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LOS :ANGELES “Jul§ 11
The ' first person: questioned in;
detail as a potential juror’in
the trial ‘of Daniel Ellsbergl
and Anthony Russo-said today |,
that he had neveér heard of the
Pentagon - Papers; knew-noth-
ing of their contents’and: had/
no opinion-; whatsoever_ . on|
whether they shoul e have

ernfrlnge‘
sisted that.
and” wat

‘I'kg; b king

“I keep’ usywor 'ywr
honor,”;Asta told U'S. Distiict
Court Judgé"

prospective:: ju
trial. .ctty

No sogiier: had Asta lett ihe
courtroom after his individual |
interrogation; howwer, it ?fr
defense lawyers bitterly cri
cized the judge for: not prob-
ing his attitudes and opinions

- Ellsberg, *

Leoua.rd L Weinglass -Tépre-
. Senting’ . Russd,’ complained
that in order to-exercise their
challenges to. the  seating ‘of
particular  jurors, they would
need information on. such mat-
ters as prospective jurors’ atti-|
tudes toward the news media;
the military and- American in-

" volvement in Southeast Asia.™;
They pointed out, for exam-
ple, that prosecution witnesses
in the case are e‘xpected’win-
clude military officers’'in uni-
form and conténded that ‘it {s
important to know how their
appearance might attecg indi-

vidugl jurops s s - W > (BN
* Relyirig ,off *5" $¥be. dediomd .
by . the fith - Uis: thuit
Court of P an-
clsco. the defénse urged:

to “spare no effort” to aecure
an impartial jury panel.

- But the judge, standing by!
earli er rulings that rejected
hundreds. of questions: pro-
posed by the defense, seemed

1 teluctant | to expand  substan-
. -, tially the scope of his inquiry. |,
Ellsherg . and Russo “:Are|tha

_charged w!th cons
and: espionage 1
with. the disclogure

* | POTtErs -what had- taken.. place
in lesdon. P

7 '?ldded
papen ack. copyifitthe. 1
. Presiicnt

W, Matt: Byrne [TE8E 00 (7%
- Jr.. during the. quemoningthof-. 31"“-‘ efore

- {open;; dlssent o
cipuses) x:.
and |- Reporters - and“s 6

York Times; was: “prominently’
dlsplayed" in front of Russ '-at.
the defense table, :. " =7

Russo, who had decIared §
-opposition-"to . holding - even:
minor proeeedings’in:the-case’
behind ‘closed” doors; wialked:
out " of. the judge’s: chidmbers:
fand” returned - ‘to- the- court-
room, immediatély telling re-

na actio
proseeutor’s complaln A
Later, in.the morninz, Ritsso;
‘his stack of

,,'.,,using to

répare ‘his: defense-—&

Aa.s sharph!: critde: .of

the' Nixor, administration: and

stressed. the. - importance f
11

pectatirs

who arrived today for:the:sec-|
ond day of proceedings, Jitthe
-Russo - case . found
courtroom: securlty,gghich had|
beey heavy on: Monday; -sub.
stantially relaxed. . )
Signs warning that everyone i
must+sign in and be suBject to |

rnled defense . objections on
‘Monday:to the presence of the |
sighs: and of a:large force of
deputy”U.S. marshals, he re-
vealed in court today that he
was personally rsepousible for
@nge. TR

this morning, tl;e

b sl

ehambers ‘to complain ‘about

the 'overzealous  co oom
control. Later, in open court,
he told the deputy. marshals
theré was “no spectator. prob-
lem”™ and that: free access to
the - court:» was “to.; be -main-
tainedatalltimes aLl

secret Vietnam war hist

A’ so0n. ” m‘xwi* OF ?'2', g

ernment prosegut
at’ court thfa m g,’; }

. manded a special ‘se se
Byrne’s chambers to
that-a copy of a boo
cerpts from the Pentagon Pap-

to the prosecution
gefensey lawyers’: con-
tended could develop from the'
fact that ithe government law-

- ors, as published by the New

yers sit closer to'the jury.

uearch forexample,h dlsap- S
i . kR
A.lthough Byrne had* over-| -
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