M%ﬁn’sst to the ond of what I hope is the g%."’ﬁm long

: ve just cosio 2 and o, at ] the comp, of a _

affidavit in 78-02.9, Jim told me yestardsy that “with refused the request for
& short time extersion in which to file it but I'm finishing 1t anyway and
epect Lo use 1t, Meanwhile, I havs to ot it cut of my mind for a witls so
I111 start with the accwmlsated mail, thouzhiful copy of the brill pisce
is among the more recent of the ascumilation but I've also received a cople

of thirgs you rdght wante : _

I agree with the second part of the note you wrote with the Ze=quire copyt
IIMImdooanckmsmBﬁnhamaybe dlsbarred,

There 18 virtually no chance this side of complete desparatipn that Lsne
wlll sue. I on-e tried to entics it. X'd heard thet he was talling others that
Af I evor said anything else about him hefd sue me. T ¥ Pote hm Fromptly, I
believe certified, telling him that if :hat had b:en reported to him was not
snoughtopeﬁaudahimtomtbmhemthiakmdofs:nofabiwh, that ind
of crock, eto, I've mever since heard any alleged threat of an allieged suit,

1 counl entertain you enileasly over this sort of thing,

1 had nothing to dowith the Brill piecs, raver phonsd ng. At o paint

one of the Esquire editors checked a few minor polnts, o minor + do not reeall
theme The opinion I then afferad is that ik iw impossible %o 1ibel Lame and I
had enough to defead any suit and would provide 1%,

For years I was publicly silent avout:the monster, ducilng 421k show questions
and avoiding pointless eontroversy that would have wasted time and anergy. Until
early 1775, when I prepared to tangle with ki face~to~face ab NYU law school

only to come down with mewmonia and pleurlsy. Jis read the spaach I wad not
abls %o cute 1'd deme a draft only and axpactad to reduow it 4in NYC bubl got s
sick instead. I've no heard a word from lane gbout i, I've done hinm in too
often, smaaning each of the few time we appeaved there .

Short of lds finale ultinme I doubt I can get old o sick or ‘weak emough
for him Lo want to pick a fight with mee. Right now I'm content for events to
take whatever course thay take, I've made and will make no gffort to get in #
touch wit the RY bar or the DCX Jawyer who flled cahfges, (n the othor hand,
as I offered as recently as yesterdey to an Atdanta woman migagine reporter,

what  have is available to scholars and, reporters alike. OnjLane it is a fat
£ile and many tape recordings not ane of which I made nyself{ Thay were sent
to me by others, from odd pleces, ke Pittsburgh,

I do not approve of the FEl's efforts agzainat him over the Warren Commliom
slem and would not have anything to do with the FREI ovar thate Howover, = know
the siok men and wms all along $hat he was well aware of what conld :
andthdidha;:g;enin’mes « Thatk 1z truly frightful and 1f o was in
any degres an accessory the law should work and T hope 1t does,

My on belief that the Dei- rtment and probadbly the F5I are afrsid of
the wartyr bit, as = know the Post is, MHia baszt prasant protection is a ccobie
mtiono@themngttdrgstheiﬁe:{wdmdidandallmahollaﬂmm
sxaggerating he did to so many audiences, It 1s protectiom anly if the IJ

or FUI permli gself-intimidation if thers is the case I belisve thers is.

' 111 will probably do some copying later, Lf amd when she doss I111 include

a copy of & Hempiis article that really understates the utter stupddity of his

latest effort supposedly for Ray amf a copy of a leaked memo he wrote Jim [k

Janes, e loak was to Urewdson, Jim will probably send me the story t:at M

nally ajpearess and typical ef Crewdson says much less than 1t could, Crewde

aon!s lsak, according to the 3San §rancisco FEI, was not by the iile I don't

ca re, I'n telling you what Iwms told. Garry would not surprise me. Kevin,

who 15 an old friend, teils ms it is false, Lane spoke to him, The: rest is g
’ thor, I've loatted several other of the movies

I ind another, It've located sever 0
and othor oid1e s peaane 751 did not send to DY or ayparettly 1ot FBIHQ



Know dbeut, They don's have £5 be teld what IQ does not wanbt to have %o
work arcundeee) besr the Denver rost Rﬂd a crsy and factually wrong story
sbout another previmely wmgoen £ + bad nothing to do with, Taat film,
T'm $0ld, has other Ssportances, 4f 4% camexk to your atlention.
Ttve not been shle o vetawrn to the HoyYrloans stuff about widch I thdxk
I wrote you a little, I've somé momos that, awaiteﬁ‘qopiez,;aw., bat do.vot & .. |
have a cla ar recollsctien of them nov. Excopt for what * oould nob avodd Tiws. S
besn working on the affidevit and dene other things in odd momenis Afab alle

" Asido from she lane, Itwe gob it virtually lear apd thirk I feel a'Bit t
better for the axerticn. The snow blowar was & great invastmente Keopdng 4% ... oo
g Ang straight alec ewmrclges the arme ond just Wadking behind it the legse 7
nid elose to 2,000 years behind 1t befors 10:30 &ele s T T

 “T1ys lsanad the Post~Dispateh the Pattorson {ile, with his (K. Tdddnot
have time to aven lock at it. Thay'll make and mall & copy hin ﬁgthay,mm't}
and T've told tham 11 pay for ni:;-f B S L
© He has written me about vhab ‘think may be @ lane-dnspired Ste L. dis
infornation nrobubly ajmed ab the FEfo T have o respand. pow on the ghance T ™ o
ean get it in tho mail before Hondayte. R L oy
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Some See Little Merit

By RICHARD POWELSON =
) . Press-Scimiter Staft Writer

W (g

T he latest move by James Ear] Ray’s attorneys to get him a new ..
trial, 10 years after he pleaded guilty to the slaying of Dr
Martin Luther King Jr., appears headed for the already volumi-
nous file of dismissed petitions in the extended case. " . -
"~ This time, Ray's attorneys — Mark Lane and former Court of
.Criminal Appeals-Judge i
Charles Galbreath of Nashville -
— are centering on two alleged .
errors in an attempt to win a
new trial for Ray. Ray pleaded
‘guilty to first-degree murder in g%
King’s 1968 slaying in exchange - §
for a 99-year- prison sentence -
rather than risk getting the
{ maximum penalty of death by -
- electrocution in a jury trial.
- However, several lawyers
specializing in criminal law
" view the latest claims — like -
others before them —as having -
no merit, and- refer to several -
court opinions and records in .
Ray’s case to support their posi-
; tion., TR e
*“This is:just more of the
. same,” one lawyer said, “but
with different attorneys.” Ray
has had almost a dozen differ- N ]
entlawyersrepresent him since ' -JAMES EARL RAY . |
“'his arrest-in England. - .~ - ¢ : S
His present -attorneys say Ray’s guilty plea before a jury -
should be voided because the jury allegedly did not specify Ray’s :
. admitted degree of homicide. But a check of the jury’s written
decision and the courtroom minutes on the guilty plea showed !
. that the jury accepted Ray’s 99-year sentence as punishment for
. “murder in the first degree.” - R e S
.- Inanother claim, the attorneys say that Ray filed a motion for"
anew trial within 30 days after his guilty plea, but the trial judge,
W. Preston Battle, died before acting on it. Battle died March 31, .
1969 — 21 days after Ray pleaded guilty. The case then was :
assigned to Judge Arthur Faquin, who dismissed the motion :
-because Ray had earlier formally waived his right to a new trial !
. when he pleaded guilty. Faquin’s ruling was upheld on appeal. |
-, . Ray's attorneys cited earlier cases which they claimed, gup- -
{*ported their argument that if a judge dies-beforé hearing a
motion for a new trial, that the defendant is entitléd to a new |
- - However, the waiver signed by Ray March 10, 1969, said; “I g
hereby waive any right I may or could have to a motion for a new
* trial and-Or an appeal.” Ray signed on a line just below the waiver .
statement, . e i AR AN
.. Also, the transcript of Ray’s hearing for the guilty plea shows '
. he was advised verbally by Battle that he lost his right to petition 1
for a new trial if he entered a guilty plea and signed a waiver. :
Galbreath, contacted ixi Nashville, said his position is that if *
- Ray was coerced into'pleading guilty, he also was coerced into
. walving his right to a motion for a new trial. In the petition fora
" new trial, Galbreath and Lane maintain that Ray still is seeking a
{ ‘hew trial because his plea of guilty 'was not voluntary, but the
. - result of coercion, threats and intimidation.” S
However, the Tennessee Supreme Court in 1970 ruled that Ray .
entered the plea voluntarily and with knowledge of the conse-
quences. T L S . RS
“This well planned and well executed killing would indicate -

[N T a

- the defendant to be of at least or over average fntelli ence, and
- -certainly of such intelligence as to understang what heg was doing
- When'he went to ‘the ‘bargaining table’ to' decide his fate —
-Whether to plead as he did or take his chances at the hands of a
i-jury. He made the bargain, . ' . AR
. y:-»"The court finds that the defendant willingly, knowingly and

.- intelligently and with the advice of competent counsel entered a

- plea of guilty to murder in the first degree,” the high court said.

“,+ ~Persons who knowingly and voluntarily plead guilty to crimes :

- and waive their right to a trial must not be given a trial later, the
-+ high court said. “Otherwise, the doors of our state prisons would

.;~remain ever ajar to those who are incarcerated therein on pleas
i~ of guilty, and who becoming, djssgugfigd, seek relief on motion

.. for a new trial. .

procedure and these cases would never be closed. There must bea

" conclusion to litigation sometime even in a criminal cage, . : .”

~ .- The high court also found earlier that Ray's incarceration in

 the Shelby County Jail after his arrest was not inhumane, as Ray

“The dockets of our courts wdui&becbn{e cohgested with such °

*‘and attorney Lane have claimed, and was not a factor in Ray :

"pleading guilty.” -+ ’

" . Ray himself said sevéral times .in'l_969 ~ifi answer to Judge

. Battle’s questions — that he was pleading guilty voluntaril the
P p_eg:ipg transcript showed. e ggu ty“ [ y,
* " "Based on the records a

. Attorneys’ petition set to be heard by Criminal Court Judge

% "William H. Williams March 1 could result in a short hearing. In

prior high court opinions, the

121972 Williams djsmissed one of Ray's petitions for a new trial .-

| ed by records that Ray was entitled to relief. Williams’ ruling was

<his’ hearing on ‘the motion for a new trial, “I'm not.going to -
‘suggest it,” Galbreath said, -~ F i T U ro T

AT e D BT

i., without hearing evidence because there were nio claims support- .

ppealed, but the higher courts upheld his decision:-++— - .«
Galbreath said he was “not sure™:if Ray would be present at



