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RECOLLECTION GREATER"

Chetta Quizzed
About_Hypnosis,,..

Dr. Nlcholas

Chetta, Orleans Parish coroner, “was

talled back to the witness stand this morning in the third
day of the preliminary hearing for Clay L. Shawysszuced of

Dr. Chelta was questioned
by assistant district attorney
. Alvin V. Oser.

~» Q Doctor, in speaking of
the use of hypnosxs as a diag-
_ postic tool ;
a5 an experl whether after a
person undergoes hypnosis he
can recall more?

" A. YES, SIR, thic is quite |-

true. The time inferval will
vary also after the subject

... comes out of an hypnotic
=7 stale he may have recall of-
.. very important names or

places. It may happen after
two weeks or a month .
Q. Why is that, doctor?
A. Tt probably has taken
the person this Jength of time

fo remove the block or log
.»Jamhehasbecauseorinw
n hxbmons

Q. 1Is it possible for a sub-

»'_:')ectlobeplaeeéﬁdarh

' nnsls and not recall what hap-
sened under hypnosis? -
A. That rie~true. .

' OSER THEN described a

‘hypothetic” individual 25
.~ rears old with a high school
* aducation and college degree
wxho wag in atiendance when

‘an assassination plot to kill .
. the President of the U.S. was
iscussed and then was placed -

“n & hypnotic trance. .

The description obviously
fit Perry Russo, the prosecu-
tions star witness,

. Oser then asked if it were
not “possible ° Ior the

under bypnosis <+ __t_o_

. can 'you state ]

participating in a plot to kﬂl President John F. Kennedy in
1963.

five before coming out of ihe
trance and “yet not remem-
ber counting.”

“That js quite true” said
Dr-v:c!ri’ ‘?The xgtulﬁﬁ'me

_is the trigger pumber.”

Oser then asked Dr. Chelta™

to relate the dates on wnn...
Russo was hypn tized,

A. THE FIRST date was
the 25th.

Q. Oh what month, doctor?

A. February, Feb. 25. The
next time was on Thursday.’
This was the time in Mr.
Ward's oifice, and the last
time was Sunday and this
was in my office, the cor-
oner’s office. -

Oser then asked Dr. Chetia
if a subject wer® questioned
about a specific month while
under hypnosis, he would re-
member more about that
month of the year after com-
ing out of the trance than
about another month of the

_ year.

Dymond objecled to this
question, contending that the
prosecution was “getting com-
plete]y out of 1he realm of

., sanity.”

“HE'S ONLY asking for an

opinion here,” said Judge Mat- |

thew S. Braniff.

Dymond disagreed, “He Is
trying to bolster the credibil-
ity of this witness , . .”

Dymond contended that there
was no authority in law for

{ this line of questioning and
. he cited a case, Lindsay v | -

lhe Unmd States.

PR

+ under hypnosis would be able

' JUDGE BAGER

-contended
the witnes:

no! repeat

! fluence of sodium pentothal
but “he can give a diagnostic
l'eport L1

Oser contended that “the
question is not about Perry

Russo. I'm talking about the |

subject, not the witness.”
Judge Malcolm O'Hara won-
dered aloud “If you're not
getting out of the field of the
expert witness.”
Oser said Dr. Chetta had
been qualified as an
. witness in the field of psy-
chiatry. Judee O'Hara .then
asked Dr. Cheita if he had
ever hypnotized anyone, and

___the coroner replied_in_the_. II__._Sta tex-Ttem - ' |

firmative,

' AT THIS POINT Judge Bag-
ert overruled the objection
of thedefense. o ___»
Oser then asked again if
a person who had been ques-
tioned on a specific month

to remember more about that
month than another month
after he was brought out of
the trance. ]

“The answer -is yes,” Dr.
Chetta said.

OSER THEN {fook the same

. September of 1963 while be
" was under hypnosis.

: hypothetical person recall

: ta, am ] correct in this? Does

._..___...._..

hypothetical person under the
same circumstances, who had
been asked questions about

Q. Would or would not this

more of what happened to
him ‘in Seplember of 1963
than in another month of
1963. .

At this point the defense
again objecled, but the objec-
tion was overruled.

Cheita then answered again
in the affirmative.

what was said under the in-
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Q. AS AN expert, Dr. Chel-

not a person placed more
than once under hypnosis not
recall more than if he were
merely under hypnosis once?
A. The answer is yes.
Dr. Che i~“that he
would like to explain. “With

increased hypnotic _trances

"‘ "o .

o fm/




J

o
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dealing lly with
events, this 9erSon would cer-
tainly have @ better recall of
the events or the questions
while under the hypnotic
trance.” -

DEFENSE attorney Wil
liani Wegmamn then took up
the questioning of Dr. Chetu
on cross-exammetor
: ' *Q. Dr. Chetta, what is the

rule of sa sanity?

m‘.a—urf al san-
ity. or the McNaughton Rule,
Is that the person knows right
from wrong and can choose
between the two, can know
the consequences of his act
and can assist in his defense.

—-Q. UNDER sodium -pento-
thal, isn't it true that not only
are the inhibitions as to ex-
pression of fact existing, but
don’t there appear fantasies
as well?

A. Yes. It is up to the man
doing the test to tell whether
the person is lying or speak-
ing in fantasy.

He said there has been some
talk about sodjum pentothal
by the layman who gave it the
name “truth serum.”

Q. Hasn't there been some
question as to the relability
as to facts gotlen under so-
dium pentothal?

A. IT IS NOT a fact. - So-
dium pentothal has been used
quite often by psychiatrists.

Some psychiatrists like the |

eleciric shock treatment and
others use phenobarbitol or
barbiturates.

Doctors, like lawyers, have
different cbmces—the one t.hey
lhink fits. .

.~ Q. According to my noles.
you gave Russo the drug the

ssame day that you questioned

"him. "How long did you talk

-with him?

o &
b

“—hypnosis occurred on Sunday.

s ABOU'I‘ '
'cQ thisth onlytlmelhat
y . __._4

A. Yes, sir.

Q. Doctor, you said before
that results nd upon the
dependability or knowledge of
the person administering the

A. IT IS TRUE. 1 spent only
an hour with the patient be-
fore administering the drug

| but I have had 1?7 years' ex-

perience dealing with this
kind of work and I can ac-

guire the fine points in a short |

Q. You have not known Mr.

Russo for 17 years, have yoo,

doctor?

. A. That's right. Only since |
_Feb. 27. 1 saw him between

Feb. 27 and March 12.
Q. I think yo usaid the first

Judge Bagert said that Dr.

How Jong a time was spent
with him at that time?

A. WE MET in my office in
the coroner’s office at 10 a. m.
It was after 3 p. m. when we
Jeft. 1 remember because 1

missed my Junch. I was to go-

to Jesuit ard-inéy—Tad closed
the doors when I arTived.

Q. Are you a qualified
psychiartrist, doctor?

A. I've been qualified in this
and other cases as a psychia-

Q Is Dr. Fatter the only
one using g;yc
process of

“Chetla "in "previous testimony

Y IR
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' A. THAT'S RIGHT.

Q. Isn't éL_1:p. to=the doctor
to separate truth from fan-
0]

A. Yes, when an atlorney
interviews s client, he can
tell quickly the background
and veracity of the client
quicker than someone else be-
cause he has had a lot of ex-
perience In this field.

At this point Asst. Disl.
Atty. Oser sought to ask Dr.
Chetta if be thought that
Russo at this time was deal-
ing in fantasy or was be fak-

ing.
The defense objected and

L A TR

- p—

had already answered this
question.

(Yesterday Dr. Chetta testi-
fied that Russo had reacted
very well under the hypnotic
treatment. C i}




