been disturbed by a tendency of some law enforcement authorities as well as

some defense counsel to try thelr emt the
elements |n the news media also have recognized that the media have
! buted to such violations of falr trial by sensational and

prejudicial stories and pictures relating to accused p

&hmmm‘_ iation does not suggest the imposition of
involuntary restrictions on freedom In news presentstion, but recent events
have dramatically emphasized the urgent need for veluntary restraints on the
part of law enfs cfficers, bers of the bar, and the news media alike.
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of the damage to the image of criminal justice in Amurica. The judicial
process must not be further impaired by additional ationalism, which would
i result if televisi dﬁcui_h!-wam Such & use of television
also would violate Canon 35 of the Canons of Judicial Ethics of the American Bar

Association, which provides in part as follows:

...‘rhe ‘broadeasting or m-vm.n. of court proceedings
act from the e 1 dignity of &'mﬁnﬂ distract
particlp m-‘..“"nm and create
concepticns with respect thereto in the minds of the public
and should not be permitted."

Canon 35 recently has undergone the most careful study and ios

and was reaffirmed by the House of Delegates of the American Bar As

in February, 1963.

The American Bar As bal that the paramount interest in
the trial of Ruby ls a fair trial, conducted with the full dignity of the law. It
axges that the publlc orities, defense counsel and the news media joln in
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