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the day. before Ray pleaded 
guilty. .* - * ; 

The motion says the attor- 
neys’ interest in the royalties 
and movie rights was such as 

to constitute “a gross denial of 
due process and effective 
representation by counsel 
(and) to make the defendant’s 
plea of guilty a farce, a sham 
and a mockcry of justice.” 

The motion quotes Mr. Huie 
as having said, “The defend- 
ant must not take the witness] 
stand in his expected trial, be- 
cause if he takes the witness 
stand then he (Mr. Huie) 
would have no book.” 

Mr. Huie has never talked to 
Ray face to face but relied on 

notes Ray sent him through 

counsel. The original agree- 

ment carried a clause invali- 

dating it if Mr. Huie did not 

get a personal interview with 

Ray by July 8. But this was 

crossed out with the deletion 
initialed by the three princi- 

pals. 
One of the letters Mr. Fore-| © 

man wrote Ray the day before 

the guilty plea says Mr. Fore- 

man has paid to Jerry Ray, 

the accused’s brother, $500 and 

specifies, “I will not make any 

other advances—just this one}, 

for $500.” In return his prior 

claim on any receipts was|' 

raised from $165,000 to): 
pen 

energy
 

  

  
   


