
     Earl 
Hed an aninded 

and Suppicmen ic:    a nev rial ci 
pad s guilty plea was “a 
furea, a sham and a mock- 
ery - justice.” 

The three-page motion 
wes submitted to the Crim- 
ina al Court cievk’s office by 
Richard J, Ryea, J.B. 
Stoner and Rebert W. Hull 
Jr. Ray's attorneys. 

Tiiz DEFENSE claims 
Ray was ‘pressured and in- 
feeed™ into pleading guiltv 
March 10 to the murder of 
oe Martin Luther Hing Jr. 
Ray was seatenecd to $9 
yeacs in the state peniten- 
tiary at Nashville ov she late 
Fadge W. Preston Battle. 
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Tike motion stated: “Your 

want is informed and 
therefore alleres that the au- 
ther, Wiliam Bradford sluice, 
made the statement that 
your Gefoncant (Rav; ‘must 
not take Che witness atond in 
his exrecied trial because 
if the defendant did take the 
witness stand, then he 

    

   

(huic) would have no 
book.’ ” 

Ray said that he and 
Hanes and Fo nan entered 
in the contract with Huie 
while he was in Shelby Coun- 
ty Jail awa uiting trial, and 
that ine sale cf pub? 
and movie rights concerning 
his case was made te Huie 
“f sudsta aniial sums of 
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money.” 

ATTACHED To t the mo- 
tion were seven exhibits of 
letters aud coniracts relating 
to Ray’s agreements at var. 
ious times with Huiec, Hanes 
and Foreman. 
Ray asked the court to set 

aside his waiver of his riehis 
to a new trial, his pnility plea 
and his conviction which he 
said “were the result of your 
defendant being deprived of 
legal counse! in viclation of 
the 1th and sth cricndments 
to the U.S. Consute 

ay suid that his failure 
to have legal counsel as 
guaranted by those amend- 
ems “is in reality a great- 
er disservice iG Rim than 
having ince coma 
and is a ¢ 

process ar ac 

    

  

    

    

   

      

be as such as te nk: 
fendant’s piea of : 
area, a sham art: 

ery of justice.””” ” 

    

‘ ONE OF THF. exhibits was 
a copy of a leiicr to Ray 
from Foreman dated March 
9, tue day before Ray plead- 
ed guiiiv. The Houston attor- 
ney noted that Ray had as- 
signed to him all of his roy- 
aities 
cles, books, motion pictures 

and other revenue from the 
writings | of Huie “unconui- 

   
Foreman ‘said Rav had 

“authorized and requested” 
him to negotiate a guilty: 

    

plea wit the attorney gener- 

al’s office in exchange fora 
99-year scutence. 
Foreman said that since a 

guilty plca would shorten the 
trial considerably and save 
him (Foreman) time, he was 
willing to make the following 
adjustment on his fee ar- 
rangement: , 

. “IF THE PLEA is entered 
and the sentence accepted 
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and no embarrasing circum- 
stances take ‘pice in the 
courtroom, I am willing to 
assijay io any bank, trust 
company or individus! .-- 
Fected by you ali my recsipts 
under the above assignment 
in excess of $145,050."" 
Another exhibit was ie 

copy of the original agree- 
meat dted July §, 1968, be- 
tween iiuic, Ray and Hanes 
in which Ray agreed to pay 
Huic and Hanes 30 per cent 

  

cach of the gross receipts of 
publis' ag: rights. 

Anather exhibit was a let- - 
ter, dated July S, from Huie 
to Hanes agreeing to ad- 
vance a2 total of $35,000 to 
be charged against ‘“what- 
ever may come due to you 
and Ray under the agree- 
ment. “ s 
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