ’
after mote fuily appearss The matter in contfoversy exceeds, exclusive of

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

(c) Jurisdiction founded on the existance of a question arising under parti-

cular statute: - . : °

; ] : -

The action arises under Act 42 U.5.C.A. § 1983; u s C. Title 28 § 1343 (4)

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

. ST ‘e N

On April 4th 1968, Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., was shot . -d kilied;in,

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

‘cbunty grand jury (cr. indictment no. 16645) for satd shooting; on March

10th 1969.plaintiff, allegedly through coercion by his attorney, Percy
Foreman & the prosecutlon, entered a guilty plea to said cr. indictment; on
February 2nd 1974 the U.S. &h c¢ircuit court of appeals ordered an evident~
iar; hearing 1nto.the circunstan;es of sald plea, Ray v. Rose 491 F2d 285
§C.A.6, 1974; on February 27th 1975 after hearing said evidentiary proceedings

the U.S. District court for the ”,D. of Tennessee, Hon. Robert 4., McRae, pre-

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

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

Plaintiff, JAMES E, RAY, sues
Defendants, TIME INC.; GEORGE McMILLIAN; W. HENRY HAILE; WILLIAM BRATFORD
HUIE; GEROLD FRANK; ROBERT M, McRAE; BRENDA PELLICCIOTTI, and alleges:

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

assoclations, assoclations which lead to plaintiff being charged under

he .

said indictment.

. ,

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

tion by plaintiff are as follows: 180
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(a} during cne

e:icd. Plzintiffts confinexsnt ia 1968 l'rote down

on a money receipt issued forth froa the Sheriff's ofiice of the Shelby

L3}

)

county, Tennessee, jail information which plaimtif?f believed had a direct

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

(b) the information consisted o£ telephone numbers & one name & addresa° all

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

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

Rouge, Loulsiana.

(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 cr. indictment.

1

(f£) the address was not investigated until pleintdff was incarcerated upon
pleeing to said indictment; a compendium of the post trial 1nvestigatioo
would indicete: the information cited above was given to a St. Louis, Miss-
'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-
1xwestigete the matter and thereafter said Attorney 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 deatk, public support of the Palestine Arah 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 mame was Randolph Erwin Rosen, 1180 N.W. River Drive, Miami, Florida;

ather reference was made to a LEAA; a check through the Miami directory in

1970 iﬁﬁidted no Ro sen listed with the above first & second name; In 1973-

4 a Chicago, Illinois, reporter was quired as to the mame of a Rosen who
was an official in the rro;ressive Labof Party, the reporter later responded
Sald Rosen, or Rosens, activities were mainly in the Rew York, New York,

area; shortly “thereafter said reporter was substantiated by material plain-
tifr received indirect;y from the Hon. Richard Ichord a congressman from

P _]_81_ L s : ..

»n z
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H;sscmri; ti’sa:ter an Attormey in Oklahoma City, Olklancwma, was furnished
the Rosen name and asked if he could find any information re the subject

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

the tr. of said conviction; subsequently another check was. made through the,

- Miami, telephane directory which did list a "Randy Rosendon" but with an

address discrepency.

' o ’ - _: . H\
4. That plaintiff in@ended the abovg 1nforpat;on for exclusive use, éfter
a through investigation, in a jury trial under said er. indictment--rather

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

withheld parts thereof from plaintiff & Ccr. Attorneys who were enmeshed

’ with defendant (novelist) william Bratford Huie in commercial publishing

ventures: lst) Attorney Arthur Eanes Br., who immediately upon entering the
suit contracted with defendant, Huie and and) Attorney Percy Fbreman, who while
not entering into literary conmtracts with br, Huie until January 1969, two
months afte: Foreman's entering the suit, Mr. Foreman di; not question plain-
tiff about said inforuation'ox ather aspects of the cr. indictment--because

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

- 5« That in February 1969, after Percy Foreman had entered into litgrary
" 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 MLK Jr. homicide. Shortly thereafter Mr. Foreman
replied in effect that if there were to be any telephone numbers refered
tofzn 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.tﬁe prosecution and Percy Foreman had maneuvered

plaintiff into entering a plea to said-?ndictnent, the plaintiff on March
Ti.th 1969 was checked into the Tennessee State rénitentiary--Nashville
Branch~-and therein all plaintifr'é personal p?operty including the paper
berein attached as EX-A, and including incoming legal & personal letters

pailed to sald prison, were confiscated from plaintiff. Two or three days

later after discussing briefly with Sitate corrections commissioner, Harry

Avery, the letters including EX-A were returned to plaintiff by said, -182-
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comaisaloner, Rarry Avery. (except for a thin line circ!}ng some writinsgs

the property seemed in order.

N

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

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

el}, U.S. Dis, Ct. M.D. Tn. Civ. Action no. 5590, 1970)Plaintiff's treat-
ment upon entering sald penitentlary,ie, arbltrary lodging of Plaintiff in

solitary confinenment immediately upon his entering prison.

\
8, That thereafter on (March 13, 1960) 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 Plaintiff that he would hever be releasted

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

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 theixr has been several suiCides by prisoners beca
ause of the harahment of the confinement including two (2) who burned then-
selves to-death. See, EX-=B.

LR

10, That after the aforementioned flea by Plaintiff the trial Judge, Hon.
Preston Battle, departed from Memphis, Tennessee, for a'vacatioﬁ and while
on sald vacation the thén Governor of Tennessee, Hon. Buford Eliington,
upon learning of Plaintiff's effort to receive a Jury trial under said in-
Aictment, dispaiched State officials to located Judge Battle to offer hinm
{the next Appellate Judgship vacancy Af the Judge would deny Plaintiff a
“trial under the petition refered to in paragraph—8 above.

-1}, That or or about March 12th 1969 in the pmison segregation building

Plaintiff was confronted through a ruse y special agent, Robert Jensen

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

in furthereing the FBI investigation of séih cre indictment. %hen Plaintisfe
refused the cooperation offer'Mr, Jensen upon departing said Plaintiff could
expect Plaintiff Brothers (John:& Jerry Ray) to join him in prison, or words

" to that effect, thereafter: -183-
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(a) ‘_‘ntirr' brother, Jerry ?ay. was Qi.nidated to the extent
that he had to resign his Job in ths Chicago, Illinois, area; sub-
sequently after forcing him froam his Job the FBI attempted to frame

him for numerous erimes. *

(d) plaintifi's other brother, John Ray, wae arrested by police
while driving his car in the St. Louis, Missrurl, area and subsequent-
ly charged by the FBI for alding and abetting a bank robbery. Tried
and convicted with a defendant whom the governaent alleged actually
robbed said bank, John was given 18 years and the alleged robber 10
years; upon appeal the alleged robber's conviction was reversed by the
8th U.S. circuit court of appeals because the fruits of an illegaly
search & selzure was used against him; however, the 8th circuit ruled
tha7 the fruits of the illegal search was not ground for reversing
John Ray's case becasue the alleged evidenco (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 elghteen months

by the government, !
L 4

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

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

plaintiff, the aforementioned Percy quemaﬂ, aﬁd defendant, Huie. In att-
empting to have said civil ;btion (Complaint) dismissed, thus necessitat-
ing the refiling by Plaintiff in the W.D. of Tennessee, the defendants
Attorney the l;te, John J. Hooker sr., of the Davidson county Tennessee
bar, 1llegally procured Pléintiff's sntire prison record, including doricle
informatibn, from the aforementioned corrections commissioner, Harry Avery,
and was thus able to havg'séid Complaint dismissed in the M.D. of Tennessee
and reflled in thé W.D. (civil actiom no. C-69~199) before Judge McRas,

because of said domicle information.

}3. That thereafter in -eivil action no. C-69-199 one of Judge McRae's

than live tes»imony--subaequently the Judge dismissed the- suit on motion .

af.the defendants.

14. That following the United States Sixth circult court of apveals ruling

on ?ebruary 3rd'1974 ordering an evidentiary hearing into the circumstances
0f Plaintiff's aforementioned guilty plea under sslid indictment defendant,

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

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

liwe testincny, only dnnosi icns. The Judge ac¢complished this legal =aneu-

wer by ruling the Plaintiff's subpoena powers were limited to a 100 mils
radius of Menphls, Tennessee, - ‘

That Judge McRae further prejudicial & arbitrary actions & inactions
listed below effectively diminished‘tbe Plairtiff's right under the United

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

(a) the court ruled in effect f_____ 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 =2lleged information ke (plaint-
4£f) provide sald Percy Foreman concerning others persons allegedly culpa-

" ble under said cr. indictment. Thereafter, althos Plairtiff did refer to

information described above as being -ivenrto Mr. Foreman by Plaintiff, and
within the confines of the above court ruling, nelther defendant, Haile,

or, Judge McRae questioned Plaintiff in the matter.

(h) Judse McRae in concgrt with defendant; Pellicclotti, has con-
eiéteﬁtl&--despite petitions from Plaintiff's counsel, James B. Lesar—-~
declined to forward to the U.S. 6th circuit court of appeals relevant &
necessary portlons of the transcript in saild evidentiary hearing: specif-
ically, the definitive portions of said transcript evidencing, Percy Foreman,

-arter\i;§atation, refused to offer live testiuony in said evidentiary hear-
ing; and thus through their deleterious inactions in the tr. matter contri-

buted substantially to the 6th circult decision agalnst Plaintiff therein.

a2 :
f (c) Judge McRae has ignored a petition to take perpetuating testi-~
mony, flled after saild evidentiary hearing, from defendant Huie. Mr. Huie

being a principal character therein.

15. That prior to sald evidentlary hearing, Judge McRae, mislead or att-
empted to mislead Plaintiff's Tennessee cr. counsel aé evidenced by a
series of letters Plaintiff received from sald Counsel (Mr. Robert I.
Livingston) implying that during several eﬁcountera with Judge McRae he

. (Livingsten) was lead to believe the court was sympathetlic to Plairtiffts

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

necessary or desirable. . -185-
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-20. That 1n 1975 defendant, Haile, appeared witk defendant, McMillian,

16. That their haye been Publicized allegations that, Judze McRae, is
aore concerned with the political effecte of his decisions than the

law. See, EX--C.

12. That the clerk of the eourt defendant, Pellicciotti, whereie salad
evidentiary hearing was conduceed acted in concert‘wiiﬁ, Judge lcRae,
in declining to prepare and forward tr. material, eescribed in paragraph
14~b above, to the U.S, sizth circuit thus contribﬁting substantially

" to the sixth circuit denjing Plaintif’ relief under sald evidentiary

hearing. .

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

preparing & authoring the aforementioned artilce for defendant, TIME.

19 That defendant, JcMillian, inforned Plaintiff's brather, Jerry Ray,
of his (ﬂe%illian's) relationship with defendant Eaile. A —relia.

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 interview request to Plaintiff which Plaintiff
declined and, thereafter, Haile & McMillian viewed the solitaiy confinement

- building wherein Plaintiff was housed.

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

1

essee Beveral times publicly criticised court decisions unfavorabdle to him

" 4in a manner euggesting he was attempting to intimidate Judges, acts for

which 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 TIMZ nagazine (EX--D) under

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

and alleged said subtitle to.be a statement made by Plaintiff.

Said article is littered with deliberate fabrications, and while of a
hollywoodish charagter they are delivered with malice intent, begining -186-

s ae s e .

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



",.eIn 1963 and 7. Hartiz Lutker Xing sas on TV aln‘ everyday, tslking
deflantly about how Black peorle were going to get their rights...Ray
vatched it 2ll avidly on the cell-block TV at Jeff City. He reacted as

1£ Xing's remarks wer; directed at him persomally. He Soiled 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 sight of King would galvanize

Ray ". p. 18 sald article. ) '

.

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 McMilliam is cognizant of this fact
through conversations with Missouri correctioné ofiiclals whom he has

contacted for information numerous times, See, EX--E.

23. That several otler deliberate fabrications with malicious intent in

Baid article are: v

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

2

\

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

Atlantic Hotel.,." Allesedl » say's McMilllan, discussing the murder of
Martin 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 conzd ssioner,
Hr. George M. Camp, alleges in e!feét-that defendant Hcﬁiliian is a fraud

¢1n connection with McMillian's aforementioned allegations concerning Plain-
tiff's conduct while ir said Missouri penitentiary. See, EX--E.

-

25, That the Missourd 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 Addict, narcotic
peddler, ect, ect., 15 reveled to be one, éaymond Curtis,

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

sald pen{itentiary, thereafter he (Curtis) - voluntarily "checked into™

_Begregation, after being exposed as 5 pProffessional informer, and thus

: ' -187-
P. 9
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was thereafter limited in kis prison association to his cwn type.

ZQ. That shortly after Plaintiff's arest in 1968 to anser for said cr.
ind{ctment defendant HcMillian stated at a news conference that since he
(McMillian) knew Plaintiff was guilty of the indictment charge he (McMill-
1an) 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 sizeabie portions of his allegations in said TIME aftmclef

v

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

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

and his alleged forthcoming book re Plaintirf.

28, That defendant TIME magazlne has a vested (financial) interest in
publishing. sald artilce by McMiliian—-tﬁus in promoting McMilllan's forth-
coming book re Plaintiff-- in that McMillian's publisher, Little Brownm,

418 a subsidary of TIME inc.

? . - b
29. That defendat TIME deceilved their own agent (Richard C. Woodbury) in
thelr Chicago, Illinois, office into thinking TIME would run an objoctive

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

4

' 36;1That defendant "I4E was consciously endeavoring to influence the

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

new trial under sald cr. indictaent.

31, fhat TIME inc. has a history of conspiring to subvert the judicial

"'and political prbcesses by publishing, timely, malicious articles prior

to judicial decislons or eléction of public officials..

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

"said artlicle) into 'r:he ncaseM--their initial investigation evidently

being perdormed by Time inc. LIFE magazine in 1968--TIME is cognlzant

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

23. That substantial portlons of sald artilce by MeMillian were supplled
to Mr. McMillian by defendants, Frank & Hule--Defendant, Huile, published

a novel ra Plaintif? in 1970 %itled "He Slew the Dreamer"; defendent, -188-,
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34. That the false allegations in said article: "that Plaintiff comaitted
a holdup in London, Ingland, and that George C. Wallace would pardon
plaintifr; pp. 17 & 23 respectively, were s&pplied to defendant M¥cMillian
by defgndant Hule as evidenced.by statements made direc?ly to Plaintit?f
by the above mentioned Percy Foreman (quoating Huile to‘g}aintiff) slong

with oral & written declarations by Defendat, Hule. See, «:.n"wwml.

35. That defendant Hule in his ongoing nedla campalgn against Plaintif?
1ibeled Plaintiff in a CBS-TV interview hosted by, Dan Rather, on or
about January 2, 1976, by !alsely alleging in effect that Plaintiff had

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

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

idenced by statements made dirsctly to plaintitf by Plaintiff's former

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

of the Chattanooga Tennessee bar.

32. That defendant Huile has a history, for COmmercial reaaons, of

contentiousness with said, Gov. Wallace. -

38 That defendant Frank has a history of detnndiﬁg Zionism even when
1t 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 ¥r. Frank's intrusion into said cr. indictment as a

Government advocate 1s readily explicable.

39, That an article in the BILALIAN NEWS published March 12, 1976, page 15,

f penultimate paragfaph, reported MEK Jr. was ehiftiﬁg his political alli-

. -

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

' approach. To supyort this view observers point to Dr. King's vieﬁs on

the Viet Nam war and his grciing support of the labor movement, Dr. King
was also coming under the influence of the Teaching of the Honorable.

Master Elijah Muhamnad..." ' .

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

the W.D, of Tennessse titled, Ray v. Franmk, Civil iction mo. C-73-126,
agains@ herein defendant, Frank, in 1973, and haﬁ process served urgon

bin through kis 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. p. 1) a process deficiency; Mr Frank's in effect falsely

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

41.. That the record will confirm that mot_one of the Plaintiff's accusers
in the communicatlon irdustry have ever offered live t;stimony in a court
of law but on the'contrary,'they hawe utilized numerous rugea to avoild
process and the subpoena while the record will evidence Plaintiff.has not
only given live éestimony (in the aforementioneq evidentiary hearing) but
prior to the plea in said cr. indictment was in contention with his cr.
counsel in ‘their insistence~-in collusion with defendant, Hule--that plaint-

1££ not be a defenss witness therein.

kdreover, nothing of substance indicates that the legal: system—

influencial publishing comﬁanies conbine are not acting in concert to assu-

re tnat their shall never be.a. (jury) trial for Plaintiff criminal or

civiI that'a related to said indictment...apparently because it 'wouid nov

1

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

nedia cases ) & o
i

'l. Yy
-

]
. 3,
e "+

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

or polifical influence to effectively contest the above situation 1s not

" only subject to the denial of due process but can also expect his femily

members to be jailed and framed for erimincl offences while the same pub-~
lishing indusfries, sg, defendant, TIME, complain self-righteously about

some distant country's coréctions or legal systen.

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

plaintiff under said cr. indictment and who are now opposed to d.;;lcsures. ,

Ix SUMMARY' the above mentioned Percy Foreman has heretofore,
since he % the Govermment uansuvered Plaintiff into sald indictment plea,
been giving a running commentary in the media on how he (Foreman) accom-
plished the feat. Now he has published analbgously the epllogue to the
feat in the STAR maéazine Qherein he pronounces; . 190~
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M"eeswith WP publicity, appellate courts are reluctant to
‘Teverss becsuss it would bring down a heap of criticisa from
the public w%ho are not familiar with the rule and regulation
of law...to find g Judge or a group of Judges with ebought
cohrage‘would oxr experience, te unexpected", See, EX--H.

42, That the defendants, TIME inc., George McMillian, W:Jgenry Halle,
William Bratford Huie, and Gerold Frank are gullty of the vi?lation

as followas P

(a) of libeling plaintiff in said TIME article with malicios intent.

43. That the defendants, TIME inc., George Mckillian, W. Henry Haile,

are gullty of the violation as follows:

(a) of acting in colluaion, 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, ilo. 73-1543, adversely to herein Plaintiff, thus obstructing

Justice and violating plaintiffrs civil rights.

v

#4.—Tha§ defehdant, MeMillian,is in addition 8guilty of the violation
as follows; - '§ - R

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

material thus coapounding McMilliantsg libel.

-

45, That defendant, Hule, i3 in addition gullty of the violation as follows:

“(a) of liveling with malicious inteny by falsely charging on a

'€BS-TV special dated January 3, 1976, and hosted by Dan Rather, that ¥laint-

1ff had in effect amurdered, Rev, Martin Luther Xing Jre, and, robbed g
loan company in, London, England, ) :

4§o That defendant, Haile, is guflty of the additional violaxion:aS'follows:

(a) or violating Plaintiff's civil rights'with zalicious intant
by aiding & abetting defendant, MeMilldian, 4in hig (MEmilldan' s) Publisking
said article, through furnishing McMillaaﬁ'information f}om the f4les of
tke Temnessee Attorney General's office walls he (Halle) was asst, Att. Gen,

(b) ot having direct knowledge resuiting from his tenure in the
Tennessea A.G. ofsice and his associatlon with the aforementioned, Percy
Foreman & William L. Barry, of the truﬁ?ulneéa of allegation made in count-3
herein abaye,_thus violating Plaintiff's civil Tights. :

-191-
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47+ That defendants, Judge McRae & Brenda Peliicciotti, are guilty of
the civil rizhts violation as follows: -

(a) of deliberately withholding relevant portions of Plaintifs's
transcript from an appellate court, refered to in count-i14 b above, and
thus contributed substantially to that court--U.S. 6th circuit court ot
appeals--sustaining Judge McRae!s earlierhruling therein against Plaintiff.

48 . That defendant Judge McRas, 15 in addition guklty of the civil rightts
violation as follows:

k]

(a) of refusing to act on a motion to take pervetuating testi-~
nony from defendant, Ruie, in the aforementioned evidentiary hearing, re-
fered to in count-14 ¢ above,

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

" excluding Judse McRae & Pellicciottl, should be taught that the culpabil-
ity of defandants in cr. irndictaments were intended undér the United States‘
constitution to be decided iﬁ courts of law rather thazn tﬁrough fraudulent
nisrepresent#tions in the commercial commﬁnications 1ndustryi and ths cther
two defendants that legal requirements precede political considerations

or blasness ageinst a particular litigant.

50, That as.a result of the defendants éctiqps clted herein the Plaintiff
has not only been 1igeled in a maligant fashion but thoes who have the
responéibility of>uphold1ng litigants constitutlonal pights have by their

collusive acts indirectly contributed to and encouraged the libvel,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands Judgment from defendants, ex-
121ud1ﬁ5 Judge McRae, ﬁﬁnitive damages of Five hundred thousand dollars

respectlively.

. - - James E. Ray
Station--A

. ‘A . Nashville; Tennessse. q:::D
- Plaintiff /\/M//z&/j/”/ ]
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, State of Tennessee } ..
: SHELBY COUNTY

1, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, do hereby certify that the fore-
oing _(5) FIVE

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

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACCEPTING PLEA OF GUII;'!Y AD

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.

i' © In Testimony Wherecof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal

. . of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis.
' this.__lﬁ day of AUG. 1976
C L. /s/ J.A.BLACKWELL Clerk
! . : .
* i : ’ ByWﬁ_D C.
; ( State of Tennessee | IN THE CRIMINAL COURT OF SHELBY COUNTY, TENN.
y & SHELBY COUNTY ‘ Memphis, Tenn AUG.. 16,1976 19,
’ . R
SR R -
.! L 1_WILLIAM H, WILLIAMS ~——, sole and presiding Judge of the Criminal Court of said
A .
- County Division_.i._..__. certify that J. A. BLACKWELL, who gave the foregoing certificate, is. now, and

R ' ‘
3 }... was at the time of signing the same, Clerk of said Court, and that said Court is a Court of Record, and that
i - his attestation is in due form, and his official acts, as such, are entitled to full faith and credit.

t .

: ,4 ’ "7 7 7 Witness my hand, this.. 16 day of AUG. ‘ 1976
'_~ - A2 en LN A;?-&;«-—-...«Judge
i
i State of Tennessee }

: SHELBY COUNTY S

H o

i 1, J. A. BLACKWELL, Clerk of the Criminal Courts of said County, certify that HON.
i ~WILLIAM H. WILLIAMS , whose genuine official signature appears to the above
o .o e :
g " "7 and heteto annexed Certificate, is and was at the time of signing the same, sol.e and presiding Judge of the
B . " Criminal Court Division_3_______, in and for the County and State aforesaid, duly commissioned and quali-

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

SN

In Testimony Whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal
A . of said Court, at office, in the City of Memphis,

V ; this_ 16 day of AUG, 1976

' % T - - [s/$-ABIACKELL Clerk

g By_.,%zé/dfd Zi» D. C.
i GO

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



X

" plaad "Not Guilty" to any offense charged sgainst me, and that if T choos

. and public trial by Jury; the right to see and hesr

'@:ﬁi::a@gre of the action I am taking, I do hereby in open Cour

I¥ T CEAL COUAT OF SHIL3Y COUNTY, 1“:«’

' DIVISION _ 71T - '
STATE OF TENNESSEE .
s, . ' . NO. 16645 : .
JAMES EARL RAY o
DEFENOANT . -

PETITION FOR WAIVER OF TRIAL AND REQUEST FOR .
ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY ' :
- That my true full neme is JAMES EARL RAY and I sssert that

8ll proceecdings cgainst me should be had ia the nsme which I hereby déclére‘to Ye my
true naxe. : :

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

L lected snd retsined by me,/who was eppointed by ihe Court rkxyxxEqest, to represent:

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

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

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

to me concerning the matters mentioned in the indictments, and believe and feel that
my abttorney is fully informed as to all such motters. My attorney has informed ne
at to the nsture and cause of each accusation sgainst me, end as to mny snd all

. possible defenses I might have in this cause.

My attorney has advised me &s to the punishment yprovided 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 by electrocution or confinement in the State Pénitentiafy for

Jdife or for some period of time over twenty (20) vears

" 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 been'fully explained to me and I understand that Insy, if X so‘chooée,
X " ) e to plesd "ot
Guilty" the Constitution guarantees and this Court will provide me the right to a spaedy
8ll witnesses -against ne; the right
to use the power ond process of the Court to comp2ll the production of any evidence,
including the attendance of any witness, in my favor; and the right to have the sssis-

. VYauce of counsel in my defense at all steges of the proceadings, :

. . In the exercise of my own free will and choice and without any threats or
hegssure of sny kind or promises of g2in or favor from any scurce whatsoever, and being

t request the Court to
I hereby waive.any right I
&n appeal,

T e Gond PR

%ﬁLn c3s - ' ° Vs Del'endant 7]

g 5‘< © -195-
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ascept iy ples cf guilty to the charges outlined herein,
®ay or could have to 2 Motion for a New Trisl, ond/o




Q"N IHC CRIMINAL CUOUKT OF SMoLBY COUNY “E‘.;’ZI.’ESSES

-DIVISION IIX

STATE OF TENICZSSEES - o

vs  NO._ 16645

JAMES_ EARL RAY

DEFENDALT

ORDER AUTHORIZING WAIVER OF TRIAL AND ACL.E.:’I'II\.:
* PLEA OF GUILTY

‘This cause came on for hearing be'i‘ore the Honorsble V.

PRESTON BATTLE » Judge of Division III , of the

Crimirel Court of Shelby County, Ten nnesses, 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, ssid petition being attachad

hereto and incorporated by reference herein; upon statements msde in

the District Attorney General,

open Court by the dexendsnt herein; his attornzysof rccord /the Assistant
AttorneysGenzral representing the State of Tennessce; and from questioning
by the Court of defendent arnd his counsel in open Court; and

IT APPEARING TO TilE CCURT af.ter careful consideration that the
defendant ’.".:erein has been fuily edvised and understands his right to a
trisl by jury on the merits of the indictment against hin, :ulxd that tue

defendant hercin does not elect to have s jury determine his guilt or

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

of the indictment, AMND:

IT FURTHER APPEARING TO THZ CCURT that the defendant intallig'cntly
and understendingly waives his right to a trisl and of his owm free will and

cholce and without any threets or pressure of sny kJ.rd or promises, other

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

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

punishkoent, wvaives his.right to 2 Motion for s Mew Trisl and/or sn appesl. -
. IT IS THEREFCRE, ORDERED, ADJUOGED AND DECREED that the patition

filed herein be gnd the suxmc 1s hersby granted.

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

%m\,é ':I:;L e, *

CC JUDGE

-196-
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JUDGE
JUDGE.

9 g

"James Earl Ray, stand.”
"Have your lawyers explained all your rights to you and do S

you understand them?"

. DEFENDANT  "Yes™

JUDGE

Y-

pomm-Ty

e
—

"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 moral certainfy and the de-
cision of the Jury must be unanimous both as to guilt and
punishment?

V In the event of a jury verdict against you, you would
have the right to file aAMotion 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
to sﬁ;cessive appeals to the Tennessee Court of Criminal Ap-
peals and the Sdpreme Court of Ténnessee and to file a re-
tition for review by the Supreme Court of the United States?r

Do you understand that you have all these rights?"

DEFENDANT  "Yes"

;' JUDGE

Froigat

[ d
{ N

1.

"You are entering a plea of. Guilty to Murder in the First
Degree as charged in the Indictment and are compromising

and settling your case on agreed punishment of ninety-nine
yYears in the State Penitentiary.

do?"

Is this what you want to

DEFENDANT "Yes"

" JUDGE

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

» @ .-formal trial by your Piea of Guilty although the laws
of this State

up"

Tequire the prosecution to present certain evi-
dence to a jury in all cases of Pleas of Guilty to Murder in
the First Degree?

. o S : | AiD' J},~—

2025 RELEASE UNDER E.O. 14176



LY

Page 2

g .
Voir Dire of De.ﬂant on Waiver and Order . ‘*

"DEFENDANT

JUDGE

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 gﬁilty 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 withdraw pléa-and quash indictment

2. Motion to inspect evidence

3. Motion to remove lights and cameras-from jail -

4. lMotion.for private consultétion witﬁ'at;drney
5. Petition to authorize defendant to take depoéitions
6. Mbtion to permit conference with Huie
7. Motion to peymit photographs
8. Motion to designate court feporters
9. Motion to stipulate testimony
10. Suggestion of proper name" |
"Yes"
"Has anything besides this sentence of ninety-nine years in
the penitentiary 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"

"Are you pleading guilty to Murder in the First Degree in

JUDGE
this case because you killed Dr. Martin Luther'King under
such circumstances that would make you legally guilty of
Murder in the First Degree under the law as explained to
] ) you by your lawyers?”
DEFENDANT  "Yes" . | - {)1 ';:,-
5

| }/7":, . | | | ~198-
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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-nine years in the State ‘Peni-
tentiary, freely, ﬁoluntarily 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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