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A lederal court ruling yesterday nar-
rowed the scope.of James Earl Ray's

Vevidentiary hearing to two major con-

T

i Fsutut_ional issues and restricted subpe-

' na power to a 100-mile territorial limit. -
' The ruling, issued by U.S. Dist.
"Judge Robert M. McRae Jr., said the
. hearlng, expected to be sometime in
i September, would decide two major,

Preses " T i
- ¥ ®; Whether” Ray's guilty plea on

Martin' Luther King Jr. was made
“intelligently and voluntarily.”

"""® Whether Ray had the “effective
assistance of counsel” when facing the

EMarch 10, 1969, to the slaying of Dr.

_ * murder charge in Shelby County Crimi-

’\nnl Court.

¢ McRae's ruling, made after a pre-

" ¥ liminary hearing Friday,: stated that
“ithe first issue

refers to 'coercion,
_threats and promises of Ray's attor-
ineys before he pleaded guilty. '
' Ray must prove that his constitution-
Fal rights were  violated before he can

B

;j withdraw his guilty plea and stand trial
i ;

for murder, McRae said. - '
b At 'Friday's préfiminary hearing,

fﬁ'\

Scbpe Is Limited
“For Ray Hearing

Space Dolow)

Ray's present atlorneys, Bernard Fens-
terwald and James H. Lesar of Wash-
ington and Robert Livingston of Mem-
phis, claimed that literary royalties
created a conflict of interest for law-
yers representing Ray in 1963,

Ray was originally represented by
Birmingham attorney Arthur Hanes but
fired him four months before pleading
guilty. Ray claims Hanes promised to

| represent him in exchange for 40 per

cent of all royalty rights to William
Bradford Huic's book “He Slew the
Dreamer." !
Alabama author Huie paid Ray $§35,000
for exclusive rights to information
about the slaying and for biographical

- material used in mapazine articles.

When Hanes was fired, Ray hired
Houston attorney Percy Foreman and
agreed to give him 60 per cent of the
book royalties, attorneys [or Ray
said, g

The conflict-of-interest charges that
Ray's 1969 attorneys did not properly
investigate the case were outlined in
nine “most pertinent” points by Lhe
U.S. Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals.
The Cincinnati appellate court granted
the request for an evicentiary hearing
on Jan, 29.

Ray's present attorneys had asked
McRae's court for power to subpena
Hanes, Huie, Foreman and possibly
several others to testify at the eviden-
tiary hearing. Hanes, Huie and Fore-
man all live more than 100 milas fram
Memphis.

However, despite the 100-mile ter-
ritorial limit in yesterday's ruling,
Hanes has notified the court that he
will appear at the hearing, and a depo-
sition has been taken ltom Foreman.
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b James Easl Rav westifind ¥
P Lf todzy i federal court that : . -
ik 28 ke told his atlorneys ha did
not Kill Dr. Martin Luther i
King Jr., but was “'niareu-
vered' into pleadice guilty
b by his piievney, Perey Fare-
man of liousion, Teuas. Brins
, Ray, who by pan 13 segend pditent A=
day ¢ st 2 OMIRIIS HL
deatiary heaging Faiore U.S. RN Pt o A
- District -Judpe fobort M. L | guers o Slestac.dsdet o
a McRae Jr., was asted by Titie: kR oy
James Legar, ose of Rays ; p
atlorikys, , ! b w
“Did Mir, (Artaer) Hancs A : R
i (Ray's first lawyrr) ask you Churacter: : L
‘ § il you wern quilly of e 3 S e
nuarder of Dr, Martin Luher g i ) # ,
1\']“:“?" C_1m\nlﬂc~" : P _.“.],rl,—. =2 Ll
“f Juet ol b, NoS” " Sulmiiung Otheps 4= Willm 3
answered Ry, = s i
“Pid Mo Foesmaan over v ; T RIS R
ask you?" nshed Lesar. i e
. Nz never ashed ma G- .--3--’£='Lo'-c o
rectly,” replicd Ray.  Setace N Eﬁtg'ﬁ!m- g
e i caly  Fomuam Sy g e’ i
¥ (1M he eshut me 19 wiie : S LA B i 12 i
all sata il of wiai 1 .'.H! - ! vl -—l\v'.‘;'Ml)?'..‘i‘ b o 5 L
fram the rima 1 r=lapea el DR e 'T';}',‘MJ'_,. Bl
frome b2 poaitendiary a g | o -‘;{ s 1
Missowil 0 tha time 1 was ' g SR
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sl wrotpeeverything  up
until the tme T 2ot arrested
in Enzlend. 1 jyg g sumed

that particular

. BTEA, that 1 was not
guilty. 1

Ray testificd that he

was unaw: - that Forcman

and Han®s hud signact a con-
tract with Look Monazine
for articles., but thal the
apreemcrt  Was contngent
upcn a suilty pho
Althouah the contracl was
-gigned March 17, 1050, Lesar
contended that it was write
ten before Ray pleaded
* pullty.

Ray said he was convineed
that his rofity plens was a
sechiical® wic v which

would cnable_him to fire
Foreman. Ul wes my cise
{inct impression thai the
plea would he coma kind of
technical plea to zei me oul
of town," he added.

Ray said Foriman first
mentinned the idea of plead-
Ing guilty in a Feb. 13, 1243,
ietler. In the letter, Foreman
wrote:

**1 have spent several
~ecks reviewing the nature
of the case the siate of
Tennessce has agamst yeu. 1
have surveved jury senti-
ment in this count and jury
verdicts in othcy  recent
cases.

“In my opinien, there is
little more than a .3 per cent
chance of your reeving the
death penalty verdiet if vou
po to trial. Furthermore,

O

theve is 160 per cent chanca

of a puilty verdict. Neither T
nor any other lawyer can
change the overwhelming
evidense that has been
assembled against vou."
Ray said in carlier conver-
galions with Foreman, 1
~ailiy plea) was

ridig " A was
re! on mostly circim-

| evidence. The mnst
ate could grl ne on
ding and abetting."”

P

Ray said Forempi “waed
18 pive me Ar e cion”
the inry would e sircked
with blxcks ead 7€ hamber of
commerce pepes.t Foreman
had earlier told lam that he
veauld prove | wasn't the
choster,” said Ray. *1 had
tha foeling this was hind of a
blitz on his part.”

Ray said on Feb. 18, 1950,
he simped o derer drafiard by
Foreman aziceing o plead
puilty. Mo said (here WiLs N0
indication on e lvier that
Foreman had written il

After he waf unahle 0
convipee Forenad ) faAn
trisl. Rav cayd ho agread 4
patifvipe Ris Pptamy (m0-
tract with FOreman. tie sats
¥eremoan aarred to settle
€)3.0M i a puiliv plea were
entered. An parlier vontract
entitled Foreman all yoyals
ties. from motion picares
and back=.

Rav said he hopoa that hy
modifving the caniract. he
wonld later have enauzh
maaes o hive ancid
vor. Ray said the 'y cene
tract contamed A provicion
that Bay weuld rol create
any “embirrassing circume
stances’ in court.

Ray-said he fclt he could
not fire Foreman heiare the
nearing brcause tihe lae
Criminal Court Judz? Pros-
‘ton Baitle had wamad  himn
apainst anothar chance of
atrorreys.

Ray tesniiod tihat tve davs
after pieaciaz suilty on
Narca 10, 193 he wrote lot-
ters repudiating the plea and

supgesung thatie, 'cowid be
involved in some tvpe of
icrime. and not bz aware of

t."

“] suppose the pecpie who
manuactured the riilz could
to some cxton: Le helld re-
sponsible althuush thee did-
n’t have divect involve
meut,” he said.

“Did vou assume the rifle
Cfcund . on South Maia was
used to kil King?™ asked
Lesar.

Wy didn't make no strong
assumption w that area,”
said Ray.

g e A

he wome l'-'.s"""q

ble for hia ceaih.

aid ore.of the leticrs
A VS ailcrgi‘.is

Loty phen LA o SCn.
S.II:'I'.)'.‘. ‘1]:'.‘1‘..‘.;.'1. C-Miss. lle
said he teid Vastand: 1
persenaliy i ot sheat Dr.
aiarea Luthe?d i, B 1
Lelinve ©am ped

Ray smid. howevers recall-
ine the daw in rourt \'.":1er~:'he
s sl oauly, st he had
pajected 10 Foroman's states
monts o LRE jury tnat
frplind thore wad nn o
sairacy e Wine kilng.
Ray saudd it coopd 0 B
(hat Tarepaeh Wus zprecire
with then U5 At grn.
Ram-ey Chh and tkn w'e
pryodisctor Jo Edgpar
Hoover it fr W n s e
caae 't who Lited :n'm:'..
€L
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Poaite 15d | \
chocked by a Sooy in ime
jachom, & nd wasz &nen
plasses 10 ‘wear
Spemporarily NE: l
Sprawing O (he syt
of a now’ triel. Ray
thorp wa2s $0Me drsevs
hetwesn Rov apd Hanes et
“ihe cOnGiIoR oi hmy--c-:'r:;
would be veizvahl .
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Alter the fth 11 5. Circuit
Court of Appeals ordered the
current hearing 10to Ray's
charpges. Jude McRar
hrinz inlo

court .reat deal of evi-
denc juding corespond-
ence Foreman and Wil-
liam dlord 1liie, authnr

cok, “He Slew the
Dreamer."”

The state asked the Su-
preme Courl (n vacatle
McRae's orders on the
ground that they are
Sunwerranted invasiens of
indivillcal & nd corporate
privacy.”

Ray was in his secand day
on the stand today in the
second weok of tre evidta-
tiary hearing baiore Jw
McRze, and he was
being examined by Losar.
Ray staried rextifving  Fri-
day.

As he did Friday, Ray caa-
tinued his discussion of the
evenls that preczicd his
puilly plea.

Rav fired Hanez and Fore-
man 0k ever the case on
Nov, 12, 1868, Ray said he
only saw Foremarn "L
four times'* hatweon Novem-
ber 2nd January, hut mzin-
tained (hat Foramsn as jate
as February, 1055, was still
readying [or trizl ol the
case.

Ray said that cround dan.
1, ke rcad an ariicie i a
Memehis newspar:r indicats
ing that the possibiliey of A
puilty plea was being
discussed.,

s o1 asksd Mr. Foremon
ahout it, 1 thauzkt the story
probably came iram Lhe
state, and Mr, Fureman said
to forpst it it Giin't raean
anvthing." said Rayv.

Shelby County Ay, Gen.
Hush Stanion Jr., formesy
ascistant  puidic - defender,

-

- O ~

win alanz wiiiv-tis father,
Hugh Stanwin, woas apprinted
by Judee Rattle 1o acsist
Foreman in prepara-
tion of the Rav case, teatis
fird 1ast week that his fuiher
had first discusead the possi-
bility ef a gnilty plea witn
ormar Attv. Gens Phil
Canale in Decomber.

1 February, Ray tesiifivd,
Yereman victed him o at
shelby Couwr'y Jixl and

shaad lim Cabaun 10 er 12

pietures” that he wanted
Ray 1o identiiy.

Ray's atlorneys [ave aon-
tended that aw did not
kaew ke was caming (0
Memphis tn puiticanic 1 2
shinotin . Rt s st e i

i

pressioa’™ thart Poreman

wanted ki 1o e
prettres of e incividis
“the mapority nf the innivid-
tials were of Latin o !
said Bay - 7 the
covgnment.

S gt the fripressisg b
wanted e ta il “pae of
thase ind:vidants s the per-
son who shat Mt Luther
Ring ... Tkl pim (e
rean), for sevsoa) prasons, I
dida’s want 1o et Bveived
in that npe of socraoen.
They woeld put ne a: a
state's witaese .00 sid
Ray. T
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