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‘{year.

Ja New York criminal . psychi-
|atrist would be allowed in evi
|dence. The . jury “was" absent

{of the defendant and that only

By DOUGLAS ROBINSON

Special to The New York Times

The prosecution in the murder
trial of Sirhan B. Sirhan began

the mental state of the defend-
ant contained material similar
to that in a book pubhshed last

David N. Fitts, an ass:stant

l1district attorney, told the court|.

this; afternoon that the report
by Dr. Martin ‘M. Schorr was
“crlbbed or copled or variously
changed to suit his purpose.”

Mr. Fitts made his comment
during 'a long legal wrangle
between the prosecution. a
between - the prosecution and
the defense. before Superior
Court Judge Herbert V. Walker
over which parts of a book by

that Dr. Schorr . based much

LOS ANGELES, March 17|

an attempt today to discredity
the testimony of a defense psy-|
chologist because his report on|

Sirhan Prosecut1 on Asserts Analys1s Was ‘Cribbed

United Press Irtérnafianat
Dr. Martin: M. Schorr-

during the argument.

The prosecution contends
of his report on material in a
book intitled “Casebook of- a
Crime . Psychiatrist” by Dr.
James ‘A. Brussel, former As-
sistant Commlssxoner of Mental
Hyglene of New York State.

The defense argues that Dr,
Schorr’s ‘analysis - was based
solely, on his own' examination

the words descrxbmg his- condl-
txon were the .same.

* Other Similarities Hinted

Last week, a reader of The
New York Times ‘telephoned
the newspaper to point out that
much ‘of Dr. Schorr’s language
in excerpts. from his four-page
report on Sirhan could be found
in- Dr. Brussel's book: .
Although . newsmen - have
been allowed to-see only those
few excerpts from Dr. Schorr’s
report that have been read in
court, there were indications

| mk blot test

sages in the report would also
prove to be sxmllar to‘,_
Brussel’s. :

- In his testimony, Dr. Schorr
has described Sirhan as bemg
a “paranoid” with tendenties
toward schizophrenia and hypo-
imania, .a. diagnosis 'he reached|
after examming the scores oi’-‘
a series of ‘tests that measure
personality . and emctions.
Among them was the Rorschﬂch

“There "are ~half’ dozen
pages in the book‘ maybe more, |’
with similarities.” Lynn . D.
Compton, the chief assistant
district attorney, told newsmen
/during - the. a emoon recess.
“We - want to read them all
to the jury

When the trial resumed aft-|.
er a two-hour lunch break, dur-
ing which the defense had ex-
aminéd Dr. Brussel’s book; the

rosecution tried to enter the
irst 95 pages of the book mto

that the language of other pas-i

evxdence

‘laround two cases,

The defense objected to a
good deal of narrative material
in the work, which revolves
that .of
George Metesky, the’ so-called
“Mad Bomber,” and’ that of a
man who kllled a Queens wom-
an in 1957.

“We object to them -[the
prosecution] ihtroducing any of
the background of - narrative
sections,” newsmen were told
by Emile Zola Berman, one of
the defense lawyers. “On the
psychology, we have no objec-

tions.’ o

Descriptlons Likened -

tain' cases,” Mr. Berman said,
“but only to how they descnbe
paranoia.”

Dr. Schorr also submltted
the four-page report, which. he
had distilled from -an - earlier|s
nine-page report 'in which he
had - presented- a’ psychological
diagnosis- of why  Sirhan killed

i ?enator Robert F, Kennedy last

une, .

The. excerpts’ from this- re-

port ‘those read in .court, last
“Iwee! contend that -Sirhan
{killed Mr.: Kennedy as:a’ sub-
stitute. for- his father. It is
those excerpts, that . bear a)
striking_similarity fo passages
in-the Brussel Look,
- In today’s . legal : argument
Judge Walker ruled several
times_.in, favor of the defense,
allowing into. evidence only
those parts of the Brussel book
that dealt’” with psychologlcal
problems.

~But’ the: prosecutors left no
doubt that-they hoped to intro-
duce material in'the book about
other criminals in different cir-
cumstances - - through'
examining -Dr, Schorr, ;-

In this'morning’s session, the
jury ongce agam listened  to
tape: -recordings ' made: dunng

“ition.:

“There’s Jjo similarity to cer- ’

i cross- K
-/ phrase,

the hours followmg his shoot-
ing of Senator Kennedy. The
tapes showed that although the
defendant consistently declined
to give his name, he engaged
in friendly banter Wlth his
questioners. - '
When he returned to thel|
stand, after all the tapes had
been played Dr. Schorr agreed
under cross-examination that
Sirhan did “not seem” to be-
lieve that he was being pur-

sued by “real or xmagmary
people” or hearing . “innér
voices” during- the interroga-

Letter Dated July 10 .

The prosecution also brought
forth a letter from Dr. Schorr
to Russell E. Parsons, one of
the defense attomeys dated
July. 10, 1968," in which the’
psychologlst offered to help in
‘‘pre-planning the proper jury”
in the Sirhan case and also giv-
ing sqme . observations ‘on what
might have been Slrhan s men-
tal state.

At the same ' time, the psy-
chologxst urged that a “proper

* be selected, one that was
"tuned to the emotlonal needs
of Sirhan.” :

The letter went on to say
that the defdhdant might have
been in.an “abnormal or .nerv-
ous condition” that might not
‘have allowed for:. a- “proper
mental balance.” .

Dr. Schorr, under ° questxon-
ing, denied that he . had come
to a ‘conclusion about Sirhan
‘before examining him and said
the statements in the letter had
been- based ‘on “vague and un-
differentiated ideas” gained
tifrom press accounts. |

Asked what he meant by
closing the letter - with - the
“with kindest w1shes
for a hopeful outcome,” Dr.
Schorr replied that he had been
expressing the hope that “jus-

tice would be served.”

the intertogation of ‘Sirhan in




Slrhan Prosecutmn Presses

From News Dispatches

LOS ANGELES, March 17
—A book that has nothing to

' do with Sirhan Bishara Sirhan

became a key element today
in the prosecution’s atiempt

., to have the Jordanian immi-

grant convicted of the murder

:bof Sen. Robert F. Kennedy.

The prosecution began lay-
ing the groundwork for Its
new strategy while psycholo-
gist Dr. Martin Schorr, a lead-
ing defense witness, was be-
ginning his second straight
week on the stand.

Book Dispute

He i3 a psychologist st San
Diego County Hospital.

Assistant District Attorney
David Fitts told the court he
wished to discuss the book
“Casebook of a Crime Fsychi-
atrist,” which contains pas-
sages bearing a striking re-
semhlance to passages in
Schorr’s report on Sirhan’s
mental state,

Defense counsel Grant
Cooper jumped to his feet to
object and was granted 4 two-
hour recess to give him time
to read two chapters in: the

book written prlor to 'ﬂhe,

Kennedy assassination by Dr.
James A. Brussel, former as-
sistant commissioner of men-
tal hygiene for New York
State. \

- The prosecutum- planned to
try to discredit Schorr as a
witness by suggesting that he
had lifted part of his report
almost verbatim from & pre-
vious publication.

Before the recess, Fitts
showed Schorr the book and
asked if he knew of it.

“Yes, I've read it,” sehorr
replied.

The question of plagiarism
was raised last week in a
story in the New York Times,
which said it was tipped off
by . an unnamed woman
reader.

Brussel’s book descmbes the
theoretical mental state of
“the mad bomber” responsible |:
for a spate of New York bomib
explosions in the late 1950s
and of a person who stabbed
and killed an old woman in
New York in 1957. -

Another section stated that
even though a person might
be legally sane he might “yet
still be in an abnormal men-
tal or nervous condition and
because of such condition
might be less likely or unable
to hhve or to maintain a prop-
er mental balance at the time
of the alleged commission of
the crime charged but also at
the time of arraignment and
pretrial examination.” .

“Had you made up your
mind you were going to be a
defense witness at that tlmer"

A, No.

Q. Did you have an opinion
as to the mental condition of

A. No ...I had no opinion
as to his personality structure
or whether he had or did not
bave diminished eapacity . . .

I had many undifferentiated
ideas ., ... I had all kinds of

batting ideas back and fourth.

Schorr said it was not until
after the November tests that
his opinfon of Sirhan's men-
tal- capacity crystalized. He
ended his letter of July 10:
“With my best wishes for a

different ideas. We were just|

hopeful outcome.”
Q. ‘What was the hopeful
outcome?
A. Well, that justice would
be served , , . that I-could be

the defendant at that time?

very helpful in the case. .

I

In testimony last week
Schorr said he believed that
Sirhan, who bore a grudge
against Kennedy because of
his support of Israel, was:.a
paranoid psychotic with indi-
cations of schizophrenia or
split. personality. ;

A letter from Schorr to as-| -

sociate defense counsel Rus-|:

sell Parsons was read into the
record and reported that Sir-
han hated his father and
transferred his hatred to Ken-
nedy.

The wording of the letter in| :
December, 1968, was similar}
to passages from the book by|
Dr. Bussel.

,Portions of another Schorr
letter to Parsons-—dated July| .
10, 1968—drew some pointed].
questions from associate pros-|
‘ecutor John Howard, who re-|’
sumed cross-examination of
Schorr at this morning’s ses
sion.

The July letter said in part:

“Most murders committed;. .

by basically passive nonvio-
lent personalities are psycho-|.
tic discharges of previously

iundiagnosed subtle but real

schizophrenia."
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| (ert F. Kennedy.

;|swered. o
|-... ‘Duty Imposed by Law’~"

thought?”

By DOUGLAS ROBINSON
Special to The New York Times

Sirhan B. Sirhan was described

|by :a clinical psychologist to-{find Sirhan guilty of
dZy as not ha\eigg theg:iiental crime than first degree murder

““rationally ~andjif the defense can prove that
m y’ premeditate’ the(hé could rot” have given ma-
fatal shooting' of Senator Rob- ttgrii:ng ﬁgtonal consideration | pore's’ o bullet that's crashin

capacity to

_The psychologist, Dr. Martin
as a defense witness, also said

“duty im
with  malice . aforethought.

indicated Sirhan was a -para-
noid who: also': showed tend-
encies ‘toward hypomania and
schizophrenia..

Sirhan's three defense lawyers,
oginion as a doctor of psy-
c

as you've descri
and rationally reflect and pre-|
meditate on
act, the unlawfyl

aforethought?’

meditate,” Dr.

“Could - any:. :such - individual

to act ' with malice” afore-

“No” Dr. Schorr answered.]

at -the Ambassador Hotel, his
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lawyers are contending that he
acted

LOS ANGELES, March 11 —|caPacity.” . . |

that the defendant did not havewhen Mr. Berman asked a
the capacity to comprehend the|similar question in the late
by law” to act!morning. A lunch recess was
called earlier than usual so the
- The testimony came. at the|défense could . rephrase the
end of Dr. Schorr’s interpreta-|question to eliminate the prose-
tion of a series of tests thatcution’s objection to parts of it,

tions of Dr. Schorr’s findings,.
ology could an ”’ﬁ:ﬁes‘{ﬁg Then, somewhat bitterly, he

mental - capacity to .maturely|added:

his conl'll:empla:ed ;nd kill him, itl’s;mur&ielx"i;u if you o Donder, Gestalt Tes!
ing of alhate a guy a lot an him, [during w] e subject. ‘is
Kiliing "3;» asked to_copy a. series of pic-|-

This morning, Dr, Schorr|tures and dots on a sheet of

human - being * with = malice[you’re si
4 paper, Dr, Schorr said that Sir-

. “As you stats the question,|discussed two more tests given
;|1 do not think this man'canfthe defendsnt in his jail cell
; [rationally and meaningfully pre-/last November «— the Thematic
Schorr . an-iApperception - Test and the
Bender Gestalt Test.

R AR P : .|cond .day as a . defense wit-
. “Thent,” Mr; :Berman asked: ness, said that during th(-:i‘Ihg-
have  the mental capacity - to|matic Apperception Testpicture
‘| eomprehénd his.duty to govern|are shown to the subject, who}-
his-action in.accordance with|l8 then asked to make upastory
the duty imposed by law and| about what he 'sees and about

- itylwhat he believer. arethe emo-
thus have the mental capacity tions of .the figures in the pie-If s atioation)
t“res.. BN ':\.v_‘ SR e

Although Sirhan has admitted|pictures, Dr. Schorr said, he
on the witness stand that hejasked his reaction to a blank
|killed Mr, Kennedy last June|card.Dr.Schorr went on:

SirhanIs Called Unable to Plan Killing|

ure of the arrogant, self-
“diminished|assured bastard, with the vic-
; . torious smirk on his face. This|
Under state law, a‘gury must|(js the true picture of the con-

a lesserio oror Tt is the minister of Is-
rael, Moshe Dayan (the Israeli
Minister of Defense), #ind he's|
looking - down on_people, but

under

The two questions and the

M. Schorr, in his second day gsrchologist’s answers followed said, “Where, if you were part

of this scene, would you see
yourself?” and he replied, ‘Part
of the
I'm the one killing him.’ ”

egal wrangle that broke out

Prosecution Psychologists

During the recess, Lynn D.|Schorr said.

) g;;mpton,_ the Chielfi assistant
Emile } " one istrict attorney, told newsmen
Zola Berman, one Of{)n,the corridoréhﬂnat he WOLgd I ite, bu

p T ring in-- psychologists who|He is an Arab, but not a Mos-
asked Dr. Schorr if “in your woufd give other interpreta-|lem. He has a family but no
father. He came here as an
immigrant, not an American.
This is a man without an iden-

“If you hate & guy a little bit|tity.”

and functions as a psychotically
disturbed man.”

“Sirhan silld,

through his brain.’”

bout the other picture cards in
the test showed strong suicidal
tendencies and a “strong urge
to act out” his feelings, Dr.

loner,” Dr. Schorr testified. “He
is a Semite, but not a Jew.

fragmentation.”

|psychologist - said, were the

¢ : .iwork of a. “little schoolboy.”
The psychologist, in his se Sirhan,” he continued," is com-
pulsively accurate. - L

is ‘called - for, he migses the
boat,” Dr, Schorr saidi “When'
detail is.not ‘imgqx_'tant, he pays

-laffirmative when Mr. Berman

“r asked- him,” Dr. Schorr

ne? I am.the scene.

.The stories told by Sirhan

-“Sirhan  sees .himself as a

In the Bender Gestalt Test,

showed “a high degree of
The defendant’s figures, the

" “/Normal Logic’ Flawed
“However, where normal logic

This is en individual” he

Dr. Schorr answered in the




. United Press International
Now SHE KNOWS: Donna Kay Howell, 7, this year’s
Easter Seal child, after pointing to President Nixon yes-
terday and asking, “Who’s he?” Also appreciating remarkes
is comedienne, Carol Burnett, national Easter Seal chair-g
man. The ceremony started the 1969 Easter Seal camp.

=
. »
asked whether Sirhan’s out-'he is a higher authonty— a

breaks in court two weeks ago
were the actlons of a psychot-
ically disturbed person. Sirhan
had dismissed " his attorney,
asked to change his plea to
guilty and requested execution.
“It is usual for a parancid
to take the position that he
knows more than anybody else,”
the  psychologist 3lamed
“Sirhan is telling the judge that

of a supernatural authority.”#®&
“In telling the judge that h_:
will not have the. trial ‘shove
down his throat’ Sirhan i&
showing that he feels he i
the helpless victim of the asp
saultive actions of others.” :
“He’s a fighter of the alleyw
ways,” Dr. Schorr said. “H

has to attack—that’s his onlyn
defense.” ,,,,

LB L



