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Q, 	' And I don't want you to answer the question 

one way or the other if you have some qualification. to 

your answer. 

In other' words, if you can't answer the 

question yea or DP because there is sotething else in 

your mind that is 4 qualification or condition to that 

answer, I want you tó tell me about that. 

. Walt  you'llo that? 

- ltes, ars 

Q. 	You_ understand 'Vhatl. am not trying to put •  
words in your moutiii- 	want to 'know that whatever 

you answer understand, So :will ask you the same 

question again. 	
, 

Do you .eupertALIAWacconscientious objec-

tions regarding the-death penalty that you would auto-

matically refuse to impose it regardless of the evidence 

developed during the trial? 

Now, before you answer that, if you have 

any hesitation, any conditions, any mental reservations 

of any kind, you may, of course, include those in your 
. 	• 

answer.'  

A 	Well, you certainly put me on the spot as 

far as the answer when I say -- 

q 	That is what I intend to do. 

A. 	I honestly don't approve of the death 

penalty. I would think that that wouldlle very plain 
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4a-2 	1 

• 	2 

and simple in my answer. 

As I say, I don't thinlv that if 11 other 

people would believe in it that is no reason why I should 

automatically go running along and follow their viewpoint 

if I feel honestly in my heart that I am opposed to it. 

I think that life impriSonment and a lot 

of other reservations can take the, place of the death 

penalty regardless of guilt. 

Q 	Well, you. haven't answered the question, sir. 

MR. STOVITZ: With the permission of the Court, 

may I ask the Court to ask the juror if he understands 

the question? Many times jurors don't understand the 

question. 

BY THE COURT: 

DID you feel that you understand the ques-

tion, Mr. lqetcher? 

A 	Well, I probably don't if you are not.satis- 

fied with my answer. 

Well, you. seem to be talking about your 

opposition to the death penalty in a philosophical sense, 

but my question is not directed precisely to that point 

but it is directed to the question of whether you would 

automatically refuse to impose it without regard to the 

evidence in the case. 

Well, I don't understand your question in 

that sense. 
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4a-3 
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:Even. in a sense of guilt, the question is 

2 

3 

4 ' 

would I still vote. for the death, .penalty if, the evidence 

proved guilt? Is that the, question' that =you. arh, asking 

me? 
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NO. My question Presupposes that there has 

been a finding of guilty of murder in. the first degree 

as to one or more defendants. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

And you are now in the penalty phase of the 

trial and you have to make a determination as to which 

penalty, life imprisonment or death, and my question 

simply is: Have you already made up your mind? Would you 

be willing to listen to the evidence or would you auto-

matically refuse to impose the death penalty regardless of 

the evidence? 

A 	Well, I would refuse to vote for the death 

penalty. 

Regardless of the evidence developed? 

A 	Yes. 

MR. STOVITZ: Renew our challenge$  your Honor. 

THE COURT: Very well. You are excused, Mr. Fletcher 

Thank you, sir. 

MR. FITZGERALD: Will the record indicate that our 

objection is renewed? 

THE COURT: Very well., 

MR. KAINIAREK: Join, your Honor. 
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MI ,A11 defendants join.. 

THE CLER(: Mrs. Helen S. Fields; 

$ , 

(Whereupon,, Mrs: Heleit S. Fields came 

Corward and was seated a fury bo$'4o. 2.) . 

V4113., DIRE 4EAMINATION 	ngLEN 5: FIELDS 

BY THE COURT; 

MO:. Fields, ,have you hard and understood 

'everything that has been; said in court since you came 

into this case? 

A 	Yes, I think I have. 

If you were selected as a juror in this 

case would you be able to serve? 

A 	I think I could. 
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Q 	Now, I am., going to ask you the same two 
4  

questions th4t have.  been asking the other prospective 

jurors, and:  again let me explain.that the first queg.44on 

is aireCted toward the firSt- phase of 'the the so-

called. guilt phase of the trial, mut- the second question is 

directed toward the so-Cailed penalty phase of the trial. 

The quastiond are these":' Virst, do you enter-. 
tain such conscientious objectiOns regardirig the death 

penalty that you %told be uvis.):)le to make an impartial 

.decision•as to any defendant is guilt regardless of the 

evidence developed during th4 

A. 	No, X. don !t. have o)jection to the death 

penalty if the evidene showed guilt. 

-Q. 	Your opinions, if any, regarding the.  .death 

penalty Would not affect your )31311-4Y... to make an *partial 

decision as to guilty is that right? 

No, I don't think they mould affect my 

decision. 

Q 	Do you entertain Such conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you would automatically 

refuse to impose it:  without regard to the evidence 

developed during the trial? 

So, air. 

VE4 COURT; At this time, then, mrs. Fields 

STOVITZ: Are 1.40 going in chambers, your HOrtor? 

%US COURT: Yes. 
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4132. 	1 

	

• 	2 

3 

MR. STOVITZ: May I Confer with counsel concerning 

one.  other matter and perhaps we can take care of tw 

matters in chambers, your Uonor? 

THE COURT; All right. 

All counEtel confer.) 

MR. STOVITZ: No decision has been reached, your 

Honor-. 

THE COURT; All right. Trft are going into chambers at 

this time, MrS.FieldS, and I will ask the bailiff to have 

You come in.421,a'fewminutes after the parties and their 

,attorheys 3  have come in. 

iThe f011owing proceedings occur in chambers, 

- the defehdants and all counsel. being Presents) 

THE COURT: :One Moment before we bring in Mrs. Fields 

All defendantS and their counsel are present, 

the. proseciftors,are present.! 

Mown, the purpose of the proceedings. here in 

chambers, gent1emen, as you Cnow, is to conduct that portio 

of the vpir dire- examination regardLag pre-trial publicity 

out of the: presence of the other prospective jurors. 

This is being done pursuant to the request of 

counOel.for the defendants: is that correct, Mr. Fitzgerald? 

R. FITZGERALD: That is correct. 

THE COURT; Do you join, Mr. Reiner? 

MR. REINERt That is correct on behalf of defendant 

Leslie Van Houten. 
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'WM COM; You join, Mr. Shinn? 

MR. SHINDY: We join. 

ti.SV . Cd 	i  	 0RT: Mr. icanarek? 

TREK: Yes. 

- 	WHO 	T 	 yOti have heard what has been 

going 4n.. this rnorning'.-  ' Isi it' your desire that this portion 

of the proceedings be ,d'ionArted .in chatabers? 

Did you. 	'what X. said? 

DEML:13*Fr /*WM:W s, X.  only 'have cane d,e.sire,, and that is 

to,  be ray,  own attorney,. 

TEE .COVRT1: Do you lent this portion of the 

examination of the prospective jurors coradtvted. chambers1 

DEPENDANT WW1*: I don It have anything elap to Say 

about it. 

THE COURT: Do you have any objection to it? 

pEtgwav MMTSON: X have objection to the vitae 

proceedings. I object to the whole thing. 

trge count: po you tint this portion. of the 

Proceedings to be-  conducted out in open court so that all 

these prospective jurors will hear it? 

We are going to inquire into what exposure, if 

any, the various prospective jurors have had to any pre-

trial publicity by way of newspaper, radio, W, Whatevert 

and we are also going to inquire into what opinions, if 

any, they may have formed regarding-  the trial or any of the 

defendants. 
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1 

2 

I believe it is to your advantage and for your 

benefit and the benefit of all the .defendants that these 

proceedingli reqardt4thit, Pretrial publicity be conducted 

in chambers so that all the prospective jurors don tt hear 

successively everything that is sal.d. byAll those That .go 
4 

before them. 

am asking you if you are agreeable with this 

Pr4'?cedurci.-: 

r R  Your attorney.'haa indicated that he *Ants this 

portion of'  the praCeedinis-  conducted in, chambers, and sO 

have the other Attorneys 

I ,am- -asking you, Mr. Manson. 

DEFENDANT MANsoish: ,i4hy ,Would you- ask m; you haven it 

asked me anything before. 

TM COURT: we 1, I am asking you.. 

DEFEN-LANT MANSON': I think the questions imply, and 

With your 'questions, £2  they haven't heard 'what you ask, 

When you azik the questions, then,  they have beard it. All 

you are dping is doubling,. la.pping•  you are overlapping. 

it is already in their 'subconscious mind to the point that 

they could never forget it and they 'will always be 

affected by it. No matter what you do, you are affected by 

everything that happens to you in the past. There is no 

way that you -can erase anything from your mind-, 

we all know this, and yet we sit here and ask 

these little questions to them and half of them say they 
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forgot what they beard. But it doesn it- mai any differende 

2 
	whether they forgot it, their opinions are gtiii formulated, 

and you can't change it. it is there. 

4 
	

The Prosecutorknowt,  .t. - That is 'why they put 

it there. And yott know it, and we ail know it. 

We are just going through motions, and it mikes 

no. differenCe 'whether we go through the motions here or 

out there. I am not a part of. it. Yc&  won It, let. rce 'be a. 

part of it .• 

THE =MT: Z take it from' what you say that you have 

no-objection 	thiS portion of the p(roceedings in chambers? 

1:1E1;2MAtilt: WSW': I don Pt wish to he disrespactful. 

I objected :to whim the Judge took away my stktus, took lay 
• , . „ 

-voicp. away*  and I have objected to everything:  and I am 

-441:1:adectinq, and I:objecting 	you do_ it. here and I 

object :f ,  yob do it out there. 	I object if you do -it at 

all. i doh 't4  agrep witti hny of it. 
, 

4' 	• 	' 	. 
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THE COURT: You understand' that your attorney is 

now requesting that this portion of the examination be 

conducted in chambers? 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: They can request whatever 

they want. They are fighting the case. 

THE COURT: I am asking you. Do you consent to 
22 

that? 
23 	

DEFENDANT .VAN HOUTEN: No, I don't consent to 
.24 

anything. 

- THE COURT: Would you prefer that I do it out in 

open ,court? 

DEFENDANT MANSON: X 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 about you, Miss Van Houten? Do 

you have any objection to this portion of the examination 

being conducted in chambers? 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Like I object to everything. 

THE COURT: I can't hear you? 

DEFENDANT 'SAN HOUTEN: I will object to everything. 

TiTE COURT: You object to this? 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Everyone has got their 

minds made up. Like you have already put everything in 

there. 

25 

THE COURT:: - 00 ioU object to having- this 'portion. — 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: You know, you guys. do 

whatever you do. 

'26 
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4e-,2 
	

You have already done what you have done to me. 

THE COURT: Do you object to having this portion of 

the examination conducted in chambers? 

	

4 
	 DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Yes. 

	

5 
	 THE COURT: What about you, Miss Xrenwinkel? 

	

6 
	 DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: I don't care, either way you 

do it,. because I object to the entire proceedings as is. 

	

8 
	

The same way. There is no way you can possibly change 

	

9 
	these people's minds and everything. All you do is 

	

10• 
	bring conversation out in open court, programming it the 

	

11 
	way you do. 

	

12 
	

THE COURT: Do you object to this portion of the 

	

13 
	proceedings in chambers? 

	

14 
	

DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: I don't care where it is 

	

15 
	

held. I can move this book and I can move me wherever you 

16 ' want me to move. I am not a part of this. 

	

1'7 
	

DEFENDANT MANSON: You have got four bodies. 

	

18 
	

THE COURT: What about you, Miss Atkins? Do you 

	

1-9 
	object to this portion of the proceedings in chambers? 

	

20 
	

DEFENDANT ATKINS: Like you bring us back here to 

	

21 
	

hide from the press what you don't want the press to know, 

	

22 
	and yet you go out and tell the press we are having 

	

28 
	

secret chamber meetings, and everybody puts it on us 

	

24 	when the DA is the one that calls us back here. 

	

25 
	

I object td the whole thing. I don't want 

	

26 	any part of it. Why don' t you just send me back to 
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(The following proceedings were had in the 

chambers of the Court, all counsel And all defendants 

being prPtent with the exception of Mr. Bugliosi:) 

T. COURT: All defendants and their counsel are 

present. Mr. Stovitz is present. 

MR. FITZGERALD: I mi t indicate to the Court 

that there is no. change in die position taken by the 

individual defendants. 

If your Honor cares to inquire, feel free 

to do so. 

(Mr. Bugliosi enters the courtroom.) 

THE COURT: I am not trying, to elicit any answers. 

All I want to know is they want this portion of the 

proceedings held in chambers or not; it is just that 

simple. 

liamtt4s4the answer, Mr. Fitzgerald? 

MR. FITiGERALD: They have indicated they would 

object] to the proceedings being held,in chambers, yotir 

'Honor. 

THE COURT: Allvright,. 	, 

MR. REINER: Your Honor, may I indicate my 

poSition, on behalf of Miss Win -HOuten.. 

I would object to these proceedings being 

held in open court. 

THE COURT:- I am now trying to find out what the 

defendants' positions are. 

5-1 
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MR, REINER: With respect to Miss Van Houten, 

my position is that — 

WOE COURT: 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 

chambers? 

HR. REINER: Mist Van Houten' s opinion, as well 

as Z can understand it, he,r position as well as I can 

Understand it is this: 

She says she objects to all of the proceed- 

ingt; she objects to the proceedings in chambers as well 

as in open .court. 

It _does not appear to me she has a 

preference. She simply objects to all of the proceedings 

•And might indicate to the .Court, if I am 

required to haVe this tyPe' of examination in open court 

I will obviously be-inkitbited. 

The Court will recall when X examined the 

prospective jurors' here this Morning I asked, them what 

perhaps might be described as very searching questions, 
• 4 

and went into some .detail as to the, facts. 

I could not and would not risk such .a noir 

dire examination i4 open court. 

THE COURT: You cannot have it both ways, Mr. 

Reiner, If the defendants object, it will be in open 
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court. 
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18 
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)4R. REINER.: l 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 a little mechanically difficult, but could 

we ask the other jurors to leave, and just have one 

juror present, the one we are talking, to? 

I say it might be mechanically difficult, 

but I think we mietget -less of the transmittal of — 

THE COURT: You are being offered that opportunity 

now, to have that examination in chambers.. 

MR: UMW: X understand, but Mr. Manson — 

THE COURT: The room is not the point. It is not 

which, room it is being conducted in. 

It is a question of whether it is to be 

clone in open court or in chambers, that is. all. 

Well, all right, then we will go back into 

open COUrt, gentlemen. 

I understood from asking the defendants 

.21 	myself that they objected ,to thia,procedure, and I 

22 
	 under3tand from whit yOu,-  say there has - been no Change, 

23 
	 so we will go back into, ,open court  

24 ' 
	

WI -RE INE R Yotif Honor, dO X Correctly under- 

25 
	 stand the Court's pbsition that it is the defendants.' 

26 
	

wishes rather than the wishes og counsel that is 
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1516 

controlling? 

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

14R. RESER: It is- not both, your Honor, because I 

do object;  

THE COURT: I said it will take 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 defendants'. wishes that we follow rather 

than counsel's?'  

I must indicate there is a clear division 
• t. 

between the. Opinion-andpoeition 9g, Miss Iran Houten and the 

12 opinion and position of counsel. 

13 	 THE COURT; Apparently , so 	' 

14 	 MR. REINER; Well, then, tie COurt '1•••• 

15 	 THE COURT: If the 'defendants are. not willing to 

16 waive- any objection to this procedures  and consent to it, I 

17 am going to have. it in open court. 

is 	MR. REINER: I understand the law in this area, your 

19 Honor, even if counsel `Wanted it in open court your Honor 

29 would have an obligation to require it in chambers. 

'21 	 TUE COURT; What law is that? 

gs 	MR. RtINER: It is a matter of due process, your 
23 'Honor)  the Court has its own individual responsibility 
24 	 THE,  COURT: Do. you have any authority for this? 

25 
	MR. 13EI3ER: If T, may state the proposition, your 

26 Honor: 

  

• 
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The proposition is that the Court has its own ' 

individual responsibility 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 

thig, your proposition'? I understand what you are saytug. 

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

cite a case •off the topoHicay,head, I am unable to do so 

at this moment.  

I  think 	quite clear if the Court feels 

there will be gmat prejudice to the defendants to proceed 

in open court, it is the Court's obligation oven, without 

request from counsel to bring the matter-into chambers.• 
r 

; 

A 
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TEZ'OCIURT: There itt no such obligation*. Mr...go:411er. 

'The defendants are entitled to a public trial. 

The 'proceedings in chambers were done only by stipulation of 

all counsel, and X have decided now in view of various 

objections that, have cote uPi Unless the defendants .are 

w,i..lirxg to waive tho00 objections X am not going to do it. 

It is just that simplai,. 

VinGEmpt r have a request to Make in regard 

to. your Honor rs  questioning the prOspective j-uroze,. with 

regard to' Publicity in open' court. 

Wonder it your Honor would consider not 

as i'ng the prospective furors what they have seen, heard 

or read in connection with this case, so that they might not 

infect the other memberS of the jury laanel who 'have not 

.read„, seen or heard what that particular prospective ,furor 

chid 

THa cotJRT: For the time being, Mr..; Fitzgerald., 

X would nist :aSli any questions- since we are going back into 

satiett',0oxirt„ and you can .conduct your own Voir dire on this 

VITZORtaJD: Thank you. 

TIM COgni'.'As' l'Ont' as it is within reasonable' 

bounds., why, you cais ask the iquestions yoU 

saommt Before we do go out - 

TUE COAT; Weil, it is time for ''a recast; nOwo 
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17 THE COURT: Isn't that a little inconsistent with the- 

18 position you have been taking? 

MR. STOVITZ: No, it is bot inconsistent at all. 

20 	 COURT: You take the position that a transcript 

of confidential. proceedings j.n chambers; which are designed 

' to.  instaatO the 'prospective jurors from hearing matters 

re"gaitling pretrial publicity, for example, are matters Of 

Public record*: 

25 
••=. 	. 	. But, as I understand 'your position nowt  you 

26 are taking the OkaitiO  that documents filed which have 

1519 

.a2 

• 

• 

• 

• MR. STOVITZz Before We have-the recess, your Honor, 

I Was handed '  this declaration initiating contempt proceedings, 

this Tabrning 

. I -Vass your Honer, through the Clerk, WS 

also handed this document.. 

TEE COURT: By, Mr.. Reiner? 

MR. ETOVITZ: The dedlaratiori is. by Mr. Reiner. 

I notice all three 'attorneys ,  names appear on top of the 

document. 

MR. FITZGERALD: Four. 

R. pV0V/TZ: it is my feeling, your Honor, merely 

filing a paper with the clerk of the Court does not make the 

DaFer a matter of pnblic record, so that comments can be 

made to the news media' or anybody else concerning the 

contents of this three-page document. 

2 

1 

3. 

5 

6 

7 

8 , 

••9.  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15  

16: Now ••• 

21 

,22' 

23. 

24 ; 
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,a3 	1 

S 

	
2 

4 

5 

 

nothing to do with prospective jurors, should not be 

Matters of public. record. 

Is that it? 

Ma • STOVITZ-: I merely bring this to Your,  Honor 1s 

attention, if your honor is to allow public convent. about 

this, this will re-emphasize a book that has very little 

notoriety,.. 

 

8 

19 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

18,  

17 

18 

19 

20  

21 

22 

23. 

24 

 

In fact, 'very few people have ever indicated 

they ever read this boOk, aside from high 'achobl and 

possibly college students,. I found no one that has ever read 

this book. 

$R,11EINER; T. object to any further proceedings in 

chambers on thiS matter, your honor. 

MR. STOVITZ.: Your honor can have this matter in 

open court if you want to.e 

I just want to call your honor is attention to 

the fact that the mere filing of this docuMent -- there 

are cases on it -- that does not allow attorney0 to 

comment on the .contents of the document and =Ice such 

comment es they v,ent, 

trhis document alleges to be a declaration under 

penalty of per 	then it goeS on and says iron 

informations and, belief/m /1  

There are many falacious staterrontet in this 

25 

26 

 

dpcument; 11••••11 

MR: REINER: May I. object to any further comments on 

 

000022

A R C H I V E S



• C. 

6 , ) 

'this' point in chambers? 	,,_ 1; 

041 :Capt*:' Vielit for, the iime being it will not be 

disclosed. . 

X ~tbinirthe.contents of this purported declara-

tion. Vouldicle!irly ztome within-  the publicity order, and, 1 

have not had a chance yet to consider whether the purported 

decla,ration states facts which izuld be sufficient to 

constitute any basis for a contempt proceeding' as 

apparently ,the defendants mish the Court to do. 

MR. REINER:. Your Bonort  the court just indicated that 

the contents of the declaration would fall within the 

Court is publicity order. 

X carefully examined the publicity order this 

morning. 

T COVRT:. That is my opinion, mr. Reinert  I 

don gt want to get in an .argument about it noW. 

MR . OUTER May inquire, of the Court how the COurt 

feels that, 

"TM COURT: X just told you I don't went to go into 

the -matter now, but that is my present ieeling now, I don't 

know whether any action will be taken on the basis of this 

,declaration or not. 

HR. REIMR.: I must inform the Court I, already 

indicated this to reporters, that I filed it.. 

THE •Cal.)Ivrt That is your ptoblerat  Mr. Reiner.. 

All right, we will tale a recess at thiS time,t 

.4 

• 	'2 
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5' 
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8 ,  
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1522 

1 

20'. 

7 

,8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

18 

23 

24 

25 

IS xninutes. 

'HE BAILIFF; Shall We coma back in open court or 

tt be herd; Judge? 

THEi 901.7RT: I will b in open court. 

(Recess.) 

t 

• r 

, - 

I 

• 
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3.523 

7 .  

6-1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

(The following prodeedings occurred in open 

court within the presence and hearing of the prospective 

jurore;'all defendants and counsel being presentt) 

PiE COURT: All parties and counsel are. present, the 

prospective jurors are in the jury box. 

Weare going to continue the examination in cour 

Mrs. Fields-4.. 

. Mr Fitzgerald, you may inquire. 
• , 

? 

19IR DI4EIWAMINATION OF MRS. FIELDS 

BY MR. FITZGEtALD  

Q 	Mrs: V10340';'frOm your teat in. the audience 

were you able:Azo hear the questions that.' asked the 

other ProePeatP/eAurOrsl':, 

A 	pretty well. Not all the time, because I 

wasn't as close to the front some days. 

IA reePect to any of those questions that I 

asked the other prospective jurors that you wore able to 

hear, do you have Any question about or any problem with 

or would you like to addreso yourself to any of those 

quettions in any respect whatOodver? 

A 	No, sir. 

Is there anything you would like to bring to 

our attention, that is, as defense attorneys or as defen-

dants, that is releyt insofar as your state of mind is 

concerned as a juror in this case? 

t, 
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26 

	

A 	I think not. 

Do you think. you can be absolutely fair to the 

defendants? 

	

A 	Well, I have spent a. lifetime teaching and 

advising and counselling young people, for 25 years, and, 

-I- feel right at home. 

you dtmit feel that you are the victim of any 

generation gap or anything; right? 

$o, sir., 

Do you feel you could be just as fair and 

impartial, Z take it,, in dealing with young' people. as you 

could_ with 'contemporary peers of your own? 

A yes. 
_ 

What is your business or ,occupation? 

. 	- 	 I 'have been a teacher for the petit 25 

years: i11 the public 

	

, . 	 - • 1 
QV 
_',...,  

• ' , pid- you teach•,in eletentery school or ,did you . 	.. 

teach,  in high „school? 	,-- -. 

	

A, 	Well; MOstly'high school. 

	

. Q 	What sort of subjects did you regularly teach? 

	

A 	English. 

	

Q 	X had batter watch my granaries. I will, try to 

get the verbs in the right place. 

	

A 	Public speaking; and I. had -a fifty-piece band. 

teach, 13 different instruments. 

	

Q 	You, personally possess, some degree of expertise 
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in 13 different -- with 13 different musical instruments? 

A 	That is what they say. 

Q. 	is the guitar one of them? 

No. Band. 

oh, band Jfnstruments? 

yes. 

see. 

Peroussion instruments? 

Brass. 

Do you reside to the comnty 	X am sure you, 

do. 

Whore in the comity-  do you reside? 

A 	For the last three years. I have resided in 

Rolling Eeights, betwaen Pomona and Whittier. 

over near Hacienda, Heights? 

A Yes. 

Q 	Rave you p•trr served as a .luror before? 

A 	N0.0 sir. 

Q 	'Nat is, neither in civil or criminal cases; 
0 4  

is thi t tight? 

fOr the last 4.rw'ti, weeks, down here at the 
• - 	-- 

CoUrthOu0OX'served oil a -Civil case. 

4 	Is +.11te anything abOut that experience that 

is going to influence you in this case? 

004 but.t oz ,'my mind to what went on in 

a courtroom, and X am fascinated by it. 

1 
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You- won't have any problem, then, in giving us 

your -undivided attention', MrS. ,Fields? 

A 

141oVi X take it that you, obviously 'heard things 

on the radio in connection With this case or seen things 

television or read the news in the newspe.lterS7 is that 

correct? 

A 	14414311, not too much. X haste bean a wry devoted 

school teacher and. m Work Outside of ti classtooxrm baia 

kept mg busy many evenino. until 10.00 and 3.2100 &clock an4 

have not been lopping up *4th this. 

( : 
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25.  

26 

000028

A R C H I V E S



25 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

18 

1'4 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

26 

1527 

In Your capacity as a school teacher, 

you are interested in current events? 

Yes1  of course. 

Q: 	Thy is' :a Current event, I guess, right/ 

A. 	Yes`. 

wcifuld,, you bo' Willing to give all of the . 

defendmts in phis case a peomise that y•pia ton ft decide 

this ,case used 	 ydu read in the newspaper 

something you have seen on television or something you 

have 'heard on the radio?.  

A 	I promise that: 

Do you understand that frequently there are 

facts and legal inaccuracies in newspaper accounts? 

A 	Yes. 

And that even if you were allowed to, you 

could. probably arrive at a number of erroneous decisions 

by deciding OpMettO.Ag from, what you oee in the paper? 

A 	Yes. 

int. FITZGEWALD:: I will pass the juror for cause, 

(our' Honor. 

ME COVRT:: Mr. Reiner.. 

MR. REIUER.: 1Xhank you, your Honor. 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF 1411$. FIELDS 

BY MR. REINER: 

Q 	Mrs. -Fields, you will be instructed by the 
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A 1528 
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23 

24. 

25 

26 

Court to, presume that the defendants are innocent. 
„•, 

Now, you do aWceciate that I represent 

lbesliellilan:A*iten-land']no;pthr attendant, is that true? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Not, wLflYOtt lrresume that tseslie Van BoUteal 

is innocent? 

A 	Yes, I will presume that. 

.4nd until the contrary if ever.is rrafta. do 

you presume that she is innocent? 

YO, I do presume that. 

can you say that in good conscience? 

A 	yds, sir. 

Arid you feel that perhaps if you were to return 

a verdict of .acquittal with respect to even a single 

defendant in this case, that you might be subject to 

criticism from your friends or family or acquaintances? 

A 	M11, I am so far away from any of my relatives. 

r former friends that I don't have any close contact here ' 

-in this county,  

(4, 	DutYoU do, of courser  have acquaintancest. 

what do you mean, rarents of` children? 

Whoever. those acquaintances may be, do you feel 

that you might be criticized by,  people with.  whom you assodi-

. ate if. you were to return a verdict of acquittal with' 

regard to any defendant? 

A 	 'Pei.; that could. not make any differente tOme*, 
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2 
 

3 

 

• Q. 	So _that i y.ou Were- to return a verdict of 

acquittal for one of the defendants you. would not be 

concerned. with, during the course of 'your' deliberations, 

Nidtb, any poSsible-criticism that you mLght receive 'from 

some of your g6quaititandes? 

No, sir. 

Do, you feel that t perhaps there may be some 
• 

S UbC tiCak<i tie 	at on that  aist 'Within you to convict 

these defendants -because of the mass of pretrial. publicity 
i 	• 

that has been accorded this case? 

• A 	No. 	• 

to the event that perhaps there may be some 

subconscious 	 vrzuld you. make every conscious 

attempt to discipline yourself and ded.ide the case based 

Upon the evidence that lies resented, and to resist Any 

attempt to follow any subconscious inclinations to 

perhaps 'decide the case based upon something that you 

may halm heard or read. lonq before yoU care to. court? 

	

A 	Yes, X would resist that. 

And you Will not allow your emotions to over-

whelm, your judgment, will you? 

A 

	

Q. 	Now, do you appreciate that mere suspidion in. 

a criMinal case is nowhere-  near even' enough to convict,. 

that you must be persuaded beyond all reasonable doubt? 

	

A 	Yes, X believe that. 
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12 

13 • 
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• S 

	2 

3 
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7.  
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9 

1Q 

11 • 

Do you have any reservations to applying that 

very .striet principle to a criminal case, that you must be 

convinced beyond all. reasonable doubt before you can ever 

Convidt? • 

A • reservations. 

S9 Al' there is even a single. reasonable doubt 

• in Your mind after you heard the evidences  and after' you 

have deliberated, you vd.11 return a Verdict of acqUitta,1 

for Leslie Van Houten? 

Yeah sirp 

S. 	You, 449.:-appreciatc.4  that as X stand here 01,6t 444 

speak, andiP.1117.  ti* curing 'the -course of this tria. that 2: 

speak, that X spew -only for Leslie Van Houten and for no 

other defendaitt fin. t,11.1 calk' 

7 
	15 ' 
	

A . 	tight« 

16,  
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7a-1 
	

You appreciate, I assume, that there are four 

2 
attorneys in. this case, and each attorney speaks only for 

3 his client. 

4 
	 Igo you appreciate that? 

'5• 

	 A 	Yes, sir. 

6 
	 Now, any attitudes that you may form from 

time to time, with regard to one of the attorneys, will you 

8 make every conscious attempt to discipline yourself not to 

.9 allow that attitude toward any particular attorney to 

io affect your judgment, with respect to any other attorney? 

11 
	 A 	I will4 

12 • 
	 Now, it may Occur that there will be a witness 

13 in this case-  by the name of Linda Kasabian, called by the 

14 prosecution, and it -may he that this' Witness will be .a 

confessed accomplice to these 

16 
	

Now, in the ev'enp, 	person testifies who 

is an accomplice, you will receive instructions of law at 

13 the end of the case with 'regard to the weight and value to 

19 be placed upon the testimony of an accomplice. 

Will you follow 'that instruction by the Court? 

21 
	

BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, I don't believe the Court 

22. is going to instruct the jury on the weight to be given to 

23,  - the testimony of an accomplice. 
24 	 I will object to that question.. 

'25 
	

UM COURT: The objection is sustained. 

26. 
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7a-2 1 	Y MR.. REINER: 

2 • 
	 Mrs. Fields, 'you will be given an instruction 

3 at the end of the ,case as to the manner in which, and 

4 whether 7ou . niay consider at all, the testimotty of an.  

5 accomplice. 

Will you follow - thatinstruction 

7 
	 MR. BUGLIOSI: Object to that2qUestion. 

& 

	

	 I done t:bplieve there AS any such instruction 

to that effect, your Honor. 

10 

	

	 I don't believe there is any instruction by 

which the Court would conceivably tell a juror that they 

12 have to diaregatd and ignore the testimony of an accomplice. 

13, 
	 And this is what Mr. Reiner' s question implies, 

1-4 your Honor: 

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

16 
	

THE. COURT: I dont t tont to hear the argument, sir, 

17 but I think it can be rephrased in. a less ambiguous form. 

18 
	

MR. REINER: Yes, your Honor. 

19 
	 Q 	Miss Fields, if at the conclusion o this case 

20 the Court instructs you that a particular 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 o4 

24 independent Corroboration. 

25 
	

Will you follow that instruction? 

26 
	

Yes, I will. 
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7a-3 1 

2 

3 

5 

Q 	When I speak of totally independent corrobora- 

tion., do you appreciate and understand that I am referring 

solely to Leslie Van Houtent 

A 	Yea. 

Se that if the testimony of the accomplice is . 
tot corroborated as to'Lealie Van Houten, you will acquit 

Leslie yan Houten, irrespective" of 'whether it is corroborated 
-• 

as. to any other defendant? 

A 	Yes, sit:' 
 

Now, that obviously is a very stern and.. 

strict rule of law. 

But if that rule of law is given to you at 

• the 'conclusion of this case, will you give us your assurance 

at this time that you will follow that rule of law? 

A . 	I will follow the rule of law. 

Do you have any reluctance to follow that rule 

17 

18 

19 

20. 

21 • 

22 

23  • 

24 

25.  

• 

of law? 

A 	No, sir. 

Q 	Earlier the People placed a number of charts 

up against the wail here with a list of witnesses, 88 in 

number, and I believe they also indicated that perhaps they 

might call additional witnesses, perhaps somewhere in the 

neighborhood of 100 witnesses. 

Now, with the very massive number of 

witnesses standing by itself, would that in any way 

impress you as to the validity of their case? 

• 

7 

a 

9 . 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
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4 	Well, I was ittpresse4 by the length of the 

list. 

	

Q 	Well, nowt 00 you feel that if one side 

brings 100 -witnesse&4hat -perhaps the other side should 
4 

make some attempt to match the very number of witnesses„ 

Or A19' yon.  feel perhaps ,that it is the-substance of the 
A ! 

testimony that is more 'signifiant than 'the number of 

witnesses? 
- . 

expect the substance would be more 

	

weighty. 	 , 

If during the course of the trial, witness 

after witness after witness were brought to court by the 

prosecution to prove, facts that would appear to you, to be 

obvious., Such as Seven people have died, would you 'none-

theless discipline your thinking in this case so that 

you would ascribe and, assign Only that evidence which tends 

to suggest that Leslie Van Houten had anything to, do 

with these 	 rather than simply being overly 

.impressed by the massive number of witnesses? 

Well, X will try my best to keep. the thinking 

very straight: 

As the evidence begins to come in from time 

to time during the trial, will you consciously make and 

attempt to ascertain whether the particular testimony that 

you are listening to at any given moment relates to Leslie 

Van ItOuten.or whether it relates to one or More of the 

25 

26 
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I a-5 	
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'25  

other defendants? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

All right, now, if the testimony that you 

hear' -does not relate at any given time to Leslie Van HOuten, 

Will you make a mental note of the fact that this evidence 

doeS not relate to Leslie Van HOuten, atid not allow yourself 

inadvertently, perhaps, later on after the conclusion of a 

very .long trial, to go into the jury rot= and recall that 

- there was .a great. ,,deal of testimony establishing that some-

one. had. cotanitted these crimes, and then somewhere along 

the line, you -cannot retell exactly where, you may have 

heard Leslie Van, iloutenis name, aid then mixed it. together. 

Woad you discipline yourself to do that? 

A 	Yes, sir, I would, Would I be allowed, to take 

notes as I go along? 

.26 
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5 	. 
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11• 

12 

13 

14 

The taking I  of notes-is0a matter, that is 

solely within the discretion 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, then, is 

yes. 

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? 

At 	No, I did& t hear him. 

I leave out there very early because my 

driver has to come early to his work. 

Then you left too early to hear Mr. Bugliosi' 

radio comments this morning? 

A 	Right: 

IR. REINER: Very well. I am delighted. 

Thank you very much, Mrs. Fields. 

We will pass for cause. 

THE COURT: Mr. Shinn, do you have any questions? 

MR.. SHINN; Pass for cause. 

THE COURT: Mr e Kanarek? 

MR. NANAREK: We accept the jury, your Honor. 

R. STOVITZ: your Honor, is it your HonOr's 

intention to have our questions limited solely to 

pretrial publicity, or shall we conduct a general 

7 

8-1 

000038

A R C H I V E S



,53• 

8-2 
	examination, for cause? 
	

3 

THE COURT: A general voir. dire, 

3 
	 MR. =VIM thank you very much' 

4 • 
	 Mr. Bugliosi? 

5 

6 
	 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS, FIELDS' 

26,  

7 

.8 
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16. 

18: 

19- 

20 
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23 

24 

25 • 

BY MR. BUGLIOSI: 

	

CL 	Mrs. Fields, are you married>  mat am? 

	

A 	I am a widow, 18 years. 

Po you have any children? 

	

A 	No 

Mrs. Fields, I take it that you are not' 

opposed to the death:penalty; is that correct? 

	

A 	I am not opposed. 

If after hearing all the evidence in this 

case, Mrs. Fields, and considering all of the citcumstanceE 

you personally felt that this was a proper case for 

the imposition of the death penalty, would you have the 

courage and would you be willing to return into this 

courtroom with a verdict of death? 

	

A 	Yes. 

You will notice, Mrs. Fields, that three of 

the defendants in this case are women. Are you of such 

a frame of mind. that you could not under any circumstances 

vote for the death penalty for a female defendant? 

	

A 	I am not impressed by that. 
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It wouldn't make any difference? 

A 	No. 

Are you of such a frame of mind that you 

could'not under any cimumstances vote for the death 

penalty for these three female defendants solely because 

of their age? 

A 	No, 

Are you of such frame of mind, Mrs. Fields, 

that you would not, under any circumstances, Vote for 

the death penalty for a particular defendant unless the 

evidence at the trial showed. that this particular 

defendant was the actual killer? 

A 	Would you repeat the first part? 

Okay. Maybe x had better rephrase it a 

little bit. 

Gan you conceive of any circumstances, 'Mrs. 

Fields, in which you woul,d be willing to vote for a 

Verdict of death against a particular defendant even 

though the evidence at the trial showed that this 

particular defendant did not himself personally kill a 

fellow human being?. 

• R. 	'tour Honor, I am .going to object to 

that question. It ,..is prejudging the evidence, your Honor. 

THE =PI: 'Overnzled* 

Do you understand ,the question, 'Mrs. VieldS? 

I3UGLIOSI: 'Shall X rephrase it again, mai.a4 
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MRS. FIELDS: I believe so. I am sorry. 

BUGLIOSI': Okay. 

Q This is where a good background in English, 

I guess, 'would help. 

Are you of such a frame of mind, Mtg. 

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 

victims 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? 

No. 

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 41, defendant even 

though he himself did 'not kill a fellow human, being? 

A 	That! si 
ft 	

3 

5' 
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I 

Q. 	Do you recall my saying, Mrs. Fields, that undo 

2 	the . law of conspiracy each member of a conspiracy is 

3 • 0;r imthally responsible and equally guilty of  the crime 

,thpitatitted by his co-conspirators? 

A 	Yes, X heard that 4 	

7' 
 

Q 	 salt the "robbery example. X gave of 

parties A., Ba- and c conspiring .to,.commit, a robbery but 

	

s 	-Only -18 and C actually corataitting. :the robbery, A  being a • 

	

9 
	co.-conspirator, even though he didalt:OomMii the robbery 

	

o 	himSek34.1 'would be. equally 'guilty .og''that robbery. 

Do you.  recall that example X gave, Mrs, Fields? 

A 	Yes, I heard that example. 

Ana do you understand this rule of law? 

	

.14 	• 	 A 	Yes, I have. beard that rule of law before. 

	

15 
	 And ,you understand it? 

A Yes. 

Do you disagree with it at all? Do you have 

13 ' any prejudice. against it, Mrs. Fields? 

A 	NT'', I don'tt disagree with it. 

20 	 Would you be willing to follow the Court'e 

21 H instructions on that rule of law if. you found it applicable 

22 	to the ftcts in this-  case, malam? 

23 

24 

25 

26 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q 	You realize, 'Mrs. Fields,, that the proaeoutiOn 

in a criminal 'trial only has the burden of proving a 

defendant IS guilt beyond, a reasonable doubt, not beyond 
. 	 . 

I 	! 
• 

  

12 . 

13 
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all doubt? Do you. underStand that, ma ram? 

A 	Yes, I have heard that said many times here. 

would. you follow this rule of law if you are 

telected.as a Juror on this,  case? 

A 	'Yes 

Q ' bo you recall my discussion about Circumstantial 

'evidence? 

A 	yes,. 

-1:.)o you have any' ohlection whatsoever to sitting 

as a juror on a case where 'the people rely in part on 

circumstantial evidence? 

A No. 

Do you recall, ma lam, that i asked the other 

• Jtirgre several: • other quebtiOriti that z haven't asked, you? 

They Vero questions about the accomplice and. motive and 

religion and other questions lila that. 

• Do you recall that,. ma'am? 

Yes. 

when, you ware seated .out in the 

Spectator Section- of the .courtroom and I. was asking these 

clxiestiOns, were you mentally asking 'yourself the same 
, 

FltiestignO.,; -  Ma tale  

A !f 

Was, there any'. question I asked, ma tam, to 

which you mcall saying to yourself that your answer would 

have beei different from thy, answer- being given, by the 
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majority of the Jurors Seated in the box? 

A 	No-. 

I take it, then, that if I titexe to ask you the 

same questions, the-se other questions, your answers 

be the same? 

A 	yes, they mould. 

Do you feel that you can give the People of the 

State of California. a fair trial, ma tam? 

A 	'yes,. sir, 

Is there any doubt, in your mind about that? 

A 	tTo doubt. 

Can you think of any reason whatsoever why you 

feel you should, not or would rather not sit as 4 juror in 

thiS Case? 

A 	No. Sam very interested being here. 

R. BOdLX0SX: Thank you, ma lam. 

MR. STOVITZ : Pass for cause, 'your lidnor. 

TES 'COURT: It is the people Is first peremptory 

challenge,. 

MR: FITZGERALD.: I believe it is the defendant's. 

R. STOVITZ:. I believe it is the People 1s. it hall 

alWay0 been, the People is. 

Mei we anno 11110,4 our deciiion, your. Honor? 

Tae, 00.1RT.t Yes, 

SIANITZ: The People tharik and excuse, your Honor, 

Sonia Gordon... 

; 
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THE COURT: Thank' yoU, Mrs. Gordon. You are 
.1,  

excused. 
I  

THE, CORK:, Clarence Ellman; 

E4-11.aerti-a 

R: NAME: Your Honor, may we approach the bench? 

'COURT: very Well. 

(Whereupon, all counsel approach the bench and 

the follOwing proceeding's occur at the bench outside of 

the hearing of the proapective jurors s) 

MR.. liANAREit: 'Your Honor, I just wanted to. -- 

cOURTt Just- one. minute. 

141. FANARlt: Yegt 

THE COURT:: 411 right. 

MR: RANAREK: Your Honor Wouldnit allow me- to 

apprcnch the bench Irevious3.y in connection with Mr., Fields. 

THE COURT: Mrs. Fields. 

'MR. '12iNAREK: I ein sorry. Mr. Fletcher. 

I just wanted the record to. reflect., your 

Honor, that on behalf of Mr. Manson, because of the fact 

that he said he' could judge the guilt or innocence phase 

completely all right, that it was just the penalty phase 

that your Honor conceived the problem,. It is our position 

that -excusing this juror is a denial of due process and a 

fair trial to Mr. Million., 

MR. stanat: submit it, your Honor. 
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THE COURT: Very well. I am sorry. I misunderstood 

what you were requesting before, Mr. I{narek. 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. FANAREK: May it stand before the excusal? May it 

be deemed to stand before his excusal, your Honor? 

TEE COURT: Yes. 

MR. REINER: Vie would join. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

MR. FITZGERALD: Join. 

MR. SHINN: Join. 

(Whereupon, all counsel return to their 

respective places at counsel table and the following 

proceedings occurred in open court within the presence and 

hearing of the prospective jurors.) 

18 

19 - 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELLMAN 

EY THE COURT: 

Mr. Ellman, have you heard and understood 

everything that has been said in court since you came into 

the case, 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? 
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A 	t think so„ yes. 

I. am going to ask you the satin questions 

regarding the death penalty that I put to the other 

prospective ,,lurOrs. 

;Save you had an opportunity to think about 

these queations and confider your answers? 

'''Ye 	S it • A: 

The arst one is; Do you entertain such 

• consci,entkopa: opLn .ans' re ardiny the oath penalty that 

you 'would be unable to mike an. impartial decision, as 
• „ 

to any de endant :g4ilt regardless- of the evidence 

developed, during the trial? , 
f. • 	' 

A 	No, sire 

Q 	Do you entertain such conscientious •opinion,s 

regarding-  the death penalty that . you would automatically 

reguse to impOse it without regard to the evidence 

developed during the trial? 

A 	.No; sir. 

. 	COUR11%. Nir. Fitzgerald, you may inquire. 
20' 

VoiR DIRE plamiNATIoN oF t.ET 

BY iviR. FITZGERAIM: 

1r. E11man, what is your business or occupation? 

A 	I work for REA Express Company as a router and 

sorter. 

I take it that you work inside at some 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

000047

A R C H I V E S



1546 

ab3 . 

g 

3 

4. 

 

dispatChing desk or Office? 

A 	it is kind. of like an-assembly line in a Val'. 

It is a- rollersystem where the paclagee come down a 

roller "and I sort them, route theme 

Q 	Excuse -rm. Are you finished? 

A 	-Yes. 

Q in that 'capacity, mgli Ellman, do you have men 

-under you? 

A 	NO, sir. 

AVO you married? 

4 , 	A,: 	Yee, 

-10  Pur wife employed outside the 'home? •  

A 	4,-.presenit, 	:.shp,--ie a housewife. She is 

retired: 

'Filt:060 40? 

A 	She 'toprked .for the Title insurance Company at 

5th and Spirin‘.. 	' 

Q What did she do for TI? 

A 	X think she was a. file clerk in closed filee. 

Q no you have any children?' 

A 	t haVenit. I have tato step-children. 

Q. 	Ara they 9rown? 

A 	they are grown and -married,. 

Q Where in Los An,gele0 County do you reside? • 

A 	I reside in the City of' Rosemead now. 

Q Mr. Z13.man, from your seat in the audience over 

5 

6 

7 

8 

-9 
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,o4 
	 the past feUrdayt, have you been able to hear the 

2 
	questions that -1 asked the other prospective jurors who 

3 
	Oat in:the box? 

4 • 
	 A - am Otte sure I got most of them. 

5 Most of the time I was in a Pretty good spot. 

6, 
	 "Q 	xf I were to ask you each one of those 

7 
	questions, Mr.Ellnan, would your answers,  be about the same? 

8 
	 A 	I belieVe so. 

9 
	 C?, 	IS there anything you would liRe to call to 

lo . our attention? 

For example, are you familiar with any of the,  

12 
	

locations.  we have previously mentioned, or any-of the 

13 
	witnesses we have previously mentioned, or are-you 

14 
	connected with the District Attorney 42 office, or do you 

15 
	have any friends or relatives that are police officers, 

16 
	do you RnoutaAybOdy in the District Attorney's office, 

11 

18 

10 

20 

et ,cetera? ' 
, 

11:' 	No, I don't think 

• " IT4.9 Ntr 	 lieara„ am; sure, Mr. Eliman„ from ",. 
your seat in the audience Mr. )3Ligliosi's comments in 

21 

22 

t 
xesrect to,O#PuMetaritiaX'evidence? 

A 	Yes. 

23 

24 

0 	25 

26. 

.Q .Q :.,:Do yoU recall Mr.. Bugliosi saying or illus-

trating circumstantial evidence, something to the effect 

about some boy by the name. of Jones being in the liViAg 

Zoom with some oatmeal cookies? 
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A 	yes, sir. 

	

(4 	DO you remember that story? 

Yes. 

And 'he was trying to. illustrate to you7 I •• 

take it, he was trying to illustrate what circumstantial 

evidence was.. 

Was that your' understanding of his remarks 

that regard?' 

	

A. 	-Well, if I recall: 	don 1t recall just exactly 

what he did say now: 

YOU Just rerOnter 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 	wOuld try my best, yes, sir. 

•Ct 	You understand the fact that aohnhie JOnes, 

or whoever it.lheS; had anoatmealtooll in his haildtay 

Well be evidence that he took the cooky OUt o the forbidden 

cooky jar; correct? 

	

A 	-C6rrect.% 

But 40 you understand that it is. not necessarily 

• ,evideUee that he took the cooky, out of the .cooky jar? 

A ihe,t )Aiqh • • 

	

= Q 	it is . entirely 1:ossible„ ism; It it, that 'his 

younger brohex:took 'it 011t of the'000ky jar and 'handedit 

 

• 
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to him sometime before his mother saw him in the living .  

room 'with it? 

A 	Very possible, 

ti 

23 
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25 

26 
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9-1. 	1 
	

Q 	So you cannot tell,, can you, by the mere 

2 , 
	fact that Johnny Jones had an oatmeal cookie in his hand, 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13.  

14.  

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

3 . 

4 

5 

whether he took, that cookie or not? 

A 	Right. 

Now, if during 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 innocence or it could point to guilt, would you 

adopt that theory of circumstantial evidence that pointed 

to innocence, if you were so instrudzd by the Court? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

MR. FITZGERALD: I have nothing further. Pass 

the juror for cause. 

Oh, excuse me. .'I do have one more question. 

Did you 4.iear the prosecution indicate that 

they Were asking for the death penalty in this case. from 

your seat in' the atliaienCe.,'..tiid you heir theta?' 

A 	I don't exactly recall that. 

MR. FITZGERALDI Okay; 'thank:You. 

We will pass this juror for cause. 

THE COURT:. Mr. Reiner. 

VAR, REINER; Thank you, your Honor. 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF M.R. =MAN 

EY MR. REINER: 

Q, 	Mr. Ellman, you will be instructed that 
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9-2 	
1 

you must presume that each of these defendants are guilty. 

2 
	 I am here at this time -- 

3 

	

	 MR. STOVITZ: You made a misstatement, Counsel. 

MR. REINER: You will, be instructed hopefully that 

5 you are to presume these defendants are innocent,, not 

guilty. 

7' 
	

Q 	You appreciate that? 

A 	yes, sir. 

t  'NOW;  you, with all the mass of pretrial 

publicity 	we even have'counsel using words such as that-- 

yOu will not take the position 

THE COURT:-  tlust a moment, sir, 

R. REINER: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Let'13 not have any more comments like 

that, Mr. Reiner • 

16 
	 MR. REINER: Yes, your Honor. 

' '17 BY MR. REINER: 

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

19 Reynolds, the juror 'who was excused earlier? 

20 
	

A 	Yes, sir. 

21 . 
	 And you did hear him say that just simply 

22 • because a defendant had been charged with a crime, 

23 irrespective of who the defendant was, and irrespective 

24. as to what the crime may be, that he entertained in his 

25 mind the suspicion that the person might be guilty or 

26. probably would be gui1ty? 
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Do you feed. 'that way?' 

	

2 
	 A 	No, sir. 

	

3 
	 You then absolutely disagree with Mr,. 

Reynolds' position that merely to be charged witha crime 

tu and of itself is some 'evidence that you might be guilty? 

A 	Yes, X disagree with it. 

	

7 
	 Will you then. presume that Leslie Van Rotten 

	

8 
	

is innocent? 

	

9 
	

A 	yes, sir.. 

	

10 	 Do you actually in fact at this moment 

11 presume that Leslie Van Houten is innocent? 

	

I2 	A 	Yes, sir, X IOWA .have 

	

13' 	 And you would have to because at this point 

14 there is no evidence in the Case, true? 

	

15 
	

A 	True. 

	

16 
	

And until and unless there is evidence in 
17' the case yoU will continue to presume that Leslie Van 
18 ficoten_is innocent? 

	

19' 
	

A 	Yes, sir. 

	

20 
	

Q 	And, even after evidence comes into the case, 

	

21 	even evidence that relates to Leslie Van Houten, until and 
2p. unless that evidence is so strong that it convinces you 
23 beyond all reasonable doubt, you will continue to presume 
24 . that she is innocent, will you. not? 

	

25 	 A 	Yes, sir. 

Can you do that in good conscience? 
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1 
	

A 	yes, sir.. 

2 
	 And can you do that in good conscience 

3 • irrespective of anything that you may have seen or heard 

from the media in the months that have preceded this case 

about the defendants generally? 

6 
	 A 	Yes, sir. 

7 
	

Q 	You have 'of course heard of the case before 

a ' Coming to court? 

9 
	 A 	Some, 

10 
	 - Do you feel 'that perhaps you. might be 

11 
	

subject to..,some criticism or pressure from your friends or 

12 
	

family or acquaintances if youwere,_to acquit even a 

13 

1.4 

15 

16 

1.7 

18 

19. 

20 

21 

22 

28 

24 

25 

26 

single one of theie defendants r 	• 

A 	It is possiblet 	3- 

Would it affect', yO:ur judgment in any way? 

A 	I don't, think so„ no., 
s 

Very well, then, if at the end of this ease, 

while you were deliberating, in your opinion that at least 

as to one defendant there was insufficient evidence to 

persuade you that She was guilty, would you then acquit 

that defendant? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

And that is irrespective of any thoughts that 

you might have as to any comments or criticism that you 

may receive from your friends, family and acquaintances? 

A 	Yes, sir. 
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1 

4 

Q 	If during the course of your deliberations 

you have certain inclinations, mhether they be subconscious 

or otherwise, to convict all persons, if there is evidence 

that anyone is involved, will you make a conscious attempt 

to discipline yourself to overcome such inclinations? 

A 	Yes, sir•. 

4 	You have -no reservations whatsoever with 

respect to what you say? 

A 	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 She is an accomplice to these 

killings, and the,Court will instruct you as to what an 

accomplice-is, when after listening to his Honor's 
- 

instructions as to 'what an accomplice is,' if you conclude 

that Linda Kasabian is' an accomplice", will you then follow 

. the Court's instruction with.respeo' to how you are to 

consider or not consider her' testimony? 

A 	Yes, Siri,  

And if the Court instructs you that in the 

event you do conclude thatLinda Kasabian is an accomplice, 

that you may .not Consider her testimony at all unless 

there is totally independent credible corroborating 

evidence? 

Will you do that? 
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VGLIOSI: Your Hon‘r, / object. 

I don' t believe the instruction will be to 

that effect, 

TIDE. COURT: Well, whatever the instructions are, 

Mr. Elltaft,„ will you follow the Court's instructions? 

MR. _tIIMAN; To the beet of my ability. 

THE COURT; EVen though they might not coincide 

with your personal views as to what the law is or should 

be, will yoU still follow them? 

EIZMAN: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: You have no mental reservations about 

that? 

MR, ELIZIAN: None at all, sir. 

THE COURT:. The objectbn is overruled. 

BY R. REINER: 

Sirs. do you appreciate that you have, as 

one of the possible 12 judges of the facts in, this case, 

a monumental responsibility to follow the instructions 

of the law as they are given to you from the Court? 

A 	Yes, Sit, : 
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9a-,1 	1 

2 

3 

4. 

5 

• 
12 

13 

14 

, 	15 

16 

17 ' 

18 

19.

20 • 

21 

22 

7 

8 

s. 

10 

11 

25 

23 

24 . 

Q po'thatalthOwh you are the sole judges of 

the facts, that is, what happened, that you are required to 

apply thd-laW ,of ;the= caseto'those factO and the law Of the 

ease iS 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 aureciate that? 

A 	Yea, sir. 

Q 	And whether you are in sympathy With a 

articular• rule of law that will be stated to you by the 

Judge, you will.apply that law strictly to the facts as 

you see the facts? 

Yes, sit. 

There are four defendant0 in this case. 

Will you treat each of the defendants 

separately, as youtear the evidence? 

Yes, sir. 

So that if evidence shOuld come in during the 

course of the trial that one, two, or three defendants are 

involved in some particular activity, you would not 

inadvertently apply such evidence toward the fourth, un-

tamed defendant, would you? 

Noe sir. 

With respect to the attorneys, there are, as 

you have noticedefour attorneys. 

will you not allow yourself -- strike that. 
26 
	

If during the course of the trial you should 
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• 2 •  

3 

'4.  

5 

6 

. 

s. 

• 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 • 

.16 - 

17 

18 

10 

20 • 

21 

22.  : 

23 ; 

24  

develop certain attitudeS -with respect to one or more of the 

attorneys, will you -discipline youtsertf not to allow . 
• 

$6100elf tO permit that attitu4e to SpilI over to card any 

other: Attorney .n this case/ 
1 

- 

Then you fully Appreciate there are four 

defendants and,,there are.  four lawyers/ 

A 	yes, Sir. 

• that' .Whene'ver I apeiak I speak only for 

Leslie van Houten/. 

A . That is right. 

And that when any other attorney opeakiat he 

• in turn speaks only for his respective client and :at no 

. time.  epeakS. for Leslie Van Houten. • 

A 	Yes, 

Now,. Sir, Z am lins.",..ere, of course, at this time 

as to the nature and. extent of the publicity that you have 

been exposed to before this trial began. 

put will you assure vat  irrespective of what 

the publicity was, irrespective of the extent .or nature, 

that you .will make every conceivable attempe to the 

extent it is humanly pesSible, to putthat &lift and decide 

this case solely on the evidence presented here at this 

tr 

A 	Yes, sir. 

MR. REWER: Thank you very much. 

25 

.26 

000059

A R C H I V E S



1558 

aa We pass for cause, YOur gonor. 

THE COM': Any questions,, Mr. ahinnt 

10111. SNI101; Pass for cause, your-,HOnor,.. 

4 
	 TEb ObRT: Any questions, Mr. Vanarek? 

5 
	 MR. FATORaK: go, your Vonor. 

6 : 
	 VIM WORT: You pass for cause 

7' 
	 MR. DER: Yes*  your 'Omar. 

A 

.8 	 '41.104' Ve approach the. bench? 

9 
	 TEM watt: Wry well. 

10. 
.4 • 	 401.1;ow3: iq'pr,cce:edings ire had at the 

11 
	benph:o4t%f the he'ariny ox thd i;rospective jurors, ail 

12 
	caim.0e3r be ing- at "the''benraN) 

13 
	

la. METARB/:: YOUr r gonor/ because this is an open 

14 	 ,our' soFieviiii i.neceOsariiy guided by that, 

15 

	

	 I.WoUld like the record to reveal, that as to 

each and every juror, because of the all-pervasive publicity 

17 • and other matters which have taken Placa, it 'is our 

18, position that each tod every one is challenged for cause 

19 
	

as. far as Mr. Mans= it concerned*  because of the publicity 

20 
	aspect, and also because• of the direct personal attack upon 

21 
	Toe. 

22 
	 I just did not 'WO to enunciate that in the 

23 
	presence of the jury. 

24, 
	

tfla CatIRT:'NO, I am not going to permit you to make a 

25 	.general. challenge to all 'prospective jurors. 

26 
	

if you. 'want to challenge a juror you will have 
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1559 

to state the challenge and the grounds for it. 

MIL Si IA,Relf.: Well, -we would prefer, your Honor --

don't think it is helpful for a litigant to state in court, 

4 

5.  

7 

.9 

10 

12 

13- .' 
	

14 

15 

thai is, enunciate, that lot  in the presence 

THE COURT: X am lot suggesting 'that you do it in 

the presence of the prospective jurors,. You may approach 

the bench' as you are doing nowt'; if you have a challenge, 

state it and the ground, 

UR, MUM Our Petition iS that this jurpr 

ghOuld he challenged for cause, and we do challenge the ' 

juror for cause, 'cause of the 'publicity aspects me have 

gone intoi plUs the aspects of the personal attack upon me. 

The conduct of 'the District Attorney Is office 

.11terfqX6  e 1441. 	OPt4Vet. 	 da:.; 

THE COURT: Anything else, gentlerrn? 

MR. RE#BRi 	 Zonork  with respect to this •. 
pectoPective juror that 2 Just  examined, 'would object. 

THE 	'1"&14;a.ve. .tilready passed, for cause. 

Veuare changing your mind? 

MR*  RE1NER; yes, .th respect to the,  Publicity issue,. 

• I would raise an objection for Causer  for actual cause, 

fiEE CouRT: tinder 'what section of the code? 

R. REINER: 1073.2, I believe. 

But it is the groundS previously' dated over and 

,over and. over in chambers, and it is-essentially -the same 

.argument with, one condition,: 

17 

18 

1V 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

0 	25 

'26 
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9a5, 	1 

2 

3 

4. 

5 

6. 

7 

8 

9 

A 

12 

13.  

14 

as 

1? 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

28  

.24 

25 

.26 

,That 4,S; -Imcugte th4.8 'examinatiorx, is taking , 

plAccit 	,otvii -court over the Objection of counsel, we 

are inhibited from.4ntigribg 'into a thorough examination to 

determine,  the nature and extent of the pretrial publicity 

with res pact to this pariicuier 'juror. 

nonetheless, Ve Would make the same ohjection 

that we have raised 1:reviously with regard to other 

pros ?active jurorO• 

*WinoorpOrata the same arguments. 

I. 7ITZGERALD: with leave of the Court, may' 1 join 

in on. behalf of Mies Itrentsinkelp in Mr. Reiner Is remarks? 

THE COURT: Do you wish to be heard? 

MR. STOVITZ: Submit it, your Bona. 

MR. MINIM Not only that 1:oint4  but. I have one 

other point. 

TEt COURT: 	minUte. Ong 1:0int at a time4 

Mr. i'anarek. 

MR. K NA K I tm sorry. 

TAE count The challenge will be disallowed. 

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

Mrs. rields for cauee. 

TAE coURT: I thought that was what yoU wars juet. 

doing: 

MR. KANAREK:.  I don r%  believe it was Mre. 

think it was mr. Ellman w io was before the Court. 

.MR. 14/12C4ERALDI couldour objections relate to both 
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MrSt. Fields and mr. Ellradn? 

I would apologize to. the Court, we did pass 

for ,cause and it wall, our intention,  

THE COURT: same obJection, same 'challenge. 

MR.. ArANARE X: As to Krt. Fields, Yes.- - 

THE COURT: The:challenge will be disallowed as to 

Mrs.. 

	

8 
	 VA.VAtalt:,  'We join with Miss-Van liouten. 

	

9 
	 THE COURT: WO 'will recess at this point -- 

	

10 
	 MR, REINER:, May wa discuss the dourt.10 publicity 

	

11 
	order as relates to the document. I filed this morning? 

	

14 
	THE. COURT: I -don ft writ to discuSs it any further. 

	

13 
	 MR. REIMR: We Mtist have information from the .Court 

14 
as to hat constitutes a violation. 

	

is 
	 The ,Court 	ambiguouS. 

	

16 
	 'ME COURT: Read the order.. 

	

17 
	 ,REINERt I read the order. It does not apply, 

18 and your Honor .refuses to indicate how it applies). 

	

19 
	 tioun: We are going to recess, 14r. Reiner. 

20 , 
	 VIR. •REINER: This :COUrt reEnsies to indicate. to counsel 

	

21 
	how it' applies, 

	

22 
	 (The following .proceedings were had in open 

	

' .23 
	court' irk the' presence and hearing of all the prospective, 

24 
	arOrs, all defendants and all Counsel, being present: j. 

THE COURT. We are •goirig, to recess at this time, 

ladies and gentlemen, until 2:00 p.m. 

2 

5,  

6 , 

26 

25 

4 
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1 

2,  • 

. • , 4 
' 	1 

Do not converse Among yourselves or with any-

one else. oh any Subject relating' totbis case# nor form .or 

express an opinion regarding the case until it is finally 

submitted toftse of you who are selected as trial Jurors. 

2:00 p.m. 

Whereupon, a recess v.ras talon to reconvene. at 

2;00 pal., same day.) 

8 

9.  

10 

1.1 

13 

14 

15 

16' 

18 

10- 

.20 

21 

22 

23 , 

2.‘t . 

25 

26 
• 

• 

4 

5.  

6 

7 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, 1NE 304  ,1970 2:07 PM 
,• 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

19 

11. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

1:8 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

(The following proceedings occur in chambers, 
, 

all connsel being present but not the defendants:) 

THE COURT: All counsel are present. 

We have received ,some notes from some, of 

the jurors that I wanted to bring to your attention. 

Here is one from Mr. Stokes, Juror No. 6 " 

or one who says; 

"Your Honor, *mother-in-law has 

decided to return to her hometown, New Orleans, 

this sumitier.. To continue in this lengthy trial 

will be an. undue hardship -without her assistance. 

I wish to be excused as a prospective juror for 

this case.. • Thank you: Herman R. Stokes.'" 

Dues anybody want to stipulate to Mr. 

Stokes ,or not? 

F/TZGERALD: No, your Honor: 

We discussed the matter thoroughly at the 

recess and at the noon hour and we are not of a mind to 

stipulate any further to hardship cases. 

THE COURT: Very well. 

Igcmr, the second one is from Mrs. gvelen 

Smith, who is not yet in the jury box but is in the 

panel out in the courtroom. She says: 
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I 

2 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

3.4 

15 

11 fls. 16  

17 

18 

19 

- 20 

21 

22 

2S 

24 

25 

26 

"To whom' it may concern: 

"I, Evelen Smith, need to be excused 

fram this prospective jury fot a scheduled surgery 

On 7/1/70" 	that is tomorrow -- "at 9i00 

at UCLA Dental Department. Also for replacement 

of dentures that are waiting and ready for me. 

Very truly yours Evelen Smith." 

IR, FITZGERALD: We will offer to stipulate that she 

maybe removed from the panel permanently. 

THE COURT: So' stipulated? 

R. REINERt So stipulated. 

AR.'SHINN! So stipulated. 

VE...STOVITZ: Solstipulated. . 

MR. KANABEk: Stipulate. 

THE COURT: Mrs. ZvOLen. Sjnith Will be excused from 

the panel* 
	 1 
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• 2.  

 

• * 
f 	 I 

s !C COVI3T They 'haV4 *letters. or a note” from 

M. Black, 1..i?o';is 	Xlzie 

"Dear sir, I io:414:1 like to be excUSed 

7/09 in the, afternoon •;for appointment with 

doctor. Thank you, Elzie K. Black." 

 

4 

5. 

 

 

6 ' As you may recall, Mr, Black mentioned he IOWA 

be •wilIing to serve eXcept he had to 'be excused every 

three or .four weeks to keep a doctor ls 'appointment. 

)4R. EUGLICk: We stipUlate. 

'TM' COURT: All he it. asking for is to be excused 

tomorrovt afternoon. 

)R. REIN R'; 'No objection. 

STOVITZt 3; don It think he could be excused. for 

part of it. He would havt; to be excused totally. 

This was the gentleman that ,we were going to let 

have the special visits to- the doctor. 

Something may happen tomorroW that is impOrtant.  

for him to know, 
That ,whgt? TER COURT: 	• -- 

MR. BTOVITZ: Soregthing may happen tomorrow that is 

Important, ,for him to know; 

It seems to me we'd have to take a, recess• for 

the whole afternoon. 

THE .COURT: Perhaps Ile can. get -- perhaps Mr. Black 

tan rearrange his appointment for a tip .when the Court. is  
,not in session.. 

• 

Oa, 

7 

8 

'9' 

10 

11: 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

.20 

:21 

22 

23 

24, 

 

25 

26 
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perhaps he can, make his appointment later 14 

2 
	the day. 

3 

4 

5 

6 

'7 

MR. STOVITg: Maybe we can inquire out theme.- 
. 

MR;.'BUQIII0$1: We would be willing to stipulate that 

he be permanently excused. 

,caURTI. '2 don't  thtnIt he should be excUSed 

permanently. - 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

is 

19'  

20'  

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 . 

• 
26 

b: 

THE COURT: He is not aSking to be eXcused permanently 

in. the fikitt'Place-,'All he requires is a little adjusttent 

in time; one Way or the other. - 

All right, .1 vrill inquire of Mr. Black., 

MR. REINER': BxcUse me, your Rotor., while we are 

still here in chambers there is a matter we should discuss 

with the 'Court.. 

I informed the -clerk og the matter that I was 

referring. to. 

That is in connection 'with' the document. that I 

filed with the-  Court this. morning. 

The court has. indicated when to were 

chambers 'that it belieVed the contents of that document 

fell within the publicity order. 

lisA0 COURT: What Z meant, mr. Reiner, I don't recall 

my exact words;. and I read it very quickly this morning 

when it was brought in, that it appears to Ma that there 

Are matters referred to in there which would collie within 
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10 

11,  

12 

13.  

14.  

15 

16 

4:7 

18 

19 

1 

3 

4 

8 

9. 	' 

the publicity order. 

Now, in what context or how, I'm not going to. 

catalog for Yoqalliof the ways in which 	publicity order 

might be.  violated. 

2t might be violated in *many, many ways. 

You will simp4 have to determine that for 

Yourself ‘ z 5impl r want to bring' it to your attention that 

.it appears to:_me that. some of the ratters referred to in, 

there are.mitters which. might come Within. the publicity 
. 	- • 

. 	 'am not cc sing yoii of having Violated the 
::-" 

-order 'of 	 that.,- -2:a0 simply calling it to 

your ,attention:. • ' 	- • ,! 
11R. RBI*: The •onlY matter I can conceive of "a7 

illna7CPUR 4iir np tilt.etested 	getting into a 

disduddion about it.. 

M. REINEA: Your -Honor, we must. 

TEM coURT; No, wa must not. We are not going to. 

MR. 11SI1ER: I truly do not understand the court fa 

20 
	attitude in, .refusing to answer reasonable questions of 

21 
	coundel 

22, 	 ttilz COURT: I am not. going to give -you am aoavisory 

23 
	opinion about the publicity order. 

24 
	 MR. REILISR: I think the Court is obliged to give 

25 
	advisory opinions 

26 
	 TE4 COUR: I told you I am-not:going *Lor it,4 
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1 

• 	2 

3 

MR, REINER: Doet the CbUtt refuse 

VIM COURT: You understand the. language, 10... Reiner, 

am simply not going to give you an advisory opinion. 

That is what / meat: 
o y  

5 
	 cannot put it more plainly: 

6 
	

MR. REAR: May I inguire as to why? 

THE COURT:,  You may inquire, but we are going hacl 

8 
	

into court. 

9 

io 

11 

13 

14 

12 ' 

16 

I , 

Anything else before. you retire from the  
courtroom, gentleten? 

R4VER,: may I indicate to,the Court I feel the 

Court is bung' manifestly unfair to counsel by 'telling 
cbuusel,.44ey-must proceed at their. own jeopardy, and the 

6'tArt n*ATill not inform counsel. as to what is' proper or Court  
improiieg vihen:Counsei- 14-ad*ince asks the' Court to-be safe 

. 	r 	_ 

and correct, :and informs the Court what it propoSes to do, 

17 
	and if the Cotirt has,ob*tion to it. 

18 
	

I think for the Court to 'turn counsel, down is 
' 	4 

19 
	

actually'unheardiof.' Z am trying to.go as far as I can, 

20 
	

that extra idle, to indicate to the Cc.)Urt problems I think 

21 
	

may arise so I may receive advice, of the court so i won It 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

inadvertently -violate the, Court's order. 

NOw the Court tells me to go on my own jeopardy 

and do what I do. 

And if I am in violatiOn the Court will inform 

ma subsequently' as to that. That is quite wrong. 
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THE COURT: The order is clear. You can read itt 

2 
	'oti can understand it. 

3 
	 MR. RUINER: I agree it is cIear,but the court's 

interpretation of it is wh011y ambiguous. 

5 
	

THE COURT: Let's proceed, gentlemen. 

6 

8' 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1-7  

18"' 

19 • 
4 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

12 

26 

000071
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(The following proceedings occurred in open 

	

2 
	court, all counsel and defendants present, the prospective 

	

3 
	

jurors seated in the box; 

	

4 
	

THE COURT; All parties and counsel are present, 

	

5 
	

the prospective jurors are in the jury box. 

6 , 	 Had you completed your voir dire examination, 

	

7 
	

14r. Stovitz? 

	

8 
	

MR. STOVITZ: No. We had just begun on this last 

	

9 
	

juror. 

	

10 
	

THE COURT: All right)  yQU may proceed. 

11 

12 ' 
	

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. ELL= 

	

13 
	

BY 14R. STOVITZ: 

	

14 
	

Do you pronoun,ce your name Enlacing/.  

	

15. 
	 A 	Yes.,, sir. 

	

is 	 How long have you worked for this particular 

	

17 
	

company, sir? 

	

18 
	

A 	I started in August of 1939. 

	

19 
	

Did you take time out for the Service? 

	

20 
	

A 	Yes, sir. 

	

21 
	

How long have you lived in. the general area 

	

22 	where you live now,. sir? 

	

23 	 I'd say approximately ten years. 

	

24 	 NowI  you understand that the purpose of 
25 	

these queStioils is to ,ascertain if we. can achieve 12 -- 
26 	 seat 12 -- impartial:jUrots that are going to try this 
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2' 

3.  

case on the evidence and solely., on the evidence. ,  

You understand 'that, 'do you not, Mr. 

Ellman? 

A 	Us, sir: 

And if anyone has any prejudices -- that 

means prejudgments we would like to know about them 

ahead of time. 

Do you understand that, sir? 

A 	Yes*  sir.. 

Q 	Now, you have indicated to the Court that 

you do. not oppose the imposition of the death, penalty-

if the facts warrant it; is that correct, sir? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

NoW, sir, suppose, afit you retired to the 

jury room and you are selected as foreman of this jury, 

the Jury: comes in with a verdict of first degree murder, 

then you hear the evidence as to whether or not the 

penalty should be life or death, and you go back to the 

jury room, retire, and all of the jurors are in accord 

to vote for the death penalty as to one or all of the 

defendants. 

Do you have that set of facts in mind? 

Yes, sir. 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8- 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

:20 

21 

22 

12a fl S263  

24 

• 

	
25 

26 
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Air right. 

2 
	 And it comes down, for you to sign that 

verdict. Would, you be willing to sign that verdict? 

4 
	 MR, SHINN: I lmn,going to object to the. question, 

5 
	your Honor, as,asking the juror to prejudge the evidence. 

6 ' 
	THE COURT: Sustained. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23' 

24 

25. 

26 

1$ • 

.9 

10' 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

7 MR. STOVITZ: 	Would yo0 hesitate in signing 

the verdict, sir? 

A 	No, sir. 

Now, sir, with .respect to the penalty, 

sometimes there is a statement "Let George do it." In . 

other words, they would let somebody else do it but they 

wouldn't want to participate in the death verdict itself. 

I take it from your answers, Mr. EEhnen, 

you would be actually willing to participate yourself in 

a verdict of death if that' is what your conscience told 

you to do? 

A 	Yes, sir* 

Now, assume for the moment that you are 

considering the facts and you found the facts to be first 

degree murder based upon, say, the conspiracy theory that 

Mr.. Sugliosi alluded to; and under this conspiracy theory, 

you understand, the actual perpetrator of the murder can 

be found guilty of first degree murder even though -- 	. 

am sorry --' a person can be found guilty of first degree 

murder even though he ion' t the actual perpetrator of the 

000074

A R C H I V E S



  

1573 

 

12a-2 

 

murder, 

 

 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14- 

15 

16 

17 

18 

Do you understand that? 

A 	Ites,. sir. 

In other words, he might be sitting in a 

jury box some. place and still be guilty of a citu.e that 

occurred across the street at the Federal Building. 

Do-  you understand that? 

A 	yes, sir. 

Now, let' s assume that you have based your 

finding of first degree murder as to one or more., of the 

defendants On. that theory ..of conspiracy. 

Now, it .comes up to a decision as to whether 

or not you 'would impose *death penalty upon a person who 

was not the actual killer. 

Pi5;, yOu picture n your mind that you could 

do that, sirs; 

A 	I think so,.• sir.. 

All right,. 

 

 

19 

20 

21 

22 

Now, let' a.assume;. sir, 'that in your determina-

tion, of the facts in Chia case and in your finding, of first . 

degree murder you have used:',circumstantial evidence in 	. 

arriving at. that verdict. 

 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Do you understand that circumstantial 

evidence need not just be cookies in a child' s 

hands.. That is merely a simple illustration; you 

understand that? 
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1 

2 

3 

A 	Yes, sir.  . 	k 

Let's say in arriving at your verdict 

of fitst degree murder you have used circumstantial 

evidence to arrive at that verdict. You are convinced: 

beyond any reasonable doubt that a partitular defendant 

is guilty of first degree murder based upon circumstantial 

evidence. 

Do you understand that, sir? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

(I 	Can you also envision that you could vote 

for the death penalty for that particular individual? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Then you do not hesitate in voting for the 

death penalty in a case where part of the evidence is 

circumstantial; is that right? 

A 	That's right. 

.C; 	All right. 

Now, the fact that one or- more of the 

defendants -- im fact, it looks like three of the 

defendants,— are young ladies. 'Would that in any way 

deter you from voting for the death penalty for a young 

lady if you felt the facts warranted it? 

A 	No, sir. 

Now, 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 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 ' 

13. 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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let's say:that you are in the minority. 

..ire 'you. Of the frame ;of rjud that you .would 

be waling. to openly discuss your differences. with the other 

jurors, -6r are you the .type 'of person who would sit in the 

corner and say,. "1 am grora. Missourki that is not proof 

to one; I am not going. to listen. to • the facts; my mind is 

all made up"? 

ER.. SHINN: Your Honor, I will object to the questi'o 

A question that asks how the juror is going 
' 	t 

to act in the Jury room is improper voir dire, your liOnor, 

'111E COURT: I think the question is properly directe 

to a state- of mind. Overruled. 

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

MR: ELLNANt Please repeat it. 

MR. STOVITZ: All right.. 

Are you of the frame of mind, sir, that-

assume you. are discussing the evidence or the penalty to 

be, *posed and you. deterMine that you are in the Minority 

as far as the way the other Jurors feel. Ate you. of .n

frame of mind that you are going to just sit in a corner 

and not discuts the evidence? 

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

Q 	It would be best to discuss it, yes. 

And if at first you find you were wrong,. 

you 'would:In.' t be so inclined that you wouldn't be Dm 

enough to change your opinion and vote according to the way 

1 

2 

a 

4 

5' 

6 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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3 

Asking you. -a11 kinds -of questions.. 'The.  most important 

question is- 'whether or not, you are of the freAe of mind .  

to give both the People and -the defendant a fair and 

5 

impartial trial. 

Do ytiou lUnderstand that, sir? 

7 

1576 

you, now see the evidence4 is that right;  Mr. Ellman? 

A 	Z don't think So, sir. 

sow, -we can be up here for three hours and 

A 	yes. 
4.4  

owe counsel' befo'te-- up.. stated -that there 
. 	• 	 I 	 • 

were four attorneys in .this case. You heard him say that? 

	

'A. 	That's, right. , 

You arrive at the evidence from what the 

witnesses say, because counsel are not sworn to testify 

as witnesses are sworn to testify.. 

Do you understand that? 

	

A 	Yes, sir. 

And so, too, you heard counsel say that A 

defendant is presumed to be guilty; and -of course he made 

a mistake: But you are not to take the law' from counsel. 

12 

13. • 14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20' 

21 

22 

23 

24 

• 25. 

2  

A Yes, sir. 	, „ " , 

Do you see four attorneys in this, case? 

see about six. 

'That' 4f right.. So you now 1now that everythi 

that counsel says is not evidence in this case; is that 

right? - 
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You understand that? That you are not to take it from 

counsel but you are to take it from the Court? 

3 
	 A 	Yes, sir. 

4 
	 And in: taking that law, the Court will tell 

5 
	you that sometimes the laW only applies to a particular 

set of facts, and if you do.  not find those facts to 

7 
	eist, you are to disregard that proposition of law. 

Do you think you could follow that instruc- 

9 
	tion? 

10 
	 A 	I would try my best, sir. 

11 
	 Now, you have heard counsel's explanation 

12 
	about the principles of conspiracy and how they may 

13 
	apply in this case, did you not? 

14 
	 A 	Yest  sir. 

15 
	

Q 
	

Now, when I say "fully understand," I will 

16 • 	changetbat,, 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Do you understand that one person may be 

guilty of a crime, of the actual crime that another person 

commit; and that first. person has joined a conspiracy 

with that second petson? 

A 	Yes, Sir. 

An illustration that I -use that counsel . 
doesn't use, the imanOthat sits in the car acting as a 

lookout, *16 to speak, can be guilty of robbery that 
25 

26 

occurs in a bank. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

4 

Do yoU understand that? 

000079

A R C H I V E S



Q And you _have 	-pre dices against following s. 

7 

8 

,9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

.• 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

.24 

• 	25 

2.0 

3.578 

Q - 	 And, the man who was staying back at the hotel.  

room...that set up the robbery can be, guilty of the crime 

they apt  aoitmit if he is a, conspirator, you understand 
t 

that? 3  
1 

I  

1 
1 

A. 	yes, sir: 

Q If you were in the position of Me-. Buglioti 

and myself, proSeautora i.n this case, and you knew every-

thing there was to knOvet about your of n background, your Own 

personal life, and 413. you wanted were 3.2 fair-minded, 

imPartial jurors to ,sit on this jury:, would you choose 

somebody in ,your tram of mind? 

A 	. I think so, sir: 

MR. STOViTZ; 'Thank you, -very 

People pats for causer  your Honor. 

WE COURT; The defendants may exercise their first 

joint challenge. 

FIR. FITZGERALD; We will accept the Jury as it is 

now constituted. 

THE COURT; Are you speaking now fog all defendants? 

MR. FITZGERALD; 	am speaking in regard to the 

exercise of Joint paremptoriegi. 

In respect to exercise of individual, 

peremptories, defendant. Patricia. Icrenvirikel will accept the' 

that? 

A 
• 

3 	 • 4 

No, Sir,-  I have noniii. 

• 

	2 

3 
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	 VA -)e--/ 

jury as now constituted,. 

SEM: 'The defendant Susan, Atkins will accept the 

jury as now constituted.. 

MR. FANAREK: Mx. Manson accepts the jury as now 

constituted, your lionor. 

MR. REIMR.:. On behalf of Defendant Leslie Van nouten 

we 1.041.1 thank and excuse {1qtbr Nb. 7. 

TEE COURT; State the name, Sir.. 

" MR. REINER: I believe it Is Mr.. Rio#. I don't have 

13-2 	1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

'8 

9. 

• 

10' 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

its 

any notes Ilith meg 

CoDRIT: Do you wish to confer with your c3.ient, 

Mr. Reiner? 

MR. REINER; I have "conferred with my client. I 

believe MiSS Van Bouten would like to Address the Court. 

TIte, 

 

COURT: resir  Miss van Houten? 

DEFENDANT VAN 110TITENi Your Rotor, I asked a few 

days age) -- M. Reiner,  and i aren.tt -working together... 

WE co:DRT you have a. request to maks, Miss Van 

ib Houten? , 

20 

21 

.22 

23 

24 

25 

:26 

-DEFENDANT-VAN ?HOUTEN: 	Wish 'to '.;disraiss Mr. Reiner. 

CODRii 'What it; the.  basis of that request? 

DEFENDANT VAN gotneale '14*:.Ite4ner is fighting a. Cattle 
. 1 	't 

the way Mr. Reiner wants to fight it. 

I have My; opinion the, "Way that i see it Should 

be done and, you know, we have discussed it many, many 

times, and like in private chambers'. even there there was a 
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• 2 

3 

 

J.Zttit.) 

disagreement. 

TM COURT: Is this something Mr. Reiner told you to 

say? 

. DEFENDANT vAX HOUltai: Mr. Reinert What? 

X4r. Reiner didn't tell me to say anything. 

I 'say what Leslie. says, I say what I say. 

THE CODA': All right,-anything else? 

DEVESOANT VAN atMMENt Mr. Reiner is saying What he 

Says,. and this is my case, right? This is my life. 

It is not Mr. Reinerfs ife. ' 

¶L COURT: Anything further? 

12 
	

DEPENDANT VAN HOUTEN: That I just Wish to dismiss 

• 13 

14 

15 : 

16 

17 

19. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

THE COURT?: Is that all? 

DEPENDANT VAN,H0DTEN:. What else can % say? 

THE -CODRT: Very well. Your motion is denied. 

DEPENDANT VAN HoDTEU: Well, your Honor, may I .ask. 

you Where do i go from here? Again I ask. 

THE COAT:. Sit down, Miss Van Houten. 

id4tis proceed,. 

Do you WiSh to exercise a challenge, Mr. 'Reiner? 

-41.A01EI4ERI Yes, your Honor, prior to exercising-

that.challenge I,wouldassign your Honor !s remarks to 
; 

Miss Van u tenHo 	at miscondticti- 	Suggestion that — 

MR. STOVITZ; i Y assl.gnments for misconduct are 

	

1• 	• 	 . 

	

A 	, 	« 

!titaiti‘nalilrbandlea outside:the presence of the jury. 

t I 	' 
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9 

16 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 • 

21 

22 

23 • 

'24 

.g6 

1581 

Ma, REINER: Very well, may we approach the bench? 

TEIE COURT: YQU may, 

:011'12tWir.4 pi•cceeding0 were had at the 

ben6h out of the hearing of the, prospective jurors:).  

,REIltp:'. your Honor, I Would assign the comments 

of this Court to the defendant in the presence of the. 

prospective jury 'agt misCondudt... 

am personally offended by. the intimation. by 

this Court that I have just had Miss Van Houten stand up and 

make these remarks. 

think it should be abundantly clear to every--

body in this courtroom; it is abundantly clear to the 

prosecution as it is to all, the defense counsel- that NO, 

have difficulty with these clients. 

They are in fact trying to dismiss 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 insulted by this. 

I am offended by this. 

I have done absolutely nothing in this trial to 

warrant any such suspicion. 

I have done every conceivable thing that. any-

body can possibly do to avoid every one of these problexns. 

• 

• 
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• 2 

3 

4 

5 

1.3A 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

410 	14 

15 

18 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

The only thing I have. not done is accept the instruction 

of my client that-/ ant to remain mute in the pOUrser of 

this wit dire examination. 

For that the client decided she wanted to,  

dismiss mo. It is. her desire that I remain mute duting 

the entire 

Because Z refuse-to do that, I don't feel any 

attorney can ethically do that, then/ am insulted in open 

court. by your Honor. 

And there is absolutely no basis for it. 

And X am  just appalled by the conduct of the 

Court, and I think the defendant has been severely 

pre, udided by the Court's attitude touardt counsel. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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13a-1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

10- 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

' 16 

17 

18 

19' 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

THE COURT: Well, there has been no intimation 

that you. have done anything improper, Mr. Reiner.. 

It is perfectly apparent to the Cotilt that 

'Miss Van Houten is attempting to use some kind of dilatory 

tactic to delay this trial: 

It is, also apparent that she is parroting 

somebody's.  remarks, and I don't know who, and when: she 

stands up. and makes a request to dismiss her counsel, 

Tim going to inquire into it. 

/ want to know whether she is speaking her 

own worda or soMeone elsess words. That is all there is 

to that. 

I want to know where she gets these ideas 

and what the basis is for them. 

It is perfectly plain from her answers she 

has no basis whatever, simply an attempt to delay the 

trial, 

You have made your record. 

MR. REINER; It is simply not a record. 

I am concerned with the conduct of the Court 

throughout this trial, 

THE COURT: Don't. be concerned as to what goes on 

from here, Mr. Reiner, ,just make your record. 

R. STOVITZ.: Sneaking objectively, the defendant 

answered  the. Court's, inquiry, and completely told the 

Court it is her own idea, and any kind of inferences.. made 
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• 
are Only made in,CoinaSel' s mind. 

i did not get the inference that the Court 

was assigning any-kind pf ,  sugp.
3 
 iation toward you,. 

I was wondering whether she got it from 

Manson or one of the other 'gir1s or' what. 

13a-2 1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

'21 

22: 

23 

6 , MR. REINER: I. must also ol7ject. to the tenor of 

your Honor's remarks a moraent ago where your Honor 

said. "Go ahead and make your record," as though I am 

not speaking words of any substance. 

THE COURTt 	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 not feigned. 

THE COURT,: It appears to me to be. 

MR. REINER: I cannot indicate what I appear 

THE COURT: Let's proceed, gentlemen. 

STOVITZ: Is the motion of assignment for 

misconduct disallowed, your Honor? 

THE COURT: It is disalloWeds 

(The following proceedings were had in open. 

court in the presence and hearing of the prospective 

jurors ) 
24 	 THE COURT: Do you wish to exercise-  a challenge, 
25 	Mrt  Reiner? 
26 
	

MR. REINER: yes, I do, your Honor. I wish to 
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	exercise a peremptory challenge with respect to Juror 

No. 7: 

13 ' 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

10 

11 

12 

3 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 .  

THE COURT: State the name. 

MR. REINER: Mr. Rio.s. 

THE COURT: This is an individual peremptOry 

challenge on behalf of Defendant Leslie Van gouten. 

You are excused, 11r.. Rios.. 

DEFENDANT VAN liounti i On behalf of Defendant. 

Mt*  .Reirieri. 

THE COURT: Sit down, Miss Van Houten. 

,DEFENDA'N'T VAN HOUTEN: Okay: 

(Mr. Rios, _Juror No. 7, is excused and 

leaves the jury box.) 

THE CLERX: Should I call a name, your Honor? 

THE COURT:, Yea, 

THE CLERK; William S. Atwood,. 

• • 
(WI:ipttuptin). 	 At rood came forward 

and was seated in Seat No. 7 of ;the jury box.) 
; 

.20 

VOIR DIRE;i4ICAMMATION,•OF MR. WILLIAM S. ATWOOD 

22 . 	BY THE COURT: 

23 
	

Mr. Atwood, have you heard and understood 
24 	 everything that has been said in court since you came 
25 
	

into this case? 
26 
	

A 	Most of it. 
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6 
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9. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

'15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

28,  

24 

25 

26 • 

1586 

If 'you were selected as a trial juror in 

this case would you be able to ,serve? 

A 	No, I would not. 

Q 	What is your situation, sir? 

A 	Well., financially. 

Will you hold the microphone closer? 

A 	-Financially mainly. 

Would you explain what you mean by that? 

A 	I don't believe my company would pay me 

While i am off. 

By whom. are you employed?' 

A 	Southern Pacific Company. 

Southern Pacific Railroad? 

A 	yes, sir, 

•Q 	Rave you discussed this matter with them 

concerning your cOmpengation while you are serving as 

a juror? 

4 	Orly for the original 30. days. 

So at this.monent you don' t mow one way 
, 	- 

or 'the other whether' or ziot'theyiw,i1L continue your 

compensation?   

A 	No, T ,donft, it .would also create a hardshi 

Well, ,I would, just rather not spend that much ; 
time being sequestered. 

- You will have to keep yourrvoice up, 

Mr. Atwood, so everyone- ' can hear. 
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8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

xa 

• 14 

15 

18 

17' 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

24 

• 25 

26 

• Now, I'm going to ask you the same question 

concerning the death:penalty that I put to the other 

jurors. 

Do you entertain such conscientious 

opinions regarding the death penalty that. 'Duval be 

unable to make impartial decision as to any defendant's 

guilt, regardless of the .evidence developed during the 

trial? 

A 	No. 

Do you entertain such conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you would automatically 

refuse to impose it without regard to the evidence 

developed duting the trial? 

No. 

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, do you wish to inquire? 

MR. FITZGERALD: We will pass this juror for 

cause. 

THE COURT: Mr. Reiner? 

MR.. REINER: Thank you, your Honor. 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF Va. ATWOOD 

VR. REINER: 

Sir, you will be instructed, should it 

Occur that you will be a juror in this case, that you 

are required to presume. the defendants ate innocent? 

Now, will you accept that instruction? 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5. 

7 

8 

9.  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

fr 
13b fls.0 

21 

22 

23 

24 

• 	25 

26 

A 	'As a legal reason, yes. 

I am not sire I understood your response 

when you said "as a legal reason.° 

In what were were you attempting to 

qualify yOur answer? 

A 	According to the law, as X understand, 

we are supposed to assume they are innocent, right? 

yes., 

A 	I feel somewhat as the other gentleman 

did that was excused earlier. 

Would it be. a fair statement of your point 

of view that where a defendant is. charged with a crime, 

irrespective of what the'crime is, irrespective Who the 

defendant is, that pkeFe exists in your mind a belief 

in thept*aalUy—of the guilt of the, defendant,, if 

not the certaintys;at leasit theyrobabilttyl 

A 	 Understand that , queition. 
to 

Q. 	You, were-rreferrintc,.; were you notlithe view 

expressed earlier by ifin'eynOlds7' I 

A 	 • 

000090

A R C H I V E S



1589 

1344 1 

110 	

2' 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

a 1 

9.  

10.  

• 4 	That was a juror who was previously excused for 

cause? • 

A Yes. 

Q NOW, did you 'understand Mr. Reynolds to have 

Said that in a criminal case where a defendant has been 

charged with a 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. 

11 
	 Woad that be a. fair statement of your 

reasoning, of Mr. Reynolds = poSition? 

13 
	

A 	Yes. • 	14 
	

Q 	Ali. right. is that also your position? 

A 	Well, in this case. yes. 

Q Xn this case. or in all cases generally? 

in this particular Case. 

Q • All right. So, in this particular.  case there 

19 

20- 

e4sts 'in. your mind the Suspicion that the defendants, 
• 

Some:of them. or, all, of •the •ar.e probably guilty, is that 

	

21 
	

correct? 

	

22 
	

A Yes. , 

	

23, 	 And is that based upon information that has 

	

24 	con* to you over the:Ironthsthrough. the media? 

	

• 25 	 A Yes. 

	

26 	 That would, be including newspapers, radios, 

000091

A R C H I V E S



,3Bg 

• 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
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10 

11 

12 

13 • 14 

1590 

bench 

Ca 	And would that also be based upon information 

that has come- to you in a perhaps more informal way than 

discussions and conversations that you had or overheard 

with friendia, acquaintances and relatives within,  the 

community? 

A 	Merely through the newspapers and television. 

All right. And it.. is through the newspapers 

and television that you 'have acquired your belief in the 

guilt of the defendants, is that correct? 

A 	That there might be guilt. 

Mg. REINER.: All right. Thank you. I have no 

further questions.. 

WEE COURT: Mr. Shinn? 

MR...SEINN: Pass fOr cause, 

'TM COURT.: ;Mr. Nanarek? 

IcANAREIC: May Vie approadh the bench, your Honor? 

THE COURT: Very veil. 

(The. following proceedings were had at the 

OutSide the hearing of the prOspectiVe jurors.) 

MR. PXTZGERALp: OA behalf of the defendant Patricia 

Icrenwinkel we would ask leave of Court to withdraw our 

Passing;thid juror for cause, in light of What Mr. Reiner Is 

'examination has presented. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24  

25 

26 

television/ and the like.? 

A 	Yes.- 

e wouldsat :this time interpose an objection 
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5 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

-go 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

for cause.. That is to say, me.dhaIlenge this juror for 

actual hiait op the, ground-he has a preconceived opinion 

ap to the guilt of the dfendants. 

MR. REINBR: We join on hehalf of Leslie Van Houten.: 

MR. ZANAR4V4 Join, your Honor. 

M*. SOINV: I challenge for cause.. 

MR. STOVITZ: SUtmit the matter with no arglarent, 

your Honor. 

talk. COURT:, All right. 

Mt. Atwood Will be excused for cause. 

fine challenge is allowed. 

MR. REIM: Thank you, your Honor. 

Mr+ Fitzgerald a few moments ago actually mis- 

spoke himself. He earlier indicated that he would paps 

the wremptory challenge. 

-Mat I think. he meant to say was we bad not 

reached. the necessary unanimity of opinion to exercise a 

joint challengeo 

114 that correct, Mr. Fittgeraid2 

MR.. rITZGPRALD: X will follow Any Procedure 

suggested by the Court+ 

THE COURT: Well., as we diacUssed in our pretrial 

conference, you were going to announce if there was a joint 

challenge,. what It was. 

If course if you cannot agree on -a. joint 

challenge, then there is to joint challenge. 
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MR., FITZGEMLD: It is likely we will be unable to 

agree. 

In the event that we are, unable to agree, how 

-would you like. Me to state it to the Court? 

think that is the problem. 

THE. COURT: you can simply say there is no joint 

challenge, and. I will aiLli; each of you if you care to 

exercise an• individual peremptory. 

MR. rinGERALD: is that agreeable, mr. Reiner? 

MR. REIKER: That would be• agreeable except I don et 

think that will reveal the correct situation on some 

occasions. 

It may occur that all of us feel we went the 

jury, and.  therefore not exercise remaining joint challenges. 

On the other hand some of us would not want 

to accept the jury, but perhaps one or more of 'us vould 

,disagred.. 

think there Acluld have to be a distinction 

bet40en acquiescence on 'the part of all counsel not to. make 

joint challenge, and 'a situation that occurs where there 

is not a unanimity of opinion to exercise a joint challenge, 

think a, distinction -must be Made,. 

:mg. COURT: .1 don't understand what you'rxe talking 

about. 	 a • 

MR. FITZGERALD t 
	will follow any procedure suggeste 

by the Court; 
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ME COURT: If you can, agree on a joint- challenge,. 

exercise it',  otherwise I 'will ask each of you if you ',Ash to 

exercise an individual .challenge. 

P.ITZOERALD: That is' agreeable. 

MR. MINER; Very wall. 

2 

3• 

7 

.9 

10' 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19,  

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25• 

26 
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10 

11, 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

• 

Martin S. rreenan; 

(Whereupon, all counsel return to their 

respective places at the counsel table and the following 

proceedings occurred in open court within the presence and 

hearing of the prospective jurors:? 

TEE COURT: Mr. Atwood, you will be excused. 

Thank you, sir. 

TDB CLERK: 

4 

5 

6 

'7 

8 

9 

18 

1p 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24.  

25 

26 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MART= S. FREEMAN 

Mr THE COURT: 

Q 	Mr. Freeman, have you heard and understood 

everything that has been said in court since you came into 

the case? 

Yes, have. t 	• 
If you were seleCted as a juror in this case, 

MOUlla you be able to serve? 

	

- A 	'Yes. 

ain going. to put the sane two questions-  to 
A 

you, Mr. Freeman, regarding the death penalty. 

„ Do You entertain such conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you would be unable to 

make an impartial decision as to any defendant Is guilt 

without regard to the evidence developed during the trial? 

	

A 	No. 

	

Q 	Do you entertain such conscientious 
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14.-2 
	

opinions' regarding the death, penalty that you-would 

• 	2 .automatically refuse to. impose it- without regard to the 

3 
	

evidence developed. (luring the trial? 

4 
	

A 	Yell, Z would. 

5 
	

Q 	Can you conceive of any type of case where you 

6-  would be willing to impose the death 'penalty? 

7 
	

A 	No, I cannot. 

'8 
	

Do you.  feel that your mind is unalterably 

9 . Made up at this time on that question, Mr.. Freeman? 

10 
	

A. 	yes, it is. 

11 
	

Arid under no .circumstances could you ever vote 

12 
	

for the death. penalty? 

13 
	

A 	T cannot see any. 

14 
	

I. am sorry. I didn it hear yoUr last answer? 

15 
	

A 	I said cannot see any'. 

16 
	

WE COURT: Do counsel wish to inquire? 

11 
	

MR. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor.. 

MR. REINER: No. 

19 
	

MR. SHINN; No cal.iestions 
29.: 	 R. TREK: 'Yes, sirs  your gonor, but I would like 
21 to approach the bench in view of the juror Id pvevious 
22 Anwar 
23' 
	

t440 COURT: Do the People wish .to inquire? 
'24 	 STOVITZ: No., your gonor. 
25 

26 

We 'would ask your Honor to. excuse the juror for 

Cause. 

• 
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MR. REINER; Join. 
, 	- • 

2 
	

RANAREIC.; .MrCept for the 

3 
	

TEE COURT: Are you Opposing the challenge? I0 that 

4 what you are doings Mr. Kanarek? 

5 
	

MR. KANAREK: I would articulate it at the bench if 

6 
	

I might, your Horibr. 

MR. FITZGERATADt We would oppose the challenge on 

8' due process and equal protection grounds. I. think that 

adequately states the objections. 

10 
	

THE COURT: Do you join in that? 

MR. XANAREX; I join in that, yes, your zonore 

12 
	

MR. REIN R: Your Honors, I will join with 

13 mr. Fitzgerald. 

14 
	

MR. SHINN; Joins too, your EtUnor. 

15 
	

cOURT; Very 1,011. 

16 
	

You will be excused, then, Mr. Freeman. Thank 
17 you very much. 
18 	 THE cr.LER1; Mrs. Ruth Hollander l. R-.0-t-h, 
19 

20. 

21 	 VoIR DIRE .EXAMINATION OF viRs. RUTH MUM= 
22 BY THE COURT: 
23 	 Mrs. Hollander, have you heard and understood 
24 everything that has been said in court since you came into 
25 the case? 
26 	 A 	I think I have, Bir. 
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4-4 

• 

5 

6 

'8 

9 

10 

11 

1.2 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

4 , 

2 

3 

Q, F  Xg you mere selected as a trial juror in this 

case, would 'you- be ab3.e to- Serve? 

	

'A 	It would work a hardship 911 Ma because I have a 

	

;husband 	and 2 have a. mother-in-law who. 	be 93. in 
. 	, 

Septereirer and she• lives, with ue,and 2 have to do quite a 

little bit: Of taking care of her. $o, it wuld be a. hard-

ship for Ma * 

, 	.2 see ,. 

I am going to ask you the questions regarding' 

'the death penalty that X put to the other jurors. 

Do you entertain such conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you vould be unable to 

reach an impartia.1 decision as to any defendant is guilt 

regardless of the evidence developed during the *trial?- 

	

.A. 	Yes, I do. 

what is your opinion on that? 

	

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

18 
	circumstanCes. 

19 
	

Well, that does not necessarily answer the 

20 
	

question that you were asIted. 

21. 	 My question is directed to the so-called 

22 . first Phase. of the Murder trial, Mrs. Hollander. 	am 

23' not asking you now Whether you Ng:mid be willing to impose 

24 
	

it-, What 2 am asking you is whether your opinions 'could 

25 
	

affect your ability to make an impartial decision as to 

26 
	

guilt. 
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death penalty under any circumstances. I am opposed to it. 4 

3 

1 
A 	Yes., I- think they wvuld.. 

Q 	*11, !mould you explain what you mean by that? 

A 	Well, as Z said. before., ; don't -believe in the 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9. 

lo 

12 

13 • 

14. 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

r 	 1.  

A-5 

• 

• 

000100

A R C H I V E S



l599 

1.2•  

Well, what effect would that have an your 

ability to determine the question of guilt? 

A • Well, I *couldn't be able to impose the 

death, penalty on anybody. 

Q. 	You see, I am not asking you that question, 

Mrs. Hollander. lam:asking you now whether your opinion 

would affect your ability #p find someone guilty or not 

guilty' 

yes, I- think they 'would. 

In what way? 

A 	Well, bpcause I, wouldn't want them put 

to death, so I would'feel that way about it right from. 

14a-1 	1 

2 

4 

5 

.6 

7 

9 

10 

18 
	

the start. 

14 
	

Do you, think you, might be more inclined 

15 
	

to acquit them because of your views regarding the death 
16 	 penalty than, say,In some other case where there is no 
17. 	 possible death penalty involved? 
18 . 	 A 	Yes. 
19 
	

THE COURT: Does counsel wish to inquire? 
20 
	

MR,. FITZGERALD: No, your Honor. 

21 	 MR. REINER: No, your Honor. 
22 	 M. SHINN: No questions. 
23 	 MR. UNARM: No questions. 
24 
	

MR. STOVITZ: We will ask that this juror ,be 
25 	 excused for actual cause. 
26 . 	 MR. FITZGERALD: We will object. We don't think 
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14a-2 

2. 

5 

8 

9 

10 

11 

'12 

13 

0 	14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

her responses can be categorized as unambiguous. I am 

speaking of Witherspoon. vs. Illinois. 

MR. REINER: We will object on the same ground. 

MR. SHINN: Join in the objection on the same 

grounds. 

MR. KANAREK: Join, your Honor. 

VOIR .DiRE ,EXAMINATION- OP MRS. HOLLANDER 

BY THE' 'COURT: 	4, 	.4 
	/.. 

Mrs. Hollander,„ 40 you entertain such, 

conscientious opinions 'regarding the death penalty that 

you would automatically .,refuse ,to -imposes  it regardless of 

the evidence developed during the trial? 

A Yes I dO. 

Can you conceive of any case or type of 

case where you would be willing to listen. to the evidence 

before you made up your mind on the question of penalty? 

A 	No, I can't: 

MR. FITZGERALD: We will Object on the additional 

grounds of dtie process and a violation of equal prOtection. 

THE COURT: You will -be excused, Mrs. 

Thank you: 

THE CLERK; Mrs. Gussie A. Willis; G-u-s-s-i-e, 

(Whereupon%  Xrs, Gussie E. Willis came 

forward, and vas -seated in jury box No. 7 of the jury box.) 
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9 

10 

11 

la 

13 

14 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF GVSSIE E. WILLIS 

'BY THE COURT: 

everything that has been` said in court since you came 

into this case? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

If you were selected as a trial juror would 

you be willing and able to serve? 

A 	I believe so, yes. 

Do you entertain such conscientious 

opinions 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? 

Mrs.. WiIlis,.- haveyOu. heard and understood 

t 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19' 

20 

21 

:No. 

Do you entertain such conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you would automatically 

refuse to impose it without regard to the evidence 

developed during the trial? 

A 	No., sir. 

THE COURT: Do you. wish to inquire, Mr. Fitzgerald? 
22 	 MR. .FITZGERALD-: No, your Honor: 	

• 

23 	
THE COURTr 'ass for= 

24 ' 	

MR. FITZGERALD: lies. 
25 	

THE COURT: Mr. Reiner? 
26 	

REINERt Thank Abu, your Honor, 
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I4a -4 1 

3 

4 • 

5 

6 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 Yon do not follow their views? 

" A 

 
go,  

21 

22'  

23'  

That right. 
• ". 	• 

Q, 	Aud can'you, lin goof. conscience, give the 

presumption of innocence to a defendant charged with a 

even4 que,  as notoxious as 'this one? 
24 

25 

26 

A . I an sure I could. 
, 

AndiOtWithstanding all of the publicity 

that has surrounded this case since last August 

VOIR DIRE EX,AMINATION OF MRS. WILLIS 

BY MR. REINER: 

Mrs. Willis? 

A 	Yes. 

You will be instructed that you must presume 

the defendantsand each of theta. to be innocent. 

Will you follow that instruction? 

Yes, sir. 

Q 	Do you, in fact, believe that the defendants 

have .a presumption of innocence?and are entitled to' a 

Presumption of innocence? 

Entitled to it, yes, sir. 

Q 	You do not follow the view of the man who 

was in that seat just a moment ago and Mr. Reynolds a 

little earlier that merely because a person is Charged 

with a crime creates in your mind a suspicion that they 

are • perhaps,gailty of that crime? 

That's right, 
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4 

14b fls. 5  

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 • 

4 • 

1 

A 	That's, right. 

— and most especially the publicity that 

has surrounded the case since latt December when there 

were certain arrests in the case? 

A 	Right .  

14a-5 	1 

A 

24 

25 

.26.;  

• 1 
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1604 

14b-I 

2 

3 

6 

7 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14. 

15 

18 

17 

18' 

10 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

• 
25 

26 

.,;Do 'you feel.:that:' perhaps you 'would be 

subject to 'criticism 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. 

And you 'would not consider the judgments 

that your friends would make of you? 

A 	so'. 

If you were to fa41 to convict all persOns; 

.is that true? 

A 	True. 

Do you think that perhaps there might be 

some sub.sconscious inclination that you might have that 

has built up Over the last few months because of the 

publicity that this case has received to convict whoever 

was charged with a crime, most especially these particular 

defendants? 

A 	li la Sorry-. My mind wavered a little. WOu1d 

you 'repeat that? 

Q 	-Surely. 

You have heard of this case before you were 

called. as a prospective juror; is that right? 

A 	Yes, sir., 

And. the names of the defendants or' at least 

some of them are familiar to you, are they not/ 

A 	.,Yes, they are. 
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2 

3 

V 

Do you feet, that „perhaps, having read about 

this 'case ,,for' $01W 0251thS', 	obtrerved portions of 

the proceedings or com s and goings of various. persons 

It. 

7 

8 

10 

' 11 

12 

13 

14: 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21. 

22 

23 

24' 

25 

26 

involved inAheae proceedings on television,, that there 

May' be SQI110. subconscious inclination on your part to. 

conitiet any person,part±cularly 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 part,. at the time that 

you were deliberating in the jury room, would you make 

every conscious attempt, to discipline yourself to decide 

the case based solely upon the evidence and not to allow 

.any other matters that. may have crept into your -subconseiOu 

mind, from some other source to, affect your judgment? 

A 	By all means. 

The crime is a terrible one,. it* a .grotesque 

one. Would, you allow your' .emotions to overwhelm your 

judgMent 'in this case? 

A 	No. 

So, you would not be so .outraged at the very 

fact of the crime that you would convict all persons 

charged with the. crime rather than being selective as 

to who Was guilty and who was not guilty? 

Right. 

So that even in, light of the absolutely 
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1' 

2 

'3 

4. 

5 

6. 

7 

8 

grotesqueness .of the crime, if there was no evidence 

presented. to persuade you beyond all reasonable .doubt that 

-1,etlie Van ROuten. was guilty, you would' acquit her/ 

	

„IL 	Tg she was not guilty, I would acquit her. 
4 

0 ( 

	

Q 	' 
4  ,;:f the evidencepresented that relates to 

• ,1.44131# 	iioutert is only enough to create .a suspicion 

in' yourtaind and .not -onOugh to •cOnvince you beyond all 

• teaS0i)..410 doubt., w0414 you'acciuit her? 

9: 

10 

A 	,,OraY on, Suspicion, I. arm afraid I would. 

by would= you acquit 'her if there was only Q 
11 
	a suspicion, in youri pind? 

• 
12 	 A 	I don't think I- would want it on my conscienc 

13 
	

that I bade a finding, over her .or her' life, or whatever 

• 14. 	her future is., 

15. 	 So, only if the evidence is so strong that 

16 
	

you aro convinced beyond all reasonable doubt WoUld you 

1,7 	consider convicting? 
18. 
	

A 	That' a right. 
19 
	

And you have no ,.reserVations about any of 
20 •• those things that you. have Said? 
21 	 • k None. 
22. 	 Now, you did observe ,Leslie Van ifOuten 
23 	a moment ago stand up and. address herself to. the Court,. 
24 , 	did yoU not? • 	g5. 	 That' o right. 
26 	

Q. 	Were you able to hear what she said? 
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16 

17 

18 

19 • 

S 

20' 

21 

22 

28 

24 

25 

26 

1607 

A 	Yes, clearly. 

And you did hear the colloquy that occurred 

3 
	between the Court and myself before we approached the 

4 
	bench? 

5 
	 A 	Yes. 

A . 

	

-41 	Irrespective of your opinion or irrespective 

of your interpretation of this- :particular incident that 

occurred, would you allow .any incident that occurred 

today,. before today, .or at any time during the course of 

this,  trial *14 here in the courtroom as opposed to what 

is pre /3 	ci; in evidence, to affect your judgnieut in this 
1.  

, 	 - 

	

- 	. 	. 
• • 	, 	. • NA; wawa:. ItbAr Rotor, I don't think that is a 

proper question. 	, 
- 4 

MO we ,approach the bench on that? 

It think 'Certain things can occur outside 

that witness, 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 Honor, at the bench. 

COURT: Very well. 

(Whereupon all counsel approach the bench 

and the following proceedings occurred at the bench outside 

of the hearing of the prospective jurors:) 

MUM: This creates a, very interesting 

question of whether or not the jury can take into 
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3 

4 

consideration just observing a defendant at a counsel 

table and their demeanor. 

I think they can, yourlionor. 1 might be 

mistaken on that and I haven't researched the area, 

but I can aay this: .I think it is very clear that if 

a particulardefendant got up, your Honor, at counsel table 

and: not on the witness stand, and says "1 am guilty," 

I think, certainly, the jury can take that into 

consideration. 
that 

I don't think/ they are solely restricted 

by what comes from the witness stand under oath. 

I think if the defendants are in front of 

them and if' their conduct, in the jury's mind, is not 

consistent' with innocence, it seems to me they can take 

that.into consideration. 

I may be wry on... that. I know that if they 

confess ;fu open courts  
: 

7 

8 

io 

11 

z 

13 

14 

15 

16 

14c' flg. 17  

- 	18 

19 

20 

21 

22-

23. 

24 

• 	25 

26 
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• 7* 

8. 

• 

9 

10 

11. 

12' 

13 

14,  

15 

16 

16 09 

THE COURT: ie1., of course, we have no such 

problem involved here. 

• S think the question is a proper one, and 

certainly as'. to anything that ie said between Court and 

Pounsly r or between Sour 	and the defendants, the jurors 

ire not to take that into account. ,  

. MR,' )ittGLIOSIt I ,a:gree 'with the Court on that. 

TM taunt' That would *It a ProPer subject of inquiry, 

And I think also as to' matters such as the statement made. 

by Miss Van 'liOuten (tiring the course of jury selection. 

that the•i'ury should not consider any of that. 

R. J3UGLIOSI: I agree with the Court on that. 

MR.REINeR: If Z may respond? 

It is my understanding that the jury may 

consider anything in evidence,. not anything that occurs 

within their view if the matter is not in evidence. 

TEM 

 

COURT: Of course, the demeanor of a witness 

'while testifying :lay be considered. 

MR. RAINER: True. 'The demeanor is soMething 

evidence. 

TIM. COURT: No, it is.  not. 	evidence. It is only in 

their view, the demeanor. 

M. REIgeR: That is of a 'witness as opposed to a 

person sitting at counsel. table. 

TAE, COURT: I overrule the objection. You may 

inquire„ 

14-C-I 

• 2 

3: 

18 

19 

20- 

2i 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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MR. BUQUOSI: It is a very interesting question. 

(Whereupon, all counsel-return to theit 

respective places at counsel table and the following 

proceedings occurred in open court within the presence 

and hearing of the Ilityt) 

MR. REINER; your Honor, may the reporter read the 

	

question, to the witness 	am sorry; to the prospective 

juror? 

WE COURT: Read the last question. 

-(The record. was read by the reporter.) 

MRS. 	No. 

MR. REINERt Q Vow, if it Should,be your inter-

18 jpretation that Leslie Van ItOuten has attempted or may 

attest to 'try tO'beconVicted,:even in the absence of any 14 

15 e-vidence of her guilti.mOuld you nonetheless acquit her? 

16 	 A 	Yes. 

17 	 , So that you would acquit Leslie Van Houten if 

18 there was not sufficient evidence to. persuade you beyond 

19 all reasonable doubt even if you believed that tihe wanted 

20 to )De acquitted 	or she canted to be convicted , 

21 any -other member of her gamily was convicted.? 

A Yes, 

You mould. not, then, follow her wishes in the 

matter, you would follow the evidence in the case? 

A 	Right. Absolutely right. 

You appreciate, do you not, that there are four 

L4C2 

• 
1 

2 

3 

9 

10 

11 

12 

22 

23- 

24 

25 

26 . 
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attorneys for the defense in this case? 

12 

13 • 	14 

• 
3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

9 

10 

Q 	A moment ago ir. Stovitz of the prosecution 

indicated that there were six lawyers, but you do under-

stand my earlier question? 

A 	Perfectly. 

4 	To earlier prospective jurors, that I was.  

referring to the attorneys on this side of the table? 

A 	Right. 

Ca 	very 'well. 

NOur„ when -1 refer to four attorneys, you under,  

stand that we are four separate lawyers.  representing four 

separate 40.fendants? 

A 	Right. 

A 	I am aware of it!  

20 

21 t . 

' 22 

23 

24 

S 

	
25 

26 
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S 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

I 14 

15 

16. 

17 

18 

19 

21 

22 

23 

24 

'25 

26 

3.612 

Q *4!when X speak, I Speak only for Leslie 

Van Houten,. and I never propose to speak for any other 

. defendants. 

	

I  A 	/' ,understand that. 

And, when any otiei attorney in this case 

Speaks, he speaks only for big respective defendant, and 

does not at any time PtoPegse to speak for Leslie Van Houten. 

	

A 	I und4r.stand 

	

q 	Any attitude that yoo 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 ate-, of course, four defendants. 

A 	'Yes. 

Now, there will be evidence presented in this 

trial from time to time that will apply to one defendant or. 

another., perhaps two defendants or three defendants, but 

you wilL not asiitigmany of the evidence that you hear to 

Leslie, Van Houten unless in your judgment it does in fact 

apcly, to Leslie Van Houten. 

Will you'? 

A 	/es, I understand. 

So if at the conclusion of• the case you feel. 

that there is a certain quantum of evidence with regard to 

one dalendant or another that is sufficient to persuade 
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6 

7 

.8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

It 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

• 

solo .A.or 

26 

.5-2 
1 

22 

23 

24 

you that they may be guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, 

but there is not that sufficient amount of evidence with 

respect to Leslie Van Houten;  you muld then acquit 

Leslie Van Houten irrespective of what your lodgment would 

be vdth, regard to the other .defendants? 

A 	Absolutely. 

In this case, a witness by the name of 

Linda Mujabian win be 'Called by the prosecution. 

• We have been informed by the prosecution that 

'this witness 1411 be called. 

It may be' that in' your judgment she is an 

accotapLice to theSe ,perticular 

The Court 14I1 instruct you as to what an 

accomplice is. 

Will you apPXy the court gs definition of what 

an accomplice is when you decide whether or not Linda 

Kasabian is an accomplice? 

A Yes. 

Q.. 	Now, if after hearing the Court IS definition you 

decide that Linda Rtisabian is in fact an accomplice to these 

killings, 14.11 you then follow the court Is instruction as 

to the consideration that -you are. to give to her testimony? 

A 	I will follow the court is instructions. 

And if the court should instruct you that in 

the event you conclude that Linda itasabian is an accomplice I  

unless her testimony is corroborated by independent evidence 
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1614 

3 • 

4  

that you may not consider her testirciony at all. would you 

follow that instruction if it was given to you? 

A 	̀itcruld you make that just a little clearer? 

,  Surely. 

in the event that -- strike that. 

4 

s 

• 

The Court, ,will give you an instruction which 

What an accomplice is. and you said you would 

inetruction; 

A 	ie0, right.. 

'''Xri the' event ,that you decide in your own Mind 

that Linda Easabian is i.n fact an accomplice, wi.il you then 

follow the court's next instruction as to-  the consideration 

that your are required to give to her testimony because she 

is an mcomplice? 

A 	/ understand that now, and. yes. 

Now, jg the Court were to instruct you that 

you may riot even consider her testimony 'unless it is. 

corroborated by ,some independent evidence, Would you 

follow that instruction? 

A Yes. 

NOW, do,  you have any 

instruction? 

A 	No, no. 

DO you appreciate. or do you feel that perhaps. 

that is,  4 very strict rule ,of law that requires you to 

totally disregard the testimony of an accomplice if it is 

6,  

7 

8 

9,  

10 

11 

' 	12 

13' 

14 

15 

16 - 

1-7 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 

23- 

24 

25. 

will, define 

follow that 

reluctance to- follow that 
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5 ' 

6 

7 .  

s. 

9. 

15• 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

.21 

22 

23 • 

not corroborated? 

Do you feel that that is a rather strict 

rt le of law? 

A, 	if it js the, law X will go along with it.. 

So irrespective of whether it is strict or not 

strict you will follow that rule of law?' 

A 	Right. 

And when Teo speak of corroboration, that iS 

totally independent corroboration, do. you understand that 

I am referring only to. Leslie Van Houten? 

A. 	Yes, X understand that., 

So that ewn if the testimony of the 

accomplice is corroborated with respect to Some -other defen-

dant or defendants, unless it is corroborated with respect 

to Leslie. Van Houten, then it is your .obligation then to 

follow the court's instruction in that matter,- and acquit 

.Leslie Van Houten. 

.A 	That Is right. 

Q You have no reluctance to do that? 

A 	No reluctance. 

'(1. 	And you do appreciate that as a judge of the 

facts in this case, as opposed to 'his Honor who is-the 

judge- of: the law in. this case, that you would have a. 

15-4 	1 

S 
3' 

4 

10 

11 

12 

18,  • 	i4 

- z' 
24 	lOassi ye responsibility to apply the law that is given to 
25 	you by the court at the end of this case? ' 
26- 	 11. 	, i _understand that. 

- 
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2 

3 

4 

MR. REINER: Thank yotzvery much. 

TWCOURTA.  4,ass for cause? 

Mk. REINER,: Pass, fOr cause, your Honor: 

WIZ COURT: Ladies and gentlemen, from time to time 

5 

6 

7. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

I 

	
25 

26 

one or more of the defendants have addressed remarks to 

the Court. 

The Court, in'turn, bag addressed certain 

tersiarkt to the defendants. and to their counsels 

'I admonish you that you are not to consider the 

statements as evidencein the case and you are not to ant* 

these statements to influence your decittion on any of the 

issues involved in the case. 

These are simply matters which come up during 

the course of the proceedings, but they are not evidenca, 

and have no bearing whatever .or the questionof guilt Or 

the ultimate question of penalty if that becomes necessary. 

Shinn i do you have any questions? 

MR. MINN:. Vass fog cause, your Honor. 

Tub, eOURTI All_right. We will take our afternoon 

recess at this time for 15 .minutes. 

Do not converse among yourselves or with any-

one else on any subject relating to the case, nor form or 

express any -opinion regarding the case until it is, finally 

submitted to those- of you who are selected as jurors. 

15 minutes. 
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7 

8 

9 

1a• 

14.  

15.  

16 

17 

18, 

16-17 

15a-1 
	

THE COURT: All 'parties and counsel are present. 

• 	2 
	

All of the prospective jurors are 'in the 

jury,  box. 

. 4 • 
	 You, may proceed„ gentlemen. 

5 

VOIR. DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS.. WILLIS 

BY MR. 

Mrs Willis", are you married, ma'am? 

A 	am. a. widow: 

Q, 	Are you currently employed? 

A 	3; am retired: 

.(4 	What type of work do. you do, mat aid/ 

A 	Well, for 22 years I was. in the auction 

business, I, me= working with auctipueers: 

. Here in Lo$ AngOles? 

A 	Yes, Deverly 

pd you have any 'children? 

A 	I have one son. 

How old is he? 
• 1. 

A 	46.- 
21- - He is married? 
22 

23,  

A 	 • • • • •,  
Lives 	Los .A21,geles area? 

24 	 A 	the'll.f.41ey-. 
25, 	

NoW I understand, Mrs. Willis, you are 
2.6 • 	not oppOfied to the deith'penl,aity, is that correct? 
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10 
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12.  

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24. 

25 

26 

A 	That is right. 

After hearing, all of the evidence in this 

case, Hts. Willis, and considering all of the circumstances; 

if you felt this was a proper case for the imposition of • 

the death penalty would you personally have the courage, 

would you personally be willing to come back into this 

courtroom and in effett by your verdict tell these defendant 

that they must die? 

A 	If they were found absolutely guilty in my 

opinion, I mean after the facts -- 

Q. 	Is there any doubt in your mind about that? 

Take a few moments to think about it if you 

like, It is a hard question. 

A 	Yes, it is, yes, it is. 

What I am trying to do, Mrs. Willis, is 

transform you,• as it were, four'or five months from now 

back in the jury room, all the chips' were on the line, 

as it were, you are going to have to decide, assuming 

that these defendants are found gbilty of first degree 

murder whether they should receive life imprisonment or 

the death. penalty? 

It is a hard decision. Would, you like to 

think about it for a:while? 

N. 47ZGERAD: Could I at this convenient time 

interpose. an objection, 

I think the vice of the question is, it 
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2 

obviate ;s,; any penalty phase that might follow. 

The juror must not make a determination 

based solely, on 'a' deteranation :Of guilt)  but on, any.  
t = 	4   

evidence that might be produced at the penalty phase of 

the trial. 

THE COURT: .Perhaps you can clarify that point; 

Bugliiist.• 	, 

BY MR., DUOLZOSI: 

41 • Assuming., 'Mrs. Willis-)  that these defendants 

are found .guilty of first degree murder, you understand 

there will be .a penalty trial? • 

A 	That f .s right. 

Q. 	During this penalty trial. there fight be 

additional evidence offered for and against particular 

-.defendants. 

Do you understand, that? 

A 	Yes,. 

And you understand you ,can take into con-

sideration all of this evidence in determining whether or 

not you are going to vote for a verdict of death? 

You understand that? 

A 	Yes. 

My question is, assuming that after you 

consider all of the circumstances, all of the evidence, 

and you felt this was a prOper case for the imposition 

Of the -death penalty, do you think that you would have 

4 

'5 

7 

14 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15• 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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1 

.3. 

' 	4 

5 , 

6 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16' 

17 

18 

• 13 

20 

21 

22 

23' 

24 

25 

26 

the courage to vote for a verdict of death? 

A 	lita: afraid yet. 

S111= r 	object to the wore s: 

cases=  without a definition. .as to-  what a proper case is., 

your Honor'. 

THE COURT: The jurors have been instructed 

previously Op.' a number of obeiilions that it the case gets 

to a. penalty phase,. the law provides. that each juror in 

his: absoluVe ditaretion and without any objective standard 

to be guided by must decide. for himself whether or not 
I 

imPrisonment or death is the proper penalty. 

Do. you understand that? 

Mit$. WILLIS: I understand that. 

THE COURT: So, when the term "proper case" is 

-used). although that . term is a misnomer, what Mr. Bugliosi 

is referring to is*  in your opinion if it is a case in 

which you believe the death penalty should be imposed.,. 

do you understand the question .as meaning that? 

A 	Yes. Could I do it? Is that right? 

THE COURT: That's right. 

A 	Yes, x could. 

B 	• BUGLIOSI: 

Do you want any more time to think about ,t? 

.o, because -- no. 

you., are ,00ntident that you could? 

A 	I could. 
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Q. 	You will notice, Mrs. Willis, that three. 

2 
	defendants, in this case are women, Susan Atkins,, Patricia 

3 
	Kietwinkeli  and Leslie Van Houten: 

4 
	 Are you of such a frame of mind . that you 

5 
	could not under any circumstgaices. vote for the death 

6 
	penalty for a female defendant? 

7 
	 A 	'That would net make any difference. 

.:8 
	

You can conceive of circumstances where you 

9 
	would be wiling to vote for a verdict of death Eor'a. 

xo 
	female defendant, is that correct? 

1.1 
4 - 
	 ' Would you repeat that now? 

12 	 . You can conceive of circumstances wherein 

1.3 
	

'you Nsiioulcybe.willing,.tO vote: for a verdict of death for 

14 
	a female defendant? 

15 
	

A 

16 
	

You will notice, Mrs. Willis, that the same 

172 
	

three defendants, three femdles, are adults, of course, 

18 
	

but are young adults? 

19 
	

That' s right. 

20 
	

Are you of such a frame of mind that you 

21 
	

could not under any circumstances vote for the death 

22 
	

Penalty for them solely because of their age? 

23 
	

Yes. 

24 
	

You could? 

25 
	

A 
	

1 col.x1d. 

26 
	

Are you of such a frame of mind, Mrs., Willis 
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.3 

5 

9 

• 1'0 

12 

13 • 

16' 

7

15 

18; of death?:

A

: 

Would you be willing to vote for a verdict 
• 

• A • 

Yes,,.yes. • 
,Y#L1 Understand .my question? 

A 	Yes*  1.do,nowl  

And, Mrs. Willis, do you understand the 

rule of conspiracy which makes a conspirator 

responsible or equally guilty of crimes committed, by 

his to-conspirators? 

Yes, 

though' the evedence at the trial showed that this particu-

lar defendant was not One of the actual, killers? 

1622 

that you 'would not, under any circumstances, vote for 

the • death penalty for a particular defendant unless the 

evidence Of the trial shoioted that this particular' 

defendant. was an. acWal killer or one of the actual 

killers? 

A 	You mean like an' accompItce? 

Welk*  accomplice is a legal term which X 

Will not. go into right now. 

A 	see, okay. 

Q. 	Did you understand my-question? . 

Try, it again, 

Okay, can you conceive of any circumstances, 

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

verdict of, death against a particular defendant, even.' 

• 19 

20 

21' 

'22 

23 

24 

'25  

26- 
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Even though he did not commit the crimes 

himself? 

A, 	Yes. 

You heard us discuss that rule, have you 

not? 

A 	Yes. 

Have you done any thinking about it since 

you heard, it discussed? 

A' 	yes, at great length. 

2 

7 

8 

9. 

19., 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

15b 	1  

17 

18 

1,9 

. 

Do you disagree with that rule of law? 

Do yOu have any prejudice against it? 

A 	No. 

W1.11 you unhesitatingly follow the Court's 

instruction on that rule of law if you find it applicable 

to the facts of this case? 

A • 	'Yes,, 

r. 
1 4 

.21 

A e 4 

, 
23. 

24 

25, 

4  1. 

26 
	 r 
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4 

5 

7 

8 

-9 

10 

11 

12' 

13 

14 

15.  

16.  

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

3.624 

Q 	Assuming, Mrs. Willis, that a witness for the 

prosecution is 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, arguerxdo, as the attorneys 

say, for the sake of argument, that a particular person 

testifying for the prosecution Niould be. deemed to be an 

acgomplice. 

Xf the Court inStructS you that only slight. 

evidence is necessary to corroborate the testimony of the 

-accomplice, will you follow the Court's instruction on that 

rule of law? 

A 
	

Yes, if it is the law of the court: 

And if the court instructs you further that 

that slight evidence may be circumstantial evidence, will 

you follow the Court 43 instruction on that rule of law? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

You realize,, Mrs. Willis, that the prosecution 

in a criminal case only has the burden of proving' a 

defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt, riot beyond all 

doubt. 

Do you understand that? 

A Yes. 

Are you of. such a frame of mind, Mrs. Willis, 

that before you would return a verdict of guilty of first 

degree murderr r you would require of the prosecution, that they 
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1 

3 

4 

6 

6 

Xemove from your mind- not only reasonable doubt of the 

guilt Of , these .4efendants,;• bcit all conceivable doubt. 

Are -yciu of that irame of mind? 

Yes: '" L.* 7 1,` 

4 ant 	
, 

- Q, 	not sure you quite understood my 

question", • 

	

7 	, 	 Are you saying that you would require that A* 

	

8 
	

remove from your mind all possible doubt before you wauld 

	

9 
	

return a verdict of first-degree murder, or would .you 

	

10 
	

require that we remove reasonable doubt from your mind? 

	

11 
	

A 	Maybe I did not'understand it then. 

	

12 
	

Q 	All right* Let me start all over again. 

	

13 
	

The prosecution only has the burden of proving 

	

14' 	guilt of these defendants beyond a reasonable doubt, not 

	

15 
	

beyond all doubt,. 

	

16 	 .1 o. you understand that? 

	

17 
	

A 	yes,. 

	

is 	•C4 	Are you o,f such .a Ira= of mind that before 

	

19 	you Would be willing' to vote for a verdict of first-degree 

21 

22 

23  

24 

'25 

26. 

20 , murder against these defendants 

A Yes. 

yo4 would require of -the prosecution that 

-we no only remove reasonable .ddubt, from your mind, but 

that you would re.qUire that we remove 	possible, 

conceivable, imaginary doubt? 

A 	I am afraid they would have to remove all 
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-SO 1 
doubt. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 • 	14 

15 

16 

2, • 
3 

, 
Do you understand that? 21. 

25 

1626 

17 . 

18 

Q 	tefore you lould. be 	to Vote for-a 

verdict of first-degree Murder against these defendants you 

must be Satisfied beyond all doubt of their guilt; is that 

correct? 

A 	X am afraid So. 

lato.FANAREX4 Yourgonor, may we approach the 

bench? 

THE COURT: X want to ask Mrs. Willis a. few questions. 

Mrs. 	I am not clear in my ow mind from 

your answers. to the. questiOn0 whether or not you fully 

understand the questions. 

'You will be instructed, as X ham mentioned at 

the Outset, that every defendant is presumed to be innocent 

until the contrary is proved-. 

This presumption' of evidence places. the 

1=6%1 on the state to prove his guilt beyond a reasonable 

doubt. 

The burden of the State is to proVe guilt beyond 

a reasonab4 doubt, not beyond all Possible doubt. 

'A 	Yes. 

ag. Count /.goviipiri, Bugliota was asking you if you 
_,) 

in etfectliAre - willing to fallow that instrUCtion, 

MAt.441IIii :Vile! I am, it did not appear that 

answered thi,,.t way. 

5 

6 

7 

.19 

20 

22 

23 

24 

26 
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4' 

'8. 

.9 

16 

11. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

II.  • 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

26 

162 7 

THE COURT:- To, it appeared -- You appeared to be 

saying that you. -would require the State to prove guilt 

beyond all possible. doubt. 

A 	No, T see. 

TEM COURT: You see the distinction, -do you. now, 

between reasonable doubt and all possible doubt? 

A 	,.Yes, it is reasonable doubt. 

241,  COURT: And are you willing to follow the Court is 

instruction that it 'is the burden of the State to prove 

'guilt beyond a reasonable doubt? 

Are you willing` to follow that instruction? 

A 	Yes . 

TSB COURT: Do you have any mental reservation of 

any 'kind about that? 

A 	No., no. 

THE =RV: All right. 

BY Mk. BUGLXOSIt Mrs,. Willis, let us assume 

you are back in the jury room now three or four months from 

now, looking over all of the evidence, considering the 

exhibits, reviewing the testimony of the witnesses. 

There is sow small doubt in your mind of the. 

gait :4 tiese defendants, but in your own- mind you 

realiZ'e that it is not a reasonable doubt. 

There is' just. a smg.11 doubt, but in your own 

	

‘• 	, 

	

mind,you, 	 is•not'a 601.sonable doubts X realize 

that:" 

I 

• 

5c4 

• 
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Would you be willing t6 coma back in this 

courtroom nth verdict of guilty? 

THE COURT: Do you understand the question? 

MRS. VILLIO: Not too clearly. 

MR. BANAREK: May I make the motion, your Honor, 

begauSe Of the importance of this question, that your 

lionOr read to the jurors the doctrine of reasonable doubt. 

infitruction? 

' 	I don it think there would be any harm, 

rather than ,have him editorializing about it. 

I 'would make that request of the Court. 

SToVITZt We have no objection„ yOur Honor. 

COPRTi *al,. you will be instructed by .the court 

and -win.1 give, you the .definition now of reasonable 

doubt., 

MX. BUgliosi 

MR. SATGLIOSI; Yes, your Honor. 

Tng COURT: WOuld you care to. give this instruction? 

MR. tgASLIOSIt I don It save it with xna. 

Mg COURT.: I don it have the entire instruction before 

I would prefer to give you the instruction 

verbatim rather than to paraphrase it myself' at this time. 

But Nee will give it to you. 

MR. giUGLIOSI: may move on then to another question 

in the interim, your Honor?. 

3' 

13. 

14 

15 

16' 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2t 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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• 
CUT:. Yes  

BY MR. atIGIATOSZ; Mrs. Willis, do, you recall ray 

disoussion about circumstantial evidence? 
F- 

A' 	, Yes... 

2 

3 

4 4  

5 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

• 

14 

15 

16 

17" 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23.  

24 

25 
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13 • 	14 

15 

16 

17 

'18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26  

2 

Q _ Do you recall_ the distinction between direct . 

evidence and circumstantial, evidence as exemplified by that 

cooky jar example? 

A 	Yes. 

Q Incidentally, Johnnie was the only child of 

Mrs. Jones. 

A 	Men X understand. 

Aemember that, 

%Do you have any objection whatsoever, 

Mrs. Willie, to sitting as. a juror on a case where the 

Reople rely in part on circumstantial evidence? 

1630 

_ 
4 	DO you recall the Other questions I asked the 

other juroxsiyasterand Friday, ma'am? I was a little 

more gabby than X am with you right now. 

' , 'You remember there were numerous other questions 

I asked, that X am not asking you now? 

A 	Yes. 

Q Where I was asking you those questions you were 

seated, you remember, in the .spectators-* section of the 

courtroom. 

A 	Yes. 

When X was asking those questions were you 

mentally asking yourself those questions? 

A 	Yes, for the most part. 

Q Was there'any question i asked that you recall 

4 

5 

8, 

9 

10 

11. 
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A 	'No I 

.13VGLIOSX.: 

Pass for,  

,Thank you. 

cause, your Honor.. 

1631 

4 

19 

6 

7 

10. 

11 

12, 

13 

14 

15 

16. 

17 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

saying to yoursielf that your answer would be different from 

the answer given by the majority of jurors seated in. the 

jUry box? 

A 	No. 

If I are to ask you the saws guestiona, your 

answers would be the same/ 

A 	That Is right. 

Essentially the 'Same!? 

A. 	Basentially, basically the same. 

Q. 	Do, yot think you can give thei People o the. 

State, of California a fair trial, ma tam? 

A 	Could I give -- 

-- the People of the State of California, the 

plaintiff in, this action, (3o you think you can give them a.  

fair trial? 

A 	Vb the best of my ability. 

Q y„Do you have any doubt about that? 

'A ' 	o doubt a.bout that. 

Can you think of any reason not already touched, 

upon Why' you feel yoU Should not or uvula rather not sit as 

a juror in this case? 

THE CQURTI It is the peoplets next 

challenge. 

peremptory 

' 
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1632 

MR. =Gaon: People will. thank and excuse -- 

MR, STOVITZ: Wbuld your Honor have in mind tvo 

cases of possitae hardship that exist on the jury, and 

be inclined to exercibe your Honor is 'discretion to excuse 

them for hardship? 

TEE COURT: This is something I will take up with 

you outside of the presence of the jury., Mr. Stovitz. 

The only thing before you now is the next 

peremptory challenge. 

MR. DUGLIoSX: The People will thank and excuse 

Mr. Nelson, your :Honor. 

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Nelson, you are excused. 

MR. kANAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the bench? 

THE COURT: Very well.  

{The following. proceedings were had at the 

bench out of the hearing' of the prospective jurors, all 

counsel being present:) 

MR. FANAREK: Your Honor, may the record reveal that 

Mr.. Nelson .•••1111. 

MR. STOVITZ: X cannot hear that. Let me get over 

tO that side. 

MR. ANAREN: may the record reveal, your HOnor, that 

Mr. 14E4* iliof the black Negro race, and it is our ppsiti 

_;thekt,, the People cannot, even though they have the right to 

exercise 'peremptories, it is our position they cannot just 

wipe Out all black people from the jury. 

7 

8 

9.  

10 

12. 

la 

14 

,15 

.1:6 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

126 
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•15 

16 

J-17 

18 

19  

20 

5 

6 

7 

s 

9 

10 

11 

12: 

13 

21 • 

22 

23.  

2 

To do 60 is a violation of the equal protection 

ust Want' ta: make that point for the record. 

THE COURT:- I haven lt the faintest idea vhat you. are 
- 

talking about in the -context of this case. 

There are no black defendants. 

what are you talking about? 

R. BANARM I understand, your Honor, that 

Mr.. Manson is entitled to have a fair cross-section of the 

community, and it it out position that to wipe out 'a series 

of people hecause they are, of a particular• race is a 

violation of the egOal protection. 

THE COURT: A series, what series? 

MR. EMARRK: It is our position, and Z predict 

hope fully maybe Z ast.'urcing -- that the prosecution will 

eXiMinate from this Jury any and, all black people, and for 

the record it is my pioSition this. is a violation og 

equal protection. 

THE COURT: All right. 

M. &MITZI Xs your Honor going to take up the 

matter of Mr. Stokes and Mr. Black?, 

TIM Copetr; z am going to ask. Mr.. Black if he- is 

able to rearrange his medical appointment. 

X don't intend to do anything about Mr. Stokes. 

24 
	 MR. WARM: Then we will use our peremptory on 

25 
	Mr. Stokes' personal hardship, and we will See what Mr. 

26- 
	Black's responses are to your questions•, 
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TELE COURT; YOU have already exercised your 

PDX"PmPtciry. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Has. the Court ruled On Mr. Stokes t 

2 • 
hardship? 

f When the Court will not rule on  

Mr :!iolkes? 

TAE COURT; There is nothing before me to rule on. 

4 

? 	 5 

6 

.7 

9 

- 	, 
MR: SToVITZ; In: other ,wards„ your Honor is not going 

to exercise its discretion2 

THE PPliatt• ;f. yogi gent Lemon are Unwillilig to  

EitipUlaer  am not going; to excuse 
, 

The Court has the polder — 

MR. BANAREK; May, the record reveal that Mr. Stokes 

is 9f the black and Negro race? 

STOVITZt And Mr:. Black: it of the black and Negro 

race.; and the defendants are not of the black or Negro 

races as .far as the People. are concerned, your Manor. 

THE WIRT: A.3.3. right. 

10 

I1 

12 

• 
15 

16 

1/1 

18. 

19 ,6- 

21). 

.21 • 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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(Whereupon all counsel return to their 
1 	

respective places at counsel table and the following' 
2 	proceedings occur in open court within the presence and 

hearing of the prospective jurors:) 
4 	

THE COURT: Call the next juror. 
5 	

THE CLERK: Mrs,. H4 Joan, Voight; J-o-a-n, 
6 

7' 	

(Whereupon Mrs. H. Joan Voight came forward 
8 

and was seated in the jury box:) 

10 

11 

12 

.13 

14' 

15 

16. 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

19 • 

24 • 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION. OF MRS. IL JOAN VOIGHT 

BY TO COURTI 

Have you heard and understood everything 

that has been said in court since you came into the case, 

Mrs. Veight? 

A. 	Yes, I have. 

If you VeVa selected' as a trial juror in 

this case, would you be able to serve? 

A 	No.,:  sir. I am divorced and I have two. 

teenage boys. 

Q You have two teenage boys? 

A 	Right. 

Q Living at home with you? 

A 	Yes. 

Are they in school? 

26 
One is in school •and one is working. 

r, 
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7 

-8 

10 

11 

12 

13 • 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

'20 

21 

22 

23. 

24 

25 

26 

A 

How old are they? 
• , 
/6 'and 18.t 

4, .:I airi gOing to; ask you, the same questions 

regarding the death penalty that I put to the Other 

prospective jurors. 

Do you entertain such conscientious opiniong 

regarding the death, penalty that you could be unable to 

make an impartial decision as to any defeudant's guilt 

regardless of the eVidenoe developed during the trial? 

A, 	No, sir. 

Q 	Do you entertain -such, conscientious opinions 

regarding the death penalty that you would automatically 

refuse to impose it without regard. to the evidence 

developed during the trial? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

That is yOur opinion!? 

A 	les, it is. 

Would: you say that you have made up your 

mind at this point that under no circumstances could 

you ever vote for the 'death penalty? 

A 	The, only circumstance being that if I felt 

they were guilty and it meant that they would go free 

because I did not vote for it, I would vote for it;,  

but I am. morally Opposed to it. I don't want it on my 

conscience, 'no matter whether they are guilty or not; 

but would 4o it if it meant w I don't know if there is 

16-2 
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16-3 	1 

3 

such a rule as a hung jury or• something like that. 

I don't think that yeu understood, from 

what I understand you to say now, Virai Voight, 'what the 

procedure is. 

The first part of 4 trial is devoted to 

the question, of determining whether or not any of the 

defendants are guilty or not guilty. 

Do you understand? 

A 	Yes. 

Now, if there is a verdict of murder in the 

first degree as to any .defendant, only then would there 

be a second phase to the trial, the penalty phase, during 

which phase you would have to determine at the close of 

the evidence the penalty, you, would have to determine 

which, of the: two, alternatives, life imprisonment or 

_death, would be the appropriate penalty in your opinion. 

Do you understand that? 

'Yes, Life,.14risentent, 

Q 	Are you saying VOW that you automatically-- 

that you have-made, up your mind you, would automatically 

refuse to impose the death penalty regardless of what the 

evidence shows? 
v A 	

ii . 

A 	Yes, sir. 

And you have no question about that? 

A 	Na, sir. 

Can you conceive of any, case or any type of 
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case in which you -would consider .the evidence and not 

automatically refuse to impose the death penalty? 

A 	No, sir. 

THE COURT: Do counsel wish to itiquire? 

14R. PITZGERALD: No, your Honor. 

MR. REINER: No, your Honor. 

MR. SHE: No questions. 

MR. UNARM: No. 

MR. ST0=12; X°, yoUr Hondr. 

The People respectfully requeSt that the 

juror be excused for cause. 

MR,. YITZOERAD: The Defendants would oppose the 

removal for cause on the. grounds of equal protection 

and due process. 

We also think that in the totality of her 

remarks she indicates --Well, her remarks, taken as a 

whole, lend themselves to an inference of ambiguity, 

your Honor. 

WE COURT: In what respect? 

MR. FITWERAID: Well, her earlier rernarles would 

.seem to indicate that it would not influence her decision 

on guilt. -Her 'earlier remarks seem. to indicate that she 

could be far:and-impartial in- her determination of 

penalty. It. was only heraatter remarks where she 

indicated to tb'Cbuit that -she might be unalterably 

-opposed to.theiimpopi4onofIthe death penalty. 
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MR. REINER: Join on behalf of Defendant laeslie 

Van Houten. 

MR, SHIM: Join, your Honor. 

MR. STOVITZ: We renew our objection, your Honor* 

THE COURT: All right. You will be excused, Mrs. 

Voight. Thank you. 
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--,• 
THE CLERK: 	Nordland; E-1-m-e-r, N-o-r-d- 

l-a-n-d. 

• (Whereupon; Mr.' Elmer Nordland came forward 

and was seated in the jury box.) 

VOIR. DIRE EXAMINATION OF R. ELMER NORDLAND 

BY THE COURT: 

Mr. Nordland, have you heard. and understood 

everything that has been said in court since you came into 

the case? 

A 	Yes, I have. 

Q. 	If you were selected as a furor in this 

case, would you be able to serve? 

A 	I believe I would. 

I am going to put the same two questions 

to you, Mr. Nordland, regarding the death penalty •that 

I put to the other jurors. 

Do you entertain such, conscientious opinions 

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 entertain such conscientious 

opinion.s regarding the death penalty that you would be 

unable to make an impartial decision as to any defendant's 
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gilt regatdleSs of the evidence developed during the 

ttialf „f 	• 

	

A 	••, 	'I do, not;.-  

Do you entertain such conscientious 

oPirfts regOling the ,death penalty that you would 

automatically refuse to impose it regardless of the 

evidence developed Agring-the' trial? 

	

A 	I do not. 
THE COURT: Mr. Fitgerald, you may inquire. 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION arm. NORDLANP 
BY MR,. FITZGERALD': 

What is your business or occupation, sir? 

	

A 	I am a painter foreman for the L. A. Board 

of 'Education. 

	

Q 	Do you work out of a  .particular facility? 

	

A 	Yes, I do. 
Where is that facility located? 

	

A 	Wear notenoe and Crenshaw. 

Are you married, sir? 

	

A 	Yes, sir. 

Do you have any children? 

	

A 	I have a, grown daughter. 

	

Q, 	is your wife employed outside the hornet 

A 	NO., sir. 

Have you ever served as a juror before? 
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A 	Yes, I have-i 

Q Was that in a criminal case or in a civil 

case? 

A civil case. 

Q Was that on your current tour of duty? 

A 	No. Pour years ago, 

Q 	Xas th,ere'anything,abOUt that experience that 

is going to. influende you in arriving at a verdict here? 

A 	No. 
1 
 'AutI' might as well bring something up 

to you. 

Q.' 
	

SoMething 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 

as a law enforcement officer with the United 'States 

Customs. 1942 to 1947. 

No. 2? 

A 	No. 2 Was the fact that Was brought up, 

something about you or any of your family, something 

brought up in line with 'murder or assault. 

Well, I, was mugged about 15 months ago, and 

my wife.was mugged about  three or four -months ago. - 

And the other .thing that has been brought 

upin here is about supervising or evaluating people, 

which 1 have. 
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age N -Fgh, 

You have? 
1 

A 	Yes. 
2 

That is about it. 
3, 

loet' g take the third and last one. 
4 

Is there anything about your experience in 
5 

judging the behavior of other hIlmaq beings that makes you 

feel you couldn't be fair and impartial to the defendants 
7 

in this Case? 

,§ 
	A 	No, sir. 

16 
	 Is there anything about that experience in 

11 
	judging. or evaluating the conduct of other people that 

12 
makes you. feel you. are going to have difficulty in any 

13 
xespe4 wh7atsOever7 

14 

15 

16 

! A. 	1,  would think that it would be all the better, 
• . 	, 

-Now; let: mile ash. y04 _A 9mthing about this 

unfortunate experience. of •being mugged. 

17 
	 You mean that you were physically assaulted 

18' 
	by someone? = 

19 
	 A 	Yes, sir. 

20 
	 Q 	Was that in connection with the theft of 

21 
	some of your personal property? 

22 
	 A 	Yes. 

23 
	 Sort of a strong-armed robbery? 

24 - 
	 A 	Yes. 

25. 
	 Q. 	It took place on a public street? 

26 
	 A 	In the daytime, 10;30 in the morning. 
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4 

Are you a little bitter about that experience? 

A 	Oh, no. 

Just one of those things? 

A 	Part of our life. 

That happens. in a big city? 

A 	Yes. That .is life these days, I mean. 

Okay. 

Now, your wife, unfortunately, suffered, 

the same experience?' 

A 	Yes. In front of the house. 

Was She, injured? 

A 	No, I was the one that was injured. 

These were separate occasions, you know. 

What was the nature and extent of .your 

injuries? 

A 	My jaw was fractured. 

And your wife was not injured? 

No: She was knocked down but she wasp' t 

injured.- 
,; 

• !, Was this a purse snatch situation? 

A • ,Yes. You might; say it, was in both instances. 

I~ mine they, gig .Ted Tay 	 And my billfold. 

I 
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Without tolling Pe your address, in what area 

Of the County do you reside? 

	

A 	I live about five miles west of here, around 

1st and -- 

	

Q 	Alvarado? 

	

"A 	No. 

	

11 	A little further. vest? 

.,statd,'anclAive):;1$. Near Western and Beverly., 

	

Q, 	Tore the parsons or person responsible for your 

injuries or 'the the4OfiyOur wife is property ever 

alTreherided? 

t :I.  In my care, 

	

Q 	Did you testify in connection with some legal 

or judicial. 'or juvenile proceeding in connection with that? 

one of the fellows that was caught was a 

juvenile and the other one 	well, they were 17 and 19. 

The juvenile, I guess, was probably let free, 

and tae 19-year-old, X was a witness at the. preliminary 

hearing but not at the time the case was heard. 

you were actually a witness for the prosecution? 

You Caere called by the District Attorney and. you were 

asked some questions by the District Attorney? 

A Teo. 

Is there anything about that experience that 

you think is going to influence you in arriving at a verdict 

in this.  case? 
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A 	No. 

2 
	 you must be a little bitter about. that 

experience?- 

A 
	

No, am not that bitter. 

Did you have any residual injuries. to your 

jaw or anything Ube that? 

A 	Yes. It was fractured, but I got over that. 

I had to have it wired for a few weeirS. 

Q 	at about your. wife? Do you think, that 

because of Vaat happened to your wife you might. be 

influenced in some way in arriving at a verdict in this 

case? 

13 
	

A 	X don It believe so. 

Q 	Now, let is go on to No. 1. 

Were you!a United States Customs officer? 

A 	Yes, sir. At that time we were called guards, 

but it was changed 	we were down there. The title 

was changed to Border patrol. 

in fact, I don't think they have that category 

of assignment any more. 

pid you wear a uniform and carry a gun? • 5 . 

• A . 	'Zee, sir. 	- :'" 

-Q 	And was the nature of your duties connected with, 

law enforcement, 'Smuggling, that kind of thing, the 
25, 	importation,. of ,aliens, that sort of thing? 

A 	Well, aliens are more or less handled by 

Immigration, but it los more or less smuggling; and of 

6 - 
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course, during the -war years, there was very little- --, 

this was during the tiar--- there was very little trade 

between countries at that time. 

Q 	Very little legitimate or illegitimate? 

ither one. -It was just war. 

In connection with your service in the United 

States Customs or Border Patrol, did you ever have occasion 

to testify in a court of law 

A 	Cray -once. 

Q 	If a police officer shoUld testify in this case, 

do you- think you would, have a tendency to give the police 

officer IS testimony 'greater Weight because he or she is a 

polide officer? 

A 	No, .1 would- not. 

'Q 	Don.lt you think you -would haVe somewhat of a 

tendency to identify, with a police officer that might 

testify and that it might be very difficult for you to 

critically analyze his testimony if it was necessary? 

A 	I think that is overrated. 

In what regFeictl 

A 	Well, it Seems like the defense layer  always 

think that people that have anything to do with policemen 

have that feeling, but they are human just like- anybody 

else. 
25 
	

Q 	All right. 
26: , 	 So, you don't think you are going to be 

4 
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1 

2 • 
3 

4 
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6 

9 ' 

influenced in any way because of your past employment or 

experience? 

A 	No, X don't believe so. 

NoW, do you feel that because of the fact that 

you were the unfortunate, victim of a criminal assault and 

your wife was an unfortunate victim, and the fact that you 

have been- associated with now kind of law enforcement, 

do you feel that you would rather not sit in a, case ;Like 

this? 

A 	Well, as a rule, defense Counsel don't like to 

11 

12 

1,3 

14 

15 

have me on -a case. 

Q, 	You have been excluded before? 

A 	Well, in fact, when I was here four years ago.  

I asked to be taken off of criminal cases. 

Beaause you just couidn it get on a jury? 

16 Well, I had. been kicked off of several. In 

4 

those cases there was only one defendant. Here Vs have four 4 	f 
counsel'. 	 • 1: 

Tho odds are maximi2eds is that it? 

A 	,That tit ..right_. 
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From your seat in the audience, Mr. Nordland, 

.were you,able to hear the queStions that I asked the other 

prospective jurors? 

A 	Yes. 

Do you have any quarrel with the proposition 

that a defendant in a 'criminal case is presumed to be 

innocent, sir? 

A 	No, I do not. Until he is proven guilty. 

Would you prefer, for example, that the standard 

be other than presumption of innoence? Would you prefer, 

for example, that a defendant in a criminal case be .  

presumed guilty? 

A 	No. I believe this is the best. 

Do you have any quarrel with the proposition of 

law that a defendant in a criminal case is presumed 

innocent and his guilt must be shown by the prosecution 

beyond any reasonable doubt? 

A 	I think that is good. 

Q 	You wouldn't require these defendants to prove 

their innocence, would you, sir? 

A 	Well, it haS to go one way or the other, and 

the way that American law is, it is up to the prosecution. 

I do believe in England it is the other way, 

that the defendant is presumed guilty until he proves him-

self innocent. 

Yes, that is the law in the United States. 
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the law in California. 

BUt doydu-  think you 1,foou1d, have any problem 

applying that aspect of the. law? Do you think that you 

might say to yourself, °Well;  that LS the law, 'hue` ?-1- 

A 	X IA have to go by the law. 

fa 	Arid you wouldri It require that these defendants. 

.prove their innocence? AS a matter of fact, you *yould 

require that the prosecution prove their guilt and prove it 

beyond any reasonable' doubt? 

A 	/ 

Q 	Do you think that you have the courage to 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

.8 

9 

10 

acquit some one .or more 	two or three Vsopie 	ghat are 

charged with ttruitipia.qouhts Of murder? 

A 	I. would. 

Do you think you have the courage to act 

contrary to what sortie representative o.f the, People of the 

'State of california is going to ask you to do? 

A 	I would. 

Prot your seat in the audience, Mr.. Nbrdlandt, 

were you able to hear-  the prosecutord indicate. that they 

were going to ask for the death penalty in this case? 

A 	Z vat. 

Q 	Do- you attach any perticulat significanda to 

the fact that they are going to ask for the death :pens t. 

in this case? 

A 	l do not , 
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Q 	Ybu understand that they maybe asking" for the 

death penalty in this. case for arty one of a number of 

seasons? 

Yes. 

'or example, they maybe asking for the death 

penalty because they think it is an appropriate penalty 

in a case like this once the defendants are convicted of 

first-degree murdert correct? 

A Yes. 

On the other hand, they might be asking for 

the death penalty because they have been instructed to do 

so by their superior. 

MR. ,,BUCITOSI: Your Honor, this is an. objectionable 

quo stion o it is improper voir dire 

It impaie$ that the Vrpseautora don't believe 

n their on case, and that is absurd. 

w.co-u4V1 1.1r..BUglioSi, when the People make the 

statement that, they, are asking for the death penalty,, i 

think the jurors are entitled to Uhow that that adds nothing 

whatever to the pate. 

If this cage gets 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 cane. 

MR. BUMIOSTi ft was the last qUestion, your Vonor, 

not the previous question. It was the last question that 
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1 
	I objected to about following the instructions of our 

superiors and that ..perhaps we don it believe in our case. 

I object to that as being incorrect. 

	

4 
	 THE ?MUT: All right. Let is proceed* gentlemen. 

	

5 
	 VITZGERAL.D: Q I take it that you understand 

	

6 
	that it is entirely up to you as an individual to decide 

	

7 
	whether these defendants are guilty or innocent, and any- 

thing in .aorinection with penalty? 

jA 	do; 

	

103 
	 Q 	All right. 	• 

•1 
	 I take it that yoU don. it belong to any 

	

12 
	or4anijation that' has aS One of its tenets the increase in 

	

13 
	

the number- of -crimes punishable by death in California? 

	

14 
	

A 	go, I don 't . 

	

15 	 ,Q. 	YOU are -not ,actively engaged in politicking for 
1 	 • 

	

16 
	

the retention of the -death penalty in California*  are you? 

	

17 
	

A 	I am not, 

	

18 
	

If I were to ask yoll each and every question 

	

19 
	

that i have asked the other prospectiVe jurors, would your 

	

20 
	

answers be about -the same? 

	

21 
	

A 	I brought up the three that I thought T should 

	

.22 
	

make a special effort to. answer, 

	

23 
	

VITZGERALD: Thank you 'very much, 

	

24 	 Pat's this juror for cause. 

	

25 
	

TIM COURT: Mr, Reiner? 

	

26 
	

RgINER: Thank you, your Honor.. 
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THE COURT: "Well, this might be an appropriate time 

forme to read the reasonable doubt instruction since 

there has been so much reference to it. 

I will read it to you exactly as it will be 

given to you at the close of the trial. 

"A defendant in a criminal action 
4 ; , 
4:Ls presumed to be innocent until the contrary is 

proved, and incaSe.:Of,a, reasonable doubt whether 

his guilt is satisfactorily shown, he is entitled 

to as 	;ThiS presumption places upon 

the State the burden of proving him guilty beyond 

a reasonable. doubt. 

"Reasonable doubt is defined as 

follows: It is.not a mere possible doubt because 

everything relating to human affairs and depending 

on moral evidence is open to some posSible or 

imaginary doubt. It is that state of the case 

which aftet the entire comparison and consideration 

of all the evidence leaves the mind of the jurors 

in that condition that they cannot say they feel 

an abiding conViction to amoral 'certainty of 

the truth of the charge." 

Go ahead, Mr. Reiner. 

NR. REINER: Thank you, your Honor. 
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4 

. 4  

VbTR DIRE FiCAMII:TATiOg 	NORDLAND 

BY BR. 

Q 	141.r. Nordiand, it was my impression that 

you would :not allow'the very groteSqueness of these crimes 

to cause your emotions to overwhelm your judgment; is that 

correct, sir? 

A 	No o  sir. The grotesqueneas would hate 

nothing to do with it unless the proof was there. 

So that notroithstanding that these crimes 

:are grotesque, you are going to concern yourselt with 

whether 'the evidence indicates whether a. particular 

defendant was guilty of that crime; is that true? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Now* you understand that there are four 

defendants, and that at the moment -- and at any time 

during this trial --- I am speaking on behalf of only one 

defendant, Leslie Van Houten/ 

A 	• I do. 

Now, if after the evidence comes in, and 

you, are a juror on this case, it is your belief that one 

or more defendants are guilty, but as to at least perhaps 

one defendant there is some question in your mind, some 

reasonable doubt, would you be reluctant to acquit that 

one person? 

A 	No. 

Q. 	Even if you suspected that there was a 
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possibility that that person might be guilty, would you 

acquit that person anyway? 
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A 	(Pause.) 

Do you understand the question? Perhaps I 

shoUld restate it? 

A 	you say the person may not be guilty? 

Let's say that after you have heard all the 

evidence it is your convIgtion or your belief that at least 

as to one defendant there is a suspicions that that 
A 

defendant might be 'guilty but the evidence simply was 

insufficient, to ,establish that fact beyond all. reasonable 

doubt; 

• :144to .p nOtwi-thitanding'iour suspicions, 'would 
vi 	y 	 ' 	• 	r 

you nonetheless acquit that defendant? 

A 	It. all depends on the degree, I believe, that 

would be coming out in the trial, or the, sentence trial. 

In other words, it would. be . a' degree of guilt. If I 

didn't .think it was, one defendant merited the death 

penalty. 

Perhaps x didn't make myself clear: I was 

not referring to the guilt phase of the trial but. to the 

penalty -- rather than the penalty phase, I was referring 

to the guilt phase. 

Let's say that you, have heard the evidence 

in the guilt phase of the trial. and that it is your firm 

Conviction that at least as to one defendant, or perhaps 
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more than one defendant the People had proved their case 

beyond all reasonable doubt, You would then, of course, 

	

3 
	convict as to,those, particular defendants. 

	

4 
	 But let's say at the conclusion of the case 

	

5 
	there remained in your mind at least a reasonable doubt 

6 with respect to at least one defendant. Would you then 

	

7 
	acquit that particular defendant? 

	

8 
	 A 	I would. 

	

9 
	

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 
	

is, a suspicion that perhaps the defendant was guilty? 

	

16 
	

A 	Not on suspicion alone. 

	

117 
	

Q, 	All right. 

	

18 
	

You would then have to be persuadedteyoud all 

	

19 
	reasonable doubt before you would convict them? 

	

20 
	

A 	I would, 

	

21 
	

And I hope I am not being presumptuous and 

	

22 
	

saying that I presume from the manner in which you have 

	

23- 	given your answers that you would not concern yourself with 

	

24 	any pressures from family, friends or acquaintances to 

	

25 	convict all of the defendants simply because this is an 

	

26 	extremely notorious trial? 
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13 

410 	14  

17 fls. 
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12 

10' 

11 

15 

2 

4 • 

5 

6 

A 	I think that anyone that comes out of here,. 

as fax as the jurors. are concerned, will always be 

qUestioned about how they voted, one way or the other. 

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 	X don't think So. 

q, 	And in any event, if it shOuld occur to you 

that perhaps there was greater pressure to convict as 

opposed to.tcquit, 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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Q 	NOW, if during the course of the trial or., 

for that matter, what you observed here today* or on any 

prior day, it should occur to you that perhaps Leslie 

Van Houten wishes to- be convicted if any member of the 

Family is convicted, would you nonetheless acquit her even 

against her wishes if the evidence was insufficient? 

I would acquit. 

You 1,/ould then not follow her wishes in the 

matter; yoU would base your Judgment solely upon the .evi-

dence that is ptesented in this case? 

A. 	I would. 

Q 	As indicated earlier, there will be the: testimony 

Of a girl by the name of Linda Itasabian, 

'There will be facts raised suggesting that 

'perhaps she is an accomplice,- and the Court will define 

what an accomplice is. 

Now, perhaps. from. your' previous law enforcement 

experience 'you feel you,  have in your own mind some idea of 

What an accomplice is. 

Do you, without expressing that idea, have 

some. idea ix your own mind as to what an accomplice is?' 

Definitely. 

Q 	'Now, I don. It want to go into any great detail 

or any detail at all ii finding out just what your point of 

VieW is as to what constitutes an. accomplice. 

But will you follow the Court is definition of an 

L7-I 

2 

3. 

4 
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8,  
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10 

11 

12 

13 

I 
	

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 

 

accomplice if it should in any way differ firm your view of 

an accomplice? 

A 	I will. 

Q 	All right, so that .after the court gives. you 

certain instructions. that. -- well, strike that. 

If the. Court says that under certain circum- 

stances, you must find that Leslie -- that Linda Kasabian 

was an accomplice, and if from your recollection, from your 

experience that that definition of accomplice is wrong, 

you would nonetheless ignore your previous conception and 

you would follow the Court's instruction? 

A 	/ wOuld. 

All right, now, if you decide in your own 

judgment, after you follibw the instruction of the Court 

and use the definition that the -court has given. you. Oat 

Linda Xasabian 5.06 	fact an accomplice to. these killings, 

you will then be qiven an instruction as to what considgtr-

ation you may give her testimony. 

Will you follow that instruction? 

A 	I will. 

Now, if the court should instruct you that in 

the event you conclude that Linda Hasabian is actually an 

accomplice, that you may not even consider for any purpose 

her testimony unlees it is corroborated by some independent 

evidende„- .would you follow that instruction? 

A Yes. 

20 
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Q; 	Well, do-yon feel-that. that instruction as 

strict as it sounds Would go against the grain of yourself 

with. ptior laWenforceitent, experience? 

A 	My law enforcement experiende wens kind of 

sketchy, even though i put in almost five yearS at it. 

Then you would have no reluctance whatsoever to • 

follow the Court's instruction that you must disregard the 

testimony of. an accomplice if there is no independent 

corroborating evidence? 
- 

.A. 	Yes. 

Q 	You underStand that when I speak of .independent 

corrobdrating evidei.n4e X •meari' ill,videme that corroborates 
• 

the participation of Leslie Van Houten. 
• 

'X art not taking about corroboration that would 

relate to any of the other defendants: 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 • 

21 

22 

23 

- Yes-, lunderistand. 

MR. REINER: Thank you very much, sir. 

THE COURT; Pass for, cause? 

MR. id REINER: Pass for cause,. your Honor. 

TM COURT': Mx.. Shinn dt 

SR* '$1LTIOT: Pass for caulie,, your Honor. 

TEE COURT: Mr. Kariarek. 

MR. xiktAREK: Yes, your Honor. may I approach the 

24 
	

bench?' 

25 
	

X wish to approach the bench if I may, your 

26 
	

Honor. 
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1 
	 your Honor is asking a question which Z don't 

feel I should answer in the presence of the jury. 

3 
	 THE CoDRIN All right, you may. 

4 - 
	 (The following proceedings were had at the 

. 	. 
5 
	bench opt , of the hearing of the prospective jurors, all 

8 

9,  

10. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15. 

cotnsel being present.) 
!,‘ 

rAtTi*Eit: tour Hopor„_I wish not to-ask any 
7t 	= 

- 
qtreSti OAS4 'but I challenge the :'juror for ,caUtie. 

1pu 	viat 4.0 the ground of the challenge? 

MR. 'ENNARE144: The ground, of the challenge is, your 

Honog 0. the, overwhelming' publicity that has permeated the 

community in connection with thts. 

This man has-  alluded, without going into 

detail, he has alluded to the,  very fact of this case. 

Be stated no. matter what you do ixt this case he 

16 
	

is going to be interrogated, in fact the rest of hill Wei- 

17 as- to Why he voted one way or the other. 

18 
	

Certainly I Say his mind has been permeated 

19 
	

with publicity. 
20 
	

MR. STOVITZ: Subtit it, your Honor. 

21 
	

THS' CO T: The challenge will be di, .loped. 
22 
	

MR • S20VITZa Shall we commence our questioning? 
23' 	Does yOur Honor want to question Mr. Black? 
24 	 THE. COURT: Yes, I do vomit to ask Mr. Black, and then • 	25 I think we will adjourn for today. 

17A. 	26 
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HR. FITZGERALD1 Your Honor, there is a matter 

.of a tape recorder; there was a matter in regard to 

a motion in regard to' tape recorders in the jail. 

Your Honor indicated yesterday you, were 

going to > talk to - Invector Welch.' 
• 
RE COURT: Yes,' I did talk to Inspector Welch 

this, morning. As' a' reStat ;of my talking with the 

InspeCtor, and my review of the file, and so forth, 

have decided that I attgoingHt'o deny the motion for the 

use of tape recorders, 

ki lieu of tape recorders, however, you cam 

have them record, I mean by.  stenographic means, d statement 

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 propeedings were had in open 

court in the presence 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 

a .doctor's appointment. 

I wonder, -sir, if it would be possible 

for you to change that appointment so it could be 

kept at 'some time after the court hours. 

Is that possible? 

17a -t 	
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17a-2 1  

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 8 

M.. BLACK: I don't know whether they are open 
on Saturdays or not. 

I know they are not open after 5:00 o'clock. 

THE COURT: Well, if we were to adjourn, say, at 

4100-o'clock tomorrow,. would you be able to keep your 

appointment by moving it back, say,. to somewhere around 

5:•00 o'clock? 

MR. MACK: Yes. 

THE COURT: All right. The reason, sir, is because 

maybe things that are said and questions asked and answers 

given while you are sone that you Should be hearing. Do 

you understand? 

MR. BLACK: I understand. 

THE COURT: All right, then will you try to rearrange 

your appointment, and you can let the Clerk know in the 

Olorning if necessary.  we can adjourn a few minutes early: 

Mt. BLACK: All right. 

THE COURT: All right, we will adjourn at this time, 

ladies and gentlemen, until 9:45 tomorrow morning. 

Do not converse among. yourselves' or with 

anyone else on any subject relating to the ease; nor form 

or express any.opinions regarding the case until it is 

finally submitted -to those of you who are selected. 

MR.4. 0ITWERALD: May we see your Honor in chambers 

with: iegard to the matter we mentioned at the bench? 

THE COURT:, Very well,.  
t 	• 	- 
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(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 defendants 

and their counsel, including Mr. Bugliosi being present.) 

THE COURT: The record will show that all parties 

and counsel except Dir• Stov{tz are present. 

'Bugliosi is here. 

Did you have something you wanted to Say, 

Fitzgeraldl 

MR. FITZGERALD; Yes, your Honor,. I believe earlier 

im the case we made emotion to be allowed to carry- into 

the Los Angeles County Jail for the purposes of interviewing 

our clients a,tape recorder. 

• Your Honor initially indicated that that 

potion:would be granted*  but subsequently pointed out to 

counsel, in the case that there was some problem in connec-

tion with' an order- to' that' effect. 

Your Honor indicated to -us that you were 

going to have 'a diaduipion: with one or more inspectors of 

the Los Angeles County Sheriff's Office, 

THE COURT: Yes. 

11111:4 FITZGERALD: We would just like to inquire as 

to the status of the motion. 

THE' COURT: 'Well, as r indicated to you at the 

bench, l intend to revoke the previous order granting 

permission to use the tape recorders in jail, and that. 

• 
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order is revoked. 

MR. SHINN: Your Honor, may we inquire on what 

basis? 

THE COURT: Well, I don't have to explain all of 

my orders. 

MR. SHIM Maybe there is a misunderstanding as to 

what we were going to do with the tape recorder. 

THE COURT: Well, you had an opportunity to say 

.something before i ruled. Now I have ruled. 

MR. FITZGERALD: Well,, it is just that we have the 

feeling, that evidence was taken outside of the presence 

that we as attorneys — 

THE COURT: Evidence, what evidence? 

MR. FITZGERALD: I don' t know what the nature of 

your discussion with the Sheriffs was. But in the event 

anything was said — 

THE COURT: Any time I want to talk to the Sheriff 

about security or other prbblems,Mr. Fitzgerald, I will 

do so. It had nothing to do with any issue relating to 

this case. 

KANAREK: Your Honor, if I may make the point 

on behalf of Mr. Manson. 

In this connection 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 

000167

A R C H I V E S



1666 

jail closes at 9:00 o'clock. It opens at 8:00, I believe, 

in the morning. 

It is mostimportant -- most important 
4 

'5 

6, 

7 

g.  

1774 :lo: 9  
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410. 	
25 

26 

:to be, able to have colloquy and to be able to not have to. 

go through stenographic notes and tiot have to go through--

. 43:liE COURT: Are you renewing the motion now, 

Mr. Kanarekl 

1%1'1MM I am not really renewing it, your 

Honor has not rescinded it yet.. 

F  
• 0 

71. 

. 	. 

d 
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THE COURT: Yes, I haVe, I listened to Mr. Fitzgerald 

and no one said anything, and I revoked the order as I 

indicated. 

MR. BANARAM Perhaps I was conferring with 

Mr. Manson. 

But the point ia, your Honor, they inspect 

typewriters. 

Me. make it a point to be 	when, we interview 

when we are with Mr. Manson. 

Your Honor, may I make a point, I don it know if 

the Sheriff told you this or not, but Mr. Manson, when we 

are talking to Mr. Manson we,  are under the scrutiny of at 

least five Deputy Oheriffm. 

TAB COURT: I. Understand What the procedure is. 

MR. ENUARAK: And, if these are brought in,. your 

Honor can make the order that the tape recorder shall never 

leave the physical .custody of the lawyer. 

I would be more than willing to do that. 

Now, nothing could possibly happen if it is only on the 

possession of the lawyer, unless the lawyers are not to be 

trusted. 
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Because this is moot important. It is a 

fundamental due process point in connection with, the defense 

of Mr. Manson. 

Mit. Manson has candidly told the Cotrt that his 

Writing-  and ,his reading capacity' is not as good as perhaps 
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3.7B2 	1 

2 

3 

some of vs who may be more fortunate in, that, regard. 

so £t is most imperative, it-goes to the heart 

of-being able to:have colloquy and-be able to do something 

that it; canstruCtiVe, tour Honor, and 1 might say-that the 

Sheriff, the 	that are th the.  Sheriff's Department, 

we would las to have a small, maybe a Mini-evidentiary 

hearing', if. 1: may Put it that Way, With whoever is telling 

your Honor that there is any danger with the tape recorder. 

Because if the lawyers have them from the time 

ue come in.tothe time we leave, and wehave a microphone 

that. is incomplete'Observation of the five people. 

When T talk to mr.vanson 

THE COURT: Mr. ganarek, we have gone over this now 

many timpes. 2Veryone has now had an opportunity to speak 

on the subject. 

We went over it .at the time the motion. was 

We covered it later when 2 found out there had 

been _previous orders made. 

Mr..Fitzgerald has gone over it again today.,  

:Mr.:Reiner has said something; you have said 

something now, 

don't see any point in continually rehashing 

the matter. 

As I indicated to you at the bench, if you feel 

that these statements have to be somehow 'Written down and 

4' 
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you are unable to.do that yourself, Z don't see why, but 

if you think you are unable to-do it, or it has to be 

faster, y* may take a stenographer in thete or are porter 

of some kind and 'have it taken down stenographically. 

MR. fl NAREK: Yes, your Honor, Mr. Manson informs 

me that, he cannot even have a pencil or piece of paper. 

May he be sworn? I will offer to swear him. 

EMIENDANT MANSON: I don'tlie. Xt is true. 

THE COURT: It is not trUel  sir. 

MR. M411SON: Okay. ' 

TAE COURT: 'lie mill be permitted, to have paper and 

pendilAtany time that he requests it. Some of his 

privileges have been taken away from him in the jail for 

miscoilduct; and his parsOn4possessions, some of them have 

been taken away fromliim during his disciplinary action. 

1M, MASOBW_Including pencil and paper. 

THE COURT: What Z am saying is any time you need 

pencil and paper - for writing down anything you want to 'in 

connection with this case, all you need do is make the 

request. 

ta. mom: Iblve. Three days in a row I Made the 

request. 

THE' COURT: We will adjourn until 9:45 tomorrow 

morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4:25 an adjournment was taken to 

reconvene Wednesday, July 14, 1970, at 9;45 a.m.) 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1970 10105 AK 1 

3  

(The following proceedings were had in the 

chaMbers of ,the Court, out of the hearing of the prospective' 

jurors, all'-cOunsel being present t) 

;THE ,  COURT: The record will show all of counsel are 

..0esent. in chambers. 

We have 4.note here from a prospective juror, • ,• 	 . 

apparently one Mayor Smith, which reads as follows': 

e••  • • 	• '4'41:id you please excuse me from, 

this case as I am 78' years yams •and if I get 

excited I-have .  to' use nitroglyterlrie on my 

doctor's orders, and I have .a bad. heart." 

Signed Mayor Smith. 

Do Counsel wisi to 'stipulate? 

MR: FITZGERALD; We will stipulate. 

MR. SHINN: So stipulated. 

MR. REINER: So stipulated'. 

MR. UNARM: So stipulated. 

MR‘ STOVITZ: On behalf of the prosecution we so 

stipulate.  
THE COURT: Mr. Darrow, would you inform Mr. Smith 

he is excused? 

MR, KA.NAREK: May I address the Court, your Honor? 

THE COURT: Yes, Mr. Kanarek. 
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XANAREK: I would like to explain. why I am 

late, your Honor. 

I had two matters which were set at 9:00 

u' clock, both of them in the Brunswig Building, and I was 

in the Brunswig Building at a quarter to 9:00. 

However, in neither case did the court 

convene. at 9:00 o'clock, and I asked or priority in each 

case, your Honor. 

THE. COURT: All right. I notice that in the Times 

this morning there is an article regarding this case, 

in -which a question regarding the allegations made by, 

Mr. Reiner as to the attempt to initiate contempt proceed 

:Lugs were discussed. 
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2-3. 	1 

• 	.2 

3 

mr. Darrow, you did not release this to the-

newspapers, did you? 

THE CLERIC; No, your;  'Honor'. 
2 

THE COURT: I am referring noW to the papers filed 

by Mr. Reiner yesterday. 

THE CLERK: No.- They 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 COPRT: 'Well, the papers have beeh 'on my desk 

.continuously since- they were brought in by the Clerk 

yesterday Morning. 

There was also mention in the article of the 

Lact that the book which was the subject of Mr. Reiner IS 

declaration, entitled "The Killing of .Sharon, Tate" -- 

MR. SHINN; Your RoPor4 don't Want to interrupt, 

but don't you think We shoulfa have the defendants .ptetentos. 
A 

your Honor? 

I believe this concerns Susan Atkins, my clients  

and I believe she should be present. 

THE COURT: No, I don. It think that is necessary, 

Mr.. Shinn. 

MR, FITzGERALD: For the record, I am going to. Object 

to any proceedings in chambers in regard to this matter. 

MR. REINER: Your Honor, I will also object, 

THE COURT: Your objections are noted. 

MR. SHINN: I am objecting to it. 
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MR. EITZGERAtD: Could we be ordered, here in chambers? 

THE COURT: Could you be what? 

X R. PITZdERALD: Could t be' ordered to be here in 

chambers? 

THE' COURT: ilothing has occurred yet. I am just in 

the process of commenting on the article that T have read 

in the newspaper. 

F/t2GERALD: May I return,, then, to open court? 

On: If you like. 

We. REINER: Does that apply to all counsel?.  

THE. COURT: It does not apply to you. 

!Ea. stirtm: Does It apply to me? 

THE COURT: i don fit really care whether the rest of 

you stay or. not., I vented to ask Mr. Reiner a qUestion. 

• (Mr. gitggerald leaves the chambers.) 
; e, 

16 
	

WE COURT: As I started to say, the article refers 

17 
	

to the- book entitled "The 	 Sharon 'Tate," tritich is 

the subject of Mr. Reiner Is declaration which he filed in 

19 
	

this court yesterday: and 'the article further goes on to 

20' say that the book contains a purported confession of 

21 
	

Susan Atkins regarding the crimes alleged to have been 

22 	committed, which is the subject of this case. 

23 	 I' would suppose, but I have no Uty of knowing, 

24 
	

that Mr. Reiner furnished that information to the Times, 

25 	and I simply -wanted to comment that if he did so, it would 
26 	seem to 'be. highly inconsistent with his professed concern 
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for the publicity 	this case .since it simply renews and 

calls to the attention of the readers a purported confession 

of Susan Atkins. • 

why, this has"to be furnished to the newspapers 

is somethitig I am: unable to coMprehend. 

You may .respond if :you like, Mr . Reiner /  or note' 

I te4ly 	'citri*r rbut timpiy'ilraiititd to mention the 

fact that this was •infthe 1.).ewtotpert this morning and, ,1 can 

only assume that the source 	You 
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11R. REINER: Your Honor, T have not seen this 

morning's Times article. I can indicate to the Court 

exactly-what I said, as well as I can recall what I said, 

and. I think x have an accurate recollection of.  it. 

After filing that particular document with 

the Court, I did inform certain reporters -- and I am sure 

it did include the Times reporter; i don't specifically 

recollect, but I assume he must have. been there 	that 

.I' 141(1',4 specific document, and I descriheit by the 

. title -Pladed on ,the t;apt:tbn, Ann that it referred to the 

book "The Killing of Sharon Tate 	I did not refer 

to the purported confession in the book. 

However, your Honor, I assume that it is a 

matter of common knowledge. Certainly it is a matter 

of common knowledge to the Times 	since they printed 

the purported confession of Susan Atkins even prior to 

the publication of the book -- that this book contains 

her purported confession. 

I did not characterize her statement as a 

Confession or purported confession. I simply referred to 

the book, "The Killing of Sharon Tate." 

Now, the document I filed refers to the 

statement as a purported confession, but the comment that 

I made to the media just simply referred to a statement 

of Susan Atkins in the book "The Killing of Sharon Tate," 

and that the purport of the document was the alleged 
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10 

contempt of Mt. Vounger in violating the Court's order;  

Which f.-felt as nat. prejudidiai to any defendant. If 

anything:  it is4 . perhaps somewhat prejudicial to the 

prosecution, for what I feel to be itptoper conduct in, 

the case. , 

THE COURT: Well, it is apparent that yon were 

aware that the newspapers were very likely going to carry 

an, article concerning your statements and the content of 

your declaration, including the fact that the booko  

apparently 	have never read the bOok -- but apparently 

it contains the purported confession of Susan, Atkins. 

What I am curious about is why you thought 

It necessary to tell the news media regarding a matter 

pending in this court. 

MR. REINER: My understanding of the court order is 

that if a document is filed we, may indicate that it was 

filed and not go beyond that. 

I didn't go beyond that, your Honor. 

did not indicate there wawapurported confession involved 

did not understand 	and I do not think 

' the prosecution or the defense side understood -- the 

court's order'to include a restriction on commenting, on 

the very fact that a document has been filed. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

20 • 

.21 

22 

2b 	23 

24 

• 
. 25 

26 

000178

A R C H I V E S



1 

• 

	 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

107 

10 

11 

12 
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14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

THE COURT: I am not now concerned with the publicity 

order at the moment. what I am concerned .about. iS 'your 

apparent 'disregard of the extremely strong likelihood, if 

not certainty, that the newspaper waS going to publish 

some publicity Ighich.referred to the purizorted confession of 

Susan Atkins. It seems ''to me to, be utterly inconsistent 
sr 

with your professed Concern-with,  publicity about the case. 

. 	MR. REzNER: your Honor, actually, we have to be 

Somewhat practical abotit it, and I.do,  not believe it is 

inconsistent. 

To put it in its proper context, wa must 

understand that the day before I filed this document With 

the Court, Evei.le. Younger issued an announcement that he 

was going to call a press conference, and the subject of 

the press conference was so incredibly absurd, he was going 

to indicate to. the pdblic that he thought, one of the 

attorneys in the case was grossly incompetent. 

Irrespective of the-  vieum of whether that 

judgment of Evelle YoUnger was right or wrong, the Calling 

of the press conference for that purpose. is unbelievable.. 

don't know of a ward that I can use that would properly 

describe his conduct. 

For that reason, I decided that T must, at this 

point -- up to this time I had. withheld doing it -- seek a 

contempt hearing on the part Of mr. younger, because there 

is no question but that all cciunsel in this case -- and by 
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7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17'  

18'  

2' 

3 

4 

5 

that I Olean all defendants in this case -- have been 

'seriously and adversely affected. by 'that press conference. 

The general public is, not as careful in 

deciding what was said. the general public 

COURT: The subject I raised has nothing to do 

with Mr. Younger is press conference. 

REINER: It does, your kionor. 

1nE CoURT: I have other views on that. 

I simply 'wanted to call your attention to the 

'fact that I read the article and it seems. to me to be 

highly -- will put it another Way 	totally inconsistent 

with any regard for adverse publicity as to your client. 

That is really the only purpose that I brought 

'it up: 

MR. REINER: I understand,  that, but in response to 

yourponorrs qt est 	as to why I did it and whether X 

felt that my position was. tqtally inconsistent,. no, I do 

not feel it was inconsiitent for the reason that after 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 • 

' 	25,  

26 

Mr. Younger 's press conference -- and this was predictable 

in advance 	the general' pdblic:Irii attitude is now that 

the attorneya in this cage are being obstructive, that the 

attorneys 1.n this case are'incomPetent, 

The public is not that careful, your Honor, 

ill 

THE COURT: I hardly think you have bad an opportUnitl 

to take the public 's pulse in the short period that has 

000180

A R C H I V E S



1 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

'3' 

9. 

c) 

11 

; 12. 

1;2 

1679 

ensued since the press conference but, in any event, that 

is another matter. My feelings' 	;very much the 'same in 

regard. to the. District Attorney s press Conference,. I 

might say.  

RgIVER: And I might indicate also --- 

THE ,CoDRT t Why Mr. Younger feels it necessary to 

call a press conference to announce that he is going to 

take the next procedural step regarding a pending matter ' 

before this Court and other courts of the State in this 

Cade is .a Matter that is also indomprehensibie to pie., and: 

think itresponOibler but it was' MO . violation of the 

publicity order, it was: Simply a violation of good Oentilar  

in my opinion. 

right.. 'Let get hack to the-matters at 

hand. 

' 20 

21 

22, 

23. 

24, 
. 	• 

25 

26' 
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3-1 	1 

• 2 

4. 

Me following proceedings were had in'open 

court, all defendants and their counsel being present:) 

THE COURT; All parties and counsel axe present. 	' 

All Of the prospective jurors are in the 

	

5 
	jury box. , 

	

'6• 	 I believe the defendants had completed their:  

7. • 
	vat' dire examination of mr. Nordland. 

Do you care to proceed, Mr. Stovitz. 

	

9. 	. MR. REINER': Excuse .me;  your Honor: i think the 

	

19 
	peremptory lies with the defense. 

	

11 	 MRS  $TOVITZ: We have not asked 

	

12 
	

TOE COURT.: The People have not had their examina- 

	

13 
	

tion: yet, 

14 

	

15 
	 VOIR'DIU EXAMINATION OF MR. NORDLAND 

	

16. 	BY, MR. ST0y1TZ-1 

	

xz 
	

Nord-land, sir, bow - long have you worked 

	

18' 	,,,es a pai4ting con1/4ractor'.*th:e D-pord. of Zducation? 

	

19 
	 A - 	Painter foreman. 

	

20 
	 raintere,g0Xe0a01 

	

21 
	

A 	Yea, sir, 22 years. 

	

22, 	 Q '44;1hitt Meal)s*that you are actually 

	

23' 	employed by the Board of Education rather than coming 

	

24 
	

in to some contracting work for' them, is that right? 

	

25 
	

A 	That's right. 

	

26 
	

Did you ever meet a man by the name of 
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2 

6' 

7 

'8 

10 

11 

12 

'18.  

• 14 

15 

16 

11/ 

18 

3:0 

20.  

21.  

22 

23' 

24 

25 

26 

Wein in your work with the Board of Education? 

A 	Dave Wein? 

Q 	Yes, Dave Wein. 

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. 

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 	' I .ITO, sir. 

Row 'old are your children? 

I
A- 	I,have a .daughter . 30 years old. 

And do you thlidc-  in- this particular case, 

undoubtedly your 'daughter:had to live through the ages 

Of these young ladies on trial here, that you would have 

.difficulty in:not associating the defendants' guilt. or 

innocence with what your daughter had to live through? 

No, sir.. 

Q 	Now, you told us in your ;pm, 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? 
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3-3 	
1 
	 A 	I did. 

NB. SHINN: Your Honor, I object to the use of the 

3. 
words "proper case" without defining what a proper case is. 

4 
	 MR. STOVITZ: X did not say "a proper case." 

I said "proper vote under,  the facts of the 

case, 6 

7 • 

8,  

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

'16 

17 

18 . 

19' 

20 

21 

3a. 0-$. 22 

23 

24 

25 

VITZGERAID: I object 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. 

RANARBK: Join in the objection. 

MR. REINER: Join. 

MR. STOVITZ: Perhaps I will reword the question. 

THE COURT: Rephrase the question, Mr. Stovit4. 

BY MR. STQVITZ: 

You told ̀us that after considering all of 

the circumitances, that is, the circumstances of the guilt 

as well as the backgrounds of the defendants, as well as 

any other circumstances that are introduced in the penalty 

phase of the trial, if you felt that in your opinion 

you should vote for the death penalty, you would do that, 

is that right? 

A 	Yes, I did. 

26 
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Now, as a matter of personal. philosophy, sir, 

do you belong to any organisation that has as one of its 
• 4 

tenets the suppress .on of the death penalty? 
A I 4 

A 	- X do - not. 

Q Ahy r4igixope effill0lasnIt that you know of/ 

A 	None at all. 

- Nov then, with,respect'to •your own personal 

preference, you understand that the law does not -make any 
• 

perSonal preference . Do you 'Understand that? 

In -other words; if you find the defendants 

guilty of first-degree murder, that the law tiv3,11 tell you 

that one penalty is not favored over the other one. Do 

You understand that? 

A 	Yes. 

And in fadt the People, once 'the guilt of the 

defendants has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, need 

not prove to you that you should vote for the death 

penalty Versus voting for life imprisonment. 

Do you understand that? 

A 	Yes,. X do. 

You understand that neither party has the burden 

of proof as to what, penalty Should be applied? 

A 	X. do. 

Nowt `we are trying to find out whether you have 

any personal 

26 MR. KiwAREK: may we approach the bench on this last 
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24 • 25. 

26' 

1684 

statement? I do not believe that is a fair statement of 

the law. 

I do not believe that iS,  a fair statement of the 

.,synoptis -of the. last. 

THE =MT.: All right, you may approach the bench:. 

(The following: proceedings 'werebad at the bench 

' out of the bearing of the prospeCtive lurorst) 

R. ZAR4REKr Your Honor, it is just not a debating 

matter. 

The people have a position that they-want to 

prevail. on, and they' must carry the burden. - 

Now, T don tt know Which way we want to 

denominate it, bit they are/advocatinq the death penalty. 

They are a$kitlq for the death penalty, and be says they 

don't .have to,datty:p4Me kind of a -burden, addresOing a Jury. 

'Of lay pebple„ tha€ it # goat not true. 
, 	r 

MR  sTOVIst:'',,suhilli it. on. the-„easei; in California,,. 

your Honor. 

THE COURT: 'The obiectioft is- overruled. Letts 

proceed, gentlemen. 
. 	, 

1The following ppoceedings were,had in open cour 

in the presence and hearing of the prospective jurors0 

Q 	BY R. ST0VITZ: Now, sir, the purpose of our 

examination here is to find. out if any persons have any 

prejudices or prejudgments in this respect. 

Now, assuming now that the People have proven 

2 

a 

4 

5 
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the defendantsc guilt beyond a reasonabae doubt, do you 

haVe any obstacles in yoUr mind that the People would have 

to overcome before you would vote for the death penalty 

	

4 
	if you felt the facts in this case warranted the imposition 

	

5 
	of the death penalty? 

	

6 
	 MR. XANARM Improper voir, dire, your Honor. 

	

7 
	 MR. REINER,: join. 

	

8 
	 THE COURT: The objection is sustained. 

	

9 
	

Q 	AYMR,,STOVITZ: Sir, you, understand that in 

	

10 
	proving the defendants' guilt in this ,case, that the People 

	

ix 
	are not required' to produce even one eye Witness',  much loOs 

	

12 
	

two eye witnesses.. You understand that. 

	

13 
	

Do you UnderStand that, sir? 

	

14 
	

A 	Yes. 

	

15 
	

In other' "cords, you do not have any type of 

	

16 
	

philosophical or religious belief that at least two eye 

	

17 
	witnesses must be present before you would vote for a 

	

18 
	

verdict of guilty in a .homicide case? 

	

19 
	

A 	No, sir. 

	

24 
	

Q 	You understand the law does not require that. 

	

21 
	

You understand that? 

	

22 
	

THE COURT:-  HO may or may not understand it, Mr. 

	

23 
	

Stovitz, Until he hats been instructed by the Court it is 

	

24 
	

highly unliRely that he would understand it. 

	

25 
	

MR, sTomosl All right. 

	

26 
	

THE COURT: 'Rephrase the question in another form. 

1 

2' 
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, 	• 	, 
BY MR. STOVIVZ: sow, 1741:i ,  do not hold any 

prejudgments 3,n that regard,. that you would reqUire that a 

confession be introduced before. you would convict a defen- 

dant? 

5 

7 

8 

9 

' 10 ' 

11 

MR. SHINN t I object to, that question ai3 prejudging, 

the eVidenCe.,. yont •Bonor. 

TDB COURT: Read the last qUestion. 

(whereupon, the reporter reads the record as 

followt: 

BY MR. STOVITZ1 Now, you do not 

bold any prejudgments in that regard, that you 

would require that a Confession be. introduced 

before you Would convict a de.fetkaott?n) 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

Q 	BY MR. STOVITZ: Do you have any feeling that 

there must be proof ,of a motive before you convict the 

defendant of the murder? 

A 	Mkt sir. 

Q, 	All right, now; then , 1*. assume for the purpose 

of our next, discussion. that you have come in with a verdict 

of first-degree Murder as to one or all of the defendants. 

Do you understand the presumption? 

A Yes. 

Do you have 0..n your mind now before you.  *.ould 

Vote for• the death penalty of one of the defenclantS who has 

12 

13 

.14 

15 

16. 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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been convicted of first-degree murder that that persce mint 

2 be the actual killer, must be the person who actually, say, 

	

3 
	pulled the trigger of the gun, if a gun was used. 

MR. EMAREK: Improper noir dire, your Honor. Xthink 

	

5 
	

it is up to the absolute discretion of the jurorpt. 
, 	I 

May we apprOaCh the bench? 

THE'CQURT:1, If that is your ground, sir, the objection 

is overruled. 
, 	4% 

MR. EANARE14- , X would 'like tO.eiaborate at the bench, 

	

10 
	

if I May. 	 # 	I 

	

11 
	

ISE COURT: X donit think it £s 'necessary. The 

	

12 	objection is overruled. 

	

13 
	

0 	BY MR., SToVIT: Do you understand my question, 

	

14 	sir? Do you feel the person must be the actual perpetrator 

	

15 	of the actual death of that individual? 

	

16 	- 	 A 	go, sir. 
17 

18 

19 

26 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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2 

3 

110w, in respect to the fact that some of 

these defendants appear to be young women, would that 

fact in and.  of itself preclude you from. voting for a 

verdict of-death/.  

A 	No, sir. 

All right, now, did you hear our little 

discussion the lother day concerning what constitutes a 

criminpl conspiracy, and the fact that a member of a 
-, 	- 

criminal conspiracy, although he does not commit a 

particular crime himself,'but he is a member of the crimina 

conspiracy, is equally; guilty with all other conspirators? 

MR, SHINNt Object, your Honor -- 

THE COURT': Overruled. .You may answer. 

BY' MRS STOVITZ: 

Did you hear that, sir? 

A 	Yes, sir: 

Do you have, any prejudices against following 

that rUle. of law if that is given to you? 

A 	I do tot. 

tt 	Then I take it you understand that a person 

sitting fat away from a location, of a crime could be 

equally guilty with the actual perpetrators of that crime 

if they are all co-conspirators/ 

A 	I do. 

Now, sir, do you read murder mystery books? 

A 	Yes, I do. 

 

4 

.5 • 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 
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2. 

 3 

4 5 

6 

7 

Many times people who read murder mystery 

books come up' with the statement, "1 would never convict 

someone unless their guilt was proved beyond a shadow of 

a doubt." 

You have heard that expression? 

NR. SHINN: Objection, improper voir dire examina- 

tion. 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15. 

16 

17 

18. 

'19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

8 THE COURT": Overruled, 

BY 1.0t. STOVITZ: 

Have you heard that expression? 

A 	Yes. 

You understand the People are not required 

to prove guilt beyond the shadow of a doubt? 

A 	1 do. 

In fact, his Honor told you yesterday we 

need not prove guilt beyond all possible, doubt? 

A Yes, do. 

Q 	Everything-relating to human affairs is °Pen 

to some possible or imaginary doubt. 

A 	- Yes, I do. 

All right now, in the proving, of guilt or 

innocence, both the People and the defendants are entitled 

to use cirCunstantial evidence. 

• 
24 

25 

26 

You understand that? 

A 	Yes. 
:! 

Do you haire any Ordjudices against the use 
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3b,-3 1 	of circumstantial evidence if circumstantial evidence is 

	

2 
	introduced to prove guilt? 

	

3 
	 -.X do not. 

	

4 
	 Counsel used the illustration, of the cookies. 

	

5 
	 the.illuStriition of the footprint. in 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

• 20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14. - 

6 

7 

8 

the sand and Robinson Crusoe, .do  you remember the story of 

Robinson Crusoet Youfremember his noticing the footprints 

in the sand._ He said, "014 there, must be someone else 

here besides Me." 

That is pretty good evidence?. 

A 	Yes, sir. 

You rellaitiber the illustration in Robinson 

Crusoe, -or at least you heard about it? 

A 	Yes. 

Unless Er. Crugoe actually Saw his man. 

Friday*, he 'would not know he was there; but if he saw a 

footprint in the sand he would know someone else was there 

besides. himself. 

You understand that? 

A 	You. 

You have no prejudice against that type of 

evidence? 

A 	No;  sir. 

All right, now, bearing in mind all that you 

know about yourself from, the beginning of time to,  the 

present, everything you might have read or heard or seen 
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3b-4 1  

3 

5 

7 

$ 

3c fls. 9  

10 

11 

12.  

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

about the case, do you think that you could be fair to 

both sides? 

X do. 

If you were in tay position as a Deputy 

District Attorney and you knew everything about your own 

batkground, is there anythitgthat you would want to tell 

us before wereake that final selection as to whether or not 

you will be one of the 12 best jurors we can find? 

A 	No, Sir. 

I • 
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STOV/TZ1 Thank your  sir, for your htmosty 

yesterday ,n telling us, about those three points, because we 

could ask questions all day long and not know about those 

unless you had co Me op and told us about those. 

Nordland, if you are Selected as a juror in 

this daSe and if the Court instructs you not to read.about 

the -case, not to see anything on television about the case] 

and if you hear anything on your radio to immediately turn 

It off, not to discuss it with anyone else, would you be-

able to follwe that instruati6A meticulou04? 

A 	I bel,e•ve I would. 

No matter how curious your wife gets, no matter 

how many questions she might as%, Is that right? 

A . 	Yes, Sir. 

STOVITZ: thank you very much. 

People pass for cage. 

TEE COURT: The defendants may exercise a joint 

3C-1 1  

a • 
4 

5 ' 

.6 

• 7 

.9 

16, 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

peremptory challenge. 

rITZGERAtD: There will be, no-exercise of a. joint 19 

peremptory challenge at  this time. 

TEE COURT: Very well. 

• 0,2 You pare,to exerckSia an individual 

peremptory challeng0„ Mr. Ritzgeraldi' _ 

20 

21 

22 

23 

MR. FITZpERALbt The,defendant- Patricia Erenwinkol 24 

will. accept the jury as: i.low 	Uted. 25 I 
THE COURT: 26 

• . . 
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MR. REINER: one moment, your Honor..  

MR. FITZGERALD: Mr. Reiner 'could 1110 to have the 

record reflect in ray behalf that the reason a joint 

peremptory was not exercised is because there 10 no 

unanimity of. opinion. 
, 	A . 

BR. REINER: On behalf of the defendant Leslie 

Van 'Houten, ya, 'would thank axed excuse Furor No. 2, 

Mrs. Fieldsi. 

THE COURT: Thani you, Mrs. Fields, you are excused. 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: YOUr 'Honor 

laXLCOURT: Yes, Miss Van HoUten., 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: May I please have it on the 

record, I liked the jury the tray it was as it was before. 

THE COURT: Very bell. 

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTENt And Mr. Reiner ts decisions are 

Mr. Reiner'isi  and I do want it the Wayyogis. 

THE COURT.: Call the next name, 

THE CLERK: George W. Rollins, G-e-o-r-g-e4  

'(Whereupon, George 'W. Rollins %es Seated in 

seat MO. 2 in the jury box.) 

VOZR DIRE EXAMINATION OF GEORGE W. ROLLINS 

BY THE COURT: 

Mr. Rollins, have you heard and understood 

everything that, has been stated in court since you came into 

• 	2 

3 

4 

5 

:6 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
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20 
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this case, 

.A 

be able to 

A 

sir? 

Well, I try. 

If you were selected as a trial juror would you 

serve? 

Yes, I would* 

I am going to put the same two questions 

regarding the death penalty to you, Mr. Waling. 

The first one relates to the so-called guilt 

pb,a0e and is this; 

Do you entArtain such conscientious opinions 

regarding` the death penalty that you ICJ tad be unable to 

Make an impartial •decision as to any defendant JO guilt 

regardless of the evidence developed during the'.  trial? 

A 	No, Sir. 

And the second question relates to the so-called 

penalty phase. 

Po you entertain such conscientious opinions 

regarding, the death penalty that you 'would automatically 

refuse to impose it wiihout regard to the evidence 

developed duri0 the. tr.1„pl1. , 

A 
	

No, sir. 

TkIE. COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald,,  41.0 you care to inquire? 

MR. FITZGERALD: NO, your Bonor. 

TEE. COURT: M. Reiner 

MR w REINER:. Thank you, your Honor. 

May wee approach the bench before we begin. voir 

1 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 
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dire examination of this prospeCtiVe juror? 
1 

TEX COVRT: Very 'well. 
2' 

(The following proceedings were had 'at the 
3 

bench out of the hearing of the prostpedtive JOrorst) 
.4.  

MR. REINER: Your Ronor,. I am, doing this belatedly. 

I should have done thit before We. began,. So I would do it 
6 

at this time, so we may have the benefit of it from this 
.7  

point forward: 

It is a Patter.  I know of common knowledge among 
9. 

. 10 
	tbo'se of Als who practice in. the criminal courts that the 

Pistrict Attorney fs office has access to information not. 

12 
available to defense counsel. in selecting peremptory 

14 
challenges. 

14' 

15 

16 

17 

18 

• 19 

20 ' 

21 ' 

22 , 

23 

24 

.25 

26 

I am referring Specifically to 't +o things: 

They have What is called a bounce sheet 

in the 'District Attorney's office, indicating the entire 

voting record of all prospective jurors in all: prior cases 

in Which they have sat. 

This information it: available to counsel in 

civil cases generally but is not available to defense comae 

in criminal cases. 

I Would ask the :Court order the District 

Attorney Is office to. Mawsuch information available to us. 

Th4 second part, lag: this motion 'walla be that it 

is also a matter o4. abourion,icnoWledga o thoactof us who 

practice in criminal courts that it :LS the practice, of 'the 

* 
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22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

• 

1696 

District Attorney's office to run a make on each /respective 
_ 

juror to determine whether they have a Criminal record, and 

they exercise, this .aila use this In determining whether they 

shall or shall,  not exercise a peremptory challenge. 

I think, "Checking the cfIitti4ial> records, not 

from the DistrietAttorney'ls office, but, employing the 

Services of the Los. Ang411eS;licg; Department to make Such 

checks, is. improper. 

I object to btu 'use'. 

If the Court feels it is not improper and does 

not wish to order the District Attorney to cease and desist 

froM doing this, then I would say that we should be 

entitled to the same information that the District Attorney' 

offide has acquired. 

In other words, I would indicate to the court 

that it is my belief that the District Attorney's office 

has checked the criminal record, if there be ani, of each 

of the prospective jurors. 

MR. S TOVITZ: In. answer to counsel Is first inquiry, 

wee do not keep 'a list of all of the jurors and bow they 

3 

4 

5 . 

6• 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19- 

20 

21 

who 'have hung 	juries 11--to-1 or 10-to-2. These come out, 

oh, whenever a .deputy has such a case. 

If counsel, wants to see our list, going back for 

six months, I will be glad to show counsel that list of 

odd-ball jurors. 
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1 

• 	2 

5• 

6 

7 

a 

31) 	1.0 

11 

12 

• 13 

14 

15 

16 

18 

19 

- 20 

21 

22 

23 

 

'When 'we have an acquittal of 12 ,iurors we 

don-'t even .make up a list of those 12. jurors because we 

feel the case should have been loSt. 

tut if we have a case that is hung up. say, 

•'9 to 3, or during the time of noir dire,a juror comes out 

and says that her son is on trial, ue put her on the lista 

We don it have a list as they do in civil juries,. 

If counsel wants to see our six-month list, I will be glad 

to let him see.it. 

2.4 

  

25 

26 
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1 
	MR. REIM.: I am-  referring to jurors, of course, 

	

2 
	who have'not previously served, but those on the present 

	

-3 
	jury panel of which the District Attorney has information. 

	

4 
	 Does your offer include all prospective jurors? 

	

5 
	 MR. STOVITZ: The offer is that if Wo become are of 

any criminal record of any of the jurors and if your .Honor 

	

7 
	feels this. is information that should be turned over to 

	

8 
	the defense, we have no objection to turning over that 

	

9 
	infOrmation to the defenSe. 

10- 
	 MR. REINER: The first part of the request 'VAS that 

	

1.1 
	the Court order the District Attorney's office not to 

	

12 
	request. the Los Angeles police Department to check the 

	

13 
	criminal records of prospective jurors. • 	14 
	 THE COURT: That part of the motion is denied. 

15- 
MR. RtIMER: Do I understand the offer by the-  People 

16 
that they will make available to the defense all of the 

17. 

information that they receive relative to criminal records 
18 

of any prospective juror? 
' 19: 

MR. STOVITZ: if the Court orders us to do so •we 
20 

will make that information available. 

THE COURT: I thought you were agreeing to make it 
22 

available. 
23 

MR, STOVITZ: :Csaid if thd court orders us to 
24 

	

25 

	do it and if we have that information, we willbe glad to 

turn it ov6r. 

I assure your ,lionor, that if it .,is 'kept 
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confidentia1 Y will 	it in the record here; 1 will. be  

glad to turn it over to the individual. counsel. 

don't think the tatters of jUrorso Prior 

:arrests 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 be someday 

available to the public, and that is what my concern is. 

.So, if as a matter of your :Honor is discretion 

you feel that this information should be turned over to 

the defendants so they can' have equal exercise of their 

pereMptories -- 

014 COURT: I understood you to 'say you: would let 

2 

4 

6 

7 

9 

10 

U 

12 

ti Reiner 

MR. StOVITZ: What was .our list of so-called odd c13. 

jurors which I will be glad to turn that over without any 

court order.. 

THE COURT: Do you haw any objection to their 

reviewing the arrest records? 

MR. STOTITZ: The only point I have there, your Honor, 

• assuMe for a. moment. that our officer is negligent in 

checking 

THE cOURT: I am. tzaktno.  about Whatever you, have 

MR. STOVITZ: 19b,atever I have, your Honor, I do not 

vent to go into the record, but will be glad to tell 

counsel at the first opPortunity Y.* have. 

MR. RE/MR: „Iirtinst. say defense counsel, at least 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1.7 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

' 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

10 

11 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1:7 

18 

15 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

speaking for myself, is no more interested in alienating 

protractive jurors than the prosecutions  

14-it. COURT: You have an offer; take it from there. 

MR.. latiARER: May the record reflect I join on, behalf 

of Mr., Manson With all of the words uttered by Mr. Reiner, 

and they may be, deemed to be on behalf of Mr. Manton. 

That we have the further-request, your Bonor„ 

we 'would lila to enunciate further that it JO our 1:osition, 

your Tonor, that this practice which the District Attorney 

engages in is ,a. denial of. a fair trial.,  

The practice of running a make on every juror 

which I gather ts being done -- 

TM C0DAT: If a juror has been convicted of a felony 

it is a basis for a challenge for cause. 

Bow are they going  to knoW unless they check?' 

MR. EXIAREB4 I agree as far as felony records got  

but the point is, there is a difference, your Honor, 

between a conviction of a felony -- 

TUO COURT: Just state your objection. 

MEt. EANAREM The objection is dehial of due process 

and equal protection of the law, in that mr. Mahsoh does not 

have the capacity to conduct such a. search. 

We do accept and will take all of the intonation, 

in view of the fact it has already been done, and the 

District Attorney Rs office knows about it. 

THE C0DRTI 	 .you have your offer, then, you 
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1 

3 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12' 

13 

14 

15 

16 

1.7 

18 

19 

20 

21 

can proceed. 

SNINUI, Susan Atkins joins; too.' 

MR, REINER: Does the Court wish to call the recess' 

'before or after the. examination? 

COURT; We will take it up at 11:00 osc1ock. 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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4-1 
1 

2 

4 

6 

8 

9. 

10 

. 11 

12 

13' 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

(Whereupon all counsel returned to their 

respective places at counsel table and the following 

proceedings occurred 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: 

Mr. Rollins, you will 'be instructed that you 

must presume that •the defendant Leslie Van Houten, is 

innocent. 

Will you make such a presumption;  sir? 

A 	Yet, sir. 

- 	,Do you;  in fact, as .  you sit here now, Mr. 

Rol arra-;  ,:iiresnme that. Leslie Van Houten is innocent'? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

c4. 	.‘ Do: you know which:  defendant is Leslie Van 

Houten? 

A 	Yes# 

Would you indicate, please? 

A H The one on -this end. 

Referring to the girl in the blue and white 

striped dress? 

A 	Yes. 

You appreciate that I am speaking on behalf 
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4,2 

 

of Leslie Van Houten and not on behalf of any •other 

 

2, 

3 

defendant? 

A 	Yes. 

That any other attorney who speaks on 

behalf of his respective client does not speak for or on 

behalf of Leslie Van Hbuten? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Can you, Mr. Rollins, in good conscience, 

notwithstanding anything you may have read or heard prior 

to coining. to. :pOutt, presume that Leslie Van Houten is 

innocent until and unless there is some evidence that is 

	

offered to the,c4ntratyl ' 	• :" ! 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	And 	yo4.6;ntinue to presume that she is 

innocent until that evidence is so overwhelming. that it 
- 	! 

persuades you beyond all reasonabledoubt? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

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 guilty, will you 

then,. nonetheless, acquit her? 

A 	Yes, sir, 

4 	And. will you, Mr. Rollins,, if it should happen 

during the course of your deliberations that you should have 

some subconscious inclination to convict all defendants if 

any of them are shown tote guilty, lmold you conscientiously, 

 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

26  
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3 

4 

5 

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22' 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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1704 

discipline yourself, your thinking, so that you will not 

convict all the defendants if there is only evidence 

that some or one of the defendants may be _guilty? 

Yes. 

You. will not permit your emotions to' over-

whelm your judgment, sir? 

A 	No. 

.Atid if it appears to you that perhaps your 

emotions are beginning to overwhelm your judgment, would you 

make a conscientious attempt to not let. this Occur?, 

A 	Yes, sir. 

You do recognize that all of us as human beings  

sometimes -we are unable to let -- or unable to exercise our 

judgment without allowing our emotions.  to overcome that 

iudgment; you understand that? 

A 

And recognizing that frailty in all human 

beings)  you will make every possible attempt, every conscious 

-attempt)  not to allow this to occur With yourself; is that 

right? 

A 	Yes„ _aro 

Dc you. haVe any reservations whatsoever about 

any -of thefe things that you have said just now, Mr. Rollins? 

A 	No, sir-. 
. 

, 	 'not:1444re' at this time as to 

your interpretation Of, the conduct of Leslie Van Houten , I 1,  

dr, 
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4-4 

S 
3 

 

today nor her conduct yesterday, and perhaps at some prior 

time during the course of these proceedings, but if it 

should appear to you that she wishes to be convicted, 

would you, nonetheless, ignore that and decide this case 

based upon. the evidence and not based upon her wishes? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

So that If it appeared to you that lass Van 

Router wishes to be convicted if any defendant in this case 

is convicted, you will, nonetheless, acquit her unless there 

is evidence that convinces you beyond all reasonable doubt 

that she •is, in fact,, guilty; is that correct? 

A ' 	Yes, sir. 

So that it is the evidence in the case and 

not. Miss 'fan Aouten's wishes in this matter that will 

decide whether she is to be convicted or acquitted; is that 

true?'  

A 	Thai's right. 

A witness by the name. of Linda Kasabian will 

be called by the prosecution to testify and there will, of 

course, be a question as to whether she is or is not an 

accomplice. 

tow, the Court will give you a definition, 

a legal definition, of what an accomplice is. Will you 

follow that definition? 

yes{;-six.. 

sow,' after hearing the Court's definition as 

 

6 

7 

8 

10 

11. 

12 

13.  

14 

15 

16. 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

 

 

24 • 

 

25 

26. 
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4-.5 

10 

11 

1 

2 

12 

7 

9 

18.  • 14 

4a as. 15 

to what an accomplice is, if, in applying that definition, 

in your judgrappt she is an accomplice, you will then -treat 

her testi=mony ix a manner consistent with the "Court's 

next instruction as to how you should consider the 
, 	 j 	f 

testimony Of an' tictor‘lide%, Woad,  you not? 

A 	That's right. • 
Novi, the Court 	instruct you, in sum 

and substance, ;that iE rin. yquF mitid you conclude that a 

witness is an accomplice, you may not consider the 

testimony of that accomplice' for any purpose whatsoever 

in the absence of totally independent corroborating evidence, 

Now, if you were so instructed, will you. 

follow that instruction?.  

A 	Yes,, I will. 

16 

17 

18. 

19 

20 

21 

22 

'28 

24 

25 

26 
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4-a-1 

2 

6 

• When we speak of totally independent corro-

borating evidence, we are referring to evidence that relates 

solely to Leslie Van lioutena. 

Do you understand that? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

So that even if Linda Kasabian is corroborated 

as to one or more defendantS, if you believe that •she, is 

an accomplice to these killings, you will not convict Leslie 

Van Houten until and. unless her testimony is. corroborated 

with respect to Leslie Van Routen.;- is that true? 

A 	That's right. 

And this ,corroborating evidence must be, to 

your mind', Credible:1 is that true? 

A 	That is Correct: 

, Q: . 	Mr. Rollins, do you have any reluctance . 

whatsoever .to follow,this verY. stri4t rule that will be 

given to you .1:;y-  the'totirt? 	
fi 

 

. 	. 1  
MR. REINER: Thank you very much. 

-We- :pass for cause;; your 'Honor. 

'TM COURT': Mr. Shinn? 

MR. SHINN: Yes, your Honor. 

-VOIR Dm FauzilNATIO$ OF MR: ROLLINS 

BY MR. SKEW:- 

q 	Mr. Rollins, what is your business or 

 

'8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13  

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25' 

26 
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7 

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 addreSt? 

A 	Highland Park: 

Highland Park? 

A 	yes. 
Are you married? 

A 	yes, sir. 

Xs your wife a hoOsewife or does she work? 

A 	She is a housewife. 

Have you any children? 

A 	Pour. 

Q 	;Have you ever been a police officer or, a 

Peace'off0Oil 

No, sir. 

tave.',E5g 	close relatives? 

A 
	

No relatives, no. 

Q 
	'You,  have had 'no relation: to the Police 

Department or the District Attorney' s Office? 

A 	NO. 

gave you ever studied law? 

A 	No, sir. 

Have you ever served as a juror before? 

A 	On a civil case, on this, you know, this term 

4a-2 
1 

S 

	 2 

3 

4 

10 

11 

12. 

13 

i4 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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4a-3. 	1 when I was called for jury duty 

	

2 
	 Was that recently? 

	

3 
	 Can you hear me? 

	

4 
	 A 	Just barely, yea, 

	

5 
	 THE COURT: I think the jurors in the courtroom are 

6, 
 having trouble hearing you. Will you speak a little 

	

7 
	louder? 

	

8 
	 Is the mike turned up on the microphone? 

	

9 
	 MR1 SHIM: I am sorryv 

	

10 
	 14y last question was; Was. this recent jury 

	

11 
	duty, this civil jury duty? 

	

12 
	 A 	This one that X am on now, this call. 

	

13 
	

Q 	And you had no prior ..duty 	mean, jury 

	

14 
	

duty.-- in a criminal case? 

	

15 
	 A 	NO, oir. 

	

16 
	 44141 you understand that in. a criminal case 

	

17 
	that the evidence to prove a defendant guilty is diXierett 

	

18 
	from a civil case? 

	

19 
	

A 	Yea. 

	

20 
	

Q 	In a civil Case it is the preponderance of 

	

21 
	the evidence, 

	

22 
	 A 	Yes, the,  preponderanCe of the evidence. 

	

23 
	 And in abcriminal case it is beyond a 

	

24 	reasonable doubt. 

	

25 
	

Do you know that? 

	

26 
	

Yes,'bir. 
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4a-4 

2 

3 

4•  

5 

6 

7 

8 '  

Do you have any idea about this case or 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 havenit read much, 

you have a TV at home? 
.,! 

A 4,  'Yes: But Z am not much of a IMAM watcher, 

I am  dare of a serial watcher, 
4 , t 

-I have bearyoUknoW, talk about the case, 

tough; yes, I have,. 
'9 

10 

11 

12 

. 	13 

14 

15' 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

'26 

Do you 'have,  a' 	Mr. Rollins? 

A 

A 

A 

No. Well, I never listen to the radio. 

3 - you take the newspapers, sir? 

1 just started about a week ago. 

'Do you road any magazines? 

No, sir. I am not much of a reader, 

In, other words, Mr., Rollins, you are telling 

me that you don't know very much about this case?'  

A 	Well, I mean, I have heard, you know, there 

has been a lot of talk about it is all; and since I have 

beenpn jury duty I have been reading the papers: 

Without mentioning any names, do you recall 

any names of any of the people in this case? 

A 	You mean the defendants or the lawyers? 

Q 	The defendants. 

A 	Yes, X recall the names. 

}low many names do you remember, without 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

mentioning the. names? Row many noes do you remerdber, 

Mr. Rollins? 

A 	About five or six. 

Q 	Five or six? 

A 	Yes. 

CI 	Are these all defendants or people involved 

in this case? 

'They are all defendants. 

I mean, as far. as I,know, they are in this 

10 

11 

12 

13

•   14 

41, fis. 15 

16,  

1g 

19 

20 

21 

case. 

Frorawhat you heard and what you have read, 

lir. Rollins; have you formed any opinion as to the guilt 

Dr innocence of the defendants in this case? 

A 	Well, I believe that a man is innocent until 

proven guilty, no matter who it is. 

- 1711 

22.  

23 

24,  

25. 

26 
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4E 	1 

• 	2 

3 

In other words, you believe in the proposition 

of law that the presumption of innocence protects the 

defendantS; is that right? 

A. 	That ls right. 

Until, evidence is presented to you beyond a 

reasonable doubt? 

• A 	To prove 'differently, yes. 

Q 	IS that correct? 

A 	That is correct. 

• 9, 	This reasonable doubt, sir, you heard the other 

attorneys talk about reasonable doubt, did you not? 

A. 	Right. T heard them. 

Were you present in court when reasonable 

doubt was discOssed by the District Attorney arid by 

,defense counsel? 

A. 	1 misunderStOod you.. I can rt hear you very 

well. 

'Q 	I Solar  -you were present in court when the 

District. Attorney arid cleferiSe:counsel tpalo64 about 

reasonable. aotibt, ' were yOu?' ' 

A 	Right. 	 , 

q 	In other vordit  if there-  is any reasonable 

.doubt as to the factS;p:f the 'casier tlip-isSueS. or any of the 

elements ig the crime, What would your verdict be? 

A 	Well, if there tas a reatonable doubt, I walla 

have to acqUit them. 

4 

5•  

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20' 

.21 

22 

23 

24 

• 	25 

26 

000214

A R C H I V E S



1713 

U32 
	

In other Words 

	

2 
	

A 	until they are 'pros en guilty. 

s ' 
	 If there ks,a**! reasonable doubt in any area 

	

4 
	Of the facts,, the elements of the crime, you would bring in. 

	

5 
	a verdict of not guilty; is that correct? 

	

6 
	 STOVITZt 7I object to :the question, a6 compound, 

	

7 
	your Manor., 	 f: 	 • • 

	

8 
	 counsel says,  flaw 'rettsohable doubt as to the 

	

s. 
	facts" and then he says' "element of- the grime." 

	

10 
	 If there are reasonable doubts as to tha 

elements of the crime, that is ohe thiAg, but the facts 

	

12 
	are something else. 

	

13 
	

TUE COURT: The objection is sustained. 

	

14 
	 MR. SHIM:. Q Would you ask yourself whether or 

	

15. 	not there is reasonable doubt as to a witness' testimony 

	

16 
	

each time he gettl off the stand? 

	

17 
	

4 	Could you say that, again? 

Q, 	A witness testifies on the stand. When be 

	

10 
	

gets through testifying, Will you ask yourself whether• or 

	

.20 
	

hot there is reasonable doubt as to his testimony? 

• 21, 	 A 	As to the witness,. yes. 

	

22 
	

MR4 STOVITZ: That is objected to, your Honor. That 

iS improper voir dire examination. 

	

24 
	

THE CoURT: object .on. sustained. 

0 	
25 	 Mk. SUINN.: I have nothing further, your I:Whew. 

	

26 	 I will pass for cause. 
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TI COURT: mr. Eanarek2 

MR. TANAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the, bench? 

THE COURT: Do you wish to examine? 

MA. MARER: No, your Honor, not at this tine. 

THE COURT: All right., Yes, you may approach the 

bench. 

(whereupon., all counsel approach the bench and 

the following proceedings ocCurred at the bench outside of 

the hearing of the prospective jurorst) 

MR. .EANAREK: Your VOnor, this poses quite a problem 

because of the District Attorney 's press conference 

yesterday. - 

TI COURT: State what it is, what relief yoU are 

seeking,,. Xr.• 'ICanarelc,, BO I can be oriented. 

MR. EANAREK:,  Well„fthe relief, the ultimate relief 

am seeking would -be the diOmissaI of this-case. 

ME COURT: Are-  you, making a. motion' bow or a challenge 
. y 

or what? 

MR. BAWER: At this, point; ybOr Honor, I want to 

preserve the right -- in fact/ my motion iS to challenge .1.1.110 

not challenge, but to inquire ag tb'ali of The jurors, all 

Of the prospective jurors, in view of the all-parvaitiVe 

publicity given yesterday and this morning by District 

Attorney Younger is press conference and the George Putnam 

show last night Imam 

THE COURTS Are you making a motion? 

2.  

3 

5 

6 

10 

11 

12' 

-1§ 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

1,D 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24,  

-25 

26 
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«, ICANARE K: yes.. .- 
1. . 

M COURT: If you- are, state what it is so that .t 
.2 

will know what you are talking aboUt. 
3 

MR. IMINTAREKt My motion is to inquire Of all the 

people in the box as to the effect of that upon their state 
5, 	

of mind. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12.  

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19, 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
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4c-1 1 
	

THE COURT: You just told ma you don't Want to 

2 
	examine this juror. 

KANAREK: I dotet want to examine him in the 

4 
	

pZesence of all the other jurors because all it does is 

'5 
	

make the publicity even more intense. 

6 
	

THE QOURT: I told you that we are not going to 

7 
	

do it in, chambers unless all counsel and the defendants 

personally waive 	objettion- to that procedure.. 
9 
	

MR. UNARM Your 'honor has the power to empty 
10 
	

the courtroom of all jurors except one. 
11 
	

THE COURT: I am, not going to do so. 
12 	 RANAREK: You see, if I ask questions, then 
13 
	

those-who, by some happenstance, haven't heard about it 
14 	will know what it is. 
15 
	

THE COURT: Heard about what? 
16 	 MR, UNARM About the subject matter that t am 
17 	ping into, what.the District Attorney stated. 
18 , 	 iout Honor, I am on the horns. of a 

19 
	

dile:4=4 

io 	 THE COURT: What is your motion? 

21 
	

MR. KANAREk: Ay:motion is to inquire of each 

juror separately as to their state of mind in view of 

'23 
	

what. District Attorney XOting.6T.  Said yesterday. 
24' 
	

THE COURT:, On your voit dire you may inquire into 
25 
	

these matters as to state of mind. 
26 
	

Vas KANAREK: What I am saying is that I wish to 
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1 inquire as to each juror separately because otherwise it 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 
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16' 

r7 

13' 

19 

20. 

21 

22, 

23 

24 

25 

4 

26 

6 

7 

, 	• 
is going to infect the other jurors. 

THE COURT: You, may inquire separately but we are 

not going to do ,t in chambers unless there is a waiver 

by all counsel and the defendants personally. 

Let us proceed then.. 

11R. MUREX: Then I must challenge this juror for 

cause. I have no alternative. 

THE COURT: On what specific grounds? 

' MR. WARM: On the specific ground, your Honor, 

of the publicity aspect, of .actual bias. 

As I say, your Honor, r have to go through 

some kind of -- 

THE COURT: State the challenge. 

MR. 'UNARM The challenge is for actual bias 

because of the publicity. 

X want to interrogate, but I have the problem-,  

THE 'COURT: Do the People oppose the challenge? 

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, sir. 

THE COURT: The challenge is disallowed. 

iet's proceed. 

BR. REINER; May we inquire as to all 12 jUrors, 

as Opposed to this juror, on new matter that we have 

previously passed for cause? 

THE COURT: What new matter? 

MR. REINER: The District Attorney's new matter. 
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When we passed for cause, your Honor, we had 

examined the jurors, but Since. that. time something has 

developed, the District Attorney's press conference, so. 

may we go back and inquire of the other jurors that we have 

passed for cause? 

IHE COURT.::. liery well. 

(Whereupon all counsel returned to their 

respective_places at counseltable..and the following 

proceedings occurred iii_opencOurtyithin the presence and 

hearing of the,1Tospective.jutors0 
14 

THE COURT::: We Will take our rooming recess at 

this time, ladies and gentlemen, for 15 minutes. 

Do not converse among yourselves nor with 

anyone else on any subject relating to the case nor form 

or express any opinion regarding the case until it is 

finally submitted to you, to those of you who are selected 

as. jurors. 

(Recess.) 

(The following proceedings occur in open 

court, all parties and counsel and prospective jurors 

present:) 

THE COURT: All parties and counsel are present, 

all of the prospective jurors are in the jury box. 

Do you have some additional questions., Mr. 

Reiner? 

NR. REINER: Excuse me, your Honor. No, I do not, 
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• 25 • 

26 

but may we approach the bench? 

COURT: Very. well, 

4d fl-s« 
4 
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(Whereupon all counsel approach the bench 

and the following proceedings occurred at the bench outside 

of the hearing of the prospective jury:) 

KR. REINER; Your Honor, I would object most 

strenuously to Something that I saw in the hallway during 

the recess. 

1 see in the hall that there is an order 

from this Court, an order some two weeks old, that was 

just posted- 	assume it was po.sted today because, I had 

noteeen it pricir to this recess 	on the wall in the 

hallway WhP40 ,the press and the .media, people •congregate. 
4 	• 

Host of that order, your Honor, relates to 
' 	F 

-matters as; to 	 May,  whether one 	. 9r may not bring in cameras • . 	• 

to the courtroom and such as that, but the last item is 

that the Court ;ordered the$hieriff to Department to provide 

him with a 24-hour a day security. That attracted most, 

if not all, of the media people 'in the hal .pay: They are 

all taking notes and they are commenting, and I expect now 

that we will find, tonight and tomorrow morning that the 

news media states that the Court fears for its life 

because of the conduct, presumably, of the defendants. 

It is proper that the Court take steps tO 

protect itself, but I think it is grOssly improp0V to 

make a public announcement and post it in a public place. 

THE, COURT: I know nothing about it, Mr. Reiner. 

MR.. REINER: It is posted on the wall about six 

4d-1 
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fe-et,from this courtroom entrance where everybody from the 

media coilgregatea. 	./ 

THE COURT: Ask Mr. Darrow to step over here, please. 

(TheGlerk' approaches the bench.) 

THE COURT: Mr. Reiner said that there is some 

security order that' is.tiosted on thetell out in the hall. 

Are you familiar with that? 

THE CLERK: The Sheriff asked for two cepies of 

the Security order. Z. gave it to them. What they did with 

them, I am not sure. Maybe they did post it. 

TO mum Call the Captain, and tell him to take it 

down. I don't want it posted out there. 

Anything further?' 

MR: REINER: I don't know how this damage can be 

repaired. It will be in the newspapers this evening. 

THE COURT: I don't think there is any damage. 

I don't know what damage has been done. 

MR. REINER: These prospective jurors in the court-

room. are reading the papers, your Honor. 

THE COURT: They aren' t going out in the hail, 

and nothing has been mentioned about it yet, They are 

being taken up through the ninth floor. They do not go 

out into that hall at all. They haven't seen it. 

MR. REINER: But they do read the newspapers, your 
25 	Honor. 

THE COURT; There has been notling in the newspapers 26 
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MINER: It was only posted a few moments ago. 

TIE COURT; Why don't you wait until something 

happens and then if you want to make an objection for the 

'record, you may do so. 

Lee s proceed. 

(Whereupon all counsel return to their 

respective places at counsel table and the following 

proceedings occurred in open court within the presence 

and .hearing of the prospective jury:) 

	 COURT: You may proceed with your voir dire, Mr,. 

I 

• I' 
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4E-1 	1 

• 
	

2 

3 

4 

VoIR DIRE EXAMINATION co MR. ROLLINS 

BY MR."BUGLIOS3:: 

Mr. Rollins, X believe you said that you. 

have four children; is„ that correct,. sir? 

7 

A 	Yes i ' tap . 	. 
,,..   

O. 	can you give,  us' the . age off' the. children, 

whether they are married or single, and where they wark, 

8 

22 

23 

24 

I 
	

25. 

26 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

12.  - 

9 

10 

11. 

19 

20 

21 " 

A 	Well, X have one l7t he is senior in 'high 

school: I have one 19 that JO married. 

Where does he work? 

A 	These are girls. 

Girls? 

A Yes. 

am sorry: 

A 	she works at the Atitomobile club of Southern 

California, the Southern California Automobile Club. 

And I have another one 20 that is married.. she 

is a housewife. And I have a Son 22. 

CZ 	What does your son .dot sir? 

A 	He 'works for Ralph Atkins .sc Company. 

CI 	What type of War'k does he do/ 

A 	He is in charge of shipping and receiving. 

Ct 	I understand, Mr. Rollins, that you are not 

opposed to the death penalty; is that correct, sir? 

A 	$o, sir. 

sir? 
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R. , I am going to ask you a question, Mr. Rollins, 

and it is going to be a tough question. Take your time;  

if yOu need some time, to 'answe  r. It probably requires a 

little soul searching-. 

Let Is assume, sir -- I am going to transport 

--you mentally four or five months from now back to the jury 

room.. 

Let's assume that these defendants have been 

found guilty of first-degred murder. If you are satisfied, 

from all of the evidence and all of the circumstances, that 

this is a proper case in your mind for the imposition of 

the death penalty, db you think you could come back into 

	

this courtroom and 	t.hese defendants, in effect, by 

your verdict, -  that they must die? 

	

KikNkABK: 	oblect to the form "of the question, 

your Honor. 

mg COURT: overtuAedii , .You may, ansuer. 

MR. ROLLINS: Yes sir, I think so. 

NR. BUGLIOSI: gr 	tocOyon feel you. will have the 

courage to do that? 

A 	Yes, Sir. 

Q 	YOO will notice, sir, that three 04 the 

defendants axe females; Susan Atkins, Patricia Frenvinkel 

and Leslie Van Houten. 

Gould you vote for the death penalty for a 

female? 

000226

A R C H I V E S



1725 

  

4, 	4  

A. 	-yea, sir. H  

Q -You will notice that- these three same 

defendants 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.  

gor them solely because of their age, sir? 

A 	NO.r  

Q You could? • 

.11. 	Yes, Sir. . 

Q 	-Can you conceive of any circumstances, sir, 

under WhiCh you would be kailling to, vote for a verdict 

of death for a. particular defendant even though the 

evidence at the trial showed that he was' not one of the 

actual killers? 

MR. VANAREK: I object, your gonor, on the grounds 

that it is improper voir dire on this subject. 

THE .COURT: Overruled. 

You may answer. 

THE WITNESS: Could I have that again? 

MR. NIGLIoSI: Yes,. 

Can you conceive of any circumstances, 

Mr. Rollins, wherein you Tenuld be willing -- you uould be 

willing -- to vote for a verdict of death against a 

particular .defendant even though the evidence at the trial 

showed that this particular defendant'did not himOelf kill a 
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fellbwkmPan Peidg? 

A 	Viie11, I- dpn knoW.  hOW to angular that. 

If the evidence ,s'' 	I woUld have to convic 

him, but if there is no evidence tc'show 

T. am not. ta/kin4, sem, ahoiut a conviction now. 

' Letts assume that a:paiticular defendant has 

been -convicted of first-degree murder. Let I s just assume 

that. 

All right. ' 

Q 	You are back. in the jury room. My question is 

this; on the issue of the death penalty as opposed to 

life $.10Prisonmentk can. you conceive of any circumstances 

Vhete• YOU. Id01.114 be milling to vote fox a verdict of death 

against a particular defendant even though you realized 

from the evidence that this defendant did not kill anyone 

himself? 
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MR. ZAVAREK: Your Honor, may we approach the bench? 

THE COURT: Are yon objecting' to the question, 

Mr. Nanarek2 

MR. IMIKRIEK: Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: The objection is sustained. 

MR. BUGLIoSI: I believe it is essentially the same 

question 'I askedbafore. 

THE COURTS The objection, is sustained, Mr. 

Bugliosi, please proceed. 

MR. BUG416S/: Does the Court wish to have me repbraae 

 

it? 

THE COURT: That is up to you. 

BY OR. BDPLIOSI: Do you understand my question, 

sir? 

A 	Well, it's not real clear, but I think I might 
A 

 

 

understand it. 

Q 	Well, would you require, Sir, that before you 

'would Note.form verdict of death against any defendant, 

that he be one'of the killers? 

MR. RANAREX: Z' object, your Honor. It is 

improper vat •dire examination, the subject matter. 

THE COURT: Do you understand the question, Mr. 

Rollins? 

MR. ROLLINS: Well, 1  think 801  your Honor, i think 

he's already been conVictedraxid. I come bacl:With the death 

 

penalty. 
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TH8 ,COTIRT,t iTot that is not the question. 

2, 
	 The objection _it sustained. 

,3 	 .BY 24R. 104146SX; Von understand,. sir, that a 

4 person can,  be •dohitlictea o first-degree murder even though 
P 	 1, 

5 
	he as not.:: the' one, for thstance, who did the stabbing .or 

18, 

19 

20 

21, 

22 

23 

24 

• 	' 25. 

26 

10 

11 

12 

13. 

14 

15 

, 

7 

8 

pulled the "trigger _On the gun7.  

You understand that?' 

A- 	Yes, s.r. , 

Now, let's take that par:bi0;ular tyFe of a 
'." 

defendant: He is not the one who did any stabbing,. pulled 

the trigger On any gun, nothj.ng like that. 

He is not one of the killers. 

But you have convicted, him of first-degree 

murder: 

Now late are back in the Jury room during the 

penalty phase and you are to decide whether this particular 

defendant receives death or life. 

Do you understand that? 

A 	Yes, sir, I think so: 

Could YoU vote for a verdict of death for that 

type,  of a defendant? 

MR. IfANAREE: I object,. your Honor, may we approach 

the bench? 

'THE CoMT: Very 

(The folloWing proceedings were had at the bench 

out of the hearing of the prospaoti.ve jurori30 
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9. 	• 

MR. ANAREB4 VOtt,t Hoport.lvir. 4uglioSi is death- 

orienting' this. jury. 	, 

OM COURT: po yoli have an objection? 

MR. ICANAREE: Yes. 

tkaM COURT: What is the objection? 

MR. VANARBICt The objection is., your BonOr„ that it 

.is imProper voir dire because, as your 'Honor has told the 

Jurors 

THE COURT: Tar going to Sustain the. objection to 

that question. 

I think you are getting beyond the legitimate 

boundO now, Mr.: Buglioi3i: 

The 'questions are getting involVed; they are 

OfPraPiletttedt they are arbiguOuri4 they are ponderous. 

.1' determined fro* the juror IS respongei3 that 

he,  does not, Unclerstand: the question. 	fr  

They, have a .flavor of Attempting to get the 

witness to prejudge 	' 

BUGLIOSI; May I be heard, your .Honor? 

Ttg COURT: Yas 	• 	• 

MR.. r$110MOSII X. have been asking thitt 'question of all 

-of the other jurors, and' the Court has aratroved of It: 

TAE COURT: Well, I don It know if it 'had, been, put in 

that predise form or not. ,My recollection is it has not 

been asked exactly that way. 

MR.. BUGLXOSII The reason I am changing the language 

for this juicer is because he 'has A difficult time 
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understanding the question. 

But the. Court knows I believe, that the 

question I. am asking .now is identical in import to. the one 

the. Court has previously approved of. It is just that this 

particular prgspectiVe juror does not comprehendit. 

But:the import is identical to what I have been 

et09 for three or four 441,11. 

THE COURT: I am just going to sustain the objection. 

I donit see Any necessity fOr it. 

The quottion is ambiguout. 

MR. BUGLIOSI: For this .particular juror, he does 'not 

understand. 

TSB COURT; That is the question I am Sustaining the 

objection to. 

MR. ZWLIOSI: You 004A :for this particular juror? 

THE COURT: That is all I am doing at the moment. 

MR. latiAREV4 May'fiay. 	this to. the Court, since the 

Court has.told-theM it'is ,absolutely within their 

clitcretioOr it is manifestly an unfair question and the 

denial of a fair trial and equal Protection for M. Bugliosi 

to. pick out isolated facts such as the age of the defen- 
, dents. 	 '  

I tried to restrain myself because I don't lent 

to pillivint Mr, Sugliosits point, but I know what he is  

doing here. Be is death-orienting this jury. 

It it improper. 

5-4 
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2 

3 

They have absolute discretion. He has no right 

to ask questions about "What would you do if this or that," 

after the juror has candidly said he does not oppose the 

death penalty. 

So what its he doing? He goes hammering a dead•  

horse, and the reaSon, he is doing It is to death-orient 

thiS 

X object to it as a •denial of a • fair trial to 

Mx. Hansom. 

MR. BUGLIOSX: I would like to be further heard. 

X thI4clearly under Witherspoon, Lt is a proper question. 

I think I can-  shoe the Coprt language in 

Witherspoon Which wvuld support the question now, assuming, 

arguendo, it is a proper question. 

TBE COURT: I have permitted you to ask questions 

about their age and sex, but now we-are getting into other 

natters, matters of pure speculation, which it is even 

difficult for me to understand the-  question, what you are 

getting at, and Z think ,it could be easily misunderstood by 

a prospeptive juror. 
MR. BUGL/OSIt This IS the only one so far, your 

Honor. 

The siestion is this, let!s-assumethe Court 

forces the prosecution to iCcePtMr. ttallihs on. that issue. 

Four months from now after a long trial -,.. 
1 	" 

THE COURT: I know %%bat the-  problem ic 
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he says that under no circumstances woad 'be ever vote for 

the'death penalty unless the partiCular defendant killed 

someone. 

Now/  is the county of Los Angeles suppo04 to. 

try a case all over againbecaUse the court doebnit permit 

THE COURT: I lia"vb.ruled, Mr. Bugliosi. 	let 

proceed with the, voir.'dire. 

000234

A R C H I V E S



1733 

5a-1 

2 

3 • 

4 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

13 

14 ; 

.15 

16' 

17 

18 

19 

.20 

22 

23.  

24.  

25

26 

(The following proceedings were had in open 

court in the presence and hearing of the prospective jurors:.) 

BY Mk: BU9LI9SI,1 

Mr.. Rollins, you understand the rule of 

conspiracy, •:pir, which makes. one 'conspirator criminally 

• responsible for andequally .guilty of the crimes committed 

. by a co-conspirator? 

A 	Yes,. sir. 

You heardltr.. StOvitz and l the last few 

days talk about this rule of law? 

AL 	Yes, sir. 

Have you done any thinking about it, sir? 

A 	Yes, sir, alittle bit. 

Q 	Are yOu prejudiced against that rule of law 

in any fashion? 

A 	No, .sir. 

You .don't disagree with it? 

A 	No, sir. 

Do you protise, sir, to 'unhesitatingly follow' 

the Court.' s instruction on that rule. of law if you find it 

applicable to the. facts in this case? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Do you recall Mr. Reiner saying, sir„ that 

you cannot convict a defendant on the uncorroborated 

testimony of an accomplice? 

A 	Yes, sir. 
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4, 	If the Court instructs you that .only slight 

evidence is necessary to corroborate testimony of an 

accomplice, will you follow the Courtts instruction on that? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

If the Court further. instructs you that the 

slight evidence may be 'Circumstantial evidence., will you 

follow the Court' s instruction on that? 

Yes,* sir., 

Q 	Do you realize, Mr, Itollins„ that the prOsecti.- 

tion n any criminal case.  has only the burden of proving. a 

defendant's guilt beyond. a reasonable doubt, and not beyond 

all doubt?' 

Do you understand that? 

	

Yes,A 	sir. 

Will you follow the Court's instruction on 

that rule of law? 

'Yes, sir. 

Do- you recall my discussion about circumstantial 

evidence? 

	

A 	'Yes, sir. 

Are you. opposed in any fashion to Sitting as 

a juror on a case where the people rely in part on circum-

stantial .evidence? 

	

A 	No., sir, 

	

Q 	, Do you recall the other questions I asked 

the first. 12.  j.Urors last Friday? 

$a-2, 	1 
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A 	I, think so. 

Do you remember there were numerous questions 

I asked that I am not asking you now? 

A 	Yes, sir.  
For inotance, to give you an example, I asked 

. 	* ,r 
the jurors wheth,ethey felt the religious doctrines of any 

church; they belonged to would prevent them from Voting the 
r 	.3 

death pn.atty?  
•ite  • 	i' „. 	, 	.,. 	0, , 	:4 

Q. 	That is just an example. 

A Yes, six:. , 	,,_; 

Now, when I was asking those other questions, 

Sir, were you. rii6nt 	4skitig"yoursei,E the same questions? 

A 	Yes, sir. 
Was there any question Which I asked to 

which you said to yourself that your answer would be 

different from the answer being given by the majority of 

jurors in the box? 

A 	No, sir. 

Q 	If I were to ask you those same questions, 

your answer's would be essentially the Same, is that correct? 

A, 	Yes, sir. 

Do you recall each defense counsel ,asking. you 

whether you 'would give their client a. fair and impartial 

trial, do you recall that? 

A 	Yes,. sir. 
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10 

11 
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18 

14 

15 

16 

1.7 

16 

Q 	You realize, Mr. Rollins, that the prosecution 

that is, the People of the State of California, are also 

entitled to a fair and impartial trial? 

A 	'Yes, sir. 

Can you do that, sir? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q 	Is there any doubt in your mind about that? 

A 	NQ,. sir, 

Can your think of any reason tot already 

touched upon that you would rather not sit, or you should 

not sit as a juror in this case? 

A 	No, sir. 

MR, BUOLIOSI: Pass for cause. 

THE COURT: It is the People's next peremptory 

challenge, 

MR: STOVITZ: People will thank and excuse Mr. Stokes 

Juror No. 1, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Thank you, Mr. Stokes, you are excused, 

THE CLERK: Mrs. Thelma S. McKenzie, T-h-e-l-m-a; 

(WRumetvortMxt. Thelma S. McKenzie came 

forward, and was seated in jury seat No: 1.) 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MRS. VELMA S. MC KENZIE 

BY THE COURT: 

Mrs. McKenzie, have you heard and understood 
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6.  
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1.737 

.everything that has been said in court since yotl came into 

this ease? 

A 	Yes, 1 have. 

If you were selected as a trial juror in. the 

case would you. be  able to -serve? 

A 	Yes. 

I am going to put the same questions regarding 

the death penalty to. you as I have asked, the other prospec- . 

tive jurors. 

First;  do you entertain such conscientious 

opinions regarding the death penalty that you will be 

Unable to make an impartial decision as to any -defendant's 

guilt, regardless of the evidence developed during the 

trial? 

15 A. 	No. 

16. 

17: 

18 

19 

20. 

21 

5b fits. 24  
23 1 

25 

26 

1 

Do you entertain such conscientious opinions. 

regarding the• death penalty that you woad automatically 

refuse  to imp.ose it without regard to any evidence 

developed during the trial'? 

No, 

%'4E.COUAT:: 	ntzgtald, do you wish to inquire? 

MR. FITZGEA41;a; Yes, thank you.. 

10 

11 

12 

13 
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• 

• 

• 
25 

14 

'11 

12 

14 

15 

17 

16 

21 . 

20 

22 

28 ' 

18 

21 

26 ' ' 

2 

4 

1 

3 

5 

8 

7 	, 

9 

VVIR, DIRE EKAMINAT/Og OF MRS. MC KENZIE 

BY 141%. FITZGEREID: ' 1  - 

.A.re ,  you 'euipVoyed, 	am? 

	

- A 	Yes, I am. 

i  What it your" business or occupation? 

	

A 	I. am. a ,clerical 'supervisor for the County 

Department of Social Services. 

Vhat do you do for DPSS? 

I supervise the transcribing unit. 

Are you. married, ma'am? 

	

A 	Yes, I. am. 

Is your husband employed? 

	

A 	Not at the moment. , 

	

Q 	What is his business or occupation? 

	

A 	Aircraft mechanic.. 

. Was he employed by, one particular employer 

for some period, of time? 

	

A 	Yes, General Dynami0s. 

THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald, can you increase the 

volume Of that microphone, please? 

11R. FITZGERALD:. Certainly. 

Can you hear me a little better? 

	

A 	Yes. 

Q. 	Is that better? 

A 	Yes. 

Q 	Do you haVe any children, ma'am? 
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11 

12.  

13 

14 
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15 

16 
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5 

6 . 
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8 

A 	No. 

Q Where in the County do you reside? 

A 	Commerce, 

In the City of Commerce? 

A 	City of Commerce. 

Have you ever served as a juror before? 

Just this. current 

Q 	Did you serve on a criminal case or on a 

civil case? 

Ofte each. 

Did the criminal case involve a charge similar 

to the one here or the ones here? 

A 	No. 

What was the charge in, that case? 

A 	Suspicion of possession Of narcOtics. 

Q The charge was suspicion of possession. of 

narcotics? 

18 A
t 

Yes. 4 	, 
19 

20 

21 

	

, I  Q 	Wag there anything about that experience that ,. 
, q 	1 , 	 4 	 J 

would inquenceiyou inerriving at a verdict in thi• s case? 
3  4 4 3  

	

A 	No. 

22 
	

Q 	: le'tliere.anything about your experience 

23 
	

serving on a civil jury that would influence you one way 

24 
	or the other in arriving at a verdigt? 

26 
	

A 

26 
	

(a 	From your seat in the audience were you able 
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2 

3' 

7 

10, 

it 

12 

to hear the questions I addressed to other prospective 

jurors? 

A 	Yes, I was. 

• 'Q 
	

If r were to ask those same questions,,  

would your answers be about the same? 

A 	Yes, they would. 

Is there any particular question you would 

ansWer any 4ifferently? 

A 	No. 

is there any question that you. feel I should 

ask you in regard to your mental attitude as a juror in  

this case?'  

A 	No. 

Are you familiar with' any of the iodations or 

any of the persona mentioned or any of the witnesses or 

anything like that 	do you know any of the Deputy 

District Attorneys or any .of the lawyers or anything like 

that/ 

A 	No. 

Then .1 take it yoU don't have any quarrel 

with the presumption of innocence, reasonable doubt, 

circumstantial evidence?' 

A 	No. 

Would you carefully and critically•enilyte 

any circumstantial evidence that was introduced in this 

case? 

.14 

i5•  

16 

1.7 

18 

19 

,20 

21' 

22 

23• 

24 

'25•  

26' 
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1 

3 

A . 	Yes, l would. 

Q Mrs. McKenzie., 1 certainly dOn't want to be 

insulting, but I take it that you can read? 

Yes. 

And do you read the newspapers'? 

A 	Some. 

Do you regularly 'subscribe to the Los Angeles 

T4YriPal  

A 	No, I don't. 

Q, 	Do- you regularly .subscribe to the Herald? 

•A 	No's 

Q, 	Do yOu regularly subscribe to any newspaper 

Or perlodit001 

A 	Only one. 

Q 1.ighat is that? 

A 	Hobbies Magazine. 
• 

tven thoughyou..do not' regularly subscribe 

to a newspaper, ,do you. :regularly read a newspaper? 

A 	No. 

Q YoU do not regularly read the Los Angeles 

Times j  is that correct? 

A 	That is correct. 

Have you ever in the past read the Los 

Angeles Times? 

A 	Yes. 

Q. 	'You do not regularly read the Herald-examiner, 

4 

5 

6 

9 
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do you? 

A 	No - no, I'm sorry. I do each Sunday. 

Q 	Other than the Sunday 'Batton of the 

Herald-Examiner do you regularly read the herald? 

A 	.110. 

The evening paper? 

A 	No. 

Do you own a television set? 

Yes)  I do. 

Q 	Is that television set located in your 

home?, 

A 	7es. 

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. 

Do you listen to that radio? 

A 	Yes, I do•. 

I take it you have seen things on television, 

heard .things on the radio and occasionally read things in 

the ne!4spaper 	connection with this case, have you not? 

I.' have heard V40 programs on the radio, 

very short ones. 

televisidn.. 

And I sitwApciztl.pn , of one program (Ai 
A  I, 	 4- 

t 	• „ 

4 

5 

6 
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12 

16 
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15• 
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read one article in the newspaper. 

.4 
	Rave you'resided in Los Angeles County 

since ,August of 1969? 

Yes, I have.. 

1 take it, you were familiar with some early 

publicity in regard to this case and the Unfortunate 

death of the victims in this case, were you not? 

A 	I read the first article in the paper, yes. 

And that, I take it, was sometime in early 

August of 19692 

A 	1 think so, yes. 
And you have not read anything. since? 

A 
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4 

6 

5Cal. 

2 

Q. 	Is there any reaszn for that? 

A 	X jUst didn't read it. X read other articles; 

just did not read this. 

Q. 	'Have you read 'anything in the newspaper  or heard 

anything on the ,.radiO or seen anything on television in 

regard to these partiular -delenaintlis;thar1es Manson, 

Patricia Kienwinkeis -  Leslie 'van Houten, $Usan Atkins?' 

A 	I saw °a, portion oil 	 program, 
P. 

and heard two radio broadcaists. 

Q 	When was the.televisiOn Program, the Second 

television program? 

You said you watched try, right? 

A 	No, one. 

Q, 	Just one. When was that, do you recall.? 

A 	I think the last week or two. 

Q, 	-Since August of 3.969 until...approximately a week 

Or two ago you have only Seen one item on your television 

set with regard to. this cases  is that correct? 

A. 	That is correct. 

'Q 	you regularly watch 'television? 

A Yes. 

X take it yOu watch. news broadcasts from 'time to 

times do you 'not? 

A 	As a rules  not. 

Q 	I's there sotto reason for that? 

A 	̀Yes, usually I am not home when the first one 
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5c2 
	 corms on, and I am usually retired by the time the second 

2 
	cue comes on-. 

3 " 
	

Q 	You don't get home until about 7:00 and you get; 

8 

9 

19 

11 

a 

5 

6 

to bed by 5;00? 

A 	No, I was thinking of the second one as being 

the 11:00 o 'clock miss. 

Usually at 9:00 Z ma watching something else or 

involved 	something elSe. 

I tlake it since you have been on this 1:articular 

jury panel, sitting in thin courtroom, 'that that fadt 

has aroused some interest in this case, has it not? 

12 

13 

• 14' 

15 

22 

23  

24 

25 

21 

17 

18 

19 

20 

16 ' 

26. • 

A yes. 

Pardon no? 

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 *cut not home last night. 

Q 	-The night before laStt 

A 	No, no. 

Q, 	Nave you heard anything on the radio in the 

ia-ot one or two days in connect .'on with, this case? 

A No. 

Q F slave you heard anything about. an  attorney, 

Irving Icanarek, representing Charles Manson? 
f 	1 

A 	I think Z did hear' -EibMething this . rnOrning. 

Q Was that on the radio?, 
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A 	No. I just overheard a .statercient, some people 

talking. 

Q. 	Were those other trospective jurors? 

A Yes. 

What did ym hear? zven though it might 'be 

embarraSsing to somebody, We. would appreciate that you. be  

very honest with use 

I will remind you you are under oath. 

A 	T dOn it recall the exact Tex? r ci s something to 

the effect that there as A. possibility of a change of 

attorneys for Mr. Manson:a 

Q 	What did you take that to mean? 

A 	gust that., 

6C3 	 1 

• 2 

3, 

4 • 

5 

9 

10 

12• 

13 • 	14 
	

Q 	Was your state of 'mind such that you thought 

15 
	

Mr. Manson was perhaps' going to change his attorney, or 

16 
	

Mr. Manson Is attorney had become ill? 

17 
	

What did you think when you beard that tate- 

18 

19 

go 

21 

22 

23' 

24 

25 

26 

rnent? 

A 	Well, reallyn?thing more than just thatk and tt 

they did not go into•any other detail. 

They changed the subject. 

I helieie, it I recall, they, said they had seen 

it in the paper, but I'im hot sure. 

Q 	Was that the 'first time you had ever heard 

anything publicly in respect to M. Irving Mnarek, the 

attorney for Charles Manson? • 

en 
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$c4 Yes • 

Q 	Can you ,think 	any .reason 	all. why you can- , 	, 

not 7;)e fair and impartial' to both,  sides .n this case? 

A 	No, I cannot 
, 	4 	• 

MR. FITZGERALD: T wonder, your, Honor, at this time, 

if I might on behalf. of Mr., ranatekt , reopen and ask more 
4 	- 	.4/  

questions of other prospect.ive jurors Who are currently 

seated in the jury bOx, if that procedure is agreeable to 

the court. 

THE COURT: On behalf of what? 

MR. FITZGERALD: on behalf of. Mr. Nanarek. 

i Koala like to ask some jurors question:3 in 

regard to mr. Kanarek Is representation of Mr. Manson, if 

might. 

Would you hand the microphone over to 

Mr. Rollins. 
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• 
g 

VOIR DIRE, EXAmNATION OP MR. ROLLINS 

$Y MR. 'FITZGERALD: , 

Q 	Rollins; let me ask you some questions 

about 'what you have read, seen or heard to the. media with 

regard to Mr. ICatarek. 

You )ciao who Mr* Nanarek JO, obviously? 

	

A 	Yes;  sir.. 

	

. Q 	ttve. you watched te.levision 	the last tut. 

clayt.,,  or read ,newspaPert in the last boo days, or heard 

anything on, the radio in the last two or three days in 

connection .with Mfr. Icana.relc? 

	

A 	M11;  Y teen' teleVition. last night;  and I think 

it was the 'District Attorney that was going to try to 

replace him for some reaz;on oz other. 

Watched television last night;  is that 

correct? That would be •iiusticlay, June 30th;  .is. that right? 

• 

22 

'23 

'24 . 

.2& 

18 

19 

20 

26' 

6:00 	.news., 	think, it •s as. 

'Q. 	Yesteraay;  ;Tune. 30th? 	• , 

A 	Yes;  I. think it was, 

MO that the 84..:,60 circloci MVO'? 

A 	Yes, I think so. 

Vas that on channel. 

A 	don ft remember what channel. 

was it, the. Jerry Dunphy News? 

A 	X tm not sure: It might have been. 	• 
Do you regularly watch somebody,. George Putnam 
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1 

'3 

4 

5 
  

5D2 A 	No4 don't regularly watch the news. t have 

just been *etching it 'since,t: I have., been on this.. 

Q, 	And your und.eratanding was 	would you repeat 

that again? 

A, 	That the District Attorney of the City of 

Loa Angeles wa,a going to send Somebody to the State qapitAl • 

to See if 'they can out3t Mr. ltanarak or itoinething. 

Q 	Was it ;one of the b‘ittrict Attorn,eys in 'this 

case., or are you referringto The District Attorney?' 

A 	Not. The 'District Attorney. 

TS that 'gvelle younger? 

A 	yes, sir  

Didyou .know, Awho WO Younger was talking about? 

A 	Mr. Itanatek. 

Q 	And was it clear to. you that Mr. lianarek was the 

attorney .for Charles manson? 

A . 	:0#'• 

. V* Four knowledge clid..Mr4- Younger or the 

television newscaster t  give any reasons. wliy,: 'Mr. Younger west 

seeking to oust Mr. P.narelt as Mr. Manson IS attorney? 

A 	I cannot remember nOW.. I `react .some more 

.about' it tt this morning 1A:  Pape 	r me4zi glanced at it 

in, this morning %s paper init 

No, I wouldn't say. t don ft really remember. 

Aid you read aa newspaper this morning? 

A 	i glanced at .one, yes. 
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5E-3 	1 	Q 	Was it the Los Angeles Times? 

• 

2 	 A 	Yes, sir. 

(4 	Did that have soma material containing some. 

4 	statement* .by the District Attorney in regard, to 

5 	,Mr• 'anorak? 

6 
	

A 	Yes., sir. 

7 
	

Q, 	Did you learn either from the news ,'per' or 

8 watching television last night as to any,  easons why the 

9 I District Attorney was. seeking to ternotre Mr. (anarek? 

'1 think they 'Said that he was incompetent. 

Q 	Was there any other reason,. if you know? 

A 	No, 2 am dot Sure: 

That Seemed to be the extent og' it? 

A 	That is Correct, as far as 'I know, 

. Now, .at the tame you heard that/  I take it you 15 

-1.6‘ 	thOught something abbut 	didn It you? 

theri.iis just, some mOre, you ),:now., Some 
18 mcce- neva on this thihq, this trial 2 never, you 'know 

	

„ 	• 
19 • 	 Q. 	Did you think it,waS-tittiel - 	; • 
26 	 A 	Weill, I tm, not Very Much on. the law, so X' didntt 

,. 21 even consider it one way or the, other. 

22 	 am a truck, driver by occupation(  not 4, lawyer. 
23 	Q. 	Wall, did you 'form any opinion at 
24 	 A 	No, 2 mean it. was just.something to read, that 

• 
25 • was all. 
26 	

I did not form an opinion ,one way or 
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the other. v. 	i  

,WaS ,the. -.defendant Charles Manson mentioned in 
+ • 

any of those hroadcas.ts? 

A 	The mane Manson _yap mentioned, 'X think, in the 

paper, but ;4 you know, iiloa salt,' I did not really pay 

'Mich attention to it... ,X sWippad through the paper this 

-morning.. 
zn 

Q. 	/the articl.e in the newspaper .or on televisi.on 

.1aSt night *es there anything mentioned about Mr. Manson's 

gelatignship with Mr. inatek? 

A 	I •Could no's• tell. you. I did not pay that much 

attention to it.. 

16 
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e. 
false. 

MR. FIsl2GERALD: Thank you, Mr. Rollins. 

Would you pass 'the'microphone along to 

..Mr. McBride? 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF MR. M0BRIDEI  

sy MR. PITZOSRALD.: 

Q 	Mr. Florida, I am going to ask, you substantially.  

the same questions that I asked Mr. .Rolling. _PartictilarlYt 

in the area of Four exposure .-to publicity of any Rind 

with respect, t0 Mr. 

WithOUt,.me, repea.ting all those questions,, 

*could you tell' me "the source of your information. and what 
• 

you have heard or seen?  

	

. A 	'Yes, Z SaW,A newscast that said that they,  

Ware trying to get a. hearing tolopkI:nto 	cOmpetefloat 

trying to arrange a 'hearing of Some Sort. The District '  

Attorney *Tat trying to 

	

Q 	And did the District Attorney give any reasons, 

MOAridfra? 

A Inompetence. 

	

Q 	Did you think that that .statement 10110 'true Or 

AlOel 

	

A 	'Well, don It know if I thought it was true or 

TM COURT* 'Which statement are you referring to: 

Mr. Fitzgerald? 
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13 
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10 
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12 
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15 • 

16 

10 

20 

21 

24 

25 

1 

4 

5 

6 

7 

. MR. 122WERALD: Q - Did it appear to 'you that- 

Mx. Younger was making 4 statement relative to mr. Xanarekts 

competence? 

A . Yes, it did. 

Q Did it appear to you to 	did you form an 

opinion as to whether the statements of Mra Younger were 

true or'falset 

THE COURT: Which Statements are you referring to* 

Ifir. Fitzgerald? 

MR. FITZGERALD; The statements that he was incompe- 

tent. 

THE COURT: 'That he said it or 'that he is, in fact, 

incompetent? 

MR.FITZGERZLD: Q Did you directly hear or, see on 

television Mr. Younger make a statement in regard to 

icanztrexts. competence? 

A 	Yes, I did. 

Q All right. 

What did you hear or see Mr. Younger say? 

A, 	Well, I. don't remember everything that he said 

other than 

Q 	In substance? 

°that than they were trying to form some sort of 

a hearing to Look into his background or to decide whether 

or not he' was competent enough to be Mr. Manson rs attorney. 

Q „Add did. Mr. ?Younger express an opinion as to 
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5 

Mr. lianarekis competence? 

	

A 	Yes/  I think he did. 

Did you agree with that opinion? 

	

14, 	trol s didn It. 

Did you not agree with that opird.cnt 

	

A 	I don't understand. 

All right. 

Mr. Younger said, I take it, according to you, 

that Mr,. ranarek was incompetent? 

A Yes. 

	

q, 	Did you agree with Mr. Younger 10 asses meat of 

Mr. 149.ne.rekis competency?' 

	

' A 	No, I didn't agree with it. Ile appears 

cOmpetent to me. 

Did you also read anything in the newspaper, 

either today or' yesterday, in regard to some motion by the 

,District Attorney in -connection with Mr. Nanarek? 

No, T didn It. 

MR. riTZGEMD: Thank you. Mr. McBride.. 

would you pass the. microphone along? 

1 

2 

7 
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21 

VOIR DIRE EICAMINATIoN OP ROSE PAM 

EY KR. PITZGERALD: 

Miss pahn, I am going to ask you essentially the 

same queations. 

Can yoU tell us the source of your.information 
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26 

and what you have heard, if anything? 

A 	This morning 

Q 	I can rt 'hear .you. 

A 	This morning. 2 didn't hear anything last 

night. 

This morrki;ng turned 'on NBC; ,— that is Today's 

program -- when / got up. I had gotten up late, so 
- 	- 

turned it on, but I only heard, :htcause the television was 

in the next room, with half an ears 

I did hear something. :I heard younger t8 tone 

and I heard Mr. Kanarek It name and something about 'a 

hearihg. 

Q. 	gad you heard or seen or read anything about 

Mr. Kanarelt"S competency or alleged incomretebcy at any.  

time in the past not restricted to the last two days? 

A No. 

I. was curious why the hearing, but I didn 't  

hear that. I aa.s hurrying because I didn rt get up until 

7:20 today. 
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6a-1 1  

3 

5 

6 

7 

And you are still, curious, I take it, 

mai,agt? 

A_ 	Yes: 

• • Did you• see' any 	the newspaper in 

connection with this at'all? 

A 	I ,haveni"t read the paper. 

MR. "FITZGERAI:Dt •Thank . You. 

Would you pass the microphone along to Mr: 

	

9 
	Dominguez? 

to 

	

11 
	 VOIR, DIRE EXAMINATION OF PEDRO It. DQMINGUEZ 

	

12' 
	Y MR. FITZGEMDI 

	

13 
	 Q 	Mr. Dominguez, can you give -us the source 

	

14 	of any of your information and, what you heard, read or saw, 

	

15 
	if anything? 

	

16 
	 A 	Y Saw the newscast last night about the same 

	

11 
	time. 

	

18 
	 Q 	Do you, remember what particular newscast you 

	

19 
	watched? 

	

20 	A 	I think it was Cronkite-;  Channel 2. 

	

21 
	

Q, 	• Walter Cronkite is a national newscaster, 

	

22 
	 pith the newscast originating in New Rork? 

	

28 
	 A 	Yes, I think it is: 

	

24 
	

What did you see or hear? 

	

'25 
	

A 	Well, almost the same thing that you asked 

	

26 
	

Mr. McBride, about trying to get Mr: Kanarelc off the 
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6a-2 
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8 

9' 

14- 

•11 

12' 

13 

15 

1• 

17 

18 

19 

• 29 

21 

22 

23' 

24 

20 

case. 

Who was trying to Ept Mr. Kanarek off the. 

cage, Mr. Dominguez? 

A 	Eveile Younger. 

And did Mr. Younger state a reason, sir? 

A 	Well, one very definite reason. Incompetence 

is one statement he made. 

Q 	'You,' said one definite statement he made? 

Yes. That was one: of the reasons, one of 

the .questions he was asked,. 
• 1, 

Q -* • 4  "Did it appear to yon that that was a clear 

and forceful statement? 

A 	Forceful? 

Force:AA. ' 

A 	It was definite. I can't say that it was 

forceful, no,. 

Were there any other reasons given? 

A 	No. That is the only one that I can recall 

right off. 

Q 	Was there any discussion by Mr. Cronkite 

or Mr. Younger or anyone else on that television show 

in regard to Mr. Manson? 

A 	Well, it wasn't really Mr. Cronkite, it 

Was another newscaster talking to him. 

Q 	Another newscaster talking to Mr. Younger? 
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8 ; 

Q, 	And did it appear that newscaster was 

reporting portions og a news conference held yesterday 

by the District Attorney? 

A 	Yes,. 

What cud you. think when you heard that, 

1ft. Dominguez? 

A 	'What did I really think? 

I mean, just in your honest opinion? • 

A 	Well, let me see. There are not many things 

that I can think of at the moment. 

I can think of the election coming up and 

that there might be some relation to these statements- he 

made. 

9 

10 

ii 

12 

13 

14 
	

It is only speculation on my part, I. suppose. 
15• 	 I didn't heat the last portion of the last 
16 
	

sentence, Nrk Domingue4 

17 
	

A 	Xt,islust SpecUtation on my part. Anything 
1.8 	can come up in my mind.. I-;don't know the reasons for 
19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

the actions on TV. 

Q 	YOI /don' haie to apologize, Mr. Dominguez. 

We are just interested in what you thought when you heard 

or saw this information. 

A 	From what I heard, I can't make a definite 

statement of my opinion, as to their behavior and their 

statements on TV. I don't know why there was such action. 

I am in no position to judge anyone's conduct or competence 
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Ja-,4 	1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

.7 

s. 

9 

10 ' 

11 

;2 

18 

14 

15 

16 

17 

19 

19- 

20 

in court as to. the statements he 

Did you hear anything, when you heard or 

saw that, about Mr. Manson, the defendant in this case, 

or ono of the defendants. in this case? 

Mr..Manson's name was mentioned, of course, 

that he was being represented by Mr. Itanarek. That is 

About all. 

Did you talk to anybody about what you saw 

on television? 

A 	No. Not on.  

You probably said something to your wife, 

didn't you, sir? 

A' 	Na. Usually by 11:00 o'clock she is 

usually snoring alteady. 

You didn't, for example, say "That is the 

lawyer in the case," or anything like that; right? 

A 	NO, I didn't. 

MR. ETTZWALD: All right. 

tan you pass the microphone along, Mr. 

,DOmingudz? 
• 

6b fii. M. DOMINGUEZ: teitaiplyi 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

• 
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6b-1 
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24,  
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26 

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION OF ELMER NORDLAND 

BY MR. FITZGERALD: 

Mr. trordland? 

A 	Yes. 

Po you want to take it from there? 

A 	Yes. 

I am an avid reader and I watch television. 

I saw' both programs, MIXT and CBS. 

As far as that deal is concerned, Mr. 

Younger was trying to get:Mr. Kanarek off the case, 

and his teaspn for it is that on several cases in the, 

last .few years, the People or the defense is looking into 

mare or less, in other words, acting out a case where the 

lawyer may be incompetent to have the case thrown out of 

court. 

But as far as believing what Mr. Younger 
had to say, I haven't seen anything so far up to this 

point -- one week here -- that has shown that Mr. Kanarek 

is incompetent. 

If he has anything on Mr. Kanarek's incompe-

tency, it must be from .previous dealings. 

' There: has been a lot of talk about this, 

.but as far as.courtroont procedure such. as has been 

for the last Week, there has been nothing to show that 

he is incompetent or that he is, like some people have 

said thathave read in the paper, that he will, maybe, 
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act up. 

2 
	

There maybe some acts. that we don't know 

about but -- 

4 

5 

All right. 
, 

Let me go back over just a few of the things 

that you Said. 

	

7 
	

You indicated you watched :KNKT. What 

channel is. that? 

	

9 
	

A 	Kan is Channel 4. CBS 10 Z. 

	

10 
	

So you watched two particular newscasts on 

	

11 
	

two different channels in regard to this? 

	

12 
	

A 	You know, they go on for an hour and a half. 

	

13 
	

E= goes on from 5:00 to. -- two hours and a half -- to 

	

14. 
	700, 

	

15 
	

Q 	That is Channel 11, 	t it? 

	

16 
	

A 	No. Channel 4. 

	

17 
	

Q 	Who is the newscaster? 

18 . 	 A 	Well, he :had Tom trokaw on laSt night)  but 

	

19 
	

Tom, Brokaw didn't have anything to say about it. 

	

20 
	

Jeff Marlowe? Robert Abernathy? 

	

21 
	

A 	Abernathy. 

	

22 
	

And you watched -- now, that was one 

	

23 	channel 4 right? 

	

24 
	

A 	Yes. That is Channel 2. 

	

25 	 Q 	All right. 

	

26 	 A 	Jerry- Dunphy on the other one, I believe. 
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Q 	An right. 

2 
	 You also read the. Los Angeles Times? 

-3 
	 A 	No. I read mostly the Examiner'. 

4 
	 :Did you read the Examiner yesterday? 

5 
	 A. 	Yes. 

6 
	 „ 	Did you read an article in regard to 

7 

.s 

9 

this case?:, 4r (did you'  read about Mr. Kanarek or Mr. . 	• 
Younger in'  yesterday's Herald-Exam  iner? 

A 	No. It wdsi on the T. There was a spot 

10 
	on Zr between 14r. Younger-  and the press. I believe it was 

11 
	a press cohEerence• here. in this building. 

12 
	

Q 	Did you form any opinion when you heard it/ 

13 
	

A 	x already told you that I had not. 

14 
	

Q 	Did you form any opinion as to Mrs Youngerl  

15 
	

motives, if any, in makingthe• statements you, heard him 

16 
	

make? 

17 
	

A 	No, I did not. 

18 
	

Q 	Did you discuss it with anybody? 

19 
	

A 	No. 

20 
	

Did you read any other newspaper in connec- 

21 
	

tion with Mr. Kanarek and lir. YoUnger other than the 

22 
	

-Herald-Examiner/ 

23 
	

A 	Not since yesterday, 

24 	 Was yesterday the first time that you heard, 

25 	read or saw anything in connection with Younger versus 

26 
	

Kanarek? 
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A 	Rbr about a week or ten dayt I have been, 

reading about it.. 

And you have been reading about it in the 

newspaper? 

A 	Yes. 

And that is the Herald-Examiner, by and. 

Isrge? 

A 	'Yes: 

It it also occasionally the Los Angeles. 

Times? 

Occasi5nally. 

Have you ;eormed 	opinion at all because 

Of that ten-ilay expoture or as a result of that ten-day 

exposUre or during, that tan-day -.exposure? 

A 	I have an open mind on it. 

11R. :FATZaERALb:. Okay. hank you. 

nE COURT: We will take the noon recess at this 

time. 

Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse among 

yourselves or with anyone else on any subject relating 

to the ease nor form or express any opinion regarding the 

case until it is finally submitted to those of you who are 

selected as trial jurors 

2:00 o'clock, please. 

(Whereupon, at 12:01 o'clock p.m. the court 

stood it recess.) 
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, JULY 1, 1970 2:00 P.M. 

THE COURT: All the parties and counsel are present; 

all of the prospective jurors are in the jury bozo, 

Yeti may proceed, lsir. Fitzgerald. 

MR4 FITZGERALD: Thank you. 

7-1 

2 

5 

VOIR DIRE. EXAMINATION OF MS. WILLIS 

10 	BY MR. FITZ9ERALbt 

11 	Q 	What do you know about what we have been 

12 	talking about;  Mrs: Willis? 

	

A 	Well;  I watched the news on TV and. I caught 

1:t last night;. it was George Putnam, and I read the news. 

15 	gaper atticle too. 

16 	 Q 	Was, that the Los Angeles Timps arti41e in  

17 	tOdayis paper? 

18 	 i 	The Times, yea.- . 
19 	 ( 4 	Did. you 	read an, article in the Herald- 

1 
20 8xam.iner?' . 	 . 

21 	 A 	We. , 

22 	 Q 	Just in the 'Titles? 

23 	 A 	;:Right_. 

24 	 And can you give us a brief Synopsis of what 

• 
25 ' you read or saw? 
26 	 A 	Well, that Mr. Younger was going to call a 
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1 	meeting, or whatever, in Sacradento, I think it was, to 

2 
	

dismiss Mr. Kanarek for -- what aid he call it -- 

3 
	objectionable 	no, professional -- 

4 
	

Q 	-- obstructionism? 

5 
	

A 	obstructionism, and. incompetency. 

;6. 
	 Was that about the extent of it? 

A 	Yes, I mean, that is the only thing that 

8. 

s. ; 

10 

11 

12. 

13; 

11111, 	 14 

15' 

16 

17 

18; 

19 

20 

21 

22 

8 fis. 
;23 

24 

25 , 

26 : 

hit me. 

The rest of it I just skimmed over. 

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 
tm 

so many other things, you know, that /
I 
 beginning not to 

get excited about anything any more, so that was just 

.another thing that I read and. passed it on. 

Did you speculate perhaps in your own mind 

as to Whether or notEr. Konorek was any of those things/ 

or did you speculate as to the rightness or wrongness. of 

Mr. Younger's position, or anything like that? 

• A 	Well, I don't known .enough about law, but I 

only heard Mr. Kanarek for just'a few minutes since ILm 

hergi  and I have formed no Opinion about him -- 

personally; I:mean. 
• i 

= 

' • 	' 	4 	 , 
. 	. 
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appreciate that, Mkt. Willis, 

What I was asking you, though, was Nikethett as 

'a result of Nqhat you saw on television or read in the 

newspaper, you thought anything. Maybe it is not to the 

status of actual ;y forming an. opinion. 

A 	Not  not really.. 

F.ITzegrokLD: Thank you. 

NOIR 1 3 mr141A1NATION or 1.14R3a M. MESMER 

Br KR FITZGERALD: 

Q Miss _Mesmer? 

A 	yes, sir. 

Q can you tell Ugilitat .you know? 

A 	X did not turie in on TV last night. X did 

skim through the Story. I 'knotv its contents. That is.,. 

X read it in the 'peWapaper. 

Q Was that. .this morning? 

A 	No. That .was last night.. Well, it was the 

Herald Azaminet. I galled it up on the way home-. 

i noticed they had a. bannerk so to speak, 

heat liner-And. it aroused ,my curiosity. t .; bought the 

paper and i'skiriamed through, the story to be, will, really, 

sort of informed,' in a sense, ,abou'roa:t vas going on.. 

Q 	Was the banner headline "D.A. s,eeks To Oust 

Manson Lawyers'? 

A 	Yes, I believe that was it, yes, sir, 

I-1 

• 	2. 

3  

6 

.7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14;  

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
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22 

23 

24 

25 
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1 

2 

24 

.25 

26 

•Ct 	Did you also read the Los Angeles Times preview 

editiOta 

A 	Nor  I didn get to the preview edition.. 

Did you. read the home-delivered edition this 

morning? 

A 	No, not today I did not. 

Q. 	When you read the. Herald Examiner vtterdayi 

was that the first tiri• you had read anything in connection 

with Mr, lonarek or gr. Younger in regard to obstructionism 

or incoMpetence? 

A 	Yes. Frankly, yeEt. 

You. hadrt ft heard abOut thent before that date? 
op,  

.4 	Not to, my Ilnpwledger  no. 

I have not been following the newspaper careful 

regarding this Case. 

And did the newspaper article you. read purport 

to.  quote .Mr. Younger or 

A 	z don It recall it. I didn't read the Story 

that carefully. x. don ft recall any quote.. 

P  MR. FITZGERALD: Thank you. 

VOIR DIRE'SXAMINATION Or CLARENCE HUMAN 

Br MR. FITZGERALD.: 	- 	 . • 
• 

1:1 	I be 	is Mr:  

`Yee - 

Q, 	Iat about you? Did you read the newSpapers 
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1 

2.  

3 

4 

5 

yesterday or today/ 
	 • , 

I have the pa.rer,but haven Lt read the article 

thoroughly. I did notice the headline, something about a 

writ to have some sort of a hearing in regards to 

Mr. Ranarek. 

.Q 	Did you understand what a writ was? 

A 	Not exactly. Maybe Some sort of a 'hearing or 

Something like that: 

Q 	It was a. legal term anposty? 

A 	yes, sir. 

Q 	What parer was it that you read, Mr`. Ellrain? 

A 	I d&dn Lt read it thoroughly, 	I said,. 

I have the rarer right here. it is the 

morning. Times. 

Vt. 	PIA you read that today? 

A 	Yes. Just the headline. I went through it. 

6 

8 

9 

10 

12 

13 • 	14• 

15 

16 

8A 	17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23.  

' 24, 
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Q 	'Yesterday did you read any paper in connec- 

tion with Mr, Xanarek? 

A 	No. I bought the paper but I didn1  t read 

it. 

Did you watch the television yesterday? 

Yes. I think it was Channel 5. 

Channel 5? 

A 	Y'es, 

You saw it on television last night? It 

was on a news program? 

A 	Yes. It appeared to be a courtroom; a 

heating: robin of some sort. 

And what .wat.::on 'teleVision? Just give us 

.' a briefaccount', Mr.  

A 	Well,. -0.erg: 3:?48 Evelle lounger and, he was 

talking in regard to Mr. Kimarek and. some sort, of hearing, 

and I think rthat Sarainento ias:mentioned. 

Do you recall what Mr. Younger said about 

Mr. Kanarek, sir? 

A 	Not in words, up, sir. 

Q 	Can you give us the substance of it or can 

you paraphrase it, Mr.• Ellman? 

A 	Abott attorney ICanarek being incompetent, 

I think. That is about it. 

Was there any mention in the television 

news broadcast that you saw about Mr. Manson himself, 
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8a-2 	1 sir? 

Q 	But did anybody mention Mr. Manson or 

quote Mr. Manson or anything like that? 

A 	I don't recall now. 

Was last tight the first time you were made 

aware of this Kanarektounger matter? 

A 	I don't .think so. It seems to me like a 

few days ago or so I heard something somewhere along that 

line, 

4 

5 

7 

8 

9' 

10 

,11 

12 I watch the news just about every night. 

Do you regularly watch a particular channel? 

A 	As a rule, it is 2. I usually have dinner 

about that time. 

MR. FITZGERALD: I have nothing further, 

13 

15 

16 

18 VOIR DIRE' EXAMINATION OF VICTOR L.. FRONDORF 

BV MR. F/TZGERALD: 
C 

19 

20 Mrs Frondorf, what about you? 
21 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 im, because we had, guests in to play 

bridge and they left at 11:00 o'clock, and I cut the TV in 

22 • 

23 

24•  

25 ' 

26 

A. 	Well, that Mr.. Kanarek was representing Mr. 

Manson. 

17 
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about Ilt1.5. I -was getting ready for bed. 

An I saw was Dlr. EVelle Younger, and -what 

the conversation was I have no knowledge: 

Were you aware of any action or purported. 

action on behalf of Mr. Yawner to remove lir. Kanarek from. 

this case, Sir? 

A 	Other than what happened .here in the court 

the other day, the other -morning, just before court 

convened, when there seemed to .be a little bit of argument 

about something... That is the only knowledge I have. • 

I am not familiar with that.. 

A 	Here in court the other morning. thIi.r. Kanarek 

jumped up and had a paper in his hands. and was taking off 

about it, and JUdge Older said to wait. until they went 

into his chambers. 

That 1.0' the only knowledge I have of 

I see, And you were 'sitting in the jury box 

at the .time, Mr. Fronclorf? 

A 	Yes. 

Q, 	Or were you out in the audience? 

A 	Xo„ -I was here in the jury box.. 

kid you surmised that that was becaUSe there 

was some matter contained in the. newspaper about Mr. 

'Kanarek? 

• A W I don't know. I have no knoWledge about 

the' 'newspaper other than he- h.a&a,.paper in his hands and 

• 
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he started to read, and the Judge quieted him down. 

And .you didn't read anything about it in the 

paper yesterday? 

lk, 	No. I-have a paper this morning but T. 

haven't read aaythiAg in this nprning's paper. 
,_, c 
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9-1. 	1 
	MR. VITZGERALD: okay, thank, you. 

.2 

3 
	 Von DIRE EXAMINATION OP MR.. BLACK 

BY MR. PITZOERALD: 

5 

	

	
Q, 	Mr. Black, can you tell us what you knot./ about 

this 'matter? 

7 
	 A 	gust what. I read in the Tap= this mornitxg• 

8 
	

Q 	Was that the Los Angeles Times? 

'9 
	 Right. 

	

10 
	

Q, 	can you give us a brief synopsis of what you 

	

11 
	read? 

	

12, 
	 A 	mean the only thing that I could .repeat about 

13 what Z read is about gettitig rid.  of .Mr. Nonarek upon 

	

14 
	

incompetence-. 

15 
	

That is about all. 

16 
	

S 	Did you form an' ,opiniori i*Ein yoti read that? 

17 
	

A 	No. 

18 
	

Q 	Did you thiiik that was ?true' or false? 

19 
	

A 	NG, I goemed no opinion at all. 

20 
	

Did you hear ranythirig on radio or see anything 

21 on television? 

22 
	

A 	No. 

23 
	

Bad you heard anything about, Mr. Younger and 

24 Mr. Kanarek vis-a-Ids one another before today? 

	

• 25 
	

A No. 

26 
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• lag 4:01* *11. ***toned the' 
 

matt‘''to you 26 
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2 PV:zdgRAtio# 

Mr. Tubic10 

A 	Yea, -sir. 

Can you help us out?' 

A 	To sir/  Just what 3: heard this Morning and 

this afternoon; what is,  going' on. 

Did yOu tee anything on teleVision yfasterday? 

A Wis 

bid you- -watch television last night? 

A 	Xo, sir. From. my ix derStanding here 'when 

WaS. -in the chambers, there,. it wa's given me to 

Understand, at least I got the understanding, to Atay aNOW 

from radio and. 	and to. refrain from it a.is Much'-as 

ble• which 'X have done, 

Q, 	Did you inadyettently hear anything on the 

radio in. regard to Xanatek or. YoUnger? 

A 	Not  sir„ 

4. 	And you have not read the paper, is that 

correct? 

A 	'ghat Is right, sir. 

4 	Have you heard anything about it from peOple 

wbo -have told you. they; read it in thenetotHpaper or heard 1.t 
• 

On the radio or saw` Won television?.  
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3 

informally today? 

A 	No, sir. 

Had anyone ever mentioned it to you informally 

before today? 

A 	No, sir. the only thing it is like the other 

morning, Mr. $xtnareX mentioned something about objecting 

about, oh, the District Attorney having him taken off 

the case. 

That was in the courtroom. 

MR. FITZGEMD: Okay, thank you. 

This concludes my questioning on the issue, 

your Honor. 

THE COURT: very well. 

MR. REINER; Yes, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Just a moment, Mr. Reiner, what subject do 

you intend, to question. about, the same subject? 

MR.. MINER; Yes. 

THE COURTS I . don It want a repetition, if it has 

already been asked. 

MR. REINER= 	I  atETWO-Ciate  that. I do not intend to 

be repetitious. 

VOIR DIRE E2AMINATION OF MRS , McKENOTE 

BY MR. REIN R: 

4 	Mr -S.' MCK.enzie, perhaps I might turn the volume 

down just a bit. Can you s.t.11 hoax mg? 
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„ 16 

A 	yes..  
Q, 	Can all the prospectiVe jurors in the audience 

hear oat ' 

Mrs. WE/angle, irresz:ective Q lost wb.at you 

did see on television, last night, or read in the newspaper 

today, wa.s your information as tborough as the information' 

that Iffir zior4and had? - 

1)a iou recall Mr. lqordland rs  reiapOnses to 
, 	 e 	• 

Mr. Fitzgerald Is gu estl-ons? 	 t 

Mt Caine: 	don-it see how anybody can answar 

question. lijoa that, sir. :That Calls for sheer speculation. 

Q. 	 REZN4R: Mrs. McKenzie, do you recall 

hearing Mri Nordleind indiOate' that he was an, avid reader. 

of the. newspapers/ 

A Yes. 

Q. 	Po yOu 	or. Xordland in response to 

Mra Fitzgerald:4/ 'question/3 indicate the basis'. as he under-

Stood itr  from Mr. Younger IS remaric0., of Mr. younger'is-

'cOmplaint with. respect to the competency Of Mr. Eanarek? 

A Yea. 

Q 	no you recall M. ttordiand saying that he 

understood Mr. younger rs remarks to mean that Mr. Younger 

was .concerned not with %Mt. Eanatekis conduct in this caser  
With 

bUt/kr.•,Eanatek'Is conduct in. sada:prior case or caseS. 

Do you .recall, Mr. liordland saying that? 

A 	Some words to that effect.. 

17 
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Apeget from halting heard Mr, Nordland relate 

that, did you also hear that .On television, or did that 

go beyond what you actually heard, on television? 

A 	x. did not_ hear television last. night, and I did 

not read the paper today. 

If may, though, I Would Xi?* to clarify inT 

earlier statement. 

'Surely. 

A 	!'ilvin 	asked it X regularly read newspapers 

,and i said on Sundays.. 
4 

- :X do read some articles of other - perer.0 during 

the week when I can, but I have :carefully refrained. from 

hollowing any of the current -trials'since knew -that I 

might possibly be on wry clOyf . because :I-wanted to main, 

tain an open mind. 

As a. matter of fact. I looked thrOugh a paper in 

court yesterday and through one section today. That ues the 

extent .og ito 

then prior to coming to court today you were. 

uninformed, aS to the basis of District Attorney Younger Is 

OgniPlaint against Or.. Xena.rek,. is that correct? 

	

,2g 
	

A 	That is correct. 

GA. 	23  

24 
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Q 	And you were informed, or you heard rather, 

rather than say informed, you heard of the basis of Mr. 

Younger's complaint against Kr. Kanaxek from the answers 

given by the Other jurors during the examination, before 

lunch and just recently 'by Mr. Fitzgerald, 1..a. that 

correct? 

A 	Yes, and one statement prior to that. 

What statement? 

A 	Just casually, as I Said, the casual state- 

ment of the jurors. 

This was a, conversation you had with some 

other prospective juror? 

A 	Yes, the conversation I overheard, and any 

of the details I have heard as Mr. Fitzgerald questioned 

the jurors. 

14R, REINER: Thank you very much. Would you pass 

the microphone' to bin Rollins, please. 

voXR DIRE EXAMINATION OF ma. ROLLINS 

BY 14R, REINER; 

Q 	Mr. Rollins, you indicated in response to 

Mre, Fitzgerald' s question that you have been watching 
, • 	• 	• 	 v 

the.  televisioni news ,an4, .re,adiug- .the newspapers since 

you  were a prospective juror in, this case, is that correct? 

I have seen they news, and I have read some 

newspapers since I have been a prospective juror. 

9a-1 ' 1.  

3 

4 

5 

8 

9 

10, 

11 

12 

.13 

14 

15 

16 

11 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

25 

26 

000280

A R C H I V E S



1779 
	

9a-2 .1 
	 Nave you read. these items carefully or have 

	

t 
	you. simply skimmed through them? 

	

3 
	 A 	No, I just skimmed through. 

	

4 
	 Were you aware, as Mr. Nordland was aware, 

	

5 
	that the basis of District Attorney Younger's complaint 

	

6 
	against Mr, Xanarek was not his conduct in this case but 

	

7. 
	an alleged conduct in other cases? 

	

8 
	 A, 	No. What I say was, I just read it was 

	

9 
	incompetence. I just skimmed through the paper, like I 

	

10 
	say. 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

. 	16. 

17 

Q 	It was not until Mr. Nordland indicated his 

understanding of Mr. Youngees complaint against Mr. 

Xanarek that you were informed of that for the first time? 

A 	That is the first I 'heard of it. 

Okay. Would you pass the microphone please 
7 

to Mr.. McBride. 

18 
	

y0111,, DIRE EXAMINATION O' MR. MC BRIDE . 

19 , 

20 

BY MR. REIT ER.t 

Q, 	Mr:, McBride, did you hear this on' television 

21 
	or did yOu' read about this in the newspaper? 

22 
	

' 	On television. 

23 
	

Did you listen to it carefully? 

24 
	

A 	Yes, sir. 

25 
	

Q 	. After listening to this story on the 

news carefully were you aware of the underlying basis 
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9a-3 
	

forlitr. Youngerls complaint against 14r. Kanarek, that is, 

2 
	his alleged incompetency not in this' case but in other, 

prior casest 

4 

	

	 A 	Well, that refreshes my memory, but until 

you just did, I did notknow what he based his complaint 

6 

7 
	 Q 	Well, now, do you. recall Mr. Nordland's 

8 
	responses to Mr. Fitzgerald! 0 questions? 

9 
	 Yes, sir. 

10 
	 Q 	Prior to the time Mr. Nordland indicated. 

11 ' 
	that based upon what he had read and heard arid seen 

12 
	that that was his understanding of Mr. Younger's basis 

'3 
	

for his complaint against Mr. Kanarek, were you aware 

14 
	at that time that that was the basis for the complaint? 

15 
	 A 	No.  

16 
	

You were not. And to you learned about it 

17 
	

for the first time 'when you heard Mr. NordIand' s responses 

18 
	

to Mr. Fitzgerald' s questions? 

19 , 
	 A 	Yes. 

20, 	 REINER: Thank you. Pass the Microphone, 

21 
	

please to Miss. Pan. 

22 

23 
	

VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION -OF MISS ROSE PAHN 

24 
	

BY tiR, REINER: 

25 	 414, 	Miss Pahn, as I recall you did indicate 

26 	you heard something of this on television news this 
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x. 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

12 

13, 

14 

morning, but that you did not pay any 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 

Attorney.  Younger's complaint against Mr. Kanarek? 

A 	Yes, I  just heard there was to be a hearing. 

And it was then not until you heard the 

answers to the questions put to the prospective jurors 

by Mr. .Fitzgerald that you learned for 'the first time 

of the underlyitg basis of Mr. Younger's complaint 

against Mr,.:Xanarek? 

,A 	Correct, I heard, the remarks. 

- Wouild,You,pliedSe pass the microphone 

15' 	to Mr. Dominguez. 
16 

17 

18 • 

VOIR. DIRE EXAMINATION OV' MR. DOMINGUEZ 

BY MR. RE1)Eit: 
19 

:20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 • 

Mr. Dominguez, you indicated that you 

watched the newscast yesterday, is that correct? 

A 	Yes, I did. 

Q 	On the newscast you saw something of the 

which we are presently -discussing? 

A 	Yes. 

Did you pay particularly close attention 

matter 

26 	
to it? 
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A 	NO, not that close. 

Then, you were unaware until you came. to 

court this morning and heard the answers to Mr. Fitz-

gerald's questions, most specially the anwert given 

by Mr. Nordland, of the undekying. basis of Mr. Younger's 

Complaint against Mr'. Kanarek, that is, that. 'he was 

not complaining about W. Kanarek's conduct in this.  case,' 

but he was complaining about W.-Kanarek's alleged 

conduct in prior cases? 

A 	I was not aware of that. 

Youhave heard that the first time in 

this ,courtroitmi when you heard the answers given to the 

questions by Nr. Fitzgerald? 

A 	Yes,. 

15' 

16 

17' ' 

18 • 

19 

20 , 

21 

22 E 

23 	 • t 

24 ! 	 • 

25 

• 

'26 
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93-1 	i I 	la. REINER,: ThanX you very much.. 

Vont DUE EXAMINATION Or MR. ROWLAND 

BY MR. AEIKER: 

	

Q. 	Mr. Nordiands you are. an avid reader. By that 

you 119an you read more than one newspaper, or you read one 

newSpaver thOroUghle" 

	

A 	:No, I Just reed ,one newspaper th„o-roughly. 

.one, is that, sir? 

	

A 	The Examiner-. 

The Examiner, and you watch the evening news, 

is that correct? 

	

A. 	YeE4 .sir.. 

The evening news runs for tuo and, a half.  hours. 

Do you watch any sulvtantial portion of that titre: on the 

news? 

	

A 	Yes. 	 0- 

- AbouthoWMUdia, generally speaking? 

	

A 	'well, as a rule we have 	on from 5:00 until 
- 	• a' 

7:30. 4 - 	f ,  

see, and last night did you have occasion to 

also see Mr. Younger is  press',  abrifereivie? 

	

A 	I. did. . • 
r 	 ' 

(a 	, And. -did you pay close attention to what he said? 

A Fairly 

'It 1410 based. upon Mr. younger TS 'comments' as 

24 

• 
25 

26 
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6. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

revealed in the tetev-jsion press conference, and the story 

that appeared. in the. Herald B;.,:aminer that you concluded 

the ba.sis' of r. Younger is :complaint: age ;fast Mr. Kanarek 

is not-  his conduct in thiEt trial but his 'alleged Misconduct 

in other trialt. 

Xs that correct?..,- 

A yes, Sir. 

MR. REINBR1 Thank you Very -much: Would you please 

loPlis the ticrophope to auro:4! No. 7, Mrs, Willis. 

10 

11 

lg • 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

IT-01Ft am ExAMINATIoN OV MRS. MILtaIS 

.BY MR. 11EXINIER: 

biro, 	you i-ndicated in, response to. 

mr .  a Fitzgerald is ,question that you have heard nsO ;audit" 
• 

with emphasit, about this because. at this- point you have 

becOrAe- perhaps satiated -and yoU don't pay al& that 'much 

attention. to what you .see and laic in the news and in the 

l*P3r4i- 

19 - 
	 A 	Basically I mean I did not emphasize it that 

20 	-ways but. 

That would lee a fairly correct statement when 

22. yogi say you heard so much you are referring to the news, as 

23 
	

it appeared on television and the newspapers over -the. last, 

24' 
	

few moathst  is that correct? • 	25 
	

A 	-That is right.. 

:26 
	

9. 	And prior to- doming to court today were you 
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9B3 

• 
1 

3 

7 

8  

9 

aware from either watching television or reading the newsu. 

paper of the underlying basis for Mr. Younger Is complaint 

against Mr.. Ka4trek, that is, he was not complaining of 

Mr. anarSkIE conductor, incompeten0i,in this case, but his 

alleged misconduct or incOmpetence in other cases2 

A 	That's right.. , 
, 	 • 

Q 	Were you Emmet of that before you came to 

court?  

A 	That is wi at X _read:" yes. 

Q 	You did not learn of that the first time when 

you came to court and heard. the answers to the questions 

put to the jurors by ?U. Fitzgerald? 

A 	Yes, I read that and understoOd that. 

1,4R. RE/NER: Thank you very much. Would you hiss the 

microphone over to Miss Mesmer. 

voxR, DIRE EXAMINATION a MISS MAIM M. NES 

)3y ,MR AEINER 

Q, 	Miss Mesmer, I believe, you did indicate in 

response to a question put to you by Mr. Fitzgerald that 

you had been reading the Gerald Examiner about this 

particular case in order to keep inforMed aboUt these 

proceedinge-. 

A 	Oh, no, I did not say that. I ,did not say / 

Isould be reading' the Berald Examiner to keep informed. 

In answer to Mr. Fitzgerald IS question, he 
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21 

22 

23 

asked Me- if .X read. the Herald, Examiner, if I saw this 

particular story. 

X said yes, I had seen it last night. 

I don 'It reMember if I. said that, X mean 

what X mean is to say, are you misinformed .or am I misin-

formad? 

. I don't know. .1 am referring' to my notes. 

A 	I mean, 'you confuse me by your approach because 

/ had not said to my knowledge -- if the court reporter 

'would care to read back my statement, it's all. right with 

me,. 

But .1 don't recall making that statement that 

was reading the Herald sxaminer to keep up with the case. 

I said I read the Herald Examiner last night 

because wanted to be informed, out of curiosity to know 

what was. going ,on. : T';hat'is what I said. 

. 	 Alt right, well, either i misunderstood you or 

perhaps' you had inadvertently miiisibie yourBeli'. 

A, 	Well; r d4n It think" X. misspOice, but perhaps. 

, 	• 	e 
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10,  
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13 • 	14 
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16 

1/7 

18 

1707 

107i 	: 

z. 

• 3 

Q 	In any event, you did read about the case 

Ye0. 

When 1' say "about the case," lass Mesmer, 

I am referring to the matter that we are discussing 'now. 

Yes. That is preciOely what we are 

discUssing. 

NOw, did you read the article carefully 

or casually? 

QaSually% 

FriOr to coming into court today .and: 

hearing the answers put to the. quOstions by mr, Fitz- 

gerald, were you aware of the underlying basis of Mr. 

Young4WS tomplaint :against Mrs Kanarekg specifically*  

that he was not Complaining of any obstructionism or 

)misconduct or incompetency in this case but such 

conduct in. prior cases? 

A. 	I was not aware of that information until 

todAyi, 
19 • ., TAR. REIPTAR: Thank.you very much. 

Would you. peasthe microphone to Mr. 

El:Ulan:, :please? 
22 

• 23 

24 

.• 	
'25 

26 

VOIR-  DIM raANINATXON OF.  CLARENC4 RLLMAT 

IN MR. IIINER: 

Eliman, you aid see the televised 

newscast of the press conference called by District 

4 

5 

20 

21 
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12 

13 • 	14• 

•
. 
	 2 

3 

10 

5 

6 

'7.  

9 • 

4 • 

! 
Attorney Younger; 	that! true? 

Yes, at: 

Now, di a yoU -indicate, in. response to M. 

Vitzgeraldls question, that it appeared to you that Mr: 

YOunger's statements were made during a court proceed-

ing? Was that your understanding? 

A 	Some sort of a hearing room it. appeared to 

be.., y44. 

see, 

Then it:. Was your impressiOn that these 

statements :as related 'on the televised news conference 

occurred during some sort of court proceeding in some 

sort Of hearing room?' 

A 	That islatiat it appeared-  to me. 

15 
	

You did not understand it to be merely .4. 

17; 

19' 

20 

22 

26 

23 

24 

16 press conference called by an individual in his own 

office? , 

I don't think so. 

All right. 

Then, prior to coming to court today, 

you were, not aware,, were you, of the underlying basis 

of Mr. Younger's complaint against gr. Ranarek, that is, 

his conduct in prior cases?' 

Well, like I said, I think, you know, the 

last few days or so there has been something-,• I either 

saw 'it on the' news or reed it in the paper, pertain 
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1 

2 

3 

to it. 

Well;• sir, when you. say "something," 

specifically what I am referring to is this; prior to 

hearing 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. Younger's complaint against• Mr. Kanarek, that is, 

not that .Mr. Kanarek was incompetent in this case but 

Mr. Kanarek, in the judgment• of Mr. Younger, had been 

incompetent in prior cases? 

Did you learn of that here in court for 

the first time or did you learn of that from watching 

television' last night? 

A 	I am, sure, I am pretty sure it happened 

last night when' I heard ail' &put it. 

Q y  'When you 'came to eburt this morning; then, 

Mr. ElIman, you alieady:Atnet:7 and you did remember and 

recall that the' basis for Mr. Younger' s complaint dealt 

with. Mr. Kanarek's past conduc=t as. opposed to his 

present conduct? 

A 	That is probably it, yes, sir. 

M.R. REINER; Okay. Would you pass the microphone 

on, please, to Mr•. Frondorf. 
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7 

8 

. 9.  

10 

11.  

12.  

15 

16 

'3 	, 

2 

4  

.5 

voll Drag. EXAMINATtOli OF VICTOR L. PRONDORF 

BY.  MR. REIN: 

.q 	Mr . FrOnclorf:.; did you indicate ta 

Fitzgerald that you saw the televis.ion news but that. you 

were not paying attention to it and You, were not aware 

of the substance of Mr. Youttger's remarks? 

A 	No, T. saw EveIle Younger on the television-. 

What. the' conversation was' I have no itnowledge. 

• A 	I see, 

And you were not.;  apparently, then aware 

of the underlying basis of Mr. Younger's complaint against 

Mr. •Kanarek; is that trkie? 

A, 	 was. not. 

:Q 	And you learned of it for the first time 

here in court procio from the answers given, to questions 

vit. to .prospeCtive jurors by Mr. Fitzgerald; is that 

17 

la 

19 

20 

A.! : • 'that is true. 

XR."AgItIgR: 'thank you very much  

1,YoUld Yoil-piSs' the microphone to Mr. Black? 
. 

21 , 

22 
	

VOIR'DIRE: EXAMINATION OF MR.. ELZIZ K. BLACK 

23 
	

BY MR., REINER: 
24, 	 Mr. Black, you read of this matter in the 

25 	newpaPer, did you not? 
26 , 	 A. 	This morning. 
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26 

Q 	Arid in reading the, newspaper,. Mr. Black, 
4 

rou determined that there was some complaint by Kr. 

Youn'ger -With respect to the compentendy of Mr. Kanarek; 

is that 'true? 

A 	Right. 

	

.. 	• 
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4111 	25 

26. 

Q - Did you read the article carefully or did:you. 

read the article casually, sir? 

A Casually. 

mr. Black, before coming to court today, were 

you aware a the underlying' basis of Mr. 'Younger's 
complaint against Mr. iabarek2 

A 	I was not. 

YoU .were not? 

A No. 

Q. 	You learned of it, then, for the first time in 

hearing, the answers to the queStions put to, the prospective 

jurors by Mr. Vitzgeraldl 

A 	That's tight. 

MR. REINER: Thank you very much, M. Black. 

Would you peas the microphone toMr. Tu1ick, 

please? 

vorp. DIRE EMIXISATION of HERS C. TUBICK 

BY MR. REINER: 

Mr, TtibiOX, you learned of this entire matter 

here in court for the first time; is that correct? 

A 	Yes, sir. 

Q. 	And prior to coming to court today, you had 

disciplined yourself not to read the newspapers, not to 

listen. to the radio, and not to watch television with 

respect to any matter's connected with this case; is that 
• 

000294

A R C H I V E S



1793 
1 

..0a2 	
1 
	true, sir? 

2 

	 A 	Yeti, sir. 	• 	• 

3 

4. 

5, 

-6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

12. 

1:3 

• 14- 

16 

17 

18 

19- 

20 

21 

'2g 

23 

24 

25 

'28 

101.R4INER: Thank you very much. 

I have no. further questions, yourt:ondr, on 

this particular point. 

• Iftuld the. Court Wish to hear from counsel on 

this matter At the bench-or Should X continue on with the 

voir are examination of .Miss McKenzie?, 

We AO have Some matters we woad wish to 

discuss with the Court directly relating to the voir dire 

at this time. 

STWIT4: before we do, may counsel for the 

people inquire on thiS particular subject matter as this 

has been reopened, so to.  Speak. 

REINER:. Vas, your tonor. 

Ii the Court Wishes to hear argument before %IA 

go on to the regular noir dire*, of courser  the People 

should, be,. •of course, heard first with respect to their 

-examination of the jurors., . 

ThE COURT: Well, it is any Understanding that the 

voir dire had-concludedat) far as the defendants are 

concerned'as to this witness. 

STOVITZ1 As to this Juror. 

TUE COURT: As to this jurori And I permitted tt to 

be reopened for this limited purpose. 

MR. REINER: Very wall. 
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THE. COMM, Do you intend to go into this subject, 

just raised? 

8TOV"ITZ.; gust this subject, and I intend to 

-cover it just with orle;  or twO. jurors., not individually. 

.THE qoPlt; A,14.right * 	. 

MR, sTolivio't Thank you. 
9,  

A 

1/01R Dim MCAMINATXON OF MISS MO:WW2 

BY le. $IVVIsrZ:  

Mrs. Malteotia, • can, you hear me? 

A 	Yes.. 

Q 	Do you underStand from the questions that have 

been asiced of you, by Mr. Pitzgerald and M. Reiner that 

this subject matter has nothing to do with the guilt.  or 

innocenCe Of the defendants.? 

A 	Yea, X do. 

And that there will not ba .any •evidence' 

presented to the trial concerning this ratter.. 

Do you understand that, Miss Mcganzie? 

A 	Yes, - 

All right. 

Nov, in conjunctton with anything that yOu 

Alight have. Seen,  on television. about mr. 'Younger Is statement/  

did you see' anything about mg. Kanarek ra  statement in  

rebuttal to M. YOuriger 10 statement? 

A. 	saw neither. 
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All right.  

Now, 'if in the course of the trial counsel for 

the defendants and counsel for the People approach the 

.betich ten times on one day,. 20 times on another day, are 

you going to concern yourself with how Many times we 

aPPrach.  the bench'? 

A No. 

You know that it has nothing to do with the 

evidence;, isn'tt that right, ma ram? 

A Yes. 

Q 	so, tone you understand that this questioning 

here has nothing to do with, any .evidence that The purport 

to introduce? 

	

‘.044 	1 

	
• 	2 

10 

12 

12 

13' 

14 

15 

16 

A 	Yes, I understand. 

Q 	,And you understood from Mr. Reiner ,s questioning 

yesterday from: where you sat in your position in the Jury 

1'7 • room, Miss Mdiconzie,-  that the'conduCt of any attorney, 

18 Mr. Bugliosi, myself, or any of the attorneys, should 'not 

19 
	

reflect upon your view of-, the iv'idencet - You understand 

20 
	

that, do you 'not? 

21 	 .A 	Yes: 

22 
	

In other words, let 'a 'say that one of the 

23 	attorneys wore an atrocious' tie to court or a suit that 
24 	didn ft match, or Something-of that type : You wouldn It 

S 
	

25 cc nSider that as far as the guilt or £nnocence of the 
26 	defendant, tpuld you? 
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A 

Q 	so, toof - if. one of the. attorneys addressed the 

court in a ;manner that was not to your liking, or addressed 

one of the jurors tha.t was not to your liking, , 	Wadn ft 

consider that concerning yourself with, the guilt or 

innocence. of the defendant; is that right? 

tight. 

22 
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25 
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. 	. 
• 't 	; 	 I 

• 

•
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• 
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Do you thin Ic you ,could put aside, Completely 

put aside, everything that you. might have read about this 

incident, concerning: Mr. k.ularek ls representation of his 

client and ;jtist consider the evidence as to the guilt or 

innocence of . Manion and ,the :tither ; defendants? 

A 	Yes, I do. 

MR.. STOVITZ: Thenfc„ Voit. 

Mrs. Willis 

MRS,. WILLIS: Yes. 

STOVITZ; If I asked you those questions,. 

would your answers 'fie substantially the. same? 

-MRS. WILLIS; Substantially, yes. 

"VOTR DIRE EXAMINATION Or CLARENCE =MU' 

BY MR. STOVITZ: 

Now, Mr. Ellman., you stated that you actually 

saw the TV interview; is that true? 

A 	I saw it, yes. I was watching the TV and :1 

saw Mr. Younger, yes, sir. 

Did you tee any rebuttal. by Mr. Kanaxek? 

A 	I can !t recall, really. 

MR. STOVITZ; May I ask the jurors at large, is there 

anybody on the jury that saw the rebuttal by Mr. ranarek on 

TV? 

Mr. Nordland? 

MR . NORDLAND: Yes. 
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1 VOIR DIRE EXAMINATION Or ELMER. NORMAND. 

BY MR: STOVITZ: 	• 

Forgetting for moment 'what remarks 

Mr. Inarek .made. in rebutia 1, you did hear him make certain 

remarks-, M. Nordland? 

A 	I dicin rt follOW him that..q1o130.1y. 

You Uncierstand that uthateyep remarks he made 

is not evidence in this case? 'Lou underbtand that? 

k 	I do.. 

You understand that Whatever remarks: 

• Mr, Younger 'Made .are not, evidence in this case? 

I do, 

13 

14 

15 , 

Q 	'YCiti understand. that if either Mr. Younger 

'gather., Unti;1,Mr. Younger or Mr. Kanarek take that 

Witnead stand ,and are. 'Sworn 'to .teStify
1. 	 4  

tinder oath, as any 

16 
	

other witness is, that their ..statements are not evidence. 

17 
	'in this cage? You understand tha0 

3 	 „ 

18. 
	 A 	I do. 

19 ' 

20 

21 • 

22 • 

23 . 

24 • 

25 • 

Q 	Would yoU be 'able 'toY f011ow that. instruction if• 

the CoOtt. gave you such an. .instruction? 

A 	I will. 

Q 	If the Court were to tell you. that you .are to• 

be, gOverned soloxy by the evidence in this case and nothing : 

else., Mr., Nordland, would you follow that instruction_ as 

ve1,1? 

26 
	

A 	I would.. 
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Do you feel in any may, shape or form, in  any 

2  manner, Mr;;Nordland,, that what you have read or seen of 
tt or,_„,.--,. 	 -., 

e1/4,  .. tafill, latest episode cdncerning Piz. Kanarek, that that ulauld 
,. 	 .. 	, 

4 	in '`any Vay..._influencdyour verdict in this case? 

5 A.'*,'N yo. 	,,,,,. , , 
STOVITZ: Woad elY of the jurors, if I asked 

yoii those questions indivWmally, answer those quest ons 

any differently than Mrs."Ific""Kenzie„ Mrs. Willis or 

Xordland? 

I ,See no reOpoi0e. so  I take it that yOu . 
' 	- 	 • 

are shaR1ng your ho4d41 	the negative, as Mks. Mesmer is. 

. Thank you verrikindly.,  

THE. COURT: LadPiiiLan4 gentl.emek, I admonish you that 

any publicity-to-*Nch y_ou4light, have been exposed 

pertaining to this case, an7 of the parties, any of the 

'Attorneys, any possiBli witnesses,. or anything else 

relating to. the'daSei iti-ndt-  evidence and must not be 

.considered 1:5i,;',.yipti.'for any purPoSe. 

Any iegal;,•.problem; 4:114 e,Onie Up :which are 
4 

matters 'between the .court and counsel are not to be 
. 	, 

Speculated on' by the prOdPective jliroilt or the jury after , 	. 
the ''jury i.s selected. 

There will lie many matters during the course 

of the trial that have to Jlqia discussed out of the presence 

of 'the jury involving purely legal questions, and the 

function of 616-ii.Irt is not to be concerned with those but 
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1 
	

to determine what the facts are from the evidence and to 

malls your determination on the issues in, 	trial baSecl 
ti 

	

3 	on the Court Is instructiOns. 

	

4 	 Mr. Eanarel. if to be considered like any other 

attorney. ge is like' any other attorney in this case. 

'The act of the District Attorney in Calling a press 

	

7 	conference yesterday While this jury was being selected was 

admcnish;You that you are .not 

	

9 	to contider that 'act or any statements "coming out of that 
19-  conference. as haVinnialangatever on any of the. 

% • 
issues in this case. 

	

12: 	 Now, if there any' one. ,b4. YQ.0 who believes that 

•13 	for any reason' you could not put aside anything that you 

haVe heard, read or Seen-c0iialthing this case, through 

television, the press, or any other media or source, and 

determine the issues in this case solely from the evidence 

Which will come out during the trial? 

If there is .any one of-  you whO believes he 

could not base hi$ dedision solely on the evidence at the. 

trial, please indicate-,to me at this time by raising your 

hand. Ana let me ad&that the evidence will consist of 
the testimony,o4keef:Who testify under oath from 

. 	, 

this witness stand and trcetekhibitt which may .be 

24. 	received in evidence,  duringthe-Tcourse of the trial, and 

25 	your decision must be based solely-  on that and nothing 

else-  ,,-and' in conformity with the- Court is instructions to 
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