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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNTA, FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1970

. 9:04 o'plock a.m.

(The following proceedings vexre had in the -
chambers of the court o;xt of the hearing of the jury and
the defendants, all counsel being present:)

THE COURT: All counsel are present.

The reagon I called you in,; gentlemen, was
because it has come to my atten{:ion that‘. -= I believe it
wag Mx. Bhinn subpoensed Judges Dell Keene anc‘i Parker
for today, is that cdrrect, Mr, Shinn?

MR. SHINN: Yes, I talked to Judge Parker's clerk
yesterday, your Honor, and she said ghe wants to be on
call, so I said okay. |

THE COURT: Well, the Coumty ‘Couﬁsei ig golng to
make an appearance this morning for the purpose of either
mo@r:lmg to quash the subpoenas or arranging tg put them on:
call or something. | |

However, he is ill, the man that wag agsigned
the joby and Mr. Byrne of the‘ Coﬁrity Gounsgel’ s office ‘
called me to ask 1f you have ainy objectitm to putting it

| over to Monday‘

HR. SHINN: T have no objection, your Honér.
' THE CQURT: Then none of thege three judges will
nake any appearance today. .
MR. SHINN: Judge Parker‘a clerk called and ghe

1 E

Lo
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1 | understandg she is on 24-hour call, youx Honor.

o 2 | THE COURT: Any objection to putting all of them on
‘ s | call? ’ ,
4] MR. SHINN: No objectiom. |
5 THE COURT: The People have not £inished theii‘ cage
¢ | for ome thinmg. ‘
7 | MR.'.SHT.-NN: That I understand.
5 THE COURT: They are all avallable so far as I

9.{ know., I don't know what thelr vacation plsns if any are,
1o | but I am gure they will all be happy to be on call.
w| MR SHINN; No objection.
2 | .THE COURT: Ali right.
_ 13 | MR. KANAREX: Your Homor, may I inguire as to the
. RS '] witnesses Charles Rich and Ernest Sheppard, has your
15 :  Honor agsighed the order on those?
2 fls. 116 THE GOURT: No, I have not.
. . lp" )
B

TR
a |

%

2t |-

% |
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MR, KANAREX; May I inquire as to what reason, your
Honor?
Thnose are very vital witnesses in view of the

1People‘s -~ the kind of case that the People -~ I mean, the

Lssues that the People have injected.

MR. KAY: We would ask for an offer of proof on
3Sheparé¢ '
I know who he is. He is a convicted murderer.

MR. KANAREK: I don't see what kind of an offer of

iproof I would have -

THE COURT: I don't want to hear a lot of colloguy

{now, gentlemen,

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor,

THE COURT: I have your request and I will rule on it
In due course. _ ’ ‘

| MR. KANAREK<? Therpoiﬁt'&s that Mr, Rich may leave the
‘County.&ail any day‘noﬁ;”‘

THE COURT: That may be, Mr. Kanavek, but I am not

|going to rule on it until I am ready to rule on it.

MR, KANAREXK: 2hep=he”ﬂoulﬁ haVé‘ﬁo-be brought back,

|your Hopor, from Folsom, and it would be more expensive for
| the State. |

THE COURT: Is there anjthing further, gentlemen?
|Anything further before we commence the trial?
- You might be glving some thought, Mr. Bugllosi,

{in connecetion with the matter of the handwriting exemplars

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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| that the Court ordered wifth respecé to D&fendant
Krenwingel,

I understand bthat you do want to ralse that?

MR, BQGLIOSI! Yes,
- THE CQURT: Whab I understand to be a failure of the

o
defendant/comply with the Court's order to make such

| exemplars,

MR. BUGLINSTI: Right.
THE COURT: And you night de giving gome Thought,

' possibly, to again working out some stipulation with

| Mr, Fitzgerald as to how that should be presented to the
“'Jury; &he»faot of hér fallure to make the exemplars, if .
iSuch is the fact. |

MR, BUGLIOSI: Yes.
MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, in c¢onnectilon with the
request for thope two witnesses, c¢éuld your Honor inform

me, 1s there any problem in connection with 1t? What is

TﬁE COURT: My thinking, at the moment, iz that I
haven't finished thinking, about 1%, '
MR, KANAREK~ I see.
Wpuld it be poasible for your Honor to rule on
that, let's day, by the beginning of the ~-
' THE COURT: I will Iet you ‘know when I have ruled.
MR, KANAREK: &t the beginning ofthe noon recess,

~ your Honor? I mean, the beginning of the noon session?

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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|

~ THE COURT: Let's go back Inbo the court, gentlemen,

1 and get on with the case.

. HR. BUGLIOSI;: I will have one wibtness after this

1 witness, your Honor, and that will be it.

Dr. Deering will follow Dr. Skrdla.
- MR, RANAREK: We have apother problem then.
ﬁr. Bugliosi represented to me that DeWayne
Wolfer, the Los Angeles police officer, wéuld-be here.

He has reépresented that for several weeks,

" your Honor. As a lawyer, he represented to me that Mr.

DeWayne Wolfer would be supplied by him,

.
f
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- 1f he comes over today, swell.

MR, BUGLIOSI: I will sk Wolfer to come over, and |

< 5 5 N p N

He said that he is hopelessly tied up ‘I!{Le'
said that you should pay him for comiﬁg overs, .- %,

MR. KANAR-EK:' Then 1 ask that all his testimony be
stricken, ' | | '

He was accommodated, your Honor, and Mr. .
Buglios.‘i was accommodated.

MR. BUGLEOSI: I asked him to come over.

THE COURT: I don't know what you are taiking about,
Mr. Kanarek. Why don't you get to the: point. Stop wésting
time and Zet to the point. .

MR.- KANAREK: The point is, your Homor, that Mr.
Wolfer did not -~ we did no# finish our ctoss-examination
of DeWayne Wolfex. |

. THE COURI: I am not aware that you didn't finish
your ¢rosg-examination.

MR. KANAREK: Your Honor may not recall it, but the
polnt is that he testified concerning a certain map which
was made wherein there were sounds uttexed and they took
some kind of a survey as to what could be heard at certain
areas. | . o ,

THE COURT: You show me in the transcript what you
are talking about specifically if you wani: me ko do somethinef
about it, and I will consider it in that light.

' MR. FANAREK: Your Honor, I can't show you at this

‘CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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2&&2 1 | instant., It wasg some weeks back. '
L 2 | ‘IHE COURT: I am not .asking you to show me at this

$ | instant, or at all. iam say:.ng, Mr. Kanarek if you are
"4 | asking for some relief, I will have to he;ve tha transcript
T s rgference 80 tha,ij. I can review. it and see what, in fact,
6 | ocourred. | o K : ’
v | MR« KAKAREK The point is, your Honor‘, that ‘:iit
8 mdy not even be expla.cit in the tramscrxipt. .
0 | g . Mx. Bugliosi represented to me <~ ags he Wiil
1.0 undoubtedly admit right now «- fhat Mr. Wolfer would be

1‘; | present, ﬁould be here, so that we could finish our
ﬁ 12 | examinagtion of him. o
ER . He was going to bring a map, a map that had
- | been made by the Police Department showing what could be
15 | heard by way of certain noises, certain sounds which were
16 | uttered i'n‘,fth rés;pec,t: to the Cielo DPrive address.
w | He didn't have‘-it with him. We éccomnoﬁate;l
B him We accommodated Mr. Bugliosi. He has represented‘
19 5 that the man would be here.

g - © Now, the People =~ it is onr position that

2 | 4a11_ of his testimony should be stricken, unless they live-.
' up to their word ..

‘. There is nothing that I have done, your Honor,
o except take the wcrd of Mr. Bugliosi.

25 THE COURT: You show me vhat pecurred in the

% | transeript, Mr. Kanaxek, if you are asking for any

- CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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testa.muny to be stricken.
. KANAREK: Or in the altem&tive, your Hono::, let

ug jusit have the man over here.

He hag testified very recently, there ig no
question about it. I read about it in the pa‘.per.'

THE COURY: We are goins tg get. on wiﬁh the trial
now. That 13 something you can work ‘out ﬁith ME. Bugliosi,.
- MR, KANAREK: Will you have Mr. Wolfer here?

MR. BUGLTOSI; I will try to get him here., I wi‘,l.l

. ©81l him and tell him to come over. That' i.s all If can do.

KANAREK: With the map? SRR
: BUGLIOSI: Yes. ' ' ' ‘
MR, KANAREK: Thank you.

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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3-1 1 | "' (The following proteedings were hag in open
court in the presence énd hearing of the jury, all
3“ dérendants and counsel kelng present;)
. | THE COURT: All parsies, counsel and juvors are
5 | present.
6 | Dr, S8krdla, would you resume the stand, please,
" {t , Do you havéd any further examinstion,
g | Mr. Kanarek?

. -9 | ,‘ MR, KANAREK: Yes,‘yOur Honor, Mxr. Darrow is getting
1 | an exhibit for me, ‘
| 1w | . - Your ﬁondrﬁ'may I use the microphone?
n.  : THE COURT:‘ You may.
SR 13 | ‘
* P BLAKE SKRDLA,

15 | the witness on the stand at the flme of the adjournment,
16 | resumed the stand and bestified further as follows:

1w |
5| CROSS-EXAMINATION (CONTINUED)

1 | BY MR, KANAREK: | I

0 g ‘Dr, Skrdla, in your review of the file did

oy ) Yyor ascértain whether or not Dr, Oshrin was a psychiatrist?
' A His gqualifications were not mentioned in the
.93, ‘reédrd, but I assume he 1s a qualified psychiatrist.

‘L ot @ . He signed his name and then, I think, the word
”-"E L p@&uhiaﬁrlSt 1z assovliated with his signature, is that
98 ' correct‘;’

- CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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4

presenti. ' T
| State file, Doctor, and tell ug whether Dr., Oshrin appears

| to be a psychiatrist,

_examinatfon. I don't see the date, with H. W, Oshrin, M.D.

| Doctor, do you have an opinion as to whether Dr, Oshrin is

1
[
7

§ . I reball the inltials; M.D., after his name,

I don't recall wﬁetﬁer-"psychiatriat"'ﬁaa

4 ; T
¥R. KANAREK: May I approach the witness, your Honor?
THE COURE: You may. o S
Q . BY MR, KANAREK: Would you look over the Patton

A T see his name here with M.D. after it.
It may have "psychlatrist" £ter it somewhere

elsea,
1 seé another place here, The mental status

Tﬁe next page sayg, "Psychiatric examinatlon by
H. W. Oshrin, M.D."

Counsel, I don't sée any specific sheet that
says, "psychlatrist" after hils name as part of the
signature, |

But it did say "Psychiatric examination by
Dr. Oshrin. "

‘ ) Doctor, raferring -- having reviewed this file,

a psychlatrist or not?
A I don't know his special qualifications,
Counsel, but I assume since he has done the report which

says "psychlatric examinstion," I would assume he 18 a

psychiatrist,

CieloDrive. COMARCHIVES
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your opinion that he ia a psychiatrist,or 1g it your-

Q So would 1t be your opinion that he is a -

psychiatrist? J
| A, I can Only assume that he is, I have no evidence

that has been presented to, the contrary. .
Q& . But based upon what you ses in the file, is it

L]

- opinion 'that he 1s not?

A I can only assume that he probably is a psyehi-

| gbrist bué I den't have ény recollection of his
| qualifications,

Q Right. I understand.

But would you tell us, do you have an opinion

| as to whether or not hé ié'a psychlatrlst?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Asked and answered.
THE COURT: Sustained.
Q BY MR, KANAREK: Well, when you say you assume

| that ne 18 & payehiatrist, are you equating that with the

word "opinion“?
Are you telling us it is your opinlon he is a

psychiatrist when you use the word "assume"?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Asked and answeved, irrelevant,

THE COURT: Sustained.

*] BY MR, KANAREXK: You will note on January 19,
llQTd in connection with Dr, Oshrin's riamé there appears 6o
be a reconmendatlon for conservatorship, whereln it says:

"Conservatorship 1s recommended for Dianne

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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of Inyo-Superior Court file.

\  WElizabeth Lake who 1» in my care.
"It has been determined that this
person is gravely disabled as defined by the
Welfare & Institutions Code, Section 5008(h)
as a result of a mental disorder, apd is
incapable of accepting treatment voluntarily.!
Now, dd you have &n opinlon, Doctor, as to the

extent, the time that this girl had the mental disorder

| that is referred to in that document which 1s dated .
| January 19, 1970?

A The only opinion,I hawe 15 indirectly from a
perusal of the Patton State Hospital record and the County
& Well, 1s it a rair statement that a11 or your
opinfon, except that which was based upon your-oral e

upon the gonversation you had with Dianne Ejizebeth Lake,

: 811 of that is based upon what you have learned indirectly
1 by way of this flle?

A No, I would not say &ll of it 1s based indirect~ |

. 1y on this file because you recall, Counsel, that I
examined Dianne Lake at some length before I saw this file
| in {ta complete form, |

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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3a-1 | . Q Well, now, the only examination that you did,
you have told us, is that by way of conversation and
obgervation. ]

THE bOURT: Have you finished with the file, Mr. '
Renarek?

MR. RANAREK: Very well, in the Interest of
econony -~ I wag going to =~ but I can ~- ‘
o Q Doctor, is it a fair statement that all of
your -- what you call an exapination of Dianne Elizabeth
i | Lake wag by way of just conversation between you and he:r
. and your observations of her? . :
1 A Well, T don't cal'.!. that & conversation,
i | Counsel, because a ‘convexsation - 1mp1ies wme‘thing else.
1; R ? gqndugteawhat I would call a structured
i | Ppsyehiamerie :‘Lnterview {n which T took into congideration
1%  extensive background history which she prgv:l.ded and did
x| & mental status examination. : .
- Q All right, but no matter which way you slice
19 it, Doctozr, the fact is, nevertheless, that éverything
that you pbtained in what you called -~ what you have
n | &lven that term -~ Bgtructured” -- what do you call it?
A Paychiatric examination.
] Structured psychiatric examination, all of
" ' that came to you by way of words that she uttered, and
25 your obdervations of her.
% | 1s that right?

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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3a-2 . IS By way of her words and assessing her demeanor
; 2 and hér'behavior, by way of reiating to me during the
.- .. | examination.,

4 : Q- Well, then, that 1s your observation of her,
o | right?

| p A That is correct.

7 Q So, then; is it a fact that your so-called or

alleged, or whatever your term your examination of her, is
an examination that is based upon words that she uttered

1o | &nd your observations of her.

i Is that correct?

T A Yes, essentially.
o B Q - All right .

is | physicadl tests of her to'be made? ,
@6 A No physical test at the time of the-examiﬁation,;
) 17 ‘ nb! ' . ‘ o .

Q - Did you cause any tegts to be made at the time

18 .
of the examination or otherwise?

g |

20 A No.
a | Q You caused no blood tests or amy other
29 ’physi;cal tesf:s of hexr; correct?
% A That's correct.
| Q  How, you recall when I was at tlewitness stand
. -* 55 | with you just & few moments ago, you read of this mental

2% digsorder that caused Dr. Oshrin to make this recommendation

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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3a=3 . of conservatorsghip, right? -
«& ) Yes. '
, 2 :
. . Q Now, do you have an opinion as to what that

mental disorder was that Dr. Oshrin had in mind when he

asked that the conservatorship take place?

. Do you have an opinfon as to what that mental
- disorder was?

N - You can answer that yes or no.

o 4 I have an ‘opinion based tpon review of thelir

0 file only. '

I ] Well, no one is criticizing you for this,
Doctor.

B | , ‘ -

1 Yot seem to be justifying gnd -~

. ’ . .~ MR. BUGLIOSI: That is argumentative, your Honor.
THE, COURT: Sust&iﬁé‘a;

15 |
1 BY MR. KANAREX:

16 N 0 o
. Q@ . No gne is eritieizing you. My question is,

s | 99 you t;ave"an opinion, Doctor?
- THE COURT: The jury will disregard the comments by

Mr. Ranarek. o,

20 .
o ‘Ask your mext quistiom, Mr, Kanarek.

| MR. KANAREK: I am trying to get an answer as to
3 | Whether or not he has an opinion merely, at this point,

il
o | YOUr Honor.

o A Might I answer, your Honor?

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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of conservatorship?

. and go, and it does not ghow the typical long term effects

- Doctor, pleage do. B ‘ : ¥

THE COURT: Yes, you may answer.

THE WITNESS: Yes; I have an opinion.
BY MR, KANAREK: S

Q All xight, then, would you tell us what is your
opinion that the mental disorder was that caused the

doctor to «- Di. Oshyin -- to make the recommendation

A My opinion ig that it was the residual of a
drug~-induced psychosis, and I have to explain that, Counsel,
for 1t to he understood. |

Q Certainly. I am agking now for what the illness ', :

was.

4 Prolonged use of LSD dpes create a disturbance
of the individual that is very much akin to schizophrenia,
in fact it has been referred to: as themically induced
schizophrenid.

But it 18 only a transitory state and can come

or gymptoms of schizdph;'egié,.”
Q And wheﬁ'_ vg;du say schizophrenia ~-
MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Honaz, 1 believe he 1g still
answering the question. ' o
Mr. Kanarek int:errupl;ed him, -

’

MR. KANAREK: I'm sorry, if ynu have not finished,

THE WEINESS: So, even though I took into consideration

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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'the fact that they had made the diagnosis, both acute and
chronic schizophrenia, and then within a period of about
12 days changed that diagnosis; it reinforces my opiniqn
that there was only a tramsitory drug-induced psychosis,
residuai, noted, which caused them to feel that she was

gravely disabled.

- El
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0 |

a3 Now; whét do you meéan by éehizophrenia? What
is schizophrenia?
A It is & major mental dlsorder of psychétlc

| proportions in which there are disturbanceas of thinking,
disturbences of affect, which 1s thé faclal expression,
| the feeling tone, the mood of the individual, and distur-

- bance of behavior andijudgment. It takes & rather chronlc

course,

q Atid in the context of what you have Just sald,

' Doetor, what does affect mean? Is that a-f-f-e-c<t?

A Yes. ~
Q What does thqt‘ﬁean, Dodtor?
A This 18 4he emotional tone of the individual

expressed by facial expreasion, by volge, bx gesturea, in

1 general, . - EP

Q  And so, Doctpr, when you say "residual eﬂrect i

ylyau meéan that at some tine in the ‘past, prior to the rirst

couple of weeks, January 10th or 12th or 13th, or whatever
day it wés irn January that Dy, Oshrin wrote, hade his
recommendation of conservatorship, somehime 1ln the past,
prior to that, fhere was algreater effect than that which
you term residual as of that date; is %that correét?
A Well, in that case, Counsel, I am using the

Word‘“effect{“ spelled with an e, rather than "affect."

I am not able t0 determine whether there was a

_greater effect earlier or not,

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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My assumption 1s, in viewlng the entire history,

| that while in debéntion end somewhat isolated, perhaps,
fthat Dianne may have undergone some decompensation
“emptionally, because she stated she was depressed, she was
| upset by the interrupticn .of belng removed from the group,
-j~and then being sent to the hospital., And inltlally she

1 was rather frightened aﬁd guarded, but sﬁe gulckly overcame
] thils,

Thie 1s borne out by the record of Patton

| State Hospital and by her own statements to me,

q A11 right.

Now, Déctor, assuming that from October 12,

Dianre dld not ingest ESD, that assunption being based

upon the faet that she was in custody and, presumably, she

" had no LSD during that period of time, bearing that

assumption in mind, Doctor, could you tell us whether this

period of from Oc¢tober to January 1ls of any significance in

| determiining the intensity of her drug-induced psychosis
| pricr to October the I2th, 1969,

A ﬁell, there may have been some alternating

| or changed emotional dlsturbance from time to time,

| depending upon her géneral adjustment and the stress and

threat she felt Bhe was under.

i

It is not ordinarily a sustained sort or

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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phenomenon, that shows the same sytptoms all the time, but
it is very much affected, I think, by the individual's
‘ staﬁilitﬁ, his emotional development, his personality,
" his ego structure.

" CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES



by b Q@ ALl right.

. .2 Would you sdy that Dianne Lake's stability was
| strong, Doctor?
| I am talking now in terms of September,

5 | October, August of 1969.

s | A I could glive only a relative answer to that
7| question, |

8 q _Go ahead.

s ‘ A In some ways she was fairly strong, in some

w1 ways she was _immat;qre, and in some ways she was dependent.

nall B! Would you tell us, Doctor, in what ways she was

12 strong and in what ways she was Immature, and in what
. B | ways she was dependent, and upon %hat you base your oplnion . |
| ke Doetor, ) |

W A I can only generalize by saying that her

U strength was that &8 an adoleucent in this very uncertain
N time of life that she didn't decompensate to the degree

18| that she developed & full-blown functional psychosis, as

' | some individuals do, and in that, I feel she demonstrated

| some of her strength.
2% But I stiil see her as having been somewhat
“22 ) 1mma"cur§ 5 A% wanting for some bsért of a famlly relationship,
B for some sort of security, for some affection and belonging
‘ % 1 to a group or a femily,
| . : | 25 ' Q ~ Now, Doctor, the rile rerleets that ghe was.
%

‘ deemed £0 be nuggestible.

1

%
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suggestible mean?

| circumstances, can be led by the wishes of others,

| Doetor?

' somie three-month period, in a three-month period in which

Would you tell us, Dogtor, what does
bat

A Well, I think 1% 1s probably self-explenatory.
It means thet an indiﬁidual, under some

Q- . And the file does raflect that she was
suggestible on January 12, 1970,vof thereabouts; right,

A I think there 13 something to that errect'in
the file, yes.
Q411 right,
Now, would you tell us, Doctor, is there any

significance in the fact that from Getober to-Janaary,‘

she had not received any LSD ~~ let me withdraw that and
rephrase it. | .
Is fhe#e any significance, Dottor, in the fact

that in the three.months period prior to her being adjudged

| Is there any significance in that, Doctor?

MH. BUGLIOSI: That assumes a fact not in evidence,

THE COURT: Susbained, |

MR, KANAREXK: What was the objectlon, your Honor?
I didn't hear it. '

MR, BUGLIOSI: It assumes facts not in evidence.

MR. KANAREK: Q¢ = j“Lét's asaume,.Doctor, that ]

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1

tunile she was in custody she received no LSD,

‘freeognizing that there is a three#mqnths periocd between the

| date of incarceration and the date of analysis of this
-:psychotic condltion siueh that & receivership was recomdended,
?is there any significance in fhis period of time?

Do you have that &ssnmption‘iﬁ mind, Doctér?
A Yes,
@ = Having that gssumption in mind, Doetor, and

A Not necessarily, Counsel,
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Q ‘Well, Doctor, you are telliﬁg us that 12 days
later, or thereabouts, she wag freed of this illness that
she had exhibited 12 days previously; right?

A No, I didn't say that she was freed of this
illness, because the record'at Patton indicates, and by
her own admission, tood, that there were some flﬁshbacks
that did continné to occur, some semsory flashbacks.

Q Well, would you gdy that, as a function of
time, the intensity of flashbacks attenuates?

i T don't think the answer to that question is
presently known, bécause some Iindividudls continue to
exééfience flashbacks for months, or possibly even years,
after they have last used an hallucinogenic drug sucl as
LSD.

3 S0, therefore, Doctor, iz it your statement

 that this three months period during which she received
1 no LSD ig of no significance in determining her mental
- stabllity in January of 19707

A Oh, it may be of some significance, Counsel,
but I don't think it would have anything to do with some

21:' of the residual that you may see from having ingested the

drug.

| There may have been various stresses and
straing going on, operating on her personality during that
three months, and she was;'certainly, awdre of some of

those that she rqurtéd to me.
. , ’

1 f
L
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Q Well, is there a greai:er pr"o‘bability that she

'_‘was more 111 in Augﬁst, September and Octiober .of 1969 while
| she was taking LSD than she was on or about January 12th,
{ 1970, when she had not taken LSD for some thrée months?

- MR, BUGLIOSI: That calls for & conclusion.
MR, KAWAREK: 'That is what be im here for, your Honor.

| That is the very resdson.

THE, COURT: Overruled.
You may answer.
T THE WITNESS: I could only conclude fyxom the informa-

| tion I have -- I am mot certaip, that I recall your question

| precisely.
12

MR. RANAREK: May it be read; your Honor?
THE COURT: All right. Read the guestion.
~ (The question was read by the reporter.)
THE WITNESS: £ can only speculate, Counsel, on the

" bagls of whatever information I have.

. I do remember that Diamné told me that during
the last part of hex associlation with the Family, she was

| becoming depressed and somewhat unhappy with the way things
| had been going, and she algo told me that at the time she

' was removed from the jail and sent to Patton State Hospital,
| which was a completely different environment, she felk

. | somewhat threatened by that and was somewhat withdrawn

and upset.

But other than this information, I couldn't

“CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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., | draw any vonclusion. 1 could only speculate, Counsel.
MR. KANAREK: Q i 'Here y’ou are telling us,

, | Dector, that you can't conciude 4s to whether or not she
, | ¥as more mentally i1l in August, September and Qctober of

g 1969 than in January of 1970; that ig what you have just
told us; right?

. ~ Is that coxrect, Doctor?
o A Well, I haven't said egactly that, Coumsel.
" ' | I have given you the basis for the imformation

. | I havey but not having examinmed her then, I don't have an
be £18. ', | opinion, really,

12 | |
_ 1
. ’ 14 1
5
16 ‘
17
18. !

19

o |

24

26
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he-1 - 1 |- &  Right, You havé ro-opinion, You Gan'k really
_gin 2 | tell us the answer to that; ls that right?
. , 3 | A Without an examinationil tii:r.nk you can pnl-y

4 | speculate, T ;

s g ALl right. -

6 Now, before you can téll us whether she can

2“‘perce1Ve, whether she can relate, whether shé can operate

3 | and functlon as a human belng, you must first know whether
9~: she is mentally 111 or not. This has a bearing on her
lmf'.ability 40 perceilve. If she 1s psychotib, if she has &

. psychosis, 1fdshe is mentally 411, if she has schizophrenia,
12 | then her ability to relate, to perceive, is affected.

_ 13 Is that a fair statement, Doctor?
| { o w | MR, BUGLIOSI: That assumes a fact not in evidence,
15 | that. she has schizophrenis.
16 ] He already btestlfied that she didn't have
17. schlzophrenls, |
1B | MR. KANAREK: That 1s not so, your Honor.
19 _. THE COURT: - Do you understand the question, Doc¢tor?
2 | THE WITNESS: Well, it 1s a rather complicated
n | question, I am not certain I do entirely.
22 THE COURT: I think you had better reframe it,
. Mr, Kanarek. I think it 1z ambigudus.
% - MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor.,
‘ . ’ 25 q Is 1t a falr statement, Doctor, that 1f someone
2% -Q’assuming someone has schizophrenia, someone is psychotig,
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then their abllilty bo perecelve, thelr ability to relate
| whatever theypurprtedly percelvéd, 1s affected.

Is th&t'é;fairrstatement?
WR. BUGLIOSI: That I8 a hypothetical not based on

the evidence, your Honor.
MR. KANAREXy Your chor this rilq reflects thap

- there are doctors who say that she has schizophrenia‘

I

THE COURT: AlL wight, v, Kanarek. | oty
MR..BUGLIOSI: I would ask the Court to admonish the
Jury to disregard that statemént by Mr. Kanarek.
THE COURT: Overruled.
The jury will dlsregard the comment of pounsel,
I have told you about that before, Mr. Kanarek.
I admonish you again, |
MR. KANAREKY Well, your Honor --
THE COURT: There i8 nothing to say now.
. MR. KRNAREK: VEry well.
THE CQURT: I have overruled the obJection.
' The doctor may answer the question,
MR. KANAREK: Very well,

Thank you, your Honor.

| | =g
THE WITNESS: ©No, I don't think it is a fair v

ktatement, Counsel, because even incividuals who arve
actively psychotlc with known schizophrenla are able o
report, in great detall and somebimes quite correctly and

precisely, a number of things that go on around them,

ziqh_
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although maybe, in certaln very lsolated areas-of their
emotlonal conflict, there may be distortigns and there may

be hallucinations, and there may be delusions.

.: - i
’ : the schizophrenic has no impairment of v
Woommrn = *

memory, there is no organle¢ impalrment of memory at ail.
He vemembers very well exactly what hdppens.
In facéﬁ_this may be part of the problem. In

- some cases, he remembers toQ well things that happened

| and the emotional assaults that he has undergone, and

reacts to them in a very sensibive ﬁay‘ : .‘f7\ ’7\

LY

gur

MR. KANAREK: ¢ Well, now, your opinion is
tha®t Dianne Lake does not haye schiZOphrgnia;‘is that
| correct?
| 4 As I see her at thls time, at the time of ny

: examinatioﬁ, she 18 not schizophrenic.
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Q Is it your 6pin:l:on -~ well, flrst I'1l ask you:

Do you have an opinfon as to whether she was

| /echizolahrenic in August, September and Oet:aber of 1969,
b

ased ypon what you read in the file and based upon every-
thing that you have doﬂe by way, of speaking with her and
observing hexr? |
A 1 have an opinion.
! @ What Is that opinion? _
A " That she was not schizophrenic ther.
Q ALl right.
1s your opinion, Do‘ctzér, that she had in
Janua:cy of 1969 a drug-—induced psychosls?
Do you have an opinion as to whether or not she
had a drug~induced psychosig in January of 19697
A Yes, I have an opinion.
Q What is your opinion?
A . That she did have, certainly, some residual of
a érug;-induced psychosis.
Q, Ai]'. right, now, may I ask you --
JUROR NO. 9 (Mr. John M. Baer): The question about
the date, the statemert of Jamwary, '69 -~
THE COURT: Was that the date you were referring to,
Doctox?
THE WITNESS: No, your Honor, it was January, 1970.
1 am certaln counsel mesant to say that.

MR. KANAREK: Then let's ask that perhaps.
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BY MR. KANAREK:

i} Do you have an opinion as to whether she had

| a‘drugrﬁnduced psychosis in Januaty of 19697

,A‘ No, I have ﬁbwopinian regarding that.
Q All xlght, now, do you have an opinion, Doctor,
¥ tc‘whether she had & drug‘lnduced psychosis in Augusgt

| and September and October ‘and Decermber of 19692

A I would assume she had some symptoms that could

| be construed as the residual or part of a drug-induced

psychosis,
| &  In those months?
& Yes.
Q You have that opinion?
A Yes.

Q  Based on everything you have seen in the file

tand your observations and your talking with her, right?

A Well, I should probably modify that to say:
I don't know whether I would call it a psychosis

- at that time, but there were certainly some residuals_cf
' the use of the illicit drug, LSD.

Q Over this long period of time?
A Yes. ‘

Q And perhaps it might be determined g psychosis,

Not necessarily.
Q. But it could be?
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A I don't have any evidence to base any conclusion |

| that she had a psychosig 4t that time.

She stated she was depressed, she was upset and
she was somewhat precccupied with the way things had been
going. ‘ | |

' But I could not say from the information I have
that it was a psychosis. -
Q Wéll, ‘sb.e'haé tflis psychosis certainly =-
: Let me withdraw that.

Qhe had 'certa"i:i ayrgptbms ‘that nade i:ebpl-e refer
her tov Patton State Hospit&lafter an extended period of
time in which she did not take LSD.,

That is a fact, is that correct?

A ' Yes, apparently she wak sih:owirg sufficient
maltadjugtment that they felt she would benefit by hospital

. ¢care,

Q All right, now, if I may ask you, Doctor, is
| At & Fact that one of the == one of the properties of the
use, one.of the'éff.ects of the use of LSD is that it can

A I would not subscxibe to that statement.

- ]reate delusions?

It creates illusions and halluclpations, but
}o’t neceggarily delusions unless the individual develops
a functional psychosis because of the use of illicit.drugs.
o Q- What is g delusion, Doctor? ,

A A falge idea, not based in fact.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



10

I

B
14
5

Is -

17

18 |

19

20

21

23

24

25

. 17,504

Q Is it a fact that people who.take LSD will,
¢ . ' .
on occagion, step out of a window, thinking that they can
just step out to theground, is this a fact?

A This occurs on rare occasions, yes.
Q What do you mean by rare, Doctor?
A It has been reported but it is not a common
thing.
There is a distutrbance in time-gpace yrelation-
| shipsz.

Q You have told us yesterday that there are

. disturbances {n time-space relationships by the teking of

| 1.sD%2
12

A Yes.
Q This disturbance would be termed a delusion,
- right?
A In this particular case you could call it a
delusion. |
Q And if a person, if a person operates upon the

driving force that is in thelr mind, that is not based upoh

| fact, but is based upon what is induced In their thinking

because of their ingestion 6f LSD, that is a delusion,
iz that right?

A That can be, yes.

Q Now, would you tell ug the difference between
a delusion and an illusion?

A  An fllusion is a sensary gort of a phenomenon in

... ~CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Q Now, directing your attention to Dienne Lake,

 is it a falr stajement that your medical opinion 1s -~ your

- psychiatric opinion is that Dianne Lake has experienced

both. auditory hallucinations and visual hallucinations?
© A ies.
Q@ - Now, is it a fact, Doctor, that as far as

Dlanne Lake is coneerned -- let me withdraw that and ask

I you:

. Would you tell us how many years Dianne Lake
has uséd L3D? 4 |

A ﬁetween ages 13 and 17.

q And would you ~=- ié there any significance,
Do¢tor, in the fact ~- let me withdraw that and ask you:

How.many tines did she tell you she had
Ingested LSD? ,

A Approximately 50 times,

& If I tell yéu'that she has on other occasions
stated, and I belleve this record will so reveal, that she
told Mr. Bugliosl that she had taken LSP at least 100
times, would that have any effect upon your judgment —-—

Would that have any eéffect upon your analysis, '
your pSychiatric analysis of Dianne Lake? )

A No, I %hink not, Gounsel and I can explain why ,
if you wish. ‘ﬁ o

Q Certainly. -

A I have seen many individuals on the outzlde who
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" which shé wmay bave in this case, she tells you, bthe doctor,

| say that that difference stated by her on two occeasions is

17,507

}are on the streets now who have nsed LSD several hundred
times, three or four hundred times, and are functloning as
éssentially normal individuals,

(o} Well, I am #asking you whether her lack of
eandor, lack of telling the truth -~ on one occasion she.

| tells you the dogtor, at a time when she 1s testifying In
. that taking LSD 1s not good for some particular viewpoint,

that she took approximately -~ todk LSD approximaﬁely 50
times, ' o
On another’occasion she tells someone else that -
This i1s at & time when she is in custody at
- Pattén State Hospltal, speaklng to a prosecutor in this
case, she tells him that she took 1t at least 100 times,

Now, in éhe-ccntext of those two statements, you |

of no éignificange in your analysis, your psychistric
analysis. - |

ME. BUGLIOSI: Argumentative and compound.

MR, KANAREK: I am asking the question of the Dactor,
your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand the question, Doctor?

| THE WITNESS: I think so. | |
THE COURT: - Overruled, you may answer,

T

THE WITNESS: I can see no essential .difference in my

¥
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opinlon based upon the difference,

Q BY MR. KANAREK: You say this lack of candor on

her part 1s of no significance?
IR, BUGLiOSI: Itts argumentative, agssumes a faect not

[ in evidence;

THE COURT: sustalned.

Q  BY MR, KANAREK: I am asking the doctor, is it
of any significance —- |

THE COURT: Sustained¢-

'Mé‘ KANAREK: On whab basis, your Honor?

THE COURT: The objection is sustained. It assumes
8 fact not in evidenece, |

Ask your next question, Mr, Kanarek,’
Q BY MR, KANAREK: Well, Doc¢tor, let us say that

‘on one octasion she states that she took 1t approximately

50 times.

On another occasidén she states at least 100
times,

Is thét difference of any significance?

YR. BUGLIOSI: Asked and answéred,

THE éOURT: ‘Suat&;neda'

9 BY MR, XANAREK: boctér, does it sométimes
happen that a person like Dianne iake is most unreliable
as far as determining actually how manv times she has .
takeén LSD? _ '

MR, BUGLIOSI: That is too broad a question,
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THE COURT: Sustained. =~ ; * v
Q BY MR. KANAREK: ﬁgg 1t been your éxpériénce, o

nDoétor, in speaking to people who take LSD that even

though they state to ybu, they utter the words to yeu;thét

| they have taken LSD a certain number of times, that in
| faet they may have taken LSD many, many imore times than'they

| have stated to you?

MR, BUGLIOSI: Well, this is & conclusion. It calls

| for a. conclusion,

THE‘COUBT: sustalined,
Q BY MR. KANAREK: Do you accept, Doctor, in

connectign with your analysis, do you accept —-
Did you atcept and use the figure of 50 times

some 50 -times, in connectlon with what you have told us here
in the courtroom? |
A Well, I took it as part of the history which
she gave me,
But I don't think it would have made - any
‘diffefenge in the over-sll evaluation, whethér she took 1t
25 times or 75 times or 100 timés.
. R It would not make any difference if she took it
400 titmies or 500 times?
MR, BUGLIOSI: That is ilrrelevant.
THE, COURT: Sustained.
MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor .- well, may I ask you -
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'Your Honop, may I appgoach the Bench on this?
THE CQURT: Ask your next question,
Q BY MR. KANAREK: Doctor, does your=gng1ysis
have any relationship to the nqmbef of time% Diénne Lake

| took LED?. S

A I took this into cnnéideration; but in view of.
her straight-forward, coherent debslled story, which she

| gave me of her background, and her present situatioh, it

did not actually meke any diffebtence in the tota;'pictufeﬂ

§ - Well, would it meke &ny difference 1f she was

| off by a Factor of 20, 4if she only told you about 5 per cent

of the time?
MR, BUGLIOSI: Asked and answered, your Honor. He

| said it would not meke any difference.

MR.. KANAREK:. We dontt know the’extent, your Honor,
MR, BUGLIOSI: He just changed a couple of words,

1 your Honor.

_THE CQURT: Overruled, You may answar.
Z
/s THE WITNESS: I am not placing any emphasis on a

- !?_
?L;ff;ecific number of timea that any drug is used,

'23- A
28
25

%

My evaluation attempts to assess the effect it

_ has had on the individual, and his current mental

functloning and status,
I found no evidence st this time to indleate

that there was any major mental disorder or mental dls-

turbance ag a résult of drug use,
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BY MR. KANAREK: -
Q But we are now, 'speéking of residual effects.
Ig‘n t there a tendency for some of these
chemicals lile strychnine to remain in the tissue of the
bra,m,, and when LSDh is nch t:aken ovet a long period of
time, this strychnine tends &0 c}issipaqe itself, is that
correct? \ ‘ ri "

A My undersfanding is that ‘strychﬁiﬁé is rather
rapidly excreted from the bﬁéy.

Q Well, your understanding is that there are no
residual traces or bits of chemical products remaining in
the brain by sorxieone who takeg LSD regularly, is that
corvect?

A Regidual, you mean of LSD?

Q Of LSD and the by-products which go into the
making of LSD.
| A To the best of my knowledge it's not been
demonstrated as yet, deppsited in the brain, either substance
which you mentioned.

Q Well, then, upon what does the flashback
depend, if it does not depend upon the residue of chemical
materials in the brain?

A 1 would aSSum‘e , Counsel, it depends upon the
altered chemical snd electricgl activity of the brain which
may be altered for some time but may show no changes under

the microscope.
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There may be no visible changes of that cell,

- But there is a change at the molecular level, asg it is
f referred to.

The chemical and electrical activity, 4s it
were. ;
Q And at this mnleéuiér level, very minute smounts
of -chemical sudh'#sﬁstxféﬁnine and/or LSD can remain, is

" that correct?

A No, I don't think’they wremain, Counsel. That is

{ mot my understanding. Ce

That they are'rathér’rapidly excreted‘from the
body is my understanding, but ‘the changes that they bring

| d@bout in cellular activity in the brain may remain.
15 .

That is, the altered functioning may persist.
, But the chemital is no longer there.
-Q Isn't the driving force for the alteration

A No, becauge LSD 1s rather rapidly excreted.
The average individual ceases his so-called
grip in about, ordinarily, ten hours; maybe a Iittle bit

. Ionger.
oa | :

The drug is esgentirlly gone from the body;

| but there is some altered biochemistry of the body, that is
23 : o :

what continues to Treact.

x) What sustains this altered biochemistry,

Doctor?
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& number of experiments on it.

in ;
- response/  the average individual.

‘right?

| of & gram, right?

| use of LSD, for the numbet ofA years that Dianne Lake has
. told us she took LSD, do you have an opinion as to whether

9 | Or mot that type of ingestion of LSD could cause delusions

. A I don't know that even biochemists or neuro-

physiclogists as yet have the answer, but they are doing

Q And they say that very minute amounts of LSD
anc}[or strychnine are responsible for this biochemistry,

is that correct?

4 Well, very minute amounts of LSD can cause a

Q Right. 1

4 But I don' t" know that LSD or the .‘strychniné ie
stored dn the brain. I think 1t is excreted by the body.

Q Well, the average dose of LSD is 200 micrograwms,

A Well, I guess that would be a fair estimate
although you tan get an effecf lfrqm less than that.

Q And a microgram is how much material?

. Well, it is one-thousgandth ~- actually it is
one-millionth of a gram.

Q So 200 micrograms would be two hundred-millionths

A YESQ
qQ Now, do you have an opinion right now as you

sit on the witness stand as to whether or not the prolonged

‘CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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1 did, I'm askirg whether 1t could.

" available information.

‘BY MR, KANAREK:

' ‘that she is today? ‘ .

in September -~ in August, September and October of 19697
A ‘I have an opinion based upon the informetion
I have.
Q Well, my question is, do you have an opinion
ag to whether this could caige delusions; not whether it

MR. BUGLIOSI: We are concerned with Diamne Lake. He

can only give a conclusion as to Diame Lake based on the
THE COURT: Sustained on that ground.

Q Well, Doctor,- baged upon -~ well, let me ask
| Asmming that bianﬁe ﬁake ingést-éd LSp for the
number of years that she has told s, would it be possible
For he:r to have had ﬂelugions d.n September, in Auglst,
September and October. of 1969 and still be the person

-
“'"T' .

. MR BUGLIOSI. I obj e«;:,\t on “the grounds that anything: L
is possible. o be o
i think the onIy conclusion ! ¢an give is
whether she did in fact, not what_is possible.
That is strictly speculative, your Honor.
MR KANAREK: He can explain his answezn, your Honor.

THE COURT: Sustained.
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- ‘because in some mental illnesses one does not get well.

28§

BY MR. KANAREK:

-] Well, Doctox, people recover from mental
iIlnesé the same way they recover from an imgrown toenail,
ig that right? They get well.

I8 that right?
A Well, that is somewhat of an oversimplification
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from that, right?

| no matter what you say here, arven’t you, Doctor?

| Honor.

: these terms:

Q Well, dogs Dianne Lake presently have a
mental illness? _

A I find no evidence of any mental illness.

@ All ripht, she had a drug-induced psychosis as
of last January, right? h

A 'Yes, according to hosplbal records’ahg mny

interpretation, she aid. ;"ﬁ

I" 5t .
Q All right, so you are telling us_she recovered

¥

‘A Yes. | . :
8 So in August, September and Oetober of 1969:‘

she could have had a psychosls that she has recovered

A I can only speculate, Counsel, because I dla

not seeg her then- I dontt know,.

Q Well, you are speculating, in any event,

MR. BUGLIOSI: Argumentative,

| THE COURT: Sustained.
Q BY MR, KANAREK: Then give us your speculation.
MR. BUGLIOSI: That callé for speculatlon, your

THE COURT: Sustained.
Q@ . BY MR, KANAREK: Then, Do¢tor, is it a faip
sﬁatemenﬁ,-then, that you cannét,.may I then couch it in
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Do you have an opinion, Doctor, as to whebher

'or not Dlanne Lakelwas mentally 11l in Adgust, September,

Octicber, November, December of 19697
MR, BUGLIOSI: Asked and énswered, your Honor.
MR. KANAREK: I don't think sc, your Homor.
THE COURT: You'may answer, ‘ _
THE WITNESSQ I have no basls upon which to make an

'} opinion of mental illness at that time, Counsel.

Q BY MR. KANAREK: BSo you have no way. of telling |
- us whether she was or.waﬁ‘not mentdlly ill,ééfof that date,
- wight? | "-A o T o ' |
£ No, I wouldn‘t say thab necossarily., . oy

She did relate various things in a very straigh%~{i
forward manner, things bhat did oceur during th?t time -
and, I would say on balance, from the information I haVe;

. ghe was certalnly not psychotic during that period.

& . Well, then, will you -~ just az few minutes

" ago you #ald you had no opinion.

* May I ask you the question again then: Do you

have an opinion & to whether in August, September, October,

~ November, December of 1969, do you have an opinion gs to

22 | whether or not Dianne lake was menbally 111%

.24‘4
25 ;

.26

A I have to qualify my answer,

& - Would you tell us, please, whether you have
an Opinion firat, and thep we will be glad to let you
explain.
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I me.

| independent psychiatric evaluation done by anyone else

;evaluation to corrobate it.

tmy knowledge.

| certain whether he ordered it or not; obviously it was
- ordered,

-Would you please?
A _ Well, I have an opinlon but it‘baaed on very
limitved information, Counsel,
& Well, would you tell us what your opinion ia?
It is based, you aay,‘on limited information?
A . It is baged'cn the Informatlion which she gave

1 had no objective Information, or no

during that time.

- A1l I can do is base what conclusion I had,
what 1imited conclusion updn the inrormation spg_gave me
about various conversations and aﬁout her statug as she
subJectlvely evaluated it herself, "‘

m' r

. But I have no independznt paychiatnic

Q You have nori¢ whatsoever, right?
L No, ' '
Q .No corroboration? e

A No psyechlatrist examined her at that\time to

&  All right, New, &id Dr, Oshrin order
psychologloal testing in this case?
A -Psycholdglcal testing was. done. I'm nob

‘CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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a |

Q Does the file refleet that Dr. Oshrin in fact

| ordered pa&chiatric~testing?

A - It may do so.,
§ ' Would you tell us, just for legal reasohs In

i the apurtroom; sometimes it's lmportant —-

MR. KANAREK: May I approach the wltness, your

-é Honor?

THE COURT: You may.
Q BY MR. KANAREK: Would you tell ug, Doctor,

whether Dr. Oshrin did In fact order psychologleal testing

in this cage?
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13 1

(Pause while the witnegs cxamines a file.)

THE WITNESS: Tﬁe report of Bruce Meeksm Ph.D.,

. staff psychologist, dated January 13th, 1970, states:

YReferral soutces: The patient was

referred by Dvr. Oshrin to rule out psychosis,

specifically schizophreniz.™
BY MR, KANAREK:

Q So, it is a fair statement, Doctor, is it not,
that Dr. Oshrin did order psychological testing; 1s that
correct? B

A .Well, if you want to equate "orderxed" with
“referred,” I suppose he did,

Q Well, we ave playing wiﬁh words there; that is
the sdne thing ag ordering, isn't it, Doctozr?

A Not necegsarily. I can refer someone to a
psychologist but I don't necessarily order him to 80,

Q Well, would you say that the purpose of Dx.
Mee;k_s, in the hosp-ital there; one of his purposes is
to condugt psychdlagigai tegts for the psychiatrisgts at

| the hospital?

That is one of his fun&ti‘oﬁs, bartainly,
isn't it, Doctor? S - .

Of the psychoiogisit?

Q YES. o : !
. A Yeg, of course.
Q 50, "referred" ig another way of saylng it was
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field.

16 .

. requested?

A Requested, yes. |

Q And it is youx gtatement that vou, Dr. Skrdla,
you, yourself, are not expert in the MMPI; right?
You have told us that? The psychological test?

A I feel this is in the province of the psychologis
| who is trained specifically in the giving and evaluating

of psychological tests.

Q And you have told us that thig is certainly -~
that you are mot an expert in this; right?
A No, I don't consider myself an expert in that

Q And Dr. Meeks made the statement that Dianmne
was blatantly psychotic. Ia that a fair statement? Does
the file so reflect that, Doctor?

A I believe there was something to that effect
in his agsessment.

MR, KANAREK: Thank you, Doctor.

THE COURT: Any questions, Mr. Hughes?

MR. HUGHES: Yes, your Honor.

Your Homor, I have here an MMPX Critical Items
List, which is actually a Xe,:.;o;c from the Yatton State
Hospital file. )

May that be marked as Defendants' next in
order? 3 T - '

THE GOURT: BF. |

=
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MR. HUGHES: B ag in boy and F 8s in Frank?
THE CLERK: Yes.

MR. HUGHES: May I approach the witness, your Honoxr?
THE COURT: Yes.

CROSS~EXAMINATION

BY MR. HUGHES:

Q@  Dr. Skrdla, referring you to -~ I belfeve this

i3 a Xerox copy of the item that Mr. Kanarek was referring

you to, that he veferred you to yesterday -~ the MMPI
Critical Items List, whereln answer No. 294, "I have never
been in trouble with the law" is checked.

| Actually, that item is given as a false answer;
is that correct?
ME. RANAREK: Your Honotr, I will object on the

angwer the question.

w |

18 |

20

2l

23

2

25 .

%

He I-Las_ stated that he ig not an expert im

o . psychological testing, the MMPI.

It would be a conclusion on his part, and
there would be no foundation for him to testify concezning
thege matters.

That is why we have crosg-examination, your

" Honor.

THE COURT: All ri‘ght; you have stated your objection.
MR, KAHAREK Yes,: ygi:x‘- .ilonor.
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THE COURT: 'The ob}éction s sugtained on the basis
that 4t ealls for a conclusion.

el
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| that they read one at a time, as elther true or false. -

MR, HUGHES: May I have -a moment,, your Honor?
THE WITNESS: I might clear up & misconception

- yesterday, your Honor.

This 1s actually false.

(The witness shows the document to the Court

and indicates.)

MR, HUGHES: Q " Dr. Skrdla --
THE COURT: dJust a moment, Mr, Hughes.
_MR,‘HUGBES: Yen, sir,

THE COURT: Reframe the question, Mr, Hughes, would you?| .
MR, HUGHES: Yes, your Honor.

q Dz, Skrdla, 1s it your belief, from looking &t

that answer, that Dianne Lake gave that answer as falge,

;that ghe had never been in trouble with the law?

MR, KANAREK: I obJect on the grounds of no reunﬁation.
The doctor has mtated he has béen an expert in this field,

your Honor.

THE COURT: I think the question is ambiguous,

Mr. Hughes, and I will sustain it on that ground.

MR. HUGHES: Q Well, Doctor, what is the
weerr A

x
Cd
A | -

" Al

A The MMPI is the Minhesoba Multiphasic

‘Personality Inventory in which agfery largé number of
questions -— T believe in excess of 400 -~ are askeg of the

,1ndividua1 and they are required to score the st&tements,
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{in assessing various neurotic or characterological defects
‘?in the individual, and aie particularly helpful to a

| therapist who treats the individual anineeds to assesas

‘| their attitudes and viewpoiﬁts 5nd qonflicta in a2 number of

| lack of experﬁisaa He has candidly stated that —-

| of tame,

tests, and there is no roundation*ror him teatifying as an

These are considered of some value, very often,

different, very minute, areas.,
' MR. HUGHES: @ . And sre the answers thab é .
patient gives to these guestions relevant to a psychologist?
MR, KANAREXK: that would be calling for a conclusion,
your_ﬁbnor. '
| I think this witness has clearly exhibited a

THE COURT; All right, sir. That is enough.
MR, KANAREK: There is no foundation.
THE CTOURT: Overruled.
You may answer,
THE WITNESS: Yes.,
' These are of value to a psychologist or to a
therapist, 0rdinar11§ who treats the patient for a perlod

MR. HUGHES: QA In quﬁstiOn number 294,

Doctor, did Dienne mark as false, "I have never been in

MR, KANABEX: Improper foundation, your. ‘Honor,
The record réveals that this man is not ﬁn expert in thesge

1
" ) *
A
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false,

_objection on improper foundation as to this line of

” i questioning in régard to the MMPI? Then I won't have to

| until 1t is finally submitted to you. .

expert concerning the giving of tests,
| He is mot a psychometrist,

THE COURT: Overruled.
You may answer. ) Co

THE WITNESS ¢ I?s, she checked item 294 as being

MR, HUGHES: May I approach the witness, your Honor?
MR, KANARER: Your Honor, may I have a continuing

interrupt.
THE COURT: No, you may not.
MR, KAN‘AREK:‘ Pardon?
- THE COURT: You may not.
We wil) take our recess at this time,

Ladies and gentlemen, 40 not converse wifh

The Court will recess ror 15 minutes.

{Recess.)
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: Items List marked BF for identification, item number 345,

| if things wers not real”?

"2 | ang peculiar thopghts"? ,
13 : ~

16

kil 0 e

. | | L arser

THE COURT: ALl parﬁigs;{cdunselfaﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁroni-are"
péesent. ' ' ‘ e
. You may continue, Mr. Hughes. ‘f

MR. HUGHES: Thank you.

8 Dr. Skrdla, referring now to the MMPI Critical

Did sha give the answer: "I often feel as

A Yes, she did,
Q.. Answer numbex 34g. |
Did she give the answer: VI have strange

L Yes,
q A.AnSWéf humber 121,
Did she give the ansver:
uy believe\l amt being plotted agalnst"?
A Yes,
&  Answer number 200, ’
Did she give the answer:  "There are persons
who are trying to steal my thoughts and lideas"?
A Yes, "
Q . And question number 293.
Did she give the answer: “Someone has been
trying to influence my mind"?
' A Yes.
'@ Now, Doctor, during Dienne's psychotic syate,
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| was she likely confused and disoriented?

A No, counsel,

a . AThgse MMPI answers that I questioned you, are

| thoée characteristic of the psychotic individual, that
| state of mind?

A  Thay can be, but they can also be indicative of

fantasies and ideas of the so-called normal Or average

- individual, too.

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, the witness has something in |
front of him that he appesrs to be reading from.
I woui& Just 1lke the ree&rd to reflect what 1t
is, I‘certéinly don't quarrel with his doing it,
May L JuatsinQuire a8 to what 1t 15, your -
Honor?
THE GOURT: What is it, Doctor?
THE WITNESS: 'This is the item marked BF, which was

1 gilven to'me-by Mr. Hughes, I believe, the MMPI ¢ritilcal

items,

MR, HUGHES: @ Doctor, does the normal
individual believe that he 1is being plotted against?

A : Sometimes the so-called normal individual has
this idea,Aand it may be realistic.

Q Would the nbrmal individual believe that thefe

- were people trying to steal his thoughts and ideas?

A~ Well, it is - matter of dggrée; Counsel,

Actually, the pormé},inﬁividugl ean, at various
, o % ,
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! carry 1t to the point of a loss of contgct with reallty.
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Q I take it if the normal individual wete to

give enough responses like these, he would no longer be

' normal, is that correet?

A ' Quite the contr.-ar}y-, Coﬁnsgl. I have discussed

| with my collesgues in various pgychological test findings,

which would indicate an individual was quite severely
disturbed and yet he may be functioning reasonably well
in society, and show no o&twérd'signs of being psychotic
or out of contact with reality.
- Q Now, you #£lt that Dianne Lake was in the midst
of some drug-induced psychosis in Jenuary, is that correct?
A I wouldn't call it in the midst of some drug-

induced psychosis.,

There were certainly signs at that time which
were interpreted by the Patton State Hospital staff to
indicate that she was emotionally disturbed.

She was withdrawn, she was preoccupiled.

They reported she was autistle, and sgome various
other adjectives were used.

Initially they reported this, but within a
short period of time she gpparently adapted quite well.

Q If Dianne Lake had only one acid trip in the
summeyr of '69 as she reported to you, how would it be
;SoSsﬂ)]'.e for her some six months later to be in the midst
of some drug-induced psychosis, Doctor?

A Because LSD particularly does produce residual
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effects which can recur sometimes without warning and
sometimes quite disturbing.

"That is, they can have almost a repeat experi-
ence of LSD without having usged the drug weeks or months
later, and under the stres§ ‘of changes in her environment,
in being moved to a. different place, this may have caused
gome temporary debompensatibn. LT

Q = Isit possible, Doctor, that Diazme Lake might
have some -- might have another drug-induced rp*r.::y_c:hr;:q;it:
eplisode in the future even if .81;16‘:'. -&oés not uge di:ﬁgé dgain?

MR. BUGLIOSI: It's irrelevamt. ~ -

THE COURT: Sustained.

BY MR. HUGHES:

Q Do you have any way of knowing, Doctqr,if
Dianne Lake were to have another psychotic episode if she
again would hear voices? |

MR. BUGLIOSI: That calls for speculation.

It is also irrelevant.

THE COURT: Sustained.

Q Doctor, how would we here in the covrtroom
have any way of kndéwing whether Dianne Lake was under a
drug-induced psychotic episode aft the time she testified
& few days ago? |

MR. BUGLIOSI: That is ambiguous, your Honor.

THE COURT: Read the question, please.
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(Whereupon the reporter reads the pending
quegtion 8s follows:
"2 Doctor, how would we here in the
courtroom have any way of knowing whether Diamne
Lake was under a drug-induced psychotic eplsode
at the time ghe testified a few days ago?™)
THE COURT: You may answer.
THE WITNESS: lWere »shéf attyally to be in the thtoes
of a psychosis during the time of her testimony, L'm
ce:r:tain 1t would have been very much evident by some
disturbance of thinking, affect, or- behavior, for examwple,
1f ghe were a true’ schizophrenic, and were bei;ng examined
several days as a witness, 1t Would be most likely ‘'she
would decompensate in her thinking procegges and begin to

show very obviousg disorganization which would be observable

. by everyone.

Thére might be loosened associations. That is,
her thoughts may not follow logically one point to the next.
And she might suddenly become withdrawn or
preoccupled or out of contact with what proceedings were
taking place, and this would be evident, too, by her
appearance.
BY MR. HUGHES:
Q i Would it ealso be evidenced by a witness giving
a great many "I don't know" answers?

A Ordinarily not, in my experience.
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I mean, usually if an individual is showing
gome effiect of a psychotic reaction, he reflects it in
disorganized tﬁinking and behavior.

The thinking is often very easily picked up
and I don't -~ and "I don't know" regponse would not be
typical.

Most psychotié individuals because of the
emptional,pxéssure dégling with the psychotic material
do yéﬁt to talk about & number of things, even though

these productions are disorganized.
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Q | You're saying they might plek up, could yqn
| elaborate on that? | )

A 1 am not certain I follow whabt you are saying, '~
5 Counsel. ' | {

Q Well, I wasn't certain I followed your answer,

‘but I got the ldes thét.a person would be suggestible in
this psyechotilc state, is that correct?

A  Well, not necessarily suggestible, no, but if

lan individual is éestifying during a trial and is actusliy
| psychotic, there would be intrusion of a number of

-personalized ldeas, personalized conflicts that were

bothering them internally, and these would most likely be

{ interjected into the responses,

The thinking would appear fto be illogical or

| $ricoherent or not making sense.
T AT . o

@ . During the drug-induced psychotic eplsode
ih January, doés it gppear from your reading of Dr, Oshrin's
réport that Dianne L&ke was a confused 1ndividua1?

A I think he used the term conruﬂed certalnly,

on his 1nit1a1 examination, and thers may have been many

| reasons for her appearing that way.

Q When an individual 1is confused like that,

23 1 could you analyze that o her thbughts being similar to

25

%6

24 1toys that were scattered from a drawer?

A That would be. a rather extreime analogy, Counsel.

You can see that in the disorganlrzed
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schizophrenic. . .
But I want to point oﬁt'ﬁhat the -residual that
| you see in the drug-induced ysychosis s ~- it affects only
certaln very limited areas, ahd 18 not a persistent |
{ disturbance of the thinking process. , . _
| *1 Now, 1s the reason a peraon like Dianne is put
into a mén@al hospital, is the reason to put theilp ‘minds f
| back together?
| A That could be under some circumstancés,

,j»f”"' There -are varlious reasons Individuals go to

b

| mental hospitals,Counsel.

Q And during a minduputting-back—together period,

A 13Cxi5’1t poasible to add new or false information into the

15'

16
s
3
19
20

21

LA

person's mind?

A Under some circumstances I éuppose that 1s
quite possible.
But I think it depends upon the depth of the

lmg_,isturbance you are treating, ‘and I don't feel that this

necessarily applied to the wilitness.
I gat the impression from the record that they

M"“WM
fhought sheé needed support and rehabilitation more  thap ——

B R ki v i T

22 | she needed her mind being put back togebher. ™= =~

2
25

26

W,ﬂw P T et s LR

S e o e e

4 = But we don't have any'way or'knowing at this
point if some new information was added into her mind or
not,do we? | “ ‘

A | I am cert&iply not aware of anything that is in

. CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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the record that would indicete something was put in her

Q@  Now, Doetor, I1s LéD‘us&gé, 1s that bvasically
harmless? ‘ ,

A LsD? © S e

Q Yes, :_v ‘;,' ‘ . . ‘

A Well, 1t's 8 Vefy'£8£ent drug’ﬁnd.canfﬁe”ﬁarm;

&
b
H

I% has been used In varlous %ypéé of the%éﬁy
on an experimental basis, but the conclusions are still

1 somewhat uncertaln,

Q Well, as a mattexr of fact, Doctor, you have

- never prescribed LSD te anyone, have you?

A I have not been recently treating individuals
that would be consldered amenable to the LSD experience.

. It has been used 1n controlled hospltal

| settings for treatment, particularly of aleoholi¢s and
~certalin neuroticSAOn an experimental basgis. '

al Well, I understand that Doctor. Is %%t not

| true that you have to have some Special permission from

the United States dovernment to go through the National

| Institute of Mental Health even to be allowed +o presaeribe
s | LSD. Isn't that correct?

A Yes, I assume this 1s true hecause they have

.the only legal supply.
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Q Well, you don't feel that you could sit down
now and write someone a pregeription for LSD, do you,
Doctoré '

A Well, T wouldn't consider 1t, offhand.

Q Let's say that you decided that you wanted to
write a prescription for LSD. Do you think it could be
f1lled anywhere, Doctor, without you first gettiug some
speciel permission from the Government?

MR, BUGLIOSI: It ig irvelevant.

THE COURT: Sustained.

BY MR. HUGHES:

Q Doctor, have you testified in other cases
before as to the effects of LSD?

A Yes.

18] Do you' £ind it strange that you have been
called to the wii:ness atfand to, ineffect defend 15D
usage? * ‘ : . . . .

A 'I-' éidn"t know that Iwas here on that b#sis,
Cotingel. . T ‘
MR, HUGHES: I have mo :fu'ict‘:her qussti&ns.
MR. BUGLIOSI: I have ‘soﬁg’ more questions.

| MR. | SHINN: Your Hoﬁor, may I ask a few questions that

I forgot to agk? It will be very short.
THE COURT: There has been a full and complete crossg-
examination of this witness. T see no reason to reopern

the examinstion at this time.

_ CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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13

MR. SHINN: Very well, your Honor.
THE COURT: Any redirect?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, your Honor, there will be some

redirect.,

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

. BY MR. BUGLLOSI:

) Doctor, the term "gravely disabled," what
does this mean when iﬁ 18 used in the context of a
congervatorship? |
MR. KANAREK: That is assuming legal knowledge.
MR. BUGLIOSI: "Gravely disabled" is a medical
ternm, your Honor. - . 4
THE GOURT: The ohjection 18 overruled,
You may answer, |
THE WITNESS: The termimology "gravely disabled®
is written specifically into the law which ig commonly
known as the Landermaﬂ-]?ettiuShort Act, which was the
new mental health Act in ‘fﬁilifﬁrnia, which, began operations, .

I believe, in July,j 1969,

"Gr‘a‘fely diaébled" means that g ipei"sor't_ is
of such mental condition that he is not able té provide
for hig own food, clothing ox ghelter, |
BY MR. BUGLIOSI: _ L _

Q Is this & standard term that=MB t% be used

in order for a consexvatorship to come into existence?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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MR. KANAREK: I object, your Honor. This man is not

., & lawyer.

MR. BUGLIOSI: He is a psychiatrist and he is familiar
with the Act, and it is a medical term I am asking about.

- THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: The words "gravely disabled" are

- specifically written into thie law and they must be included.

In other words, I mean, otherwige the person

is not eligible for conservatorship.

| BY MR. BUGLIDSI:

2} Unless those words are used?

a4 Yes. Meaning that he is unable to provide for
his food, clothing and shelter,

Q Has it been your experience, Doctor, that many

" peoplewho Ingest LSD do not have flashhacks?

MR. KANAREK: I object, your Homor, on the grounds

of no foundation.
It is immaterial, irrelevemt. Equal ﬁrutection

and youxr Honor ststalned objections ~=
THE COURI: dQverruled
| You may angwer.
THE WIINESS: 'D:Lc’f,yiou say, Counsel, take LSD to
prév.enlt: :Elashba‘c.ks‘f' N ‘ '
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t people who ingest LSD do not have flashbacks?
| have not had them.

Hospital file. N

 trist, Dr, Haynes, dated January the 28%h, 1979 £9
, { Dr. Gericke, in which the memo reads:

| word "if" - "I at £irst there were any Indlcations

Q . No, I am sorry.

Has it been your experience, Dootor, that many
A Yes, 4. number of individuals I have spoken to
. - Referring once again to the Patbton State

Have you read the memo - Bbtrike that,
Is Dr. Gericke the mental director—at Patton?
To the best of my. knowledge he is,.

¢ - Have you read the memorandum from the pSychia-

"Onee Dianng recovered from the fearfula'A
| ness.whicﬁ she was demonstrating rather overtl&-
at the time of her agmisston, she has communi-

cated with the personnel very well.

"Also, Af at first" -. and I am underlining the

of & psychotic disorder in Dianne, they are no
longer present."

Did you read that Meﬁorandum?
I3 Yes, I did, Counsel. '

& -Doetor, would you read Page 17,432 to Page
17,433, down to Line 12%

Would you read those lines toyurself, Doector?

‘CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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| Thege

{Pause while the Witness'reads‘)

THE WITNESS: Yes, Counsel.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Could I have just a moment?
Q - Let's go over these.questions arid answers,
were questions by Mr. Kanarek.

g Doctor, did you take into #ccount
Dianne Lake's statement on the MMPL that *I
#ommoﬁly hear voicég without knowing where they
come from'? |

"Did‘yau take that into account in your -
analysis in thls -~ in your gtudy of this

<A

particular subject, Miss Lake?. Pl
© MR. KANAREK: " I.bgiﬁgﬁ;ajdur'ﬁénora He

didn't read it correctly. . S -
MR, BUGLIOSI: & Yes, I insluded it

' with all the rest.

"Q Did you take into account Miss
Lake's statement, 'I often féel as Af things were ?
not real," ~ | A
"Did you éake that into adcount In &our

analysis of this subject?

np, Yes.
3 ‘pld you take Inta account a8 far

as this subject was eoneerned, her statement:

*X1 have never indulged in any

unusyal sex practlees,t
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“Q Did you take that into agcount in
your analysis of this ﬁubject? -
"4, Yes,
N nQ Did you take into account‘Miss
. Lake's statement: "
"When I am with pecple I am
‘bothered by hearing very gueer things.!?
"q ' Did you take that into account?
A Yes, T leafed through the report.
"% My question 1s, did you take that
statement into aecount In analyzing this
subjeect? _
A, Yes.
"Q Did you take into gccouﬁt this
sﬁbgect*s gtatement; 1“
'T have newer baen 1n trouble
_ because of my Sex behavioﬁ ! 1n determining
_ your analysis of this 5ub3ect?

"A. Yes, I d4id.

*Q Did ybu take into accbunl'ﬂisé -

Lake's statement:

| 'Ihave had blank spells in

which my activities were interrupted and I

did not know what was golrig on around-me.'“
Do you reme?ber those questions and answers

by #r, Kangrek, Doetor?
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8b-1 L ‘MR. KANAREK: K’The’ question is immaterial and
‘ o | irrelevant, your Honor.
. - THE COURT: He hasn't asked the question yet.
o 4 | MR. KANAREK: 1T know, but it ia unduly lengthy,
5 | It is compound.
6 THE COURT: You are interrupting, Mr. Kanarek. Wait
‘ '»; , | until the question is asked.
8 MR. KANAREK: I'm sorry, your Honot.
o | BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
0 | & © Do you recall giving those answers to . those
" quegtions?
' 2 ‘: MR. KANAREK: Your Homoxr, if I may object, then?
is [ "1 object om the ground that the question is patently
@ . | compound, smbiguous, irrvelevant and immaterial.
5 | THE COURT: That is a frivolous objection, Mr.
T g : Kanarek. '
w Overtuled.
s | BY MR, BUGLIOSI:
19 a Do you remember giving those answers to those
2 | duestions?
a | A Yes, Counsel.
Q@  Concerning all of these statements that Dismme
Lake made, Doctor, looking at that MMPI Critical Ttems
_ o4 | List, do you find any statement by Dianne Lake to that
. % | effect? _
06 MR. RANAREK: 1 object, your Honor, on the grounds

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES |
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X

is what Dianne said.

that it is fot =~ .

MR, BUGLIUSI: He opened it up on cross-exemination,
your Honox.

MR, KANAREK: Thai may be, but «= |

THE COURT: State the zrounds for youx ol:.;.jecti“on,
Mr. Kanarek.

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honox.

) That it is immaterial and irrelevant s to
whc.tther this witness can rvead that piece of paper ox
thei,words uttered on it or not.

What is relevant or material, your Honor,

THE COURL: The objection is overruled.

MR, ZANAREK: May I finigh, your Honor? I haven't
finlshed. .

THE COURT: You have finished, Mr. Kanarek,

BY MR. BUGLIOSL:

Q Do you find Diapne Lake meking any statewment on
that MPI Critical Items List that Mr. Kanarek said she
made? |

MR. KANARLK: That is assuming facts mot in evidence,
youy Honor.

' THE COURI: Overruled.
THE WITNESS: These are actually not her statements,

no, These are sentences teken from the test.

" CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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8b-3 1 | BY MR. BUGLIOSI: o _ .
9 ' Q,"- They are actually questions on the MMPI,

-

s | aren't they, Doctox? = .

4 ‘ MR. KANAREK: CaIling for a conclusion, aﬁd no

5 proper foundation, your Honor. - '

6 |+ THE CQURT: Overruled,

7 | THE WIINESS: Yes, they are questions or statements

s | om the test.
9 | BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
10 Q To which Dianne gave a true or false answer;

11 5 is that éorredt?

12 MR. KANARGK: Assumes facts not in evidence, and no
) 13 | proper foundati'on; conclusion and hearsay, your Honor.
’ A 1 | THE COURT: Overruled.
15 | THE WITNESS: Yes, she did give both trué apnd falsge
16 | answers.
vi | BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
s 1. Q We are going to go back to this No. 294

19 question once again, Doctor, and then I will be through
2 | ‘with you, and, hopefully, you will be able to leave the

2 | stand. ‘ ’
22 Directing your attention to page 17,437.
23 ) ‘ Would you read lines 20 through 24 to yourgelf? |
2t ' . (Pause while the witness reads.)
' 25 THE WITNESS: ng, Counsel.
8¢ £ls. 2 |
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MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, I do object to counsel
reading into the record,
'HE can have the doctor read -~ the proper way
 15 for the fdoctor to read the transcript, and ﬁhen ask &

1 question, bubt for him t¢ read 4t initially, I believe is

improper, your Honor.
THE COURT: Proceed, Mr. Bugliosi.
MR, BUGLIOBI: Directing your attention to Page 1TH#41,
.would you read atarting from Line 8 to yourself,
Have you read those lines to yoursalf, Dogtor?
(Pause whille the witness redds.)
.MR. BUGLIOSI: ¢ Have you read those .llnes to
youréeif, Doctor?
A Yes,
MR, BUGLIOSI: Do you recall this question by
Mr, Kanarek:
"G Now, Doctor, how can you, wouldk
" you tell us, how can you neglec* the MMPI,
Doctor, when thias littla girl makes this state~
.ment in the MMPI:

. -
¥

'T have never been in trouble with

the law,. ¥

".
Do you recall that guestion by Mr. Kanarek?

MR, KANAREK: That isn't the complete question,
your Honorn,

MR, BUGLIOSI: & Do you recall that question

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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2L T,

by Mr, Kanarek?

A. . Yes, Counsel.
MR, KANAREK: Your Ebnof? may I have & ruling on my

| objection? That was not a complete question, your Honox.

THE COURT: He didn't say 4t was, Mr, Kanarek.
The objection is overruled. .
MR¢‘BUGLIOSI: Do you recall that queation?'
A Yes, I recall it. .
q Then later on, do you recall this additional

- questlon by M. Kanarek:

ﬂﬁould you tell:ns whether 1t was
Important or ﬁot for consideration by you
to donsider a statement by Dianne Lake that
ghe Has never beer in trouble with the law,
that étatemént having been made in January,
19702 |
Do you recall those two questions by Mr.”Kanarek?-
A Yes, I do. .
.Q Now, looking at nurber 2§K, question 294, .
the guestion is=: ' ’
'I have never been in trouble with the
law;' ‘ Co .3, :
There 18 a “falsg"‘pﬁé#ed after that; isn't
that tvue, Doctor? o

4

MR, KANAREK: I objeét onlthe,grounds:of imprép;r' ;

. CieloDriveEOM AR CHIVES
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your Honor.

| the response "false" to the questlon, which would mean

Doeton?

This men 15 not an expert on the MMPI test,

THE -QOURT: Overruled.
You may answer,
.THE ﬁITNESS: Yes,
The ¥ after the number indicates that she gave

that she has been in'trouble’with the law,
" MR. BUGLIOSI: § And that 1s exaetly what she
told you during your interview of her; isnt't that true,

MR, KAﬁﬁREK; Leading aud snggesﬁi?e.
THE COURT: Overruled.
You m&y answer.
R, BUGLIOSI:A & ‘That is exactly what she told
you during your interview of her?
| A ' Yés.
She told me In detail her difficulties with
the law, » | _ '
 MR. BUGLIOSI: Tﬁank you. No further questions.

.
. "ﬁ'_‘
=
L1 -

—
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THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald,

| RECROSS ~EXAMINATION
BY MR. FITZGERALD:
Q . Dr. Skrdla, are you guggest:ing that when
Dr. Oshrin used the term fgravely disabled” he did not
mean that? o | . |
A No, I'm "n.ot suggesting anything of that sort.
The term fs imprinted on_the forms used by

thoge who Mitgtf_ conservitggshfps in legal proqegdig_gs.
Mﬁt certainly is not a practice in the psychiatric|
profesaion‘ to use & term that the doctor does not wish to
convey that meaning, correct?

. T mean, Dx. Oshrin would not use the term
grayely disabled unless he knew the definition of gravely
disabled and felt it was applicable in that paxticular
gltudtion, co:::ect?

A I would as;atu‘&i% he knows the mesning of the

terms. ' ‘A L

Q Now, Mr. Bugl;t.‘&é:{. juét“'i?sked you 1f you vere

Dr. Gericke the superifitendent at Patton State Hospital--
to D, Gericke from Dr. Haynés; and you indicated that
you were familiar with that and that you did tske that
into consgideration in your j0ver-ea11 evaluation of Dianne
Lake., .

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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12 |

Bearing that in mind, let me ask you this
duestion:
1f, in fact, she had recovered from this

mental illness on or about January the 28th, how come she

" was not released from Patton State Hospital until August

the 27th of 1970, gome ‘eight or nine months later?
‘. A My Q?:plaﬁétion for that has already been given,
Counsel. < | |

" She was plaaeﬁ :Ln\ the Hospital because she
wag believed somewhat of ‘an imature d‘.gpendent girl who
needed help in rehabilitation.

Q Algo, did yog‘ take ~iz_1te-. coﬁsiaeration in that
very scme méemorandum from Dr. Hayges to Pr. Gericke, the
last senténce thereof:

"Also ag the writer wag leaving, she” --
Apparently meaning Dianne Lake -~ ‘
¥stated that she did not want to do anything to-
~upget the people in Los Angeles from the District

Attorney's office, who were her friends.”

A ' Yes, that statement was there,

Q Mr. Bugliosl just pointed out that in fact on
the MMPI Diapme Lake indicated that she was in fact in
trouble with the law, as opposed to gpparently some sugges-
tion Mr. Kanarek made that she é;anied the implication with
the law, correct? |

A Yes, she had beéen iqfﬁiffj_.culty with the law

. " CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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previpusly.

Q

If you review that critical MMPI list, she

placed "True" after the statement:

"1 have engaged in unusual sex

practices," das well, is that correct?

A
¢
A

Yes.

She did not deny 'unusual sex practices?
No, she did not.

MR. FITZGERALD: Thenk you.
THE GOURT: Mr. Shinn?
MR. SHINN: ; 'Y;;aﬂa

RECROSS-EXAMINATION .. -

Q Doctor, yﬁﬁ;falked abobut £1ésh$ac‘ks? |

A Yes. . | o

Q When Mr. Bugliosi asked yoﬁ ;l ‘questi{m- of
flashbacks? |

A Yes..

Q Is that correci?

A Yes, Cnun‘aefl‘..

Q What is a flashback?

A It 18 the repétit_:!.on of an experience, &

sensory .experience thdt initially occurred while under
the influence of & drug such as LSD. |

Q

How would it affect g person?

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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A You mean what iz the nature of the flashback
usually, or what is their'response to it, or what do you
mean?
| Q Yes, aAper'son gets g flashback, how would it
affect him or her?

A This depends entirely upon the individual.

Most individuals to whom I have talked that
have had flashbdcks are fully aware of what is happening.
It is a sensofy recurrence,

Q Now, when one takes acid, that pergon goes
into different gtages, do they mnot?

A I am not certain I know what you mean by
different stages, Counael.,

qQ ‘Hell do they Sonthrough different stages,
say the first twa hom:s it affects them a certain way.

. The next coupla of hours {t affects them a

Different sﬁages; three or four stagas.
A I don't think ‘;hat on¢ can genezalize about

. that, becat,ise the response to Ler is extremely variable,

depending upon the individual.
o) Let me agsk you thig, Doctor: :
You testified about the effects of LSD the
last couple of days.

Now, are you talking from experience with

o | your patiente or are you testifying from what you have

" CieloDrive.com A RCHIVES
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. | read, books and 1itersture?
A I am testifying on the basis of both, actually.
a3 | By patients, I'm referring to individuals whom
4.} I have evaluated, not whom I have ordinarily freated in
k 5 | long-term psychotherapy.
6 A) | Have you ever treated anyone with LSD in youxr
7 | practice?
8 | 8 I don't wecall anyone who.has been a particular
o | user of LSD that has been in psychotherapy with me, na.
0 | Q@ - In other words, all your testimony and your
1 | knowledge of LSD and the effects upon a person is from what
2 | you read, is that correct?
B [ A No, no.-
. TR I have seen a great number of individuals who
15 | have uded LSD who ;are still under the effects of some drug-
16 | induced psychosis or wha have reported using it extensively
17 | :Ln the past. -
18 I have seen them in evaluatim. _
19 Q Evaluation, :Ioes that faean ybu yourself evaluated
20 | that person or did you, read* case histories?
9a fls. o3 :; - A Nao, I evaluated them personally.

2 |
2 |

® =

26
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Q In other words, you treated persons in the

| past that have taken ISD, 1s that »ight, Doctor?

A I haven't tredted them in the usuasl sense that

they are in psychotherapy over a perlod of fime, no.

g In other words, has anyone taken LSD many,

many times, say Sb‘to 100 times, and came to0 you and sald,

‘ "Doctor, will yon please cure me, I get flashbacks, I get

111 effecta from this LSD I took in the past"?
Hare you ever had a patient llke that?

A No, I never had anyone presented himsgelfl
under those eiveunstances,

¢. . Now, isn't it also true, Doctor, that two
psychiatrists examining a pablent can come to different
cbnélusions, isn't that correct? )

MR, BUGLIOSI: It's irrelevant, your Honorin

THE COURT: Overruyled, you may answer,

THE.WITNESS; Sémeéimes. | '

THE COURT: You arve gétfins far afleld from the

 scope of the redirect examination,

MR;‘SHINﬁ: May I reopen for this one question,’yoﬁr
Honor? | |

THE COURT: " This one question.

MR, SHINN: Thank you,

Q  BY MR, SHINN: Can you answer it, Dodtor?

A, There are dilferences of opinion amongst
psychiatrists, sometimes, seeing.theﬁsame patlient. Yes,

~=====~BieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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there are diiferences.

& In other~words one psychiatrist would say,

*This person is insane,“ and another. psychiatrist would

'say that this person ls not insane.

Isn't that correct, Doctor?®

A . Vell, it depends on how you are using the term

| insane, Counsel.

If you gre using 1t under Seotion 1368 of

| the Penai Code, thdat is one thing,

But that 1s the only way that I know of the

- use of the word insane at this time.

Q ly question ig, one psychiatrist would s4y

"Yes 2. person is lnsane," anofher psychiatrist would say

YNo, he is not lngaone.”
Is that true?
THE COURT: You are getﬁing beyond the scope of the

‘ You have asked yaur‘one gquestion,
MR, SHINN: I have nothing further, your Honor.
THE COURT: All right.
Mr, Kanarek,anything furtheér?
MR;'KANAREK: Yss, your Honor.

RECROSS-EXAMINATION
BY MR. KANAREK: .
Q Doctér, do you recall tegtifying yesterday at

[}
R
P s s L T L

——————ee
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-y | Page 17,4422
2 ' ng Well, as_you_sét'yheré:hoﬁ on the
-é f witness stand, Doetor; didljb&;AanQ-will-yog ‘
AR please tell us, dild yqu’éonsider tﬁéf éfétemént #
s | at aure : | .
6 | Rereéring to Dianne Lake's statement, |
7 | "I have never been in trouble with the law, ,
8 I And your answer was:
9:5. "ﬁell, I considered it, yes, but in view
cL ﬁa;E . of the fagt she had given me information in 1
.1?-~ ' detaii o the contrary, I did not consider it
12 important.
<i3 . - "  So you are telling us now you did
w | read it over; you thought about it, byt in view
:‘E 5 ,’ of her statgmént to you when she was in yéur
15 | presence, you just said, 'Well, that is probably
Y ; a ﬁistake,' ‘ o
1S= . "That 1s probably what went through your
19 t miﬁd in going through the analysis concerning
éﬁ . which you are testifying heﬁe in court, is
121 that right? | '
= | " v, In view of my histéry taken in
23 | October of thls year, comparing it to when
%4 : éﬁe was Just admitted to the hospital, I gave
o5 | 1t 1ittle consequence,"
% | "4 So now, Doctor, when you read over the MHPI,
1
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" 15 ; over the file, Doetor, did you consider that Dianne Lake
'm‘j stated on the MMPI that she had been in trouble with the
1w
18
19
20: |

24

2%
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2 .

and directing your attention to this guestion, did you

| believe that Dianne Lake stated, "I have never been in
| $rouble with the law,” or did she state that she had been
| In trouble with the law?

MR, BUGLIOSI: TYour Honor, based on the proved fact

" | that Mr. Kanarek's questlon contalris a blatantly erroneous

1 allegation, this question now calls for an answer which

would be immaterial.
MR. KANAREK: Your Honor, I would love to argue thig -

ﬁa: in front of the Jury, but may we approach the berich?

THE CQURT: The objeetion is sustained.

MR, KANAREK: On what basis, your Honor?

THE COURT: Ask your nzxt‘question, Mr. Kanarek,
Q  BY MR. KANAREK: Well, Doctor, in reading

' law or that she had not been In trouble wlth the law?

MR, BUGLIQCSI: Same objection.

MR. KANAREK: There 18 rio ultimate truth or fact
until the Jjury comes in with a verdiet, your Honor.
THE COURT: sustained.

Ask your néxt questibn.
Q BY Hﬁ¢ KANAREK: Doctor, did you read over the

" flle in thls case?

*

MR. BUGLIOSI: Tt's irrelevant mnow, your Honor,

26 | beyond the scopg of redlirept examination.
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THE COURT: Sustained. '
MR, KANAREK: In view of your Honor's rulings I have

' no further guestions,

THE COURT: Mr. Hughes, anything further?

MR, HUGHES: Yes, may I approach the witness, your
Honor'?

THE COURT: Yom méy.

RECROSS~-EXAMINATION
BY MR, HUGHES:
Q Doctor Skrdla, I hand you Patton State

1 Hospital file on Dianne Lake,

Would you look at the very last page which I
belleve is an inner-office memorandum to D;. Haynes from

. Dr, Gericke dated 1-14-70,

Dp yon see %hat, Doctor?

A Yesn,

8 Have you read it?

& Yes.

q Doctor, did you take this statement from

br, Gericke ﬁo Dr, Hayneés into conslderation:
"Deputy Distrlet Attorney Vincent
Bﬁgliqsi, Los Angeles County, wishes to be
notified 1f this patient 1s motivated towards
seeking her release, or if you propase her

release, inasmuel ag“%hat;at that time she may.

P
4
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.‘ e 33 T
be apprehended for another matter," -

pid you take tnat'igﬁd bohéi&erﬁti@n'in

meking your evaluation of the witness, Dianne Lake?

A I would not say I took 1t inta aeonsideration,
T glanced at these, but I don't think I really

understand the memorandum. .

The memorandum ~- I don't know thebt it had any

| slgnificant psychiatbric consequence.

Q What didn't you understand about this memorandum,

- Doeton?

A I don't actuaily understand what it puégorbs to
say.
It seems to be sort of -
It 18 .ndt really a clear sentence, as I see
it.,
| Q Did you have difficulty understanding that
Dr, Gerilcke told Dr. Haynes thab Mr., Bugliosl would
apprehend Dianneé Lake for some other matter if she"
sought to be released?
MR, BUGLIOSI; ‘That 1s a misstatement, your Honor.
THE COURT: Sustained,
MR, HUéHES; I have no further questions.
IHE COURT: You may step down.
THE WITNESS: Thank you.
THE COURT: C(all your next witness,
ER, BUGLIOSI: People call Dr, Harold Deering,

'CieloDanrrvE S
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9h-L . . | THE CLERK: Would you raise ‘yéuaé right hand, élease.
, . Would you pledse repeat after me.
.‘ ‘ N I do solemnily sweat -«
s THE WITNESS: I do solemnly swear ~~ _
5 THE CLERK: =-~ that the testimimy I miy give «-
p THE WITNESS: -- that the tegtimony I may give --
. THE CLERK: -- in the cause now pending -~
8 THE WITNESS: " -= in the cauge now.pending -- |
0 THE CLERK: -~ before this court -~
:10\ .: THE WIINESS: -- before this court --
.11 , THE CLERK: ~- shall be the truth --
w | . WHE WITNESS: -- shall be the truth -~
13' THE CLERK: -~ the whole truth --
® y THE WITNESS: <~ the whole truth --
| .| THE GLERR: -~ and nothing but the truth --
| ;5 . THE WITNESS: -~ and nothing but the truth --
- THE CLERK: -~ so help me God.
1 | ‘THE WITNESS: =~ so help me God.
19 THE 'CLERK: Would you be seated, please.
| 50 ,H\ouldf*yoﬁ pieaée state and spell your name for
,21 | the :recorél..’ O
THE WLTNESS: Haxold C.. Déering, p“-é-e-rr-i-n-g‘.
% | t
, ' 2 | ‘
® = ,
S
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9b-2 1 HAROLD C. DEERING,
{ & witness called by and on behalf of the People, was
s | examined and testified ms follows:

s | ' DIRECT EXAMINATION
¢ | BY MR. BUGLIOSI:
s 1. 8 ’Doctor, you are a psychiatrist?
g | A T am.
0 ' Q Authorized to practice psychiatry in the State
w | of Californta?
m A I am.
53 1 Q Will you briefly relate your training and

i3 experience in the field of paychiatry, Doctox?
. 1) A . I am a graduate of the University of Washington,
15 | Bachelor of Science Degree.
16 I had my medlcal training at the University of
i1 Chicago School of Medicine.
18 | I interned at the Swedish Hospital, Seattle,
19 ,' W&shingfon.
A Q,g 1 ' I had my training in the speclalty of
a | psychiatry at Mendota State Hospital, Madison, Wisf;'onsin,
, 2 | and the Metropolitan State Hospital, Norwalk.
| I am certified ag a specialist in the field
24 | of psychlatry and neurology.
. a5 | g - Were you recently appointed, Doctor, by the
2% | court, tb examine piadrie Lake? '
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. 9b=3 - . A \ Aj_[ was.
o Q And did you in fact examine her?
o e A I did.
i Q When and where did you examine her?
5 A I examined hef on October 26th, 1970, at the
. Los Angeles City Police Department,
| Q  And for how long did you examine her?
s |- & For approximately an hour and 50 minutes.
o 2] This exanination consisted of a persopal inter-
© view?
. A Yes.
in Q In addition to your examination of Dianne Lake
" :. have you reviewed the Patton State Hospital file pertaining
. u | to Dianue Leke?
15 N A T have.
16 Q And glso the Inyo County Superior Court file
| pertaining to Dianne Lake?
13.2” A T have.
o 1 ) And in these flles there were references, I

4 | take ik, to Dianne's physical, emotional, and mental
z | history?

A Yes.

Q And her educational background?

A Yes.
. = o5 Q And her aggéciation with the so~called Mangon
| o5 | Family?

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



Tb~4

o

9
B0

i1

12
9c. fls.u
- 1. |

15

16

o
B |
» |
20 ..

21 :

22

2

%5 |

| also your review of the aforementioned files, did you form

| and Septembexr of 19697
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Yes.
Also her use and ingestion of drugs?
Yes.

And other relevant background data?

> o B o >

Yes.,

Q Based on your examnination of Dianne Luke, and

any opini.dn as to Diamme's present ability to understand

and remember conversatioﬁs she had with others in August

.MR. RANAREX: Improper foundation, youxr Honox.
THE, COURT: Overruled.
THE WITNESS: Yes.
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ﬂ Sectlon 701 of the cal:!.rornia Evidenee Code

I move it be stricken, your Honor.

16 |

0

Q- What 13 that opinions Doctor?

r‘x

A mhat she 1s & gompetent witness as deftned under |
She i3 capable or expressing herself and under-
standing her dutles as a witnesa. " -

MR, KANAREK‘ That iz not responsive to the question,

MR, FITZGERALD: Join.
MR, HUGHES: Join,
THE COURT: The answer will be stricken,
Read the quesfion.
{Whereupon, the reporter reads the regord as
fallows:. | o
"Q Based on your examination of
Diaﬁne, and also youwr review of the afore-
mentioned files, did you form any opinion
a8 to Dlanne's present abhility to understand -
and remember canveféatidns she had with others
in August and September of 19699
HA Yes,
' "q  What is that opinion, Dector?" |
MR, KANAREXK: Your Honor, I do riot object to the
doctor reading, but m&y we know what he is reading
from? _ :
THE WETNESS: I am sorry, sir, I am reading from
my report, mddressed to you,

" “CieloDrive.COMARCH|VES
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| ability to understand and'comprehend conversations with

| another during September of 1969.

| memory as to recent and remote events?

‘past has experienced gertain visual and also auditory

- and reality,

THE COURT: You may answer,
'pHE WITNESS: To complete the answer, she had the

Q BY MR, BUGLIOSI: She has this present abllity?
A ‘Yeﬁ ‘ '
Q Did you find any'impairment of Dianne's

A No,

@  You are aWafe;fDoctor, that Dianne in the

-
N f » *

hallueinations? ' I
A Yes. ‘ |
A "Have you formed any'obiﬂidn‘as to whether.

hallueination and that which is reallty?

A Yes,
q What is that opinion?
A That she can distinguiéh hetween hallucinatlons

& You are familiar with Dr. Bruce Meeks, the

A Only from tlie record.

] And you are aware that his original diagnosis

A Yes.
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| review of the files thatb I'méﬁtioned earlier, do you agree
| wath that original diagnosis of Dr. Meeks?

- Docton?

acld dlethylamlde, LSD, that she dld experience mis-
| perceptions, physical changes and did have visions and

-auditory hallucinations of M. Manson's volce,

Lake was riot a schizophrenice?

| Hospital in January of 19707

Q Based upon your examination of Dianne and your

A No. | |
q ~ What is your evaluafion of Dianni Lake?
A I think that Miss Lake had an acute organic

brain syndrome, with psychoaig, due to LSD.
Q Would you elaborabe‘ﬁuatia Jittlie bit on that,

A I think thet she, after ingesting lysergic -

Q@ - Would you call this a drug-induced psychosis?

A I would.

Q@ - And drug-induced psychoses cqms.and go baaiéally
with the use of the drug?
A ‘ Generally. |
Q@ . Did you form the Opinion, then, that Dianne

1

A In my opinion she is not a sc¢chizophrenie.

A At the present time?

A “ Yes.

Q Did you form any opinion as t¢ whether she‘waa

a schizophrenic When she was admitted to the Patton State

»
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A In my opinion she was not.

g At that time, eifher?

A No,

A1 To your knowledge, Doctor, 1s there any

evidence, any demonstrable evldence that LSD causes brain

| damage?
A Not at the present time,
Q Thefe 1s no evidence of that, 1s that correct?
A No. |
Q Is there any evidence that LSD causes loss or

impairment of memory? ‘

A Not unless there is complete unconsclousness.

Q Would you say, Doctor, that schizophrenia is a

| psyehiatric disgnosis?

|
4

A Yes, '

) And payehologigtsigre nat psychiatrists,-ié
thet correct? | A o

A, That 's correct.. , ,; _

Q In fact, psychoiogists are not medical doctors,

.is that correct?

A That's correct,

Q Do you feel that psycholbgists are qualified
to make the psychlatric dlagnosis of schizophrenia?

A They are not qualified to make an officlal
dlagnosis In a mediecsl institution such as Patton State
Hospital,
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your Honer.

%5

L

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, if I may, I ask thet be .

| stricken as to the word Tofficial," I don't think there is

such a thing.
THE COURT: The motion is denled.
Q " BY MR. BUGLIOSI- Lovking at that Patton Sbhaté

Hospital file, what was the official psychiatric dlagnosis
of Disnne at Patton?

MB. KANAEEK: That 1s assuming facts riot in evidence,

THE COURT: Overruled, L
 THE WITNESS: From the vecord I examined it was.
behavior disorder of adol escenpe, and drug dependence.
Q BY MR, BUGLIOSI: When you examined Dianne

to time, place and persons?
A . Yes.

8 Are you aware that Dr. Oshrin when he examined

| Dlanne on January 12 1976, Just two days after her
admigsion, concluded that even then she appeared to be ue11~

oriented as 4o persons, place and time? Are yon aware of

| that?

MR. KANAREK: Apgumentative. Leading and
suggestive,

THE COURT: Overruled, _

PHE WITNESS: I believe thet was part of his
initial observation.
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'the doctor before he rinished,, _ i.i oot

24 |

I don't have the record before me &t this
time.
2 But you recall reading that?
A Yes.

And your present diagnosis of Dlanne 1is what

| again, Dactor?

A Aecute organic brain syndrome with psychosils.

Q Your present dlagnosis?
A Ny present diagnoais 1s fmmaturity reaction,

immature girl; don™y think she rits well into any

' psychiatric label.“ R

' MR, BANAREK: Xoﬁr Honor, Mp. Buglibsi'interrupted
MR. BUGLIOSI: T asked £6r the preaent diagnosis of
Dianne, your Honor. .

THE WITNESS: The present diaghosis is an lmmaturlity

. reaction, she does not fit well into any partieulér
_dlagnosis category at the resent time.

Q_ ~ BY MR. BUGLIOSI: No paycholpgical or

' psychiatric disorder at the present time, is that correct?

A Thatts correct.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I have no further questions.
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| BY MR. FITZGERALD: R

Q

| who 1s a clinical psychologist incapabie of forming an
official diagnosis as tg schizophrenia or other psychotic

1 11lnesses or digorders?

A

reserves the right to make the offlcial dlagnosis.

Q

or training of a Ph.D. who is a cliniéal psychologist,.

vig-a-vig medical doctor? _

A
Q

of an expert because you know anatomy and physiology as
opposed to g clinical psychologist who has extensive
training in the field of mental and emotional disorders,

would you?

A I am talking about the right to make diagnosis.

Q@  But in fact he did make a diagnosis?

A He gave his opinion. -

3 What 1s the difference between his opinion and
your opinien‘Z“

Isn't what you say about Diamnne Lake an opinion? |

A Yes. N

Q And his disgnostic expression is an épiniqn‘z

A Yes.

CROSS~EXAMINATION

Dr. Deeriuga why in your opinion is & Ph.D.

Tn medical facilities the medical profession

It has nothing to do with the qualificationg

Not at all. -
You would mot purport, for example, to be more
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- 8d-2. 1 Q It would appear then that it is a difference in
’ 2 | form rather than a difference in substance, correct?
3 | A 1 say that the official diagnosis of Patton

4 was never the dlagnosis: g:’.ven by the’ psychdlogn.st.;

t

L8 Q In what resgect did DF, -- if we can refer to
¢ | 4 Ph.D. as doctor -~ | | » |

*

7 In what resPect did Dz. Meeks diagnosis differ

8 | from the official diagnnsis of Patton State Hospital?

® A I belileve there were three diagnoges entertained.
L One was chronic undifferentiated schizophrenia

n ! by thé admitting physician.

12 | - Later the psychologist gave an impression of
I :A acute undifferentiated schizophrenia, I believe, on the 21st |
. I | that the physician said she was without psychiatric disease

13 | at that time, and the official hospital diagnoses were the
16 | ones I had éreviousl;y mentiongd.

w -, -] Dr. Oshrin, who is a medical doctor like your-
18 | self, diagnosed her as suffering from schizophrenia,
B | chronic undifferentiated type?

2 A Yes.
a Q Correct?
w _

_ And Dr. Meeks, his diagnosis was schizophrenia,
2% | ‘acute schizophrenic episode.

| 22 A Yes.

. ' B Q Now, it apPEars that the clinical psychologist,

. % | Dr. Meeks, and the medical doctor psychiatrist, Dr. Oshzin,

" CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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schizophrenia it was?

 which there is:
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both diagnosed initlally Dianne Lake as suffering from
schizophrenia, but they differed ds to the type of

A Yes, thege are quite different types.

Q Pgychogis is a generic term, is 1t not?
-
A Yes. '
Q "Is a 'p'sycliosi;s a severe emotional f{llness in

(8) a dep’a’ttﬁré- fré:m normal "pa‘tt.:é:r:ns of
thinking, feeling and a¢ting; |
(b) cha;.-*écferized'bj logs of é'ontact with
reality, ‘distortion of percbptigﬁ N rég;céssiVe
behavior and attitudes, diminighed controls of
elementary impulses and desires, and abnprmal
mental confent, including delusions and hallucina-
tions.
" Is that a falr definition of psychosis?
A That is a falr definition of parsmoid schizo-
phrenia. |
Q. That 1is not an sgccurate definition of psychosls?

A Oh, no, many psychoses have no delusions.

Q But up on the top of the chart, sort of; we
have the geneéric term for mental illness, called psychosis.
A Yes.
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9‘3‘_'1 , \_l .Q‘ And bhaslcally psychosis is a gevere mental
) , | disorder as opposed to a non-severé mental disorder?
® . & Right.
4 Q And as we go down the chart under psychosis,
5| ve have a brand or type of psychosis called schizophrenia?
6. A Yes.
7 Q Under schizophrenia we have various types

¢ | of schizophrenics, acute schizophrenic episode, perhaps,
0 chronic undifferentiated type, c¢atatonic schizophrenia,
10 and et cetera, e’i: éeéeia, correct?

.11 ‘-’ - A . - 8ix or seven, yes. -

12 2 You, hoWever, ‘have referred tc Diame Lake as
5 | suffering from a drug-induced psychosis. -

. 14 n OFf what type of psychosis was 'ahe suffering

{ 15 | in your opinion if not schi.zoaphre.nia? ,
16 . A She was suffering from the symptoms of auditory
g | ballucinations and visual illusions, or hallucinations,
‘13 | due to LSD, a toxle agent.

So that is a type of psychosis?
Yes.

19

8
& o

s | LSD -~ on the chart where will we put it?

| A LSD certainly would not come oukt ci the
-schizcsphrenias. It would come out of acute brain syndromes
o | due to toxie subgtances.

.. o 25 Q  Acute brain syndromes due to toxic substances.

o5 | And toxic substances generally mean polsonous
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9e-2 , | substances, correct?

. 3 1 A Alcohol is a good ex’ample."
. 3 | Q I3 a synonym for the word toxic, poiszon?
s | A Yes. '
s q All right. And toxins have deleterious effects

s | on body tigsue, is that correct, im extraordinary amounts
7 | at least?

8 A They nay have.

9 | @  And as the vesult of the -- of imbibing these
U | toxins, one can induce a form of gevere mental illness,

11 } -ig that coxrrect?

a2 A Yes. .
B 'f S~ B And that is | what happened to Dianne Lake
. 14 appa::ently, is that correct?
5 | A Well I donft knaw 1 mu‘i& uharacteriae it as

15 | severe.

H

7| Q  Well, it was ot an Lsﬁ, or a toxlc-inmduced

1 | neurosis, which would be a minor mental disorder?

i9 | A No. |

n Q, It was & psychosils?

‘_21 A Yes,

22 Q It was & mental illness of major proportions?
23 A Yes,

24 Q When were the drugs taken that induced this

. 2% | psychosis?
' 2% | A I cammot give you the specific ddte.
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9e-3 1 ~ She tock them about 50 fimes over a four-year

, | beriod.

. S g “' . Q Apparently, however, she was placed in official

| 4 | eustody on October 12, 1969, and was recelved at the Patton

5 | State Hospital on January 10, 1970, during which period of

6 | time ,I‘ want you td assume she was not allowed access to

7 | drugs. |

8 . Agsuming that, is it possible that the drug-

9 | induced psychosls she suffered from, ‘this January of 1970,

10 was precipitated by drugs she had taken in June, July,

1 | August or September of 19697 |
12 | A Yes, I think these recurrences and flashbacks

10 £lg.13 | are common with this problem.
’ 14 j |
| g

6
o
18
. 1o L
2
21

22

2 |

o -

2% |
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10~1 | _ Q Your opinion, then, is, I take it, that she did
= - Dot actually ingest any drugs or toxins immediately prior

. - | to her psychotic episode, but it was a flashback effect

' | of some héllu‘cinogenic drug that she had taken some time

in the past?

A Yes. And I think, also, sort of a compulsive
thought to heax }Ir.'Maném's voice reassuring her, ordering
'~ her about. '

Q And was the compulsive thought of psychotic
o origin, ‘Bacf:o::;.’ ._ | '

A No, si¥. But in some ways it is gimilar to
hallucinations, sort of an internglized person.
” Q Did her thought about Mi. Manson's voice
. | 4 | actually induce a psychosis?

u

12

A No. It was a symptom of it,
G How long did this flashback induced drug
psychosis last, Doctor, if you are able to tell?

5
BT
e

18 A Well, she apparently was free of symptoms,

, | m9st of them at least; late in the period she was in

o custody prior to going to the hospital, and the stress of

” going to the hospital apparently precipitated it, but I

think she was obsexved by the Zist of January to be free

2 | . N
5 | OFf symptoms, and I think she went in on the 1l0th of Jamuary.
2 Q ¥es. PR L
. o She wasn't released from Patton State Hospital

o | until the 12th of August, 1970, howevexr, some eight or nine
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- months after the diagnosis was made that she was free of

| PSYChdéis.;. correct?

.continued treatment after somebady is recovered?

he wished and keep her there as longas he wanted to,
_ up to one year. |

' Talmadge.

A That 1s correct.

Q In your opinion, 1s there some reason for

A It is ny understanding that Miss Lake was under
conservatorship as gréireiy dLsabled by mental disorder,

and, therefore, her conservator could place her wherever

Q In other wprds, a conservator can keep a normal,
average cltizen in a mental institution against that person 8
will even though they suffer or manifest no symptoms of
mental illness?

A . Up to one year, under the present law.

L am not saying this always happens. However,
it‘ is possible. Or that it often happens.

Q And the conservator who had, in this case,
this kind of power over Dismne Lake, was who?

A I believe the Public Guardian of Inyo County,
or the Coroner. He is the Public Guardian, I guess.

I have his name. I believe it is Donald

Q@  Now, these drug-induced ox toxin—induced
psychoses, are ‘they usually of long &umtian, short
duration, medium duration, or what?. .

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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A It depends on the use of the agents.
With aleohol, it is possible to have chronic
organic brain disease that goes on the rvest of one's life.
This; however, is mnot observed or described

so far as LSD 1s concerned.

7 77 CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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108-1 . Q Is 1t difficult to dlagnose a drug-induced
y | psychoslis?
. . ' A In the atute phase, it may be, if you don't

kiiow the history, very diffiocult.
Q Now, Dr. Oshrin and Dr. Meeks both had rather
detalled past history from the patient, Dianne Lake, in
| which she had indicated to them that she had ingested a
number of hallucinogenic drugs in the past 3 correct?
| A | Yes,

0 Q Yet they formed an opinion that she was

a schlzophtenic, and they did not form an opinion that her

" | mental disorders were caused by drugs, did they?

13 ' Aa NO.
‘ . Q Is there some regson for that that you know of?
B oo e .
w6 | . L think in the acute phase 1t is very difficult

- to know; but I think that they quickly became aware that

. something was amlss, because when she got better without

o treatment, any particular treatment, they modified their

| opinion,
A 20 . p o

a At least Dr. Oshrin did.

. ) I»s shock treatment an aceeptable treatment for
o5 " drug~induced psychosis?

u L Yo, o
. 2 @& VWhat about smchizophrenia?
| A Well, depending on the authority, I think it is

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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' 1ndicated only fqr depression.

Q

- however, that she was treated on a psychiatric basis after
- the dlagnésis of January 2ist; correct?
A‘ .
referring 502
Q
A”-
- she lived.
4
'~ Yeveals, however, that sha was attended by psychiatric
social workers and various other professional people in

- the fieid of‘psychology, psychiatry and scelal evaluation

A

Q
A

Q

& nunber of diagnéstic pSychological tests, inclnding the
. Minnesota Multiphasic ngspnalitinpventory,.tho,Shipley—
Hartford test, the Sentence Comﬁletion Test, the Dr;w~a-
"‘Peracn Test, the'Bender-Gesﬁai%iﬁesﬁ,'the Hbuse;Tree-Person
Test, et cetera, did he not?

Q
the diagnosis of emotional andmental disorders, are they not,

The Patton State Hospital file does reveal,

What specific psychlatric treatment are yoy

Milieu, therapy, group therdpy. 4
Yes, That 1s just the living climste in which

A review of the Patton State Hospital file

' These are acceptable tools. in the field of

And teachers, yehﬁ

And teachers?.

]
&

Yes,:

H

Now, Dr. Meeks gavg the pab;ent, Dianne Lake,

Yes,
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| Doctor?
A Yes.
q As a matter of fact, these tests are designed

- Tesf, did you,<which is the classical test,

to diagnose particular varietles of mental disorders,

are they not, Doctore?

A I don't belleve you mentioned the Rohrschach

| CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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relate t6 o series of examinations glven 40 her on Jénuary

! psychologicsl test, is it not?

" to most of you, I am sures P S T

9 I did rot. And I belleve the Rohrschach Test
was,giveh to Dianne Lake, was it not?
A I don't know, You didn't-list it.
© MR, PITZGERALD: Yes. _
I am referring, Counsel, to Special Exhibvit 22,
Q Dr. Deering, there is, in the Patton State
Hospital file, a report of‘Dr. Meeks that purporgs so

13, 1970, and I am referring to Paragraph 3 on the second
page:’ | |
A“Some of her test fespdnaea afe blatantly
paychotic, For example, in describing a
perception of a man's skull on the Hobrschach" -~
is that the gorrect pronunciation?
. Rorsechach,
Q "She desoribed two white spots as
shackerlies, which are holes In your brain that
let air into your brain to breathe.”

Now, that test 18 d projective~type

A Yes.

Q@ - Maybe you could'eXplain to the jury what the
test is? -
& A Rohrschach test 1s the irk-blot test familiar

7
-~y

Th has ten<cards, and the person is asked to

P §
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respond to these,
The reason they are gglled projective is
. because the plctures or the blots really show nothing
conerete, s8¢ the projection is how the person taking the
test perceives the patterns on the card,
In other words, it 1s how they see the card
or the world.

Q ‘It is a psychologic test whiech seems to dls-

-, close consclous and unconsclous personality traits and
emotional eonflicts through a listing of the patient's
assoeciation to a standard set of ink blots,
+ 1s tha?hqorreéﬁ?

A lYpa.' o ) ‘ J

Q. ALDcctor, dé you agree with Dr, Meeks that her
response that she saw these shackérlies; which were holes
in your brain, is a'blatanﬁ psyéhétic respénae? '

A I say it 151a,psxchotie'geﬁﬁoﬁ&ajgenerally.

_ However, I ﬁhinkfthat ib'is daﬁgérous to make a
diagnosis on the bdasis of a couple of Anterpretations on
Rohrscehach cards,

It 4s one tool in the dlggnostié armementarium,
Q- Dr. Meeks essentially came to the conelusion: :
"In summary, the patient is presently seen to be psychotic,™|
and, apparently, according to his report, that dlagnostic
impression is based on an interview, simllar, I take it,

Yo the interview you had with Dianne Lake, as well as five

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Correct?

A Yes,

. 17,584
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. digease.

' collect things, is a sort of typical anawer.

19

24 1

Q Did you give any of tiqlese p;:ojeetiva psychologicaﬁL
tegts in your evaluation of Diénne'L.':\ke; .'m your examination
of her? | )

A I asked her to Interpret Proverbs. I asked
het to do some Gestalt-type figures for organic brain

Q When you talk about Interpreting-A-Provérb

Test, Doector, you are talking about things like:
"Miss Patient, would you explain to
me what 1t means when I say 'A rolling stone
- gathers no moss'"?

A Yes.
| Q As g maftter‘ of fact, that 1s one of your
quéations, 1sn't 1t?

A Yes.

Q &nd what is & normal answer?

A People who do not stay in one pliace do not

4] And did you ask her, sir, did you give her
geveral of these proverbs and ask her to explain?
A Five or dx, yes.
o] | And her vesponsges were?
A Rather concrete; literal.
Q Did you give her m neurological examination?
That 18, a physical examination designed to determine the

presence or abgence of any organic brain, spine or nexve

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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15 |

injury? o L i |

A I did not. But I s,‘s';w~ the EI;TG inte::p;etation
from Patton. The é-léci;fcm_‘céphaldgram intefpre'tatibn..

2] And an electroencephalog;'ag was taken of
Diamne at Patton State Hospifal, in addition to these
other tests? |

A Yes.

6 - And actually, the Patton State Hospital file
reflects that Dr. Oshrin, the psychiatrist, ordered the
psychﬁlbg‘ica-l tests as well as the EEG; ien't that correct?

A Yes. ’

n Areballucinations common in these drug-induced
psychoses?

A fes.

Q During the petiod of time that somebody is in
the throes of a drug-induced psychosis, do they tend to be

A No.
Are ve talking about LSD riow?
I mean, thefe are many kinds of themn.
Acute intoxication with alcohol, of course, can
lead to confusion. LSD, generally, mo.
g Let's take Dianne Luke, and let's assume that
during January of 1970, some portion of January, 1970,
she was getually psychotic as the vesult of am LSD flash-
back.
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e

psychotic, would ghe tend to be confised and digorganized?

A
Q

i

‘ No.,

During the pexiod of time that she was actually

No.
. She would not? . T
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dql ) : Q However, when Dr, Meeks and Dr. Oshrin inter-
. 2 | Viewed her, she did appear quite confused, did she not?
3 1 A I believe Dr. Oshrin sald she was oriented for

4 | time, placé and person, which is a classlcal test for
5 | eonfusion.
6 | ] Dr, Meeks, howeyer, in paragraph 3 of his

7 | report, the last sentence R saye:

8 “At times she appeared to be lost in her
9] own thoughts. Her discourse became confused
o .'and incoherent atbt times.

1 That would seem to indicat® some mental

122 | disorganization or confusion, wouldn't 1t%
15 | A Yes,
. | Q Meeks also said that his tests presented the
15| pleture of a highly-disturbed person who is presently
16 | psychofic. "The patient presently experiencés hallucinations
17 [ and depersona;ization; She expresses many ideas of
1 | reference end msome ldeas of persecution."
19 . Does that_ind’:l;caﬁe‘ that slie had some paranoid
20 | or paranolac feelings ;I‘uriﬁg the period of time she was in
21 | the drug—‘-inéqce‘d pEychosis?
A | Well, ideas:of i‘éterez}cé 39.:_';! -,sﬁggqstiVe of
paranoid, as being influenced b;} someone such as Mr., Manson
24 | can be, ‘! I
., " 2 | MR. KANAREK: Your Honor, if I mey?
' % . That last statement a‘boﬁt béiné;’ :i.nrluenced by

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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16

Mpr, Manson, may that be stricken as a conclusion?
. THE COUBT: It is merely descriptive in éxplenation
of the answepr, | | |
The métion will be denled,
MR, FITZGERALD: § _ & Well, assuming that

. My, HManson was in-euatodq éuring thig period thet she was
| at Petton State Hospital, and that M. Hanson wasn't at
‘Patton State Hoapital Co R

"Are you suggesting that Mr. Manaon 8 voice did
actually talk to her? : - - L ’
& No. I think she wished it.
~ Bhe wanted i% to happen?

- Yes,

Why would she want that to happen?

e 2 P e

I think it was reassuring to her.

May I reaq what she sald sbout the volce?

q, Gertainly, if that coinceides with your opinion.
A, ,_.'"The volce was my own mind., I wanted to

hear, 'I am Charles Manson. It is all right.

Say yes or say no.'/ Never could contradict

it,"

Q So, she was looking for assurance and security;.
| correct? |
| A . As a child does.

Q Standard parenold feélings would be feelings

- of fear or gross anxiety, would they not?
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10e

g

10

hi !

ﬁ<f
is |
15
© 16
17 |
18

19

a1

2

5

% -

17,590

and far from reassuring.
Q

accusatory volces from Mr, Manson or from anybody else?

she had heard & volée saying, "Leave home" after taking
LSD,

A

A

» 2 P o

Or 167, I am sorry,

l,ZeS.

Generally, parangld voilces are accusatory

Corprect., Accustitory and far from reassuring.

pid she indicate, at any time, that she heard
I don't belleve so,

I think, though, that she did say, in 1957,
19572

1672
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Q " pianne Lake didn't profess to be familiay with

or he an expert in the Fleld of extrasensory p‘erceptidn oF

| anything, did she?

1 mean, she Ididn’t purport to actually hear

- voices, did she, Doctox?

A ' How magy questions ave you asking?
Q: .s'I am sorry. It is unfalr., It is compound.
Let me dsk you this: | ' .
When a gat;].gnt tells ‘you that ‘they hear a
voice, Doctor, how do you know they ::eaily don't hear
the voice? I mean, ha‘:-z*da"you ﬁcnow they ,are ;wt really

'experiencing gsome sort of extrasensory perception?

4 Generally, people who hear auditory hallucina-
tions do something to indicate that they do. That ig, they
‘gaZQ aﬁ the ceiling, gaze at the wall, withdraw from con-
tact with you.

So, they give nonverbal cues to the fact that
something ig going on within them.

Q As opposed to what, Doctor?

A Well, when I am talking to jou\, generally thee
is eye contact. I am with you, I am listening to your
voice, not other intrugsive voices.

Q Do you have any ldea, then, what Dr. Meeks is
referring to when he s ays: “Ami some feelings of persecu~
tion"? :

A No, I don' t.

- CleloDrVe.COM AR C H IV E

S|



loé#?.. a

10
'S
2 |
S
e
- 15
C1ef
17 ‘:
18

19

17,592

B that Dianne Lake answered a numbeg of questionsg under ocath

] ,'that happme& a year ago.

Q@ Now, you formed the opinion that Dianne Lake
has the ability to remember alleged conversations during
the months of August, September and Gc;tober of 1969 ;

cm:rect?
A Yes.
Q@ - You are not s&ying she can remember, are you?

You ate séyiﬁg » simply, theh she has the ebility 'to- :
reme:i:be?; is that right?

A Yes.

Q . Would it change your opinion 1f you were told

here in this court with the statement "I don't know.™
"1 can't remember,” _ ,l
A T think that is an honest resp:mﬁe to. something
Q@ Would it change your op::nion ;I.f yau Were fo be
informed fhat in deseribing cenversations, she wasg mable
to describe ox relate entire con\rers:atigna,. ‘but nply .

portions of conversatlons?-

A No.
Q Would you consider that also normal?

A Due to her age and the remoteness of time and
the use of drugs, yes: . -

Q You say Mand the use of drugs."

| Daes the use of drugs influence memory?

4 ‘It can, ' " |
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13 ..?

16 4

Q

- A

| year.

Q

| total recall?

A

pid it in Disnne Lake's casef?
T don't believe it did, no.
But T take it you would hot expect her to haVe'

No. No one would have total.resall.after a
AT .

Tt "CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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10£-1 ’ Q 1f you are able to amswer this question:
2 What pexcentage of recall would you expect her
3 | to hdve? - .
4 A Well, I think we all ;zend to deal with unpleasant

s | material by putting it out of our conseiousness. I think

6 | ore tends to forget unpleasant things more rapidly than
-7 | pleasant things, for example. ‘
8 | I think any situation that induced a large or
9 'h:Lgh ievel of anxiety in her would probably be remembeted
10| cIearly.
11 ‘ Q You, of coutse, have no way of knowing, from
12 | Youxr examiination of D:iénne. Lake, whether or not she ﬁould :
18 | be telling the truth as to answering a particular questi&nz

. : 14" : A No.

15 Q Now, ig it your opinion that LSD was the
16 | inducing agent in this psychosis?
‘uw A Yes.
| [} As opposed to other drugs of souie kind?
© 19 | A - Yes. ' |
20 @ Could you briefly explain what LSD is and what

2t 1 effects, i.ﬁ any, it has on PeOple imed:.a.tely and what
#2 | residugl effects it has, :Lf any? - f' o

2 | ‘ A 1SD 18 an agent exj:réci:ed from k! fungus thai: ‘ , ‘
% | grows on rye. . ’ :
. . % . It generally causes alteration in perceptl,on,

% | particularly in terms of physical perception.

L I
‘1} 1”. A
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| One often has an accentuation of color, and frequently sees

¥ of what is goa.ng on around one; .

" one of the complications is what is called flashbacks,
| which may obccur for a long period after *!‘:ak:ﬁlg 1sD.

5 \' - A1
T
. . " B

o |

15

One s¢es a room as moving i'n on him or chang:mg. —f

regular, daily scenes In bright exciting color.
It t;ands" to increase awa‘reness, hyperawareness

An increased sense of smell, for example.-
Generally, the durationm is of a few hours, but

@ Do flashbacks have: the Bame degree of :mtensity

thal the original drug experience had” N
A Generally, yes, 1 w;;uld thmk in a. diminishing

way over the years, probably.
Q- Is a user of LSD subgected to thése flashbanks

without notice or warning? | : Co 4 '

A 1 thmk they are mome often P::ecipa.tateﬂ by some
stress, external or internal.

o q Is it more likely that someone who has taken
numetrous separate doses of LSD is more Likely to experience ,
flashbacks than somebody vho has taken simply one ox two?

Is there some relationship between the number .

of times you have taken LSD and the likelihood of a

£lashback?
A I don't know of any co-xelation.
@ Ié_ there any residual brain damage or an

A Not: to my knowledge.

'f(nekilﬁvéxxxrrmﬁﬁ3%+ﬁJ
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1i.1 1 | Q@  Is there any fesiﬁual impairment of nioton
- 2 | funetion? |
"' s A No.
4 | Q Is there any residual impairment of intellectual
5 | thought progesses? ‘
. 5‘ K A. b Not to my knowledge.
7 | Q Is there any lmpairment of memory?
8 4 . Unless uncoriseicusness occurs, no.
9 1 ] During an LSD experlence, in sddition to

1o | hallucinations, isn't 1t also true that people experience

s 1w | very profound illusions or falise beliefs?

12 A Occasionally.
13 Q For'exampié; it 18 not an unusual experlence
.. 14 | for somebody under the use of LSD %o experience some

© 15 ‘proround religious state,in‘which'he'meefs’GédZorfsees God,

i

!
v
AR -

16 | is that correct? el S
17 oA Yes, yes. |
18 ] Or in which the, person dies and is actually
o | reborn, is that correct?

20 A If he sees God, however, that i1s a

a halluclnation, not & delusion.

2z | 2 Thank you, that's sorrect,
21 ' - If, however, he thinks he's God, if the person
‘ ‘24 | thinks he's God under the influence of LSD, that 48 a
. 2 | deTusion,
26 | A Yexs,

-~ CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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. be & delusion?

| actually under the iInfluence of LSD aﬁd experlencing some
- delusion or somé bellief, are they likely to be withdrawn

- and Introspected?

{ extremely gregarlous, excited, hyperactive.

attention to outside atimull, conversation and smells and

| they nog? * -
h. " Yes. S
4 And the indivigial under the influence of LSD

| has a difficult time sorting out all of the sensory

1 stimull, correct?

{ of LSD at the time they heard a conversation and they were

' later relating conversation, would they have a tendency

Q Or if he thought he was Napoleon, that would

A Yes,
@  During the period of time that somebody iz

A, Some people become introspected; some become

o " Were somebody intﬁospecb1Ve and withdrawn,

they would then have & tendency not to pay a good deal of

that sort of thing, is that correct?

A Presuming introspestlon, yes. "

& And while ﬂdméﬁhdy is actually under the
influence of ﬁSB,'they are bombarded with stimulil, are

)

A These aré generally visual.

8 If a person was actually under the influence

tohbe vague in thelr recollection?

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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A Tt is possible, yes.

Q _How long have you been a psychiatrist again,
| Dr. Deering? "
A I have been working in the field for -- 8ince

1953,
Q& And part of your dutles as a psychiatrist is a

funetion you

of the Superlor Court, correct?
No.,
Did you at one time?

s P o P

people who had reportedly taken LSD, have you not?

iR~ o

Q
had trip?
A.'<
g .
A

pleasant one, sensory experience‘is a pleasant one, some-~
times for reasons unknown excep%fprobably related to the
character structure of the person, the experlence may be

frightening.

Never,

Never? You have interviewed 4 number of

What is a bad trip?

provide for the Superior Court in Department 95

Hundreds > Yes .
Hundreds?
Yes,

You are femillar, then, with what is called a

Yes.

’ is
Although the experience frequsntly on LSD/&a

It may end in pédnic, In these frightening

“CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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kinds of trips people were known to have taken their
lives. They are not always pleasant,

&  As a result of bad trips people have been
psychotie and incarcerated in mental institutions and
asylums, - is thaﬁ correct?

A If ﬁhey wére schiéophrenica before they took LSD,
blatantly. L
@  Is it your opinion that LSD itself without

"~

A Of long duration, permanent, shall wesay,
& . And the materials that we have all been subject
to by way of the media, in the early '60's about LSD

8 I don't think they &re generally acdepted,

Q By experfs such as yourself in the fleld?

‘& Yes,

8 You éo acknowledge, however, that there was
a good deal of such material promulgated in the early —-

A Yes, '

Q ~w 1960!'s or 1965 or mso?

A Yes,

THE COURT: Mr. F,tngézaid, 1t 18 12:00 o’slock.
-Lad&e& and-géhilemen, do not converse wlith
anyorie or form or express any opinion regarding the case
until it is rinally submitted to you.

4

]
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The court will recess until 1:45,

{Whereupon, & recess wag taken to reconvene at

1:‘{5 ptm‘, sSame dayo)
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L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1970
1:49 P.M,
v--——o-——

{The following proceedings occur in chambers,

A1l counsel present. Defendants absent.)

THE COURT: All counsel are present.

The reason I asked you to come in, gentlemen,
1s because the balliff informed me that Mr. Alva Dawson,
Juror No. 4, wan;ed to speak to me on some subjeét*

I haven't the falntest idea what 1t 1s, except
that I do know that he has seen a doctor on several
occaslony since he has been on the Jury,

Is that right, Mr. Murray?

THE BAILIFF: Yes,
THE COURT: So I think I probably should see him

. and find out if it has anythipé"tq do with his health.

Qf course, I don’'t intend to discuss anything

- relating to the cgme.

I wanted to find,oﬁt if sanyhody has ény |
cbjectlion to my seeing him alone %o find out what 1s on his
mind? o - |

MR. HUGHES: I have no objection, .
MR.‘KANAREK: But I would say, in view of the fact

2¢ | that it is his health --

THE COURT: I don’'t know that it 1s his health,

+

ac
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wR, KAWAREE: I would wecome that all of us be
pre&ent. I am sure that in this atmosphers —-
THE COURT: He has asked to see me, We will have a

| reporter present. Everything will be taken down,

MR, KANAREK: Oh, he asked to see you first?
| ‘Béfore we go 1n§o court, I assume you will
Inform us?
'THE COURT: It will be in the transcript. |
"If it 1s anything of importance, you will he

m.f the first to kﬁow, Mp. Kanarelk,

MR, BUGLIOSI: 'On the grounds of equal protection of
THE, COUBRTs There will be a simultaneocus disclosure

MR, FITZGERALD: Are you going to bring him down from

. the back so you ean avold the press?

THE COURT: Yes,
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‘| chambers of the court; in the presence of the Judge, the
} court reporter and Juror No. &4, Alva K. Dawson only befng

t present.)

| we have to take all these thin_gs down.

 further he ‘said, "Yes, your anor,““ and' I Brought it out a
little too loud, "Oh, mo!" gnd ‘M, Bugliagsi, ybou know, .the

| “.14’5‘:\'? 'Di‘strir,:‘t-. Attorney, spparently heard me because he laﬁghgd
;' and looked at me. S o

| long of the witness and it is understandable tiow anybody,
. myself included s wouldbe glad to see the examination of

25 .

17,603

(The following proceedings were had in the

THE CQURT: Mr. Dawsan, how are you today, sir?
MR. DAWSON: I'm fime. o
 THE COURT: I asked a reporter to be present because

MR. DAWSON: It's perfecﬁly‘all right, your Honor.
. THE CODRT: I understand you did want to talic to me.
MR: DAWSON: Yes. I think I did Bomethin'g foolishly
i:his morning | .
When you asked Mr. Kanarek 1£ he had anything

¥

I am afra:.d it was too loud and he hedrd me.
. THE COURT: Well, I don't see how that - ,
MR. DAWSON: If Mr. Kaparek heard sbout it he might
squawk |
THE COURT: Well, the cross~examination was vather

the particular witness closed just from fatigue.
MR. DAWSON: That was the way I felt, but I should not ‘

ey OO
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. have ﬁaid it sp loudly, I know.
| unsaid.

. be Impartial in the casze?

|

- corld utter such an exclamation, not to show they helieved

. or d‘isbgflieyed the testimony, but just to ghow they were

i | Fived of Tistening to it.

| #xe able to earry out the provisions of your oath as a |

THE. COURI; That'as right, it would be better left
Does this in any way affect your ability to

MR, DAWSON: No.

THE COURT: It was just an exclamation, an impulsive
exclamation. |

rm;mm;om Lota of us say those words often, you
know, "Oh, no." , | " _

THE COURT: Well, it's certainly undeﬁat&zidabl& that
from time to time, partinﬁlarly in & protracted trial,

Unfortunately, our job is to listed to it, no

matter how protracted it is.
~ MR. DAWSON: Sure. :‘

THE COURT' Yell, T certainly apprecziata your telling
me this, gnd therc is no question in your mind but what you ‘

juror and withhold any opinion as to the innbééncé or

P

both sides.

‘CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES,



Lk
L,

A |

¥
4

10

3 ]

12

i3 -
T
15 -

16 §

13

12
a1

‘93 |

2

% |

17,605

MR, DAWSON: I do feel that way, yes.

THE COURT: That you can?

MR. DAWSON: Yes..

THE COURY: In view of that, I don't think any g're'at:

harm is done. Certainly it won 't have any effect on Mr.

"Bugliom, Lf he heard 1t.

MR. DAWSON: I'm pretty sure he did becausge he looked

at me and laughed.

THE COURT: I was faced toward the jury all through

the examination. I did not notice i, If it happened.

MR. DAWSON: If was the last round with the lasgt
doctor, Dr. Skrdla. ‘ |
THE COURT: Dr. Skrdla, ves.

A1l right, since it is being taken down by‘ the
reporter, the attorneys will get a copy of our conversation
so they will know about {t, and I don't anticigate that
there will be any problem.

| However, I x;iouid suggest that if you have another

such impulse, If you restrain it. e

’ ALl right, thanks very rmich., ‘ ‘
MR. DAWSON: - Thask yous /" - el
THE COURT: How is your, healf:h‘?
MR. DAWSON: Fine so far.
THE COURT: Gopd. | e
MR. DAWSON: Thank Yoti1.

: CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES-
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. court, ALl defendants, counsel and jJury present.)

| present.

. resumed the stand and testifled as’ follows:

1 BY MR. SHINN:

{The. following proceedings occur in open
‘THE*&OURT: All psarties, counsel and jurors are

?ou may continue, lr. Fitzgerald.
MR, FIétGERALD: Thank you, your Honor. I have no
further questions.
THE, GOURT: Any guestions, Mr, Shinn?
MR, SHINN: Xes; your Honor,

' HAROLD C. DEERING,

the witness on the stand at the time of the noon redess,

4

CBOSS-EXAMINATION

@ ~ Doctar, tﬁis word - I'dant‘know how to
pronounce it, but I will ﬁp&ll_iﬁ ;Tsspenr{cﬁtﬂofn~ihn; ére
you familiar widh that word, Poctor?
| A Serotonin. Yes,

Q Yex,

ﬁbw, is that a term used in connection with
1.SD users? | |

03

in
A Yes, It is used /. the metabolism of LSD.

How does it relate to LEDY

R
A It 18 an enzyme that appears to be

f
/
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interfered with by LSD in the central nervous system,
28 What does it do? I mean, how does it affect

' the central nervous system, Doctor?

A LSD?

Q Yes. In regard to the word that I just
mentloned,

A I dontt know that it is speciflecally known.

Thére are & number of theories about how it affects
metabollsm in the central nervous system,
& I mean, does 1t affect 1t like alcochol woulid?

A It 18 an enzyme. It dbes not necessarily
affeet 1t like alcohol would, no.

d Does this have an effect on the brain?

& Yes, It is oneé of the enzymes in the central
nervous system,

Q In other words, when one takes LSD, it does,
to some extent, affect the brain at a time that he takes
the ISD: is that correct?

A Yes.,

& Does excessive use of LSD, Doetor, will it,

. maybe, injuré the braln to a certain extent?

A I suppose in large enough doses over a long
enough period of time it might.
I don't think there is any solid avidence

" that it does.

[a} Have you, yourself, used LSD for purposes of

;
}
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r.treatment, of treatment of your clients?

MR, BUGLIOSI: This is irrelevant, your Honor., It
has no bearing on anything before us.
THE COURT: Sustained. |
' MR. SHINN: @ Your testlmony on the stand today,

. Doctor, was that from experience with LSD with patlents,

or was 1t from readlng literature and hooks?

A Bobh.

Q@  You say both?

A Yes, A

Q | Mgre-from literature or more from practical

- axpeérience? .

A, Well, I have observed many people who have taken
ISD, I have never taken it myself, And I have read
considerable in the literature involving LSD, and other
hallucinogenic agents.

Q Aind in reading these books and the literature,

Isn't 1t true, Doctor, that sometimes different

a certaip set of facts?
A ' Oh, I am sure they do. -

Q In other wopds, i@ you exémined 8 person and

| another psychiatriat_e@amihés;that pafson, you may say

that the person is dohmpetent to'tegtiry,'aﬁd,yet'ﬁhe:,' .

other psychiatrist would say thét he 1s incompetent to
testify? Is that true, Doctor? '
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A I would say that the variations would be
very wide,

I think, generally, most psychiatrists and

| I would agree on such an opinion. '

Qo Buf if you take four or five psyohiatrists

that examine the same peéerson, isn't it possible, Doctor,

- and 1sn't 1t reasonable to say that maybhe one or two of

these psychlatrists would differ from the other three?
| MR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant, your Honor,
THE COURT: Sustalned,
. MR, SHINN: § | In other words, Doctor,
psgchiaﬂry is not an exact sclence, is 17
A  No.
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Q Now, you examined Diamme Lake on October 27th?
4 . 26th. | |

@ 26th? And approximately how much time did you
spend with her?

A ’Oh., about an hour and 350 minutes.

Q And does your zeport that. T have, that you
presented to the Court, dated cctober 28 ) 1970, does that

| reflect the total of your interview with her?

4 Oh, I have many other notes available,
) You mean outside of this document that you
presented to the Court? |
A Yes. -
Q .But this is the sum and substance of youfinteré-
view with her, is that correct?
A The material leading up to my conclusion. .
Q Did you take notes while you Wwere talking with
| her? |
A Yes.
Q In 10ngﬁaﬁd?
& . Yes.
Q | You asked her a questicn; she. answered you;

' you would stop and you wrote it down, is that correct?

Yes. , o
Q Then later you compiled thig f:f.;it'o a report?
A Yes. : ""finm-w
Q ‘Was there anyone e_‘alsfé talking to Dianne I;ake A

ML )
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15~2 , | before you talked to hex in the office to take down, say,

_ S, the 'stétistics, when she was born, and the family?
. ‘ R ':‘ - A No, I took that data down myself. |
s ' 2] The total time you talked o hex ydu_ say was

‘ an your and a half?
A I would gay closer to an hour and 50 minutes.
] And during that time how much time ﬁould you say
you spent with her background family background, education |
| end all thar? '
"A  Oh, T would say roughly 30 to 40 minutes.

10
@ That is on the foundational background informa-

- |
| Hon? |
1 A Yeés, yes.
. . ” 1 Q And did you h‘avg a physical examination?
” - A No, I did not.
% | Q@ - No physical examination? )
A Just general o‘baervation. She appeared to be

|

" in good health.

1 ] You mean. just a visual observation?
2 1 A Yes.
S | Q There was no blood test?
" Did you take her pulse?
‘ A No. ‘ ‘
5 | ‘ .Q‘ " Nothing, just visusl obgervation, coriect?
. o5 | A I read the. 1aboratory results from Patton
) % | state Hospitall b,

.
H 3
- #
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- Q Did you read the reports from Patton State
Hospital before you talked to Dianne Lake? ' .
A Part of them, and the rest of tﬁem - I read
‘them before I appeared in court firgt.

Q You said you zead part of them. You read the

: psychiatrists' reports?
A I had a number of documents £rom Patton ineluding
| the diagnoses prior to examining her.

I later exammed all of the data from Patton

o St&ta Hospital,

Q@ - In other wotds, before you talked to Dianne

1 | that correct?

A Yes.

n] And by :eading this report from other dottors,

" | it did Influence your evaluation, did it not?

A- No.

Q It did not?

4 No.

@  Did your evaluation of her concur with the

.S 1 th:tfnk thetgenerally in terms of diagnosis
and the later notes in the -record‘,. yeg, I did agree with
the conclusionsg of the Patton doctors, not the origi.nal
‘the initial oneg, but the final ones.

Q@ . And did you make this report up after you read
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" all of the doctors reports?

| State Hospital reports prior to making thgt report;

| about her drug use and all that?
_}m'z baen happening to het.

stages a person goes through when they take LSD?

c‘lon t ‘(:hey go through a different stage, the heginning,

| the amount of the drug tsken. T don't think one can
- categorize it that Eirmly.

17,613 .

A No; I told you I d:[d not: have all tha P&ti:on

-1 had summaries.

Q And how much time did you spend with her, talking|

A Well, I devoted 8 great deal of time, ghout an
hour, telling about how she started uging drugs, her family
life, and'primarily in the three years since 1967, what had

Q  When one takes 15D do they go through three or
four different stages?
A Well, I never heard it broken dcwﬁ into‘s#éges.i
1 think the effects of the drug vary from the
time of ingestion, the purity of the drug and that sort of
thing, .

9 In other words, you never heard of the different |

A Not in specific texms, I don't think one can
categorize it from person to person. ‘

Q I mean, generally speaking when one takes LSD,

and two or three hours later there 1g a different effect?
A Again, I think it varies with the perscm- and
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B

yes?

. There are different effects, diffexent hours,

Yes. o . ;
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Q@ - When you first take it and towards the end,
there is & different effect?
‘ A Yes, . “
Q When they éét a fiaahback, which of the effects

do they get?

A Generally in fhe more acuté phase, ‘the acutbe

_experiences, the more striking impresaions. )

Q And a person that - has taken LSD in the past will
get flashbacks how often? '

- A You may never get them. One may never get
them,
' Q Okay, 1f one like Dianne Lake did get some
| Plashbacks w- corredt?
A In my opinion.
Q 'Yes, and from the reports,
A Yes, .
Q How often would a person like that get flash-—

backs, 1f you know?

A I don't know.

Q At any time? I8 that right?

A It's possible any time under stress, yes.

1] Yes, and you examlned her on October 26th, you
sald, correct?

A Yes,

8 And dild you examine her after October 26th?

A No.
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You have not seen her?
Yes,

You have seen her?

In the corridor, yes.

I mean proféssionally, in a professional way.

o e e

No, I have not seen her professionally again.

} " For alilyou know she may have had some flash-~

| backs singe you have last seen her, is that possible?

A It 18 possible,. _
Q@  Even whilé fesﬁifying Ehé ey hévé hadﬁsome
. flashbacks, 1s that correct? .

A It's possible.

Q Now, what effeet, if you knoﬁ, d@id LSD have
on Dianne Lake? ‘

A Well, as I mentioned, an lnereased awareness,
an glteration of physical perceptions, auditory

hallucinations, visual changes, & feeling of euphoria,

| feeling good as she desceribed it.

Q Would you say that LSD would affect one's
nemory?
A Well, LSD 1s not thought to affect memory un-
less the person 1s unconsclous,

Q Well, would it bé possible for one under LSD

to see something, then later go to a different stage and

‘forget what they actually saw?

//// A Generally they remember clearly, very clearly.
) et i, ———

L
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Q' You say in all cases?
A I sam not saying in all cases, I sald

| generally speaking.

Q Some cases could be the opposite, correct?
A Could be,

MR. SHINN: T haven't anything further.

THE COURT: Any questlons, Mr. Kanarek?

MR. XKANAREK: Yes, your Honor, thank you.

CROSS--EXAMINATION
BY MR. KANAREK: . |
Q& Doctor, would you say that someone testifles,
8 young girl teétiriés from the withness stand, a young girl

{ of Dianne Lake's age, would you say she is under stresn?

' i

A Yea.
Q And you have had. occasion to speak'with people

| that have had ocoasion to testify?

A Yen. o Lo ;

2} People of all ages; is that right?

A Yes.

] And would you say a young girl sitting where

| you are sitting now, everybody in this courtroom, the
| audience, the Judge, the lawyers, would you say the focus
-of attention belng upon her, would you say this would be

an intense stress that she would experience?

A Yes,
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Q Now, is it a fact that LSD, people or someone
who has taken LSD will have a flashback effect when they
are under stress?

A Gerierally, but stresses can be of many kinds,

external and internal.

In] Well ~-

X And we don't all respond the same way to stress,
of coéurse, ‘

& No, we don't all respond the same way, I will

certainly agree to that.

But is it medically possible for a person who
had the kind of exposure to LSP that Dianne Lake had to
have that LSD, the intake of L3D, that she has consumed,
affect her when she ig on the wifness stand?

A It 1s possible,

"= CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Q And can you think of what effect this would
have upon the words that she uttered from the witnegs stand? |
What effect W;)uld thig have upén the workings of her mind, |
generally, the flashback? ,

A Ag I mentidned before, it iz a sensory sort of
thing, a pensation sort of phenomenon, seeing things, hearing“
th:lngs,, feeling things, smelling things. L

Q And go, it 1s possibie for someone to have this

| kind of:ﬁee‘.[ihg and not let” the person a‘round o the people ‘

-~ around hin or her know that they are having :Lt?
-10 o B

A Yes. Just ds it is possibie fot. a achizo;:hrenic' |

- to hear voices snd people around are not aware of them.

Q - So, while Dlanne Lake was on this vitneas stand, ‘
Doctor, 1t would be poszsible for her to be having some kind
of reaction due to LSD intake that she had, and it wouldn't
be conveyed to us; zight? |

A It im possible. -

Q@ - Now, in your report, Doc:i:or, is 1t trué that

you gay -- and this is as of Qctober 28th, 1970 ==

"Migs Lake was & childlike appearing
girl who seemed fearful. Hex pupils were widely
dilated. The purpose of the interview ﬁas explained
to her. She gave a long dnd detailed account of her
travels with the Family, and she told how Mr.

Mangon did not want anyone to have ego, ag this
{nvolved brutality and harshness and not love.
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‘16«2, | "Stream of talk was of normal tempo, and there was
_ | 2 no blocking, although she was hesitant o --
® . . MR. BUGLIOSI: I am going to object ~- .
; - . MR. RANAREK: -~ "discuss sexual materials. She
5 | described details and events which oceurred” --
6 MR. BUGLIOSI: One moment. There is an gbjection,

z | Mr, Kanarek. |
g | He ié just reading hearsay :i:s:gt;::1 the recoxd, your
s | Honor, and I will object on that. ground. Unless be is

1 | Yeading it to the witness for tl;ze basig dﬁE his eonelusion,

n | Otherwise it is hearsay.

- 2 | THE COURT: Sustained. ' o .
1 | MR. BUGLIOSI: would ask the Court to admonish the
. 14 | Jury to d:.sregard what Mr. Ksnarek has read thua far unlegg |

15| he can establish that the doctor used those particular _,:LtemB

16 | of information as a basis for his conclusion on the witness

iz | stand. | ) ,
T MR. [ANAREK: Q Well, Dactbr, did you nse the ménth
5 | status exsmimation ~- ’ '
Cw | THE GOURT: bJust" a mome:_at} )
21 ;: The jury will be admonished to disregérd the -

@2 | statement that Mr. Kanarek just read at this time, until
023 { it is otherwise recelved. .

o | . @o ahtead.
. . o S I it is otherwise reeceived.
| 16a fls. % |
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MR. KANAREK: Very well, your Homorx.

Did Miss Lake appear childlike to you, Doctor?
Yea. |

Did she appear fa*arful?

Yes.

Were her pupils dilated?

B O PO O

Yes.
, -Did you explain the purpose of the intervj.ew‘
to her? |
A Yes.
QL bid she giﬁe- you & long and detatled account
of hex travels with the Family? |
MR,; BUGLIOSL: Same objection, your Ho*hdm
' . KANAREK: He is on cmss—exdmination. ! h:té is
perfectly permissi‘ble to aak the.se types of queati,cns on

.t
1

cross-examination. ; R

BUGLIOSIL: Unless he 1 == I

THE ‘GOUR’T: The objection is Bustéinéd;.f : {

BY MR. KANAREK: |
Q You spoke with Miss Lake for about an hour ‘and

a ~ Yes. | |

) That was the total time that you saw her In
your lifetime excepf casually in the hallway?
' A Yeg. Sy

Q . Now, of that time, of that hour and 50 mi.nutes,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



w0 |
r
. 3;2’:
B |
|
B[
6
i

18

-19

2

24
235 |

BN

17,622

how long a time did you spend in taking from her the
words that she stated to you? |
| A You mean, the writing?
| Q Well, the writing, the taking of the case

history. .
You took a case hiet.td:,:y; right? )

A ' We were talking almost all of the time., -
Q. During this entire time you were spesking?
. A Yes. | '
Q. And you were making notes?

4 Yes.

Q Is that zight?

4 Yes. _

Q Did you refresh your recollectiom before

coming to court using the motes that you have In your
hand right now?

A Yes.

Q May I see them?,K )
S

A Yes. Tt

MR. KANAREK: May I éﬁbi:bach the wit;nesa, yo'u;': Hop,oa:::z.
THE COURT: You may. L
THE WITNESS: You medn my writtén ;n:oi:éa'a.? L .

. MR. KANAREK: Yes, | . '
| (Mr. Kanarek approaches the wi;:ﬁess and the

. oo 1
I . . *

doctor hands some documents to him.)
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"{ BY MR. KANAREK:

@ Doctoy «=~
- (Pause,)
A ‘You may have some tirouble with my writing.
Q Yes, Doctor, I can see that.
A I'd be hagpy to tramslate Lt for you, however.

Q@  Now, did Miss Lake tell you, Doctor, that she,

gometine during the sumyer of 1969, was living at Spahn

Ranch?
’ A | Yes.
Q And did she tell you that at some time during
the gummer” of 1969 she relocated and Iived elgewhere?
A Yes. -
" Wihere &id she tell you that she relocated?
To the desert, I believe.
Did she tell you whereabouts in the desert?
I'd have to look at my notes. |
You don't remember?
No. |
- You have no independent ‘retollection?
CNo. . " T
Now, did she tell you when she left the
Spahn Rench and went to the desert? ' T |

o bqﬁ ﬁ’&‘ﬁap Ll >

A1 don' t beljeve specifically, no.
Q Did you ask her when?
A N

. .
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. 1 ‘; Q Pid you ask her about her taking of LSD?

. A 7 Yes. ‘

N | Q . TWhat did she tell you .COﬁceminE the téking of
A :LSD during the year 19697

5 A Well, she sald, as to the uge of all the drugs,

s the marijuana, the LSD, that at times they were used falrly

7 hs_.-avﬂ.y and at times they weren't used at &ll; but as I

g | recall, she said she had only taken the drugs a few times
o | 111 the month of Septembexr and October of 1969.

w0 | A few times?

12 |

Q
Q How many times?
A

| I don't recgll, One or two, I think.
o .
Lo
16 .
19
o |

2}

. - - N .’ .
. - 25 - A S
- : A
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| place célled,the canyon. I believe that 1g where they were

| staying.
MR; KANAREK: @ In the summer of 19697
A Yes,
Q Does 1t say what canyon?
A No. Just the canyon.
Q She said she was living there in the canyon?
A Yes.

Q Just answer that question, 1f you would,
| Doctor, '
A I don't see where it is here.

| several times?

) Did you write that down?

I think so.
Q Would you tell me ~-

May I approach the witness, your Honor?
THE COURT: Yes.

(Mr. Kanarek approsches the witness,)

THE WITNESS: 7You asked about the rarch, It was &

"I don't ses where I made the notes,
Well, here i1s the use of drugs, I am sorry.
"Marljuana made me laugh. I could smell

better and see better.”

- However, I think that 1s what she told me, that
she had only used 1t a couple of times during that time,
Q You told us that she told you she had used 1%
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L

A Yes, A

q During that period of time that you sald was

~ September and Octobef; is that right?

A Yes,

4  Now, do you have an oplnion, Doctor, as fo

| whether or not i1t is possible for aperson who ingests LSD

for a long period of time to have, as a result of that

| ingestion of LSD, delysions?

A I think 1t unlikely, except when under the
| influence of drugd, unless one is schizophrenic to start
‘out'with. |

Q Well, would you explain that, Doector?

A Well, people turn to drugs because of anxletiles,

iﬂ_:inner problems; and certainly severe mentdal illness is a

cause of great discomfort to people,

I think that people who are baslcally

think this often does uncover a basic underlying schizo-
| phrenia, |

But I think the delusional part, if ome had it,

ﬂltiwould be schizophrenlc and not due to LSD.

Q Does the literature that you have studied,

‘Doctcr, reflect that under the influence of LSD & persom,
la subject, may lose touch with reality such that théy'may

‘assume certain things to be faetual under the influence of

ISD when, In fact, those facts don't exist?
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A Yea, I think this 1s ‘s sensory thing.

yisionsg, hallucinations, are unreal but to the person

under the influence ¢f the drug, they may seem very real.

Q - 4nd a persbn may act on'a dertaln set of facts

which the person thinks 1lg, in reality,’occurrihg, based

{ upon what their particukar mind may sSeé While under the

" influence of LSD?

A They may.
One might kilss a vision, for example.

Q ~ &nd one might step out of & window of some

that correct?

A Yes.

Q ‘Does this phenomenon &lso occur by way of
flashback, the same &ffect?

A It can.

Q Now, Dogtor, as you silt there on the witness

stand; can you tell us --
First of all, let me withdraw that and ask you

another question.

Do you have an opinion, Doctor, or do you have
enough information, have you been glven enough seilentific
information, enough seientifle data, so that.§ou can have
an opinion as to whether or not Dianne Lake wee psychotic
In August, Seplember, Qctober, November and December of

19697

A Continuously psychotice?
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Q Pgychotic?
. z A I have said she’was.
@ 5 Q  Pardon? |
4 | A I haye gaid ghe was.

C s | Q 50 your medical opinion is that during August,
6 ﬁSeptember, Ocﬁober, November and Decembex of 1969 she was
7 |psychotic? ,

8 A - While under the influence of drugs, of LSD.

‘ 0 q Well, now, what do you mean by that?
1 | 'A I think that Miss Lake now is certainly not a
- 11 |schizophrenic or she wasn't on the 26th of October.
2 | ' I think that during the period when she was
. ‘B | gapering off on the use of drugs, and still taking some,
. T that during these periods she did.hava an organic psychosis.
‘ 5 | . ' And what 15 an organic psychosis?
; -1_4'5“:” A, it's due to a toxic agent in which delusiong,

u :,halluc:tnations ,» may occur, and subgides when the offending
18 | agent is removed. |

B Q And is it a falr statement that the closer in

| 20 _: pro'xiiﬁify to time that you are to the i.tse‘ of thig offending

o agent, the greater ig the psychasis’l

A As a broad general rule I would accept ths;t. . .

'Q | And s0, as ta any pari;icglar pericd of time dﬁr‘i:m;
o :August, September - let's go back and include July; August,

. ; % | Septenmber; Ogtober, November, December, 1969, it is your v

| % ) opinton that this little girl had an organic psychosis during |

3
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the months that I have indicated? -
A During certain perio&s.
1 think during the period she was in 3&11,

| late in the year, November and December, she was: not. having

psychotic symptoms.
. Q And during these periods of time when she was

- mt‘ having psychotic symptoms is it because she was not
 taking LSD?

Would this be a factor?

A Well, then, she was in a safe environment, in

Q Now, directlng, then, your attent:ion to the use

,'uf LSD over & long period of tiﬁe s like Dianne has ingested |
:.‘ﬁ:’ since she was 13 years old, just a tiny child up unt:l.l," |

let's say, October 12, 1969, ~~ this is several years.
Would you say that the use of LSD over this

1 period of time would tend to meke her i:sychosis extend longer

 than ’i-f ghe had not ftaken LSD?

A It is a very vague dquestion, Mr. Kanarek.
Q Pardon?
A It is such a vague question.

She took it about 50 times In over three years.
Q She told you she took it about 50 times in ovexr

A Yes. .
Q ‘What I am trying to ask you, iloctor, is 1f -~
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| any effect on the intensity of psychosis, the fact that she

‘one of hex -~ one of trips,.she took two thous—ap@'ﬁicnogramg-{-';.'

| did.

10

| what effect would that have upon hex?
15 |

- dose, and, No: 2, I don't think she had any idea what the

a3

Lk A0 T g

Ls the duration of time itself, does that have

has taken it over a Iong period of timef " L
A No, I den't think necessarily.. "
QR well, ¢id she tgil yg,ul-~ Ljhdt, in connection with

Did she tell you that? L .
A she did pot tell me that, but I doubt that she

'Q  Why do you doubt that she did?
A - Because that is an extremely high dose.
Q@ And if T tell you, Doctor, that in fact she
did take two thousand micxoarams, assume that she dig,

A Well, I think it would be close to a fatal
dose was she was getting, nor did anyone else.

Q- Well, assume a 2000 -~
What 1s thée normal dosage of LSD%

So 4f 200 micrograms is & pretty high doee?

Yes.

A A few micrograms,

) Like 200 microgirams?
A Ten to 100.

) Ten to 107
. A Yes.

&

A .
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| think.

2

8 Now, if in fact she took 2000 micrograms would

. th-at - -

What effect would the taking of one.dose, a

large doge like that have upon her?

A I think it might very well make her ungonsclous. |
Q All right, but it would not necessarily kill hex? |
A Well, it is approaching the lethal dose, I
Q .Well, let's assume she took this 2000 microgram
doge at some time in the ba;sf,, what .effeéé would that have

“tpoit her mental health?

. N M ) . 4
| A 1 don't think it would have any, psrisnent
- effect, o

Q. It would have no perménent effect?

A I don't think so.
@ ° Now, do you, Doctor, believe -~

You uge psychological testing as a tool in

. conducting your analysis? '

A Yes, .

Q And you believe in the ‘us_e of psychologi;cal
testing? | |

A In certain places, yes.

Q Directing your attention te the sityation when

| Dianne Lake entered Patton State Hospital, did you feel

that psychological testing was in order at that time?
& Yes.,
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Q And you. agree with Dx. Oshrin's use of
L psychological teating?
. SRl A Yes.
- 3 I * Wow, you have read the :n:epm:t of Dr. Heeks;
‘s that right?
s A Yed, _ )
b4 Q And Dr. Meeks stated that Dianné Lake was
o blatantly psychotilc? ]
¢ A I think he did, yes.
e Q Pardon? . .
| A 1'think he d1d. s
- o Q And do you agree that at that time she wag :
- = ’blatantly psychatic? |
: .l?a flon | A In hig op:lm‘.on, yes.:
- 14 . : .
5
\M‘ _
]
R
19
2
Coer
Cop |
=
- -“
® -
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Q Yes, I mean from what you know, from what you
gsaw, from the reports you have read, from everything you
know concerning Dianne Lake, do you feel that in fact she
was blatantly psychotlic?

A I would say that was a psychologist's opinion.

She apparently was not showing such behavior a

| few duys later at all. .

Q My question'tb you is at that instance.
A 'That was his opinion.

&  Yes, but do you -~

Put yourselr‘ﬁn_Dr.-Meeks' shoes, you have all

| 0f the informabtion he had at that time, would you say that

she was blatantly psychotie? -
A . T don't know what he had, It'd say on the

information he had he made an opinlon.

Q Then are you telling us, Doctor, that right now

| today, you are telling us that her mental health 18 okay,

right?
A As of the 26th of October,
) All right, what was her mental health, then,

| around January 10 of 1970%
a b |

A We have only the observations of the admitting

| doctor and the psychologist,

Q@ ° And 80 are you telllng us that you have no

{ basis for changing the dilagposis of being blatantly
psychotde at that point?
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15

A No, I did not see her at that time.
Q So, you gannot really tell what her mental
health was at that time, 1s that correct?
A That's right.
q Ind for an even stronger redson, I gabther you
cannot tell us what her mental heslth was earlier.
You cannot tell us what her mental health was
in Decemher, then, is that right?
A Not on glven day, no,
4 "Let's say during the month of December, can
you tell us what he; meﬁtal health was?

A I beliév% ghe wag still in Jail at that time

| and from her description she wes reeiipg‘quite well,

Q  ° Well, she was feeling guite well at that
time ~- " f '\ )
If she was feeling quite well, do you think

there was any basis for someone refefring Eer to the Patton
State Hospifal?

MR; BUGLIOSI: Calls for a conclusion.

THE COURT: Overruled, you may answer,

THE WITNESS: Well, apparently they did think there

92 | was some reason to send her to Patton State HOspital.

24

-

26

Well, no, she was sent under a 90-day
observation,

Later she was put under conservatorship as
gravely dilsabled,
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q And what do you mean by gravely disabled?
A Because o6f mental i1llness or dlsorder, unable

to praovide for your basle human needs of food, shelter anad

"clothins.

21 And what you say, Doetor, that there 1s no

question but what dn your mind, during December then, she

1 certeinly must have been menbally 1117

A. Well, she must have been engaging in some
behavior that made them declde to give her a 90--day
observation ~- again, I don't know, I was not there.

Q | But here you have answered, you have responded
in answer to Mr. Bugliosi's question, that she had the
abllity to understend and comprehend conversations with
anothgr during.Septem?er o£'1969?

A ;Xes, ‘

Q - Right? o L .

f Now, wouldn't her'ﬁent&l‘hgélth dlctate whether
or not she was sble to understaﬁd and comprehend?

A It cowld, - - | -

However, everi presuming she was schizophrenic

‘does not mean she would not remember what happened to

. her,

I But my question is you cannot state from that

- w;tness stand wilth certalnty® .

A No,'I cannot wlth certalnty.
Q So when you say she had the abllity to
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isn't 1t?

undérstand ané‘cbmﬁfehend conversations with another
, . , . ‘

during September of 1969, that 1% in fact just a guess,

. L o ¢

A That is my medical'épinidn. %
Q But it is & guess, is it qot?"l -

A . Yes, . '

Q It is in fact & guess because you actually

don't know what her mental health was in that month, rlght?

A, Except on my opinion as to the nature of her

mental illness and ﬁhat-I think caused 1t.

I think presumptively I can be qulte certain

. what her mental sfatus was durlng most of the period at

least.
Q Well, but agein you have told us that she was
psychotic in September of 1969. She had a drug-induced

| organie psychosis?
w |

A Yes,

Q You have just sald thab, rlight?

A Yes, _

Q And one of the results of a drug-induced

organic¢ psychosis can be fallure to perceive, isn't that

true?

Q It can be a situation where the person cannot

use their senses relilably, and use thelr senses to be

. 4ble to determine what is happening ahout them,
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A

Q-

~ results of a psychosls?

A

&
A

Q

Fitzgerald was speaking with you that drugs can affect

memory?

A

Q
A
Q

little girl, taking LSD, Jjust wllly-nilly, the way we
certalnly e¢an assume she took it, she did not take 1t

under the auspices of a hospital or a doctor.

she took were not carefully admlnistered, isn't that right?

A,

No question about that, that 1s one of the

 Now, you testified, I believe, when Mr,

17,637

Is that correct?

They may misinterpret the environment, yes,

Yes. ( “
Organic drug—induced‘psychoais;.right?

Yes.

Yes,
Phat LSD can affect memory, is that true?
Only generally, LSD on;y with unconseiousness,

Well, you cannot tell us whether or not this

Certainly, we can assume that the doses that

Yes.
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Q That is, the differernce between, let us say,
ten migrograms and 200 mlicrograms is in the mixing process,
is a very small difference as £ar as dosage is concerned
in term¢ of the actual tablets? |

A Are you talking about 20 vs. 200 milligrams of

the active principal LSD?

Q ‘I'm sorry if I said milligrams, I mearit micxro~
grams. i
| A - Are yo;x say:f;ng that it's in the mixing?
. - I thought you were talking about. the gbsolute
dose, 206 milligrams of the active ag-ent, lysergie acid.
_ Q LSD when taken would have ko be taken in an
exc:l.pient, s that corréct?

A ' Yes.

Q In pharmacteutical I,anguage the excip:.ent ig
the d1lutant? : o ’ y‘ 3 RS

ﬁ, Yﬁsc ‘ ) | . .'- e

Q@ ° Now, when you have a dosage, something on the "

order of micrograms, ten micyrograms or 100 micrograma ar .
200 micrograms, you must mix an awful lot of di’.!.ut-ant with
d very small amount of the mdterial that ig ahtualiy' ‘

the potent stuff, in order to be able to mechanically handle |

it. _
~ Is that correct?
. A 1 think one drop on & sugar cube.
Q@  Pardon? i
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176-2 A One drop on a sugar cube or a piece of paper.
- 5 Q Let's take one drop on a sugar cube.
. 3 I | If someone makes a mistake and puts on two drops

‘4 | O¥ & drop and a half, or they use LSD of a slightly different
s | concentration, you can change that dosage by ten to 15

", ¢ | times what it should be or what you think it is go‘:i‘ng, to be,
., | ig that right? ‘ | ' |

g | A Of course.

9 . Q And when this 18D is manufactured illegally,

0 | especially, there is no scientific restraint.

ol There is no inspection made as to the amount

12 t&ai; goes into a particular dosﬁge, is there?

| &  No. ‘ : |

. I | Q So that this little girl could have been taking
15 | three, four, five hundred micrograms of LSD t:f.me after time
i | after time if it came from some particular batch, right?

| . A Could have been. ) ,
16 .‘ Q, She doesn't have to -~ she doesn t have to -~
® j‘WEll I will withdraw that. ‘

20 | Now, has it been ycuﬂ experience, Doctor, that "
2 | the analysis of LSD, that is the actual det.ermination, of how |
23 mich LSD is present in the dose, that that, the analytical
o3 | techniques ate in their infancy? T

. o | A Yes. : ) L

| . 25 ; 2 KIsn‘t it 'g fact that the pe_oplé who actﬁéll;v
% | dn these 4nalydes, the government agencies that do it
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1 degree of accuracy, many times, a8 to the potency of the
| material they are working “witit :tgsn't that true?

| you exactly how many micrograms they have.

. the Stdte agency, the State of California agency that does
 analytical work with LSD, the State agency itself does
y | not really know how much LSD there is in a particular
| sample tht they try to analyze?

19

themgelves, they dou t know -~ they don't kuaw with any

A T think the Sandbz = ‘the peaple uho have: the
patent on the drug in its experimenf:al stage -~ c&n tell

Q I am talking dbout the cyrreat -- let' 8 say‘

A 1 dont't know what the State agency knows.
Q@ - Well, has it been your experience that there :l.s

. MR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant, your Honox.

THE COURT: Overruled, you mAy answer.

THE FZI,.TNESS.:T When you are meaguring anything in the
microgram ratge, ‘outside of & quaatitative analytical
laboratory, you are guesaing, YES.

[A) So, imn faet, you are telling us that =~

. I think it's a falr statement that your testimony|
would reflect that 100 microgramg would be a large dose, ‘
right?

A - Yes. .

R And yet illicitly obtained, illicitly obtained
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. | LSD maly‘eontain foi.zx' or 500 inicrograms i’)'n' a particulax
2 - as you put it -- a gpot on a:sugar cube.

3] . A 1 suppose it can, although I would expect
a | yeople sellmg it ;z.llicitly would dilute it to get the
5 | most for their money.

513 q Kow, let me ask. ybu that:f

7 [ Is that in fact @rue, LSD actually itself ‘

s | is @ very chesp material?

CF

e . 94 A Yes, but it is illegal, and cannot be bought
17¢ £l w0 legally. S S *
17¢ £ls. T
L

13 Do
15
8 |
17 -y
18

19 |

2 |

b

26 T
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G Admiﬁtinglthat it cannot be boughi legally,

| a8 a matter of fact it can be produced in large quantities

very chedply as far as the raw materials are concerned
that go into making it, right?

A Yes, _;

Q And so in fact even though it is produced
11Meitly, it 18 not difficult to make, 1s that a fair

A

| statement? T
A That 48 true.
Q Would you tell us, Doctoﬁ;:;n your experience,

| the various forms, the various physlical forms tha{ LSD

has taken in the illielt market? -
A It can be puﬁ into a powder form,
It can be in a solubilon. A

I think the latter is the most common, in a

' guspension that 1s used in terms of drops, 1t can be used

| &8 a powder however,

) And it can be put on sugar cubes?
Yes,

It c¢ould be put on aspirin tablets?
Yes.

It eould be put on any number of --

Yes ~. vehicles, yes,

Fo RO~ SR~

So that 1t is a fair gbatement that in fact you

cannot estimate, you cannot estimate, let's say, the tobtal

26 | amount of LSD that Dlanne Lake took in her lifetime éven
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assuming she only took one hundred, as she stated; in this
cqurtfoém, at least one hundred trilps or doses,.

A No, I cantiot tell how much LSD Dianne Lake

| took in her lifetime.

Q You cannot even estlmate for us, can you?

& No.

Q And she did tell you that she took 1t some
50 times?

A Yes, :'7 .

) Now,‘;r I tell you that she has stabed on

occasions that she took it at least 100 times instead ol
50, what effect will thab.have upon your analysis?
A In terns of her veracity?

Qq No, not in terms of her veracity, in perms of

' anything that you have told us.

] ™~y

A o, 1 think over a thfée-&e&r period 100 times

would not ~~ 50 and 100 would be the égme order of
| magnitude, I would think.

B Can you see any reason why she would ~~ when

|. she speéaks to you, she would tell you that it is only 50

21 ‘ ‘.i times?

MR, BUGLIOSI: Calls for & conclusion. Itts also

- irrelevant,

THE COURT: Sustained,
Q. BY MR, KANAREK: Now, did Dianne Lake tejl ~-
I don't know if my notes are right, Doctor,
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" her leave home?

that she left home after taking LSD in 1967, something like
that?-

A Yes, as I recall,

Q And did she téll you that taking the LSD made

, A Yes, she heard a volce telllng her to leave
home .
g After she took thls ISD?
A Tes,
Q She tells you?
A, Yes, ‘
8 | VIs that correct?
Now, do you believe —- do you believe that
statenment?

A I have no reason to disbslieve it,
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Q In other words, &s a medical man, as a
psyehlatrist, is 1t your opinion that she is telling the
truth when she said that she left home and never returned

because she took LSD and = voice told her to leave home?

~ Dig you believe that?

A. That is what she told me,
Q I understand that is what she told you, but
we ave here hoping that you can interpret some of these
things for us,
Now, do yoy belleve that that actually oceurred,

or is she being less than candid with you and using that

1 as s ecrutel, & reason, for leaving home?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Compound, your Honor,

THE COURT: . sustaired.

MR. KANAREK: @ [ Is it your mediocal opinion,
Doctor, that the driving foree, the reason that Dianne
Lake left home, is that because of that voise that she says
she Heard in her head that she must leave home after taking
LSD in 1967% o

WR. BUGLIOSI: Calls for & eonclusion,

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, thet 1s what the doetor is

here for. A

MR, BUGLIOSI: It 1s not a medical coneclusion, your
Honoxr,

MR. KANAREK: It certainly is.

THE COURT: Sustalned,
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| you have come to here?

MR. KANAREX: YNow, Doetor, at any time, did Dianne

| Lake speak to you about the death or the killing of ego?

A I don't belleve she did.
She just sald that she ~-
MR, BUGLIOSI: I object to any hearsay statement by

| the doctor, your Honor, unless 1% was used as a basis for

' his conelusion. Otherwise, 1t is just hearsay.

THE COURT: ° Sustained.

MR, XANAREK: @ Well, Doctor, did the
information that is ‘set forth in your mental status
exanlination section ?f yOur report, was that Information
used in eonnéction‘ﬁith qo@ing to your qgnelusiona that

!

& What information are you referring to?
Q Well, I am ref;rﬁlngjta.your statement here ~-
MR, BUGLIOSI: Same- objection your Honor.

Tet's approaqh the witness ~~ with the Court's

Indulgence -~ leb's approach the witness and eonfer with

- him.

MR, KANAREK: I would rather do it on the record.
THE COURT: The paragraphs are btitled, Mr, Kanarek;
You might refer to a particulsr paragraph and ask him if
he relled oh any or all of the material.
| THE WITNESS: You pave my papers, Mr, Kanarek,
MR. KANAREK: Yes,

May I approach the witness, your Honor?
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THE COURT: You may.
~ (HMr. Kanarek approaches the witness with the

1 documents. )

MR. KAWAREK: ¢ Under Mental Status Examin-
| abton. |
A Xés.
| & lirecting your attentlon fo that first

1 paragraph, Doctor.

~ Would you tell us whether or not the Information
that you used in the first paragraph that is set out there

"1s iInformation that was used as the basis for your analysis?

A It was consldered, yes.
| & All of that informstioriy is that correct,
Doctor? ' '
A It‘was uSéd és part'of forming my orinion, yes,
Q Therefore as part of forming your oPinion,

) Doctor, you used the Information that Dianne Lake

purpcrtedxy told you: how Mp. ManSOn did not want anyone

| to have "ego" as this 1nvolved brutality and harshness and

not. love.
That 1§ in that paragraph; right, Doctor?
A  Yes. -
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~ she spoke with you fox an hour and 50 minutes; right?

- far 4s you were cqnce;:xied, you put down in this Mental
- Status examination the items that you considered to be
- of importance? - : !

| her, did you?

yaur analysisg, the Patton State Hcspital file?

| by later reading the file.

% |

Q Did Diamne i.ake gpeak with you about the killing
of ego? | | |
A I don't believe she did. .

Q Well s did Dianne Lake speak with you -- you éay

A Yes.

Q@ . Now, 1ls it a fair statement, Doctor; that as

A That is corrbots | L
‘Q; ” And is it a falr statement that certainly in
the hour and 50 minutes that you were- gpeaking with her, )
you didn't put down every word that she uttered. and évery
woxrd that you uttered; rizht? - o

A That is correct.

Q . There was no court reporter present?
‘A Fo. |
@  And you didn't tape record your interview with

A ° That is correct.
g Now, Doctor, did wou take into account, in

A What I had available of it, and it was confirmed

Q - Pardon? What is that?
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A I had a good deal of the file available to me

|prior to the examination. I have subsequently read the
-tentire file.

Q 1 see.
Did you take into account the statement ' ¢

'f.Dr.-. Haynes from Dr. Gericke that "Deputy District Attorney
1 Vincent Bugliosi, los Aﬁgeles County, wishes to be notified
4f this patient is motivated towards seeking her releasde,

or if you propose hex release, inasmuch as at that time she

| may be spprehended for amother matter"?

‘MR, BUGLIOSI: Is there a date on that, Mr. Kanarek?
MR. KANAREK: January léth, 1970, ’
THE WITNESS: Yes, I read thaty

] Kow, Doctar, did you consider thét any of her

 statements to you might be statements that would , somehow

1
4

A T considered that. . SRTPEVERE I
. Q Did youc onsider the statement from Dy, Gericke
to Dr. Haynes of January 28th, 1970z

"Algo, as the writer was leaving, she stated
that she did not want to do anything to upset the
people in Los 4dngeles County from the District

B Attorney's office, who were her friends"?
A 1 read that. ,
.Q And did it ocecur to 'you, Dactor, during youx
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. examinatipﬁ of Dianne Lgke, that she recog#i@ed her pogition
in this litigation?

MR. BUGLIOSI: 'That is an ambiguous question,‘ your
Honot.

MR, RANAREK: 1Is that correct, Docter?

TEE COURI: Sustalned,

.
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et

Q Did it occur to you, Doctor, in your ekamﬂnation
of her, that the answers and the things that she told you
were matters that were structured, that were stated by her

" to assist the prosecution in this case?

A Well, I considered that. o
I thought she was trying to tell me the truth,

1 however.

MR.KANAREK: Your Homor, I agk that that be stricken

4 4s not regponsive to the dquestion.

‘ I am not asking for this witness's judgment of
her t:redibility., I am merely asking for an angwer to that

‘ Question, Af I may.

That iz not responsive, your Honor.
THE COQURT: 1 think %t is responsive.

The motion ls denied.
MR. KANAREK: Very well,
- Q You spoke with her in the Police Building:
right? |
A Yes.

Q In comnectlion with your anal;yéis;' Doctor, you

were aware of the fact that this Iittle é:l:rl from Qctober

o | 12th of 1969, until pregently, : thu.s present time, has. baen :
oy | im the custody of authorit:[;es, the State of California

24

%5

26

authorities; right?

J..'-'

A You axe talking about P'aﬁtén' Stai:.e Hospital

: and heéer present homeplace?
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- for Inyo County?
12 ' ’

. | hex, her pupils were widely dilated, Doctor.
17 | - '

18

. spoke to you; right?

Q T am talking £irst ebout beginning in October
of 1969, She was s_tzl,ll in jail in Inyo County; right’?

A Yes, C
And after October of 1969 --
TiI1 August, yes.
Pardon? | ‘
Till August she was in Patton State Hospital.
From Janugry sometime until August?

Yeg.,

O > O b O b O

Now, Doctor, are you aware of the fact that

she ig in the custody of a District Attorney's investigator

A Yes.
Q You had all of that in mind?
A Yes.

Q Now, you are telling us that when you spoke with |

-Of what signifilcance is that?
You have that under your Mental Status Examinatij’;
A It is an indication of some autononic nervous &ys
imbalance. |

It isn't a particularly significant sign except
in people that are frightened. _
- Q.  And this little girl was frightened when she

i‘?- Yeés.
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THE COURT: We will take our recess at this time.
 Ladies and gentlemen, do not convexrse with
snyone or form or express any opinbn regarding the case
antil it is £inally submitted to you.
~ The coyrt will recess for 15 minutes.

. (Recess.)

1
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THE COURT: All parties, counsel and jurors are
-pfesent! ‘

| You may continue, Mr.‘Kanarek.

MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, thank you.

May I use the mlcrophone, if I may.

THE CQURT: You may.

MR, KANAREK: Thenk you. .
‘ 2] Doctor, did Miss Lake tell you that when she
‘took LSD she felt like she was removed from her physlcal
‘bo&y?
A . Yes." ’
Q Would’you‘as best‘you,can -- you have your
{notes bagk, right, Doctor?
| LT o
[} As best you can, and referring %o your notes
|ir you wish; would you tell us the éxact words she saild,
ana what questions you}ééked her. In that part -- when that
{part of your»éonversatioh’was going on?
' | A . - Bhe v3id she could.see through things remember
songs behter, things were Bpéeded up, makes things real

jelear,

H
LI

However, she-dld say somethiﬁg specific about
:getting out of her body. . i

| I recall she did say something about she
took LSD ~- after she took 3D -~ '"frightened, so far out
I didn't feel in my body."
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| her ming was away from her physical body, is that it?¥

| she was in a dark tunnel?

A ‘Yes,

8 Would you tell us about that?

A "Hashish made me feel like I was in a dark
{ tunnel.®

Q And dld she teil you that when she took

| her need to please?

2 | accephance?

24

Thet is a quotation.
q From that you gathered that she meant that

6 . And did she tell you anything about she felt

taking when she wasg 13 -~ did she tell you what that

A Well, she sald, "MarijJuana makes me laugh. I
gould smell better and see better,n

a Did you feel that she 1s eanlily led because of

A Yes, J

Q Would you say that she had a low sslf.esteem?
A Yes,

Q Would you.say she had a great n%ed tor

Ao‘ Ye’s. . ¢ N L

& And would thls great need for acceptance be
in connection with people that she recognized as authority?
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A It could be.

Q For instance, Mr. Gardiner, the man, the

L Yes.
She wanted to be dccepted by the Famlly, too.
MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, may that be stricken?

THE COURY; That poriion of the anaswer will be.
stricken.
The jury is Admonished to disregard it.
MR, KANAREK: @ Doctor, would you gsay that
A Yes, '
Q | And wauld:you'tgii ﬁs ﬁhat &ou megn by passi-

A Difficulty in expressing one's feellings in

3

direct appropriatée ways. : S Cy

.
-4

&  And g person like this is, as fay as their

Is that a fair statement, Doctor?
A. T wasn'% thinking in a verbal sense,
They have great difflculty in saylinz no.
& To somecne that they recognize as authority;
right? |
A Yes.
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your coneluslon that she has been dependent upon

| malludinogenic drugs and marijuana?
1 mind I gather was LSD?

. referring to the halluclnogenic drugs and marijuana -~ she

|

28 |

A  Yes. .
4 Pardon? :’
A Yos, :: o SR
@ Is thaé cOrreét,!Eocforf
A Yes, o
Q Now, in your analysis,‘noctor, dld you take
into account the psycholopical assassment made by Dr. ;
.~ Meeks?
| A Yes, I have taken 1t into considération.

Q And d41d you state, Doctor, or is 1t part of
A Yes.
) And one of the hallucinogenic drugs you had in

() Did you state that while taking these she had ~-

had changes in perception, and she also heard volces

prdering her about, even after she was in Patton State

Hospital?
A Yes.
Q And of these, she sald:

"The yolce was my own miﬁd. I wanted
to héar it, I could never conmtradlet it."
Is that what she told you?
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1

¢ And"did that psychological assessment state:
"The patient gtated that she 1ast took
LSD in ‘September of this year, These

experiences for her were typically very frightening

.'and at bimes terrifying. She shuddered and

}Gcweréd~in her chair as she recounted her

'bad trips' which she deseribes as very unpleasant

. expariences.,

"Artér the first few LSD experiences,
she stated that she later only complied with
others to take LSD out of fear of social
rejection,

"+ ngge states that she stili has flash—
5écks from theése experiences, and much of the
timefshe sﬁates‘that she;feels.as if she iz
‘sﬁili experiencing ?he effects af‘the-LSD in
which her perceptions ave either cloudy or '
else very sharp and clear, -
| "Disnne still hears volces telling her
things to do.. These volces are of an
hallucinatory nature.

MThe patient has also been observed in a

_group situation in which she 18 withdrawn most

of the time and femains largely uninvolved
with ‘the group and makea no spontaneous ’

contributions to %he group, Her verbalizations

.o - . - B ) )
W . « L M i R '
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‘She appears to be responding to her own

U

"in that setting are frequently pecullar and
are difficult for other patlients to understand,

autistiq-phonéhts rather than to the conver-
sation taking place.in the group,”
Did you take that into account in your anklysia?

Lo . “f

A . Yes +

I
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MR. RANAREK: Thank you\,' DUC{#‘OI’;
. A B Thank you, your i{onor_,
. 8. THE COURI: Any questiqns_, Mr. Hughes?
4 ' MR. HUGHES: ¥Yes, your Honor. Just one question.
5 '
3 -  CROSS-EXAMINATION o
7 | BY MR. HUGHES: =
8 Q ‘ Dr. Deering?
o1 & Yes.
10 | Q Dr. Deering, have you made a deterxixinatioh

B | a8 to the mental health of any of the lawyers in this case?

12 MR. BUGLIOSI; Oh, that is absurd.

5 B THE WLTINESS: No.

. IR  THE COURT: Anything futrther?

' 15 " MR. HUGHES: No.
5 i MR. BUGLEOSI: WNo, yous Honow.
17 | THE COURT: You may‘ atep down, Doctor.
B | THE WLINESS: Thank you, sir.
T Am I through?
2 THE CdURT: Yes, you are.
a | THE WITNESS: Thank you, sir.

I'IR BUGLIOSI: You are getting to be more Like
Kanarek all the time. “
@ Thank you, Doc»i;or{ Thank you very much.
. 2 Your Honor, the People have no additional
% ﬁ?itxtgsées: to call in their case in chief.
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; to consider informa.ng the Jury of the examplar issue.

.‘ hava all of our exhibits received into evidence.

19 |

'.»_

However, I *would ask the Court at t;his time
Subsequent to that, the People will move o

THE COURT: Will counsel approach the bench; please?
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4 out: of the hearing of the juryt)
;Mr. Fitzge.rald with Mr. Bugliasi rega::ding the exemplArs.

| vather tham the Court. I thimk it would .be more appmpriate' '
| from the defendants’ standpoint. e

| agreerent on & stipulation.

t conference.

| into something.

| gentlemen.

% |

{The following proceedings were had at the bench
THE COURT: Have you been dble ko reaqh a gtipulation,

I would prefer to have ff: come £rom coungel

MR. FITZGERAIID‘ We have been unable to reach an

THE COURT: Can't you just stipulate between yourselvea

MR. FiTZGERAI_.D: Maybe we can have a mini;seﬁtiement
Mr. Mugich hag the sfipul&titm preparfad' and I am J ’.
the good services of the Court, maybe you can coerce us
THE GOURT: I will do whatever I can to assist you
. MR, FITZGERALD: Could you ask Mr. Muaich to bring
THE COURT:. I think it is desirable to have a stipula- ‘
tion rather than simply the Gourt apnounce it.

MR. FITZGERALD: Basically thexe ave two problems.
with the stipulation.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES'




17,663

21-2 o ' One is, and I think most importamt, if T'm
e N going to stipulate I want the gtipulation to be that
‘ | Patricta Krenwinkel refused on advice of counsel.
' So far the prosecution is not willing to enf:er
b:tnto tliat kind of stipulation. '
I feel that to do anything less them that would
he reaiiy' to deprive my client of her right to counsel.
They want to put in; the étipu.lation the reason
for the request of the prosecuti;on, and I m not going’ to '
0 .st:l.pulata to that.
o o THE COURYT: I cannot undersgtand "the fi:eédon." .
' 12 MR, FLTZGERAID: In the proposed stipulation thef
' handed to me, I will show it to the Court, I will'tell you

i

13

' . T w) exactly what I mean.

The propoged stipulation is as follows:
"May 1t be stipulated that Patricia

5 |
16 |
- Krenwinkel was ordexed by the Qourt; pursuant to
18 4 request by the prosecution, to write a sample

- of her printing."

- So far so good. Here is what I am objecting

5| tOZ
29 "So. that an expert handwriting
42; : cOExparispﬁ could be made vi‘th_u the printing
A o in blood found at the La Bianca residence to
| . A o5 determine whether or not the printings were made
P by one and the same pexrson.”
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I will stipulate ag we go on, however, that

: Ba’tricié Rrenwinkel was advised that hex refugal to

comply with said court ordex mey be commented on by the

_prosecution, and that theveafter Patricia Krenwinkel

refused and failed to provide or write out said exemplar.
| And I want to add "upon advice of counsel.™
Where I have put in the brackets is the portion
I am pot imclined to stipulate to. .
- And that is ths; reason --= I d'oxt"t; know what
the regson -- |
- THE C@URT: I agree, thé 9rd,er was not made for
a particular reason. It was made bec:ause it sias :reques;:ed,
and the law provides the Court may ordexr the defendant -
to produce such an ecxemplar. What the ,progecution ox _
defense intends to do with it is entirely imnaterial as far |
as the Court ls concerned. o .
| MR. FITZGERAID: Agreed. -
THE ‘€OURT: But by the same token I think thsf such a

]

stipulation, that your insistence upon-putting in the
stipulation, which really‘r, whén 1 say & stipuiatiaﬁ,. I am
not talking about you ‘gentlemén stipulating avay ahy of
your case. ‘

All I am suggesting 1s that in order to save
time and make it more impersonal znd to keep the Court
Erom injecting/iggglit, the fact that such an order was

made, would you simply stipulate to the fact that the
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order was made and the defendant has not complied with it.
MR. FITZGERALD: I will stipulate to that right now.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Not that she refused to comply on

"~ advice ‘Qf counsel. That ig a matter of defense.

THE COURT: That gets other issues in the case which
I don't think are appropridte for a stipulation.
Certainly it 1s relevant.
MR. FITZGERAID: ALL right.

I will stipulate to. that, because actually I
would prefer to stipulate than have your Honor read it to
the jury because if your Honor reads it to the jury it |
has a worse effect.

THE COURT: The stipulation should embody the terms
of the order. | -

MR. FETZGERALD; T don't c,a?e. , |

THE COURT: . In other wara-é,;' there 18 no point in
naking a stipulation if the Ju'ry ends up not knowing
what the order was.

MR. FLTZGERALD: I have mno obj .ec-ti:on 'to. the prose~
cution saylng "May it be stipulated that the Court made
the following order," then read the ordet, and then We :

» | will stipuiaf:‘e ghe did not comply with the order.

THE COURT: That is exactly what I had in mind.
MR. FITZGERALD: “All right, I will stipulate to that,
your Honor.

MR. BUGLIOSI: A semple.of her printing.
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11 “ THE COURT: It should he in the form "It is

~ stipulated the Court made the following oxder,” and then

s | read the exact language. "

| MR. BUGLIOSI: Do I have that?
5 THE GOURT: It is in the transeript. Why don't we
6 | take a brief recegs and get it out of the transcript.

7 You gave me the reference. It is In two

g | di‘ffefent volumes. ,

9 _ BR. BUGLIOSI: I have it right here.

10 | ~ THE COURT: Make sure you get the entire thing so
‘11 | you uge the exact language ’of the order, and not paraphrase
2 | it. ‘
_ oo MR. ANAREK: We have one other problem, your Honor,
. N U1 | Mr. W‘olfer is still not here. _
S B THE COURT: Omne thing at a time, Mr. Kanarek. T
16 | will deal with that matter. | | o
Y o We will take a recess at this time and see.
18 " (The following prdceedinga were had in open
19 | court in the presence and hea;r:ing of the jury )
20 | ' HE GOURT: Ladles and sentlemen, we are going to
21 take a recessg at this time. Counsel wish to confer with
22 each other on a matter. - '
B Hopefully it can be resolved in the next few
, 2¢ | minutes and then we will vall you back into the courtroom. '
. 4 ' Remember- the admonition.
22 £ls. | (Recess.) ‘
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221 1 (The following proceedings ocecur in chambers,
| . 2 | AIl counsel present. Defendants absent.)
3 1 THE COURT: Was that Page 15,682% |
4 | MR. BUGLIOSI: And 15,683 is where we started, we
5 | agreed to the stipulation.
6 | We have agreed to.a stipulation, your Honor, but
7. | looking through the transcrlpt here I don't see where the
8 . Court has i'r‘t‘i_‘omed Miss'Kronwingl of the E1lis commandments ;
9 | namely, Ehaié she dld not have a right to refuse to give an
10 exemplar, ) ; | , | ‘ |
ﬁ_ : There 1s no problem about the right of an
2 | attorney to be present, becéuso Mr, Fitizgera.ld was present;
13 | but that she also had to be advised that if she refused,
' . 14 the prosecution could comment upon her refusal.
S Now, she was told of these things originally by
16 | the Sheriff's Office,
7 In fact, I sent over & memo to them as to
B | everything they were supposed t¢ verbalize to her, and they
19 | informed me that they complied with 1%,
20 ! But looking at the transeript, your Honor, I
2 don't see where 1t has been done in this case,
2 I am not talking about the stipulation. We
23 have worked out a stipulation. T am worried about the
2¢ | admisslbllity even of the stipulation where there is no
‘ 2% :Ellis foundation.
% | There was mention of it by myself, but I don't
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 think the Court actually told Miss Kremwinkel about it,

At least, I can't find it at the present time.
Now, thébélig'ﬁomething on Page 15,675 whieh I

Just came upon.

Mr, Fltzgerald sald: "1 have polnted out to
1 & b

| her that it's the Intention of the prosecution tqié?gue to

the Jury that her refusal to submit to 2 handwriting or
handprihted exemplar will be commanﬁed upon to the'extent
and to‘the foroe and erfect"ﬁhat it is ecircumstantial evi-
dence.”

Will “that suffice?

‘I think it would be ﬁreferable if the Court

| told her that and, in addition thereto, that she does nob
7

have the constitutional right to refuse to glve an exemplaw,
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© THE COURT: Well, that was in response $0 a question

.'by the Court on Page 15,676, whieh I asked Mr, Fltzgerald,
| #Have you slso advised her that in the event that she
1 refused to comply with such an order that the prosecution

| may comment tipon her refusal to the Jury?

Mr. Fitzgerald replied, "1 have, your Honor.™

- Then I;weﬁt én to Qﬁd;~“$ﬁd argué from that

i the possibility'ar a consciousﬁess of gullt.,"

And then he gave the answer you referred to. .

MR, BUGLIOSI: The question is, have we satisfied

i

| the Ellis case, o o ' -

THE COURT: What 1s your position, Mr, Fltzperald?
ME. FIRZGERALD: Well, I would simply like to

incorporate by reference my remarks and objections o the

 entlre procedure,

I objected on the grounds of the Fifth

- Amendment, violation of the self-inerimination; Sixth
: Amendmént, denial of the right to effective counsel,

But those objeetlons were overruled and the
Court inade the order that Patricia Krenwinkel comply.

I had previously advised the Court that it was
ny advice to my c;ient~n6t to submit.

And as your Honor - when your Honor referred

- to the transeript, I think those materials that you referred
| to in the transeript adcurately reflected my advice %o ny
" ¢lient. '
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%

I did inform her that the People would comment
to the Jury. .

I did actually inform her, Judge, that they
would argue that a guilty person would refuse and an
innocent persorn would have no reason for refusing ib.

" THE COURT: In order to meke the record perfectly
¢lear on the point, what I can do.is to make another |
order this afternbon, and alsg advise her at the time
that the order 1s made, of‘éoﬁrsé ot of the presence of
the Jjury, advise her at the time the order is made
simply ®0 thare won't be any chanee rdr a misunﬂer— .
standing or uncertainty, that if she ralls to eomply with
the order that the prosecution may ‘argue, and the- Court
max instruet the Jury that sucn 8 fallure to conply
wikh the order may be considered by the jury, and that
one of the things they may consider is circumstantial
evidence of a consclousness of guilt.

. Then on Monday, 3f she has falled to comply with
the order, I can set a time limit on it for some time
on Monday. '

| Then ybu gentlemen cén go ahead with your

gtipulation.

ME, BUGLIOSI: yhe only question, it has to be put
over to Monday. If the Court ordered it today it |
would riot take long to order it. If she refuses, that
way we can actually be completed with all the evidence.
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THE COURT; Well, it is an order that camnot be

-‘complied~with instantanecusly even if she agreed to do it.

It would take a certain amount of time to
ﬁake vhe exemplars.

MR, BUGLIOSI: I agree, but if she said, "No, I'm -
|not going to make the exemplars,” I think we can handle the
matter right now this afternoon.

1 MR. KAY: I think under the Ellis case she has to
'be advised Bﬁe does not have the constltutlional right to

o That is part of éhe-érder-or that case. The
'Qrder-has to contain that part, - - ] '

MR, FITZGERALD*‘ or céurse the Judge's problem is a
problen we discussed berore, ahd that 1is, she neéd not
refuse; that if she does not 1ntend to comply with the
order she simply doesn't ccmply with the order,

If at the expiration time of the qrder she-
has not complied you have your right tq ¢omment

_ But you don't have a right $o extract from her
'L‘refusali

MR. BUGLIOSL: Of course, that was part of the

2 lstipulation.,

THE COURT: The stipulation will read she falled
'bo complyf .

. MR, BUGLIOSI: We used the word refused. We can
bhange that. |

- CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES.



10
1

12

,]14 i

15

16

18
19
20.

21

24

25

17.672

.THE COURT: Very well. I would prefer to do it that

way. Have the order re-made this afternoon with the advice

to Miss Kreﬁwinkel along the lines of the Ellls case, and

set & time limit for, say, she's got the entlre weekend,
;so there'isjno problem of tlime between now and Monday.

Set it for, say, 9:00 o'clock on Monday,
MR, MUSICH: The problem in that regard, of course,

xis whether or notshe is going to say, "No," or whether she

18 golng %o say “Yes o

I think that could easlly be found out today.
I don't think this is the type of exemplar

;where she . can 8lt around 811 weekend and write oubt an

B | exemplar,

. It will h&ve to be done with witnesses present

and with an observer to see whether - or not there is any

-falsifying or fictiticus writing of this fingerprint
7

exemplaz. - | L T

So Whefher or not Mr, Fitigérald?s stétémeﬁ$

. that she doesn't have to say‘aﬁythinghis correct, i,thiﬁkA

| the order can be made, she can say yes or no, or if she

doesn't say anything she's gob to‘nﬁtify someone.
HMR. BUGLIOSI: How about this, we will bring

‘Miss Krenwinkel to court, and the Court will ask her, "Were

you advised by your attorney that if you refuse to comply

'with the order the prosecution willl comment?"

She can answer that, "Yes,"
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‘the constitutional rignb to refuse the exemplar?"

lwitn ‘the stipulation.

"Were yau also advised that you do not have

If she sald "Yes,” {0 that, we will go ahead
Is that all pight, Paul?

MR, FITZGERALD: Sure.
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| MR. BUGLIDSI: The; prosectubion will xisk that on
‘appeal.

MR, FITZGERALD: Will risk what?

Ml’{.. MUSICH: 1Is she poing to say yes or stand mute?

- MR, FITZGERAf.D: I don't know. I mean I honestly
don't know.

‘ The problem is that everybody is tgking the
position that it is a personal right; that I cannot waive
it for her. ,

ALl I e¢an do is advise her, and she is on her
o .

‘ AlL I can do is give her advice. My feeling
ig she is like,ly‘to mnot comply inasmuch as she has followed ';
my advice not to £0 far, but I don't know unless we try.

A MR BUGLIOSI: Why don't we bring her out now so the
Court can ask her those two questions, Spécifically, did
she know these things before she Falled to comply with the
order?

THE COURT: I dom't want to do it that-way. I think
we will just do it all over again. . . .

MR, BUGLI,OSI:’ Mr. Kaylb?purg‘_h‘t 1.1.;}L the ‘ﬁoirgt, the
problem of doing It all over égéifﬁ, from the nrosecution
standpoint, it walted until one second 'befofe,mi;dﬁiéljti o

- before we asked for this. -

In point of fact, we made this réquest several -

months ago. I honestly question' why we could not get that
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13

intoevidence.

I think we complied with Ellis at that time
geveral months ago.

Now it is the very very last second. It
almost looks like a desperation move on the prosecution’s
part.

. THE COURT: I doa't think the jury has to know
when the order was made:s I don't think that is relevant.
MR. FITZGERAID: Well, the last minute, the last
second to midnight hurts Patricia Krenwinkel more than it
hinders the prosecution.

It is the last piece of evidence to come
before the jury, and im terms of human experience, that isg
probably going to be retained more than witness 12,

some three months ago.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I'm not referring to the last bit

- of evidence.

THE COURT:  Mentfoning the time, we will simply
say the Court made an order and she failed to comply

with it without mentioning the time.

Is that agreeable with you?
MR. FITZGERALD: Yes, except if we get in argument
and he says "Six months ago we requested an exemplax. ™
MR. BUGLIOSY: How can I? I cannot argue anything
that did not come off the witness stand-. _
THE COURT: If she in fact conmlied w:.th the order,

1
1
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" you wduid want gomeone preseitt, would you not?

MR. BUGLIOSI: Right.
THE COURT: You don't have that person pregent now.
_MR. BUGLIOSI: T can get somecne this weekend.
THE COURT: What I was going to suggest is this, it
is now ten minutes after 4:00, Why not bring her in.

‘We will make the order; I will advige her and tell her

i:hat at v9:0,0 otclock on Monday morning you will have
someone present for her to take the exemplar, you can
have that person present.

She can then decide to comply with it or refuse |
at that time. ‘

‘We haven't wasted any time in the meantime
she's got the weekend, and Mr. Eitz,gefald has the weekend
again to think about it. _

1f she refuses or £aily to comply at that
time it is an accomplished fact aﬁ: that point and we can
proceed with whatever the next thing is to be done.

MR. FITZGERALD: Good, that's agreeable,

MR.. KANARER: Just one more point.

THE COURT: 1 want-to take up your j:oint while we
are in here, Mr. Kanarek. 7

" What about Mz. Wolfer, can we have Mr. Wolfex

here Monday moriing?

'MR. BUGLIOSI: I left a megsage for him at noontime.

THE COURT: Well, let’s get him, whether through

. CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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23a~4 , | subpoena ox whatever we need, otherwise it will delay

a2 the trial. ' CLe

® s | MR. BUGLIOSI: Actually I don't know why he ca;;ﬁo;: '
¢ | call Mr. Wolfer in his defense. | | '
5 | THE COURT: Tha.s[part of the People's case and Mr.

6. | Wolfer did agree, as I zecall, he did agree to come back -

. is m-y regol];ection,. with that map .

8 MR. BUGLIOSIL: On Fhe record?
9 MR. KANAREK: ' Yes. ,
10 THE COURT: ‘I believe 50. I am not certain., I have

11 | mot looked at the transc‘ript.

12 MR. MUSICH: I think he indicated the map was availabld
| 5 | and he would give it to Mr. Kanarek.
. 1 'ﬁ MR, KANAREK: Mr. Bugliosi promised -~-
15 ‘THE COURT: Does anybody know what volume in the
6 | transcript it would be in?
U MR. BUGLIOSE: I think the nap is up here right now.
' MR. KAY: That map was brought up for Mr. Kanarek

1 | right after lumch that day.
2 | . MR. KANARER: ATl right, then, have Mr. Wolfer come
2 | here. T'm sure if it was Diamne Lake you could arramnge for

22 | her fo br;‘. here.

. 23 . I think you can arramge for Mr. Wolfer.
20 | MR. BUGLIOSI: The People are through with their case
. 25 now, Irving, you can call him in your case.

% | MR. KANAREK: Then I ask it he stricken.
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23a-5 1 THE GOURT: Just a moment, gentlemen, let's find
. 2| the tranascript. ' |

3 .
. B .
i

3 1.

o |
i1
12
R 13 |
. B
s
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7
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|then that is another thing.
|8ented to me as A iawyer3 as an offlcer of this court, that

occasions in the last several weeks, and he keeps stalling,

i |

|the other.

|that you have the right to eall him if you want to call

17‘himt

Mo, Bugiiosi told me, represented to me as the lawyera 1n

lthis case have from time to time so repreSented. I believe

MR, KANAREK: Certainly, your Honor,
THE COURT: If the cross-examlnation was not
completed, that is one thing; if this is something else,

MR. RANARER: That's correct. Mr. Bugliosi repre-
he would have Mr, Wolfer here, and I have asked him on many

your Honor,
THE COURT: This isn't helping a bit, Mr. Kanarek,
MR. KANAREK: TYes, your Honor.

' THE COURT: The transcript will veflect one way or

MR. KANAREK: Certainly, -
THE COURT: Thatihls presence is required or simply

Let's leave it thils way over the weekend,
Will you check that -- both of you check 1t .
and be prepared Monday morning to‘gd one way or the other.
If there was an agreement on the record that
he would return, let's have him he;e;
MR, KANAREK: I don't kqpﬁ?if 16's on the record,
as to the agreement, but I"wiil 6ffer to be sworn that

- *
PR 4
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" \Deputy Distriet Attorney conducting éhe case, promises me
that Mr, Wolfer wlll be here.

11

iz 1

R

1

w |
testimony on Monday, which apparently they will, we are

 koing ¢o discuss the admissibillity of exhibits next.

19

20

2 o

22

23

T 24

]

- 25

%. 1

1T have a right to rely upon that, when a lawyer, the

,witneas finishes testifying on the stand and is excused,

‘Mr. Kanarek, as far as the trial is concerned, that is it,

fwitness ybﬁ, of course, have that right,

'reopen cross-examination.

ls'qd'find the reference, gentlemen, and be prepareéed on it

Istonaay morning.

THE COURT: What do you mean will be here? When a

Now, 1f you want to call him as your own

MR, KANAREK:; Mr. Bugliosl promised me -
THE COURT: We are not going over the record to

fesurrect some lost agreement you had with Mr. Bugllosl to

MR, KANAREK: Not reopen, I asked him for the map.
THE COURT: I want to see what the transcript says,

MR, FITZGERALD: I have another sort of a problem,

In the évent the prosecution concludes

THE COURT: Yes,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Right.
MR. FITZGERALD: Then there aré apparently going to
ae.somefmotions for judgiments of aequittal.

MR. BUGLIOSI: 1118.1, )

MR, FITZGERALD: 1118.1

L
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Those will be srgued and then the defense 1s

,to proceed with witnesses,

Now, in terms of scheduling our witnesses,

4 té need some sort of date certain, at least to stert off,
Bome sort of target date or something.

We have got coordinabion of & number of witnesses,.

_}ﬁd We have got mulﬁiple‘defendants here, We have sort of a
wmber of loglatical problems,

MR. MUSICH: Now you know what our problems were,
MR, FITZGERALD: I know what your problems were.
THE COURT: I think that is something more in the

<15 knowledge of the defense counsel than it is of the

rogecubion,

Yon gentlemen know how long you nay be expected
o argue in opposition to the admission of the exhiblis, and

' 16 dn that connectlon I strongly suggest over the weekend you

eview your List of exhibits,
Many of them are photographs which are just -
outine photographs. I cannot see any possible objection

o then,

I am not talking now about photographs of
pdled, I am talking about photographs of places.

1 cannot imagine that there would be any
:jection to many, many of those photographs, and 1t simply
buld he & waste of time, I would think, to oppose then,

am not’ saying you cannot argue against it, but as 4o anything
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‘yeconmend that you do So and save your arguments for the

' that can be stipulated to I would certalnly strongly

matters that can reasonbly be argued.
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241 1’ v | '" 'MRa FITZGERALD: Well, in a Sensé, I would like to-.
_ g | Icn.ow when it is la.kely that I am going to be required by

' 5 | ,the Court to put on evidence. ,

4 | THE. COURT‘ Are you saying that you ﬂWoulﬁ 1ike some

5" time in between the time arguments are concluded?
6 | MR. FITZGERAED In;ay be saying t:hat. ‘ |
2t . We have di.sctissed that amongst ourselves,

B .Mr.,Kanarek Mr. Shinn, Mr. Hughes ad i have ﬂ:.scuqsed' ii:."‘
9. | " Mr. Shion and Mr, Kanarek take the pasition
. 10 that they wotlld like a little time, maybe a, day of t:wo,
1 | before they argue the admissign of the exhibits iato -
12 "—evi&ence and the 1118 iotions, thelr position being thatz
13 | it s going: to take thezn a number of hours to g0 back and
. . w | review the transcripts in order to make persuasive
x| srgwments to the Gourt.
: 16. THE COURT: You iiave: a weekend in between now. -
w] MR, FITZGERALD: I would just as soon have the time
g after the motion, before the defenge proper began, if the
1 Court is inclined to grant gome - time., | '
C 2 _ THE COURT: 1 think it would certainly not be
21 .’uﬁrgaéoha‘!ﬂe to give the deﬁense at least a day in
22 | between time.. - - | ' -
= | | ' MR. FITZGERALD: That would solve our problems.

‘ 7 MRKANAREK Well, perhaps a4 couple of _day‘s:;, or &
' . | £ Sow days, | |
| . THE GOURT:; I am willing to Iisten, Mx. Kanatek. T
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26-2 . " am saying that, at first bhlush, -4 day doesn't shock my
' | 5 conscience, If you can convince me that more is needed,
.5 R | 1 will cetrtainly c:onsideir: it. _
: | . { . MR, KANAREK: If I might inv:r.te the Court‘s Qomment
:Ln connecta.on with the 1118.1 motion? -
‘ . Your Honor previously indicated that your Honor R
ﬁés' thinking gseriously about i:he possibility of finding,

o | 25 & mitter of law, that. Linda Kasabian was an accomplice.

A THE COURT I have given that cansiderable thought.
0 b _ I don't know yet, honéstly, whether I am
o | requs.red to mal*e such a fs.nding at that time.
ys . I certamly think that whether or not I am
13 “mquired to make a f:mding - well I am not sure that I
. L 14 am prepare& to make 4 fincii:ng of any Ici:nd at the mameni;.
' ' 15 MR, KANAREK: I vnderstand that, your Honor. ’
' 1 ' THE COURT: But if ‘you are interested in what my

N 'S | present thinking ig -- and I am hot going to be bound by
. 13 it, becapse'): may change my m%hid' «= but my present thinking
-1;_ | is that T ghould view the motions; if they are made,
i o | AN the llght that Linda Kasabian was an accgmplj,ce’ whether
| 21 or got I am required by 1aw to make a finding of that st

gy | the time. ' '
- 2; | ' ':, ' ‘That is my present feeling. In viewing the
: ™~ | ,mot:ioris, I would consider her to be an acconq:alice for the
. ' 2’5 purpoge of the mptions. _
' % | " MR. BUGLIOSI: You are go:tng to ﬂénside:: her an

3

* .
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‘accomplice, your Honot?

THE COURT: I am saying, just for the purpose of

| viewing the motion.

MR. BUGLTIOSI: Then, are you saying that it would be
fruitless for the prosecution to argue at the 1118.1 motion

| that Linda Kasabian was not an accomplice?

’I’HE COURI: T am not saying that,
I am not suxe, really, what I am saying
MR, BUGLIOSI: You aren't foreclosing argument in that
regard? _ .
THE COURT: I am thimking out loud, in answet to a
question by someone. . -

. MR. BUGLIOSI: You are not fot‘eclosing argument by

15 |48 not ap accomplice?

THE COURT: I am not foreclosing anybody.

I haven't been able tog find any law that s'ays .
¥ must make a fmding oa a mobtion fcr judgment of acqulttal
that a person is or is not an accomplice.

' I am just saying that in view of such a mo.t:ion,
my own feeling is that I certainly have t6 consider the
guestion Whét’her or not I make a £inding, whether or not
oneg is required.

MR. KANAREK: Thank you, your Honow,

MR, MUSICH: The defense is ;donsidering a day before

‘they start thelr case, or a day before they staﬁ:t: argument on

|
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8|

| the 1118.1 motion?

MR. FITZGERALD: A day before we start the case.
MR. KANAREK: Or‘perhaps several éaya, 1f the Cournt

 would ‘aceommodate us, because there is a wealth of

' material' we have to cover.

;.!‘.'HE COURT: That is a matter to fhink abgut.

Think about that question, gentlemen, and be
pr,epareﬁ to give me some reasons why you need imoxe than tne
day, if you do.

MR. FITZGERALD: But at least a day, you see,'will
prevent us from having to suddenly produce Witmness 1 out
of a hat. |

THE COURT: 1I think that is reasonable. It is
difficult to shift gears in th,e‘ middle of a case li:ké'
this. I realize that certain preparations have to be made.

MR. SHINN:- Plus thé Fact that we want to meet
together with the defendants and discuss a defense, your
Hono¥. . - G

THL COURT: I understand. S |

MR. FITZGERALD: 1In that ermectir::n; :Lnformally, I
have been in contect with Ins;:ectnr Welch, ‘I ain trying
to avoid a court order. What we would like to do is to gat_.
all the defen&ants together on a weekend or seme non-court .
day at some jail facil;[.ty, or some place, with all the
attorneys, for two or two and a half hours. .

1 think we can work it out, but in the event
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that we can't, we will pzobably come back to the court -
and réquest{ an order of some kind. |
THE COURT: All right.

LA ST
PR

. . - * o N
d . !
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2bn 1 [IR. BUGLIOSI; For the record, the prosecution is

‘if , 2 eekins to locate 2 wibtness by the name of Dianne Von Ahn,
‘ 5 | Apparently the last time she was heard from she

4 |was In Port;and, Oregon.
5 | We are not going to put her on, obviously,
6 ‘during‘our case in chief, but I am informing the Court now
z |of our efforts to locabte her, that we are makiﬁg
g |reasonable efforts, in fact, we have even)sent a detective
9 fup there to look for her, and we are making a rsasonable
16 |etfort to locate her,
n b - In the event that she is located betweén now
ﬁ {and the time when we put on our rebuttal, we would ask the
| 13 ‘-:lndulgenee of the Court to reopen our case as to that one
. . . 14-1wWltness, ‘
| 5| MR.‘KANAREK: What 1z the offer of proof, your Honor?

16 THE COURT: What was the name of the wiltness?

w | MR, BUGLIOSI: Dianne Von Ahny V-o-n, A-h-m.

s | MR. XAY: A-h-n.

19 j MR, BUGLIOSI: Awh-n.

% MR. KANAREK: May we have-an offer of proof?

Py | | THE COURT: They are not asking to reopen now.

20 I don't think that is necesﬂary.

23 | MR, KANAREK: Well, 4t may have something to do with
5t |preparing our defense, 'your Honor,

. 25 1 ' I would make & motidn t:ha‘c your Honor ask them.
L First of all we have made discovery.

¥
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|charlie's songa very well.

|made discovery.

|informed sbout.

Qmake discowary,’and Yhey find the witness and they move
'to reopen, then you -¢an raise all these arguments at that

| vacuum,

ME, BUGLIQSI: She is a soprano and she sings

MR. KANAREK: Well, your Honor, thdt facetlous
pemark ~- .

MR. BUQLIOSI:
MR. KANAREK:

She does.

I make a motion to the Court., We have

This is a witness that we haven't been

THE COURT: If, in fact, there was a fallure to

But there l1s no point in argulng things in a

. MR, RANAREK:
trdal, due process, notice, and all of that, certainly

No, there isn't, but I think & fair

THE COURT: I don't want t¢ hear any more,

. MR. BUGLIOSI: I do not have a report on Von Ahn.
It is hearsay. ' .
s )
MR. HUGHE3:. Join in Nr, Kanarek's motlon.

..

-

Ly
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MR, KANAREK: May I inquire through the Court what

'gfﬁr, Bugliosi Intends he will prove by this witness?

MR, BUGLIOSI: As soon as I get a report, I will let

you know about it.

M?itKANAREK:N There must be some bLasis for his

qripgigg to the Court.

MR, MUSICH:. She evidently kﬁOWs something about the

matter that the prosecution thinks is important.

THE COURT: This is something you can discuss among

10 yourselves.

MR. KANAREK: May I just have a ruling on nmy request
for an offer of proof? ‘

L3

THE COURT:; Don't yoit-know "no® when you heap it,

14 Hr. Kanavek?

16

17

18 lj;ra:hter?

iy

2 8

The motion is‘déﬁieé.a'
MR. KANAREK: Very well, ~
MR. FITZGERALD: Now, about the Patricia Krenwinkel
THE COURT: Yes. I will have her brought back in here
nd make the order.

MR. FITZGERALD: Do you want 1t in open court or

22 Would you prefer it in here?

23
2

258

THE COURT: It does mot make any difference.
MR, FITZGERALD: If i1t3s going to be here, let me go
hd talk £0 her.

Well, all right, Open court then.
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THE COURT: All right.
(Thefollowing proceedings oceur in open court,

ﬂAll defendants and counsel presant, Jury absent.)

THE COURT: fThe record will show all parties and
counsel are present. The Jury 1s not present.
In accordance with our conference in

chambers, gentlemen, the Court is now prepured to again

|make an order to the defsendant, Patricla Krenwinkel, to

provide certain handwriting exemplars.
Before I make the order, Miss Krenwinkel,

I want to advise you, first, that you have no constitublonal

tright to, refuse to make such exemplars; and secondly, that

1f you fail to comply with the Court's order, the prosecution
may argue to the Jury that your fallure to comply is

'1cir¢umstagt1al evidence of 3 sonsclousness of gullt,

Mopeover, the Court may-inntruct the fury, in
such case, that they may consider your fallure to comply
'with the Court's order tc make ﬁhe»e;emplars, along with all
other prbvén facts in the ea;e; on the question of your
gullt or innocence, and ﬁh&t it will he for‘them to determine
what weight, if any, 1a &o be given to that Iact,namely, |
the fact of your fallure to pomply, 1f.puch ia the case,
and whether or not they determine, that is, the jury deter-

mines, that such sonduct is circumstantial evidence of a

'conseiousness of gullt.

Have you understood everything that I have salad?
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DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Yes,
THE COURT: Very well.,
MR. BUGLIOSI: May the record reflect that Mlss

Krenwinkel nodded her head up and down in an affirmatlive

i oanney,

A

Your Honor, just one point.

In issulng the order, would the Court couch the

{ language in terms of printing as opposed to writing, a

handwriting exemplar.

v 2
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-whether or not each Ietter should be a capital or a small

Skelter,"

THE COURT: Very well, Patricla Krenwinkel, you

atre hereby ordered to gilve handprinting exemplars ,a;

followss 7y’ "%‘fff m/ﬂ/:ﬁ& - \\M
. L/

An exemplar of each 1etter of the alphabet

in capital letters, and an exemplar of each letter of the
ali’:h'abet in J,ewer case or small leltters) cach of those to
be repeatéd tem times.. ‘

An exemplar of each of the followiﬁg words or
phrases in the manner requested; by that I mean as to

letter. '
Each of these exemplars to be repeated ten
times as to the indicated wb:r:ds or phrases.
The first is the phrase "Death to pigs.”
The second is the word, "Rise.”
The third is the word or words; "Helter
~_ ¥
On Monday, Novemher 16th at 9 00 g.m. the
People will have present someore for the purpose of being
present with you at the time the exemplars are made.
In other words, thig ordexr requires you to
give these exemplars at 9:00 a,m. on Monday in this coukt.
Is there anything that you do eot unidergtand
about the order that has b.eeq made?
‘DEFERDANT EKRENWINKEL: No.
"THE COURT: Very well. Anything further, Counsel?

.
y . ! j" '
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The Court will adjourn until 9:00 a.m. ':an
(hereupon an adjournment was taken until

9100 o'ctlock a.m. on Monday, Novembexr 16,
1970.)
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