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angwer, I want you to tell me about that.

matically refuse to impose it regardless of the evidence

Q &nd T don't want you to answer the question.
one way or the other if you have some quglification to
your answer.

In other words, 1f you can't answetr the
question yes or mo because there is something else in

your mind that is a qualification or condition to that

Wil], ygu, do that'z
A0 Yes s sir.
Q" You undersi:and ;hai: T am mot trying to put
words in your mouth I s:v.mply want to know that whatever

you answer I understand. So I :will ask you the same

question again. L e
Do you ,g@te—#tairjf sych ‘conscientious objec~
tions regarding the death penalty that you would auto-

dev;:aloped during the trial?

Now, before you aﬁswer that, Lf you have
any hesitation, any condltlions, any mental reservations
of any kind, you may, of course, Include those in your
answer. o

A Well, you certainly put me on the spot as

£ar as the angwer when I say -~

Q That is what I intend to do.
A 1 honestly don't approve of the death

penalty. I would think that that would be very plain
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_ N
he-2 1 and Simp}ié in my answer._f’ o ,
C P As 1 55}?, I d;n;‘t ;:hink that if 11 other
. g | Deople would believe in it that is no reason why I ghould
4 automatically go rumiing along and follow their viewpoint
5 | 1f I feel honestly in my heart that I am oppased to it.
8 | I think that 1life iwmprisonment and a lot
T of other reservations can take the place of the death
| 8 | penalty regairdless of guilt.
9 Q Well, you haven't answered the question, sir.
10 MR, STOVITIZ: With the permission of the Court,
11 | may I ask the Court to ask the juror 1f he understands
12 the question? Many timeés jurors don't understand the
) o8 question.
L} 14 | BY THE GOURT:
15 @ Do you feel that you understand the ques-
16 |  tlon, Mr. Fletcher?
17 . A Well, I probebly don't if you are not satis-
18 | fied with my answet.
o R Well, you seem to be talking about your
20 | opposition to the death penalty in a philosophical sense,
2 but my question is not directed precisely to that point
22 but it is directed to the question of whether you would
28 automatically refuse to impose it without regard to the
‘ 2 evidence in the case.
. B 4 Well, T don't understand your question in
—. 26 that sense.
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La~3 | - Even in- a sehe;e of guilt, the question is
would I still vote for the death penalty if the evidence
proved guilt? Is that the qpestiqn that ‘you are asking
me? L R

"R r{p. My question érzés;ppo;e.é that there has
been a finding of guilty of mirder in the first degree

1 .
gs to one or more defendants.

8 . A Yes, sir.
o Q And you are now in the penalty phase of the
0 trial and you have to make a determination as to which

" penalty, life imprisomment or death, and my question
12 simply is: Have you already made up your mind? Would you

13 . be willing to listen to the evidence or would you auto-
. 12 | . matically refuse top impose the death penalty regardiess of

is | the evidence?

16 A Well, I would refuse to vote for Ehe death

17 P enalty .

18 Q Regardless of the evidence developed?
19 A Yes.
20 i MR. STOVITIZ: Renew our challenge; your Honor.
21 ;t THE COURT: Very well. You are excused, Mr. Fletcher.
22 Thank you, sir.
23 MR, FITZGERALD: Will the frecord indicate that our
2% objection is renewed?
Q 25 | THE COURT: Very well,
26 | MR. KANAREK: Join, your Honot.

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1 | MR. SHINN: (ALl d&;fendants join.
.' 2 THE ‘?eLERK:j | iirs.. Helen S. Fields; H-e~l~e-n,
. 8 1 F*i*e;l-d*gssl o ‘l = o ‘ “
4| ‘ N (Whe%éﬁpoﬁ; Mr; Heiéii S. i’iélds came
5 forward and was segteg- in 'jpr? bo&é'ﬁo. 2.)
] : | . I
’ VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. HELEN S. FIELDS
¢ |  BY THE COURT:
9 Q | Mrsé. Fields, . .have you héard and understood
10 ." 'evérything that has ‘ﬁeen.' sald in court since you came
1 into this case? |
12 A Yes, I think I have.
18 Q If you were selected as a juror in this
. 1 |  case would you be able to serve?
4o fls.s .| A I think I could.
16
17
18
19 |
20 ‘
21
- 22
23
24
C 2
26

CiélbDriVe.MA RCHIVES



10 |

11

12

13

14

15

16
o

18

19

20

a

22 '

23

24

25

26

1505

decision.

Q  Now, I am going to ask you the same two

questionsftha*t‘.' I have been asking the other prospective

 jurors, and again let me explain -that the first guestion

is direr;t‘é& toward ‘th‘e first- phase of the t¥ial, the so-

called guilt phase of the 1:3:3@;1.,b a‘nd the second question is

directed toward the so-called penalty phagse of the trial.
The questions are thégs: ' First, do you enter-

1 tain such conscientlous objections regarding the death

penalty that you would be unableée to make an impartial
decision ag to any defendant's guilt regardless o£ the
evidence developed during the trial?

A No, I don't have objection to the death
penalty if the avidence showed qullt.

Q ;Youa:‘ opinions, if any, regarding the death
penalty would not affect yvour ﬁbﬁiﬁ‘??f to make an impartial
decision as to guilt; is that right?

A No, I don 't think they would affect my

Q Do you ehtertain such conscientious opinlons

' regarding the death penaliy that you would automatically

refuse to impose it without rega¥d to the evidence
developed during the trial?
A No, sir.
THE coUR'r; At this time, then, Mrg. Fields --
MR. STOVITZ: Are we golng in chambers, your Honox?
PHE COQURT: Yes.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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4B2 . 1 . MR. STOVITZ: May I ¢on£er‘with counsel concerning
"~ , | one other matter and perhaps we can take care of two

. s | matters in chambers, your Honor?
a ! THE COURT: ALl right.
5 _y(All coungel confer.)
6 | MR. STOVITZ: No decision has been reached, your
. | Honox. ‘
g THE COURT: All right. We are going into chambérs at |

o | this time, Mra. Fields, and I will ask the bailiff to have
10 I you come in-in a ' few minutes after the parties and their
1 u‘aﬁtorneis’ have come in.

P (The folloving proceeding's oceur in chambers,

13 |~ the defan&anbs and ail counsel be:!.ng pregents) '
. 1w | . . THE COUR'.E- Qria moment before we bring in Mrs. Flelds.,
15 | All defendants and their counsel are present,

16 | the prosecytors are present.’ '

17 | Now, the purpose of the proceedings here in
18 chambere, gentlemén, as you know, is to vonduct that portion
19 | of the voir dire examination regarding mre-trial publicity
20 | out of the presence of the other progpective jurors.

2 | Thig is beihg done pursvant to the request of
22 | ;::ounsel for the defendants; is that correct, Mr. Fitzderald?
23 MR. FITZGERALD: That is correct.
24 : THE COURT: Do you joln, Mr. Reiner?
. 2% | MR. REINER: That is correct on behalf of defendant

26 | Leslie Van Houtern.

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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" these progpective Jjurors will hear it?

TEE COURT: You joim, M. Shinn?
MR. SHINN: We join.
THE COURT: Mr. Kanarék?
| MR, FANAREK: Yés.
.- & I'HE com}’nz <Mr. Manson; YQ‘H have heard what has been
going on this mrning.‘ ‘' Is- ﬂ.t youf desire that this pm:tion
of the proceedings be. donducted in chambers?
pid you hear mt I said?
DEFENDANT MANSON: | I only have one desire, and that ig
to he my own attorney.
THE COURT: Do you want this portion of the
examination of the prospective jurors conducted in chambers?
DEFE@ANT MANSON: I don't have anything else to say |
about it. | '
THE COURT: Do you have any objection to it?
DEFENDANT MANSON: I have objection to the whole
proceedings. I object to the whole thing.
THE COURT: Do you want this portion of the
proceaedings t¢ be conducted out in open court so that all

We are going to inguire into what expogure, if
any, the various prospeptive jurors have had to any pre-
trial mblicity by way of newspaper, radio, TV, whatevers:
and we are also golng to inquire into what opinions, if
any, they may have formed regarding the trial or any of the
defendants. |

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| précedurd.

I believe it is to your advantage and for your
benefit and the kenefit of all the defendants that these
proceedings regardig this pretrial publiclty be conducgted
in chambers so that all the prospective jurors don't hear
succesaively everg{:hing‘, that is said by all those that go

_ before them.

:l: am asking you if you are agreeable with this

'qoux‘ ai;tomey has inaicatea that he wants this

* portion t,'J.‘E the prdceedings conducted in chambers, and so

bave the cher_.attqﬁnaysa, :
Now, T 4m agking you, Mr. Manson.

DEFENDANT MANSON: Why ,.iwbuld you ask me; you haven it |
asked wme anything before. )

THE COURT: Well, I am asking you.

DEFENDANT MANSQON: I think the guestions imply, and
wif;h your questiong, if they baven't beard what you ask,
when vou ask the guestions, then tﬁey have heard it. All
you are doing is doubling, lapping, you are overlapping.
It is alg:e'éiay in their subconscious mind to the point that
they could never forget it aind they ‘Wiil always he
dffected by it. No matter what you do, yc,;u are affected by R
everything that happens to you in the past. There i& no '

way that you can erase anything from your mind:

We all know this, and yet we sit herxe and ask
these little questions to them and balf of them say they

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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16

forgot what they hea::ﬁ, But it doesn't-make any difference |
Wwhether they forgot it, their opinicné are still formulated,|
dnd you can't change it. It is there. |
"Ihe pa:‘osecutor."]movﬁ- it. That is why they put
it there. And you know it, and we all know it.
We are just going through motions, and it makes
no difference whether we go ithrough the motions here ox
dut there. I am not a part of it. You wont't let me ba a
part of if. “
_ THE COURT: I take it from %at vou say that you have
no ghjection to this portion of the proceedings in chamberg?
BE?ENDANT MAHSON- I don 't wish to be disrespectful.

| I objected i‘:o when the Judge took awvay my atatus, took my
-_‘voica away,, and I have obhjected to everything, and I am
,.sti‘.:u. objeq:ting, and I pbjeat:,ng 5.:5 you do it here and I
object 1E yoﬂ do it out "i:he.re. f object if you do it at

&

all. I don'k, agrafa mtﬁ émy of it.

-y

LT
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"IHE COURT: Would you prefer that I do it out in
open ‘court?

DEFENDANT MANSON: I would prefer that you have a
good day and notice the sun was shining, and past that
you can do anything you wish.

THE COURT: What gbout you, Miss Van Houten? Do
you have any objection to this portion of the examination
being conducted in chambers? f

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Like I object to everything.

THE COURT: T can't hear you?

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: I will objeet to everything.

THE COﬁRT: You object to this?

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Everyone has got their
minds made up. Like you have already put everything in
there.

THE COURI: You understand that your attorney is
now requesting that this portion of the examination be
conductéd in chambers?

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: They can request whatever
they want. They are fighting the case.

THE COURT: I am asking you, D¢ you consent to
that? S

DEFENDQNT.VAH'HOUTENi No, I don't consent to
anything. * |

.f!

THE COURT: 'Do youi objéet t6 having this portion --|
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: You know, you guys do

L

o . ' RS
| whatever you do. : ST

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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You have already done what you have done to me.

THE COURT: Do you object to having this portion of
the examination conducted in ct};ambers? |

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Yes.

THE COURT: What about you, Miss Krenwinkel?

DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: I don't care, either way you
do it, because I object to the entire proceedings as is.
The same way. Theére is no way you can possibly change
thege people's minds and everything. All you do is
bring conversation out in open court, programming it the
way you do.

THE COURY: Do you vbject to this portion of the
proceedings in chambers?

DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: I don't care where it is
held. I can move this book and I can move me wherevex you
want me to move. I am not a part of this.

DEFENDANT MANSON: You have got four bodies.

THE COURT: What gbout you, Miss Atkins? Do you
object to this portion of the proceedings in chambers?

DEFENDANT ATKINS: Like you bring us b ack here to
hide from the press what you don't want the press to know,
and, yet you go out and tell the press we are having
gecret chamber meetings, and everybody puts it on us
when the DA is the one that calls us back here.

T object td the whole thing. I don't want
any part of it. Ir;hyi di,m"‘t you just send me back to

: N ,
! ;
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12t mo know whak you want wﬁw .

THE COUREY I wim of - thn ﬁﬁfﬁuﬁmﬁs‘ PERpOLSy
L tufnk we will #mﬁ m tg# g ww dlxe in tpen
st o :
HiL, SHENN: Youw Somers whyy: gan'E we have P
Lonference wEEK sy stients for abouk two mhiEen,

THE COOEY:  Very well,

. ANNLEZ:  ShalX ecounael Tram?

UL COMRE: Ui $hix e oo In the heldiag oot |

Ry SENITZ: I be wililng €0 jusk stop oubsides

TE COURTT  Well, T s wot wiliing ko step cutside.

Bo o weat a1k the dolesdants sogether ux

Ao you sk fo Intaveivw thon wepspakclyd

IR REIRER: Yogobboys

THE COURE: #ﬁ#ﬁm* wY AL Dok Lheouglis

4 you weok 41) the defendacts togethex?

MR, SHINM: Yo

MRe PILTTCERALT: ¥wa,. LU S wasler, TR Just
fariiilaken Babiers.

B, BTN Ave we i fecksk, your Bunesl

WL COURY:  Yox & few alodter.

| ' LT T
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(The following proceedings were had in the
chambers of the Court, all counsel and all defepdants
being present with the exception of Mt. Bugliosi:)

THE COURT: All defendants and their counsel are
present. Mri-‘ Stovitz 1s present.
MR. FITZGERALD: I might ipndicate to the Court

- that there is no change in thie position taken by the

individual defendants,

If your Honor clares to ingquire, feel free
to do so.
(Mr. Bugliosi enters the courtroom.)
THE COURT: T am not trying to ellcit any answers.
All I want to know ig they want thig portion of the
proceedings held in chambers or not; it is just that
gimple.
What is. the answer, Mr. Fitzgerald?
MR. FIIZGERALD' They have indicated they would
object; to the p:;{?cegdingﬁ beiipg held-—@g cl;xémbers y your

"Honox'.

THE COURT: All right.
MR, REINER: Yqua;" :Ho;iorg may I indicate my
position on behalf of Miss Vam Houten.'
I would object to these proceedings being
held in open court.
THE COURT: I am mow trying to find out what the

defendants' positions are.

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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MR, REINER: With respect to Miss Van Houten,
my position is that -~

THE GOURT: You have already expressed your
position, Mr. Reiner, what I wanted to know is what
is Miss Van Houten's desire at this time.

Does she consent to having the matter in

chambexrs?

MR. REINER: Misgs Van Houten's opinion, as well
as L can understand it, hex positlion as well as I can
understand it is this:

She says she objects to all of the proceed-

 ings; she objects to the proceedings in chambers as well

as in open court.

1t does not appear to me she has a
preference. She simply objects to all of the proceedinés‘

-And I might indicat‘e to the Court, if I am
required to have this tyﬁe oﬁ examination in open court
I will obviously be’ inhibited

The Court will recall when I examined the
prospective jurors here-this morning I aSRed them what
perhaps might be describei as very searchxng questions,
and went into some .detail ééxto'éhé'facts.

L could not and would not risk such a voir
dire examination in open court. L |
THE COURT: You cannot have it both ways, Mr.

Reiner. If the defendants object, it will be in open

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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court.

MR. REINER: I think that is with counsel, your
Honor, not with the individual defendant.

THE COURT: I disagree with you.

MR. KANAREK: :Then I suggest this, your Honor,
it might be g little mechanically difficult, but could
we ask the other jurors to leave, amd just have orie
juror present, the one we are talking to?

_ I say it might be mechanically difficult,
but 1 think we mightget less of the transmittal of -~ '

THE COURT: You are being offered that opportupity
now, to ilave that examination in chambers.

MR, KANAREK: I undeistand, but Mr. Manson --

THE COURT: The room is not the point. It fs not |
which room it is being conducted in.

' It 1s a question of whether it is to be
donie in open court or Iin chambexs, that is all.

Well, all. right, then we will go back into |

open court, gentle;nen. L
L I understood from asking the defendants
myself that they objected to this. procedure, and I
understand from what you. say there has been no ¢hange,
so we will go back into. open court.

MR. REINER: Yoz Honor, 4o I correctiy undei~
stand the Court's positicn that it:is' the defendants'

wisghes rather than the Wishes of counsel that is

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| controlling?

THE COURT: In this case it‘. is going to be both.

MR, REINER: It is not both, your Honor, because I
do object.

THE COURT: I sald it will tske the consent of both.

MR. REINER: Is the Court saying in the absence of

| the defendants agreeing to the judgment of counsel in this

matter, it is the defendé.;iﬁs'. wishes that we follow rathex

: than counsel's? -

i’ muét indicate there is a clear division

| between the opinion em,d"position ok Mias Ven Houten. and the

opinion and position of counsel.
THE CQURT; Apparently so. o -,
MR, REINER: Well, then, the Couzt -=
‘THE COURT: If the deféndants aré notwilling to

waive any objection to this procedure; and consent to it, I

MR. REINER: I understand the law in this area, your
Honor, even if counsel wanted it in open court your Hohor
would have an obligation to require it in chambers.

THE COURT: What law 1s that?

MR. REINER:; It is a matter of due processg, your

‘Homox, the Court has its own individual regponsibility -~

THE COURT: Do you have any authority for this?
MR, REINER: If I may &tate the proposition, your

Honor:

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| at this moment. et

The proposition is that the Court has its own
individual responsibllity to see that the defendants are

accorded due process.

It is clear, I don't believe any of us argue
that,

THE COURT: Do you have any authority other than

- this, your proposition? I understand what you are saying.

MR. REINER: If the Court is saying am I able to

| eite a case off the top of my?,head, I am unable to do so

}

I think ii‘ 'is quite clear if the Court feels

| there will be g::eat pregud:.ce to the d,efendants tp proceed
in open court, it is the Couri:' s. obligat;ion even, without

request from counsel to bring the matter- into chambers.

.
N F

i “
¢ |

-

PR s
S,
;
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5-2&;-.!-.1\ , '1- | THE COURT: There is no such obligaticn, M. Re;t.ner. i
. P f: . Phe defendants are entitled to a public trial.
| 3 . fthe proceedings in chambers wexe done only by stipulation o¥
4 dll counsel, and T have dec‘:if_iea now in view of various

5 | objections that have cone up»l unlesg the defendants are

6. | willing to waive those objections ¥ am not going to do it.
. | 1t s just that siupla.

s .[ . MR, FITZGERALD: I have a request to make in régard
9 '  to your Honor s questioning the frospective jurors, with
0 | régard to publicity in ope court.

1 oz wonder if your Honor would congidsr not

12 [ asking the prospective jurors what they have seen, heard
18 |, or read in connection with this case, s0 that they might rio.if

| . 1 |  infect the other member# of the jury panel who have not ‘
- 15 xread, geen or heard what that particular prospective juror |
16 | "_d:l,'ld“. ' ‘ | _
w THE CdTJR'.I‘.'; For the time being, Mr. Pitzgerald,

1 11 would nesi: ask any duestions since we dre going back into

j

19 | "ggen conzt., and you can conduct. your own voir dire on this

20 ‘,g_gsu%-, Rt : ' ~
#0  MR. PiTaGERALD:  fhank you.
22 THE COURT.* , As ibng aa it is within réasonzdble
23 bounds, why, you ¢an askf the questi,qns you like.
2 | MR, FI::ZGERALD rhénk you .

. 25 ' ‘MR. STOVITZ: Before we 4o go out --
26 | THE COURT: Well, it is time for a recess now,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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I was handed this déciaration initiating contempt proceedings,

~ position you have been taking?

to :Lnsula{:a thé prospective jurors from hearing matters
. ‘regarding pretyial publ:l,city, for example, are matters of

MR. STOVITZ: Defore we have-the recess, your Honor,

this mornlng. ‘ ’ , .-
I guess your Honor, through the clerk, was
also handed this docurent.

THE COURT: By Mr. Reiner?

MR. STOVITZ: The declaration is by Mr. Reiner.

i notice all three attorneys!? narhea apﬁe.ar on top of the
document . " |

MR. FITZGERALD: Four. '

MR. STOVITZ: It is my feéeling, Your Honor, merely
f.{l—ing, a paper with the clerk of the Court does not make the
paper a matter of public record, so that comments can be
made to the news media or anybody else concerning the
caontents of this three-page document.

| Now == | _

THE COURT: Isn't that a little inconsistent with the

MR. STOVITZ: No, it is not inconsistent at all.
THE COUE‘.T- You take the position that a transcript
of confident;l.al pa:oceedi.ngs in chambers, w’hich are dasigned

public ,record. RIEIN A.‘. i

But, as I understand ‘gour position now, you

are taking the positipn that documents £iled which have
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. are cases on it -~ that does not allow attorneys to

nothing to do with prospective juro¥s should not be
matters of public. record.

Is that it?

MR, STOVLITZ: I merely br ihg this to your Honox iy
attei:ﬂ:ion-f if your Honor is to allow publiec corment a]:;out
this, this will re-emphasize a book that hasg very little
notpriety.. .

In fact, very few people have ever indicated
they ever read this book, aside from ixigh school and
rossibly college students, I found no one that hms ever rea
thisg book.

MR. REINER: I object to ény further proceedings in
chambers on {:his matter, your Honor.

- MR. STOVITZ: Your Honor can have this matter in
openi court 1f you went to.

I just want t6 call your ‘Honqr g attention to
the fact that the mere £iling of this document -- there

comment on the contents of the document and make such
conunént as they mt.
| Thig document alleges to be a declaration under
penalty of perjury; then it goes on and says “on
information and bellef.” ‘ _
There aré many falaclous gtatements in this
document --
MR, R;E:INI?R:_ May I object to any further comments on

L

. o

£ —
&
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' ’this point in chamber,s" " v

‘disclosed. . R

‘have hot had a chance yet 'l:o consider whether the purported

Court's publicity order.

don 't want to gat in an argument about ik now.
1 |

20 |

. ¥now whether any action will be taken on the basis of this

25 .

i s

)

! ’1 :

'I‘;HE CQUR'I‘- Well, for tha i:ime being it will not be

I -think the contents of this purported declara-
tion would- clea.rly come within the publicity order, and I

fleclaration states facts which would be sufficient to
constitute any basisz for a contémpt pwoceeding asg
apparently the ,dgfendants wish the Court to do.

MR. REINER: Your Honor, the Court just indicated thay
the contents of the declaration would fall within the

I carefully examined the publicity order this
morning.

THE COURT: That ig my opinion, Mr. Reiner, I

MR. REINER: May I inquire of #he Court how the Court
feels that =- |

THE COURTY X just told you I don't want to go into
the matter now; but that is my present .feeling now, I don -'t’

-declar'a_tioh or not.
MR, REINER: I must inform the Court I already
indicated this to reporters, that I filed it. '
THE COURT: ‘That is your ptoblem, Mr. Reiner. -
Al right, we will take a recess at thia time,, )
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15 minutes.

THE BAILIFF: $Shall we come back in open court ox
WL1L it be herd, Judge?

THE, .g:(;Uﬁ'.L'.-f It will be in open court.
te " (Recess.)
g“ | R ‘,\ i )

{ ., = ¥
TR ;
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- Mrs. Fields,;'j

- L. . 1
G .
2 .
' 1

(The following proceedings occurred in open
court within the presence and hearing of the prospective
jurbr:s: ‘all defendants and counsel being present:)

THE CQURT: All parties and counsel are present, the
prospective jurors are in the jury box.

. Wa.are going to continue the examination in coux

v

\ Mr. Fitzgerald, vou may Iingquire.

i

: ! VOIR DIBE aEXAMINA'I‘ION OF MRS. FIEIDS

K
I" i-
i

BY MR. FITZGEBALD* ) L

Q Lﬁm. FieldSJ *f:r:om your seat in the audience
weére you able’ i:o haar the questions that I asked the
other prospective jurors? .

A Pretty well. Not all the time, because I
wasn't ag close to the front some days.

Q In respect tq any of those questions that I

asksd the other prospective jurors that you were able to

hear, do you have any duestion about or any problem Q:‘:Lth
or would you like to address yourself to any of those
questions in é.ny réspact whatsoéver?

A No, sir.

Q Is there anything you would like to bring to
our attention, that is, as defense attorneys or as defen~
dants, that is relevant :i.:nsofar as your state of minci is

céngerned as a juror in this case?

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES:
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A
Q

. defendants?

A

advising and counhselling young people, for 25 years, and
I feel right at home.

Q

generation gap or anything; right?

A
Q

impartial, I take it, ih dealing with young reople as you
. could with .'contamporary peers of your own?

A
Q.
Ty '9*4

~

1

years in the publ:l.c :e:c:lmv;izlscn.i oo

£

&

%:each in high school?

A
Q-
A
Q

H

get the verbs in the right place.

A

I téach 13 different instruments.

Q

. What sort of subjects did you regularly teach?

X think itot.
Po you think you can be absolutely fair to the |

Wall, I have spant a lifetime teaching and

You don't feel that you are the victim of any
NO:“ sir.

Do.'yo.u foal you could be just as fair and

Yeos.
Whaf te yourr bus-ines‘s o occupation?
Well, I have been a teacher for the paskt 25

,Did you téach in elamentary school or did vou

Vigll mostly high gchool.

English.
I had better watch my grammar. I will iy to

Public speaking; and I had a fifty-plece band.

You personally possess some degree of expertiss |

“CieloDriveCOmARCHIVES
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in 13 different -- with 13 different musical instruments?
&  That ig what they say.

Q is the guitar oné of them?
A No. Band.
Q oh, band instruments?
A Yes.
2 1 see.
Percussion instruments?
A Brags.
Q Do you reglde in the County -- I am sure you

do.
Where in the Cownty do you reside?
A" Por the last three years I have resided in
Rolling Heights, between Pomona and Whittler.

@ .  over near Hacienda Helghts?
A Yag.
Q 'Have You ever served as a juror before?

A ) HO; Sir -
‘Q. o 'rhai: is, neither in civ:.l or criminal caseg;

oy ,

Q@  Is there anything about that experience that
is going to infiﬁén&e' yoi: in thig case?
A v No. But it opens fhy mind to what went on in

a courtroom, and I am fascinated by it.
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" kapt me busy many evenings. until 10:00 and 12:00 o'clock and

Q You-won 't have any -prqbleﬁ, then, in giving us
your undivided attention, Mrs. Pields?

A Ko~ . ) ‘ .

Q - Nc;m I take it that you obviously heard things
on the radlo in connection with this case or seen things on|
television or read the news in the newspapers; is that
correct?

A Well, not too much. I have beén a very devoted
school teacher and my work outside of the classroom hag

a

I have not been keeping up with this.

S ©
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Q In ﬁrour capacity as a school teacher,
obviously, :‘zo":;'iar,e interested in current events?
- fl_l.} - Yesg, of course.
-t Q - ‘Thig iga iﬁurzéén‘i: ‘évq'ht, I guess, right?
A 4 '.Yes‘:. o SR

Q Would, you be’ willing to give all of the
defendmts in 'fi;hi.s case a' ﬁ:‘omiSe that you won’t dégide
this case baged on"’é'»émﬁhi:ﬁg' you read in the newspaper of
something you have seen on television or something you
bave heard on the radio?

A I promise that.

Q Do you wnderstand that frequenktly there are
facts and legal inaccuracies in newspaper accounts?

A Yas. |

Q And that even if you were allowed to, you
could probably arrive at a number of erroneous decisions
by deciding something £rom what you see in the paper?

A Yes.

MR. FITZGERAED:: I will pass the juror for cause,
Yyour Honor.

CTHE COURT: Mr. Reilnex.
MR. REINER: ¥Thank you, your Honor.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. FIELDS
BY MR. REINER:

Q Mrs. Fields, you will be instruwted by the

CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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L P

Court \f;o; pi:esmae that the defendants are innocent.
o L Now. yQu do a]gprec:!.a,te that I represent
I.eslie Van gouten nnd nomther ééfendani: 1g that true?
A Yeg, sir. ..
I T :

Q No‘vh .wi:ll 'Y‘o;i- ?présum that Leslie Van Houten
is imzoc:ent?

£l 1" Ll

: 4”‘ Y

A l Yes, ;: will presume that.

@  And until the contrary if ever is ‘proven do
you presume that she is innocent? ‘

A Yes, I do presume that.

Q Ccan you say that in good conscience?

A Yasg, sir.

Q And you fael that perhaps if you were to retuin
a verdict of acquittal with respect to even a single
c}efendaﬁt in thig case, that you might be subject to

griticism from your friends or family or ac;_:‘,uaintangeé?

A Well; I am so far away from any of my relatives |

or former friemds that I don't have any close contact here

"in this County.

Q But ‘;{o\i do, of course, have acqualntances?

A What do you mean, parents of children?

Q Whoever those acquaintances way be, do you feel
that you might he exiticized by people with whom you a‘gsot:‘iw'
ate If you wera to return a verdict of acquittal with
regard to any defendant?

A Well, that wnuld not make any difference to me, |
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8

Q.  So that if you were. to vetixn a verdict of
acquittal for one of the defendanta you would not be
concerned with, during the course of your deliberations,
with any mssi‘ble criticism 'i:hat you might receive ‘Erom
spme of you;': acquaintances‘z

g .A~ '’ No, sir.

vl

P vQ_* ,Do.you feel that perhaps there may be ‘Some
o subconSc:ions imii,nations tha,t exist within you to convict ‘

these dafendants b@cause of the mass of pretrial publicity
thdt has 'been accoraed ﬁhis case?
& . TNo. I STV
Q M Iin the event that perhaps there may be some
subconscioug inclination, would you make every conscious
attempt to disceipline yourself ;;nd' decide the case based
yupon the evidence that was presented, and to x:eai[a“t any
attempt to follow any subconscilous inclinatiohs to
perhaps decide the case based upon something that you
may have heard or read long before you came to court?
A Yes, ¥ would resist that.
| Q And you will not allow your emotions to over-
whelm your judgment, will you?
A No.
Q .How, do you appreciate that mere suspicion in
a criminal caése is nowhere near éven enough to convict,
that you must he parsuvadad be'yand all :reaﬁonabl'le doubt?
A Yes, I believe that.
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Q Do you have -aﬁy reservationsg to applylng that
very strict principle to a criminal case, that you must be
convinced beyond all reasonable doubt before you can ever
donvict?

4 ' No reservations.

Q So if there ils even a single reasonable doubt

in your mind after you heard the evidence, and after you

have aeliber&t?a, you will return a verdict of acguittal
for Leslie Van Houten?
“ ‘ A yes, sir.

s Q. You o~ appreclate that ag I stand here now and |
speak,\ anc‘L any ti'me durmg the -adurse of this trial that I
speak; that I S};ea’l«: only fo:r: Leslie Van Houten and for ne

other defendant ;Ln thisf cage?

A .. All right. ;
0 Ty VT
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7a~1 | Q You appreciate, I assume, that there are four
attorneys in this case, and each attorney speaks only for

3 | his client.

4 Do you appreciate that?
5 1. A Yes, sir.
6 | Q Now, any attitudes that you may form from

v | time to time with regard to one of the attor-nejs, will you

.s | make éwf.;'y congelous attempt to diseiplime yourself not to

9 allow that attitﬁde toward any particular attormey Lo ‘

'_10-: affect youxr judgment wikth -rg‘speét o any other attorney?

. A Tl

12 - Q Now, it may occur that there will be a witness
. 13 [ in this case by ;:he ‘name of Linda Kasabian, called by the

. 14 prosecution, and it; may be g.:h,at th:.s m.tness w:.ll be a

5 | confessed accomplice to these killmgs.

16 | Now, in the ev‘ent i:hal; a; ‘person testifies who
17 | 48 an accomplice, you will receive mstructions of law at

18 | the end of the case wit:h regard to the ‘weight and value to

19 | be placed upon the testimony of an accomplice.

20 Will you follow that instruction by the Court?
2t . MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor; I don't believe the Court |
2 | is going to instruct the jury on the weight to be given to

% | the testimomy of an accomplice.

24 I will object to that question.

. 25 THE, COURT: The objection is sustained.

26
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Ta-2 BY MR. REINER: t

9 ,j Q Mrs. Fielc‘ls; you will be given an instruction
3  at the end of the case as to the mammer in which, and

4 | whether ;rou may cons:Lﬂer at all, the testimony of an

; | accomplice. : K '

6 Will you ;Eollorw that instruetion -~
7 | - MR. BUGLIOSI: Object to that qtiestioni
s | I don't-believe there 1§ any such instruction

o | to that effect, your Honoz.

10 I don't believe there is any instruction by

11 | which the Court would conceivably tell a juror that they

13 | have to disregard and ignore the testimony of an accomplice.

5 | ‘ And this is what Mr., Reinex's question implies,
14 | your Honor.

15 | MR: REINER: Your Honor, if I may be heard.

16 THE. COURT: I don't want to hear the argument, sir,

1 | but I think it can be ref,hrased in a less ambiguous form.

18 MR. REINER: Yes, your Honor.

19 | Q Miss Fields, i1f at the conclusion of thigs case

20 | the Court instructs you that a partiecular witness may be an
21 | accomplice, and that if you decide that that witness is an
22 | accomplice to these particular killings, that you may not
23 | convict any defendant of any crime in the absence of

24 | independent corroboration.

25 Will you follow that instruction?

2% | A Yes, I will.
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7a-3 1 | Q When I speak oﬁ totally independent corrobora-
. 2 | tion,; do you appreciate and understand that I am referring |
s | solely to Leslie Van Houten?
4 & Yes.
s | Q 56 that 1€ ‘the testimony of the accomplice is

¢ .| Tot corroborated as to Lesli.e Van Houten, you will asequit

7 | Leslie Van Houten irrespective of whethc:.r it is corroborated|
8 | as to any other defendant?

T Con I N
% | A Yes, sir. ‘ x

10§ Q ' Now, that obviously is a very stern and
11 | styiet rule of law.

12 | But iE that rule of law is given to you at

i3 | the conclusion of this case, will you glve us your assurance|
. 14 | at this time that you will follow that rule of law?

15 | A I will follow the rule of law.

16 | CQ Do you have any reluctance to folloy that rule

7 1 of law?

18 A No, sir.

19 Q Earlier the People placed a mumber of charts

20} vp against the wall hekre with a list of witnesses, 88 in

21 | pumber, and I believe they algo indicated that perhaps they

22 | might cgll additional witnesses; perhaps somewhere in the

% | neighborhood of 100 witnesses.

24 Now, with the very masgive number of

. B witnesses standing by itself, would that 1n any way

26 | impress you as to the validity of thelr case?
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Ta=t ' A Well, I was inpressed by the length of the
2 | list.

. Q Well, now; do you feel that if one side

4 ! brings 100 witnesses that perhaps the other side should
5. | make gome atternpt to match the very number of witnesses,
6 | or do you feel perhapg thfat it is the substance of the

7 : testimony that is more s:tgnificant than the number: of

s | witnesses? R

s | A ' Well, I e§¢éeé£ the subsfance would be more
10-‘,.‘ weighty. S -

11 - ‘ Q If during the course of the trial, witness

12 after witnegs after witness were brought to court by the

_ 13 | prosecution to prove facts that would appear to you to be
. 14 { obvious, such as seven people have died, would you none-

15 | theless discipline your thinking in this case so that

16 | you would ascribe and assign only that evidence Wh:_[éh tends
1 to suggest that Leslie Van Houten had anything to do

18 | with these killings, rather than simply being overly

19 | impressed by the massive number of witnesses?

20 A Well, I will try my best to kéep- the thinking
2l | very stralght. | ' '

2 | Q As the evidence begins to come in from time
28| " to time during the trial, will you consciously make and

24 | attempt to ascertain whether the particular testimony that
. 2 you are listening to at sny given moment relates to Leslie

2 | Yen Houten or whether it xelates to one or more of the
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la=5

X other defendants? LT E :
N 2 A Yes, sit.
. . Q All right, now, if the testimony that you
. | hear does not relate at any given time to Leslie Van Houtemn,
5 " will you meke a mental mote of the fact that this evidence
6 does rniot ;:elate o Leslie Van Houten, and mot allow yoursel‘if
| . inédvertently,- perhaps, later on after the conclusion of a
¢ | very lomg trial, to go imto the jury room end recall that
9 ‘-tﬁere was a great degl of testimoﬁ;t establishing that someu'
1 | ome had committed these crimes, and then somewhere along
1 ., the line, you cannot retall exactly ﬁhere, you may have
12 héard Leslie Van Houten's name, and then mixed it togethex. |
18 Would you 'discipline yourself to do that?
. “ | A Yes, sir, I would. Would I be allowed to take

8 £1s. 15 | notes as I go along?
16
17
18 |
19 |
20 |
21
o2
23 -

24

26
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T 1;-,_1'556:

Q The taking‘joft notes~is'g matter that is
gsolély within the discrétion of his Honor. His Honor
will indicate to you whether you can or not.

THE COURT: You will be allowed to take notes.

MR. REINER: The answer, Mrs. Fields, them, is
yes.

Q Mrs. Fields, did you, by any chance, happen
to hear Mr. Bugliosi this morning on the radio saying that
he was looking for 12 jurors who would have the courage to
give the death penalty to the defendants?

A No, I didn't hear him.

I leave out there very early because my
driver has to come early to his work.

Q Then you left too early to hear Mr. Bug‘liosi'k
radio comments this wmorning?

A Right.

MR. REINER: Very well. I am delighted.

Thank you very much, Mrs. Fields.
We will pass for cause.

THE COURT: Mr, Shimn, do you have amy questions?

MR. SHINN: Pass for cause.

THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek?

MR. KANAREK: We accept the jury, your Honox.

MR. STOVITZ: Your Honor; is it your Honor's
intention to have our questions limited solely to

pretrigl publicity, or shall we conduct a general

3 Ty
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examination for cduse? - AN
| THE COURT: A geﬁerﬁl voii: d‘ife.
MR. STOVITZ: - Thauk you v;ry such.
Mr. Bugliosi?

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS, FIELDS
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Mrs. Fields, are you married, ma'am?

A T am a‘.wj;‘dow, 18 years.

g Do you have. any children?

4 Nos

Q Mrg. Fields,; I take it that you are not
opposed to the deatli penalty; is that correct?

A 1 am not opposed.

Q If after hearing all the evidence in this

cage, Mrg. Filelds, and ‘con‘s:i.dering all of the circumstarces
you pere‘zo'naliy felt that this was a pyoper case for
the dmposition of the death penalty; would you have the
courage and would you be willing to réturn into thisg
courtroom with a verdict of death?

A ' Yes., !

Q You will notice, Mrs. Fields, that three of |
the defendants in this case are women. Are you of such
a freme of mind that you could not under any ¢ircumstances|
vote for the death penalty for a female defendant?

A 1 am not impressed by that.
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Q It wouldn't make any difference?
. A No.
Q Are you of such a frame of mind that you

could not under any circumstances vote for the death

penalty for these three female defendants solely because

of their age?

4  Wo.

Q Are you of guch £rame of mind, Mrs. Fields,
that ybu" would not; under any clrcumstances, vote for
the death penalty for a particular defendant unless the
evidence gt the trial showed that this particular
defendant was the actual killex?

A Would you repeat the first part?

Q Okay. Maybe I had betfter' tephrase it a
little bit.

Cari you conceive of any circumstances, Mrs.

Fields, in which you wbuld be willing to wvote for a

verdict of death against a particular defendant even

though the evidence at the trial showed that this

particular defendant did mot himself personally kill a
fellow human being?. L

MR. -SHi;NpI:’ 'tYoﬁr Honor, I am going to object to

that qués;ticﬁ. It As prejudging the evidence, youx Honor.

x ‘I'HE COURT: 'O'verrulve&-; SR oo

Do you gn_dg:t:stgnd the question, Mrs. Fields?

| Yol . ,
MR, BUGLIOSI: 'Shall I replirase it again, ma'am?

|
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20

MRS. FIELDS: I believe so. I am sorry.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Okay.
‘ Q This is where a good background in English,
I guess, would help.
Are you of such a frame of mind, Mfs.
Fields; that before you would ever return with a verdict
of death against a particular defendant, the evidence
would have to show that that defendant killed someone?

A Yes.

Q@ = If the evidence showed, ma'am, that this
particular defendant did not himself kill any of the
victinms in the case, you would be unwilling then to
return with a verdict of death against that particular

defendant?
A No, I would not be unwilling.
Q You would not be unwilling?
A No.
Q Then I take it, Mrs. Fields, that you can

conceive of circumstances wherein you would be willing
to vote for a verdict of death against a defendant even
though he himself did 'nqt‘kill a fellow human being?

A" That's right.
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Q Do you recall my gaying, Mrs. Fields, that undel

eriminally responsible and equally guilty of the crime
comnitted by his co~conspirators?

. "/‘7 - C g g
A Yes, I heard that. . .. T

/“-‘:.-"/ *"‘-

Q bo you recaazif the robbery example T gave of
/
part.tes A, _Bs and C conspiring to. commit a robbery but

—— ___,_,.-.,-——::.-.——r"‘
—— - o — S y

" ‘bnly B and c actually comnitting the robhery, a baing a .
' co~conspirator, @ven though he didn't com:’.t the robbery

hi.mﬁalf, would be edually guilty of “that robbery.
Do you recall that example I gave, MYs. Fields? '
Yes, I heard that example.

and do you understand this rule of law?
Yes, I have heard that inie of law before.
and you understand it?

B O > O P

Yes.

Q Do you disagree with it at all? Do you bave

A No, I don't disagree with it.

4 vould you be willing to follow the Cowt's
instructions on that rule of law if you found it appiicabla t
to the facts in thig case, mafam?

A Yes, sir. {

Q You fealize, Mrs. Fields, that the prosecution
ina crimina;!. *trial only has the burden of proving a

defendan,t 's“ guilt hayond a reasonable doubt;, not beyond

. oot ' j3 I
3 i i ‘4 - . 4
: Y . i . , et
TP T
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a2 11 all doubt? Do you understand that, mafam?
. e A Yes, I have heard that said many timeg here.
8 | Q Would you follow this rule of law if you are
4 | selected as a juror on thig case?
5 :. A Yos. _ Co-
6 Q@ Do you recall my discussion about circumstantial

7 | evidence?

5 | A Yeg.

R -~ ® Do you have any objection whatsoever to sitting
10 - as a jurcbf on a cape where the people rely in part on

1 | eircumstantial evidence?

| A No.

1| Q Do you recall, ma’'am, that I asked the other

. jurers several other questioné that I haven't asked you?
15 | They were questions about the accomplice and motive and

' | religion and other questions like that.

1 - Do you recall that, ma’am?

9 Q ﬁéw,‘ vhen you were seated out in the

2 spectator: 'E Eection of the courtroom and T was asking thesa

2 questions, ‘were you mentally asking yourself the same

22

quastions, ma'am? L
o Ao ves, b | o
_ “ QR Wes the;:é a:ny question I asked, ' ma fam, to
.. 25 | which you Ecall. Saying to yourself that your answer would

1 have beenidi¥ferent from the¢, answers being given by the

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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major;!.ty of the jurors seated in the box?

y:§ No.. ‘ : X -

Q@ I take it, then, that if I were to ask you the
same questions, these other questions, vour answerd would
be the same? _

A Yes, they would.

Q Do you feel that you can give the People of the
state of califofnia a falr trial, ma‘'am?

A Yes, sir. ’

Q Is there any doubt in your mind about that?

A No doubt.

Q Can you think of any reason whatsoever why you
feel you ‘shonl‘!.&: not or would vather nat sit as a juror in
thig ¢case?

A No. I am very interested being here.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Thank you,; ma'am.

MR. STOVITZ: Pass for cause, your Honor.

THE COURT: It iz the People's first peremptory

MR. FITZGERALD: I believe it is the defendant's.
MR. STOVITZ: I believe it is the peoplets. It has

. always been the people 's.
28 |

giay we announce our déciston, your: Honox?
THE, CO‘(R’.I‘& Yeg.
Mlg.,- é'.uc';vm-z : The People thank and excuse, your Honor,
&?fﬁ;Sonii? G?rdon. P ‘

1 [ kY [ . ¢ i . ¥
. ¥ : . : -
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b
v

+~ & 3
L a ] LIEY i '

Ay

jad 1| fHE COURT: Thank you, Mrs. Gordon. You are
¥ Pl L [ S I T
. 2 | excused.i: Tl R
3 | THE CLERK: Clarence Ellman; C-l-a=r-e-n-c-g,

4 | Bel=lem-a<n. . - -

5 MR. KANAREK: Youw Honoxr, may we approach the bench?
6 | THE COURY: Very well.
7 ‘; _ (whereupon, all counsel approach the bench and

s | the following proceedings occur at the bench outside of
9 f the hearing of the ph:(osEe.qtive_ Jurorss)

w0 | MR. KFANAREK: Your Honor, I just wanted to ~=
11 .: THE. COURT: Just one ninute.
12 MR. HKANAREK: Yesg.
18 | THE COURT: All right.
. YRR MR. KANAREK: Your Honor wouldn 't ailow me to

5 | appreach theé be'nch maviously in comxécﬁion with Mr. Fields.

16 THE COURT: Mre. Flelds.
17 | MR. KANAREK: I am sorry. Mr. Fletcher.
18 . » T just wantad the record to reflect, your

19 Honor, that on behalf of Mr. Manson, because of the fact
20 | that he said he could judge t‘he.gu:i.lt or :l.nn.ocenc;e phasea
2 | completely all right, that it was :fusi: the panaliy phase
2 | +that your Honor conceived the problem, it is our position
2 that excusing this juYor is a denial of due rxrocess and a
24 | fair trial to Mr. Manson.

. 25 I MR. STOVITZ: Submit it, your Honor.

8B . 26
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THE COURT: Very well. I am sorry. I misunderstood
what you were requesting before, Mr. Kanarek. I thought
you wanted to raise a collateral point that had nothing to
do with the challenge for cause that had been made with
respect to Mr. Fletcher, but the record will indicate your
objection.

MR. KANAREK: May it stand before the excusal? May it
be deemed to stand before his excusal, your Honor?

THE CQURT: Yesn.

MR. REINER: We would join.

THE COURT: Very well.

MR, FITZGERALD: Join.

MR. SHINN: Join.

(Whereupon, all counsel return to their
resgpective places at counsel table and ghe following
roceedings occurred in open court within the presence and

hearing of the prospective jurors.)

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELLMAN
BY THE COURT:

Q Mr. Ellman, have you heard and understood
averything that has been said in court since you cawe into
the casge, sir?

A I think so, your Honor,.

Q If you were selected as a juror in this case,

Mr. Ellman, would you be able to serve?

CieloDriveCOmARCH
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A I think so, yes.

Q I am going to ask you the same questions
regarding the death pena;l.ty that I put to the other
progpective jurors.

HaVB you had an opportunity to think about
these questions and considar your answers?

iﬂ"

i

SRR A" Yes, sir.

L

ci ‘Q Tha first one is: Do you entertain such

A e

.+ consc ientﬁ.oua opinions reéuding the death penalty that

you w:mld e unabla to make an inpartial decision as
tyr
to any defendan.b 's, gﬁn.lt regardless of the evidence

developed during the trial?

v !..;. .-’u‘

A No. sir.

1] Do you entertain such conscientious opinions
regarding the death penalty that -‘yqﬁ would sutomatically
refuse to :I.mpc;se it without regard to the evidence
developed during the trial?

A No, sir. _

BHE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, you may inquire.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION QF MR. ELIMAN
BY MR. FITZGERALD:

] Mr. Ellman, what is your business or cccupation?

A I work £or REA ExXpress Company a8 a router and

" gorter.

Q I take it that you work inside at some

CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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digspatching desk or office?

It is a.roller system where the packages come down a
roller and I sort them, route them.

Q

A

Q
under you?

A

retire d;
Q
;A.

5th and Spring. = '

Q

O » L& B O b O b

Are you married?

[ . ‘_" * ;‘.- + ‘,
3 (At,.;;pn_;'e;‘ggx}t, no. ;_S_hgfri.s a housewlfe. She is

_ 1546

It is kind of like an-assembly line in a vway.

Excuse ne. Are you finished?
Yes.

In that capacity, Mr. Ellman, do you have nmen
No, sir.

Yeg, sir.

Is pur wifs employed outside the home?

What did she do?
“hsk.xe worked for the Title Insurance Company at

Yhat did s'he do for TI?

I think she was a filé clerk in closed files.
Do you have any children? |
fhaVen-'t. I have tvio sktep~children.

Are they grown? )

They are grown and married.

Where in Los Angeles County do you reside? -

I reside 3.:} the City of Rosemead now. '

Mr. BEllman, from vout seat in the audience over

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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19 | .

the past few days, have you been able to hear the
questions that T asked the other rrospsctive jurors who
sat in ‘the box?

A  Iam d_;u;tt& sure I got most of them.

Most of the tlme I wag in a pretty good spot.

Q If I were to ask vou edch one of those

questions, Mr.Ellman, would your answers be about the same?

A I believe go.
Q T8 there anything you would like to call to
our attention?

For example, are you familiar with any of the
iccaﬁ;ons- we have 'préviously mentioned, or any of the
wi’tﬁesses we have previougly mentioned, or are you
connected with the District Attorneyis office, or do you

have any frien‘ds or relatives that are police officers,

B do you :know anybody in the pigtrict Attorney tg office,

et cetera?
‘, } : A No, I don't think go.
| -‘-Q;'f Lo ch, you heard, ;1: am sure, Mr. Ellman, from
your seat in the audience Mr. Buglﬁ.osi 's comments in
raspect to cirgmngtantiaﬁl. evidence?

A ‘ Yes.

Q :-* s"Do 'you' recallﬁri Bugliosl saying or illus-
trating circumstantial ev:i..denc.e.‘ something to the effect
about some boy by the name of Jones being in the living

room with gome oatmeal cookies?
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. that regardl

24, {

.A Yes, sir.

Q - Do you remember that gtory?

A Yed. -

Q And he wag trying to illustrate to youw, I -
take it, he was trying to illustrate what circumstantial
evidence Was .

Was that your understanding of his rYemarks in

A Wall, 1f X raca'llf- I don't recall just exactly
what he did say nows :

R . You just remember the story about the cookies?

A Yes.

Q Would you carefully examine any circumstantial
evidence that might arise in this case in arriving at your
verdict? ,

A I would try my besgt, ves, sir.

Q You understand the fact that Johnhie Jones,
or mgver it. wag, had an oatmeal cocky in his hand may
well be evidence that he took the cooky out Io:E the forbidden
cooky jaxr; correct?

A ‘_: Correct.

. Q' put do you understand that it is not nécessarily
eviaence thai: he took the cooky out of the cooky jar? |

)

‘A: ha,t's):qight.

.a..._‘

‘*-1

Q 1t is entirely possible, isn't it, that his

younger broi:heg:; took 1¢ out of the cooky jar and handed it

™ - v I LY
. 1

| ’ LA i

‘ E
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~ to him sometime before his mothér saw him in the living

room with 1t?

A Very possible.

™ o X

1 . .- . . CicloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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Q So you cannét tell; can you, by the mere
fact that Johnny Jones had an oatmeal cookie in his hand,
whether he took that cookie or mnot?

A Right.

Q Now, if duxing the trial some circumstantial
evidence comes up that could point one way, just like the
cookie did, or it could point another way; it could point
to innotence oxr it could péint to guilt, would you
adopt that theory of circumstantial evidence that pointed
to innocence, 1f you were so instruded by the Court?

A Yées, sir,

MR. FITZGERALD: I have nothing further. Pass
the juror foxr cause.

| Oh, excuse mg.j‘."I do have one more question.

Q D:I.d-. ym.z\;l{ear the prosecution indicate that
they were ask:i.ng ;Eor' the death penalty in this case from
your seat i;:x" the a&éien}:é»,?.éiiii_you h&j;r‘ that?

A I donn't exactly i‘eéall that.

'MR. FITZGERALD: Okay; thank you.

o .

We will pass this juror for cause.
THE COURT: Mr. Reifder. '

MR. REINER: Thank you, your Honox.
VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELLMAN

BY MR. REINER:
Q Mr. Ellman, you will be instructed that

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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you must presume that each of these defendants are guilty.
I am hexe at this time -«
MR, STOVITZ: You made a misstatement, Counsel.
MR. REINER: You will be instructed hopefully that

you are to presume these defendants are innocent, not

gullty.
Q You agppreciate that?
A Yes, sin.

i

Q , ©Now, you, with all the mass of pretrial

‘publ;igitsf -« we even have counsel using words sich as that--
| you wiik not take the position --

—

. THE COPRT: Just a moment, sir.
MR. REINER: Yes s your Honox. '
THE GOURT: - Let's not have any more comments Like

| that, Mr. Reiner.

MR. REINER: * Yes, your Honox.

| BY MR. REINER:

Q Now, sir, you did hear the comments of Mr.

Reynolds, the juror who was excused earliexr?

A Yes, siz.
Q And you did hear him say that just simply

| because a defendant had been charged with a ¢rime,

- irregpective of who the defendant was, and irrespéctive

as to what the crime may be, that he entertained in his
mind the suspiclon that the person might be guilty or

probably would be guilty?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




9-3

16

11

12

13

14

15

16

1 |
- Houten is innocent?
19 -

20-

21

22
28 |

24

25

Do you feel that way?
A No, sir.
Q@ You then absolutely disagree with Mr.

'~ Reynolds' position that merely to be charged with a crime
in and of itself is some evidence that you might be guilty?

A Yes, I disagree with it.

Q Will you then presume that Leslie Van Houten
is inmécent?

A Yes, sir.

Q Do you actually in fact at this moment

{ presume that Leslie Van Houten is imnocent?

A Yes, sir, I would have .to.

Q And you would have to because at this point

+ there 18 no evidence in the c¢asge, true?

A True.
g And until and unless there is evidence in

the case you will continue to presume that Leslie Van

A Yes; sir.

Q And even after evidence comes into the case,
even eévidence that xelates to Lesglie Van Houten, until and
unless that evidence ig so strong that it convinces you
beyond all reasonable doubt, you will continue to presume
that she is inmnocent, will you not?

A Yeg, sir.

Q Can you do that in good conscience?
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A Yes, sir.

Q And can you do that in good conscience
irregpective of anything that you may have seen or heard
from the media in the months that have preceded this case
about the defendants generally?

A Yes, sir.

Q You have of course heard of the case before
coming to court?

A Some, yes. -’

Q - Do you féej.’i;hat perhaps you might be
subject to. some criticz.sm or pressure f£rom your friends or
family or acquaintances if you Were to aequit even a

single one of these defendants?, RLE

A It is possible. -

fa) Would it affect’ your judgment in any way?

. I dom't think so, no, sir. .

Q Very well, then, i:E at the end of this case,

| while you were deliberating, In your opinion that at least
19

as to one defendant there was insufficient evidence to
i;!é:"suade you that she was guilty, would you then acéuit
that defendant?

A Yes, sir.

Q And that is irregpective of any thoughts that
you ﬁight have ag to any c¢omments or criticism that you

| may receive from your friends, famlly and acquaintances?
26 |

A Yeg, sir.
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Q If during the course of your deliberations

. you have ¢ertain inclinations, whether they be subconscious

or otherwlsge, to convict all persons, if there is evidence |
that anyone i8 involved, will you make a consciocus attempt
to discipline yourself to overcome such inclinations?

A Yes, sir.

Q You have no teservations whatsoever with
respect to what you say?

No, sir.

Q Now, in the event that a young girl by the
name of Linda Kasabian testifies for the prosecution, as
the prosecution has indicated she will testify, in the
event in your opinion éhe is an accomplice to thesge
killings, and the Court will instruct you as to what an
accomplice 15, when after listening to his Honox's
xnstructicns asg to*what an accomplice is, if you conclude

that Linda.Kasabian is an accomplice, will you then follow

_ the Gourt's imstruction With:respect'to how you are to

conslder or not consider her testimony?

A Yes, 'sir: o

Q And if the Court instructs you that in the
event you do conclude that Linda Ragabian is an accomplice,‘
that you may not c¢onsider her testimony at sll unless
there is totally indepéndeént credible corroborating
evidence?

Will you do that?
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1 MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, I object.

. 2 I don't believe the imstruction will be to
3 ‘that effect.
4 THE. COURT: Well, whatever the instructions are,
5 Mr., Ellman, will you follow the Court's imstructions?
o | MR. ELLMAN: To the best of my ability.
7 THE COURT; Even though they might not coincide

8 with your personal views as to what the law is or should
o | be, will you still follow them?

1 | MR. ELLMAN: Yes, sir.
1n - THE COURT: You have mo mental reservations about
12 that?
13 MR, ELLMAN: None at all, sir.
. 14 THE COURT: The objectbn is overruled.

15 | BY MR. REINER:

16 Q 8i¥; do you appreciate that you have, as

17 | one of the possible 12 judges of the facts im this case,

18 a monumental responsibility to follow the instructions

19 of the law as they are given to you from the Court?
9a £is.? | A Yeg, sir. .
21 ’
22 . o
23
24 c v ‘ o
. 25

26
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Q go that although you are the sole judges of
the facts, t}xat is, whait happened, that you arée required to
apply the law of the case to' those facts and the law of the |
cage 18 the law as stated to you by the Judge, not the law :
that will be stated to you by one attorney or another.

Do you appreciate that?

A - Yes, sir.

Q And whether you are in sympathy with a
particular rule of law that will be stated to you by the
Judge, you will apply that‘- law strictly to the facts as
you seé the facts? '

A Yes, sir.

Q  There are four defendants in this case,

Will you treat each of the defendants.
sepatately, as you hear the evidence?
| A Yes, -si.r.-.-

Q So that if evidence should come £n during the
;;ouraé of the trial that one, two, or three defendants are
involved in gsome particular activity, vou would not
inadvertently apply such evidence toward the fourth, un-
named defen&&hi_:? 'mu"ld' you?

, A No, sir.

Q With regpect to the attorneys, there are, as
you have noticed, four attorneys.

Will you not allow yourself == strike that.
if dur:,'._hg the course of the trial you should

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




1557

Ja2 1 “develop certain attitudes with respect to one or more of the
® .2 | attorneys, w,iil you discipline yourself not to allow
3 yourSelf i:cb perm:l.t that atbitude to spilll over toward any

4 | cher attorney in thig cage?
G ity

5 'L A Yes, Bix. - ﬁ,;fh -

6 I Q . fhen You fuliy apprec:i.ate there are four

7 | defenaants and Jthere are fqux lawyers?

g | A Yes, sir. *

g Qs -And that whepéver I speak I speak only for

w | Leﬁij.a Van Houten? .

11 A - . that'd right.

12 | Q And that when any other attorney speaks he

13 | in turn speaks only for his respective client and at no
. 14 | time speaks for Leslie Van Hoyten.

15 | A Yes, six. _

‘16 E_ Q oy, 8ir, I am unawere, of course, at this time |

17 | a® to the mature and extent of the miblicity that you have
18 been expomed to before this trial began.

1 | : But will you assure us, irrespective of what
20 the publicity vas, irzespective of the extent or nature,
21 that you will make every conceivable attempt to the

22 gxtent 1t is humanly ‘po:s‘aible, to putthat azfde and &ecide
23 this case solely on the evidence presented hers at this

24 | trial.
® 25 A Yes, air.
26 MR. REINER: Thank you very much.
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C .

A}

We pass for cause, your Honor «
THE coﬁé‘f: Any questions, Mr. Shinn?
MR, SHINN: Pass for cause, youk Honor .
THE COURY: Any _que‘stions, Mr. ‘Kanarek?
MR. FANAREK: No, your Honor. _
THE COUR'I." You pass for cause?
MR. I@NAREKf Yes, your Honor.
‘ Lia.y we approach the hench?
: ;_ﬂ;HE COURT: Very well.
e L {g.'ha ;-Eoilwmg proceeds.ngs wire haa at the
bench outr. o:if the hear:mg of %:hé ‘pc:ospect:.ve jurors, all
coungel being -at the bamh,é,) _ .
MR.. mi\rAREK: Youz‘ Honor, because this ig an open
session, our Yiew is soxgtew‘hé.t?necessarily guided by that.

I would like the record to reveal that as to

each and every juror; because of the aiL-"-perVasix}e publicity

and other matters which have taken place, it 'is our

' poéition that each and every one is challenged for cause

as far as Mr. Manson is concerned, because of the publicity
aspect, and ail.s;o 'becausseof the direct perﬁona’l attack upon
e . : L

I just did not want to enmciate that in the
pragsence of the jury.

THE COURT: No, I am not going to permit you to make a |
general challenge to all prospective jurors. '

If you want to challenge a juror you will have

CieloDrive.COMARC H I VES
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Jad . | to state the challenge and the grounds for it.

B ME. KANAREK: Well, we would mrefer, your Honor «- I
g "don 't think it is helpful fgf a litigant to state in court,
. |, thet is, enwiciate, that is, in the presence —-

5  ' . THE COURT: I am hot suggesting that yon do it in
6.1 the presence of the prospective jurors. You may approach
7 | the bench as you are doing now:;if you have a challenge,

g | state it and the ground . ,

9 " MR. KANAREK: our position ig that this juror |

10  < should be challenged fox. cause, and we do challenge the
- I Juror for cause; because of the publicity aspects we have
12 | gone intgi,p’lusx the agpacty of the perponal attack upon me. |

Rt » j- S The conduct of the District Attorney 's office
.- 14 ‘\ '_intezzferes witi'x effect:f.va cbunsel, )
: 15 'J.‘I-IE COURT: Anything else, gentleman?
6 [ MR . REtNER@ Yes, gour Honor; with resgpect to this

TR mospective Juror tha*‘c I just examined, I would sbject.
18 PHE d@URT- "vou have Blready passed for cause. Now

19 ‘You are changing your mind?

20 | MR. REINER: Yegs, with r‘espe,ctvtgs the publicity 1s.aue,‘
21 | I would raise an objection for cause, for actual cause,
22 :‘i_ THE COQURT: Under what section of the code?
23 | . MR. REINER: 1073.2, I believe.
24 | But it is the grounds previously stated over and
‘ 25 -over and over in chambers, and it is essentially the same

26 Argument with oné condition:
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[ |

9a5, 1ot b 'l‘hat :;s, bec‘:a.use 'l:hi.a examination ie taking

. 2 place in 'oﬁen court over the objection of counsel, we
. 3 are inhibited from snte:c:f.ng into a thorough examination to
4 | determine the nature and extent of the pretrial publicity
5 with respect i;oi;h:l.s particu;f.ar ‘Juror.
6 '- - Nonetheless, we would make the game objection
7| that we have raised previously with regard to other
8 | prospective jurors.
s | ¥e "incorporate *l:he same arguments.
RN MR. FITZCERALD: With leave of the Court, may I join

11 in on behalf of Miss Krenwinkel, in Mr. Reiner 's remarks?

'

12 } THE COURT: Do you wish to be heard?
' 1 | MR. STOVITZ: Submit it, your Honox.
. 4] MR, KANAREK: Not only that point, but I have one

15 | other point.
16 | THE COURT: Wait a mlnute, one point at a time,
v | mr. Xanarex.

18 MR. KANAREK: I'm gorry.

o | TE COURT: ‘The challenge will be disallowed.

20 MR. KANAREK: We wish to enunciate a challenge to

2t | Mrs. Fields for cauge.

22 | "rHE COURT: I thought that wag what you were jugt -

28 doing.

24 | MR, KANAREK: T don'™ believe it was Mra. Filelds. I
. 25 1 think it was Mr. Ellman who wag bafore the Court.

2. MR. FITZGERALD: Couldour objections xelate to both

—CieloDrive. COMARC HIVES
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Mrs. Fields and Mr. Ellmin? .
1 would apoiogize to the Court, we did pass
for gause and it was our ::mtentigm- - -
THE COURT: Same objection, same challenge.
MR. KANAREK: As to Mm . Flelds, yes.- - -
THE COURT: The challenge will be disallowed as to
Mrs. Fields.
MR. JANAREK: We join with MissVan Houten.
THE COURT: We will recess at this point --
MR. REINER: May we discuss the Court's publicity
order ag relates to the document I filed this morning?
THE COURT: I don 't yant to discuss it any :ﬁurtber.
M'R.-' REINER: We mﬁsi: have information £rom the Courtk
ag to what constitutes a violation.
The Court is ambiguoué.
THE COURT: Read the order.
MR'. REINER: I read the order. It does mot apply,
and your Honor refuses to indicate how it applies.
THE COURT: We are going to recess, Mr. Reiner.
MR. REINER: Thig Court refuses to indicate to counsel
how ib applies.
’ ;The following yproceedings were had in open
coi;rt in the preaence and heaz.-ing of all the prospective

‘jurqr&, all defendants and al.’l. counaa.’L being present:)

THE COUR'.‘I'." - fe are goitig tq recess gt this time,
ladies and gentlem\..n, unt:i.l 2:00 p.m.

. |
] i ’
.t ) ot 4 ': },
. - T N FRNN N
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' + - - Wt ot 4

et
Do not converse among Yyourselves or with any-
one e:l.sé- on any subjeck relating to this case, nor form or .
express an opihion regarding the case -untii it is finally |
submitted totiose of vou vho are sé:l.ected as trial jurors.
2:00 p.n. o : - -
{Whereupon, a recess vas taken to regonvene at
2300 p}m.a., same day.) -
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, JUNE. 30, 1970 2:07 PM

- -
L s

:

1.
‘T

(The fgilé;_ing proceedings oceur in chambers,‘
all counsel be:in_g przéé'nt' but not the ﬁéfendants:)
THE CGOURT: All counsel are present.
We have received some notes from some of
the jurors thdat I wanted to bring to your attention.
Here is one from Mr. Stokes, Juror No. 6 ~-
or one ~- who says:

| "Your Honor, my mother-in-law has

decided to return to her hometown, New Orleans,

this summer. To continue in this lengthy trial

will be an umdue hardship without her assigtance.

I wish to be excused as a prospective juror for

this case. - Thank you. Herman R. Stokes."

Does anybody want to stipulate to Mr,

Stokes or not?

MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor.

" We digcussed the matter thoroughly at the
recess and at the moon hour and wé gre mot of &4 mind to
stipulate any Further to hardship cases.

THE COURT: Very well.
Now, the second one is from Mrs. Evelen
Smith, who is mot yet in the jury box but is in the

panel out in the courtroom. She says:

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



11 fils.

16 .

i

12

13

14

15 |

17

18

19

- 20

21

22

23

24

25

2

1564

"To whom it may concern:
"L, Evelen Smith, need to be excused
from this prospective jury for a scheduled surgery
on 7/1/70" -~ that is tomorrow -- "at 9:00 a.m.
at UCLA Dental Department. Also for replacement
of dentures that are waiting and ready for me.
Very truly yours, Evelen Smith.”
MR. FITZGERALD: We will offer to stipulate that she
may be removed from the pamel permanently.
THE COURT: So .s!.{ipulated?
MR. REINER: So stipulated.
MR, SHINNi do stipulated.
MR. STOVITZ: - Sof-gt'ipulateg'{. "__i KT
MR. RANAREK: Stipulate. =
THE COURT: Mrs. Evélen Smith will be excused from
the panel. e o

+
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= -
.y F

LT

E’L'HE ;Cot}Bﬁé‘i: mhen :tf'ha:%éﬁ‘& ‘Ti‘ati:er . or a noke; from
Mr. Black, who ‘is No. 11, Elzie K. Black.
"pear 8ir, I would like to be excused
7/1/70 in the  afternoon :for appointment with
doator. Thank you, Elzie K. Black.”
| As you may xecal}.{ Mr. Black r}sentionsd he would
be willing to serve except he had to be excused every ‘
three or four weeks to keep a doctor's appointment.
| MR. BUGLIOSI: We stipulate.
IHE COURT: ALl he is asking for is to be excused
tomoxrow afternoon.
MR. REINER: ©No objection.
MR. STOVITZ: I don't think he could be excused for --
part of it. He would have to be excused totally. |
This was the gentleman that we were golng to le
have the specidl visits to the doctor.
| Something may happen tomorrow that is important
for him to know, o
 mEE cowr. LDt What?
MR. SP0OVITZ: Something miy happen tomorrow that is

important for him to know,
It seems to me wa'd have to take a recess for
the whole afternocon. )
THE COURT: Perhiaps we can get -- perhaps Mr., Black

can rearrange his appointment for a time when the Court is

not in gession.
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200 |

perhaps he can make hils appointment later in
the day.
MR. ST&V]':‘;I'Z‘ Maybe wa can inguire out there.-
FlR. B'UGT.}IQSI. We would be willing to stipulate that

' he be ;_:ermanently excused.

P4 COURT: ¥ aon 't think he should be excused
A B

LR - ® t

»pa'manen%ly.' ‘
MR, ZE‘IEEZGERALD- i@é. '
THE COURT: He's not asking to be excused permanently |
in the £1iBt place, ALl be réq_‘uirea is a Little adjustment
in time, one way or the other.
ALl right, I will inguire of Mr. Black.
MR. REINER: E=xcuse me, your Hohor, while w¢ axe

-st:i.ll here in chambets there is a matter we should discuss

wit‘h the Court.
"I informed the clerk of the mtter that 1 was

referring to.

' That is in connection with thé document that I
£iled with the Court this xﬁorning. | ‘
‘ The Court his indicated when we were In
chambexs that it believed the contents of that document
fell within the publicity order.

THE COURT: What I meant, Mr. Reiner, I don't recall |
my exact words,; and I read it very duickly this nﬁrning
when it was brought in, that it appears to me that there
are matters referred to in there which would come wlthin
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<~

'1' Qfdﬂf;

the publicity order.

quw, in what context or how, I'm not doing to
catalog fof¥ you all of the ways in which the publicity order
might be violated.

It might be violated in wany, many ways.

You will simply have to determine that for

yourself. I simply want to bring it to your attention that

it appears to % ‘me that some of the matters referred %o in

’there are ,mattem which might come within the publilcity

F I
.ﬁ e : 'z‘ (X am not aceusing you of having viclated the

v
‘l

order o¥ hnything 1i1<e that... T-am simply calling it to

your attention, - - - .7 .
! R

1 ' . ; i'ﬁ
MR. REINER: The onl? matter I can conceive of ==

THE" COURP: ° I s not ;interested in getting into a
discugsion about it. |

MR. REINER: Your Honor, we must.

TEE_C@WT: No, we must not. We are not going to.

MR. REINER: I truly do not understand the Court ’.is*
attitude in refusing to answer reésonable questions of "
dounggl ——

THE CQURY: I #m not going to give you an advisory
opinion about the publipity order.

MR. REINER: I think the Court is obliged to give
advisory opiniong ==

THE COURT: I told you I am ot going to.g, 44,

CieloDrive.oom‘A RCHIVES
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15 :"

MR. REINER: Does the coutt refuse —-

THE COURT: You understand the language, Mir. Reiner,
I am simply not going to give you an advisory opinion.
That is what I nean. .-

I vcam‘not rut Lt more plainly.

MR. REINER: May I ingulre as to why? -

"THE COURT: You may inguire, but we are going back
into court. ' A

‘ Anything else befora you reti¥e from the

courtroom, gentlemen? B

MR. REINER,' May I indicate to.the Court I feel the |. .
Court is being manifestly unfair to counsel by~ tel}.ing‘ ’

, t‘cbunsel -l:.hey muet proceed at their own Jeopardy, and the
. COurt ‘will not inform counse:!. as to what is proper of

impa':oper v?hen r.zounsei .’m adﬁance agks the Court to be safe
and correct, and informs the COurt vhat it proposes to do,
and Lf the Colict has objection to it. o

1 thi.n‘k fox ’c.‘ne Court to turn counsel down is
actually" unheard*‘of « I am try:_l_.ng to - go as far as I can,
that extra mile, to ;l;ndicaite to the Court problems I think
may arise so I may receive advice of the Court so T wonit
inadvertently violate the Court's order.

Now the Court tells me to go on my own jeopardy.
and do what I do.

And :i..,f I ant In violation the Court will inform
me sgubgeduently asg to thaﬁ, That is quite wrong.

~CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVE s
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1871

THE CQURT: The order is clear. You can read it;
Yyou can understand it. '

MR. REINER: I agree it is clear, but the Court’s
interpretation of it is wholly ambiguous. '

THE COURT: ILet's proceed, gehtlemen.

*
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{(The following proceedings occurred in open
court, all counsel and defendants present, the prospective
juroks seated in the box:)

THE COURT: All ‘pa*;:ties and counsel are present,
the progpective jurors are in the jury box.

Had you completed your voir dire examination,
Mr. Stovitz?

MR, STOVITZ: No. We had just begum on this last
jurox. |

THE COURT: All right, you may proceed.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELLMAN
BY MR. STOVITZ:

Q Do you pronounce your name Ellman?

A Yes, sir.

Q How long have you worked for thig particular |
company, sir?

A I started in August of 1939.

Q Did you take time out for the Service?

A Yes, sir. |

Q How tong have you lived in the general area

where you live now, six?

A 1'd say approximately ten years.
Q Now, you understand that the purpose of

these questions is to .gscertain if we can achieve 12 --

seat 12 ~-- impart:{.,alfj’tji;:ots that are going to try this

P R CieloDrive.COMmARCHTV

ES



B T PR -1 A

12-2 1 | case on the evidence and solely on the evidence.

‘ . 2 | You Lmder's:t;aﬁd ‘that, do you not, Mr,
5 | Ellman? R o
4 '- A Yes; sir‘a -
5 Q And if anyone has any prejudices ~- that
6 means prejudgments -- we would like to know about them
7|  zhead of time.
8. ': " Do you undexrstand that, siz?
9 A Yes, sir..
10 Q Now; you have indicated to the Court that
11 | you do not oppose the imposition of the death penalty
12 if the facts warrant it; is that correct, sir?
is | A Yes, sit.
. 14 :‘ Q .wa,. sir, suppose, after you retired to the
15 jury room and you are selected as foreman of this jury,

16 the jury comes in with a verdict of first degree murder,

e then you hear the evidence as to whether or not the
18 penalty should be life or death, and you go back to the
. jury room; retire, and all of the jurors are in accoxd

20 to vote for the death penalty as to one ox all of the
2| defendants.

22 Do you have that set of facts in mind?

12a £1s% | A Yes, sir.
24

o -

26
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12a-1 , | Q ALl right.
And it comes down for you to sign that
3 | verdict. Would you be w:.l‘l:t.ng to sign that vexdict?

4 | MR. SHINN: I am goi‘ng to object to the question,

5 | your Honor, as asking the juror to prejudge the evidence.
6 THE QQURT: Sustained.

7 MR, STOVITZ_:. o _Q Would you hesif:ate in signing
s | the verdict, six? P,

. A No, sir. ; - -"-..; o b

w0 ] Q Now, sir, with respect to the penalty,

11 sométimes there is a statement "Let George do it." In .

12 other words, they would let somebody else do it but they
18 [ wouldn't want to participate in the death verdict itself,
. 14 I take it from your answers, Mr. Ellman,

|  15 | you would be actually willing to participate yourself in
) a vérdi:ct of death if that is what your conscience told
17 | you to do?

i | A Yes, sirs

19 Q Now, agsume f£or the moment that you are

2 |  considering the facts and you found the facts to be fivst
2 | degree murder based upon, say, the conspiracy theoxry that
22 Mr. Bugliosi alluded to; and under this comspiracy theory,

28 | you upderstand, the actual perpefrator of the murder can
% | be found guilty of first degree murder even though -- I, ..
. 25 am sorry -- a pexson can be found guilty of first degree

2% |  marder even though he isn't the detusl perpetrator of the

LI
- -
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12a-2 murder .
9 ' Do you understand that?
® 5 A Yes, sir,
Ll Q In other words, he might be sitting in a
5 jury box gome place and still be guilty of a crime that
¢ | occurred across the street at the Federal Bullding:
7 Do you wmderstand that?
5 A Yesg, sir.
<9 | Q Now, let's agsume that you have baged your
10 | finding of first degree murder as to one or more of the
1 defendants on. that theory of conspiracy.
2 | Now, it comes up to a decision as to whether
13 | or not you would impose .‘a, death penalty upon a person who
L 14 was not the actual killer.
15 f Do ybu ;,;jit:’:ture, in your mind that you could
16 | do that, si‘x? ] .
1T A I think 80, sir. R :
18 Q AT1 right.
19 Now, let's "ass‘uﬁe: sil.a’:,—'ithat in your determina-
20 | tlon of the facts in this case and in your finding of :E:I.:r:st‘
n | degree murder you have used: c\i:rcmstantial evidence in ;.)/‘
22 . arriving at that verdict. e “'l':;‘"
28 : : . Do you upderstand that circumstantigl
24 evidence need not just be cockies in a child's S
. | hands. That is merely a simple illustration; you |
26 understand. that?
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A Yes, slr. . i
"'. - - iy ‘ LN
Q Let's say in arriving at your verdict
of first degree murder you have used circumstantial

evidence to arrive at that verdict. You are convinced

‘beyond any reasonablé doubt that a particular defendant

is guilty of first degree murder based upon circumstantial

evidence.
Do you undexrstand that, six?
A Yes, sir.
Q Can you algo envision that you could vote

for the death penalty for that particular individual?

A Yes, sir.

Q Then you do not hesitate in voting for the
death penalty in a case where part of the evidence is
ciretmstantial; is that right?

A That's right.

Q | All right,

Now, the fact that one or more of the
defendants ~- in fact, it looks like three of the
defendants -- are young ladies. Would that in any way
deter you from voting fér the death penalty for a young
lady if you felt the facts warranted it?

A No, sir.

qQ Nows; sir, it comes to pass sometimes in the |
course of a trial that some of the jurors think one way
and one or two of the jurors think another way. And
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to act in the jury room is impropex voir dire, your Honorx.

7 3

let's say that you are in the mmorz.ty.

Are you 6f the £rame of m,i.nd that you would

be willing to openly dlscuss your differences with the other

jurors, or are you the. type of pe::son who would sit in the |
corner and say, "I am from Missouri; that is not proof
to me; I am not going to l:l.sten to ‘the facts; my mind is
all made up™?
MR. SHINN: Your Homor, I will object to the questioz
A question that asks how the juror is going

. 'THE COURE: I think the question is properly directec
to a state of mind, Overruled.

MR. STOVITZ: Do you understand the question, sir?

MR. ELIMAN: Please repeat it,

MR. STOVITZ: All right.

Q Are you of the frame of mind, sir, that
agsume you are discussing the evidence or the penslty to
be imposed and you determine that you are in the minoxity
ag far as the way the other jurors feel. Are you of a
frame of mind that you are going to just sit in a corner

and not discuss the evidence?

No, I think it would be best to discuss it. |

Q It would be best to discuss it, yes.
And if at f£irst you find you were wrong,
you wouldn't be go inclined that you wouldn't be man
enough te change your opinion and vote according to the way

i
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1 - you now see the evidence; i’s that tight, Mr. Ellman?

2 - A I don't think so, sit.

g b Q Now, we can be up here for three hours and

4 | ~asking you all kinds of questlong. The most important

P qﬁestipn is whethexr oxr not you are of the frame of mind |
L6 | togive both the People and the defendant a falr and

7 | imPa:ttial trial. - \ '

8 ‘ - Do you understand that, siz?

9 ! 4 Yea._ _ L

10 q s Now, x::c;uw:xstail.L beﬁore uii stated that there

u | were four attomeys in this case. You heard him say that?
12 A Yes, s:f.:r:._‘_“':.-*" i S

s | Q@ Do you see four attorneys in this case?

14 | - A I see a,ia,olutf six. e
Pt | § -  That's right. So you now know that everything
16 | that counsel says is not evidence in thig cdse; 1s that |
17 right?

13 :' A That's right.

O | Q You arrive at the evidence from what the
20 | witnesses say, because coungel are not sworn to testify

’21 as witnessges are sworn to tesﬁify.:

24 Do you understand that?

28 | A . Yes, sir.

2 -] And so, too, you heard counsel say that a
| defendant is presumed to be guilty; and of course he made
2 | a mistake: But you ave not to take the law from counsel. |

R T —CieloDrve.COMARCHIVES
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: You understand that? That you are not to take it from
2 counsel but you are to take it from the Court?
® 3 ‘ A Yes, sir.
s e And in taking that law, the Court will tell
5 you that sometimes the law only applies to & particular
6 | sett of facts, and if you do not find those facts to
T exist, you are to diéregazd that proposition of law.
| 8 | , Do you think you could follow that ingtruc-
| 9 | tion?
0 - A I would try my best, sir.
11 Q Now, you have heard counsel's explanation
12 about the principlés of consplracy aﬁd how they may
' 13 |  apply in this case, did you not?
. 14 A Yes, sir. _
15 Q Now, when I say "fully understand," I will
16 |  changeghat.
17 Do you understand that one person may be
18 guilty of a crime, of the actual crime that another person
19 | coﬁmil:s and that first person has joined a consPiracy"-
20 with that second person?
i A Yes, sir:.
22 Q An illustrat:!.on that I use that coungel
2 | doesn't uSe, the man:that sits in the car acting as a
o lookout:, so to gpeak, can be guilty of robbery that
@ 2 ~ ocecurs in abank 4’ o v |
26 | Do you understand that?
13 fls. A Yes, sir. T
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13- 1 Q. And ﬂ-ﬁ'e" xan who was staying back at the hotel
room - that set up ‘the robbery can be guilty of the crime
3 they all, comnit ;Lf he i.s a conspirator, you understand

+ B ' : 1

s whawe s o

5 i Yes,s;!.r.w’:“ﬁ&m

6 Q and you have no pa:ejgdices against following
7 | that? - ‘ o

8 I 4 ¥o, 1' 17, I ’iflave 'hiond. -

9 Q If you were in the pogitioh of M¥. Bugliosi

16 | and myself, prosecutors in this case, and you knew every=-

11 | thing there was to know about your own background, your own |
12 personal life, and all you wanted wera 12 fair-mindaci.

1 | impartial jurors to slt on this jury, would you choose

. 14 | somebody in your frame of mind?
15 A I think so, sir.
6 . MR. STOVITZ: Thank you. very kindly.
= eople pass for cause, your Honor.

18 | THE COURT: The defendants may exercise their first
19 joint ¢hallenge. '

20 MR. FITZGERALD: We will accept the jury as it is
21 1 now constituted. '
2 THE COURT: Are you speaking now for all defendants?
2 MR. FITZGERALD: I am spaaking in regard ‘!:6 the .
24 | exercise of joint peremptories. ‘
‘ 2 In respect to exercise of ind:;.vidual
' 26 peremptories, defendant Patricia Xrenwinkel will accept ﬁ/he‘

»*

e

' o
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43~2 1 jury as now constituted. S A
. ‘ 2 . ~MR. SHINN: The defendant Susan Atkins will accept the
3 | Jury as now constituted. . |
4 MR. KANAREK: Mr. Manson accepts the jury as now
5 consgtituted, your Honhor.

6 MR. REINER: On kéhalf of Defendant Leslie Van Houten y
7 we will thank and excuse Juror No. 7. -
g | THE COURT: State the name, sir.

o1 ° MR. REINER: I believe it's Mr. Rios, I don't have
10 any notes with me. ' )
n THE COURT: Do you wish to confer with your client,

12 Mr., Reiner?

) 13 | MR, REINER: I have conferred with my client. I ‘
. " 14 | believe Mise Van Bouten would like to addrese the Court.
15 THE COURT: Yes, Miss Van Houten?
16 | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Your Hohox, I asked a few

17 days age =-- Mr. Rei,_n’ér; and I aren't working together.
ig ' 'L‘HE coUR'.:': " You have a request to make, Mise van
1% | Houten? . | |

20 | »DEFEHDAHT‘ VAN, ;—IQUEEH- I wish ‘to dism:l.ss Mr. Reiner.
21 THE COURT: What is the bas:l.s o:E ‘that request?
c 22 | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: E"lo'll';j‘.‘.RE,!,:I.n‘e_A.'t:' is fighting a cage
: . + SR SR

22 | the way Mr. Reiner wants to Fight it.
2 I have ny opinion the way that I see it should
‘ % | be done and, you know, we have discussed it many, many

26 | timem, and like in private chambexrs, even there there was a
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disagreement.
_ TEE COURT: 1Is this something Mr. Reiner told you to
say? |
' DEFENDANT VAN HQJUTEN: Mr. Reiner! what? No,

' Mr. Reiner didn ' tell ma to say anythir{g.

I'say what Leslle says, I say what I say.
THE GOURT: All right..-.anything else?
‘,-DEFENI,'.'!AHT VAN HOUTEN: Mr. Réiner is sayingﬂ what he
says, and this is my case, right? This is my Life.
It is not Mr. Reinex’s llife.
THE COURT: Anything further?
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: That I just wish to dismiss
hims
THE COURT: Is that all? |
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: What elge can I say?
THE COURT: Very well. Your motion is denied.
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Well, your Honor, way I ask

'you where do I go from here? Again I ask.

THE COURT: 8it down, Miss Van Houten.
1edts proceed.
Po. you wish to exercise a challenge, M. Reiney?
MR. REIHER. Yes; your Honor, pfior to exercising -
that challenge I ssgaul&g. agéigp your Honor !z remarks to
Miss Van Houten as hiééoﬁducﬁr i‘:’lié sugééétion- that -
MR, STCVITZ: ,IP_‘LL as‘sg.gnmentxs for misconduct are

d

trad:ttionally handled outside- 'the presgance o:E the jury.
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'“MB..'REINER: Very well, may we approach the bench?
L&

. 'IHE COURYT: YQu m&Y-

. (ghe follow:l.r;éf rkoceedings were had at the

bench out of the haaring of the prospective jurors:)

MR. _RE};NE;R- Your ,Honor. I would assign the comments
of this c:ouz:t' to the deiendar;t in the pregence of the
prospecti’ve jury as misconduct.

X am personally offended by the intimation by ’
this Court that I have just had Miss Van Bouten stand up and
make these remarks.

I think it should be abundantly clear to every-—

body in this courtroom; it is abundantly clear to the

rosecution as it is to all the defense counsel that we
have difficulty with these clients.
They are in fact trying to dismisg us. _
I have indicated to the Court in the past and
I am absolutely appalled at what I believe to be the

“irresponsibility of this Court to indicate in open court

that it entertains a suspicion in its mind, it is simply a
ploy on our part.

I am insulited by this.

I am offended by this.

I have done absolutely nothing in this trial to
warrant any such susploion. |

T bhave done every conceivaiale thing that any=-
:hodf can posgibly do to avoid eirery one of these problems.
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24 |

The only thing I have not done is accept the instruction
of my client that.-I am to remain mute in the course of
this voir dire examination.

For that the client decided she smnted to
dlisniss me. It is hexr desire that I remain mute during
the ehtire trial.

Bocauge I refuse to do that, I don't feel any
attorney can ethically do i',.ha't, then I am insulted in opén
court by your Honor.

And there is absolutely no basig for it.

_ And T am just appalled by the conduct of the
Court, and I think the defendant has been severely
prejudiced by the caﬁ?t‘s attitude towards counsel.

|
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Miss Van Houten is attempting to use bome kind of dilatory

THE GOURT: Well, there has been no intimation
that you have done anything improper, Mr. Reilner.
It is perfectly apparent to the Court that

tactic to delay this trial.

It is also apparenr; that ghe is parroting
somebody's remarks; and I don't know who, and when she
stands ug;. and makes a request to dismiss her counsel,
I'm going to ingquire into it.

I want to know whether she is sgpeaking her
own words or someoné else's words. That is gll there is
to that.

I want to know where she getis these ideas
and what the basié is for them.

It is perfectly plain from hér answers she
has no basls whatever, simply an ‘attempt to delay the
trial, |

You have made your record.

MR. REINER: It is simply not a xecord.

I am concerned with the conduct of the Court.
throughout this trial,

THE COURT: Don't be comncerned as to what goes on
from hete,kM%o Raineg,,just neke youy record.

MR. S‘I‘OVI'T%:‘ ;sgeaking -obj ectively, the defendant
answered the Court's inquiry, and completely told the

Court it is her own idea, and any kind of inferences made

. ’ b “ t : ]
LI o N . M L i 'y

[ R LI
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- saild "Go shead and make your record,” as though I am

are only made in, ‘t':oi;;:is:e-l' s mind.
I did not get the inference _that the Court
was assigning any- kind of suggestz.on towaf& you.,
I was wondering whether ghe got it from
Manson or one of the oi:her g:.-r;l;s of what.
MR. REINER: I must also object to the tenor of

{ 1
your Honor's remarks a moment ago where your Honor

not speaking words of any substance:
THE COURT: I am concerned in listening to what you
have to say, but I think your feigned outrage of this
rather innocent question that the Court put to your client
is for the record.
MR. REINER: It is mot feigned.
THE COURT: It appea¥s to me to be.
MR. REINER: I cannot indicate what I sppear -~
THE COURT: Let's proceed, gentlemen.
MR. STOVITZ: 1s the motion of assignment for
migconduct disallowed, your Honox?
THE COURT: It is disallowed.. A
(The following proceedings were had in -oPen;
court in the pi:esenge and hearing of the prosgpective
| jurors:)
THE COURT: Do you wish to éxercise & challenge,
Mz, Reiner?
REINER: Yes, I do, your Honor. I wish to

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



16

ph3

12
13 7

14

15

16 .

17

18

19

20

21

22 .

23
24

25

26 -

1585

exercise a peremptory challenge with respect to Juror
No. 7.

THE COURT: State the name.

MR, REINER: Mr. Rios.

THE COURT: This is an individual peremptory
challenge on behalf of Defendant Leslie Van Houten.

You are excused, Mr. Rios.

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: On behalf of Defepdant.
Mr: Reinex..

THE COURI: Sit down, Miss Van Houten.

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Okay.

(Mr. Rios, Juror No. 7, is excused and
leaves the jury box.)

THE CLERK: S‘_k'mu’ld I call a name, your Honor?

THE COURT:, Yes..

THE CLERK{ William S. Atwood, Wei-l-l-L-g-m;
A-t-w-*p:-é-d. . L
S (ﬁ;lliereupc;h,. ;wﬂi;taﬁ S !Ati-zébd canie forward
and was seated it geat No. 7 of ‘the jury box.)

. M ’ '

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION,OF MR. WILLIAM S. ATWOOD

BY THE COURT:

Q Mr. Atwood, have you heard and understood

everything that has been said in court since you came
into this casge?
A Most of it.
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Q If you were selected ag a trial juror in
this case would you be able to setve?

A No, I would not.
What is your situation, sir?
Well; financially.
Will you hold the microphone closer?
Financially mainly.
Would you explain what you mean by that?

o PO 8

I don't believe my company would pay me
while I am off. :
By whom are jou employed?

Q

A Southern Pacific Company.

Q. Southern Pacific Railroad?

A Yes, sir.

Q Have you discugsed this matter with them
concerning your compéngation while you are gerving as
a juror?

, A : Orxiiylfor the original 30 days.

Q ¢ So at this moment you don't kriow one way
or the other whether.‘ pr zot* i:hey w;f.lZL ¢ontinue your
compensation? P -

A No, I &onf‘ ty it :v;éuid also create a hardshij

L~

Well, I would jpst rather not spend that much
time being sequestered S
Q ‘You will have to keep yourzvoice up,

Mr. Atwood, 8¢ everyone <¢an hear.
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-Now, I'm going to ask you the same quegtions
concerning the death penalty that I put to the other
jurors.

Do you eritertain such conscientious
opinions regarding the death penalty that you will be
ﬁﬁable to make impartial decision as to any defendant's
guilt, regardless of the evidence developed during the
trial? | '

A No.

Q Do you entertain such conscientious opinions
regarding the death penalty that you would autonatically |
refuse to Impose it without regard to the evidence
developed during the trial?

A No. .

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, do you wish to inquirel

MR. FITZGERALD: We will pass this juror for

a4

cauge,
THE COURT: Mr. Reiner?
MR. REINER: Thank you, your Honor.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ATWOOD
BY MR. REINER:
Q Sir, you will be inmstructed, should it
oceur that you will be a juror in this case, that you
are required to presumé the defendants are immocent?

Now, will you accept that instruction?

~CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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A | "As a legal reason, yes.

Q I am not sure I understood your response
when you said "as a legal reasom."

In what were ﬁere you attempting to
qualify your answer?
A According to the law, as I understand,
we are supposed to assume they are inmmocent, right?

Q Yes. .

A , I feel somev.:rha,t as the other gentleman
did that was e:‘:lcuséd earlier. _

Q Would :i.t be a fair gtatement of your point
of view that where a defendant is charged with a crime,
Irregpective of What tl:ie'crime is, irrespective who the
defendant is, that tzhere exists in your mind a belief
in the probability of the guilt of the defendant, if
not the ce:rt’ainty, at least the probability?

A I ‘don® 1; mdemtand that quest:mn..
- Q You were; mafit—:ﬁ:';t::t.ng,j were you not,/ f:?xe view
expressed earlier by Mz, Reynolds?

A Yeg. . .: - . L

J
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Q That was a jurer who was previcusly excused for
cause? .

A Yes.

Q Now, did you undexrstand Mr. Reynolds to have
gald that in a criminal case where a defendant hag been
charged with & crime, that irrespective of who the defendant
is; and irrespective of what his crime is; that he may be
charged with, that the mere fact that he is charged with a
crime raises a suspicion in your mind that he may probably
be guilty. |

Would that be a fair statement of your
reagoning, of Mr. Reynolds! pogition?

A Yes.
Q All right, is that alsoc your poaition?
A Well, in this case, yes.

Q In this case, or in all cases generally?
A In this particular case.
Q. 'All‘r:l.ght. 8o in this particular cade there

| ,exi'si:a ih your mind the suspicion that the defendants,
. ’ some of ‘l:hem or all of therm, are prohably gullty, is that

correct? | ' -
A ) YeSq : f ‘ o ."n
Q hnd is tha.t based upon information that has

comé to you over the months through the media?

A Yes.

Q That would be including newspapars, radios,

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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+3B2 1 television: and the 1like?
.. 2 A Yes.. -~ - .. : ~
) 3 Q And would that alaso be based upon information
4 | that has come to you in a pérhaps more informal way than
é | discussions and conversations that you had or overheard
¢ | with friends, acquaifitances and relatives within the
T . community?
8 | A Merely through the newspapers and television.
9 : Q All right. 2And it is through the newspapers
10 and televigion that you have acquired your belief in the
1 | guilt of the defendants, is that correct?
12 A That there might be guilt.
. MR, REINER: All right. Thank you. I have no
. 14 | further questions. ) |
s THE COURT: Mr. Shinn?
| MR. SHINN: Pass for cause,
o THE QOURT: :Mr. Kanarek?
18 MR. KANAREK: May we approach the bench, your Honox?
19 THE COURT: Very well.
20 (The following proceedings were had at the
| ‘bench outside the hearing of the prospective Jjurors.)
2 MR. FITZGERALD: On behalf of the defondant patricia
| %renwinkel we would ask leave of Court to withdraw our
24 ‘pa'ss:l.ng;thi'é‘ jureor for cause, in light of what Mr. Reiner's
.— %. | ‘examination has presénted. al
N We would at this time interpose an objection

' CieloDrivée COmMARCHIVES
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as to the guilt of the defendants.

challenge, what it wes.

for cause. That is to say, we challenge this juror for

actual bi&s‘. on the g‘:;oﬁnd. he has a preconceived opinion

MR, RﬁzNER: Ve j&in on behalf of Leslie van Houten.
MR. KANAREK: dJoin, youxr Honor
MR. SHINN: I challenge for cause.
MR. STOVITZ: Submit the matter with no argument,
Your Honor. ‘
THE COURT: All ’righi:.
Mr. Atwood will be excused for cause.
The challenge is allowed.
MR. REINER: Thank you, Your Honor.

Mr, Fitzgerald a few mpn\enés ago actually misw
spoke himself. He ggrl;i.er indicated that he would pass
the peremptory challenge.

What I think he meant to say was we had not
reached the necespary unanimity of opinion to exercise a
joint challenge. ‘ . '

Is that correct, Mr. Fitzgerald?

MR. FITZGERALD: I will follow any procedure
suggested by the Court. |
| THE COURT: Well, as we discussed in our fetrial

conferance, you were going to announce if therd was a joint

If course if vou cannot agree on a joint

challenge, then there is no jo:i.ht challenge.
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-

MR. FITZGERALD: It is likely we will be unable to
agree. S -

I the event that we are unable to agreé, how
would you like me to gtate it to the Court?

I think that is the oblem.

THE COURT: You can simply say thera is no joint
challenge, ahd T will agk each of you if you cara to
exercise an individual peremptory.

MR. FITZGERALD: Is that agreeable, Mr. Reiner?

MR, REINER: That would be #greaable except I don't
think that will reveal the correct situation on gone '
occaslons.

It may occur that all of us feel wé want the
jury, 2nd therefore not exercise remaining joint challenges.

On the other hand some of us would not want
to accept the jury, but perhaps oné or more of us would
disagree .,

I think there would have to be a distinction
hetween a’cqw@faﬂqence- on the part of all counsal not to make |
a2 joint fc:i‘xa"llenga', and a gltuation that occurs where there
;is not a wmanimity of oplnion to exercisé a joint challenge,
T thirk & distinction must ke wade.

THE COURT: I don't understand what you're talking
about. e ‘

Y a

MR, FITZGERALD: I wlll follow ahy procedure suggas{:ed

by the Court: - - '
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THE COURT: 1I£ you can agree on a joint challenga,
exercise ity otherwise I will ask each of you if you wish to
exercaigse an individual chdllenge. _

MR, FITZGERALD: That is agreeable.

MR. REINER: Very well.
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14-1, 1 (Whereupon, 2ll counsgél return to their

. 2 | respective places at the counsel table and the following
3 Froceedings occurred in open court within the mresence and

4 | hearing of the prospective jurors:)
5 THE COURT: Mr. Atwood, you will be excused.

é Thank you, sir.

2 THE CIERK: Martin S. Freeman; M-a-y=-t-i-n,

s | Fer-s-e-m-a-n.

9 .

0 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MARTIN S. FREEMAN

11 BY THE COURY:

2 Q Mr. Freeman, have you heard and understood

13 | everything that bas been said in court since you came into
. 14 | the case?

15| X A, ‘. Yes, I have,
14,0 Q If you were selected as a juroi in this cage.
1| would you be able to sarve? .

18 - & WYes.

4
LA |

1 | Q Tz a’{“,9°3'~n:9“.+§° put the same two guestions to
20 1 vou, Mr. Fx"aem'an,-lréga‘rdling’ the death penalty.

21 + Do You éntertain such conscientious opinions
22 regarding the death penalty that you would be unable to
28 wake an impartial decision as to any defendant’s guilt

24 | without regard to the evidence developed during the trial?

. 25 A No.

26 [ Q Do you entertain such conscientious

~CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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14~2 1 | opinions regarding the death penmalty that you would
. 2 | automatically refuse to impose it-witbout regard to the
3 evidence devaloped during the trial?
4 A Yeg, I would.
5 Q Can you conceive of any type of case where you
6 | would be w;t.lling to impoge the death penalty?
7 A No, I cannot.
8 Q Do you feel that your mind iz unalterably
9 ;] made up at this time on that question, Mr. Freeman?
10 A Yes, it is.
1 Q And under no circumstances could you ever vote
12 | for the death penalty?
. 13 A I cannot gee any.
. 14 Q I am sorry. I didn't hear your last answer?
15 A T said I cannot see ‘any.
16 THE COURT: Do counsel wish to inquire?
17 MR, FITZGERALD: No, your HOnor.
18 MR. REINER: No.
S | MR. SHINN: No qugsti;m}B.
% | MR. KANAREK: Yes, sir, your Homor, but I would like
# | to approach the bench in view of the juror’'s previous
2 | answer., )
2 | THE COURT: Do the People wish to inquire?
2 MR, STOVITZ: No, your Honor.
. L -» ?“ ";" we "w;:.uld‘ask' yo't_i;‘.‘_l?,‘cnor to excusge the juror for
% | cause. E o
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MR. REINER: J’pin.
MR. FANARER) Except fox the =-

THE CCURT: Are you opposing the challenge? Is that
what you are doing, Mr. Kanarek? |

MR. KANAREK: I would articulate it at the bench if
I might, your Honor.

MR. FITZGERALD: We would oppose the challenge on
dve procsss and equal protection grounds. I think that
adequately states the objections.

THE COURT: Do you join in that?

MR, RANAREK: I join in that, yes, your Honor.

MR. REINER: Your Honor, I will join with
Mr, Fltzgerald.

MR. SHINN: dJoin, too, your Honor.

THE QOURT: Very well.

You will be excused, then, Mr. Freeman. ‘Thank
you very much.

THE CLERK: Mrs. Ruth Hollander; R-y-t~h,

Heg=1=l=a~fi=d~a=r,

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. RUTH HOLLANDER
BY THE COURT:

Q Mre. Hollander, have you heard and understood

~ éverything that has been gaid in court singce you came into
- the casge?

A I think I have, sir.
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| ship for u;e”.

- Q@ ' If you were selected as a trial juror in this

case, would 'you. be able to- sexrve?

4.

A It would work a hardship on me because I have a

. . husband and I have a mther-in-law wvho will be 91 in

september and she 1:l.vea with us and I have to do quite a
1ittle bit of taking care of her. So, it would be & hard-

. 0
. *
‘ ]

Q. I sees
- I am going tq ask you the questions regarding
+the death penalty that I pat to the other jurors.

Do you entertain such conscientlous opinions
regarding the death penalty that you would be unable to
reach ;cm impartial decision as to any defendant's quilt
regardless of the evidence developad during the .tr:l.al-?‘

A Yeg, I do. '

Q ¥hat is your opinion on that?

A X don't believe in the death penalty under any
dircumstances. '

Q Well, that doesg not necessarily answer the
question that you were asked.

My question is directed to the so-called
£first phase of the muxrder trial, Mrs. Hollander. I anm
not asking you now whether you would be willing to impose
it. what X am asking you is vwhether your opinionswould
affect your ability to ke an impartial decision as to
guilt.
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A Yesg, I.think they would.. - . -
Q Well, would you explain what you mean by that?
- A well, as I said before, I don't helieve in the

death penalty under any circumstances. T am opposed to it.
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i4a-1 1 Q Well, what effect would that have on your
.. | 2 | . ability to determine the question of guilt?
g | A - Well, I wouldn't be able to impoge the
4 death penalty on anybody.
_‘5 | Q You see, I am not asking you that question,l
8 i' Mrs. Hollander., I am asking you now whether your opiniong
7 | would affect your abillty to find somegne guilty or nodt
s | guilty z.mpartially. |
| :-. -4 Well, yes, I~ th:t.nl‘: they wotr_ld
w0 | “'Q In what way? o
T A Well, be‘g;}mg‘ I wotuldn't want them put
12. 4 to death, so I would feel that way about it right from
N 15| the start. SR |
.' 1 Q Do you think you might be more inclined
5| to acquit them because of your views regarding the death
16 | pen'alty than, say,in some other case where there I8 mo
17 possible death pemalty involved?
| A Yes.
18 THE COURT: Does counsel wish to inquire?
20 MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor.
2 MR. REINER: No, your Honor.
2 MR. SHINN: No questions.
B MR . KANAREK: No questions.
i MR, STOVITZ: We will ask that this juror be
. % excused for actual cause. |
a MR. FITZGERAID: We will object. We don't thimk
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14a-2 , her responses can be categorized as unambiguous. I am
g speaking of Witherspoon vs. Illinois.

. 5 ’ MR. REINER: We will object on the same ground.
| 4 - MR, SHINN: Join in the objection on the same
5 grounds. D
6 | " MR. KANAREK: J;:,n, your Honor.
7 I =
8 ‘ VOIR DIRE EXAMWATION OF MRS HOLLANDER
. BY THE GOURT: & .. L. [l v ..
0 | Q Mrs. Holland?r 3 do you entertain such
1 | conscientious opinions ’nfeg‘arding the ‘death penalty that
12 |  you would automatically refuse to impose it regardless of
13 | the evidence developed during the trial?

. 14 | A Yes, I do.
15 Q Can you conceive of any case or type of
16 | case where you would be willing to listen to the evidence
7 | before you made up your mind on the question of penalty?
18 A No, I can't. .
19 MR. FITZGERALD: We will object on the additional
20 groundsg of dde process and a violation of equal protection.
21 THE COURT: You will-be excused, Mrs. Hollander.
22 Thank wou.
’ THE CLERK: Mrs. Gussie E. Willls; G-u-s-s-i-e,
24 W-i-1-1-i-s,

. 25 {Whereupon, Mrs. Gussie E. Willis came
2% | forward and was seated in jury box No. 7 of the jury box.)
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‘BY THE COURT: - PRI

k!

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF GUSSIE E. WILLIS

' ’ g ) 4

Q Mrs. Wilhs, haveayou heard and understood
everything that hag been aaid in eoutt gince you came
into this case?

;Y Yes, sir.' |

iQ' I£ you were selected as a trial juror would

you be willing and able to serve?

A I believe so, yes.
Q Do yéu- entertain such conscientious

opinions regarding the death penalty that you would be
mmable to make an impartial decision as to any defendant'é
guilt regatdless of the eviderce developed during the
trialf

7.4 - No.

Q Do you entertain such cénscientious opiniond
regarding the death penalty that you would automatically
refuse to :f.mpose it withoui‘: regard to the evidence
developed during the trial?

A No, sir.

THE COURTY Do you wish to :anﬁire, Mr. Fitzgerald?

MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor. '

THE COURT: Pass for cause?

MR, FITZCERAID: Yes.

THE. COURT: Mr. Reinex?

MR. REINER: Thank ﬁ(’m, you'r‘ Honor.
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lsa~4 1 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. WELLIS

. 2 BY MR. REINER:
3 | Q Mrs. Willis?
4 { A Yes.
5 Q You will be instructed that you must presume'
s |  the defendants and each of them to be immocent.
" Will you follow that imstruction?
8 A Yes s six.

9 | Q Do you, in fact, believe that the defendants
0 have a presumption of inmocence?and are entitled to a '

1 presumption of Innocence?

12 A Entitled to it, yes, sir.
i3

4l.r R

15 |

Q You do not follow the view of the man who
was in that seat just a moment ago and Mz, Reynolds a

’ little eatlier that merely because a person is charged

16 with a cxime creates in your mind a suspicion that they

1 ave perhaps, guilty of that crime?
A ‘;"“That's right,

19 | R

18

.. R You do not follow thelir views?
oy e A That*s r:.ght.
2 ':“Q,._,‘ ' " And caxi yOu, 13:1 good conscience, give the

= presumption of innocence to a de.fendant charged m.th a
® - ¢xime, eyent gr;,e- ag mt;o:z:;i,ous as this one?
b A1 . 1 an sure I c;pui.d-..
. . Q,m' " And it{&mi;thstaf‘l&ing all of the publicity
1 that has surrounded this case since last August -~
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A That's right.

Q -~ and most especially the publicity that
has surrounded the case since last December when there
Were certain arrests in the casel?

A Right.

e

:;f

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



io
|
12 |
13

14.

15

16

17 ]

18

1%

20

21

22

23. 1

24

25

26

S PR .
ki 1604

Q ! Do you feel. that perbaps you would be
subject to cxiticism from friends or acquaintances if
it should happen that at the conclusion of this case you

were to acquit even a single defendant?

A It would have no bearing. .

Q And you would not consider the judgments
that your friends would make of you?

A No.

o] 1f you were to fail to convict a-l}. persons;

is that true?
A True.
Q Do you think that perhaps there niight be
some subsconscious inclination that you might have that
-h'as bullt up over the last few months because of the
publicity that this case has xeceived to conviet whoév’er _
was charged with a crime, most especially these particulax
defendants?’
A I'm sorxy. | My mind wavered a little. Would
you ‘repeat that? |
Q Surely.
You have heard of this case beforé you were
called as a prospective juror; is that right?
A Yes, sir. '
Q And the names of the defendants or at least ‘,
some of them are familiar to you, are they not?

A : '.ers, they are.

CieloDAVeCOMARCHTVES



10

11

12

13

14

15

16 3

17

18}

19

20

21 -

22

23

2¢

25

26

'1.605

.5"

mind £rom some other source to affect your judgment?

Q, Do you feeIL that perhaps, havi.ng read about
this ‘case. :Eor, isz‘ama months, having obgerved portions of
the proceed_:;_ngs o pomi,ngs and gaings of varioug persons
involved in-‘;tﬁhe‘;eée':pfdc;e'é&ings on tel-evisi-on, that there
may be SQDJE: subqonscious inclination on your part to
convyct any person,particularly these defendants who are
charged with the crime?

A I would have to have proof,

Q. Well, if, in the event there are some
subconscious inclinations on your paxt, at the time that
you were deliberating in the jury room, would you make
every congcious attempt to discipline yourself to decide
the case based solely upon the evidence and not to allow

any other matters thiat may have crept into your subconsciloy

A By all means.

Q The crime is a terrible one, itis a grotesqueg

one. Would you allow your emotions to overwhelm youxr
gudgment In this cage?

A No. )

Q So, you would not be so outraged at the very
fact of the crime that you would convict all persons
charged with the crime vather than being selective as
to 'Wl‘i.O‘ was guilty and who was not guilty?

A . Right.

Q So that even in light of the absolutely

—CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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20 |

Ly

grotesqueness of the crime, if there was no evidence

‘Presented to persuade you beyond all veasonable doubt that 4

‘Leslie Van Houten was gullty, you would acquit her?

A If she was not guilty, I would acquit her.
Q. 7 If the evidence presented that relates ta

'1 ]

B :Leslie“ Van Houten is oni[y enough to crieate a susP:Lcion

1n your mind and not gnough ro convince you beyond all

. reasonable douht " pruld you’ acciuit hex?

A Only on suspicion, I am afra:td I would.
Q- '“ Wh'y Would you acquit her if there was only

- a susp:.cion in your{ minﬁ? ¢
& I don‘t thz,nk T would want it on my consciencna

that I made a £inding over her ot her life, or whatever
her future is.
| Q So, only if the evidence is so strong that
you are convinced beyond all reagonable doubt would you
consider convicting? ' |
&  That'sg right.
Q And you have no reservations about any of
these things that ‘yoiu. have saild?
' A None.
'Q, Now, you did observe Leslie Van Houten
a moment &go stand 'up' and. address herse¥ to the Court,
did you not? |
A That's right.
Q Were you al_;le to hear what she sald?

CicloDrve.cOm ARCHIV ES
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' ‘;case?

Yes, clearly.
Q And you did hear the colloguy that occurred |
between the Court and myself before we approached the
bénch?
A © Yes.

: Q Irrespective of your opinion or irres;:ective'.
of your interpretation of this particular incident that
occurred, would you allow any incident that occurred
today, befo::e today, or at may time during the courae of
this trial, out here in the courtroom as opposed to what

A is presénted in evidence, to affect your judgment in this

k]

mi BHGLIOSI; Ybux Honox, T don't think that is a
proper questian. oy

1 I“!’l

G

May‘ we approach the hench on that?
- I think certain things can océur outside

“that wimess stand as long as they occur here in court,

. which a juror can take in consideration.
‘ I would request the Court to indicate what
those matters are,; your Horor, at the bench.
THE COURT: Very well,

{Whereupon all courisel approach the bench
and the following proceedings occurred at the bench outside
of the hearing of the prospective jurors:) |

MR, BUGLIOSI: This creates a very interesting
question of whether or mot the jury can take into

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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" ponsideration.

.,

<y N [

consideration just observing a defendant at a coungel
table and thefr demeanor.

I think they Caﬁ, your Honor. I might be
migtaken on that and I haven't researched the area,
but I can say this: I think it is very clear that 1if
8 particulardefendant got up, your Homor, at counsel tablel,
and not on the witness stand, and says "I am guilty,..“

I think, certainly, the jury can take that into
I don't think /thagiley‘ are solely vestricted
by what comes from the witness stand undexr oath.

I think if the defendants are in front of
them -and if their coxiduct, in the jury's mind, is not
consisteqt‘. vgith inpocence, it seems to me they can take
that:, :i'.gi:_o ‘consideration.

' , ) R may be wrong on.that. I know that if they
confess in ppen court dree jf 213

L

A

A - L
£ [
L E
. .
1 o
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l4-c-1 THE COURT: Well, of course, we have no such

. ' 2z { problem involvad here. . _
k3 . .- I think the dquestion is.a proper one, and
4 | dertainly‘ a;s‘ to anything that is said between Court and
5 1, counsel, or betwaen | court | and the defendants, the jurors
6 | are not %o take that into account.
R - Mnaféﬁsniqsxz'-:Aaggéagwith the Court on that.
8 : ‘I'HE COURT: That would ke a proper subject of inguizry.
9 | And X th;l.ﬁlé %t:[iso &a ‘Jto' matters such as the statemént made
w by M:I.ss Van Houten dur:l.ng the course of juxy selection,
11 | that the jury should not consider any of that.
12| MR, BUGLIOSI: I agree with the Court on that.
13 MR. REINER: If I may régpond?
: It is my understanding that the jury may

15 consider anything in evidence, not anything that ocours

16 | within their view if the matter is not in evidence.
o THE COURT: Of course, the demeanor of a witness

¥ | while testifying may be considered.
1 MR. REINER: True. The demeanor is something in

21 evidence.
2 THE QOURT: WNo, it i not in evidence. It is only in
2 | thelr view, the demeanor.

28 MR. REINER: That is of a wiiness as opposed to a

2t Person sitting at counsel table.
... % A © WHE COURT: I overrule the objection. You may

% | {nquire..

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



1610

iac2 . MR. BUGLIOSI: It is a very interesting question.

' (Whereupon, all counsel-return to their
‘respactive places at counsel tible and the following
. proceedings occurred in open court within the presence
and hearing of the jurys)

6 MR. REI&_IER; Your Honor, may the reporter read the
. guegiion to the witnegs -~ I am sorry; to the prospective
5 Jurox?
0 THE cot'm- Read the last question.
w0} ('rhe record was read by the repoxter )
i MRS WILLIS- .No.
510 ' MR. REINER: @ Now, if it should be your inter-
13 1 pa:etation t:hat Leglie Van Hquten has attempted or may

. T attempt to try to be convidted, even in the absence of any
15  evidence of her guilt, would you nonetheless acquit her?
16 A Yes.
17 | Q“, 'So that you.would acquit leslie Van Houten LiE

18 | there was not sufficlent evidence to persuade you beyond
1 | all reasopable doubt even if you believed that she wanted
20 | to be acquitted ~- or she wanted to be convidted =-- LF

91 | any other member of her Family was cdonvicted?

22 | A Yes.,
2 | Q You wuld not, then, follow her wishes in the
2¢ | matter, you would follow the evidence in the case?
. 25 | A Right. Absolutely right.
26 . Q You appreciate, do you not, that there are four

CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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attorneys for the defenme in this case?

A I am aware of it.

Q A moment ago Mr. Stovitz of the prosecution
indicated that there were six lawyers, but you do under=-
stand my earlier question?

A Perfectly.

Q To earlier prospective jurors, that I was
referring ta the attorneys on this side of the table?

A Right.

Q Very well.

Now, whén I refer to four attorneys, vou under=- |
stand that we are four separate lawyers representing four
geparate defendants?

A Right,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1. ‘de‘fenéajxits .

Q  and:.when T speak, I speak only for Leslie
‘ﬁanﬁouj;enf an& I never propose to speak for any other

J A & ) :r. {unda";ra{::hna that. .:‘. :

Q - And when any other attorney in this case
speaks, he g'ﬁaaks gizly for his respective defendant, and
does not at any time proppse to speak for Leslie Van Houten.

A . I ungerstand that.

Q Any attitude that you may have toward me or
toward any other lawyer, you would not confuse those
attitudes and apply it to one or the other?

A That !'s right.

Q You appreciate that in addition to there being
four attorneys there #re, of course, four defendants.

A ves.

Q Now, there will be evidence presented in this
trial from time to time that will apply to one dafendant or.
another, perhaps two defendants or three defendants, but
you will not asféiign any of thé evidence that you hear to
Leslis Van Houi:en unless in your judgment it does in fact
apply to Leglie Van Houten.

will you? |

A Yes, I understand.

Q So if at the conclusion of the case you feel
that there is a certaln guantum of evidence with regard to
one defendant or another that is sufficient fo persuade

CieloDrive.COmMARCHTV
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you that they may be gullty beyond a reasonable doubt,
but there is not that sufficient amount of evidence with
réaspact to Leslie Van Houten, you would then acquit
Leslie Van Houten irrespactive of what your judgment would
be with regard to the other defendants?

A Absolutely.

Q In this case, a witnegs by the nané of
Linda K":\sabian will be ¢called by the prosecution.

" | We have been informed by the prosacution that
th:Ls witness will be called.

P £ way be thai: in your judgment she is an

accamplic:e to these pa.rticular killings. .

' iThe .cra!ur;tJ :wj‘_.ll instruct you as to what an
accomplice is.

o W:Lll you app‘ly the Court's definition of what
an accomplice is when you decide whether or not Linda
Kagabian is an acconplice?

A Yes.

Q Now, if after hearing the Court's déf.ini'tion You
declde that Linda Kasabian is in fact an accomplice to these
Killings, will you then follew the Court's instruction as
to the consideration that you are to give to her testimony?

A I will follow the Court's instructions.

Q And if the court should instruct yvou that in
the event you conclude that Linda Kasabian is an accomplice ,

unless her testimony is corroborated by independent evidence

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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that you may not conisider her testimony at all, would you

15~3 1
. 2 follow that instruction if it was given to you?
3 - A 'Would you make that just a little clearer?
.| .2 _{Sﬁraly-.-
5 f.i ‘ . n R In the event that -- gtrike that.
6 | - i-i e "J.‘he cmu:t will g:Lve you an instruction which

7 wi.ll aef:l.ne what an accomplice is; and you sald you would
8 follow that' j.nstnug'kion. g

9 A Yes, righ‘b.

10 | Q - ’ * In the eyent that you decide in your own mind
1} that Linda Rasabian is in fact an accomplice, will you then
12 | follow the Court's next instruction as to the consideration
12 | that you are :reqﬁired to give to her testimony because she

. 14 is anaccomplice? .

15 "’ A I understand that now, and yes.

16 Q Now, if the Court were to instruct you that

1 | you may not even consider her testimony uhless it is

18 | corroborated by some independent evidence, would you

19 follow that instruction?

20} A Yes.

21 Q Now, & you have any reluctance to follow thak

2 { instruction?

28 ¥ A ' No, mo.
Mo Q Do you appreciate or do you feel that perhaps
. 2% | that is a very strict rule of law that requires you to

26 | totally disregard the testimony of an accomplice Lf it is

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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15-4 i not corroborated?
. 2 | . Do you feel that that is a rather strict

3 | rule of law?
4] A If it ig the law I will go along with it.
5 | Q So irrespective of whether it is strict or not
6 | strick you will follow that rule of law?
- A Right.
8 | Q P;nd when we Bpeak of ceorrcboration; that is

9 totally independent corroboration, do you understand that
10 | I am referring only to Leslie Van Bouten?

1w | A Yes, I wmderstand that.

1 | Q So that even if the testimony of the

13. 1 accomplice is corroborated with respect to Some other defen-
.-' | dant or defendants, unless 1t is corroborated with respect
15 :. to Leslie Van Houten, then it is your obligation then to
16 follow the Court's instrudt:l.qn‘ in that matter, and acquit
17 | resglie Van Houten.
18 A That!s right.
1 Q You have no reluctance to do that?
20 A No reluctance.
) Q And you do apprecliate that as a judge of the
22 | faots in 'hhis cage, as opposed to his Honor who is-the
B 1 judge of thq: law in this case, that you would have a
‘ :2‘" | massive xesponsibi.lity to apply the law that 1ls given to
. | }‘2,5_. ;you by tha court at the eénd of this casge? -

26 ‘A., . uI m‘xdar‘stand that:.

T T CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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15~5 . MR. REINER: Thank you. very much.
4 2 THE. COUR'J:; ".pags ‘for cause?

.' s MR. REINER: Pags for cause, yout Honor .
. 'THE GOURT: Ladies and gentlemen, from time to time
5 one or more of the defendants have addressed remarks to
¢ | the Court.
7 The Court, in turn, bas addressed certain
g | remarks to the defendants and- to their counsel. _
9 ‘ I admonish you that you are not Lo consider these
10 | sta.teiaents a8 evidencein the cage and you are not to allow
11 1 these statements to influence your decigion on any of the
12 ‘ :,Lssués involved in the case.

A 18 | 'Thege are simply matters whichAcome up during

.. 14 the cdourse of the proceedings, but i'.hay are not evldence,

15 | and have no bearing whatever on the question of guilt or

16 | ‘the ultimate question of penalty if that becomes necessary.
17 | Mr, shimm, do you have any questions? |
18 | MR. SHINN: Pass for cause, Your Honor.
19 THE COURT: All right. We will take our afternoon
20 recess at thig time for 15 minuteé.
21 Do not converse among yourselves or with any-
22" one else on any subject relating to the case, nor form or
23 | exXpress any opinion regarding the case until it is finally
24 | submitted to those of you who are selected as jurors.

o 25 15 minutes.

' ‘\ 26 ‘
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18

a9 |

THE COURT: All parties and counsel are present.
All of the prospective jurors are in the
Jjury box.

You may proceed, gentlemen.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. WILLIS
BY MR. BUGLIOSIL:
] Mrs. Willis, avxe you married, ma'am?
I am & widows
- Are you currently employed?
I am ramred

o P O

What type of work do. you do, ma' am?
A Well, for 22 years I was in the auction
business, I mean working with auctbneers.
Q _Here in Los Angeles?
A 'fes, Beverly Hills.
Q Do you have any children?
A I have one son.
q ‘How old is he?
Aot 46
é He is married?
A ‘iesp“g ‘{ﬁﬁ
é,- ‘Lives li‘.nﬁlm.as Angeles area? -
A J',n the' ’Valley.
'Q,' ) Now, I understand Mrs., Willisg, you are

not opposed ko the giﬁaath pehalty, is that correct?

"CieloDrive COmARCHIVES
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15a~2 A That is right.
". 2 Q@  After hearing all of the evidence in this

-t

] case, Mrs. Willis, and considering all of the circumstances)
4 if you felt this wag a propef case for the imposition of |
5 the death penalty would you personally have the courage,
6 | would you personally be willing to comé back into this

7 courtroom and in effect by your verdict tell these defendants
8 that they mugt die?

o A 1f they were found absolutely guilty in my

0 f opinion, I mean after the facts «-
Rl | Q Is there any doubt in your mind about that?
1z Take a few moments to think gbout it if you

1 | 1ike, it is a hard question.

. | 14 . ¢ A

15 Q What I am trying to do, Mrs. Willis, is
16

transform you, as it weré, four or five months from now
1 back in the jury room, all the chips were on the line,
18 as it were, you are going to have to decide, assuming

| that these defendants are found guilty of first degree

1 murder whether they should receive Iife imprisonment or

1 the death penalty?
It is a hard decision. Would you like to
think about it for a while?

MR. FITZGERALD: Could I at this convenient time

22
23

24

. " intexpose. gn objection,
! AN . 4
26 ‘ . . .
N I think the vice of the question is, it
‘.4\ -~ F—-"‘ ﬁ. '.?, 3 " > S‘ i . N Y a7 .{
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.oiayiate;s; gny penalty phase that might £ollow.

Thé juror must not make 4 determination

R based solé],y on'a determination of guilt, but on ay -

evidence that might be produced at the penalty phase of
the trial. ... it )

3o o1

THE COURT: Ji'ei'ﬁaps you c¢an clarify that point;

M#. Bugliosi.® - ' . AR
BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
Q - Assuming, Mrsa Willis, that these defendants

are fotmd guilty of first degree murder, you understand
there will be a pendlty trial?

A That!s right. .

Q During this penalty trial there miéht ‘be
addi;t;ional evidence offered for and against particular
defendants,

Do you understand that?
A Yes.
Q And you understand you tan take imto con-

-‘side;:ation all of this evidence in determining whether or
not you are going to vote for a verdict o;‘.’ death?
You undergtand that?

A Yes. |

Q My question is, assuming thai: after yo:&
congider all of the circumstances, all of the evidence,
and yoﬁ felt this was a propeir cage for the imposition
of the death penalty, do you think that you would have

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES -
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the courage to vote for a verﬁict of death?

A I'm afraid yes. :

MR. SHINN: T will objett to the words"proper
case" t-:ithout a definition as to what a proper case ig,
yuu“r Honor.

THE COURT: ’I‘he Juxors have been instructed
prev;i,ous;l.y bn a number af occasions that 1f the case gets
to a. penaity phase, the law provides that each juror in

d

his: aﬁsolut‘e discxetion and without any objective gtandard
" to be guided} by must decide for himself whether or not
life imrisonment Or dle;th ;-5 the proper penalty

Do you undergtand that?

MRS. WIILIS: I understand that.

THE COURT: So, when the term Yproper case" is
used, although that term ig a misnomer, what Mr. Bugliosi |
is referring to is, in your opinion if it is a case im
which you belleve the death pemalty should be imposed,
do you understand the question as meaning that?

- A Yeg. Could I do it? 1Is that night?
THE COURT: That's xight,
A Yes, 1 could.

BY MR. BUGLIOSI:

Q Do yoﬁ want any more time to think about it?
& No, because -~ no.

Q . You are confident that you could?

A I could, -

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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- Q You will notice, Mrs. Willis, that three
9 : defendants in this case are women, Susan Atkins, Patricia
. Krenwinkel; and Leslie Van Houten.
L Are you of such a frame of mind thét you
5 could not under any circumstances vote for the death
6 | penalty for a female defendant’{
, | & That would not make any difference.
8 Q You can concelive of circumstances where you
s |- would be willing to vote for a verdict of death for'a
10 | female d‘eféna'ant, is that correct?
11 1., | ;4? f ;Would you repeat that now?
12 | ; " 9 | . You can éonceive of circumstances wherein
18, | “you Would*be Wilimg to vote: for a verdict of death for
14 1 a female defendant? S
15 | A 5 Yes,' yesi:.'v
1 | Q ‘Jﬁ You will notice, Mrg: Willis, that the same
w | three de:-.i‘e’ndants, three femetles, are adults, of course,
18 |  but are young adults?
e | A That's right.

) | ' Q Are you of such a frame of mind that you
21 | vcould not under any circumstances vote for the death
22 |  penalty for them solely because of their age?
23 A Yes.
24 | Q You could? ,
25 F A T could.

2 ;' Q Are you of such a frame of mind, Mrs., Willis)

CieloDrve.COmMARCHIVES
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that you would not, under any cirxcumstances, vote for
the death penalty for a particular defendant unless the
evidence of the trial showed that this particular
defendant was an actual killer or one of the actual
killers?

A You mean like an accpmplice?
6 . Well;‘ accomplice is a legal term which I
will not go into right now.
A I see, okay-
Q Did you understand my :quesﬁion?
A Try it again.
| 1] Okay, can you c.c}uc;eive of any circumgtances,

Mrs. Willis, in which you would be willing to vote for a

verdict of, aeath against a particular defendant, even'

though the evidence at the trial showed that this parti.cu-

T lax defendant was not one of the actual killers?

Coy
¢ b,

L Would ycu be willing to vote for a vardict
of deathy)
‘“A i‘,,‘Yesa, yezs.T |
Q You unde:nstand my tuestion?
A

Yes, I do, nowg,

EQ * And, MEs. willis, do you understand the

rule of conspiracy which mskes a conspirator criminally
respén'siible or equally guilty of ¢rimes committed by
his co~conspirators?

A Yes,

~CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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Q
himsel£?
A
Q

. not?

A
Q

you heard it discussged?
A

Q

" Do you have any prejudice against it?

A
Q

instruction on that rule of law if you find it applicable
to the facts of this case? ‘
A .

Even though he did not commit the crimes

Yes.

You heard us discuss that ¥ule, have you

Yes.

Have you done any thinking about it since

Yes, at great length,
Do you disagree with that rule of law?

No.
Will you unhesitatingly follow the Court's

Yes& «

"~ CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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Q Assuming, Mrs. Willis, that a witness .for the
prosecution ig deemed to be an accomplice, and I am not
stipulating for a moment that any witness for the
prosecution will be deemed to be an accomplice.

Let us just assume, arguendo, as the attorneys
gay, for the sake of argument, that a particular person
testifying for the prosecution vould be deemed to be an
accomplice.

I£ the Court instructs you that only slight
evidence is necessary to corroborate the testimony of the
accomplice, will you follow the Court's instriuction on that
rule of law?

A Yes, if it is the law of the Court.

' Q And 1f the Court instructs you further that
that slight evidence may be circumstantial evidence, will
you follow the Court's instruction on that rule of law?

A Yes, sir. ‘ ’

Q You realize; Mrs. Willis, that the prosecution
in a criminal case only has the burden of proving a
defendant guilty beyond a reasgonable doubt, ot beyond all
doubt.

Do you understand that?

A Yes,

Q Are you of such a frame of mind, Mrs. Willis,
that befoi;e you would return a verdict of gullty of first
degree murder you would require of the prosecytion that they

T CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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152 i ;’e-mcv'é %rom your mind. not only' reagonable doubt of the
. 2 guilt of ‘these. defendam:s, but: all cpnce:.vable doubt.,
3. ERER Aré you of thai: frame of ming?
4 A yesy vy
5 |- N *) - ‘Q:lar‘u xfo‘-,i 'sﬁfe you quite understood my
6 questions - i S .
7 Are Yyou s&ying that you would require that we

8 rem&re from your mind all possible doubt before you would

9 | - return a verdict of first-degree murder, or would you

10 | require that we remove reasonable doubt from vour mind?

u A Maybe I did not understand it then,

12 Q All right. Let me start all over again.

1 | The progecuttion only has the burden of proving

 guilt of these defendants beyond a reagonable doubt, not

15 | beyond all doubkt. ‘
| Do you understand that?

w | A Yes.

18y Q Are you of such a frame o6f mind that before

| you would be willing to wote for a verdict of first~degree

murder against these defendants =

2 A Yes.

20 .

2 ‘ Q == You would require of the prosecution that

2 | we not only remove reasonable doubt from your mind, but

2 1 that you would require that we remove 41l possible,
. ® | conceivable, imaginary doubt?

ot A I am afraid they would have to remove ail
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verdict of first~deygree nurder against these defendants you

21 |

22 |

doubt.
Q Bafore you would ba-willing to vote for-a

must be patisfied beyond all doubt of their guilt; is that
correct?
A I am afraid so.
MR. KAMAREK: Youwr Honor, may we approach the
bench?
THE COURT: I want to ask Mrs. Willis a few quéstions.
Mrs, Willis; I am not clear in my own mind from
vour an*s,wers.lto the questlions whether or not you fully
understand the questions.
| You will be instructed, as I have mentioned at
the outset, that every defendant is presumed to be innocent
until the contrary is proved.
Thie presumption of evidence places the
burden on ﬁhg State to prove his guilt beyond a ;:;aaonable
doubt.
The butden of the State is to prove guilt beyond
a reasonébie; doubt, not beyond all possible doubt.
e Do you understand that?
A Yes.
’ THE COUR'I': {Now, Mm Bugliosi was asking you if you
In effect were willing‘ to follow that instruction.
MRS,.IW:EL&L‘E:‘ _‘,‘._Ias, I am, it aid not appear that I

answered i:iaat vay.
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504 ' THE COURT:. No, Lt appeared -- you appsared to he
saying that you would require the State to prove guilt
h.ayond all poseible doubt.

A No, I see.

THE COURT: You see the distinction, do you now,
between reasonable doubt and all possible doubt?

& .Yesg, it ls reasonable doubt.
s | THE COURT: 2And are you willing to follow the Court's
9 L. insti‘mtipn that it is the burden of the state to prove '
16 -guilt, beyond a reasonable doubt?

;1 i . are you willing to follow that instruction?
2 | A Yeg.
) 13 THE COUR'T: Do you have any mental resexrvation of
. 1 | any kind about that?
i5 | A  No, no.
16 THE COURT: ALl right. |
1;;" o Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Mrs. Willis, let us assume

18 you are back in the jury room now thiée or féux: months from
15 | now, looking ovér all of the evidence, congidering the

o9 | exhibits, reviewing the testimony of t_ix_a witnhesgsgas.

o | There is some small doubt in your mind of the
22 - gullt -'9;&' Ehesé defendants, bubt in your own mind you

23 1 .réa.‘ltl'z"é i:hai‘. it is not a reasonable doubt.

24 | o There is just a: small doubt, but in your own
@ 25 | mind. you ay, "This is nok'a reasonable doubt; I realize
26 | that.—. . ’
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LA I

i Wqﬁid you b; willing to come back in this
courtroom with & verdict oF é;uilty?

THE COURT: Do you understand the question?

MRS, WILLIS: Not too clearly.

MR. KANAREK: May I make the motion, your Honor,
because of the importance of this question, that your
Honor read to the jurgrs the doctrine of reasonable doubt
insitruci:&.on?

I don 't think thexre would be any harm,
rather than have him editorializing about it.
I would make that request of the Court.

MR.., BTOVITZ: We have no objection, your Honor.

THE. chRT:‘ Well, you will be ingtructed by the Court
and T will give you the definition now of reasonable
doubt.

Mr. Bugliosi =~

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yas, your Honor.

THE COURT: Would you ciére to give this instruction?

‘MR. BUGLIOSI: I don't have it with me.
THE COURT: I dontt have the entire instruction before

L.

nme.

I would prefer to glve you the instruction
verbatim rather than to paraphrase it myself at this time.
But we will give it to vou.

MR. BUGLIOSI: May I move on then to another guestion
in the interim, your Honor?®
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<

X

Q@'  BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Mrs. Willig, do you recall my
- discussion about circumstantial evidence?

+

THE, COURT: Yes.

CieloDrivVe.COmMARCHIVES
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1501 1 Q@ . Do you recall the distinction between direct . |
. 2 | evidence and.circumstantial evidence as exemplified by that|
| 3 | cooky jar example?
4 A Yas. ‘
5 Q Tnoldentally, Johnnie was the only child of

7 A Then I understand.
8 Q Remembexr that.
91 . ""1‘39 you have any objection whatsocever,

10 'Mr.s.‘wxlil{i.sl,' to sitting as a juror on a cape where the

i 3 Qeo;_:;lé rely in part on circumstantial evidence?

'12 “ . ’ "A:" . ; Vm‘. ’ . v y f‘- h
13 Q@ Db you recall +the other questions I asked the
. 14 | -other jurox_gryeateifdaffand Friday, ma'tam? I was a little

15 | more gabby than I am with you right now.

16 P You :;:érémber ‘thére were numerous other quagtiong
17 | I asked that I am not dgking you now?

18 A Yes.

19 Q Whan I was agking you those questions you were

20 | sgeated, you remember, in the spectators! section of the

t

2t | courtroom.
22 | A Yes.
23 | Q vwhen I was asking those gpestions were you
2¢ | mentally asking yourself those questions?
. 2 A Yes, for the mogt part, '
26 Q was there any question I asked that you reseall
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gsaying to yourself that your answer would he different from|
the answer given by the majority of jurors seated in the
jury box?

A No.

Q If I were to ask you the same questions, your
answers would be the same?

A That 's right.

Q Esseﬂtialiy. the gana? ..

A B&sentially, bagically the same.

Q Do you think you can give the People of the
State of California a fair trial, ma'an?

A Could I give ~- '

Q == the People of the State of california, the
plaintiff in this action, do you think you can give them a
fair trial?

A To the best of my ability.

Q' +; Do you have any doubt about that?

‘A No doubt about that.
. Q . Can you thinlg of any reason not already touched
upon why you ‘feel you should rioi: or would rather not sit as |

& juroer in this case?

PR !

A No.
MR. BUGLIOSI- 'I‘ha.nk you.
Pass for cause, your Honor .
THE COURT: It is the People's next peremptory
chaliengs. ’
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1 MR. BUGLIOSI: People will thank ahd excuse ==

2 | MR, STOVITZ: Would your Honor have in mind two

s | cages of possible hardship that exist on the jury, and

1 | be inclined to exercigé your Honor !s disqretion to excuge
5 | them for hardship?

5

6 - THE COURT: This 45 something I will take up with
7| You outside of the presence of the jury, Mr. Stovitz.
The only thing before you now iz the next
v peremptory challenge. |
0 ¥y MR. BUGLIOSI: The People will thank and excuse v
1 Mr. Nelson, your Honor.

12 1. THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Nelgon, you are excusad.
18 . MR. FANAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the bench?

] THE COURT: Very well.

15 {The following proceedings were had at the
| bench out ¢f the hearing of the prospective jurors, all
1T | counsel being presgent:) |

18 MR. FKANAREK: Your Honmor, may the record reveal that

1 m-, Nelﬁt‘m ——

2 MR. BTOVITZ: I carmot hear that. Let me get over

2 to that side.

2 MR, mNAREK-' May the record reveal, your Honor, that
20 Me. Nelsen 15 of the black Negro race, and it is our positicn
24 tha,t thaa People carnot, even though thay have the right to
% naxarcise ’peremptories, :i.t 13 our pogition they cannot just
| wipe out all bl.ack‘}?ewle £rom the jury.

T | ~ CieloDrve.COmARCHIVES
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b

T

To do 86 is a

[ S

vioiat:i,on of the equal protection|
~~ I just want Eof‘ maka that point for the record.

EI'EE 'COUR'I:'; 'I 'hav'en‘ ‘t‘ the faintest idea what you are
talkin‘g*ab-out iﬁ the :Eontga‘ct of this case.

There are no black defendants.
What are you talking about?

MR, KANAREK: I understand, your Honor, that
Mr. Mansgon is entitled to have a fair cross-section of the
community, and it is our position that to wipe out a gerieg)
of paople becauge they dre of a particular race is a
violation of the equal protection.

THE COURT: A séries, what sgeries?

MR, KANAREK: It is our position, and I predict --
hopefully maybe I am wrong =-- that the prosecution will
eliminate £rom this jury any and all black yeople, and for
the record it is my position this is a violation of
equal protection. |

THE COURT: ALl right.

MR. FOVITZ: Is your Honor going to take up the
matter of Mr. Stokes and Mr. Black?

THE COURT: I am golng to ask Mr. Black if he is
able to rearrange his medical appointment.

I dontt intend to do anything about Mr. Stokes. |

MR. STOVITZ: Then we will use our peremptory on |
Mr. Stokes'pergonal hardship, and ws will see what Mr.

Black's responses are to your questions.,

L
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THE COURT: You have already exercised your
paremptory . |

MR. BUGLIOSI: Has the Court ryled on Mr. Stokes’
hardship? . ’

P Then the Court will not rule on

1. Mr. S'Ep]ces?

1 v

.“‘.-

';EHE COURT: Thera is nothi‘ng bafora me to rulé on.
MB su:ovmzs ‘.m other ‘words. your Honor Ls not going |
to exercise its discretiqn?

THE cotm*r,g ;tf, yqu gentlemen are unwilling to
atipulata, I am not going to excuse him.

MR. BUGLJ:OSI. The' Court has the power -—-

MR. RANAREK: May the record rewveal that Mr, Stokes
is of the black and Negio );age?

MR. STOVITZ:y And Mr: Black iz of the black and ﬁefgro .
race; and the defendants ara not of the black or Negro
race, as far ag the People are concernad, your Honof.

THE COURT: All right.
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1e-1 | - (Whe::eu_pori éll cotinsel retﬁi'n to their
reslae::tivevplaétes at counsel table and the ,following'
. ‘ L proceedings occur in open court within the piesence and
| hearing of the prospective juroxs:)
| THE COURT: Call the next juror.
THE CLERK: Mrs. H. Joan Voight; J-o~a-n, .

Veg=i-g-h~t.

‘ (Whereupon Mrs. H. Joan Voight came forward
and was seated in the juxy box:)
v VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION- OF MRS. H. JOAN VOIGHT
BY THE COURT?

1

12

. Q Have you heard and undexstood everything
.‘ ' j that has been sald in court since you came- into the case,
N ?Irs. Voight?
K A Yes, I have.
° Q I1f you werge selected as a trial juror in

1 this case, would you be able to serve?
° A No, sir. I am divorced and I have two
:: teenage boys.
' You have two lteenage boys?

Right.

21
22 _
'23 Living at home with you?

‘ Yes.
24 .

° -

2

" Are they in school?
' One is in school and one is working.

{'!=- o O P o

Cal I
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16~2 1| Q — - How old ara they?
. 2 .v . A 16 and 18- )
3. Q. +Iam gbmg to’ask you the same questions

4+ | régarding the death penalty that I put to the other

5 | prospective jurors.

6 Do you entertain such conscientious opinions
7 | regarding the death penalty that you would be unable to

8 | make an :‘.mpértiai decision ag to any defendant's guilt

9 | regardless of the evidence developed during the trial?

10 | A No, sir. |

11 | Q Do you entertain such conscilentiocus opinions
1 | regarding the death penalty that you would automatically

_ 13 | refuse to impose it without regard to the evidence
@ 4 | developed during the trial?
15 . A Yes, sir.
16 Q That is your opinion?
17 A Yes, it is.
18 | Q Would you say that you have made up your
19, mind at this point that under no circumstances could
20 | you ever vote for the death pemalty?
2 | A The only elreumstance being that if I felt

2 | they were guilty and it meant that they Wogld go free
% |  because I did not vote for it, I would vote for it;
# | put I am morally opposed to it. 1 don't want it on my
. % congcfence, no matter whether they are guilty ox nots

26 but T would do it if it meant -~ I don't know if there is
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16-3 1 such a rule as a hung jury or something like that,

‘ 2 | Q I don't think that you understand, from
.' 3 what' I undexstand you to say now, Mrs. Voight, what the
4 | Procedure is.
5 ' The First part of a trial is devoted to
6 the question of determining whether or not any of the

7 | defendants are guilky or not gullty.

8 | Do you understand?
o 1 A Yes.
10 Q Now, if thexe is a verdict of murder in the
N first degree as to any defendant, only then would there
Ery be a sécond phase to the trial, the penaltjr phase, during
. 13 |  which phase you would have to determine at the cloge of
. | the evidence the penalty, you would have to determine
15 which of the two. alternstives, life imprisomment or
16 death, g{buié be the appropriate penalty in your opinion.
w | "+ Do you understand that?
18 . A ¢ Yes. Life, imprisonment.
'19 | Q e Azre yo‘ii sh‘_"sring nds‘.irq that you automatically--
20 that you have made. up your mind you would asutomatically
2 - refuse to imp'ose, tl';e ldea'th penalty regardless of what the
22 evidence shows? .- .. | % |
2 A Yes; sir.

24 And you have no question about that?

. . Q
[ ] % A No, sir.
Q

% Can you conceive of any case or any type of
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16-4 . cage in which you would consider the evidence and not:
automatically refuse to impoge the death penalty?
. : A No, sir. 3 ,
THE COURT: Do counsel wish to inquire?
MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor.
MR, REINER: No, your Honox.
MR. SHINN: ‘Ng questions.
MR. KANAREK: No,
MR. STWITZ: No, yauf Honox,
o | The People respectfully request that the
Juror be excused for cause.
MR, FITZGERAID: The Defendants would oppose the

removal for cause on the grounds of equal protection

11
12

13
. | -and due process.

14
We glso think that in the totality of her
remarks she indlcates ~- well, her remarks, taken as a

whole, lend themselveg to an inference of ambiguity,

5 |
16

17
your Honor.

THE COURT: In what respect?
MRy FITZGERALD; Well, her earlier remarks would

18

19

20

o | . saéem :t'o indicate that it would not influence her decision
1 on g " ilt- Hex ~gqt¥i8?' rémarks seeém to indicate that she
| could be faix and impartidl in her determination of
2;  penalty. it was only her.latter remarks where she
. s | indicated to -ﬁhe'ﬁiﬁui:ﬁ that she might be unaltersbly

o6 | opposed to the’imposifion‘of:the death penalty.
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MR. REINER: Join on behalf of Defendant Leslie

Van Houten.

Voight.

MR, SHINN: Join, your Homor.

MR. STOVITZ: We remew our objection, your Honor.

THE COURT: All wzight.
Thank you.

You will be excused, Mzs.
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S TR
THE GLERK: Elwmey Nordland; E-l-m-e-r, N-o-r-d-

l-a-n"dc C s - .

- "(Wheéeﬁpoh; Mr. Elmer Nordland came forward |
and wds geated in the jury box.)

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELMER NORDLAND
BY THE COURT:

Q Mr. Nordland, have you heard and understood
everything that has !’:eeﬁ, sald in court since you came into
the case? |

A Yes, I have.

Q If you were selected as a juror in this

case, would you be gble to serve?

A I believe I would.

Q I anm going to put the same two questions
to you, Mr. Nordland, regawxding the death pénalty that
I put to the other juroxrs.

Do you entertain such conscientious opinilons
regarding the death penalty that you would be unable to
make an impartial decision as to any defendant's guilt
regardless of the evidence developed during the trial?

A Would you give that to me again, please?

Q All right.

Do you entertdin such conscientious
opinions regarding the death penalty that you would be

unable to make an impartial declsion as to any defendant's

- ‘ — CieloDrve.COmMARC HIVES
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> trial?
. A 5, ‘I do.mot,

guilt reé&t&le'és of the evidence developed during the

. .- -

3
|
E

Q Do you entertain such conscientious
opinbms regai;ding the ‘éef'ath penglty that you would
automaticaliy refu‘se.-to iﬁpose it regardless of the
evidence ﬁdeirelopéd diring - the trial?

A 1 do not.

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, you may inquire.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR, NORDLAND
BY MR. FITZGERALD?
Q What 18 your business or occupation, sir?
A I am a painter foreman for the L. A. Board
of Education.
Do you work out of a particular facility?
Yes, I do.
. Where is that facility located?
Near Florence and Crenshaw.
Are you %narried, sir?
Yes, sir.
Do you have any children?
I have a grown daughter.
Is your wife eémployed outside the home?

No, sir.

O kb O > O b O PO O

Have you ever served as a juror before?
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is going to influence you in arriving at & verdict hewe?

A Yes, I have. -

Was that in a criminal case or in a civil

cage? .
A . A civil case.
‘. Q - f Was that on your current tour of duty?
A No. Four years ago,

g };*: -‘,Was there anyt.hing about that experience thd

A . No. Kuﬁ‘};’ might as well bring something up |
to you. . A |
| Q AR ‘Soﬁe,thiﬁg that you would like to say?
A About three questions that have been brought
up.
Q Yes?
A One is that 25 years ago I had experience

ag a law enforcement officer with the United States
CGustoms. 1942 to 1947.

n] No. 27

A No. 2 was the fact that was brought up,
soflething about you oxr any of your family, something
brought up In line with murder or assault.

Well, I was mugged about 15 monthg ago, and

my wife was mugged about three or four months ago.

And the other thing that has been brought
up in he';e is gbout supervising or evaluating people;
which I have.

L
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You have?
- A Yes.,
That is about it.

o

Q Let's take the third and last ome.

| Is there anything about your experience in
judging the behavior of other human beings that makes you
feel you couldn't be fair and impartiazl to the defendants
in this case?

A No, sizx.

Q Is there anything about that experience in
judging ox evaluétiqg the conduct of other people that
makes you.fgel fou'are going to have difficulty in any
Tespect ?hé§§53ver?

;:A;‘-, I would thxnk that lt would be all the better,

Q : Now,!lat.me aSk‘you something about this
unfortunate expg:ieggg.qfﬂbaing mugged.

¥5u‘ﬁéén'fhat ygu were physically assaulted

by someone? - . . - .70 T
A Yes, sir.
Q Was that in connection with the theft of

some of your personal property?

Yes.

Sort of a strong-armed robbery?
Yes.

It took place on a public street?

PO ke =

In the daytime, 10;30 in the momming. .
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O B OH L DO

Are you a little bitter about that experience?

Oh, no.

Just one of thoge things?

Part of our life.

That happens in a big city?

Yes. That is life these days, I mean.
Okay.

Now; your wife, unfortungtely, suffered

the same experience?

A
Q
A

[+
injuries?

A

Q

A

injure_sd,-
TN

Vo

' “!‘
oy
1]

Yes. In front of the house.

Was she Injured?

No. I was the ome that was injured.
Thege weré separate occasions, you kiow.

What was the nature and extent of ydur

My jaw was fractured.

And your wife wasg not injured?

No: She was knocked down but she wasn't

L L
Was this a purse snatch situation?

Yes. You mighq say it was in both instances.

Iﬁ"ﬁine they. g&abi:é;i my* %&Iﬂs.tﬁat:';h. ,a'nd my billfold.

o
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16~B-1 1 Q Without telling me your address, in what area
.. 2 | of the County do you reside? |
, 3 A I live about five miled west of here, around
4 | 1lst and -~
5 Q ;&;I;varado?
6 | A . No.
1 j;‘ LR A little further west?
P8 I : %_ E . v{aai:ar:n and ,Bewrly. Near Western and Beverly. |
9 ‘: q Were hhe persons of person responsible for your |

10 injuries o the the.ft of youyr wife s property ever
11 | apprehendad?

-

12 ) A In my case, yes.
. 13 Q Did you testify in connection with some legal
‘ 14

or judicial or juvenile proceeding in connection with that?
15 ¥ A one of the fellows that was caught wag a

16 juvenilé dnd the other one ~- well, they were 17 and 19.

17 The juvenile, T guess, was probably let free,

18 | and the l9~year-old, I was a witness at the preliminary

19 | hearing but not at the time the case was heard.

20§ Q You were actually a witness for the ‘pcn"osecut‘::!;on?'

21 | You were called by the District Attorney and you were

22 | asked some questions by the District Attorney?

23 A Yes.
24 | Q Is there anything about that experience that
" 25 you think is going to influence you in arriving at a verdict

26 | in this casa?

~CieloDAVe.COMARCHIVES



T ‘ ' - - " 1646

.. 2 Q You must be a iittle bitter about that
3 experience?
4 A No, I am not that bitter.
5 Q Did you have any residwl injuries td your

6 jaw or anything liks that?
7 A Yeg. It wag fractured, but I got over that.
¢ | 1 pad to have it wired for a few weeks.

A Q What about your wife? Do you think that
0 | because of what happened to your wife you might be
11 4 influenced in some way in arriving at a verdict in this
12 '. case?
‘ 13 | A I don't believe so.

. 14 Q Now, let's go on to No. L.
15| Were youaat United States Cmetoms pfficér?'
161 A Yes, air. At that time we were called guards,

17 | but it was changed while we were down theére. The title
| was changed: to Bordér Patrol.

19 | .. In fact, I don't think they have that category
20 A ‘.qf asg:fg:nmnt any more. ’
2 " N | ;Pid you wear a uniform and carry a gun?
22 1 . A * Yes, sir, . v
23| Q And was the nature of your duties connected with
. 2 law enforcémefnt,.. 's'muégi‘j‘.ng, that kind of thing, the
._ % importatipn of aliens. that sort of thing?
26 1' A Well. aliens are more or less handled by

Imigration. but it wvag more or less smuggling; and of
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HB3 1 | course, during the war years, there was very little.--

® 2 | this was during the war. ~- there was very little trade
3 | batween cduntri.és at that time.
4 Q Very little legitimate or illegitimate?
5 . A Hither one. It wag just war.
6 | Q In connection with your service in the United

7 | States Customs or Border Patrol, did you ever have occasion

8 | - to testffy in a court of law?

9 | A only once. |

10 | Q If a police officer should testify in this case,
i1 | do you think you would have a tendency to give the police
12 officer 's testimony greater walght because he or she is a
1 |- police officer?

o .| A

16 Q Don 't you th;,Ln’k you would have somewhat of a.

16 | tendency to identify with a police officer that might

No, I would not.

g testify and that it might be very difficult for yon to
18 | eritically analyze his testimony if it was necessary?

19 A I think that is overrated.
2 Q In what respact?
21 A Well, it seema lika the defense lawyers always

2 | think that people that have anything to do with policemen

2 { have that feeling, but thay are humen just like anybody

2 elge.

@ % Q All right.

26 so, . you don 't think you are going to be

| H %
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S4 ' influenced in any way because of your past employment or
experience?

A No, I don't believe so.
4 Q Now, do Yc_iu‘ feel that because of the fact that
5 you were the unfortunate wvictim of a criminal aAssault and
6 your wife was an unfortunate victim, and the fact that you
; | have been associated with some kind of law enforcement,
s | do you feel that you would rather not sit in a case like
this? |

10 A Well, as a rule, dofense counsel doh 't like to

kY

;; | have me on a cage,

2 [ Q You have been excluded before?

13 | | A Well, in fact, when I was here four years ago
. u | I asked to ba taken off of criminal cases.

15 Q ;Bééa‘iuae you just couldn't get on a jury?

16 ' : Ag kN Well, I had been kicked 6ff of geveral. In

1

-

| thosa cages there was only one defendant. Here we have four|

15 ‘ceunsei“.}‘ R ;5

" Q Tha odas are maximized; is that it?
20 A That '8 J:ight. g
.6C 21 |

22 '

23

u |
. 2%

2. |
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1 e Q From your seat in the audience, Mr. Nordland,

s | - were you able to hear the questions that I asked the other

i ] prospective jurors?

‘ A Yes, . o

5 : 0 Q 60 you‘haée any quarrel with the proposition

¢ that a defendant in a criminal case is presumed to be

7 innocent, sir? ’

8 | A No, I do not. Until he is proven guilty.

9 Q@ = Would you prefer, for example, that the standard
10 be other than presumption of innoence? Would you prefer,
11 for example, that a defendant in a criminal case be

‘12 presumed guilty? .

— 18 A No. I believe this is the best.

e 14 ) Q Dd‘You have any quarrel with the proposition of
15 laiv that a defendant in ancriminal case 1ls presumed
16 ‘innocent and his guilt must be shown by the prosecution
v be yond any\reasonable doubt? “
18 A I think that is good.
19 1 Q Yoh wouldn 't require these defendants to prove ?
20 their innocence, would you, ,sii:? | '
n A well, itfhas‘to go one way or the other, and
2 the way that American law is, it is up to the prosecution.,

‘é 2 I do believe in England it is the other way,

u “that the defendant is ﬁresumed guilty until he proves him—?é

/\ b self innocent.. |
2 Q Yes, that is ‘the law in the United States. ¥
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' | But do'yéui think you would have any problem L
applying that aspect pf the. {Law? Do you think that you @
might say to yourself, "Well, that ig the law, but! =

A I'd have to go by the law. ' |

Q  And you wouldn't requive that these defendants
frove their innocence? As a matter of fact, you wwuld
require that the prosecution prove their guilt and prove it
beyond dny reasonable doubt? |

A I would.

Q Do you think that you have the coutage to
acquié gsome one or more o two or three ‘pé:ople.t -= that are
charged with multiple counts of murdar? ' " .

A 1. would, "

@ Do you think you have the courage to act
contrary to what some repregentative of the. People of the
state of california is going to ask you to do?

A I would. |

Q From your meat in the audience, Mr. Nordland,
were you able €0 hear the prosecutors Indicate that they
were going to ask for the death pen‘aity in this case?

A I wasg, | '

Q Do yeu attach any perticular significance to
the fact that they are going to ask for the death pemalty
in this case? @

A I do not. "
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Q vou understand that they may be asking for the
death penalty in 'this case for any one of a number of
xreagons?

A Yas.

Q For example, they may be asking for the death
penalty because they think it is an apmropriate penalty
in a case li;’.'é thig once the defendants are convicted of
firgt~degree murderi correct?

A Yas. _

Q on the other hand, they might be asking for
the death penalty becawse they bave been instructed to do
8o by their superior.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, this is an cbjectionable
q,uesti.on.'.- it is i.mp:oper voir dire.

! -
K} 4
Y.

it d.mplies that the progecutors don't believe

) ) in the:.r own case, and t}mt is absurd.

THE mUR'J;.. M. Bugl;l.oai. when the People make the
staten‘enh that they are ask:l.ng for the death penalty, I
think the juxors ara ent::ttled to kow that that adds nothing

whatever to the case.

¥

. If th:l.s cage gats to the point where there is a
penalty phase, the issue will have to be determined by the
Jurors, and the fact that the People may have asked for
the death penalty adds nothing whatever to the cage,

MR. BUGLIOSI: It was the last question, your Honox,
not the previcus question. It was the last question that
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I objected to about following the instructions of our
superiors and that perhaps we don't believe in our case.
I object to that as being incorrect.
THE COURT: AXl richt. ILet!s proceed, gentlemen.
MR, FITZGERALD: @ I take it that you understand
that it ig entirely up to you as an individual to decide
whether these -\dgfendants are guilty or innocent, and any-
thing in connection with penalty?
A LT dos |

o

t

. qQ All right.

I take :I.t that you don 't kelong to any
organi‘zation that has ag one of. its tenets the increase in
the number-‘of -q,:;i_rnes pun:l.sh,able by death in California?

A No, T doni't.

,Q.»_  You are not actively engaged in politicking for
the retention of the death penalty in California, are you? |

& I am not.

Q If I were to ask you each and every question
that I have asked the other prospective jurors, would Your

answers be about the same?

A I brought up the three that I thought I should
mike a special effort to answer.
MR, FITZGERALD: Thank you very much.
Pase this juror for cause.
THE C(:.lUR'.E: Mr. Reinexr?

MR. REINER: Thank you, your Honor.
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l6a-1 THE COURI: Well, this might be an appropriate time
‘ g | for me to read the reasonable doubt Imstruction since
. 5 there has been 80 much reference to it.
4 I-w’ill read it to you ei:actly as it will be
5 | given to you at the close of the trial.
6 | . o, "4 defendant in a criminal action
"2 R is presumed to be innocent until the contrary is
8 ' pr’oved, and in case 0F a. reasonable doubt whether
9 his guilt is satisfactorily shown, he is entitled
10 ,' to an ,acquittal Tf:z:ls presumtion places upon
1 the State the bundgn of provi;ng him guilty beyond
12 a reasonable doubt.
) 18 | "Reagonable doubt: i defined as
. ‘ 14 follows: It is not a mere possible doubt because
15 everything relating to human affairs and depending
16 on moral evidence is open to some pos éib‘le or
7 | imaginary doubt:. It is that state of the case
is | which after the entize comparison and consideration |
19 | of all the evidence leaves the mind of the jurors
2 in that condition that they cannﬁ say ﬁhey feel
21 an gbiding convictlon to a moral cextdinty of '
22 the truth of the charge."
28 | Go ahead, Mr. Reiner.
24 _“ MR. REINER: Thank you, your Honor.
. 25 ‘
26.
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A‘:i .» ) — T T T, ..‘”‘

16d~2 1 | - VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. NORDLAND
® 2 | BY MR, REINER:. = 1 ~
3 | Q ﬁr“}:}ordlvahd, 1t was my impression that

4 .you would-hot allow ‘the very grotesqueness of thesée crimes
5 to cauge your emotions to overwhelm your judgment; is that
6 | correct, sir?

7 | A No, sir: The grotésqueness would have

8 nothing to do with it unless the proof was there,

0 | Q So that notwithstanding that these crimes

10 | are grotesque, you are going to concern yourself with

1w | whether the evidence indicates whether a particular

12 |  defendant was gullty of that crime; 1s that true?

13 A Yes..

.‘ U ‘-; Q Now, you understand thét' there are four

i5 | ‘deffendants, énd that at the moment ~- and at any time

16 | during this trial == I am speaking on behalf of only ome

17 ) defendant, Leslie Van Houten?
18 1 A i dO.
8 Q Now, if after the evidence comes in, and

20 you aré a juror on thls case, it is your belief that one

2 | or more defendants are gullty, but as to at least perhaps

2 | one defendant there is some question in your mind, some

% reasonable doubt; would you be reluctant to acquit that

24 ;
one person?

. ® | A No.
% | Q Even If you suspected that there was a
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- 16d-3 ;| possibility that that person might be guilty, would you

2 | -acquit that person anyway?
® 5 A (Pause, )
4 .Q Do y‘éu undérstand the question? Perhaps 1
5 shoqxld restate 1t?
6 ‘ : A You say the person may not he guilty?
71 Q Let's s.a;} that after ymiA have heard all the

8 { evidence ik is your conviction or your belief that at least
o | as to one defendant there is a suspiclon that that

10 | defendant mighé be guilty but the evidence simp’iy was

u | insuffic:.ent to- establish that fact beyond all reasonable

12 doubtq §

=N ol "How, notwj.ﬁhstanding your suspicions, would
. u | ycu nonetgl;eless acquit that defendant? ‘

15 | A J;t all &epends on the degree, I believe, that

16 | would be coming out in the trial, or the gentence trial.
17 | In other woz-‘ds,’ 1t woutld be ‘a ‘degree OFf guilt, If I
ol didn't think it was, one¢ defendant merited the death
1% 1 penalty. o
o2 Q  Perhaps I didn't make myself cleara' I was
2 not referring to the guilt phase of the trial but to the

%2 | penaglty -~ rather than the pemalty phase, 1 was referring

2 | to the gullt phase. |
& Let's say that you have heard the evidence - R
. % in the guilt phase of the trial and that it is your £irm

% ¢onviction that at least as to one defendant, or perhaps
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16d-& | more than one defendant, the People had proved their case
beyond all reasona‘ble doubt.» You would then, of course,
s | convict as po those particular defendants.

4 | " B'uﬁ ]:e't."s* say at the conclusion of the case
5 there remained :i.n'yc)u:: mind at least a resgsonable doubt

¢ | with respect to at least one defendant. Would you then

7 | acquit that particular defendant?

8 A I woul&.
o | Q All right.
10 Now, although there was a reasonable doubt

11 | in your mind as to the guilt of that defendant, there was
.12 also in your mind at that same time a suspicion that
13 perhaps that defendant was guilty.

.“ 14 Would you convict on that frame of mind, that
| 15 | 1s, a suspicion 'thaf perhaps the defendant was guilty? I
16 A Not on suspicion alone.
1 | Q All right.
18 You would then have to be persuadedbeyond all
1 reagonable doubt before you would <cc;nvict them?
20 | A I would. |
2 | Q And I hope I am not being presumptuous and
22 | gaying that I presume from the mamier in which you have

28 |  given your answers that you would not concern yourself with
24 any pressures from family, friends or acquaintamces to
. % | convict all of the defendants simply because this is am

26 | extremely motorious trial?
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A I think that anyone that: comes out of here,
ag far as the jurors are concerned, will always be
questioned gbout how they voted, one way or the othex.

Q Well, then, in that respect, you would not
feel that there would be any pressure upon you,; that is,
any great pressure from one side or the other to vote one
way or the other; is that true?

A I don't think so.

o] ~ And in any event, if it should occur to you
that perhaps there was greater pressure to convict as
opposed to.acquit, even a single defendant, you would
not permit that pressure to in any way influence your
judgment or your decision in this case?

A I would not.
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LT7~1 1| Q Now, if during the course of the trial or,

. 2 for that matter, what you chserved .h,ere today, or on any

A 3. | prior day, it should occur to you that perhape Leglie
4 Van Houten wishes to be convicted if any member c;f the
5 | Family is convicted, would you nonetheless acquit her aven
6 against her wishes if the evidence was insufficient?
7 A I wou.'l.d acquit.

8 | Q You would then not follow her wishes in the

9 -| matter; you would bage your judgment solely upon the eyi-
16 | dence that is presented in this case?
1 A I would.
12 Q Ag indicated earlier, there will be the testimony
15 | of a gizl by the name of Linda Kasabian.
| There will be facts raised suggesting that
15 perhaps she is an accomplice, and the Court will define
16 | what an accomplice is.
17 Now, perhaps from your previous law enforcement
18 experiénce you feel you bave in your own mind some idea of

19 what an accomplice is.

20 Do you, withouyt expressing that idea, have

2l | some ldea in your own mind asg to what an accomplice 1s?

22 A Definitely.

23 Q Now, I don't want to do into any great detail

24 | or any detail at all in finding out just what your point of

‘ %} view is as to what congtitutes an accomplice.

26 But will you follow the Court's definition of an

~
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L7=-2 1 accomplice i’f it should in any way differ fmm your view of
. 2 { an accomplice?
3 A I will,
s | @ ALl right, so that after the Court gives you

5 certain instructiong that -- well, strike that.

6 1f the Court says that under certain circum-

T stances you must £ind that Iesglie -- that Linda Kasabian

& | was an accomplice, and if from your recollection, Erom your
9 | experience that that definition of accomplice is wrong,

10 ‘you would nonethaledgs ignore your previous conception and
11 | you would follow the Court's instruction?

12 A I would. '

13 Q - All right, now, if you decide in your own
. u judgment, after you follow the instruction of the Cowrt

15 | and use the daf';.nitipn that the Court has given you that

16 | Linda Kasabian was in Ffact an accomplice to these killings,

7 | you will then be given an instruction as to what consider~-

12 | ation you may give her testimony.

19 Will you follow that instruction?

B A I will.

2L Q Now, if the Court should instruct you that in

22 | the event you conclude that Linda Kasabian is actwally an
28 accomplice, that you may not even consider for any purpose
i 21 her teat.?.qbpy unlegs :!.t‘ is corroborated by some independent
. ' 25 t gv.idgm;‘e—,‘ would you follow that instruction?

26 1 4 Yes.
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Q Well, do-you feel-that that instruction as
strict as it sounds would go against the grain of yoursel:f
with prior law enforcement experience?

A My law enforcement experience wag kind of
Bket,r,:‘!{y, even though I put in almost five years at it.

Q Then you would have no reluctance whatsoever to
follow the Court's instruction that you must dlsregard the
testimony ‘o‘f_, an accomplice Lf there is no independent
corrchorating evidence?

!

A"‘ YGB.

L Q You understand that when I spreak of independent

|

corrobo:atj,ng evidehce T mean avidence that corrcborates
the participation of Leslie van Houten,
1 an np‘t talk;l.ng about corroboration that would
relate to any of i:he other defendants.
;l&' Yes, '§ iundarstand.
MR. REINER: Thank you very much, sir.
THE COURT: Pass for cause?
MR. REINER: Pass for cause, your Honor.
THE COURT: Mr. Shinn.
MR. SHINNM: Pass for cause, your Honor.
THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek.
MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor. May I approach the
bench?
I wish to apmroach the bench if I may, your

Honor .
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o -

Your Hohor ig asking a question which I dontt
feel T shou‘ld answer in the presence of the jury. ’
THE COURT: ALL right, you may.
‘ “('I‘he following piroceedings were had at the
“bench out'of. the hearing of the prospective jurors, all
coun;s;i{. 'be;l.ng present.)
. KANAREK: You‘r Honor, I wish not to ask any
questions, ‘put T challenga the - “juror for caude.
THE: -gl‘ig‘lm'l‘zi-‘ What -is the ground of the challenge?
MR. MAREK- The \ground of the challenge is, Vyour
Honor, the owvervhalming publicity that has permeated the
community in connection with thie.
This man has alluded, without going into
detail, he has alluded to the very fact of this case.
He stated no matter what you do in this cdse he |
is going to be interrogated, in fact the rest of his life, |
as to vwhy he voted one way or the other.
Cextainly I say bhis mind has been parmeatecl‘
with publicity.
MR, STOVITZ: sSubmit it, your Honor.
THE COURT: Tha challenge will be digallowed.
MR, STOVITZ: Shall wa cortimsnca our questiohing?
Does your Honor went to question Mr. Black?
THE COURT: Yes, I do want to agk Mr. Black, and then |
T think we will adjourn for today.
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"of & tape recorder; there was a matter in regard to

'~ g doctor's appointment.

MR. FITZGERALD: Your Honor, there is a matter

a motion ip’re‘gard to tape recorders in the jail.
- " Your Honox indicated yesterday you were
goirig to: talk to Inﬁpector Welch._‘

TI-IE COURT Yes, T dtd talk to Inspectoxr Welch
this morning. Ag a :;eSult of my talking with the
Inspector, and my review of the file, and so forth, I
have decided that I am going to ‘deny the motion for the
use of tape recoxders. |

In lieu of tape recorders, however, you can
have them record, I mean by stenographic means, a gtatément
of the defendant in the jail. |

I don't mean to take up this whole argument
here at the bench. If you want to discuss it further
I will do it in chambers with you.

| (The following proceedings were had in open
court’ in the pi:'esence and hearing of the prospective
jurors.)
THE COURT: Mr. Black, you have indicated in a

note that you wish to be excused tomorrow afternoon for

I wonder, sir, if it would be possible
for you to change that appointment go it could be
kept at some time after the court hours.

Is that possible?
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17a-2 4 MR. BLACK: I don't know whether they are open

. » | on Saturdays or not. |

g I know they are not open after 5:00 o'clock.
4 THE COURT: Well, 1f we were to adjourn, say, at

5 1 4300 o'clock tomorrow, would you be able to keep your

6 | appointment by moving it back, say, to somewhere around

7 | 5:00 ofclock?

8 | MR. BLACK: Yes.

g THE COURT: All right. The reason, sir, is becaﬁse
10 | maybe things that are said and questions asked and answera
11 | given while you areé gone that you should be hearing. Do

2 | you understand?

13 MR. BLACK: I undexrstand.

. 14 THE GOURT: ALl right, then will you try to rearrange
15 your appointment, and you can let the Clerk know in the

16 | morning, if necessary we can adjourn a few minutes early.
o MR, BLAGK: All right.

18 | THE COURT: ALl right, we will adjourn at this time,
19 ladies and gentlemen; until 9:45 tomorrow morning.

20 Do not converse among. yourselves or with

2 anyone else on any subject relating to the casé; nor form
2 | or express any opinions regarding the case until it is

2 | finally submiﬁt;ea to those of you who are selected,

# ! M.Ra FITZGERALD May we see your Honox in chambers
. % with regard to the matter we mentloned at the bench?

S TI;E COURT; Very, well.

L
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. motion ~ould be granted, but subsequently pointed out to

(Whereupon at 4:15 o'clock p.m. the follow-
ing proceedings were had in the chambers of the Court out

of the hearing of the prospective jurors, all the defen‘dantsf‘

and their é:ounsel, including Mr. Bugliosi being present.)
THE COURT: The record will show that all parties
and counsel except Mr. Stovitz are present.
Mr. Bugliosi 1s here.
Did you have something you wanted to zay,
Mr. Fitzgerald? |
MR. FITZGERALD; Yes, your Honor, I believe earlier
in the gase we made a motion to be allowed to c¢arty into

the Los Angeles County Jail for the purposes of interviewing

our clients a.tape recorder.

| -"Your Honor initially indicated that that

cc;u:r;sei in the case that there was some problem in connec-
tion with ‘an order to' that effect.

‘ f Youi: Honor indicated to us that you were
going to have 4 discussion with oné or more inspectors of
the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Officae.

THE GOURT* Yes.

MR. FLITZGERALD: We would just like to inquire as
to the status of the motion.

THE COURT: Well, ag I indicated to you at the
bench; I intend to revoke the previcus order granting
permission to uge the tape rééorders in jail, and that
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. & :
1

order is mev’biced. T

MR. SHINN: Your Honor, may we inquire on what
basis?

THE COURT: Well; I don't have to explain all of
my orders.

MR. SHINM: Maybe there is a misunderstandingsas to
what we were golng to do with the tape recorder.

THE COURT: Well, you had an opportunity to say
something before T ruled. WNow I have ruled.

MR. FITZGERALD: Well, it is just that we have the
feeling that evidence was taken outside of the presence
th-at‘ we as attorneysg --

THE COURT: Evidence, what evidence?

MR. FITZGERALD: I don't know what the hatﬁr,e of
your discussion with the Sheriffs was. Buit in the event
anything was said --

THE COURT: Any time I want to talk to the Sheriff
about security or other -prohlems,Mr, Fitzgerald, I will
do so:. It ha& nothing to do with any issue re?.at;ing to
this case.

MR KANAREK: Your Honor, if I may meke the point
on behalf of Mr, Manson. |

In this comnection it is most important,

' most important that, as your Honor knows, our time in that

jail is limited.

We are in court all day. We then -~ the
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jail closes at 9:00 o'élock. It opens at 8:00, I believe, |

in the momning, |
| It is most important -~ most imporkant --

o be able to have colloquy and to be able to nof have to

go through stenographic notes and not have to go through--

THE COURT: Are you ¥enewing the motion now,
Mr. Kanarek?
MR. RANAREK: T am nof really renewing it, your

Honor has mot rescinded it yet.
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L7=B~1 1 | THE COURT: Yes, I have, I listened to Mr, Fitzgerald
,. 2 and no one said anything, and I revoked the order as I

s | indicated.

£ | MR, KANAREK: Perhaps I was conferring with

5 | Mr. Manson.

6 But the point 1s; your Honox, they inspect
7 | typewriters.

8 We.make it 3 point to be ~- when we interview -+
% | whén we are with Mr. Manson =~

10 | Your Honor, may I make a point, I don't know if

11 | the Sheriff told you this or not, but Mr. Manson, when we

12 are talking to Mr. Manson we are under the scrutiny of at

13 | least five Daputy Sheriffs.
.. .14 THE COWRT: I undergtand what the procedure is.

15 MR. KANAREK: And if these are brought in, your
6 | Hohor can make the order that the tape recorder shall never
17 | Jleave the physical custody of the lawyer.

18 I would be more than willing to do that.

19 | Now, nothing could possibly happen if it is only on the

2 | possession of the lawyer, unless the lawyers are not to be

21 trusted,

22 Becauge this is most important. It is a

23 fundamental due process point in connection with the defense

24 of Mr. Manson.

Q@ 2 | M. Manson hag tandkdly told the Court that his

% | writing and hiz reading capacity is not as good as perhape

—— __ CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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1782 1 | some of us who may be more fortunate in that regard.

- . 2 . 8o it‘. i n,idsit imperative, it .goes to the heart
3 o:E being able to have colloquy and-be able to do something

+'| tnat is constructive, your Honor, and I might say-that the

5 | sheriff, the psople that are in the Sheriff s Department,

6 | we would like to have a small, maybe a mini-evidentiary

7 | hearing, if I may put it that my." with whoever is telling

8 youx Honor that there is any danger with the tape recorder.

9 Because 1f the lawyers have them from the time

10 | we come in to the time we leave, and we have a microphone

11 ] that is 4n cofapletg ‘cbeervation of the five people.

12 ' When I talk to Mr. Manson =~—

13 THE COURT: Mr. Kamarek, we have gone over this now

many times. Everyone has now had an opportunity to speak

15 | on the ‘subjec‘i_:.n

16 We went over it at the time the motion was

7 | made. . _ |

18 we coveréd it later when I found out there had

1 | been pravious orders made. ‘

20 . Mr. Fitzgerald has gone over it again today.

2 Mr, Reiner has said aomthing; you have gaid

22 | gomething now.

2 1 don't see any point in continually rehashing
# | the matter.
Q 2 As I indicated to you at the bench, if you feel

% | tbat thege statements have to be somehow written down and
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~1B3 1 you are unable to.do that yoursels, :!:i don 't see why, but

- ;‘ 9 LE Youathink. you are unablée to-do it, or it has to be
3 fagter, you may take a stenographer in thexe or a reporter
4 | of some kind and have it taken down stenographically.
5 MR. KANAREK: Veés, your Horor, Mr. Manson informs

6 | me that he cannot even have a pencil or piece of paper.

7 May he be sworn? I will offer to swear him.
8 DEFENDANT MANSON: I don't lie. It is true.

o | THE COURT: I& is not true, sir.

10 | MR. MANSO‘N. Okay.

| EHE COURT. »Hé will be permitted to have paper and

12 | pencil aJ:. any time that he regquests it, Some of his

13 pu:iv;l.leges have been taken away from him in the Jail for
. i : misconduct, and liis persbnal possessions. some of them have

15 | been taken away from him during his discipli.nary action.

16 MR. Mmsom .Including pencil and paper:.

17 THE COURT: What I am saying is any time you need
18 pencil ag'id _pa;ar' for- wfit.’;ng down anything you want to in
19 | connection with this gase, all you heed do is make the

20 raquest.

2 MR, MANSON: I have. Three days in a row I mwade ‘the
22 | request.
23 THE COURT: We will adjourn untll 9:45 tomorrow
| 2 | morning. ‘ |
Q % ' (Whereupon, at 4325 an adjournment wfaé taken to

% | xeconvene Wednesday, July 1, 1970, at 9:45 a.m.)
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA,; WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1970 10:05 AM |

(The following proceedings were had in the
chambe::s-_'of"' .the Court out of the hearing of the prospective

jurors, all?,cpt_;nsel being presént:)

. 'J.‘HE COﬁRT' The record will show all of counsel are
.pi:esent in chambers. ‘

ji';' We have a ’note here from a prospective juror,

apparently one Mayor Smith, which reads as follows:

,.:, L ' "Wduid you please excuse me from
this case ag I am 78 years young and if I get
e.xc:!.ted I have to use nitroglycerine on my
doctor's orders, and I have a bad heart."

Signed Mayor Smith.
Do counsel wish to stipulate?
MR. FITZGERALD: We will stipulate.
MR. SHINN: So stipulated.
MR. REINER: Sp stipulated.
MR. KANAREK: So stipulated,
MR, STOVITZ: On behalf of the prosecution we so
stipulate. .
THE COURT: Mr. Darrow, would fqu inform Mr. Smith
he is excused?
MR. KANAREK: May I address the Court your Honor?
THE COURY: Yes, Mr. Kanarek.

~CieloDFAVE.COMARC HIVE S
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1 MR. KANAREK: I would 1ike to explain why I am
late, your Homor.
3 I had two matters which were set at 9:00
4 ‘5 o'clock, both af them in the Bruiiswig Building, and I was
5 | in the Brumswig Building at a quarter to 9:00.
6 | However, in meither case did the court
7 _convene at 9:00 o'clock, and I asked for priority in each
g | ‘cdse, your Honor.
9 | THE COURT: All right. I notice that in the Times
10 | this morming there is an article regarding this case,
11 in which a question regarding the allegations made by
12 | Mrx, Reiner as to the attempt to initiate contempt proceed-
2 £fls. 13 | 4ings were discussed.

o .|

15
16
17
18
19
20 ' "‘f
21
I O A T SR
23 co

24 o SRR
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Mr. Darrow, you did not release this to the
. I I
newspapers, did you? -, i '

THE CLERK: No, your Honorw. : - -

¢ ! -

THE COURT: I am' rg‘ferring now to the papers filed
by Mr. Reiner yesterday.

THE CLERK: No. Thay did not see any papers from me,

They did come in and question me on it but I

told them there was nothing I could tell them about it.

THE COURT: Well, the papers have heen on ny desk
continuously since they were brought in by the Clerk
yasterday mornindg.

There was also mention in the article of the

fact that the book which was the subject of Mr. Reiner 's
declaration, entitled "The Killing of Sharon Tate" -~

MR. SHINN; Your Honmor, I don't want to interrupt,
but don't you think we ghouﬁ have the defendantid ! bresent,:
your Honor? '

) I believe this concerns Susan Atkins, my client,
and I believe she should be present.

THE COURT: No, I don't think that is necesgsary,
Mr. Shinn. '

MR, FITZGERALD: For the record, I am going to object
to any proceedings in c:hanﬂ:ers_: in regard to' this matter.

MR. REINEBR: Your Honor, I will also object.

THE COURT: Your chjectiong are noted.

MR. SHINN: I am objecting to it.

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES




10 |

12
13}

14

15

16
17 .

18 1

19

20

21
22

23

24 .

25

26

1673

]

MR, FITZGERALD: Could we be ogrdered here in chambers}

THE COURT: Could you be what?

MR. FITZGERALD: Could I be ordered to be here in
chambers?

THE COURT: Nothing has cccurred yvet. I am just in
the procees of commenting on the atrticle that I have read
in the rewspaper.

MR, FI'I‘ZQERALDs May I return, then, to open court?

THE. co‘URT 1If you like.

MR.. REINER: Does that apply to all counsel?

THE COURT: It does not apply to you.

L.-*Ml:%f.A SHINN: «ﬁoes‘;it aiapiy to me?

THE QOURT: I don't really care whather the rest of
you stay oi:‘ilo’ll:;.‘ I fmit?eid to ask Mr. Reiner a gqguestion.
- 5!“" Fitzgerald leaves the chambers.)

a A

;ox

™o éo'UR‘].‘; Ag I As-tarﬁed to gay, the article refers

to the book entitled "The Killing of Sharon Tate," which is

the subject of Mr. Reinér s dedlaration which he filed in
this court yesterday: and "the article further goes on to
say that the book contains a purported confession of
Susan AtKins regarding the crimes alleged to have been
committed, which is the gubject of this case.

I would suppose, but I have no way of knowing,
that Mr. Reiner furnished that information to the Times,
and I sinply wanted to comment that if he did so, it would
seem to be highly inconsistent with his professad concern

’
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. callg to the attention of the readers a purported confession

. only assume that the source was you,

for the publicity in this case, since it simply renews and

of Susan Atkins.
Why th:hs has to be furnished to the newspapers
is somet‘ﬁ;!.-ng I am unable to comprehend.
. You ma¥ zespond i¥- -you li}ne, Mx. Reiner, or rot,
I really don 't care, ‘but x simply wanted to mention the
fact that this was in, the ‘newépa:pem this morning and I can |
O -

Fed ot B LI
H . . N
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2a-1 1 | MR. REINER: Your Honor, I bave not seen this
J - morning's Times article., I can indicate to the Court
g exactly what I said, as well as I can recall what I said,

4 | and T think I have an accutrate recollection of it.

5 After filing that particular document wi.th
6 the Court, I did inform certain reporters -- and I am sure

¢ [ it did include the Times reporter; I don'!t specifically

8 . 'recollect, but I assume he must have been there =~ that

9 : 'M'I ‘:E:.le& a specific document, and I deseribdl it by the

10 3 j title piace;d on ~the caption, ;Bnci that it referred to the
1 | book "Fhe K:Llling of Sharon Tate." I did not refer

12 | to the purported coﬁf‘ess.{qn’. ini the book.

| 13 However, your Homor, I asgume that it is a
. 14 | matter of ;-'.ldmnion knowlédge. 6ertain1y it is g matter
. 15 E: of common knowledge to the Times -~ since they printed
16 the purpoxted confession of Susan Atkins even prior to

17 | the publication of the book -- that this book contains

18, | _ hex purported confession.
1 | T did not characterize her statement as a
20 - confession or purported confessiom. 1 simply referred to

2t | . the book "The Killing of Sharon Tate."

2 Now, the document I filed refers to the

23 statement as a purported corfession, but the comment that

2¢ 1 T made to the media just simply referred to a statement
. 25 of Susan Atkins in the book "The Killing of Sharon Tate,"

% |  and that the purport of the document was the alleged

“CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES



2a-2

18

2b fls.

10

un

iz

13

14

15

16

17 |
19 -

a1 |

22

[ 3]

3

24 |

26

i o ' - 1676

-contempt of Mr. Younger in V1olating the Court's order;

" filed and not go beyond that.

20 -

' the prosecution or the defense side understood -~ the

which T felt'was not prejudic;al to any defendant. If
anything, it is, perh@ps, somewhat prejudicial to the
pxosecution, for what I feel to be improper conduct in
the case. ‘

THE COURT: Well, it is apparent that you were
aware that the newspapers were very likely going to carry
en article concerining your statements and the content of
your declaration, including the fact that the book, |
apparegtly ~= I have never read the book -~ but spparently
it containg the purported confession of Susan Atkins.

What I am curious about is why you thought
it necessary to tell the news media regérding a matter
pending in this court.

MR. REINER: My understanding of the court oxder is
that if a document is filed we may indicate that it was

. I dida't go beyond that, your Honox. I
did not indicate there was a purported confession involved.

T did not understand -~ and I do mot think

dourt's order to include a restric¢tion on commenting on

the very fact that a document has been filed.
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‘Bl 1t THE COURT: I anm not now concerned with the publicity
= 2 order at the moment. What T an concerned about is your
. 3 apparent 'd':l'.sregard of' the extremely strong likelihood, if
4 not aertaintyf that the newspaper was going to publish
5 | sSome publicity which referraa to the 'purported confesgion ':afl
6 Susan Atkins. It saems to me to be uttarly incongistent
7 | with your professed concénn-wj,th publ’icity about tha case,
8 ;: . - MR, REINER: Your Hono::. actua.lly. we have to he
9 | gomewhat practical aho’dt it, and I do not balieve it is
10 | inconsistent.
1 | ‘To put it in its proper context, we must
12 understand that the day before I filed this document with
13 the Court, Evelle Younger issuved an announcement that he
. 14 | was going to call a mess conference, and the subject of
15 i the press conference was so incredibly absurd, he was going
16 to indicate to the public that he thought ohe of the |
17 attoﬁcneys in the case was grossly ihcompetent.
18 | Irregpective of the views of whtether that
19 judgnent of Evelle Younger was right or wrong, the ¢alling
20 of the press conference for that purpose isg unbelievable.
21 | I don't know of a word that I c¢an use that would properly
2 | describe his conduct.
28 | For that reason, I decided that I must, at this
2 | point -- up to this time I had withheld doing it ~~- seek 2
. 25 | contempt hearing on the part of Mr. Younger, because there
26 I is no question but that all counsel in éhis case == and by
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geriously and adversely affected by that press conference.

that I mean all defendants in this case -- have been

The gengral public is not as careful in

deciding what was said. The general public ==

THE COURT: The subject I raised has nothing to do
with Mr. Younger's press confeérence.

MR. REINER: It does, your Honor.

THE COURT: I have other views on that.

T simply wanted to call your attention to the
fact that I read the article and it seams to me to bhe
highly == I will put it another way -~ totally inconsistent |
with abhy regard for ad%rer,se publicity as to your client.

That ig really the only purpose that I brought
it up. .
MR. REINER: I understand that, but in response to
your Honor 's question as to why I did it and whether I
felt that xﬁy rosition wa‘S :tqtally inconsistent, no, I do
not feel it was ;angnsifstent for the reason that aftexr
Mr. Younger ’s press conference -= and thls was predictable
in advance'-= the gene;cal public "é attitude :Ls now that
thé attorneys in th:l.s case are being obstructiva, that the
attorneys in this case ara incompetent.

The public :l.s not that careful, your Honor,

: . L
W

in - - R KES -4 . T
THE COURT: I hardly think you have had an opportunity
to take the public's pulse in the ghort period that has
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: T

fn "y L y - ; o B
ensued since the press conference but, in any event, that

is another matter. My gaélp.:ngs’ ,‘afe. very much the same in -

::gg'ar& to the District Aétorr;ey'!s fpreés conference, 1

might say. B a

| MR. REINER: And I might indicate also ~- ,
THE COURT¢ Why Mr. Younger feels it necessary to

call a press conference to announce that he 1s going to

take thé next procedural step regarding a pending matter

before this Court and other courts of the State in thie

case is -a'matter that is also Incomprehensible to me, and

3 I think irresponsible; but it was no violation of the

publicity order, it wags gimply a viclation of dood sense, |
in ny opinion. |

| All right. Tet!s get bhiack to the matters at

*
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{(The following proceedings were had in open |
court, all &efendanﬁs and their counsel being present:)
THE COURT: ALl parties and coupsel are present.
All of the prospective jurors are in the
jury box. ]
I believe the defendants had completed their |
voir dire examination of Mr. Nordland. o
Do you care to proceed, Mr. Stovitz. ,
MR. REINER: Excuse me, your Homor. I think the
peremptory lies with the defense.
MR, STOVITZ: We have not asked --
THE COURT: The People have not had theitr examina- |
tion yet.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. NORDLAND
BY MR. STOVITZ*

v Q, o Mr. Nordland sir, how long have you worked
‘as s painting com;:t:actor for i:hfe Board of Education?
AL Painter foreman.
Q :gainter ioreman?
A ~ Yed, sir, 22 years.
Q And that means tha.t you are actually

employed by the Board of Education rather than coming

in to some contracting work for them, is that right?
A That'!s right.
Q Pid you ever meet a man by the name of

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES .
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| Wein in your work with the Board of Education?

A Dave Wein?

Q Yes, Dave Wein.

A Yes, years ago.

Q You know nothing of his difficulties or
anything like that?

A Well, I knew about his son, if you are

| referring to that.

Q That would in no way influence you in this
case?

A No, sir.

) Now, sir; do you have any children that are
living at home with you?

A - !Na, sir.

Q. How old are your children?

LA

zA‘:Zw; I have aldéughger,30 yearsg old.

;Q" ' Aﬁd do youtiliﬁk :ﬁﬁ‘--thisr particular case,
undoubtedly ybur'daugh;agfhad to Live thgbugh the ages
of these yourié 'ié‘;'iies .6r£ trial here, that you ;would have
difficulty in.not aggoclating the defendants’ g‘uilt or
innoceéence W;Lth what your d;aughter had to I:I.VQ throtugh?

A Ko, sir.

Q Now; you told us in your own fashion that you’

are not opposed to voting for the death penalty, if that
was a proper vote under the facts of the case, is that

right?

" CieloDrive COmARCHIVES
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3

‘.‘t‘. .
et T T P

A 1 ad

MR, SHINN: Your Honor, I object to the use of the
words "proper case" without defining what a proper case is.

MR. STOVITIZ: I did not say "a proper case."

I said "proper vote under the facts of the
case."

MR. FITZGERALD: I cbjeet to the term, "as it
applies to this case,” I think the law is clear; the
law refers to a proper case in the abstract.

MR. KANAREX: Join in the objection.

MR. REINER: Join.

MR. STOVITZ: Perhaps I will reword the question.

‘THE COURT: Rephrase the quéstion; Mr. Stovitz.

BY MR. STOVITZ:

Q You told us that after considering all of
the eircumstances, that is, the circumstances of the guilt
as well as the backgrounds of the defendants, as well as
any other clrcumstances that are introduced in the penalty
phase of the trigl; if you felt that in your opinion
you should vote for the death pemalty, ydu would do that,
is that right?

A Yes; I did.

i T CicloDAVe.COMARCHTVES
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sa-l 1 Q Now, as a matter of personal philosophy, sir,
- 2 | do you belong to any organization that has as one of its
. 3 tenets the suppressj.on of the death penalty?
4 A X & X;Q,i::
5 | © @ any x‘e:!.iqimzs affiiiat‘ions that you know o£?
6 | A None at all. -

7 Q - Now then, w:l.{:h respact ‘tQ your own personal
8 | preference, you \mderstand £hat the 1a.w doe:a not ma‘ke any
9 re¥sonal prefgrence. ‘Do you ﬁnderstahd that?
10 i ) In other words, if vou find the defendants
11 | guilty of first~degree murder, that the law will tell you
12 | %that one penalty ig not favored over the other one. Do

) 13 | You understand that?

. 14 | A Yes. ‘

15 Q And in fadt the People, once the gullt of the

16 defendants has basen proven beyond a reagonable Qoubt, need

"17 | not prove to you that you should vote for the death

18 penalty versus voting for life imprigonment.

19 | Do you undexstand that?

20 | A Yeg, I do.

21 Q You understand that neither party has the burden

22 | of proof as to what penalty should be applied?

23 : A I do. |

# | Q Now, we are trying to f£ind out whether you have
. % | any persohal --

26 MR . KANAREX: May we aprroach the bench on thig last
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- 8ynopsis of the law.

| out of the hearing of the prospective jurors:)

. They are asking for the aeath penalty, and he says they

:of lay peoplet that .tt is Just not true.

gtatenent? I do not believe that iy a falr statement of
the law.
' I do not believe that is a fair statement of the

THE COURT: All right, you may approach the bench.
(The following proceedings were had at the bench

MR. KANAREK' Your Honor, it is just not a debai:ing
matter. :
' '.fhe People have a position that they want to
prevail on, @nd they must carry the burden.
Now, I don "t know which way we want to
deneminate it, but they aa:e advocating the death penalty.

don 't have to. carry some kind of a burden, addreas‘ing a jury

" MR. sToVI'IZ. Submit‘ j.t on Ehe cases i’n c:a.'l.j.fo:':xﬁ.mr
your Honor . . .
| HE COURT: The objectiof ib oyerruled. Let's
proceed, gentlemen. | - . S o
{'The fqlléwfﬁé‘ prbc;eéajinés tiqére_had in open cour
in the presence and hearing of the prospactive jurorss)

Q BY MR. STQVI![‘Z-; Now, sir, the purpose of our
examination here is to £ind out if any persons have any
prejudices or p:;ejudgmnts in thi# regpect.

Now, assuming now that the People have proven

t
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the defendants? gu-;L.i‘t bé}'{oﬁd a ‘re‘as{:’mable, doubt, do you
have any obstacles in your mind that the Pecople would have
to overcome before you would vote for the death penalty

if you felt, the facts in this cage warranted the imposition
of the death penalty? ' ‘

MR. KANAREK: TImproper voir dire, your Honor.

' Mli. REINER: Join.
- THE COURT: The objection :j,s sustadired.

Q BY MR. STOVI¥Z: §Sir, you understand that in
proving the defendants! guilt in this case, that the reople
are not required to pr»:;duce even one eye witness, miuch less |
two eve witnesses. You understand that.

Do you understand that, sir?

A Yes.

Q In other words, you do not have any typé of
philosophical or religioug belief that at least two eye
witnesses must be presgent before you would vote for a
verdict of guilty in 2 homicide case?

A | No, 8sir.

Q You understand the law does not redquire that.

" You understand that?

THE COURT: He may or may not undérstand it, mrx.
Stovitz. Until he has been instructed by the Court it is
highly unlihgly that he would understand it.

MR. STOVITZ: ALl right.

THE .COURT:“ Rephrase the question in another form.

T T CieloDrVe.COMARCHIVES
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Q  BY MR. STOVITZ: Now, You do not bold any
prejudgments in that regard, that you !vpu_ld require that a
confegsion be introduce&‘befbré. 'you would convict a defen-
dant? '
A No.
MR, SHINN: I object to that question as prejudging
the ewvidence; your Honor.
THE COURT: Read the last question.
(Whereupon, the reporter reads the record as
follows:
"Q BY MR. STOVITZ: Now, you o not
hold any prejudgments in that regard, that you
would require that a ¢onfession bha introduced
héfore you would convict a defendant?’)
THE COURT: Overruled. i
G BY MR, STOVITZ: Do you have any feeling that
there must be proof of a mmotive before you convict the
defendant of the murder?
A No, sir.

et

Q All right; now: then, we assume for the purpose

of our next discussion that you have come in with a verdict|

|  of first-degree murder ag to one or all of the defendants.

Do you understand the presumption?
A Yes. ‘
Q Do you have in your mind now before you would

vote for the death penalty of one of the defendanta who has |
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‘ _ baen convicted of first-degree murder that that person must

it is up to the absoluté discretion of the jurors.

be the actual killer, must be the person who actually; say, |
puile.'d the. t:;‘iggér of the gun, if a gun was used.
MR.: KARAREK: Improper voir dire, your Honor. -I ‘think'

May we a pyncpach the bench?
THE' cotJRw If that is your ground, six, ‘the objection

is over::uled. —’ ,-& A

MR, KANAREK: --I would 1.’1.]0& to elaborate at the bench, ‘
if X may. S -:“,"-'* T

THE COURT: I don't {:hink ii’;'i:l is 'hecessarys The
objection is overruled. " “ RRRERY S

Q BY MR, STOVITZ: Do You understand my question, -
sir? Do you feel the person must be the actual perpetrator
of the actual death of that individual?
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3b-1 1 Q ’Now,. in regpect to the fact tﬁat some of
- g these defendants appear to be young women, would that

. 3 | fact in and of itself preclude you from voting for a

L | verdict of death?

5 A No, sir.

6 | Q A_ll right, now, did you hear our little

7 | discussion the zcﬂ:ht-:.r day concerning what constitutes a

8 | cz::f;miinal co;::spiracy, and the fact that g member of a

9 criminal consp:t,racy, altheugh he; does not commit a

10 particular ‘erime himself, but he is a member of the criminal

11 conigpiracy, is etp:allyl guilty with all other conspirators?

12 | MR. SHINN: Ob,}ect, our Honor --
‘ 13 THE Céﬁli‘.’v:: Overruled. You may answer.

._ 1 | BY MR, STOVITZ:
15 | Q Did you hear that, sir?
16 | A Yes, sir:
1 ;. Q. Do you have any prejudices against following
18| that rule of law if that is given to you? |
19 A I do not. .
20 | - Q Thent I take 1t you understand that a person
2t gitting far away from a location of a crimg could be

22 |  equally guilty with the actual perpetrators of that crime

28 | 1if they are all co-conspirators?

24 | A I dO.
. 25 Q Now, sir, do you read murder mystery books?
2 | A Yes, I do.

- CieloDrivVe.COmMARCHIVES
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v v You understand that?

Q@ Many times people who read murder mystery
books come up with the statement, "I would never convict
someone unless their guil..t was proved beyond a shadow of
a doubt.™

You have heard that expression?

MR, SHINN: Objection, improper voir dire examina-
tion. |

THE COURT: Overrul‘ed.‘ :

BY MR. STOVITZ:

Q Have you heard that expression?
A Yes.
Q@  You understand the People are not required

to prove guilt beyond the shadow of a doubt?

A I do.

Q In fact, his Honor told you yesterday we
need not prove guilt beyond all possible doubt?

A Yes, I do,

Q Everything: rela.ting to human affairs 1s open |
fo some possible or imaginary doubt.

A - Yes, I do.

Q All right now, in the proving of gullt or

innocence, both the People and the defendants are entitled

to use circumstantial evidence.

A o Yeg..

T

QR . Do jpt,i_hgire ar}y lp:réjudices against the use

;o
@

‘, -

- »~
D
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3b-3 of circumstantiai evidence if circumstantial evidence is

o | introduced to prove guilt?
3 , A . T do not. ’
4 5. Q Counsel used the illustra.ti,on of the cookies.|
s |- : | I. use the. illustra,tion of the footprint in
6 the sandla;nd Robinson Crusoe, .o you remember the story of
q Robinson Crusoe?: “Yfilcxu 're_m,:e:mjl:yer his noticing the footprints
g | in the sand. He said 'Ok, there miist be someone else
g | here besir}es me.™ e o

10 That 1s pretty good evidence?

1 | A Yes, sit.

12 @ You remember the illustration in qu-:i,;lson

1 | Crusoe, or at least you heard about it?

T A Yes.

is | Q Unless Mr. Crugoe actually saw his man

6 Friday, he would not know he was there; but if he saw a

17 footprint in the gand he would know someone else wis thiere
18 | besides ,Ij_i_nls_g}:ﬁ_.“

19 You understand that?

c20 A . You.

2 | Q You have no prej.udice against that type of
2 evidence?

23 - A No, sir.

24 Q All night, ndw, bearing in mind all that you |
25 know about yourself from the beginning of time to the |
2% | present, everything you might have regd or heard or seen
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" both sidea?

about the-cése, do you think that you could be fair to

a I do.

Q If you were in my position as a Deputy
Digtrict Attorney and you knew everything about your own
background, is there anythimgthat you would want to tell
us before wemske that final selection as to whether or mot -
you will be one of the 12 best jurors we c¢an f£ind?

A No, sir.
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3¢-1 1 L MR.. STOVITZ: Tﬁa‘n-k You, sir, for your honesty
. o | yesterday in telling us about those three roints, because we
3 | could ask qﬁestions all day long and not know about those A
4 | unless you had come up and told ug about those.
5 1 ME. Nordiand, 1f you are gelected as a Juror in
6 | Ehis cage and if the Court instrucis you not to fead about
7 ! the 'c‘:ase, not to gae anything on television a'bouf: ‘the‘ cage,
8 'and if “You hear anything on your radio to immediately turn
9| ;Lt ofE, not to discuss it with anyone else, would you be-
10 |  able tl:q follow that instruation meticulously?

mw | A I believe I would.
12 | ’ Q No matter how curious your wife gets, n.o matter
_ 13 | how many quegtions she might ask, is that right?
. 1% . A Yes, sir. ‘
| 3 [ MR. STOVITZ: ‘Thank you very much.

6 ] People rass for cause.
i | THE COURT: The defendantsmay exercise a joint

/ 18 peremptory ‘cha:‘l.lenge'. S |
19 | , M;. FI‘I%GERALD&' There wi‘ll ‘be. no. gxarcisa of a joint

20 peremptory challenge at this time.

21 | THE cou.R'x- Very well.
2 | .+ Do you gare to exerciss an inatvidual
28 | peremptory challengé, Mr. Fitzgerald? .

24 | MR. FITZGERALD: The defendant patricia Krenwinkel
® % | will accept the jury as how conhstituted.
2| B COURT: Mr. Reineg? 1 . . .
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MR. REINER: One moment, 'your Honor.
MR. FITZGERALD: Mr. Reiner would like to have the
record reflect in my behalf that the reason a joint

peremptory wasg not exercised is because there ig no

F

unanimity of opinion. '

MR. REINER: -On behalf of the defendant Leslie

Van Houten, we would thank and excuse Juror No. 2, -

Mrs, Fields.

THE COURT: Thank you, Mre. Fields, you are excused.

i

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Your Honor -

THE COURT: Yes, Miss Van Houten.
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: May I please have it on the

record, I liked the jury the way it was as it was before.
THE COURT: Very well.
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: And Mr. Reiner's decisions are

Mr. Reiner’s, and I do want it the way it was.
THE COURT: Call the next name,
THE CLERK: George W. Rollins, G-~e-p~r-g-g,
Rro=~l=l=i=n=g.
{Whereupon; George W. Rollins was seated in
seat No. 2 in the jury box.)

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF GEORGE W. ROLLINS
BY THE COURT:

4] Mr. Rollins, have you heard and understood
everything that has been stated in court since you came into
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this case, sir?

A Well, I try.

Q If you were selected as a trial juror would you
be able to sexve?

A Yes, I would.

Q I am going to put the same two questions

. regarding the death penalty to you, Mr. Rollins.

The first one relates to the so~called guilt
mhage and is this:

Do yout entertain such conscientious opinions

regarding the death penalty that you would be wnable to
wake an impartial decision as to any defendant’s guilt
- regardless of the evidemce developed Quring the trial?

A No, Bir.

Q And the second question relates to the so~called

Do You anteri:ain such conscientious opinions

: regarding the aaath panalty that you would automatically

refuse to impose it without ragard to ‘the evidence

L]

developed during the trial?. . . [ v

+
<3

A No, sir. = v

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, do ‘You ¢are to inquire?
MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Reimer.’' . . '

MR. REINER: Thank you, your Honor.

May we approach the berich before we begin voir

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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dire exagﬁination of this prospéective juror?
THE COURT: Very well.

(The following procee&inga were had at the
bench out of the hearing of the prospective jurors:)

MR. REINER: Your Honoxr, I am doing this belatedly.
I sh‘ould have done thig before we began, Bo I would do it
at this time, so we may have the benefit of it from this
point forward.

It is a matter I know of common knowledge among
those of us who practice in the crimindl courts that the
Pisgtrict Attorhey's office has ad;‘:ess to information not
available to defense counsel in gelecting peremptory
challenges.

I am raefexring specifically to two things:

1. They have what is called a bounce sheet
in the District Attorney's office; indicating the entire

in which they have sat.

Thiz information lg available to counsel in
c¢ivil cases generally but is not available to defehnse counse
in eriminal cases. .

I would ask the Couxrt order the Dietrict
Attorney 's office ta ina'ka such information available to ns.

The sedond part of this motion would be that it |
ig also & mattex o:ﬁ cbnunop hxowledge Eo thosa of us who

o | practice in criminal courts that :Lt is the p::actica of the

v,
P
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1 services of the Los Angeles Polica Degartrrant to make puch

that it i my belief that the District Attorney!s office

District Attorrey's office to run a meke on each prospective
juror to determine vmt’;a.e;: they have a criminal record, and
they exercise this .§f1é wse this in determining whether they
ghall or ;h‘t;ll' nb'f: exercise a peremptory challenge.

- g think, chedking tha crj,minal records, not

J

from the District Attorney 's office. but employing the

chec‘ks. is impropar. ‘
I objact:£d its usal
If the Court feels it is not improper and doéa
not wish to order the District Attorney to cease and desist |
from doing this, then I Wwould say that we gliculd be
entitled to the same information that the District Attorney 'Fs
office bas acquired.

In other words, T would indicate to the Court

hag checked the criminal record, if thare be :an;;, of each
of the prospactive jurors.

MR. STOVITZ: In answer to coungel ' first inquizy,
we do not keep a 1list of all of the jurors and how they

voted on previous cases. We do have a list of odd-ball Jurors

who ’h;;e hung up juries ll-to-L or lO0-to-2. i‘hese come out;

oh; vihénevé—r' a ~-deAp:|.t;g has such a case.

If counsel vante to see our list, going back for
six wonths, I will be glad to show counsal that list of
odd-ball jurors. '

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



3D

10 |

11

12 ]

18 |

14

15

16

17

18

19

- 20

21 |

22

23

2.4 i3

25

26

1697

9 to 3, or during the time of volr dire a juror comes out

When we have an acquittal of 12 jurors we
dontt even make up a list of those 12 jurors because we
feai the case should have bheen lost.

But if we have a case that is hung up, say,

and says that her gon is on trial, we put her on the list.

We don't have a list as they do in civil juriles,
If counsel wants té sée our six-month list, T will be glad
to let him see it.

[
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sD-1 1 : -MR. REINER: I am referring to jurors, of course,

. 2 | Wwho have not previously served, but those on the present
. 3 Jury panel of which the Digtrict Attorney hag information.
4 | Does your offer include all progpective jurors?
s | MR. STOVITZ: The offer is that if we become aware of

6 . any criminal record of any of the jurors and if your Honor
q feels t‘his.‘ is information that should be turned over to
g { the defenge, we have no objection to turning over that
9 | information to the defense.

? 10 1 MR, REINER: The first part of the reguest wag that

? 1 | the Court order the District Attorney’s office not to
iz | reduest the Los Angeles Police Department to check the

A 13 criminal records of prospective jurors.
. 14 | THE COURT: ‘That part of the motion is denied.

® MR, REINER: D6 I understand the offer by the People
16_5 | that they will make available to the defense all ofw the
3 . information that they receive relative to criminal records
° of any prospective juror?
» ~ MR, STOVITZ: If the "COurt orders us to do 20 we
® will maks that information available.
" THE COURT: I thought you were agreeing to make it

available.

22

923 i ,
1 MR . S'I‘OVITZ- I'said if thé court orders us to
24

‘ 25

26

do 1t and if we have that :i.nformation we villbe glad to
turn it over. o T
I assure your Honox that if it .is kept

[
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b‘.
ia -

."\ : .

confidential I will put it in the record here; I will be

glad to turn 1t over t¢ the individual counsel.

I dontt think the matters of jurors! prior
arvests for drunk driving or petty theft or perhaps book-
making or whatever else they have been arrested for should
be in the record here because this record may he someday
availabla to the publie, and that is what my concern is.

So, if ag a matter of your Honor s discretion
you féel that this information should be turned over to

the defendants s they can have equal exercisge of their

perenptories -~=-

THE COURT: I understood you to say you would let
Mr. Reiner --

MR. STOVITZ: Yhat x;:as‘ our list of so~called odd-ball

Jurors which I will be glad to turn that over without any
court order..

THE COURT: Do You have any objection to their

reviewing the arrest records?

MR, STOVITZ: The only point I have there, your Honor,

‘agsume for a moment that our officer is negligent in

chacking ~-
THE COURT: I am talking about whatever you have.
MR. STOVITZ: Whatever I have, your Honor, I do not

" want to go into the record, but I will be glad to tell

counsel at the first opﬁ:o;tunity we hava,
§

MR. REINER: .I'must say defense cowmsel, at least

1 CleloDrive.comARCHIVES
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speaking for myself, is ho more interested in alienating
prospective jurors than the prosecution.

THE COURT: You have an offer; take it from there.

MR. KANAREK: May the record reflect I join on bebhalf
of Mr. Manson with all of the words uttered by Mr. Reiner,
and they may be deemed to be on behalf of Mr. Manson.

oThat we have the further regquést, vouw Honoi,
we would like to enunciate further that it is our rosition,
your Honox, that this practice which the bistrict Attorney
engages in is a denial of & falr trial.

The practice ¢f running a make on eévery juror
which I gather is being done ~--

THE COURT: If a juror has been convicted of a felony
it ig a basis for a challenge for cause. |

How are they going to khow unless they check?

MR. KANAREK: I agree as far as felony records 90,
but the point is, there is a difference, your HonoX,
between a conviction of a felony -~

THE COURT: Just state your objection.

MR. KANAREK: 'ﬁhe 6bject:i.9n is denial of due process '
and equal protection of the law, in that Mr. Manson aoeﬁ not
have the capacity to conduct such a search.

We do accept and will take all of the informatio
in view of the fact it has already been done, and the
Digtrict Attorney's office knowe about it.

THE COURT: hAll, rilght, you have your offer, then, you

LY
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[1

can proceed.

MR. SHINN: Susan Atkins joins; too.

MR. REINER: Does the Court wish to call the recess
before or after the examination?

THE COURT: We wiil take it up at 1l:00 o lclock.

]
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(Whereupon all counsel returned to their
résp.ective places at counsel table and the following
proceedings oceurved in open court within the presence -and
hearing of the prospective jurors:) | |

THE COURT: You may proceed, Mr. Reiner.
MR, REINER: Thank you, your Honor.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF GEORGE W. ROLLINS
BY MR, REINER:
Q@ . Mr. Rollins, you will be instructed that you

mist presume that the defendant,; Leslie Van Houten, is

innocent.
Will you make such & presumption, sir?
A | Yes, sir.
Q - Do you, in fact, as you sit here now, Mr.

A Yes, sir.
- Do’ you know lv:ihi;ch-' defendant is Leslie Van

Houtén? B

A ‘ _ Yes; ’..3 - K

Q Would y‘mi indiqate, please?

A~ ' The ome om-this end.

Q Referring to the girl in the blue and white
gtriped dress?

A ~ Yes. |

Q You appreciate that I am spesking on behalf
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8

| of Leslie Van Houten and not on behalf of any other
: -defendant?

A Yes.
Q That any other attorney who speaks on

- behdlf of his respective client does not speak for or on

behalf of Leslie Van Houten?
A Yes, sir.

Q Can you, Mr. Rollims, in good conscience,

notwithgtanding anything you may have read or heard prior
i to coming to. couft presume that Leslie Van Houten is

im:xocent‘ tmt:l.l and unless there is some evidence that is
offe:‘:ed to f:he contrary? ‘ .

A Yes.
Q And- tiiil"i‘yo& cé:it’inue' to presume that she is

. p
y - « - -~ o -

innocent until that evidence :Ls 8o, overwhelming that it

pexrsuades you Beyond all reasonable doubt?

A Yes, sir.

Q If the evidence that is presented against
Leslie Van Houten is not so overwhelming, if it only
causes you to suspect that she might be gullty, will you

~ then, nonethelesgs, acquit her?

A Yes, sir. |
Q And will you, Mr. Rollins, if it should happen|

. during the course of your deliberations that you should have|

some subconscious dnclination to convict all defendantsg if

any of them are shown tobe guilty, would you conscientiously

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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- discipline yourself, your thinking, so that you will not

| whelm your judgment, sir?
| emotions are begimning to overwhelm your judgment, would you|
- judgment wif:hout allowing cur emotions to overcome that
- judgment; you understand that?

| beings, you will make every possible attempt, every consciou$
| attempt, mot to allow this to gccur with yourself; is that
right? |

conviet all the deféndants if there is only evidence
that some or one of the defendants may be guilty?

A Yes.

Q You will not permit your emotions to over-

A No.
Q And if it appears to you that perhaps your

make a conscientious attempt to nmot let this oceur? _
A Yes, sir. '
Q You do recognize that all of us as human beings

sometimes we are unable to let -- or unable to exercise our |

4 Yes.
Q And recognizing that frailty in all human

A Yes, .sir.

Q Da you have any reservations whatsoever about |

any ‘o_:E -thegég "l:ﬁings that you have said just now, Mr. Rollinsp
. A . No, s:i.r‘.= o

; | Q. : “,-Sir, I .m’,;,l_i not inquire at this time as to

youx interpretat}m of t’t}e;: c;oﬁc'{uc;: of Leslie Van Houten

.
Y i
A f

.+ . CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




10
1 .
12
15 |

14 |

15

16 |
18 |
19 '
20
21

22

23

24

25

26.

1705

 time during the course of these proceedings, but if it

. would you, nonetheless, iLgnore that and decide this case

i based upon the evidence and mot based upon her wisheg?

" Houten wishes to be convicted if any defendant in thig case |

| is convicted, you will, nonetheless, acquit her unless there

| folloy that definition?

today nor her conduct yesterday, and petrhaps at some prior

should appear to you that she wishes to be convicted,

A Yes, sir.

Q So that 4f it appeared to you that Miss Van

is evidence that convinces you beyond all reasonable doubt
that she is, in fact, guilty; is that correct?

A Yes, gir.

Q éo that it is the evidence in the case and
not Miss Van Houten's wishes in this matter that will
decide whether sﬁe is to be convicted or acquitted; is that
true?

A That's right.

Q A witness by the name of Linda Kasabian will
be called by the prosecution to testify and there will, of
course, be a qﬁestion as to whether she is or is not an
accomplice.

: Now, the Court will give you a definition,
& legal deﬁ?ﬁitiﬁn, of what an accomplice is. Will you -

A . Yes,. sir.

fe

Q o Now, after Hearing the Court's definition as
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to what an accomplice is, if, in applying that definition,
in your judgmgﬁt she is an accomplice, you will then treat
her testﬁmony in a manner consistent with the Couxt's
next instruction as to, how you should consider the
testimbny dﬁ'an accomplice, ﬁould you not?

A That‘s right.,

Q Now, the Cotzt - will instruet you, in sum
and substance; ;that if.in your mind you conclude that a
witnessg is an a&complice, fou may not consgider the
testimony of that accomplice for any puxpose'whatsoefer
in the absence of totally independent corroborating evidence

-

Now, 1f you were so imstructed, will you
follow that instruction?

A Yes, I will,

CieloDrive.com AR C.n HIVES
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ha-l Q - When we speak of totally independent corro-
borating evidence, we are referring to evidence that 3._~ela'tss:as_:j

3 | solely to Leslie Van Houten.

4 | Do you imderstand that?
5 | A Yeg, sir.
6 | Q@ So that even if Linda Kasabian is corroborated

7 | @8 to one or more defendants, if you believe that she is

g | an accomplice to these killings, you will not convict Leslie
9 Van, Hbutér; until and unless her testimony is corroboiated

10 | with respeci; to Leslie Van Houten; is that true?

1 | A That's right.
12 Q And this corroborating evidence must be, to
‘ 13 your nind, éredi;ialé:;- ig that true?
o 14 | A :‘Z’I:i:at is correct.
15 - 3 Q,f A Mr. Rollins, do you have any reluctance .

16 | whatsoever to follow.this very striet rule that will be
T “ ,‘ :' "“~ ?i ,s; { !’
17 | given to you by the Court? - -

18 |- A NO,—;I.@@’F-‘;

. MR, REINER: '.rhank yéu very much.

20 | -We pass,for cause; your Homor.

21 | THE COURL: Mr. Shinn?

22 . MR. SHINN: Yes, your Honoz.

23 . |

2t | VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR: ROLLINS

% | BY MR. SHINN:

2% . Q Mr. Rollins, what is your business or
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occupation?

A I a heavy duty truck driver for the Depart-
ment of Public Works, City of Los Angeles.

Q In what general area do you live in Los
Angeles, without telling me your address?

A Highland Park.

Q Highland Park?
A Yes.
q Are you married?
A Yes, sir.
Q Is your wife a housewife ox doeg she ﬁor‘k?
4 She is a housewife.
Q Have you any children?
A ‘Fou,r.
Q  :Have you ever been a police officer or a
pedce 'pﬁfié,éﬂg? N
| R No, sir. -
: ?,’ ? :‘H‘we?-.apy’ of y‘oufr close relatives?

A Ko rgeiatiyesi? 1no.
Q “You- havé‘ had 'ho relatiom: to the Police

Department or the District A;tgmey's Office?
A Wo. .
- Have you ever studied law?
Noy sir.

Have you ever served ag a juror before?

> O P O

On a civil case, on this, you know; this term

~ CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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SR

ha-3 , | when I was cé]:ie; for ju:;:)} duty. |
N . | Q Was that recently?
. 5 . Can you hear me?

‘- | A Just barely, yes.

THE COURT: I think the jurors in the courtroom are
having trouble hearing you. Will you speak a little

. Joudexr?

s | Is the mike turned up on the microphone?

o | MR: SHINN: I am gorrys:

10 : Q My last question was: Was thig recent jury

" duty, this civil jury duty?

12 A This one that I am on now, this call.

13 5 Q And you had no pxrior duty -- I mean, jury
. 14 | duty -- in a criminal case?

15 ' A No, sir.

% | Q ‘And you understand that in a criwminal case

17 | that the evidence to prove a defendant guilty is different

18 | from a civil éasé?

9 | A Yes.
20 Q In a ecivil case it is the preponderance of
21 | * the evidence, '
22 gy Yeg, the preponderance of the evidence.
23 | Q And in a criminal case it is beyond a
2¢ | reasomable doubt.
‘ ‘_25 ' Do you know that?
| 26 | _ A Ygs;'éir-.

.~ . CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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bGa-4 | @ . Do you have any idea about this case oxr did
you read about this case?
| A Well, I am not much of a reader. I have
listened a-lot to talk about it. I haven't read much.
Q Do you have a TV at home? '
. A: "{’v 'Yes. But I am not much of a news watcher,

| 1 am :“nore‘ of a ser:i.al watcher.
P “ Y
8 N e J’!‘
o though; yes, I have. -

Db you ha,ve a radio, Mr: Rollinsg?

I have heard, you Im;ow, talk about the case,

10

1 No. Well I never listen to the radio.

.-

iz ‘Do "you take the’ newspapers, 8ix?
s | I just started about a week ago.

1 Do you read any magdzines?

No, sir. T am not much of a reader.

In other words, Mr. Rollinsg, you are telling

15

O P O P OH O

16
17 | me that you don't know very much about thig case?

18 A Well; I mean, I have heard, you know, there
19 | has been a lot of talk about it is all; and since I have
20 been on jury duty I have beén reading the papers.

21 | Q Without mentioning any names, do you recall
22 | any nanes of any of the people in this case?

You mean the defendants or the lawyers?
The defendsants.

23
24

% | Yes, I fecall the names.

H T L

26 How many names do you remembér, without
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1 | mentioning the mames? How many names do you remember,
9 Mz. Rollins?

s | A About five or six.
4 Q Five or six?
5 A Yes. '
6 | Q Are these all defendants or people involved
¢ | in this casel -
s | . _‘-' A They are all defendants.
TS R " . Imean, as far as I know, they are in this
10 c'ase.‘ - L .’,:A:
1 | Q . From what you heard and what you hdve read,

iz [ Mr. Rollins; 'havé.‘ yc"m fbi::med any opinion as to the guilt

13 oF innocenqe o:E the defendants in this case?

. - , A Well » I believe that & man is immocent until

4b £ls. 15 | proven guilty, no matter who it is.
16
|
18 .
R
20
21 :
22 |
23
24 -

. 25.

26
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481 1 Q In other words, you beliewe in the proposition
. . 2 of law that the presumption of innocence protects the
' 3 defendante; is that right?
4 A That 's right.
5 | Q Until evidence ig presented to you beyond a

6 reasonable daubt?
| A To prove differently, ves.
8 Q Is that correct?
A That is correct.
10 ‘ Q This reasonable doubt, sir, you heard the other
11 | attorneys talk about reasonable doubt, did you not?

2 | A  Right. I heani Ehem.

1 Q. Were you present in court when reasonable
.‘ 14 doubt was discussed by the District Attorney and by

15 defense counsel? _ .

16 A I misunders'téend you. I can't hear you very

17 | well. ‘ . r *

18 |- Q@ . I 'éa'ia,‘-imu weré present in court when the

19 District Atkorney and defense counsel talked about

l

20 | reagonable doubt, vere you*‘? ISP *

2] A Right. A ‘;,

$ T .’ LI
2 | q In other mx‘ﬂs, 1E thez:e is any reasonable
23 doubt as to the fa;c'l:s,__ f‘p‘ﬂ: the ‘case,! 1;!19.-415811&:5- or any of the

% | elements of the crime, what would your verdict be?

. 25 A Well, if there w@g a reasomable doubt, I would
2% | have to acqult them.
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1 Your Honox. ;-

Q In other words =~ _

A Until t’hey are proven guilty. Coee

Q I£f there ia ahY reasonable doubt in any area ‘
of the facts, "l:he elements of the crime,; you would bring in.
a verdlct of not guilty, is *l:ha{: co‘rrect" ,

MR, STOVITZ: ~I objeq'h tp thg questian, ad compound,
PRt |

Counsel says "any réasonible doubt ag to the
facts" and then he says’ element of the qrime.

’ I£ thexe are xeasqnable doubts as to tl:ee '
glements of the corime, that is one thing, buk the fagts
are somathing else. ’

| THE COURT: The objection is sustajined.

l:iR. SHINN: Q Would you ask yourself whether or
not there is reamgonable doubt as to a witness'! testimony
edch time he gets off the stand?

A Could you say that again?

Q A witness testifies on the stand. Wwhen he
gets through teetlifying, wlll you ask yourself whether or
not there is reasonable doubt as to his tegtimony?

A As to the witness, yes.

MR. STOVITZ: That is objected to, your Honor. That
ig improper voir dire examination .

THE CO'UR'I‘¥ Objec¢tion sustained.

MR. SHINN: I have nothing further, your Honor.

I will pass for cause.
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‘ bench.

THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek?

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the beinch?
THE COURT: Do you wish to examine?

MR. EANAREK: No, your Honor, not at this time.

THE COURT: All right. Yes, you may approach the

{(Whereupon, all counsel approach the bench and
the following proceedings ocdurred at the bench outside of
the hearing of the prospective jurors:)

MR. KANAREK: Your Honor, this pésas duite a problem
because of the District Abtorney’s rpress conference
vegterday.- "

THE COURT: State what it is, what relief you are
seeking, Mr. Kanarek, o I ¢an be oriented.

MR. KANAREK: We.‘l;l'fg’ the relief, the ultimate relief
T an seekin§ 'wéuii e the dismissal of this case.

THE COURT: Are :{o.i;, making a mo#;ilop'now-or a challeng‘e'.
or what? o '

MR. KANAREK: At this point; your Homor, I want to
prasexve the right -- in éaci:, my motlon is to challenge --
not chillenge, but to inquire as to all of the jurors, all
of the prospective jurors, in view of the all-pervasive
publicity given vesterday and this morning by District
Attorney Younger !'s press conference and the George Putnam
show last night -—

THE COURT: Are you making a motion?
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MR. KANAREK: VYes. -

THE COURT: If you-are, state what it is so that I
will know what you are talking about.

MR. KANAREK: My motion is to inguire of all the
people in the box as to the effdct of that upon their state

H
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beml 1 THE COURY: You jusi: told me you don't want to
. 2 examine this juror.
3 MR. KANAREK: I don't want to examine him in the
4 presence of all the other jurors because all it does is

5 | make the publicity even more intense.

6 THE COURT: I told you that we are not going to
7 do it im chambers tnlegs all counsel and the defendants
s | personally waive .- objection to that procedure, ‘
o [ MR. KANAREK: Your Honor hds the power to empty
0 the courtroom of all jux;o'r.s except one.

i THE COURT: I am not going to do so.

12 ' MR, KANAREK: You see, if I ask questioms, then

13 those who, by some happenstance, haven't heard about it
. 4} will know what it is.

. THE COURT: Heard gbout what?

. MR, KANAREK: About the subject matter that I am

o going into, what the District Attorney stated.

1§ So, your Honor, I am on the horns of a
v | dtlemma, y

20 | o THE COURT: What is your motion?

2 | x KANAREK My - motion is to inquire of each
22, Juror separately as to their state of mind in view of

28 ) what District Ai:tomey Xmmger said yesterdsy.
# 1 THE COUR'I!: On youtr voir dire you may inguire into

% | these matters as to state of mind

% . MR, KANAREK: What I am saying is that I wish to
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. ;"“:"ff
inquire as to each Juror separately because otherwise it
is going to infect the otﬁer Jurors.

THE GOURT: You may inquire separately but we are

not going to do it in chambers unless there is a waiver

| by all counsel and the defendants personally.

‘Let us proceed then.

MR. KANAREK: Then I must challenge this juror for
caugse. L have no alternative.

THE COURT: On what specific grounds?
, - MR, KANAREK: On the sgpecific ground, your Homor,
of the publieity aspect, of actual bias.

| As I say, your Honor, I have to go through

gome kind of -~ ,

THE. COURE: State the challenge.

MR. KANAREK: The challénge is for actual bias

~ because of the publicity.
17 |

T want to interrogate, buf I have the problem~
THE COURT: Do the People oppose the challerge?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, sir.
THE COURT: The challenge is disallowed

Let!'s proceed.

MR. REINER: May we inquire as to all 12 jurors,

| as opposed to this juror, on new matter that we have

| previously passed for cause?
2%

THE COURT: What new mattex?
" MR. REINER: The District Attorney's new matter.

I ' CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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When we passed for cause, your Honox, we had"
examined the jurors, but since that ftime something has |
developed, the District.Attorney‘s presgs conférence, 80
may we go back and inquire of the other jurors that we have
passed.for.causé2

‘THE COURE. VEry well.
-”,f‘; (Whereupon all counsel returned to their
respeqtive places at counsel table and\the following

;°proceedings Geeurred in’ open court within the presence and

hearing of the pq059ect1ve jurors )
THE COURT:: We will take our irorning recess at
thisg time, 1adies anﬂ\gentlemen, for 15 minutes.

Do not converse among yourselves nor with
anyone else on any subject relating to the case mor form
ox express any opinion regarding the case until it is
finally submitted to you, to those of you who are selected
a8 jurors.

(Recess.)

(The following proceedings occur in Open

court; all parties and counsel and prospective juﬁOrs

. present:)

THE COURT: All parties and counsel are present,
all of the prospective jurorg are in the jury box.
Do you have some additional questions, Mr.
Reiner? |

MR. REINER: Excuse me, your Horor. No, I do not,

~CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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4d-1 . | | (Whereupon 4ll counsel approach the bench
and the Following proceedings occurred at the bench outside
3 of the hearing of the prospective jury:)

il MR. REINER: Your Honor, I would object most

5 | strenuously to something that I saw in the hallway during
¢ | the recess.

T I see in the hall that there; is an order

& | from this Court, an order some two weeks old, that was

9 just posted -~ I assume it was posted today because I had
10 notgeen it priq;‘n to this recess -~ on the wall In the

11 hallway whg:;fe’ ,éhe ‘press and the media people congregate.

12 I s Most of that order, your Honor, relates to
13 matters as ‘to whether one may or may not bring in cameras
. 14 | to the courtroom and such as that, but the lasgt item is

15 | that the Couxt brﬁered the ‘:‘"She:riff 's Department to provide||
16 him with a 24-hour a day security. That attracted most,
7 [ if not all, of the media people ‘in the hallway. They are

18 all taking notes and they are commenting, and I expect now ||
19 | that we will find tonight and tomorrow morning that the

20 news media states that the Court fears for its life
21 [ because of the conduct, presumably, of the defendants.
22 | It is proper that the Court take steps to
%"\ protect itself, but I think it is grcssly improper to
_ 24 | make a publi¢ announcement and post it in a public place.
| . 25 THE COURY: I know nothing sbout i1t, Mr. Reiper.
2% | MR. REINER: It is posted on the wall about six
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E

[
x

.feet: .ﬁrom this courtroom entrance where everybody from the

T media congregates. . ’ : :' g

THE COURT Agk Mr, Darrow to step over here, please.|
(Théf@lerk‘ épproaches the bench.)
THE COURT. Mr Reiner said that there is some
security order thaf: is posted on thewall out in the hall.

 Are you familiar with that?
| THE CLERK: The Sheriff ésked for two copies of
the éégur-i‘ty order. [E gave it to them. What they did with
them, I am not sure. Maybe théy did post it.

THE COURT: Gall the Captain and tell him to take it ‘
down. I don't want it posted out there,

Anything further?

MR, REINER: I donft know how this damage can be |,
repaired. It will be in the newspapers this evening.

THE GOURT: I don't think there is any damage. -
T don't lmow what damage has been done. |

MR, REINER: These prospective jurors in the court-
room are reading the papers, your Honok.

THE COURT: They aren't going out in the hé.ll,
and nothing has been mentiored about it yet. They are
being taken up through the ninth floor. They do not go
out into that hall at all. They hayen't seen it.

MR. REINER: But they do read the mewspapers, your
Honokr.

THE COURT: There has been noting in the newspapers

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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‘ yet.

MR. REINER:
THE COURT: Why don't you wait until something

It was only posted a few moments ago.

| happens and then if you want to make an objection for the

| record, you may do so.

Let!s proceed.

(Whereupon all coungel return to their

| vespective places at counsel table and the following

. proceedings occurred in open court within the presence

and hearing of the prospzctive jury:)

'THE COURT: You may proceed with your voir dire, Mr.

. Bugliosi.

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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AE~1 1 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ROLLINS
. 2 BY MR, BUGLIOSI:
| 3 . Q Mr. Rollins, I beklieve you sald that you
4 | have four 'chtlafen; i*‘é that correct,. sir?
3 Y Yes,, sir. |
6 | Q@  Can you give ug the age of the children,

7 whether they are married or s,ix;gle, and where thay work,

8 8ix? D

9 A Well, I hava ona 17, he :l.s 2 genior ih high

10 schools I have one 19 that is married.

1i Q where does he work?
2 | A These are girls.
13 Q G:_Lria?.
. 14 A Yes.
15 Q T am Sorry.
16 A she works at the Automobile club of Southern

17 | california, the Southern california Automobile Club.
18 And I have another one 20 that is married. She
19 | is & housewife. And I have a gon 22,

20 Q Wwhat does your son do, sir?

21’ A He works for Ralph Atkins & Company.

22 Q What type of work does he do? |

28 | A He ig in charge of shipping and receiving.

2 Q I understand, Mr. Rollins, that you are not
. % opposed to the death penalty; is that correct, sir?

% A No, sir.
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Q . I am doing to ask you a question, Mr. Rollins,
and it is going to be a tough guestion. Take your tine;
1f you need some time, to ahswer. It probably requires a
little soul searching.

Let's assume, sir ~— I am going to transport
you mentally four or five months from now back to the jury
% OOl

Letls assume that these defendants have been
found gullty of “first-degred murder, If you are satisfied,
from all of t_he avidence and all of the circumstances, that
this ls a proper case in your mind for the imposition of
the death penalty, do You think you could come back into
this couxtroom and t,el‘i-‘ these defendants, in ne:E'gec.t, by
your verdict,- i:hg;; they must dle?

MR, KAMARER: T -oi;-'jec.t

to the .féfrgt of 'tj.h‘a quastion,
Your HORor. 7

THE COURT: Overrulad: /.¥ou may ansver.

MR. ROLLINS: Yes, six, :.L‘athink EO .

MR. BUGLIOSI: Q- 'Doiyo.u ;Eeel'yéu‘; will have the
courage to do t'hat?’

A Yes, sir.

Q You will motice, gir, that three of the
defendants are females: Susan Atking, rPatricia Rrenwinkel
and Lesalie van Houlten. ‘

Could you vote for the death penalty for a

fenale?
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A ; ves, sir. S

Q  -You will notice that these three same
defendankts are young adults. "

A Yes.

Q Are you of such a frame of mind that you could
not, under any circumstances, vote for the death penalty
for them solely because of their dge, sir?

A Moy gir,

Q You could?

A Yes, sir.

Q Ccan you conceive of any circumstances, sir,
under which you would be willing -to_ vote for a verdict
of death for a particular defendant even though the
eévidence at the trial showed that he was not one of the
actual killers?

MR. KANAREK: I object, your Honor, on the grounds

.that it is improper woir dire on this subject.

THE .COURT: Overruled.
You may answer.

THE WITNESS: Could I have that again?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yess ‘

Q Can you conc¢eive of any circumstances,
Mr. Rolling, wherein you would be willing -+ you would be
willing ~- to vote for a verdict of death against a ..
particular defendant even t‘hough the evidence at the trial
showed that this particylar defendant did not himgelf kill a
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fellow humgdn beizig?
A Weli I-don't know how to answer that.

If the av:!.dance ;Ls there, I m‘ald have to convié
him, but if there is no evj.dEnce to show ——
Q 1 am not. talking. s:Lr, ai‘iout a conviction now.
Let's assume that a 'particular defendant has
been convicted of first-degree murder. Iet's just agsume
that. "
A All right. -
Q@ You are back in the jury room. My question is
this: on the issue of the death penalty as opposéd to

- life imprisonment, can you conceive of any circumstances

whera you would be willing to vote for a verdict of death

' againsgt a pargicular defendanht even though you redlized

5

from the evidénce that this defendant did néot kill anyone
himsel£?

t
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MR. KANMAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the bench?

THE COURT: Are you objecting to the question,
Mr. Xanarek?

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honox,

THE COURT: 'The ohjection is sustained.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I believe it is essentially the same
guestion I asked before.

THE COURT: 'The objection is sustained, Mr.

Bugliosi, please proceed.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Does the COuri: w:l.sh to have me rephrasJ,

it?

THE COURT: That is up to you.

Q BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Do you imders‘tand ny guestion,
Bix?

A Well, itls not real clear, but I think I might

a

understand it. _

Q Well, would you require, sir, that before you
would vote for a verdict of death against any defendant,
that he fne cne of the killers?

MR. KANAREK: 1 object, your Honor. It is
improper voir dire examination, the subject matter.

THE COURT: Do you understand the gquestijon, Mr.
Rollins? ' |

MR. ROLLINS: Well, ;l: think so, yowr Honor, I think
he. 's already been convicted;worlkd. I come back with the deatH

L)

pana...ty. 4 ey

]
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THE COURT: No, that is not the gquestion.

The objection 18 sustained. -

¢

Q BY MR. Bvemcs:, You understand, sir, that a
pefson capsbe convﬁ,cted ‘of first-degree murder even ‘though

he was npt" the one, for a.nstance, vmo am the stabbing ok

* {

palled tha tr:l.gga;: oh the gun. ~ ;1.3 REIUR
You mderst?n& that? |

A Yes, sir. , ""1 SRR "

Q Now; let's take that ;_:articular type of &
defendant. He is not the one’ wﬁo did any stabbing, pulled
the tkigger on any gun, nothing like that.

He 1is hot one of the killers.

But you have convicted him of first-degree

- murder.

Now we are back in the jury room during the

penalty phase and you are to declde whether this particular

| defendant receéives death or Life.

Do you upderstand that?
A Yeg, sir; I think so.
Q@ ‘Could you vobe for & verdict of death for that
type of a defendant?

MR. KANAREK: I object, your Honor, may we approach

. the bench?

THE COURZ: Very well.

(The following piroceedings were had at the bench

j out of the hearing‘ of the praspective juroxris.)
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MR. KANAREK: Your Hom;m,. Mr. Bugliosgi is death~-
orienting this jury.
THE COURT: Do Yoﬁ, have an cobjection?
LSR. KANAREK: - Yes.
THE COURT: What is the objection?

RANAREK‘ The objection is, your Honox, that it
1s improper voir dire because, a8 your Honor has told the
jurors =~

THE COURT: I am'going‘to sustain the objection to
that question. |
I think you axe getting beyond the legitimate
bounds now, Mr, Bugliosi.

The -ciuegtions are getting involved; they are

¢complicated; they are anibigubus; they are ponderons.

I detarmined f:&ot& the juror 's responses that

»

he doesg ncﬁ: unde‘rstand 'l:he ‘guestion.
Thay have a flavor of ai:tempi;:tng to get the

W \,

witnegs to prejud,ge w2

4

MR. BUGLIOSI: May I be heai‘.‘d, your Honox?

THE COURT: Yes. = '..°

MR. BUGLICSI: I have been, asking this question of all
of the other jurors, and the court has a;pm:ovad of it.

THE COURT: Well, I don't know if it had been put in

| that precise form or not. My recollection is it has not
| been asked exactly that wey.

MR. BUGLIOSI: The reason I am changing the language

for this juror is because he has a difficult time
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underptanding the dquestion.

But the Court knows,; I believe, that the
question I am agking now is identical in import to the one
the Court has previously approved of. It is just that this
particuldr prospective juror does not comprehend it.

But. the import is identical to what I have been

: aaking for three or four days.

THE COURT: I am just doing to sustain the objection.

I don't gee any necessity for it.

’ The question is ambiguous.

MR. BUGLIOSK:' For thia<particu;ar Juror, he does not
understand.

THE COURT: That Ls the question I am snstaining the
objection to.

MR. BUGLIOSI: ¥You medn for this particular juror?

THE COURT: That is all I am doing at the moment.

MR, KANAREK: 'Mgfxxﬁéay this to the Court, sgince the
court has told theim iﬁ'is-abaolutely within their
discretion, it is manifastly an unfaix question and the
denial of & fair trial and.equal rmotection for Mr, Bugliosi
to pick out isolated fac.t,:s _sqc}a‘asj the age of the defen-
dants. T I A

I tried to restrain m;self hecause I don 't wvant
to pinpoint Mr. Bugl:i.osi. 5 po:l.nt, but T know what he is
doing here. He is death-oxienting this jury.

It is impropex.
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They have absolute discretion. He has no right
to ask questions abont "What would you do Lf this or that,"

after the juror has cané‘idly gaid he does not oppose the

death penalty.

So what is he doing? EHe goes hammering a dead
horse, and the reason he ls doing it is to death-orient
thig jury.

I object to it as a denial of a fair trial to
Mr. Manson. |

MR. BUGLIOSI: I would like to be further heard.

I think clearly under Withefs‘poon, it is a proper question.

I think I can show the Court language in
Witherspoon which would support the question now, agsuming,
arguendo, it is a proper question.

THE COURT: I have permitted you to ask questions
about their age and seéx, but now we are dgetting into other
nmadtters, matters of Eﬁre spaculation, which it is even
daifficult for me to understand the question, what you Are
getting at, and I think it could be easlly misunderstood by
& prospective juror. . A

MR. BUGLIOSI: This is the only one so far, your
Honor. . . ke

Tha quastion is th:l.s, 1e1: '9 assume the Court
forces the prosecutian £ accepf: My, Rollina on that issue, |

' Four months from now after a long trial =-.

1 a4

THE COURT: I know what the pooblem i .
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MR. BUGLIOSI: -~ Mr. Rollins ‘haings up the jury becau'ela
he says that under no circumstances would he ever vote for
the death penalty unless the particular defendant killed
someone .

Now, is the County of Log Angales supposed to
try a case all over agaiﬂ-béqause the Court doesn't permit =

THE COURT: I havé ruled, Mr. Bugliosi. Now, let's
proceed wi‘t!; t‘lie. voir ‘dire. '
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5a-1 (The following proceedings were had in open
2 | court in the preseﬁcé and hearing of the prospective jurors:)
3 | BY MR. BUGLIOSL: . |
4 ' Q T Mz, Rollins, you understand the rule of

5 conspiracy p sir, which makes. one conspirator criminally

5 | responsible for andequally guilty of the crimes committed

7| by a co-conspirator‘j

A A Yes, sir. 4

9 .‘ Q "You heard Mr. Stovitz and I the last few

0 1 days talk about this rule of law?

| A Yes, sir.

12 Q Have you done any thinking about it, sir?
| A Yes, sir, a little bit.

H ;. Q Are you prejudiced against that rule of Law
* | in any fashion?

16' A No, sir.

1 | Q You don't disagree with if?

* I A No, sir.

1 Q Do you promise, sir, to ‘mhesitatiné_ly follow

2 | the Court's instruction on that rule of law Lf you find it
ot | - . . .
' applicable to the facts in this case?
# A Yes, sir.
23. |
o Q Do you recall Mr. Relner saying, sir, that
24
- | you cannot convict a deféndant on the uncorroborated
25
testimony of an accomplice?
26 .
’ &  Yes, sir.
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Q 1f the Court fnstructs you that only slight

evidence is necessary to corroborate tesgtimony of an

| accomplice, will you follow the Court's imstruction on that?

A Yes, Sir- ‘
Q If the Court further instructs you that the

' slight evidence may be circumstantial evidence, will you
I follow the Court's instruction on that?

A Yes, sirs
2] Do you realize, Mr, Rollins, that the prosecu-

tion in any criminal case has only theé buxden of proving a

- defendant's guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, and not beyond |

| all doubt? |
| | Do you understand that?
A Yes, sir. ‘
Q ‘ Will you follow the Court's instruction on

A Yes, sir.

o] Do you recall my discussion about -eircumstantilgl
evidence? ’ |

A Yes, sir.

Q Are you opposed in any fashion to gitting as

a juror on 4 cage where the ;E’eaple reljy in part on circum-
stantial evidence?
| A No, sir.

Q - ' D’b you tecall the othe¥ questions I asked
the first 12 5j,i1r;)rs last Friday?

2

T L. &, CicloDrivecomARCHTY
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5a-3 | A I think so.

y 9 a] Do you remember there were numetrous questions
. 5 | I asked that I am not asking you now?

4 - A Yesg,; sir.

5 1 Q For i.nstance, to give you an example, I asked

s | the jurors whethér “they felt the religious doctrimes of any
7 | church they belcmge.d to would prevent them from voting the
s | death pe,nafty?

\'T i'

o . A L Yes, sir, 5 :A:,‘ V-

10 Q - That is just an exaxrq:le.

1 | A Yea;, sixi: R

2 | Q Now, when I was”asking those other questions,
18 | sir, were you mentally é.sking yourself the same questions?
® 14 A Yes, sir.

5 | Q Was there any question which I asked to

16 | which you said to yourself that your answex would be

17 | different from the answer being given by the majority of
18 | jurors in the box?

19 | A No, sir.

20 Q 1f I were to ask you those same queshtions;

‘2t | your answers would be essentially the same, 1s that correct?

2 | A Yes, sir.
= Q Do you recall each defense counsel asking you
24 | whether you would give their client a fair and impartial
. % | trial, do you recall that?
% A Yes, sir.
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5a~4 L Q "You treéii’ze., Mr. Rolling, that the prosecutionj
| that is, the People of the State of California, are also
, | entitled to a fair and impartial trial?

s | A Yes, sir.

5 Q Can you do that, sir?

6 A Yes, sir.

q Q Is there any doubt in your mind gbout that?
8 A No, sir.

9 Q Can you think of any reason not already

10 | touched upon that you would rather not sit, or you should

11 | mot sit as a juror in this case?

12 | A No, sir.
13 MR. BUGLIOSL: Pass for cause.
. i4 THE COURT: It is the People's mext peremptoxy

15 | challenge. .
16 MR, STOVITZ: People will thank and excuse Mr. S‘t;col'uas.""r

17 | Juror No. 1, your Honor.

18 | . THE COURY: Thank you, Mr. Stokes, you are excuged,

19 ‘ THE CLERK: Mrs, Thelms S. McKenzie, T~h-e~l-m~a; ‘ /
20 | M=c-K=e-n-z-i-e. |

21 : | (Whereupon Mrs. Thelma S: McKenzie came

22 | forward and was seated in jury seat No. 1.)

28

24 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS, THELMA S. MC KENZIE
@ 2 | BY THE COURY:
26 | Q Mrs. McKenzie, have you heard and understood
- 1 )
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everything that hag béen sald in court since you camé intd
this cage? . |

A Yes, I have.

Q If you were selected as a trial juror in the
¢case would you be' able to gerve?

A Yes. | |

& I am going to put the Samé questions regarding
the death penalty to you as I have asked the other prospec~ .
tive jurors. ‘

First, do you entértain such conscientious
opinions regarding the death pemalty that ybg.wili be
tmable to make an impartial decision as to any defendsant's
guilt, regardless of the evidence developed during the
trial? ‘

A No.

Q Do you entertain sych conscientious opinions
:égarding‘thé'deaﬁh penalty that you would sutomatically
refuse to'imébsé it without regard to any evidence
developed during the trial?

A Foo . L
ﬁﬁEiédﬁﬁmﬁ Mr. Fi%égégalﬁi do you wish to inquire?
MR. FITZGERALD: ;Ygs, thank you.

i 1

3

—CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



ib=1

7

w0 -

1

12

13 ‘

14
1
16

17

18
19
2
21 |
22 .
23 |
24. R
25 f.

26 -

1738

Department of Soclal Services.

- .

VOIR DIRE EKAMIMTIOLI OF 4RS. MC KENZIE

*,

BY MR. FITZGERALD - -
Q Are you. employed ma' am?
A Yes, I am.
Q , What is your business or occupation?
A L am a clerical supervigor for the County

Q. What do you do for DPSS?

1 supervise the transcribing unit.
Are you married, ma'am?

Yesg, 1 am.

Is your husband employed?

Not at the moment.

What is hisbusiness or occupation?

PO PO B o

Aircraft mechanic.

Q . Was he employed by one particular employer
for some period of time?

A Yes, General Dynamics.

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, cam you imcrease the
volume of that microphone, please?

MR, FITZGERALD: Certainly.

Q Can you hear me a little better?
A Yes.

Q Is that better?

A Yes.

Q Do you have amy children, ma'am?
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Q
civil case?

A
Q

to the one here or the ones hexe?

A
Q
A
Q .

narcotics?

-

3
)
L

un\ ! .
. would ianuence you inarriving a; a verdict In this casé?

A
Q

serving on a civil jury that would influence you oné way

or the other in arriving at a verdict?

A
Q

. One each.

Yes.

- Is‘théﬁe.éﬁything about your experience

. From your seat in the audience were you able

No.

Where in the County dé you reside?
G&mmexce‘

In the City of Commerce?

City of Coﬁmerce.

Have you ever sexved as a juror before?
Just this current --

Did you sexrve on a criminal case or on a

Did the criminal case involve a charge similar

No.
What was the charge in that case?
Suspicion of possession of narcotics.

The charge was suspicion of possession of

o

Was there anything about that experience that

No.

No.
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Y A

13 T

B T S :
to hear the quest:l‘;ons‘ I aé;lres sed to other prospective
jurors?

A Yes, I was.

.Q I£ T were to ask those same questions,
would your angwers be about the same?

A Yes, they would,

Q ~ Is there any particulary question you would

. ansver any differently?

A No.

o Is there any yuestion that you feel I should |
- ask you in regéx‘d to your mental attitude as a juror in
this case?

A No.

q Are yout familiay with any of the locations or |

any of the persons mentioned or any of the witnesses or
anything like that -- do you know any of the Deputy
Digtriet Atto:rney.é or any of the lawyers or anything like
t‘hat-;? .

A No.

Q Then I take it you don't have any quarrel

with the presumption of innocence, reasonable doubt,

circmstantiall evidence?’

A No.

Q Would you carefully and critically analyze
any clrcumstantial evidence that was introduced in this

‘cage?
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a. Yes, I would.

Q Mrg. McKeénzie, I certainly dém'€ want to be
insulting, but I take it that you can read?

A Yes.

Q And do you Wread the newspapers?

A Some. ‘

Q Do you regularly subscribe to the Los Angeles
Times?

A No, I don't.

Q Do you regularly subscribe to the Herald?

A Noi

Q Do yo’ﬁ regularly subgcribe to any newspaper

or periodical?

..ng_ _ Only one. .
Q ’; What is that?
A Hobbies' Magazine.
Q Ever theugh you do not regularly subscribe

*

to a newspapar, do you negularly read a newspaper?

A Nc:.

Q You do not regularly read the Los A_hge'les
Timeés, is that correct?

A That is c¢orxect,

Q | Have you evef in the past read the Los

Angeles Times?
Yes.

Q@ You do not regularly read the Herald-Examinet,
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'télevisidm e

do you?

A No -= no, I'm sorry. I do each Sunday.

Q Other than the Sunday Edition of the
Herald-Examiner do you regularly read the Herald?

A No.

Q The evening paper?

A No.

Q Do you ownt a television set?

A Yes, I do.

Q Is that televigion set located in your
home?

A Yes.

Q Do you also have radios in your home?

A Yes.

And in the automobile you drive or operate
you have a radio in that car?

A Yes.

Q Do you listen fto that radio?

A Yeg, I don

Q I teke it you have seen things on televigion,

heard things on the radio and occasjionally read things in
the newspaper Ly connection with this case, have you not?
A I have heard two programs on the radio,
very .Sﬁorﬁ fo'hes.
- - And I saw a poittion of one program on

L T A ’ . '
L.t w v
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1 I reaé one article in the newspaper.
2 Q P fﬁﬁvé you ';z;é;side;;l in Los Angeles County
. 3 | since August of 19692
4 1 A Yes, I have..
5 | Q I take it you were familiar with some eairly

¢ | publicity in ¥egard to this case and the unfortunate
7 death of the victims in this case, were you not?

8 A I read the filrst article iIn the paper, yes.
9 | Q And that, I take it, was sometime in early
0 | August of 19697
n o A I think so, yes.
2 | Q And you have not read anything since?

5¢ £ls.1

g T A No.

5|
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Q Is there any reagn for that?

A I jusi didn't read it. I read other' articles;
I just did not read this.

Q Have you :;‘eaa, any.thing- in the newspaper or heard
anything on. 'the radio or seen anything on television in
regard to thase particular ae‘fenaants " charles Manson,
Patricia Krenwi.nhei Leslie van Houten, Susan Atkins?

A I saw @ portion of or;e tglevis:l.on progran,
and heard two radio brqadcasts. o

¥

Q When was the.te{lavisiipn Frogram, the mecond
television program?
You said you watched two, right?
No, one.
Just ong. When was that, do you recall?
I think the last week or two.

O P O P>

Since August of 1969 until approximately a week
or two ago you have only seen one item on your television
set with regard to thig case, is that correct?

A That 1ls correct.

Q®@ ' Do you regularly watch television?

A Yag.

Q I take it yvou watch news broadecasts from time tol
tine, do You not?

A As a rule, not.

Q s there sowme reason for that?

A Yes, usually I am not home when the first one

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



5c2

16 |

11
12

13

- 14
5. |
16

17

18

19 4
20
21 4
22
23 |

o4

25

26 4

. 1745

comes on, and T am usvally retired by the time the second
me comes on.

Q&  You don't get home until about 7:00 and You get
to bed by 9:00? ’

A No, I was thinking of the gecond one as baing
the 11:00 olclock news.

Usually at 9:00 I am watching something else or |

involved in something else. .

Q :t takd it since you have bean on this particulax]
Jury wanel, s:!.tting‘ in this courtroom, that that fact

has aroused some interast in this casge, has it not?

A Yeg.
Q Fardon me?
A Yes.

Q And I take it you watched . ‘television last
night with regard to this case, did you not?

A No, I did not. I was not home last night.

Q The night before last?

A No, no.

Q Have you heard anything on the radio in the
last one or two days in connection with thig case?

A No. o J

) . Have 'ycu h‘t‘;ard anything about an attorney,
Irving Kanarek, representing charles Manson?

& I think I d:Ld hear somthing thi.a Bnorninge.

Q Was that on the radio? .

. .
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A No. I just overheard a statement, some people
talking.

Q Were those other prospective jurors?

A Yes.

Q What did yu hear? Even though it might be
embarragsing to somebody, we would appreciate that you be
very honest with us.

T will remind you you are under oath.

A I don't recall the exact words, something to
the effect that there was 4 poseibility of a change of
attornefa for Mr. Manson. |

Q what did you take that to mean?

A Just that.

Q Wasg your sta;te 6f mind such that you thoué;ht
Mr . Manson wag perhaps going to change his attorney, or
Mr. Manson's atiéorr‘;sy had become 111?

" what did you think when you heaxd that state=

. ment?

A well, xeally m.;:‘l:hing moré than just that, and then
they did not go into -any' diher‘ detail.
They ::haﬁged the subject.
I believe. i:ﬁ I recali thay said they had seen.
it in the papar, but I 'm not sure. :
Q Wag that the’ first: t;l.me you had ever heard
anything publicly in resPect ‘to Mr. Irving Kanarek, the

t

attorney for charles Mangon? .:i
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A . Yes.

Q - ‘Can you think of apy reason at a2ll why you can-.
not be fair and :l.mpa,.rl'l;i;a.l" to both- ?a:l;éé:‘s til.n this case?

A No, I canhot. ‘ L

MR. FITZGERALD: T vonder, your Homoxr, at this time,
1f I might on behalE -r.s{f, Mz, Kag?;ek, ‘reopen and ask more
questions of other prospacj:,i.\}e tj.uro&:s who are currently
gseated in the jury box, if that procedure is agreeable to
the Court.

THE COURT: on behalf of what?

MR. PITZGERALD: on beshalf of Mr. Kanarek.

I would like to ask some jurors dquestions in
regard to Mr. Kanarek!s representation of Mr. Manson, if
I might. ’

Would you 'haﬁd the microphone over to
Mr. Rollins.
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5p=1 N VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ROLLINS
. 2 | BY MR. FITZGERALD:
3 | Q Mr. Rollins, let me ask you some questions

4 ) about what you have read, seen or heard in the media with

5 | Yegard to Mr. ¥anarek.

& You khow who Mr. Kanarek is, obviously?
7 A Yes, sir. .
8 . . Q Have you watched television in the last two

o | days, or réad newspapers in the last two days, or heard
10 | anything on the radio in the last two or thrée days in

11 | connection with Mr. Kanarek?

| A Well, I sesn television last night, and I think
13 | it wes the District Attor‘ney that was going to try to

’ 14 :A replace him for sqma a:e.aac*: or other.
15| Q& You wai:ched telavision last night, is that
16 correc'h? Tha*t would be 'fueaday. June 30th. is that right?
17 A 6:00 a’cloc‘k news, z think, it @s.
18 Q Yestemiay, Jun,e, BOth,? ~f .
1 A Yes, I think it wag,
- - Q Wag that tﬁe 6 <00 qfclock news?
2 A Yes, I think so.
2 Q'  Was that on Channel 27
23 A. "I don 't remerber whzt channel.

R 2. Q Was it the Jexry Dunphly News?

., 25 A I'm not sure. It might have been. .

2 |- Q Do you regularly watch sonebody, George Putnam +-
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sD2 ! . A No; T don't regularly watch the news. I have
. 21 just been watching it h'since: I have been on this.
L8 2 And your undexgtanding was == would you repeat
* 1 that again?
1 | A That the District Attorney of the City of
% | 1Los Angeles vas going to send somebody to the State capitel
7 to see if they can oust Mr¥. Kanarek or something.
. §  Was it one of the DiStrict Attorneys in this
? ¢ape, or are you referring to The District Attorney?
t , A No, The "Dj;-_stric':t Attorney .
. Q I8 that Evelle Younger?
1 A Yes, six. |
. ': ! Q Didyou know who Mr. Younger was talking about?
. A Mr. Kanarek.
® < Q And was it q}le.a,r‘ to you that Mr. Kanarek wes the
o attorney for gharles_ M;;:}sqn?
17 A | YeE, sir. o
" Q@ . :To :zour Jmowledge d:l.d Mr; Youngex or the
1'9' 1 television rewscaster’ g’iva any reasaﬁns why Mr. Younger ms
20' geeking to ousht Mr. Ranarek 28 ME . Manson s attorney?
21, ~ A 1 cannot remember now. I ‘vead some moxe
--22. | about’ it in this morning's. paper; I:mean I glanced at it
z in this morning’s paper But -
® ol No, I wouldn't say. I don't really remenber .
| 0 Q Did you read a newspaper this morning?
A i glanced at oxe, yes.

~CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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BE~3 | Q Was it the Los Angeles Times?

‘ 2 | A ' Yes, sir.
3 Q Did that have some material contain;l.ng sone.

4 statements by the District Attorney in regard to
B Mf. KanaIGk?

6 | A Yes, slr.

7 ] Q Did you learn either from the newspaper or
watching televisjon last night as to any reasons why the
District Attorney wag seeking to remove Mr. Kanarek?

1 A I think they saild that he was incompetent_.
it Q Wa_s thei:é .‘any other j:;eason,- if you know?
12 | A No, I am not sure. . |
oy 18 Q That dgeemed to be the extent of it?
. 14 A That is c‘:orrec{:, as far as I know.

15 Q@  Now, at the t:i.meg you heard that, I take it you
18 | thought: something about :u:, didn 1t you?

17‘:_ A Wall--, theré g Just aome more, you khow, sSome

18 | more mews on this thinq. this i:rial X never, you know ==

19 | Q - D:Ld you th:mk i-l: was true?

20 A Well, I m not very much on. the law, so I didn't

21 .

-

; even cohsider it one way or the. other.
22 . I am a truck dr:!.ver by occmpat;!.on; not a lawyer.

28 Q Well, did you :Eorm any opini.bn at aLle
Bl A No, I mean it was just something to read, that

. B 1 was all.

% T 8id not form an opinion one way or
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the-otheﬁ;é o
Q was ‘the -Gefendant charles Manson mentioned in

any of those broadcasts?
A The nape Manson was mentioned, T think, in the

paper, but I, you know; like I say, I Aid not really pay

much attention to it. X skipped through the paper this

morning.

Q /iﬁe article in the newspapér or on television
last night was there anything mentioned about Mr. Manson's
rélationship with Mr. Kinarek? ’

» A I could not tell you. I &id not -pay that much

attention to it.
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- . Mr, McBride?

94 |

MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you, Mr. Rolling.
Would you pass the microphone along to

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. McBRIDE, II
BY MR. FITZGERALD: |
Q Mr. chriéa, I am going to ask you pubgtantialilyl
the same quegtions thgt I agked Mr. Rollins. Particularly,
in the area of your e:tposura to publicity of a‘nf kind
with respect to Mr., mnarek.
Witho\:d: me repeating all thoge questions;
would you tell’ na the souzée of your informatiﬁn and what

‘ -

you have haardorseen? \’,“'ﬁ'f ] '\ é“'v v 4
A Yes. I 8aw a newscast that: gald that they
were trying to get a hearlng to 1ook ;Ln,to his competence,

trying to arrange a heaxing of some Sm:i:., The District

f Attorney was trying to do ‘this.

Q And did the District Attorney give any reasons,

. Mr. MeBride?

20

A Iﬁéompeteme.
Q@ . Dpid you think that that statement was true oxr
falge? ' :
A Well, I don't know L{f I thought it was true or
N

false.

THE COURT: Which statepent are you referzing to,

 Mr. Fitzgerald?
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—

MR. FITZGERALD: @ - Did it appear to you that.
Mr. Younger was making a statement relative to Mr. Kanarek's
competence? _ “

A | Yes, it did.

Q Did it appear to you to be’ -- did you form an
opinion as to what};er the statementt_s o‘f. Mr .« Younger were
true or false?

THE COURT: Which statements are you referring to,
&. Fitzgerald?

MR. FI‘IZGERAI;D: The statements that he was incompe-
tent.

THE CQURT: That he s#id it or that he is, in fact,
incompetent?

MR,FITZGERXD: @  Did you direc:tly hear, or see on
television Mr. Younger maksa a statement in regard to
Mr . Kanarek's competence?

A Yes, I 4id,

Q All right.

What did you hear or see Mr. Younger say?

A Well, % don't remfambe'r everything that he said
other than ~- : ‘ ‘

Q In subitance?

A Othar than they were trying to form some sort of
a hearing to look into his background or to decide whethexr
or not he wag competent enough to be Mr. Manson's attorney.

Q And did Mr. ’Younger express an opinion as to

L | CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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Mr. Kanarek's compatence?
A Yes, I think he aid.
Did you agree with that opinion?
No, I didn't.
. Did you not agree with that opinion?
I don't mdér‘stand.
All right.

S pr O B O

Mr. Younger sald, I take it, acco;faing to yoﬁr
that Mr. FKanarek i-zas incompetent?
A Yes. -
Q Did you agree with Mx. Youngar 's asgessment of
Mr. Kanarek's competency? ) ’
CA T151'0.» I didn't agree with it, He apmars
compatent to me. ' -
3 ‘pid you algo réad anything in the newspaper,
either today or yesterday, in regard to soma motion by the
District Attorney in connection with Mr. Kanarek?
Fy - No, I didntt.
MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you, Mr. McBride.
Would you pass the microphohe along?

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF ROSE PAHN

BY MR. FITZGERALD: |
| Q Miss Pahn, I am going to ask you essentially the
Same quagtions.

Can you tell us the source of your information

k)
>
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7:20 today.

and what you have heard, Lf anything?
A This mrni-nd -
Q I can 't hear :y'ou.
A This ﬁprning.. '.I didn't hear anything last
night. | o '
' This mrni;ng :L ﬁur,ned on HBC: - that is 'J.'oday g
PrOgram - when T gok up. I had gott:en up late, 80 I - ’
tarned it on, but I only hea::d, bacguse the television was
in the next xoom, with half an ear. o
I did hear somei:hi;ng.‘ ‘I heard Youngér s name
and I heard Mr. Kanarek's name and something about a

hearing.
Q Had you heard or seen cor read anything about

Mr. Kanaxek s compatency or alleged incompatency at any

time in the past not restricted to the lagt two days?
A No.
I was curious why the hearing, but I didn tt
hear that. I was hwrying becausé I didn't get up until

A

CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES
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6a-1 , Q ’A;fld you are still curious, I tszke it,
2 | “matame |
o . L
4 '. Q, L Did you see;mything:;iﬁ the newspaper in
5 | comnection with this at'all?
& | A 'I haven't read the paper.
- MR. FITZGERALD: Thénk:you.

8 | Would you pass the microphone along to Mr.
9 | Dominguez? ' |

10 |
1m - VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF PEDRO R. DOMINGUEZ
12 BY MR. FITZGERALD:

13 Q Mz. Dominguez, can you give usg the source

14 of any of your information and what you heard, read or saw,
15 | 4if anything?

% A I saw the newscast last night gbout the same
v time.

18 Q Do you remember what particular newgcast you
19 .l watched?

20 | | A I think it was Cronkite; Chammel 2.

2 | Q .Waltexr Cronkite is a national newscaster,

2 | with the mewscast originating in New York?

23 j A Yes, I think it is.

24 ¢ ) What did you see or hear?

% A Well, almost the same thing that you asked

26 My, McBride, about trying to get Mr. Kemarek off the

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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6a~-2 . case.

Q Who was trying toget Mr. Kanarek off the
5 cage, Mr. Dominguez?

4 | A Evelle Younger.
5 Q And did Mr. Younger state a reason,; sir?
6 | A : Wéll - one very definite reason. Incompetence
7 ig one statement he made.
8 | Q You sald one definite statement he made?
o | ‘ o ":A *’ 3 Yes. That was one of the reasons, oné of
10 :_ the questions he was. asked. .-
a | Q- Did it appéar t:o yo'u that that was a clear
12 | and forceful statement? .
13 . ' A ?oréefui?'
. 14 | q " Foreefgl, .
15 A Lt was definite. I can't say that it was

16 | Foreeful, no.

17 Q Were there any other reasons given?

18 | A No. 7That is the only onme that I can recall
19 { right off, |

20 Q Was there any discussion by Mr. Cronkite

2t | ox Mr. Younger ox anyone else on that televislon show

s2 | in regard to Mr. Hans‘on?

25 | A Well, it wasn't really Mr. Cronkite, it
24 | wa¢ another newscaster talking to him. (
'. 25 | ‘ Q Another newscaster talking to Mr. Younger?

_ 26 A Right.,
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| 6a-3 4 Q And did it appear that newscaster was
| 9 | réporting portions of a news confierence held yesterday
. s | by the Distiict Attorney? |
4 A Yes.
5 | 0 What did you think when you heard that,
6 Mr, Dominguez? |
7 A What did I really think?
8 ; Q I mean, just in your honest opinion? -
9 | A Well, let me see, There are not many things
10 | that T can think ofat the moment. |
u | I can think of the election coming up and
12 1 that there might be some yelation to these statements he
© | made,
.: 1| ‘ o B I It is only speculation on my part, I suppose.
15y . Q! 3 I didn't hear the last portion of the last

16 ) s’eﬁiﬁénce:,h Mr Dominguez? Tt

w7 A Y Teis just s;échfaﬁi;:n on my part. Anything
18 [ can come up in my mind.: I don't know the reasons for

19 | the actions on V. |

1

20 Q@ ;.. You'don't have to apologize, Mr. Dominguez.

2 I' We are just interested im what you thought when you heard

22 or saw this information.

% A From what I heard, I can't make a definite
CH statement of my opinion as to theiyr behavior amd their
. ® | gtatementson TV. I don't know why there was such action.

%1 I am in no position to judge anyone's conduct or competence
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in court as to the sgtatements he made.
Q Did you hear anything, when you heard ox
saw that, about Mr. Manson, the defendant in this case,

or one of the defendanits In this c¢ase?

A Mr, Manson's name was mentioned, of course-,.
that he was being represented by Mr. Kanarek. That is
about all.

Q Did you talk to anybody about what you saw
on television?
| A No. Not on TV, mo.

) You probably said something to your wife,
didn't you, sin?

A No. Usually by 11:00 o'clock she is
usua‘;i.'ly snoring alveady. |

Q You didn't, for example, say "That is the

lawyer in the cdge," or anything like that; right?
A No, I didn't.
MR. FITZGERALD: All right.
L] Can you pass the microphone along, Mr.
Dintogiest |
{ MR, DOMINGUEZ: Cé¥tainly,

. - L P s
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6b-1. _ VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF ELMER NORDLAND
’ 2 BY MR. FITZGERALD:
. . | Q Mr. Noxrdland?
. A Yes.
s Q - Do you want to take it from there?
A Yes.

I am an avid reader and I watch television.
I gsaw both programs, XNXT and CBS.
As far as that dedl is concerned, Mr,

10 Younger was trying to get Mr. Kanarek off the c¢ase,

1 and his reason for it is that on several cases in the

12 last few years, the People or the defense is looking into

3 more or less, in other words, acting out a case where the

4 | lawyer may be incompetent to have the case thrown out of
15 [ court.

16 | But as far as believing what Mr. Younger

ww | had to say, I haven't seen anything so far up to this

18 | point -- one week here -- that has shown that Mr. Kanarek
1 | 18 incompetent.

20 | If he has anything on Mr. Kanarek's incompe-
21 tency, it must be from previous dealings.

%2 { - ' Thete has been & lot of talk about this,

23 -but as far as courtroom procedure such as has been

24 | for the last week, there has been nothing to show that

25 | he is incompetent or that he is, like some people have

26 sald that I "ha;r.e read in the paper, that he will, maybe,

i

i
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There may be some acts that we don't know

about but -- '

+

Q ' All righﬁ. | |
Lo Let mei v;é*’;o‘back' over just a few of the things
that you said.
You indicated you watched KNXT. What

channel is that?

A KNXT is Chanhel 4, CBS ig 2.

Q So you Watqhed two particular newscasts on
two different channels in regard to this?

A You know, they go on for an hour and a half.
KNXT goes on from 5:00 to -~ two hours and a half ~~ to
7:30, |
That is Channel 11, isn't ité

Q

A No. Channel 4.

Q Who is the newscaster?

A Well, he had Tom Brokaw on last night, but
Tom Brokaw didn't have anything to say about it.

2 Jeff Marlowe? Robert Abernathy?

A Abernathy. A

Q And you watched -- now, that was one

channel; right?

A Yes. That is Channel 2.
Q A1l right. .
A Jerry Dunphy on the other one, I believe.
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Q All right.

You algo read the Los Angelés Times?
No. I read mostly the Examiner.
-Did you read the Examiner yesterday?.

Qo >

Yes.

D Q;f | Did you tead an article in regard to
this case? Or .did you read abou{: Mr. Kanaxek or Mr,
Younger in’ yesterday 8 Herald—Examiner?

A No. It was on the TV. There was a spot
on IV between Mr. Yaur;ger" aI;d the press. I believe it was |
a press conference here in this building.

Q Did you form any opinion when you heard it?
A I already told you that I had not.
) Did you form any opinion as to Mr. Youngei's

motives, if any, in makingthe statements you héard him
make?

A No, T did not.

Q - Did you discuss it with any‘boﬁy?

A Y.

Q Did you read any other newspaper In connec-

tion with Mx. Kanarek and Mr. Yoinger other than the
Herald~-Examiner?

A Not gince yesterday, .no..

Q Was yesterday the firsi! time that you heard,
read or saw anything in connection with Younger versus
Kanarek?
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y | A For about & week or ten days I have been
. 2 | ' reading about 'if.j.,. |
8 . Q And you have been reading about it iIn the
4 newspaper?
5. | A Yes.
6 | Q And that 1s the Herald-Examiner, by amd
7 large?
i i: A » Y{e‘s.—.‘
9 | Q Ig ':Lt algo peceasionally the Log Angeles
10 Times? S
11 L A -, Occasionally.
12 Q ' . . Have you for_mg!'a any opinion at all because
13 1 of that 'féri—él_ay’ exposure c;r ae; a S:esult of that ten-day
. 4 | exposure or durifg that ten-day -exposure?
13 ‘ A I i'have' .s.;n o’l;ez; mind on it.
16 MR. FITZGERAID:  Okay, Thamk you.
| THE COURT: We will take the noon recesg at this
8 _l time.
19 | Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse among
20 yourselves or with anyone else on any subject relating
21 to the case nor form or express any opinion regarding the
2 | cage until it is findlly submitted to those of you who arel
% selected as trial jurors.
2 2:00 o'clock, please.
. % ‘ (Whereupon, at 12:01l o'clock p.m. the court
7 £1s.%° | stood in recesé.)
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10S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1970 2:00 B.M.

‘- mm e

THE COURT: All the parties and counsel are present; |
all of the prospective juroirs are in the jury box.
Yot may proceed, Mr. Fitzgerald.
MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you.'

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. WILLIS

|- BY MR. FLTZGERALD:

Q What do you kinow about what we have been
talking about, Mrs. Willis? ’
A Well, I watched the mews on TV and I caught

it 1as£ night; it was George Putnam, and I réad the news~
paper avticle too.

,'e‘ Q@  Was. that the Los Angeles Times article in
t;day"s pape::"{ e
| | &, 'The Times, yes.
' g " . Did you algo read an article in the Herald-
A No. . - ‘ f;';
Q Just in the Times?
A CRight., [
Q And can you give us a brief synopsis of what

A Well, that Mr. Younger was going to call a

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




8 fls.

10
1
12
‘.;,3; .
.1

15

16

17
18
|
20 |
|

22

1765

" get excited sbout anything any more, so that was just

_here; and I have formed no opirion about him ~-=

_ personallyi 1 mean.

meeting, or whatéver, in Sacramento; I think it was, to
dismiss Mr. Keamarek for -- what did he call it -=-

objectionéble -~ no, professional -~

Q -~ obstructionism?
A ~- obstructionism, and incompetency.
Q Was that abouf the extent of it?
A: Yes, I mean, that is the only thing that
hit me.
The rest of it I juétt skimmed over.
Q Can you tell us what you thought as a

result of reading that, or anything?
A To be truthful with you, you know, I heard
so many other things, you know, that / beginn:mg not to

another thing that I read and passed it on.

Q Did you spéculate perhaps in your own mind
#s to whether or not Mr, Kanarek was any of those things, |
or did you speculate as to -E‘he rightness or wrongness of |
Mr. Younger's position, or amything like that?

A Well, I don't know énough about law, but I

only heard Mr. Kanarek for just a few minutes since I'm

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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Q 1 appreciate that, Mrsg. willls.
what I wag asking you,; though, was whéther, as
a result of what you saw on television or read in the
newspaper, you thoudght anything. Maybe it is not to the
status of aci:ugll-y forming an opinion.
A No. not really.
MR, Exwésmmn: Thank you.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MARIE M. MESMER
BY MR. FITZGERALD:

Q Miss Mesmer?

A Yes, sir.

Q Can you tell ug what you know?

A I did not tune in on ' last night. I did
gkim kthrough the gtory. I know its ¢ontents. That is,
I read it in the Tnewspaper . ‘ '

Q Was that this morning?

A No. That was last night. Well, it was the

Herald Examiner. I picked it up on the way home.

oz not:l;éegi Ehey had a banner, so to spsak,
headline,.and. 1t_a?§;;?a§& ny curibsitys I bought the
paper and I,sk:!.ﬁnped through the s,toafg to be, well, really,
sort of in'formad;,{j.r*_: é, gense, aboutiwhai-. wag going on.
Q Was the bamner headline "D.A. seeks To oOust
Manson Lawyexr"? R o

A Yes, I believe that was it, yes, sir.

H TS ) .
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" edition?

‘or incompetence?

" to quote Mr. Younger or «-

Q pid you also read the Los Angeles Times mreview

A No, I didn't get €6 the preview edition.
Q Did you read the home-delivered edition this

A No, not today I did not. _
Q When you read the Herald Examiner yesterday: |
was that the first time you had read anything in connsction

with Mr. Kanarek or Mr. Younger in regard to obstructionism |

A Yes. Frankly, ves.
Q | You hadnft heard about them before that date?
A Not to my Jnowledge, no.
I have not heen followlng the newspaper carefull
regarding this case. ‘
Q And did the newspaper article you read purport

A I dontt recall it. I didnf't read the story
that carefilly. I don 't recall any quote.

MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you.

: | : i
| YoIR D;ﬁﬁ;EMIHA'I’ION OF CLARENCE ELLMAN

BY MR. FITZGERALD: . - . e

Q@ I beltieve §t &¢ Mri Ellmn? -~

A Yes, I

Q what about ifou;f D':'i.dj yo;i ‘read the newsrapers

. .
1

Y
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yegterday or today? ";“ - i o -

A I have i:ha papar buf}: b 3 haven % read the article
thoroughly. I &id not:i.ce 'the headline; somath:mg about a
writ to have some sort of a hearing in regards to
Mr. Ranarak. ‘

Q Did you understand what a writ was?

A Not exactiy. Maybe sSome gort of & hearing or
somethir;g like that.

Q It vaeg a legal term anyway?

A Yasg, sir.

Q ﬁh.a:h raper wag .{-1: that yvou read, Mr. Ellman?

A I didn* read it thoroughly, like I said.

I have the paper right here. It is& the

‘morning Tines.

Q Did you read that today?
A Yes. Just the headline. I went through it.
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+

Q Yesterday did you read any paper in conmec-
tion with Mr, Kamarek?

A No. I bought the paper but I didn't read
it.

Q Did you watch the television yesterday?

A Yes. I think it was Channel 5.

Q Channel 57

A Yes.

Q You saw it on television last night? It

was on a news program?

, A < Yes, It appearéd to be a courtroom, a

hearing robm of some sort.

S = E A And what Was on t:elevision? Just g:.ve us

a brief étccount, Mr, Eltman.
A Well, there Was Evelle Younger and he was
talking in regarci to Mr‘ Kanarek and some sort of heari:ng,-

and I think?that- Saéramento Wa,s- mentioned,

Q Do you récall what Mr. Younger said about
Mr. Kaharek, sir?

A Not in words, no, sir.

Q Can you give us the substance of it or can

you paraphrase it; Mr. Ellman?

A About attorney Kanarek being incompetent,
I think. That is about it. '

Q Wds there any mention in the television

news broadcast that you saw about Mr. Mangon himgelf,
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A Well, that Mr. Kanarek was rvepregenting Mr.
Mansgon. '

Q But did anybody mention Mr. Manson or
quote Mr. Manson orx anything like that?

A I don't recall now,

Q Was last night the first time you were made
aware of this Kanarek-Younger mattexn?

A I don't think so. It seems to me like a
few days ago or so I heard something someﬁhere along that
line,

I watch the mews just about every might.

Q Do you regularly watch a particular chanmmel? |

A As a rule, it is 2. I usually have dinnexr
about that time.

.~ MR. FITZGERAID: I have nothing further.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF VIGTOR L. FRONDORF
BY MR. FITZGERALD:
Q Mr. Frondoirf, what about you?
A I got the newspaper this morning but I
haven't read anything about that.
Also, last night about 11:15, I think it was
on Channel 7, just before I got ready to go to bed, I

happened to cut in, because we had guests in to play

bridge and they left at 11:00 o'elock, and I cut the TV im
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about 11:15. I was getting ready for bed.
All I saw was Mr. Evelle Younger, and what
the conversation was I have no hkﬁowl'edge-.

Q Were you aware of amy action ox purported
action on behalf of Mr. Younger to remove Mr. Kanarek from
this case; s-{?.r?

A Other than what happened here in the court
the other day, the other morning, just before court
convened, when thewre -Seeméd to be a little bit of argﬁment ‘
about sdomething. That is the only knowledge I have.

Q I sm not femiliar with that.

A " Here in court the other morning., Mr. Kanarek
jumped up and had a pépe’r in his hapds and was taking off |
about it, and Judge Oldex said to wait until theyl went
into his chambers.

That is thie only knowledge I have of it.

Q I see. And you were gitting in the jury box ,:
at the time, Mr. Frondorf? |

A Yes.

Q Or were you out in thé audience?

A No, I was here in the jury box.

Q— And you surinised that that was becatise there

was somé matter contained in the newspaper about Mr.
Kenarek? . |

| ;It‘f ;“; | 1 don't know. T have no knowledge about
thé~'néwyépaper othey than he had.a paper in his hands and

+ .. . T o
“:‘ . -~ ‘ . _'!". . - -,
BN " + .
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&

he started to read, and the Judge quieted him down.
Q And you didn't read anything gbout it in the
paper yesteag&a;’r?- N |
; A . No. I have a paper this morning but I
haqén.' _t' ggad anything in ttlxj;s' momq.pg‘.’ 8 paper.

17 n L :,"’
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MR. FITZGERALD: okay, thank you.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. BLACK
BY MR. FITZGERALD:
Q Mr. Black, can you tell us what you know about
this mattexr?
Just what I read in the paper this morning.
Wag that the Tog Angeles Timen?
Right.

O = O bk

" Can you give us a brief synopsis of what you

read?

A I mean the only thing that I could repeat about

| what I vead is about getting rid of Mr. ¥anarek upon

incompetence. ‘ ;

That s.s about al:l..

‘pid you form an opinion whe.n ymi read that?
No.

pid you thizii:' that ms {;.r:ua or false?

No, I ;Eormed no op:l.n:l.on at all.

> £ B .9

Q Did you hear anythi,ng bn ::adio or see anything

| on talevision?

A No.

Q@  Had you heard anything about Mr. Younger and
Mr. Ranarek vig-a-vis one another beforé today?

A No.
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thig afternoon;, what iz going on.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. TUBICK
BY MR, FITZGERALD:
Mr. Tublck?
Yes, 8ir.

-Can you help us out?

L B O

A No, gir, just what I heard this moz:ning and

Q Did you 8ee anything on television yesgterday?

A No, sir.

Q Did you watch television last night? .

A  No, sir. From my understanding here when I
£irst was.in the chambere, there, it was given me to
understand, at leasgt I got the understanding, to gtay awey
frozp radio and ™ and to refrain rfrom it as much as possi-
ble, which I have done. | '

Q Did you inadvartently hear anything on the
radio in regard to Kanarek or Younger? |

A Wo, sir, |

Q  ana you have nét read the paper, is that
coxrrect? .

A . That s right, sir.

Q Have ’you 'heara anything about it from psople
who have told you they' reaé. it in the nawspaper or heard it
on the radio or sa.w‘ ﬁ.t: an television?

A . Nq, sir.’

r‘, -

Q. ,‘ - NQ one ha.s mentionac’t the matter to you

T, CieloDAVE.COMARC HTVES
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. b_é.fore today?

morning, Mr. Kanarek mentioned something about objecting

. down just a bit. Can you still hear me?

informally today?
A No, sirx.
Q Had anyone ever mentioned it to you informally

A No, sir. The only thing it is like the othex

about, oh, the District Attorney having him taken off
thé case.
That was in the courtroom.
MR. FITZGERALD: Okay, thank you.
This concludes my questloning on the issue,
your Honor. ‘ '
THE COURT: Very wall.
MR. REINER: Yes, your Honox.
THE COURT: Just a moment, Mr. Reiner, what subject dog
you intend to ¢question about, the same subject?
MR. REINER: Yas.
THE COURT: I don it want a :..‘epati*l:io:;., 1£ it has
Already bean agkead.
MR. éEIﬂER: I appreciate that. I do not intend to
be repetitious. ‘

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. MCKENZIE
BY MR. REINER: , ,
Q Mrg. McKeanzie, perhaps T m:l.ght turn the volume
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A Yesg. .
@  can all the prospective jurors in the audience
hear ma? |
Mrg. Mcmnzie, irrespective of just what you
did mee 6n television last night, or read in the néwspaper
today, was your: informa:tion ag thorough ag the information
that Mx. Nordland had?
ﬁo xou recall Mx. Nordland 's responses o

<
lf

Mr. Fitzgerald Ig questions? l,,( b ..Z L -

o '5
. -

THE COURT: I ﬁon *t see. how anybaay can answer a
question lilke that, si.r' . 'I'hat e:alls‘ £or sheer speculation.

Q BY MR. RExNER- Mrs. McKenzie, do vou recall
hearing Mr. Nordland :Lnd‘mata that he was an avid reader
of the newspapers?

A Yes.

Q. Do you recall Mr. Nordland in yesponsge to
Mr. Pitzgeraldig gquestions indicate the basis, as be wmder-
stood it, from Mr. Youngér‘ 15 vemarks, of Mr. Youngeris |

 complaint with respect to £he compatehcy of Mr. mafek?

A Yes.

Q Do you recall Mr. Nordland saying that he

was contgerned not with Mr. Kanarek’s conduct in this case,
but/Mr . Kanarek's conduct in some Frior case or cases.

Do you recall Mr. Nordland gaying that?
A Some words to that effect.
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Q@ Apart from having heard Mr, Nordland relate
that, did you also heax that on television, or did that
go beyond what you actually heard oh television?
A 1 did not hear television last night, and I did
not read the paper today.
If I may, though, I would like to claxify my
earlier statement. | |
AQ "S.u:ely. N ‘
A i‘@hén I wafs asked if X régularly read newspepars |
and I said on Stmdays. L i ,' ‘

.. I do read some anticles of cher papars during
the week when I can, but I have carefully refrained from
follqwing any of the curreni: trials s;lnce I knew that I
might possibly be on jury duty; because I wenfed to main-
tain an open wind. T |

As a matter of fact I looked through a paper in
court vesterday and through one secdtion today. That was the
extent of it. . |

Q Then prior to coming to court today you were
uninformed as to the basis of D:i.stri.ct Attorney Younger ‘5
complas.nt againgt Mr. Ranarek, is that coxrect?

A That is correct.
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9a~1l i Q 4nd you were informed, or you heard rather,
"2 | rather than say informed, you heard of the basis of Mr.
3 Younger's complaint against Mr. Kanarek from the answers
4 | given by the other jurors during the examination before
5. | lunch and just recently by Mr. Fitzgerald, is that
6 | correct?
7 A Yes, and one statement prior to that.
8 3 What statement?
9 | | A Just cagsually, ds I &ald, the cas_ual state~
10 | ment of the jurors. _
1 Q This was a conversation you had with some
12 | other prospective juror?
1 | A Yes, the conversation I overheard, and any

1 4 of the details I have heard as Mr. Fitzgerald questioned

15 |  the jurors.

16 MR, REINER: Thank you very much. Would you pass

17 | the microphoné to Mr. Rollins; please.
18

o . VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ROLLINS
2 | BY MR, REINER; -
21

te ,' Mr, Rollins, you indicated in response to

2 1 Mu. Fitzgerald‘ s questz.cn that you have beeén watching

23 the television news and reading the newspapers smce.

L you were a prospect;.ve ;;uror in. this case, is that correct? |

2% A T have seen the news, and I have read some

26 neyspapers since I have been a prospective juror,

L
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Q Have you read these items carefully or have
you simply skimmed through themf

A No, I just skimmed through.

Q Were you aware, as Mr. Nordland was aware,
that; the basis of District Attorneéy Younger's complaint
against Mr. Kanarek was not his conduct in thls case but
an glleged conduct in other cases?

A No. What I say was, I just read it was
incompeténce. I just skimmed through the paper, like I
say.

Q It was not until Mr. Nordland indicated his ‘
understanding of Mr. Younger's complaint againgt Mr.
Kanarek that you were informed of that for the first time?!

A That 1g the first I heard of it.

Q "Okay. Would you pass the microphone please |
to Mr. ,McB'xiiié. '

_ _ VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR, MG BRIDE .
BY MR. REINER: . .. .-

.1

Q@ - Mu: McBride, did you hear this on television
or did ycu;i ree;& -ﬁbdut ‘this in the newspaper? |

A7 On television.

Q Did you listen to it carefully?

A Yes, sgir.

Q@ . Afker listening to this story on the

news carefully were you aware of the underlying basis

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES




Lt 1780

9a»3 |, [ for Mr. Younger!s comi;?:g;[ni; aga‘itnst Mr. Kanarek, that is,

2 his alleged incompetency notr in this case but in other,

s | prior cases?

i A Well, that refreshes my memory, but until | \/
s | you just did, I did notknow what he based hisg complaint

. | on. |
o "9 Well, now, do you recall Mr. Nordland's

8 responses to Mr. Fitzgeyvald's dquestions?

9 A Yes, sir.

10 . Q Prior to the time Mr. Nordland indicated
1 that based upoﬁ what he had réad and heard and seen

12 that that was his uderstanding of Mr. Younger's basis
15 for his complaint agalnst Mr. Kanarek, were you aware

14 | at that time that that was the basis for the complaint?
15 A No.

16 Q You were not. And go you learned about it
17 | for the first time when yob, heard Mr, Nordland's resporses \/
8 to Mr. Fitzgerald's questions?

19 A Yes. ‘

20 | MR. REINER: Thank you. Pass the microphone,

21 please to Migs Pahm.

22 A'

23 | ' VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MISS ROSE PAHN

24 BY MR. REINER:

25 6 Misg Pahn, as I recall you did indicate

% | you heard something of this on television news this
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. . 4 L=,
to Mx. Dominguez.

morning, but that you did not pay amy particular
close attention to it, is that correct?

A No -~ that is correct, I mean.

Q When you came to court this morning you were
aware, were you not, of the underlying basis of District
Attorhey Younger's complaint against Mr. Kdnarek?

A Yes, I just heard there was to be a hearing.

Q And it was then not until you heard the
answers to the questions put to the prospéctive jurorsg
by Mr. Fitzgerald that you learned for the first time
of the unde::‘ly:i.ﬁ‘g bagis of Mr Youngexr's complaint
against Mr. Kenarek?

A . Correct, %k heard the remarks.

4

%R.&’REIIfERt 'Wp@;f;d‘,jroﬁa.pl,‘eé’se- pass the microphone

o

-

]
]

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. DOMINGUEZ
BY MR, REINERY » . < .-

Q Mr. DOmingﬁeZs you indicated that you
watched the newscast yesterday, is that correct?

A Yes, I did.

Q On the newscast you saw something of the
matter which we are presently discussing?

A Yes, ’

Q Did you pay particularly close attention
to it?
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court this moxning and heard the answers to Mr, Fitz-

A No, mot that close.

2o} Then you were undware until you came to

gerald's questions, most gpecially the answers given
by Mr. Nordland, of the md'ex‘?l'ying basis of Mr. Youngeér's|
complaint against Mr. Kanarek, that is, that he was |
not complaining about Mr. Kanarek's conduct in this case,
Eut he was complaining about Mx. Kanarek's alleged
conduct in prior cases?

A I was not aware of that. ‘

Q You have heard -t::hat }:he first time in | y
this courtroom when you heard the answers given to the
questions by Mr. Fitzgerald?

A Yes.- |
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9B~1 3 . MR. REINER: Thank you veéry much.
®
3 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. NORDLAND

. BY MR. REINER:
5 1 Q Mr. Nordland, you are an avid readex. BY that
¢ | you mean you read more than one newspaper, or you read one

v | newspaper thoronghly?

8 - A To, ¥ just rea,d one newspaper thoroughly.

| 9 Q Which one is that, sixr?

0 | A-  The Examiher. |

1| =} The Examiner, and you watch the evening news,

12 | is that correct?

18 , A Yes, gir.
.‘ 14 | Q The evéning hews runs for £m and a half hours.

5 | Do you watch any substantial portion of that time on the

6 f ngws? | .

17 .A Yes. . ;‘ ’m"’.;

is @ - About '_hoﬁ,inuc"'h. generally speaking?

19 A W,e}.l, as a rule we have it on from 5:00 until

0 ) 730, . Tl i. ORI

2 | - Q 1 gee, and 1ast nighi: did You have occasion to

22 also see Mr, Younger's presswonfereme?

28 A T did. sl

. i. Q ~And did yo{: pay 'clci.;a attént;ztdﬁ.l to what he saild?|

. ; % | A Fairly close. |

26 Q

It was based upon Mr. Younder !s comments as
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982 1 revealed :Ln the teievision rress conferance, dand the story
| . » | that appeared ‘in the Herald ‘Examiner that you concluded
d 3 the basig’ of Mr. Younger 's‘ complaint against Mr. Kanarek

& | 48 not his conduct in '!_:h:i.s. trd.ai but his allegsd miscondiict -.

5 | in other trials. L

4
¥

6 Is that correet? .
7 A Yes, sit. |
RN MR. REINER: Thank you very ‘:;x\:(:’h.— Would you please

9 | pess the microphone o Jurof No. 7, Mrs. Willis.
. 10 .
u | VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. WIILIS
12 { .BY MR. REINER:
18 Q@  Mrg, willis, you indicated in responsge to
. ! ome. Fitzgerald's question that you have heard “so much,"
15 | with emp&:;asi-s. 'abquf this because at this point you have
16 5 become perhaps satiated and you don 't pay all that much
11 attention to what you see and hear in the news and in the
18 ‘-' }paper.,a.
19 | A Bagically I mean I did not emphasize it that
% | way: but basically. |
2t | Q That would be a fairly correct statement when
22 I you say you heard ac":; much you are referxring to the news as
28 | it appeared on television and the newspapers over the last
¢ | few months, is that correct?
@ % | A That is right.
2% S ‘Q And prior to coming to court today were you

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES



1785

9B3 avare from elther watefziﬁér televigion or reading the news-
R raper of the underlying basis for Mv. Youngex 's complaint
. ‘ against Mr. Kanarek, that is, he was not complaining of
| Mr. Kanarek's conduct ox in,cpmpgatencg,irf th:l.;_s case, but hig
alieged miaéondu::t or iﬁcbmpef.ance in other cases? |
A That's rights - e
Q Were you avare of that before you came to

e | court? SRV
| A That is what I read, yes.
© Q | You Aid not learn of that the f£irst time when
1 you came to court and heard the answers to the questions v
3 | Put to the jurors by Mr, Fitzgerald? |
. A Yes, I rvead that and understood that.
. 4 ’ MR. REINER: Thank you very much. Would you pasgs the |
s microphone over to Miss Mesmer.
16
. VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MISS MARIE M. MESMER
s | BY MR. REINER:
19 - Q Miss Mesmer, % believe you did indicate in
50 | ¥esponge to a question put to you by Mr. Pitzgerald that
s | You 'l:xad been reading the Herald Examiner about this
29 particular case in order to keep informed aboui these

25 | Proceedings.

2 A oh; no, I did not say that. I did not say I
® 25 | would be redding the Herald Examiner to keep informed.

2 In answer to Mr. Fitzgerald's question, he
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agked me-if I read the Herald Examiner, 1f I saw this
particular story.

I said yes, I had seen it last night.

I don't remember if I said that, I mean -~

what I mean is to say, are you misinformed or am I misin-

Forned?
Q@ . I dontt know. I am referxring to my notes.
A I me'ar;; you confuse me by your approach bec‘:ause,i

I had not said to my knowledge -- if the court reporter
would care to read back my statement, it's all right with
me, '

But ¥ don't recall making that statement that I
wit reading the He:i:a:l_.é Examiner to i«'aep up with the case. |
| I sald I read the nga.-.‘i:d Examiner last night
because I wanted to bha 1_;1£ormad. out of curiosgity to know
what was going on.. jThat is what I said.

Q | All right, well, eithér I misunderstcod you or
perhaps you had inadvép;entiy miéspbﬁg you:salf‘.
A Well, T don tt think T miéséoic;a, but perhaps.

» .
LY . vy
. [
]
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1’07-"1: C g ] R In any event, you did read about the case?
., a | A Yes. |
' R . Q Wheri I say “sbout the case," Miss Mesmer,
4| I am refeirring to the matter that we are discussing mow. -
5 | & Yes. That is precisely what we are
6 ‘discussing. h | ‘
7  ‘ Q. ‘ Now, aid you read the article carefully
8 or casually?
9 | A Casually,
0 | Q Prior to coming into court today ahd
1L | hearing the answers put to the questions by M. Fltz-
1z | gerald, were you aware of the underlying basis of Mr.
11 Younger's complaint against Mr. Kanarek; specifically,
. s | ' that he was not ¢omplaining_ of any obstructionism or |

15 _migeonduct or incompeétency in this case but such

16 conddet in prior cases?
" A'; T was not avare of that infornation until

. toda.ya

W . REINER. ‘Thank you very much.
. ; L Would you pass: ‘the microphone to Mr.
# Elitrsan, piease?

22 | Lo
® N P

20

e VOIR DIRE. Emm;m:om OF CLARENCE ELIMAN

BY MR. REINER.

. By Q Mr. Ellman, you did see the televised
2% | .

24 7

newéc,:ast of the press conference called by District
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Attorney Younger' is that tfue?

A Yes, sir. '

Q " "Now, aid youl indicate, in response to Mr.
F‘itzgeﬁalé‘s question, that it appeared to you that Mr.
Younger's statements were ‘;qade during a cqurt proceed~

ing? Was that y‘ouri understanding?

A . Some sort of a hearing room if appeared to .
be, yes.
Q ) L see.

 Then it was your impression that these
s.tazementé. -as related on the televised news conference
occurred during some sort of court proceeding in some
sort of hearing room?
A That iswhat 1t appeared to me.
Q- You did not understand it to be merely a
press conference called by an individual in his own

| vc‘ff:i:‘c':e?‘ ‘

A dcm’t think so..'
Q All right. |
Then, prior to coming to court today,

you were not aware, wWerée you, of the underlying baszs |
of Mr. Younger's complairit against Mr. Kamarek, that ;LS,?
his conduct in prior cases? |

A Well, like I said, I think, you know, the |
last :Eé‘ﬁ_w' days or g0 there has been something, I either |
saw 1t on the news or read it i‘f.x the paper; pertaining
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to it.

Q- Well;, sir; when you say "gomething,"
gpecifically what 1 am réferring to is this: Prior to
héaring the answers to the questions put by Mr., Fitz-

.gerald to the other prospective jurors, were you aware,

before coming to court today, of the underlying basis
of Mr. Youﬁger-' § complaint against Mr. Kanarek, that is,
not that Mr. Kanarek was incompetent in this case but
Mr. Kenarek, in the judgment of Mr. Younger, had been

incompetent in prior cases?

Did you learn of that here iIm court for
the first tina;e-;br did you learn of that from watching
television ia:st night?

P .A I am sure, I am pretty sure it happened

‘ lhst night when I heard all about e,

1

Q - ﬁhen you came to cou'rt thig moxning, then,
Mr. Ellman, you _a%rgiady lgne?w and you did remember and
recall that the basis for Mr. Younger's complaint dealt
with Mr. Kanarek's past condict as opposed to his
present conduct? , |

A That is probably it, yes, sir.

MR. REINER: Okay. Would you pass the microphone .

on, please, to Mr. Frondorf.
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 Fitzgerald that you say the television news but that you

Mr. Kanarek; is that trie?

here in court today from the answers given to questions
Aput to pxospective jurors by Mr. Fitzgerald; is that

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF VICTOR L. FRONDORF
Q Mr. Frondorf, did you indicate to Mt.

wele not paying attention to it and you were not aware
oﬁ the substance of“Mr.- Younger's 'rém‘arks?
A No: I saw Evelle Younger on the television.
What. the conversation was I have no knowledge.
) I see,
And you were not, apparently, then aware

of the underlying basis of Mr. Younger's complaint againsiy

A No, I was not.

Q And you learned of it for the first time

true?
o .
-A-? : That iB tmeo ii’ -
"o

MR. REINER. ‘Thank you very muchi.
Would you pass the microphone to Mr. Black? |

VOIR ‘DIRE' EXAMINATION OF MR. ELZIE K. BLACK
BY MR. REINER:
‘ ) Mr: Black, you read of this matter in the
newpaper, did you not?
A This morning.
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you determmed that there was some complaint by Mr.
‘Younger with respect t:o the compentency of Mr. Kanarek;
"is that true? Pee

25

Q And in reading the newsgpaper, Mr. Black,

i . S 3 ,._‘;
.- - T

. Right .
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10-A~1 1 Q@ . Did you read the article c¢arefully or &id you
. 2 | read the article casually, six?
8 A Casnally.
4 . 9 Mr. Black, before coming to court today, were

5 | you aware of the underlying basis of Mr. Younger's

¢ | ceomplaint against Mr. Kanarek?

7 | A I was not.

8 Q You were not?

g | A No. _

10 Q You learned of it, then, for the first time in \/

11 hearing the answers to the questions put to the prospective
12 | furors by Mr. Fltzgerald?

13 A That!s right.
. \ 14 MR: REINER: Thank you very much, Mr. Black.
GRS I Would you pass the microphone to Mr, Tubick,

16 | please?
1T
18 | VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF HERMAN ¢, TUBICK
19 BY MR. REINER:

20 | Q@  Mr, Tubick, you learned of this entire matter .f
21 | here in court for the first time; is that correct?

22 | A Yes, sir.
m | q And prior to coming to court todday, you had

24 disciplined yourself not to read the newspapers, not to
@ % | iisten to the radio, and not to watch television with
2% | respect to any matters cohnected with this dase; is that

.+ - 1 " CieloDAVECOMARCHIVES



022 | tree, sir?

: A Yes, sir. . 'l

. R MR. REINER: 'Thank you ve.;:y nuch .
4 | I have no fwrther questions, your Honor, on
5 this Apai:‘t:l.cul}azf point,
6 3 Would the Court wish to hear from counsel on
, | ‘this matter at the banch or should I continuve on with the
o voir dire gxamimtion of Miss McKenzie?
o 1 " We do have gome matters we would wish to

‘e | G48cuss with the Court directly relating to the voir dire
at this time.

i |

" 1 MR. STOVITZ: Before we do, may coynsel for the

s | People inquire on this particular stbject matter as this
o | " “"‘ bas heen reopened, go to s,_gea‘k.

5| MR. REINER: Yes, -xcm} Honok .

16 | If the Court wishes to hear argument before wd

17 | 9o on to ‘!:.ha regular volr dire, of course, tha People‘
1g | sShould be, of course, heard first with respect to their
19. '4' ‘examination of the jurors.

o | = THE COURT: Well, it is my understanding that the
2 | voir dire had concluded s¢ far as the defendants are

02 | goncerhed as to this witness.

% | MR. STOVITZ: As to this juror.
24 | THE COURT: As to this juror. And I permitted it to
. 25 | be reopened for t"h;.s" iimii':ed purpose .
%6 MR. REINER: Very well.
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THE COURT: Do you intend to go into this subject
just raised?

MR. STOVITZ: Just this subject, and I intend to

" .cover it just with one or two jurors, not individually.

tum cowmfs AL} right.
MR. STQVITZ: Thank you.
P T

H v o,
¥

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MISS MCKENZIE

. ' S, R
‘me‘ SWVITZS ‘:-n_.‘ “ . i: { -
Q@  Mre. McKenZie; can you hear me?

.A‘ . Yeés.,

‘ Q Do you understand from the questions that have
 been asked of you by Mr. PFitzgerald and Mr. Reiner that

this subject matter has nothing to do with the guilt or
Lhnocence of the defendants? ‘

A Yes, I do.

Q And that there will not be any evidence
presented in the trial concerning this matter.

. Do you un&arsiand that, lfiiss‘ MoKenzie?
A Yes, - '
Q ALl right.
Now, in conjunction with anything that ygu

might have seén on television about Mr. Youngek 'g atatement;,

did ¥ou see anything about Mr. Kanarek's gtatement in
rebuttal to Mr. Yowiger's statenent? '

A+ I saw neither,

CieloDAivVe.COMARCHIVES




1795

.Oad y | Q@  all right.
. 2 | Now, 'Lf in ﬁ;e course of the trial counsel for
s | the defendants and counsel for theé People approach the
4 | bench ten times on one day, 20 timeg on another day, are
5 | you going to concern yqu‘rself with how many times we
6 | apprcach the bench? |

7 A No.

3 qQ You know that it has nothing to do with the

9 / evidences; isn't that right, ma fam?

0 | A Ye B. *

un | Q@  So, teo; you understand that this questioning

12 here has nothing to do with any evidence that we purport
‘ 18 to introduce? o
® w | A Yas, I understand.
5 Q A‘nd you -ur;;égéstbod from Mr. Reiner!s questioninq
16 _ yes‘tgrday- fronf where you sat in vour position in the jury
7 | room, Miss l-k‘:’:Kanzies,; that the ";:Qn&‘ﬁ'cti of any a:ttorne.y,
18 Mr. Bugliosi, myself, or any of 'l:he a:htbrxie&s, ghould not
1‘9u reflect upon your view of;; ‘tliai évidencg? You understand
2 | that, do you mot? T |

!" - it

2t A Yas.

22 . Q In other words, let's say that one of the

23 attorneys wore an atrogious tie af;«:,x court or a sult that

2 | didn't match, or something of that type: You wouldn 't
.' % )} aongider that as far as the guilt or innocence of the

% | gefendant, would you?
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consider that concerning yourself with the guilt or

A No. _ | -

Q - -So. too;- Lf one of the attorneys addreéSed fhe
Court in a manner that was not to your Iiking, or addressed |
one of the jurors that wag not to your liking,. You wouldn 'Y

innocence of the defendanty is that right?
A Right.
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Q Do you think you could put aside, completely
put aside, everything tha‘l; vou might have read about this
incident comerning Mr. Kanarek's representation of his
client and ,qut consider the evidence as to the guilt or
innqcence o.f Mr. Manson and t:he othar dafendants?

A Yes, I do. -

MR. STOVITZ: Thank You.l . -

Mrs, Willis ~-

MRS, WILLIS: U Yes. ‘

ME. STOVITZ: If I asked you those dquestions,
would your answexrs be substantially the same?

MRS. WILLIS: Substantlally, yes.

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF CLARENCE ELIMAN
BY MR. STOVITZ:

Q Now, Mr. Ellman, you stated that you actually
saw the TV interview; is that true?

A I saw it, yes. I was watching the ' and I
saw Mr. Younger, yes, sir.

Q Did you see any rebuttal by Mr. Kanarek?

A I can't recall, really.

MR. STOVI'.EZ:‘ May»; ask the _.jurors at iarge, ig there
anybody on the jury that saw the rebuttal hy Mr. Kanarek on
TV?

Mr. Nordland?

MR. NORDLAND: Yes.
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VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF ELMER NORDLAND
BY MR. STOVITZ:

Q Forgetting for a moment what remarks

 Mr. Kanarek made in rebuttal, you did hear him make certa:i.n

remarks, Mr. Nordland?

A I aidn* follow him that closely.

Q | You ‘understand that méteve_r remarks he made
is not evidénce in thisg case? You understand that?

A I do.

Q You understand that whatever remarks

" Mr, Younger made are not evidence in this case?

A I do. - o

Q o You unde:;stand that if either Mr. Younger =-
rather, uni:i.l M. Younger or Mt. Kanarek talee that
witnessd stand and ar’e 5worn to testify Tl::ndear: oath, as any
other w:!.tness ;Ls, that £heir . st:atements are rot evidence
in this case? You undarsi:and that? 1,

A T do. S

G Would you be able to follow that instruction if
the court gave you such an instruction?

A I will.

Q Tf the Court were to tell you that you are to
be. éqverned soleiy by the evidence in this case and nothing |

| else, Mb. Nordland, would you follow that instruction as
well?

A I would. .
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Q Do Srou- feel in any 'ivay, shape or form, in any

|  Jannexr, ‘Mr: ﬂordlmd, that what you have read of seen of

.Y latest e\pi.sode concexning Mr. Kanarek, that that would

in' any wy,.influencé your verdict in this cage?

A*\' HO- A ""“}

MR. 'STOVI'IZ: Woula eny of the jurors, if I asked
yoi those questions indiviqually; answer those questzl.ons

.,."f

ahy differently than Mrg. mKenzie, Mrs. Willis ox

- Comatmemt - miprz -

Mr. Nordland? - - o v .
1 see no resporse, so I take it ghat you é;-l:fi:‘i-
=

ol N

are shaking your heads An tha negat:l.va, 25 Mrs. Megmer is.

R 'I'hank you very kindly.

THE COUR'I': Ladi.“es ami gentlemen, I admonish you that
any publicity to-which _ygu-gight have been exposed
pertaining to this cage; a.nfg of the parties, any of the
attorneys, any possi“bie wi.t:nasses, or anything else
relating to. the’ cageu is not evidence and must not bhe
considered ‘by,, y‘qh :Eor ;ny ptmpose.

" Any iegal problems thaﬁ com up wh:l.ch are
matters between the court and counsal are not to be
speculatad on’ by the pfospective jurors or the jury after
the’ jury is selacted. -

" There w;L.'Ll Ye many matters during the course
of the trial that have to he aiscussed out of the presence
of the jlu:;g involving -purélg legal questiqns. and the
:Eu'nct:l.ox; of ‘Ehé-kjinfgl 18 not to be concerned with ‘thoselbut

-
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to determifie what the facts are from the evidence and to
make your determination on the issués in. El_‘i'é_" txial baged
on tha C‘ourt 's instructions.

RS Mr. Fanarek ig to be considered like any other
attorney‘: | He is 1:i.ke any other attorney in thiz case.

The act of the Distric{: Attorney in calling a press

Wm But I aamcnj.sh you +hat you are not

-

to consider thai: act or any staf:emez;ts éoming out of that
conference as having sangsb‘é’ﬁing whatever on any of the

*

issyes in this casa.

Now, it there any one cf’, izou who believes that
for any reason you could not put aside anything that you
have heard, read or Seer\};qéiﬁéﬁidg this case, through
television, the press, ,_9_:\; any other media or Source, and
determine the issues in this cage solely from the evidence
which will come out during the trial?

If therg_k j;s -any one of you who belieires he
could not hase his dedision sdaleiy- on the evidence at the
trial, please indicate-to me at this time by raising your
hand, And let me add tnat the evidence will consist of
the testimonyﬂoﬁ;d.\\lﬁsses who testify under ocath from
this witness stand and from‘ exhibits which may be
receivéd in evidence during}:he coursa of the trial, and
your dec:l.sion mugt be based solaly on that and nothing
else,P and’in conformity with the Court!s ingtrugtions to

A

"

AN . . -
L & i
. .

5

ccnfe:,:ence yesterday while this jury was being selected was |
Mﬁ“\ﬁ

]
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