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2+ By WILLLISSNER -
FsDid Jack L. Ruby, Dallas
nightclub owner who killed L
Harvey Oswald, President Ken-
nedy’s assassin, receive a -
trial? Was the penalty imp
—death in the electric
the right one? .
*Answering both questiond'ﬁ.
{the negafive, a 382-page
‘of the case, “The Trial of Jack:
Ruby," published last week by
the Macmillan Company, adds
mew fuel to the fires of con-
troversy that have enveloped
Ruby's prosecution. 04
s« Ruby is scheduled to have a
sanity hearing in Dallas today
before Distriet Judge Louis!T.
Holland. Last Sept. 10 Judge
Holland denied a plea for a new
{rial for Ruby based on an argu-
fment that the judge who pre-
sided at Ruby's trial, Joe -
Brown Sr., should have disquﬁt'aa_ -
ified himself. e
The latest book on the event
in Dallas was written by two
w school professors, John

T 35
.. They conclude that the Ruby
\éase_reflected little credit. on
jg,:e legal profession or the" -1
‘dieial process, and that it e
posed the weaknesses of al
b,’ judge and jury. x4
“The heaviest of their stric-|
tures are aimed at Judgs
Brown, the presiding judge; at
e trial. He contracted foi;ﬁ
.fee to write a book ahout th
ase, which might still besbes
fore

him “at”the time his book
was published,” the Buthbrs

aufhiors “guess’ that the disi
closure of the letter led Judge
\Brown to disqualify himsetf

om conducting the sanity

. From his chambers in Dallas’
Judge Brown sald over the tel
ephone Friday night that he|
had found what he had read'of
the law professors’ book so far
(hostile” and “blased.” 5
I#s*Fts replete with inaccura-.

¢les,” he aid. —
- As anJ t:si\:gamgle of an ingell
:g“?- udge Brown cited the!
|statement that “to no ﬂg;
great snrp;tia:" Judge Browa|
;__exem:m = it gt

i 31 .[ﬂ'-l! Rug-%]

~* “He implies Mfﬂ;ﬁgﬁm

g

S3se which js: the) Opposie
{he truth,” Judge Brown s
“The fact is that the case cdm
‘o me by lot, I was chosen
"ot to impanel the grand, ‘
‘which indicted Ruby. . 4
- :i.‘e,t is customary for
ge who impanels the j
Eﬁ the case himself unless:
t'some other judge to .. ;

—ﬂr 34 Appeals Cited o
_The book also says, Judge
Brown polilnt,ed ouf, that the
judge has had 34 cases appealed
:.t}dt}ln 10 he gad been reversed
n the ground of errors pre:!-
udicial to the accused. -
T don't know where they gof
these statistics” Judge Brown
said. “They could have got the
facts from the oclerk of *the

urt. T have hag at least a

decisions appealed.

been reversed on the ground ‘of
judicial error, but 10 \?vrmﬂd'nﬁ
|be very significant.” |
.- The authors concede that *

Judge's batting average on ap-
Peal is a faulty measure of his

mpetence” and, after an ex-
. Brown ‘was generally
considered a defense judge!™ -

Judge Brown sald he had
Eﬂ to write the book only
after the case was concluded,
catlg that he considered it
on with the jury verdict.
He has testified that one rea-|
son he allowed friends to pér-{
him to write it was that
i-in the‘ public records he had]
‘cast as the han
! in a city of hate.'" ngiﬁg
j. He said his letter to the gub:J
lisher was dated March 12, 1965

|—8& Yyear after the conclusion|
of the trial—and that he had
nof_, begun to write then. The
#1890 pages completed” to which/|
the'letter refers were by a re-|
searcher and did not. refer: to
author’s pages, he said. His own,

Tant t is still incump’leggw
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the defense they have
praise ang sharp criticism, They
gonclude that Melvin Belli,

Ty possibly the best-kmown
@pﬂmte practitioner in the Unit-
‘ed States,” who was chief coun.
iselifor Ruby at the trial, made

1“tactical errors.- -
WX Mr. Belli's errors produces
‘the ‘wrong resuilt,” they say,
this'is because the adversary
system requires not only that
both sides be represented equal-
P{.we}l but that they have equal

__-'*!"lign?.utli?lrigkda t';ot indicate
What they uby's penalty
should have heen, But tlgey re-
port that even the prosecution
iconsidered the dea




