L) ARTHURH BREMER
it J_. .'shot four people

“Md. Court Upholds

‘Bremer Conviction

By Philip A. MeCombs
Washington Post Stalf Writer

The Maryland Court of Special Appeals yesterday up-

JUDGE RALPH W. POWERS
. . . sentenced suspect . . -

held Arthur H: Bremer’s conviction for shooting Alabama
Gov. George C. Wallace- and three others in. a Laurel

shoppmg center last year.

“TheCourt denied- Bremer a new trial and rejected hts

licity- and improper proce-
dures during his week:long
trial last summer,

terday ‘they would study’ the
Tl-page Court opinion before
deciding whether or not to
takethe case to the Court of
Appeals, the .state’s highest
tribunal.

A Prince George's -County
Clrcnit Court jury last sum-
mer found. the former Milwau-
kee ‘hushoy’ guilLv of shooting
Willace,. Secret Service agent
Nick Zarvos, Alabama’ trooper
E. C. Dothard, and campaign|
worker Dora Thompson at a
rally on Mav 15, 1972, Walla,ce
was- campalgn‘lng for the Dem-
ocratic presidential nomma.
tion.
| The’shooting paralyzed Wal-
lace from. the ! waist- down and

restricted’ the -active role he
had- pianned f6r himself in the
1972 presid‘ential campaign. |
He'is: stilt‘paralyzed and un-:
dergoing physwal ‘therapy. He
will,riotfbe ablée to walk- unas—
sisteda’ dgain; suthorities say.
" “The jury’ found Bremer. was
-sane “when he' 'shot Wallace.
.Hé had pleaded insanity and a
‘series of psychiatrists- testified
that he ‘was a schizophrenic
and -wag ‘in- a mad frenza.v ‘at
'the time-of the shooting. '

* In Bremer’s now-famous di-
ary, which - was:read at the
trail, Bremer -described his
"dreams of rising from obscu-
‘rity:to -worldwide fame by as-
sassinatmg the. Pre31dent. He

Bremer's attorneys said yes-|
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'attorneys’ argumerits that Bremer’s conshtutm_nal r:_:gh’;s
were violated by pretrial pub:%
) eton 82 erites” o v:olerme

wrote. Chie? Judge Charles, 2
;ap( Orth in yostorday’s pinien.

- . hmt} “Alhough : the  indi-
al.| vidunl. accused .of. erime. has
tlthe right to a fair and fthper-
in] 411 trial; the. people have the]

2] 6r leng delayed because of the
q ithreat|sheer. enormity of the offense |’

ﬁﬁ tbt Prisen,

‘k.r
ne‘é'

in{ehésizing. the importance
guch

y jndgu Tuled against’ Bremer
| 6i every point:

..~ [eeraing matters. which .affest
dl'd them, and neither widespread

: ;nd impartigl teial. .-,

‘Srhile. atArming - Bremer's
| right tocﬁppul on 11 “tachal-
ealitiés” in in the. law -and: qmi
o

__ttqhnlulitioﬂo«l system
censtitutional justice, the

AL ijn&ml prurm pub»

ight 1o’ know, the faets eom

and dwem methods - of: com-
munieating such facts - nor pub-
lie.ynowledge of: them neces-
{sarily . derogates - frosn » fair

“iper.a trisl to.De: r:eciuded

wouul result in anarehy oron.
: The right to a faie trial

wir betwreen the Conmtuuon
end,common ugu " -

eonrt Jected Arpuments by
-B!‘srur’s atterney, Benjamin
L!p.ntz ‘that- the - comvietion
should, be' overturned because |
it was uncmmtuttbml for
psychiatric-evidenés on Brem:
er’s mental state to be used:by

|Walldces i

2!

ami, the; pight  of - & free presy

as| muit be- b_ahpeeu “but- with
the téalizationythat there is'me |

i S!ﬁ—mmtnmmon.' the/

' During the trial, prosecutors
preased oné of Bremer’s pay-
eh{atrim Dr. Shei.la H. Gray,
to’ retount on’ the ‘withess'
.stzm{ that m-emer told her
that he.ﬁred his g\m nt Go\r

“YWe. ‘believe tlut 1f the qd—
mission of (this testimony) was'
error it wag - ha.rmlen“ mto
Orth. S

_ ¢ . Double jeopn-dy' the
Court rejected defense argu-
menu that, Bremer had been
erposed to uneonstitutional
double  jeopardy by being
tried twice for the same crime,
The: defense . argued in .effect|
thut this. occurred. Decause
 Reemer had .been tried on tra.
dltmnt‘l assault. charges .and
also for assault under .the
handgun control. law on the
buii of the same set of facts.

“THe Court said that the leg-
:ismute intended asssult un-
.der the -gun control statute. toL
b¢ different from uuther as-
sault statutes.

. Bremer Has no - sutomntic
rixht {0 ‘a second appeal hear-
ing under Maryland law. He

appeal yesterday’s opin-
ion to the Court of Appeals,
'but that Court may choose not
to cons;der the eue.
2 :In that, instance, Bremer
‘could attempt to appeal {o the
U.8. Supreme Court, which
alsd, may choose nnt to con-

'du mtc to prcme hiofmﬂt. :

; nder the; jcage, -
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