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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY , FEBRUARY 3, 1970; 9:00 AM
~000- .
(Upon the above date, the following
proceedings were had in Department 107°
before the Honorable William B. Keene,
Judge presiding:)
THE COURT: 1In the matter of this case number three, |
which 1s Susan Atking ==
MR. CABALLERO: Yes, your Honor.
The defendant is present with counsel, Richaxd
Caballero.
THE COURT: Your name is Susan Atklns?
THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: VYes, it is.
THE COURT: ALl right. I will have the record

reflect your appearance here in court represented by your

This matter is apparently on calendar for

. next Monday, the 9th of February.

MR. CABALLERO: Yes, your Honor.
"I would request permission at this time to

’ advance itfrom that date to this date for the purpose of

making a motion to continue.';' 1 -
THE GOURT. That motilon is granted. I will order
the matter adVanced to this date s calender for the motion.
MR. GABALLERO' ‘Yes, your Honor. We respectfully
request a continuance to approximately March 30th. This

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| witnesses that have to be lnterviewed plug the defendant

: Monica.

| Caballero?

. court.

T 305
cage his a lot nf documents here. ‘There are a lot of

haganother matter set in_the middle of March in Santa

1 would ééka'tharefore, for a continuance
for the purpose of further preparation. I have notified
the District Attorney.

MR. STIOVITIZ: No objection;your Honox.

MR, CABALLERO: The defendant will waive time,

THE COURT: When is the Hinman matter set?

MR. STOVITZ: March 30th in this court, your Homor,
_THE COURT: That is your suggested date, Mr.

MR. CABALLER(Q: Yes, it is; your Honor.

THE COURT: That is agreeable with the People?

MR. STOVITZ: ©No objeection, your Honor.

THE COURT: What is the status, now, ingofar as the
other defendants are concerned? Is there a 995 coming up?

MR. SIOVITIZ: A 995 on Mr. Manson is set for
February 6th in Department 106. Mr: Manson's trial date is
set in this coutt for February 9th, and the other two defend-
ants have their trial setting date for February 9th in this

THE COURI: Have you discussed this possible date
with either Mr., Fleischman or Mr. Part?

MR. STOVITZ: Yes. I know that Mr. Fleischman, due

CieloDrive.CONMARCHIVES
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306

1 also know that there is a motion brewing in

. the Van Houten case for change of counsel, so that I am

certain that if there is a change of counsel, new ¢ounsel

| will not be pfepared to go to trial until probably the end
T Of Ma!.’.’ch.

THE-GOURi:tQEhat do you hear from the District of

P

‘; &1abama? SO

‘3}

. Mﬁ. QTOVITZ. From the District, on February l6th

H thay will have.a hgaring on‘thaﬁ &ata “and at that time we

anticipate that the circuxt Judge‘will'turn down the writ
of habeas corpus., I

. . %
THE COURT: ‘That is Februaty 16th?
MR. STOVITZ: :Yesi ' Alabama just has one appellate

- goutt for eriminal cases. They do not have an intermediary

criminal court and this is in the appellate court now in
Alabama.

THE COURT: Is it still the intention of the People,

? at least at thils point, to attempt to get this entire matter
- togethexr?

MR. STOVITZ: VYes, your Honot,
THE COURT: WMiss Atkins, as I have previously

 indicated to you, and if I have not I will do sSo at this
| time, at this point you have the right to have this matter
| ¢ome to trial at an early date. You have a right to have

| the matter set for trial within sixty days from the date

“CieloDrive.COmARC H I VES
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at the time you were in Department 100 and the matter was
set for trial in Department 107 on the 9th of February.

Due to reasoms set forth by your attotney, Mr.
Caballero, I am inclined to grant this mofion to set the
matter for trial on the 30th day of March. By setting the
matter on that date I am, of course, going beyond the
statutory peiiod of time.

Willl you, once again, personally waive your
right to an earlier date and agree to that date?

THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Caballero; do you join in the waiver?

MR. CABALLERO: 1 join in the walver.

THE GOURT: Mr.: Stovitz, do the People join in the
waiver? ’

MR. STOVITZ:- People join, your Honor.

THE CQﬁRTf"Let‘s get the matter in this department
for tti?l‘éﬁ‘that date. That is March 30th, a Monday. That
will be in Department $07‘fog'trialg”‘

’i”wiiltofder’thatléhe%&efendant be remanded to.

| the custody of the S@eniﬁf to be returned to this court on

that date.

MR. STOVITZ: ' Counsel has some ex parte motions. I
have seen them. We have no objection to them if your Honor
wants to take them up at the conclusion of the calendar.

THE COURT: What are they?

"CieloDrive COmARCHIVES
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'-I understand your position at this time is that the record

. should refleet that you are no longer appointed pursuant to

1

- veflect, and you will be the attorney of record but not

- pursuant to Section 9872 of the Penal Code. And your motion,

— | 3087

This'iéia ﬁbtion, Mr. Caballero, for you to

record interviews with the defenidant at Sybil Brand \

PR . CABALLERO: Yes, your Honor,
THE COURT: The motlon will be granted.
What other matter? A copy of a letter pertain-
ing to your status in this case? |
MR. CABALLERO: Yes, your Honor.
THE COURT: So the record in this case will be clear,|

Section 987a of the Penal Code but you are Miss Atkins'
attorney on your own right?
MR . CABALLERO: That is correct, your Honor,
IHE COURT: We will have the record, then, so

as I have indicated, permitting you to record interviews
with the defendant is granted.

MR. CABALLERO: Thank you, your Honox.

THE COURT: Anything further?

MR. CABALLERO: Nothing further.

THE COURT: All right.

MR. STOViIZ: Thank you, your Honor.

(Whereupon, proceedings were contimued

to Monday, MarchISO, 1970, at 9:00 A.M,)

N CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| versus Charles ¥Manson.

10S ANGELES, CALIFORHI&, FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 6 1970
9:00 A, M.

-‘iﬁ- O -

THE COURT: I will call the matter of the People

MR, HMANSON: Good mcrning; your Honor..
THE COURT: Good morning; Mr. Manson.
. Let the mecord reflect that the defendant and
counsel are presen%. '

o This matber is before the Court on the defend-
ant's motion to sSet aslde the lndictment under Section 955
of the Penal Cod and also there 1s a petition for a writ
of habeas corpus. ,

MR. MANSON: Your Honmor, mey I speak? ‘

THE COURT: You may spéak, Mr, Manaqn; when the
Court has completed Its statement.

~ Let the record reﬂlect that the Court has read

andAcopsidergﬁ the défendant's.mdﬁion to set aside the In-
dicﬁmént‘uﬁde% 995 of the Penéi Code, ﬁhe'brief in support
of-a'motinn'ﬁhaer 995 of the Pendl Code and points and |
authorities theretos ‘ -

In addition bhereto, the Court has reaa and
considered.ﬁhe petitlon for a writ of habeas corpus filed
on Janvary 28th.

‘ '~ Likeulse, the Gourt. has vead and vonsidered
the Qocuments fi;ed by the People that are entitled; "State-

CieloDrive. COMEARCHTVES
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ment of facts and pointa of awthorities in opposition to
the defendant harles Mangon's motion under Seetion 995 of

' the Penal Gode ,' ang tha points and authqmtie; in opposi-

tlon to the defendant lienson's petition for & writ of habeas
COTPUS. '
-Genflewen, let us proceed Iniiially on the

‘ defendant"s ﬁw*c:.on to Bet aside the Indlctmend under Section
_ 995 of the Pen&l Code.

Do you- have aﬁditional ax*guments in this mat-
ver, Mr. Manson? ‘
{Mr. Manson did nob respond. )
 THE QOURZ: - Do the People 5%?6 any argument?
_ I\!’R. STOVITZ: Has Mr. Manson indicated he has no
az'sument*? o e |
MR, WSGI}. “No I hé.vé :nsﬁtﬂ'indiéa‘heﬁ I don't have
atiy avgument. | o
THE COURT: Yoy may pmceed, Mr. Manson.
IR, MAHSG&-: I would like to withdraw the uot:tbn
with M. Shinn's name on tOp. , '
THE COURT: I fhat a docunent ieari-pg your signa-

Ivlﬁ., MANSON: Yes, it is :.'ncompi;etev.

THE GOURT: It was filed on February 5%

MR, MANSON: VYes, air, -

THE CQURT: You may proceed.

MR, MANSON: - Also, I would Like to have the writ of

—CleloDAVE.COm = RTHTVES
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habeas. corpus heard if :QOSSi'ble;l ) _
' ‘3-'HE COVRT: The Court Intemds fo hear that, Mr. Man-

] let the Court at!bempt to clorify ',YQI.W request
reg,arding the qetf‘;inb agide of ‘che motion under 935,
it is your reguest now that you are Wlthdraw-
ing your motd.on under Sea’s,kcn 995° ‘
uv’Iﬂ, MANSOM: T would 1'1ke for ’che wobion for the 995
%o be set aside u'm:}.;!. the Tirat natter 1s taken care of, -
‘ "5{;3 can't £o on the next mabter untll the firsy
one is Yoken care of; | A
I ha,ven*t noved off my Pirst position yéi; and
Iw ouldn*t move Off ry flrst FC siflioh until we have had a

'décision from you ’tar mge IP you glive nme tha.t deciaion, x

’éhen we*:l.l g£o Lo the seeond matﬁer, _

. . THE COURT: M. Ii...nsom until the consi:.itution makes
different a;rrangemenm, &he Court: :;s- in the position of
declding the procewdure ond the order in which mabters will
be heard., | o | ' |
, | This merm!;ng we are going; to hear initially a
motion o set apide the indlctment under Seetion 995 of the |
Penal Godex o o 'n_._,w’#'

e Court will regéMo yau* Da, you w:tsh to
:ﬁ‘al‘ze a.mr addltional argunents ‘other than thore contained in
your Sub“t..t—’ced £iled docul.aents" ‘

Thoan

KR, MANSON: I just ceme from Solitary confinement
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- and I'm really not in a very good position this morning
| #nd T am .af bit nervous. -

The Distrist Attnrfiey iiaa answered the habers

‘cm::pus prema’turelh hefore that was granted a hearing. He x
answered 1t and all I would like to do is to ha.ve an answer

on the habeas corpus.
' You see I can only go a8 fast as T can and if

‘ the cw‘nt wishes to gos zny faster, it would have to mov.e

right a‘round nee A
'I‘HE COURT: The Court will repeat %o you that we

‘WilY get to a full detexmination of your petition for a

writ of habéas‘ cax-pus; The Court is going to proveed in-
1’&1&11;;' on the motlon o dismiss; to set. asme the .tndictw
ment pursuant to Penal Code Sectlon 9954
The Court will again Inquive: Do you wish to
be héard furthsy on thiﬁ particular motion?
. MANSON: . I tnink tﬁe ﬂouri: is saying you are

_goins to ﬂo ‘anything you want fo do, 1s that it?

THE COURT: lfl.x’. Ha:nsen, this ig ot & %suem;ir .qﬁest—

. lons Session. The Court is net going %o.resyond to your

qa;ésticna. ’ o . L o ~—

i
You may plaﬁé any mterpreta mn ycm wish on

’\,\ _______,.f-
“the Coux‘ﬁ?ﬁ ﬁt&tement. z‘lf"sg&urt ia elmply here to do ’cwo

.,

things which have begn assigned ’cc» 1t The rirst is to
make & cletemination oh tha ner&ta of youx' motiarx fo set

aside the :nﬁistmen%, me ﬁgoond is ta make 2 aeterminausian
. : - . "\ _—

BT e

~CieloDrive.comA HUES
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on your petition foz-afwrit of habeas £OTPUB,
The Court has‘chnaen to proceed initially on '
your motion to set. aside the indietment-under Section 995.
Do you wish %o be heard on ihat matter? | ‘
MRQiMHHSON: I wcuiﬂ-like‘po.ha#e‘the'ggs Bet aside; .
- TﬁEtCQURTf By that, do ybu-mean you wlsh to witﬁﬁran ,
your moﬁign‘} i | ‘ - .
‘ﬁﬁ.AMAHsons Not until you give me a decision on the ‘
habeas COTPUS. | | A
. THE, COURT: ‘The Uourt will proceed.on the motion to
set aside the indictment under Section 995.
Do the People wish to be heard?

HR, STOVITZ: No, yowr Homar,

' We have read Mr, Manson*s brief. We have reé-
sponded, coVefing,ali the applicable points of law, The
Grand dJury does nob‘héve $o have evidence beyond a reagon-
able doubt in order to f£ind an iIndictment. I belleve the
Grand Jury did hear:sufricieht evidence to cause them to
file an indictment; and that evidence is sufflcient ta‘tége
ey manson'fo‘trial on all the charggs-against him.

HR. MANSON: There wes no evidence in that trans
seript. | )
” You read the freanseript. 1t was é frightened

girl‘s tesfimony and she said I played the guitar.' She saiﬁ

I liked everyvody and I told everyboﬂy to do what they

‘wanted to 40,




| o
g
]
o .
a8,

:" '1.?"
o i{sf‘
B L

| 20
o]

K

Sl
, 25|

—

. ..’m “t:he eyes of‘ someong wWho Wcmldn't unders‘oand what she Was

" tell anyone to do what' anyone e.‘i.Se says. I tell them to do
. what they want £o do, ‘that everybo,ay should do what they
1. want to do, | | ' |

: about me :er the whuie transcrip’c. There is nothing bad.

ever. .. That :i.s wha:b you have done with "i;he 3.awsa. Ysou have
' buil'ii cn ’shen sq much tha:i: no one, not .even you. }mows what
. they Tean,

: A‘beas«t on tﬂeir forheads, ‘

’..‘A'the prbeeeﬁings before ug Which is the notion to &et aside
_the 1nd~1ctﬂent under Seetion 995.

|
,hi»de 11: Lrom the publie. Yeur hide your hooks from the '
public. You h:!.de yom:' laws i’rom -the puhlic and you- slcip

. She made one sﬁa‘bemenﬁ tha‘a of eourse hurt ne

saying. Shie said I told her to do what Tex aaid. I nevex‘

Alscs, as IE say, thére is ﬁcthixxg bad in there b

You tan take ’wurds fbhai; aren’t 1n there and

canelude ttrzd facta , and you ean build on those Words for-

_ Not. even thi‘s man (indica’cine; Deput,y Distrj.ct
Attomey Stovitz). ‘

- Yeu have got the ‘mark of the beast en your ‘
flad. Yeur men wear in on the:‘w foreheads, Ym; haVe the \ )’

THE GOBBI‘. 'Ihe Court suggests that yov. stick to

LT Bo you wish to be heard further on that motiun? '
MR, I@NSQH' The indictxrent speaks fbr itself‘ You

over what you don't want to hear. ,

CieloDrive COMARCHTVES
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‘rendant and theén you geo ahead wi$h your‘proceedures Bnyway «

‘proceedures?

"sui‘ﬂic;‘ient ev;!.d.enee in the record to create ln the mind of
8 reasona‘ble man & strong suspicion of the guilt of the de=
'Afenaant‘ ‘

2z

‘guilgy beyond a ressonable doubb.

S e

You. sklp cver what might be good for the de=-

. You say, “wy procgedure is all Wrong. My
numbers aﬁd words don't mean anything.” ‘
It 1= only yéur numbers -aﬁd words that mean
sqmeth#né. _ .
THE CQURE: I take it that you are objecting to these

- MR, MANSON' I ij'ect to the whole Cct.zrt o X ﬁbjgct
ta the whole thing., |
THE GOURT: ‘the record will reflect your objections.
‘ The redord should aiso reflect the Court has
rea& and conaidered the Beporter'a Transcript of the Grand
Jury pmceedinga of December 5, 1969 and December 8, 1969.
It is cor;ce;:t that the Court at this time is
not fie#eMning the guilt ox _'ixmoéence of the defendany. The
standa&td--exﬁploygri i a motion o set aside an indlotment or
infbrma#ioﬁ:under'éecbion 995 is whether or nat there 1g

MR, MANSON‘ You mean - - =
THE COURT: That is the standard, not whether he 1is

MR. MANSON: Have you read that transcript, your

Honor?

7 | CieloDFvVe.cCOM AR CHTVES
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' the pu‘bi:ie hear 152,

; - to your. motion. to set a:sitie the indictment under Section 995 |
s -"qu the Penal Code?

@gmux*‘tq- the plea. - The Judge has entered a .pl:ea for nie.

1" 1t ha# redd and considered the transcript of the Grand Jury
©ig | , . -

THE COURT: I have Just -state& I read and eqnsidered

Do you- wish to be heard Farther? _
MR, MANSON: Conld we give it to the public and let

THE GQ‘URT. Do you wish to be hpard further in regar&

. MR, MANSON: I have never asked i'or a 995e I asked £o
THE COURT:! ALl right, the Cowrt has indicated thab

proceedings. ‘ .
" © . .mhe Court finas theve is sufficlent evidencé
;co »é:,-ea;i‘:_e_ in the mind of & reasonable person a sStrong sSus=-
piéiﬁn that the defendant is connected with the crime,
Therefore the motlon to set aside the indict-

- Now, Mr, Manson, you have filed a uwrit go'-f( habeas

corp.ﬁ‘s + The Court has previously iIndicated it has read and
;’ea& the response filed by the People.
I Do you wish to be heard in regard to that writ?

" MR. MANSON: ifes, 1 wish to say it is a Congfltubional

I would Iike to have the ofher people tha'?ﬁ ave

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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18-

you?

-agslating me assist me, iIf tﬁé.‘t is possible.,

 THE COURT: Do the People wish to he heard? .
MR. STOVITZ: I take it from that statement that
Mr. Manson wants some lay pér:sons to assist him, or is it
lawyers to assist hin, or who is 'to assiot him?

I found it a ilitble difficult t.o find the real
1ssue :tn the writ of haveas covpus. Before I respond to
that issue, may it be clarified whether he wants an attorney
to iassi&t him? IF that 1s the issue then I believe the
matter vests within the discretion of the Court and the

‘ Goﬁri: gan m‘oéeed' in that mabber as the Couxt éeeﬁ £1t,

We do nok take auy part in that proceeding.
i . If ¥, Hanson wants lay persons to help him in

.his défense, we wil}. oppose: that rosition vehemen‘cly.

THE GOURT-c Mr, Manson?
" MR. MANSON: I imogine he will oppoge anything I ‘B‘a:s’“;.-

u that ig his position.

S B

THE GOU‘RT Perhaps we should elarify the record a8
to wha.t :mu meatss .
Do you wigh to have counsel anpointed 0 répres

fseﬁ?& you In regard to your pebtition, or is it your wish to

, ha;ée lgymen, the people who signed this petiflon, to assist

UR. MANSON: He haw answered t};iat petition so in
ansﬁerins he has indicated thez'e 18 Bon sething in 1. He
ackr_xowledged it but he only answered it to me. He didn't

" CleloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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answer 1t to the other parties., Not only has he answered
it, out he answered it prematurely. 1t shouldn't have
beenranswered.
THE COUKT: In regard to your writ of habeas COrpuSe-
vk, ﬁANSON: You see what I am contending is that
the indictment 1s illegitimate, that the obtaining of the
indictment was unconstitutio%al.

dag a man the power to take cne person's
testimony and indict another person and wuring him in and
drag him before the world and everyivody points their fine
sers at him and say bpad things just because one girl sald
something bad about one guy? .

It doesn't make sense to me that this man
would nave the power to take and crucily ..e in the news
smedia over one girlts testimony.

And her testimcny wasn't that cad. She never
said anything bad about me. ©5he just stated the way she
feit, the way she thought.

I wouldn't deny what thet zirl said, because
that girl is saylng what she wanted to say,

‘ There are a lot of people saying things about
you, tut do you deny them? lLet them say them. It doesn't
hurt me in any way. The fact 1s that this man can take a
erson's testimony without no facts --- the Court is sup=
vosed to deal in facts --- you have no facts, not one fact:?

dao you!

C.IE. -
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1o afréid of losing her baby.

Gourt af thig tine.

liges 13 ta 24, thay portion of the petitlion will 5@_$tricka

dndividuals, appavently other.defendants who are in custody

16 |

'your petition for habeas Covpus.

You have a frightened £Lrlts testimony and snc

THE COURT: ALL richt, Ie, Fanson. I think Sou are
straying comevhat from the rmgtters thét are before the
been
You have previouslv/ﬂenued the right to file
docurients in vhich you have assoelated other 1aymgn; There-

forc, the petition for the writ of habeas corgus on. Fapge K,
en.  Thoce arc the lines Yhat contain the sirngturé of other

anid - o
AR. JATSON You awve rolng tolstrike lineé oyt of my .
writ? | N |
Ietts take'iinﬁgiout of your wrle,
THE COURT: ﬁaWe striéken those-particuiar lines.

- . Now Ur. Hanson, lIetls dlscusa the-merits of .

A Do you wiah to be neard Qoncernlng hte petiﬁion‘
for nabeas eorpRs? '
MR, MANSON: I have some polnts of law, your Honor.
THE COUAT: You may be heard. '
‘ -ﬁﬁ ANS0M:  Well, ny Consiitut ional rﬁgats*nave been
su&pended in the Counby Jail for a while,
THE BGUBT¢ This petition has been filed Bince Jaxie

nary R28th, Mr. Janson.

V‘CIer[fimWR'C‘H"ITJE S
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M. MANSON: I don't evep nave 2 pencil. what do

. have to do? 1 ;just told ybu -k Just come from solitary

Qonfmement-
, | I have no pe‘nc:ll.." I have no papers. ',Ivl_'y books.
aren't here. '

THE COUKT: Do the P gople wish to be heard in this

! ER. bTQVITZr* I8 it the defendant's position that

he wanta a cont;inuance to heafe this petit:lon for & writ

of habeas coxapus?
‘ I think the defendant should know he can file

- for a writ of habeas. corpus at any time, AP he would just

" he seeks this petition 86 that we mizht see whether it 1=
& meritorious petltion or whether he is just seeking a

delay. ,
uR. NANSONT A delay?
iR, STOVITZ: X think' he is Just attempting to delay
this maﬁi;er-, 'He has sough‘c delays before this.
| I think we ought to go on with the matj?er at

‘hand so that we can have an early trial setting.

us go Yomorrow or londdy. Thét"s a good day for a trial.

THE COURT: Do you w;}.tsti. %0 bhe heard further‘ in ree=

gard to -you-:c- petition for a writ of habeas corpus?

HR. JANSON: I have pub in my petition. You have

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES |
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| just got dome scratehing things out of them.
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1
oy THE GOURT: Your petition for a wrif of habean corpus
g| 18 denied. : :
4 ' ‘ The ;aé,xt Court appearance for you, Me. ianBon,
g | Will be In Dmpartment 107 on Februapy 9th for '-f;riai sebtlng.
| ,;, [ That will be before Judge Keene. ]
. We will be . in recess, [
8 s MR, :bmﬂsgﬁ" Is that withi-n the slxby -a-ayS?' |
g THE C'OUI%’E ¥ M. Manson, you are acting as your own
" 10 aﬁ:bméy. Yeu have asked i‘ar 'bhat rizht. You have been
" | Branted that privilege. '
s _ With that priv:}.lnge goes gertain dutles and that
12 ;is. the duby to condileh your own defense.. Youtll have to
'matce these determina‘biona Hon yaurselfg
| We'”.}.l be in recess.
1 Aem O mem
Cw | :
' 18:.",;" -
1
Yy
21|’
2|
-
. e
25|
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- Defendant Teslie Van Houten is present in chambers, with

| I have read and considered these reports. There were copies |
22

| opened without Court ordef.

- with Messrs. Part and Reiner, and I have made them available
. B L L *' o, o T .

. BRR

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 6, 1970; 2:45 P.M.

I, Y-

(Upon the ahove date, in Department
No. 100, the HON. GEORGE M. DELL, Judge
presiding, the Peopla. not being represented,
Defendant Vah Houten being present and
represented by counsel, Marvin L. Part, and
counsel Ira K. Reiner also being present,
the follow;ng proceedings were had:)

B e ‘

(The following proceedings were haﬁ in chambers:)
THE COURT: I'd liké the record to reflect that

the Court, with her attormey of record Marvin Part, Mr, Ira
Reiper whom she indicates she wishes to have replace Mr.
Part, and with other court attaches.

I have received, pursuant to the prior order,
the confidential reports from Drs, Skrdla, Golden, and

Markman, all pursuant to Section 730 of the Evidence Code. ;E

of some of the reports; which I have destroyed. The

- originals will be ordereé filed and gealed, and not to be

-

ix:haye'diScusaed the contents of these reports

. ¢ Ll

K T e s [
L P & -

" CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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to Mr. Part and Mr. Reiner, who have each seen the reports.
| Based on the matter within the reports, I find
that there is no doubt as to the Defendant Van Houten's
present sanity, and there is no hasis for holding any hearing
4% to her present sandity under Penal Code Section 1368.

) There has been an extended prior conversation

with Medgsrs. Part and Reiner off the record. And although

| * don't purport to summarize the entire conversation, Mr.

| Relner did state the following matters:

Firgt, that he read the story -- an interview of |
a Mr. Francis Salazar, that is the correct name, was in the
Los Angeles Times today with reference to Mr. Salazar

possibly taking over the entire defense of the Manson case

' and the other defendants, Mr. Reiner says he has no
15 |

assoclation or acqualintance with Mr. Salazar. I don't know
whether you indicated you ever meéet him or not.
MR. REINER: I have never met him nor spoken to him

nor received any communication from him, nor any person om

 his behalf. I

THE COURT: M#: ﬁeiﬁer has indicated that although his
represeniﬁtioﬁ‘pf ﬁiss Van Houten may be part of the common
strategy, iﬁ;éaéejoﬁfany qonflicﬁ,éﬁfal} bétween the
intereats of Miss Van Houten and Mx;_Mahsoﬁ; he would
repregent his client, namelyy Miss Van Houten.

He's indicated further that he has no fee

| arrangement with any pezsoniother than Miss van Houten; that

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| that in its most complete form.

he would not accept any fee from Mr. Manson if such fee were

| tendeved, and specifically, he has no such arrangement with

- Mr, Manscon. Is that correct?

MR. REINER: That is correct. Perhaps I should state

+

b THE COURT: I'd prefer vou state ito

MR. REINERz I have no fee arrangement whatsgéever with

[ Miss Van Houten. I have né fee arrangement with Charles
| Manson.. And I have no fee arrangement with any person vhat—

‘ soever. As it stands right now, X fqlly-anticipate that I |

will be representing Miss Van Houten without fee.
If it ghould furn out that I receive a fee at

. some later date, that's all very good. However, I have at

this Qoing no expectatibn:of any fee, not even &s to a’

| poasible souxce of a.éeé@ and I'm not geeking it at this

"

tj-meh +
mm conazc: Thank you 'Vary much., I have further
indicated that if tﬁera is nothing furfher ‘presented -~ and

- Mr. Part indicated the;g‘were;gqmemmgtters he had

L
4 i
Vo

¢ontemplated he might ‘present, but,hé has decided not to.

[ I have inﬁiaated furthe: that- if there is nothing further

..i presented, I will grant ‘the motion for a substitution,‘

conditioned only on the congsent ¢f Mr., Manson, or at least
his failure to obiject, Inasmuch as there have been shown of
record so many personal confrontations or, if I can use that

term, at least personal visits from Mr. Reiner to Mr. Mansdn,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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‘23"f'qnestion as to vhat constitutes wbrkmprpducés I have no
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25
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- be prasénted, Mr. Réiner or Mr. Part?

|l iécess briefly. We will) resume in the courtroom. I did

| indicate that I wouldn't want to proseed with Mr. Manson in
'-chqmbers.> I would want Eofhave him in open court, inasmuch

| as he is pro per, anafI“m.sure the gentlemen of the press"

1 will be interasted in thiﬂ matter.

- Miss Van Hbuten.indicated she—wished to retain her own
| perscnally salected attorney, and to have~tha court-

| appointed attorney replaued.. That-wilI be the extent of it,

17 -

" interest in any of Mr. Part's work-product, any of his

| legal research, or any opinions, theories, or the like, that

26<; e may have reduced to writing. But there is material Mr.

Iz there anything else at this time that sghould .

MR. PART: Not that X know of.
MR, RRINER: Nothing I can think of.

THE COURT: I can“t think of anything further. We will

I'm going-to direct that neither of the attorneyJ.

nor the defendant, éisquSs this matter with the press, make
any atatements about it, other than simply to indicate that

I don't think we should’ ga into these other matters. Thank

r - 4
Loy e

you very much.
MR. REINER: T think perhaps we do have some addi~-
;ion;i,proceeéinga. ‘
THE COURT: ALl right.
‘Mg.'RﬁINER: tiet me state this: ~There is some

CieloDrive.COmMARC H I VES
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" baen; Iim just assuming that. berhaps there‘have been. I
| Ehink all of these should be turned over to counsel.

. T brought exactly everything I thihﬁ.he's entitled to. He's

- she said, As far as things I have learned from the Distriat -

- Attorney's office as a result of a discovery motion, the

- really perused through it. They haven't given me any

| over to my new attorney.

Part has which is not work-product, such as tape~recorded
interviewa with the defendant, to which he is no longer
entitled, and any materials that have been turned over to
him by the District.httorney. I don't know if any have

THE COURT: I will be glad ho hear your position.

MR. PART: As far as I'm concerned, the defendant and

entitled to the transcript, the indictment. As far as any
conversations that I have had with her, there's no difference

between a recorded conversation, and me writing down what

discovery is open to Mr, Reiner. He can find out anything

he wants.

THE COURT: - Is this a matter of notes that you may

by the District Attorney's office?
MR. PART: I haven't got anything physical. The day
that I was going to go up and look at the stuf? -~ T have

exhibits,
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: .Mr. Part has, I think, three
tape-recoydings that I made with him. I'& like them turned

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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15.
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2 ., Those are 10 longer compleétely subjective, and I think the

21 - '

22

2 may not be admissible at all, but thesé are metters that jus#

24

25

26
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i recordinga. He would give them to the Court and havé them

| destroy them.
_ that's in handwrliting or digcussion o¥ iniyour-own notes is

- momplaetely gubjective, or at least partially subjective, and|

. I would never ask an attorney to turn over matters of that

can’t be roproduced inany way at this time, and I feel that

"although certainly yon aké entitled to compensation for your:

THE COURE. we have passed that for the moment. We'll
talk ahout tapefrecorﬂings fbr a moment. The only physical
items, then, that you would have would be the tape-

o T
w ,i""‘ - 1
recordings? Vo .

4
H %
o~

MR, PART: Thatls all I have..w i

THE COURT: I think that ought to be turned cver.

MR. PART: To whom?

'THE COURT: They'll have to be turned over to Mr.
Reiner, I'mn afraid.

MR, PART: I don't koow why he should have the tape~

PEE COURT: I think therea's a distinction. Something

a matter of your own impressions, and that of course is
sort,

Copies of correspondence are another matter.

tapeﬁrEcordinés are evén further removed from matters that

aré subjective. Even though they are conversations, they

time, reasonable compensation, and compensation for any

" CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| materials you have expended, as.far as the physical value of

- particular aspect, on later matters.

. you prefer. If they are turned over o me, I will turn them

- over to you, Mr, Reiner, as soon as it's convenient.

' tapes who i not subject to Judge Feene's order.

the recording itself, these were matters that were used by
the psychiatrists, 4nd they are impressions, The psychia-
trists may very well be wiitnesses, although not on this

f

I just can't conceive of withholding them from
the new attorney of record. Théy would be extremely material
in the defense. I think it's essential that they be turned .
over. I will so order. I'm assuming that the order is made{
as I have indicated, an additional order.

MR. REINER: HMay I inguire as to whether there are any.
c¢oples of the tapes that you possess? |

THE COURT: There are no copies, are there, Mr. Part?

MR. PART: No, just three cassettesx.

THE COURT: If it will make you less disturbed to turn
them aver to the Court, you can turn them over to me,

Either to be turned over to me, or to Mr. Reiner, whichever

MR. PART: FNext week sometime?

THE COURY: Sure, by the end of next week. One week
from today, if that's agreeable.

MR. REINER: One further thing I'm somewhat concerned -
about, and that is perhaps some person has listened to these

THE COURT: Paychlatrists are thée only ones I know of,

L.
5
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MR, PART: Psychiatrists, my parﬁn&rg.and‘the

: investigatox.

THE COURT:¢ Your partner won't say anything. The

 investigator, I'm sure is -~

MR. PART: He's not going to say anything.

TEE COURT: Of course, your partner won't. I have not.

| heara thém, and will not hear them, that's a promise.

Thank yvou very much,
(The following proceedings were had in
open court with Defendant Charles Manson also
present, acting in propria persona:)

THE COURT: -‘This is the case of People against lLeslie

~ Sankston, also known as Leslie Van Houten, which is her

£rue nane,

The defendant is present, her attorney of record,

| M¥. Marvin Part, is ptasent, and we are here on a motion for .

substitution of counsel. Mr. Charles Manson, who is the
co-defendant, is likewise present, for reasons that will
become apparent shortlyw .

T'd like the record to reflect that there have

heen prior hearings on this matter, and fairly extensive, in '

1 chanbers with dcunsel - that is, Mz, Part, who is of recoxrd,
23 [

and Mry Reiner, whom Misa van Houten has indicated she
wighes to reéplace Mr, Part as attorney of recoxd.

I have indicated, haséd on the evidence which

has been presented to me so far, that the subatitution may

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| has visited you a number of times. Mr, Reiner has indicated|

 that he has never had any discussion of the actual facts of

 and having had conversations with you in the past.

. conflick, and whenever thera iz a situation where an

| conversations with two\possible clients, that he may be in

| a position where he can’t represent one of them, or possibly

properly be granted, corditional onh one thing only, and
that's where you come into the pileture, Mr, Manson.

The Sheriff's records reflect that Mr. Reiner

the matter with you, and that although he did visit you
initially with the possible view towaxd assisting you in youy
defenge, he has not been retained as your attorney. He feels

there is no conflict between representing Miss Van Houten
At the éame ttMe, there iz the possibility of a

attorney ~- becauue you ‘are hoth an attorney and a cliant,
for the purébsa\of this case - it's all right to talk to an

attoxney generally, but not tq a client of scmebody else,
There's always the possibility, where an attorney has had

eithey one of them.

So I agked you to be brought down here to find

representing Miss Van Houten., That's the reason you're here,
I wonder if you'll be good encugh to tell me what your views
are.
DEFENDANT ‘MANSON: I don't have any.
THE COURT: No views at all? .

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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10-MK DEFENDANT MANSON: None.

5 THE COURT: Well, you may think it's funny, I don't.
5 | I put it this way: This is no trap, Mr. Manson. Unless it's
4+ | clear that you have no objection, I'm not going to grant the

s | sdbstitution.

2 T DEFENDANT MANSON: I have no objection. That's up to
7 | Les. ‘
P THE COURT: That's what I want to know. You

o | ,personally .héve no @hjﬁeution to Mr. Reiner representing Miss |
10 | Van Houtan? ‘ _
o DEFENDANT wmscn, No. | | |
12 | THE COUR?T: I'm not suggesting thia in the form of any '
) 13 | trap. Believe me, it isn‘t. ‘¥ou nnderstnnd, he has talked

_.\u - to you, he haxm talked 1:.0 her, he's going to represgent her,

15, “\a(xd her interegts are going to have to come first., You have

16 | no ijecg_ilfn to that, is that correct?

17 | . DEFENDANT MANSON: Not at all.,

18 | THE COURT: All right. That beilng the case, since ¥r.

19 | Manson has previocusly been granted the right to proceed in

20 | propria persaona, since Miss Van Houten has indicated that she
21 - wants Mr. Reiner to represent her, since there's no valid

22 1. ‘.‘Zégal reagon to refuse the request, theé motion will be

'23_ g‘ra_nteﬁ.

24} | , T do want to indicate -- this is largely for the.
, ‘. 25 -::gen‘hl,eme‘n of the press who are going to cover this matter --

26 | that in the firat place, there's no suggestion and no
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11-MK , | implication that Mr. Part has been anything other than a
- o | thovough and conscientious and capable counsel in this
0 3 | matter. The sole, vaili-;i J;gsis- for the substitution is that
4 MiBS'Van‘Houtan ig éhéltied to have counsel of her choice.
5" She has retained Mr. Reiner.’ She prefers tb have him
6 | represent her, in the plaée of , the courtnappcinted attorney, .
7 | Mr, Part., ' .. _
8 The second tﬁihé i;ithééif‘han directed the
9 ? defendant herself, and I have directed Mna Reiner and Mr.
10: f Part, ﬁo make no furthesztatements with reference to this
11 | maktber other than what I have just indicated,
12  ' « And finally, just so Mr. Reiner willl not be
i3.. unfairly accused any more than Mr, Part of any wrongdoing in
. 4 this cage, Mr. Réine:c indicates hée does not, and has not,
15 met Mr. Francis Salazar whose s5tory appeared in the press
16 | this morming, I think in all fairness, I should make that
17 | ptatement, inasmuch as that was stated in chambers, and I
18 | think it's rather evident Mr. Part doesn't know him either.
19 That's about the extént of the proceeding today,

20 | unlesa there's anything that either counsel has.

21 I also would like to indicate the District

22 | at¥orney was notified of this proceeding, and I don't think

2 | it was necessary for him to appear. He isn't here. The

2 | pDistrict Attorney is present in the rear. I see Mr, Stovitz,
. % | I do think that the District Attorney was notified with

2% reference to each stage of the prior proceeding, but this is

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



12~MK

BN

10:
iz |
13 |
o

© 15

16

17 |
18 |
19

20 -

21

2%
23

24

o ie . 233

7
+ ' E
-l“ .

| a matter which s raally essenﬁially hetween-the defendant

{ and her uounsel and the Court, and it’s perfectly propex fqr

\—"l

| the Distxict Atto:ney=to be presgnx, but I assume he has no,
| particular interest in the matter ﬁoday. Mr. Stovitz is
| indicating with a shake of.tha‘haad,‘he agrees with me,

Thank you very. much. He are in recess. All

matters that arse presantly calendared as to either of the.

| defendants remain on galendar on the same dates. Thank you

1 Yery much.

. {at 3:15 P.M. the proceedings were

recegsead, }

o (oo

25 |

26 |
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| LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; MONDAY, FEBRUARY 9, 1970, 9:30 A.M,
=000~ |
(Upon the above date, the defendant - Linda
Kasablan being préesent and represented by her
counsel, Gary Fleischman and Ronald Goldman, the
.defendant Leslie Van Houten being present and
represented by her counsel, Ira Reiner; the
People being represented by Aaron Stovitz and
Vincent Bugllosi, Deputy District Actorneys of
. iostngELes_County; the following proceedings
were had before the Honorable William B. Kecne,

'Juége Presiding in Department 107:)

THE COURI: ALl right. The case of People versus

Mancon, et al; I'1ll have the record reflect the appearance

| here in court at this time of defendant Leslie Van Houten

and Linda Kagabian.
Let me have the appearances here for the record,

please,

MR. FLEISCHMAN: Gary Fleischman appearing with
Ronald Goldman for the defendant Linda Kasabian.

MR. REINER: Ira Reiner appearing, your Honox, fox
the defendant Leslie Van Houten.

THE COURT: This mattex is in this court at this
time for trial setting and also there are some motions for

pretrial discovery filed in this case on behalf of defendant

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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19 :paragraph four and parapraph five, the arrest report singe
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. oxdex allowing pretxial discovery.

~analysis of the physical cvidence, Ue do not know whai the

. aside from the addresses aud telephone numbers we have no

- objection to paragraph ons, paragraph two, paragraph three,

othexr arrest reports counsel wants.

_as we get new cvidence in this casc we will nake that

335|

Linda Kasabian. .
Let me take that mattexr up first insocfar as
the motion for pretrial discovery.
Lo the Pecople wish to Le heard on the motfion
filed on bebalf of defendant Lasabianf
HR: STOVITZ: Yes, your Lonor.

Ve were sexved with this motion and also the
On page one of the order, line Ehirty-one, the

defendant means by that; whother they want to have their own |
chenist analyze, or what. We are going to object to the
Court orderimg that.

On page two, line two, the nauwes of witnesses,
we have no objection o but the addresses and teleplione

numbexs of witnesses we would like fo Le heaxrd on that and

August the 16th, 1969; ue will furnish. I don't know what

Every othcr -- cvery other parsgraph is
agreeable. Ve have no objeatien to that oxrder as such.
Je will alco abide by the provious stipulation

that was entered imto with liss Van Houten's coumsel; that
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avallable to counsel ds soon as possible, at least two days

before we intend to producé that evidence, ox to call the

- witness, unless there is some emergency situation aad then

we will take it up with the Court and counsel. Investigation
is continuing and new evidence is being gathered at all
tines.

TEE COURI: Mr. Fleischaman, dojyou want to be heard
on this matter?

MR, FLIISCHMAW: Wr. Goldman, your Honox.

THE COURT: ALl right.

¥R. GOLDMAN: If I may.
. Taking them up in tht saue order as MNr. Stovitz
has mentioned, as ifsr as the analysis of physical evidence

is conccrned, of course, at this stage we don't Lnow what

physiecal evidence thexe may be buk I telicve that we have a

pight, if therc is any physical evidencc in comnection with

our defendant, to make our own analysis. We are mot asking
that that evidence be surned over to us but that our experts

be permitted to come in and make whatever analysis may be

. necessary or appropriate of that evidocnce that is being held.

THE COURT: Iy, Goldman, lct me makc this suggestion:

" We have previously mode arrangcucnts with onc other defendant
23

that cxhibits or copies of them that are filed with this

- Court by the District Attorney's 0ffice, you can come up %o

this court and take those exhibitg down to ithe District

Attorney's Office and view thea thoere alomg with some nember
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- "of the Distyrict Attorn@y's staff, You can have free access

1 to them-and after you have had a chance to xeview those

- event that there is any further need or any further request

.. what they 2
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]

exhibits that have been filed here with the eourt, in the

that you have or orders that you want from the Court, after
you have had a chance o see the exhibits, then certainly
you can come back into this court and request of the Court
that type of order. |

For the time being, would that suffice for your
purpose? ‘ ‘

MK. GOLDMAN: That would suffice as long ags == if

the Court is not going to iuclude the analysis portion of

™., THE GOURT: Certainly: Buk I think, flrst, that your
sugéé;iion is that you take-a look at the exhibits and see

re and what would be the valid approach.

A MR. GDLDM That's fine.

THE COURT: Why don't you proceed on that basis.
Certainly without any prejudiece to come back iato court
and renew any other motions that you care to.

MR. GOLDMAN: Fine. _

THE COURT: The procedure is that you can come up
tothe court, check them out here from the court, along with
a xepnesentaﬁive of the District Attorxney's Office, go down
€0 a room that they will make available for you, then you gar
take a lLook at them and then at that time if it is not

this, it would be withndt prejudide to renewing our request.

3
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sufficient for your purposes, come back into court and we
can proceed further.

MR. GOLDMAN: Yes, We intend to re-record the
recordings which are available here, and I understand there
are some items of evidence that are not with the urt,
items of physical evidence, and I assume we will be permittec
to iInspect thoge items.

MR. STOVITZ: Yes:. They are still with the Police
Department, your Honor. And, of gourse, counsel will csgll
the court and make an appointment ahead of tilume so that we
can have an investigator ready.

MR. GOLDMAN: Suxely.

THE COURT; Fine. Then with that undexstanding, then,'

between counsel as far as this motion is concerned,

. work it out with the Distxick Attorney's Office. If you

‘nged a court otder, then we can proceed on that basis.

SR, GOLDMAN:. Well, it is your Homor's intention not

to rule on #he order at all until we have inspected the

- evidence?

i - THE éOURT: Well; just take it under submission.

See what they've got. See how those arrangements work out
aﬁd therc may not be any need for any order. I will take it
under submission. If you feel you need an order or you
want to expand on the order you'aubmitted to the Couzxt,

then we can take the matter up.

MR. GOLDMAN: That 1s agreeable, your Honor.
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THE GOURT: ALl right. Those exhibits are here.
Just give us some advance notige., We can handle it on
that basis, |

" As far as a trial setting is conc¢ermed insofar
-aé defendante Van Houten and Kasabian are concerned, you
gentlemen want to be heard on that!

MR, fﬁEISCHMAN: Yes, ybur Hénox* We have discussed
this. My client tells me, and her doctor confirms it, that
her baby is due the fikst week in April, And therefore T
believe we are in sgreement that it would be impossible to
go to trial that week in this building; and that the 27th
of April, I believe, is convenient to the Court's galendar.
It is agresable to the District Attorney's Office and I
believe our co~counsel.

MR. STOVITZ: 1If there iz a full and complete time
waiver by the defendant Kasablan and she fully understands
that she has a vight to go to trial within sixty days. we
have no objection to that date of April 27th as to Linda
Kasabian, your Honoz. |

THE CGOURI: Mr. Reiner, do you want to be heard?

MR. REINER; Yes;y youx Hono¢, The date previouély
discugsed with the District Attormey's Office was March the
30th. However, I have ho objection to the date of April
the 27th if there is a desire at this time to have the
matters consolidated.

THE COURT: What is the feeling of the Peoplé insofar
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| discovery, Mr. Reiner will see that there are statements made

| by his client to a witness. Those statements may be a bar

 object to going to trial with the other defendants on the

‘case but I'm. sure he's aware of the contents of the Grand
1 |

| move for a severance,

‘how have set for trial insofar as one of the defendants is

. concerned?

case, Mr. Caballere, telling me that he would have no

.| objection to a furthex delay because he also has a trial set

340

MR. STOVITZ: At this point, your Honor, I think
that counsel, after seeing -- golng through the motions of

to a joint trial unless the defendantsspecifically waive
their rights undex the Aranda case.

Lf Mr. Van Houten -~ Miss Van Houten does not

joint indictment, bearing in mind that she's only chaxged
with three counts, we have no objection to a joint trial.

Counsel,, of course, has just gotten into the

JuEy.transcript and once he becomes aware of the police

reports and crime reports im this case he may see fit to

However, if counsel wants April the 27th, we
have no objection o April the 27th.
THE COURT: What about the March 30th date that we

MR. STOVITZ: That is as far as Susan Atkins and Mr.
Beausoleil on a separate matter. I recall counsel in that

on March Llth fox Miss Atkinsg in Santd Momica. So IL'm certain
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that he would mot object to a further delay.

'THE GOURT: Now, can the People be ready on the 30th
of March?

MR. STOVITZ: Ve could be ready on the 30th of Maxch, °

yes, your Honox.

However, if your Honor is agreeable to April

| the 27th, it is agreeable with us.

' ~ We bave in mind the fact that there are two
ﬁefendants that are still == one in Texas and one in Alabama
-~ and we will not know until April the 16th how slow the
‘pﬁd@esseé Qf:justiCE'will move in Texas -+ Fecbruarxy 16th

. THE COURT: We have a situatiom, also, another

defendant is acting in pro per who is not here at this point,

I don't know what his feelings are going to be as far as the |

April 27th date is concérmed. My guess is there may not be
a waiver in that case.
MR. STOVIIZ: If there is no walver in that case,

we'll be ready to go to trial whenever Mr. Manson wuould tbe

~ready and I believe, also, in his case we should not expect

him to waive his rights under Aranda because he may not
fully understand the Aranda case acting in pro per.
I believe that this case does have Aranda

problems throughout, your Honor, and there will be

| statements o0f co-defendants introduced in the trial and I

believe that in an abundanee of caution we should allow Mr.

Mangon, unless he specifically readsand understands the
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Aranda case; not to bave a joint €trial with the others.

MR. REINER: Excuse me, your Honor, may I request

| that we confexr at the bench?

THE COURTI: Yes. Just a minute.
A plea was entered on behalf of defendant

Manson by Judge Dell #=~

MR. SIOGVITIZ: On April -- January 28th, your Honozx.
THE COURT: Three days in January, twenty-eight days

- in February, thirty-one, sixty days following the 29th of
| Mazch, and the following Monday would ke the 30th of March,

which would be within that sixty-day period of time.
Yes, you gentlemen wani to appxoach the bench?
MR. REINER: Thauk you, your Homox.
(Conference was had at the bench, not reported.)-
THE COURT: All right. In this case the Court is
going to set the matter down for trial insofar as defendant

Linda Kasabian and defendant Leslie Van Houten are concerned

on the 30th day of March at this time,
Ag I indicated at the bench, if thexe is a

problem as far as the physical condition of the defendant

Kasablan on ox about that time, we will just have to meet

that at that time. But this matter will be set for trial on

: that date, the 30th dsy of March, in this department.
24

MR. FLEISCHMAN: May the record reflect, your Honor,

| T think it does at prior hearings, that we have not and do

| not-waive any right to make a motion such as an Aranda
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'motion in the matter.

THE COURT: I think that all rights are reserved for
all defendants in that regard.‘ Certainly they will be

 reflected in the record.

So insofar as these two defendants are
concerned, defendants Van Houten and Kasabian, the matter will

be set for trial on March 30th along with defendant Atkins

| in this department at 9:00 a.m.

MR, STOVITZ: Should we have 4 personal time waiver,
your Honor? _ )
THE ébURI: HI think I have taken a time waiver from
both of these defendants previously.
" MR, QTOVITZ: 1 know, your Honor. Out of an

,abundance of caution -«

THE EOURT: Is that date agreeable with you, Mrs.
Kasabilan?

THE DEFENDANT KASABIAN: Yes.

THE COURT: And, Miss Van Houten, is that date

. agreeable with you?

THE DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Yes, it is.
THE COURT: ALl right. ‘That will be the date, then.

MR, FLEISCHMAN: I think Mrs. Kasabian said yes,

but I think her saying will be yes if she is able to come
| to court at that time because of the baby. Is that correct,

Mrs. Rasabian?
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THE DEFENDANT KASABIAN: Yes.
THE COURT: I think that's understood.
MR. FLEISCHMAN: Right.
THE COURT: That will be the order; then.

As soon as Mr. Manson arrives we will take up

(Whereupon, proceedings as to defendants
LeslieAVan Houten .and Linda Kasabian were con=~

tinued to Monday, March 30th, 1970, at 9:00 a.m.)
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY , FEBERUARY 9, 1970, 10:15 A.M.

=000=
(Upon the above date, the defendant Manson
appearing in proptia pexsona, the People being
- Tepresented by Aaron Stovitz and Vineent
'4'ﬁ&gliosi, Deputy District Attorneys of Los
«:Angpléé Coﬁntyi:thé'féilb#;nghproceedings
were had béfore‘éﬁe ﬁénorablé william B. Keene,

Judgé Preéiding,,;nfnapaxtment 107:)

THE COhRT:-'Allirigbﬁ.’_mhé'case of People versus
Manson, I’will call the matter .agdin. "I will have the

- record reflect the appearance in court of the defendant,

Mr. Manson, and representatives of the Office of the

District Attorney.

This matter, Mr., Manson, is in this court at

' this time for a trial setting, That is the purpose of your

having been brought to this court this date,

Is it your intention, Mr. Manson, to proceed

1 with your anmounced policy of representing yourself in this

| matter?

THE. DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes, it is,

THE COURT: No changes in that?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: No changes.

THE COURT: You recall, I'm sure, our lengthy

~conversations on several occasions when I implored you not

to follow this course of action?
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some associate counsel, if possible, and I would like to

346]
THE, DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes, sir, I do.
THE COURT: Have you had a chance, now, to evaluate

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I have had a chence, your
Honor, to evaluate the Court's pressure to keep me from
acting as my own attormey.

THE COURT: All I want to make sure at this point,

announced position and it is still your intention to proceed |
and act as your own attorney. |

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, the matter is in this court,
as 1 have indicated,,for a trial setting.

? I will now set the matter for trial on the 30th

day of Maréh.

THE DEFENDANT'MANSON. ’Yes.‘.:

THE COURT: ~ Ahd that'wlll be ‘at 9:00 o'clock in the

to o

THE DEFENDANT: Your'Honor, may I enter something
into the recoxrd? . =

THE COURI:H Yes.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I filed four motions for
discovery. I would like to formally file another motion for

discovery.

1 would like a change of venue and I would like
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make a motion to dismiss under 1382, Section 2, and I would
like to give you adequate notice of another habeas corpus

that T would like to f£ile tomortow.

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, as far as your notice for

- discovery is concerned, I do, in faect, have two motions that

| have been filed.

I have one motion that was filed apparently on|
your behalf by a Daye Shinn.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes, sir,

THE GOURT: 4nd that's on his letterhead and that
is entitled Notice ?f Motion for Pretrial Inspection of
Statement of Defendant and Witnesses, Points and Authorities
and Declaration, |

And then I have another one that is filed by

~ you in pro pexr and this is entitled a Motion for Discovery

and Inspection;
Now, you say you filed two others?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I filed two oral == I filed
one oral and then I gave the District Attorney an informal
motilon.

MR. STOVITZ: It's a handwritten copy entitled

Discovery. This was presented in open court on January the

. not act on this matter because a trial date had not been

set and a plea had not been entered at that time.

We are ready to proceed on all the defendant's
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motions for discovery, your Honow,

THE COURT: 1hat is the position of the People

insofar as the defendant's motlon for discovery?

MR . BﬁGLIOSI: Your Honor, I have here a document

signed by Mr. Manson. It is a Motion for Discovery and

Inspection. Loy

The People will object to several of the items. .

Mr.‘Manson, in hig first request, wants the

orlginal notes .of the lnvcstigatlng offlcers and of the

arresting offlcers ‘fn this case and-I have. been advised
that the original notes were incorporated into police reports
which will be made available to Lr. Hanson, but the original

|notes have since been destroyed,.as is the custom, of course,
lwith most police officers. They incorporxate the notes into

| the Teports.

THE COURT: What document are you referring to now?
MR, BUGLIOSI: A Motion for Discovery and Inspection,

|your Honor signed by Mr. Mansgon, sént to him ~- gent to

us by him while he was pro per over at the County Jail.

THE COURT: 1Is that a two-page document?
MR. BUGLIOSI: ‘Two-page document. He has 13 items

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Your Honor, is it procedure to

‘enter a plea from the bench?

THE COURT: You mean on your behalf as Judge Dell

did?

by
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THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes. I never waived the plea,
I filed a demurrexr. .
THE COURT: I'm sure that.judge Dell explained all
that to you at the time, lMr. Manson.
Let me see the documents you have. I don't
have that copy. A
Yes, I do.
MR. BUGLIOSI: <You do have it?
THE COURT: Yes.
All right, Go ahead, as far as this
document is éoncerned.
MR, BUGLIQSI: P.ople have no objection to request
number two, three; four and five and number six,
Mr. Manson mentions electronic surveillance
of him or any and all other co-defendants.

I can tell the Court that there has been none

that request.

L]

5 . Nupber seven is a continuation of number six,
agéin féféﬁrihw to all evidence, otal and pyshical come at,
by ot derlved from elactron;c surVelllance.

a WQ cannot’ comply with fhat 1nasmuch as there

was no electronlc survelllance.,

Number eight, all intercepted telephone calls,

there has baén nope of tHat éONWeﬁgannct comply with that

| Tequest.
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¥

Number nine, no objection with the exception

of the addresses of all witnesses. I don't know why Mr.

. Marson has to have their addresses.

I notice that another defendant, co-defendant,

.‘Mrs. Kasébian, wanted the telephone numbers.

We will furnish Mr, Manson with the names of

all prospective witnesses and any statements that they may

 have made. He can have access to all of those Teports.

Number ten seems to be rediundant. Seems to

state éssentially the same thing as number nine. So we

~would objeect to number ten on the ground that it's redundant.

Number twelve; any and all other evidence now
in the District Attorney's possession favorable to the

accused., This, of course, is a legal judgment, which, at

| least at this stage of the game, the prosecutien is not in

a position to make, your Honor. The Court has the power to
decide which evidence is or is not favorable to the

defendant, so we would object to number twelve. It calls

~ for a legal determination on the part of the prosecution.

I might say this to Mr. Manson, that there is
presently more information available to him than he has

tequested in this document.

Miss Van Houten, co~defendant Miss Van Houten,

| has made a similar motion for discovery and the prosécution

| has turned over all of our documents and all of our evidence

to the Court. It is presently in the Court's file and Mr,

PO ' " CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| Manson, of course, should algo have access to those

documents and that evidence.

I repeat,lthere is more evidence available to

| him than he has requested in this particular document.

;4‘ There is ro need to restrict Mr. Manson to his.
requests, L think he should be entitled to all the evidence

' thaﬁ”ﬁaS‘shcwﬁlénd is availabléféo‘all the co-defendants in

Ny -~
' + -
L}

THE COURT: What about the documents that were £iled
on Daye Shinn's iegal.staticneryf~~j:

MR. BUGLIOSI: This was a motion to set aside the
Indictment under Section 995, your Honor.

THE COURT: No. This is a MHotion for Pretrial

~ Inspection.

MR. BUGLIOSI: May I have the Court's copy of that?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Judge Keene, weren't we
supposed to go to trial today?

THE COURT: No. This was for a trlial setting, Mr.

Manson.

=,

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Naturally I object to that.
THE GOURT: ALl right.

MR. BUGLIOSL: This document here requests hardly

- anything: It is an extremely scanty request. We can give

him everything he wants in here with the exception, agadn,
of the telephone numbers and addresses.

He wants sigped or unsigned statements of
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potentlal witnesses and documents and exhibits to be used

' by the prosecution. He surely can have that buk, again,

i we would véhemently resist furnishing Mr. Manson with

e s

{ addresses, and particularly telephone numbers, of

M--‘” ’
prospective prosecution witnesses, your Honop.-

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Manson. Your motion for

| pretrial discovery is granted in the document f£iled with
| thig court February 3, 1970.

I will grant your motion for pretrial discovery
as you have it set forth im your points number two, three,

four, five, nine and ten, limiting nine and ten to only

the pemes of potential witnesses, and number thirteen will

be granted.

In the document filed on January 28th on Mr,
Shinn's legal stationery, that motion seems to be a
dupllcatlon qf the 'second one filed, but insofar as it is

not & duplication, that motion will be granted, again

limiting your request?Ior names of potential'W1tnesses only.

In’ addition»to that; Hr. Manson, I will order

{ the District Attorney 8 Offlce to furnish you with the
21 .

vatious other itéms of pretrial discovery that other

defendants have ‘asked for which is not encompassed in your

two motions so that you will have access to all those

documents as well.

Copies of these documents will be made for

{ you and furnished to you for your pretrial inspection.

I
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All right, ¥Mr. Manson. The matter, as I have .
| indicated is set -«

MR. STOVITZ: Before we get off that, unlike the

| other defendants who have ability to come to this court,

we will then transport these documents to the defendant in

hisg cell.

I will contact the captain over there to find
out what is a convenient date for this.
How soon do you want these, Mr.“Mahson?

Within a week? Within four days? Within five days? How

| soon do you want =~ anticipating it will probably take me

about eight hours to go through these.
What day aren't you booked up?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Everxything has been at your
1eisyre. Why change it?
‘ THE COURT: Well, let's order that they be furnished
to him yithin seven days from today and we will transport
them to the Los Angeles County Jail pro per tank so you will

have an opportunity to go oyer-éﬂaig various exhibits .and
% -

| motions, -‘Ea#fﬂ"&

\ AT
Now, Mr;-Mgnsoﬁ,g%gsofar*tsfymut.other

i
I3

motions thét you indigated QEEE you wanted to make at this
time, you indicaé;d Fhat you wanéeq to makea motion for
change of venue? - h

B $3$HE D%FENDANT MANSON: Well, I am just entering it
ints Ehédrécofé. 1 know they are all going to be denied.

- ol Ca,

E3 - . S, Pt LN Ny
. .

. . *

€. i - 5 . P i

——
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THE-CGURE' Let's just get the motions that you care
- to make at this time.

\

Did you. indicate tnat there is a motion for a

ehange of venue that youawant tq argue?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: ye S

THE COURT: 4ll righﬁ. ‘That motion == you're golng
- £O - S o '
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: No, I'm just making it oral.
THE COURT: You don't want to argue?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Well, I have never really
- been able to argue anything else.

THE COURT: If you want to make that motion, I will

f&gjlendar that motion for a hearing.

N THE DEFENDANT MANSON: It's up to you, your Honox.

i kn;WQ; don't have the judgment here.
ﬁﬂg COURT: Do you want to maoke a motion for a

:'change of verue?
| THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes.
THE COURT: Do you want to argue the motion?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: If ﬁecessary, why, I could
- argue about it. |

THE COURT: I will set the matter down for a motion

| for a change of venue.

R What other motions do you want to make?
THE DEFENDANT: I twould like to have a dismisgsal
today. Today wzs supposed to be my trial date.
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Everything that has been denied, the District
Attorney always says I am stalling for time, but now that
it's time, somebody else seems to be stalling for time,

THE COURT: lMr. hianson, you have the right to be

brought. to trial within a sixty-day perlod of time after

all preliminsry wotions have been handled, and a reviey of

~ the file indicates to me that Judge Dell eptered z plea
| on your behalf of not guilty on the 23th day of January.

THE DLFENDANT MANSON: Yeah, That 4a because I 'was
stalling for time, is what they said.
THE GOURT:; He entered a plea for you on that date.
Naw, the Law provides that you would have a
right to be brdpgﬁt to trial within sixty days from that
date, and sixty’days from that date would be the 29th day

of haréh, which 1s a bunday, go I am going to set the matter |

xor trial’ on‘the 30th day of Yarch, whxch is the sixtieth

30 that date 1= ncw set for trlal

Your motlon for dasmissal of the charges here

+

at this time 'is denled L v

Now, what other motions do you want to nake?
THE DEFEHDANT MaNSON: Uell, I have a habeas gorpus
that I would like to give potice that I am going to file

TonOrogTy.

THE CGIOURT: 4611 right., You may file any petition fox

writ of habeas corpus but that will have to be done in
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{ shut up.

| change of venue?

| get that matter for hearing in Department 106 one week from
i today. ' '

~ February.

. for trial. That will be at 9:00 o'clock in the morning.

: pretrlal motions of that nature be handled in that
1 departmEntt'

: this matter, we have fhad-a little difficulty in locating

~ some of these wituesses that appear in court today.

356
writing. You can £file that.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: There's a lot I could tell you
THE COURT: So you want to make a motion for a
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes.
THE COURT: What I will do in your motion, I will
One week from today is the 16th day of
Make that motion in Department 106 on that
date. Be prepared to argue it.
The matter ig set in this Department March 30th
MR, STOVITZ: The motion for change of vehue was
what date, your Honor? |
THE COURT: One week from today., That is the 16th

day of February. That will be in Department 106.
’s'tﬁg order of the Presiding Judge that all

MR STDVITZ. Your Honor before your Honor recesses

I wouId like your Honor to order the following

o
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" witnesses ko return to th1s courtroom ‘on ‘March the 30th,
1969 (sic)a and that ybur Honor s prder is to constitute

{ a subpoena so that an actual physical document called a

subpoena will notlbe,necessary .’
I will call the names of the witnesses with

the addresses that I have listed and I will have the order

re publicity for witnesses served upon them at that time,

: if it's agreeable with your Honor.

THE COURT: Yes.
MR. STOVITZ: Jehn Flynn.
I have an address, sir, of you of 12000 Santa

. Susarna.

Mark S. Ross, 28 Clubhouse, Venice.
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Your Honor, may I indicate

' that these are my witnesses. That he won't let me have the

" addresses of his witnesses, but he's got everything on mine.

THE COURT: Just a minute,
MR. STOVITZ: Nancy Pitman, 23803 Harbor Vista

" Drive.

Lynn Fromme. I don't have an addreas for you |
but I think Mr. Manson knows how to get in touch with you.

Paul Watking.

Susan Bartel.

Catherine Share. You have already been
subpoenaed but I think your subpoena is for February 9th,
so this will be for HMarch 30th.

CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES
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And Sandra Good.

Your Honot, reflect that the people's names

that are called have all been served with an order re

| publicity for witnesses.

We'll ask your Homor to order all of those

witnesses back for March the 30th, 1970, in this department.
THE COURT: All right. To these individuals who
have been in coutt this morning and have been identified
and have received the order re publicity in this matter,
I would order ea?hﬁﬂeEEndant -- each wiktness who is here

L

present to be;baﬁk in this court, Department 107, on the

BOthldaﬁ‘of March at 9:;00 o'clock in the moxning and that's

thhout further notice or - subpoena. >
(Whereupon, thé prdceedings were continued
to Monday, Februwmry 16, 1970, in Department 106.)
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Los AHGELES CALIFOBNI&, uonnaz; Exsaanny'ls, 19790
9300 A, H.
R o
fﬁE.GOBRT: Good morning; ladies and gentlemen.,
1 wiil call the matter of the People versus

a3 _Gharlas {enson,

T the matter of Paopie-versus Bhaflea  Hanson,

‘lat:the'record reflect the defendant 1s present and counsel
-for the People arg preson

Iet the record raflect rurther that the~00urt

herein, :
The first dogunent is entiiled "Notice of
Motion anﬂ Declaration In support Thereol and Polnts and
Authorities" in which the defondant roquesti:
No. 1, the Cﬁurt‘make aﬁ ordér finding that the

_defendant Is an Indigent. person;

‘Ne. 2, the Court make an order granting the

defendant funds to have condueted for him a public survey
1 by & reputable public-opinion ﬁoll;pg organization ag o

the widegpread and unfavorable publiclty whilch has been
genergked over the defenﬂant and thia.case 1n los Angeles
Gounty.

Ho. 3, an oraer-granﬁins the defendant funds
ﬁa have conductad a public Surve; in all counﬁies 1n the
State of’Californiae
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The secand document &lso entitléd “Noticg-bf
Motion, Declaration lm Suppord therdof, and polnts and
Authorities” requests the Court to make an order:

. L

Nb. 1, to dismiss the. action on the ground

- that a falr an imparbisl trial cannot he had anywhere in
"Califarnia hecause of ﬁhe widesprea& and unﬁavorable

publiclty in all media, and for an evidentlary hearing

ag %0 su@h publicity,

.No. 2, 1f such order for dismigsal bve not

granted; for 1ts order for dismissal until such time, if

any, as a.falr trial becomespossible, on the same ground
stated in 1 above, ind fopr an evidentiﬁry hearing thereon;
" Nou 3, Af the relief sought in 1 and a‘apova
be not gféﬁted, for its or&erigranting a change-of venue
frqm-ﬁhe County of Los fAngeles, State of Caldifornla, in
thé‘saﬁafgrouhd aa-stated'infl abﬁve,‘and for an evidentlary
hearing as to such publicity. | : |
.A ~ The next document is en%itledv"Sugplemental
Argument for DismlS¥al Cp Grounds Taat & Falr and Inpartial
Irisl Cannot Be Had Anywhere in éaliforniakBécauae.Of'the
Wiéea;reé&, Unfavorable Publicity."“
The éourt has read and cengidered this seven-
pageAiocnmént. In addition thereto the Cour$ has reéd
énﬁ conaldered “Peopie‘S'Opposifion to Defendant Manson's
Hqi'._ion“'Fex} énange of Venue, With Polnts and ﬁuthomties."
Let us ?egin prelimintarily on the,initfal
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~ you gouldnit very well grant a- dismiasa.l. Everyone would |

that actually to me 1t 15 & joke, bub actually the foke
“might cost me my life. .

lot of people have made 4 1ot of money, but I think 1% is

reqnest t‘ira‘t ror the order fi‘nding the defendant is an
indigen'b person, ang second, for an order e;ranting a
public survey in los Angeles County, and third for &
public apinipn survey in all Gpuntieé in Callfornia. .

1 e, ¥anson, the Couxt has considered the
dacumeiits tha‘b you have filer.i. Do you wish to be heard
i‘urther in regard to your 1n1t,ia1 documents? T

ITB, MANSON: Your Honor', I th.’r.nk it is eviﬁent o
mash people ’che efi‘ect that the *l:eIevisian and the papers
have on the people, and as I was saylng, there has never
been @, ruling that I could £4nd in any of the books and
I tﬁink it 5 é.bout tlme that semeoixe -m‘a'de lone_a._ |

Because the Court is pretty much a‘buek‘witlr_x
the publleity aB well as I am. Everr 1f there 1s no case,

say,- "Well, that guy, there nust be somethlng wrong with
him, }7011 kno¥. | o
You krnow there has been more pu:blicity on this,
even wmore than the Euy vhat killed %he Fresident of the
Uniﬁec‘e States. I think it's not anywheres like _an;g‘-thing;
we have ever done Iy thls country. ‘
You know it is ge‘bting S0 far out of proportion .

It might ve a .jﬁice' to a lot of people, &nd a

—CieloDFive.comARCHTVES



. . very serious. :

2 _ I think a hearing should be called so we could |

3 get theaé very same people who wrote these articles and

4  find out from them where vhey get thelir information to

5| write the articles, wﬁd feeds them the informution to wrife

61 - the articles.

7 ‘ ' . The media is uSea by the District Attorney

3Bl to -tx;;r a ‘manbei?a-re vrial. fi»‘o me, I don't think the issue

s should Just be decided here. I think .there should be &

10 hgaring orr 1t. _ .

1} 'I'HE} COUBT': A1} right, let me'ask‘you, Mr, Hanson,

12| " do you have an offer of proof, or can you indicate -’éq the

13 - Gourt what Witnesses you would be calling and the: purpose ,

- B for ca;l.ling the witnesses? _

S MR, MANSON: Well, the one in Iife Magazine for the
1 machiné gun surrets on the dune buggles, and the photo-

| _graphs where they are su;apased to e dilgglng for graves.

LBy I would like %o attack: the -gag orders
19 R 1 . ~Judge Dell glves his statement to the press,
20 | and the Dixstrict A:’ctomey gives hlé statement to the press.
il IR ’Ihen ‘Gl‘xey get every privilege and right I'm
-2 '- -supposed to have in the County Jail suapended because L ‘ %

2| talked to them on the telerhone.
B h 'I"{Ef CBURT. : Referxing o newspaper reportem?
: fas,f B - Iﬁﬁ MSM‘ nomebodw called ne on the telephone and
© 26 | I'talk.ed to him., You know_ I talk to everybody because I L/
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feel I have noth:lng to hide, but the same indlcent has

prevented me <~ you know -~ Ifm not supposed 40 be allowed |
to do this.

But I got & side voos I have go’c a sider to

- my -sto’x‘y.'. .You know 111<e they say I am a8 v:l.cious demtm

o‘vemight, and acbually I am not. S e

* . E

_ wfgrstconm. A1l right, thank, Mr. Manson.
- - Iet us hear from the People. .
MR. STOVITZ: Your Honor asked Mre, - Manson as . to his
request tha;m he be declared an indigent person. {have
heard nio evidence that he is an indigent pex*ao_n-. :Ihere As
merely.the bare allegation that has been _made‘ in some

document tha‘c he has flled With the Couri:, though the

-PeopIe were not served with :Lt‘

I will submit that Mr, Manson was questioned

. by Judge Keene and he told Judge Keeme at that time that
he. '-doég hav&- funds.

an, 1n the a.bsence of anything to the conw
trax'y I w:!.ll submit that the defendant Is not indigent.
e ~ However, if the defendant wants to have &

hearing as %o whether or not he I8 indigent or he has

o;:pose such a hearing.
" THE COURT: MNr. Manson" _
.M, MANSON: Your Honor, when I first came to Court

I w__as".aaketi if I had any money to retein a lawyer, at which {

" CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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tioe 1 was afrald that the Court was golng to give me a

louyer and sew me up, and I presented & statement vo the

Court; wheye I sald in these words, "that I may have

vesources in story ;E‘om, and that I ¢ould draw money Lrom

‘1t and ge:b & lawyer.”

Now, there are a Yot of firms that have

5ofi‘ered me a certain amount of money or a Xawyer for a

story, but I decided not to == ,J; declded %o stasr poor
rather ‘l;han 5e11 & story to the likes of them.

S0 1's the same thing a8 11: always Was:
between Ul Itls Just the words. You can take a word and
twist 1% and it doesn't mean 1_;he same thing that yg:u xaai_ti, '

. I saild, “I may have resourvces.” I dtdn't say I aid, In

fact, I haven t{ been able Yo draw very much uoney from the
¢oun‘b'y Jail, you know, for the legul supplies.
THE GOUR‘I‘* ihe Court does note that on December

' 2gnd you atated as Follows, amang other things:

"The second time I filed a mation which you
would no’c accept ard told me 1:0 give 1% 1:0 iy a‘btorney;
I -explaine{i these points in my motion, I expiaineé‘. the

. polnis tahafc now that I did have funds to retain an atiorney

= B150, the Public Defender sald that he didn'i wairt t-o

- sukmit the moticm because it was writben by hand."

" I belfeve ab thab particular point it wag
your statement thab caused the Ccurt to feel that You add
have money, You stated theres "I explained the points

~CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘that now that I did have funds to rétain an attorney.”

R, MANSON: AL that polnt I vwasm negotiéting with

3 person who was going bo pive me. quite a vlt of money
for a story; dike I said. .It waa between the 1awyer ;

MoKissack and 807 urlier. yith Life hagazine.

Enyviay, . they weré going to put some mopey

. in @ trust fund for an abttorncy for me snd Wwe were right
in the process aof. thatba |

I cauld,haéu hal thot if I hanted 1%, kut then
I'teid them I would rather be wibhoub it, that I would. jusb
£O Witheut it. _ )
THE COURT: The rocord should aiso weflect thab

the Court has reed and concidered tite Feoplels 1, & serles

of documents for most of the counties througnout the Shate

of California relating to varfous publlclty and newspaper
reports regarding this case; and indleentally, Mr. Monson,
the Court 414 note in exemining that variety of maberdl

ﬁhét one tine an attﬁrngy who ot lozsh was‘réparteﬂ.to-he

a_frieqd of yours, 1f not your vtiorney, namely George

Shibleyé gald that yqﬁ wore polng té roise. funds by seillng

Trecords.

Do you wish ta moke uny stazémenb relabive
to that and %o your preésent indication of indigence? |
R, MENSON: That is ata §ompletc standstill., It

seens that the newspapers and‘the effect that the news-

papers have had on the people that they don't want -

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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I ghouldn't say that complefely beesuse there are a few

"week they ﬁere tnyihg Lo gzet $100;003to press a few records,

. evidence fof a juror in .relation to the~hypnotié effect

15

P ]

uespeqially if they have no infﬁrmation fo draw other

I 266
nbﬁpdy,wants to handle it. Nobody wants to distribute it.

people out there Hrying to make sowe tages, L think last

THE COURT: A11 right, lot!s rove on for the moment
to your reguest for a public qpinion roll and survey, first
of 2I1 of the County of log Angcles, and gsecondly as %o
21l counties In thn-State of Californda.

Po you w ch to te hparu 4s o that yequest?

HR. i-sansoiz: ¥ell, I think 1% would show the Gourt,

I Eeiieve the Cotirt already know but 1t would Serve as

the writxen “word and the telcvision would hgve on the
average rerson that they would plek as o juror. '

‘It 16 rhenomenzl. I vag with a guy once
tham addntt 1ikc a eertaln person, the President, and when
the President got kitled in the three days they ran
notning on the television vut %he asaansﬁnatien, 1t Eook
kim three days to dhange his mind and he put all his hate
on Fresident ﬂbhnson and Presiﬁent Kennedy was a pood guy
bhen. '

, You can convince anybody of anything 1T you
Jus% pusn 1t at them all of the timg;' They may nov béliéve
1% IOOp, but they atiil ﬁfaw oplinions from 1t and

Opinions erma
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have hedrd anybidng gbout the ozse and whether they were

- Influenced by waot they huards

Lo intorviey.

1o |

“in this céungy can pive the defendant a faizf and impartial

28

#| I'm asklng Yor twelve people who lhen r,hu:,r sey the po:!,l

ee7
If I'm not allowed to glve them informeblon,

the only :‘!.nfomation ‘they have is the mi‘ama’sion in the
newspapdrs or the ‘beleviss.on, or that aemecne might have
said sopething. | ‘

' I\Iow, In reallty none of thes 'Ghings are true.
.nc‘i i’c weuld be & good thing for the jury, to explaln to
the Jury. - | ’ -

HR. STOVITE: 1 cannot see where an oginion poll

wouid help ¢ither side. The final test is the twelve
poople ue put in the juify tox, acking then Whethgr they

I think we are ail aware that public-opinion
p_diis have been lnaccurdte becuuse they ave not actually .

Burveys, but they are jush whoever the interviewer seeks

| I feel even if . Uanfon had an independent
publlc-opinion poll cenﬁucte:ﬂ., 1t 56111 would be immaterdal

to the final iswue, that ls waether or not twelve citizens

trial and the Feople & fair and im;}afi;ial' trial.
MR, KANSOM: - That's 2 nice azy samont And 16 only
gaes for pis opinion. - I'm ho ask:'mg for his opiglon,

and the effcet that has hcen caused by the oil, then they

realize the affect it‘h&; causcd upon them. Uaen they look |
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: maybe in their minae,

‘ the public-opinion survey?

Ao ‘bhe Hgax'ﬁon report which is referred to in the leading
-Californis cesé, the Malne case, that @ public-opinton

‘hisa-iﬂhitta.ker Chambers case,- there was & publlecsopinion
" of some Gispute a8 to ’ﬁhe aﬁthentic:ity of the Burvey.

Opinion aurvey iz nat necesaar:?- .

a g_qrvéy vould be of asaistance to the Court in any way_,'

at that,-' they can 8ee the very same thing has happened

In other words, it has stimulated their riinds
in re¥ation to what the mase media has done, what sffect
-the mass media has over ;‘:eoble'.

“THE CQURT: ALl mght sy is the matter submitied as to

- MR, STOVITZ: Submitted, youxr Honor.
MH. MANSON: Yes. - )

THE COURT: The Court ﬁoea noete there i3 a Buggestion

poll be taken, and the C‘cm't 2)So knows that in the Alger
polI taken but that was not ali!;e‘wea i‘nto evidence ibeqauze
The Court is going to find that a, publice -
The Court doeﬂ not feel a.t this time 1t
:1ndigent insofar as publ:l.c-opinion polxs g0,
The Cours i‘inds i‘b is nelther necesgary nor
appro;;riate, consi:cie‘ﬂng the fact that the publicity in

regard ‘-bo this case ha& been substani;ial and pervasive
throughout the entire state, The Court does not feel that

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES-
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zsi“ nance; perhaps & lengﬁhy conginuange In this matter?
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We have your second motion, Mr, Memson, which
s First of 1) for an order dismlsging the sction on the
ground « falr and impartisl trisl centiot be had anywheves

1 in Gallt‘qrni.a, becauge of the m&.ﬂe&preaﬁ and untavorsable

;mblieity in 331 madix, -
Mext, if such order is not granted an order
Lor :dimi-ssal. untll such time, if any, a8 & fairp trial
becones posslble. | ‘
Then, Number 3, if the vellef sought In I an
2 sbove be not granted, for its order granting & change of

‘&E‘inig From tlh& Courity of los Angaie's; .

" Do you wish o De heard &s to those three
items?

m MANSON: Your Honor, I think the motlons rarlegf;

 probably everything I would say op It, with the excepbion

of what Xtve, alraady sald,

I k:nou‘ there has beem no mling aver made

on this.

'm, COURT: ILet me amk you, Mr. Menson, let me ask
you for purpous of elarirication as to younr mtmn, '

| yeferring to item number 2, "If such oxdéi for dlsmiseal

te not granted; for 1ts order for dismissal until such

| time, 4F any, a8 A fair trial bhecomer possible,” do you
2%

by that particular language request thab there be & conbin«

It that is your intent, you know you have the

CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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’ up :zoux' i*ight to a speedy tridl?

5

‘ and that was mentioned in” the Shenard versus i%.xﬁe),l c&ﬁe
A a8 well s the Helne case in calirornian
g

. Weiver on your part. If you ave unwilling bo viive your . .

. you do not walve or indleate your* willinaness o m’ve s‘our

%) right to a speedy btrisls

right to 2 speedy trial, fo be tried within sixty days from |
the filing of the indictment, would you welve and give up
that right so that a cbhtimiahcé could be granted?
What is your intent? I'm not entiz*eiy clear?
R, {'IANSE)N. Ny :s@'our I{onor. : _
Tim COURT: A:»e you aaﬂng, “No,“ ¥ou would not give

'\ MANSON: Ho, X eion"'a belﬂ.ev& it would g;mre P
thats right, no, sir, :
I wouldn*t like to stey in the County J’ai‘i
for four or five years., I thinln that béil wouid pmbabif
e out of .the. quetitilon. - - | :
Koy, I wouldn'f give up -that right, I am sorry.
THE COURT: You @o understand that a contlnuance,
at least, 1s & sugrented altemative in the Reardon R"epfx:‘t ,

ﬂoxever, it does requa.re Y conatituﬁional
rghtes to a spesdy trial, then.of course the és‘z_z_#t‘. is -
unable To cbna:l.der such an ’éiiﬁémati’ve.

I am not ind:;cating to ynu that I would g:-ant
i.i: o deny 1t, tut the Gourh ia una;hle to congider it, if

I'm just asking FOu, :Lfnyou understand tl’i‘f‘:‘-'_: ‘]
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point.
' IR, MAﬂSON* The only way a continuance would help
e wouiad he if it was ovér & perioﬂ. of 'buo or three years.
A continuance for 8ix months woukd sewe no purpose ab all,
. and further & eontlnuance that: long would't be in the hest
interes%;s of thée other defendants that are involved in '
this,. . anti mine zlso. o
‘I’HE CQURT: A’c the moment the Court is not conceme&
wi_m their rights. The Court is concerned with your ;*ights-
and- you should be concerned primarily with your .ri'gnt;':r..
MR, MANSON: Ckay. “
*i‘HE ‘CQUR‘f. “.man, Ie'b"'s f+led to‘;f.tem nuntber ."'5.j
you wish to be hearqd on the order requeating a change of
venue fmm the County of Ios Angeles?
MR, MANSON: Weil, I talnk that 18 & very srivial
mp‘eion - I th;lnk that 18 the word I should use. '
You Jmaw —~m WS all know that; It doean't secm
it coulﬁ be done afiywheres.
¥hen I mentioned that motion, Lt was in
-con,jungtion. with about four wiotlons 1 maae to Judge Keene
and he pie}:ed i:ha‘o one sut Ho give me 2 hearing on it;. |
I vianted 1% em;erad :’Lntt} the record, If
possible, for a 1ater date, because I'm Just going by the
pracedure in the books. It say3 I have to do so &nd 8¢,
and I've been trying to stick with it az much a8 I can and

get: as muuch :Ln’oo the re(:ard as you are Supposed o get- 1:31:0
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» newapapers up and down the state.

1. madé, and the police have not issued any infiamma£0rw

+

the ggcord as you are Bupposed'to-get into the record.
' So actually that motlon would prebably speak
for 1tse1f alsa.
EHE CQURT‘ ALY right, do the«Perle wish. to be
héard? |

‘HR.‘STOVITZ‘ As far as the motion to change the venug

‘P

from the. County of Los Angéles to another county, we have
flleqd with the Court the exhibit g@ntaihing newspaper
articles %hat.havé-run in every county of the State,

| | ItAappearg to have been coéefed'by the major ... |
wire pervices, and thé accounts that are reflected here in .

our tﬁo-Loé'Angeleé héwSpapers and our so~called major

I feel that the Court acted wisely in issueing
the gag order, that the police have not 1ssuealany gtate~-

ments;ééncerninguanf declarations that any of the defend‘antsj

&eméfks:and,that ﬁhe'newap&pers havé:béen f£alr not only here
in this County but 1n the rest’of the Staﬁe.
Therefore; @ ¢hange of venue would only cause

the - &efendant %o have a trial by the same falr people -
in Pact, 1% would be fairer-here in;Los Angeles County
because'we'have & wider base of Jurors ta draw from,

' ‘.Iherefore, T think 4f there is some type of
Scale to weigh these matters, tThe scale shoulﬁ be welghted
in favor of keep;nggit‘here in Los Angeles.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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- Phat fact that the defendanﬁ wants an in-

- definite dekay and doesn't want an indefinite delay,

would diapel that motion completely . A
I féel 4%t 1s completeiy ‘oub of order., The.

: defendant7has not. beet, as'hEﬂsays; condemned or bried in
1 the newspapers. '

His trial will be in court, Whenever-he gets
around to Saying he 18 ready to go to trial, and at that

- timé we can determine from the selection of the Jurors

’ ‘whether they are prejudiced agalnst hima

¥ feel from the few people I h&ve talked to
ahoub this, that people read in the newsPaperS'What they

X.want to read. Some peopte redd the war stories. Some

peuple read the ¢rine stOries“ Some people read the sport ;

" I'm sure we can find fwelve Jurors who have

- not £6nméd any opinion aboﬁ£ this matter and who wOuld'
~‘allow‘%he'£acta to govern their decision in this case

right here in the County of Lo§ Angeles.
Therefore, I urge the Court to deny Mr, Man=

sonfs motion to dismiss for for & change of venue,.

THE COURT:  All right, the Court; in gdﬁifion to
Peoplets Exhiblt 1, is golng to take Judicial notice of

‘%he'caSé of People versus Beaﬁsoieil and also Peoplels

Exhibit No. 3, which is & DLyfe iagazine article contained

' 1in.the Docember 19, 1969 Iife Magazine, as well as Peoplets

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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N ‘sdciety, It 18 doubbfui 1P theve 1B any corner of the

~—

Ty .

. magsZine, 3 _Sun_day -supplemnt tsvpe of magazine, en’&itied

I going to read from it. It resds @8 follows:

" abridged.

‘law enfor¢ement officers, atiorneys and Jjudges are atill
 without & workdble set of guldelines : to govem the

%

 less feasible with the growth of communicatlon in dur

ltpwﬂ L
mhihit 2, which ke aertﬁn ax%ticles Trom the County of
Sacramento, in xmrtieular e arﬂ;cla in the "Parade"

e Manson Family Pi;rders,“ by lloyd Shesver, - 4
_ "the Court has noticed, amang other things,
an eciitorial in the Sacraments, Califoenis Sacramento
‘Unlony an editoridl contained therein in the December 26th
1960 imsues a part of which, I think, Is of interest and

"The claim by defendant Charles Hanson that
news media have already tried and conylcted him in the
Sharor Tate murder case has s familiar and &inturbin;e;‘ ring.

VIt -is familiar becauseé hardly any q::fa.mimi
cas of special nortbrie‘sf z{eé.chgs the courtroon . thede days -
without the fmsue .of pre-trial publiclty being ramed to
argue that the defen&ant;ﬂ right to & falr t:;_reial has heen

"It is aiéturbihg Pecause the newa -m"edija”.,

handling of informatlon aboub cases of unusudl public -
interest. |

9o solye such prﬁbi‘ems: by & change of venue,
trangferring a trial fo a disbant community 18 becoming

"~ CieloDrive.COmARCH IVES
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‘| Resrdon Beport, 1t doss bake into consideration that such a

2. | situation wight exist, -On pau 15, the Reardon Report

28

~ and the bizarre background. of ttiose ahargga; wf{;h the srime.’

; pubncity by all nedta uslrding th:lx case and the

- the court has round the ;:ubl.teity relabing to thiw -

20

| counties as mill a3 ocutside the state, and therefora 2

State of Califormis wheve & Jury could be assembled from |
iscng people who have not resd or heard of the Tate murders |

The Court feéls th&t thaaa ars certainly -

accurate observations, '
e Court ia golns to mke the rollowing firrdinF:
mgra has been extensive and pewa:!.t\m

darendant Charlen Mansonr both in ion Anselez L‘ount;r
and thmughout the exﬂ:irc attte, it not indeed throughout
the #m:;lm natinn. .

'me Court ﬂndn that becauae of' the number of
the defenidants :!.n th.m case, the axtnnb of the publlicity,
the question of the n#cur;tty of the prisoners, and the
intenze 1ntorent'. of the public im& or the press. and the.
Gourt'n pro‘blus 1nh¢mn'b in & case of this nature, fhat
the case could not b& tr:ted properly 4n any but one of A
Cauromia'i eight Iarsest t-.cmntias, As ::minualy ztatéa; .

dermdant n ommuy utena:r.u and pervasive in th;ma

chunge of veue, evan if warrented; would be 1nerractul1. e
. The Court would J.i’.tw o not-e that in the

.

statesy

~ CieloDrve.Com ARC HVE S
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| standard to be used in Qalifornz.a.. Section 3.2(c) of the

17 \
| Reaxdon Report, entiklied, fStandards for Granting ihe
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29
20,
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By t t-rial Judge in the State of ma.remn In dttaminins

- continuance shall e 5mtnd whenever 1% 18 detérmined

, A chmsﬁ of venue may a}.to raquim the
aacr.ttice ot state or federnl constitutiom rights,
3, weli as waiver of Jjury trisl, and will undoubf;cdl;r be
ing;s‘enwu 1t the cnse i® one of -wideinotoxiew. ‘
‘ ” Certainly this cese can In desoribed as |
ralnng within that cutegery. L
. The ?aoph'n br:.nt I think in m point here.
"me cise of Malte versus Supsrior Gourt”
with the cibation,”sst forth the stendard o be spplied

- a. chansc of venue ¥ust bs granted .’m & oriminal case
vhere it is alleged that extensive pu%rial publicity

uoum p;-ezud.tm & defendant's constitutional right to & -

“ie Maine Court expressly mopm the Reardon
'Rapori; or the American Bar Assoclation in delineating the

Kotfon,* provides: ‘A Motion for change of venue or

thtt because of the diinmﬁnution bf pomeiauy pmjud::.cs;al

| material, there 1!- & resonable likelihood that in the

t.bsencn of such relief, a rfalr trial cinnot be had,!

' | "Mme Matne Courﬁ on page 383 of the opinion
;tatad that the foregoing standerd set forth in the Reardon
Report was fashioned after the mlea laid down by the Mtod 1

C'eIoDrlvecommCHWES
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Statea Supreme Court in the case of Shepart,  versus gggweil,

,‘§§£;QL§3_333 wherein the United States Supreme Court ’
“atated on Pages 363, 'Where there 18 a xeasnnable 11k11hoqd

that Prejudicial nens prior to the trial will prevent a |
_ fair tmial, the Judge shoulﬁ continge the case until the

thraab abates onr tranafer it to another eaunty nqt ao
permgatedawith.publieiby.

. *Tepe can be no guestion that the so-called
waxe—iaﬁiéneapmurﬂera:hawe recelived widespread, extengive
-pubXicity in theé radio, T. V. and néws medial in the |
Ios Angeles area, Hbievér, the~natﬁre of the case is such

that 1v ‘has likewlse received extensiVe puklicity in every

13‘ othér county in the State of‘California.

Tne question then is then in view of tha

_extensive and pervasive‘puhlicity regarding this case

that the likiihood is Just as. great that a fair-trial
can’ be held 1n tne cbunty cf Los Angeles as it could be
In any other county.

»

~ The Court;finds %here is not a reasonable
liklihood in ﬁhe absence of the reiief raq&ested b¥ the
derendant, that a fair trial cannot be haad.

- The Cburt wnuld.observe that extreme cave
hag been taken by the trial judge to protect the righis
of the defendant for 2 fair trial. On ﬂecemher-lﬁs 1969,
the trial,Judgp issugd aﬁ order regtricting the éissemtnas ’
tion of information by & vardiety of people including officers

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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of the court and law enforcement officials as well as

1 others.,

I have’ every reason to believe that the Los
hngeles Superior Court~and the trial Judge:ﬂill continue
%0 protect the rights of the defendant in‘phis matters

| The Court has hﬁd Yo ach ho protect the righis of the

defendant, even against.hia.own perhaps 111+advisé& actions,

ieast vemporarily revoke the defendant’s telephone privi-
1eges hecause the defendant was glving out unauthorized

| telephone interviews, possibly to his own detriment.

In addition to the roder restrieting publiclty,
theé triai‘Judge has a number of procedures that he may
utilize iu the Seaegtion of a failr and impartial Juiy and |
Jury panel. ‘

Bome of‘the ﬂuggested ﬁrocedures are as
rbllows, in addition to ﬁhe change of Venue and continuance:
~ The examination of prospectlve jurors on volr
-dire ‘%0 ascertain the:exment of‘possiblejpredudice,

The sequestration of the Jury;

~ The admonition Yo the Jury to, avold news

reports relating tp the case during the course of trials
- The cautiening of media vepresentatives with

respeat to the reporting of certdin matters; ‘

The examinatioh:of‘individual Jurors with

—CieloDAVeCOMARCHIVES
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_respeci; to possible exposure to potentially pre.judicial
' :{nramatiﬁn during the course of trial;

The ordering of a mistr:!.al on the ba.ais of
such exposure; '

The setting asiﬂé of z conviction for failure

of the trfal gourt to take one or more of the steps Iisted

above when clrcumstances reguire it.

The Court &lso notes that the Penal dode
Section 1076 of the State of Californiz presently repre- .
sents the.- I‘.;egi_slai;.’g,ve intent a% 3.eas.t partially in regard

to the matber before us,. . It reads as failbws :

"No pér{son shall be dfsquaiiried as a juror
by reason of having formed or gxpressed_'én opinton ﬁpp.n
the matter or cause Lo be subm;l.fi;teir 0 subh Jury; -ft;.umiEd
upon public rumnor, Bt&tementé In publie Journals, éir.cl‘rlars |

or other J.:lte:r!atu'-r‘e or common nobtoriety; provided, it

" appeéar to the eourb, upon his dec,laration undexz oath or

otherwise, that he can and will, notﬂithstsznding such an

~opinion, act impartially and f&irly upon the ma'b‘bers to be
. submitted to him."

The Courd does f;ind tha;b the iBsue oft &
corrbinuance In Ehis metter is moot by the defendantis

}nd:l-caﬁi;on that he wonld nobt wailve his vight to & speedy

trial., The Court would nofe parenthetically that the. Court
believes that the céntinuance in this matter would e
ineffective because of the public Interest in this metter

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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and that there would: undoubtedly be a tevival or a redewal

of the publlcity that hag been previvusly had.

Therefore, for the reasons pre\riously gtated,

| the Court is going to déay the motion to dismiss permans

ently, and deny thg. motion to dismi¥s as phrased by the
déefendant Yuntil suéh time, if any, as a fzir trial becomes.
pessible,” and fﬁrtﬁér_ will .deny the motion to tranéier
the cause 6utside of the County of Los Angek s.

¥R . STOVITZ: L believe the Court ‘- used the word

n pe::&uasiv ‘and you meant to use rhe word “petvasive.”

THE COURT': Yes; I did, and "persuasive is ordered

. stricken emd the wo'rd “pervasiv " will® be substituted in

.i_tg ‘st.eac_l,. ,
Is there anything further?
MR, ‘STOVI‘I’Z‘ Your- ﬁonor Mr.‘ Manson does h‘ave' an

.order for a discovexy that was granted by Judge Keene and

if I may consult with M. Manson and I notice Mr. Reiner

is here who rEPIESents another defendant concerning Mr.

~Manson s availability to&ay o I w:.ll be happy to haVe

thfese dbcuments and tape zecordings a,ncl what we have

'delivered to ML, Manson. ‘We have a _]ury-.rqom in Department

110 avallable, and if the Sheriff's office feels thaht the-y

- can arrange sﬁf:.oient; securiﬁy, we could use that jury

“room to have Mr. Manson look at these exhibits on a

soscalled introductoery basis and thenh he could _see which

ones he wants copied and we could then {:c&;;y the anes he

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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| wants.

1. Réiner?iz

coopera.tj.qn hetween ;yourseli‘ and Mm Reiner regarding
- the u:se ni‘ the Jury roﬂm over this discovery matter. E

1% i

- seriptss I have trieci -f {__,;-;

. '11-‘.5;I “
¥

| If 1 nfght have & :f:ew moment & to confer with
Mr. Manson-and e, Retner. - | |
R Acova'r; Is tha‘o aatisfactcw with, youy, Mo,

'm.:”BEIHER‘ f:es, '
“DHE . COURT: 'ur« Manson? . :
MR, HANSGN* Do you have a haheas corpus thera?

_ THE CDHR*I! I k;aye ho tgri’c oi‘ h&beas goTpus before e

‘MR, MANSON:  May I bring that matber up?
- THE COUBT'y Let's detemme the queation ef yqur

- ﬁr. Reine:c-, imuld you: he -able to asaist M,
S’covitz a‘nﬂ My, Mansqn as t.hey have describ&&
. _I*!R REI”ER&. Yeai )

'I‘HE COURT: Mr. Manson, :!;s tha.t sa;tisfactory w::;th ynm

SRR . 3 %% HAHSQN, Yew; . -
THE COURT: I will awalt the deteminaﬁion from The -
Sﬁerj.ﬂ"ﬁr office as to whether the Jury room 13 sufficient

i'rom & security point of vieﬂ for thia coni‘é:eence. .

' MRa. MANSON: - 'Stouxt Honor, way I put on WO moti.ons .
K ‘h %

“.:Eor transcﬁ.pm I don't kmany“way i;o get those tra,n- o

et

— R
-.

»me posrbion I am :Ln, I can't even ma;ce a
phone aall and L don“c. have ang ma‘.il mm:!.ng, .'m my directicn

‘\1

a

| CiéIGDriVETCX)‘m'A RCHTVES



L

41

12

13
H

T

18

1
ST

C -1

éf!

-
2
2
24

25,

26

| transceript?

| has Just certain limited motions that you have made he;‘ore
the Court. It doegn't have any notice of" these matters

o8
at a1l. I'm kind Qi“lc‘u’-t off. I need thoseé transcripts like
I have a motion in front of Judge Keene and that 4s going

to count on the last transeript, and can I have the last

THE COURT: I will say this, Mr. Manson, the Court

that you have brought up bez‘ore it. ‘

. The Court would suggest that you renew the
mot:lon before the trial Judge end he wIlli make a debter-
mination on it. The Court will nob rule on those particular
motions at this tire. ,

| MR, MANSON: You wouldn't rule on the habeas éqrpus? .

THE COURT: I do nob heve @ wrlt of habeas corpus
before me. o ‘ ‘

MR. MANSON: Nor on the phone calls?

THE COTJR’.E- Ko, . | .

MR, MANSON: Ma;r x ask ohe more guestions?
THE COURP: You may. '
© MR 'MA'NSOH: There ave a lot of things -- it's hard

to hold my thoughba. I WLl think. a.bmxt it when I get back
to the cell.

THE COUR‘Z‘ A1l I'ight we w:tll be in recess,

CieloDAVE.COMARC HTVES
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¥ ~LO$ ANGELES, CALIPORNIA, TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1970

the matter a;t this timed _

; . Y

~ {The f£ollowing proceedings were had- -jf: T
. in Depart:ment 100, the Honprable George Eell,
-Judge , Presiding.) - S :
THE COURT: No.. 19 T will call that one ,:nowr '{:oa.
S Patnicia EKrenwinkel. : = ’ ST e

MR. FITZGERALD: Yes, sir, the defendant is p:egent. T
THE -COURT: 1&1’1 right, we Will prweed w:i:th call:.ng

L3 .
e m

i'i‘ais is Case No. 1&*253156, the People- fof the

| state of California against Patricia Kzsenwinkel, defendant.,

-7 is that your tyue name, Patricia Krenwinkel?

THE DEPENDANT: Yes, it id. o
THE COURT: DO ym_i pre'sfently,haﬁa an attorney, Miss | '

| Rrenwinkel? - )

THE DEFENDANT: %o, I do not.

THE COURT: Do you have the means to employ an

attorney at this ’time?

. THE DEFENDANT: %o, I do not.

HE COURT: I don't know what the status of the

| Public Defender would be in "'chii’.s éasei, I know that M.
- | Pitzgerald just indicated to me at the bench with Hr. .

"} Stovitz,. that Miss Krenwinkel had asked to see hif, and

‘)CieIoDrive."com ARCHIVES "
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. 16 of the Publ:wt: Defender wouldﬁ ﬁentat:wely agxee to reprasent
7 { hex. .
18
i
20-
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: that he haci had a ccmrersation with hex; ~

23 |

zm& I koow there are other matters d:.scusseﬁ

i that I won't go into a&: thisg time, ana mf qouz:se, I am

| sure matters ﬁ:s.scussed that T am*nat aware of. .

e -

~But cauld jgmu i"nfnm nmc: at thi& time what thc

view of the Publz.;: Eeien&er"a oﬁ:ﬁ-:.ce z—:ou‘ld be if Lhe

*a, =

Ceurt appointed the ;Pnblic: I}éfemim: to represent hlrs

A,.....g.....\__ P

Krenw;i.n?el, My I‘J.tzgexala? E ould ghere e a eonilzct'?

i‘m,, I‘xTZSERAwk ‘Cental’alx, ;gtaur Bonor',
-m

-l *"‘b‘ **rt‘«

Flrs"l: of ai}:,_ _;i'~ &;n_.c‘l : havemthu;. ompor“tunlty t& )
Pt ~choe it 3 ,
talk; mff:h Tiiss Kxenw;nker“concerm.ng (;e«rta;.n aspects of
R ST T e “"“““"‘"‘?-ﬂr _— :
her case. _ : - Do

et

I talke& with hear» at ti:m Syb.x.l Br.‘ana Instri:ute

R R

|.on the évening of Eenmary 2}.91:;.. A

I xn&maﬁe& to Miss, ;{renw;n}"al thad: the foz.cze

-

P

As your - Honox :’us avare thére iz a conflict of

J.ntexest prcblem that pex‘ra&es this enti::e case as. the

-result of +he Pablic Defender rapresem::mq a -persqn or
21 ; persons who ‘may. be :mvolxi'a& in- some manner OF means.

Howa'wer the Publ:w Defen&er ~= and I bhave

discussed this matter with Mr; Moore ~-~ a;l: the Qresent time

the Publa.c. Bafendar wauld not declara a conflict.
. We would as:cep“t an appo:,ntmen’;.

We would like an nppontunity te review the

- .

e T
AN

.= CieloDrive.com AR CHIVES




10 |

1z

12 |
13
14

15

C 16, -

17

18 |
20 |
21
2
23
24
35 |

26 |

"84

= opportunitx; SR

| proceedings before the Grand Jﬁry and otﬁer information to
; aetgrmine if there is a conflict of interest that exists

| betwesn clients vepresented by the Office of the Public
;'ﬁefender énd this‘defendant, and we would like an

l‘eppartunity'to document-that;aonfllct.

e

“Tn t&e event there is a cbnflict of interest

| we would certaxnly inform the Court at the earliest

-
* ey

PHE connm;: 1iss Krenwinkel, Mr. Fitzgerald did hand ~

to me a document whlch~gou earlier presented to him which is |

-~

,entitlednhfﬁotica-of’ﬂution t0o Proceed in Propria Persona,

- -y

and.Awﬂotion to.Associate Cocounsel of record, and A
Declaration of Points and Amthorities.

I have had the opportunity very, very priefly

@ o look.thrnugh the -docunent.

I.dOnTt~pxetenﬂ that I have read every word,

| nox researched every citation that you have set forth.

-My positicn, very frankly, has been this, up

‘to this point, and I suspect it would be the same in your

case, that if a person is gualified -~ if the Court feals

he is gﬁalified to proceed in propria persona in accordance

1 with the requirements~of.ﬁhe higher courts, then, of

_course, I would permit that person to proceed in propria

persona.
If a person wishes to have counsel and can

retain his own counsel he, of course, may do so.

-, . v CieloDriveCOmARCHIVES:
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¥f he does not have the funds to retain counsel

- ‘the Court will appoint the Public Defender.

If‘he.does not have the. funds to retain‘counsel,

and the Publlc-mefender faels there is a conflict of
fﬁintereat, whiqh there may'very well be in this case since

| the Public Defender felt he could not represent Mr. Manson,

Py -

| j?éusgeét strongly he might mot be able to represent you,
.f then tﬁéﬂCOﬁEE-would be willing and obligateﬁ to appoint

;'gnxvate-coungel at county expense under Section 987(a) of

_‘?s

wﬁlthough there are some decislons'which‘permit

~’..,.__ -

a.persoh>£o xegrasentﬂhxmself and to have associate co-

1 counsel of record, T have never felt that that is a wise

| - pollicy.

I have not permitteé'that.sﬁrt of‘;eptesentatidn 

in the past and I do not beliave I wonld do it in this case,

" although T would review the matter carefully before I made

I will givé you your statement of rights which
I intend to, but at .this point, for the limited purpose of

interviewing the defendant, discévering whethexr or not there|

"~ ig a conflict of interest, and +fhereafter infoirming the
23, B

Court of his views, I will appoint the Public Defender and

we will specifically appoint Deputy Public”ﬁgfender Paul

Plitzgerald.

I-am.nOt rejecting the defendantt®s motion at

N
-t
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;this time, Ihamysimﬁlygéoing'to continue hearing on the:
| motion to the sane date as to which-the;defendant will
-f.return, and.We7will_seE‘thaﬁ in a fawuﬁiﬁutes as soon as I

%;ngg the defendank her- statement of rlghts,

fBrenwinkel, that you have the following constitutlonal

.%rlghtsx S L
{; You are entitled to a speedy and ﬁublic trial. -
] I might state parenthetically in this case that
j‘au to cextazn co~defendants who are presently in the

' jurlsdlctlon of this Court, you areAprObably aware that

“~the~matter has been set for trial on March 30th.
u_TWitneESES testifying against you, and you have the right to
;:crass~exam1ne those w;tnesées.

‘.the court to obtain witnesses in your favor.

E éounsel of your own choosing for your defense at all stages
‘1 of the proceedings.

'_agalnst youkself.

| entitled to be admitted to liberty at reasonable bail.

n
-

o ¥ wish at tnls time to advise you, Hiss

&

You are-further entitled to a trial by a Jury.-
You have theé rlght to be ¢onfrantea.by all the
You have the right to the compulsory procesé of
You have the right to havée the assistance of

You have a xight to testify in your own behalf.
However, you cannot be compelled to be a witdess

In all cases except capztal cases you are

R ~ CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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" However, a defendant charged with an offense punishable-with:
2 .‘death cannct ‘be admitted tofhdil if proof of his guilt or

| the presumptién thereof is gréat*
' outlined thém for you?

: about tbesa constitutional rights that you WOuld wish‘to

| ask me?.

{ to hand;tq.ﬁﬁ¢ Fitzgerald who is appointed at this time a

copy of the Indictment?

i Krenwinkel with seven crimes -— ¢ounts of murder, Five

, ¢ouﬁts-¢pmmitted on or aboui the %th day of August{:lBﬁQ,
August’:, 1569.

= occurring Hn or about August 8th through Aagust 10th of

¥ow, gemerally speaking, Miss Erenwinkel, dé
?ou;belieﬁe that youaundérstand +theése rights as I have
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, I do.

THE COURT: At this stage do you have any duestions

THE. DEFENDANT: No.

THE COURT: Will the Pistrict Attorney be good enough

IR, STOVITZ: Yes, your Honor.

I have an Indietment <that charges Patricia

and two counts committed on or about the 10th day of
‘One gount of conspiracy to commit murder

1969.

‘ﬂﬁ&q counsel, I hand you a copy of that

Indidtment.A

MR, PITZGERALD: At this time the defendant is not

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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10

1 over two weeks, - : . . ) ifﬁ

12

3
141: week would seem to bé - agreeable.

15

17

18

19 |
200 3

- 91 .

22

23

- 24 7

26 |

88

| matter in order that T might ascertain the itens géu.hq?é _;

® -

1 k. stovitz. Actuallyy T would prefer that the matter 9o, éf

Lo

15‘ 'eVentawa.&etarmine thera iﬁ a conflict of intexest at an

25 |

raady to enter a plea, your Hondr.
wWe would walve further reading of the

Indictiment at this tiﬁe-fof this purpose.

We would ask that your Honor o::'ont':i.nu_t‘a‘_1:11’:'{.%_~

- - .

previously mentioned, ' ' Zﬁ . i
THE COURT: ‘What date would you like on this, Mr, B o
Fitzgerald? - . R

- I understand that he will object to any

seﬁting‘beyond‘one week, so, under the circumstances, one
I might point out: to the Court that if, in the

eazlier &ata we will sc-inform the CQHrt immediqﬁely, and
then it will be up to the Court.

THE-EO&RT; We Gan a&vanCQAtheﬂmatter 1£ need be.
Let¥s put the matter as of this time over till —- fragﬁly
xiwvuld ~= well, one week from today is all right.

March the 3:& at 9:00 ofclock in thiS'dourt,

W@ will probably hear it on the 11:00 c‘clock
calendax, or maybe eveti the 2:00 o'&clock. Dependzng:on
the volume, bit tentatively it will ha on our 9:00

o*clock calendar.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES-
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Iﬂ/thergvis<aﬁy~change in the time we will

advise counsel, and it is the matter of arraignment and

| plea tentatively, and also the defendant's motion to
~ proceed in propria‘pérsona. In the event that she wishes
| to urge that matter on the Court at that time I will be

| prepared to.proceed.

MR. STOVITZ: T might say that Mr, Pitzgerald has

] pneVloﬁsly :ecelved 2 cop; of ‘the Grand Jury transcript

.-

S IE he wants to peview it again we will furnish

him another'copy.

-y

j;ﬁ' ) " He gave h;s copy’ta Mr; Manﬂon, I believe., v

S  Is that.raght?

Ing R, FITZCERALD: Well, actually Mr. Moore read the

o

transcrxpt‘ I,never‘actually have read the transcript and

T would be\intenaste& in readihg the tranaariptm

- oy w,m

R ﬁ#R:_STQVITZt We will make our dopy available to
M Fitderalﬁ.. o

THE cctrn'.uv ~er will see to it, then?

HR. smvxmz-- Yes. -

f.”’

MR. EI&ZGERQLB;i So°I may be in a position to advise
my client wiii\your ﬁonor‘ccnﬂuctﬁa hearing to determine
 her status as her owh attorney?

THE COURT: In the event such a hearing is to be

- conducted I will conduct it.

It may be during the interim she may change

her mind and not want to proceed on the motlon, in which

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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~ case no hearing will be necessary.

T

In the event, thongh that ghe does still wish

-

to urge the motion we will have a hearing and I will ;
| - conauet: 1t. _ - .

MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you, your Homor. . v,

-~ WHE CCURE: Thank you, very much. -
Thank you, ¥Miss Erenwinkel, ; -

. (Whéxenpon,, gn adjourn;lﬁént_was taken - ‘_.-.:
until Tuésday, March 3, 1970.) ~ R

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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. appointment of the ?ubl;c.Defender. .

H

‘recommendation you wonld make to the Court in that -

. carefully examined Miss Krenwinkel's case and the cases of

o e

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, MARCE 3, 1970
L1317 AL

{The tolléwiﬁg proceédings were had

in Department 100, the Honorable George Dell,

- - -

Judge, Presiding.) _ B SR S

~
P

S 1
THE COURT: No. 319, Patricia Krenwinkal" -
This matter was last contlnne&.faliowing the

-.-A._'!-
-

T had appointed the Public Defendeyr ‘ihiti&lly -

for a limited purpose of consulting with Miss Krenwfnkel -
and explaining her rights to her inasmuchk as she had )
indicated a desire to proceed as her an‘laWYEr with the
condition that she liave associate counsel, and I wanted

the Public Defender further to determine whether or not
there was any conflict of interest ﬁhich.would disable

him from representing Hiss Krenwinkel if the Court héld

that she was not.competéﬁt to represent hers¢1f,

t o

I would ask at this tine, #Hr. Fitzgerald, what

connection. _
MR, PITZGERALD: Well, in inverse order?
THE COURYT: Whichever you prefer.

MR.-EiTZGEBALBa The Public Defen&er s office

et
L wr 1 a

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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13 |
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5|
.15"%.she has bad an opportwiity to discuss with five separate
1 | A | |
"‘.18::

20 |
21 |
ZZ;j.file~with'ﬁhe Court on hex 1ast.appéafan¢e &4 docunent
23 |
2

25
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I . there is ha&ia conflict of interest existing between HMiss

L Krenwinkel and any other defeﬂﬁantnrepresentaﬂ by £he

T have, indeed, had an gpportunity te; cansuit with liss
16 |

1?' ~ separate occasions and discussed various rights and

26 |

several other persons represcnted by the Office of the

Public Defander'an&'we-ﬁavg'eame to the conclugion that

et oy

Public Defender? s-offmce, ‘nor do we feel thare wlll ba a

conflict betwaan this &aféndaﬁt and- any other wztnass who

L e
. . -

may testify. e e ’

N

in Tespett 6 ybﬁr'anor'ésiif%tébbéefkatian,

Krenwinkel, and I 4id so on approximately'fxve occaﬁions.'
' She, for the Court’s 1nformatlon, wag ‘returned

to Los Angeles pufsuant to extradition: from Hobile,
Alabama.

She arrived in los Angeles on February 20,
1970, and from February 20th, 1970 to today, Haxrch 3rd,
and distinct attorneys certain aspects of this case.

In-aaaiticn; I have met with hexr on five

obligations of the parties in this case.

As your Honor, . pointed out the defendant did

indieating thatAéhefwasfmaking-two motibns; One, to V4

(R

piroceed as-her-owﬁzgqunsel with couhsel. To proceed in
pro per, as it is, with an attorney assisting her.

- Additionally; she asked in the event that ‘

CieloDrive:com ARCHIVES
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wmotion was denied that she be allowed to iepresent herself.

J} to Proceed in Pro Per. ,:j T _ e

1 - obligatxcns set out in that £orm. -

-would like to point out that throughont all my,intérviewa
I was porsuaded that she was a very intelligent, vexry
t  sensitive, very perceptive gixl.

‘ 5A Jail, since February 20th, she has not had access; your

_counsel.

‘, to be intelligent. I found hexr to be reasonable. I‘foun&.f

In addition to the motion that was filed on
hexr last.appearance, X assistaapthe defendant in the

preparatiou of a Superior Court fbrm, fhat.is a Petition

.

- - L= -

I dlscussed at length the various rights and 17
I discugsed with het 199&1 &afenses.
I discussed with.her possible punishmant.*
I discussed.wiﬁﬁ ha: her eﬁucation, hexr
background, and any legal tﬁaining ahe had.
& Without getting into the merlts of whether
Hiss Krenwinkel is capable of representing herself I

¥While she has been in the Los Angeles County
Honor, to any legal materials other than the advice of

She has not had an'oppértunity to study law,
as it wers, -

ﬁoﬁéver,’in-disnussing each and every aspect
of tﬁis.qaée, and including the relatively sophisticated

problens involved in a charge of ¢onspiracy, I found hexr

- CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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22 represent herself she would not be allowed the assistance
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16

19 |

21

her to be conversant 'With; the concepts.

. I also, of c’dm,:‘sé, discussed with her the

advisability of her going pro pPer, as I am sure gther

-

counsel have,
She seé’ins very, well aware of the ﬁonééqnences

\ku—-

been very persistenﬁ in her ﬂe§ire to go pro per.
THE COURT: Than];n: ;z;u, very ndch, Mr. E‘ltderald.
Miss !Erem‘zinkal y "Irmyself stated'somakzhat what
youx position was -last week, and I have read +the motion 7
and of Course, I :r:eaa thﬂpet;.tz.on which Mr., Fitzgerald
had handed up to me,, the éne to which he just referred.
I notice there have been soms ﬂelei:ion,s from
the petition. . ’ .
MR. FITZGERALD:; Yes, if I might -~ I'm sorry to
interrupt the Court - '
THE COURT: Yes.
MR. FITZGERALD: I should hﬁve mentioned that to the
Court. o ‘
| There were several Qiaces on the form wherein

the form secemed to indicate that if *Ehe defendant chose to

of counzel,

Inasmuch as that position was inconsistent with -

the motion filed with the Court, we discussed the matter

and she decided that she could not agree to that.

i _involved, and throughout those times of discussions she has ||

-,

Y .- CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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Under those cmrcumstances I &irected her to

delete those portions of the fbrm and to affix her
{nitials at the end. '

THIE CGUR4.;‘W511, that really is the express point -

ET_Ehat I want to ask —

ke

L A:i Is ﬁhe &efendanh at ‘this time asking solely for |
leave tb prcceed 1n_pxopria persona with the rlght to have
-

the assistance nf counsal.th'w0n1& actually be Qarticipatm,i

ing. counSQl anfjust-an indlvidual who might advise her

I but oneé who would»partxcipate in a trial, or is she asking

for thab first an& 1n the QVEnt.that that is not granted
is she stlll.asking'leave to proceed in propria persona

even though she would not have assoczate counsel if the

s.cqurh made that deternination?
15

MR, FITZGERALD: Yes, your latter statement is
correct. She is asking not for the assistance of counsel

whiléiﬁxo per. She is actually asking to be associated

. with participating counsel, asd in the alternative, in the

event - that that motion is denied she is asking .to

represent herself for all purposss. _
THE COURT: Is that correet, Miss Krenwirkel?
THE DEFEHD@E: Yes. |

THR COURT; That is yeur position?

'ﬁm DEFENDANT: (Nods head.) .

THE COURT: Well, let's start at the cutset.

I will not grant you the right to represent

.- 1 .~ CieloDrivecomARCHIVES




15

1o
13 )
T Aﬁaa del;étéd -~ and that by giving ap your right to have

15 pr:avate counsul appoini:ed you would have to conduat your

16

18 T do grant 1eaVe for you to proceed in proprla persona.
w |.
" 20“‘1' haying counsel represent you, Miss Erenwinkel?
' 22 1
% |

24| have been answered. & -

25 |

14 ym;x:sel{é and have associate gounsels . T

-

1 th:lnk this admxttedly is within tHe aiscretienany powers of

Z =

yaraofr -te:*%aa represente& by counse:l and also to rep::ese.nt
': ;hmse].f a j “ i
:;»“ “ et But I am not qo:.m; to make thak sort of order

M «

N q;-: b

“mi'équested Jou. Woulc‘i bé reprasentrxg yourself . -You would
+ | own defense *mthout the aid ‘of counsel.

%6 regresentation ha assisteé. you in preparing this Petition,

ST - -
o

258

. have carefully consiﬁered this mai;ter and, ¥

the- *Courtﬂ *t:o permit a. ﬁefén&ant who Yepresehts hmaalf or

gt

herselﬁ }:o have cbunse.l as ?:ell. In other words, :Ec:: a

s..’i.-un b
hacs

e e

so it comea dot-m to an e:u.ther/‘or situation.

-.""

o 5- If I dor gmnt ’c‘:he order that you have

‘:'mm P
' ,G‘v,

not ‘hava ﬁ“ounsel ap,ycin‘taﬁ to advise you at’ the time of

txial =~ I oam quating ant paraphrasing a portion of what

Tha.t *wonid be the order tha.t i Would make if

-

Is that what you would prefer rather than
©HE DEFENDANT: Yes, it is. ]
. PHE COURT: Well, let me ask you a fow questions in

aﬂaxm.on o those that appear on the c;ue.ationnan.re: and which

T tal"e it that in view of Hr. Fitzgerald‘

- =i - CieloDrivecomARCHIVES



- but you have read everything that was on it and you have
| authorized, actually, physically made the deletions, and

= THE COURT: Have you eveY represented yourself in any

| -matter ﬁhatever even as Iowly as a traffic ticket?

o e

| law at all in any institution?

| that iz involvwed in a trial., The part that was deleted —-

| ;’;1 read the whole statement, because thisz is the way that

you are familiax with evexrything elée-that is on this
- petition == -
" THE DEFENDANT: Yes.
' 'ﬁ?ﬁ.téﬁkﬂz - im that cornect?

- THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

A

. THE DEFENDANT: ¥Wo, I have not,

~ THE'Cévkm: Have you ever observed aAjung txial?'

" {BE DEFENDANT: No, I have not.

“FHE COURT: kﬁava you ever stﬁdiea.~~ .
-’Hbll, I was going to ask ybﬁ if you eve:'studieﬂ.

law. I have dlscovered some people have studied law in

San.QuentinAand others have told ne they studied law in

high school but have you ever taken any course involwving

THE:SEFENDANT: ¥o, none whatsoeve£,

THE COURT:  row, this’Petitién gets forth certain
:,matters}-ana T am sure that Mr. Fitzgerald was most
helpful in answering séme 6f these questidns, but T do wsnt
"to expand somewhat on these.

Oné of these sections involves the procedure

= - CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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. might ba _i;ivolved‘in this pase, Miss Xrenwinkel?
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it would have to apply if yeu ai:e permitted to represent

': prelimipary motions.

- ey

yourself. - L S - "
X ﬁnderstanﬂ if T am permitted to
represent myself it w:_t"l‘l be ﬁecessary_ for
e, witl{out the asg‘:l;s“tgnée of counsel, to
) conduct my own trial éoﬁfsi‘séing of but not
limi-ted-; to --" |
Let me read some o;‘; these matters on making
Do you ha&e.—‘a'ny idea what preliminary motions
THE DEFENDANT: Right fow without having access to
legal books I would pro‘bab}.ig say that this would deal much
with that of my 995 motion; or a change of venue motion,
or first p:?liﬁuinary mtiﬁné‘ that would take place in order
to, you know, to make ii: Tun, throughout the trial.

THE. CQBR‘J!- I see,

You undersi:an&'; don't you, that because thexe
is a trial date seb. doesn’t mean the matter is going to go
ahead on that date, but. there has been a date set for
various .codefendants in thg_.s case in Department 107 next
door in the event the t,i:'—ia‘i is scheduled to o on i»i@réh
30th. |

THE DEFENDANT:

Um;-imim, Yes, I do.

THE COURT: Db yoix, think there is any possibility

that you could be ready to proceed on that date if you

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1

13 i' trial with them orn wl;éthe_r or not you wounld have the xright

15

16

17

20-
21
22 ,f consulted with started to explain just, you know, as much
23

24
25

13 .

~ 50

represented Yourself?

1 wqu;.& have the right to request a severance from the other

defendants in this case?
lagalistic terms.

Van Houten and Miss Kasabian and any other defendants who

| tried Wiﬁh them-.
18 |
19 |

cause. to a jurox?

. said something like that would be where you would have a

juror; if they would in some way seemed to have either a

.26 "p;zej_{:ciice in the case or something that would keep them

o
T RAWT

THE DEFENDART: ¥Yes. Well, I guess I would have to be.

THE COURT: Well, are you awaré¢ of whether or not you
THE DEFENDANT: I don*t understand what j.ou- just Saidt.‘l'
'THE COURT: Well, I will try to state it in less

Do you know at this time whether or not you
vwould be forced to go ahead with Mr. Manson and Hiss

might be involved?

Do you know whethexr you would have to go to

to be tried possibly by yourself?

THE DEFENDANT: Well, I should imagine I would be

THE COURT: I see,

Have you ever heard of a go-called challenge for
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, the lawyers which I have

as they -_c:b‘uld about making it, but not too much. They

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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from being a rightful persen to, you know, some way in

connection with ‘their. thoughts wonld keep them from giving

T & truthful verdict,in_the case.

) - wHE COURT-~ Eave you ever lieard of a so—culled
peremptory challenge of a juror?

THE DERENDANT: That is when you ~-= I heIieve in a
gase I‘was.tola you have 200 ~~ 20 peremptory challenges.

Which means, gou know, the prosgcution and the defendant

R

“each =~ thewproSecutlon ‘and the defendant, the other side,

both‘haveua chance to take -~ to eliminate so many jurors
because of céxtéin,‘you.know, of éﬁy of their feelings
that might cause it o be an unfaii Juxy.

THE COURT: Do you have to give any reason to excuse
a-juror‘pereﬁpgcrixy, thét.isk-as a perémptory challenge?

‘THE.DEEEﬁéﬁﬁﬁéu i;dén*t'believe\sb. I aw not sure
of that. | i

THE COHRi;  E@ié—litéle-proceduxe isn't supposed tpf
be a Bar exam or even A miﬁi:Bar exam. I don't expect you
to aﬁswar everyfqﬁestion right. A lot.of attorneys |
wouldg't,-";“

’ . i am gonaexﬁad just to £ind out how much yonu
do kaow from the manner in which you answer these
@esﬁions; o -‘
| | Az a matter of fact -- and I don't pretend to
answer-evéry one of these questions myself -- but just as

a matker of in#erest, in a caﬁiﬁal case, so-called capital

- ~CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES




290

io |

12 1
13 1.
.

16

17 |
% |
19
20
21
2
_ 5
25i’
26

S e

"know this is that gsort of case., BEREach side is entitled to

| 20 peremptory challenges, and then each individual jurox

there c¢ould conceivably be as many as 50 challenges ﬁhat

15 1

- it. I know that hearsay*is=what someone else says that

1 conspiracy it's allowed té bé brought into evidence.

case, of course you indicated on the guestionnaire you

has five geparate cl:xa-l’il.ee‘rx‘ges;.,a'..r

If all the defendants cah't agree to an
individual challenge, then there is no joint challenge,
but you'd still have your'ﬁive séparate challenges,

So in a case  where- you hive six defendants.

the defendants would.have‘among‘them jointly, and severallY:'
and the District Attorney would also have 50 challenges.

I just mention ﬁﬁis ~= T don*t intend to
comment. on each on of thege guestions, but I thought you
might like to know that. |

' Have you eveﬁ'heaxd.cf a so~called hearsay
rule? If you haven‘t-hea:&:pf.it I will spell it because
i§<may scam a.littié*éasier torviguaiize* Hwe»a»rws;aﬁy,
all ene word. o |

THE DEFENDANT: ' Well, T don't know any rules about

sSomeone said,

And I was told that under the charge of

If it was not -- if there was no conspiracy
charge hearsay evidence doea not have any -- does not have

any == is not used as evidence in a regular court hearing.
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—462
I believe that is correct.

THE COURT: Do you know of any other so-called
exceptions to the heabsay rule other than possibly in a
conspiracy? |

THE DEFENDANT: No, T don't. _

THE CQU'RT: Do you knqw whiat procedure you would -
follow if you wanted to f£iand ;mt what evidence the _
District At_:i;orney had against you other t-ha‘;_n what is in
the Grand Jury transcript? | .

Gf course, you would be entitled to read that
but do you know what procedure you would follow to fin&:
out anything else that the ﬁis';trict Attorney might be '
planning to uée in .eviaen_g;:e against yqu?‘

mﬂﬁ,nsésﬂnauwz " At this time, no, I don't.

THE Coﬁli'.'_h . And here again 'th';.s is not a trick
gquestion, I just wondered, have you heard of a case that
cameé down a A;::.duple of years agop called the .so-'-cal-],.ea
Witherspoon case; Witherspoon versus Illinois?

Does that namé of itself mean anything to you?

THE BE';‘E!E&SMT: No, it ﬁoes_not.

THE COURT: Do you have any impression ‘at_ this time
as to what sort of views a 'persoﬁ might have to have as to
capital punishment to prevernt him from gsitting on a jury if
the District. Attorney wanted to keep him off the jury? |

Bo you have any knowledge at all about that or
any belief?

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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- death penalty.

’ oy oo

 been brought out so far as inm the Public Defender’s office~~ |

2 other defendants involved in the case saying there was some

- conflict of some kind which would keep them from giving

| 3ustice.

f very well. .
1 simildxr, sonewhat similar discussion with one of the co-
: defendants in the case, and at that time I guoted a very
" worn out, much exhaustea phrase, a lawyer who represents

_; being his own lawyérvhas a fool for a lawyer.

- for thakt particular bit of philosophy is principally the

| lack of objeétivity'when you represent yourself.

THE DEFENDANT: I ¥Xnow that a juror -- when they are
interviewing jurors ~- the juror can be, I guess, could be

perempted from the jury if he would not balieve in the

THE CQURT: Have you lad any discussion with any of
the attorneys vou talked to about the principles of so—
called copflict of interest beotwecrn defendants?

THE DEFERDAN$: No, not actually between defendanté.
They had mentioned ﬁhat éonfliét,of interest —~ that has

kKind of relqtionship-between'something that would cauze a
THE COURT: Well, I“m:t:yiné'tq articulate and not

Just a few weeks age in this court iy had a

himself has a fool for a client.

Or the other way around, a person who insists onm

I wasn't really trying to be cute. The reason

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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-19
| 20 press and that's all, -
n
22 | ©of the defendants to claim that that defendant wasn't there
-2 | at all. L |
o

%5 | defepdant to claim that if he ot she was at the scene that

- ~

2% | what was done was aot cami{;?&ec’i"by that pexson.

. . - S

I recall a very well known criminal lawyer who

. represented himself 'i‘ix a diverce c¢aze once and I had the

misfortune to be the Judge in the case.

I xremember ci:ha: individuals who represented
themselves even with Iegal edqcat:ions ;i and no matter how
good a lawyer the&— pers.on'.is,, Jjust geems unable to detach
himself from his own ego ana to look at the matter
objecta.vely as a good- lawyar can.

Now, with referénce to-th:i;s.case it ig
entirely conceivable that it would be to the interest of
éne or more of the de_fe,ﬁdants to have a céertain type of
defense that the other defendant doesn't bave. One
defendant might have #n ‘--=-- .

I don't really krow verﬁ much about this case,
frankly. I Haven't read a.{gr'eai-. deal about it, I havent't
read the book that ong:a o.;‘. g’:ﬁa co-defendants is alldged to
have written. ' " ‘

: I haven't réa& the Grand Jury transcript.

S0 I know mos»i:ly wha.t has been in the public

It might very well be-in ths interests of one

-

It might be to the Interest of the other
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'It-might be iﬁ the interest of another o’
claxm'that e or sha wa& aompelled inko cnmmmtting any act
that.might have been cammitted*

I It‘maght.ba in the~1ﬂteresﬁs of a defendant to

-

blame anuther*deféndant ﬁor'what took place.

.y Tt
v

- Lo Snmetzmes it xs‘to the 1ntarest of all

éefénd&nta to ta?e the.ﬁame posmtlon, but quite often it

B e T, .'

ig fmr thgﬂgﬁ%exest oﬁ a aeﬁendant to claxm that no matter
what somebu&y else a;& that.thatjpartlcular defenﬁant

dl&n’é commxﬁ a erme.—‘

75i é:'f. Thatﬁs what We. mean,wheh we ﬂlscuss conflict

e = a -y
;.;',,'1?'~ L

of lnterest." o

-

ﬁhthout an attarney whu gives you in&ependent
19951 aavice ana.represents~you and is able to be
ob3active, it.oeems tenme to ba extremely difflcult to
decide whore there is a conflict.

Of ceursa, I have been talkxng, not asklng
questaons, but.ha“ anythmng that‘I have ﬁald made any
1m9regslen.as far as changlng any nf your vieus about
wheﬁhex or not you ohould.repreuenﬁ yeuxself; Miss '
Kfenw:nkal? o ‘

THE DEFENDANT: Ho, your Honor.

'ﬁﬂa-ﬁovﬁm: 3 don t thxnk I need ta ask any mare
éaéSﬁibﬁs; B .
‘; I‘feél‘tﬁaﬁ T am prepared to make a finaing-at
tﬁis- tine. ) a T

S~ ST 7T 7T CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1 Mr, Fitzgerald, is there anything that you
2 | ":-mu_ld,want to present? |
3 . | I haven't asked Mr. Stovitz whether there is
4 ‘éiﬁ‘.;any;éz-ing he would like to ask, and, of course, I will hear
e 5 .‘= '-f_zséi_ﬁ‘,ﬁ:t-s‘s Krenwinkel if she has anything further..
el v, ;M MR. PITZGERALD: May I have just a moment?
n‘;‘,«‘ ';1‘-;’;;?;' m_ THE COQURT: Of co;mse.
j ' §“‘- b ' . {& conversation was had between counsel
iy 9: i . 4nd the defendant,) J
“ 10 “ »- - MR, FITZGERALD: She would ask permiasion to address
4| the Court, | |
) 12*“.: < rHE éOBRED‘s Yes. - I may have some mora qnesi:ic';;ns‘
13 . after all. Why don't you go ahead, Miss Krenwinkel? I
~ 14 | will be Qerg happy to hear from vou. '
15 '}.‘HE DEFENDANT: ¥Your Honor, I just wish to say I do \
16 realize the 5&1;&::11;3; ©of the <rimes of which I aml charge&i, _ |
17 but I feel there is a lot of complications in the casé and
18 ‘; I do not wish to give up nmy voice, —
— 19 . 9HE COURT: That gounds almost exactly like what
?,0' Mr. Charles Manson said wvhen he was standing only ten
21 | feek from where you are only a few weeks ago.
22 1 ‘ Were those words perhaps suggested by him,
23 | Miss Krenwinkel? '
24 ) THE DEFENDANT: No, £hay were not.
25 ' MR, FITZGERAID: - She has from our initial visit
26 indicated a desire to retain some control which she

BN ' " CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES -
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&escribes as a voice iIn the c¢ase.

I take that to mean that she is, be¢au5e of the -
txeacherons and tremendous publicl ty in this case, and
because certain things in connection with her custody and
arrest, she is, I think, perhaps from her poin£ of view,
naturally distrustful of attqrnegs‘in spite of the fact
that they are officers of the éourﬁ.

and § think it is in that respeck that she

| wishes to retain control over her own destiny, so to speak;

that at some point during the trial an attorneg-éoes

something-that is not in her best intorests that she could

- have a way, a line of comunication with the Court

THR COURT: Well, let me ask just a few-additional

1 questions,-altﬁough'z have a pretty good idea what the

‘ answer would be, but the record should be clear.

OF course, it is implicit in what you have

indicated before that you have neéver crogs-examined a

' wWitness or even testified in court.

Do you know how tha Jury is informed of what -

o the law is so that it van make a decision after a case isg

§ submitted to a jury?

THE DEFERDART: No, I don*t -~ as of yet not being

able to e with any 1av beoks and only just a few

~cenferences with the lawyexrs whigh I spoke to - be unablé

to wmake, you know, any -- to discuss eVEryth;ng else., Also,

be vexry hard because I have not been allowed to take any

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| . Court and have your Honor and Misgvxrenwinkel listen,

 moment decides to bring in an attorney to represent her

23 |

notes or bring them back up with me to read or study,
which has made it very hard also.

PHE COURT: Have you lheard of -the sé-called
bifurcateizsystem that we use for trials in this state
where the penalty is possibly & death penalty?

' THE DEFENDANT: No, I haven't.

HMR. STOVITZ: May I be heaxd, your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes, Mr, Stovitz, ¥ will liSten.to-yﬁu.

MR, STOVITZ: AI would just like to speak to the
» I am sure counsel will explain to her that the
People will not gohény easiéruOn,her,because-éhe
represents herself. |

Secondly, I'd like it well known that in the

event that she desires to represent herself and at the last

that that attqrﬁey pfbbabiy seek a continuance and we will
oppose the continuancey that it is oux desire to have a
joint trial in this case,

- That there will be statements of other co-
defendants used in the case.,

Whether or not theg ¢ome within the congpiracy
exceéption, or whether they counld Be.blocked by the Aranda
Tule iq_quite a technical matter.

‘ And that the Peaplérwill insist upon going té
trial on March 30th, which is the date that the other

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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defendantg are set 'for,.

=

: ~ be the praéecutor, oxr at least one of the prosecutora in

Miss Krenwinkel?

&
k)

maka a rulz.ng in tha f::asa. ‘ -

17

decided otherwise it would he a gross abuse of my

TS

THE COURT: Thank you; Mr., Stovitx.
Does apything that Mr, Stovitz said, who will

the ¢ase, c¢ause any ébange in the views you expressed, -

THE. DEFENBAN‘I‘;‘ No, it does xiot, your Honor.
THE COURT: AI1 ri'ght: thank you.

I am xeaﬂy to make some ohs‘erva‘.::.ons and then

In my opinlon the defendant is an intelligent
young lady, of certainly bettér than average intelligence
the way she answers thé Court's guestions forf:hij.éhtlf,
'_Shé i.s nok evasive,; and I think she really does wish to
represent: hersslf. : o _. ' -

At the same time I feel i'n,- the éxercise of my
discretion —- in fadt, Ver:.‘z ‘frankly ¥ don’t think T have

even any discretion in tlils matter, I think if T have

discretion.
_ It is my fln&ing that the defen&ant. does not
have the conpetenty {:0 represent herself. )
She does not have competency to Qaive “-counselg
That if she did represent haiselﬁ it would
result in significant prejudice €0 herself. .

I have in mind the cases of the State Supreue

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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‘Court on this issue which T belicve to be controlling.

DaniéiS} Iifcal. Advance Reports at Page 1165. and
' specifically at Pag&é 1187 and 1188.

-1s.cex&a1n1y true in thig case, "~- and the

Specifically, the most recent cases axe People against

fhe Court has in mind the fact that in that

case there was a second defendant with an appérent
conflict of interest and a separate attorney.

| Here there are multiple defen&anfs, and from
the face of it and everything I know about the case there
is insapezablé conﬁlictuoﬁ interest between at least one
defendant and other defendants.

auxtxple counts =" I'm quoting from the case--~|

oo 1nvo1v1ng~h1gh1y technical points,” which

possibility of thé death penalty,” which is 11kew183
true in this case. _

" And the Danielsg case —- a&tuilly it is People
against Daniels and Simmons, two defendants, the Supreme
Court in holding that the trial Judge did not err in .
refﬁéihg_to:permit the defendantJtnk:ep:ésent-himgelﬁ,_
made the leléWing observation:

"When Simmons’ ignorance of rules of
procedure and evidence was added to this
picture —" @he'picture I have just guoted, which
is even more applicable in this case than it igs in the

Simmons ag& Daniels ¢asge, "~ the trial Couxt

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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' Flojﬁ\gnd one hamed ¥Milton. 4hat is in onme California

‘serious in that c&se, murdey and robbery, with tha

23

© could réasonably'conclnde that & miscarriageé
of justice might well result if he attempted
~_to conduct his qwn—&éfghse.
"HE-have‘pieviouslijoice& gur deéep
" concern to protect the‘right to the assist-
ance‘cf counsel agaiﬁat hasty and improvident
waiver.® -
I guote more rfecently the case of People

~ |

against Floyd. Again, that was two defendants, one named i

Reports 3d heginnihé-tﬁ& citation at Page 694, and -

specifically the material at Pages 703 and 704, the Court
points ocut; '
- “The Court had a&équate opportunity to
obseérve and to listeén to Milton, and adequate
ground to decide that he could not intelligently
waive the riqht.to«céﬁnSQI nor represent him-
Belf,* |

The Court points out that the charges were

prosecution seeking the death penalty, that the defendant
#as-énly 21 years of age at the time of trial, that he had
no prior adult recoxd of convictions, and had a tenth.or
claventh grade education: -

In Ehis case the defendant.,, I am sure, ls more

intelligent than #ilton and has had one semester of

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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T oany defenaant he represents in this case. -

| the decis:l.on in the Hilton case*

13

i-:s_ (I
L owm I
S
C 19

24 |

o 3 |

26 |

college, but otherwise the 3imi1a::ﬁ:y ig quite c¢lear.

In that case there was a plea of not guilty by
reason of insani‘ty. B

_In this case, without expressing any doubt as

to ‘anyqne-""s éanity ;s At séems to me that any :Lndepén;d'ent

‘ counsel would just be grossly negligent in his duties :if .

"- heé didn't at least request a psychlatric examination of

© e

I have yet to 3¢e a defendant who raquestaa a

psychiatric e:famlnat:.on oﬁ himself or herself. *‘ .,,"-

I want to quos;a the most s:.gnificant pa::t oﬁ

-

"Had a aefanélamt like Milton represented
h-iméeif in 2 death penalty ca_.se this Court
“would have been!;:’eé}uizea to Teverse any
' 'd_“v_é_':mvr{ri‘;-:t;l;onF_resu};{:ing from those procdeedings
baged on é_he-' fundamental denial of due process.
| - “There wag no fe,z::x:or in refusing to al_.iqw“
#ilton to represent himself.®
| Xn good épnscience I f£ind it impossible to.
allow tﬁis defendant to réepresent herself with the result-

ing s.ign—:i.fmant prejudice to herself , significant prejudice

: *:o the pmse&mtibn, in the event that there was a

convici::.an . becaise it would inevxtably have to be

reverseﬁ,,

The motion is denied.

Y -
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The Public Defender has previously been
appointed for a 1limited purpose, and at this time he is
appointed for all purpésés to represent the defendagt.'

. MR, FITZGERALD: We would waive a formal reading of
the Indictment and we are ready at this time ’t&*gnti&?;a

-

plea. - N I
’.l‘ﬂE COURT: T want to make one furi;lier ohaervation.
I don't want to prejudice the. Publ:t.c Daﬁender g
positian.in this case by saying anything’ gcod;ah;ut him,
. : If it is Mr, Fitdexalﬁ‘who is going to
represent you you will not find a better 1awyer anywhera.

.

I make that observation. ’_" _ © -
T don’t know if he is going to he th.e one to
xep:cesani: yom
That is af least a piece of dictum which
proba’hlvail-l do his position in the case no geood, but the
Court is saying something good about the Fublic Defender's
office. | |
| Lat*s proceed.

MR. STOVITZ: Patricia Krenwinkel, you are hereby
ﬁci:’:u_sed by- the Grand Jury Indictment No. A~-253156 of seven
counts of murder in ‘vi;olat:l;ox‘z of Section 187 of the Penal
co&e,_ and one count of conspiracy to comnit murder in
violation of Section 182 and 187 of the Penal Code, all
occurring on o:: abont Augnst 8th through Angust 1l0th of
1969.

~CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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1 'j,:ceading of ‘ﬁh“at Indictment?

e

L oF murder how do you plead, guilty or not guilty?

-3 Ay

| wurder as dlleged in Count VIII of the Indictment how do

pursuant to Penal Code Section 995 Subdivision 2 to
0 | dismiss the Indictment for lack of reasonable and probable

1 cause.

L ahange of venue wotion.

Your: attorney_ has beeniia:;&e_d- a copy of that
.Ih&ictmant tog:athar with a copy of the Grand Juny transcriptit

cénsisting of two wvolumes,

w-;,—-.
Y

. Counsel, does the defendant waive further

* ' ¥¥, PITUGERALD: The defendant hereby waives a formal
ieaﬁi‘ri?_:; of “the Indictment and she is ready at this time to
ante:: *& 9’1&m

- T

T MR. STOVITZ‘ Patricia Krenwinkel, to the seven counts:

r

Q

i " ' THE ﬁ}éf?EIIDM: Not gdiltyr your Honor.

=

- T

i7ME. STOVITZ: To the charge of conspiracy to commit
you now plead, guilty or not guilty? —

THE DEFENDANT: Not guilty.

HR. FITZGERALD: - We would at th;i.s time, your Honor,
lﬂce to notice for tvm rnotions.

The defendant at this tine would make & motion

Also, we would like to notice a motion
‘pursuant to Penal Code Section 1034 for removal of the

action from the County of Los Angeles to some other . county,

‘MR. STOVITZ: HMay I be heard; your Honor?

S e T "~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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- PHE COURT: Yes, I will hear yau,

I
-2 MR. STOVITZ: There is a Change of Venue Motion that
3 is now pending in Department 106 in connection with Linda
.4_|- Fasablan scheduled for March 10th, 1970.
E 75'*“’:‘ e May we, for the convenience of the Superior
i '-“(si1 COIII.'t - scheaule this motion at thaf: time or sometime
A earlier? n '
4| .7 | 7HR COURE: If there i& zio objéction vendered I
’;) ‘;zgala‘pmfer that in order to accommodate all parties that
-'1'0«_‘ th& matter be set in the same cou:c-t¢
: 11 ) ,..: - MR. FPITZGERALD: We have no ijection to gettiag it
RO anifaxch 10th.
13 ' Hmrever,, that is onl’y a week away and we have a
14 co,z_zsid‘e;:able amount of evidenge to review.
15 - | THE COURT: It may be sét over on a later date.
16 MR, rmzszm; Fine. '
17 | “THE COURT: How about the iollow:mg week? Continue
i8 | thig "lxl'.att_e‘r , s a matter of Fact?
19 ‘ . BIR, FITQGERALID-: Well, if the Court pleases, we have
20 no objection to your setting it in 106 on the 10th with .
21 | the Kasabian matter and would hopefully be ready, but we
22 | may not be. | N
23 THE COURT: That is agrceeable., No problem abouk a
24 | continuatce if you need one. _
25 Both motions are assigned to Department 106 .
% -

The mattexr is set fox trial --
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;leotlona are denied -- the matter 1s.sgtufor trial in
| ' pepartment 107 on’ March 30th with the eo-defendants—sgbject"
;: to any right you“may_have-to make-any'aPPrOPriaté;mptions

'if any are needed,

ii‘iﬁteﬁeste& in this case lzdve the courtredm.

- )
. . 'E.J.—,f’fg‘ -
- — e

In the event the trial is to proceed and the

#R. FITZGERALD: Thank you,
E mﬁﬁ‘éGURTF -Thank yon very“much.
_ VMR, STOVITZ2 Fhank you, your ﬁbnor. A
L ij&ﬂg:CQHRT: We will take a’ short revess while persons

b

(Whereupon, an adjournment wag taken

until Tuesday, March 30, 18706.)
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA; FRIDAY, MARCH 6, 1970, 2:10 P.M.
et i s

=000
(Upon the asbove date, the defendant
Manson appearing in propria persona, the
People being represented by Aaron Stovitz and
Vincent Bugliosi, Deputy District Attorneys
of Los Angeles County, the following proceedings
were had before the Honorable William B. Keene,

Judge Presiding in Department 107:)

THE COURT: All right. This case of People versus
Mansaon, I'1ll have the record reflect the appearance of the
defendant, the presence of both Mr. Stovitz and Mr.
Bugliosi. |
Mr. Manson, you've filed with this Court a
document on the 4th day of March, 1970; which you entitled

. a Notice of Mption ‘to Compel Reasonable and Effective

S 1

"Representatlon, Deposmtions and Commission for Modernization
- of Irial Procedure.

’Mw? ~'-ﬁ'. &hls is a document that consists of some

seventeen pages and someone has.apparently prepared for you

a memorandum of p01nts ‘and authoritmes-consxstlng of some

two pages -~ three, ;Pages, which 1 have read and considered.
You ask that the matter be set down in thia

| court for a heaxing -and that's kthe purpose for my setting

the matter in court this afternoon, Mr., Manson,
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However, your document filed in this court has

precipitated me to undertake a complete review of the file
in this case since I first met you in Department 100 back
in December of last year.

Have you read this motion, Mr. Manson?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Certainly I've read it.

THE COURT: Did you read it and understand it?

THE DEFENDART MANSON: These are bagically my
thoughts. Not as many words as I know: I am not capable
of making a motion gs good as this but basically this is my
thinking.

THE COURT: Can you actually read, Mr, Manson?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Certainly.

THE COURI; Can you?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Sure. |

THE COURT* And you can actually write; is that right}
© ‘| THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes. Not real good but I can.
You know, enough to get along.,

THE 'COURT: Let s take’ page five.

Do‘jpufhave a POPY of the document there?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Uh~huh.

THE COﬁRT: Take page five. Read me from line elght
through line twelve.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: From line eight through line
twelve,

That I ask the Court will you require under
the congideration of fairness and equality that the Deputy

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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District Attornmeys in charge of the trial be inesrcerated

for & period of time under the same circumstances that I

| have been subject to priox to their entering this ~- or,

‘éntering the courtroom,

MR, STOVITZ: I have the word “conditions,”™ your

| Honor, on line eleven rather than "circumstances."

THE COURT: That is good, Mr, Manson; except for
that one “condition™ == that one word, "condition.'

Are you serious in asking this Court that

':,qnestionz

THE DEFERDANT MANSON: I mentioned this in order for
the District Attorney and the courtioom to take a look
ﬁhrough my eyes. '

.\“ - You know, like the situation that I am in,
being héi in thejqbunty Jail, it is almost impossible for

£fer any sort of defense.

e The phone calls == I'm not privileged.with
phone calls.- it m.nqt privileged with anything but twenty-
five or thirty timas taking my clothes off a day, and my
atgention baing broke.about twenty or thirty times a day.

You know, Mr. Keene, I say this to the Court
in all sincerety. There ig’ a Goﬁstitution. You know, I
wasn't aware of the Consitution until I was arrested this

time. Andll look at the Constitution and I don't see the

Court nox the District Attorney protecting‘their'ConStituti%n.

I

It's not me that's on trial here as much as

“CieloDrive.COMARCH I VES .
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this Court isg on trial, also. It's on trial for the
atmosphere that's creéted in a procedure strucken mechanized
jail that is so mited down with procedures and security |
and -~ that you ean't -~ you can't move around, you can't
move around without the subliminal cffects and the under
effectg of the dehumanizing, "Stand over there. Not there,
over here. Get over there and take your clothes off. Do
this. No, you can't do that. Yeés, you can do this. No,
you can do this today but tomorrew we change the rule. You.
can't do that tomorrew. You can't bring witnesses in.

You can' t,pasu ‘that out. Let me vead that.” Anﬁ I say,
“I dan tAwant you to read thig.”" Andd they say, e read
averythxng that oes in and out,of here.

THE GOURT nr, Mhnson, let’ '8 LaLe page sixteen.,

Read me from line threa to. Line six.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON I think it would be a good
experience for the ﬁistxict;&tpoxney just to go in therxe
for a couple of days. He could see vhat pressures are
being administrated.

What Line, siz?

THE COURT: Three to line six. That's your third

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: That I respectfully request
that I be free to tiavel to any place I should deem fit |V
in preparing my defense consistent only with the minimum

necessary security precautions.
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THE COURT: You're serious im that request, also?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Serious in the respect that if
we all would be == if we would all be real with ourselves
and look at the publicity and look at the case and look
that I no longer have a defensive position, that anyone
that could possibly say that you could find a fair jury,

would be impartial himself to even make such a statement,

'}Aconsidering-of the over-all picture, I think it wouldn't

be unfair to offer some sort of bail, to offer some sort
6f freedom of -~ For example, I have three witnesses that
I am afraid to call into the County Jail. If I call them
into the County Jail, they're on inspection. And every
witness that I have called in the County Jail so far

Mr. Stovitz has taken the liberty to question and go over
with the witness anything that T may have said to that
person.

These people are #fraid, your Honor. They're
afraid. They're afraid of the case. They're afraid of the
situation: They're afraid of the publicity. They're
afraid of the name that I have. And it would take someone
with a very understanding of the long hairs and the
generation gaé to get to these people and talk with them
and ask, théhfto come in and offer their testimony. Now, I |
can’t send someone to do that.

‘EHE COURT:: All r:;.ghi., Hr, Manson. I am satisfied

in your taklng this time to rcad to me a couple of portions‘

1
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of this document that you £iled that you were, in fact,

serious when you signed this document and sent it to the
Court.

THE DEFENDAWT MANSOM: May I interject one more thing,
your Hornor?

THE CODRT: Lot me interject a few things here on
the record that I want to say.

As I indicated, Mr. Hanson, when I received
this document I read it and I was appalled that that type
of a document would be filed in a case cuch as this and
making those requedts, which I think to anybody were out-
landish.

Now, as a result of this, when I did read it,

T took the time to completely review the file im this case;»?w‘
as T have indicated to you, from the date that I first met
you back in December in Department 100. And I am sure you
will recall the number of times, and I trust that you will

recall the number of times that you were in Department 100

‘before I permitted you to act as your own attorney.

And yoﬁ were in -- to refresh your memory, as
a review of the file indicates to me; and I have gone over
it and made some noteés, that you were in the court on
December 1lth, Decembér 17th, December 22nd.

'Iﬁ a'review of the transeripts == I have not

:only,reviewéd the file, I have reviewed the transcripts of

what has been said by the Court, what has been sald by the

Ii‘
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various attormeys who appeared, and certainly what has been

said by you, and, &5 I say, the Court. I have read the
transcripts not only of what has transpired in my court
but also vhat has happened in the courts presided over by
Judge Dell and Judge Lucas.
THE DEFENDANT MAKSON: Your Honor =~=-
THE COURT: I wvant to reviev thig with you because
I want you to clearly understand --
' THE DEFENDANT MANSOM: Yeah, I think I can see where
you're headed.
THE COURT: You listen to me and if we wind up in
the game place, fine.
“ THE DEFERDANT MANSON: Okay.
&*% THE COURT: On December 22nd you indicated to me that
- December 29ndi._

‘ 'On.DéEember 24th, when I did grant you the pro
per privileges, this was after our many conversations about
the pitfalls that I felt that you werc going to Fall-fsto—
if I did permit you to go in pro per. I imploxed you at
that time not to take a step whilch T felt was z tragic step.
I went so far as appointing Mr. Joseph Ball to give you what

T considered to be'ééuhd advice, as I know lr. Ball's

| reputatﬁon,-ang'éftér all that I'm sure you will recall that

morning”yég and I had further conversation and I permitted

you at that timg to

act as your own attorney.

i F
=
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At that time T gave you, at your request, three

" weeks to enter your plea,

I gave you the transeript; at that time, of the
proceedings in front of the Grand Jury and then at that time.
I then came to Department 107 and Judge Dell was my

successor in the master calendar court.

Howevel, I have not lost contact with this case

I because I have had some further proceedings with it.

Now, after I left Department 100 and now again :

reviewing the file; I find that you filled on the 14th day oﬁﬂ

' Januaty a document thdt is --

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: T apologize.
THE. COURT: ~~ that is outlandish. You filed a motior

to associate fellow priconers. This was ruled on by Judge

Dell and I'm sure that Judge Dell restrained himself at the

time he made his ruling in that type of a document where you

sought to incorporate something that you called (X) Felo DE

SE (¥). The X's at that time wcre in parentheses,

| which somehow came out as The Family of Infinite Soul, Inc.

;At'fﬂat time other documents have been filed

T
- with the court prior to the time that you were in front of

f Judge Dell; and thie wag, the.three weeks that I gave you

AW N

o consider the transeript'and ehter your plea.

You signed a document indicating that you

- did not know how to type, that your grammar was lLimited. This

was in support Of your secking some Lype of a tape recorder. |

5
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| You wanted some type of a licensed investigator paid for by

| the County of Los 4ngeles after you told me that you had the
| funds to hire your own lawyer.

Judge Dell ruled on these motions that you had

j made, or someone had made on your behalf, which you signed,

You at that time requested an additional two

. weeks to plead to this charge. Judge Dell granted you that
+ additional two weeks, so you had a total of five weeks to

 study the transeript and enter your plea.

Now, five weeks later back on the 29th -~ 28th

‘day‘of January, you made another appearance in Department
| 100, and as I have indicated to you, I have recad your

| performance in court at that time, I have had a chance to

evaluate your appearance in Judge Dell's court, your
appearance in Judge Lucas's court; and, of course, I know of
your agppcarances over which I have presided.

Now, at that time. there weére othar documents

-~ that I have reviewed here that you filed. After Judge Dell

had denied for you the right to associate as counsel these
apparent inmates in the Los Angeles County Jail, you then

sought to &em@r¢égain to the indictment and you did so in

- ‘tHe naﬁe—éf-(k) Felo DE S8E (X) again.
N N You sioned ‘some document about the interviewing

t of WlﬁﬂgSSESu You fll@d soma type of a motion for pretrial

discovery. You. flleﬂ a writ of habeas corpus in which you

- put into that wrxt an . aLa, and that is you are also known

i
. <y
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das Jesus Chirist.

-

Thig vesd sisnod, olong with youw, by thesc

gentleson that I sscume are your fellow inmetes in the Los

. Angeles County Jail pro per rodule, Mossro. dash, ~ovehead,

Austin, Tounes, Collicr and Sheppard.
You cpeeifically at that time asked Judge Dell
- to pive you 2 motion under Section 995 of the Penal Gode.

Judge Dell, as I revicu the file; ruied on tuwo

| of vour motiong. He denied your demurrer. He gave you
| certain privileges in the pro per module above and beyond

those yhich arc granted to the usuwal prisonsr.

He told you that your motion for a pretrial
diccovery would hiave to be taken up with the trial court;

which is what the procedure of this court is, and he set

. for you in Judge Lucas's court on the 6th day of February

a writ of habeas corpus motion to be heard there. That's

~ the one where you put your name in along with your othex

 fellow members of the corporation, Family of Infinite Soul,

and set the 995 hearing.

wa, I have reviewed the file on Februaszy 6th,

| that's in 160, I thn: that was the first tiwme that you

- met Judgc Lucas.

; At Lhat tim° you came into court without any

1paper, you dwdn t have any peﬂclls, you didn't bave any books,

" and you told Judgenbgll (s;c) apparcnily that you just

got out of the disciplinary tank and you and Judge Lucas
, ST T

| BN __- ' 1

i
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i then had some proceedings which were recorded by the court
reporter, transcribed, and which I have read and congsidered.
I have read and considered that transcript.

How, you told Judge Lucas at that time, after

| having told Judge Dell that you wanted a motion under 995,

+ that you didn't want a motion undexr 995,
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: No; the motion for 995 was

{ suggested. I asked to demur the plea.

-,

THE GOURT: I won't take the time now, Mr. Manson,
to read to you what your words were in Judge Dell's court..

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I said I want one of those, toc

THE COURT: Yes. ALl right. Now, your performance

in that coyxt, after having told Judge Tiucas that you never

—asked_for.a 995, is, in my opinion, hopelessly inadequate

ey

as far as someonec who is charged with the charge that you

are charged with and the seriousness of this offense, and

| yet apparenqu it was Daye Shinn at this point becauss I

see hls 1etterhead his legal letterhead throughout the

flle, prepared for you and flled a motion to dismiss the
3 }
' Informatlon -m no disnigs the Indlctment undexr 995, and that

is about an gight-page motion that I have also read and

. . .
ot R

| considered. :° ...

You == In just reviewing what has happened to
you since I granted you pro per privilges, Mr. Manson, what
you've furned into as far as your court appearances are

concérned is some type of an errand boy where you take into
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the courtroom the various motions that are prepared for you
by people, and L don't know who has been preparing these

motions for you.

I o satigfied on the basis of what you toid

| me hcre, one, that you told me that you can read, that you

can read. 7T trugt that your ctutement is coxrect that you

| do undezstand what has becn filed, although I don't undet-
' gtand much of it.

At any rate -~ and the hearing that you had

‘with Judge Lucas, your motions vere denied, and then the next

--thing that ies in the file is scme document for discovery

that was signed by you and dated Februyary 3, and that's -=

| T don't know who prepared that for you, but that's also in
:'the file.

211 right. The next thing that I f£ind in the

\éééle as 1 go thrOﬁggrit is that I saw you on February 9th and

| at that time you madé several deszands totally inconsistent.

I tﬁin@'alﬁo indicative of your ability to represent your-
self. -

‘.-

LR LR : ' e

. You came into tﬁié'eﬁgrt and you demanded that

i we go to trial on.that date of February 9th. That's on one

4

hend. S
Pn the othFrAhand, at the same time you
demanded discovary,'which you got, This Court gave you more

discovery than you asked for, consigtertwith all other

| defendants in this case.
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 enter the plea on your own behalf when asked to do so by
' Judge Dell.,

1 proceedings in this coutt where the District Attorney stood

‘ court on the 30th day of March, and I didso, and the record
9reflects at that'timp your ina?ilmty to understand, I think,

1 many btimes, are called on behalf of both sides to a lawsuit.
1 Nothing unuéﬁal!in ﬁhaﬁfproéedﬁfe, although you certainly

{ in my reading of the transcript.

{ through i1t is your ineptness, again, I think clearly shown

" transcripts of proceedings that have gone on in this matter.

. 429
You asked for a change of venue. You asked fol

assogiate counsel, You asked for a dismissal. Yon gave

me notice that apother writ of Liabeas corpus would be filed

tomorrow and you wanted to engage meé in a question and

answer period as to the coxrreciness of Judge Dell entering

a plea of not gullty for you at the time that you would not

le set the matter for trial at that time in
this court on the 30th day of this month and your objections

to that were noted in the record, énd then we had the
up and called upon the various people who were in the back

of the courtroom who were potential witnesses and asked me

to ordex that those witnesses bz ordered to return to this

the concept that Wltnesses are not ‘People’s witnesses or
defendant's WLLaesses, ‘as $ugh, but certainly witnesses,
seemed to think so by your performance in court om that date |

The next thing that's in thé file in going

of your ability to act as an attorney in attempting to order |
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Here, again, having told the Court that you, in fact, had

| funds to hire a la awyer, although you subsequently filed

conflicting documents in that regard asking for a declara-

tion of indigency.

You did indeed file another petition for a

| weit of habeas corpus on February 1lith, and that's the one

. you told me was going to be f£iled on February 9th when you

were in this court on the one hand demanding that you go to
trial, on the othct hand demanding that you have a change of
venue, that you have dipcovetry,

On the petition for a writ of hebeas corpus
that I read and considered and sumnmarily ﬁenied; you
indicated to the Gourt in your peition, -snich you signed,
that you werc 1ncgpable of following the most fundamental

and rudlmentary rules and regulations of the Sheriff's

Office in runnlng the Los /ngeles County Jail.

; ‘ Th1n¢s such as eating. Things such as taking

PR

a«shower.:,And then you m&do a Puwgestion to Peter Pitchess,

et al, and to the CounLj of LDa Lngeles and the Superior

- Court that proceedlngs be es tablzshed in the Los Angeles
- County Jail for an ewldentlary hoaring everytime any one of

- the thousands of immates in the Los inpeles County JaiI

breaks a minor rule of that imstitution.
You talk in that petition for a writ: of

habeas corpus of manfiul hearts which must rebel. You talked

- about the glorlous leaders of the thirteen colonies, and
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where you asked for @ public opinion poll conducted of all

Los sngeles County, and then you vanted onc conducted of the

You said im the trenscript, "I trust that's the right word
o . " You.~= Unce again, réading the transcripts,

18

. will speak for itself.'” J/nd you have no further comments

-~ to Judge Luc¢as when he invited you to give him some

. 431
that petition for writ of habeas corpug was denied.

Going through the f£ile again you nest appeared

in the courtroom of Department 106, Judge Lucas, on the l6th

of Fcbruary.

The transcript in that procedurce consists of
some twenty-seéen pages, which I have rezd, and that
transcript‘rcflects your performance at that time.

Thig is the hearing that I trust that you recal

State of Galifornia at County expense.
Mext, you had the motion for a change of venue,

which at this point you termed as trivial, to use your word.’

that‘Ilwanf to use.”

,

L . ’ o ‘
it indicates that you can go into csurt, you can carry a

docunent prepared fpf you by soneone else and then when you
get into the courtroon yo& zén‘t pursue yourself -- or,
can't pursue’ the point zny furthér by any type of meaning-
ful, logical argusent aon that particulaf subject.

You say in thuge proceedings, "The document

indication, offer of proof, as to what you hod in nind as

far as the change of venue ds concerned.

1
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| all types that have been filed and signed by you.

- the request that they be filed in the name of the corporate
| family body that you and your fellow immates attempted to
| precipitated this hearing this afternoon, this seventeer-

glﬁead and considered and filed with this court in all’

'aany further° o R o

t point to respond because I-want to tell you what I bave
f»conclusions on.

1 have‘conclu&ed'based upon yout performance in Departmeﬁt 100,

| your performance in Department 106, and your performance

. as your own attorney, in pro per, I felt that I had a

{~constitutional obligation,

, 432
Next, we have motions to dismiss,; motions of

The most encouraging thing I found in the 1ate#

stages of your petitkons and motioms is that you had dropped-

structure.

And then finally we get to this document that |

page document which you have indicated to me that you have

te
i

seribusness; )
Mr: Manson, when I permitted you back in ==

THE DEFEﬂDﬁN” MANSON:, ﬁﬂg{Ivrespond before you go
THE COERT*- I dont tPink there's any point at this
concluded; tgl;;youi@Ehthiulpa;nt’what i'n basing my
T want to tell you, at this point; what 1

in Department 107.

4t the time that I permitited you to go amd act |
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| you are capable of making an intelligeht wailver of your

: right to act as an attorney, but there's a corollary that

| by what you'wve uttempted to do in these various courtrooms

'making that determination thdt you want to waive that

,‘constltutlonal rxght and act as your own attorney,

| eourtroons, that if you went to trial in a courtroom in
20 .

| those with which you are faced, it would be a fundamental,

absolute denial of dus process. And based upon what you

433
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: You still do.

THE COURI: To permit you -~ I agree. I have a
constitutional obligation to permit you to act as your own

attorney, if I am satisfied, based upon your conduct, that

goes with that, Mr., lianson, which I've always known, zond that|

is to observe your performance prior to trial, to determine

to determine whether ot not you ar¢, in fact, capable of

};,' New, in my review of the file and my review

of ypur conduct since I lnitlally permitted you to do so,
I am satlsfied that yéu eannot act as your own attorney.

T am sgtlsfied basod upon a complete review of
everything that.I have seen in this £ile, my personal

observations of you, my readin" your performances in other

front of a jury on charges as complex and as serious as

have done as far as your attempts to act as your own lawyex

it beccmes crystal clear to me and abundantly clear to me

f !
that you are incapable of acting as your own attorney. i-

Yow, this, incidentally, is not just my opinior

S
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I X have had occasion; as I felt that I must, to discuss your

? two members of this court that I highly respect, and it is

\their congldered judguent that you are ingapable of acting

| indicate that to them.

\-Gounty that you have appeoared in front of and we are all in

I unanimous agreement that it weuld be a fundamental violation

| your own attorney.

-will look tbrough my eyes and look through where I'm at in
| the situation.

give me three weeks to become an attorney.

States that 1 @ alloved ass

434

conduet in the courtrooms of Judge Dell and Judge Lucas,

as yaur own attorney amd that your performances and your

eonduct since the time I permitted you to do so clearly

Row, thoge are the only three judges in this

of due process if I permitted you to continue acting as

So in conclusion, Lir, lManson ««
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: You're going to conglude before
I get to say anything?
THE CQURT: 1 will permit you to be heard. Go ahead.
THE DEFENDANT MANSOW: The things that you've said
are the things that vou've said. I can't deny what you sa},

and I won't try. But again 1'l1l ask the Court if the Court

You give me three weeks. Very gracious, You

. .Now, nebody else will liclp me. I asked for
assistant counsel. It says in the Constitutlon of the United|

ist?nt counsel,
; Yo
! . '
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| that's all I've asked fox.

. jumble of words and confusion to make sense with it. To

| me, it doegn't make any sense.

*  THE DEFENDANL. MAISON:’ Let me finish.

~ 435
If your Honor -- if your Judge will remember,

1 told you that I didn't think I was capable of being a

layyer, that all T wanted to do was maintain my volce, and

Now, I wasd forced to toke the position of a
lewyer; and which it's all right i{f -~ rather than lose my
voice, I'1ll go pro per and I will do my best with the mumble

What it says in the Constitution, it doesn't
say the same thing in the law books. What it says im one
precedent, it's different on the next page. You know, from

day to day I wonder if you people know what you're doing.

You cast shadows on me and you say that I'm not

capable of defending myself., Sir, I cast shadows on you. 1
wonder if you're capable of knowing what it is to defend
yourself

THE COURT: I, lMansonm --

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Wafit a minute, now. Wait a
minute, _
THE Goqﬁr: Fr. Hanson ==~
THE DEFERDANT MANSON: I didn't interrupt you.
THE COURT: 1!r. Hanscon --
THE COURT: Mr. Manson == -
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I'm'a man, too, Mister.
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THE COURT: &i¥. Manson -~
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I have a voice. Do you hear

it?

THE COURZ: »Mr. Manson, this is one further

{ indication of your imability ~=

THE DEFENDANT LANSON: Yy inability.

THE COURT: -« to act as your own attorney.
THE DEFERDLNT MANSONH: Ny inability.

THE COURT: Because in this courtroom this Court

will dictate who will speak and when they will speak, and 1

 <wi11 indicate to you at this time, lMr. Manson, that those

rules will be heeded and when I speak, or when a judge of

this court speaks, you're to remein silent and you're not

 to tell the judge to wait for a minute. You're to listen

to the judge and he's to gpeak, and I'm not going to engage

i'with you, at this time, in any type of debating contest.

I've indicated to you what my observations are

. based upon this record, and this record is clear., A

transcript has been made of every proceedlng that has

of the co-deféndants.

THE DSFENDANT MANSON: Put the smbition that's in

7 .

!

THE COURT: Nﬁ. Manzson, your status, at this time,
of acting as youf own att®Tney is now vacated.

- ' v b i
i

r

y
/
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| document that I want ordered filed by the Sheriffs, three

' been in the Lo &ngeles County Jail pro pex tank.

| rules that we have provided or permit people to act as their

' now vacated. You are no longer acting as your own attorney,

| information contained in the file, that you are perhaps, as
| you allege, indigent. At least I will make that finding,
- that you do not have the funds to secure the services of

| an attorney. 4And if in the event there is any change in

| that 1 am about to appoint to rcopresent you, it will be
26 |

- . L e - s
- = "Q F

g . .“'!a - “"': ) B 437
' One othér thing I wanted to say and put in the

. =g

record, which I failg& tnidc, At my request, there is a
pages, indicating %hat Jour.conduct has been while you have

I think I failed to indicate that I wanted thaf
in the record, which alco reflects --

THE DEFENDAUT MAHSON: /Zn I bound and concluded?
THE COURYT: -~ your inability to abide by the very

own dttorney in the event they are capable of doing so.
Your status as =~

THE DEFERDANT MLNSOH: This doesn't mean anyﬁhing to
you, does it?

THE COURT: Youwr status, I, Manson, is now changed.

Your status as acting as your own attorney 1s

This Court will now find, based upon the

that, as far as any moncy expended by the Gunty of Los

Angeles, ingefar as your defence in paying for the attorney

equated in the future.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



22

10

11

12
13

14

15

16

17

18 |
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26
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| this time is a recognized hipghly capable trial lawyer and
I am golng to appoint him to represent you in this matter.

| Bis name 1s Charles Hollopeter.

. attorney of your own choosing is to be substituted in and

“ ™ 3 - ‘. ] .. " = \ .‘. ) = F—— - < 438 ’
N L _
' " at this time I am going to appoint an attorney

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I won't accept him.
THE COURT: That may' or may not be the case.
The attorney that I am golng to appoint at

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I won't accept him, your Honor
THE COURT: He will be your attorney of record.
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Sorry.
THE COURT: 1Mr., Manson we
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: You can kill me but you (
can't give me an attornmey. I won't take one.
THE COURT: He is golng to be your attorney and we
will proceed on that basis,
Mr. Manson, im the event -- you bhetter hear
me out --
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: You've thrown your own rules
away .
THE COURT: You better hear me out.
In the event that you select your own attorney
and in the event that you want to come into this eourt and

indicate to the Court that it is your personal wish that an

Mr. Hollopeter is to be substltuted out, I'll hcar that type
of motion, but that is the only type of motion I am going

\

r
g
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to hear. If you want to Select your attormey, you select

' the attorney and 1'1ll substitute IHr. Hollopeter out and

| substitute whatever attorney you select into this case.

Do you und%rstand that? Do you understand

. that you haue,that iiwhﬁ?

THE’ﬁEFENDANT (JANSON: X understand I have a right

tO Speg—k in my UWQ dcfenuC-\ i'v i .' ,"'. ]:..I f__, '__

THE GOURT: Do you, understand what I have told you

| about Mr. Hollopeter? Ha is nav'your attorney of record.

THE DEFENDANT MnNSDH%{ Uha?iy?u/§ay one day you

)
' .
£ &

THE COURT: Do you understand, also, that you have

| the right, if you want to choose an attormey, to come into

. this court and makea motion to substitute that attorney,

or attormeys, into the case. And if T £ind that that is a
valid request and they are attorneys who can handle this

case, I will certainly substitute them im and Mr. Hollopeter

- out.

‘THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Judge Keene, may 1 sincerely

-say something?

THE, COURT: I think that the hearing is now &t an

.~ end, Mr. Manson.

Mr. Hollopeter is your attorney. He will come

W,

- to see you in the Los Angeles County Jail.

3

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: There is no love in your
courtroom.

N
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- I want their names == !

- -couxtroom:
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THE COURX: Your status as a pro per -
. SANDY GOOD: You are a riockery of justice.
THE GOURT: -- is now revoked,
THE DEFENDANL MANSOH:; There is no God in this
cuurfnoom‘ - ‘

-t

. uCﬁIHEQINE‘SHARE: You are a mockery of justice.

B
-ty
. g™ et

.. MARK ROSS: . (Lbud laughter.). -
. o : b g bt . nr]

THE COURT: %Would you piease take those four people,
i R/
1

Ay

1 -;"A' .

¥ T ‘
: '

CATHERINE SHARE: There is no justice in the

Y Y s
» M A

TEE GOURI: I am poing to find that these four
people are in dirvect contempt of this Coutt. '
| CATHERINE SHARE: You said the court was over,
MARK ROSS: You said the court was over, your Honor.

We were under the impression you dismissed us.

A e e e e

SANDY GOOD: You wqyldn't let him spesk anymore, so
we can_speak.. ‘- T
’ fHE COURI: Iay I have, please, ypur name; the first|
young lady.

CATHERINE SHARE: OCatherine Share.

THE COURT: I find that you are in direct contempt

. of this Court by this outlandisgh outburst. I f£ind you in

contempt of thils Court e

CATHERINE SHARE: /nd everyonec,

“CieloDrive.COmMARCH I VES
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THE COURT: =-- and I sentence you at this time to

| five days in the Los Angeles County Jail,and I order you
‘rémanded to the custody of the Sheriff forthwith.

Now, your name,; with the beard?
MARK ROSS: With the beard? Mark Ross.
THE COURT: Mr. Ross, 1 fiﬁd that by your outlandish
conduct in this court, you are in direct contempt of this

| court.

- . 'MARK ROSS: I certainly am in c¢ontempt of this Court,
" THE COURT: I find that you arve so. I oxder that
you be remanded to the Los Angeles County Jail for five
days for being in direct contempt of this Court, and you are
remanded to the custody of the Shexiff.
Young lady, your name?
SANDY GOOD: Sanézﬂﬁgggiﬂﬁ

B e . ki bt g,

THE COURT: Sandy €ood, 1 find that byyur

- outlandish conduct in thig court; reported by the court
| reporter, that you are in direct contempt of this Court.

"And I order you remanded to the Los Angeles County Jail for

five days for being in contempt of this Court.
SANDY GOOD: All right. May I say your conduct has

| been most outlandish.

THE COURT: May I have your name, please?
CATHY GILLIS: Gathy Cillis, |
THE COURT: Did you say something? 1I'm not sure

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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give you the opportunity now to repeat it.
Did you say anything? I heard the other three

| but I didn't hear you. Did you say amnything to this Court?

1f you want to say -=- Tell me at this point
what you have to say. €o shead and say it.
CATHY GILLIS: I have nothing to say to you. .
THE COURT: ALl right. In your cage I'm not go sure

} whether you did say anything, you merely stood up with the

{ other three. 8o in your case at this point I will not
10

find that you are in contempt of this Court. I will excuse
&ou at this time from the courtroom.

In the event that you come back into this
courtroom, your conduct as a lady will be expected and you

will not, at any time, interrupt the proceedings of this

| Couxt,

You are now excused.

CATHY GILLIS: Thank you,
THE COURT: And I suggest that you walk out of the
courtroom at this time and mot make any further sgtatement.

You're now excused. Miss Gillis, would you

pleage leave the courtroom silently.

Court's inm recess.

(Whereupon, the proceedings wexre continued.)

2% . |..
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LOS ANGEIES, cahIFcBNZA,~mUESDAY,.MARaH 16, 1970
PEPARTMENT NO. 106 HON. MALCOIM M. LYCHS, JUDGE
FHE CQURT: Itll call the ma“i';ter of Linda !Ea:e;abiah
frss. | | o
| Iet the record show that ste 18 not :preéent, '
MR; FLEISCHMAN: That is correct, your Honor.
' BB your Honor 18 wware, ¥os. Kasabian is in
the hpspital, and we would llke fm ask that ihe- motion go

‘I'Iﬂ:‘: COURT: Mpr. Stovitz, 13 thay Aagre:eable with your i
MR. STOVITZ: Does your ﬁonor have any indicat_i-on
from Mr. Fitzgerald as to when he is going o schedule hig
motdion? -
THE COURT: I have recelved no notificatlon from
Hr, Fitzgerald. - |
MR. STOVITZ. I was :balking to him and he Baid that -
e would wish at least two weeks.
~ THE OOURT: Do you have any ijection to this -mo’cion‘
going over two w'eeka'?
MR. S’I.‘O‘\E'J'.TZr No, not &t all.
. THE CODRT: You say that the def‘endant is in the
hospltal? ,
MR. I"‘LEI.EiGHMM}I’r Yes, your Honor, we requested that
ahe be examined by the Jail physic:l:an and he has taken _
her %o ‘the hospital. That 'is the reason she iz unable to

CicloDrAve.cCOm AR CHTVES
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Department.
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,be here today.

THE COURP: Vexry well, we'll continue this matter

ver then uatil March the 24th at 9:00 A, M. In this

"A bench wanrant-‘ will be 1381;66 é,nd held for
Iinda Kasabiah to insure jurisdietion unbil that dete.
MR. FLEISCHMAN: At ézﬁo A. M. in thls Department?
' THE COURT: Yes, March 24th at 9:00 A. M. in this
Departmentm .
Mm FIEISGHMAN; Thank jrou, your Honor.
THE COURT: You ére weleome «

S, SO
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY , MARCH 11, 1970, 2:15 P.M. ‘(

e SO

~o0o=~
(The following proceedings were had in chambers:)
THE COURT: 1 want to put something on the record
at this time,

I want the record first to reflect that we

| axe in c¢hambers at this time and that the par tles that
:_até.heré~preseﬁt are at least some of the lawyers at this
;'poigt that are attorneys of record in the case that I have
~asked you to come down here on for the purpose of a hearing
'on a subétitution of attornéys that has been filed in this

case.

I will have the recoxd reflect that we have

here from the Office of the District Attorney lessrs:

| Stovitz and Bugliosi.

We have here on behalf of Susan Atkins at this

| time Richard Caballero and Daye Shinn who is asking this

1 Court to be substituted in as attorney of record.

We have Mr, Paul Fitzgerald here who is

- Tepresenting defendant Kremwinkel,

MR. FITZGERALD: That is correct.
THE GOURT: And we have Mr. Charles Hollopeter here
who at this point is representing Mr. Manson.

4As I understand the motion this.afternoon, it

1s a motion, insofar as Daye Shinn is concerned, to be

substituted in place and stead of Mr., Cazballero as the

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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- attorney of record for Susan Atkins, and I am going to have
a hearing shortly hereafter out in the courtroom for the
| purposé of ascertaining whether or not there is any

{ possibility of a conflict of interest occurring, Mr. Shinn,

in substituting you in as the attorney of record in light

attorney, and I note from the record and a review of the

on your legal sfationery in his behalf,

You also indicated to me at the time that you
and Mr, Caballero and the representative of the District
Attorney's Office came into court to file a written

substitution of attorneys that you had on at least one prior

occasion had a conversation with defendant Krenwinkel, and

- it 1s for that purpose that I asked her to be persomally

present so that she can be advised as to any possibility of
a conflict of interest and can personally waive it if that
is her frame of mind.

Now, in that regard, Mr. Hollopeter, what is

| the position of Mr, Manson? Is there going to be any

ﬂ‘; objection to Mr. Shinn being substituted in?

24

2

MR. HOLLOPETER: I don't think so, your Honor.
THE COURT: What about the position insofar as
éeféndaqt Krenwinkel is concerned?

MR. FITZGERALD: There is no objection.

o " ' A CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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THE COURT: All right. Now, the other thing that I
want to discuss with you gentlemen, and I think it need be

said at this point; I have been concerned recently with the

‘public statements that are being «- that have been made by
counsel in this matter to the press and to television, and
lmy purpose here at this point is to indicate that from here
-'on out I am going to give fair warning to all counsel in this
:case that any further deviations from this Order Re Publicity
|will be watched by this Court, and if I feel that thexe are
10 |any violéﬁiogs of this Order Re Publicity I will take the
Happfﬁpriate action that 7 think is necessary at this point
:Fo gusrantee a fair and impartial trial for both sides Qf

|this case. That 1s, the side of the People and the side of

the defendant -- defendants plural.

I obviously am in no position to monitor every

16 ftelevision show that occurs. 1 am in no position to read

all statements that may be made to the press. But I have a

feeling at this time that this order that you have each had

in this case is not being strictly adhered to and that there

lare == or at least there tends to be at this point certain

violations of this order. 4And my purpose at this point, to

make it crystal clear, is I am going to read this Order Re

Publicity to you and I want you gentlemen to listen to it and

11 am golng to attempt, at this polnt, to underline certain

phrases: that I think that you as officers of this court and

!attorneys of record in this matter must, of necessity, heed.

e a7

e A e ——

p
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Reading from the Order <- and so that there will

be no question, each and every one here has heard this order
because I am going to personally read it to you, an@_fram

.

here on out this order is going to be adhered to strictly

by‘é;éry‘attorngymperm$ﬁted~tafﬁom¢_into thiis case, or who is

The Order reads:
"It is apparent; and this Court is golng to
take judicial notice of the fact, that this case
has received extensive news media coverage as a
\dixect.result of its apparent public interest;
further, it is equally apparent to this Court by
reading various newspapers and weekly periodicals
that this news medisa coverage is not limited to the
County of Los Angeles, but hasg been extengive not
only in the entire State of California but in the
Nation:- as well, and of this fact the Court now takes
judicial notice. This Court is of the firm
conviction that the impossible taék of attempting to
choose between the constitutional guarantees of a
free press and fair trial need not be made, but that
they.arecompatible with some“reasonable
" restrictions lmposed upon pretrial publieity. It
further appears to the Court that the dissemination
by any means of public communication of aﬁy out-of -

court statements relating to this case may interfere

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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"with the constitutional right of the defendants to
a fair trial and disrupt the proper administration
of justice. Some of the defendants now being for
the first time before this Court, this Court now
exercises its jurisdiction and assumes its duty to
do everything within its constitutional powers to
make certain that each defendant does receive a
fair trial, and now issues the followlng orders, a
violation of which will be considered as a contempt
of this Court and will regult in appropﬁiate action
to punish for such contempt.

"It is the order of the Court that no parfy to
this action; nor any attorney connected with this
case as defense counsel or as prosecutor, nor any

other attorney associated with this case, nor any

 judicial attache or employee; nor any pubiic official

noﬁ holding office, including but not limited to any
éhief of police or any sheriff, who hzs obtained
information related to this action, which information
has not previously been disseminated to the public;
not any agent, deputy or employee of any such
persens, nor any grand juror, nor any withess having
appeared before the Grand Jury in this matter, nor
any person subpoenaed to testify at the trial of

this matter, shall release or authorize the release

for public dissemination of any purported

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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.eétrajudicial statement of the defendants relating

to this cage, nor shall any such persons releasea
authorize the release of any documents, exhibits, or
any evidence, the admissibility of which may have

to be determined by the Court, nor shall any such
person make any statement for public dissemination
as to the existence or possible existence of any
document, exhibit, or any other evidence, the
admissilibity of which may have to be determined by
the Court. Nor shall any such persons express

outside of court an opinion or make any comment for

public dissemination as to the weight, value or

effect of any evidence as tending to establish guilt
or innocence. Nor shall any such person make any
gtatement outside of court for public dissemination
as to the weight, value or effect of any testimony
that has been given, Nor shall any such persons
issue any statement for public dissemination as to
the identify of any prospective witness, or his
probable testimony, or the effect thereof. Nor ‘
shall any such person make any out=of=coutt
statement for public dissemilnation as to the weight,
value, source or effect of any purported evidence
alleged to have been accumulated as a result of the
investigation of this matter. WNor shall any such

person make any statement for public dissemination

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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"ag to the content, nature, substance, or effect of
any testimony which may be given in any proceeding
related to this matter, except that a witness may
discuss any matfer with any attorney of record or
agent thereof.

"This order does not include any of the
following:

"l. Factual statements of the accused person's
hame, agé; resldence; occupation and family status.

"2, The circumstances of the artrest, namely,
the timé and place of the arresgt, the identity of
the arresting and iavestigating officers and
agencies, and the length of the investigation.

'"3. The nature, substance, and the text of the.

charge, including a brief description of the offenses

charged;

"4. Quotations from, or any reference without
comment ,to, public records of the Court in the case,
or to other public records or communications
heretofore diSSeéinated to the public.

5. The scheduling and result of any stage of

 the judicial proceeding held in open court in an

open or public session.
"6. A request for assistance in obtaining

evidence.

"7. Any information as to ahy person not in-
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10 |
1
12

3 9

14

15

16
17
18 |

19

20
-2

22

23
24

25

452

"eustody who is soﬁght as a possilble suspect or ’
witness, nor any statement aimed at warning the
public of any possible danger as to such person
not in custody.

"8, A request for assistance in the obtaining
of evidence or the names of possible witnesses.

WFurther, this order is not intended to
preclude any witness from discussing any matter in
connection with the case with any of the attorneys
representing the defendant or the People, or any
representative of such attorneys.

"It is further the order of the Court that the
Grand Jury transcripts in this case not be disclosed
to any person (other than those specifically
mentioned in Penal Code Section 938.1) until ten
days after a4 copy thereof has been delivered by this
Court to each defendant named in the indictment;
provided, however; that if any defendant, during
such time, shall move the Court that such transecript,
or any portion thereof, not be available for public
inspection pending trial, such time shall be
extended subject to the Court's ruling on such
motion. _

"It is further ordered that a copy of this

ordexr be attached to any subpoena served on any

. witness in this matter, and that the return of

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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"service of the subpoena shall also include the
fact of service of a copy of this order.
"This order shall be in force until this
matter has been disposed of or until further order
of Court."

Now, I want you gentlemen, all of you gentlemen;

| T will have Mr. Reilner in, he is the only other attorney of
| record, along with Mr, Fleischman, have them come into court

| so that we can agailn for the record read it to them, from

here on ocut I will expect each and every attorney involved

in this case to heed this order strictly.

HR. HOLLOPETER: Your Honor, mzy the clerk furnish
us with a copy?

THE COURT: Yes, kMMr., Hollopeter. I believe you are
the only one who has not had an Order served upon you and I
will order that a copy of that Order be given to you,

HR. SHINN: I don't have a copy.

THE COURY: Mr. Shinn, you are not, at this point,
attorney of record.

I'nm sure baving been in this court on numerous
proceedings on behalf of your client in this case that you
were aware, were you not, of the Oxder?

'R, SHINN: To a certain extent.
HR. STUWITZ: Your Honor, there is an order re
publicity for witnesses, which i3 a tyo~page docUment, which

I believe is in the file, and if need be, we can make copies
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' of this twowpage order to be served upon the witnesses. I

| that rather than with the four~page document.

- who is going to be served in this matter.

{ warning. I am talking now to the prosecutors and I am

| talking now to each defense counsels

s ? T et s i cmate
| sold to one national publication, and I would respectfully
- 15 | point out that this court order which has been in effect
‘| Suparior Gourt is still in effect. That that transcript of
~the Grgnd Jury proceedings in this matter is not, at this
1-point, public and is not to bedisseminated to anyone by

‘| any officer, agent, or otherwise of this court.

| had a copy of the transeript of the Grand Jury proceeding:

| in your possession.
2

454
believe it would be much better to serve the witnesses with

THE COURY: Yes., Thatis the order of fhe Court

insofar as service of a copy of this order on each witness
As I have indicated, gentlemen, this is a fair
All right. Now, the second thing that concerns.

me is evidence here, some rumors, which have just come to

my attention that the transcript»oﬁ*thewexandhggfzwggggee&ings
W“w—-/

in this matter_is_being dissemiuggsiuand has, in fact, been |’
L_______._."-""""‘d W o \““4

-~

since this case first came into the jurisdiction of the

Mr. Shinn, I have heard rumors that you hay.

Are those rumors true?

MR. SHIBN: Yes, I have a copy.

THE COURT: Have you at any time, Mr. Shinn, you

L
/ L
£z
e
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yourself or any agent on your behalf attempted to sell the
;transcriﬁt of the Grand Jury proceedings in fthis case?

MR ?HIHNQ ot that I know of, your Honor.

1

' THE GUURY: ell, it's not a question of whether or

‘wt you know. Have you personally done so?

"'--'-_7 B —

e BUILLi:  Lio.

THE COURT: iave you sold & copy of the transcript
of this proceeding to anyone?

LR SHLW:  Ho, your lomor.

THE CUURT: %o your Lnopledge, has & copy of the
transeript of the Grand Jury proccedings in this mattexr been
' sold to anyoae?

bR SHIRW: ot to my knowledge, no.

THE COURT: «ond do you know of any agent, any persam,
who has been authorized or who had had a copy of the Grand
Jury proceedings who has sold it or attempted to sell 1t?

Al, BHLIE: Dot that I koo of, your Honox.

Wil CCURT: ‘lell, do you have aay information that
you can give to this Court zt this time so that I can learn
wanether or not, in fact; that hes cccurred?

M. SHINM: Well, the only information I can gilve
to the Court at this present time when I was walking into
jall onc day a voman stopped o and scid, ".re you Lr.
Shinn? I said, "Yes." Jhe gald, "I have a copy of the
Grand Jury trznsceipt that I'm cupposed te deliver to you,'

- because she was going into joil for forty-five days ond --
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THE COURT:

-MR. SHINN:

[ I don't kpaw. She

THE COURT:
cript of the Grand
MR. SHINN:
THE COURT:
MR, SHINN:
THE COURT:
MR. SHINN:
‘THE COﬁRT:
your possession?
MR. SHINN:
THE COURT:

MR. SHINN:

THE GOURT:

MR. SHINN:

THE COURT:
to anyone?

MR. SHINN:

THE COURT:

copies to anyone?

456
Golng into jail for what?
She was going to go in for something,

stated she was doing her time and she

; said; "y was. supposed to deliver this transcript to you.”

| That was not my copy. I've got my copy.

Where did you get a copy of the trans-
Jury proceeédings?

From Charlie. \/

By "Charlie," you mean Mr. Manson?

Mr. Manson.

He gave you a copy of: the transcript?
Yes.

You have maintained that transeript in

Yes. I've got it in my office.

You have not disseminated any coples ox

| furnished any copies of the Grand Jury proceedings to

- anyoney is that correct?

No. Ira Reiner has a copy.
He has a copy of the transcript?
Yes.

What other coples have you disseminated

That is the only one,

Have you attempted to disseminate any
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2 THE COUKT: Does soy other counsel here in chambers
3 | at this time have any information to give to this Court as

4 | to whether or not a copy <L this Grand Jury proceeding has

w

been sold or furnished or disseminzted to any publication
6 | which is going to publish thls traanscript?

mMr. Caballero?

E‘LLERQ: Mo, your Heoor. this is the tirst
| whas been lyiag in a

g out to oring it here
ys, and just

Shinn.

Jeter, do you have any

MR. SEETOM None at all.
THE COURT: 4nd, hr. fitzgerald, co you nave &oy
"information?

MR . FLIZGERALL: wo, 1 do not.

THE COUKT: {'m concerned because 1f these rumors
2 | are true that the transcripi is to ve publishec in a ;i

21 nativnal publication L zu counceraed witi wnetiner or aot

22 | that would affect tire tricl, aad [ cu asking eaghs

23 here as an ofglcer i the court to

2¢ | informatiocun you have as Lo whet:-
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which would be in direct violation of this order that 1
have previously issued and dated December 10, 1969.
| MR. STOVITZ: I had heard a rumor to this éffect

approximately a week ago from Mr. Gmpton of our office.

At that time I instituted somewhat of an investigation
wyself. ’
' We did receive the original transcript. We

made three copies. One copy was delivered over to Captain

| Hugh Brown of the Los Angeles Police Department so that he

could familiarize himself with the contents of the transcript

| and use it for the interviewing of witnesses.

Another copy has been used to give to Judge

" Lucas so that he could use it for the 995 motion, and the

third copy is in our office.
Now, Mr. Leon Salter of the Public Defender's

Office was furnished a copy of the Grand Jury transcript.
I believe he was furnished it by virtue of a court order
for discovery in the Beausolell case.
| ‘THE COURT: Mr. Salter has been authorized by this
Court to keep in his personal possegsion and to read a
copy of the transcript of the Grand Jury proceedings for
the purpose of learning whether or not there is any
information contained therein that would be of assistance
to him in the defense of defendant Beausoleil.

MR. STOVITZ: As far as my own self is concerned,

' I have not sold nor attempted to sell nor in any way

~
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contracted to sell a copy of the Grand Jury transcript to

anyone.,

THE COURT: Mr. Caballero, what ig the situation

| insofar as yourself is concerned as far as the transcript

of the -Grand Jury proceedings which was furnished to you?

MR, CABALLERO:. I believe I stated my position,
your Honor. Would you like me to restate it?

THE COURI: Please.

MR. CABALLERO: I stated -~ You asked if anybody
had heard about this and 1 said this is the first I had
heard about it, just now., My transcript has been kept in
the file in my office all this time until yesterday when 1

- removed 1t for the purpose of bringing it here because I

~ thought there would be a substitution of attorneys and I

wanted to give this to Mr. Shinn, so I left it in the brief-
case and brought it here today and gave it to Mr. Shina.
That is the extent of it. I have no knowledge that this
was ever even done.

THE COURT: Mr. Hollopeter, I take it you have
recelved a copy of the franscript of the Grand Jury
proceedings?

MR. HOLLOPETER: Yes, I've got the copy that I have,
which is now in my office. I obtained it from the jailor.
1t had begﬁ‘takenhfrom Mr. Manson when Mr. Manson lost his

pko per privileges. It was placed in property and on the

| £irst ocecasion I saw Mr. Manson I was given the transcript,
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- two volumes.

THE COURT: Thank you.
MR. BUGLIOSI: I have the D.A.'8& copy, the original,

| and it has been under lock and key ever since I received a

1 COPY»

THE COURT: Do you have any information to gilve to

! the Couft at this time about knowledge that a copy of the
transcriptof the Grand Jury proceedings has been sold fo

‘ a‘natiéhalvﬁangine?

MR. BUGLIOSI: No, youxr Honor.
. i 'THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, what is the situation

| as far as you are concerned?

‘MR, FITZGERALD: I also have no knowledge whatsoever. |
1 have been contacted by no one and authorized no one. I

have no information about any dissemination of the material

| contained in the transcript.

THE COURT: And I take it that you were glven a

- copy by Judge Dell?

MR. FITZGERALD: A copy, indeed.

THE COURT: And, Mr. Shinn, do you have any further
information to g;ve to the Court in regard to the
information that I have --

MR, SHINN: I ﬁave nothing further,

THE COURT: You are satisfied, then, that you have

" no further informétion.iu any way, shape or form to give

' to this Court as far as the dissemination of a copy of the

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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t transcript of the Grand Jury_proceediﬁgs is concerned?

MR. SHINN: That's right, your Hopor,
MR, FITZGERALD: 1 might laquire, this is the

| fikst time I had heard this rumor, I wonder if your Honor

would care to divulge the publication that reputedly --
THE COURT: Other than saying It is a national

publication at this time, no. I am going to pursue the

| matter further insofar as attempting to ferret out further

informetlon and see if this Court cam take the necessary
action if this rumor is true to enjoin the publication from
publishing the transcript of the Grand Jury proceedings.
MR; FITZGERALD: I might suggest that if that is

1 the case, your Honor, and you have a genuine suspilcion that

this is happening, perhaps agents from the publication

bught to be brought to court and your Homor ought to inquire

;'of them as;to the source or the lead.
o ‘ I_TﬁE COURT: 1 intend to make whatever inquiry I can
to determine wﬁether or not there ig any turth or fact in
this'tuﬁor because at this point the order 1s still in
effect; and insofar as defendant Watson is concerned, he
has not gone before this Court, the transcript at this point
is still sealed by this Court,

That is the only purpose that I wanted to hold
~th;!.smeeting with you gentlemen this afternoon. .

I have indicated that I will have thé other

f defendants involved in this matter come into chambérs and I

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




18

10
1 :

12 .

i3

14

15

17

3

19 |

20

21

22

23 |

24

25

26

6 |

will read to‘them the order once again.

1 am asking each and every lawyer who is in

| this case now to read the order and to adhere to the order
’kand any statements that you make in front of any TV cameXa

| you are to bear this order in mind, and if it comes’ to my

attention that anyone has violated this order, as I have

" indicated,; the appropriate action will be taken by this

| Court.

All right. Let's go out and order the
substitution. Thank you gentlemen.
(Whereupon; proceedings in chamberswere

conclided. )

462

?
!
:

?

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



10

11

- 12

13

14
s
16
A
18 I in court of the defendant Manson, represented by Charles
19 1 ‘
20
21 -
28 |

23

24

25 o

26

563

108 ANGELXS, CALLFORNIA; UEDNESDAY, MARCH 11, 1970 2:43 P.i.

(Upon the above date, the defendant

~000«

Monson appearing inm court with his counsel,
Charles Hollopeter, the defendant Krenwinkel
appearing in court with her counsel, Paul
Fitzgerald, the defendant Atkins ﬁppearing
in court with coungel Richard Caballecro and
Daye Shinn, the People being represented by
Aaron Stovitz and,béncent Bugliosi, Deputy
District Attorneys of Los Angeles County,
the following proceedings were hed in Department
107 before the Honorable TFilliam B, Keene,
Judge Presiding:)

THE COURT: All right. In this case of People versus)

. Manson, et al, I'll have the record reflect the appearance

Hallqpéte?ajhéfendant Susan Atkins, represented by Richard
Fabaxlé%o.

| Is your hame Putricxa Krcnmnkel9

THE DuPENDAﬂT KRENWINKEL ‘ Yes.

THE COURI. I'll have your appearance noted here in
court reprenented by deputy publlc defender Mr, Paul

Fitzgerald, “the presence of Mr. Bugliosi and Mr. Stovitz

1 from the District Attorney's Office.
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In this matter the matter has been calendared

in this court this afternoon for a motion which was filed

in writing by défendant Atkins, and, Mr. Caballero, would
you make the motion at this time.
MR. CABALLERO: Yes, your Honor.

In this case I have fileq with the Court a
formal motion signed by myself and my client and Mr. Daye
Shinn for substitution of attorneys, relieving me as attorney
of record for Miss Atkins and substituting in attorney Mr.
Shina,

I have no objection; my client has no
objection. I understand that Mr. Shinn is willing to

accept the assigmment as the attorney, your Honor, and I

record for defendant Susan Atkins.

THE COURT: Mr. Shinn, it 18 my understanding,
based upon the documents f£iled in this court and the
Stateménts*ﬁade to the Court by Mr. Caballero, that you

w | desire to be substituted in as attorney of record for Susan

Atkins; is that correct?

MR. SHINN: That is correct, your Honor.

THE COURT: 4And, Miss Atkins, is this your personal
desire?

‘THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes, it is.

THE COURT: Do you want Mr. Caballero to substitute

out as your attorney of record and you want Mr. Shinm to
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substitute in as your attorney of record?
THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes, I do.
THE COURT' Mr. thinn, would you please state to

- the Court, before I make a ruling at this time, as to the
| nature and extent of your contact with any other defendants
in this case before I order the substitution?

MR. SHINN: Yes, your Honor.
As to Patricia Rrenwinkel, I believe I visited

| her about once_gr twice, your Homoxr, and all during this

conversation, I believe It was about a half an hour, nothing
was discussed pertaining to the case or whether or not 1
should represent her,

And I diifgigit Mr. Mangon-for shout three

n..._,____'ﬂ‘,,.d“
- months, - and thasewv1sits'1asted for-about an hour, an
. - 8

et et -, "

hour and a half. And I did discuss various motions with Mr.

1, \___,_/‘/
‘Manson, and the Court is well aware of the fact that I did
17 | file some of the motions in his behalf, and that's the

- extent of my visits with Mr. Manson.

THE COURT: As an officer of this court, Mr. Shinn,
do you feel that there is any possibility, remote as it may

~ be, by your conduct within this case and your conduct --

your coptact with defendant Charles Manson and Patricia

Krenwinkel, that there would be any confliet of interest in
w

this matter as a result of that or those assoclations?

MR, SHINN. Abs%npt your Honor.
THE COURT: Mr. Hollopeter, is thiaugubstitution of
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| attorneys agreeable with you on behalf of defendant Manson?
| ox any comments that you want to make to the Court in

| reference to this possible conflict of interest?

| & comment,

. executed a letter directed to Peter .J. Pitchess, the Sheriff

.who is the commander of the Sybil Brand Institute at the

'grising -« well, it is an actisn that has been £iled by
.attorneys purporting to represent the estate of Leno
.‘LaBiancaa

2

466

MR. HOLLOPETER: Yes, your Honor, it's satisfactory.
THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, do you have any objection |

MR. FITZGERALD: I have no objection but I do have
On March the 6th of this year I caused to be
of Los Angeles County, to the attention of Captain Catpenter,

Los Angeles County Jail for Women,
| Paragraph two of that letter is as follows:
ﬁan March 4, 1970, Miss Krenwinkel was
served at the Los Angeles County Jail with a
Summons and Complaint for Wrongful Death,
filed in the Superior Court of the State of
California, under Civil No. 969326."
This is a wrongful death action allegedly

“"Miss Kremiinkel is presently without
gouﬁsel in this civil case, and in comnection
‘ifherewith.desires to speak with attorney Daye
Shinn."

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



10

_12

gt

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
2
22
23

24

b4

2

1]

%67
I personally saw that that letter was delivered
to Captain Carpenter. I also had a discussion with Mr.

Shinn .in regard to the nature of the conversation he was

| going to hold with my clieént.

Mr. Shinn informed me, and my client later

:'informed-me, that that interview consi «- that short

interview corsisted solely of aspects of representation in

the civil matter.

We have no objection to Mr. Shinn substituting

in as attorney of record for Susan Atkins, at this time.

! THE?QOURT: And you can see no ¢onflict of interest
'that could arise as far as ¥Mr. Shinn coming in as attorney
of "record forfSuéan Atkins in light of the civil action you
have now advised the Court of?

MR. FITZGERALD: That is correct.

‘ THE COURT: UWhat is your status, Mr, Shinn, insofar
as apny civil actions that may have been filed in any cases
involving the defendants who are named in this criminal case?

MR. SHINN: Well, your Honor, L am representing the
Family Jams, Incorporated.

THE COURY: You're representing what?

MR. SHINN: Family Jams.

THE COURT: What is the Family Jams?

MR. SHINN: It's a corporation set up to sell musle
and records and all of that.

THE COURT: What other representations have you

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| made or do you intend to make imsofar as any civil action

- is concerned?

| answered the complaint for the Family Jams, Incorporated,

1 which is the same complaint.

conflict of interest; ig that correct?

Ezprocedure‘iS‘this afternoon, to determine whether or not you
'.personally agree to Mr. Shinh coming in as the attorney of

.record .in this case on behalf of defendant Atkins.

| has had extensive condwt -- excuse me, extensive contact

 with defendant Manson.

| at length certain aspeets of this case with him, as well as
| thé aspects of a civil action that apparently is on file

'?in Los Angeles County.

¥ /‘\ﬁ‘ Wm
| possible—conflicts.of jnterest that could arisetd your
| detriment by permitting Mr. Shinn to substitute into this
‘| case as your attorney of record}/;

468

MR. SHINN: That is the only one and I told Miss
Kremyinkel that I may answer in het behalf because I

THE COURT: And you can conceive of no possible
MR. SHINN: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, Miss Atkins and Miss
Krenwinkel, I want you to clearly understand what this

Miss Atkins, as you have learned here in court

today, if you did not already know so, Mr. Shinn, in this case

He has interviewed him and apparently discussed

Now, this Court can conceive of many, many

i

PO
-
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There is the -= I just couldn't begin to relate

for you the number of possible conflicts of interest which

| could develop in this case because I do not, at this point,

want to go into any of the facts of this case.

Apparently you have been advised by your

| attorney, Mr. Caballero, and by Mr. Shinn, that there would

be no conflict of interest and you are willing to waive any
possible conflict of interest in this matter --
MR. CABALLERQO: May I interrupt the Court, your

Honox?

THE GOURT: <~ and agree, insofar as this Court
permitting Mr. Shinn to come in as your attormey of record?
Before you answer that, yes, Mr, Caballero?
MR. CABALLERO: I have not advised my client that
there would be no conflict. I have not gone into that with
‘her;’ I héue asked her to examine that carefully. My advice

j has not been that there would be no conflict of interest.

The Court’s comment should not be she has been advised by

- myself. Maybe by Mr, Shinn, but not by myself,

THE COURT: Then Mr. Shinn has advised you as to
that possibility, has he, Miss Atkins?

THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes, he has.

THE COURT: I didn't hear you.

THE. DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes, he has.

THE COURT: Now, for example, the Supreme Court of

this State has raised some serious guéstions as to the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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strategy that may, at this point, have been agreed upon by

| ¥Mr. Shinn and other attorneys who are now attorneys of

' point out to you.

.that may result in this matter andagree that ¥r. Shinn can

470
possible conflict of interest that could arise in a

situation such as this.

Statements may well have been made to Mr. Shinn
by one of the other defendants lnthis case in the course of
his discussions with elther lir. lManson or Miss Kremwinkel,
which could possibly affect his representation of you
in this case, This is just one possibility that I can cax~-
ceive of.

There is the other possibility of trial

record Iin this case.
There may be a change of attorneys of record in
this case in the future that could pose many problems, it

could pose many conflicts, These are just two that I can

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: How come you're against me? 9/
THE COURT: Wait a minute, Mr. MManson,
In this case, HMiss Atkins, 1 am pointing out
these possibliities to you.

Will you waive any possible conflict of interest

be youxr attorney of record?

- THE DEFEND/NT ATKINS: Yes.

THE COURT: All right, Mr. Manson, the same applies
to you., I want --
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THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I think we're all going to
need as much help as we can get.

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, let me explain to you that

. the same situtation is apparent to the Court in Mr. Shinn

' comiqg inmow at this point and representing one of the

othexr defendants in this matter, as you have heard, and 1

‘am_«- need nok relate to you the number of times because you

know the number of times that Mtr. Shinn has discussed the

::é3pects:of'this case with you.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Mr, Shinn is very clever. 1
like him. A
THE COURT: I dildn't hear you,
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I like Mr. Shinn.
‘There isn't anyone here I dislike.
THE COURT; What I am polnting out to you, Mr.

b ;.
. Manson, isthat the same possible conflict of interest which !

could bé to your detriment could well arise in this case

by my permitting the substitution of attorneys with Mr. Shinn

; coning into this case, Insofar as his représentation of

L

defendant Atkins, and I want you to understand that there-=- ;
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: You're making him'very !
uncomfortable. Could he go sit down?
THE COURI: - there is that possibility.
Do you personally waive any conflict of interes
that may develop in this case and do you personally consent

to my permitting Mr. Shinn to come in as attorney of record

1

(23
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{ for Miss Atkins?

THE DEFERDANT MANUSON: Well, are you going to shoot |
me? i
THE GOURL: I beg your pardon?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Are you going to shoot me?
THE COURT: UNo, I am not going to shoot you, Mr.
"Manson, but I'd like an aswer to the question, please. \

E.waive any possible conflict of interest that may develop in

Atkinsg --

| mad, with what I've dope to him.

22

472

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: What was the question?

e

THE COURT: The question was will youpersonally

' this case by permitting lixr. Shinn, after his contatt with
you, his discussions with you «-

THE DEFEND.HT MANSON: God bless me.

THE COURT: =~ in permitting him Lo represent Miss

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I hope he's not mad at me.

THE COURT: T beg your pardon?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I hope he's not mad at me.
I'm not mad at him. He should be mad at me, if anybody's

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, it's a simple process that
we're gsing through at this time.
I want you to understand that when you talk to
one 1awyen;'as apparently you have to Mr. Shinn, as
extensively as it may or may not have been, that you certainly

have told him something which may result in a detriment to

you if he comes in abd represents defendant Atkins at this
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1 | point.
2 Now, will you waive that conflict of interest
3 | and will youpersonally agree that he may comé& in as attorney
4 | of record for defendant Atkins?
5 THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Certainly. |
5 THE COURT: And you will waive any possible conflict of
7 | interest, Mr. Manson?
8 THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I couldn't think of any; unless
9 | it might be on his part. I hope it isn't.
10| .THE COURT: He has indicated to this Court that there
1 |'ds no conflict of interest, in his opinion.
2 | , I haye suggested to you, I have suggested to

.18 | Miss atkins, I cad conceive of many, many possible conflicts

-
Lo

14

15 The cobvlous one is whatever you may have sald

16 | to kir. Shinn in the course of his filing in this court many
Ry ‘documentsxon\ your behalf that if he now represents another
18 | defendant in t.h‘.l.s gase :.t could be detrimental to you. That
19 | is one possib:i.l:.ty.' ‘1 can't go into the others because I

20 | don't know that much about this case. 1I'm only asking

21 | whether or not you will wa:l.ve any possible conflict of
22 interest and perm:x.i: the Court i:o allow Mr. Shinn to come in
23 as a.ttoruey of record. J
B THE DEF]E:IJDANT MANSON: Cexrtainly.

% THE COURT: Your answer is that you will waive any

%- | possib le. conflict of interest?

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES



ﬁ
.s‘ _

S 10

n
12,
13 -
14

S

T 16

17
18

19

20 T

21

2z

23

2

% |

26

A % 0. el

| 1'd like clearly on the record.

| s THE DEFENDANT MANSON: In height maybe you're taller.

- " THE. DEFENDANT MANSON: In height, taller.

 represent a cow-defendant; is that correct?

- In fack, L.think he's vexry nice.

LWES* THE COURT: Beg your pardon?

~ to the question that I have now put,

474 .

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Certainly.
THE COURI: It is agfeeable with you that Mr, Shian,
although he has talked to you extensively, will now

THE DEFERDANT MANSOH: I don't dislike him, eithex.
THE COURT: @ir. Manson, your answer to my question i

T pointed out to you there's a possibility of
a conflict of interest in lx. Shinn coming into the case
representing Miss Atkins.

s

oy

V.

thkEBURy: That I am taller than you are?

THE ﬁE@gﬁbﬁlT MANSOH: In height maybe a little taller
than I am. That's all right with ne.
“THE GOURT: That's not really relevant, Mr., Manson,

Will you waive any possible conflict of interes|

by virtue of Mr. Shinn coming in and vepresenting Miss
Atkins?

THE DEFENDANT MaNSON: Sure. I think he will help
liiss Atkins, ‘

THE COURT: Your answer 1is, "'Sure ~& " what?

THE DEFENDANT MAHSON: Yes, sir., 1 think he will
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- interest or detriment to you by letting him come in at this

- detriment to you, any conflict of interest, in permitting

- him to come into this case?

| whether or not 1. Shinn should come in as the attorney of

| for filing in this case.

_thing about this case based upon what you have told him.

‘interest if I permit him to come in, It may be to your

help Miss Atkins.
THE COURT: You will waive any possible conflict of

point; is that right?
THE DEFENMDANT MANSOY: I have another question to
answer?

THE COURT: Yes. Do you waive any possible !

THE DEFENDANT MAMSON: Who makes the rules up here?
THE COURT: In this case I'm making theruling as to

record.  \

i
How, he's representing some apparent interes

of yours in some type of a civil action. i

He has also, as you well know, acted on \

your behalf by preparing for you various legal documents

He has discussed this case, I'm sure, at

length, or at least some aspects of it at length. :

‘He knows something about you. He knows some-

I have indicated to you, Mr., Manson, on several

occasions that I can conceive of a certain conflict of

detriment.

1

E75 |
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If you will personally waive any conflicts of

interest I will go on to the next defendant and see whether

[ or not she has any objection to kr. Shimn coming in.

iﬁlll you waive your -~ any possible conflict

' of interest that may result and gyree thet br., Shinn can

' now stop representing you and start to represent Miss Atkins?

THE DEFILDLETIAIL0N: 1 have a choice?
THE QCURT: Y¢s, you have a choice. Either MNr,
Shinn comes into this case with your personal consent to

represent lilss Atkins, or he doesn't.

Will youwive any possible conflict of interest,
| ¥irs Lanson, and agree that dx. Sinn can come into this
| case representing tliss Athins?

THE DEFEMDLINEMIISON: I agree. You know what? /_

Everybody can just get up and go somewhere else,

THE COURY: I beg your pardon?

THE DEFENDLLT IalIS0N: You can just all stand up and
gé somewhere else.

THE GOURT: i, lionsgon, let's get to the point, now.

48 L have indicatcd to you many times now, and |

I'm sure that you understand; there's a posgibility that

this could acecrue to your detrimont, this could be detrimenta

to you by letting hiwm come in now and start to represent.

another defendont,
THE DEFEWDANT MANSON: In other words, be can come in

- and shoot me.

Jowtc
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mef?

' possible conflict of interest, ilnsofar as you're concerned,

let's use another word, then.

coming into this case?

got to pet on with some other business that I have.

I'm not holding youthere.

- if you don't tell me at this point that you personally will
wailve any objection to him coming In to represent Miss

Atkins, I'm not going tou permit him to do so,

. pencil pointed at me now., I'm not going to ugree to

substitute out.
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THE COURT: That has nothing to do with it.

Will you waive any possible detriment, any

THE DEFEWDAHT MuNSUN: Words don't mean anything.

THE COURT: 1 beg your pardon?

THE DEFENDAWT MANSON: Words don't mean anything. f
THE COURT: 1l right. Do you have any objection;

THE DEFELDGIT MANSON: (bjection. Do you dislike

THE COURT: Do you have azny objection to Mr. Shinn

¥

You'll have to answer, lir. lanson, because I'ye

THE DEFENDANT ialiSuil:s 'ell, bhave them get up and

CHE COURY: Mr. Lanson, if you have any objection,

TUE DEFENDLNT MaBaOd: It's you that's got the

THE COURT: &ll right. You do not agree that he

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



10

)

2

13

4

15 ]

16

17

1B |

19

20

22

25 |

26

-

21

23

{ shall come in as attorney --

>represent Migs Atkins?

} I'11 take yours and you look at the Judge and I'll look at
| the Judge =«

| that I see him in. I have nothing against you whatsoever.

'Hanson, at this point ~=-
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THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Everybody's got their own thing
I can't tell anybody what to do. I ean't tell that man
‘up there what to do.

THE COURT: All right. I take it, then, that you do

pot at thls polint agree that this lawyer may come in to

‘THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Here. You take my glasses and .

THE GOURT: 1In this case; then, I -~
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: <~ and I'1l bet you see him

different than I do, and I'm not mad at him in either frame
THE CGURT: All right. I'm not satisfied, Nr.

THE DEFENDANT MANSO: Ckay. Lot me -

THE COURT: -« that you do not have an objection \
| to %x. Shinn coming in. And we are going to conclude the
hearing at this time and I am not going to permit the

substitution of attorpeys. Nr. Shinn will not comé in as

"attorney of record for iMigs [tkins unless you tell me right

now that'&ou have no objection and you will waive any
posgible conflict of interest.

: !

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: There is nothing wrong with |

you taking care of her; is that right? ;
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THE COURT: Mr. Manson, let me ask you one last

| time becadse I am not going to pursue this hearing any

'furthgr.

1f you do not tell me at this point that you

| have absolutely no objection to Mr. Shinn coming in as the
| attorney of record and that you willwaive any pogsible

conflict of interest, we are going to conclude the hearing
andMc. Gaballero will remain as the attorney of record
in this matter undex appointment by this court.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Wait a minute., 1Is the
policeman going to keep her locked up?

THE COURL: Mr. Manson, would you answer the
question, please?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I have no objection,

THE COURI: All right. Miss Krenwinkel, have you
understood what I have explained to Miss Atkins_and to Mr.
Manson?

THE DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Your Honor, I have no
objection,

THE COURT: Have you understood what I have told
the other two defendants in this case?

THE DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Yes.

THE COURT: Do you understand that there might be

soime possible detriment to you, there might be some possible

conflict in your case if I permit Mr. Shinn to come in?

Do you understand that?
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THE DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Yes, I do.
THE COURT: 4And you will waive any possible conflict

: and you personally will agree that he can come in as

| attorney of yecord?

THE DEFENDANT KRENJINKEL: Yes, surely.
THE COURY: People want to be heard in this matter?

MR. STOVITZ: 7The only point that I wanted to make,

| your Honor, is that since we were last in this court the
| Public Defender has made a motion for a change of venue,
| which 1s now set for March the 24th. Ve still have the trial

" date of March the 30th as the date set for trial.
12 |

1'd like to have the assurance of Mr. Shion

that whatever date is the date for trial, that he will be

prepared to go to trial and that if a continuance is

if he is not prepared, then that continuance will be one

| the defendants jointly, the three defendants here now, plus

Miss Van Houten, plus Linda Kagabian, at the same time.

{le would just like that fact to be known so
that there will not be any musical chairs played as far as
the trial date is concerned,

We would like to have that trial date arrived

| upon at the earliest possible time so that we can start

preparing for that trial date.
THE COURT: Mr. Hollopeter; let me hear from you in
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-just a minute.

What is your znswer to that question; Mr. Shinn?

FK. SHINH: Your Honor, it is my understanding that

the trial is now set for the 30th.

 THE QOURT: That's correct.
MR. SHINN: I informed Mr. Stovitz I would be ready

| to go to trial on the 30th.

THE COURT: You would be ready to go to trial on the

" 30th?

16 |

FR. SHINN: Yes, youxr Honor.
THE GOURT: Mr. Hollopeter, did you want to be heard?
¥R . HOLLOPETER: Your Honor; if I were to remain

silent T think it could be construed as acquiescing in

{ everything that the District Attiorney said.

I think it is entirely possible that Mr. Manson
will move this Court for & severance. I am not prepared to

make that motion at this tinme and I cannot at this time

;irepresent I will make that motion, but I suggest that it is

a distin¢t possibility. And that being the case, I want to

| put the District Attorney on notice that we are not standing

by silently and just assuming that this case will go to

trial as to all defendants necessarily.
. MR, FITZGERALD: I am, also, not acquiescing by
silence.
THE. COURT: Let me say this: Insofar as the trial

date is concerned, i1t will remain cet in this department on
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~the 30th day of Laxch.

L will znticipute, as fur av any counsel in

this matter is concerned, that in the event tast you

.anticipate any type of a motion,either for severaace or if

there is to be any motion for a continuance, that you advise

| this Court at the earliest possible date that you intend to

| make that or any other motions.

L4

k. Shinn, 1 am going to grant the request af

defendant Atkins. I am satisfied that she personzlly has

waived any possible conflict of iunterest that may develop.

I am satisfied that the other two defendants who are here

' in court have wailved any possible conflict of interest,

and I'1l pexmit you, at this point, to be substituted in
as attorney of record for deferndznt Atlkins.

kx, Caballero, you are now relileved as attorney

of reoord in this matter.

¥R, CABALLERuU: Thank you.

THE CJURT: 1 would gsk that you turn over to Mr.

- Shinn your copy of the transcript of the Crand Jury

- proceedings.

¥R. GABALLERO: , I havey; your Honowx.,

THE COURT: You will do so?

LER. CABALLERO; Yes, 1 did a few moments ago.
TEE COURT: You have already done so.

MR. SHIKKN: May I be henrd, your Honor?

THE COURT: Yes.
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MR. SHINN: Your Homor, it's my understanding that

in behalf of Susan Atkins there weére no motions filed and

I would ask at this time that we be permitted to file some

| motions before March the 30th, your Honor.

THE CQURT: Well, Mr. Shimn, you file any written

motions that you want with the Court. . I will rule on thenm

" as soon as I have them before me.

MR. SHINN: It's my understanding, then, that
other defendants have motions that are going to be heard on
March the 24th, I believe,

THE COURT: Well, file, Mr, Shinn, any written
motions that you want. Get it before me and I'll rule on it
as soon as I have it before me.

The matter is now adjourned.
The substitution of attorneys is granted.

THE DEFENDANT MANSOH: Your Honor, may I be heafd?

I've got three hundred gallons of gas in the

desert.

(Wheréupon, the proceedings on this

date were concluded,)
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(The following proceedings were had in
Department 100 before the Honorable George M.
M““QEEE, Judge Presiding:)
THE COURT: No. 10, Patricia Krenwinkel.

 All right. The record will indicate that

the defendant is present with her attorney, Mr. Paul

Fitzgerald of the Public Defender's Office.

I don't know if the District Attorney is
present. Mr. Bugliosi is here.

Well, in this matter the defendant filed
in Department 107, the trial court, an affidavit under
Section 170.6 of the Gode of Civil Procedure.

That was filed last Thursday, March 12th. It

,fwas filed in the statutory form set forth in that section

;'gfrthe.que-and was executed by Mr. Fitzgerald.

' Judge Keene informed me that the affidavit
had ‘been filed. He indicated to me that he had some

| doubt whether the affidavit was timely filed. And in view

of that fact, he preferred that I handle the matter in

it was timely, he would have granted the motion. And,
accordingly, it was transferred to this court.
I contacted Mr, Fitzgerald and indicated
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I had done gome research. I had some views which were

not absolutely firm views, by any means, and I asked him

whether he wanted to appear with-his client. He indicated
he had preferred to, so the matter was placed on our
calendar for today. _

I also notified the District Attorney to.
be present as well,

Under Section 170.6 of the Code of Civil

)-Procedure, although the form is that of alleging prejudice,

this is a pleceg of leglslation that has a long history.

- The purpose of the statute was to give an attorney or a

client a so-cazlled peremptory challenge against a judge.

There was a prioxr statute, Section 170.5, which was earlier
declared unconstitutional, inasmuch as it appeared that the
power to grant a peremptory challenge canhot constitutionally

be conferred by the Legislature and it had to be tied to

some ratlonal grounds, such as prejudice.

There is a provision under Section 170,

| subdivision 5, a separate statute of the Ccde of Civil

Procedure, which permits the presentation of actual

prejudice by a Judge in the manner set forth in that
2 |

statute, That's entirely distinct from Section 170.6.

if the affidavit -~ or ather, to be
exactly correct -~ if the motion to disqualify a Judge
under that section is timely made, and if it is

supported by an affidavit as required by that section,
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' whbm_the'motion_is directed has no jurisdiction to
proceed further. At the same time, if it is not timely,

: and/or both counsel on the matter before I express any

1 views and before I meke my ruling on the matter.

| eould be decided upon. There is a case which held that
14 |

| that if that issue were raised, and if the intent of

| coungel were otherwise clear, there would still be plenty
-{bf time to file a formal motion, either written or oral,
~and accordingly the issue will not be decided on the

2 |
‘motion. I'll assume that such motion is made at this
- time and that the absence of that motion would not be

crucial under the cixrcunstances, so that's no issue.

486

then the motion must be granted and the Judge agalnst

it may -- in fact, should be -- stricken from the files.
I‘ll be glad to hear the position of either

Mr: Fitzgerald, would you care to be
heard first, since you are the moving party?

I would say this: I don't decide cases
on technicalities, if I can avoid it, and I will not
decide this issue on the very technical ground that it

where an affidavit of this nature was filed in plenty of

time, but no motion was ever made to disqualify the

ground of the absence of an actual written or am oral

Go right ahead; Mr. Fitzgerald.
MR. FITZGERALD: Well, I'm somewhat in the dark
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as to the precise isgue involved. 1 am led to believe,

however, that it is the timeliness of the motion that is

 in lssue.

THE COURT: That's the issue; the only issue.
MR, FITZGERALD: I think it might be helpful to

: review just very basically the procedural history of the

case insofar as this defendant, Patricia Krenwinkel, is

- concerned.

My records indicate that on the 24th day
of February, 1970, the Public Defender was appointed to

represent Miss Krenwinkel for a rather limited purpose.

The matter was continued until the date of March the 3rd.

On March the 3rd in this court the Public Defender was

| appointed for all purposes. At that time a motion was

made pursuant to Penal Code Section 995, subdivision 2,

to dismiss the indictment, and also there was a motion

: prusuant to Penal Code Section 1033, to remove the

action from the County of Los Angeles. That matter was
set befqﬁe Judge Malcolm Lucas in Department 106 on
March 1pth.,

R On March l0th the matter was ¢ontinued,
And when I refgr to "the matter;" I'm talking about the

motion to dismiss the.indictment.

THE COURT: Haven't we just omitted onething,
Mr. Pitzgerald? Wasn't there a mot guilty plea also
on March 3rd?
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" MR. FITZGERALD: Yeazh, I'm sorry, your Homuor,

there certainly was. There was a plea of not guilty

| entered. The(mbtion to dismiss the ilndictment and the

motlon to change of venue wds set, ag well as the trial

date, There was a trial date set on March 30, 1970, in

.Department 107.

On March the 10th the motion to change

| venue and the motion to dismiss the indictment was

" ¢continued until March the 24th.

On March the 12th the affidavit heretofore
referred to was filed with the Clerk of the Court in
Department 107.
| Now; as I read 170.6 of the CCP, (2),
it appears that the relevant language is as follows:
"When the Judge assigned to try the
cause 1ls known at least ten days before the
date get for trial, the motion shall be made
at least five days before that date. If
directed to the trial of a cause where there
is a master calendar, the motion shall be
made to the Judge supervising the ma ster
caléndar not later than the time the cause
is assigned for trial."
Now, it was, and, of course, is, my under-
standing that the motion was timely filed. That is to say,
: that it was filed in Department 107, the trial court,
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18 days before the trial date, which is certainly five
days or more before the date of the trial hearing.

I might also note that there has been, to
my knowledge, as to this defendant, no contested issue of
law or fact litigated in Department 107,

Now, it is my contention that Department
100 of the Superior Court is not a4 master c¢alendar as

that term is used in the latter portion of 170.6 of the

 Givil Code of Procedute. And in support of that obgerva~

- tion, that Department 100 is not a master calendaz,

: I would like to quote very briefly from the case of

. Mowrer versus Supeirior Court in 3 Cal. App. 3rd, page 223,

and T am particularly reférxing to a footnote at the

bottom of page 226. This is a case not lnvolving an

 affidavit of prejudice. It is a case involving a contempt

matter. However, the Gourt in bank, and the Court is the
Second Distiict, Division 3 of the Distriet Court of
Appeal, stated as followss:

"Under the master calendar program
utilized in the central criminal courts in
Los Angeles County, three or four new cases
are pre-set on the dally calendar in each
criminal department between 30 to 60 days
from the date of the plea in the master
calendar court (Department 100).

"On the day set for trial each trial
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~¢continued cases that may or may not be on that particular
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"Judge calls his own calendar and tries to
dispose of the cases set in his court. If
he does; he is expected to call the officeﬂ
of the criminal courts coordinator for another
case. On the other band, if he is engaged in
trial, or for any reason cannot dispose of
all his cases, his clerk will advise the
office of the criminal courts coordinator,
‘? ﬁhd may then transfer the other cages to
| an open court.”
I might indicate that in my experience of
five years trying cases and appearing in this court,

as well as others, exclusively in the Central District

court and your Honor assigns cases here each day for
trial in trial departments. Frequently your Honor sets

three or four original trial matters in each criminal
In addition, each court has its own

day. In additiom, the Court has a calendar that may or

amy not consist of hearing motions pursuant to Penal

Code Section 995, 1538.5, and way also consigt of

trial matters.

It is frequently the case, and I think we
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' could all agreé that it is frequently the case, that a

| court to which a case ig assigned will not necessarily be

heard in that court because of our so-called overflow
system. AS & result of perhaps some court being engaged
in trial on the date set for trial, or for some other

reason, the matter might be veferred out to some other

{ judge or court. éonsequently,‘and the point is, I think,

that one does not know in advance who the trial judge may

" or may not be. In a sense, each individual trial court,
10 |

some 20-o0dd felony trial depaxtments, act as their awn

. mastexr calendar.

Now, in contradistinction to Department 1
of the Superior Coﬁrt, which, I think, acts as a quote
true unquote master calendar system wherein parties and
litigants, counsel and witnesses, appear in Department 1
for the day of trial., That's the civil master calendar.
And they are actually referred out to a judge.

Now, cexrtainly, were that the case, I
think an affidavit must be filed in the master calendar.
But I don't think that this court, Department 100, is a
master calendax.

Now, perhaps it would be improper for me
to state my opinion, or to state conclusions based on
the matter of experience. And if your Honor objects to

me making a statement, I have in advance contacted Harold

- Frediani, the Superior Court coordinator, who would be
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| willing to testify as to the practice and procedure in

regard to Department 100 and the filing of motions,
pursuant.to 170.6. 1 think, however, we c¢ould agree that

in almost ~--. the overwhelming majority of cages affidavits

‘| are filed in the trial depértmentsin Log Angeles.

How, 1t is our contention, and I would s0

state as an officer of the Court, that I, as Miss Kren~

‘winke? s counsel, moved as expeditiously as possible

-at the earliest possible opportunity after I made appear-

ances in the action and discovered the facts that

constituted the grounds for disqualification. And I was

frankly in quite a dilemma. I was afraid and I feared

legally that if any preliminary nmotions were made in

Department 100 before Judge Keene, that those matters

nay be contested by counsel for the plaintiff. If they

not lie at a later tinme,

So, acting out of an abundance of caution,
suspecting that Judge Keene might, indeed, be the trial
judge, although the case was simply assigned to his
court rather than to him perscnally, suspecting that he
might be the trial judge and not wanting to make any

preliminary motions before him, but yet faced with the

- trial date some three weeks away, I felt it ihcumbent

to £ile it at that time so that the matter could be

transierred to another court for various preliminary
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| respects as the one heretofore filed, except that it bears

" heard on this matter,

Deparfmént 100,

493
motions, including but not limited to discovery and other
preliminary motions.

1f the problem appears to be that the
affidavit was filed in the wrong court, I would at this
time offer to tender to the Court an affidavit pursuant

the date 16 March 1970, and the record certainly will
reflect that I am attempting to file that in Department
%00,
THE COURI: Very well. Thank you, Mr, Fitzgerald.
I wonder whether the People wish to be

MR. BUGLILOSI: People will. submit the matter,
your Honor.

THE GOURI: Well; I don't think it is necessary
to call Mr. Fredianl as a witness, nor is it necessary
to take any testimony from anybody else. The Court will
take judicial motice of the procedures utilized in
beparpmentvloo'and the procedures utilized in the trial
courts operating uﬁder the supervision of the judge in

I would make the following observations
as far as our procedure is concerned and what my under-
standing of the law is. Of course, the basig purposé

of Section 170.6, perverted though it may be from time
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to time, and I'm not referring to this case, is to enable

| each side, sometimes it's hard to tell just what a side

is, as the case of Pappa vs. Superior Court, but to enable

~gach side the opportunity to eliminate one judge rather
‘peremptorily without making any showing whatever excepting
"tﬁe sﬁbwiﬁg réquiré& under the statute, which is simply

i signing a form.

The purpo&e, of course, is to -- or, rather,

" to impiémént‘fhat purpose, it is desired that such motion
be made as expeditiously as possible.

Now, of course, it is correct that Departe
ment 100 and Department 1 do not operate in quite the
same way. For one thing, we don't have the space in
Department 100 that Department 1 does, and secondly, our
experience for the past few years in the criminal courts
indicates that a greater volume of cases can be disposed
of, that's both for the interest of the defendants and

the People and the taxpayers, by utilizing individual

| calendaré in each trial court than using simply one

calendar only from which all cases are sent out.

Nevertheless, I have never felt there was

" any doubt that this is a master calendar system.

In the case of People versus Genser, Gee-n-g-e-r

250 Cal. App. 2d, 351, the case was assigned from the

- then master calendar judge to Judge John Aliso.

Now, our procedure is customarily to assign
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cases to individual departments rather than specifying the
name of the judge. But with extended cases there is no
question as to who the judge is going to be unless he is
eliminated through a timely affidavit of prejudice or

. otherwise.

After the case had been assigned to Judge
Aiso, now Justice Aiso of the Court of Appeal, counsel
determined he wished to file a motion under Sectionm 170.6.
The Judge held that the affidavit was not promptly filed.
In holding that the trial judge was correct inm striking
the affidavit as pot timely filed, the Court of Appeal -~
I think I'1l quote ~-=- the Court of Appeal made the

following observation:

"At bench no affidavit was filed at time
of assigmment in the master calendar departwént
and in spite of the conference after assigmment
between all counsel and the judge, at which
conference the grounds later asserted as indica-
tive of pre]udice were made clear, no motlon
for disqualification was made until after part
of two days was spent hearing motions and
selecting the jury."

Under the Genéer case there 1s more than

one issue involved, so it is not quite a case of entrusting
one clear express precedent which is identical with this

particular case. But certainly one of the grounds relied
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| on by trial court, ormther by the Court of Appeal, is

. the matter of making the motion in the master calendar

court prior to the time that the case is assigned for

1 trial,

There are several other cases that appear

| to reach the same result. In most cases the issue is

| ‘not expressly ralsed because most judges, once an

affidavit is filed, would just as sooh not hear the case;

| Whether or not there is any grounds at all, there are

plenty of other cases to hear and he might just as well
try another case as strike the affidavit.

I would cite, though, as similar cases,

f'Peoplé-Vegsﬁs Hernandez, 242 Cal. App. 2d, 351, in which
the Court relies, in holding that the affidavit was not

timely, when the motlon to disqualify is made, the motion
shall bg made to the judge supervising the master calendar

" not later than the time that the cause is assigned for

trial.

There is the case of People against Kennedy,

. 256 Cal, App.2d, 755, a San Diego County case, in which

a similar result was made, and in this case, somewhat

- more analogous to our present facts inasmuch as on

April the 18th, 1966, the case was assigned out by the
master ¢?lendar judge as of Jume the 3rd and the Court
held that the affidavit was not timely filed nor the
motion promptly £iled.
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In this case I would certainly grant that

the affidavit is more timely filed and the motion more

timely filed than in most of the appellate cases. Never-
the less, it is my view that the motion is npot timely
filed. '

I will make a few observations but I am
going to hold that the affidavit and motion are not timely
filed dand that the affidavit is to be stricken.

MR. FITZGERALD: I wonder if I might answer at
least one item that you -~

THE COURT: There isn't anything to answer at
this point, Mr. Fitzgerald. I gave you an opportunity to
explain your position, I have explained mine. I am going
to strike the affidavit. I am going to tell you why I've

done it. 1I've already donme so im part, butl think it

 accomplishes nothing at this point because 1 have no

intention of changing my ruling. I am golng to point out
some of the consequerices that impel me to this decision.

I am going to contrast some of the matters that you have

| mentioned with the practice that I've experienced. But

I do not intend to change my ruling.

'l would agree with your statement to the

. extent that at least in many cases where a motion is

' made to disqualify a judge the motion is made in the

trial court., One reason that those motlong are entertalned,

| ag I've indicated, and this is based on my own personal
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experience, is the weight of business. Another reason is

when 2 motion may legitimately be made in a trial court,

' because our procedure is to change assignments at the

~end of the year.

So it is certainly understandable and

highly proper that if the case were assigned to Department --

- we will pick a fictitious department -- Department 125

toward the end of the year, when it wasn't known who was

going to be in Department 125, or where the case was

| ‘continued to a date when the judge had changed, that the
| attorney wishing to make the motion would never have had
_ @ chance to challenge that particular judge.

As far as my practice is concerned, it's
been ﬁniform. I have refused to honor an affidavit and
the'mdtionffiled in a trial court where it was directed
égainst me where I have been the judge from the time that

the motion -« where I have been the judge from the time

- that the case was originally assigned, as was discernible

from official county and court recards, and where I have
remained the judge right up to the time that the motion
was made.

There is only one case in which I have
honored such a motion and that was due to a very technical

question on whether I was actually the trial judge, since

- the term “set for trial," is used in the statute, or

whether I was only hearing a motion. In that case I

= |
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' construed the terminology liberally and I permitted the

| motion to be made. That's the only one,

' as I'm sure you know, but I have refused to honor any

others because I felt that they were not timely.

beginning. I feel that if I honor this particular

 will make it almost impossible to predict who the judge

1 that situation and I'm mot drawing any conclusions about

499

Not that there have been that many motions,

As far as this case is concerned, there
has bgen no question from the beginning, and this is the
last defendant so far to enter her plea, there have been
five defendants in which she has been the last, there has
been no question as to who the trial judge is going to be.
So it is not just a case of not knowing who

the judge was going to be. 1It's been Judge Keene from the

challenge -~ I don’t believe that I am required to under
the law -- then I think we will have a situation which

is golng to be.
Mr. Manson may be ln a special circumstance.

He has had a change of counsel. I just don't know about

somebody else who has change of counsel. I don't know
because there is no law whatever on the issue of what
happens when-a change of counsel takes place.

But as to a case where after four prior

defendants have been assigned to the same court, same

‘CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| defendant for trial, same date, and a fifth defendant

- does not make a motion in the master calendar court,

knowing who the trial judge is going to be, it isg my
view that such motion is not timely, it must be

1 stricken, and it is stiicken on the Court's own motion.

The mattexr is returned to the calendars

. of Departments 106 and 107 for further proceedings in

those courts as previously set.

I would recommend that if counsel seriously
disagrees with the Court's position; that a writ of
mandate or writ of prohibition, and the courts recognize

either, be filed with the Appellate Court at the earliest

~ possible time.

We will take a very short recess while

those personsg interested in only this case have an

'| opportunity to ¢lear the courtroom and then we will

proceed on the other matters on the Court's calendar,
(Whereupon, at 11:55 the above~entitled
proceedings were concluded and adjourned on

this date.)

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES




10

i1
2 |
13
14

15

16

17 |
. |
19;
20 :
a |
22
23,
2%

25

#

501 |

1L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNI4A; THURSDAY, MARGH 19, 1970, 9:30 A.M.

=~000=
(Upon the above date, the defendant

Manson bedng: present with counsel, Charles
ey, " M*"MMW

{ﬂglloaetaghgéémgggald Hughes, the defendants

T T e T

' Leslie Van Houten apd Susan Atkins being
present with counsel Ira Reiner, the
‘defendant Patricia Krenwinkel being present
with counsel Paul Fitzgerald, Deputy Public
Defender of Los Angeles County, the People
being represented by Aaren Stovitz, Deputy
pistrict Attorney of Los Angeles County, the
following proceedings were had.in Department
107 before the Honorable William B. Keene,
Judge Presiding:)

THE COURT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen.

All right, This case of People versus Manson,

et al, I'll have the record reflect the appearance of

defendant Manson represented by his attorney, Mr. Hollopeter, |

defendant Krenwinkel represented by Deputy Public Defender

Paul Fitzgerald, defendant Atkins is present and,Mr. Reiner,

only you and Mr, Shinn have agreed that you can represent

‘ Miss Atkins; is that correct?

MR. REINER: That is cokrect, your Honor.

1 it's my understanding that for the purpose of this hearing

"CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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THE COURT: Is that agreeable withyou, Miss Atkilas,
that Mr. Reiner, for the purposes of this hearing only, will
represent you in this matter?

THE DEFENDANT ATKINS: Yes.

THE COURT: And also have the récord reflect the

appearance of defendant Van Houten represented by her attorney

Mi. Ira Reiner.

This matter is in this court at this time for
some motions that have been filed initially on behalf of
defendant Manson.

There ig a notice of a motipn for a psychiatric

. examination of this defendant filed in writing with a

declaration of Mr. Hollopeter indicating that the examination
is asked for pursuant to Section 730 of the Evidence Code
and 1017 of the Evidence Code.
Mr. Hollopeter, that motion will be granted.
The Court will appoint Dr., Abe to conduct that

'psychiatric examination of the defendant. That examination

will be pursuant to Section 730 and 1017 of the Evidence

Code. That will be a confidential report rendered only to

cyou.

I will ask Dr. Abe to examine the deferidant in

our form pursuant to numbers -~ ouf Superior Court fomm

The questions I will ask Dr. Abe to report to
you will be No. 2, No. 5, No.6, No. 7, No. 8, specific

_intent to commit murder, No. 9, 10, 11 and 12.

‘CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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MR. STOVITZ: Was that 9, your Honox?

THE COURT: 9, 10, 11; 12. Nos. 2, 5, 6 and 7 and 8.

MR. HOLLOPETER: Your Honor, do those include a

_ determination as to pregent sanity?

THE COURY: Yes. Ynis is a 1026 P.C. exemination,

its a 10 -~ 1363 ux&minatioh; and it'y whether or not the

‘défeadént had the speeific intent -- pmental capacity to
| form the specific intent to commit murder. Did the defendant

- at the timefof the coumisaion of the alleged offense have

the mental capacity to dellberate and to premeditate and

to harbor mallce. Further, did the defendant have the mental

capacity to meaningfully and watucely reflect upon the

gravity of nis contemplated actg, und, if so, to what extent

could he so reflect,
Toe form guestions, I thiok, will suffice for
your purpose.
48 I have indicated, that will be a confiden-
tial report by Dr. Abe to you and to you alone.
MR. HOLLOPEIER: Thanlk you,
fHE COURT: 41l right. There are two other motions

. now before the Court.

There is a notion for a soverance --
THE DSFEHDANT MAMZON: Your Honor, may I speak, pleas
THE COURT: Just let we £inich, Yr. Manson.
THE DEFEND.AT MINSON: I would like to change
this counsel beforc thess wotions jo any furthor because

T haven't agrecd with any of the notions and I asked him not

1wy
=D,
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to file the motions, so at this time I would like to change

| eounsel.

THE COURT: What is your motion in that regard?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I £ind it hard in my under-

standing to conceive one man representing another. I think a

| man represents himself, if be is a man.

I've tried to convey and establish a reality
with this Court and it's been very hard. 1It's to the point

to where I failed to acknowledge you the last time I was

1 in court because the time before last you failed to

acknowledge me, and in order for this Court to come to a

thought and to establish any kind of justlce according to

this Constitution, you know, we must establish a reality
| between the both of us.

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, just tell me this one thing.

' Do you have an attorney that you are asking this Court to

substitute in as attorney of record in this matter?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: If I'mlforeed with an attorney,
I don't want an attorney. I would like to represent myself,
THE COURT: We've been through all that,lt. Manson.
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yeah, I realize that. I would
like Mr. Reiner to'help me obtaln my pro per status back
once again. ’
THE COURT: That motion is denied. _
ALL right., Now, there is a notice for a motion

for a continuance in this matter that has been asked for on

1
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| behalf of defendant Manson and, also, Mr. Fitzgerald, you

1 join in Mr. Hollopeter's motion to continue the mattér.

I Atkins are concerned?

j.Atkins, in talking to Mr. Shinm, he has indicated that he

, the’ﬁourt? '

-| he does not have a motion before this (urt for a contihuance.

I tion. He is not, at this time, making a motion for a continud
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have filed a notice for a motion for a continuance on behalf
of defendant Kremwinkel; is that correct?

MR. FITZGERALD: That is correct. 1'd like to

THE COURT: Mr. Reiner, what is your position insofar

as defendants Van Houten and Kremwinkel -< Van Houten and
MR. REINER: Your Honor, with respect to defendant

does not have a motion before the Court for a continuance
so we would not take a pesition on that..

' THE COURT: You say he does not have a motion before
MR, REINER: I have been informed by Mr. Shinn that

THE COURT: Did he indicate to you whether or not he
personally has any objection to a continuance?

MR. REINER: We didn't_go that far in the conversas

anée and if he intends to make a motion he will do so vexy
shortly. But at this pdint he has not made a motion and
does not intend making one.

THE COURT: What about defendant Van Houten?

MR. REINER: With resdpect to Miss Van Houten, we do

not have a motion before the Court nor do we intend ~- a8 of
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presently set in Santa Monica.

1 1970, in the case of People versus Steve Grogan, A110922, now

| would take about two to three weeks. 1If the case were tao

| be continued that he would like this case continued to

. case.

1 am appearing on behalf of Mr. Shinn and these were Mr.

| written motion that you desire approximately thirty days to
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MR, STOVITZ: 1 spoke with Mr. Shinn yesterday, your
Honor, at approximately 3:00 o'clock. He told me that he
wanted a continuance in this case. That he is set for trial

on April 23, 1970, in Miss Atkins' case, A58031 (sic), now
He is also set for trial om March the 26th,

set in Van Nuys.
He stated that the Steve Grogan case would take

approximately four to five days. That the Atkins case

either around April the 20th or some time after the Atkins

MR. REINER: Your Honor, if I may be heard on that.
The conversation that I had with Mr. Shinn was
subsequent to the conversation that Mr. Stovitz had with Mr.
Shinn. I spoke with Mr. Shinn some time in the middle of
last night. Notwithstanding of that, irréspective of that,

Shinn's indications at that time and they are his
indications today.

- THE COURT: Mr. Hollopeter, you've indicated in your

prepare this matter for trial?
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MR. HOLLOPETER: I would think so, your Honmor, yes.
THE DEFENDANT MANSQN: Your Honor, last week you said|
I could change lawyers. Have you changed your mind this week!
THE COURT: I have not, Mr. Manson. As I've |
indicated to you, Mr. Manson, if it is your desire to
substitute in an attorney of your choice in this matter, then
I would consider that motion at such time that it's made.
The only motion that you've made was the motion
that you wanted to substitute Mt. Reiner in to seek to re=
obtain a pro per status,

I've indicated to you previously that that

'_ﬁétion is denied.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Well, then, what do I do? I
have to take a lawyer? In other words, this Constitution

. doesn’ t mean anything to .you?

THE COURT: Mr. Manson, we're going to prbceed on the

1. basis that ﬁf. Hollopeter ig your attorney.

. THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I object to Mr. Hollopeter

being my attérney.

THE COURT: I understand that.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: May I have Mr. Reiner as an
attorney?

THE COURT: Mr., Manson, this is in the nature of a
formal motion. If you want to substitute Mr. Hollopeter
out and want to substitute an attorney in, then you discuss

that with any attormey that you care to. But that ==
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THE DEFENDANT MANSON: All right. T have a formal

motion here.

. THE COURT: That attorney can certainly put a

.ﬁotion in writing to this Court asking to be subgtituted in

as the attorney of record and indicating his willingness to

substiéute‘in.
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: All right. I have that here.
‘THE COﬁRT: Let me see what you have.
Have you shown it to Mr. Hollopeter? Show it

to Mr. Hollopeter first and then I will take a look at it.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Most of my motions were
denied on the présumption that I was stalling for time but
it doesn't appear that I'm stalling for time now. It
appears that someone else 1s stalling for time, You couldhlt
admit your mistakes =~

THE COURT: ALl right, Mr, Manson, give me the
courtesy to read this motion that you have before this Court.

All right, You have indicated in this motion
that you desire to substitute in as the attorney of record
in this matter a Mr. Ronald Hughes.

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Right.

THE COURT: 1In place and in stead of Mr. Hollopeter.

That is your desive?
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: That is my desize.

THE COURT: Where is Mr. Ronald Hughes? 1Is he here

in the courtroom?
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MR. HUGHES: Here, your Honor.

Could we have a recess while I talk to the

defendant?

THE COURT: You are Mr. Ronald Hughes?

MR. HUGHES: Yes, I am.

THE COURT: Have you discussed this with Mr. Manson?

MR. HUGHES: I have, your Hanor.

THE COURT: And are you agreeing in thls case that you
can be substituted in on the case in place and stead of
¥Mr. Hollopeter?

MR. HUGHES: May I speak with the defendant for a few
moments, your Honor? '

THE GOURT: Certainly. We'll take a short recesgs in

the matter so that you and Mr. Manson can confer. I'll

_~reconvene the matter as soon as you have had a chance to do

$0.
All right, We'll be in brief recess in this
matter,
(A recess was taken.)

THE COURT: In this case of People versus Manson, et

~al, I will again have the record reflect the appearance of

| those defendants previously enumerated this morning with the

¢ounsel and representations as the record was previously

géde and; I trust, clear,

| MR. HOLLOPETER: Your Honor, may I address the Court?
! . THE COURT: Yes.
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MR, HOLLOPETER: Your Honor, I don't wish the Court

or anyone to understand that I am oppdsing the motion for

la substitution of counsel, but I suggest, your Honor, that

it might be appropxriate to defer acting upon that motion
until the completion of the psychiatric examination.
| THE COURT: Mr. Hughes, what -~
MR. HUGHES: Well, I'm ready to take this casge at

{this time, your Honor, and ready to substitute in in place
land in stead of Mr. Hollopeter, and it would be my desire to
do that at this time.

' THE COURT: Subgtitute in as the attorney of record in

-fhis matéer for Mr. Manson?

MR..HUGHES: That is correct, your Honor,

THE COURT: ‘Hill,xgg be prepared to proceed to trial
with this matter, Mrﬂ‘HugPeé,ﬂif 1 permit the substitution?

MR. HUGHES: At téis*moment I would like to continue
briefly as to exactly when we are going to trial until

| tomorrow or Monday.

THE COURT: Well, I can see no reason why, if I

substitute you in at this time. There is a pending motion

apparently joined in by at least one of the co-defendants
to continue this matter, Mr. Hollopeter hag indicated
approximately thirty days. Mr. Stovitz indicated and
suggested to the Court a date of April 20th, which is
approximately thirty days from today.

If I permit you to substitute in in this matter,
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 substitute in an attorney of his choice, and I am inclined .

. in as attorney of record in this matter and set the matter

~ filed on behalf of defendant Manson by M. Hollopetex, the
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to grant that motion.

MR. HUGHES: We would be forced to gp with the
continuance, if necessary, so as not to sever from the
other defendants at this time.

THE GOURT: Well, I don't quite understand what that
answer was.

In other words, if I permit you to subsgtitute

at this time for a date of approximately thirty days hence -«
MR. HUGHES: We will be forced to go along with that
continuance béecause we don't want to sever.

‘THE COURT: 1In other words, these motions that were

motion for a severance and the motion for a psychiatric
examination, if you come in as attorney of record, will be
withdraw; is that correct?

MR. HUGHES: I would ~-- we would maintain the
severance motion from Miss Atkins' case and we would feel
forced to remain with the other defendants, however.

THE COURT: Well, suppose we agree at this time, Mr.
Hughes, that the case is going to be continued until, say,

April 20th, which is a Monday. If you substitute in {u this
case, on that date will you be prepared to go to tri‘ak

MR. HUGHES: I have no other cases pending, your
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Honor, and from that standpoint I would be prepared to go

to trial.

I believe that Mr. Manson feels that he is
prepared to go to trial on the 30th as it was originally
set. However, I would have to go along -~ 1 feel forced to
go along with any continuance to April -= what was It? --
the 20th,

THE COURT: I don't want to force you, Mr. Hughes,
into doing anything. You've used that word now on several
occagions.

You're asking this Court to be substituted in

as attoxney of record. I have indicated to Mr. Manson that

 he would have the right to choose an attormey of his choice.

If'thig is what Mr. Manson wants and you are agreeing to

| come in as attorney of record, then certainly that is his

iight, but I do intend to have this matter brought toftrial.

MR. HUGHES: 1It's my feeling, your Honor, that a lot
of people are being forced into a lot of things just by the
very actions of this Court.

It is my belief that Mr. Manson all along has
been deined counsel of his choice originally back in
Department 100 whére you were presiding when you wouldn't
allow Mr. Steinberg and Mr. McKissack to take active
representation of Mr. Manson's case. And I think that you
forced Mr. Manson all along into various positionsg which are

untenable but necessary to go along with. And For these
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reasons I believe that if we did go for a continuance to
April 20th thaé we would be being denied a speedy trial,
However, I will go to that date and I will agree to that
date and I will be ready that date, but I believe that it is
denying Mr. Manson a right to a speedy trial. This Court

THF. COURT: Well, do you want to go to trial on this
case on the 30th day of March when the matter is currently
set? Will you be prepared to go to trial?

MR. HUGHES: I would not be prepared to go to trial
on that date.

‘THE COURT: So the record, Mr. Hughes, is perfectly
clear, T want you to clearly understand, you made reference
to two other lawyers, Mr. McKissack and Mr. Steinberg. The
only basis and the basdls of my ruling was at that time,
ﬁhich I stand on, that 1 did not at any time deny Mr. Manson
the rightlto haﬁe Mr. McKissack and Mr., Steinberg act in

that I denied the concept that we would have three attorneys|
one a defendant acting in pro per and two other attorneys
as coe-counsel.

1 think the subsequent events in thi; case have
‘indicated that that would have been a rather impossible |
situation, but at no time did I ever forbid Mr. Steinberg or
Me. McKissack to assist Mr. Manson in the preparation of

any documents that he cared to have prepared to appear with
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in any qgurt or any assistance that he should call upon,
The only ruling that I made at that time, and I

“#hink the record is perfectly clear, was that they would not

come into the case as co-counsel with Mr. Manson acting in
‘pro.per, |

MR. HUGHES: I don't believe the record has ever been
clear on any point in this case, your Honor. .

THE COURT: Mr. Hughes, if you will just stand right
there for a minute so wé can have a conversation and get
this matter clear. |

Do I understand that what you're saying that if
I permit you at this point to substitute in in this matter
that you could not be prepared to go to trial on the 30th
day of March when it's set and a continuance would be
necessitated?

MR. HUGHES: I could not be prepared to go on the
30th of March, but I feel that by <- that I am being forced
into a continuance and that this is to the detriment of Mr.
Manson. He is being denied the right to a fair and speedy
trial.

THE COURT: If I permit you ==

MR. HUGHES: Especlally to a fair trial, your Honor,
considering the type of representation that's gone on in
this case,

THE COURT: Do you want to come in as the attorney of

tYecord for Mr. Manson?

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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MR. HUGHES: Yes, I do. -

THE COURT: - And are you prepared to go to trial on
the 30th of Mérch?

MR. HUGHES: No, I'm not.

iHE GOURT: Are you asking thils Court if you are
permitted to come in as attorney of record in that matter
that we set the matter at a date sometime in the future so
that you can be prepared to go to trial?

MR. HUGHES: On the basis of what I've said, yes.

THE COURT: 1Is the 20th day of April an acceptable
date with you and will you be prepared to go to trial on
that date?

MR. HUGHES: That is an acceptable date. However, I
would wish at this time to reserve all motions, especially
the motions under affidavits of preﬁudice, both actual
prejudice and the peremptory prejudice. I would reserve
all other motions.

A . I believe that Mr. Manson has not beéen
represenﬂeﬁ fiéht £ack to the very beginnlng of the

Ex'fpunda;idn_and roots of this case back in December, and that

in his -- in the Court forcing Mr. Manson back in December

to go pro.per, that the subsequent action taking that status

away, of actually denying him counsel, I wish to reserve
every motion that there is.
THE COURT: Some motions, in this Court's opinion,

would be untimely made.

~ CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| Mr. Fitzgerald is concerned, that he is asking for a
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I will permit you to <ome in as attorney of '
record in this matter. You can certainly file whatever
motions that you care to and your remarks as far as
reserving any motions are certainly in the record, but I
am attempt ing to get this matter to trial, Mr. Hughes. My
intention is to bxing the matter to trial at such time as
all counsel are prepsared to go to trial.

Now, we have an indication in here, insofar as

continuan¢e and you have indicated to the Court that you do.
not want a severance insofar as his client is concerned.

MR. HUGHES: That is correct.

THE COURT: M. Fitzgeral@, what is your situation
ingofar as the 20th of 4pril, which has been suggested here
by M. Stovitz?

MR. FITZGERALD: We would hope to be ready at that
time and cexrtainly would make every reasonable and diligént
effort to do so in the case,

THE COURT: 1Is that at this point a realistic date
insofar as you're corcerned?

MR, FITZGERALD: I think it is,undetr the circumsfances.

THE 'COURT: Would that date be agreeable with the
District Aftorney?
| ;. MB,‘ﬁTOVITZ; Yes, your Honor, that would pe very
sat i.'Sij &Ecto‘r& .

THE COURT: Mr. Reiner, what about your client, Miss.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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~ Van Hduten‘?‘ ) What is your situation xnsofar as that date is

' Van Houten, 80 as £o avoid the possibili{:y of a defacto

‘ severance, we will then go along and join with the continuance|

| to April. the 20th so as to avoid the possib:.li«ty of

| Court I'm syre ig aware of, Miss Atkins is set for- trial

on April 23rd in another court so there is apt to be some

518

concei:ned and as far as she is cbncerned?

MR REINER: Your Honot, with respect to Miss

to. April 20th,

C With respect to Misg Atkins, ourk posz.tinn would

be the same. | . .
THE COURT: In other wotds, you would go aloug with

thatiéan;ipuance?' A ' .",
MR, REINER: -Yes. We would Join :Ln the continnance

sever ance.

 And I might indfcate to the Cotrt, as the

conflict there,' But I assume we will be starting on April 204

in this ¢ourt and the other matter will then traill.

_ PHE COURT: ‘Now, M¥. Manson, we're back ‘ta’ i:he po:‘;nt .
again where you have filed with this Gourt a nobice o:E motion
tosub:st:itute counsel of Y¥ecord, subsgtitute Mr. Hal]-.opeter h
out aAtid substitute Mr. Hug’hes in».

‘ You ve heard the discqssiﬁn T*ve had w:u:h Mr.
Hiaghém‘ He' g indicated to the Court tha’l: he wouid he -
agre,eable to come into this case and to agree to &
cqnt;i.nuance date of the 20th day o£ April,

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHTVES -
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| record?

‘ -cei::t:ainly have a choicde: You have eveky choice that you care

-"-a?j:fi:‘o;:neg of record. Yopu can select any attorney that you

‘ ;:éprese-ntiyou’ in this matter, I'm prépared to rule on that

18
going to be my inténtion and my desire to maintain as.
~strong a voi’.ce for M. Manson in this case as is possibi.e

and I am golng to seek to have this pro per statug returned.

P with him or I will =- if it ig returned altogether T will

|  Now, one, i& it your personal desire? %o you

want ME:- 'Hugheé to come into this case ‘ag your attormey of
s - X . Lo I

- THE DEFENDANE MANSON: I have ‘no choice.
THE COURT: That Ls not my question, Mr. Mansom.
“The question is is that what you want? You

to have, You can have Mr, Hollopeter remain as your

‘care to choosg. _Yéu have appa:;gntly- chosen Mr. Hughes to
be your attorney of record and if you personally want him

to come in in this case as your attorney of record to

motion at this timEQ but it's not a matter that you hé.ve
o .choic,é. . .Y.du do have & choice.
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I do?
THE COURT: Yes. |
MR. HUG}ES* I would say tﬁis, yéﬁr Honor, that it's

If that is returned, I will either hope to act as co-counsel

be willing to at that time substitute out to have Mr.
Mangon act as his oW atterney. : '

THE COURT: M:m Hughes, you can file with this Court

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| Couxt to substitute Mr. Mansort in as his own attorney but
3] 1 would indicate to you at this tme based upon Mr. Manson's

| the cempiexity of this case and COnSideflng the co= L

HUghe:s to cone into this case as your attarney of record

ga.| -
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any motions that you care to in-sofar as asking this .

pr:r.ar den‘dﬂcn in attenpting to rapresent himself that I bave
previously. ruled; z.n thn;s Courﬁ‘ s opinkon, he is not
capablle oF ;r:epresenting himself in this case, considering

defandant-s An this case. .
THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Your Honor, you always
intertupted. o |
THE COURT; Mk, Manspm «-. ,
THE DEFENDANT MANSON. Evetything I've ever <« You're

THE €OURT: Mr ﬂanson,, iét me suggest this: If
you're going to substa.tute M, Hughes in with the thoughi: that:
he's going to get yov; pro per pra.vileges, 1 might supgest to |
you that you. might be disappointed s0 if you want Mr.- '

with the understandi-ng ‘that he will represent you &n this
inaiiter ‘éhd the case will go to trial on the date that we
havé tentatively selet.‘.ted the 20th df ﬁpr:[l if that's
what you want, I' 11 permm him to come in as the attorney
of :l:ecgrd

ATHE.»"DE‘}:‘ENDEHT MANSON2 'Youi:f ‘Honor , the reasoin that I
have névef -b"een le ‘ta represent ‘iny\self properly is because
you and Mg, -- the other judges, haven't Iei: me == ha,ven t
1et NE me 1ook it me ~=

CieloDAve.CoM AR C HIVES
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‘a person.. T can talk to you if you'd let me.

'-;;erfﬁaqtly clear. This courk will be run by me and mot by

1 youa

lme to gubs t:;xf;ute Mr, Hollopeter out of this case and-
subst:ltute Mr‘ Bughes in, if that's what you want, I'll
pemt that substitutn.on, but I want you ko be perfectly

clear in your naking this .r:‘zotion that I want you to hold
case and substituting Mr. Hollopeter dut that your pro per

‘da.sappo:t.nted and I don‘t‘ want you tall me that you want
.Mra Huz,hea to gome :Lntn this case with that thought :Ln ‘mind,

B T CieloDFVECOMARCHTVES
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. THE COUKT: Kr, Manson <=

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: ZLook here. Took at me. I'm

'i‘HE:. COURT: lir. lianson, t;;.e-‘d better make one thing

Now ; I‘ve asked you a question. This i-s npk

out no £alse hopes ‘that by putting 2-3:, Hughes Lato this

‘gtatus :l.s‘gui'ng to be returned. I aon t want you te be

THE DEFENDANT IIANSOH* Ymm Hono:t‘ believe me, X do
this with understanding, with wisdom and knewledge of self. '
forced to accept Mr, Hugheg -
. THE COURT: Mr. Mansom -
. THE DEFENDANT MANSON: -~ but here's your donstituti n.t/
' {Whereupon, defendant Manson throws a
 booklet into the wastebasket,)
THE GOURT: Mr. Maﬁson-.; just have z seat right there.
© THE DEFENDANT MANSON: ~ That is your fourdation. That |
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_ -defendant ‘has’ thrown the Constitution into the wastehasket.

 but 1 thought T might hit you. I didn't want to hit.you,

Yes. Yes:- Y.‘es.v Yes.

'sﬁbstitutiom Mr. ‘Hollopeter is going to remain your

' | 522
I’IR'- HUGHES: -ifould the record reflect that the 1

THEEDEFEN}?AHT MANSON: I was golng to throw it at yoy

THE GOURT: - }ir. Manson s answer the guestiodn. Do you |
want Mr. Hughes to. cone into this case as attorney of record? |
THE DEFENDANT MISON‘ I have no other choice., Yes.

. THE COURT: It's not that you do not have another
éhcic‘é. Yt;u hiave another chotee. You can ¢hoose any
attorney that you want fo. |

- THE DEFENDANI‘ MAESON‘ How's a mouse golng to
represent. a_ Lion? ‘
‘IHE COURT: Just answer the question. _
THE DEFENDANT IMANSON: Orie man can' t represent
another mean. - It's impossible. I couldn't Tepresent you.

~ THE" COURT Mr. Manson, I'm not going to pexmit the

sub:stituti_.og to come in. i'm not going to order the

attorney of reecord and we re golng to proceed to trial in
this rratter; C o .

THE DEFENDANT HANSON:, I said, “Yes,” fif-’f:leen times,
your Honor, A . : , ,

e THE -COURT: 1In i;thé;f ivordé,— ‘what you. ate saying to me
at this time is that you want me to substitute Mr.,
Hollopeter out and you want Mr, Hughes to be subsﬁitﬂtéd‘ in
in this case as your attorney of record? -

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES"
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_ 523
THE DEFENDANI MANSON: Yes.
THE COURT: All right. Now, will you persanall’y

the- 20th day of April?

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: Yas. ‘ _

THE COURT: _You'll waive your rn.ght to an earlier
trial and agree to that date; :LS that correct?

THE‘ DEI'E’\ID?M’;I MANSON: No 5 I haven £ wai.Ved my r:.ght
for an early trial.

_ THE -COURT: Do you wai;\?e your right to between the.
30th of spril when the matter is now set == 30th of March
until the 20th of Zpril?

THE DEFENDANT MaNSON: I'1l waive it.

THE GOURT: Mr. Hughes, I'll permit you to become
attorney of zecord, It1LL substitute Ht. Ho: Llopeter out of
this case _Wi;ﬁh the thank-é of .this ‘Court, Mr. Hollopeter, for
your -aséi’.:sAtance in this matter. I know it has been a trying
experience for you and I am most pleased and gratified to
reCei.ve your assistance. ‘

MR‘ HOLLOPETER: Thank you, your Honor,

MR BUGHES: At this time, your Homor «= ‘ _
THE COQURT: . Before, Mr. Hughes, before I conclude this
matter I want it dlso to he perfectly clear and I want you
to’ underatand thz‘x-t this substitution 'df 'attoﬁneys in th-is

matter 1is no£, in your case, pursuant to Sectlon 987a of the"

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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MR. HUGHES: I ai qu:l,tc avzare of that, your Hongr, I -

|den’ t belxeve i:b,»:tt: I would hr,‘ve acce.ptcd a 98?a from this

Gom:’t in any. C—&Vf:’int.p
”H.L". CQUR;.;._ ~nd so it' ‘periectly cleat, whatevezr

, aa:range.mc.nts you @y haw_ made with lir. Fonson s those

, :z‘rran;evacnts are bctumnﬁ you and lir. Hanson, and fIn na way

:z;s.ll the .County of Loo & ingeles re:mburse you for any

services that you may xender in this case on. behalf of Mr.

| Manson.:

| MR, HUGHES? 'I‘m quite prepared, youxr Hopor, to handle

the tose on vy own without the scrvices of tbc. County of .

Los snpgeles.

'}.‘HE COURT: jNo—r;r, in this ease, then, l'r. Hollopeter,
you are oW substltuted out. Mr. Huoghes, you will be the
aﬁtorxzey‘ of: recoz:d in “this matter.

¥r. Hn"ha have you received a’ copy of the
publicz.ty order that was filed earxly in i:h:.s case? |

KR. HUGHES: Ho, I have not; your Honor.

THE GOURT: Do we havc a copy of that so that Mr.
Hughes can be given a copy? o
THE DEFENDANT MANSON:. Your Honof -- |
THE COURT: -%10%»3, Mr, Monson, My, Hughez is your

i attorney. YOuwill gpeak thi‘ough him. If you want to say -
| anything to the Court, you £alk to M. Hughes.  He will talk

to ] e

MR. HUCH.ES' Your Hemor, at this time I would kike to
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withdray the curller notlonfhr a psychxatrxc examlnaulon of
the defenﬁantp ,
THE CQUR s ALL right. That motion 1s granﬁEd

Ihe~bourt‘v111 ng7 order vucat&d the motion

filed on bchalF ox dr. Kanson that 2 psychiatric exam&natlcn

{ be conducted by Dr' Georpe fbe. | That motion iu el thdravn.,

The order of this Gourt ¢ppnxntinﬂ pr. ibzs is pos vacated.
- huw, vhat ﬁbﬁuL thig motl@n for a uc».verance

that ix on £ile at this ﬁimu? Ihis is & ==

FR. BUGEE3: Hag anyon- cly ¢ jolned im that motion,
your Honor? - |

THE, COURT . Hot o my knowledse.

%Rﬁ,Hupﬁzsx ?bﬁr Houar , Ehcn'aﬁ;éhiﬁ tine we would
wzthdx ;7 that motion as to Severance.

?HgfcﬂﬁRg: The wetxon for a aav&rance £iled on

behalf ofldgfendént tanson is now by his new attorney of

vecord withdrawn.

m&. BUGHES: At thiﬂ tire 1'd dsk that Ir. 3&500“ be

| alloved to speak.

 THE DEFENDANT 1iAMNSON: B¢ alloued to vhat?
THE COURT: Be nllowed to dpeal:?
IR, HUGHES: - Yes |
iHE GBH?T: That mokion ig denlcd "You are the
attorney of record, hr. Hujhes., ‘
"MR* HUGHES:  He hag g papet thaL he wants fo read.
THE COURT: Mr. Hughed, you are the cttoxney of

4
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» fégord..- We are going to procead in this case on that basis,
'lifian;son, I will listen to you at that time. | 4\

April, and, M., Fitzgerald, that date is agreeable with you,

”‘13 that c‘orrect‘-’ -

. agreeable with you and you will waive your r.ight‘ to an

‘to 4n- earl:x{er trial and personally agreé to that date, the .

'Redner, who is golng to represent you, M. Reiner has:

. Shinn. Mr. Shinn has :Lndlcate& to Mr. Relner in some

526

lr. Mansow can confer with you. If you have afything to
address to this Court after you Have conferted with Mx.

Nows the case insofar as defendant Krenwinkel

is concerned is oxdered cont:.nued until the 20th day of

MR. FIIZGERALD: That is correct.
THE COURT: Miss Kremwinkel, that date is personally

earlier trial and agree to the 2Qth day of April; is that

cotrect? S | _' , |
THE DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Yeah, I guess so.  Yes.
THE GOURT: ' Miss Atking, will you waive your right

;HE,DEFENDAQT ATKINS: My lawyer dsn't here. 1 den't

THE ’(‘:CI'IRT‘ You have J.ndicated to me, Miss Atkins,
that for: the purposes of this he,armg today that Mr. Ira

indica!:ed Ehat he. has conferred with your. attorney, M.,
conversation that Mr Rei.ner carn represent your :;nterests at

this tme, 506 your a!:torney is here for the purposes o:E this
hearing.

CieloDrive COmMARCHIVES
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THE DEFENDANL ATKINS: Okay. ,

THE COURT: Now, if you want me to continue this

’ matte:r: over so that M. Shinn can come In XL wilI do soa

However s at th:.s point Mf. Reiner is represem:i.ﬁg you, you |
are represented by counsel, and th:.s was agreeable with you.‘
MR. REINER: Excuse me, your Honor. ‘

'THE DEFENDAN‘E A’-I.‘-KINS. Okay. I have no objection.
THE COﬁR’I. Y)u waive yout r:l.ght to an earlier trlal

| and agree to that date"

DEFENDANT ATRINS: Yes, o

THE"dOURT MJ..SS Van Houten, will you also waive your
'right to an earlier trial and agree to that date of Aprfil
20th? S
THE DEFENDANT VAN HOUIEN: TUh<huh. s
. THE - COHR.T And, Mr, Relner, on behalf of your client,

) rep’resent £or the Limited purposes of this hearing that you
: will join in that waiver?

MR; RETNER ; Yes, your Honor, I'1L jodin.

THE COURT: AII r:l.ght. The matter is currently set
for trial on that date, 4April 20, at 9 06 a.m. in the
morning :Ln this depar:cment

M‘Ri' SIOVITZ: May I make ju,at: one statement for
counsel, We sent other Epuﬁsel a letter in&icating that the
items for discovery wete lodged with the clerk of this
court. T !.mdéfsf:ancf t'hat tﬁis court will be in recess until
‘some kine after Match 30th or, unt:[.l March 30th, and the

B _CCTGDFIVB ARCHIVES
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were lodged in the clerk‘s files and no one but attorneys

‘Mansor.
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528
keep then- thera fpr ‘the period until the court resumes,

Tie m.}.l make them ava;.Iable to you, Mz, Hughes, as we have

MR HUGHES.¢ Your Honor, at this ti;ne 1 wish to
object to the :.tems of digecovery ever having been before

MR smv:m, They were never before the Court, They |

and their authorized representatives have seen them except
Mr. Manson has seen them personaliy when we brought them
to the jury room £or him. _

' HR. HUGHES., May I inquire, your Hanar ‘at this time,_ |

have you seen the itemg of -da.sc;avgry? o -

. THE COURT: " I haven't looked at anything in this case,
¥r. Hughes. The <= . . ‘ '
. THE DEFENDANT MANSON: (Laughter.)

-'.'EHE‘C:QUR-T; -The eghmbits-f‘wer;‘e - Mé:. I-Ié;;ason-; Mr, .

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: I'm sorry.
THE COURT: I will anticipate, Mr. Mansen, that from
here on out you will conduct, youtself as a gentleman in thiB

cou’rtroom and -

THE. DEFENDANT MANSON: You better sart it First. L

THE {:GURT : 4nd that thils type of conduct will not

CleloDrive.COMARCHIVES



T

1i

.12
- '13:':
- A4

‘15

16

1w

18

9t -

, -‘2'0.
2k
52
23
24

25

26,

continue in the future, or if it does continue in‘the

_future, this Court will have to take appropriate &ctzon.

‘)K;E.Ene-. . | " o . l

‘you are not acting as your. abtorney. Your attorney in this:

529

THE DEFENDANT MANSON: No one’s afraid of ypu, My
THE COURT: M. Manson, as L have indicated:tb=youi

cage is Mr. Hughes. ‘
‘This matter is now in recess. The case is set
fbr trial om the 20th day of April in- this department at
9 90. o' ¢lock in the morning.
(Whereupon, proceedings were continued to
Monday., April 20, 1970, at 9:00 o'clock a.m.)
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£30._:
IOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, MARCH 23, 1970
©gs00 A, M. o
ses O “s= pow MATCOLM M  LUCAS, JUDGE
THE COURT- In %he mattex' of :E'atricia; Krenuinkel.

Tet the record phow -that the dei‘endant is

‘xsresent with her abtorney, Mr. Fitzgerald of ‘the Public

ﬁefender* 8 ofra.cef

c:ounsel, you you state your name and

_appearance for the recor.d?

MR HEYERS. Iou:l,s H. Meyers, III, of Fl:tnt and McKay,
appearing for the Los Angeies Herald-Exeminer.
THE COUR‘:E. This 18 a moblon to quash subpoénas

5| in this matter, The Los Angeles Herald-Exeminer 1s the
a:eving party and sald mot:t.on is now before the Court,;

‘—--.-._._____ - —— T

T \-\ : .. Tae moving party ‘has submitted points and

\‘ -

' authoribiea support;ing their motion to quash

Do you wigh to respond, }Ir. Fltzgerald?
MR, ?ITZGERALDQ Ju,sf very briefly, 'your Honor.

I think the Court van take juddeisl notice of
tne fact .tnaamuch a8 the Publlc Defender is the attorney
of récord, thé defendant P&tricia Krenwinkel Is an 1ndigent
and theré is some repreaentat;j.on in the .ggrggvtta attached
to the mdti;on 1ndlc'a;t£ng tha;ﬁ the maﬁeri&i-ﬂ- :l’n- the
posaesaion of the Herald-Examiner are svailable at a cost
O‘r chai’ge to the defendant.

Additionally, I might 1nd:t,cate thaﬁ it has

CieloDAVE.COMARCHIVES
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‘already been alleged by counsel that these matters, the
| items which are requested in the subtpoern duces tesum, are

is concernisd, I don't think that sounsel wes misled as
to the nature of the hearing to be held on the ﬂth.
¥ith thtt, I !!111 sulmit L. .

‘I&E GQURT: wu,._x mist say, My, Fitzgeraid, I am
soncerned with what I sssuse is the obvicus sgual avail-
ﬂ«tl:ﬁx of - these materisis for the mmu Detanierts qf»
| f1ck &8 to the Hamid-kmimr. It there dn » m:mnux
pmmem, of course the Court mjapprou, AL tor some
redton an investigatsr feom the Fublic Pefender’s office

i%| .

chonot or is unsble Yo ressarch these itews, the Court

AT

13

- -GAn :pgmud th upzcsmt of & pszﬁr TaNsRTCh maph,,- )

—
- f?ﬂ*‘th-:r e uvuubh at the Los Angeles IAbrary and

A t:s-;r ﬁw« these m&m:r documants and slse the research
16 han ﬂﬂudy been done to a\aeme by Iinds Xasablan 3in ‘the
"“pmms submitted by hav, Perhaps that 1 not as extensive
wtp your request hers, but I think, Mr. Flisgerald, it does

" luewk tnat the birden should 1ls, whers the weterisls ste
Jm.ny available to both parties, as sanily ayeilabie
ke %hcmﬂnzpartrutothvrnmm;m that the
1 shiould 1le with the moving party to do the nwunrﬁ
rk, ang certainly therse would he avery Assurencethat the
asairch would be done pmp;r;lx.

3

pelevant and necessary as far 29 the motion to chinm yene.

 The nuaber of itens 3isted hare, I'm YWferring

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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%o ‘the I3st given by the moving perty, and I think the
1. or not :I;ntereated in.

time, the Court will grant you more %time,

" artieles are in his possession from December 2nd on and

cooperate, If they have additional coples of shose parti-

O

moving party would be 1n a mueh better position to assess
which are the particular ii;ems which you are 1n1;erested;

I spprecliate that creates a problem. Ehei‘s

matter is coming up tomorrow. I assume if you need more

'But I do feel that the subpoena duces tecum
shonld be quashed, that the Publie Defender should do that
particular Joh, )

. MEYERS: Excuse me -for interrupting, your Honor;
but the Pistrict Mttorney infoims me that all hte newspaper

_that would eliminate ho‘urs of research requived by the -

“Pahlie—l}efender. I agsume that they are in this_, but:
and they would cer‘oas.nly aIIéTrﬁﬁé"a gréat-deal of f;hat
research '

THE COURT: Wil; thene haa been an exhiblt by the
People which ineluded all of the Herald-Examiners Zrom &
certain date, - The Goux{b is unable to state with certainty,
but there are a number gf'-i,ﬁéms in that particular exhiblt,
People's A, I belleve it 13, and I'm sure the People could

cular newspapers, they would make it awailable to the de<
;*Zendan‘c-.‘

But the motlon to quash the subpoena duces

—CieloDrive ARCHIVES
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‘ability to ke ready tomorrow?
-almost every major velevision station in Ios Bngeles us

the media have been exbreme:Ly cooperative with the excepl=
fory or the Herald-Examiner. '

~ buying the Herald-‘ﬁ:xaminem

sitersintive tut b0 subpoena, Fepresentatives of their

what you have in mind at the momen‘b. I assume that
A mint & MgKay ax*.a- on retad;-nezf fq:p the Herald-Examiner-and

tecum wWill be granted
Mr, Pitzgerdld, 1s that go:lng ‘o affect your

_ ‘I'IR., FITZGERALD: Hell, actually, I have dealt with

well as every hewspaper and periodlcal. I might sey all of

THE GOURT ‘iIe.ll; I think perhaps :vou should stap

MR, FITZGEBALD. A8 & m&tter oi‘ fact, I wes trying -
to aﬁaistr the Heralﬂ-Examiner by having them bring the
newupaper a.rticles in. 1 don't see vhere I have any

hews ataff and their edi’bnrial sta.rf as to the contents

that are 1n the newspaper. ‘ '
'I'HE COURT: ‘hat matter 1s not immediately bei'ore us.

I aai awa.re of & clipping servi ¢e the People used in the

prepara.tion of Peopl¢'8 a.

- - I think that at least is zn equally efficient
way to bbtain this documenbation -= I think that in such a
BRY you could obfain this documentation more ~efficieritly
fa.nd more ‘rapldly vhan possibly wha.t you are suggesting,

) As indicated, the Gonrﬁ doesn't know exact:i;y '

— CieloDfive.Com ARC I TVES
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.‘th'a.t théy‘ will be able %o rebturn and combab whatever new

subpoensa you may idsue,
T pelieve that 1%t is pmbable that the Los
Angeles Public Iibrary can provide you or your ,inveatigator

much rore rapidly the: documenta.tion you have mentioned,

| that you. would ach:_t-ev.e your résults more rapldly and

efficiently than by the route you have suggesied.
I velleve I have sald eno\zgh, and of course,

you are entitisd to do what you think is best, but I

certainly do have the feéling that if you proceed in that

manner that Flint and McKey will be ‘pre'xpared to resist such

;subboenaé; o

HRe FITZGERALD: We wi‘li do our very beﬁt to
in:éorpnra%é-:thesé. articles as well as we cany; but I would
like to polnt -oﬁt. that the Lég -Anéeleﬁ.'zubna ;.ibrars;
does n_bt maintain »ccpié&u of all of thd‘Heraidsﬁxamtner )
editions, nor do tﬁey maintain coples of neadiines of"
such ed‘:l,ﬁ:i;gns which are very important in demonstrating the
main claim as to the pre.jud:lcial character of the pubiicity.

- As yonr Honor pointed our, ¥r. Goldman's

Exhihit A which i8 & combined exhibit containing artieles
:E‘rom the I.os l’mselea Her&ld-Examiner, the Honywood Citizen
Newa and the Ios Angeles 'l‘imes, that there are gome coples
of the HeralduExaminer and that there are some of the
Herald-Examiner héadlines and also the Distric'b A’ctorney
has/somewhat 1ncomplete file of the Herﬂd~Eaner.

e . .
CielobrivecomarecHvE
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I would like to present the an‘cire Herald-
Exeminey file to 'you::' Honor, that 13- to may, I would like

: to present to you each and every article that has appeared
. in the Herald-Examiner from the date of Aupust 91:0 up to

and 1nc1ud1ng March 20th. _ .

The reason I wen*& back to Augus‘b 91:h was 4o
demonstrate the frequency and charactey of the publicity
that 'amaunded ‘the 1hltial revelation -- the initial

o{dfsciosure of the homocide and the publicity that attended

the event itself,
‘Then as we work up to the time the arrests

are made, tliere are other articles and stories -concerning

‘|thése matters and these defendants,

I will Qo everything within my power, frankly
I would like to proceed tomorrow &lmost ab ‘aft_lifcob’ba,
There ave so many things that must be done in

perhapa we can enter into some type of stipulstion. At
this point I dgn‘t want to have the matter conis.:l;nued, At
this point I don't intend to n':é.k‘e'a, motion to continue, and
I dﬁn 't hope ‘to do 8o tomorrow, .

THE. COﬁRT= -Very well, Mr, Fltzgerald. We will see

¥ou fomorrow, then.

o - ::0 - -

26 1

this caae that perhaps == I have ’salked to My, Silberts and

CieloDFiVe.ComARCHTVES
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- I would not be allowed to make that motion again.

L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNZA, Qﬁﬁsmf,i MARCH 20, 'is‘fq
- 10:00 A. M. ' |
DEPARTMENT NO .1@6 | eme O See HON.MALCOEH M,LUCAS, JtIDGE
| THE COURT: 1 '4111 call the metter of Patrici&
Rrepwinkel. - S |
| MB HUGHES: Your Honor, ;'I_ -a'slé to he recognized.,
‘THE COURT: ' For whab purpose?
MR, HUGHES: I communicated with the Court on .
"Ihnraday for the purpose of putting Mr. Manson of calendat
to Join :m this notion for change of venue.

T would ask the Clerk gt this time to order
the Sheriff to have My. Hﬁnsoﬁ broughﬁ over for this
heaping. . | o
. I was told by the clerlc yesterday morning &t
.roughly 11*00 o'cloek that :vou’r Honoz* had gaild thas any
motion trhich Mr. Manson had already made previously, thaf

' THE COURT: Do the People wish to be heard in this
matter? o

MR, ST{NITZ Your Hono,; -if Mp, Hughes would :!;ike
to renew the motibn :t‘or any addi*t:ional points; we xould
have no objection. TFerhaps Mr. Manson ¢ld not ,r-ui’ly .argue
the motion féné change of venue, s0 we would have no objec~
tlon. o _
| ‘ .i?ei-hﬁps nhatli;te,' can -tiio".a's & matter of saving
tine is that we have Mr., Hugh’ea Join in the argument - and then

Cii ive: ARCHIVES
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| :before ?ou:é ﬁonbr rules one way or the other we can have
- M, Manson brought Yo court and we can have a stipulation

that Mr, Manson's peraon&l appearance wag not necesaary.
If Mr, Manson uan not willing to enter into
that stipulation, ‘then perhaps Mr, Hughes eould repeat his

argunent, or perhaps the Court Reporter could read 1t to

Hx‘q mgon‘n - .
MR, HUGHES: It's my feeling that the defendant
.Should,be-present at the motion whi¢h.is beingfmade in his

'béhalf. thuhaafa right to be here, and I wonld ask that he

be brﬁught over so that I could make or Join in this motion
on behalf of Mr. Manson. I would request that he be brought |
over forthwith. . | ‘ B

THE COURT* All mﬁéht,_uiil counsél approach the
‘hench, please? o

.(ofe the reeqrd diseussion at the bench,)

THE com. Very well, we will have Mr. Manson '

brought over Juat as. 5oon ay pcasible, and in the interdim

“let us proceed with ths motion to dismiss on hehalf of

Patricla Krenwinkel. .
- First, 1et the record reflect the Court has
vecelved a document entitled ‘Suhatitution of Attorney"

'signeé;pwesumptiveiy bé ihé_deﬁendant:sna by Chief Deputy
Public Defender John Moore; with the substitution being
"accepted by Paul Fltzgerald. ,

. Patrlicis Krenwinkel, you have aignéd that




. 14

K

.’18;

B

%{

2

10
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1% |

. 080 represent you from the Public Derender's ofifice and to
N ézontinue w;l.th them, ra.’cher than pros:eeding with Mr, Fltze-

23

24

5 7.

zﬁat a snbﬁequenb date declare a aonrl:t.ct ~of interest, if

fx}pubsi;itutﬁ.on of attorney, 1s that corr_e"cﬁ?.

gl

1188 your provate attorne;{ , you will no longer have the
Izzr_eggurce;, financial and otherwism, of the Public Defender's

whhe Publ:l.c; Derend.er‘s office coufl.d appoint ‘another attorney

gerald ag a private a.%omey? h ‘

MRS, KRENHINKEL. Yes, I have.
THE GOURT: = And what do you understand to be the
egal import of auch & Substitution‘?

~MRS. KRENWINKEL; That I should be giving up the ‘ \/
ablic Defender; who I had, substituting a private attorney,
. Fitzgerald. | ‘ |
THE COURT: 1Is that your wish?
MRS.. XKRENWINKEL: YQB .
CTHE, UOURT* Ycu underatand by having Mr, Fi‘azg;erald

ffice to assist you in the trial of your case?
MRS, KRENWINKEL: Yes, I undex-sma- that.
.- THE COUB'L‘ - And have you discussed the ramifications

MRS KRENWINKEL Yes, I ‘have.
*I'HE GOUR’L‘ Bo you underatand that, if you wish,

_ Do you understand that?
HRS KREWIRKEL. Yea,
THE COURT: ,And ghould the Puhllc Defender's offiae

CictoDrive.com AT CHTVES
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there was thaﬁ detemination, you ccn:td haVe at that tiﬁe~
2. pr:!.va:be a.ttomey appointed for Yous
Do you ‘understand that alsb?
HBS KREHWIHKEL. Yes, I do. ,
THE COURT: ALl right; then, understanding those
matters, 1s it s8ill your wish to .sﬁbstitute the Public
iaeﬁéndér'“s- office out of theé case and substitute l-‘b:‘-._.' Paul
Fitzgerald Into the 4age as a private attorney?
HRS KBEIWIRKEL’: Yes.,
THE COURT: 'hank you. -
e, thsera-la, do you fq,iéh to add anything?
MR, FITZGERAtD& So the "réeqré might he clear, -
I did tender to the office of the Public Defender my
resignation this morning, ~and as of the acceptance of thab

_resignation by Mr.. John Moore, Chlef Deputy Public Defender,
T have lost my status s & Deputy Publfc Defender and I am |

now simply another member of the private bar in California.
In this ¢ohnection I wish %o pursue the -

_ Obli_gai;iop. I have 0 Mrs. Krenwinkel, and I would ask that

the Court accept ‘i:hé aubstitution of' attorneys; substitu-

%ing in pla:ce and m stead of Richard Buckley, the Publie

'tome;r.
THE GOURT ‘Do the People wish %o he heard?
MR, S‘EOVITZ; n‘o, your Honor. .

'I‘HE OQUH‘I" ‘I‘he substitut;lon is accepted and

, CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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attorney: M, B&tderald.

that the indiciment does not.eonfain‘reasnnable and

spproved...

Ybu aro attorney or record aB & private

Hb Will not proceed with the defendant™s
motion pursuantvto Penal Code Section 995 to dismiss."
' 7 - Let the Pecord re;f.‘lee-_t in this matte.r the
Court has read and conisdered the documents sybmitted by

counsel in regard to thia'paétipplarrmotion, and hasg
likéwlse~read’and'gbnsiﬁered ﬁbé Reporter!s Transcript
of the Grand July proceedings of December 5, 1969 and
December 8, 1969, B
’ You may proceed, Mr. Fitzgerald.
MR, PITZGERAID: It 18 the‘ﬁgﬁendanx's position

probable cause to bind this defendant over to sténd trtal
in the Superior Cbuﬂt in los Anseles County., | |

In pertinent part, Penal Code Sectlon 939.6,
Subdivision B thereor, provides the Grand dury ahail
reeeive only evidence that would he admissible aver -
objectlion at the trial of the action.

‘ I have carefully reviewea’bothfvolumes-bf the
transcript of‘the-pﬁqcéedings ferore the;Grand Jnry;and
thére 18 contained in thoss two wolumes inadmissible
evidehce~cén¢ern1ns, among-bthér things, the personal iife
of one of the witnassea. Susan Denise Atking, and there are |
innumerable examples of 1nadmiaaih1e hearaay and conver~

CleloDrive. COmARCHITVES -
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~ sations that dre not related to any conapimcy, nor are thel

properly sdmnlssions nor conrensiona.

There are substantial portions of the
pmceedinga ‘that deal with the wirfgss' chiidren snd with
various social relationships she .engaged in, from &

perdiod well in advence of the date of the alleged homocide

in thig case. .
I think that your Honor, in reading this
transcript, noticed the same inadmissible hearsay and the

same lrrelevant and immaterial end in some cases prejudics

‘ial miterdal that was introduced into evidence, and I

‘asenue your Honor in ruling on this motion has made for

muraelf the proper objJections in determining thin motion
solely on the basis of admissible cvidence.
‘ I think the test, althougn there 18 aOIHe

 question about 1t in ca.li-fornia, I think the test which is

aomewhat different in ruling on a mation where there has

'heen a Grand Jury in&ictment as npposed to a-motion ’nhere
, there has beenr 8 preliminm hearing 'and. the District

Attorney has proceedeﬂ against a defen&ant'r by way ot’
Infoma.’bien. ! B

I think this case illustrates and 1Is 3 classic
examplc of the abuse that can be engaged in when & Grand

. Jury :!.ndicts someone rather than 2 Ha;gistrate hiearing
evidence.

Now, Pendl Code Section. 939.8 provides that

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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the Grand Jury shall ,ﬁnd an indictment, when 8ll of the
ev;l.denée'.béi‘ore ifb; taken together, if ﬁncbnfbradicteti or
uneérrdborated s would in itsgell warxian‘t' & convictlon by a
trial JHI'Y&" ' |

Now, that sets out a somewhat different
standard than the reasona‘ble and pro“nable cause standard

‘used by 2 Magistrate, or a Judge of the Superior Court -in

revﬂ;exging‘the ruling of a llla,(_:;:[.ém::'a..1:ca..t
. In reviewing, whgre there has been 2 preiil;lin-

ary hearing and an Informatlon, %the Court need only f£ind
reasonable and probable cause, but I think that here as
set out in the atatute, ivh:lc;h is a strict delegation by
the State Legislature, the Court must acﬁ;ugliy in this casé |
find‘mox‘-.e than that, |

' The Court must Pind 'tha-f ii the evidence is
unconbxea&_igted. the evidence would warrant a ¢onviction,
Ih ‘-i*.ﬁ:!;-s case presumaﬁle, in this r‘:a'ée- presumably the

conivietion would be one where there would te seven Beparate

‘and distinct counts of muorder and one count of consplracy

to commlt murder, and I submit the prosecution has failed

B meed: that hurden in almost every &ingle respect.

I concede obviously tha.t the People have.
demonstra:bed eriminay agency &as to the homicide of all of
the v.tct:hns, and I don't contend to the contrary, o

‘ I rfeel that the connection cf Mrs. Krenwinkel

to thoge. homie:!.dea is :tndeed ‘henuous, 5.1' not non-axistent.

‘ C-ID- Y .. L
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The sole connection of Mrs. Krenwinkel’to the

_so~called Tate homocldes would be Counts 1, 2, 3 and 4 and
‘B of the Information; is'based solely on the testlimony Qf

‘Suzan Danise Atkinﬁ. ‘Now, ordinarily a Court-cannot qe=-

. termine fthe cumpetency of a witness purauant‘to a motlion
‘under Section 995, Subdivision 2, Oprdinarily a Court must

' assume thab the wltness is competent.

I thiﬁk a probiem would be, however, that the
Court is 'bound by the competency of the witness whers thexe|

 has been a preliminary hearing, that 18 to say, where there |

has been an opporfunity afforded counsel for defendant to "'
aétuéliy craas-gxémine.é witngss for the prosecution. Now
uﬁviousiy; éhere'was no-bpportunity ingasmuch a8 the Grand
Jury proceedings in Los Angeles County .and in most places

‘are secret proceedings and counsdel are not allowed to be

- present.

Susan Denise Atklns wds not cross-examined.

" In her direct testimony she indistes, however, several

places ifi ihe $ranscript, there gve several places during

) hhr"téétimony that she was ungwaie cf'ﬂﬁéther5ahe was

aiécuSSing.the events that really happened -avreality,'In

orthey words == as opposed {o events that.may have hap-

"pened, fantasy on the ather hand.

Fhe demonstrates Particuiari.in-regara 0

‘admissions allegedly made by Mrs. Krenwinkel to her that

she is not-iﬁdeéﬁ sure that Mrs. Krenwinkel 2ctually ma@é'

CieloDAve.CoOmARCHIVES
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- those statementz, a8 comsel for the Feople, Mr. Buglj.osi,
upointed out, and 11: is eon“tained in the Grand Jury eran-—
-acri;pt., tha‘o she need not c;oncern herﬁelf with the under-

: function as & w:ltness herore the Grand Jury to relate as beaﬁb

'defendant Krenwinkel or any m? the other defendants ’ that
it would have been clearly ﬁemonstrate& that she was not

abaolutely - Welly hefore I move on that the sole con=~
‘nection of Mrs. Krenwinkel to the Tate homicides are the

gconnec»tion of Mrs. Krenwinkel t:o the P called La Bianca

 Atkins, as has been pointed qur, was somewhat uricléar as

thone ﬂ‘ha‘bémexits. Now, I am sure that the veracity of

lying tmth oi‘ the Btatements, that it was simply her

she Gould and she was to recall fhe events that were :
related by her, | |

But I th:mk inasmuch, as counael was deprived
of an opportunity to cross-examine, and I. think one can
reasonably say tha-t ha& crogs-examinbtion been afforded

a campe:bent wi‘bnesa and In many reapecta her ’cestimony wasg
:lnherently* improhable,
- I submit 6 the Cc;urt further that there is

staﬁements of Miss hﬁkins. In addition t0o the 5o-called

homicidea,; there were statements allee;.edly made by Mrs.
Krenwinkel to Misg Atkins which c:ould ,probably be denom.‘m-.
ated as admisaions, anc!, as your Honior 'well knows, In
Californi& at the trial stage of the proceedings, admissions
are {?9 be viewed xﬁ;‘f; cautlon. I tﬁink :l.ngsmucki as Miss

—Cielobrive.comAREHYES |
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~ %o what mtatements or admissions Mrs. Krenwinkel mede and .

A connection with this matéer. I am ‘not assuming wiﬁhAthose

I am simply sayling that without them there 18 absolutely

‘ tainly-haven't prnved iﬁ,-ndr;have they raliged d@ny substan-

Aarﬁieulated agreement hetween O ‘among the derendanta :I.n

1suffici§n¢y of a case and the worth of the evidence,

ghe was sbmehham.ynclearfas;to the éruthvﬂf the admiéﬁiansy
I think your Honor van probably strike that Trom theA tran- -
script., | A | ‘

withnut ﬁhat teriuous connection there is no
stetements of Miss ﬁtkipa there is any connection efther. -

no connection. .

_ In regard to the lamt count of the indictment,
the conspiracy count, while the People demonatratedkthe
overt acts that they-alieged ix the 1nd1ctment, they cer-

tial question as to whether. there ves & ﬁonspiracy or 1llepg-

al agreement .

-There has been no prior pla.nning, or nq pr:ior

connection wlth either of the two diptinct homicides here. .
X th;nk.in-1ts-ent1rety.the Indictment, the proceedings
before the Grand Jury, fail to sustain the indictment.
| THE ‘COURT: fhank you, Mr. Fitzgerald,
- Do counséi,fer ﬁhe Peapl¢=nisﬁ-to-rep1y?
' MR. STOVITZ: Yes, your Honor.
| I think that counsel has falleu into the
error fmany attorheys fall Intd, and tpat'is arguing the

CieloDrivecoOmARTHTVES
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The argument of counsel might e pore ap-~
prOPriaﬁé-lf it were made to a trial Jury or to & trier
of the fact, if your Honor were the tnier,or.the~fae§; but.

oh & motion under 995 your Honor must assume that all of

. the Grand Jurors whose names aﬁpe&r 1n-the-Grand Jury tran-
: script.viewed Miss Atkins as she was teatifylng and they ‘

determined from their view that she was competent.
. Gtherwise they cerbainly would not have
aecepted her-tesbimonya

He ¢an gesume that they are reasonable and

‘.logical people. -

A I think eounsel 18 also, :t‘x-ankly, gomewhat
sonfused & to the actual language of the Fenal Code and

- what ’chei cas has interpreted that language as meaning.

The test onh a review of the Grand Jury in-
dﬂ:ctmen_t is the sé,p;e as the test for & preliminary hearing,

-and although the deé says that the Jury must be satisfied

of the convinning nature of the evidence, %hat.meanS'the
Jury'must he satisried there is probable cause, (

I submit; your Honor, that we have no questlon '
of éorroboration of an acc‘c‘;mjﬂice',— Becaﬁs.er that 18 not
necessary. a4t & Grand Jury hearing. The corroborstion of
the acnompiice~must take,ﬁiaée at the trial, and that is
true with fespect Vo the Sté.t_e‘:ﬁents" that Miss Atkins made

‘at the Grand Jury praceeding&.'
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I believe her words vere m mbatance P
“I don't knou if this 18 really what happened &t the

lLaBlanca house, but this is »vhat Mes. Krenwinkel told me
happened.” 0Of Gﬁﬁi‘ﬁe@ there is & dlfference between what

she belleves, and what Mps. ¥renwinkeél btold her. At thab

point Hr. msl.t@siﬂ was very careful to have Misa Atkins'
_relate only what Mrs. Kremwinkel told her, and that 1s

' . I think the evidenee not only is sufficient
*1 for the purpose of this motion, but 1t is overwheiming

10 and it stands ,uncontmdioted at this time,

i I mubmit the xnotion should be denied.

. THE COURT Thank you, Mr. Stovitz,

®) | Do you.wish to reply, Mr. Fifzgerald.?

'14'1 a MR, B‘IT?GEB&LD: I will conced that there are a
1 'nur,l,x‘be;:‘ .oi‘"d‘%aiciai[ %1!53131"91?3 Aniterpreting the Coge lang-

t&g_e.- L referre;i ‘1:0, the claim th'a.-t Migs Atkins was some-
hat unclear as to yhat she tea‘b:!.fieti to, but Mr. Stovite -

_aea not belleve that hexr testimony was unclear.
19

I think that the proper standard mr & Grand

% ary :Lndictment ia the standard ﬁha.t the Gra.nd Jury should

- eonvinced of the defendant ts gu:llt ina.smuch as none of
2

e procedural 5afegua:'da are a.fforded to the derendant by
_23 :

1-3 Grand Juf'y‘-
With that, Il mbzni% the matter.

. THE COURT: As.coundel knows » We are not at this
A2:G. ) .

[ S -
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- erts Tranﬁcript and the Court does not feel that under

19

| . : _,4 .
particular hearing detemining ﬁhe guilt or inndeence of

the défendant in this ma:bter. “We &re dimply. detemining
whether or not there is sufricient to hold her for trdial.
“The’ Gourt has read a,nd cons:tdered the Report-

~ the prenent exiating lalr that tha Court is able to de-
temine the cmdibilitsr or reliability of the particular
witriesses in the trangcript, That 1s the finding of the
-Grana Jury ang- they have made-their determination by
issuing their indictment. | ‘

The Court. feelzs that within the J.ndictmenﬁ
there is sufﬂcient evidence to creabe in the mind of a
reasonable man & strong -suapicion -~ not gullt beyond a
reasanable doubt necgsearny - but a sbrong suspicion
of the guilt of the defenda.nt. ‘ ,

Tnerefore t’he motion 1:0 dismiss will be d.en:led.

We will tekea fifteen ~ minute vecess and will |
then proceed with the mvtion for a change of venue.

’.HR"' STOVITZ: Thank you, your Honor.

{Short réceaa)-

THE COURT: I will ca.ll the matter of Eeo;ple vérsus
Charies Manson and Patricia Krenﬁinkel. ‘
let. the pecord reflect that hoth defendants
a,,re p:;'esent with i:heir respee‘cive counsel, and ’cha'i; thms

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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] . Court?

".fmahtex" is before the Gourt on & motion for change of venue

by ‘both the defendant Chaples Marson. » and P‘atrieia Kreri~

| uinkel .

Are counsel ready to proceed at this time?
| ME, HUGHES: Ready at {:hi-s time. m
T will ask ad; this time that e, H&nson algo

“be allowed +to argue these motion&.

THE GOUR'J.‘* That mo‘bion is denied. A
: Let the reco::d reflect that the Court. has reaa

| ‘and cens:ldered the dommem:s submitted by both counsel in

regard to the motion :‘or & c¢hange of vehue,
Is there a sbipul&tiaon that coungel wishes
To enter ;l.n‘ba’? _
MB. STOVI’.’[‘Z' '}.'hexfe is. ,
Mr, Fitzgeralﬁ,, would you . m:ate it for the

, MR., FITZGERALD. Yes, pérhaps 1n£v.smuch a8 the stipu~
tation relabes to the exhibits; I wonder if we might go

_‘-thi‘puéh and m&rlc the exhibits if they haventt been marked. '

as yet. Then \ye’fi'l enter into thé' astipulation in eonnection
therewlth. ” ‘
Is that agreeable?

MR, STOVITZ: I think the‘y have alread;v been markeci.
T looked abt them and they have numbers on t:hem. : _
MR. FITZGERALD: - Ii.re you talking about the axhibit.a

that have besn enteéred in the case of People versus Beau-

CieloDFiVe.COMARCHTVES
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uiﬁh the numbers on them.

- and the plaintifs that th:!.s Court may ‘récelve into evidence

coﬁias-of scripts of newscasts teigviﬁed by televigion

T _ — TEAUT

solefl, A-O5TH527. |

i«m‘. STOVI’.EZ. .'Iha*t 13 correct, They are all mérked
I was Just ,picking out certaln oties s but ir |

yau Iike, I} put them.all in the box and make sure they

are therem

¥R, FITZGERAID: Tes, please.

3

It is hereby st:l.pulated between the defendant

Defendant?s Exhiblts A-l, A-2,-A-3, A-J-i A-5, A-b, .ﬁ-‘}',
A8, npg, A-10, A—ll, A-i2, A-13; Ap14, that have previously
been received into evidence iIn the Los Angeles Supevior
cmzr?c. case o.f.' the Pegple of the $tate of Q&lﬂ.fe;*ni"g ve;’mg
Robert Kenneth Beausolell, A«057,452. Seld exuibits ave.
to be recei*ved’;mi;o evidence by reférence. -

i{R.. STOVITZ: So stipulated as to that.

MR. HUGHES: Defendant Manson will Jbin‘in'%hat
atipulation, | | |

THE CODRT: Thank you..

| Thegeburt accepts the stxpulation;'

H:R FITZGERALD: It im also stipulated that defend~
ant's A-1 are true and accurate copies of scripts of news-
casts televised by television station KNXT-Channel 2 on
the dates and times indicated on said seripts.

That defendant!s A-2 are true amd accurate




Eia

K16 - .. 1|.station KNEC - Channel & on the dates and times indicabed
. f . . z| 9n sald scripts, I |
T -4l . MR, STOVINZ: So sbfpulated.
P THE COURT: We have not heard from Kr Hughes?
5 . MR, HUGHES: T will join in that stipulation on
- 4| béhalf of the defendant Manson.
r THE COURT: ‘Thenk you. The Court accepts the stipu-
'"_13'.3:at10n- . T |
9 ) lilR. FITZGEB!&LD- 1t 48 stipuiatecl by and between the.

10| partie-s ‘bnat defentdantte A—3 are true and accurate coples
. 11| of seripts of newscasts televised by television station

Uiz | KITA - C‘hannel 5 on the dates and “tides indicated on sa:[d

g I acripts.
o Tul MR. STOVITZ: So stipulated.
8| MR. HUGHES: So stipulated. |
T 18 o | THE - COURT: The Court: accepts the ﬁ’cipulation.
11 . MR. FITZGERALD: Do you think 1% would ke of mergf,t

_ is to‘l;ei: me read the eéntire -aéi;ﬂl&tion and then we can have
a8 a stipulation covering. 1'1:»‘2‘ ‘

;zioi. - MR, STOVITZ: That = satisfactory.

a2l . THE COURT: Mr. Hughes?

22| MR, HUBHES: That is ﬁhe with us, your Honor.

‘=23, ' MR. PITZGERALD: I ie stipulated Yatween and by tﬁe

‘ B partiea that.

3

, . e Derendant's A-li are ’crue and asccurate cOpieB
i jof scripts of newscante televised by television station

CieloDFiVECOM ARCHIVE S
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KABC « Channel 7 on the dates and times indicated on sald

ﬁcfipts,

| _ Ehat~ﬁerendant's A5 are trué and sccurste
coples Qf scripta-af neseasta {televised by‘television '
gtatlon KHI TV - Channel 9 ot the dates and times indicated
on the sald Bgript&;

o That defendant's A6 are true and accurate
copies of sceripis of newséaats televised by television
station KTTV - Channel 11 on thé dates and bimes Indicated
on said seripts. e '

- That defendant's A-T are true ang acoyrate
eoples of serdpts of newscasts televized by belevision
station KCOP - Channel 13 ori the dates and times indlcated

on sald scripts. L o | ‘ |

) That is the portions of gald séripts that
refer to film segmshﬁg.(usually indicated by the letters -
SOY) the subject matter of sald film segment relates to the
topleindicated by the lead-in to sald film segments .a'ng-"
that the length of said rigm'segmentg-are,mnéicatgaApn o
Yhe scripts by the numbers which indicate $ime in minutes
ang Seébnds. X o

That said seripta are.or newscasts brigtnating
in Ioa Angelea Gounty only.: ’

That defendant's A-8 are true and accurate
cop1a§.¢£l3§r1§ﬁs of newscasts broadcasty by radiO‘statipn

KNX on the dabes and times indicated on said écrxpts,
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That defendant's -9 are true and accurate

foples or 'Scr:};pts of newscasis brosdeast by radio station

.‘B ot the dates and times 48 indleated on sald sgript&. .
Teat czefendant*s 8~10 are true and Accurate

¢oples of-.’h seripts of newscasts broadgagt by radle statlon
RABC 'ant}'sé ﬁates and Himed -as in&iv.a’bed on Bald seﬁp’bﬁ,
_ T_h%t defendantts’ Ev-il @re true and accurate

voples of serlpts of newpeasts broadeast by radio statlon
¥IXC on the dat;es and times a8 ,;Lndica’sea gn sald scripts.
© That dei‘-engia;n;'g, le are true and aceuraye

coptes of Seripts-of newscasts broadeast Ly radle station

KFI on the dates und times as Indicated on 3a1Q meripts.
| fnat Gefendonts A-8; A~Y and A-10 contaln..
vamples of one newseast broad¢dst on' fhe dair inaleated

ahd ‘:‘;hah {NX Ragio’ weum braadcasb gaid seripy three times -

B da;?‘. Th‘a.t KF«HB B.adio would repeat pald scr:lpt appmxi—

‘ ma‘hely 2040 24 timep @ dsy and that KASE Badlo wo&m

brpadeast 8aid seript approxima:bely ’chree o four times
daily. , o A |
| That the following witnesges. are deemed to
have tesn called, sworn and tesbiried to the size of the

That . Gary 14taker is deened callea, gwWorn
and tsstified that he is Frogrim MNanagepr of XNXT - Channel

-N CES, and that WWXT hog 18 hours of news weekly @&- he is

Anforned that they have 1,018,000 viewers for the early

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES .
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_ 26 Research Bureay that they c¢arry & rating -.61‘ 5 and that megn_s_ '

‘news and 413,000 viewers for the evening news,
' That Mr. George Butke is deemed called, sworn

.| and testified that he iy Station Mahager for KNBG ~ Channel 4

and that he is informed that KNEC 5:00 to 6:00 P.M. newscast
has & ra.ting of 6 baaed upon the last 80 quarter hours and
that this mea.na they mached aoa,ooo telavision homes and

| the total adults viewing the 8hiow were 270,000, That the

6 30 P M news based on 76 quarter hours rated 6 which meant
218,000 home_a Were reached and approxim&tely 307,000 adults
oheerved the newscast. - That the 11:00 P. M. to 1130 M.
news based on' 38 quzrter hours reached approximately 2;18;000
television homes with 30;?,,-090. adult peﬁadns, viewing,

‘That Mr, Stan Chanbers 18 deemed called, swWorn
2nd testified that he :!‘.s News Manager of KTLA - Chinnel 5

land that he is informed that according to the Amerdcan He-
; search Bureau that the la‘l:ééi‘. rating of each of their two

one. hour ghows was 3 and that th:la means that. approximately
3 percent of the tot&l television ‘sets in the area where.
mgached by thelr studio. and that there are approximately _
3 1/2 million sets in thelr viewing area and that this means
approximately 100,000 peéaons .ﬁw esch of their telecasts,
That Mn, IBurbridge is deemed called, sworn and
testified that he 1s Assistant D:[z"ectoxf of Hemearch for

BC - Channel 7, and'-thab KAEC has two - one hour new_s.c_:asts
aé;ily: and that he is informed sccording to the American

CieloDFive.com ARCHIVES
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for the early news they réach approximately 170,000 homes

1 and thet the total viewers are approximately 22‘9,&00- and

i that the larbe news reaches 168,000 homes and has approxi-

mately 228,000 adult viewers. ‘
“ Tnat Mr. MeGovern ig deemed c.alled, sworn .

| and testified that he i 2 memkiex of the Sales De,partgen»’.b. :

for XHJ TV =~ Channel 9 mnd that KHJ TV has one newscast
between the hours of 9:30 and 10%60 P. M. and that he is
informed é_cco:c‘-ding to the American Research Buresu that

 the newscast is ‘ratégf 3 which meé,n};’- they reach approximately

111,000 homes and approximately 158,000 television adult
va,euers per newscast, ( | ‘ "
‘ That Mrs. Jan Tucker 18 deemed called, sworn ‘
and teéstified that she 1s secretary to the Program Pirector
61‘, ﬁGQP - Channel 13 angd thit KCOP. has two newscésta, datly,
one at 12 noon to :.12':36 P, M, ’and one from 131:30 P, M. to
11345 P. M. and that she is Informed according to the Bmeri-'-
can Besearch Bureau that the 12:00 Noon to 12:30 P, M. news"
reaches 32,000 homes and has approximataly 42,000 viewers

and that the 11:30 P.M. to 11:45 P. M, news veaches approxie

-mately 13,0{)0 homes and has approxmately 14,000 viewers.

That Mike Silversteln 1s deemed called, sworn
and testified that he 1§ Research Director for KNX Radio
and that he 1B 1nforrhed that K§X Radio's avezfage number of
Iidteners per quapter hour period is 58 000.

' That Herb Humphrey ip deemed valled, sworn
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“and tesbitied that ke 45 Managing Raltor of KFWB and that
1 he is informed that KFWE has approxiuately 1,000,@00

Iiﬁtsnars per wesk.
That Mr. Jack London 1g deened callect, sworn

and testified thab he 1s Direcotr of lLocal Radio News for

KABC Badfo and that he is informed that the average number

‘of listeners in any one quarter hour period during the

week 1s 82,#00

" That Mes. Marglt Joldich is dessed called, _
;wm And testified thnt she is employed bar the Los Angaleu -
Times and that she 1s informed that f;hu dafly circulation

_ of the Ios Angeles Times is 975;1491 and the Sunday gireu-

18tion is 1,308,711,
Trint Hr.ﬁjfers is daemed called, sworm and
testified that he is Circulation Bditor of the Herald-

- Examiner and tha.t- he 1s informed that the daily aireulation
- of the Herald—Exm;Ener As 519, 391 and that Sundsy clrou-

ll.t:.on is 490,134,
, ':l‘hat Mr.. Younn :I.u deemed called, aworn ancl

 testified that he is employed by the Sants Moriex Evening

Gtwlnqk and that ’ﬁe is :lnfméd that the da:tiy c;l.rc.ulation

o5 "'61" the Bven:’.ns outiook is 42,250,

| " That mrry M.I:taon 15 deemed caa.led. sworn
and testified that he is employed by the Independent Prese- -
Telegram as Managing Editor and that ha im informed that

| the datly sirculation of ‘the Independent Press-Telegram
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Hews is deemed called, aworn and ﬁesﬁiﬁed that he is
' emplo:sreﬂ by the Hollwood Gitizen News ‘anci ’bhat he 1s
. Anformed that the .da;ly -e;l;rculatibn-i of that newapaper 1s

Is 4% so Btipulated, counsel?
. srovITz: ‘
MR ﬁuaxms~
. ant Manson.

S@.;_ﬁti-pulégéed‘ on behalf of the defend-

‘THE COURT: The Court accepts the stipulation.

'KR; RITZAGERALD: ‘I‘he original of th’a.f: gocument has

heen filed by the Court s;lgned by couns&l for HMrs. Kren-
winkel. -

M, STOVITZ: It al-s'o has‘ been‘ siéned by a repre~
‘sentative of the People, Mr. Buglioa:t

THE COURT: Mr. Hughes; do you w.tzh o aff:lx your

slgnaturé to this stipulation?
. MR, HUGHES: Yes, sir., -

7 {Mr. ‘ 'Hugheé‘ ﬁigns d’ocumant—')‘ |
MR, FITZGERALD:. Hay I at this 'time serially review
‘the additional exhibits that I have pmsented to the Court?

THE COURT: Very well,
MR. FITZGERALD:

I have a copy of 2 document that .
’.fiag been marked previously as Defendaﬁt!s -BA or double A
for ldentification, and that is a copy of:a movie advertise-

That & repreaentative of the Hollywood Citizen |

hetween 40,000 to 50_‘:;0@0 ahd weekly pubiication 1s 500,000,

So stipulated on behslf of the People.

A
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K 23 o menﬁ oi‘ the los Ang;elea Times, Calendar Sectlon, Sunddy;
)1 .l{arch 8, 1970, ‘
. o Defendant's Exhibit EB or double B 'put'portﬁ

‘to be " photdcopy of:an article f:fom the Loz ﬁngelea Maga-
zine of Febmary 19 2 1970, entitied “Gould Your Dapghter
| maed SR
; I In nonnecﬁion with dotble B, the article I
' J’D.S'b men:b:loned, mey it be stipulated by and between the
i par’bies that the circulation of the Los Angeles Hagazme
T f February 19, 1970 1ﬂaue is approximately 62,0002

MR. STOVITZ: If counsel has reseaprched that, we will
- '12": s‘,ti;pui_tﬁbe.. , ] A
‘ R MR, HUGHES: So stipulated. .
C _‘;{ . THE COURTr The Court accepts the stipulation.

MR, FITZGEB&ID I have ag double C or CC a sheaf

'15".‘ :
| of dqcunents that purport to be photocopies of articles

i6 |
that. appea-rea in the ios Angeles Times begimming with the

{ - date of ugust 9, 1969 to and including March 14, 1970.

a0 | Defendant‘'s DD ox double D is another sheaf
-é’a' ~ of documents which has been marked collectively and that
2']"-1 ' purports to be photocopies of thes Long Beach Independent

224 ‘“Past Telegram.
‘ | THE GOURL: Fress Telegram
HR FITZGERALD‘ Yes, ‘Bnesa Telegram, excuie me.

e |
. E That b“egina with the date of August 9, 1969 through and

-
as inelu,ding March 10, 1970.

~CieloDAVe.COM AR CHTVES
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 that exhibit because it is a duplicabion and it simply

" would be cumulative.

16 |-

I had ‘pa:e.ev:ll.ouﬂw marked and delivered to the |
Court an exhibit neﬁt in order double E or 'EE and t;h‘a;tﬁ
purparta %o he & photocopy of the December 12 imsspe of
‘bhe Ios Angeles Hera.ld and the Decémber 12 fszmie of the
Hollywoorl Citizen News, and I would a‘b this time withdraw

Aiso. there i;és heen markeéd defendant's next
in ovder FF or double F, coples of articles frow the Sente '
Monics, Qd;:loi)ka Those a‘-,re' original newspapers beginning
with the date August 9, 1969 through HMarch 10, 1970. ‘Those
articles ds; not purporﬁ to reflect any grticles that ap=-
peared in ﬁha-t'neirsbap_er ori the. Tollowing days -~ the dates
I am ‘about €o commence to give, coples of . newspapers were
not available. “‘I‘hoée dates are Decemi)e:e 8 .-~ strike that..

Aﬁgust 18 and August 30 of 1969 |

= Sept:emherf 10 and 214 of 1969

October 1, 17 and 22 and 29 of 1969, |

ﬁovgmb-ei‘* 5 and 7 of 1969,

December 3 and 5 of 1969. |

| e -.defendanﬁ" 's' next In order is, I helleve;

& ‘six-»page docurient and these purport to be artlcles from.
the Ios Angeles Times dated December 14, 1969 entitied
“Suaan Atkinst Btory of Two Nights of Terror.”

This iz & cumulative exhibit ?bnt for refer=
ente T noﬁild 1ike to mark that separatgly though it is

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES -
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"book copyrighted by Susan Atkins and Léwrence Hiller en-

© double J, -‘which mppears to be headline editions and front

'Hollywood Cltizen News ror the following dateg.

:L'?, 2z, 26, and 29 of 1969;

‘Yalley Times edition. I am informed and bel:leve that the

conta:tned &8 well in Defendant's Exhibit GG or dOuble C.
Next in order is. an exhibit that I had deliver-
ed %o thée Court marked HH or double H and that is & paper

titied f‘“ﬁhg Killing of Sharon Tate," !
Q . Iwill ask that be withdrewn because, as tlie
Court earller suggested, & large exhlbit is golng to be
introduged in evidence which will contailn that bodk.
A A The defendant!s next 1h order Is double I or
IT, which ave scripte from KABC TV - Channel 7, I helteve,
Defendant’s next in order is an Exhibit JJ or

pages and in 'aoﬁe caeeﬂ*ei;he‘r- than front pages from the

August 11, 15, 18 and 21 of 1969,
September 9, 20 and 26 of ;969.
thobei-- 10, 13, 14 and 24 of 69.
. November 6, 1969
_ December 2, 3, 5, 6, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 16,

That exhiblt alau contains front pagea of the

Valley ’I'i:mes and the Hollywood Cltizen News are connected
fihaneially, if not in fact.,

, . The dates of the ‘Va;l:l;ey Times are August 26',
Decembéf- 18, December 20, December 2k, 1969 and January 5, |
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1 o KCOP‘Z

L N
: Defendant's next in order is KK or double K,

and thaf; is 2 document whilch collect:tvely reapresents acripts
from KOOP - channel 13, from August 9, 1969 through and

-including December I; 1959, and again from January 14, 1970

through anc:l includ:mg Haac'ch 10, 197&
In connectlon with thab exhibit may it be

.etipulated by and between parties ﬁhat if Danlel B , Tom-
':pkins, News Editor, were ealled, sworn and testified he .
would ‘test_'iry that these acripts are true and accurate

seripts that were ii&esi in the regular course of vusiness
- MR S‘r(}VI’.t‘Z“~ Bo stipulate on behalf of ~i.z’he' People

MR, HUGHES: . s;s' stipulate on behalf of defendant
Manson. ' o
EHE GOURT. The C‘ourt accepts tne stipulation, |

| m‘x‘. FITZGERALDJ. By way of a*ti;pula‘bion, I would like

' to point out to the ‘Court that the exhibibe that Hxﬁ. Stovifz

took out of the hox on the leff hand side of the table are

: Defendanb’s A=l tnrough, I balieve,A-lh

MR. STOVITZ: I think it is through A—12¢
' MR, FITZGERALD: Those were the exhibits that were
previousl";s‘t filed in the case of People versus Séau801eila

| There are. also, three newspapers on the 1kth, the 15th and

the 16th which weve also introdqueed. I will not offer thoae

unIess for some Téason counsel wante bLhose.

T CicloDAVE.EOMARCHTY
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KT '. . MR, STOVITZ: No, I withdraw my stipulation as to
those. ‘

L)

MR . FI&*ZGERAID; £ would 1ike to have the next
‘ desi,gx;ation LL -or. double L "-ifor & document, the series of
| documents thet has been presented to the Court previously
by attorney Richard Goldman and Gary 1_3.' Filelschman, at= k_
tonioy-a' at law, in connection ivﬁh a motlon pu.rtsuéni‘. o
Perial Code Section 1033, which p{xrpo:f{:s to bé a copy of
| newspaper 'art_i.cJ:Aes and a copy of the book ._a.nd a -copy- of ab
least two national news articles. -
. |-+ . MR, STOVITZ: No ohjection to thab.
' .0HE COURT: Do you havé any objection to that, Mr.
| ‘Hughes? | | .
Lol MR, HI'IG'H_ES:. No ob,jéctioﬁ, your Honor';

'"MR, FITZOERALD: A1l right, thank you.
| I pelieve that concludes the exhibits that T

‘i3

14 "

R

have to offer.

¥ . % ask the Court's indulgence, &8 there are a

lot of éﬂzi-bitta'hem;, and if 1 come-up with s.c‘mething‘ else

I will momentarily point it out. -

 THE COURD: Vewy well. |

Do you wigh these exhibits recelved in evfia'encé

&t this time? I

MR. FI’I‘ZGERALD;' Yes, may they be received in

"
g
2 |
»
22
oo ]
. ' ev:i__;d'ence-‘z

! THE, COURT: Iz there gny objectian e
28

L ) l
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1 _l o MR, STOQVITZ: None on behalf of the Pegple, and of

K 28 -

g o 2 eourse i1t's understoed 1% 1s for this motion only and not

.l' | 4| Yor the truth or falslty of what 15 contalned in there.

4| ¢ MR, FITZGERALD: Obvlously not.

- . So there will be 1o problem, may it also bhe

e st.{pulated; that thepe articles purpor‘t to be tx'ue and

% accurste coples of what is contained therein?

” s MR, STOVITZ: Yes. = .

.9.‘ . MR, };{ﬁGHES’- E atipula.tec‘i. | .

o MR. FITZGERALD: I might point out to the Court

' ;1 tha’o these collectecl articles ar‘bitrarily have the designa-

4 | Tions AR, BB, CC, J:_vD, ER, etcgterg; “ao.- there wouldn't be

( 13.‘:‘any.contli'ét with fixe exhibits 'that may be éntered into in

' . 4 | evidenice on behalf of the derendanﬁ at the time of th¢

. "; ‘ 15 .trial, but aa somehody pé_tnted out there w be more than
" 13 26 exhibits that may bé introduced on behalf of the defend-

47 | ant at the time of the trial., |

PO I have no objection to the Court changing the

e Q@gfgna‘bi'on of these e‘xh:th;té- in order they may not be

éo. ? -ﬁpnﬁaed with exhibite at the time of the trial.

21 ~ THE COURT: ‘Does ﬁnybody have any -obJeeﬁicn to

22 | thedr being marked Speclél Defendant's Exhibibs Ak, fBB‘,

"42 |&nd 80 on,. for thé motion Tfor -changé- of venue?

a1 . V MR, FITZGERALD: I have no objection,

@ 5| | MR STOVITZ: Ve have no objectlon elther.

gl mmcowRm: Mr. Hughes? | |

~ CieloDrive.com AR CHIVES
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W
16 |
- notlice -of the popula’oion of the .County o:t' Los Angeles,

T believe the last officilal count was 7,000,000 reaidenta o

15.]
in the ﬂbunty of los Angeles.,

e nﬂ.‘ HUGHES: -No objectlon.
T will ask that fhese exhibits be incorporated
on behalf of the defendant Hanson.
‘ , THE. COUHT Vary well, bthey will be B8O incorporated E
ang they will he 80 marked as indicateﬂ
Sl m:'. Hughes, do yeu Join in the atipulation
that these ;I.t.ema 4re true and correct coples of what they
purport o contain? - |
MR, HUGHES: Yes, A'I'il Join in that atipuiationu.
TﬁE COURT: D6 you have any objection to the ad-
m:lssion of the 1tems into evidence?
MR HUGHES: No objeet:!.on, your Honor.
THE COURT: They will be received for the purposes |
of this hearing only, a8 marked. | ‘ '
HR. STOVITZ: Ii‘ow, with re;l.ation to the. ?eo;:le'a
evidence, :t'irst of all we ask the court to take Judicial

_ THE. COURT: Is there any ob,jection to the Court
tak:lng Judleial knowledge that the population of the County
of Ios Angeles s 7,000,000

MR. FITZGERALD: I will offer to mo stipulate,

!‘!H-.-_{EEUGHES‘.: So -stipﬁlatgdc '

THE COURT: Thank you. The Court accepts that
stipulation. |

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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. we would like to offér into evidence the exhibita that

_case, which I believe was mai-kéd. Peoplefs Exhi-b:&t‘i 5 and

. {. Francises and Sat;ramento papers.. I have & summary of those
- grilcles with the datea and tne outline or the coverage.

x 3‘. have show ‘that to Qonnse,l. May ﬁhat be marked as People's
"Exbibit 1?2 | |

‘& defendant's exhibit but wWe will offer it again, and that

‘hearing.

‘MR, STOVITZ: XNow, then, on behalf oi' the People
have been previously referred to at the Ro‘b,ert ‘Beausoleil

tha‘b was the publiclity rel-atiné to the Mangon tﬁ'&l carried
out in %he Noz-them Ga:lifornia newspapers such as the San

THE cam - I Kw,'n.‘.’il be 8o marked.

H&. STOVITZ* ?epple’a Exhibit 2. 13 a megazine story
tha‘c was carnied :111 the Saenaman’po Bee and 1t covers a
great many of the articles that sppeared in Sacramento
together with the héadli-nes, "he Manson Family Murder,"
by Iloyd Sne.arer‘.‘ May that b& Peuple "sl Exinibit 2?7

h THE GOURT: It will be §o marked. '

MRt. STOVITZ: People's Exhibit 3 1s already in a8

is the Iife Magazine article of December 19, 196y.
N  or course, these three are by reference;

naving ‘been previously received at the Beausolell trial

Now at the previous time that Mr, fﬁnson was
before the Court, we had prepared an exhibit showing the
newspapar .c,‘qnverae;é up and down every County ln the Stage |

Qielo_liifiVe_.cor_n ARCH IVES
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[ ‘have- shoim Hr. ’Fitzger‘alﬂ the number of letters that I

19

20.

’ élt
2% |
23 -‘
24 -
%

.

.66

.~Décember 2nd up until approximately February 10. .

| dated Maveh the 1Tth, 1970 and that was sent oﬁt to ap-

K

. ‘repl:y‘ to that Ietter whe:bher it be beca‘use of .ithe postal

of California, I have shown that to Mr. Hughes and Mr.

' side of thée County of Ios Angelea, and I have shown counsel
173 »each | copy'oTt‘hia. May this be marked as Peoplets Exe

_ ha.ve rece:tved 1n repl:v to out letter. I have an envelope

Eitzgerald and I now offer thig in as People's Exhibit 4,
which 18 this box contalning xax:l‘.l the newspaper articles from

MR. HUGHES: So stipulated. .
| MR. FITZGERALD: So stipulamted.
'TH.E COURT: That will be Exhibilt 4,
MR, SPOVITZ: I niow huve a Letter that was written

proximately 300 radio stabions outside of the Coun’cy lof
'.Los Angeles and appmximately 50 televiaion stat:lons out=

hibit mx& 1n order?
’E{‘EE COURT People's 5, 1t will be 2o markem
J!B STOVI‘I‘Z. How, we have received only a scarce

;s‘brike or whether 1t be because of the time ;‘element, bu*b

containi‘ng all of these Iet‘&ers s and. I would 1ike ‘bhe
envelope ahd Ats contents to he marked Peopie's Exhibi’b 6.
The letters -go oh to say, and L will read otie which is
ﬁb&rpi-cé.i ‘Ihia 18 Trom ’KEZY and 1f is dated March the 18th.
N "R&dio KE7Y in 1t8 prime news covering.
1s -qoncerged primarily with the news conce,rni-ng |

~ CieloDrive COmMARCHIVES .
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1 that ugeé the-Asﬂociated Press,

Orange County and thab area immediately adjacent
to oﬁ;nprimaﬁy-afea., KEZY in covering events
1eg&ing upftovaHQ:intiuding‘ailxprpcgcdinss
‘115 yhé case hasrﬁeen through the use of only
UPL" <~ which 15 the United Press Internstionas--
. "Wire Seréices and UTO Audlo Service. To assist
you in making a determination of a fair trial
for the defendant, we—baﬁ.only refer you to
the above mentioned services of United Press
International. | '
VI can assure you that no other materiala
,°f any type were iused other than in reference
to this case,™.
That is a t}g,-pical reb'}.y from the stations that
use the Uhited Press International, -
we alao have a typledal reply from the atations

This.one 13 from KPAT from Berkeley.
YKRAT Baﬁio has given this case a bare
minimum of'cpverage since it's hot of local
interest. Whatever was given was Assoclated
Press wire #nd consisted only of a sort of a
, factual detail as Lo the report of events.
There werg no commentators or interviewers -
by any of the derendanta as far as this stagion
18 Qoncerﬁed.

CieloDrivVeCOMAECHIVES
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' whieh is an FI'I muaic station.

'which used the Aasociated Préss Repo’rta.

| of the areas they cover,
- these letters have been received and they‘are *t;ﬁﬁea.l of
T4 | *bhé em}erag‘;e from up and gdown stations thmughout‘ the State,
it “the way from Northern Gali:t‘ornia right down

to the -

o ——— .
Hexican Mmand i:he radia ﬂtations are very rm :
BmR fif/]

N coverase -

) both covsragem ) ‘gi

| Californis down to the Mexivan border.

GEECTEUW S

This 18 a ‘letter that was recelved from XPAT
Anq‘bher statigm, a Madera station, KHOT,

The letter read:

"A11l our coverage is 'thmugﬁ the facilitles
of the ﬁasoﬁiated: Presa, We Sﬁﬂpl’g release 1t
, verbatim without additional commenta:ry. We.had

' no interviews or commentaries of any king."
ineludeé within éheae letters are also maps

I might state, your Honor, that

brieﬂy ment:lon thet—the |

{IPI Sexvice coverage ﬂeems 1:0 be. greater than ‘Bhé‘ﬁ? Service

1 also might state that one stabtion Just uses
UPL and another a:b‘at&édn uses AP and I cannot remember 1x
thieé replies that we reneﬁ.ved so far any ofie station using

These :stations g0 81l the vay from Northem
In addition to

radio proadcasts we recelved replies from two television

—CieloDrVe.COMARCHTVES
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“Exhibit 8.

atations and one television station Haa able to send the‘
actual Scrtpt. | ' ,

.~ 1 will introduce these including the 1ettar'
from the S;n,niego Televisfon Station that has the seript.

I might say that the-length of the coverage or
fhe prime time 1s algo included, and I would like fo have
this feéetﬁe& as:?eoﬁlets Exhibit Number 7.
|THE COURT: It will be So marked.

MR, STOVITZ: ¥We also have & reply from KSBW tele-
vislon étazion.as-they did not includé a2 scrlipt but there
agein they include the time of the broadeast and the
length of the broadcast and they stated that their éeie—‘
v;sioﬁ‘atation ﬁsé$~tapes directly from XNBC Burbank and
UPI Which of coﬁrse‘ is the United Press I_nt&rnaiﬁ:an'a’.

T would 1ike o have that marked as People's

THEJ¢0URT: It will be so maried.
. MR, STOVITZ: I beldeve, counsel, you will stipulate
that the#e exhibits‘maé be recelved dnto evidence?
ME, FITZGERAID: That 1s correct. |
MR, SmGViTZ: As répreaentative of the coverage
tThroughout. the State of California?
| MR, FITAGERAID: So stipulated.
MR, HUGHES: So stipulated.
THE COURT: fThank you.
The Gburﬁ*accepta‘the gtipula&ion

~ CieloDrive.cCOmARCHIVES
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MR, STOVITZ: .
Hor_:or, at this time.

We have no additfional evidence, your

THE COURT All right, will counsel please spproach
'the bench? :

(Off the record discussion at the berich)
THE COURT: ALI items that have been marked will

he recelved into evidence,

The Court will sta.te that the Court has had
an. Qpportunity to read, snd the record will reflect that
the Gourt has resd evemthing ‘except the exhibiw ref'erred

to ap :H:ems 6., 7 and 8. The Court will read that during

‘-'"‘wthe» recess as we are im_o‘w.going i;o,“z;'e‘ceas until 1:30 this

‘*“\.
\(Whereupon an. a,deumment wasg taken until

L-\

RN
e

\-_\ S \ s \Q\LBO P, E. the same day‘, Tueaday, March- 24,1970
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£OS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, MARCH 2k, 1970
- ' 2:00 P M. R
wiie ) —
THE COURT: I will call theé case of People versus
Charles Marison and Patricia Krenwinkel.

Leb the rer.ord rafiect that the defendants
are "présent wi‘bh their respective éoungel, and the People
a:c-e represented by tne seme Deputy District ,&t‘homeys who |
uere'here heretcfore,

. | Let. the record further reflect that the Court
has réad and considered all of the exhibits submitted by
the-fe0p1e and hy bha defendants 1n thls casge, the Court,
W\éﬁ‘previouﬁly.1ndieated, having ‘examlned some of the
ibits Eﬁﬁlier. ‘
‘x'; C bo you wish to proceed at this time, Mr.

Fitzseral&‘?\ N
‘ \gﬁi me*hﬁga;p %@u,‘your Honor.

I<w111 keeg\mx remarks‘”

‘h:;er anq as genmane

as possibla» I will giyg ;nu ¢ aéyance Outlxnnmggéhqw 1
intend 1o pxbceed. I would firss Like.}o state the'““unas:
<= I would 1ike to state the applicable and relevant law
and I would 1ike to point out what I consider the impOrtant
factsa

FLost I would 1ike to ecall the Court's
attenﬁibn to the nature, the frequenéy and the chdradﬁér

of the puhiieity that has atvended the case. I would like

' ‘"C'ierDrivel.c'om ARCHIVES




K 37 - . I yoﬁr— Honor, %o point out %0 the Court the concluslon which
. - . .%2| I nope rollmts from those remerks. '
' 13': ‘ I don't think it 18 necessary to g:we any -
L c:lta.tmns for the Iav 1 intend to refer 0, durina my
5| vemazks. . - ‘
: 6 - I'm geing to refer to Sheppard versus ﬂa:nte—li,
L VA"“- I Mairie versu:s '.Ihe Superior “Court, People versus O'Bryan,
-,,8 Smlth veraus Superior Court, and Fain versus Supreme

2 Cour{:‘
o . h( A1l 'th;:-se -c#aeﬂ with the exception of
“w . u ‘_*_Sﬁéppazad versue Maxwell are California cases.
: , 12 1 would also like to refer from time to time
%.x . ?__":m“ ;we Reardon Report which 18 formally kriown a8 the Bar
... N ) psscefibton_Project on Mininmum Standards Relating to Fair

., “Tfﬂ ana meemdmﬁanmm, 1966
:'%6‘;,. . it is our conbention- tha;t ‘the ground of these
| ] mctions ave made’ pursuand tg Penal Code Seotlon 1033.

f'jis.n He're asking that thisa action be removed from the Co*unty“” O
191 o Los Angeles on'the ground that there exists and has
20| existed in Ios Angéikes &'climafe .c;f excessive prejudicial
2t and 1nr1azmaﬁom publicity so that it hag rendered nugatory
% the sm;h Arendment application of & fair and impartial
2 triaa_;, We contend to try the case i-n Los_ Angeles County

. % would be to violate the Sixth Ameridment and the due process
. ) ‘ 3’?‘ clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.

) Though this motlon 18 made basically as to the

‘ CleIoDrlveoom ARCHIVES
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defendant Krenwinkel, each end every defendant in this
eaee 1s entitied Yo a falr and mpertiel_ trial and we
belleve that the pubilcity which has accompanied thiy case

. from Its v'ei_zy ;l.rieeptien hag beer se-kperﬁaeiv‘e and 86 -
1 inflammatory and so prejudlcial that it's impossible that

each and every ona of these defendants could receive a falr

and 4impartial trial fn the County of IoB Apgeles.

We teileve that under the Sixth Amendment
they are entitled to such a falr and impartial trisl "anud.
they could not re:ee:l;-*ire‘ 1t in the County of Los Angeles..

Kow It has been eeid, arid I believe I heam

| _Judge Keene comc‘bly when on appx*oxima.tely Decem’ber 1tth

of ’1969 he said in the Calendar Court inasmuch as this case
has ’been attended by excessive publlcity that he felb 1%

wae neeeaeary to promulgate what the press later referred
to as a gag order.

X . He felt he needed to do thils because the Court
connection with this e&ae, otherwise ’che defiendants would '
not be able to receive a faflr trial.
Judge Keene did not comment on the nature of

the publicity that had pr‘eeeded his orgéer.,

' Before 1 appeared here today, I have carei'ull‘y
revieﬂed the ;-emarke your Honor made it connectlon with
the n_ot;!.on Mr. Manson made in this court regarding the
'cha_x':'ge of venue., In *&ouxi remavks at the conclusion -.ef his

CieloDrive. COmMARCHIVES
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: mot;l.on, you pointed ot that you felt you would teke judicls

Rotlce of the extensive pubiicity'that has atfended this
case, . -

When Judge Keene used the words "excessive®

I think that 1s by definition "too much™

The publieity that has been ¢onnected wlth

' this case has been: greater than that ivrh:!.ch would bé per=

missi‘ble and st:tll aford the defendant a fair tri:lal.
, He have entered Into stipulations that the

Ins Angeles ‘Iimes, for example, has & circulatlion or .

. 975.',:491 and in their Sunday editions of 1,308,711.

We have entered into a Btipulation that

‘Channel 2 has 1 000,000 vie\vrers for theélr evening news,
-s‘th&‘b Channel 4 has 270,000 i‘rom 500 to 63 00 ®. M. and |
» from 6‘30 P m. ‘bo Ts 30 P. M, 308,000, and :E‘rom 11:00

| to 1i: 30 P. M. 307,000 viewers. -

We have entered. :Lnto & stipulab:lon tha‘b Channel
5 haa a viewing aud:l.enee of approximately 100, 000 persons
dailya '

We hav;z' entered into a stipulation that KiWs .-

Radfo has an endfence of 1,000,000 isteners per week,

We have entered into a stipulation that the .
Herald Exantner has 519,391 readers dally and & Sunday
cimulation oi‘ 490,134, |

How many people beslde the 1, 308,711 people
who buy the ILos Angeles Times on Sundey sSee thai paper

CielbDriVe.corriA RCHIVES
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- K 40 i 1 --without purchasing :f.b 18 unknowh. The same is true for the
.1 S Sunday c:].rculation oi' the Herald Examiner of 490,134.5 -
o ' 3 L ~ How many. people are the benefieiary of what

4l s carlled "pass -on readérship* is unknown.
s '  The .only eirculation figures are verified
g | ‘éii'éulartic;n f:l.g;ures‘, hit certainly ag 8 matter of knowledge
T wé all krow that when a particular exelting or eriem;
5 story 1s ip the press that clréulation is 1ncreased, that
] 'thex'e 113 a tremendous pas-on reaﬁerahip.
i0 - - The Eong; ‘Beach Press Teiegam has & daily
11' circulaxion of 160,000, and those ave just samples, and
_ mtwt_come—shat_ia not a complete ¥ist of all of the ‘ |
) F_\fs‘“* HsPaﬁ\_ in the Gounty of Ios Angeles. I am 1nf§med

‘*\\ _— é@ but I \don‘“b Wwan&, i:o vouch for the accur&e;y of the 31:ate- .
R 15'_'. \ment, i have heard, tMex& within the
S 13\ Gounty of ’Los \ﬁngelev : \

w| - . Fe dcm't have‘ .

i

. We'Just have
-",_;g & sample of the ma,ior newsPapers. "-\ ' _

Sl It is our contentien that :u; 18 absolutely
| -éa,' impossj;ble ’w.tth guch 2 wideapread dissemination of radio

91 | - and television and newspaper puhlicity that. any subatantial

' o I ‘part of the populdtion of Los Angeles County ‘have not

. 95| heard of this case. I .’ohink it would be almost abaolute;l.-y 4
2| impossible to put twelve people into a jury box snd not
@ x| find 2 fuvor who hasn't elther Listened to the radfo .
2% Sx;oa@cas#a;. or to the téleviﬁion newscast, or who had read

— CieloDrive.ComARCHIVES
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£y 1] & newspaper ov a perj.odi'cal whlch did not have something
.‘ .2 coneerning th:l.& cage,

=X B S If we did get such & person, 4 think we WOuld‘
4; be almogh fareed to “che conclusion that such & person
: 5 eitherr couldn't see, couldn't hear, or couldn "t rea.d.
el * I think the publicity has been so fantagtlcal-
7. 1¥ ﬂidesigsrea& that 1% has permeated everybody.,
8 x Nows T suppose that wouldn't be bad 1f it
9| Weren't for the nature of the publicity in thils case.
1’@*1 I think bz_aaica-il-:gf, when we are talking sbout publicity
L il in thi-—é case 1& falls into three pajor categories:
12 Tne first category is the publtelty that
1| Surrounded the ki]i:tings themselved, suprrounding the
| Initial ravéié:ti?néy and *l‘:i;en moved oOn {:o the sﬂving, of
. "1-55 the crime ami repor’a.’mg the progress or lack of progress

15 | of the police in their investigations, ‘
. ‘ That is the Firat category‘
18 o . e second categoxry ‘negan amunﬁ Decemher 2nd,
2| .1969 whenr Chief Davis held a news confergnce and announced
'20_-' the artest o the lmminent arrest of certain suspects In

‘ -:21" ‘this cade. JIf thé publlelty at tﬁis point hadn't been
22 .iax;éjudicial;, it certalnly became pre,jud‘ieial‘when Chierl

23 1 Davis held that news confevence. ‘ ‘ |
’244: ‘ S _Ghief Dbavis clearly and emphatically atated
® 25| to the public through the media that bhey hed solved the
) ' 2 'c‘a”.sa and- that the defendants about to Le nameﬁ did per-

T CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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.| * petrate the so-called Tate.and Ia Bianca howicides.
_y T " . It 1 Inconcelivable -tha;t_ffom that point on
. 3| that the defendants could receive & i‘éix* trial.
_— ' The third am or the major ares of publicity
" g has concerned the court proceedinga beginning approximaﬁely
’ﬁ, - on the date ‘that the defendan'bs were tdken berore the
' gt:' | Grand Jury and continued up to today.
- Ky If X may veturn back to the first c,ategary,-
g|{ The publicit;r that surrounded the events themselves, in
0. | the Sheppard cage the United States Supreme t‘foux-ﬁ paw it
- ﬁ " o make quite an a_nalysis of the publicity in the Sheppard
- 12 matte‘r,k and T think thab is somewhat apropus‘ in this case,
: - 1; —_\-ﬂre'eowrt“said the Sheppard case Involved
Dl '-“12*‘ '

‘ m_.stery, meiety and sex apd suspense combined in

15 'S'aeh a manner 80 as to intrigue and captivate the public
e fancy 'co & degree unparal}.eled in recent Annals.

- This cage involves movie stars, sex. It
T :me)lves ynuth &nd hipples. It involves narcoti,ca,'

' | - mysticism and magle and murder. ‘
- " From its vexry incept:ton when news was not
21 ' available, the news media speculated or else the news
' . 22| ‘media had people speeula-te as to the varipus prurient
.23 agpects _-af this case. Psychélogista and i)ﬁjchia‘-ﬁrists
o wei'é askegi questions #pout the case. People In varkous -

. ; L 25 || walks of 1ife were éﬁi:gd what thelr theories were.

-5g | Various theorles were mentioned inthe press after the

T

R
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I mate killinga auch a8 theTate killings Were caused by
I queers, or"that apparentiy there:was some S&X oYgy takins

- place and persons were forced into-degrading acts and

rehelled and retaliated by kiiling 2ll the people

present.

There wasg uidespread speculation as to-the‘

-character'and amount of eertain fypes of n8&rcotics fhat
| were found within.the»home. .There was some speculation
| a8 Lo the-erotic and sexual nature'of the reading material

that was perhapﬂ or—gerhaps not read by some of the

iictims in the case, _
There-wa3=apeculation-ﬁade as to Sharon Tafe's
spouse, Roman Polanskl, who was @ prominent moview pro-

ducer and, to quote the press, of bizarre and peeuliar

_movies of the llke of "Rosemary's Baby" and "A Knife in
‘the Watrer," and. Bo of,

From that point on the interesta of fthe pnpu~

‘1ation of Ios Angeles County was focused and intrigues by
‘this~1mmenaely gort of titi&lating;an& at the same‘time ‘
fintriguing sort of prurient morass bf a kind of‘terror

But I think the substantial prajudice to the

. defendants is in the publicity that took place after

December 2nd, 1969.
Now, the vases are here.
In the case af Maine and Fain and Smiﬁh "

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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X 44 - 1| versus Superior G‘ourt and the rul:mgs: In California that
. - ' 2 pre,mdice need n&’c e Bhown, the defendant need not show -
) . __.3‘:' that the puhlicity LG in fact prejudicial -+ that standard
4] was also. adopted b;v ;:he Re&rdon Repoft when they adopt’éd ,
_ ‘_ 5| the standards of the redsonable likllhood of a fair- tr:!.ala ‘
& A *l'fxaij, was the fest. The test 18 not pre,judice‘
7_*:: ; 8o ‘we stand here- before your Honor and -ask
8 -,” yo';zr Honor to change the venue in this case even 1f we have
9 not aqmonstrafeé the oné single element of prejudiclal
10 1 pubiiei’cy in connection with thia case.
..11.‘, ’ But I think our case is vaat,ly ﬁtronger than
' ";(2-. that:. I ﬁhink we ¢an demonstrate that the publicity was
X - 13 |~ of the most ruthless and treacherous kind. 1 think we
.-' g L7 | ¢an demonstrate it 1s just indescribabl:\r pre:]udieial, and
5 I uould like ‘ho present a few aspects of it.
16 | .Here are pome samples, these are headiines
' ::1.7: . and unfortunatgly‘ it 1s very easy i!or'ccuns’el to take
18| headiines out of a newspaper ra’oher tha.:i take them off & -
' :19 television station. | | -
20| | I don™t mean that by presenting headlines I
‘213 L8[ foxegeﬁti;ng about ‘.fhe tremendous 'impact that the radio
y ,22' 'anﬁ the. televlision has. I an simply clting these headlines
25 1. as an _example of the prejudielal character of the publ.icit&
C o4 that has akbended this case. .
. S % T "Hidden cave may have Secret cult bodies."
o : :z;s:‘_ | B , - YMurders multiply, total to date 12."

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES




4 45‘ %] | , *oult killings may reach 11L "
® 2| " "Hinman girl killers." . .
v 3 . -~ Ygusan Atkinst story of tNo nights of murder.”
4 | , YMangon {;'1‘61‘113( Tinked Yo possible 9 déaftm.. "
5 . "rate suspect described as messizh of sex

‘| and sadfsm.® | -
Tl . "Savage mystic. cult blamed for 5 Tate murders,
g | . ' ¥his publicity relating to Charles ¥énson and
g my c-;lieixt:: ‘ﬂ.mplied that because they are members of g‘_:o;né
1 B'h:l;ppie ‘pﬁ!ﬁtg that they are responsible for rumbers of
| 11 | unsolved murders -- thiﬁ'- iz absolutely unparalleled in
_1_2: K histbr‘y‘. Itts Just absolutely 1mpouaib1e to visualize the
1| terrible pre.judice theme deféndants surfered. by jJust being
: charged with severn or elght murders which is then extra-
‘1.5: ~ polated to possibly fourteen or‘ ritéén murders that .
16 |. were unsolved, and to put in thé press plctures of
ar | ‘b‘&lldbzers looking for hodies when there weren't any
18| charges made or any arvests made -~ it 1s just absolubely
1 | inconcedvable.’ . '
2| - -They have linked Mr. Manson and his group of
o fo:tlcwers@ and I am agtvc)pting thr.-ig 1-anguage-; 10 every
. # | unsolved murder in California. Every murder involving
23 - some poor unfortundte victim; frequently where the notive
Ta b v-has heen some form of sexusl &.ssault,, with not one ;t}:‘ﬁd of
® = evidence, not ohe ghyed of truth, Nor has the defendant
z’e. ' mﬁsm hor Mrs. Krenwinkel or any one of the muliziple

{
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K46 1 ’ defendants in this case been afforded any opportunity to
o g “respond to those charges at sll. It s simply & crime

. by accusation. We don't try people on that kind of evidence
A in .Americal. We don't try people in the newspapez-s oL
5| ‘the corner bar, but that is waat has been done,” Every |
‘ g,_'_f Juror who steps int‘o the Jury box must now sgy to hmél;f,
7 ."’?Teil., there may be nine, buﬁ what about the bodles at
g - the nottom of the cIiff or é;t the bottom of that werls"
_— What about the 1ittle girls in San Josg or what about the
4| couple in Sanm Plego?" . The defendants are too inextricably
5| bound up with k11¥ings -and 1t Is almost impossible to
iz} frlitiate fhe taint. It is almost impossible to clean the
“‘1-3':- Augean stables and to cast these accustations ofi‘.
K L 4.; L Charges, we imow, are easy to make, and once
Cam they aremade extremeély ﬁifricult to disprove, qu‘ea.g,
16 | . M Mansen, Mrs. Krenwinkel or any of these defendgnt’g;
a7 | once this climate hag, been estabiished wAich will be the
- 18 | - ¢limate in which this cage wil: be i:riea, how can they. |
19| ever hope to assert their innocence?
) " Now, let's take & logk, even as prejudtolal
2 | ." as the publicity i®; not only have they linked M, Idanson
o2 |- w;;th other crimes, and I'm going to refer to Mr. Manson
.| 8nd 1t 1s essentially my position that Mrs. Krenwinkel is’
‘ 2% ,- Iinked -ﬁy fhe press, by the medlsn, with Mp. Manson to Buc—h’
‘ . 25 -an extent that ghe is auntomatically gullty by aaaociation
| g with this man. |
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‘c‘ﬁme‘s,’ ThHey have charged Mp, Manson with v:lo;tati-ng every

.| single one of the Teiz Commandments starting with thé Teénth

161

171 him tt‘i‘th sexual offenses, they have charged him with covet-

55 | @nd the media hwe- charged hiu with all fhese¢ violations ‘

| this man. In sddition to allkor these, he 18 charged as

let's toke a look at: uhat #$his man is charged
with. Hot only is ‘he chapged with ather murder oﬂ‘enaes
Tﬁ_rb he 18 charged with numércus other crimes in the media.
He is charged with being a thief., He ig charged )_i‘ith
.operating‘some form o.f' an organized -érime syndlcate to
-cpnveri; Yolkéw&gﬁtxs to dunée bugéjiéa.,, without one shred of
evident;e:; without one fommal charge being made. Nob only
is he accused of being & fhiefls Yut he Is accused of
geveral other crimes .’ They have accused him of pimping and
They have accused him of pumerous other prurvient dcts of
nﬁsconduci;. In additlon to this, he 1s charged with other

commandment, "Mou . shalt not worship false gods,™

 They ha.ve said that Manaon called himaelf
Jesus, that he claims to be the Savior. They have ‘char’ged

ing other people's wives and s’cealing and capturing women.
' ' They have tharged him with bearing false
witness against his neighbor, | )
When ’thgy got through they. were .chargiﬁg him
with ‘all these other offenses by lnnuendo, and the press

of the Ten Commandments. They even have gone one step

further and attempted to stz up social prejudice against

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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' being a man who believes in vioclence as an instrument of

| mouﬁti-ng machine guns on dune buggles and of trying %o
12 |

15 |

our society and combined them. into one man.

18 [

sqéiﬁl change, oxr he believes in violence because he 1s a
vipie_nﬁ man himself. They have made thisg man into the
WOrst agpects of our entive BSoclety. They have mede

Mry . Manson's followers Into some sort of right wing hip-
13::{5__.‘ They have made them Intoc hipples by wearing long V ‘
hatr, 3;iviﬁg_ together, not h&viﬁg thé kind of reverence féri
c;ea_zrlin_ea;s that is usual in our socclety, and for llving
A:En; 8 #angmunal gexual sttuation, In & sense, they have

accused him of i:eine; 2 minmbeman. They accused him of .

precipitate 4 race wWar,

| ~ They have taken from every aspect of our \
‘soc_."s.éﬁy fhe worst poﬁsi-ble‘ aapects of any human belngs in -

Now, it hag been sald that the American media

coverage of erime news 18 offensive and it panders to t.he'
16we8-_t tastes for the most basic commereial reasonb. In
Wth_i"s" case there 1s not even & sdund rationale -- I don't
think anybody could even justify this kind of publicity _
o_n. the ground that it makes money. I don't thipk any man
who 1s intevested in only in making money or only in looking
after lh-i»'s" own personal ﬁelllvbéing would ever meke the
statements that were done in tﬁiﬂ cage for money. This
was done as some é:)rt of 2 vendetta and the People in that

vendetta. are not alone, but it has resulted in extreme prée |

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



Ky

10
1
12
13

14

R :: 4

15

- ) 17

19"

20

o
22
‘ 23
‘24'
25,

26

Judfoial publielty.
" and every single plece that I have been Able to Find on’
‘ﬂ;m‘n out of the mags of several hundred thousand -- not one
- the articies that I hove seen have put fc«mard the proposli- |
t,iqn that a man is presumed to be inprocent untii he is gullty

_ Bnd until his gullt is proven beyond a reasonable doubt.
e h,a‘;;va not in %hi;é case heard one -sh':rea ‘off evidence yet,

speculates that perhaps the charged persons are innocent
‘the most inceredible kind of prejudicial publicity. In
1 |

forms of publicity. ‘I‘hésy say a confession 18 perhaps the

: caat ﬁ: out of his mind,

Every single Liem and every single article
radic or television or in & parlodics} ~- not one single

single 1ten heve I meen that 18 specwlabing that Mr. Man-
800 or Mrs., Krenwmkel or any of the others -- not one of

yét there 1# not one courhgeous journalist -- not one
creative or coursgeous member of the media who 80 much as

or ‘thet any of the defendants in this casé are Innocent.
In addition We hive further here exsmples of

the Reardon Report it said that the pretfial release of &
confession of a-godefendant is one of the most virulent

most ineriminating publicity that can be disseminated and .
it seems highly likely fo rems&in impressed on the mind
of the reader. If a person heara a eonrcsaion, he cannat

Now; previously I referred to the vast clrou-
lation of the Ios hngei‘e_s Times. 'The Ios 'ﬂnge.siag, Tives
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! saw £it on 2 Sunday in Dscémber, December 14, 1969, to print
. presumably for money, although thera was some aIlegatinn
. that they engaged in an ach of theft, but they gaw 1t to

+ fore she gver appeared in any court pmceeaings ,m Log

BTy

of two nights of murdes at & time when she w&sn't subjeat

‘that -~ apparently the story 18 based on an :[ntervie\r be~ -

then the actusl printing verbatim of a confession in a najor

more, saw this story. In regard to that there has been

ﬁuhliah ‘the exelusive details of the Susan Atiking story

16 any cmss—examination, when sh@ had not as yeﬁ e BEPiKE

ﬂmgelea Ceunt‘.‘r, and I am sure your Honor is nell aequainted

with that. ‘dal:[.-, 1 have Just run out of aaj.ectives»,; It

A8 Just. u;‘:beiii-ev&ble,f an almost dsbsolute _deprivgtioﬁ of &

fai—r'trial.- In the confusion itself, it contains, you know, -

& aéui'cé oi‘ ma‘teﬂ-ais“ of 1ts own destrucklion because Susan ~

Aticdis says in hex‘ story that she has difficulty detemining,
what 13 true and what 1s false,

she says,{/nhat 18 redality or whether she 1s in some fanf}asar.

Yet thah was printed in order to prosecute Charies Manson,

Patricial Kreriwinkel, Tex Watson end Susan Atkins herself.

If the reléase before trial of a confession is prejudicial,

metﬁoﬁbiitan newspaper like the Ios Angeles Times is '53;".— .
definition pm.j_q&iciﬁl., At least one mllllon, perhaps:

réceive;d ‘into evidence & paper book published by the news-
.pa;per ~~ by the New Americen mbrﬁry, A“’lhe Kiiling off Sharoh
Tate,” nhich has been distributed in Los Arigeles County.

' In connection with thet book I have ,auhﬁi@eg‘

Cielourlve.oomm‘CHWES ‘
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“to the Coyrt two dec:taraﬁbns of an affadavit of an in-

veatigator for the Public Derender's Qriﬁce, Robert. Long,
which in _part reads as fc:l—.lows- »
 "Mat on March the 18th, 1970, he caiiea
by fTelephone the New American Iibrary, Inc. at
;:ifaqa; Avenué: of thé leﬂericag_, New York, teleﬁhone.
m‘-eu. code .,212. - 595 - 3800, aﬁd Bpoke with a
remaleé person, a“:Brenda McCallum, who identifieéd
herself as @ public information ‘ofric;er of the
_ New. Anieﬂ'can Library. In resporise to questions
regam:lng the mmerqhip and managenent of the
New Amarican Idbrary she stated that the New
f\mer;tcan Libraxry }uaé 3 wholly-owWned subsidiary
of' the--;rimea-lﬂrro?'-Corpor#tibn of the Counbty
‘ of Ios Mgeles, Sidney Kramer, President.®
. In otehr words, the New American Library is
& wha:l.ly mmad subaidiaw ol the los Angelaa Times and

of the Ios Angeles Times Corporation, the very corporation
. that publishéd .Sx;aén Ktkibis' story of two nights of marder.

i %(oqlti igue“si_;ion whether that railses an
{nference that they indeed did steal this story Trom -

1 Mr, ﬂiiii-_ef oxt any forelgn news syndicﬁte but had some

private arrangements to print this story and to print the
ba'el;. ,-Hh&tm}er the reaaon -or the arrangements was,. they

. did print this story and they did publish this book, and

that is an example of the ‘extreme prejudicial publicity

e, 1
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K 52 1l ¢hat has f:‘een- Surromdiﬁg this case.
' . . - - 2 . | Now,; 4if that were qnl;} bhe example, perhaps
1 we could chalk 1t up to & media that wasn't self-policing
| f~“‘ or '&Qmeéthityg 1ike that nature, bub actually in this case
"*5‘ what we hiave meen is the medla hecome an adversary. We
%| sgee that the channel 7 news 18 in therﬁe,, actually going

. ? E in a.ttemptins to gather evidence against the derendant.

8] They are not faix and impartial, s;imp):y 'sitting there and "
e éeﬁorting,‘ @irentg-.- They . h‘é;wi;e _ae.tuai’ly gone out to gearch
; i.'oz ~ for more muijdei; weepons or bloody clothing or furbher

11 _ ‘poﬁsih]:e v:te'bims‘. How can thaa‘e defend&nta achlesve aomé
Bl sort .ofy or hox can the public hope to re&l:tz& from Chan-
‘1_'3° nel 7 televj.sj,on a i‘air and accuratu broadcasting or the
: eventjs that took: placa, When they ﬁre indeed adversaries
B “‘ themselves*‘? . ‘ |
2 I -1 feel i;hat the publicity in this qasg,wel;,l,;'
. 17 “ if we review 1t, I think it 1a apropos to take a ldok; at.

_ 19—,; the case of Sm:tth“#ers'us Superdor Court. That case in-

) _13‘ mlved a Harbor Commissioner who was charged with - various
. ‘20 , c:eimes by wa.y of indlctment 1in Los A‘ngelea County. .
By 21 Coe © The 1n;ttiazt investlgation was initisted by
: }23‘: & member of the media, the Ios Angeles Times, and finally
. 28 ‘hecauq.e oi‘= the exc'eﬁsivé" publiclty of the Lc.sa‘ Angeles Ti;fias
‘ 24 finally a cha‘.nge of ;rén'ue wag granted and the cag’a:uaa ' ;
. ' S s taken to another County. l.
" 2 ‘ ~ In addition to the enormous eirculation of the |

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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X 53 - Ios Angeles Times and the Herdld-Examiner, in other aress

. % of los Angéles County thers are -_othgr newspapers and

Y

3 periddica’;baj ¢lrculating ;vhiéh have quite a clreulatlon.

4 An example of thls is the Tos Angeles Mogazine which

| presented an article called “Could Youp Deughter Kill?"

s end after readin an article like that, I don't see how a
' ;’?\ Juror eould make & factual determination and distingulsh
- the ractua.l situdtion .hwolved in this case and the thinga

| e that were ¢ited in an article like that.

. 10 - - In looking 2t this puhlicity, 1 th:tnk the

1 publicit.y has ?been Sreater in this case than in the Smith
2| cage. I thinlc the factual situation in ‘this case has

- -1,3’ créated an amount of publicity which h#és been lnherently

e greater than the factual situation in the Smith cése,

B 2 A3 I read Smith versus Superior Court, I'm

| 15 ot exactly "A ;sure which reagon was paramount in the Court's

g | mincil in granting the change of venue, but 1f would cert-

is' aina.& apﬁear to mé that that éa;se, is factually diﬂtingu;sh-

¥} able from this case. I'm alluding now to the facts in

£ thiﬁ;':gase, and of courte I really don't want to nake &

. 21

comparison and I recogniZe the Court may find a2 number
' 2% |7 of distinctiona hetwéen Manson and Smith.

23 I slpmost neglected the third area of iaubj.ic;-
2| 11:&,- agd that was the publicity that surrounded the court
‘ " | proceedings themselves. In thée case of Fain versus Sup=-

" 2| erior Court in Stanislaus County, ohe of the things the

~ CielobDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| Gourt pointed out was that evepry minor or trivial court

appe&ranée, every proc¢edural aspect of the case was widely '
heraided in the papers. Tnt tryiné to find an example.

I know there is one :ﬁéré; ‘Thepe has been banner headlines
in thé. Ios Angei'ggj papé:;'& every timeé there is a court

appearance in this case,

"Manson wins delay.™
 Every time the defendants appemred in court

or- évery time a defendant changed an attorney or every

time a defendant dld any one Qf the minor procedural *

things that one does in cases, and I'm sure your Honor '
woul_d be. wi;.l:ing. 4o take Judieial notice that there are many
press here attending the case, And that has been true &11

' the way through, @nd 1t has been very, very extensively

repor‘bed.
THE COURT: nm Fitz.a;erald ; referring to the Fain

' case, the Fa:[n case pecurred In Stanialaus County, a County

with a popula.tion of 184,600, and I believe it 1z the 21st
County in .s:lze Ix the State of Callfornis,
' . There was nothing in that particular decision

| that would 1ndicate ‘bhat there was publ:tcity elsewhere but

in Stanislaus Coum;y or perhaps some min:’«.mal periphéral
publiclity :!.n. the neishhori,ng’ Counties.

; Bo you agree with-that? -

MR, FITZGERALD Itm aware obvicusly that the pro-

i
L

gecubion is going;, f.o urge upont this court that the publi-
city in this case has been parvasfwe and unifom throughout
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the . Btate of California, I would vertainly concede that

: ience or the circulation of the newspapers, but I presume

’ in Ualifornié. I have also reviewed _some documents pro=-
duced In eiridenee by the pmsecu‘bion. One of those is the
- publicity from 821l the -newspapers J.n Orange County and I

. County of California, but I took a close 1ook at the pub-

as far as T know the publicity ‘su-rxsqunding the Falh caseé
was just in Stapislaus County. I do ﬁndémtand that 1ts
populaticn 1s roughly 184,000, but I doni* know the and-

1t would be in & correaponding ration to thgi.r population
as in Los Angeles Courrty +

~ ¥We take the position th&t the massive clrycu~
lation figures of the Ios ﬁngel-s Times and the Herald-
Examiner 1n this County_, that due to that this Gounty is
Just as pemeated in the Manson case as Stanislaus Gounty
'waa in the Faln case, |

-1 think it 1s obviona that thls case haa _

recelved nationwide publiclity as well as in .every County

dontt remember reviewing the publlcity in every single -

J.iqity in Oﬁangé- County and :l.f e w_i'pe out the Times and
the Herald Examiner and the television statliona originating
in Los -Arige:i:ea County, Just exami—niﬁg" the publicity in Orangl
County, I think we wiﬁ £ind It 113 visihly d‘lfferenb The
publicity and the Nire service copy, the UPL copy and . the [
I},P €opY, ‘theéy tend o have ‘shorter stories; fewer photo- .
grapna,' . They t;sn& to‘-‘hg more conservative than in lLos '
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Jingel-e‘s, and they don't "—éﬁnculafg, they do not have the

- teatum material that the papers in Lof Angeles have..

They don't ‘have the background mat&rial,
I think tna:b is undemtandable. I think that is tme

or moat other Countles, other than Los Angeles.

Ag Mr, Sto‘vi‘bz has repor‘c&d 0 the Lourt

' aarliar today by reeding from a Iebter from the radic
) station .thex .ﬁmt used wire service c¢opy.

The media in Los Angeles has maj.a.te agcess
to the courts, they have almost immediate dccess to the

‘defendante. They have jmmediate sccess tofhe Spahn

Ranch. Tt is easler Tor them to present publieity. I
t4ink that is becduse the crime took place here; the crime
took place someplace near Beverly Hills and 1% involved
people that were part of the indﬁntw thal, was germarne

to Southern California. I think the defendants themselves

ave alleped to have resided i Southeyn Californid as
well as the vietims. There has baeﬁ iIntensive publicity
in Southezm— Calffornia but perhaps ro place as nm..cﬁ as in
thg County of Iof Angeles itselfl.

' eertainly the publielty in the Hﬁrthe:m

Countles, -cgrtainly there has been publicity in the
Northern Counties, but certalnly not 6 the degree and

th& extent that ve ﬁ&v{r i}ﬁd here, because the intevest

" 4s Here in Ios Angeles County.

I had fhough of presenting to the Gourt a
poll, 8 public opinion pall which was cervalnly suthorized

CIGIODFIVBCOIT\ARCHIVES‘




kK87 . . a'nd':éugse%‘ad‘ by the Reardon fﬁepoi't and also by Maine
’ ' vexfsué Suparior cout;t'. I nad some doubis ahout that iIn

. 2
. ‘ } my mind for reaaons I wauld"b g0 1n1;o, and 1 also read

your Honor's remarke where your Honor had told Mr. Manson

‘ eai*lier in ‘eonnécti-on wi-{:h the motdon to change venue
tl'ia.t the publicity was 80 extenaive that & poli wouldn't |
reveal anything of" value.

Assun:ing arguendo that the concluslion of
your Honor is & correct conclusion » we don't have any
o way of actua.lly detemiﬁing the :}.nnate pre;}uaiice of the ‘
m naterial unless weé -do it on the bvolume of the publieity,
11 " gnd I think dshe volume is far greater in the County of
12 Los Angelea then anywheres else.

. ** q ‘, " i 1‘ o Further, I th:!:nk:, in terms of the publicity

‘ ‘ . It has been. aimoat unremitting from the date of the offense
] upt11 thie present time.

o 16 . ' I think the publ:lﬂity has gone on to ﬁueh
A ﬂ an estent that 1t would ma.ke a moekety of justice #nd.

18 :e; wWould rendar . t}he tr,ia.l a mere fomality and we cm:ldn-'t
| find twelve 1ndividusis whl possibly hadn't read the

* | publicity 4n the newspapers or watched it on television,

ei

T | and we reﬁpecfull*y a8k and ure;e this Court to change the
2%
: venue o some. qther County. - -

e

v i -

3

.

L PHE COURT: Thank you, Mr, Pitzgerald.

. 24 | . ‘

- . 4 T . Fughes?

S o MR. ﬁUGHES . At this time I would like to reserve

ity stavement untll arter the District Atforney has answer-

R
T

L - s .
* 4
Lol

z e -
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-&f anyone was weeping av Mr. Fivzgerald's oratory, and 1f

13

135 |
16"
Sk

© 18

19

o2

25 |
%
- 25

25

”;@93, -

ed Mr. Fitz_ger‘ald;"é s 1 belleve; very good motion ‘an& argu-

| ment.

THE COURT: Very well.
'DO- the I’eopie wish to be heard? _
MR. BUGLIOSI: No one hﬁs ever accused me of‘.‘be»ine;

" & mind reader, but I beiieve that my good friend Paul
- Fiftzgerald got Bo carried away with himself that for a
moment I thought he was going Yo ask the Court not to

=transfer the came out of Log Angelés County, but to have
the Court in Bympathy with Mr, Manson and let him walk

ou’c of the court right now and join his :l’am:l;l:r. In fact,
I looked around to my left and right and I wanted to Bsee

Hanson was indesd the rather pathetie indixidual that
Mr., Fitzgeralﬁ made out,

. . Your Honmox, Mr. Fitagerald spoke quite
iﬁtenéiveiy and he $alked ahdut & lot of things; but I
submit tha.t he bid.nded his eyes &nd hé looked the other
way at’ the raal 1ssues in “hhiu ‘cage, '

I{umher 1, he completely diaregarded that

: the F.h:'st Rmendment to the United States Constitution .

,refera o i’ree:iom or the preas.,
Number 2, he completfaély disregarded who

~ committed mgsg Tate - Ia:Biénéa murdérg‘ Now, these niur-

de?s themselves were among i;h.e most' savage, nightmarlish

murders in the recorded amnals of this commmnity, and the

—CleloDrive:ComARTHTVE
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Were fearful sbout further murders being comritted, and

' these murders and tﬁe i:i?esa had a right to cover 'Bhege

|- lmurderera are I'm tal_sking about theé mirders themselves.
. :ment to ‘bﬁe ful‘l expresgion of that cbnntitutional right.

. pietely overleoked but later 5.n response to the Courb'a

F Courb and also by ,PeOple versus O‘Bryan

10.]

on the particular case should do one of two things. The

or he should transrer the case to another County that hag

ciﬁizejns of this community immediztely afber thé m};rdérs
the cltizens of thi‘s--cpﬁmup;ty had ‘-a Plght to know about
murders extensfbely. I'm not talking about who. the
'I'he presa has a right under the First Amend-
The mecond po:tnb that Mr. Flizgerald com-

1“nquim' he did reply partiauy, but in the main he over-
1aoiced 'ohe 1aw .m this area, ‘The law, of course, is Shép-
pard versua na,xwell the United States Supreme Court case
that Anvolved the celebrated Dr. Sheppard trial in CIeves-
land, Ohio; about & decade ago. 'Bnat is the 1&1:, and of
courae Sheppard versus Maxwell has been followed in
Calii‘omi& by the Maine case and by Smith versus Superiﬁr

‘The Sheppard casé seld whéere a particular
Gounty is inundeted by publicity ther} the trial Judge

fivst alternstive, Number I, 18 that he should continue
the caae until the threat of pre.judicial publicity is over,

noét been pémea.ted by publicity. That 1s the law,
W11l gil due deference to my good friend,

' Cieioﬁr—iv@mFrrvEs
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R 5

12

13

o
_ 15
" 16
BT
-
18-
o
2| record album and 4t 1s in the process of belng distributed.
By |
- ,:. Mp, Stovitz and I, the proseéui:orq., we congede and we're
26

26 .

;in Los Angeles Gounty.
‘ gi'eat deal of this publieity was confributed by the de-~

and the otr_;er membgrs of his famlly, For example, counsel
__-haa- :L;éferx!ed- to this story in the Iog Angelés Times, but
[ -‘rrqﬁld_ like to polnt out that was a story written by

| susan Atkins. Similiarly as to this book, "The Killing

| of Sharon 'ﬂlaﬁe., " Mrs. -Atici‘-n& played & large part In the-
arrangements8 resultihg iﬁ the publication of that book.

i imu-ici Iil_le‘;e to poinf; out that theg"e were not the prose-

| they saw £it,

414,

Kr, Fitzgerald ¥ T doxx‘b think that he has addressed hin-

self ta 'che 1au applinable %o this partiqular motion. ‘
There 15 no guestion that the Tate-rI.aBianca

mmers have. recelved wi;degprea@»an& extenslive public:t’t;y

If I were to deny tha‘c I Would not be atating
the truth.  However, I would like %o point out that =z

fendants themselves, A great deal of this publlclity
was fumished by Mr. Manson and the other co-derendants

cution's words, but that these were the defendant's words,
and 1t wag published ‘hy fthe defendants, for whatever reasons

I gleo understend that Mr., Manson has a
However, Iet's‘get back to the main point.

not quarreling with the fdact that the Tate ~ IaBianca
murders. have received very pervasive publieity in the County -

—CieloDFive.comARCHIVES
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K 61 ) | :| of Log Angelés, but thiz does not mean, as the Sheppa:_cd- '
g S 3 | c¢age indicates, that it automatically requires the Court
¢ " 3| to transfer the case %o another County. It does ot mean
.| that at ail. |
' ‘ ) o ~ ¥With respect to the first alternative that =
L ig set forth in the Sheppard céﬂe, Iy referring to con~
.-7‘_" ﬁinuing, the case until the threat of préaudiéial publicity,
'_:gg ' abates, nhone lof these Qefendants have indicated o any .
- 9 fashion whataoevex' that they ave desirous of glving up or
IS A L waiv:lnp_; their constitutional right to & speedy trial. 'SQ- |
| K.ﬁ-; " he fives alternative thet is set i’prth in the Sheppard. '-
o | case %8 not appiicable to the particular facte of thls case.
18 With respect to the second altaama%sive; and;
40| I subatt,. ‘the most important one, although the case has
o 15? ‘recei;'ve@ extremely wideppread publicity in los Angeles

‘16| County, the nature of the case is such that it has Iikewlse
E‘ ] reécelved eéxtensive publicity not onIy in the State of Cali-
15| Tornia but 1t has been the story on page one thiféug‘hout‘ |
10 ::.’che entire nation; and I understand even in Europe and in
A _ze; ‘_severai:F&r Eastern ¢ountries, I am told thab wmost of
it the ma;jor Europaan neuspapara have made reservaticns at

f 22 the trial for their correspondents,

TS IO I don't think; thet there is any question that -

4
EHl

24 ‘th:f.a partieula.r trial ha& received as much or more pu‘bl,’:.-
: . o gf}. E 1’03' a8 any trial within memory, o perhaps, in the Tlhiteﬂ
| - gLy - Btates. historar. S0 sime 'thare is simply :no other c::;:mty

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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) .1,,9;‘ |
| | |
i  publicity am Lom Angeles County. If this case were to
L) 0% |
'14* |. trled overnight. There would be an Interlude between
 ' ' the date of the transfer and the date of the commengement
g

i

el
u

" %%

| _...,,9*?

. in the Sta.te of Califomia that has not ’been permeated
. with this publlcity, then Mr. Stovitz and I argue that

" tlon of the digtates of the commandments of the Sheppard
: ,‘c&se'.' If we had a situation where there were otﬁér countifes‘
- which had not beeri’ permeated with the publicity and the
) publicity had sbrictly foeuaed in Los Angeles cQunty, we
would have another story. Bu'b let's asgsupie that there

'qf the trisl, perhaps a one-month interiude, -and within
- %h‘;aeﬁﬁn‘e -month berip& unquestiongbly,; undoubtediy, t"her'e
) would be extengive pubiicify on the case in that paz'-tih
) c&iar Gpli:_‘:t;y-’, ' and rightfully, because ?Z'm talking dgain
w0 1 about “the F'irntﬁméndmént 1:6 the United States Constitution,

- - ‘freedom o:t‘ tha pregs., -

xthe monumental Job of the physicsl mechanics of i:ransfer—»
2ing this case’ from Los Aﬁgelea Cmmty to another Gounty -

the Court can and should properly deny the defendants’
motlon to transfer the case out of this County.
We submit swch & denial will nof be in violas

are some other Counties that have not received as nueh

be pransferied to this particular County it would ndt‘be

' Although 1t 18 niot a conatitut:tona.l consideria-
’bion, I wonld as}c the Court %o conslder the major Jb’b,

it would be monumental.

Ciel6DAVe.COMARCHTVES
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. argumen$ is that he has taken £t am a forégone tonclusion
. thab Just because ﬁ:ﬁ&:;é_i—‘a. conglderable publiciby his

I & Bri-tish harrister who once .sa:ld that a Jjuxy consisgted .
. of twelve pec)ple of average ignorance. I don't ‘.ﬂubstg;-i:he

. ¢omé8 from the witness stand under oath and the inﬁtj?tictions

going xto ‘Be twenty Sour eyes of this witneds stand and
Lz sincerely believe this jury when 1t goes back in the
jury :Eéom; to dellberate, 'tﬁé.i: they are golng to 4o thelir. |
L. hest, based solely on the evidene that comes from the
o ‘wltriess stand under eath,. -and -’ﬁhey;re not going to decide

2| thia chse on ‘the stories in the newspapera or on the pre-

"I want to mak'e oria furthe:;r point, aud thenc ‘
I ’"111. Gibﬁeﬁ ~

I think the ‘l;h:cust of Mr., Fltzgerald's
gliex;ts cépﬁot receive & falr trisi., T am reminded of

to -thaﬂ;. I donr '12 believe that at all,

I am confident that the defendants and the
pmsacntion' can £ind twelve people chosen from this com-
munity who will feirly and impartially try this case.

I believe that we can find 2 jury composed of citizens
of thls community who will ﬁnﬁertakg, and give thelir word

to 86 undertake, to try this case on the evidence that - -

*bhat the Gourt glves them,

It's golng to be a Yong trj;al. There are . .

Sentation in the televisiort news medﬂ.a.

I have that much conﬂdance In the Jury system.

“CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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KB4 . 'i| The jury sgetem has been subJect to atiacks from all quaré- |
..‘ : 3| ers of poclety, but no onie has yet come up with g better

.3 sysbem to detemine the guilt ot innocence or fate of a. -
4 remaw man. | _ |
5 . So the Péople reSpelc'tfuily request that your
- 6| _Hoﬁqr deny Mrs. Krenwinkel's and Mr. Maneon's motion for
LT :chai'sge of venus and keép the case here i;z Los msé:les

T | where it belongs. I submit if the Court does %hi# 1% will
s in im ﬂ'aﬁf, on the fa&ts’ of the easé,, in no wa‘y; violate the
' "101 commﬂndments ot the Sheppard versus Maxwell cage.

1'1‘.‘ _ THE COURT. Mr. Fitzgerald, do you wish 0 reply,
3 or should we hear from Mr. Hoghes? - |
‘iau MR FJTZGEBALD. I'il defer temporarily to Idrs
- 1] ‘-,Hughes. ‘ . . ’
| . MR, HUGHES: Your Honor, Mr, Bugliosi sald that Hr.

,_ ;. Fitzgerald was sbout to ask for the impossibie, for &
; B | matibn tor this Court to dismiss tﬁe indictment agginst
N 18 thesé defendants. I Felt thet his arMent WA stiirringt,-
| and I will ask at this time that the Court aonsider such
0] & motion for Mr. Mangon. We do have here & basic fundas
T om { menta}, precept - of the Gormtiwtion that a man :ts entitled
| %0 & falr and impartial trisl.
IR o The very things that have come down in the -
R ‘ QI‘ESB and the way they have come dawn, it is clear ‘that
@ 5| wheb hes coe down - they have mag shots thet have ap-
‘ ..25;-‘ peared -;af Mr., Manson, the rap sheets have sppeared in the
| papers of M. Manson, the things that the Chief of Poiice
AP CieloDFiVe.cCoOmARCHIVES
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19 |

2 |
" in derogation of his right to free spesch under the First
" AAmenﬁmant, and had Judge Kesne bellaved that Mr, Mantion
had in ‘some W&y comunicaﬁed with the press, which I am

satd oh December 2nd, these things have come down &t the
 hands of the prosecution and it is the propecution that is

denying By, mnsca antl the other derendants in th:ts case
| fa:!m trial.

I wﬁl ask at this time ror A dismisssl of
thesa indictments. I will ask for & dismlissal ofjl;hese
indictments against this defendapt on the basis that a falr
and Mpar‘t.ial trial eanhot be hid anywheres in the State
of California. '

Your Honur, I would alsq 1ike to say that
gtpﬁxg ba;ck to Decmvér 10th, when Judge Xesne 1ssued hlsm
orde:! ré ;pnbl:lcity, nh.tch the newapapers rererred to aa
& gag rule in this casa, tha.t at thet time 11 of the bud
publicity had conis down agalinst Mr, Hansan, and there was
nothing, to stop the tidtl ‘wave of publ:lcity which the
Proaeoutiori nad unlaashem 'I‘here was nothing, ho gag rule
wh:r.r;h kept these good 1adies and. gantlmen £rom 'cne press
from going ou’c and reprinting all of the terrible stories
that have sppeared and at thab pnin-t.on Dacember 10th ,
£hat ‘this publicity oxder vompletely cut off 1_:211'@ defendant
from communicating with the outside world and completely

© certainly not stopping him from commmnicating with the
© press, I s certain that the prosecution has not been

“CieloDrive. COMMAR CTHTVES
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K 66 : 1 gt';a_pbbd from vcpmmuni;cating with the press. Your Honor 1—5
. 2| ot stopped from commanicating with the press. Mr. Bugli-
- 8} ost has. never stopped communicating with the press, nor
% .- has Mr. ;St;:rvitz stcppe‘d eom:nunicjat.ing with the press.
‘ | But Mr. mnson, in derogation of his right
61 %o free speeﬁh ‘and %o ’cake his Bide to the community, 1s
71  nhot only cut off but {l.a kept incommunieado in violation
g .‘.‘-3"-' o,i‘Ah-l«s-.' vé&:&y bésic right ,td canf‘ér*ivi’th witnesseés, to have.
three telephone calls a day, -whi‘éh were stopped wh'e;n he
" ®] wag thrown into the hole because Judge Keene believed,
1t | without & hearing, that he had made some comment; to the N
- ‘iz-‘l . press,. perhaps a comient as innocent as "I like ice cream.
13 S Your Honor, I f:l,nd this preposterous. I am
. n 'here speaking For .Mr., Manson wheh indeed he should be _ |
,';?,15". ‘allowed to speal;, he should be allowed o have his volce
";:'16"' ~ hear :in sourt and he shiould be allowed to taik to the ‘
w ,p;ceas freely. These people here are very anxious to talk
13 ' to M, Manson, yet tl'iey are kept from doing $o. |
Cowl With that, I rest. .

IR "520 R THE COURTY - @ank you, . Mr Hughes.
2 o Mr. Fii:zgerald? ,
) MR, FI’I‘ZGERAL}L ¥r. Bugliosi suggested that per-

e | haps ?J:he defendants could save, themselves by agreeing that
7 'this matter, that their case may be con’sinued until such .
| . ERE AN time ag ,the- publicity substa,n’cially. abates. I think that
| . # | would be speculation and I doubt if that could be achieved, |

"~ CieloDrVe.COMARCHIVES
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1 beWeen tno substantial rights, obviously. Ope is the
ooz

14

16
. ‘]:.7 H
i8]
" 191‘ vagive. He should go one step further and agree that the

. | PubI%city has been prejudtcial.

. '_23-. |
v::_ought to seriously entertaln a motion +to dismiss because ' L/

e

= : I3

. ghe publicity *-wéul& be on ag&in in full force and, AWANE,
| and I a"eriouﬁly d‘ou'bt ‘ﬁia'.t i‘b would aver substan{:iaiiy abate |

- & f5ir and’ mpartia.l trlal.

s " that sort 'of choice 1s actually impermissible., I think

- He concedes i;ha.t the publlecity in this case has besn

at |

E 225: in advance of thelr falr trial in every one of the COunties

‘--_.25.‘-.5 I d,on't think that in America we are to this polnt uhere

‘we are willing to say that the madia a‘lone or that the .

.Ever,i- ir ybu put this case over five years I doubt If the.
pgzb;l;ieiﬁ;y would reaglly &bate., Perhaps 1t would drop in
two or three years, perhaps the publicity would subsbant-
1811y abate in two or three years, bub once there was an

annaunéemen_t that the triel was about to take place, I fthink|

to the degree th;:i: the defendants couwld be a.ffqrded - fa.ir
“briah E
| . That forces the defendant to make a cho:i.ce
right to a speedy and public trial, and the other is %o
1 think that to force upon the defen&ants

that Mp. Bugliosl Is treading ot a very, very thin line,

@kansive. He concedes that the publlelity has been per?

Ir,indeed, the de:t'endants have been depsrived

of ‘the' Btate of Californis, I belie“v‘e thah this COurt

CIeIODl‘IveOOI’nARCHIVES
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: K 68 1 media in conjunction with the police or in conjunction

- 2 with the District Attorney can by releasing pretrial

3 publiclity deprive the defendants of a fair trial and that
4 he has no remedy. |

] If the defendant has no remedy to this pre-

6 Judicial publicity, I think that we 1n America are very

7 remiss and perhaps we ocught ﬁo dismise this case and vold
8 all the actions and conduct that has taken place in advance
9 of today.

10 We cannot start over, We cannot start over
1 on a clean slate, 1t has been done and it cannot be wiped
12 off the slate.

13 In regard to Mr. Bugliosi's comments about

14| the book, "The Killing of Sharon Tate," that was done in
15 cooperation with the media, obviously. Hls second example
16 was that Mr. Manson had a record album, purportedly of

17 songs. Well, I don't think that songs by Mr. Manson are
18 going to make any difference in this case. I don't think
13 that Mr., Manson has been attacking the prosecution or Mr,
20 | Bugliosil or saying that he committed fourteen murders or
21 anytﬁihg of -the things that have been discussed, the charges
22 | and the things that have been leveled against him and the

23 other defendants.

24 THE COURT: Gentlemen, 18 the matter submitted?
2% MR. BUGKIOSI: Yes, your Honor, ‘
26 MR, PITZGERALD: Submitted, your Honor.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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made’ h;r connsel for Mr. Manaon, the Court does not certainly“\/i
‘ "‘fee}. tha.t this is ‘che apprcpri&te remad'y in a case ‘of thiﬁ

i conunissiun oi' the most ﬁizarre crimes and then after: that
.;commission to seek publie emphasis thereon and then to urge .
ol that. because of that fact that there should be & dlsmissal,
S04
'_Reporhem ’ It is an old Bi_:ox.-y.but; I think it is appli-cable,
 of 'the fiax Who ¥ axxégea to have muvraéréd his mother and

.appropriate under these eircumstances,

-it, did nat recogniza that there has ‘been extens.we and

‘ been &8 . mueh publicityf 1n this-cdse a8 any other- Qaae
'that i:he I;curt is familiar with; both in fos P.ngeZes c:auﬁty .
~and 1:3 the ather Counties of the State Gf califomia, and

.and Bven, ou’bside of the natioh > in’ other parta of the

;qq;el@, ‘l‘iaere are z-eferences b:t‘ coektail part:!.ea in Warsaw |

% 't“fwﬁeré-j;he smain topie of. em_-;vgrgatim was this particular

Eoa
- MR. HUGHES: Submitied. . S
THE GGURL In reaponﬂe o the mc;tian 0 &“iamiﬁs ' '*'I‘

bype or .m & case of an;r t;me mich ag thia. .
' The remzlt would be o reward and nrge. 'che

I'm reminded of & story told by my sterling Court .

father and then comes before the couriz and dem"a,nds nercy
because he 15 an orphan; - '
I don't think the motion to diﬂmisa 18

'Iher Gour‘b wou:i.d eerta,inly be unreasonable 1f

pervasiver pu‘bl;!.ei’ﬁy. T !will agree with counsel %ﬁerre has

also ou’came the State of California, throughout the na'oion,

CieloDrive.COMARC HTVES
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though
K 70 1| case even/only one or two or three lines appeared in the

- 21 particular newspapers 1in Warsaw.

3 The particular exhibits that counsel have

4 submitted shows that there has been very, very extensive

J publicity.

6 The Court has previously found and will repeat
7 that finding, that because of the number of defendants in

8 this case and the necessary personnel and security that 1s
9 involved in a trial of a case of this megnitude, and be-

10 cause of the widespread notorlety of the case and the

1 extensive and intensive public interest and press interest
12 and the general problems inherent in a case of thisa nature,
13 that the casecan only be tried in the eight largeat Counties
14 in the State of California. Parenthetically, it is of

15 interest that in the Fain case that the defendant escaped

16 from that County Jail, indicating the securlity perhaps was

17 inadequate there.

18 Of course, that does not lndicate an escape

1 cannot happen in any County, but considering the tramendous
20 number of problems involved, it 18 the Court!s finding that
21 the;case must be tried in one of the elight largest Countles
22 of the State of California,

23 The Court has carefully examined all of the |
24 exhiblts that have been exhibited to 1t and feels that there\J
25 is substantlially equal publicity in all of the Countles

26 referred to by the Court and perhaps throughout the entire

CiEkJBI‘iVE.'COﬂTKFZ'C‘FTTV‘éS
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18] .. ' That ‘wﬁ:;;l be the miiné‘ of the (361;1*%,
| 19;"' | )
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-avallable fo him will assure that the selection of a fair
{ and impartisl jurﬁr is comple‘bed.

’ that a :t'air and 1mpartial trial cannot. be had in the County
-of Ios Angeles. ‘

| documen‘b# I would 1like to hand them to the Clerk for trana‘-
"‘;m;l..t‘bal $0 your Honor. " There is attached a ‘hotlce of motion
@' ;of prebrial dlscovery &nd an order to be Bighed by your
, Hoﬁcr in the event that your Homor ig satisfied with thé'
deleﬁiens ’bhat are contalned therein,

State. ‘ '

‘ ‘ Thepefore, even if 2 cﬁénge of veriue was

var'ranted, it would be inéffectusl. - ‘

] In order to change the site of this trisl from

IoB Angeles COuntsf to any of the ej,g_h.jb largest Countles It

would =imply bfa & changs in the area of intensive publielty.
The Court further is not giv:i:ng up on the

pPoNErs. ’o‘nat ;pemain with the tridl Court to assum the

.nele,c"cion m‘.‘ & falr and impartial ,jux-rsr.-. I'm f.onf:tdems

that the trial :j‘uége witl through the varlous methods

:~" Therefore, the Court is going te find that
there 13 not 8 re_aaonable liklihood that in the absence or
the relief” requested this change of venue to another COunty,

gentlemen. T

MR FITZGERALD If ;nour Honor please, I have four

If your Honor would 1ike to revieﬁ the matter,

~ CieloDrive.com AR CHI VES
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both sides have no objection £ your Honor signs an ex
| . parté order.

- ai‘dem' Hoﬁewfer, We do oppase certain -pf the 1t-erns requested{ :

: ‘gcing to be called a8 mtnesses. e ahject i:o th&i;, be-
" cause, as your Hcmbr knows from the articles in the newss
‘paper, %heré n&s an ex"t:ensive_ investigation heﬂdre any
1. suspécts wex'a arres‘ced. We fael that the people who aided g
*| the polite in that tnvestigation should hot be :Lnterviewed

) ev_en{b the dgr,ensiant is no_t able o ln?terview tha’c‘ withess,:
. we wiil ‘céopera;”be- with the d:éi‘:‘endan‘o’ ag we. have with the A
- other d‘efendansba in mak:tng a‘va.ilable a.ll of these reports

offiee vrould be win:mg to turn them over ko Hr. Fitz-
gérald. We objec:l: to making copies ﬁf photographs but

; wﬂl give i:ffem bape mcordings and all the briginal state~
. _‘ments 86 th.ey can make ¢op:!.es it they desire.

PR, SPOVITZ: - We have ne objJection to an -ex parte

Fop 1nstance~, the address of persnna expeé‘l?ed to be called d
ag. xitnesses. We wﬂl obJect tcs that, - ' \/
' Thé adaress of persons 1nterviewed and nm: \/

or ﬁsturbgd In an:',r wa,y, hecauﬁe they cannot Jend anyth:i».ng

%0 the d’efense. ' . |
T We intend to bring & witneas down and ‘we will.

make that witneas gvallable o4 hours before trial. -In the

a8 previauialy noted here« .
we nave those exhibita ail colleated and our

THE COUR’J? Mr. Fitzgerald, a.re these deletionﬂ
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AR aign the order. -

S

C | the lﬁth, Judge Keene made an order concerning the txfanw
) ‘agript of: a;l’l praceefmuss had heretofere ag wall a.s the
%4

f"aatiafactory with :fov:? .

o :’xssue over everything. So perhaps 3: worr'*b rfely ony thee
Dr*cier as authox*:lty far the propositvion ‘bhad‘; I am ent&tﬁted

. other items that he doesn’t feel T am enfidtled o and 1. |
X feel that ‘I am en‘bitlecl 1o it, and there are items of
.infomatmn I think 3‘. am ent;tt‘led to, i will pet:ition ‘bhe

: and/m: sopies of the pn:}ﬁogz’axahﬁ, i‘or exa.mple, you :may ttren

‘:2._(5‘3 1:

MR. FITZGERELD iﬂo, ’bn‘b I don't uah’t s} make an

‘ﬁa wha{: Mr. Stovitz haﬁ Just. announced. It there are Bome |

'Cotzr.t, ks

CTRE GGURT* Mazf I Buggest, I*Ir'. ﬁtzgeralei, i:ha.t I
'ﬂ:}.ll aign the order making the deietions as 1ndica’&e& by

evidentiar:y mabters Find That .vou muat agaﬂ:n peti‘tion, '
fox- esam;;le, for the namas of all witnesaes interviewed

renew Yous motion and it will be consﬁered in this
departmenti , '
L T Is that satisraqstﬁry‘?

fﬂR FITZGEBM:D mat is satisfactmw*.

'I'HE GODRT‘ With tha,t* uﬁdenatamiing, tk;e Couri; ﬂill .

m. HUGHES: Your chor, "I pelieve that on Harch

preSen‘ﬁ proeeedings and the procee&ings to come.,

I woulﬂ ask; for the defendant Manson coples of

~CieloDrive.com B CHIVES
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:'_ pre’deedings, to prepare an original and one copy nf‘ all

RS pz*eeeedings and apparently that 1s for the uge of the Court, N

T

" although I am ot sure. :

- Join Mr Hughes' fotion, al‘bhcmgh I am not prepared a‘b
ok ‘thiﬂ *bime $o make any particular representa’tions as b4

- their need. Axl I can-say is thaf; they obvieusly wou‘la

C

i more approp‘mate ta being It up. before the tnial Judge

" who will’ zfetu:en on Monﬂay, and I mi:ght suggeat that you

» renew ‘tha‘b motion befot’e Sudge Keene.

', "ad,dress tnis Court, thngh ‘bhia afternoon you ha.ve ind.i-

Ifto‘ allw him to address the cQur‘E. ‘

those tranaeripts be made availsble to him through hiﬁ

TEEI GQHRT. Was that mobitan made ,b_éfore Juége- Ke.gne-‘?:

‘ RR BBEHES* ¥ was no:ifz gttorney of reeéz-.a at that '

tim, ;vour Honor. X &bn"f-f. know how tﬁa‘b“ got Into tne‘s ﬁn.’uu‘-:be.. -

' MR, FITZGERALD: 1 think what Mr, Hughes is. o

Teferring to is @n order that was issued by Judge Keene
direci:«ing ’aha Gourt Reporter to make coples of these

- If ecpies of those proceedings are ‘bo e made, .
they would obviously be helpful to the defenﬁants. I w:L;Li

be very helpful ‘

THE COURT: Speaking fer th:ts Conrt > I would say
that I have o objeci:ian to such an oz*cier.s I think it is

EER HUGHES: You:c Honor, Mz, Manson would like Lo

caﬁed that he could not, Howevex, I would ask your Hcsnor k

~CieloDrVe.COM ARG HIVES
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" his beha:ki’.

. may Speak for him, He 1s not be:tng- gaggeri. I don't think

13|

w::-itten motiun to that ‘effect and notice it for hearing

vhefcre Judge Keene, and I'm suﬁe that Judge Keene will mle
on: this ma‘bte'r.

) TH’EX COURT . The only ground on wf;i-ch My, Manﬂpn :
may speak 15 1f he wishes to substitube atforneys or make
aether objectlions abou& his representa{:ion. You are his
ati:omey of record 1n this matter, énd :gou- may spesk on

MR, HUGHES: If yowr Horor feels thet he is going
fo éag Mr, Manson $hroughout the duraﬁ-oh of this Frial --
. WHE GOURT: Mz, Menson 18 not veing treated dif-

£erenf,1’y than apy other defendant who comes ‘pefore the
Ios Angeles County. Super:wr Court or any Qther Superior
Court of bis Sisa.te, - ‘He has an ai:torney and the attorney

that the use of tharbA terin is appropriatbe.
However, you may he heard further,

MR. HUGHES: Yes, 1f the Court feels that it is not
g;:ing %o allmt Mr, Man’so:i to speak at. éﬁy stage during any .
off these pmceedings, Iwill ask to be raliaved as counsel. |

THE COURT: 1. wil: ask you to renew tha‘t; motion
héfore Judge Keene when he returnes. This Court has taken
these matters up only For certain iimited prebriel motions.
‘lhe:' Gouxry is no-t. prepa.-rec{ at this time to rule, |
 fhe Court would suggest that you make a

or, 11' you wish to have it hea.rd vefore Judge

~CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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" this motion.

"l

20

Keéne’ returnés‘,.:whiéhii underéﬁand wil:’i 155 on -Mbr:‘é;a;v,‘“'.yéﬁ
may notice 2 motion before thé Supervising Judge, Judge
Dell, and I'm sure that Judge Dell will be glad to hear

" MR, STOVITZ: I8 the Cour;t in recess?
THE COURT: Yes, we will recess now.

e O
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