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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 15, 1970
2:08 o'clock p.m.

(The following proceedings were had in the

chambers of the court out of the hearing of the juxy:)

| THE COURT: The record will show all counsel are

_pregent.’

.~ . Now, we are dowm to the point of the sentence
"I am not going fo fight this."
' .Thlg {s in Special Exhibit 8. Ir appears to
be all right.
Does anyone Havé any comments on that or the
next sentence? '
MR. KANAREK: Where is that, your Honox?
THE COURT: Well, it'sg about two-thirds of the way
down the first page.
MR. HUGHES: "I am not going to fight this."
THE COURT: Any commenis?
MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor. That's got nothing to
do with murder. ‘
This has to do with this lady's state of
mind -- |
| THE COURT: As I mentioned, Mr. Kanarek, we are
trying to accomplish just one thing at & time.
MR. KANAREK: T see. ’ .
THE COURY: The purpose of our presgent conference is
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' ‘ you gee, it isn't the partlcular woxds, it is part of

to consider the Bruton-Aranda problem.
MR. KANAREK:
THE CQURT: You are not walving emy objections to
the admigsibility of whatever ig left 1£ portions are
deleted, and you can make thoge objections.

Yes, your Homorx.

. MR. HUGHES: I don't see any problems as far as
Aranda goes with the next couple of sentences.
MR, KANAREK: Well, your Homox, it is also part -~

the philospp,ﬁy“ that Mr. Bugliosi is trying to pexvade
bEerg:fhé"jurYd
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MR. HUGHES: There is nothing about Manson's phillosophy
iﬁ the lines, "I am not going to fight., I wili let my
attorney do it."

‘ MR, FITZGERALD: It makes no reference, directly or ‘
indirectly, implicitly or explleltly, to anyone of the other;
defendants. .

MR, KANAREK: Yes, it does,

| Mr, Bugliosi went Iinto the domination by
Manson., You even allowed him to put in the sexual orgles,
the sexual relationship, that he supposedly dominates.
Therefore, your Honor —-

THE COURT: Perhaps you should read the next sentencs,
too, '

MR, KANAREK: I read it all. I have read it all, your
Honor. |

This 1is a Very‘gxevérﬂplan by Mr. Bugl;osi.
There 1is no questioﬁ‘about ig, 'It is a ¢lever plan, and it
15 an attempt to get before this Jury these natters, o
because he is arguing domination; L

So, when you get away'from thb jac%% the Tate .
house and what this woman did physically, when you start
delving, purportedly, into .her mind you are having
Mr, Bugliosl there saying thap these thoughts are thoughts
which come &about because of Mr. Manson's domination.

No matter which way you slice it, your Honor,

that 48 1%, and he knows it, and your Honor's approach here

-+ CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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[ 1s catering to that.

MR. HUGHES: Irving, I think that is a lot of rubblsh,

because the next sentence says, "I wlll let my attorney

. do that."

THE COURT: I see your point, Mr. Kanarek, whatever

"4t is. I think T see it. I don't think there 1s anything

to itn
MR. KANAREK: Well, you see, they are arguing that

. there 18 domination, your Honor, MNr, Bugliosl has put in

reams and reama of evidencé -

MR, FITZGERALD: Your Honor, Mr, Kanarek cohstantly

| my 1ife %o spend here.

THE COURT: I agree, Mr., Fitzgerald.

I am on the horns of a dilemma between allowing

- him unlimited licénse to make objections regardless of

1 whether they have any merit Of.hot; which I can't anticipate

in advance, and éhuptiné him off completely, neither of

| which I want to do, L

But I would suggest, My, Kéﬂarék; that you
use a little discretion andfnét try;to clutﬁer up‘ﬁhe
record with motions and objections and statements that any
ten-year-old child can see is ei%hér nonsense ‘o tobally
irrelevant or without any merit so far as the matters under
consideration, |

MR, KANAREK: Well, I can't agree with you, your Honor,

regrettably,

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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THE COURT: All right.
Those two sentences will stay iIn.
The next sentence? Any comment on that?
You don't have to repeat yourself. "If you
have the game objection, Mr. Kanarek, you may just say so.
MR, RANAREK: Yes, your Honor. It is all part and
parcel of this somewhat -- ‘
THE COURT: Don't repeat everything you ﬁ&ve gaid.
MR. KANAREK: I am trying to convince the Court.
THE COURT: All you have to do is say "L ;)bj'ect on

the same grounds,” and I will understand, Mr. Kanarek.

MR. KANAREK: Well, X would like to state this also,
your Honor.

M. Fitzgerald is not the only person Lere
that wants to get on with it because he has other things
to do. , S

THE COURT: Good. I am glad to hear that.
MR. KANAREK: But I don't think we should sacrifice
the defendants. | |

You see, the blame is with the District
Attorney and what they have cione in this case.

THE COURT: All right. R

Any comment regarding the next sentence,

"Po live forever is all T want,” et cetera?
MR. KANAREK: Yes. The same.
THE COURT: What about the next sentence?

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES




. 10a~2 1 MR. BUGLIOSI: The next gentence 1s extremely

o -z important to the prosecution, your Honox.

. 3 Y It, in no fashion whatsoever, implicates
4 co~-defendants,
5 MR. KANAREK: It certainly does.
6 . THE .COURT: How?
7 MR. HUGHES: I think that is a point that we are
8 | going to have a substantial “disagreement on.

) 9 | THE COURT: I'd like to hear your comments.

o f MR, HUGHES: The sentence is: "I did not admit to
11 | being in the second house because I wag not in the second
12} house.”

13 The second house, I believe, refers to the

. 1 La Bianca house.
55 MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes.
16 MR, HUGHES: Although that is not entirely clear,
7 1 grguendo it refers to that.
w | MR. BUGLIOSI: Right.
1 . MR, HUGHES~ In the context of the next. sentence,

21 it certainly appears to refer to that.

She gays that she went before the Grand Jury,
22 ' and in the context of the next sentence, where it aays

% | "Your teatimony was enough to <convict me and all the

11 fls., * others."

® -
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11-3 1 | MR; BUGLIOSI: That will have to go out.
2 | MR. HUGHES: That certainly refers to that.
. s ‘MR. BUGLIOSI: That will have tgo go out,
4 MR. HUGHES: The fact that she ig commenting on

5 | -sgomething that gomeone elge might have done here, I believe
6 | that is all that this sentence doeg, thig one.

. 7 ' She admits some knowledge as to what went on
8 { at the second house, of what gsomebody else, apparently,
’ 9 | aid,
10 ‘ If ghe is mﬁkin’g a stétement like thig -~
1 ' THE COURT: I cannot see that, Mx. Hughes. All

12 | she is saying, "I didn't say I was there because I wam't
B | there." That ig what it says.

. u MR, SHINN: It implies, your Homor, that the others

51 were.
16 THE COURT: Of course 1f #nyone else -~
w | ’ MR, BUGLIOSI: She is talking about herself. She
18 | gaid "I did not enter the gecond house.”
¥ MR. KANAREK:; That is“ihl_e#rsay,.

° @ THE COURT: I don't see anythin_g objectionablé to

wocoalf that sentence. | |

2 | MR. KANAREK: Your Honox, again circumstantially,

Z | by her not being there, and these other events allegedly
% | having occurred, the defendants are implicated by the
. % | fact that she is saying there is a second house.

2% THE. COURT: Somebody was there obviously.
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If she means the La Bianca house, somebody
was there; bodles were found.
All she is saying is "I wasn't there."

MR KANAREK: The only people before the Court
are the other defendants.

THE COURT: That is not the point at all.

MR, KANAREK; Circumstantially the inference is
that the other defendantsg were there.

THE COURT: No, the inference i8 someone other than
Susan Atkins was there, that is all.

MR. KANAREK: Well, I think it is the Stein case
that says, your Honor, that some of these things that
we agk juries to do are so impossible that it makes it
error to introduce them, and this is one.

" THE COURT: We have had the same point raiged a
number of times, and if Bruton—Aran&a held what you are
now contending, then it would be imposslble to get a
statement in under the Bruton-Aranda rule in any case
vhere there were multiple defendents.

| MR, KANAREK: ©No, if stle séys,, as one statement
purports, the witnegses, Virginia Greham and Roni Howard--
when she says "I stabbed somebody," she ig talking about
a personal act of her own. Now, that is different.

But when you start bringing in what Mr.
Bugliosi wants in here, when' you start getting into the
machinations of her mind and +yc;u start getting into

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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, | things that are¢ away from physical acts on her part -~

_ Yy THE COURT: That is enough, Mr. Kanarek, let's get
| 3 | eaway from the rhetoric.
. MR. HUGHES: I feel that ig an exculpatory statement

5 | -on her part, a self-serving statement, and all it can do

"¢ | is help the prosecution's case against everyone e¢lse and

] 7 not against Susan Atkins.
B o MR. BUGLIOSI: I intend to use it against her only
: s | to show she has knowledge of the murder.

10 THE COURI: No, the thrust of the statement is she

| 1t did admit being in the first house; that is the thrust of

1la fls. the statement. |

- B
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1la-1 1 MR. MUSICH: I agree with the Court, I cannot see

2 | her knowledge, knowing of the two locations, cleérly imports
s | knowledge of the first but no knowledge of the second.

4 THE COURT: The next sentence will have bo come outb,

5 and the ene after that,

6 MR. KANAREK: What is that, your Honor?

7| MR, FITZGERALD: Readl.

g | " MR. BUGLIOSI: The next line should also go out, your

9 Honor.

10 | "He also saild itlwas my only chgnce

n-  to save nmyself .

12 | THE COURT: -And the one following that.

13 MR. BUGLIOSI: 'The one following that I think should
. ) 1 | also go oub, and then I guess ~-

15 j MR, KANAREK: Well --

% | THE COURT: Do you want it in, Mr, Kanarek?

w | NR. KANAREK: Yes —-

8 | MR. BUGLIOSI: The statement, "Then I was out to

1 | save myself," won't make any sense at all if you remove

“h

20| the two preceding sentenges.'v'
. a | MR, KANAREK, No but you can strike the "then,"
22 delete the then and say, "I was out to save myaelf e
28 | With that deletlon -~ 7 :
2 | THE GOURT: What does that Sentence refer to?’
® s [ MR, KANAREK: With the rest Of these, it's all
% | gobbledygook in any respect.

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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THE COURY: No, it refers to the Grand Jury

" proceedings.

MR, KANAREK: How are we to know that, your Honor?
MR, MUSICH: By reading the letter. -
THE QOURT: You seem to be omnisclent on these other

points which are not present at all, but you don't want to

' seée what is obvious and in the 1et€er.

.MR. KANAREK: Well, if we -- of course, my position 1s

| none of this should go in.

THE COURT: It is coming ocut, Mr. Kansrek.
Now, what about the one after that, "I have gone
through some changes since then"?

MR. BUGLIOSI; Again, your Honor, it should go out,

" 1t is referring to since the Grand Jury.

At the $ime of the Grand Jury she was ouﬁ to

| save hérselr; gince then she had some changes.

Now she 1s interested in saving herself.
I think that sentence has to go out, 00,
MR, SHINN: ‘I have no-object;ons, your Honor.
Mﬁ. FITZGERALD: The Whple-bélanée of the paragraph
has to go. « ;;' L
THE COURT;- ?v;r %b whe?q?‘“' ‘
MR. FLTZGERALD: Down to e v aﬁ ceasing éo
be inslde rather than seeming.to be” refers to the
Immedlate preceding which ha;'bé;ﬁ stricken. | ’

"I have been going through changés about -

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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17 {

feeling gullty aboub testlifying and all that has happened.”
That has to go because it refers to her
testimony in front of the Grand Jury. |
1 "For me %to say I am sorry‘is no% enough
for me,™ | (
What she 1s talking about 1s not remorse for
haying committed the crime, but remorse for having
tegtlfied against the co-defendants.
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Is that what she is testifyling to?
UFor me to say I am sofry is not enough for me# —~- She
meang she 18 sorry for committing fhese crimes,
MR, FITZGERALD: No, I think she is referring to
testifying against Mr, M at the Grand Jury.

'THE COUBT: I agree, if you look at the next two
sentences -- no, the next three senktences, you carn see
thgt she 18 showing no6 remorse for the crimes, but only
for having testified.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Okay.

'THE COURT: So the entlre balanc¢e of that paragraph
will have to come out, '

‘MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor{;wait a while, the entire
balance of the paragrapﬁ? Co

Are you referring all the way down to here

| then? ‘ A B g

THE COURT: No, there ls a paragraph here,
MR. BUGLIOSI:; Oh, theré 'ls & paragraph therei

*
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_ 1 “ What about "I know now it has all been
. 2 | perfect™?. Can't that come in? She is saying the committing
3 | of these crimes is perfect.
4 : MR, SHINN: She is talking about her testimony.
5t ' MR, BUGLIOSI: She did not testify.
‘ 6 1 THE COURT: ‘I think 1t is so out of context there, .
e 7 | it would be unfalr to leave it in,
5 | MR, BUGLIOSI: A1l vight.
? SR | THE COURT: It could only be prejudicial to her,

10 ' and it would be at best amb;.guou&.

1w B
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11b~1 MR. FITZGERALD: T don't know what the next sentence

ol

2 neans.

3 MR. KANAREK:  Ii all has to go out.
‘ . MR, BUGLIOSI: "Those people died not out of hate ot
5 | anything ugly." That has to go out too?
6 MR. KANAREK Yes.
7| MR, BUGLIOSI: On what ground?
8 MR. KANAREK: Because we have & joint trial.
. 0 | MR. BUGLIOSI: In a joinmt trial we camnot bring in
10 1| 8any evidence against .Sny of the defendants?
u - MR. KANAREK: That i{s a platitude which is not true.
12 This record will reveal I think that I have not :
) 5| objected except in places that --
. O MR. FITZGERALD: Your Honor, I personally have no

15 objection to "yes, we are beyond petty cussing. Love is.
6 | also beyond limits. Those people died mot out of hate or

17 anything ugly."

18 But I do have a problem with the ‘ﬁext seﬁtencez
19 #1 am not going to defend our beliefs.”

X 0 - 1 don't know whether you want to take it out

. 2t ¢ or change "our," or what. A1l I am objecting to is the
2 | word "our." -

| THE COURT: Well, I would take out the First two

22 |  gentences. ’
. % | MR. MUSICH: At what point is that?

26 f THE COURT: The sentences "Yes, we are beyond petty

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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cussing,” and "love is also beyond limits."

They are both ambiguous and they are taken out
of context.

I think they refer to what she has béentalking
about in the previous paragraph.

MR, KANAREK: Now, when you're referring to'those
people,” your Homor, you are referring to people that she
has not even admitted killing. |

MR. HUGHES: Your Honmor, if we do cut it there,
though, the whole context of the thing will read, the
gsentence before that will be "I did not admit to being
in the second house because L was not in the gsecond housge.”

"Those people died not out of hate or anything
ugly.“ - ‘

1t is inferring she knows hm-those people
died and why they died in the second house.

MR. KANAREK: It puts the burden on Mr. Manson.

THE COURT: I am inclined €¢ think that vhole para~
graph should come out. A

' MR, RANAREK: That's correct, your Homor.
~ MR. BUGLIOSI: She ig talking about the people who
were murdered here, of her personal knowledge.
She is telling you why they were mirdeved.
It wasn't out of hate or ‘anything ugly. 1t shows she was
one of the killers. o |
THE. CQURT: The point",.. Mf. Bugliogl, is not that it

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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" does mot show she was one of the killers, but that in

‘"1 know why they were killed because I know the people who

' . something that does nOt‘séack right here.

degeribing the motive ox putpose for the killing of all
of the people, she is in fact saying that she knows what
that motive was.

It either is prejudicial to her as tending to
place the blame for all of the killings on her, or else
it tends to implicate the other defendants by having her
state in effect that she knows why the people were killed
that she did not kill.

' MR. BUGLIOSI: You mean she is stating Her own
opinion as to why these people were killed?
 THE COURT: Yes.
MR, BUGLIOSI: She is stating her opinion?
THE COURT: Yes, she is either saying in sffect
"{ know why they were killed because I killed them," or

kilied them.”
That is what she is saying in substance, or
at. least it could be interpreted that way.
In one case it is prejudicial to her and in the
other case it~cou1d'implicate the co-defendants.
MR. BUGLIOSL: The Court's argument is probably
valid and extremely sophisticated. I cammot think of
any vebuttal to it right now at this moment, but there is

THE COURT: I am afraid it will have to come out,

1
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. ten~year~old, your Honor.

gentlemen.

MR, BUGLIOSI: The reason I think it hds to come ouf
if at all is because it comes right after the second house,
like Mr. Hughes said, that ié gsomething that might be
able to be rectified by placing it somewhere different,
at a different locus in the letter. g

MR. KANAREK: And I #m ahq;uéed of thinking like a

Mr. Bugliosi wants to change our entire law and
change the evidence, and just becauseé of the fact he wants
it in, for no reason whatsoever except he has the emotional

degire to have it in there.
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12-1 1 THE QOURT: I have no way of measuring his emotional
2 | desire: '
3 MR, KANAREK: All you have to think of is his opening
4 | statement, your Honor, and I think you will  find his’
5 | emotional deslre; and the commentsof Mr. Younger and
s | Mr., Bugliosi and Mr. Stovitz; and I think the emotional
. 7 desire is to get Evelle Younger Attorney General of the

8 | State of Californla.
9 THE COURT: A1l right. gentlemen, We are getting off
10 | the subject. |

11 { The rest of that paragraph willl go out.

2 1 ‘ That brings us down to "I don't need anything.
B R My attorney gilves me moneyl He Just deposited $20 on my
. M| account. As I wrlte to you I feel more at ease Iinside."

5 | Now, down to that point I don't think there is

16 | any difficulty.

17 MR. KANAREK: Not on the Bruton-Arands issue,

18 MR, MUSICH: Your Honor, counsel may want that out,
19 | I don't know, if thsat was about her other éttorneya or

20- 1 when 1t was written, concerning aﬁqther situation,

o 2L It is neibhe; herenor there.
2 | - YHE COURT: 'Tﬁﬁtii% aKQery interesting question,
% | gentlemen, that occurred to me_duéiﬁg the ﬁéon hoyri
2t | There aren't any dates on these letters.,
. 25 Well, there is on Number 9, o : | | : )
% MR. BUGLIOST : Of course, on No. 8, we have the
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testimony of Ronl Howard that she recelved it in mid-December,
| 1969, | '

THE COURT; Yes.
On 9 there 13 a date, but what i3 the meaning

of that date?

MR, BUGLIOSI: I can only assume, your Honor, that

| this date 15 ~~ it is in Sadle Glutz's handwrlting -- I
" can only assume it is the date that she wrote the legter.

' It has got her name.

THE COURT: Is the date in her handwriting?
I am looking at a typewritten copy.

'MR. HUGHES: I belleve it is, your Honor.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes, 1t appears to be,

MR, MUSICH: Yes. _

N THE COURT: All right. That answers my question.

‘MH, MUSICH: I would leave it up to defense counsel,
if he wants it in theve. ‘

THE COURT: You mean about the $20°?

MR, SHINN: I don't think that should go out.

MR. MUSICH: I don't think it makes any difference

| one way or the other, | .

THE COURT: QIb Eeryginlﬁ doesn't implicate anybody.

. MR. KANAREEQ7 ?he<cbﬁrt.has‘delineated this a8 ‘

being a Bruton-Aranda discussion.: We h&vén!f come toithe'
hearsay,

i

THE COURT: We are not tr}iﬁg ﬁo"rewrite the latter:

. in a form more pleasing. That 1s.not the ldea.
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MR, MUSICH: Wo,

MR. FITZGERALD: Maybe Mr. Shinn should be entitled to

| an instruction, based on the records of the Superior Court,
| that he becaile an attorney on such-and-such a date, which

| would, Qb&iously, be after that. I mean, at the time that
‘ithe Jury is 1nstruc£ed,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Who is entitled to an instruction,

1 My, Hughes9

k]
.
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12a-1 MR. HUGHES: No. He said Shinn.
2 , MR. FITZGERALD: I meant to sgy Shinn, 1f I didn't.
. 3 | MR. BUGLIOSI: I thought you sald Hughes.
4 - MR, HUGHES: No.
5 | THE COURT: What is the problem with the statement

§ | in the letter?
. 7 MR. FITZGERALD: Mr Musich feels that it deprecates,
8 | in some fashion, Mr. Shinn, because the jury will think
9 | that -hg wasg her attorney at this time and he was supporting
1 | her with money and was géing to plesgd her insane,

1 MR. MUSICH: I don't know what adverse inference can °

2 | be drawn from that. I can't teally see any myself. N
13 | THE COURT: I don't gee any objection tp your having

. 14 | an Instruction to that éffect; 1€ Mr. Shinn *wa#ts it.
15 MR. KANAREK: T think it is hearsay; but, of course,
16 | we haven't come to thit point.
| THE COURT: 1t is a matter that can be stipulated to
18 | right now on the record.
19 ‘Well, it should be done in fromt of the jury if
2 { it 18 8 stipulation.
2t | MR, BUGLIOSI; There can be a stipulation that 4t the
22 | time this letter was written he was not her attorney.
2. ‘MR, SHINN: That is satisfactory.
24 THE COURT: Richard Caballero was.

.' 2% MR. KANAREK: I think that is hearsay.

% MR. FITZGERALD: Or he became her attorney on such and .
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such a date, It doesn't make any difference. Either way
you want to do it.

MR. KANAREK: Your Honor has made the observation
that we first go through Bruton and Aranda.
THE COURT: You don't have to enter into this sgtipula~

tion, Mr. Kanarek.

We will téke up the matters as we come t¢ then.

You ¢an raise that at the proper time, Mr.

1 Shimn, if you care to make such a stipulation. Apparently

the People are '-willin‘g- to stipulate with you.
MR. SHINN: Yes, your Homox . ‘v
THE GOURT: That you became the attorney of record
in this case as of a certain date. '
MR. SHINN: Yes. S ; ’
MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes.
THE COURT: ALl right,
Now; the next sentence 1g: "When I first heard
you were the i:nﬁormer, 1 wanted to ;alrl.t your throat. Then

| I wanted to cut.”

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




13,958

12b-1 4 MR. KANAREK: If X may, your Honor, the word

o | Minformer," I would think it is in the context that you

s | inform not on yourgelf but you inform on other people,

+ | and I object to the use of the word "informer” because it |
5 | doed have the connotation of bringing in the other de‘fendantﬁ
6 | by the very use of that word.

7 You never inform on yourrself, you confess as

¢ | to yourself: You inform as to other people.

9 ;l_ I would ask that that be stricken because,

10 | <learly, the implication is that she has told, she has made
11 | thése statements concetning ~- well, I am specifically

12 | interested in Mr. Manson.

| 13 MR. HUGHES: 1 would tend to.sgree.
. 1 | MR. FITZGERALD: We are goin,g to «-
15 THE COURT: I thinlc it :La a dangerous thing myaelf.
16 MR. HUGHES: Th.e dictionary aays, a8 wne of lzhe

1 | definitions: "One that informs sgainst snother. One that

B | informs a maglstrate of a violat;ion of Taw."

. MR. FITZGERAD: 1 ink she is referring to hes
’ 2 | testimony in front of the Grand Jury.
. 7 MR. BUGLIOSI: She has already testified -~ Roni

22 | Howard has already testified -- that she was the informer,

22 | and this statement right here, more than any other statement-
%0 . MR, MUSICH: ~- clearly indicates ==

. % MR. BUGLIOSI: -~ verifies, this ias the statement in

% | the whole letter that verifies that she spoke to Roni
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- Howard.

This is the statement in the letter that verifies|

~ that Ronl Howard did, in fact, have a conversation with her.

MR. KANAREK: But we are on a Bruton-Aranda deletion,

" Mr. Bugliosl., You slide off the point.

MR. BUGLIOSI: She already testified to that.
MR, KANAREK; But the point is that what we are

' supposed to be doing now is deciding whether these matters
' are going to burden the other defendents.

MR. MUSICH: How does it do that?
MR. KANAREK; By the use of the word "informex.

In the context of our criminal courts, an
informer is someone who makes statements agalnst other
people,

MR, BUGLIOSI: In the first place, we are dealing with

 lay people. "You were the 1nfo;:'mer.: You were the one that

| went to the police."

Mind ’you, she uses the singular. She doegn't
use the plural. ' ' -

We put on ev:tdence tha.t she spoke to two pe0p1e.
In fact , we are going to put on evidenca that she spoke to
three peoPI.e. , - .

She is only referring here to the one that went
to the police, Roni Howard.

MR. KANAREK: That isn't the point. The point is that

the word "informer® throughout our culture means where you
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talk, where you say things agalnst other people, and you
know it, Mr. Bugliosi, but you want it in there, and you
are determined, you want to get a conviction even though

you put in reversible error.
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12C-1 11 MR. MUSICH: Your Honor, may I address some remarks

2 | to the Court?

3 THE COURT: Yes, you may,

A MR, MUSICH: The letter is directed to Roni

5 | Howard. The letter, in this sentence, ls directed as

6 follows: "You were the informer.”

- 7 : Clearly, there is no ambigulty that she is .

8 refeﬁring to Bonl Howard. ‘

9 She talks about Sadie, at that time, wanting to

10 | aiit her throat, and then changing her opinion, her

1 [ pelief, that she, Sadle, was the real informer for even

Iz | telling Roni Howard, and now she realizes it is her throat shg
‘ B | ghould cut and not Roni's, o ; |

. L | I don't see how this ,11;1’:8;113' way gcan indriminate

% | any defendants but Sadie. | |

16 It corroborates that she dild, in fact, tell

7 1 Bonl Howard.

B MR, BUGLIOSI: "You ave the informer," you are the one

I | that toid the police what I told you. She is differentiating

2 | between Ronl Howard and, éﬁparenﬁly, Virginisa Graham,

= 2 MR, MUSICH: No question about it. Roni Howard is

22 1 the. informer,

2 MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes. No question, she is the informer,

2 MR, MUSICH: There isg evldence before the jury that
. "~ 2 | she told the police. |

%7 MR, KANAREK: She is stating that she is the real
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- 1| informer, meaning that she is the real informer against all

.’ 2 | the defendants.
L The jury knows that it 1s written in the context

¢ | at & time before this lady has testifled before the Grand

5 1 Jury,

6| MR, BUGLIOSI: Roni was the informer against Susan
. 7 1 Askins. She wént to the police, .

8 - THE COURT: There is no question about that.
’ 9 | The question, as I see 1t, 1s really whether

10 1 or not a person uses the -.expreésSién,."I was the real

1 inférmer," when 'ﬁhey‘am tail-king ébout a confession. It is
n a highly unusual form of apeaking, ) _

% MR. BUGLIOSI: It 1a, but she 15 being oute. Sne is

. u | using cute language. . ST _
15 . 'THE COURT: It oan be construed to mean that she was
1 | informing on someone else, LT
7 | Does that nacessa?:-iiy implicate 1':he co-de;fendantT?
s | MR, MUSICH: The expression that she was the real
1 informer indlestes that she, Sa&ie, was the real informer
* 2 | Dbecause she even bothered to tell Virginia Graham or Ronl
: 21 | Howard. That 18 the context.
2 | MR, BUGLIOSI: She ig saying that Roni Howard was
23 the informer, which she was.
N I THE COURT: I understand all that, There is no
. % | question about that,
% MR. BUGLIOSI: She 1s not referring to third partles
124 - there,
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16

MR. MUSICH: The Court seems %o indicate that you
feel when she says "I was the real informer," she is talk-
ing dbout her testimony before the Grand Jury, and that is
why that should be kept out?

There is no testimony whatsoever that anybody

cart get that impression from, your Homor.

‘ THE GOURT: That isn't exactly what I meant, although
that is part of it.
‘People just don't talk this way if they are
talking about themselves.
MR. BUGLIOSI: They wouldn't in the abstract. They

- wouldn't say, "I am the real informex." But it is prefaced

by thig statement: "When I fivst heard you were the
informer I wanted to slit your throat," but actually I
wag the informer.

I agree, your Honor, if she just said "I was
the ‘i;nfdrmer," she wouldn't talk that way. But prefaced
b-y the remark: "When I first heard you were the informer,
I wanted to slit your throat," it would be very common
for a.person to add, parenthetically and in & cute fashion,
’;No, I wasg the informer, I informe;f on mygelf,”™

THE..CWRT: That is a question; whether that gtate-
ment can be interpreted to dirvectly or indirectly implicate
any co-defendants. y “ | o

I am simply asking the question.

'MR. MUSICH: I don't seé how'it canm be interpreted

" CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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. o¥ the mferenc'e. drawn that she meant it in some other way,
and taking 1t out of context, that she was the real informer,
that she informed on the other people.

I think that 18 really stretching it, Mr. 'Kanarek.‘
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How can you mgke any inference of that nature?
THE COURT: Let's carry it one step further. Let's

agsume that it is interpreted that what she is saying is
. that "I informed not only on myself but on other people.”

MR, MUSICH: I can't see how you could read that

- into it, You are really stretching the Interpretation of

that.
THE COURT: That's right, I am stretching it to its
limits, '
MR, MUSICH: "I wanted to cut your throat," but I
thought it over &mnd "I sm the real informexr" and I should
cut my throat.
She is directing attention to Romi Howard as

. being the informer that told the police, "And I wanted to

cut: your throat for telling the police, but now I realize
I was the informexr.” .

'.I‘HE COURT: There is nothing to indicate that Roni
Howard informed on anyone other than Susan.

MR. MUSICH: Right.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Right.

‘THE COURT: There is nothing in thi.s statement that
ties into any statement ‘of Rond, Howard implicating the

<
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20-2 MR. BUGLIOSI: Right.
. | My questions were: Did you tell the police
. 3 . what Sadie told you? And what Sadie €old her is what Sadie

- did.
| That is what 1is in front of the Jury right now.
MR, MﬁSICH: The clear lmport of that statement is
that she considers herself the real Informer because she
| told Roni, and rather than "cutting your thrbat, Roni, I
s ~ should cut my own throat.”
Any other atretching of the imagination to draw

10

a | any inference that she was the informer on other peérsonsg 1s

= | way beyond speculation and any reasoriable possible inference,|
5 MR. KANAREK: Lodk ab that, where she refers to |
( A ik

i ) T o "
. w | M or no MN".

5 | MR, BUGLIOSI: We are crossing fhat.ouﬁ;

THE GOURT: That will come ouﬁ.

16
" MR, KANAREK: "M or no M."

17
i8 MR. BUGLIOSI; We are crossing that ‘out. - .

H

6 | MR. MUSICH: It has nothing to do with the sentence

<

20 ~ directed to Ronl Howard as the informer.
. a | MR, BUGLIOSI: YThat is the sentence that verifies that

22 | Roni. Howard had the conversation with her.

93 THE COURT: I don't think that is the only one,
o | " MR, BUGLIOSI: It is the main one.
. 9 MR. KANAREK: Aranda makes 1t clear that if there

5 | 18 any chance of these statements of the declarant burdening |

the other defendants, they have to go out.
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You have got plenty of‘evidence, Mr. Bugliosi.

MR. BUGLIOSI: .We have got plenty of evidence?

You are always saying we don't have any evidence.

MR, MUSICH: Whether we have other evldence or not is
1mﬁateria1‘ You don't show how 1t burdens your defendant,
except by some wild speculation and gtretching of the
meaning to say that she informed on your client.

MR. KANAREK: That 1s not stretechling the meaning.

| What I am saying 1s, that you have plenty of
evidence, and ~-

MR, MUSICH: It is immaterlal what evlidence we have.

What we want to do is get this in there as evidence against
Susan Atkins,

This corroborates that she told Ronl Howard
she reallzes it was her miatake even opening her mouth

MR, HUGHES= I think when.you take a statement likf

" that that csan go eithgr way, yOu.should take it out.

MB. BUGLIOSI: I don't, think;it can go elther way. .
MR, HUGHES: Traditionally, an informer 1is a person

that informs on other people. o - .
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1261 | MR. BUGLIOSI: Roni Howard went to the police snd

’"2 | informed on Sadie Glytz. . :

3 MR, HUGHES: I think we have to use the word

4 | "informer" In the traditional sense. But I see where you
5 can make some minor argument to uge 1t in the way that y‘ou
6 ‘: are trylng to use it.

7 I«!Re BUGLIOSI: If B g_oes/t‘::lge police and tells the

s | police that B saw A in the possession of mdrijuana, B is

s | A's informer.

L

10 . Randy Howard goes to the police and informs

un | on Sadle Glutz. '

2 MR. KANAREK: There i8 no question that she is talking |
) 1B | about all the people there, Mr. Bugliosi. |
. 4 MR, MUSICH: There is no question but that that

15 | gtatement referg to Roni as the informer, and she says

16 | "i am the real irformer™ because I am the one that told

w | you.
1 | - . MR, KANAREK: Told on everybody. _
L MR. MUSICH: "I am the one that told you, Roni."
! % MR. KANAREK: And she, at this time, has misgivings

. 21-| about haviﬁg informed on her friends.

2 | MR. SHINN: I agree with Mr. Musich.

23 THE COURT: You agree with whom?

2 | MR, SHINN: With Mr. Musich; with his argument.
. o : THE CQURT: You don't want it to come out? ,-ff

2 MR. SHINN: No, I don't waht it to come out, your
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12£-2 | Honor.,

MR. KANAREK: S,ure he dgesn't, your Honor, because by

. | thls, your Homor, it puts the Eurdeﬁ ‘.on other defendants.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I think this i1z a supexr subtle way of

convineing the Court that something should go out under

| Aranda. Now I am really starting to get wind of it.

. This conversation is so sophisticated, 1 am

- going to have to bring in help. This is really getting
subtle. '

. THE COURT: I was about to say that Mr. Shinn just
put the kiss of death on it.

o | MR, MUSICH: They must huddle every morning before they

5 ' ¢ome in hexée and get theixr signals straight.

. “ MR. BUGLIOSI: We are going to have to have all of our

1

 antennas out.
MR. MUSICH: I can only press on the Court that that
- is far out speculation; thit "informex" must be taken in

15
16

7

5 | the context that she ig using here; that you, Roni, are the

" informer, and now I consider myself the real informer because
. ,, | I told you. I am the informer because I told you.
| THE COURT: Told you what? That is the unknown.

MR. BUGLIOSI: What we have put on in front of the

31
22
- 12g fls,% | Jury.

24

o -

26
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meant?

2 :

THE COURN: Ahd what is the jury going to think she

1

MR. BUGLIOSI: What we puf on in front of the jury,

| that Roni Howard went to the pélice and told the police
{ what Sadlie told her,

‘ THE COURT: That doesn't answepr what the meaning'df

this statement is here.

This isn't Roni Howard talking, this 1s Susan

| Atkins talking,

MR, MUSICH: You are the informer. I confessed to you

and you informed on me, and I can 811t your throat for

doing it.

TTHE COURT: If I were sitting on that jury, why, I

1 | Would be thinking just as I am now, "What does it mean?"

And one of the meanings that would be bouncing around in my

- that'reading between the lines, people don't talk like this
unless they mean what they say, and she 1a not talking Just

" 1 'about herself, implicating herseéelf, bhut what she 1s saying

is that, "I am the one who informed and broke this case

and, as a result, you now have four defendants in this case

{ rather than - ome."

That is the lmplication.
MR, BUGLIOSI; I feel, your Honor —-—
THE COURT: It is too dangerous to leave in,
MR. BUGLIOSI: I agree with the Court that that is a |
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.possible Interpretation that the jury cen place on it., 1
| think it is far out, but that is a possible interpretation.

THE COURT: Perhaps.
MR. BUGLIOSI: I have to concede it 18 possible.

However, there is no reason in the world why the

[ first clause can't stay: "“When I first heard you were the

informer, I wanted to slit your throat,m

There is no reason in the world why that can't

| sbay in.

The Court was referring to the second statement

"as not being the way people talk, Well, the first statement

is the way people talk. There 1s no reason in the world why

that can't stay in.
THE COURT: All right, let's consider that.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Of course, they are golng to object.
MR. MUSICH: I won't even concede the other part of it,

‘but 1f you want to do that, half a Joaf is betber than none.

THE COURT: Ali I ,ean say, gentlemen, looking at it
from the standpoinp, assuminglfoq the purpose qf’th;s.
dlscussion that there is a conviééion, obviouély,'since én
an acqulttal there is no problbq, and the matter is belng }
reviewed by the appellate co;rt{ If there 1s a conviction,
there certainly is a chance that-there will bg,a'dégzp~ ‘
penalty imposed., And you are novw talking about how sharp

1s the knife that does the edlting in a Bruton-Aranda problem,

Do you usgse &a dull knife or do you use a sharp

knife?_ When you get into areas where you have more than one |
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':interpretation and all of those Interpretations could be
considered reasonable, or not without some probability of

- being adopted by one or more Jurors, and when the effect of

defendantd, I think you have a real problem,

the adoption of one of those interpretations would be to

implicate, directly or indireetly, one or more of the other

It isn't worth the risk.

L pmdk
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12h-1 1 MR. BUGLIOSI: I think there is a presumption, mot
| . 2 legally, but % preaum?ti*‘dn of something on #ppeal:
8 THE COURT: I am not suggesting that we try the case
* 1 in the appellate court. That is not the point. -
5 MR. BUGLIOSI: No. I agréé. I realizé that.-
5 | MR. MUSICH: The Gourt evidently feels that at least
. - 7T the laét paxt of that statement somehow indirectly incrimi-

nates the other defendants by speculation but because Sadie

>

? | copped out to Roni --

10 THE COURT: I say it is ambiguous to the extent that

‘1 1 one of the interpretations would be that what she is saying,

21 in substance, is that: When I informed; I informed on

13 | everybody, not just myself.

. 4 : MR, SHINN: Yes, your Honor, and if is pretty diffi-
15 cult just to leave the first half in.
| MR, BUGLIOSI: No.
| MR. SHINN: She makes the statement in the first half,

B-! then retracts it in the secondhalf, your Honor. You can't
1 1 ecut it in half. .

01 MR. BUGLIOSI: You want everything?

- S BN THE COURT: That ig another matter.
Z | MR. SHINN: She says she wanted to slit her throat,

B but then she says "It is my throat I want to slit.”

2 .| If you leave the first sentence in, it looks
. % bady but 1f you reéad the whole two sentences, it balances.

% ME. MUSICH: Let's edit it out, "I was the real

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



12h-2

dn

‘

Juy

1|

12
13
14

15

16 cut™?

1T}

18

19

2
2z |
2 |

%4

25

26 -

13,973

gecond clause in there.
T4 N

| informer,"™ and that will solve the problem.

I think you can edit it without directly or

| indirxectly incriminating the co-defendants.

MR. BUGLIOSI: 'The first clause ig just a perfectly

| proper statement that verifies the conversation that took
'_ place. It is not uncomfortsble language., People talk like

that. "You were the informer. You informed on me."
Mr. Musich sald you can even keep part of the
THE COURT: I think it-can be édited after the word
"throat,™ without doing any injustice to anyome.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Does the Court them want to say

| "But then I snapped and" =~

THE COURI: Justcut it off, perioii.
MR. BUGLIOSI: ™And it was my throat that I want to

MR,HUGHES: I think the gentence together, I think

the total sentence, does not make Susan Atkins out as a

| vicious person. "When T firat heard that you were the

informer;, I wanted to cut your throat, and then I snapped
and it was my throat I wanted to cut.”

THE COURT: If you look at the following sentence,
though, it says: ™dell, that all over with now ag 1 let

| the past die away from my mind."

MR. BUGLIOSI: Then she says "Love will still xun

forever.”
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4

THE COURT: I am going to put a period after the
word fthroat," and strike out the balance of that sentence.

!u
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121-1 MR. SHINN: Your Honor, could we Just strike out the

=

2 | balance?

3 | I think if you Just strike out the balance of

¢ | the sentence, 1t will change the whole meaning of the two

s | sentences, your Honopr, |

647 | First she states that, "I wanted to slit your

7 throat," and then she takes that back in the next sentence,

& | your Honor,

in

9 | - - THE COURT: She dogsn*t take 1t back,

10- MR. SHINN:; Yes, she does.

11': She says,v“It was my throat that I wanted to

2 | eut,"

B | ' In other words, she is implying: I don't want
. T om to cut yoﬁxﬂ throat now, it iz my throat I want to cut.

15 | THE COURT: She doesn't‘say when she first heard 1t

16 f she didn't want to cut her throat. What she is saying is
ﬁz | that on further reflectlon that she changed her mind, . She
18 says-that in the next sentence;,“ -
19. MR, MUSICH: ‘The'faét éhat.she wanted to cut her own

- 20 | throat might de more incriminating anyway, on your theory.
) 2 The Court 1s right ,
2 | . MR, FITZGERALD: T think thas Sh:l.nn has_got, & g’ood
2 point except that the whole thing ended up with "Love love,
u~f love, love.," So, obviously, she doesnﬁt want to cut any-
. o body's throat any more.
| 2 MR. MUSICH: The next sentence then.
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THE (OURT: The alternative to that would be, one
alternative would be, to edlt 1t so that the sentence

' reads, "Whefi T first heard you were the informer, I wanted

to slit your throat, Then I snapped that it was my throat
I wanted to cut.”

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes.

MR, FITZGERALD: That is what he suggested, and I
think it is a good idea.

Could 1t be edited that way?

THE COURT: I think that eliminates the problem and
yet does not throw any additional onus, doesn't lncrease
the burden on the declarant.

All right. That is the way 1t will be done.
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MR. BUGLIOSI: "Then I snapped that I was the real
informer and it was my throat I wanted to cut."
MR. MUSICH: How are ue.goiné to do that?
THE COURT: ‘"mﬁeﬁ I'snaﬁped that i1t was my throat I
wanted to cut." ' 5 ] S .
MR, BUGLIOSI: "That isAwa; my'throét I wanteé to cub,"
MR, KANAREK: Just as 1ong.és the record will reveal,
my objectlon to that, your Honor; - ‘
THE COURT: ALl right,
MR. BUGLIOSI: The next line goes, then, "Well,
that's all over with now as I let the past die away from nmy
mind. "
And, "You know 1t will all turn out okay In the end
anyway."
Thatts okay then.
"M or no Mhas to go out.
ﬁhat about "Sadie or no Sadie"?
MR, FITZGERALD: "Sadle or no Sadle" ought to go 6ut,

too, hecausg acetually -~

THE COURT: No cbjection to the next two sentences,

» "Well, that's 2ll over with now as I let the past die away

from my mind, You know it will all turn out okay in the
end anyway."
- MR, FITZGERALD: Yes, no objection.
"M or no M," we all agree should go oub.

The question ls whether "Sadle or no Sadie”
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should go out,

It appears to be an eplgram, It doesn*t make
much sense one without the other, and 1t does not destroy
‘the continulty. ‘

THE COURT* It doesn't add anything. Let's take 1t ouf
MR. FITZGERALD The next sentence is, "Love will .
8t111l run foreves." | J
That appears 60 be all right,

"T am glving up me to become that love a
1ittle more every day.“ 4 Nt

That appears to be innocﬁous.

_ The next is "Changes, changes, Only love 1s
forever changing."

The next pavagraph 1s, "Cease to éxist. Just
come and say you love me. As I say I love you or I should
say I love me {my love) in you."

MR, BUGLIOSI: "Cease to exist" should gé out because
thig is the title of a song by Manson, "“Cease éo Exiat"
is one of his songs.

| . Start out by saying, "Just come and say you love |
me, As I’sgy I love you or I should say I love me (my love)
in you.” ‘

MR. FITZGERALD: "QOease to exist," comes out.

THE COURT: Why nobt Just take out the whole paragraph?

| It doesn't add a thing,

MR, FITZGERALD: No, no, mo, no. The love should

stay in here,
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1 This last sent.exice in that peragraph, "As ‘I say
s | I love you or I should say I love me (my love) in you."

3 | I think that ought to stay because she is

4 { talking about -- I mean, give us g break! ﬁet's leave the
5 | love,

13a 6 :
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,1'33'9.:-1 . | MR, SHINN: What do you want to do, make a killer
) 2 out of her?
. | 5 MR. KANAREK: I think in the context of this case
« | it is going to be hollow words.
; j: THE COURT: What is going to be hollow words?
¢ | MR KANAREK*' Ag far as thé‘ jury is concerned; like

7 | "I killed you because I 1oved you." ' o

s~ THE COURT: She is talking to Roni.Howard now,

s | mot the victims. L |

10 ;2 MR, KANAREK: I .understa;:&‘ thatj, yoizf Honor, but as

1 ,. I am paying, this whole concept, again this is part of the

1,2.':. philosophy, the hippie philosophy that Mz, Bugliosi is trying

13 to get across to this jury, and I object to all of that goi;n‘g‘

' . S n- | in after the striking of "Sadie or no Sadie"™ on the baszis

. 15 | of just the Bruton-Aranda type of excision, deletion, we

s | ave golng through righk now.

w | . I think it is inadmissible because of the

1} "circuma,tances of this case wherein Mr. Bugliosi has offered

1 "thiﬁ-philﬁsoﬁhy purportedly of Mr. Manson and the Family,

"% and so forth. |

. : T MR. SHINN: Your )Haﬁor, love is 4 universal p'hi.los‘ophy;:‘
2 f{ youx Hoi;;or‘, and I don't think it points a finger at ,Ma’nson '

28 . or anycrie elge.

24 :; ‘ MR, FITZGERALD: And it softens the blow.

. 25 = 'I'HE COURT: I have no objection to leaving- it in.

e just thought it did not geem to mean very much.
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MR. FITZGERALD: "Cease to exist" would be styicken
2 out and then a capital J on the word "just," "just come
3| in and say you love me. As I say I love you or I should
4 say I love me (my love) in you."

5 I am serious. When you are talking about
6 cutting thoughts in the immediate preceding paragraph, I
. 7 | tink it is nice to follow up with a.little love.
8 MR. HUGHES: Can we get a little girl's handwriting
) o 1 to do this. o
0 f . MR. KANAREK; I gather ;:ve. are gtill on the Bruton-
o n | Aranda deletion, :L;s that right, “your‘ Honor?
12 1 THE COURT: The d:l.scuasion tcok @ slight turn.
) B MR. FITZGERALD: You agree now "cease to exist should
. ¥ | g0 out? ' |
| s | MR. BUGLIOSI: Right.
6 . MR, FITZGERALD: Do you have any objection to just,
Y | gay, "you come and love me"?
B} MR. BUGLIOSI: I can't have any objection, I don't

¥ | gee where it adds anything;
| MR, SHINN: You want to leave it In becauge it does

. 2L not violate the Aranda rule.

z MR. BUGLIOSI: You want it in.
= MR. SHINN: Yes.
#f MR BUGLIOSI: Yes,
.‘ % THE COURT: What gbout "cease to existh?
% | MR. FITZGERALD: That is a song.
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13a-3 THE COURT: That will go out. I wasn't aware thakt was |

2 a Bong -

3 | _ And then capital J, so that paragraph will read
¢ | M"Just come and gay you love me."
5 The entire next sentence will stay in.
6 . The next paragraph is "write me." |
s 7 ;i ‘ The next paragraph reads:
8 :_' "1 hope now you understand a little more.

s | If not, ask."

0| The end. -

m |  MR. RANAREK: On the Bruton-Arvagda, yes, but I think

12 [ 4t 18 ingdmissible on othemgfétfnds, your Honor.

By Would your Hbﬁor r.ead over the gtatement mow?
[ L THE COURT: Not on the record, there is no Aﬁécessity

15 | because it will be part of the récord when we are through.
6 | if it comes in that way. ' o

| 1 have mo objection to réa&ing 1t to you
18 | 4nformally if that is what you want.
19 | ~ Let's go off the record. |
’ 20 9 (Off the record while the Court reads, following!
2 which the following proceadings were had on the record.)
2 THE COURT: Let's take a ten-minute recess.
13b f183 (Recess.)

24

%
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(The following proceedings were had in the
chambeps of the court out of the hearing of the jury, all
counsel being present:)

THE COURT: The reé¢cord will show all counsel are
present, Go ahead, Mr. Kanarek.

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, I would like a motion
to sever because of your Honor's -- because of the purported |
deletlon that has been made in connection with speclal
exhibit 8.

I would 1like 1n connection with that motion to
ask your Honor to consider very, very serlously the words
"yes, i{ could have been your house, 1t could have been my
father's house also," especially in -line with Mr, Flynn's
testimony about Mr. Manson purportedly going out and

picking houses at random in comnection with, I think, your

- Honor I'm sure remembers it, that resonates, that builds
17 4

up the prosecution's arvgument about Mr. Manson going out and
plcking houses at random,
Now, this is very, very ilmportant, your Honor,
and I know Mr., Bugliosi is going~tg make muych of thak.,
MR, BUGLIOSI: To the contrary, my apgument will be
that these are two Specific homes he selecteda

MR. KANAREK: “Yes, it could ha.va bean your House;

It shows abandon, fhe theory‘is these people

. went out and just picked any houge, your Honor sfiruck it in
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connection with Mr., Flynn.

" THE COURT: You see, she 1s answering something
Ronl Howard has sald. She is not initlating this thought.
She is answerlng s questlon or a statement that was made
by Ronl Howard.

MR. KANAREK: We don't have the complete statement at
all of what she is answerding here.

THE COURT: That's »ight, but 1t 1s obvious she is
answefing. ‘

MR. KANABEX: That does not mean that Ronl Howard can

| bootstirap that kind of lmpropriety, your Honor,

THE COURT: It isn't a questibn‘of hootstrapping.

MR, BUGLIOSI: She 1Is talking about har premeditated
intent to klll, not about Manson.

THE COURT: ©She ig saying, "Yes, it éould have been

your house, it could have been my father's house also,"

MR, KANABEK: Right, and lt means, your Honor, ~-
how do we know after all, in the context of this, there

. wasntt any narrowing down to Susan Atkins.,

This hdad to do with Mr, Manson and the entire
group, and it 1s exaetly the kind of statement that your

. Honor ordered stricken in conneq&ion with Mr. Flynn, and
« Mr, Bugliosl ls golng to-make:ﬁgch of thls, your Hohor, that

. %t has to do that Sﬂkaﬁ,Apﬁins ﬁent out and plcked houses
 at random, knowing ;h&ﬁ he id @d¢dcating that she is

dominated by Mr, Manson, her every move is dominated'by‘
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1 | Mr, Mangon,

2 . Mir, Bugliosil knows this dominstion 1s what he

3 : is depending upon; and she 18 the Zombl, the alter ego of
& | Mr. Manson. |

5 | Your Honor, this is deadly, this is the kind of
6 | thing that we ~- Mr, Manson 1is not the declarant on this
7 | now, Either we live by the law or we don't, and ¢clearly

8 | this is to get it across that houses were picked at random,

LL

' and there is no necessity for it in her declaratlon.
w0 | He has plenty of evideénce against Susan Atkins,

1 | He needs that, your Honor, because he wanbs to bridge the

2 { gap. ‘

13 : : He wants to get Mr, Manson by the very method
. .14 that the Bruton case and Della Paoli was overruled.
13c 15
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THE COURT: I think I agree with you, shocking as
it may seem to you. You have a shocked look on your face.
That 48 what I was referring to.

MR, KANAREK Yes, your Honor.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Do you think you sgree with what part
of his rambling discursive sgtatement, your Honor?

THE COURT: The statement itself lends itself to the
interpretation of what she 1s really saying 1s she had no
part -in selecting the location. -

MR, HUGHES: Right, I agree with that, your Honor.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I am beginning to believe that
perseverance really pays off. ‘

MR. FITZGERALD: We learned it from you.

MR, BUGLIOSI: -That's right; I em persevering, but
gee, we are just cutting away and cutting away and cutting
away. B

Where is the statement here now?

THE COURT: In the second fmra}grdph. :

MR. BUGLICSI: It could have been your house, it
could have been my father's house also. |

THE COURT: What does that statement mean?

MR. BUGLIOSI: It mesns thiz, and XI'm going to argue
this, that Susan Atkins and all the defendants went there
to commit murder. |

" They did not go there to rob, to rape, to burn
or  anything, they went there to commit murder.

Ay
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13¢~2 4 | She is stating there her premeditated intent
2 1 to kill. It didn't make any difference who was there.

s | In fact Virginia Grahem has already testified that Susan

+ | told her whoever was there they were going to be killed.

5 | THE COURT: There is nothing in connection with
6 | killing 4n thet sentence.
. S MR. BUGLIOSI: That is the obvious inference,
| g | "It could have been youx house."
* 9 THE, GOURT: All she is saylng is, whatever it ig,

1w | ecould have oceurred st one placé ar another place, your
1 | houge, my house. She could have added everybody else's
12 { house, I suppose. It would not have changed this meaning.

B MR, BUBLIOSI: T just don't see how it lmplicates
o 1 | the co-defendants. |
15 In fact, one of our strongest points in this

16 | case, for instance, is that Maqson had been to the Tate
1w | premises before and he _bad been t; the home next door to
. f the La Bianca res:‘.dence. i

1 | THE COURT: Well, the part that bothers me is the
20 suggestion in the statement which would 1ndicate that
2 | the choice was not hers. '

22 : MR. MUSICH: The Court evidently, similar with the

23 | other statement, is .agparmtiy drawing the indirect commec-
2;' .| tion with these staﬁenents fiom subjective Interpretations
. o | bdrctering_ on speculation, far out speculation as to what

% | the evidence effect before the jury is.
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THE COURT: If I were a juror and I saw this state-
2 | ment, what would it mean? What did the writer mean when
3 | she said that? |
+ | MR. BUGLIOSI: I conceded, your Honor, when we were
5 | discugsing "I was the real informer," that it was a far

6 | out personal Inference, that she was informiﬁg on other
x 7 people, I don't think it is a reasonable inference but it

8| is a far out ﬁossible one.

"

> | But this fight here, I just don't gee it. I
0 | don't see a jury inferring that she is talking shout someone |

U 1e13é di::é.cting these murders.

2 0f course you could draw as many inferences from

B | apy fact as the fertility of your imagination permits, but
. RN mean we can go on and on and on.

5 , | The statement does not lend itself to an

16 inference“ that someone else was calling the shots, and

7 | ghe was a Zombie, and wherever he sald they were going to
- B | po w- I just don't see that. |

| 1 just don't see it. f "I think this requizes a
' | fertile imegination to ‘lcome up with that.
: Gl THE COURT: Well, of course that is pne- of the ,.thia;gs_
2 | that the courts are concerned with, the Bruto;:xrAranda
% | problem. |
2 MR, BUGLIOSL: The jury can infer anything, your Honox,
. % | the jury can infer anything at all. ‘ |
| % : We cammot eliminate all concelvable inferentes
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13 .

that 12 people as an English barrister said, "Twelve people |
of average ignorance.® |
I am not saying that; that is what he said,
We cannot eliminate every conceivable
inference that everyone of these 12 people might draw.
We just camnot do it
We are talking about reasonable minds.

THE COURT: Of course the entire sentence is ambigu-
ous jin the gense it does not say what it is referxring to.
MR. BUGLIOSI: They are talking about killing.

THE COURT: You don't know that.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Susen Atkins told Roni Howard
verbally.

THE COURT: The point I am making, Mr. Bugllosi,
is that since you don't know what statement Roni Howard
made, that thls purports to be an snswer to, we really
don't know what the purported ansver means.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I think they are talking about the
Tate killings here.

THE COURT: I would think so.

MR, BUGLIOSL: The context of the whole letter,
"{ did not admit to being in the second house," infers
she was in the first house.

MR. HUGHES: The First house might have been the
Hinman house.

MR. BUGLIOSI: "When I first heard you were the

g
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1 informer" ~~ informer about what? ;W‘ell , the Tate killings.
1 Tt ig implicit im thisr_let,téx they "arve talking
3 about killings, looking 'é.t the context of the eﬁtire

s | letter, they are talking about Killings.

51 *And that statement by her showed the premedi-

6 | tated intent to kill on her part, she went there to kill,
v 7 | she did not care who was there; she did not care what

# 1 house it was; she was going to kill.
9 I think that ig & réeasonable inference. It

“m

It might not be the only inference, but it is a reasonable

11 one.,
z | - The inference that she is acting as an instru-
B | ment, a robot instrument for some third party, I don't
.; _ a think you can draw.
| . i THE COURT:; What was the téstimony -- was it

15b fils, ® | Virginia Graham who testified something similar to that?
17 )

18
19

20

22
23

| 2 |
. 2
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138-1 1] MR, BUGLIOSI: Virginla Graham sald Susan Atklns told
. - 2 | her no matter who was there they would get killed.
3 MR, KAY: ‘No, they were golng to die,
¢ MR, KANAREK: Your Honor struck the part, whether it

J wés one or ten, your Honor struck that. It was the ldea

6 | that whoever was in the house, 1t wasn't a matter of

. 7| plcking a house at random, it wés whatever -~ whoever the
s | péople wére in that house, that 1s what your Honor finally
9 | left in, that those people that were in there would pass
m5f away. .
1n | But you had the heart of this, your Honor, is
12 | Mr. Bugliosl's last remarks to the, Court where he saild it
3 | isn't the only inference. ‘

| . 1 é And that' is why we ax?,g‘ on the Bruton-Aranda,

| 5 If there ig avchan¢e'ﬁhat it can be loaded upon
% .1 the back of the non-ﬁeplarant, then 1t has to be excised,
. MR. BUGLIOSI$ I sald 1t isn't the only reasonable

18 | inference, there are other reésonable ihférénees, not,

¥t however, the Inference that she wag a Zomby for & third .

2 | party.
. 2 _ MR, KANHREKQ You put this inkthé record, Mr; Bugiiosi,
22 | you had these people dominated by Mr., Manson.
2| MR. BUGLIOSI: We are talking about this one statement.|
24 MR. KANAREK: Pardon?
@ % MR. BUGLIOSI: We are talking sbout this one statement, |

% | MR. KANAREK: Right, but you have made the domination
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| of Mr. Manson -— hé ls the guru, the guy who tells other
- people what to do, and in that context he is the guy who is
choosing these houses at random. That is a reasonable

- inference,. You stated that in this record a few moments ago.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I saild that?
MR, KANAREK: Yo said it isn't the only inference.
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MR, BUGLIOSI: I said there might be 'more thanh one

reasonable inference, none of which, however,is the

; inference you are drawlng,

MR. KANAREK: How can you say that when you are going

into this case time after time with Mr., Flynn about Zombles?

The reason you put on thé second orgy was
because Mf, Manson tells people what to doi that they are
dominated.by him, '

MR, BUGLIOSI: That's right. |

MR, KANAREK: So therefore, it éould easlly be inter-
preted by these people on the Jjury that Mr, Manson picked
these houses, and you are havihg the non-declarant saddled
with the statement. . ' ,

‘ MR, BUGLIOSI: How do you infer from those words
alone thét somecne else plcked the houses?

MR, XKANAREK: Yes, 1t could have been your house, my

fatherts house also, meaning that Mr, Manson is &0 abandoned |’

and has such a malignant heart he would pick her father's
house.

. Remember this is in the context %hat there is
no attempt to make a ~- no Aranda—BrutOn'problem when thege
two glrls are talking and probaﬁly this girl was very
Interested in Mr, Mgnson and hig play in here, and his part
in here, and so therefore 1%t 1s very muech inferable that |
they were talking about what Mr, -- and this girl was very
interested in what Mr, Manson had to de with these,proceeding

S .
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MR. MUSICH: The most reasonable inference, of course,
AY

is like Vince sald, 1t wasn't the'house,‘thdy wereﬁft there
to rob or to see any particular person, they were there to
kill,

r

That 1s the most logical and reascnable infer-

ence,

j
MR: KANAREK; If it were a Bruton-Arands deletilon,

 we are supposed to protect the non-declarants.

MR, MUSICH: It doesn't relate to a declarant, but to

' her own state of mind.

THE COURT: I am going to take it out, gentlemen,

MR, BUGLIOSI: I must say in all candor I am going to
argue that the two particuylar homes were selected; that A
Manson was aware of them, But I am also going to argue
thet originally on the second night they were looking
around at random, ; will admlt that, they were looking.
around at random,

THE COURT: ‘That is what Linda Kasablan said.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Right, I am golng to. argue that the.

. Inference was that Manson was looking around at random,

It didn't make any difference,
But I mean the two particular home;, ny argument
is that these were not random selections,
THE ¢0URT: In any event I am going to take the

sentence out, I don't think 1t affects the People's case

one way or the other, and I think 1t lends ltsell to
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1 | misunderstanding.
2 : MR. HUGHES: I would ask your Honor then to also
5 | reconsilder about the £ifth or sixth line-from the bottom;

¢ | ' "I did not admit I was in the second house Pecause_
5 | I was not in the seeand houge,” l‘ o

6 f THE COURT: No, that one I am firm on.

7 { MR, HUGHES: I understand you are firm on it and I

8 | ask you to reconsider the argument, when she says that she

L

9 | was not In there, it only c¢an imply that someone else that
10 | she knew was in the context of this whole letter. ‘
u THE COURT: I don't see that at all. All she is
12 | saying is, "I wasn't there,"
B | MR. HUGHES: Why 18 she talking about 1t?
. 1 THE COURT: Because apparently she is answering
5 | something that was asked her, or a statement that was made,
13f£ 16 -
| 1 |
18 |
19

20

22 |
2
2 |

o -

2%
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13£-1 MR, HUGHES; Why is she being asked that 1f she
wasn't answeiing any quest:l;;ons.about ouf cage?

You know we have the‘se two highi:é of murdex
which are identical in many agpects, people being stabbed,
tied up, Linda Kasabian's testimony putting eﬁ;erj?one there.

THE COURT; The effect of thls sentence is to say |
"7 did admit T was in the £irst house," that's all.
o . MR.HUGHES: 1I agree it doeg that;, but I believe it
5 | tles everybody else in this second house. )
oy THE COURT: All xight, gentlemen, that takes care
of Special Exhibit 8.
Now, let's get on to 9.

I would like to get this over with taday

1L
2 4
B
joo | S0 we can start in the morning and get on with the trial,
s | Looking at No. 9 =~
6 - MR. KANAREK: Your Honmor, before you proceed may I
have your ruling on my motioch to sever?

THE COﬁRT; Your motion to sever?

'MR. KANAREK: Yes, I don't believe there can be an

17
18

19

* % gdequate deletion, your Honor, as to Exhibit 8.
. 2l THE COURT: You want Mr. Manson severed from the
99 rest of the defendants, is that what you are saying?
23 MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, because I don’t
o | belleve -- this 1s powerful, your Honor, I don't believe
o5 this deletion can accomplish it, your Honor.
2% | MR. SHINN: Your Honor, that is not the last deletion
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13f-2 | we are going to mske, your Honor.

' Are we going to bring it back one more time

@ | and glance through it again?

l THE COURT: Certainly you will have a chance to

| review it as it now stands in its edited form before the

" final rule of admissibility.

| MR. KRANAREK: Then I withdraw my motion.

MR. BUGLIOSI: The jury will be read these lettersg

then, tomorrow, is that correct? They won't just be marked?

| I think they actually should be read.

THE COURT: “Once the question of admissibility is

; de.te'xfminéd, yed, - : | L

o MR, BUGLIOSI: Right. -

' . R | THE COURT: They may be rea;d. o L

s | . MR RANAREK: I believe my motion is premature then.
. I withdraw it at this time. . . o

| THE COURT: All right.

Ll
IL

32

16 :
R
" 1 f Now, looking at Special Exhibit 9, anything in
o | the first paragraph, gentlemen, you wish to comment on?
. 0 | In the First place, who ig Jo?
| MR. BUGLIOSI: Jo Steyenson.
2 | THE COURT: There's been mo reference in this trial
to Jo Stevenson.
54 : MR. BUGLIOSI: No, she lives in Michigan. We are
. o | Erying to find her.

s | - ~ THE COURT: So there's been no comnection with her

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES



10
1

12

14

iH]

16 5
7 |
8 |
S|

20 §

21

2
23

24

25

2%

13,998

13

so far.
MR. BUGLIOSI: WNo.
THE COURT: Anything in the first paragraph?
MR. KANAREK: Not Bruton and Aranda.
THE COURT: The second paragraph;
"Ag for what is happening in court, I just got

- indicted on eight counts of murder and on one count of

" congpiracy to murder."

Any objection.
The next sentence readS“
- ™ou remember ¢he Sha*-on Tate murder and the
La" ~- whatever that says "murder? Well, because of my big
mout;h to & c.ellma!_:e they Jut indiqted me and five othex

What ahout a ;period after "me, " and strike out
"five other people"? ' -
MR. BUGLIOSI: That won't make gense.” I don't think
that s.tx‘itement implicates -~ |
MR, KANAREK: You're kidding.
THE CQURT: She says "because of my big mouth.™
What about the next sentence? 1 sm putting a
period after the word ™me" snd I'm striking out "and Ffive
other people.”
'What. about the next sentence:
"1t seemis to be na;l:.i(mwide news. So I don't

want to say anything about it becasuse of the censor.”
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1 MR. SHINN: Leave it In, your Honor.

| 2 | THE COURT: ALl xright.

. 3 1 MR, SHINN: I have mo objections.
4 | .THE CQURT: That makes me suspicious, Mr. Shinn,
5 What about the rest of you?
6 | - MR. SHINN: It shows how stupid she is, how innocent
7 .A she is. |
s 1 . MR. BUGLIOSI: I caughtthat right away this time. I've

’ 9 got my antemnas oub now.

10 | MR. FITZGERALD: I don't have any obje_ction.
u | THE COURT: What she séems to be saying, if T understand|

" 12 | it,; 1s "Beceuse my mail is read I.don't want to say anything |
o 13 | that might incr:tm:!.nai;e me "
@ x| . owoszom Right, T think ic should be fn. I think
B 15 it has an incriminatory eﬁfact i:o it becaué’e it is being
13z flg.16 censdred she is not rela.ting any detalls.,
18": ‘ . . i
19 |
20
. 2 -
22'_"
23
24 '

. 25 |

2. |
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MR. FITZGERALD:; But unher the Aranda-Bruton legal
microscope there is ﬂo problem, . _

THE COURT: The next paragraph. Any comment?

MR. KANAREK: Beginning with “but“, your Honor?

"But he doesn't seem %o understandnthat my life has already
been saved" - ‘ |

THE, COURT: No, no, no. The next paragraph starts:

'“Although all outwardly appears to be

over with, I look deeper into this mess, and

see a ray of light 50 bright that 1t blocks oubt

all darkness."

NMR. HUGHES: I have no problem with the rest of the
1ettep, as far as I cdan see,

MR. KANAREK: The problem I find egain, your Honor,
is the phllosophy permeating this letter, 1s the context
of this jury and the domination that Mr, Bugliosi has been
talking about by Mr, Manson.

It is clear that she and her attitude 1s
that really which comes about by her relationship with

Mr. Manson,

THE COURT: I see no reference direct or indirect
to any of the others,

MR. KANAREK: Why would her 1ife be saved in connection

MR, FITZGERALD: We are not talking about that. We
are not on Page 2.

MR, KANAREK: Oh, I'm sorry,

-
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THE COURT: I see nothing wrong with this paragraph.
Let's go to Page 2.
"My attoype&;wénts to save my life.™
any comnent on that? I don't see anything
sinister about that statement, |

MR. FITZGERALD: No, . o
THE CQURT: "But he doesn't seem to understand that

" my 1ife has been already saved.! -

I haven't the faintest idea what that is
supposed to mean.
MR, MUSICH: *I speak of my soul." ,
MR, PITZGERALD: The prosecution ls going to introducé
eviderice that Mr, Menson 1s, or people belleve he is Jesus
Christ, or the Second Coming of Christ, or the Savior; so
I suppose concelvably she could be referring to Manson's
saving her soul, aithough I think that is tenuous.
MR, KANAREK: It 1s not tenuous.
MR, BUGLIOSI: No objection, '
~ THE COURT: All right, let's strike out, "But he
doesn't seem to understand that my life has already been
saved. I speak of my soul.”
The next paragraph, "Jo, I will never give
in %o the beast again.” '
Will someone inbeérpret that for me?

ﬁH. BUGLIOSI: Well, Manson frequently referred to

the mark of the beast on one's forehead, out of Revelation 9|
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L That should go out,
-. 2 MR. KANAREK: 'That has to go out,your Honor, .
‘ 8 MR, FITZGERALD: Then if that goes out, "I have

* 1 learned my lesson" olght to gd out, beeause the lesson she
5 | learned 1s not remorse as the result of the homicide, but

% | not to give in %o the beast.tf‘

. 7 : THE COURT: Why not knock out that{gntire pQragraph?
3" MR. KANAREK: I ggree,,yéur'anbr: . f ‘ - _
’ 'gj‘ THE COURT: It doesn't seem to have much‘relatipnship.
FO:: MR, BUGLIOSI: No obJecti&n. |
n : MR. FITZGERALD: Great.
B K "iichigan sounds So beautiful" is very sinister, |
13' MR, BUGLIOSI: That is irrelevant, Irviﬁg, that should
.' | mo out, or do you think that has relevance?
B MR. KANAREK: We are on the Bruton-Arvanda.
16 1 MR, BUGLIOSI: Okay, you're right.
-17f, THE COUBT: I see nothing wrong with any of that
13"-paragraph; is there any comment?
w | MR, FITZGERALD: Right. '
] 2 | MR.- SHINN: No objection.
“ 2 | - THE COURT: The last paragraph starts:
2 "Jo, I am a spiritually-minded woman.?
7 ;: MR. KANAREK: In the context Mr, Bugllosl is

2 1 suggesting, or I believe Mr. Fitzgerald is right, he is
. 25 attempting ¢o show in this trial that certaln repfesen-
% | tations have been made ¢oncerning Mr, Manson, that
13H | spiritually --
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MR. BUGLIOSI: That is far too vague. The next line
I think should go out because Mangon certainly believed in
divesting himself of material comforts, that is, up until
about June of '69.

At that time there was a change, but basically
his philosophy was to divest himself of material things.

THE COURT: That was also the philosophy of Jesus.

MR. BUGLIOSI;: That's right,

THE COURT: One which may or may not be stubseribed to
by a fair segment of the population.

- MR, BUGLIOSI: That is tiue, that 1s trie.

MR. FITZGERALD: Do you rememmber the testimony of
some ’prosecution witnesses was to the.effect that Manson
wanted to get rid of the wants, j]vanted to get rid of
desires, that is what she:-' ié, ‘referring to now, not get
rid of them; let 89 'o-.f them mentally so you don'q want -
them. '

THE COURT: That sentence will go oyt. _, .

MR. BUGLIOSI: "Cast aside all things" - that ;entenc'e
goes out. I

MR. FITZGERALD: The rest of it is all right.

MR. HUGHES: Well, there are two things that I
quesgtilon.

It says so much betwéen the lines and in the
lines. 1 don't Like that because I don't want the jury
to think f;hey should start reading between the lines.
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13h~2 1 THE COURT: Where are you?
2 | MR, BUGLIOSI: ™3 love your letter, Jo."
3 MR. HUGHES: I'd 1ike to leave it say -~ it gays so

¢ | much, The last thing I am really concerned with, the last
5 | gentence where it gays "In the end love you tske is equal
6 | to the love you make," which is a Beatles line, and you are

. 7 | going to do something with the Beatles, is that correct?
¥ MR, BUGLIOSI: Just with their songs, actually four
’ |- songs, but the lyrics of three.
10 - I don't think it's one of those three.
u THE -COURT: Actually the younger generation In the

2 | worid has heard the Beatley; there shouldn't be much
13 | gurprise on that. -

@ R Do you have any comment with regaxd to the rest

> | of the lettex? | ‘, .
16 - MR. SHINN: “']‘No,- ‘gduf. ‘Honox, I'm satisfied, your Honor.
o THE COURT:  In that case I I:_;ei:te:: inquire further.
1 MR. SHINN: I am satisfied. | S
w MR. KANAREK: The last line in the end.

: o - MR. HUGHES: That love ?hihg, I think it's a' r:!.ék:

S % | Maybe that should be teken. o o a
2 THE COURT: What is that?
5 | MR. KANAREK: I would dsk "In the end love you take

24 is equal to the love you make” -~ that means 1f you commit
¢ % | murder -~ I would say the. converse of that could be
% 1 inferred, and it goes again -- we are getting into
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 philosophy here.

Of course that 1s not Bruton-Aranda, but it is
1£ you consider that in a murder case; this is a unique
murder case and Mr. Bugliosl has suggested from the People's
viewpoint that we have philogophy and religion, and the
second c¢oming of Christ and all of that.

Who knows what these people will hang thelr
hats on? “
THE COURT: 6‘f course sﬁe is talking here about love,
not muider,
MR, KANAREK: Yed, :‘;our Honor, but he is going to show,
youi' Hﬁnor, by L think,’ witnesses that he h&s not yet put '

certain philosophy here, that by killing you are in facte-
. you know -+ doing away with the egs znd life goes on.

This is a form of love; this is what he is

- golng to advocate és a phiﬁlé'sdphy which some people -~

THE COURT: ’.There is already in the record through

| the testimony of elther Virginia Graham or Roni Howard,
- T have forgotten which now, statements of Susan Atkins

with regard to Sharon Tate, "I had to iove her to .k:l,,li

 her,¥ -i_n substance.

MR. BUGLIOSI: That was s&riciceﬁ:
MR, KANAREK: He is going to try to get this in by
other witnesses, that this is Mr. Manson's philosophy.
| MR. BUGLIOSI: I did not put it in. I know that.
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1| THE COURT: What's wrong with that? Suppose he does. |
2 | MR. KANAREK: Then this is the declarant; your Honor.
3 | Bruton-Aranda says that the declarant is the one, and you

¢ | cannot foist statements upon a non-declarant, and he is

5 going to try to show that --

6t THE COURT: I know what it says. Relate it to the

. 7 | letter here so I can understand what you are talking about.
s | MR. KANAREK: Well, Mr. Bugliosi is going to try to

) 9 | show the kind of philosophy that by killing you I am doing
10 you a favor and it's z form of love.
n | He is going to try to show that this is Mr.
2 | Manson's philosophy.
B THE COURT: Yes, but here she is talking about love.

' . Mo The love you take is equal to the love you make."
131 fls, B |

16 |
17 |
18
19
20

o1 |

[\

22

%

%
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131-1 ? | MR, KANAREXK: Right, and therefore, love being
. 2 1 equated to killing, getting rid of your present dead,
| * | this is a way he can equate that in final argument.
S MR, MUSICH: We agree to striking it.
St THE COURT: Take out the last sentence.
6| MR, KANAREK: Normally the word "love™ in a trial
. 7 f woul& have a certaln connotation, but the way Hr, Buglioéi
81 4s advoeating it -
) 51 ‘ THE COURT: What about love loves love?
1m‘j MR. SHINN: Do you object to that?
M| MR, KANAREK: Well ~-

2 MR, SHINN; Does that refer to Maﬁson?

. t MR, KANAREK: Because of the context of this case I
® % | tnink it does. It 4s unusual but Mr, Bugliosi is advocating |
B | tnis,
I | | THE COURT: It sounds more like Gértrude Steln.

7 NR. KANAREK: Phonetically, yes, it does.

16 THE GOURT: I dontt think she is a part of the case.

9] A1l pright, gentlemen.
20 i‘ Well, with respect o thége, édited statements,
' | Exhiblt 8 and 9, Sp’ec;:!.al _};xhibitaé 8 and 9, will you have
.22.< these retyped? | ) .

B IR. BUGLIOSI: I have anather letter here, yoﬁr Honor

% THE COURT; Well, they will have to be retyped.

. sy MR, HUGHES: You are talking about the Kift Lebber?
26 MR, BUGLIOSI: Very clear.
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MR. HUGHES: You told us earlier you would not
Introduce the third letter, '

MR, BUGLIOSI: Here is another ome:

"Why di1d I do 1t 6r why did I open my

blg mouth to a cellmate? To either/g?eﬁhose

qnesiioBB I did what I did because I did Wﬁat

I did; 1t's my karma, & pretty heavy karma

at that."

_ ’MR. FITZGERALD} That's the one you showed us about
two months a80. '
" MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes.

MR, FITZRERALD: That 1s the one I thought you were
going to introduce. '

MR, SHINN: Does it add anything elee, Vince?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Well, "Why did I do 12" Or in the
disjunctive, "Why did I do it" mighb.ﬁell have been "Why
did I cémmit thesge murders,“-d?'"Wﬁy did I open my big
mouth?” ; - . .
- Re eithef one of thaae quéstions I dld ’
what I did because that is what I did "

Either one of those, two separate things
" MR. FITZGERALD: 8o I understand 1it. ‘ o

MR, BUGLIOSI: I would like to have these typed up
tomoyrow, the reading is very clear. In fact, I think
right now we can start right now. The Court could almost —-—.

 MR. KANAREK: Ve haven't seen 1t yet.
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MR, BUGLIOSI: Agaln, it has Sadie Glutz on it,
December 17, 1969,
| PHE. COURT: Is it a signed letter?
MR. BUGLIOSI: ' To Kitt Fletcher.
The envelope has Sadle Glutz in the right-hand

| - corner; it has Sadie Glutz.

MR. SHINN: Where dld you get that?
‘MR, BUGLIOSI: From the Sheriffs,
It is signed, "Love you as I always do, aill is

love loves love, Kitten Cat Sadie.™

'It 18 very easy to read'tﬂiﬁ letter, It has
been gone over in 1nk}H  | ‘ ~
There 1s a‘ﬁreéty ﬁoWerful statement in heref
It seems to be saylng, “Why did I commit these murﬁers;".or‘i
"Why did I open my big mouth?" o ;
Either ohe af those questionst }
"I d1d what I did because that 1s what I aid.n
A MR, SHINN: You have testimony on the record now
by one of the wifnessas saylng that Susan Atkins sailgd,
“I killed Sharon Tate."
What more do you want?
MR, FITZGERALD: He is goiri’g to have three of them,
MR. BUGLIOSI: You are going to argue that they came
forward Just for that money.
THE COURT: Barbara Hoyt —-
MR. FITZGERALD: One more, your Honor, the People are

‘ going to oall a witness Roseanne Walker, Who will testify

Cle|ODrlveCOITIARCHIVES
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: statements she made herself o

.| think we have any other statements,:

/

to atily another oral admissionc
~ MR»~BUGL$QSIgMaSheQW111 bé 4n the ltand about three

P
)N ‘-_»W

X

e P

MH. PITZGERALD:
MR. BUGLIOSI:

I wouldn't be too sure about that,
We are talking about statements we can
give tc the Jury that Sadi§~made hersalf not statements

she nade %o another party who }b bestifying‘ wheae are

*
At

C It is certainly not cumulative, in fact I don't

None of these letbters say "I did 1t."

-
+e ¥
-
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133~-1. MR. HUGHES: Your Homor, may I inquire about what your f'

3 | Honor has in mind about the actual format sbout how these .

3 wili be handed to the juxy?

‘| Will it be typewritten? . |

5 ‘THE CQURT: As I mentioned yesterday they cannof see

6 the oxiginal because the oz:iginai does not have any dele-

7 | tions, so the c‘rig:l.nals will be special exhibits, 8, 9

s | and 10,

0 | : 10 apparently is going to be either withdrawn

10 | or not pursued.

1 : . Then the People will have to type up a copy of

12 each of those letters as edited, which will be the exhibit

13 | which the jury may see.

. 1| . That will be the People's exhibiﬁ.

| 15 | MR. HUGHES: I was wondering if in place of that there

16 | could be a hand-lettered copy so if one of the others go |

w | in in ﬁotal, go it will sppear not to have been edited.

18 | ' _ I think the jury could reasonably infer that

1 | the inmates at Sybil Brand do not have typewriters, or

20 | that they are not 3eeing the exact letters themselves.

5 2 | THE COURT‘ Well, I don't think there is any question
22 | dbout that, . . |

23 MR. HUGHES: The jury m:i.ght gtart to question why

2 | they are seeing a typewrittem:.copy of this letter..

. SR : MR. FITZGERALD: Particg;la;ly a ty?em;ittet; Jetter

2% { with all these migspellings. -
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MR, MUSICH: It might just as well be read to the
jury.
THE COURT: Actually there is no reason why it has
to be a physical exhibit as long as the original is an
exhibit for the recoxrd which the Jury will not see.

Then It simply can be read to them as If it
were testimony and that is what they will hear. They
won't take anything into the jury room.,
| They will just have to recall it as they would
the testimony of any witness.

MR. MUSICH: They won't hdve the actual letters,
whatever they have will be a facsimile,
THE COURT: That will meet Mr., Hughes' objection

- that the jury somehow would know the typewzritten letter

was not really what she wrote.

From the defendants’ standpoint that is better
because the jury has to remember and not have it in the
jury room to look at.

MR. SHINN: I agree with you, 1like Mr. Musich said,

read it to the Juzry.

THE COURT: What? o

MR. SHINN: I agree with Mr. Musich, we should read
it to the ju;t‘y instead of giving out typewritten papers.

THE COURT: There 1s good precedent for that, There
are cages of transcripts of recorded conversations where

the trandceripts are read to the Jury and theh colleeted
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again and not tgken to the 'jury XOCH.

All the jury rvemembers is what was read to
them.

You never do see the transcript -- well; the
reasons for transcripts iz where the tapes are somewhat
garbled and the transcript 1s to aid them to follow the
tape while it ig being played.

Once it is played the transeripts are collected -
again and all they have 1s what is in thelr hegds.

oo )
P
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1 1¢.

| other to read it, it .ddesn't make any difference.

MR, SHINN: That Ls satisfactory wifh me,
THE COQURT: All right. That ls the way we will do

MR, MUSICH: Does the Oourt want the final edited
version duét typed up 8o 1t can be read?

THE COURT: If you want me:to read it, I will read it.

MR. FITZGERALD; Nﬁt tqe‘&que.

THE GOURT:, If you want &n attorney on one 2ide or the

The,répofter ccuid read 1t, .
‘MR- BUGLIOSI: The reporter could read it. . .
MR. FITZGERALD: Let's have the céﬁrffreporﬁef reédl"
i, Somebody in a lowly status.
THE COURT: Tet's review to make sure there 48 no
misunderstanding. |
The original photocopies of the ;etters will be
Speclal Exhibit 8, 9 and 10.
MR. PITZGERALD: Correct.,
THE COURT: Assuming that they are admissible,
they will be recelved iIn evidence, but will never be
shown to the jury. They wlll simply be received for the
purposes of the record only.
‘The People will theén type up the edited versions
of’these‘lettera,\and the edlted versions will be read by
the céurt reporter to the jury.

No copy of the edited version wlll be glven to
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| letter?

- LIS
1 ‘ i+

; the Jury and they wlll not take any copy to the Jur& roomh
| with them., They will simply hear 1t read as any other
: testimony, and that will be the ¢nd of it so far ag they

t are ¢oncerned, apart from the argument by elther side,

Any comment on that?
MR. SHINN: Yes, your Honor,
I believe that Mr. Bugllosi said he was not going
to use Exhlbit 10; right?
MR, FITZGERALD: That's right.
MR, MUSICH: That is right, Mr. Shinn., But he has

| another letter here.

MR, SHINN: Are you going to make thls one 10?

MR, MUSICH: This will have %o be special exhibit 11,
MR. KANAREK: 11, )

MR. BUGLIOSI: First, do you stipulate this is Sadle's -

MR. SHINN: I didn't even see it.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Do you want to look at 1%?
THE COURT: Let's go off the record a moment while you

! look at that.

(Off the record.)
+ MR, BUGLIOSI: Will there be a stipulation among
all counsel here that this letter dated December 17th,

. 1969, presumably from Sadle Glutz, the addressor, to

Kitt Fletcher, the addressee, was, in fact, written by
Saedle Glutz, or Susan Atklns?:

g
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MR,

L4
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THE GOURT When was it written by Susan Atkins?

MR.

THE COURT: 19697

MR.

SHINN: I will stipulate to that.

So stipulated?
FITZGERALD: Yes.

KANAREK: Yes. i
BUGLIOST: So stipulated* ’
KANAREK. Mr. Kiser has examined this, too, hasn't

H

BUGLIOSI: December ITth

BUGLIOSI: 1969.
I haven't given it to Kiser,
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llia-1 1 THE COOURT: Was that part of the stipulation?
4 2 MR. BUGLIOSI: That is what I mentloned, December
o 3 | 17th, 1969. |
s | MR, KANAREK: You mean, it is dated that?
5 . MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes.
s | ‘MR, KANAREK: Mr. Shinn?
. 74 MR, SHINN: Yes,
8 1 MR, KANAREK: T will stipulate that she wrote 1t.

9 : if he says so,

0 MR. SHINN: We will stipulate,
u MR, BUGLIOSI: So Btipula:bed, Panl?
i2 MR, FITZGERALD: Sn stipulated.
| B8 THE COURT: Mp. Hughes? '

{ ] 1 | ' MR, HUGHES: Yes, |
5| Mey I look at that? \
16 1 THE COURT: What date are you %alking about? )

cw | MR, BUGLIOSI: December 17, 1969.

18 THE COURT: What does that date mean? Is that the

1w | date that it was written?
2 MR, KANAREX: We can't stipulate to that,
- a MR. BUGLIOSI: It is in tﬂe upper right-hand corner.

22 . It has her name and address,

2 | THE COURT: Was that the date she attempted to mail
2 | 162 |
. \ 2 : MR, ‘BUGLIOSI: ‘I dontt know, '
% | THE COURT: When was the date put on?
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stlpulation as being part of the letter?

' 1e£ter}

MR. BUGLIOSI:; The mogt reasonable inference is that
that is the date. I% is in her writing,
MR, KANAREK: When you are in jail, time has --
. 'THE COURT: ff it is in hgé'handwriting, that 1s one
thing. o | . '_;'q |
MR. BUGLIOST! qh; yes, |
THE COURT: The date is-inbluded withid the .

13

-

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes, your'Honor, | ‘

MR, KANAREK: Yoﬁ mean, as means of ldentificatlon;
but I don't think we are prepared to stipulate that that
is the date, because, you knew, when someone 1s in jall
like that, they do hot necessarlly know the exact date. '
They might put down a date, bub that doesn't mean it 1s
the date.

| THE COURT: Is 4t stipulated that she put the date

on 1t® .

MR. KANAREK: Yes. I gather that.

MR, FITZGERALD: That she put everything on the

MR. KANAREK: We would so stipulate, wouldn't we?

MR. SHINN: TYes. '

MR. KANAREK: Yes, But the date is a date that she
wrote,

MR, FITZQGERALD: I am going 0 leave my letters
here, particularly if the Herald Examiner is going to print |
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1 | them tomorrow.

. 2 THE COURT: Let's get on with this,
- 3 MR. BUGLIOSI: Let's get the stipulation.
¢ THE COURT: ‘This should be marked.
| 5 1 MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes; 11.
DX 11 6 1 . THE COURT: Special Exhiblt No. 11.
. 7 MR, BUGLIOSI: May it be stipulatved that Special
‘ 3 | Exbibif No. 11 wes, infes, written by Susan Atkins?
! 9'- MR. HUGHES: I will stipulate that that is her
o | handwriting. ,
1 L MR, KANAREK: Actually, it is a copy, isn't 162
1z MR. BUGLIOSI: It is a photostatic copy of a letter
5 13 written by Susan Atkins to Kitt Fletcher on December the
@ 1 | 17¢h, 1969. | ‘
LS i} So stipulated, *<
L MR, KANAREK:! Now, I can't stipulate to the date.
- : I stiﬁulaﬁe'that %he'wrbté‘that déte bug I

18 - am not going to stipulate that that was in fact, the date -

¥ { because, 38 L say, when someone 15‘in Jail that doesn't |

. 2 | mean necessarily they know the exdgt daté.

L4 4 '
22
23

. 9 |

‘.’A és‘;

26
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14bal g ' MR, BUGLIOSI: Does it mike a differvence Lf it is the |

2| 18th or the 16th? | o
. a | . MR, KANAREK: I don't know. It is concelvable that

+ | it might.

5 THE COURT: He is willing to stipulate that she put

6 | the date on there. Whether she put it on that date or

7 | some other date {s another matter. -

| 8 | MR. KANAREK: It might conceivably become important.

¥ R ‘MR. BUGLIOSI: There 15 a gtipulation that Susan’

10 Atking wrote this letter to Kit Fletcher, that Special
11 | Exhibit No. 11. Can we get that stipulation?

12 . MR. FITZGERALD: Yes.
13 * MR, SHINN: 8o stipulated.
. oW | MR. HUGHES: So stipulated.
L5 - MR. KANAREK: Yes.
5 | | That is a photostatic copy of the original?
it MR. BUGLIOSI: May it further be stipulated that
18 on this letter Susan Atkins wrote the date December 17th,
v | 1969,
"i 2 | ' MR. SHINN: So stipulated.
. 2 | MR. FITZGERALD: So stipulated.
2 MR. HUGHES: -So stipulated.,
[ MR. KANAREK: So stipﬁlated. .
o [ | MR. BUGLIOSI: Wogild‘ ithe‘ Court look at this? Possibly|
. 25 ‘we could edit _thisj..‘ e

" 26 It 4s only one paragf&ph.r.
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14b-2 1 | . MR. KANAREK: About Karma, the word Karma, T agree.
2 : MR. BUGLIOSI: Karma was Mangon's word, but Karma
s| isa popular word among hippies, |

- THE COURT: What is thisz "tiger"?

5 MR. MUSICH: That is what she calls Kit.

6 MR. HUGHES: Karma 1s a popular word.
. 7 MR, FITZGERALD: Yes, it is & populai: word.
- 8 - MR. BUGLIOSI: Linda uged it in a letter to Hannum,
’ $ |  Maybe it should remain,

o | MR. KANAREK: The point is, if there wasn't this

i | domination thing, but I know you are going to put in

12 | Brooks Posten, and what is ﬁis name, Watkins, you are

13 | going to get them to testify, and they are probabiy going
.' u | to be using that word.

15 | MR. BUGLIOSI: I agree, this was a heavy word of
16 | Manson's, but it is the type of word that didn't originate |
w with him. |

18 : Many, many people use that word.
L MR. KANAREK: Looking at the Bruton~Atanda purpose,
i_ 20 | thexe can be the Inference, again, of domination by the
s oA use of the word.
Loz Karma has the meaning of retribution. Tt is

%1 aword used in hippledom.

* MR. BUGLIOSI: In Hinduism too.
o 2 . MR. KANAREK: That's right.
. l4e £le¥
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G- TR MR, HUGHES: (Reading) "The force generated by
i o 2 | | a per;ﬁoh's setions which 1s held to be the
. 3 mot:ttve"p‘c:wer for the round of reblrth and d‘éa‘ohs‘
" | ineurréd by him until he has achieved spiritual
5 .Liberation from the effécts of such foree.'
8 | © The dictlonary gées on with a lot of 'bthér
v g RRRE definitions. .
. s KANAREK: One of them is rebribublon.
T ) N 9 M:R. I'ITZG‘ERALD: Kafma, by end large, means fate,
ol ‘ THE Cbt}RT* I was going %o say, isn"b there a
| definitic;n something to the effect of destiny?
“;2'?1,; | WR. FITZGERALD: Destiny, :;‘ate a life force,
13:‘ I-m.; B.UGLIOSI. Mansén used - it in terms of action and
. 4 rea,ction, tnaj; you rgap what ym: sow. That 1s the way he
‘ 5| used 1B, - - L o |
16 ‘ MR. KANAREK:. <W¢i"1;\ whatever, I am sure we aré in
LT agreement ’th'at it .should come oub. “
18 u_ | " HE COURT:- Well, the 1e1:tar appears o be one ,that
19 could come in without any editing
1 % " MR, PFITZGERALD: That was my Opiniom
‘ v ;1 MR. KANAREK: Except for the word karma, your Honoz*..
L2 | "J.'-HE CQUR‘;‘: What 18 pour thinking along t‘heﬁ: 1ine?
% | . MR, KANAREK: ILike Mv, Bugliosl has candidly said,
.o the word karma, he in going 1;0 show —- | -
. ) 25 ' THE COURT: Karma comes from the Hindu or Sanskrit
- 26 i—fﬂ I remember,
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2

2

MR, KANAREK: Right. |
' In the con#ext_of this trial and in the context

that Nr. Manson is the guy who dominates everybody, I
am aqﬁe that Mr. Bugliocsl iz golng to eliclt testimony
frﬁﬁ some witngsseslthax‘have not yet testifled as to the
use of the word "karma® by Mr. Manson,

| It 1s used, he is going to allege -~

MR, BUGLIOSI; 'I have. n& objection to karma going
ouﬁ, your Honot, . |

:',The-Only thing -~ I can Btéte thie, and I

3 don‘t,knﬁw 1f you want it to be on the record -

;fa PHE COURTS You say you. don?t object to taking out

1" i is-my;karma pretty hcavy karma“?

- HMR. BUGLIOSL: Right.
Manson did usg this Word‘

THE COURT':

BecguSQ it is true. that
1f 'wais'a big thing wibh him,
Al right., Let's eliminate those two

sentences ‘then, Cen

Do you have any cogment'ér objection to that?
MR. KANAREK: No.
 May I just teke a quick look at 1t?
MR. BUGLIOSI: With respect to the rest of the letter,
basically, this 1s a letter bhat -- thils could be off the

.reqopd; your Honor; it 1s up to the Geurt:

MR, -KANAREK: On Bruton-Avanda, I don't have any
objeetioh;‘ |

MR. BUGLIOSI: 4Are we still on the record? I have &
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":jcommenﬁ to make.

25

¥

.THE COURT:

Go azhead. . )
‘yR. BUGLIOSI: It 1s pretty obvious that apparently

} Susan Atkins has bisexual propensities. She.is writing to
g a‘giﬁi friend who is apparently in 16ve with her.

Do you want bhat to come out in Fronb of a jury?
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14a-1 THE COURT: It is not obvious to me,
5 | © MR. BUGLIOSI: I have leamed this from other
. 3 sources ,‘ and I think the letter certainly refers to
4 emotional involvement between the two.
5 : She tells the girl to stop crying, and 1
6 know you are hurt by all of this, but don't let it
. ¢ | linger on your mind, Kit, you mus;t 1live yoﬁr 1ife.
g Sticking by wme is oica,y, it mékes me feel good, but having
© 9 | Sm"u run around in a drunken siupor isn't going to do you
10 | any good.
1 . - She says: No matter what happens; I walk with
1% you everywhere. When you see the sun shine, think my
18 love is there.
. ' 1 | - As 1 say, do you want this to come ocut in
15 front of the jury?-
16 | ~ MR. HUGHES: It gounds like Aimee Semple MacPherson.
w | MR. KANAREK: ‘That is Bruton and Aranda.
1a-f' ' MR. BUGLIOSI: I am not saying it is. I am saying,
w | by stipulation, we will go. along with a deletion.
* ER " MR. FITZGERALD: There won't be any deletion.
j a | ’ MR. BUGLIOSI: 1Is Karma eoining out on the letter,
| 22 | or 18 the whole thing coming iIn?
23 MR. FITZGERALD: The whole t;h;l.ng.
7 MR, SHINN: The whole thing.
® B MR. BUGLIOSI: With the exception of the word
26 Karma.
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14¢-2 1 MR. KANAREK: No.
_ 2 | MR. FITZGERALD: I will agree that Karma tan ‘cbme
. "‘3 i out. ‘
4 | | MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes, we agree.
5 | THE COURT: Those two sentences using the woxd
6 | Karma will be stricken.
. | 7 MR. BUGLIOSI: Does the Court want this typewritten
N ® | - too?
’ S | MR. MUSICH: I will have all these typed in a deleted
10 |  form. Or do you want to read them? I
i | We can glve them to the :reportex and he can
2 1  type it up tonight, and we can proofread it tomorrow,
A 13 if the Court wants it that way.
. ¥ . ' 'THE COURT: You can read it into the tramscxipt and
5 |  then it will be read back to the jury in that fashion.
16 1 'MR. MUSTCH: It will save me the retyping of it.
17 THE COURT: Actually, that can be done with all
8 | three of these in editéﬁ form,
1 MR. MUSICH: I am just asking. If the Gourt or
d 2 | coungel has any objection to reading the edited version
& 2|  in the transcript?
z THE COURT: In view of the competency of the clerks
2 1 41n the District Attorney's Office, that may be agreeable.
%7 MR. MUSICH: Well, the problem I have is that I |
. % | get down there at 4:30 and they rush through it trying to
' % I'  read the photostat which is difficult.
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the record. We will proofread in the morning sgainst the

. ¢oples, to make sure they conform to each other,

THE COURT: Why don't I do this? I will: give the
three copies to the reporter and he can copy them into

copies. That is, proofread the tramscript against the

MR. MUSICH! Fine.
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92 )

118

THE COURT+ And those edibe& versions in the

MR, FITZGERALD.
THE COURT I am going to glve you Special Exhibits

these
B, 9 and 11, and I would like for you o copy/into the

Agreeableg

‘Yecord, the transaript.

The partalthat are in red brackets are deleted

an& should not be copied.
{ Wherever there has been a correction made on
these qopies, ‘that cdrrectmon shonid be shown.
’ %‘ That is what we 4id this‘morning when we went

through and correeted the typographical errors in the work

BRI : . A
ccpies‘»‘ = -"f|. S

Fbr examgle, dp«yqu see this little "Sp" in

'K

parenthéseé here? That goes in.-
In other words whatever shows here 1s the way

it should read, deleting the part in the red brackets,

If the word is migspelled, then it should be
misapelled ‘the same way, because that 1s the way 1t was
in the original. _

Just be eareful in going through these edited
coples that you don't leave out anything that is between
braékets, that 1s not actually in the brackets hut migbt}
appear to be 1f you read it too qulckly.

We wlll proofread this in the morning.

Wherever there 1s an underline? that should be
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.’deletéd_ There were no underlinings in the original

. on $950151 Exhibit No, 11, on the second page, there is
 mome red underlining which will be deleted,

copies that we have?

| the morning.

Igttexs.
IR. KANAREK: = Are we still In sesslon, your Honor?
THE COURT: Yes,
Just a minute.

Just for the record, so you won't be confused,

There are also two Sentences in red brackebs
which readz '"It is my karma. Pretty heavy kermd at that." ~

Those sentences Will be deIeted.

L

Anything else, gentlemen?
ma KANARER-‘ st a.boum ‘bhgse, your Honor, these

THE GOURT; They should be giVen back to the 01erk
N
MR, KANAREK' I guess we carr use them again tomorrow?

THE covaw:" Hewill keep them and pass them out in-

' MR, HUGHES: Your Honor 1s aware that we have the
phqfostate&'cqpies from the day previous?
Mﬁ. SHINN: I will hand in mine. ,
THE COURT: I would suggest that all of them be
turned in to the Clerk tonight. :
) . 0ff the record.
(An off-the-record discussion wgz had.)
MR, KANAREK: Your ﬁonor, may I suggest this, your
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Honor, for your Honor's consideration?
These thi‘ee docuﬁenﬁs should have exhibit
numbers, |

THE COURT: They have,

t
Ny
+
'
) ¥
u’ *
A
. A
A
T ¥ 7 r
*
i ) : I
- 1 . 4 M
* : . Y :
) : .
. | ] r
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. .
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14£-1 MR. KANAREK: The actual exhibits are 8, 9 and 11,

g but: these are physical pieces of paper that sre different
s | then 8, 9 and 1L. '

4 THE COURT: That is true, and the trxanscript will
5 conta:?.n exactly what these three pieces of paper say.
6 } " MR. KANAREK: And these thrée pieces of paper will
. .1 go into the file? _
: 8 ‘THE COURT: There 1s no need to. The gtatement as
¥ 9 | edited will be in the transcript.
10 . THE CLERK; This {s & Court Exhibit. (Exhibit 11.)
| THE COURT; The originals will be speclal exhibits.

12 The edited statements will be in the tramscript. That ls
13 what he is going ko copy in.

.~ 1 | MR. KANAREK: Bﬁ.t: I would like, if I may, the ones
15 | that your Honor personally worked on be made part of the
16§ actual file, |
o . THE COURT: Why? It is the final results that count. |
B | MR, KANAREK: .Just for a ctmpléte recoxrd, your Honor. |
19 ' I think that your Honor having worked on
. 20 thig =~ N
: 21 THE, COURT: My wbrk paper’s are not going to .3:.5: in .
22 | as an exhibit, I éc‘ratqhed them up without any system,
23 rhyme oy reason.
2 | MR. KANAREK: Well, the law ig not completely clear
@ % | on Bruton and Aranda. ‘
% ‘ THE GOURT: That hasg nothing to do with it.
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14£-2

. You have a complete gtatement and you are
y | going to have an edited statement. Both will be part
. . of the record. Now, what happened in between is totally
) irrelevant.
5 MR. KANAREK: Your Honor is the one to rule.
o ! | My motion is that ot:zese work sheets that are
, | |There, that all of us yorked /in executive session, or in
. | session in chawbers; we ;3&{;@4 together and your Honor

0 made prdexrs concerning it, I think to integrate the
. transeript correctly, it is going to be necessary, perhaps,
. in the future to have these physical itemg that your Honox

3 | - ¥Woxrked on,
s 1 I can seé no harm in making them part of the
. o | record, |
- 5 THE COURT: We are going to sit here tomorrgw morning,

% Mr. Kanarek, and proofread one with the other, so the

- transeript will then be precisely accurate.

s | MR. KANAREK: I can only request.
1 1 THE COURT: As to what the edited statement 1is.
5 % MR. HUGHES: 9:45 tomorrow, your Honor?
o THE COURT: 9:45. , "
. MR. BUGLIOSI: Couild we hive Exhibit 10 back?
”  THE CODRT: I don't know where it is.
| THE CLERK: I have it here.
® - MR. BUGLIOSI: Could we have it back? .

6 1 THE CLERK: It is up to the Gf:mrt.

L]
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23

MR. BUGLIOSI: It ig withdrawn. We are mot going
to use it.

THE COURT: Yesg. If it is withdrawn, there is no
point in keeping it.

MR. BUGLIOSI: We are mot going to use 10. |

MR. KANAREK: I there any reason Wy we can't
keep it in the file, Mr. Bugliosi?

MR. BUGLIOSI; It ig our lettex,

THE COURT: It ig withdrawn.

MR. MUSICH: It might become important.

THE COURT: That exhibit number will be deleted.

You can make a rote to that effect, withdra:win,g' '
Special Exhibit No. 10,

Good night, gentlemen,

(Whereupon at 4:28 o'clock p.m. the court

was in recess.)
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{ Hello - o

' no one but myself for even saying anything o anybody about

{ 1t. Ny abttorny is going to go on insanity.

 the informer I wanted to slit your throat then I sneped

2 1ittle more every day. ,Changes, Changes, Only Love is

{SPECIAL EXHIBIT 8) .

I can see your side of this clearly,; Nor am I mad
at you. I am huvt in a way only I understand, I blame

Insanity is reality and not daring. When you truly
love you do. not -cate about anyone or anything you just
love, I am noh going to right this, I will let my

live forever 18 811 I want and‘I really don't care about
that. r‘did not admiy to beihg in the 2nd house because I

ivt‘,n

was not in the 2nd - house»

I don!ﬁ naed?aﬁythipgzliﬂj attorny gives me money.

He just dépoited $20. on my account. As I write to you I

feel more 8t ease inside When I first heard ¥ou were

that 1t was my throst I wanted €o cut. Well that all over
with now as I let the past die away from my mind, You know
It will all turn ouk okay in the end any way. Love wili

still run forever, I am giving up me to become that love'

ﬂorever'Chahging.

Jus;t come and say you love me, As Imy I love you or
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I should say I love Me (my love) in you,
Write me' :
I hope now you ﬁﬁderstand a 1ittle more. IF not ask.

o
7
e
%
L LN > -% T
hd £
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SPECIAL EXHIBIT 9

- SADIE GLUTZ
313 059 5000

Dear Jo,

L just got your letter. You sound so happy
and content. I hope you find all the things in life sre
gaod.

As far as what is happening in court, I just
got indited on 8 counts of murder and on 1 count of
conspixisy to murder¢

You regger the Sharon Tate murder and La
Beicinca murder? Well because of my big mouth to a
cell mate they just indited me. It seems to be nation
wide newsiﬂaa I don't want to sdy anything about it
because of the censor.

Although all outwardly appears to be over
with. I look deeper into this mesg, and gee a ray of
light so bright that it blocks out all darkness., No
matter what the outcome of this is, the love I have for
all the world keeps me in the light of love.
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PAGE 2

My atforney'wants to sdve my life.

Jo, Mich. sounds sd beau%ifﬁl that I know
your Christmas will be right end good for you. If only
you ﬁould look at each day of youi iifé ag a Christmag
and give to everyone you meet or see a deep real smile
you would see a new joy in giving of yourself. Jo you are
a

PAGE 3

beautiful warm woman.|

I am sure your iole as you portray your life is right in
your eyes. There are not many people I would write but
fﬁeretis something good inside you that wants to be let
out to give itself freely, uninhibily to all you meet.

‘Jo, I am a gpiritualy minded woman. I want
to give you all I can in spiritual vibrations., For life
has so much to give to a persoq.who»lives a life of love,
I 1bve;yqur lettex Jo, it says #so much between the lines
and in the lines. They just turned out the Lights so I
will close for now. Jo write me soon. I love to hear
from you.

Love Loves Love

Sadie
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1 | (SEECIAL EXHIBIT NO. 1)
2| | | ‘
e - A Sadie Glutz
e} R B 313 059
s.f | o . Dpee. 17, 69
7 | ' ' ~ Tiger

8 | Dear Kitt .
K I J'nust got your letter, I also just sent you one.

f0 | Babx dqn’t use me a8 an excuse to be miserable. Get .

-”‘?; L EVerything that has happend t% me doesn't bother ne

nfqéng'as much as’ it does the rest ‘of the world. I know you are

2m‘zhhurt by all this But don*t let it 1inger on yqur mind,

% Ttowial *all twork ot OK. - f o

’ 16 .. Kitt you must 1ive.your life for you right now. ’

. o .)Sticking by e is oK aha 1% makeﬂ me feel good., Buf having

' lg you running around in a drunken stuper isn’t golng to |

gt do wou or me any-good, Don't you send me any money unbill |
| 201‘ you h&ve everything you need. -
‘2ﬂ - Why did I do 1it%? Or why ata I open my big.mouth Bo
2 auaeilmabe? ‘To either one of those questions, I did what

B | I dig beéaﬁée that is what I did.

. f2¥g- . otop erylng, Ive done enough of that for botﬁ of us,
2% | and it doésn't help ©Put & smile on that pretty face of

- %6 - your and 1ive each day for that dey  Know that no matter
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I, Come see me In dlsguise. Dreds up so they won't know
{* you. I know you ean do It if you went to. I% wonld do us
"both_gooéii"‘ |

15
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~ what happehs I walk with you everywhere, When you see the
ksunﬂhine know that my love is forever. When you see the
Qcean waves meeéiné ﬁhe shore thaf I am there as paitient
and serene as can pe‘ ’

‘ "I want you to have a happy énd Joyful Chrisimas and
New Year., |

In spite of ail that has happened Im still me.

Lobwe you I do.

R Alweys Love Loves Love
; Kitten Cat .
¢ - « P .
' Sadie
P ,’4 : -l .‘ ‘ .
;s' ! },‘": ,,‘_" ) <- % . 3
-t R
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