arnoon fik ‘d

and sup,.u.mcn.u .'\mc.‘ iy

a new arial charging tﬂ\at
Ray's guilly plva was “a
fare2, a shaum arnd a mock-
“ery of justice.”

The tirce-page  motion
wzs submitted o the Crim-
ina l (.cur' cievk’s office by
rRicharé J, Ryen, J. B.
Stocer and Rcocxt W. Hiil

Jr.,, Ray'e attorneys.

TilZ - DEFENSE claims
Ray was “pressured and in-
*’vcoi" into pleading guilty
darch 10 to the murder of
Do Martin Luther Hing Jr.
Pay was seatcuaad to 89
veass in the sieie peniten-
tiziv at Nashville wv ihe late
LE 'c » W, Priston Baitle.

u charges ther: weas a

wondifet of interest” b'-

cen him and his two prior

21 orw:)s Arthur J. H+=os
¢i Birmingham, and Percy

‘i

Feremman e Houston, oves
e grrernont which geve
aathor  Willian

H.ie £i.s

s mctiea
Foreman

<=t o3t his, y

ale 99

woenod Wil
B.“x.m" Hul': and
swa finan® fleresis

IF RAY h'-d !:cen 'ﬂlowcd
to tale T witaess stond, B

petition (‘m’.mucu
vrould have been no sicry or
S to sell ar d ‘there
c no profits for those

posnes”
motion stated: “Your
fcadant s informicd and
.I~ orefore alleges that t..e au-
ther, Wiliiam Bradford il luic,
made the siatement that
your ac.’c: dant (Roys
not taxke ithe thnc‘.a NL‘ "d n
his exrecied trial cause
if the defendant ud t‘..\n_ the
\vx tness stand, then he

(Huic) would have no
b‘ok.' *

Ray  said that ke aad
Hanes and YForemean enlered
in the contract with Huie
while he was in Shelby Coun-

s
[

st

ty Jail awz 1'11':, triai, and
that tee sale of publicaing

and movie rigits conceraing

his case was made to Huie
“for SUJSL ntial sums  of
money.” |

LTTALCHED T\) the mo-

seven exhibits of
letters awid contracts relating
to Ray's agreements at var-
ious times with Huie, Hanes
and Foreman,

Ray asked the court to set
aside his waiver of his riciis
to & new trial, his juilty plea
and his conviction which he
said “were the resull of your
defendant being deprived of
legal counsel in \'1(’1 ion of

tion were

the 1{th and sih armcndments
to the U.S. CO.xS-....L ik
Ray suid that his Iailure

to have legal counsel as
guaranted hy those amend-
ivends “is in redlity a great-
or disservice e him
Laving ince
and i5 @ gro
process &nd et

- .sentaticn of couriv

be as such as
fendant’s  plea
farez, a shum
ery of justice.”” -

' ONE OF THF exhibits was
a py of a lelicr o Ray
from Foreman dated March
9, tic day before Ray plead-

ed guiitv. 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 tha
writings of Huie ‘“uncoiul-
tionuily.”

- Faorceman sal(l Rav had
“authorized and requested”
nim to negotinte a
plea vithy the attoracy gener-
al’s ollice in exchange for a
99-year scutence.

Foreman said that since a
guilty plca would shorten the
trial considerably and save
him (Fcr«.man) time, he was
willivie to make the followmo
ad;usur.ent on his fee ar-
rangemant: ‘

- “IF THRE. PLEAisen rtered
and the sentence accepted

ERRE

J'C‘ﬁ i‘l

[rom magazine arti-’

auilty -

(Indicate page, name of
newspaper, city and state.)
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and no embarrasing circum-
stances take phice in the
courtroom, I am willing to
assizt 0 any bank, irust
company or individuz! n-
tected by you ali my roccipts
under the above assignment
in excess of §165,000."
Anotherr exhibit was e
copv of the original agree-
ment duted July §, 1968, be-

ween fiuie, Ray and Hancs

in which Ray agreed to pay
Iivie and Hancs 30 per cent

cach of the zross receipts of

publis ng rights.

Anather exhibit was a let- -

ter, dated July S, from Huie
to Hanes agreeinz to ad-
vance 2 total of $33,000 to
be charged against “what-
ever may come due to you
and Ray under the agree-
ment. » -




