QTS o TR PR

ul-J’ . {% ﬂ?( A~ d "L&'LL«"E&

w T

Twenty-one years on, James Earl Ray

remains evasive ahous his alleged

involvemenitiniha

assassination of

Martin Luther King. 0Py RRRGIMTOM
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efore our first meeting, a lawyer warned

" me that Ray had sounded inarticulate

q and paranoid on the telephone a couple

of days before. So it was with my expee-

latlons lowered that 1 made the journey 40

miles west of Knoxville, deep into the wooded

hill district of East Tennessee—an area of

broken-down furm bulldings and disused coal

mines—to meet the man the popular press

love to call '‘America's most notorious killer',
James Ear] Ray, .

When finally, after introductions and secur-
ity checks, | found mysell alone in a small
room and this slight, polite figure sidled in and
Introduced himself, | beeame intrigued that
my expectations were being so confounded,
Quick-witted, knowledgeable, cettainly arti.
culate—albeit  masked by his clipped
Southern accent. Ilow could it be that this
apparently  gentle guy—not difficult to
like—could have blown awny the side of Dr
Martin Luther King's head with a bullet froma
high-powered rifle 2] yearsago?

Was| meeting a reformed Ruy, mellowed by
years of prison? Or was it coneeivable (hat
there was at least some element ol truth in the
story he has been telling ever sinee his capture
and that he was now retelling yet again for my
benefit? That he did not kill Martin Luther
King. That he was framed for the murder by a
mysterious man called Raoul, That he was
pressurised into pleading guilty by his attor-
ney, who did a deal with the prosecution,

The second time I met Ray was several
maonths later, at the end of May this year, 1o
looked |ll, seemed nervous, uncertain and
tense and left me worried about his ability to
handle the imminent filming of an interview
with him, This was an off-form Ray that a
tough prosecutor could certainly have made
mincemeat of In Cross-examination. Yet, only’
nine days later, Ray was brought up from his
cell to face the camera, looking fit and confi-
dent and, with considerable skill, proceeded
torattle through five ten-minute rolls of film in
the hour allotted to us,

Over those three visits [ liaq caught a

lriesto untangie the

cvidence,

e |

glimpse of why James Earl Ray has managed
to confound so many Investigators over the
years. On the surface he appears casy to read,
but he is actually a much more complex mwl
puzzling charneter. Only if you take that com-
plexity fully into account is it possible to find
the key to his role in the assassination and
understand why he still feels unable to talk
ubout what really happene,

Ray's entire strategy since the triul in 1969
has been to seek a retrial on the grounds that
he is completely innocent. And to this end he
has bombardud the federal and state authori-
ties with letters trying to wrest from them
classified Information about his case, Despite
plenty of ofticial stonewalling, he has had
some success In prising documents from the
FDIand other sources under the Freedom of
Information £.ct—a fraction of the 185 cubic
fect of files relating to the King case which lins
been locked un for 20 years,

Ray says that if he could get Into court in
front of a jury, he thinks he now has enough
¢vidence to cast doubt on the state's case ‘and
o prove a massive fraud to get me o plead
guilty and locked away for 99 yeurs without a
fair trial’. He is certainly right that he could
demonstrate the remarkable weakness of the
state's case against him. As our [ilm for Inside
Story shows, there is no ballistics evidence of
any value conneeting the rifle that was Found
in the street ufter the shooting with the bullet
tiken from Dr King's body—the FBI fuiled lo
testlire the weapon.

Neither is there any really hard evidence of
where the shot was fired from, Dr. King was
standing on the balecony of the Lorraine Motel
in Memphis when he was shot. The state said
the gun was fired from o bathroom window of
a rooming house 200 feet away. The police
removed a section of the bathroom window-
sill because It had a mark on it, caused, they
claimed, by the barrel of a rifle—thus proving
that the rifle was fired from there, OF course,
that is evidence that was never tested in
court, but Ilerbert MacDonell, a highly
respected  ballisties expert, has examined

the mark and is adamant that it was not
made by arifle barrel.

The only person that the state claimed could
identify Ray as the man who left the rooming.
house after the shooting was a man called
Charles Stephens who had been arrested 200
times for drunkenness. FN documents show
Lhat, in two separate interviews in the week of
the killing, Stephens said he saw the suspeet
only from behind. Stephens had an agreement
with an attorney to split the $185,000 reward
money offered to the person whose evidence
contributed most to the killer being brought to
Justice. It should not be too difficult 1o per-
suade a jury of Stephiens' total lack of credi-
bility as a wilness and that his maotive in
coming forward was ‘loot for testimony”,

Given the recent revelations about the
possibility of & munber of Bunmen involved in
the Kennedy assussination, a jury would now
be more likely to consider seriously the evi-
dence of some witnesses who saw a man In
the bushes behind the Lorraine Motel whao
may have been a gunman, The most credible
of these has never heen Interviewed by the
police or the FBLabout what hie saw.

Inspite of the state prosecutor Phil Canale's
Intention to bring over 100 people from all
over the workl to testify at Ruy's trial, sl the
300 picces of tiysical evidence that the stify
cldmed it would produce, Ray's guilty plea
must have come as a considernble relief,
A two-and-a-hall-hour Summary—the state's
version of the facts—nt a hastily convened
hearing that many of 1he world's media were
unable to get to in time, ended with a 0-year
sentence for Ray, the Makiness of the case
against him unexposed, Editorial writers
hundreds of miles away could rage at the
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aborted trial—the New York Times called it ‘a
shocking breach of fuith with the Americun
people’—but the eity of Memphis fell they, in

“decadent river town™,

Why did Ruy plead gullty? First, e claims he
was disoriented by being kept in solitary con-
finement for seven months in a cell with a light
on 24 hours a day, watched by a TV camera
and two guards permanently on duty. lle says
that after two months of ‘sleepless confine-
ment’ he began to have recurrent nosebleeds.
(The 1978 sclect commitiee on assassinations
found ‘a towl disregard for Ray's right to
privacy during his trial defence')

Secondly, he was placed under enormous
pressure from his lawyer to plead guilty to
save himself from the clectrie chair, on the
grounds that Ray could not expect a fuir triul
becuuse the news media had ulready con-
victed him through pre-trial publicity. (Even
before Ray was captured, L {fe magazine pub-
lished a cover story—The Accused Killer. The
revealing story of a mean kid—ubout Rayasa
child.) Percy Foreman, Ray's lawyer, appears
to have been solely motivated by the fees he
could obtain from the book rights to Ray's
story. Foreman signed a conlract with the
author William Bradford Hule in which Fore-
man was to receive $165,000,

It subsequently emerged that this payment
was contingent upon Ray pleading guilty,
because a seeret contract between Huie and
his publisher stipulated that the money wis
not to be used to assist Ray In his trial—only a
guilty plea could prevent that. When Ray
asked Foreman for $500 of this money Lo pay
for another lawyer, Foreman made him sign a
letter—he still has It—which said 'this ad-
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the judge's words, "hadn’t done too badly for a-
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James Earl Ray: face in the frame

vance is also contingent upon the plea of
guilty and sentencing going through on 10
Mareh 1069, without any unseemly conduct
onyour part in court’.
S Ray first heard about the guilty plea idea
4y from Percy Foreman in mid-February 1969;
S years later it emerged from the prosecutor's

“§= notes that the prosecution and the defence

were negotiating a guilly plea deal as carly as
= 18 December 1068. To compound the in-
Justice, this was the day of the appointment of
@ lawyer called Hugh Stanton Sr to assist with
Ray's defence. Stanton had also acted for the
state's chlef witness against Ray, Charles
Stephens, And it was Stanton who appurently
sct the ball rolling on the guilty plea. Ray
evventually caved In to Foreman's pressure
on O Murch, the day before the trial.
So Is Ray just an Innocent vietim—victim of
a [rame-up and of subsequent injustice by the
state in its desire to see one man nalled for the
grime? During the course of our Investigation,
we came Lo belleve that it is much more
complicated than that, for there can be little
doubt now that there was o sophisticated
consplracy and that Ray played a role in it But
we Lelieve that it was most likely a minor role
as a manipulable decoy, Ray had no motive for
killing Dr King and nobody would hire him as
a killer because of his lack of experience with
arifie and his history of bungling criminality,
But as an escaped prisoner, with 17 years of
his sentence still to run, Ray was certainly
controllable,
Hu describes a man called Raoul Instructing
him to move from clty to city, carry packages
across frontiers, buy a rifle, bring It to Mem-
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phis and ask no questions. In 1978, the Con-
gressional comnmiitiee on assussinstions con-
claded thit, although there wis an element of
truth in Ray's story-—lus spending patterns
were consistent with the amounts he listed as
puyments from Raoul—Raoul was o fiction,
Itay had never been able to produce a shred uf
evidence Lo prove the existenee of Raoul.!

We have discovered from a former CLA min
that there was a CIA ‘asset’ who was an identi-
ties specialist in Montecal in 1967 and that his

- g ~name was Raoul, It was in Montreal in July

« IDGT thut Ray started using the first of a
number of ldentities that he adopted over the
next year—they were all residents of one
small area of Toronto, they all looked quite
like Ray,.and one man, Eric Galt, had an
& uncanny likeness, with scars in the same pla-
ces as Ray. There is elearly no way that Ray,

T < with no knowledge of Toronto, could e

obtained these identities without help, Given
this specialist's nunie was Raoul and that Kay
elnims he first met this Raoul in Montreal in
July 1967, it scems most probable that they
were one and the same nan.

In addition, a man long regurded &5 @
shadowy fgure in the assassination, bt
never provenly linked—Jules Riceo Kimble—
hus confessed o us that he wssisted Ray by
taking him to an identities specialist in Mo
treal operating froma 'CIA front'. He claims e
was acling on instructions from an FBI agent.
This probability is compounded by the eir-
cumstantial evidence we have built up of the
CIA and FBI's likely complicity in the affair in
a sophisticuted operation thut may have com-
bined with elements of the Mafiz as well,

‘I really don't recall the Galt name, where |
got it and there's a couple of other names |
don’t recall the details of '—Ray will not talg
about where he obtained his identities from.
Philip Melanson, the author of the recent
book, The MURKIN Conspiracy, found Ray's
answers Lo’ questions on this are in marked
contrust to his genlal, reluxed approach on
safer topics. le suw Ray become evasive,
edgy and apparently forgetful, even though he

had  just  demonstrated a  detailed
remembrance of numes und dates on some-
thing else,

Ray may well have been out of his depth in a
sophisticated conspiracy in which he wit-
tingly or unwittingly agreed Lo lay a false trail.
He is now boxed in by what he knows, unable
to reveal what really happened because, as
Melanson says, ‘it makes him look less inno-
cent than he wants to cluim to be. Once he
admils that Ruoul was an identities specialist,
then he has to start answering questions that
go the heart of what happened in Memphis
that day. Ray may have used the name taken
from his Montreal contact, Raoul, as a con-
venience Lo cover the identities of others who
helped him later.

Ray probably knows very little about the
federal intelligence dimension to this affulr,
but if he would come clean it could provide
more clues. Ray lives by the eriminal code, let
us hope that the revolutions in our film will
help him to decide at long lust to ‘grass’,

Johm Edgtiton wrote, produced and directed
Inside Story: Whe Killed Martin Luther
King?' (an Otmoor production for BBC (v)
shown on Wednesday £7 September (BBC1).
The author wishes to acknowledge John Ser-
geunt's contribution with research.
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terview and a hogy of shadowy

[ et slip more than thejr paymas- '

Sy i i
BEBCI, 9.30 pm, Inside Story: Who Killed Martin Luther King?

Inside Story: Who Klilad
Mariin Luther King?
BBC1:9.30 - 10.35 pm

This painstakingly researched John
Edginton film might be described

as the standard 1980s documentary
about the assassination of liberal
leaders in the United States of the
1960s. The oflicial line on the
Kennedy killings, as well s the

King murder, was that they were
down ta lone nutters, Television
documcnlnricsshow,cohvincingly i
or otherwise, that there was a ot
conspiracy leading back 10 -
Washington, In the King case the
supposed killer James Ear) Ray is

still in jail and willing to protest io
any passing television investigator
that he did not pull the trigger. The
case for conspiracy now looks
unanswerable, Ceefax, |
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Inslde Story (9.30 BBCI) pas a

bad attack of conspiracy theory ag

it trawls fqr the answer to whao @ protests his innogcence - The
ed Martin Lyther King, James Story Is complicated, involving a"

rl Ray, convicted jp 1969, . .. New or)

Muddies the water In a prison in. :
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9:30-10.35 Inslde Sior
(BBC1):  “Who: . Killed Marli:
Lulher King? A small-lime ciook
.called James Egy), Ray ‘was the
man arrested,, though 1o this'day

Mafia men and CIA freelancers ," bens paorists. claim) must havp

ters might wish about security sefl ™
, vice Jinvolvement, . e
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else's game? (BECI, 9.30pm)
Ealllo Clupye .
Bkt e bt o

ubls ubout the ly
£ssnssia of Joln F Eeuuedy Lave also led
to questions about the killing of .
'g:{lln hilillm ﬁzﬂ, gn;_:hlch James
Ray Is serviag u 99-year sentence.

Paul Hamaun'y filn claims to have found
“key witnesses”, plus evidence of
“startling new allegations™ Involving a
| “consplricy™ an the part of the CIA
autd FBL One such witness Includes Ray
himsell, a man whose previous
criminal record conslsted ouly of driving
offences xnd small-time robberles,

Anothier I3 a fivenian who wilched the
whole Incident and clzins the logistics ;|
. and ballistics readered Ray's offence
- Impossible, Also called (o testify are a
nun called Raoul, who admits be was part
'nflheusa.u.lnumnph.n,mdl_ .
J witness whom the Memphls
. kept in protective custody at the time,
but who was apmnud:m drunk to
“identily anybody that y.Itisa
/| tascinating film. itk
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S Janies Earl Ray: a pawn in someone
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Inside S .
BBC1, 8.30prn ’
James Earf Ray another
convenlent “long-nyt
inatlon suspacy — was

convicted of shooling Martin
Luther King In 1869, after g trial
lasting Just wo-and-a-hg|f hours,

Is complex but loglcally

Ray wasg almost certalnly
Implicated

that he actually pulled the
Irigger. There are ma

pertinent questiong posed: who,

Jfor example, gavéthe S
mysterlous order to caj) off .,y ~
King's Memphis.Policg , =~ /+" *
Protection only hoyrg belora his
murder? . Cant et
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" Motel on 4 April 1968 when Mar-

.they were the central character,

| Motel?.., Why was oné of the !

1 TELEVISION " |
Thomas Sutcliffe

Luther
- King:

WOULD say I was the only one
who saw him shot, ‘from the |
front.” The voice belonged to a
fireman who had been watching.
the upper balcony of the Lorraine

tin Luther King was hit by an as-
sassin’s bullet. What he described
sceing was less significant than
he  faint * tone of - self-
aggrandisement in his testimony,
the sense of a bystander pressing
through a 1o stake a claim
i the historical record, ... . *]
" As the rash of Kennedy docu-
mentaries last year showed, all
conspiracy investigations have to

‘Eick their.way through a mob of

ar-flies, small-time  eriminals, :
d=relicts and winos, all queuing::
for their 15 ininutes of fame, And
in this respect Jnside Story's “Who
Killed Martin Luther King™
(BBC1) was no exception — &
cab-driver speaking lﬂrough an
clectronic throat vibrator, a dying
ex-mobster who ‘claimed the FBI
had put out thie contract o King,
& Mafia “mechanic” who recalled -
taking James Earl Ray to Mon-'
tréal to pick up a set of aliases
from & CIA safe-house and James
Ear| Ray himsell — all came fors |
ward to tell brief stories in which

As thelir evidence was more a éol-
lage than a chain of logic it wasn't
really eséential that you belicved
all of them. s ST
John Edginton's film clearly
did, though, spending its first half
hour picking away at the conve-
nient labels pasted over (he
King's assassination by the ‘two-
and-a-half-hour trial. " Why' had
the seven man bodyguard been.
withdrawn 24 hours before King
died? ... 'Why were three tactical
squads  pulled  back - that
morning? ... Why were the po-
lice prcnccuplcdy with -a false
assnssination threat against a
blnck Memphis policeman on sur-

veillance, duty ‘at the Lorraine.

first people to reach King's body
an intelligence agent with CI
contacts? . ., why had the FBI afy}'
Joved no ballistic tests on the bul-|
let and rifle? It was the quastion

themselves that constituted ovi-,
dence for conspiracy rather. than
any answers supplied by the pro:
gramme; these were cracks in the
looth that the tongue can't.leave
alone. - . "
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~-and, while It t.ﬁan;i_pljl down a
s case against any one agency, and

occasionelly . appearcd naive

' about the motives of its speakers,

the film reminded you that Amer-
ica in the. Sixtics was' 4 .world,
where moral hysteria was & good;

.career decision and government !

agencies could soberly discuss the-
practicality of poisaning Castro's -
cigars. King had come out against
the Vietnam war shortly before
he was killed,'and his arrival to
support striking dgnrbage workers
in Memphis had raised tensions.
further. He was also under con--
stant surveillance by the FBI. In
this climate James Earl Ray's
handy package of aliases from a
Canadian suburb -(all bearing a
resemblance to him) and hiscon-
sistent storics of being Set up by a
contact called Raoul begin to
look more plausible, But their
best caup came too late; as the
film ¢nded 'a caption ‘rolled —-
“After completing this_ film we
found a CIA man who confirmed
that the CIA ran false identitics
out of Montreal-... .his name was
Raoul Miori." - = .- :
In the midst of all this profes-
sional | suspicion, though, one
question was conspicuous by its
absence, If a deadly consortium'of
the CIA, the Mafia and the FBI
really eanspired to kill King and
to turn James Earl Ray into the
perfect ‘scapegoat, planting his
un in a nearby doorway and re-
caring his description | as the
killer, why is he still alive, a loose
cannon who, even 25 years later, |

-migt just sink the ship?-, . |
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