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1L.0S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1970
9:08 o'clock a.m.
 (The following proceedings were had in the
chambers of the court outside the presence and hearing
of the jury and the defendants, all counsel being preéent
with the exception of Mr. Hughes.)
THE COURT: The record will show all counsel are
present except Mr. Hughes.
Are you ready to proceed, Mr. Keith?
MR, KEITH: Yes, I am,; your Honox.
. THE COURT: Very well.
: I have just beett handed a notice of motion to
intérrogate the jury in re exposure to prejudicial
trisl publicity, and, in the alternative, for a mistrial;

‘Have the Pecple been servéd a copy of this?
MR. KAY: We just got it.
MR. FITZGERALD: I just handed them one, your Honor.
Before you act in any fasghion on this, there
is another motion that sort of hrings that ‘motion up to
" MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor.q T oo
' My declaration is a Little bit inaccurate,
I mean, I havée not executed it yet..'it'S‘a"littig bit
inaccuraté, 1 woitld like for this to be.on the rééotd -—
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| 4t s =z little bit inaccurate in that there are a couple

your Honor, with the deliberate malicious effect of the
| Distriect Attorney in connection with the Shea ca#e, and
in connection with the case where the so-called Manson

- the community at this timé to prejudice the very jury that

19 |

25

of interlingations, just minor changes that have to do,

girls were arrested.
They deliberately 1njeqted this publicity into

is before the Court.
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THE COURT: That is your allegation.
MR, KANARFK: Yes, that is my allegation. I would

- Ylike to take sworn testimony.

I believe that the District Attorneyfs Office

" has deliberately -- they had no need to do that -- if
~ Mr. Manson should be found mot guilty, there is the Hinman

T case.

. THE COURT: I teke it you are going to serve me with
some papers?
. MR. KANAREK: Yes. |
THE COURT: I will read them when you get them to

| me, and thern you can magke your argument.

MR, RANAREK: Very well.
One other point that I'd like to make if I
may.
That has to do with Exhibit V, whereln that

exﬁibit has some gratuitous declarations concerning Raobért

| Beausoleil and a mu¥der charge, and I think there was an

oversight, as we went through, as we were going over the

“exhibits, and I am sure your Honmor doesn't want that in

evidence.
It is a statement of the District Attorsdey's
office of purportedly why they have granted Danny DéCarlo

'THE. COURT: You. offered that in evidence.

' HR@'FITZGERAan it wasn't errcneous on my part; I koew

¥

4 .
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what was there. SR o o
MR. RANAREK: It is gratuitous. o ,
THE COURT: What is gratuitéua? MR ;‘ SR
MR.;KANAREK: There is an attachment to the purported

indictment .or information wherein the District Attorney

| states why they purportedly gave Danny DeCarlo immunity,
t &nd it speaks of Bobert Beausoleil .

" THE COURT: Exhibit V, according to my notés, is a

- copy af an. infbrmation in case No, A058069,

MR 4 KANAREK, Attached.to that, as it now sits
physically in the file, is a statement of the District

t httoxney's Office as to why they dismlssed.

THE CQURT: Assuming that ig trué, so what?
' What is your point?
MR. KANAREK: My point is that I am asking that that

THE GOURT: Why didntf you do that at the time that
you offered it?

MR. KANARFK: It was inadvertént, your Honor. 1

| didntt realize it was there.

‘THE COURT: Mr. Fitzgerald says it wasn't inadvertent.
MR, KANARER: So far as I am concerned, it was.

2 L -
| ¥ am sure Mr. Fitzgerald will realize that.
o -

THE COURT: Let's get Exhibit V.

MR, KANAREK: It is error, in any event.
MR. BUGLIOSI: I would like to look at it myself.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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17. .

T am unaware that Beausoleil is mentioned in there as
being charged with murder.

-
o b
~
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2=A=1 1. THE, COURT: Let's postpone the argument until we get
@ 2| the exnibit.
’ ' "s “; | In the meantime, I will read your firs{ motion
4 | papers.
5 | ‘ (Pause while the Court reads.)
6 THE COURT: As I see the motion, it is simply a

‘7'5 repetition of a numoer of motions that were made throughout
8. | the trlal by counsel to volr dire the jury at various
9 stages becaﬁﬁe of some pretrial publlicity.
10 I have deﬁied those motions because, of course,
1i" one ofthé reasons why @he‘Jury is séquestered is to Insuylate
12‘ them friom exgctly théx type of pretrial and trial publlicity,
13 | and there ié ne yeason to belleve that they‘héve been
14 | subjebtedcéo this particular material rerérred'to in this
15l motion any more than-ényphing elpe, ‘
i6. | . ; Special‘précadtions have bheen m&tﬁfained
17 throughout the trial to évoid any contact with any kind of
‘45 | publiciby relating to the trial,
19 ~ Does anybody wish to be heard further on the
éo matter? I am not precluding you from arguing this in
21:' open ceourt if you care to, bubt I am Just giving you my
22 | thoughts on 1t,
23 It doesn't seem to be any different than a
2¢ | number of other like mofions that have been made,
. - % | | MR, KEITH: Has your Honor advised counsel in this

”‘2€" case Just what precautions have been taken to preclude

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| this case?’

| television, and So forth, by the Sheriff's Department with

| respect to the jurors.
b

A'Of course, -the order 13 in the flle.

the jury from being exposed to the medla in regard to

THE COURT: Yes.
There was origihally and still in effect an

order pertalning to the censoring of newspapers, mall,

Counsel havé been advised of those fhings.

‘ From time %o, time throughout the trial there
have been indicationg in requnse to questions ag to what
these things were, - .

For exaﬁbie;_speciallpreeauﬁi;né are made to
avold, wherever possible, driving by places where the jury
might inadvertently‘see héadliﬁés out of the bus, In cer-
tain cases the windows -~ as a ggbier of fact, now, I think,
the windows have been opaqued;/ . since the incident in
which President Nixon is sald to have made some comments
about the trial, and that was In August, sc the jury will
not be able to see through the windows. At least not as

well as they could without the opaquing material.

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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ME. KEITH: 1 will téke it then that all magazines and |
newspapers are censored before the jury sees them, 1
THE COURT' Everything the jury sees ls censored.
They are not permitted to watch television
néws broadeastg. Their mail is censored, The newspapers
that they read have all been censored,‘with any offending
articles cut but, that is, any articles relating to the
trial, cut out of the newspapers before they see them,
All reasonable- pracautlons:in my- opinion have,
been taken thrcughout the trisl, ' o |
" MR. KEITH: Yes. ‘ , ; L
MR. KAY: Your Honor, the People have just snbmitted
two jury instructions which are modificatidps of inltruc- )
tions that we already have.
I must give credit on these two to Mr. Stovitz.
He went over the insﬁructions and pointed out that on
Instruction 17.43 we neglected to point out if the jury

' made a finding of guilty on conspiracy to commit murder
- as alleged in Count VIII, there would also be a sepakate
- penalty héaringq

That is left out of our pregent instruction.
. THE COURT: Let's discuss the motions at this tﬂmé.
MR. KANAREK: T have a motion =~
THE COURT: Yes. T have just been handed by Mr.
Kanarek a document entitled "Notice of Motion to veir

dire the jury in connection with matters affecting the

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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‘state of mind of the jurors."

MR. KAY: Ve have not receiVEd a copy of that, your

| Honox, .

THE COURT: Serve a copy on the District Attorney.
MR, KANAREK: VYes, your Honmor, I just wanted to

 conform the copy .

THE COURT: ALl right, I have read both of the

- mptions that have been filed this morning with respect to
' interrogating the jury.
. KANAREK: Also there i8 a motion for an evidentiary

s

hearing, your Honor. : -
THE COURT: Where is that motibn?
MR. KARAREK: That is Eﬂrt of thia, itts not in

' the masthead. It is in the bpdy .of the motion, if your

Honoxr will read it. : e

THE COURT: I have read it. | '5 .

MR, KANAREK: I am speaking in the body 1t says a
motipnAwiI; he made for evidentiary hearing to volr dire
the jury. A ’

In other words, the evidéntiary hearing is
different than voir diring thé jury.
In other ﬁords, what we are asking for is an

avidentiary hearing so yo%r Honor can determine whether
or not there has been injwhat we allege to be & malicicus
deliberate attempt on the part of the District Attorney's

office to --

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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" how many?

| be discussed 84y, perhaps at the ’b'eginni’ng, early in
| the morning of any day thia,wgek as far as thqt‘gogg,_ R f,
| is there any reason why they have to be heard this morning?

’-deferring-consideratiop.of their newly requested instructions .

Well, maybe we'd better make the motion in open
court, your Honox, make argument in open couzt.
THE COURT: All right,
Now, the People have pfesénted ~= what is it ~-
two instructions here?
MR. BUGLIOSI: I think those can be discussed even
after the argument, your Honor.
. THE COURT: I think 80, tco.
Do you intend to request anf instructions, ﬁx.
Keith? |
MR, REITH: I do. ‘
THE COURT: Can you give me an approximation of
MR, KEITH: At least two and perhaps Bix.
THE-GOURT* Is there any ; reason ﬂhy those could not

‘MR, KEITH: Mine are not in writtén form yet, ! - |
THE COURT: I see. S ST

Ll
t

MR. KEITH: So there is a good reason I could not
discuss them this motrning.

THE COURT: The People would have no objection to

until some time -- it caux be done during the coursge of

argument or afterward.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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I would prefer to.do :i.t during the course. of
argument so all parties are avare of what the Court:'s
ruling will be with respect to the requested lips‘trugtiona.:

Do you have any ldea of when you will hive your
requeste‘d instructions in writing, Mr.Keith?

MR, KEITH: 'This week,

One is a CALJIC instruction, 1 can degignate
the number.

THE GODRT: Perhai:s, you can indicate to me t:omorx;:m
afternoon whether or not you will be ready on Wedneésday
morning to discugs your instructions, and we can resume
a little earlier on Wednesd‘ay morning,

MR, KEITH: Certain of the instructions that I may
want to present to tt'xe.Court might depend on the -~ it may

argument. ,
THE COURT: All right. WVell, as I é.ndicated last
. Erom
week, I have not foreclosed any counsel ] requesting

. instructions yight up to the last minute, but of course
the sooner you have them in, the sooner the Court rules

on them, the sooner everybody will know what is going to
be given.

+ KANARER: Does that game thing apply to objec-
tions to instructions, your Honor?

THE COURT: I don't understand what you mean.
MR, KANAREK: Your Homor says that your Honor will

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES "
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"1 | aceept --
’ _ | x THE COURT: I did not say I would aecept anything.
4 3 I said no one was foracloaed’from-requeéﬁihg instructions.
a MR. RKANAREK: I see. . '
5 THE COURT: They will be considered-; , _
A 6 Of course any objections will be coneidered -
\ £l8.. 4 | right along with them.. ' , 3'} an!
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3-a-1 1 MR. XKANAREK: I see, What I meant is, will your

| Honor consider objectlions to the instructions that your

5 | Honor handed to us last week?

" THE COURT: No, we have spent several days dolng Just

3 ! that on the record,

6 . MR, KANAREK; Yes, I understand.
7 THE COURT: As well as off the record,
3=' " MR. KANAREK: I understand, But I mean, there are a

9 ; touple of points that I have that I would like to have your
jé'  anor eonéider. |
1 THE COURT: Yeé, you may raise anything further at
12 | the time we discuss the requested instructions that have
- 13 ;-nnt already been ruled on, |
.' 1 ] Now, 1s there anything else before we resumed?
15 : . I aid understand from what you sald last week,
w6 | Me. Keith. that you do have a motion that you wish to make,
- ' MR, KEITH: That is correct
| THE COURT: A motion for a mistrial.
w | MR. BUGLIOSI: .I have & 'motion before that motion.
o THE COURT: All right., ‘
s MR, BUGLIOSI: It 1s'a motion bo strike or have
» | removed from evidence Exhiblt V.,
23;: I don't know where I was that day. I remember
o | Mr. Fitzgerald questioning Mr., De Cario on these other
. o charges.

2 I think Dé Carlo admltted on the stand that

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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these other charges were dismissed, This is the Infor-
mation. .
In the back there it says that De Carlo would

not testify unless he was promised that we would dismlss

.- these charges.

I remember we had & bench conference and the
Court said that it was irrelevant; that De Carlo was glven
Immunity, or cases of his were dismiszsed other than the case
right here. I remember the Court saying that on the record,
that it would only be relevant that we dismiss & case in

return for his testimony in regard to this ¢ase, these

{ chargeswere dismisged because of the Hinman case.

It had no relevance to this case at all., I

don't gsee why in fhe face o6f the Court's ruling the jury

should have access to this.
I am very confident the Court ruled this is
irrelevant, This just slipped past me, and I apologize for

' 18 : ny negl;gence.

THE COURI: We are now talking about the defendants!'

| Exhibit V, as I understand, Mr. Kanarek objects to that.

MR: KANAREK. No, your Honor.

. & object to the last -- to an adjunct to it,

. something that is fastened onto the end showing -- may I

see 1t7?
MR, BUGLIOSI: It is the last sheet, your Honor,
THE COURT: You grg-talking,abou$ the Diatrict

CieIoDrive.oom ARCHIVES
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Attorney's recommendation.
MR, KANAREK: Right, your Honor, that is correct,

- that 1s what I object to.

'THE COURT: Well, what about the minute order
preceding that?
MR. BUGLIOSI: I object to the whole thing. It

1 has already come into evidence, your Honor, that he was
| eharged with theseoffenses, Ii's already come into evidence,

{ but the fact that other cases were dismissed ~- I remember

the Court's saying at the bench to Mr, Fitggerald it has no
relevance; that they will have fo show that we dismissed

¢ases éga;nst De Carlo in return for his testimony oh the

| present case,

THE COURT: I undeprstand all that. What is your

objection to the Information?

MR, BUGLIOSI; I have no objectlon to the Informabion,
but the second to the last sheet here —-
THE GOURT: This is the minute order.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Having testified goghe People in other
cases dismissged Informations, /
What 1is coming.out.before the Jury is the

fact we are dismissing cases againgt De Carlo because he

testifled in another unrelated matbter,

THE COURT: I understand that, What I am trying to
find out, are you objecting to this or do you want that?
MR. BUGLIDSI: No, I'm objecting to this, this minute

+ ¥

e CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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order and also right herethe dismlssal where 1t mentions

charges of murder,

The Informstion charglng him with these offenses,

‘I have no objection.

THE COURT: Is that what you are requesting be

| deleted, Mr. Kanarek?

MR, KANAREK: I am requeating that the District

| Attorney's statement with reference to Roberf Beausoleil

Ive dﬁleted, the hearsay stdtement sbout that, that is what

I am objecting ta. The rest I am not objedting to. .
THE COURT: Well, what 1s the relevancy of the minute

MR, FITZGERALD; Well, to shorteut it I will agree it
may be withdyawn,

1 think it is relevant bacausa i% was nmy
contention that a deal was made for him vo testify in

|Beausoleil, and to cooperate with the officers in regard to

Tate,
£

Alpo 1t tends to lmpeach him in respect to

answers he nmade on the witness stand,

But I have no objectlon to the last two being
withdrawn, the miriute order and the recommendation,

MR, KEITH: The jury could well infer that Mr. De darlo
would feel beholden to the Disfrict Attorﬁey*a'orricé

because they dismissed him on one case, and therefor his

testimony could be colored.
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i

I don't ﬁpow all the byplay.
MR. BUGLIOSI: ﬁe never gave him anything for
testifying on the Tate case,
. MR. KEITH: I understand that.
MR, FITZGERﬂLD: ?ou dismissed the case against him in
the Federal Gourt.;; : |
MR. BUGLIOSI: We did? °,
MR, FITZGERALD: The Loa Angeles Police Department,
THE COURT: Well, then you are requesting that
those last two pages be Withdrawn,'is that correct?
MR; FITZGERALD: Yes, your Honor, we will move %o with-
draw them, '
THE OOURT: All right, then, 48 £0 —
MR, KANAREK: I am only requesting that one be with-
drawn, the one about the recommendation.
THE COURT: The last page.
MR. KANAREK: That's correct.
THE COURT: As to Defendanta' Exhiblt V, the last two

pages will be physically debached from the exhibit and will

not be part of the exhiblt.

Those two pages conslsting of a minute order

| dated November 25, 1969 at Department West A, and the

District Attorney's recommendation dated November 26, 1969

- will be withdrawn,

I will physically separate them right now. The

 exhiblt will have ta be re~stamped, Mr, Darrow.
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THE CLERK: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: These are the wlthdrawn pages.
(Pages handed to the clerk.)
Anything further, gentlemen, before we

proceed?
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' MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor.
THE COURT: With rospect to these tywo motions that
I hove been hemiles this morning obout interrogating the
Jjury, do you wish to prgue those maktars here in chrmbers
or in open courit, or how <o you uwigh to proﬁeed?
MR. KAWAREK: I wowld like to arbuelgnégpen court,

ycur Honor, and I would like the Court ~= T would really -

| thig isntt done just to make the record, your Honox, it

is done with the feeling that, in this community, the
'general impression is that the pistrictlﬁttdrnéy*s Office
misbehaved in this matter and deliberately did this.'
They had no reason ta inject: ﬁhis N

THE COURT: You are talking about somethlng that
happened 1x some other cases, not thls casq?’ ) *;4
MR. KANAREK: That's rlght‘ Not specifically this -
case, | e B

THE COURT: All right.

MR. KANAREK: But tp indict Mr. Manson for murdér

- at this time in those proceedings ig 4 most reprehemsibie

disregard snd unnecessary act -- I will make that axrgument

‘| to the Court and hope to convinecs the Court to do something

ﬂ'i about it when I argue --

24
%

"} on the afternoon of Thursday, December 17th, which I will
9 | . . .

THE COURT: Yes, I will hesr the motivus in open

court; and hear ifr. XKeith's wotion or motiﬂns.

I reecived a letter f£iom Leslie Van Houten

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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:_ file in the case, im which she indicates that she has an

attorney of her choice to represenf her at this time.
She says: As you well kdow, I want only to

f,defendwmyself‘ However, you seem to think I am inadequate,
and I am therefore forced to hire‘an_attorney I feel rapport-s
[ she spells it x-a-p-o-r-e -- with. This attormey is
”Amary Fielder. Respectfully, Leslie Sangstoh;

Have you talked to Miss Sangston this morning,
Mr.Keith? |
MR, KEITﬁ: No, I haventt, your Hanmot.
I received a similar letter from Miss Van
Houten, although in that letter she did not name any
attorney, As the Court will recall, I advised you as soon

ag I got it, But I haveAnevef-beEn ¢6ntécted by any °

| attorney, Mary Fielder or otherwise. ) C .

THE COURT: I heard nothimg from say attorﬁ&y

regarding any substitution, and I don't know whethez Hiss

Vai Houten intends to make such g motion this morning or
not, but if she does, I will certsginly hear it, \ )
MR. KEITH: I purposefully didn't talk to her after
I got the letter because; for all I kunow, &he had hired
other counsel, and it would have been inappropriate for me
to approach her.
But I haven't heard from anybody.
THE -COURT: If there is nothing further?
MR. KANAREK: Just briefly, your Honor.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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4-3 1 I make a motion that jury instruction 6.10 and
. R Bume '
‘ 3 | THE COURT: Let's take that up at the time that we
¢ | discusg the other instructions. |
§ MR. KANAREK: Yes. I was going to object to those.
6 1. THE COURT: I would suggest that those of you who

7.| have any further requested instruetions get them in
8 imédi.at:ely,‘ as soon as you are possibly able to do so,
9 | 8o that all parties can be considering them, and the Court
10 also.
i " A - If there 1s nothing further, gentl-emén, we will
i2 .: g0 back into open court and I will bear the motions.
Ty I think probably I should f£ind out if Miss
. u | Van Houtén is intending to makeé any motion first beforé we
.15 | take up any of the other matters, and then we can proceed
ba ﬂs; 16 | to hear the‘ various motions in order.
oz |
B ) «

13}

o

24

2 |
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a1, 1| (The following proceedings occur in open court,
' 2 All counsel except Mr, Hughes present, All defendants
5 | present, Jury absent.)

4} . THE CQURT: All of th¢ defendants are present. All

g | counsel are present except Mr. Ronald Hughes. Mr, Maxwell

¢ | Kelth is appearing for the defendant Lesiie Van Houten,
7 ‘The jury is not present, |

B - Miss Van Houten, dld you wish to be heard?
o DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Yes, I do.
o | THE COURT: With respect to the letter you sént £ the
| Court last week? |
= | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN; Yes, I do,
sl THE COURT: All vight, You may proceed,
‘ . "14_ | VDEFENDAN“T VAN HOUTEN: I wish, at thils time; to dis-
" R | miss Mpr. Keith as my attorneéy &nd hire Mary Fielder. |
.1~ THE COURT: Is Mrs. F:iel&er present?
| DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: fNo, she is not, _
18 She is to appear in Department 100 a3t 11:00

a9 | ) Iihaéen‘t been‘ébie;tn have direct coﬁﬁﬁnication
Qrikith this lady'because she cannot get in to see me, number.
o lone, | . :1 '

THE COURT: Why not?

28 DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: UnlESS someone cﬁmes in

‘ 2% lthroue;h my attorney, I cannot seg them, 1f théy have any-

% [pRIng to do with anything legal.
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THE COURT; That is not the case,
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: That is the case, your Honor,

I am very well aware of it. I have been living wnder it

| For a year now,

THE COURT: When was the last time you talked to Miss

Flelder?
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: I have never had a chance to

- communicate directly with the woman, it has always been

through other sources.

I know she is wllling o defend me, and I wish
to hire her as my attorneéy. .
THE COURT: So far in this case, Miss Van Houten, you

have had the following attorneys.

Fipst, & Mr. D, Bawnett,
He was then replaced by Mr. Marvin Part.
You then hadlm?. Ire Reiner, Mr,Reiner was replaced
by Ronald Hughes, | |
And finally, Mr. ~Maxwell Kelth was appointed
fbllowing~the disappearance of Mr, Hughes‘
DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN I have had nothing to do with

: the disappeéarance of Mr. Hughes.‘ B

In fact, I am wondering what did you do with
nim? - | -
ﬁEFENDANT MANSON: Here, here,
_ What did you do with him?
THE COURT: Before I would consider a substitution of
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Hrg, Fielder at all, I would want to ask her some gquestions
but, In any event, regardless of the answers to those
questions, I would not continue this trial any further to

| permit heér to prepare, which she cbviously would have to

do,

Mr, Kelth is a competent, able and experlenced
' criminal lawyer,

He 1s now reddy to proceed.
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4b-1 1 | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: He is not competent or -
® 2 | capable so far as I am concerned. I Find hin iﬁédéquate,
" 31 according to my standards. ' o
4 | THE COURT: If you want to have Mrs, Fielder éomé in
5 | and asspciate in the case as co~counsel, so long as it
6 doesn't require any continuance, I would have no objection |

7 to that.

8 | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Would you please tell Mr.
’ 9 " Pitchess that she can come in and see me? 3
1w ! THE COURT: Mr. Keith will reémain as your counsel,
A 41 | end we are going to proceed wiﬁh the trial.
12 DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Are your telling me no?
' B Judge Older, are you telling ne no?
. 14 THE COURT: Did you hear what I said? Did you
| 15 | understand what I said? '
i6 . . DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: You are teliing me that you
17 ;:’ are goling to proceed.
18 .::‘ THE COURT: That:*s right:
19 ;; ' DEFENDANT VAN ﬁOUTEH: Ailh right., Then we ate ’

20 | ready to pﬁt on our defense,

21 :: | ‘ May I cgll my first witness?

THE COURT: Both aides have rested.

2 You may sit down now. .

o | .  DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: T didn't rest. I haven't

.-. % rested for a moment.

% | ‘ THE COURT: Sit down, Miss Van Houten.
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I m going to stand up again.

defenge.

bailiffs. -

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Mo, I.will mot sit down.
You stand up. . C " o

THE COURT: The baili_fi: ‘wili please seat Iﬁsa Vain v
Houten. | ' )‘

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: I am nof going -to ait down.
| You cannot tell me what ko do ;ny ‘long'er.:,”

THE COURT: I understand, Mr. Keith, that you have

2 motion you wish to make?
- MR. KEITH: Yes, your Honor.

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: The motion is denied.

THE COURT: Miss Van Houten -~

DEFENDANT MANSON: I think we all want to put on a
defense, |

DE:FENDANT VAN HOUTEN: I would like to start my

THE COURT: If you don't ceasé your disruption of
the trial, I will hLave you remioved from the court.
'DEFENDANT KRERWINKEL; Are you so afraid of hearing
the truth?
‘We ave trying to give you a de.fenﬁe." Your have
an innccent man that you are trying to crucify.
You are going to have tcr start to -«
THE COURT: The record will show that Miss Van Houton_
is physically engaged in an altercation with the female
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v_thg-face of the earth.

. W& gan resune,

f not doing anything you say until you do what I say.
16 i ' ’

1f you don't stop it at onces; I will have you‘
removed from the courtroon.
| DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: We have a defense to put on.
DEFENDANT MANSON: We have a def!ns;btb put on. -
DEFENDANT VAN'HQUTEN;',Thg fapé;is that we exist,
yet you are going.to-sqmeho% iuétiff it iﬁ\yeqr minﬁ~ﬁh;;
you are a judge. R *i | B
God is going‘tovjudge you, R
THE COURT: I am going to have‘yéu reﬁovedlffom.thé i
courtiroom if you don't stop.

DEFENDANT RRENWINKEL: We are goling to femavelﬁau £yom
. THE COURT: I want all the defendants to sit down so

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: I am not sitting down. I am

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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g1 o THE COURT: The bailiffs will seat the female
. 2 | defendants and also Nr. Manson, : *

3 DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: We have a deféense to put on and
4 | we will put 1t on. | ' '
5 THE COURT: The recofd will show that Miss Van Houten
6 | Just struck one of the balliffs,,

7 DEFENDANT MANSON: It will also show that he is
"8 | hurting her hand, oo, and that I threw a paper clip at you.
9 - THE COURT: If there is any fuyther disruption, I

1 | am peing to remove you from the courtroom.

] DEFENDANT MANSON: This whole thing will be &
12:' disruption. |
o) THE COURT; That will be enough.
. . 1z DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Cant't you see the lies?

B 'They won't let us tell you the truth., We are trylng to
16_' glve you the truth, - We will tell you what this is all
R about. | '
18 ~ THE COURT: We will not be able %o proceed hecause of
19 this interruption with the defendants present,
20 DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Disruption is what this is all
'21 about. Where 1s the justice that you are supposed to stand
22 | for. We are trying to lét you know that 1t is falling.
E' R THE COURT: The balliffs will remove the female
‘94 | defendants.from the courtroom.

. - DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL Remove us? Our trial and you

25 | Temove us?
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DEFENDANT ATKINS: . You remove us from your justice,

. Your Justice is false,and-phonﬁy& You are & lié, and these

peaple believe you, . ,
You are all just aa‘blind as he is,
(Whereupon the female defendants are removed
from the courtroonm,) " ~
THE COURT: You may proceed, Mr, Kelth,
MR. KEITH: At this time, 1f the Court please, I
nove, on behalf of Defendant Leslie Van Houten,vthat a mis-
trial be declared as tqQ her,
DEFENDANT MANSON: All you are trying to do is divide
the house, old man.
THE COURT: Do you wish toAbe removed, Mr, Menson?
DEFENDANT MANSON: Yes., I have nothing here,
THE COURT: If you don't stop it at onbe, you will
be, , l
Go ahead, Mr, Keith.
DEFENDANT MANSON: You couldn't be serious.
Hey. Hey. Look‘at me when I am talking t9 you.
THE COURT: Remove Mr., Marison from the courtroom,
(Defendant Manson is removed from the
courtroom, ) A
THE GOURT: Will you ask the bailiffs ta check bhe
speaker system to see 1T all the defendants are able to
hear thé pourt proceedings whille they have been removed

from the courtroom,

LN
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20

Go ghead, Mr. Keith. '
MR, KEITH: I would- first advise the Court what are

{ not the bases of this{motibn for an order granting a mis-
| t»ial.

& A

I do not contend'that this Court has not extended me

| adequate and reasonable time to prepare, The Court has

- been generous, and I appreclate the Court's indulgence.

I have had the oppoftunity to examine the

| transeripts, examine the exhibits, converse with co-counsel,

10 : and even my client,

Nor do I contend that it is an impossible task

, | 50 digest the record in this case.
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4d-1 1.‘§ THE COURT: Mr. Keith, excusé me. It is very
- 2 | difficult to hear in this courtroom. Would you mind using
. ' hs the mica:obhone? | ‘ ‘ . : o
4 | ~ MR. KEITH: I tried to keep my veice up but apparently
5.1 I am unsuccessful,
6 | THE CLERK: The balliff says the defendants can hear.
g | MR. KEITH: Nor do I contend that Mi.ss Van Hotuten
“.,8.  wag not ¢ adeqﬁately and competently repi:esented by Mr,
" 4| Hughes. e
10 To the can.tnar:y{, ‘ghe’ was very ably re‘p::es'entgd‘
"4 | by hin, S N
12 ‘ Nor do I hope my competence is in issue.in tlze
| - | abstract sense. ' o
. w | DEFENDANT MANSON: (From the 1ockup} ‘How. mapy -
' ;5 innocent mér have you sent to prison, }Jistrict Attorney?
6 MR. KEITH; I do contend, and very seriously --.
- THE COURT: Just a moment,
¥g' ¥ Mr. Reporter, did you get down ﬁr. Manson's
1 | remarks?
. " The record will ghow that Mr. Manson is yelling

21 '; through an aperture in the door to the courtroom Lockup

o | facility and that his xemarks can be clearly heard in the
couri:roofn.

0i | Go ahead, Mr. Keith.

. ' o | MR. KEITH: I do contend,. and very seriously, that
o | Dedther myself nor any other attorney -- and the operative
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1 words are "any other attorney" -- would ever be able to

i to which she is entitled as one of her fundamental rights.

credibility of the witnesses in this case against Migs Van

 the stand nor the manner in which they~festified,, o

B nor was ) able to observa their character as they
C15 ot

- germane and.fundawental to a proper evaluation of the. - ' *

provide'effectiva‘assistance of counsel to Miss Van Houten

Particularly with the posture of this ¢ase as it is where
both sides have rested.

I advert primdriiy to the total inability,
helplessness, of myself or any other attorney to argue the

Houten because I was not there when they testified.

| Now, if the Couft plesse, credibility may well
be crucial to the defense in this case. I know that
credibiltt§ is very much in issue. ?et'f didn't have the

oppoxtunity fo obgerve the‘dpﬂé;noé of the witnesses on

testified, Lo g

Such matters, may the Court please, are so
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Now I realize, may the Court pleage, that the'
Jury was therée and they had such opportunity t¢ cobserve the
wltnesses as they testified, bubt I believe that this is
beggling the question, when my argument ls answered im such
a fashion, because 1% 1s my function, may the Court
pieasé, and any atborney's function as an advocate, to
atbempt to persuade the jury to that polnt of view which
best gerves the interests of ny client.

I submit to the Court that I cannot do so
elfectively, as I am foreclosed, feally foreclosed from
commenting upon thelr demeanor, and commenting upon the
manner in which they testified to vhe jury, nor can my
brethren assist me because they have their own interests,
their own clients éo protect, and thelr interests to
advance, | _ ) ‘ v

Thelr loyalty 1s owned to their OWIL clients
exclusively, and I cannot: expect any assistance from them,
nor should I have any. } ;

Now, may the 66urt pléése, I have ot researched
this particular prgoblem exhaustiveiy. My research, however,
has been extensive,.

I find no case; no duthority that I would
consider apposite to the Bituétion that I am faced with
today..

The only case in California that even

approaches this lssue is People vs. Crovedi, C-r-o-v-e~d-i,
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_going to come back.

| in 65 Cal. 2d, the page number escapes ue.

Now, in that case, Morris Chain, a prominent

~ defense counsel in Bakersfield had a heard attack durlng

| the middle of an extensive trlal, and one of his young

assoclates was in effect coerced into carrying on the

trial in Mr.Chain's.absence, wlthout adeguate preparation,
'Ndw, the Supreme Goﬁrt.in‘that case held ﬁhére

was a denial of effective asslstance of counsel, but on a

different ground; because the medical festimony showed that

Mr, éhain-wbuld have recovered within six weeks, and the

Supreme Court simply sald the trial judge was Iln error,

he should have continued the case for alx weeks gy

Mr,Chain could come back and contlnue his. representation

‘ Ih that cése of course, the faets difrer from
this case because we don't: know whether Mr. Hughes 1s ever
Also, théreis 'a New York Federéi Court case
where an attorney was taken 111 and 1n the 11th month of &
Jury trial involving a complicated stock swindle, and
interestingly enough the Court appointed tounsel for one

of the other defendants to represent the client of the

attorney who was taken 111, &nd at the time the other

attorney accepted representation he imnediately pleaded
his client guilty, which I thought was kind of interesting,
At any rate there was no confliet of interest

because of the pléa of gullty, and the Court simﬁly sald

-
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n21_<;that case was‘reversEd, because the prosecuting agency in
{ that case did not make & good faith effort to produce the

wltness who wag out of state.

- opportunity of the trier of fact to observe the witnesses

Eld

that there wasn’t a denial of effective assistance of
counsel,

Only two cases in the bocks, may the Court please,
that even suggest or toush upon the problem that we are
faced with here,.

Now, I have re-read Barber vs. Page wih which I
am sure the Court is famlliap, ‘

That casesz emphasiies the lmportance
of the finder of fact in observing the demeanor of the
witness on the stand, éo important the Supreme Court of the
United Stateés feels that that opportunity is, that no longer
¢an the prior'testimony ‘of an absent Hitnesa be admitted
befoﬁe a finder of fact until the District Attorney's
Office has made a very strong ahawing that the absent
witness 18 totaily unavailabla.

Now, the point in that case‘was not the same
&8s the point in this casey or the poiﬂt I am talking about
in this case,but the importanae of being gble to observe
and evaluate the manner In which a witness testifies is

emphasized in Barber vs, Page as one of the reasons why

When you consider the lmportance the United
States Supreme Court attaches to the ability and
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" then 1t dppéars, may the Court please, that Miss Van Houten

17

while they are testifying, and you also gonsider the
fundamental right of the defendant to effective, not just

assistance of counsel, but effective assistance of counsel,

may well be denied in this case her fundamental right t0

effective assistance of counsel,
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5a~1 1 | - Now; I know, may the Court please, that on

. 5 | Appellate review the attorney who prepares the brief never
s | Bees the witnesses, but credibility is not in issue upon
4 apéeal. ‘ |
5 . . As the Court knows, the function of the Court

¢ | of Appeal or the Supreme Court is to determine where a

7 ¢laim is made that the evidence is insufficient to support

g | the judgment, -~ [‘heglﬁg:& is any substantisl evidence in

o | the record to support the verdict, not who is telling the

v | 'truizﬁ and who is not. |

ar So, the argument that attorneys who handle

ig ’".appeals never see any of the witnesses is a speclious one

i3 | when applied to this case.

u_} '  Now, we all know that it is yery popular to

15 | Submit cages to the Court onthe transcri:pﬁ of the preliminary
16 | hearing, and we all know that in wahy 1f mot most of those
.17' cases the attorney who haédiédﬂthé preliminary hearing is

;s | mot the attorney who submits it in the ‘Si:pe;ri‘d'r Court at _:
1‘9': the txial level, particularly in the Public Defender?s

o | office whére they have a division of 1abo‘r, ‘one gitorney puts
| 9 | on a prelimidary bearing and another is asgig,ne,d. to the
m'.-trial-. . E
However, I submit to thé.CcurE in those cases‘

2 | where {:he transcript of the prel:l.-m:iﬁary hearing is submitted, |
. } a5 | that f:hey are either slow pleas, or there ig a legal

s | technical defense, having nothing to do with credibility.
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10 |

- 1 understand, and undoubtledly over that pexriod of time

-and I, &and I think sther attoﬁneys When'trying caseés in
| fromt of a jury, try to eatablish a rapport with that Jury~--
20 |

| it is enly natnrali
2L

I am also awatre that where a witness is truly
unavailable at the time of triél, his or her prior testimony,
1f there has been an opportunity to cross examine, may be
read to the jury or the judge at the time of the trial,

| However, thak practice, as I have pointed out
in'Barbgra vs. Page, iz under .considerable attack, and
such testimony may only be used ir those rare cases where
the witness is either dead or udavaflable after a due and
diligent seafch had been made.

The rationale of admittiug prior testimony 18
one. of, in effect, nécessity.

Now, I have another poinf which 1s quite dear
to me and probably to other counsel who try jury'caﬁes,
and that ig this: '

This jury has been here for over six months,

has become acquainted, not in a personal sense, but in a

kind of an abstract sense, with counsel in this case}

~ Ve try to identify-with the jury because we
know at the close of the evidence and at the time of the
argument we are going to try and influence that jury £0
our position, to accept ourfposition, o’ accep% our A

arguments,

1 ]
L
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58=3 .. 1 | _ | 1 have a 'vérx clammy fée-ling in this case, may
| | the Court please, that because I have never even seen any
3 | of these jurorsg before, that when' I argue they may tend to
'.4 discard those things I saj. )
5 | | " I don't say they will. I am speculating to a
6 | certain extent, of course, but they just may. They may not
. | pay the attentien to me as they would to other counsel,
¢ | because~I am a total stranger to them, guite the contrary
o | to other counsel. “
0 | | I bave n.ot: had, nor would any other at;torney :
1 | in my position have had; the opportunity to e‘s.ta,bl'iéh that
12 | rapport which I think is important in any case before a
) 13 | jury, snd I'm sure ather trial counsel would agree with me,
. 1 |- Now, may the Court please, in ruling on my
15 :'mo'ti.on for a mistrial, I respgctfully suggest that this
15 | Gourt apply the Chapman test, that ig, can your Honor say
1 | under the circumstances that this Court is convinced beyond
1 | & reasonable doubt that Miss Van‘ Houten will not be denied
e 1; | ¢ffective assistance of counsel if the Court denies my

2 motion for a mistrial.

) I respectfully ask that this Court answer that
27 | question in theé negative.
5 | : I thank you.
24 THE COURT: Do yoi:t wish to be tiea::;d? o
e . MR. BUGLIOSI: Submit the mattex,. .

0 MR, FITZGERALD: If we have standing, we wguld Like to

L3
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1 | join in that motion, myself, Mr. Shinn and Mr. Kanarek,

| 2 | on behalf of our regpective clients.
.' 3] THE COURT: Without further argument?
4 " MR, FITZGERALD: ﬁithout further argument,
5 - MR, KANAREK: Except to poimt out, your Homor, that

6 | Mr. Hughes is identified with Leslie Van Mouten, and there
7 ._ is a cérfgi-n =~ I would like to ir;voke the doctripe of
s | the People vs. Martin, a California case that says in
o | - connection with search and sei;zu;:es‘ that even though you'
.m i do not hasie "standing" in the seénseé that you ate personally
- 11 involved, you still have a right to raise a constitutionsl
12 | igsu,e- of another defendant, and I think that in thig case
ib_flé. 13 it s more than just academic,

5
16 ’:‘
1
1
19 ]

2

2 |

2

i
*
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The fact that Mr, Hughes has been identified

with us in the defense, the fact that the prosecutlon has a

gertaln theory as to lMr. Hanson in connection wilth these

defendants, it 1s most prejudicial to Mr, Manson's defense
for this trial to proceed forward without ir, Hughes, and
it goes t0O the very heart of the fair trlal that Mr., Maison

1s entitled to, and I do Join iIn, and I make a motion

independent, 1f it may be deemed that, for a mistrial, and
I invoke the due process clause of the Fourteenth Amendment
infsa.dding, as well as the right to a falr trial under
Oalifornig law, .

THE COURT: I have c¢arefully considered the motion,
Mr. Keith, considerably in advance of today.

First of all, I considered it every since

' Nr. Hughes disappeared, and of course you indicated to

the Court last week or the week hefore fhat you intended
to make such a motion,

All of that time, of course, I have been
consldering the problems raised by the disappearance of
Hr, Hughes.

What youy say is true in the sense, of course,

| that you &id neot have a chance to actually 6bserve the

demeanor of the witnesses. OFf course, thé Jury dig.
Your arguments can be prec¢cisely the same
érguments to the Jury based on demeanor or anything else

that they wounld he had you observed the demeanor of the
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- this morning.

defendants file what I suppose we could refer to was motion
. one,that was & nobdce of motion to interrogate the Jury in
1 |

| regard to exposure to¢ prejudicial trial publieity and,

~ in the alternative, for a mistrial,

- two exhiblits, the two exhibits being a newspaper article,

Jurors, Of course 1% is thelr resction to the demeanor

that is significant, not yours,

I have, as I say, glven it long and hard thought,
and I can see no reason why a defendant under these circum-
stancés cannot be adequatély répresented by substituted.
counsiel, such as you &re in this case, nor can I see any
reasoh why the defenddant should in any way suffer in any
manner whatever by reason of the absence of counsel.

Aceordingly, the motlon for a mistrial is
‘denied, |

The defendarits have filed two other motions

Do you wlsh %o argue those motlons at this time,

MR, FITZGERALD: Yes, we did on behalf of all the

Attrched £0 that motion 18 a declaration of

ineluding headlines from the Los Angeles Times dated

Friday, November 20, and a newspaper article from the Sunday

Basically, as your Honor has previously pointed

.k P ‘. . . A
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‘ oﬁt, in many réspects this motlon is not dissimilar to

to what we-consider to be prejudfcial pretrial publicity.

- Times, Patricla Krenwinkel, end’ that ‘was, I believe, on or

absgent here,

_gilrls may confess,

other motions filed on behalf of the defendants in regard

For that reason and &lso insismuch as I feel the
declaration of myself speaks for dtself, I will submit the
matter to the Court.

THE COURT: Do you gént to be heard, Mr, XKanarek?
MR. KAN&HEK:"Xes, youé Honor, I will incorpérate
Mr, Fitzgeréld‘s comments hy reference.

There was, your Honor, ss your Honor knows,
and the exhiblts so0 show, a picture or Susan Atkins and
another female defendant on the first page or the Loa Angeles

about November 22nd, in that period of time, 1970.
There was also in the Sunday Herald Examiner

on the front page a purported article referring to
Mr, Manson's testimony before the Court when the Jury was

The one that iz especially significant is
thls statement about confession, that the three Manszon

The date 1s November 20th, 1970, as far as the
Los Angeles Times 13 concerned, That was a Friday, and
the 22nd was a Sunday.

I think that.the only way we will ever he able
to tell whether the jury has krowledge of these matters,
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' that 1s, what was allegedly set %orbh in the Herald Ex&miﬁer
| artiele and in the Los Angeles Times, would bz by

interrogating them.and finding out what thelr state of

| mind is.

The only way we c¢an do that, your Honor, 1s
by taking evidence, by asking them guestlons and, absent your
Honor doing that, the defendant, lr. Manson, 1s denied a
fair trial, wiﬁh the implications that are set forth in that
headline alone,

It is a headline which is an inch gnd a half ~-
well, as your Honor can see, 1t covered perhaps a fhird
of a page or more on the front page, and there is a great
probability, we allege, that the Jury knows about 1t by
some manher or means, humen beings belng what they are,
and notwithstandlng the sequestratlon and the good intent
on the part of the Jﬁrors as well as ypon the part of the
Court and the officers who take care of the Jurors.

. These things ~-~ 1t 1s Jjust Ineredible,

incredibly impqssible for a Jury not.to know of this -- of
these matters that occurred on or about November 20th and
22nd, 1970, : . . . _
But eVén_moré significant, 1 éﬂink, I don't
haje any pride of authqfship,,it 15 not because I made the
second motlon, but I think if 1s because of the currency

of it, especlally at thls particular time when we are

_going to the Jury.
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- the California Supreme Court made the point in cbnﬂeétibn‘; :
- with Mr, Goo::er's differences with Judge Dawson, that the

I and the fact that Judge Dawson did what he did in connection
'Bis’triqt Attoxney of Los Angelés County goes shead and

e |

~on the part of thé District At"tlorney'a office to do that.

As your Honor know, in Cooper vs, Supérior Court o

timing of/certain event in a jury trial is very important,

'ﬁitb} that Finch jury at that time, the Finch-Tregoff jury,

was such that it prejudiced the defendant because at that

point the jury was deliberating. |
By analogy, the same. at this point, when the

indicts Mr. Manson on another charge of murder, they have
been deliherately, maliciously, with the intent to get these
facts; thege glleged facts before that jury indirectly,

that is the charge I make, your Honor, a deliberate atteuipt

' Ther‘e was no necessity to do that.

' If Mr, Manson is exonerated of these charges he |

is not golng ta leave the County Jail. There is the Hinman
case that stands there; it doesn't come up until February.
They did not have to do that today. They did
that deliberately and maliciously with the intent -~ with

There 1z no question about it,

Then on top of that, later on in this last
week, they also go to the Grand Jury and they get before
the Grand Jury ~- they get the Grand.Jury purportedly to
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| indict ‘L'yhne Fromme, Catherine Share, Steve Grogan,

1 Ruth Morehouse and Dennis Rice.

These are péople that the prosecution has

. alleged are associated with Mr. Manson, and it involves

| Barbare Hoyt who was a witness here, and the allegation

- is 1t involves the purported conspiracy to do harm to the
| physical Eo.dy of Barbara Hoyt, and to keep her from

~ approaching this court by séeing that she stayed in

. Hawaii.

. 'The cﬁarga includes an sttempt to comuit murder,
I believe, assault with intent to commit nurder.

And this was done also to Iinject into this
community these matters so that the jury would be apprised
of themn.

It was done maliciougly, so that the jury
would Bomehow or other comé to Know that these people who
were allegedly assccidted with Mr. Manson participated in

. thesge acts.

N :f’urthermore, Steve -Gragan is made & defendant
in each of these casea by the Diatrict Attornay taking this
to the Grand Jury, and in that connec!:ion it is important

oy ' to know that Steve Grogan is a petgon who allqgedly went

on the second night to the La Bianca home and then went
to the beach area with Linda Kasabian.

| So, the District Attorney, what they in effect
are doing; they are getting évidenee before the jury outside

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES




5-3

R(

i1

12

.13 |
14}
5 |-
is |
7
% |
10 |
~own racords, and we ask, your Honor, that we have the

20

2%
| has- heard of thepe matters. L

26 .

18,512

of the court, and that is agaiﬁst the law.

' So what we are asking your Honor to do is to
take evidence, have an evidentiary hearing involving the
inéerrogatién of jurors as ﬁb what they may have heérd
éoncerning these matterd, and also that your Honor take
-- we ask that there be evidence taken and the District

Attorney's personnel be brought to this courtroom and

. interrogated so that we may find out why at this particular

point in time the District Attornmey chose to take these

~ matters t¢ the Grand Jury, just at the time that we are

preparing for final argument.

I believe the Shea case is No. A267493, and I
ask the Court to take judicial mnotice of ite own files as
to the Shea case.

And as to the case of People of Lhe State of
Galifornia vs, LynnefErbmﬁe; Catherine Share, Dennis Rice,

. Steve Grogan an& Ruth:Morehouse, which was filed in the

Superior Court in Department 100 last week.
I ask the Court to teke judic1a1 notice of its

hearing, and that we detefmine uhethzr or not this jury

4

It is ouxr belief that with thza publicity which

- has permeated our community, there is no question but what
2 )

i the jury has heard it.
25 1

And then we have the added ﬁoint, your Honor,

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




10
1
1

'B 1
ﬂ~'
B
16

17

i8

9

2

2t |

24

2%

2% |

18,513

- of Mr. Hughes passing away.

I believe it is a falr statement that the Ventura

. County Sheriff's Department believes that in fact Mr. Hughes

has passed away as a result of 12 inches of rain that fell
in a very short period‘of time. |
It is an area whexe eight Boy Scouts passed

away a year béfore, élsO»uﬁdgr_aiﬁilar~circuﬁsﬁances; and

X also a Deputy Sheriff passed away at that time,

Only one bod§ was found and that was in the
ocean, later on. They never found the rest of the bodies.

Now, there is rife in this community, there is
talk about Mr.Hughes being a victim of foul play.

As & matter of fact, last -- a8 shown in my
declaration -- last Friday over Channel 11 there waa the
flash that Mr. Hughes! body was found in a cabin with his
throat cut in the Sespe sarea.

It turned out that was a false rumor, that
that wag not true,

But it permested the area. There is no question
about it, it was on the mass media, not only on Channel 11
and othexr parts of the maas media. |

‘The only way we are going to tell whether this
jury heard fragments of that is by interroguating them.

We don't know that they did not hear the part,
somehiow or other, that Mr. Hughes was allegedly the victim
of féul play with his throat cut, unless we ask them.
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I ask for aﬁigvidéntigiy hearing concerning all
of these matters, the météers that are in th; notice of
motion that Mrx. Fitzgerél& has prebarEd; ané in the one that
I prepared, your Honor, because otherwise we are going to
the jury in a case of this magonitude without having any
knowledge as to the jury's state of mind.

Just the mere mechanical sequestration, your
Honor, I am afraid does not do it, and the only way we can
make sure is by asking them questions,

Your Honoxr did it in connection with Mr.

Nixon and the matter imvolving the hEadline_about Mr.
Mangon,

THE COURT: That was because there was exposure right
here in the coutrtroom, Mr. Kanarek, and for no othe¥ reason.

MR, KANAREK: Ybui Honor, the point is vevertheless
the same principle applies, whether they are exposed to
it in the ¢ourtroom or at the Ambassador Hotel.

. THE CQURT: I have your argument in mind.

MR. KANAREK: Or from conjugal vigits., That is the
only way we can ascertain it. It is no reflection on the
Jurors, they are just flesh and blood people, we cannot
tell unlesg we ask, your Honor.

It is our request that your Honor allow this
interrogation and the evidentiary hearing.

THE COURT: I have careéfully considered all of your

motion papers, and your declarations.

~CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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As 1 indn.cat:ed earlier thig ‘morning in chambers, -
these motians dare gimilar to a number of motions which have
been madé throughout the tri&l,. to voir dire the Jutry.

Of course the principal reason for the seques-
tration of the jury in the first place was to inuuiata the
jury from the efféct of prejudicial pretrial as well as
trial publicity. . '

Your argument would have some merit if thé
jury had not in fact been sequestered.

But gince it hag been seguestered throughout the
trial, T see no merit whatever in the arguments.

All of the motions are denied.’

is there anything further, gentlemen, before we
commence the argument?

MR, KANAREK: Then I do make a motion fof: a mistrial,
your Honor, based upon your Honor's refusal to interrogate
in conﬁection with the voir dire -- the matters that we
have alléged concerning publicity, and also in connection
with your Honor's refusal to have an evidentiary hearing.

MR . FITZGERALD. We join.

MR. SHINN: Join.

-THE COURT: The motion will be denied.

We will teke a 15-minute recess at this time

and we will then commence with the People!s argumeént.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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6~1 1 | ('Pne following proceéedings occur in chambers,
2 | All counsel, except Mr., Hughes, present. Defendants

3 | absent.) |

4 THE COURT: The record will show all counsel are

5 | present; of cou?se;'éﬁceptins #¥r. Hughes,

& ' I~Wéﬁtéd $o make ope addition to vhe record,
7 -'¥- During the éanusion that existed while the

8 | defendants were in the process of belng removed, I forgot
9 ; to pub it Into the resord, . Théﬁ was that Mr. llanson threw
» | some objecfAét the Court while I was s}tting_at the bench

ii | that missed me, I heard it drop harmlessly behind the

12 | bench.
o 1| So the record will be complete, I wanted that
| “ o A, to be clearly indicated.
15 MR, FITZGERALD: So the record, by iﬁplication,

16 | doesn't reflect that he threw d boulder at you, I believe
| it was a paper clip..

_ia‘ MB.’BUGLIOSI:- Yes, I got the impresslon it was a
19 | papér cllip.

R 'THE COURT: I didn't see it. I dldn't retrieve it,
211'1 saw him make a throwing motion, I dldn't see thé pbject,
22 ‘ Now, as the matter now sfands, the defendants
23 | are not in the courtroom and we are aboub to commence
21 argument..

v. % | The reason that L asked you £o come in here was

26 | %o discuss that precise point. If we resume without the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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defleridants in the courtroom, the jury will not knaw,
unless they are told, why they are not there. I think, to
tell them could very well be prejudicial., On the other hand,

| the absence of any explanation might also be prejudiclal.

So, what I think probably would be the falrest
for all concernegd waui&»beqtc atart with the defendants back

in the courtroom. They know what the consequences of

'interruption are, They ﬁaye;begn removed & number of times

now, If they want to-do:i? in fgpnt_of‘the Jury, at
least they will be doing it Wit Tull knowledge of what
the Court wlll have to dos ‘

But I don't see any othef way to avoid the
problem, Hqgever, I gm certainiy willing to listen $o any
opinionsd you may have,

MR. SHINN: Your Honor, I would suggest, instead of
doing 1t in front of the Jjury initially, bring them down
here énd~have them talk with you, your Honor.

- THE COURT: Well, we have done that a number of times,
They know‘ﬁhab I am going to say and I know what théy ave
going to say. That isn't going to accomplish anything.

ihe matter lles In thelr own hands. If they
want to dlsrupt, they will disrupt. If they are willing
to behave, all they have to do is do it. -

MR, SHINN: Your Honor knows they may disrupt. Are
you s8till going to bring them 1n‘w1thout talking to them
in chambers?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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THE COUBT:; I just explaihed $o you, Mr. Shinn, what
the problen is,

Now, 1T you ﬁpﬁld Like téhhave & few minutes to
discuss this ﬁith your client,’I will certalnly accede fo
that redquest, but I'see no point in the Court telling them
again and again and agaln what ls going to héappen. They
kriow what ié going to happen if they obstruct.

MR, QITZGERABD: I don't think any discussion period
would be fruitgpl. I don't need to speak with my cllent
about it

THE COURT: I shouldr.'t think 80,

Bﬁt if any counsel wants to discuss with his
client before we proceed In open court with all parties -
pregent, I will certainly glve you the opportunity to do

80,

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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ba~1l T TiR. K‘_EITH; I don't think it would be helpful to me
2 ) elther because it doésn't appear that I have very much
. 3 | econtrol over the Defendant Van Houten.
g THE COURT: Well, I hear no request.
5 | MR. SHINN: Your Honor, there seems to be some

6 coni‘usion between Kanarek and myself.

. | Did your Honor say that you are going to

o | bring the defendants in i front of the jury first? Is

9' . that correct?

w | THE COURT: We will start with the defendants in the

i1 courtroon,

12 MR, SHINN: Then, if they disrupt, they will be
iz removed?
" 1 | THE CQURT: I will have to., I can’t allow them to
5 | disrupt the trial.
16 1 MR, BUGLIOSI: I feel that the only thing for the

17 | Court to do 1s to bring them down, and if they act up,
'1_8 to have them removed, ‘Il-\den't. think there 1s any other
4o | solution. I think we ish;)u_xld start out with them in court.
20 | | (a1l defense cownsel confer.)
o1 i MR. FITZGERALD ¢ We are concex'ned your Honor, and
" a2 | I will ruminate out loud for you we are concerned
03 | primarily with the ,:s.{tugticn wheré the de;i‘endants( get down
’ 2; f in front of this Jur& and make anpt}':er request to testify
,‘ ‘ ? % | in front of the jury as they aid when they were before your .
B 25 | Honor Just a few minutes ago.
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We are also concerned that in the event that

thely sort of outbursts to put on a defense are denled,

| that they may say things to the Jury, not from the wltness

stand, that might be considered defensive in nature.
Perhaps éhat problem could be avolded by some
sort of a hearing in open court outside the presence of
the Ju?y,
‘ That simply is what we are concerned aboub.
THE COURT: No, there 1s no further hearing to be
had, There ié no hearing pending other than an argument,
1 realize the position that counsel are in,but
I am sure you reallze the posltion that the Court is in,
I am doing what I think, under the circumstances,
Is the fairest thing for all concerned, including the |
defendants. |
Now, if they are bent on disrupting the
trial, then, of ecourse, the Jury will see 1t. But that ls
a matter that lles solely in thelr hands.
MR, FITZGERALD: Well, I think that if they are

 going to disrupt, itfwbuld-be better that your Honor told

them they disrupted and that is why they are not present,
rather thah having the Jury see them'disfuptu

I mean, it is soft'of the les¥er of two evila,

It may ﬁé'prejudicial for your Honor to tell

the' jury that they are not. present because they have

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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disrupted.

On the other hand, it is more prejudicial if

they do interrupt.

I am not unmindful of the fﬂht@that\%e have
taken the position frequently on thig recond #ﬂiﬁ these
defendants have a rigﬁk to be personally present at sach and

every proceeding,

- positinn elther,

~ THE -CQURT:

1 “positien For anybedy to e in,
R

| other‘ﬁand “when.. yau,have aefengants who are determ&gsg to -
prevent an orderly trial then, this type of thing may

inevitably oceur.

" MR, FITZGERALE:; Would your “Honor consider telling the -
"'sp

:\Jury that they have been remoued because tth have disrupted

rather than,bringing them back into court in front of the

Jury?

» I certa{hly sympathize with gounsel. On the

N \

and I don't want to undermine that -

N,
N

That'yg right \»It is not a very comfortable

St

N - i ﬁ A J
.. . o N .

it

MY \ . i
. ¥ '
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" indicated they wouldi't ﬁis‘rupt the pmceédings, and we

maybe they will, but if they say they will, I think Wwe can

5 |

- which seemed to precipitate Miss Van Houten and the other

| - even thotigh maybe what was before the Court had pothing to

MR, MUSIGH: Before you consider that, I suggest that
you inquire, through counsel -whether they are will.l.ng or
not willing to come back 1nto ‘court and whether they w;lll

interrupt again.

We did this once befuozre, where they clearly

did start the proceedinga and they did disrupt.
‘ Now, in front of the jury maybe they won't and

pretty well “take the:l.r w::rd ‘that they will, _

THE COURT: Well 1 think this is something that we
will just have to let the defgrﬁints decide for themselves
what they propose to do next. W%"‘ _ A

I am opposed to ever ﬁaving a defendant out of
the courtroom if there 1s any reasonable way I can have him
in there aid continue with the trial in an orderly manner.

It may well be that now / h ti::hema motions are

out of the way, and particularly the motion for substitution,\

defendants -~ and of course, it is fairly obvious from

the record that they were in concert with each other,

do with their individual positions, as was the case this
morning ~- but it may well be that now that that incident
is over, they are willing to sit down and conduct themgelves

properly throughout the balance of the proceéding, and I am

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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" present, and the rest will be up- to “them.

o ie?

21 ]

going to start out that way, on that assumption.

They have all had many, many admonitions,
w&rningé, explanations oﬁgwygt was expected of them and
what the consequences woulr; -b;.iﬁ_ they did not conform
their céfxdqct;_ t'o-‘t‘he reﬁs;ﬁable' ‘requivements and rules of

-

the Court. S
I dou't think there is anything else to say,
gentlemen., We are just- go:mé to sta‘:t with the defendants
MR. KANARFK: Could your Homor bring the deferrdants
in first before the Ju::y is brought  In? |
THE CQURT: Oh, 'ﬁs. That 15 normally done, isn‘'t
;!ormally 'we do it th&t way. They jury ;Lé élways ‘-
brought in Last. The defefzdgnt‘s _are seated when the jury
comes in. e L C e
Isntt that whatyqu are say}_ng, Mr Kanarek?
Or are you saying something else?
MR. KANAREK: Yes. But usually the thing is done
moré or less concurrently. '
THE COURT: It isn't done concurrently.
_ Anything else?
MR, KANAREK: May they be brought in first?
THE COURT: I just told you that ‘they would be
brought in first. e
MR. KANAREK: Then would the jury be held up?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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6b-3 - ‘T'HE COURT: I do'n'.t—ﬁant to'ﬁear any more. Yo;l are
N repeating yourself. | Yoq are not miking sense. & We are
. . going to get on with it; = '
. © MR. KANAREK: I:am‘ j'trst.aslsi'ng that the jury be held

back, your Honor.

(The foliowing proceedings axe had in open
court. All coumsel except Mr. Hughes present. The
defendants are present. The jury is present.)

) i DEFENDANI VAN ‘HOUTEN: Are we ready to proceed with

" ~ our defense now, your Honor?

I THE COURT: You will havie to be seated, ladies.
. 12 ‘; DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: Why did you call us back here

“ if we can't put on our defense? That is what we have beén
. ask:l.ng(‘ for.

14

5 DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: During the weeks' postponement,

6 | oY attorney somehow disappeared. I ask you what you did

n | With hin.
s | . You have given me this man.
" ' THE COUR'I:‘; If you dox%_ft stop I will have to have you
o | removed, ‘ “ .
o | DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: You alfe%dy did‘ that once.
5 DEFENDANT ATKINS: You did that once.
55 DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL! We didn't want to come down.
| DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Every time you dismiss us,
. % ! it is obvious that you deny thf fact; that we even exist.

6c fls. = | " .

| CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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6e-1 THE COURT: The bailiffs will seat the defendants.
| DEFENDANT ATKINS: Seat us for what? |

DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: For what?

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: We are now ready to defend.

THE GOURT: The récord will show that the defendants
will not remain seated.

DEFENDANT ATKINS: Don't push me,

DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: Can't you see that you have got
an innocent man, a completely inhncent man, and you hide
the defense to prove it.

DEFENDANT KRENWINKEL: You are just hiding thé truth,

DEFENDANT ATKINS: We want to put on a defense.

10
1
12
1 | It is not what we wanted, it 1s what you wanted.
. . i DEFENDANT VAN HOUTEN: You all can judge. I am
waghing my hands of it.

DEFENDANT ATKINS: This is your argument. It just
fell.

DEFENDANT MANSON: I am in accord.

THE COURT: You will have to remain quiet, Mr. Manson,

15
16 -
.
18 -"
19
4 or I will have t¢ have you removed also.
o The record will show that all parties are
pregent, all counsel are present, except Mr. Ronald Hughes.
Mr., Maxwell Keith has been appointed by the

Court as co-counsel with Mr. Hughes for the Defendant

2 |

24 !
: . o Leslie Van Houten.

o ‘ Would you stand up, please, Mr.Keith.

"~ "CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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6c-2 o Do any of you ladies and gentlemen know Mr.
| Keith? )

@ ,2 ' . .. Very well,

o Thank you, Mr. Keith,

MR. KEITH: Thank you, your Honor.

DEFENDANT MANSON: Can any of you ladies and gentle-
men figure out why we are not allowed to put on & defense
or tell you our side of the story?

THE COURT: Mr. ‘Manﬁon, if you are not quilet ysu
will have to be removed from the courtroom.

DEFENDANT MANSON: We have a side of the story alzo.

Merj’.ean justice allows ug to tell you the

.
1
12

. |  side we have.

| . N .11:. | THE QOUR-T: That will be enough.
DEFENDANT MANSON: Can we tell our side?

THE 'COURT: Do you wish to remain during the ai:gq-

1§
16

ment?
17

DEFENDANT MANSON:¢ It is your argument.
THE COURT: You may proceed with your opeéning argu-~

8 |

i | -
meént.,

® MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, defense counsel, ladies
B ~ and gentlemerf..

® As you kaow, the defendants, Charles Manson,
:: | Susan Atkins and Patricia Rrenwinkel are charged in all g

: .  countg o:E the Grand Jury indictment.

2. |
i _In Count I through V they are charged with the
2

. CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| five Tate murders occurring on August the 9th, 1969.

avre cha‘réed with the crime of conspiracy to commit murder.

I

In Counts Vi and VII of the indictment they
are charged with the murders of Leno and Rosemary La Bianca,

on August 10th, 1969.
And in Count No. VIII of the indictment they

A The Defendant Leslie Van Houten is not charged
ith the five Tate murders. _
Incidentally, during my arguments, when I refer
to the Tate murders, I will frequently‘;?é‘;e the term "these
defendants.” I will simply use that term to save time.
When I say "these defen.dants,"' in reference to
the Tate myrders, I am not referring to nor including
Defendant Leslie Van Héuten-, for the gimple reason.that she

18 not charged with those murders.
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‘on the counts of the indlctment with which they are charged.

The defepdant Leslie Van Houten, of course,
is. charged in Count VI and VII ¢f the Indictment of the
murdeéb;;'Leno and Rosemary La. Bianéa,‘ﬁnd in Count VILII of
the Indictment she is charged, along wiih her co-defendants,
wlth the crime of conspiracy to commit murder.

My opening argument to you will concern the

evidence that the prosecutlon offered ageinst each defendant

After my openlng a?gument, all:;efense attor-
neys will address you, and theﬁ I will make a4 closing
argument or final sumation for the People,

When the prosecution finally called its last
witness to the stand a few weeks ago and rested, the
defense also rested.

DEFENDANT MANSON:; The defense never rested. The
lawyers, the Judge's lawyers, rested.

MR. BUGLIOSI: I am sure all of you heaved a sigh of
relief, It has been an inc¢redlbly long, grueling trisl
and an enormous lmposition on all gf you, h

Wy thanks to you, his Honor thanks b6-you, and

. ‘ o..mmm;wqfﬁ?«) - o
all four defense gounsel's thanks, be—yﬁu-, is hardly M‘Ltuuw{&-m\
recompense for the hardships that you have had to endure
in being away from your famlly a long period of time,

When éﬁé ﬁrial reaches.ﬁ.point of ¢losing
apguments, most of 'the trial 1s behind you.

So I}guess‘you can be thanlful for that.
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However, a very meaningful, and unfortunately,

ltime-consuming portion of the trial still remains, and I

am referring to the final arguwent by the attorneys in this
case, o |

mhere dre 18 269 pages of trangcript, 151
volumes aAminialibrary, as it were,

e
sumnarize thia evidence in one day or aVen two or three

We attc:r:éleya simply cannot revieu and

days, That is, not if'yéﬁ want o do Justice to our
respective clientqp in my case, the People ©of the State of
Californla. . .

So, piease endure with us attorneys during these

very, very important rinal arguments, with the
. :

realizatlonh that we have at leasf reached that stage of bhe‘

trial where you g¢an see the proverblal light at the end of
the tunnel.
After the argumente of myself and the defense

a#torneys, and then my final summation, hls Honor will

‘ g™
_dnstruct you on the law, and then, at leﬁgbé you will be

able to retire tg the jury room to commence ybur
deliberations. |
Before I discuss the evidence and the testimony
in thls case, I ;%éiﬁ'like to. briefly go over the law that
you are going to be dealing wifh during your deliberations,
In my discussion with you on the law of murder,

I am only moing to address myself at this particular point

i
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to thg‘ispﬁe of whether these crimes:weie commpitted. The
far more‘important issue of who'commifted the crimes I will
discuss later on in my argumeﬁt._

- or coufge, tﬁe Pébple are alleging that these

defendants committed these murders,

i1l
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a substantial ‘extract from the Penal Code.

4 1egal caricepts that you are going to be dealing with back

13

It simply is not applicable to the facts in this case.

28 4

The ctime of murder is not a gimple crime to
undérstand. Fortunately, the California Penal Gohe has
given us a heiping hand.

This chart that I have here is somewhat of

‘ :Befare_I discuss the facts end the evidence in
this case, I wounld like to briefly go over this chart with

you in an effort to shed some. {11lunination on some of the

in the jury room. '

As you can see, murder is the unlawful killing
of a human being with malice aforethought.

If the killing is not an unlawful killing,
then, of course, you don't have a murder.

And a killing is not uniawful If it is a
killing in self defense.

0f course, ~in"thts-trial,. in the trial that you
have jusi witnessed;}ghere is absolutely no evidence that
thege murders wére killings in self defense, or any other
justifiable homicide, for that matter. Therefore, his
Homor will not {instruct vou on the law of self defense.

I am relstively sure -- of course, I can't
be positive, but I f%;i relatively sure --;?%en the
defenge attorneys address you, they will concede that the
killings in this case were unlawful, and they will only
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argue that their respective clients, these defendants,

—- .

be-2
. " 2 | did not commit these murders.
3 " So, we have seven unlawful killings in this
~ 4| case., But the definition of nurder goes on to say that
5 | the unlawful killing has to be with malice aforethought.
6 I will discuss the last word first.
7 “Afo:ethougﬁt‘,' hag very little present day
B legal meaning, 'thai: parﬁicular word., It is retained as
o 9 an ancient word, retained mostly for tradition purposes,
10 _': and simply means that the intent to do am act in’ question
. 7 £flg. u | must have preceded the ggtual doing:of the act.
2. ' . a |
. 1
® .|
B |
%
17
18

19

PN

- ;o
. b5 -

26

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



7-1

10
.
12

13

14

15 -

16

I

18

19
90
2L |

a2

.2_‘4 ’
-

% |

L

' 18.53%
18,533

Now, the acts im question in this case are
the acts of stabbing with a knife and firing a gun.

In other words, intent to stab and the intent
to fire the gun must have preceded the act of stabbing and
the act of firing the gun,

0f course, when someone is acting voluntarily,
the intent alWayé precedes the act lnasmuch as the mind
controls the actions of the body.

As his Honor will instruct you, aforethought
doss not mean that the intent to kill was formed as A
regult of any deliﬁeration or premeditation. Aforethought
does nét mean deliberation or premeditation.

The key word here is malice; that is the key
word. Malice refers to the state of mind of the killer.

~ Now, obviously we cannot open up the top of a
person's head, peek in and say, "Ah hah, so that is what you
were thinking."

" Obviously we cannot do that.

Rather, we have to look at the person's conduct

and the surrounding circumstances, and from that person's

conduct and from the surrounding circumstances we have to

. draw inferences aa to what his state of mind was at the'time

he engaged in the act in question.
In other words, we prove state of mind by
¢clrcumstantial evidence.

Malice can be either expresgs or implied.
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k1i1ll, and he has a gun, and from a distance he fires the

11

Express malice is an fntent to kill, & spécific

intent to kill, R
“ Implied malice basically is the killing that

results from an act by the defendant favolving a high
degree of probability - .. that it‘!lbill result in death,
and the defendant acts with wanton dlsregard for human
1ife. | |

An example would be a defendant without any
intent to kill, we will ttipul#te to that, no intent to

gun several times above the collected heads of a group of
persons. One of the bullets goes low, strikes and kills
& person in the group, _

For that type of situation ths defendantwuld
tlave done an act involving a high probability that death
would result therefrom.

He apparently has acted with reckless disregard
for the consequences; wanton and reckless disregard for
the consequences. ‘

Now,, obv:l.ouﬁly, we are not dealing with that
type of situation in this case. We are not dealing with
implied walice. |

Unquestionably, in #ll seven murders the killer
had the ape‘cific intent to kill, and hence expressed malice. |

' If the unbelievably savage murders in this case
do not show an intent to kill, I don't koow what in the
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world would.

For instance, with respect to the victim
Voityck Frykowski, you don't stab a person 49 times,
strike him over the head 13 timeeg with & haxd object and
shoot him twice, if you atre just trying to frighten or
injure him. You do it to kill him.

So,there is no question in this case we are
dealing with express malice, specific intent to kill.

 So in this cage, then, the seven killings were
unlawful, unquestiorgbly, and they algo wer'e with malice
aforethought:, therefore you have a.murder.

Two elements, unlawful killing and malice
aforethought, are both present and therefore we have &
murder.

The next question 1s, were these murders in
the first or second dégree.

You notice that there are three types of first
degree murder, The prosecution is alleging in this csdse
that these were willful, deliberate and premeditated killings.

In other words, the second type of first degree
nurder that is on this chart right here.

 With respéct.to the willful, deliberate and
premeditéthditype Qfﬁfirat degree myrder, the word "willfyl"
simply means ‘that the act of killing‘ﬂas intentional as
opposed to unintentional. o
The word "deliberate' merely meana that the
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1 intent to kill was formed in the killer's mind as the

- 5| rebult of careful thought and weighing of considerations

'+ | for and against the killing. |

4 In other words, the killer realized what he

5 | intended to doj he knew it would undoubtedly result in

P | death, but he decided to do it anyway.

e The key word and most important requirement of
g | f:trst degree murder is that: the kili;[ng be premeditated ~-
o premeditat:ion. - h
10 R ;?remedif:étién refers to the time element.

- o in a pfergeditat‘ed murder, not only must the

w | intent 't:'._o‘ kill precede the adt :613 ‘kil;lfng, | but the intent

1 | to kill must have 'begn fqr’med_aﬁ a result of some pre-exist~
® u | ing reflection. ‘

5 1 In other words, an instantaneous spur of the

i

1 | moment dec:l.s:l.on to kili is not a premeditated murder.
'17 | However, ag his Homor will instruct you, the law does not
- undextake to measure in specific units of time the length
of period that the intent to kill has to be pondered in

18
19
» | @ killer's mind before it will ripen, as it were, into an

intent to kill that is truly prémeditated.
The decision to kill may be arrived at in

B} 1

a very short period of time; perhaps one minute; one
o | minute might suffice.
. 95 - But a spur of the moment, instantaneous

7a £fls. decision to kill is not a premeditated murdex.
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Ta-1 1 Unquestionably, the seven murders in thls case
2 were premeditated murders, The killers, armed with
. 3 | deadly weapons, went into the homes of the vietims, in the
¢ | dead of night, and merpgiléssly stabbed them €o death.
s " If these seven savage murders, ladies and
6 | gentlemen, were not premeditated murders, I don't know what
7 in' the world would be, going armed into a victim's
8 home in the middle of the nlght and mercilessly stabbing
el a vioﬁim to death 1z a gl_assic, t:e;tt book exemple ¢f & pre-
1 | meditated murdex. )
1 oI am relatively gure -~ again 1 cannot Dbe
12 positive of anything o but I an. relatively sure that the
) 13 defense attorneys, when they address you, will concede the
. - 14 | faet that these were ppgméqj.tateq :ﬁ':!.rst-degx‘ee nurders in
15 | this case, ‘ e -
16 | Their contention, I would assume, is that
1 their particular clients, these defendants,did not commlt
18 | the murders.
1 ‘MR, KANAREK: I must object to Mr,Bugllosi's
‘20 |  pubbing words in our mouths, your Honox,
a1 THE COURT: The objection is overruled.
2 MH, BUGLIOSI: The second type of murder, of couse,
2 | 4is second-degree murder,
'2_4.‘ _ Here is first-degree murder and here ig
.- % | second-degree murder, You can Bee second-degree nurder
2% ' is the unlawful killing of a human belng with malice afore-
thought, but without premeditation; no premeditation,
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Can you 41l see this? Is it too low? You ¢an-
not?
JUROR ZAMORA: No, I canmot.
MR, BUGLIOSI: All right, we wili pull it back a
1ittle bit, Can you see 1t now?
JUROR ZAMORA: No.
MR. BUGLIOST: You still can't!
(Chart adjusted to a higher level.)
THE COURT: Whilé Mr. Xay 13 setting up this chart I
‘want the record to reflect that there 1s & speaker in the
room,in‘which the female defendants are being kept during

| this drgument, and they are able to hear all of the
| proceedings that are going on.

You mey proceed, Mr., Bugliosi.
MR, BUGLIOSI: Second-degree murder is the unlawful

{ killing of s human being with .walice aforethought without

 premeditation,

' An example of secorid-degree murder would be a
'man Seeking to have aexual relations with a woman,

She resists. hia advancaa he becomes inturiated, he

innediately draws a knife and stabs her to geath,

That would be the.spur of the moment. It wowmld
be an intention to kill, unpremeditated thereror it would

|be second-degree myrder; not’ rirst-degree mupder.

His Honor will instruct you to the effect that
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- now, but a reasonasble doubt, whether the murders. in this

| should return a verdict of second-degree murder, if you

1 have a reasonsble doubt.

- in any of your minds that these were premeditated firsg-

1 degree murders.

 that there was express malice afpréthought and -

=26i‘middle of the nlght and stabbing the victim or victims to

if you have a reasonable doubt, not a mere possible doubt,

c¢ase were murders In the first or second degree, {then you

This i1s only 1f, only if you have a reasonable
doubt. ]

I don't think there 1s any question, any doubd

These four defendants are either gullty of
first-degree murder oxr they are not gulliy of anythipg at
all,

A verdlct of second-degree murder simply would

i

Now, note it is very obvious, very obvious

premedltation, simply by looking at the physical facts of
these murders, just by 1Uoking at- the physical facts.
'The multiple stabbing of six out of the sewven

certalnly showsan intent to kill and, hence, express
malice.

And going armed into the home of a vietim in the
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- death 5h¢Wa‘pfemsdifatioﬂ. T

. which I will go into shortly, clearly and unequivocally

" vietims, and the intent to kill could not possibly have

| been more premedltated.

F x

oL

So malice aforethought and premeditation are
cbvious merely by 160kipgﬂat the¢ physical f&cts of these
myrders, without refefence to tinda Kasablan's testimony.

Now, Linda Kasabian's ﬁéstimény, of course,

shows that these defendants intended to murder these
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7b-1 i Incidentally, with respedt to voluntary man-

‘ s | slaughter,; which is at the bottom o-t" this chaxt here, the
. ' g  unlawful killing of a human being without malice aforethought,
| ¢ | killing uwpon & sudden quér.rel or heat of passi&n where there
s | was considerable provocation.,

6 | Now, in the‘ trial you just witnessed there was

7 | ho evidence whatsoever that these seven victims provoked

8 | the killers; that the killers thereafter killed the victims
o | in a heat::‘ of passion.

10 1 His Honor will instruct you in the law of

11 | involuntary manslaughter.

12 | - We will talk a little about conspiracy.
18 ‘ As you know, all of these defendants are
. o i4 | charged in Count No. VIII of the indictment with the crime

15 | of conspiracy to commit murder.

6 A conspiracy is nothing more, ladies and

17 | gentlémen, then an agreement betwéen two or more persons

| to comnit a crime, just an agreement, they get together and
10 | egree to commit a crime, followed by an overt act, in

2 | ca:éxying out the o‘bjeci: of the conspirscy.

a1 - They form an agreement, then ome or more of

o | them cc)mits some overt #ct to carry out the object of the
s | conspiracy.

2 " XNow, how do we prove the existence of a

@ % | -conspiﬁacy? |

% | Noxrmally we prove it in the same way, the same
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way tﬁatﬁ we prove the state of mind qﬁ‘a killer, by
circumstantial evidence.

|  That 1s,xwevibok at the comduct of the parties,
and from thaktgonduct ve infer that the partiles were acting
together in concert; that they had aﬁméeting of the minds,
2 common goaly & common gbjeé;ive{ ‘

 For example,,lilikg £o éive'éxanpleé because I
think they ére very. illustrative of what_I‘gm trying to
prove. ’ ’ |

| Let us assume that A and B are charged with
comnitting a robbery. Let's call it the robbery of the
Gotham Bank ~- that's going ﬁack to the days of Robin and
the Bat Man -- in any event, A and B are charged with
robbing the Gotham Bank.

' The evidende at the trial shows that A and B
were séen-b& wltnesses éntering the Gotham Bank together,
armed with guns. They held up the bank together and they
fled toget@er in the same car.

Now, undexr those facts, ladies and gentlemen,l
undeér those facts, to believe that A and B did not even
know each other, and they just coincidentally decided to
rob. the game bank at the same timeé and coincidentally .
found it convenfent to flee in the same cax, sisiply would
not be reasonable, It would be extremely unreasonable.

Even though theré wag no évidence of any

statement at the trial;, no evidence of any statement made by
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| Ato B or B to A, and no evidence showing A's and B's

| -preparation for this robbery, the inference is ummistakable,

it is unavoidable that at some time prior to A and B entering|
that Gotham Bank, they must have gotten together and agreed

{ to rob the bank, i.e., they muat have entered into a

| conspiracy to commit robbery.

In other words, we can prove the existerce of
a conspiracy to commit robbery by circumstantial evidence,
c¢ircumstantial evidence Being they were seen entering the

':‘. bank together and they perpetrated the robbery together

and they fled togethér in the same car,

The prosecution would not have the burden of
putting on a witness who was with A and B two hours earlier
at the Ajax Pool Room and overheard A énd B agreaeing to
rob‘ this bnhk. We don't have that bugden.

Now, in the case you have just witnessed, ladles
and gentlemen, we have proved the existence of a conspiracy
to commit mirder, not just by ¢ircumstantial evidence which
is a typical way; but by direct evidence,

Linda Kasabian, ladies ' and gentlemen, was
present with these defendants on these two nights of murder. |
That is direct evidence.

| Her testimony, wh'icb T will reviéw in depth

- very shortly, clearly shows that or both nights these

defendants were acting- together in concert, had a meeting

of the minds, a common purpose, & common goal.

3
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3 - Their mission on bonhfnights was murder,

2 | In pther words, on both nights there wis an.

g agreement, a conspiracy to commit nurder. |

g L . Another rule of conspiracy that you sre g_cjing

s | to be dealing with in this case is this:

6 | - Onee a conspiracy 18 formed, each member of

7 | the congpiracy is criminally responsible for it and equally

8 | guilty of the crimes committed by hi=z co-conspirators which
"9 { were in furtherance of the object of the conspiracy.
i B For example, A and B conspired to murder .88

11 | Pexsuant to the agreement B actually murders X.

'121' A, although he is not the party that actually
i3 | murdered X, is equally guilty of that murder even 1f he was
w | not: present at the scene.
15 He could have been playing badminton soméwhere,
‘16 | It wouldn't make any difference, If he was a member qf that
17 | conspiracy he is guilty of that murder.

18 It is called the Vicariouu lisbility rule of
7¢ fls;lg" censp;iracy,, the joint liabilii;y rule of gonsp.iracy.
- 2
2
m
R
2 |
25 i
% | :
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which youuail'want_po do; and whilch you are going to do,
‘you are goiné to have to consider pot Just part of the

evidenéé; you are poing to have to consider all of the

| remember every single item of evidence, especlally in a case

| like this that is so exceptionally long.

| you can see from some of the deily transeripts I have here,

Although the evidence at this trial shows that
Charleg Manson was the leader of the conspiracy to commlt
‘these nurders, there 1s no evidence that he actually
personally killed any of the seven victims im this case,
| However, viecarlious liabllity rule ¢f conspiracy,
the joint responsibility rule of consplracy wmakes him gullty
of all seven murders,
MR, MANSON: Even 1f I have never been in the Gotham
Bank! | U
MR. BUGLIOSIr Now that you have had 4 1llttle legal
background, I would like tc dlscuss wlth you the evidence
and the facts Qf this cage, |
As Jurors in this case you heard a monumental
amount of evidence and testimony from over 80 witnesses,

In order to reach a just and a fair verdich

H

eﬁideﬁce. ‘
Bubt to consider all of the evidence you have

%o remember what the evidence'waa, and, that 13 not always

I was the prosecutor in this case; I cannot

This trial commenced on June 15, 1970, and as
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12

these are just some of them, I have here on the counsel
table -~ there was a virtual mountaln of testimony and
evidence in this case.

What I am going to seek to do now, ladies and

| sentlemen, is summarize -—- summarize.

I am not going over every word, don't worry
about that, but I am going to try to summa:ize the testimony
from these transeripts in an effort to assiat you in
rememberihg what the.évidence was 80 that you can reach a
just and a falr verdict. | |

‘ .Qyuauﬁmary'will basleally be a review of the
high;;ghta of each #itness* testimony, not neqessarily,
however, in the orderjin which the witneéseé testified 'since |
many witnesses, because of yarious reasons such as illness,
vacatlion, being out of the state; were called to the
witness stand out of the ﬁormal oréerjéhét they naturally
would be called.

In a very general fashion I am going to
start out summarizing the testimony of the witnesses on the

Tate murdeds; then summarize the testimony of witnesses on

‘the La Bianca murders, and then finally the testimony of

wltnesses who testifled to both the Tate and the La Bilanca
murders.

Actually the test;mony of many of the witneséea
simply does not lend itself to the precise breakdown that

I have Just mentloned vo you., There 1s a considerable
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. overlapping of testimony,

However, my general presentation of the eyidence

will follow the sequence basically that I have just

" mentioned to ypu.

Also, now and then, I will discuss the téstlmony
or a part of the testimony of one witness and then later

on in my argument I will discuss fhe remalning part or

_ parts.

Before I commence my review and gummary of the

evidence with you I would mention that just as it was

adv;sabie for you to take notes while the witnesses were
testifying, I would likewise strongly urge that you take
notes during my final argument and duringqthe arguments of
the four defense attorneysin this case’/ that later on

in the Jury roon you can reéefresh your memory, not just on -

| the testimony of the witnesses, but on the very important

inferences drawn from that testlmony by the attorneys.
I might add that we offéred close to-360 exhibits,
and I will be referring to many of them during my argument,
I will be showing you some of them,
Later on iq_tﬁetjury room these exhibits will
be back there with joﬁ‘fér‘ydur personal examination,
I will bé réadiné from my notes during a good portion of
my sumpary for the simpie: reasoh that there iz just no
possible way to remembgp‘é;l of the evidence 1nlthis case

without the use of nobés, 'In fact, very frequertly I will

. f " *
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. refer directly to the trlal transcript itself,

_bly to the beginning of Charles Marson's famlly.

- the Family., He ‘testified to what Manson told him about how

19 |

After I summarize the testimony from the‘
transcripts, then I will tie all of the evidence together
in & conciuding summary.

We start off with Paul Watkins.,
Now again, he was not the first witness who

testified, but his testimony I think would relate possi-
Watkins, as you recall, 15 a former member of

he starbed his family.
This is Watkins' testimony"
“Well, he® -~ referring to Charles Manson —-

"he sald he got out of prison in '67 or so, He

sald 1t was a couple of years ago then.,"

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, if I may, I don't want to
interrupt Mr. Bugliosl, but if he 1z referring to the s
transeript, would he tell us the chaptér and verse, sa to
speak, that l1ls, what vﬁlume and what page? It would be most
helpful, your Honof,»ir‘he is going to read.

MR, ﬁUGLIOéI:' I don't see any necesslty for that{
your Honor, unlessitha Court Qrders mé."It will just take
additional time to recite the péée.

THE COURT: 'It is your afgumenﬁg Mr. Bugliosi,

MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you, your Hoﬁpr.

"Well, he said he gobt out of prison in

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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"’67 or 50. He said it was a couple of years

ago then.: 7 ’

'“Anyway, he.sald he got out of prison and '
rode around town on’a hﬁs, Just lookéd around
town'aﬁd looked at all the;people and then he
round up in Hailght-isbury, -

e In San Francisco? '

Ha. Yes, 4nd then he said he was
walking dbwn the street and a lifttle glirl came
up aﬁd gave hlm a flower, and this sort of blew
his mind, because she was smiling and she Just
walked right up to him and nave him a flower,
and she wab there. BShe wis 5o happy and every-
thing,

"Then he asked her if she would go to his
dgpartment, and she sald sure.

"Anyway, what i1t all amourits to is he
Just sald he was overwielmed by the fact there
was so-much lowve theré. |

g In Haight-Asbury?

na, He'd Just stay there and get one
glrl and then another pirl and then another gilrl.

"3 And then what?

“A Oh, then what?
"Q Yes, '
A, Let's see, what elge did he say?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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"Q Did Me.rmention what girls he -
got up there at Halght-Asbury?
A Yes, hé sald he met Sadie up

there.
g Susan Atkins?
np, Yes,
" Anyone else?
' ;A . Hary.
‘"Q Mary Erunﬁer?
"y Yeah, and -- Sadie and Mary -
and Lynn.
vQ Sgueaky?
", Yeah.
"a Lynne Fromme?

.A"A‘ And then they got a Volkswagen bus
and a bag of brown rice and & bag éf‘acid and
Just started driving around,

nQ pid he say where they went with
this bus? !
YA No, except that he did say

eventually he wound up inisacramento and got

a blg bus,
"Q Where did they go from there?
A, He sald they went down the coast,

or Jjust way down to, oh, he sald they went to

New Mexico at one time, and they went to El Paso.

*
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7§

19

-+ "They did not get any further than El
Paso, he sald.
"And eventually he worked his way to
Topanga Canyon. Thab ia‘where I met hinm,
"Q Did he say whether the girls took
care of him on‘tﬁerbus?
a7 Yeah, he said that they did take

caré.qr him real fine."
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7d-1 L This, in a rather sketchy form, appears to be’
- 'y | the genesis or origin of what has become known as the
| Fanily. ‘
.| | ' Ruby Pearl -~ Ruby Pearl testified that she
5 | has worked at Spahn Ranch for 20 years, and in recent yeais
s | had been the manager of the ranch working for Mr. Spahn
| who ti.,sx; some 83 years old, ‘ ,
5 | She said the business of Spahn Ranch is renting
; 9,' horses, and also the buildings are rented out now and then
w | o TV and novie companies at theiy location.
1 She first saw Manson in mid-su'mm;ar of 1968
2 | when Manson came to the ranch with cne or two men and
'13 several girls, and in a bus with "Hollywood Ptoductj.—ons.“
. ' 14 ' : Some of the girls were Mary Brunner, Lynne
s | Fromme, Susan A:tkins,. Sandra Good, Ruth Morehouse,

"4 | Helen Bailey and Brends McCam. : -
# ' She said that Manson and the others started to
.'.1"9 I:ii;a at the ranch. She gaid thé group ;Qall themsgelves
| the Family. In teturn foxr room and board the girls in ‘ 4
the Family cooked, tleaned, helped with the office work.

19 |

0
o | The men took care of the trucks., They did not
3 | tend to the horses. Ranch hands working for Mr. Spahn did
"y | that.
op She said she never saw Charles Manson ever
. . | do any work at the ranch, She said Charles Watson, Tex

26 | watson, was always working on trucks and dune buggies, and
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7d-2 R was a good mechanic. ,, , L
. 2 | Sevaral months after Manson and the othe:cs |
| 3 | axrived, she recalls that Manson told membe.rs of t:he . B y
4 | Family, including Sucan Atkins and Patr:v.cia Krenwipkel ,
K to clean and paint the bus. o ’
6 She recalls that the group did everything
7 Manson told them to do with respect to the bus.
3 4 She said the ai-igiﬁal group grew to between
R 9 20 and 30. she re‘cail,sk Leslie Van Houten started living
(1] ! there in the late summer of 1968, ' :
1 : _She said the Family lived in warious places
12 | on thé ranch, including a saloon area. | '
_ B3| With respect to the saloon she recalls that in
. % | the summer of 1969 Manson told members of the Family,
5 | including Susan Atkins, Patricia Krenwinkel, Leslie Van:
16 Houten and Tex Watson to completély repair and redecorate
- | the saloon. 4 |
LE3 S She recalls that the members of the Family did
1B éwrything Manson told them to do with respect to repairing
2 ;‘ and redecorating that saloon. |
2t ,’ ' Shahrokh Haiﬁami. Mr.Hatami was & very close
| personal friend of Sharon Tate, end her director husband
Roman Polanski.
24 ' Shahrokh is a photographer and he photographed
. . - % Sharon and f£ilmed her on many occasions.
' % Mr. Hatam; testified that in late March, 1969,
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| he atd not know the exact date, but we prq#:d that by other
' @évidence, late March, 1969 he was at 'Sha;:'g:n's“ residence one
'| day, and Hatami was taking some film of her.

_t- . Sebring were also present.

1 the 1ivi.ng room of the Tate residence, looked ocut of the

' window and saw a man walking toward the residence; the

13 |

g | Engligh.

P
)

day at 10050 Clelo Drive. | . ' .
' Sharon was packins to go to Rome the fo’.llowing I

Abigail Folger, Voityck Frykowplgi ‘and Jay

Sometimeé in the sterncon Hatami, who was in:

man was by himsgelf:
. g Could you describe the manner in which
he was walking?
oA Hesitant, not very sure where he is
going} and somehow at the same time walking very
aggreasively in the yard. I mean, he was just coming
in the back knocking at the door or just looking.
around to see who was tli_e‘zre.' or not, ringing the bell -
or somethling:

"Q Now, the fact that he appeared to be
walking somewhat aggressively, did this disturb
you? :

A That is why I csme out and I asked him

what is it He wants.®
You Yecall he spoke in somewhat broken
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 Tdek ._i - "He -mentianed‘ the nmn?, which was not
2| - very familiar to me. I didn't hear the naxe befare.
¢ s | _‘ "I said, 'This is Polanski's residence.
T4 Rt3 the people you may be looking for, maybe they
s | are bagk there., You have fo take, the back alley to
s go there. This is the Pclans'lci's resideﬂce e
7 ' Now, we learned' frot Rudy Altbballi. thc pe::aon 1

A‘ ! the man wag referring to and the person uhdoubtcdly was <. |

9. 3 ¢haﬂes Mansgon, the pexson that Manson’ was refexning to

g was Terry Melcher, But Hatami had never heard the name
1 | Terry :Melcher before. You recall -- just oné moment
| continuing on with Mr. Hatamf, I ssked him whether he was
3 | angry gbout the fact that this men had walked upon the

. 14 | premiges, and he angwered:
| 15 _ | ‘ "Yes, because he was entexing on
16 | property of a friend of mine, which I was concerned
17 _@bout becauge Roman im'_t‘therei and Sharon is there.!
sl B Apparently Roman had left a day or two earlier

7e fls, io _foi‘ South America.

2k

24

% |
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You recall I asked Hatami to step down £rom
the witness stand at that point and demonstrate how he
spoke to the man.

This is how he said he spoke to the man?

- "He was coming in; I went toward him. He
- stopped and I agked him who is he looking for.

"Re mentioned the name; and then I apgrily,
of course, I wasn't happy that he was coming to
that property, anﬁ_;pok;ng‘at the people he doesn't
know, so 1 angrily pointed out, 'This is not the
- place. . The people you wanx: is back ;:here and you
have to take the back alley ’“ .

Hzbawri said then that he spdke Ioudly to the
man and he demonstrated. He-came off the witnegs stand and

he -den;onstraté;i the manner in:'t:vhit:’h'. he spoke with him.

And when he demonstrated he indicated that he

| - pointed 'with his finger when he said “Take the back alley."
) A |

Now, Hatami‘pointed ot on Peoplefs 8, that
is the diagram of the Tate tesidence and the premises
rigﬁt in front of you there, he'pointed/g:t People's 8
when he said "back glley," what he meant was a dirt
pat’hwa;y in front of the Tate residence leading back to

:> the back house.

There fs a front lawn; beyond the front lawn
is the dirt pathway shown on Peoplets 8. This is what he
meant when he said back alley.
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Te-2 r 1 ' Hatami said when be told the man to take the
’2 " back alley, "I would say he was upset by his attitude,

; | a8 I said, avoiding me, he looked upset.

1 " " mean, in my interpretation he was upset
5 _ because he did not stay and talk to me politely
6. | or excuse himself. He Jjust waltked away."

| Hatami indicated on Pegple's 8§ where the man
‘g was and Hs;tami spoke to him, which was on the brick walkway
9 : in front ofthe ‘Tate:ésidence'.' That is where the man
1 was, on the brick walkway in front of the Tate residence
.1'1 ,'when Hatami spoke to him, |
12 | Hatami testified t:hat near the end of th;ls
13  conversation with the man, Sharon 'J.‘ate came out of the
. | 1; | front door of the residencg and said "Who 1s 1it, Hatami?"
15 | And Hatami 1:01d Sharon that the wan ‘was 1ooking
15 {  for someone and he, Hatami, -told the man to ‘go to the. tear.
‘17 | Hataml testified. th@t Sharon could gee. the man
1 and the man could see Sha::on ag th&y were relatively clon'
1o to each ot‘her, and there were rio- obat:acles between them.
;0 ( Moreover, when thé man later turned around and
| valked away he walked in the dirt pathway, inasmuch as the .
dirt pathﬂa& was.right in front of the Tate residence,
and Shaxgn was standing at the front door. .
At that time ghe also would have the opportunity
to 1ook divectly at him and him at her.

Who was this man? Who was this man, ladies. and |

-23:':
.2_4'
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" gentlemen, that Hatami spoke to? I dontt think there isg

any question that man was Charles Manson.
How do we know this? )
No. I; the description tﬁat Hatami gave of
the man £it Manson to a "TV.
| He said the man was 'a,ro.und ds tall as Roman
Polanski. Polanski is five feet five inches, and that is

. . about ﬂan‘s,on‘s height.

Hatami says tbe man was thin; so was Charles
Mansoit. .
He sald the marn had long hair.

Mansop also has long hair. Of course, recently,

- Charlie has ciit 4 iit:tl-e bit; it is not quite as long as

it was at the start of this trial. '
He said the man appeared to be &bout 30 ox 32
years old‘ Manson appears to bhe. about that old._ |
‘ He said the man had, da‘rk brovm hair, 8o . does
Mr. Manson, o IR
| Furthermore, the ;ext Wwitness,. udy Altobelli
poaitively idem:iﬁied Manson as béing the man who was sent
back to the xear of the house, the guest houge. . ' -
This is the same da}r thit Hataiml sent him back, .4
and that day we learned from Altobelli was March 23rd, 1969.
‘Manson told Altobelli, as you remember, that |
the man up in the front house had sent him ﬁo the rear |

house, and of toirse thig is exactly what Hatami did.
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Fnrthefmore, Hatami testified fhat he had
never on ‘any other occasion directed any other map to the
rear house. So that we know that the man that Hatami was
referring to had to have been Gharles Manson.

" Incidentally, Hatami testified that he did not
sée Altobelli om the premises that afternoon, and Hat#mi

does not recall being in the guest house that afterncon

~ Hatami testified that he saw Altobelli on the
premises that evenming. It was in the evening that Altobelli
séw Mangon.
You recall Hatami testified that when hé sent
the man to the.reai house in the aftéfnoon, the man ¢ame
Eack immediately,
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Obviously, Altobelll was not in the guest
house at that time, and Manson must have returned later
on that evenlng.

| 'So, it appears, ladies and gentlemen, it
appears that Charles HManson saw Sharon Tate and Sharon
Tate saw Chaples Manson on the date of March the 23rd,
1969, when Manson was on the Téte premises,

A very beautiful honey-blonde, Sharon Tate,
looked into the eyes of the man who the evidence shows Just
four and a half months later, ladies and gentlemen, would
order her traglc and violent death, |

| As I will further discuss in much more detaill
later, Manson's primary motive for these murders,
according to the evidence,; would seem to be Helter Skelter.
That would seem to be the primary motive for the murder.

A supplgmenmary motive wag Manson's extreme
anti-establishment hatred.

. On both nights, ladies and gentlemen, Charles :
Manson was striking out at the Establishment,

The former ocgupant of the Tate residence, -

'+ Terry Melcher, had rejected Manson's effort to record and

f£ilm Manson commercially; - - o

And Hataml, ladies and gentlemen, in & veny
real sense, literally booted Manson of'f the premises,
He spoke loudly and angrily to Charles Manson.

He told Manson that Manson could not walk past

.: the front of the resldence, and he polnted with his finger
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12

and told him to take the back alley.

Now, the back alley may be an alley to Hatami,
a foreigner from Iran, but to Charles Manson, a back alley
is a place ﬁhere they have garbage cans, it 1s the habltat
of rats and cdts and dogs. So I am sure he wasn’t +o00
happy when Hataml says to tage the back alley,

One doeen't ha?e-to gtretch the imaginahidn to
reallize that the Tate residence was symbolic to Charles
Manson, and particularly the Establishment's rejection of
him, |

Now, .with an over-elil motive for these murders,
an over-all motive of‘Héi#e; Skelter, the victims who
Charles Manson Qrdergq.mur&ered really dldn't make éoo-mnch
difference ?o;ﬁimk As iong as they were white and members
of the Establishment they wgré;quélified; aéiitfﬂere.

Certainly Manson_Wasn'é‘going to murde? black
people and lead socieéy;Qnd the duthorities éo belleve that
obher black peaople murderggAthe hlack viectims.

On the evening of August the’éih,‘i969, when
Charles Manson sent his robots out on a missioén of mufder,
since the only qualifications the victims héa tb have was
that they be white and.meﬁbers of the Establiahﬁent,

obviously, it made immense sense to Charles Manson, so he

may just as well select a residence that he was familiar

with, particularly one where he had been treated rather

shabblly and whose former og¢cupant, Terry Melcher, had
{
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“yejected him. |
8x-1 If the Tate premises, ladies and gentlemen,
, | d@id not symbolize the establishment to Gharles Mansom,
3 né-residence, no premises, ever would.
PR Rudy Altobelli, of course, the owner of the Tate |
o 1 premiSas,, 'said that he rented the main housé on the
¢ | bremises to Sharon and her husband Roman on February 15th,
7 | 1969 at $1200 per month, on a one-year lease.
oy Altobelli testified that he knows Charles
. Manson. ', B o
PP There is no question that he saw Charles Manson.
4 | He sald he knous him.
i He said he met him the f£irst time in the sumpex

i | of 168 at Dennis Wilson's residence on Sunset Boulevard.

. T ' He was in Manson's presence on that occasion

' 15-‘} for about 20 minutes and he 1isténed to some tape record-
16‘1 ings of Charles Manson. '

. ' On the date of March the 24th, 1969, Altobelli
| flew to Rome, Italy, with Sharon Tate.

1 [ Now, he knows that is the date because he

e | testified he checked his passport and also his ticket

N g--s;tubsi.‘ |

o ' Now, the previous day, which would be March
.3 | the 23rd, he testified that he was living in the guest

o4 | Douse on the premises and that he was packing his suitcases

» arrangeéments, L
2% | SN
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He doesgn't recall being in the guest house in

'the afternobn, but he testifled that he might have beem at

his business manager's office making further arrangements.
That evening he visited Sharon in the main

" house, and he testified that she, too, was packing to go
| to Rome. They were going together.

So; on March 23rd, then, in the evening,
Altobelll said that he went to Sharom's residence up front,

|- and Voityck Frykowski wes there, Jay Sebring was there,

Abigeil Polger and Hatemi. |
Later in the evén:lng, around 8 or 9:00 p.m.,
i:e was taking & shower In the guest houge where he was living,
and he said his dog Christopher started barking. |
Altobelll got out, of his shower and noticed that |
Charles Mangon had already entered the gcreén door of the
house and was standingbetween the screen door and the main
doox. ,
Manson introduced himself, and Altobelli
said, "I know who you a::e;- Charlie.”
He had met him sbme'u:lme. the previoﬁs summer at

Dennis Wilson’s.

Manson said he was looking for Terry Melcher

~and that be had been gent back to the guest house.

Of course, the person who sent him was Shahrokh
Hatami. |
He asked hiwm where he could find Melcher, and

. T . CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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. sald to Rome.

| clients i:here who were making a movie,

' Alfobelli when he returned /. Ecme. Altsobelli said that

agses L
Rudy said that he lived in Malfbu but that-he didn't now .
the exact address. o ’

* Manson asked him where he was gqiﬁg, and he

b

Manson asked him why, and he sald that he had

. Manson told Altobelli that he was also going
to make & movie and also recoxd, and Mr. Altobelli replled
to Mr. Manson that he kmew Mr. Manson was very talented. |

Manson said that he would like to talk to
from
he was godng to be gone for over a year.
“ Whereupon, Mr. Mauson left.
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"as the man who came tothe guest house: on the date of

At this time, Mr. Manson was brouglit into the
courtroom, and Rudy Altobelli positively identified Manson

Mawreh the 23rd, 1969, the day before Sharon was going to
Rome, the same day that Hataml saild he sent the man to the
back of the guest house. #And Hatami said he had never
dorie this before, never sent anyone else back to the guest
house,

Gregg Jakobson., Gregg testified that hils |
oceupation is recording and music production,

He first met Charles Manson in the early
sunmer of 1968 at Dennis Wilson's home.

Dennis Wilson is a drummer for the Beach Boys
rock group.

Jakobson became friendly with Manson, and he
heard him l?iu%nd play the gultar, and he was impressed
wlth Manson and his singing and his songs.

Manson told Jakeobson that he, Manson, wanted
to record hls songs because he wanted people t hear what .
he had to say.

At the time, Jakobson was working for Terry
Melcher as some type of talent scout. _

Jakoﬁsan went to Melcher and sought to have

tielcher record Manson, and also make a documentary film on

Manson.

Jakobson #0ld Manson that he¢ was seeking to have

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES



10

11
12 ;
13:
4

B

16

17

18

19
20

21

2

25

26

' 18,566

| _green telescope spy glass on the porch of his hode in

Melcher back him, Charles Manson, and in May of 1869,
Melcher actually went to the Spahn Ranch with Jakobsbn'to
audition Manson. _ !
ﬁanson sang and played his gultar,
Jakobson testified that Melcher was not
lmpressed with Manson and never recorded him,
After the audition, Manson asked Jakobigon if.
Melcher was interested in recording him, and Jakobson sgaid,
"I Just as tactfully as possible said there was no Interest."
Now, this obviously irked Mr, Manson, One
irmmediate indlcation of his displeasure was that he asked
for Terry Melcherts phone number repeatedly.
Eventually, he gave him Melcher's answering
service phone number.
' My, Meicﬁer, who previously lived at 10050
Clelo Drive, at the time was living in Malibu.
In June or July of '69, a month or two before

these murders, Manson asked Jakobson if Terry Melcher had a

Malibu, '
Jakobson sald yes. Manson sald, "Well, he
doesn't any more.” ‘
The infcrence being that Manson had ;ither stolen the
8py glass, the telescope, himéelf, or had someone do it for
him, or was at least aware of the fact that the telescope

had been stolen from Terry Melcher’s beach house in Malibu,

i
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| songwrlter, and that he lived &t ‘the Cield address from May

kA

Terry Melcher testified that he is a producer

of television and recordings, and also a music publisher and

s .

15, 1969, £0 the first week of January, 1969,
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" Be-l 1l . He Eirst met Char:ie.:s Msnson in the summer of

. 2 | 168 at Dennis Wilspﬁl}'snrgs“idénce on Sunset Boulevard.
SRR He li‘qt.iaiie_d,to sone Ehpe-_IECQfdi.ngs of Manson’

4 at that time. o .
: : Wilson drove Melcher 'home that day to his =
s residence at 10050 Cielo Drive, and Maugon was in the

: 7 | back seat of the car. R |

_N 8 | Derinis Wilson and Manson dropped Melcher off

9 at the gate, and then drove away.

10 ' So, this is the second time now, the second time

" 111 that we know that Charles Manson was on the Tate premises,

o " ' The next time Melcher saw Manson vas on May 18th,
) 13 [ 1969, at Spehn Ranch. |
..' o , . Bregg Jakobson, who, as I have indicated, worked

" 15 | for Melcher as a talent scout, had repeatedly asked Melcher
16 | to go to Spahn Ranch to audition Charlie. Finally, on
w | ‘May 18th, 'Melche;: went to Spabn Ran‘ch with Jakobson to
1 | audition Charles Mamson.
9 - : Once gt the ranch, Melcher, Jakobaon and Mangon
20 | and the Family went down to a stream bed on the ranch.
.2t | Most of them were girls, but there were a few men.
2 | As the group proceeded to the stream bed,
23 | o one spoke, they were well disciplined ot polite,
% | Manson sat on a rock and sang ten or fifteen songs, and
. 25 | as Manson sang the rest of the Family hummed very quietly
" 2 | in the background. ‘
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16 |

to enter the recording industry, he would have to join a

ﬁhén I asked Terry if he was impressed with
Mangon's performance, he said he wa}sh't., adding that the
oniy thing he was impressed w:tth was the scene he observed.
That is; the Family living off t:he 1and and 1iving in a
totally‘ different type bf way ’from, other people.

In fact, he; said “They seenied ta be a princi-
pal:l.ty in the middle of Los Angeles County. ! 5 :" ’; Cema

He said, "I was impressed I:Iy Chaxliets Qtrepjth .
and the obvious leadership that. hé ha:i over these pabple: N
It was an obvious thiag." o , *-1 .

Melcher saild that Mansonfs singing was average
and not gdod‘ enotgh for him to want to record Charlie.

Melcher also said that Manson's guitar playing
wasn't és, good as most of the people with whom Melcher
wérked‘

After the audition, Melcher had a conversation
with Manson in which he mgm:ibned one or two songs Manson
had sung aé being his favorites, and Terry testified that
it was just to be poiii:e to Charlie,

| Melcher then gave Manson some general advice
on the recording industry. ' -

Melcher told Manson that if Hanson wanted td
record, he would have to sign a contract. Manson said,

"I ﬂc;n't' like to sign cbntracts." | ‘

Melcher also told Manson that 1f he was going

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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‘gystém, you don't get your momey right away. You have to

18

a gulld.
Manson said; "I don't want to joim a guild."
Charlietsaidi If I record, I want my money right fnow.

Mclcher said: Chariie, under the royalty

wait.

N ,V""'

=
v
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8d-1 Meleher testifled that he told Manson these

]

2 | things not In the context that he, Terry Melcher, was

3 1 personally interested in recording Kanson and that he

4 ] wanted Manson to sign a contract and join a guild for

5 | lelcher's benefit, Melcher testified that he was simply

6 | telling Manson these things in the context of giving Manson

7 | some general advlce about the recording industry.

B . ' .Melcher told Manson that he knew & person

9 | named ﬂichael Deese who was interested In recording ethnlce

.;0:‘ musi¢ and the music of Indian ¢£rives, and he would be the

1 | only way that iManson could avoid the redtape of contracts

12 | and gullds and royalties.

‘ 13 lMelcher then gave Manson $50 and left,

| . u | Charlie probably looked upon this as kind of

‘15: an act of condescension. We don't know,

16? ’ Two days later, Melcher returned with Jakobson and
. : Deese for a second audition, primarily for Deese's bénefilt,
‘m-: Mr. Melcher cbserved something interesting in
19. | this audition. In the first audition, it was Melcher's
2 | opinion that the response of the Family to Charles Manson's
211' performéance was spontaneous, genulne, but during the
22 | second auditlon, when the responses were identical to the
25_"first audition, Melcher, of course, changed his evaluabtlon,
22 | and it was his opinilon that on both occasions the Family's

. 25 regponsde to Charlie Hanson'sperformance was Yehearsed as

-2 | 'opposed to belng spontaneous.’
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Thig was Melcher's testimony.
Mélaher.testified that he never saw Charles

Menson After the second time, and he never recorded or

" #ilmed Chaprles Manson,

‘Melcher testified that he did hve a green
teléscope at his beach house in Halibg, and;%n late July ox
early August of 1969, proﬁably a méttef Bf weeks before
these murders, 1f dlsappeared.

The telescope disappeared, and we heard from

Gregg Jakobson, of course, that Manson apparently had someé

connectlion wlth the taking of this telescope.
One rdther interesting point on cross-

examinations Mr., Shinn asked, "You and Mr. Manson parted

_good friends; is that .correct?" refsrring to the last time

that Melcher saw Manson out at Spahn Ran¢h.
' Melcher responded: MThat 1s what I thought.”
" He emphasized the word "thought."
Now, the most reasonable inference from the
language that Terry Méléher used, and the fact that he
emphaslzed the word "thought,” 1s that Terry, in his own

- mind anyway, was under the Ilmpression that the murders at

his former residence, just two and a half months later,
certainly proved that Manson not only wasn't friendly to

him bub probably had an enormous animosity toward hinm,
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8e~1 | . Terry Melchex, ladies énd gentlemen, in a
| rathef “subtle, oblique fashion, rejected Charles Manson.
. | Manson, through Jakobson, wanted Terry Melcher to record
him. Terry wasn't mterest.ed

Now, with Charles Manson'ts alxeédy great
hatzed for the establishment, Teriy Melcher couldn't help
but represent to Charles Mamson the establishment's
rejection of him, gnd the seething fermentation of hatred
probably swelled up inside Manson's body tﬁwara Ter:py
,Meicher‘. |

10 i Manson probably 1ooked upon Melcher as a
. person who had been ‘pampered ahd 'bo:rn with a silver spoon
| in his mouth, the whdle bit, and the heir ta per‘haps
. ' z m:i..]_.li!.-c“m's. He probably diﬂn't 1ike Terry Helcher at all.

The whole Helter Skelter was the main, primary

12 |

-

1?3 | mot:ive for these savage murde:r:s, and ag I 1ndicated it
‘16' ~ seems rather clear that a supplementary motive in )
17 | picking out Terry Melcheris former residence was o
18 -' ~ Viciously strike back at the establishment, and also stxike
19- 1" back directly at Tetry Melcher personally.
“ Deputy Samuel Olmstead. Approximately 1:00 E
o a.it. July 28th, 1969, he saw Manson at the intersection of
22 | Santa Susanna Pass Rpad and Topanga Canyon Road, which is
j:  about cne and a half miles from Spahn Ranch.

o -

2%

Maxson was by himself. Manson said he was a
lookout for the Family at that point, watching for Black
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Be~2 Panthers whom he expected to attage the ,Famif.iy at the Raﬁch.

1
. This i1s what? Two weeks before the murders.
. 5! -~ Manson gaveé his name as Charles Sommers.
4 .Manson told Olmstead that he wanted to lead

Olmstead and his fellow officers to the ranch, because the
~ people at the rauch were all armed, gnd if they wemt up
, | there without him there might be some shooting, some fire-
works.

|  Manson then drove to the ranch in his dune
w | busgy followed by the deputy shériffs, and ax soon as Manson
] arrived at the ranch, hé jumped out of the dune buggy and
ran into a building.

Most likely to aleyt the Family. We don't know. -

o
.12

13
. R Manson eventually came out of the building and

eventually had a converaation with ‘Olmstead,
THE COURT: Mr.. Buguosi it is almost 12:00 o'clock,

- 15 g
16
o and I'd like to see eounsel for a moment at tha bench

£ £fls. . - ' h

. g

1 |

. 20 ) l

<21

24

2.. |
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af-1 v | (Whereupon, all counsel approach fthe berich
2 | and the following proceedings occur at the bench cubtside

3 | of vhe hearing of the jury:)
4 THE COQURT: Gentlemen, 1'd like to¢ have you -- I am
5 | speaking now to defense counsel -~ talk to your clients
6 | during the noon ?e.c;sé 'an‘d find out if they are willing to
7 | affirm their willingness to come back into the court this
8 1 afternoonﬁ and conduct themselves i;z a ‘prbperi manner,
9 I made the statement on the record this
1o morning durdng the cénfﬁéiﬁﬁ, buﬁ'I am not sure they heard

u o4t again, although they have been advised many times In the

2 past’.
. B ' I would ask ydu t0 do that during the noon hour,
@ 14 | and we will resume In chambers just for a moment at 1:45,

i5 _' and you can let me have your answer at that time,

6 : MR. KANAREK: Your Honor, I do have one point,

v I would like to make & motiocn for a mistrial

8 | because of the long delay between the time that we rested

© | until the time that we are here today in front of the jury,

2 ! and I make A motion for a mistrial, that that denies the

21 defendant Manson a falr trial,

2 THE COURT: The motion 15 denled.

3 MR. KANAREK: Also, .,your Honor, I would ask leave of

| 2 [ the Qourt, the deputies are immediately behind Mr, Manson,

. B they are standing behind him like & personal guard over him,

2 in view of the Jury.
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THE-ﬁOURT- In view of'hia couduct in this courtroom,
that is exactly where they are going to remain,

MR, KANAREK: My request ia thet they be removed.

THE COURT: They are not the only deputies in the
courtroom, | |

MH, KANAREK: They are immediately adlacent to his
physical person. '

THE COURT: He thirew an object at the bench this

morning, and on a prior pecaslon he attempted to ¢limb

. over the table and come to the bench,

MR, KANAREK: It is prejudicial to have those
deputies immediately behind him so that he 1s practically

in physical —~.he is in physical contact with them from
time to time, ’

THE QOURT: He is not in physical contaot.

HR. KANAREK: They touch him, Yes, they do, your
Honor, by their very closeness.

THE COURT: Only when he tries t¢ get up.

There has been no physical contact,
MR. KANAREK: By their closeness, they are brushing --

THE COURT: That is enough, I have heard your argu-

- ment, Mr. Kanarek, and I have considered it, and if you

are making a motlion, it is denied.

MR, KANAREK: I make a moéion for & milstrial because
of that prejudice,

THE COURT: The motion ix denied.
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| respective places at counsel table and the following
| proceedings occur In open court within the presence and
hearing of the Jury:)
THE GOURT: Ladies and gentlemen, we are going to

take our noon recess abt this time.

with anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the

case until it is finally submitted fo you.

{Whereupon, all counsel return to their

Please remember the admonition. Do not convense

The GCourt wlll recess untll 1:45.

(Recess,)

A
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LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, DECEMBER 21, 1970
- 1253 ore¢lock p.m.

e e W e

(The following proceedings were had in the

'chambEté-qf the court outside the hearing of the jury, all

counsel being present, the defendants not being present:)
THE COURT: The record will show all counsel are
present except Mr. Hughes. '
' For the record, I don't think I stated fhis this

‘moxning, but the Court has regeived no information whatso-

‘ever about Mr. Bughes oxr his preséent whereabouts, and I

take it that none of you gentiemen have any knowledge
either concerning Mr. Hughes.

MR. KANAREK: No, your Honor, I bélieve it is the
consideiéd opinion of Ehe Ventura Sheriff's Department that
be¢ has peﬁished-as a result of the wedther, including 12
inchés of rain in a very short period of time,

' THE CQURT: Of course we have no factual basis for‘
that other than the fact, I takﬁ it, at least I know of
nonie, other than. the cht that he apparently was driven to
that area by two~people io a Vblkswagen and’was last’ geen
in that vicinity. ; Y ’ '

MR. KANAREK: 1 might point . olit in ‘the Shes, case juat
by way of reference, they have no body and they claim.tha
person has passed away. e E

THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, let's not get into something

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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else.
MR. KANAREK:
fHE COURTz 1T don't care what. you mesan, Hﬁ. Kanarek,
let's not get off in the realm of fantasy.

What T mean =-

Do you have homething, some factual basis?

If you are just going to get off in some -
-collate:al irrelevant argument, I don't want to hear it,
MR. KANAREK:
THE COURT:

the Shea case.

It is not’ collateral, your Honor.

‘I am not interested in what happened in

-Anything elge, gentlemen? Have you talked to
your clients?

.- -

L F PR L
* . 4
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10-1 Tl MR KEITH: Yes, , o
_ 2.1 MR. FITZGERALD: Yes.
..' T g | THE COURT: What is thelr desixe?
4 | MR, KEITH: My understanding is that all three of them

| prefer to stay upstairs -~ and co-counsel can correct me if

6 i‘ 1 am wrong -~ in the room where they presently are,

7 | , © . 1 can describe it. It has a preen carpet and
g | there is a couch.

e " THF, COURT: That is the anteroom to the jury room.
ol MR, KEITH: Yes.

1 , They both -- they all said they could hear in
4o | that room very well,

| 18 | THE COURT: Have each of them been advised that they
. o 1w | "may" feturn to the court when they sre willing to conduct
18 ' themselves in a pfope’r manper?
| MR, FITZGERALD: - Yes, they have.
A' THE COURT: 1 tske it that what you are sayiug 1is

6
1T ,
s | that they have indicated they don't wish to return?
| MR. FITZGERALD; In substance, they have so indicated.
MR, REITH: i‘hey'would just as soon stay there.

MR. FITZGERALD: Actuslly, my client was wiiiing to

ig

20 |

oa |

. retura to the courtxoom when you; your Honor, was willing
to allow her to put on a defense, which I took to mean

% - that she is not affirming that she will conduct hei—‘wse.l;f

. s | im the manner im which she is expected to conduct
2 1 hergelf. ‘ ) ‘ ] . ~ =

¥ P!
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THE COURT: We are not going to have any game-playing.
MR. FITZGERALD: We have beeuythrough all this before.
THE COURT: Yes.

There are no condltions attached to my offer

- to them to let them return other than the condition of

behaving themzelves, and'if-they.are golng to attach

some kind of conditions to an angwer ~- I dontt know what

the conditions are -= then I take it they do not Wisﬁ to
retu;n. |
But they have been advised that they may
return, is that correct?-
: HR@ FITZGERALD: Yes. i
I think a fair interpretation of their state~.
ments is that they don't wish to return.
‘, MR. KEITH: They would, &8 I understood it, prefer

to ¥emain im the room that I have just described to the

court. _

Apparently they have been required by the
deputy sheriffis to go to some ﬁthcr room which is very
uncomfortable, and they object to golng to that room
to hear, now, the argumenﬁs of counsel, and would like to
remain whiere they are.

That is the way I understood it.

MR, FITZGERALD: That is correct. Right.
THE, COURT: Where they are? You mean upstairs in

the jury room?
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18

MR, KEITH: Upééai:s. I an calling it the green
room because it has a grean'carpet. is

MR. BUGLIOSI: It is not apple 3reen fit?

MR. KEITH: Touche. , . o

THE COURT: T don't know whethér the record reflected
it‘or not, this morning, when the three female-defegdanta
were removed the second time, I noticed that omne or more
of them strﬁckAone or more of the female deputy sheriffs
and glsq one of th&-male dgputy sheriffs. I don't know

*vﬁathex‘it was Sergeant Maupin or ome of the other depufiea

in the confusion, but there was a physical altercation,

and these defendants di&, in fdact, strike these deputies
who were attempting to get them seated so that.wg could
coﬁi%nue fhg-trial, and T do want the record to reflect

-that. |
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' 10a-1 1 MR. KEITH: Would the record also reflect, since it
9 | was my client; that apparently she inflicted no physical
s | injuries of.any kind on any of the depuby sheriffs with

45 | whom she struggled?

5 | THE OQURT: I saw no physigal injuries, Mr. Kelth.
6 | Anything else, gentlemen?
'z | MR, FITZGERALD: Yes. I have something that I would

& | like to bring o the Court's attention,
.Agnf As T was leaving court this morning, I was
;U. approached by a young woman named Sandra @(Good.
_ 'H): | I know thls person to be an acquaintaqce of
1z | Patricia Krenwinkel, Leslle Van Houten, Susan Atking and
- 13 Charles Manson.
. R | She told me that she attempted to gain ent:c;ance
15 into the courtroom this morning and displayed proper
16 | identification but was refused access to the courtroom as
1 | the result, she was told by & deputy sheriff, of a court
(18 | order from your Honox t@at sheé and "the other girls"
19 Wwere not to be allowed not only within the courtroom but

2 | the immediate vicinlty oFf outside the courtroom.

é1:' | THE CQOURT: No, there 1s no such order.
g | - JAnythipg'else; gentlemen? © | | 4
<%'1 MR. BUGLIOSI: Yea, your chor. One point
u 2 | Could youy Honor admonish the Jury, to dis-
. % | regard all of the statéments made by the de;‘endants today

‘% | in open court?
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They made some statements like "Charles Manson

18 innocent," and things like that. ,
I think that the jury should be told anyway,
Just in case one of them back in the Jury room mentlons it

and they start talking about 1t, hopefully one will say:

Well, Judge Older told us to disregard it. Because they did

make several sfatements,

THE COURT: Very well,

MR. BUGLIOSI: Could I have Just a minute to go to
the restroom?
- THE coﬁRT: Does that have to be on the recordi

MR. KEITH: Before you go, would the Court be kind
enough to advise the .lady deputy sheriffs that the three
female defendantgqbé permitted to6 stay in the room with the
non-apple green £10077

Tﬁ& COURT: I‘am‘not going to do that.
' | I really dén't care whét'rbom-they put them in.
That is up to the ‘Sheriff's Degartmeqt, . They have the}
responsibillty for the securiéy of these people, and if
they want to put theﬁ.in one room-pﬁher than the other,

1% is entirely up to them, as long as they have a Spéaker

" and can hear the proceedings, which has been the case s0

far and I am sure will ¢ontinue to be in accordance with
the Court's order.

THE CLERK: Did you have anythirng to ‘adyise the
Court about_the other woman attorney, Mr. Keith?

L]
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MR. KEITH: Yes, thank you, Nr. Darrow.
A lady, who identlified herself as Mrs. Flelder,

came yp to me and seeémed in a atate of confusilon about what

| she should do or ought %o do.

When we were talking to the defendants upsatairs,

Miss Van Houten never even broached the subject that she

. would like t¢ have Mrs, Flelder asgociate in the defense of

her ¢ase with me and Mr. Hughes. So, as far as I am con-

| cerned, the subject is dropped until it is further again

reopened.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Just for the record, my information ls

- that Mrs, Fielder just passed the bar last year. She is

somewhat experienced, That she has been visiting Charles

Manson the last three weeks on almost a dally basis,
For whatever that is worth, I mentlon it,.

THE COURT: All right, gentlemen.

How much tlme do you rieed, Mr. Bugliosi?

MR, BUGLIOSY: You mean, until I finish?

Oh, I wlll be back in a half nminute,

THE COURT: Let's bring the defendants in, and as soon
as Mr, Bugllosl comes back, we can bring the jury back in
and we will proceéd.

MR, KEITH: Bring the defendants in? .

THE COURT; No, Ir., Manson only. The female

deféndants will remain out of the courtroom.

- .
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{The following proceedings were had in open

- ¢ourt in the presence and hearing of the jﬁry, defendant
' Mangon being present, #ll other defendants being absent:)

THE COURT: The Defendant Charles Manson ig present.

j The Defendants Susan Atkins, Patricia Krenwinkel and Leslie

' Van Houteén are not present. ALl of counsel are present and

the jury is presgent.
You may proceed, Mr. Bugliosi.
ANMR» BUGLIOSI: Yes, your Homox. .
Does the Court intend to admonish the jury?‘

THE COURT: Yes.

’With regpect to the varions statements and

" this morping, ladies and gentlemen, I admonish you to

. digregard those remarks and statemenba‘in'fhéir entirety.

You may proceed,’ Mr. Bugllosi
DEFENDANT MANSON: 1I- would.like ko admcnish you to

- remember that I would like to put on a defense and show you

the other side of the story.
THE COURT: You may proceed. .
MR. BUGLIOSI: Where we left off, I indicated that

 7 Manéon had gone into & building at Spahn Ranchi then when
2 '

he came back out of the building bhe had & conversation with

" Did you have any conversatiop with

Mr. Manson with respedt to the Black Panters?
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"y Yes, I did.

"o What did he say to you?

A He advised me that the Police Depart- -
ments and the motoreycle gangs should jbin forces
and wipe out the Negro community."

This was just a couple of weeks now before the

" Tate-La Biancz murders.

Incidentally, as you can tell, I am proceeding

| in a chronological fashion in texms of events. I am mot

{ proceeding in the order of the witunegses, as far as they

were ¢alled to the witness stand, some of these witnesses
I am symmerizing their testimony on right now. They were
somé of the last witnesses who testified,

But they testified to events which preceded

| thesé two nights of murders. That is why I am going over

them now.

" Did he say anything else to you? :

"a Yes. | ‘

"o What did he say? o ‘!

“A Well, we taiked about the Teason the
people at the ranch were armect and expeating an-
attack from the Black Panthers. , ‘

"And he adviséd me that a' Black P;nthﬂr '
had come up there to ride on a hoxse and app&reﬁtgly
made advances towards one of the female membe::s“ of

the Family, or one of the women of €he group, 28 he
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Yealled it, I believe, and he said that they, the
faﬁily, or the members of the Family, had beat him
up, and this is why the Paothexs were going to
attack him. | -

"R pid he say anything else about the

Black Panthers?

"4 He said that they had seen Black
Panthers in the area walking sround the ranch,
aﬁd had scen quité a few of them driving by and
apparently ca51ng the place.

g Did Mr. Manson say anything about his

 respect for the police?

"A Yes, he did.

sl What did he say?

A A He told me that he respected the police,
and that due to this respect, he said that he could,
1£ he wanted to, he could kill me any time hé wanted
to, he said, all he would have to do is ride up
next. to me at 2 stop sigm and stick a ghotgun out

of the window and blow my head off."

Now, you recall Linda Kasabian?s testimony on.
the night of the La Blanca murders, when they“were driving
on, Sunset Boulevard, you recall. she testlfied Manson wanted
to kill the dviver of the white sports cax by driving next
to him in the light, somewhat similar to what Manson told"
Olmstead on July 28th, 1969.

— CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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"2 Did he say anything to you about any
guns beiﬁg trained on you during your conversation
with him? | |

"A Yes, he did.

"Q What did he say?

"A I a-siced him where the rest of the
people that lived at the ranch were, bacause we
came across warm sleeping blanketa and what appeared
to be bedrolls and things laid gut where there was
nobody sleeping in them. _

"And he told me that the people had
scattered into the hills around us snd that at that
time, he said; there was guns tralned on us from the
hills around us, and that on his command that we

| could be wiped out.” |

This is all evidence, of course; of Manson's

'total, complete domination over the Family.

Olmgtead testified that Manson seemed to be
very serioys in his statements about the Black Panthers,
et cetera,

There was no indication that Manson was coming
up with Olmstead.

Deputy George Grap. That was Olmsteadis
partner, a former deputy sheriff, and he was with Oltﬂst&q,d.
on July 28th, 1969. | .

He also had a vomversation w;t’th'uénson at the

.
"
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Susanna - -
' iutei;section of Santd/Pass Koad and Tépanga Cauyon Road.

ranch that same night.

to Grap:

He also had a conversation with Manson at the

"I asked Mr. Hansoh why he had been
hiding in the bush area cloge to the intersection
iﬁ 5 dune buggy, and :hé related that he was on lookout
for the Black Panthers.

“Thai: 'seemed rather unugusl, 8o L ‘askecl,
him why he felt the Black Panthers might be coming
to the Spahn Ranch or to that area.

"Mr. Manson responded, using his own
words, he sald, 'We got into a hassle with au couple
of th&se black mother f-u-c&-»&s and we put one

' of them in the hospital, and,' he said, 'they said
they would get us for that.'" ‘ |
At the ranch Manson made‘-the following sta{:mnts'

‘ "Hr‘ Manson indicated to ie by a sweep
| of h:f.a hand the mountaing to the north; that they
had fortified thesé positions in expectation of the.
Black Panﬁhers‘arriving,:continhing as I was £illing
out the cards, and 50 for-ﬁh, Mr. Manson gaid:
_ Y1You know, you guys, you cops ought
to get smart and join up with us,! he said, (Those
guyd are cut to kill bot‘n you and us.!

"He said 'I know you hate / %28 much
;

"2 - CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES



11a £fls.

o |

5 |

. 10 T

12

A3

s |

|

ig

19 |
2 |
a |

o

.24

%5 |

X R

"rag we do, but if we join t:oget:her e pould R

solve this prob‘lem,

"And he said,'Well, they: are ouf: to stop us,

we s‘hould gtop them first,'"

N s
? A
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\lla~1 1 Agaln shogipg state of mind that Manson had

s | towards hlaqk.péqbié. ‘ |

3 X . Very congerﬁeq abcuﬁ 51ack ?égp}e Hipipg Whitey
' 4. out. Charkis wanted to get to tﬁém firat,

$ | Frank Guerreié. Mr, Guerrero tes?ified that on

6 | August 8, 1269, he was in the process q:.painting a room ab
7 | the Tate reégidence. ’ .
8 | He sald Sharon was going to use the room as &
9 | nursery .fo¥ the arrlval of Sharon's baby, and he pointed oub
i | the room an People’s 8, and it ls marked "nursery."
| onu will have Peoplets 8 bhack in the Jury roomn,
12 | It 1s kind of hard to lug back there, but there is a rooum
13 | in the Tate residence, and it's marked "Nursery," and this
. 14 | is the room that Sharon was having decorated for the arrival
15 | of her baby, |
16 | ' Guerrefo-testifiéd he left the prenlses around
17 1:20 p.n., August 8, 1969.
18 | He testified'thét when he left the premises
19 | the secreen to the ouﬁside window to the dining room was on
20 | the window, It was not on the ground as it is in this
21" photograph.
.z , This photograph was taken on the mornlng of
‘23‘- August 9, 1969, and as you can see thié sereen to the front
24 | window at the Tate residence 1s on the ground.
. 25 ‘? He also testified that when he left the Tate

26 | resldence at 1:30, this .sereen was slit horizontally as it

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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‘the front door of the residence, and the word "screen' is

6 |

LA

1s right now, . L
Mr. Guerrerc polnted out on the diagram,

People's 8, the window which is shown in People's 26,
| He poinbted 1t out also on People's 8, the diagram|

And on the dlagram, it is the second window to the pright of

inserted on the diagram below the window.

I am not going to keep lugging that back and
forth, so I am Just goling t0 have to refer to the ernfiries
on it, |

Note that this window here depleted in People's
26 is the same window, the same window that Linda Kasabian
testifled she observed Tex Watson cut the screen on
horizéntally, the same window. ‘

Winifred Chapman, she testifled that she worked
a8 a cook and a housekeeper for Sharon and her husband,
Roman Polanskl, at the Polanskl residence.

‘ She testified the Polanskis moved into the house,
she beliaved, in February of 1969. 3She said that Ablgaill
Folger and Frykowski moved into the Tate residence March of
'69 and she identiflied on People's 8 4n that diagram the
room in wﬁich Abligall and Voityck slept.

She also pointed out where Sharon and her hus-
band slept, and it 1s called "the mazter bedroom,"

It&is denomingted "master bedrcdom" on that diagram.
She sald that in March or April of '69 Sharon

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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left for Rbﬁe. We found out, of courseA the precise dave
was Marech 24th from Rudy Altohelli

But Winifred recallad thé month to be: Mafch or
April. BShe sald Sharon left for Ronte and M. Pplanski left

3 for Brazil. o f q

However, she continued at;the residence, working
for Abigail and Voltyck, She sald Sharon returned 4o the
residence July 18, 1969, but Roman was still away, in fact
Roman'was st1ll away August 8th and 9th, 1969,

Mrs, Chapman worked four to five days a week

‘ while the Polanskis were away fromthe resldence, and five

to s8ix days a week while they were In town,

Now and then she stayed overnight. As fate

would have 1t, as you recall, the evening of August 8§, 1969,v‘
| after the working day, Sharon invited Mrs. Chapman to stay
overnlight; Sharon thought 1t might be a little too hot for

Mrs, Chapman in her apartment in The eity, but flortunafely

| for Mrs. Chapman she declined. She went home.

There is no reason to believe that she would

have been slive today 1f she had stayed overnight,

Mrs. Chapman testifiled to the people she saw

on the premises on this fateful day, August 8, 1969,

{ dneluding thq\paihter, Frank Guerrero, and the gardener,

Tom Vargas, and Tom's brother, Dave Martinesz.

She also 'sald actress Joanné Pettit and another

- woman visited Sharon for lunch 6# August 18th and left at

- CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| arov.nd 3 30 p.m,

She, sgid Ablgail 1ef’t the premises at around
3 145 p. m., and Voityck left at ll 00 p.m,
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Mrs, Chapman left around 4:30 pom,, énd when
she left Sharon was alone inside the residence,

The erucial part of Mrs, Chapman's testimony,
of eourse, was her washing of the outside of the front
door of the Tate residerice that day before she left, August
the 8th, She washed the'eﬂtiréﬁfroﬁt door of the Tate
residence, 'j- o |
| And also on August 5th which was the

preceding Tuesday, she washed & portion ot tha Inside of

the back door to the master hedroom of the Tate residence.

This is her testidony in that regard,

"Mrs, Chapmen, I- show you PeopIe'a 9 for
identification. Do you know what 1s shown 1n
this photograph?

"A The door leading to the front house.

. That 1s the front door to the Tate resldence.

"Q On the date August the 8th, 1969,
did you have oceaslion €o wash that front door?

"A I did wash 1t,

"q About ﬁhat time of day did you
wash the front door?

YA, Before lunch., ,

"q Why did you wash the front door?

", Well, it was splattered. The dogs
had marked it up. So I just cleaned the whole

door,
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’“Q What dogs?
M4 Well, Mrs, Polanski's dog, and
' Gibby had one,

g - What was the dog's hame?

o Prudence,
:“Q © What about Abigail's dcg's nama?
My, Tom, .

g 'Ydu say you washed the outside of

- the front door bechuse the dogy prints were on the
Gubside of the front door?

C e 4 .Yea;f It was muddy.
—-“Q . Did you freguently wash the outside .
of the front door? \;xk '
"A Yes. ,. ;
Ty " How frequently? .L; '7‘;&”. : ;f
o A couple of times a week wto

Sa, it wasn't unusuai that ‘she washed it on.
this occasion¢ , L _ o

"Q Onfthia pérticuiéfaﬁriﬁéy; Anéus%
,8th,-1969, dlad yo& wgsh.tﬁe entire froht door or
Just poptiona of iﬁ?

oy No, the enfire door.

“Q ' What did you wash it with?

“A I waghed the windowa wilth vinegar
and'water, and the other part wilth soap and water."

Then I showed her Peoplé's 10 for identification,
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. the photograph, and she identified that as belng the door
- to the master bedxobm.%hat led to the swimming pool at the

‘Tate residence, S P

"Q IS this the bedroom that Sharon and
her husband ?dman 00&&%1@@ rhen they w?re_living
there?

" Yes, ' .o

Q Do you ever recall washinyg the
ingide of the back door to this room?

- VA Yes,

"G How often did you normally wash

| thia back door?

"A A couple of times a week,

g Why did you f£ind 1t necessary to
wash 1% that often?

"A Because of the doghprints and ‘the
handprints, because they used it qulte a bit,

"Q When you say 'they,!' who do you
‘mean?

1A, . The Polanskis,

ng This i3 the door that they exited

to go to the swimming pool?

VA, They exited and entered, too.

"q Did you wash inside of the back
door, the one shown in the photograph, People's
10 for ldentification, that Friday, August the
8th, 196972
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1 « VA Na. . , .
) o 2 Qa Did yoﬁ \:zé.sh ,it eeirliér in'the
. ' 5 ‘weelc?? ';
4 Y On Tuesday.
. “q  That would be the 5th? -
4 | A, Yes,
g - g About what time of the day did
3 | you wash 1t?
o "4, In the afternoon, "
,m - | " Did you wash the entire door?
1 ) "A, No.
- " What portion of the door- did you
5 | -wash? |
. ' M’ ‘i "A I washed that part on the inside,
_ s | and on the outside I washed the lower part."
12a "
1t
18
19 |
2 |
21 1
2 .
-
22 .
® -
% -
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128-1 | | She circled that portion on ‘the ingide of the -
g back dco:: of the mastex bedrcom that she washed off on
;3 | Tuesday, August the 51:11 and this 1s the same portian that .
4 | Patricia Krenwa.nk@l's prim‘:s weré: found on, l;.‘d:.es and ‘
5 | gentlemen, STy T ;i
61 - Now, since Mrs. Ghapiﬁari, prior to these murdera, |
. | washed the two areas where Tex Watgdon: and Patiicia Kren-
‘ g | winkelts prints were 'Eound,, we thereby know that Watson and-
‘.= 9_-: | Krenwinkel _,'1e-f't theiz print's at ‘#he. Tate residence during
” the‘ﬁbmmi‘,ssion of these ;nufdefs.‘ ‘
i 11 " ' 'Iﬁ other words, Wetson and Igrenwinkel ‘were
12 insi&e‘ the Tate residence at. the time that they left their
o 13, | prints op the respactive front dvor and inside of the back
.3 ) 4 ,;'&oor. - ‘ ' . }
15 ' Tom Vargas. He is the gardenexr on the Tate '
“ 16 ‘_ -pre‘misea.; | ‘
e o Vargas testified t:lia;: around 6:00 to 6:30 ;p.ni..
13 | on Aupugt the 8th, 1969, he receipted for two trunks shown
~ 39 | in this ,pﬁbtogra)éh right here that were inside the Tate
a0 | fe:'gideﬂce. \
o i , The trunks were gent to the regidence by Roman
‘22. ‘ Polansk:!., and Vargas testified that the reason that he
93 | receipted for them is that Sharon was asleep inside the
¢ | residence,
.., g5 ~ Vargas left shortly after receipting for the

26 1 two trunks, and to hils knowledge, only Sharon was on the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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':‘premises. He believes he saw Willlam Garretson walk the
i dogs shortly before he left.
" to the Tate residenue fm‘: Abiga ’l Folger.
Hearat: told him thaif he had 1eft: th’e bicycle ;f.n the garage.
- Of course, he did not enter the,;ggi@ence.‘ §e§ringgcam&

. to the door.

,éndﬁwas.chargedkwith.thése=murﬂers in the Grand Jyury

| Linda Kasabfan was the star witness for the prbsecution in
‘this case, Nq question about it.

Kasabian's teatimony, the prosecuticn offered a massive

Dennls Hearst testified that at approximately
7:00 p.my on August the 8th, 1969, hefdelivered & bicycle

He said Jay Sebring answered the door, and Mr,

Mr. Sebring was the only person Hr Hearst saw.

Linda Kasabian. Ae you know, of tourse, ‘Linds
Kasabian originally was a defendant with these defendants

indictment.
Now; you heard the term "Star witness for the

prosecution™ on talevision\and io movies. Uhquestionably,

Howe?er, 1ndependent and in addition to Linda

amount of evidence connecting eac¢h defendant with these
nurders, completely apart from Linda's testimony,

Bat Linﬂa~obviqunly‘was the single qost'_
ﬁpoxtant witness whom the prosecution called to the
witness stand. ,

" At the start of Linda's testimony 1 aaked her

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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12a~3 1 wﬁy she was golng to t.e-li eyerything she knew about. these

| seven murders, and she replied, "I strongly believe in
truth, and I feel that truth should be éppken." ‘
Linda was on that witnesgs stand, ladies and
‘g:ent'le:nen s+ Tor 18 days. ,
An extraoydinarily long perilod of time féi; any
¥ wiﬁness -tc;‘ testify in any case.
| T think you will all agree with me that -during
| ';that 18 days Linda Kasabn.an and the truth were companions.

- Linda testiﬂed that; she was born on June the
h . i f
. 2lst 1949, in/ M&ine. *Tha‘t would make her 21 years old

- 'now, 20 years old at’ i:he timé of these murders.

1 Her first marriage was .at the age of 16 and

t .14': q&ickly ended in divorce, =A ‘ RIS

S Then she married her sécond husband, Bo’b
' 15 i Kasab:l.an, in September of *67. That was slso an unsucceaaful‘

i m‘arriag‘e but it had not yet terminated.

el They had two children, & girl Taoya and a

1 | Doy Angel. | |
. Linda testified that for the past few years
2 she has lived in several hippie communes throughout the
- country, and during that time she took LSD approximately
i o ‘. 50 t:l.mes..' ‘
12b fis. -,
L 3
. "
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2B=1 1 She testifled that she and Bob separated in

. 2 | April of 1969 when they were living in Taos, New Mexico.
' g | She Immediately went back East %o her parents'

¢ | home in New Hampshire where she llved with her mother,
5 | : In late June, 1969, RBob called Linda on the
6 | phone and sought a4 reconellation with her,
7 . Dinda was amenable, so she immediately flew
5| out here to Los Angeles where Bob was at the time,
I She arrived in Los Angeles around June 27 ,.‘
' ,,10‘ 1 1969, with her daughter Tanya, and commenced to live with
i1 | Bob, Charles Melton, and Jim and Julle Otterstrum In back
12 ‘(of a truck made into a hore, on Topanga Canyon Boulevard 1ln
iz the Topanga Canyon area of Los Angeles near the ocean,
) . ) A1l five were planning to go to South America,
s drive to thé tip of - South Amerilcs, buy a boat and s3il
1% | around the world.
i’a“ Well, the reconciliation obviously acver worked
18 _' out, In Linda's words: "I didn't feel that he was ready to
19 | aépoépt me and the child as a responsibility.”
.20 - On July the Ath, 1969, a girl named Gypsy -
21 her ¥rue name 1s Katherine Shere -- 4 Member ¢f the Family,
2 | came to visit Charles Mel‘bon.,
| Linda had‘neVer met: Gypsy beforse, nor had Linda.
% | ever been out to the Spabn Ranch. ‘
. : 25 | . 'They got to talking to each other and Gypsy
% | t0ld her that there was & beawtiful man that they had all

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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been waiting.for.' @Gypsy told her that they were living
there like a family, and that she would be accepted.

Pursuant to Gypsy's 1nv;tation, and in view of
the faet that she had been, in her words, rejected by Bob,
Iinda left her husband on July the 4th, 1969, and went to
spahn Ranch and started to live with the Family;

The first day she was at Spahn Ranch, July Uth,
ghe did not meet Charles Manson, but she did meet Charles
Tex Watson and she had sexual intercourse with him that
night,

The next day, July the 5th, 1969, she and
Gypsy and Mary Brunner left the Spahn Ranch to go to
Charles Melton's truck for the purpose of having Linda
steél $5,000 of Melton's money; which Linda did,

_ When she returned to Spahn Ranch, she
belleves she gave the $5,000 to'Leslie Van Houtén, although
she did,noﬁ know for sure Leslie was the person whom she

gave the money to,.

In any event, she never saw the $5,000 agaln, |

| and she did mot receive any benefit from the $5,000.

Now, let's face it, ILinda stole $5,000, But

| 1let's also face the fact that the theft of the $5,000 took
| place aftier Linda had‘been exposed to the members of Charles

ot Manson's family..‘

it
DEFENDANT MANSON: At least a day and a half,

,

L}
v A
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12041 | ' MR, BUGLIOSI: Also, Iet't__‘s :fa’cé Mtl"lemfgc't:‘ that hey
state of mind -~ and I am not covering up 'far‘- the ‘fs;ct.; |
that she stole the $5,000 -- let's face the fact i:hat her
J . state of mind was not the state of mind typically of |
someone stealing money, because she didn't steal it fo‘:;:
herself. ‘ B Y
She gave the entire $5,000 to other members
of the ;E“qm:l.‘l} and did not profit in any fashion from it.
She testified that she took the $5,000 to
help Charlie Han‘son, to go to the desert,
0 I don't know why thiey needed $5,000 to get
- theré, but apparently Linda feli: they did, or the B’lmﬂ.y
s | felt they did.

. o ow | The first time Linda met Menson, Charlie was

0 -

with several girls, Gypsy, Brenda Hcﬂann, and Snake,

i , DEFENDANT MANSON: Thay were not allowed to testify

either,

MR. BUGLIOSI: Masnson asked Linda why she came to

1live lt.: the ranch. -
She told him that her husband had rejected

hex and that Gypsy told her he would welcome her as part

~ of the' Family. .

03 | Mangon then felt Linda's lega, and she testified

that she got the impression he thought they were okay.
The next day Manson made love to Linda in

5

w
8.
v
20 |

21

24
25

5 | 8 cave in back of the ranch, and he told her she had a
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father hangup.
Linda wag impressed by this because no one

| ever told her this before, and she said sli’a did have a
. hangup. She disliked ber st:epfaf:her very much.

Linda testified to l:l.fe at the ranch. Sha .

L)

said that the group that lived there was called the Family,' '
| and thai: she became a nenber of the Family. ; '

> When I asked her what she meant whén she sald
she was & member of the Family, she veplied, "well, we: ?
live together as one Family, as a Family who is 1iving
together, a mothey and # father and children, but we were
all jusi: one and Charlie was the head."
She wasn't talking sbout Charles Tex Watson,
ladies and gentlemen, because I asked her. 1 sald: Now,

when you say Charlie, do you mean Charles Watson or Charles

- 1, l'f&nlon?

Manibn. . _ _
She used to refer to Wataon as Tex, Apparently
everyone called him Tex. | ‘
She said there were about 20 members of the
Family, most of whom were young girls.
Linda, of course, testified to Manson's
t:(vzt:a_l and complete domimation over the Family. It was
he who selected the two camping sites Linda went to during
her brief stay at Spahn Ranch.
' While at theé second camping site, he instructed
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the girls to stand guard in shifts, and ordered a walkie-

markets to. get food, he said only those with driVer'u

| license should go into tows,
dirring the week and on weekends, and instructed Mary

Brumner, Bruce Davis and Bobby Beauﬁoleil .to go into town"
| and gét certatsu types of clothing for the girla. ’

19

When they would go on garbage runs at supetr-

*

He even told the girls how they z;hnuld dress

15 A
i
ER ¢
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12D-1 .1‘ | " He even ;:*egulafe& thelr sexual activity.
. 2 | You recall Linda Kasablan discussing the sexual
3 | orgy in the back house at Spahn Ranch in mid-June, 1969,
4 | No cne touched anyone else, no one made love
.5, to anyone else, unless Charile sald so.
6 1 | Charlie called all the shoﬁs. Charlie was
7| orchestrating that orgy, as 1t were.
8 | , : Lindg testified that Manson told the girls in
"9_.: the Famlly to make love to visdtors at the ranch in an
10 { effort to induce them to join the Family.
u What more effective way is there, ladles and
12 | gentlemen, to control & human being than to regulate,
13 | perhaps, the most private and intimate of all human conduct,
 . 14 | one's sexual relationships. u
s  Incidentally, I might add, parenthetically,
16 | that the reason that we offered the sexual activity of the
17 | Famlly into evldence was, obviouély, not to bring any filth
18 | into the case, but‘ as one further indication of Manson's
19 | btotal and complebe dominatlon over the Family.
2 Manson even ipnterfered with and attempted to
a1 dissolve the very mc;st' fundamental relationship of all,

22 | the relationship between mother and child.

2 | He t0ld Linda Kasabian that he did not want her
2¢ | to feed or give any attention to her daughter, Tanya.
. 25 | That was to be done by othér people.
% But even Charlie was unsuccessful in that

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| mever and cut away, even the most fundamental of all human

 pirls, but added that this was the usual thing he would do

- with his sick, far-out philosophy on life. That was the

 there was no such thing as wrong. NoO sense makes sense.

EY i

endeavor. . Linda tesbified - and I thought it #as rather
moving -- she sald that. when.there wesn 't anyone around,
usually Charlie, "y would give her my love and.feed her,”
Manson was obviously attempting o sever,
completely sever, the umbilical cord vetwesn these members
of the Famiiy_and their priSf eontact with soclety. Every-
thing that they knew in the past he was just trying to

relations, He didn't want Linda to givé attention to her own
¢hlld,

Linda testified that when she first joined the
Family, Manson spent more time with her than the other

when a new girl came to the ranch,
He did the same thing with Stephanie Schram,
She said most of the time he spent with her he
talked to her, The obvlous purpose of spending a lot of
time with new members of the Family was to 1mprggnate thenm

obvious reason, and once they became hard-core members,

he went on to some other young love, &8 he called the young

During the discussion he had with Linda, Linda
testifled that he told her that everything was all right,

Tou won't get caught 1f you don't have a thought in your

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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heads If you are willing to be killed, then you should be
willing to kill. . '

&
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15

+ He also toid her of his great fear of the
Black Panthers, and that the Family was being watched by
the Black J?anther‘a; and that the Black Panthers would
probably kidnmp and kill the children,naturally, and also
the Family themsgelves.

He said that the only reagon that the Black

people cameé to the Spahn Ranch to rent horsea was to
get a getup of the ranch.

. Thereforeé, Mangson instructed \éveryone to

" keep the children out of sight and not le.t them walk
- around in the front of the ranch o:x mekenda.

Apparently that ix iwheu black people camé to
the ranch to rent horses. ' '

Manson told the whole Family to stay out of
sight. | R
| She said that at night one or two mdle fmfem};éi:#
of the Family would.'be on guard with gune, guarding against

Manson told her about -H&iter Skelter and the

. revolution between the blacks and whites, edd all non-blacks, |

. including brown people, would be killed by the black men.
a

Linda testified that Relter Skeltex was a
daily word in the Famlly, an' every-day word used constantly.

. She sald she even saw the word Helter Skelter painted on

i & jug in the parachute room.
25 |

. She thought this was for donations for Heli:er

- CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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12¢-2 | | Skelter,
_ . " - Monsen spoke of the unity of the black man gs
: . : 3 | apposed te the white man.,
.. Linda testified he used to say that blackie was

5 | much moxe aware than whitey and super together, and whitey

¢ | was just totally untogether, just could not get together.

. - : They were off on these side trips. And blackie
& was really tqgethér. :

b ;' . ) "pid Mrx, Manson say anything about bringing

w ] the white man tagether:?“

1 “Yeg."

2 | Incidentally, for your listening pleasure, I

- | have petformed a surgicgl operatlon on any particular

attorpey's objections in this case so that I could go

i: | through =a lz.ttle more swiftly.
' 1 "What did he say about bringing the

. white man togethér to be more like blackie?

s . "He said he had 2 way to do it, and

o | his woy wre the only way to bring the white man
- togethar,

. "yid h2 day what that way was?

2 YA No."

a5 | . Well, the woxrld found out what Charlie Mansontis
| o | WY of bringing Whitey together was on the nights of

25"Augusc the 9th and 10th, 1969, with the savage, inhuman

o | and éxtremely bizarre Tate-La Blanca murders.

i ¢ ' . N ‘
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Manson didntt lecturc cnly to Linda. H:

| lectured nearly every might to &ho Family.

She called it suopewting.
Somaz peowle coll it dinmertime,

At suppertime bo would till sbout his philose-

1 phies, including Melter Skelter,

She said that he would do this abmost every

| night, and that he would do nesrly 21l the talking at
suppertime. Evexything was dixected at him,

She said the group also sang as a group at
supper, but again Manson was the léad singex and guitarist.

Manson had a captive audience, like I have.
You may not like what I say, but you have to listen, You
cau't say boo.

Linda testified that she and all the girls

| worshipped Mangon, that she Loved him and thought he was
- Jesus Christ.

She said Manson had a power over her anmd

"I just wanted to do anything und everything for him because

{ I loved hir ood be wade mp feel peod, #nd it wos jusk

L beautiful.”

wbar Toosked Linde tide csrslien Oid you ever

b

bosee or cogorve oy monkyes ol Chw ety relune to do

anythine that Monson told biw eor nedr to de? o2 replicd:

No, nobody did. Uo aluays wanted to de znytiing und every-

. CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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. We kunow that what he is dojng ig right.“‘

_the Family, "Never ask.why." L,

14‘ b

16 .

The girls used to telIJLiﬁda, the girls in
the Family used to tell Linda, “we never question Chariie.

In fact, thson told Linda, wheu Linda jained
It 1s rather obvious, ladies and gentiemen. 1t
igs rather obvious that when the sun set at Spahn Ranch on
the night of August the 8th, 1969, the atmosphere at the
rauch, the climate at the ranch, was such that neither Linda

any instructions given to<theg by Chgrles Manson.
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@at suppe# thing. 1 belleve we‘atg’in the saloon.

I several hours, just a few hours before the Tate murders.
B '

- ranch thak night?

20 -

| ranen?

B
T - , i
«
v , . H

v

Linda testified’ that on the afternoén of
August the 8th, 1969, the afternoon of- the Tate murdera,

. he, referring ta Manson, was telling us, I remember I was
sltting on the couch in frOnt ‘of the, they call 1% the gun
room where Danny used to sleep -~ Danny De Cearlo -~ he was
telling.us about his trip up to Big Sur and that the people |
were not re&lly'together, they were just off on their
Cittle trips and not gettins together.

So he came out and sald, he said, "Now is the
time for Helter Skelter,"

Now, mind you, ladles and gentlemen, this 1s

Manson is saying, "Now is the time for Helter Skelter .
Let's look at the transerlipt of what happened
that particular night. This is extremely important

testimony in evideﬁee,

"The night of the afternoon that MY, Manson said
'Now is the time for Helter Skelter,! were you st1ll at the

Yes, _
"Was this the evening of August the 8th, 1969%
"I believe so,

"What took ple¢e that evening, Linda, at the

"It was the same, you know, We went through a

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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"It was in the saloon?

¥

“Yes.

-

J“?ou saw we. You are referring to the

| "Family? | S

“The Family, yes.

"You krow about what time you commenced

eating?

i

"It was usual;j sfter sundown, So, whatever

"Z‘time that 43, I don't know.

"How long did it take you to eat your dinﬁér?

“Oh,‘dinnerbime was really funtime, So, maybe
an hour, And then maybe we_wcuid.talk or sing songs, or
maybe he would play his gultar, whatever,

"How many members of the Famlly were present?.

I believe all that were 1living there except
for Bobby Beausolell, ‘

And did anything unusual happen after dinner
that night?

‘ AﬁYea, I remsmbaf I was in the kitchen,

c¢leaning up, and maybe just sitting around.

"How long afyer dinner was tﬁis?

"Maybe an hour or sao.

"You may continue..

"And there were people sitting out front,

you know, on chalrs or on the rocks, which was a usual

" thing after we eat, talking, whatever,

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES |
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I | - "I remember I was standing out front ét this
. "2 | one point and Chariie came up to me and pulled me off the

| s | ‘porch, and I ﬁas staﬁding at the very end of the pOths_

: "4‘f~ closest to George Spahn's house, and he told me that -

s |  "He'told §ou what?
6 A "H@ told me o get & change of clothing,
1 knife and my driver's licenae, -; Lo
s |  "Did Mr. Manson tell you, to change the clothing
9 1 you already had on or to bring -an addmtional change of

0 | elothing? R o

o ‘ "To_bring_an‘addiéional. |
12 | "To bring an additional change of clothing?
} 15 "Yes, | | .
. 4. 3 uAfter Mr, Mari,son told you to get a knife and _
| 15 'a.change of clothing and your driverts license, what did you |
6 | do% ‘
w | ‘ "Well, I went to George Spahn's house to look

18 for my dplverts llcense, because when I first came in I

| 19 handeq ev‘ezfifthing over to them, and ‘t:hey took charge of my
2 driver's license and my identifilcation.”

‘126 o

26
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"When you Hay rthef' abo&t‘ﬁhom axe’§ou
referring? o ‘

" don*t'knah;‘juﬁﬁ“fhé girls, I remember going
into the trailer, and the girls just took my bag and
you know, it was theirs.

what was mime was theirs and what was theirs
was mine,

"Okay, you may continue.

. "Then T went into the house to look for
my driver's Iicense which I could not find, and I
told Squeaky -~ |

M"Y believe you indicated that you went looking
for your drivert's licensé.

| "Yes.

"And you went to George Spahn's house?

"Yes.

"pid you £ind your driver's‘license there?

"g No.

"Did you eventually get it?

"A Yes. |

"Who gave it to you?

"Brenda,

'"Brenda MeCann?

"Yes.

"After you got your driverts licenseé, what
did you do?

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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“ﬁelI, ‘Charlie.* was standing théfe‘ t;zheu- ‘she
gave me the driver's "iice‘nse‘. :

"ﬂ&, this was béfore.'

"] couldntt f£ind the knife. 1 remember seeing
6ne in the salovm, but it wasn't there.

"Then -~ I believe his name was Larr& -~

She saw him.

"All right.

“Then Bréﬁda came along, and Charlie was with
her, or they were standing together in a grou#., and
she gave me the driver's license.

"And Charlie told me to go with Tex and do
what Tex told me to do."

I know that some of you have unbelievable

memories. I don't,
' Linda testified several months sgo. And this

is difficult to remember, at least for most of us.

"What is the next thing that happened? You

had the knife and change of clothing and the driver's

‘tlcense. What happened next?
"Well, Charlie told me to go with Tex and to

" “do what Tex told me to do."

Charlie told Linda to go with Tex and do whatever

Tex told her to do.
Then she got in the car, and Sadie and Katie

were already in the back seat, and Tex was standing on the

A
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1 | driver’'s side with the door partly open.

. 2 1 "You entered the car?
. 3 | "a Yes.
4 I ' "Yhere was the car parked?
5 | "Right at the end of the boardwalk, close to
6 | George Spashn's house."

This is People's 29 for identification. This is

8 . at the Spahn Ranch, Santa Susanna Road is here. This is

9 GeorgerSpahn's houge, and this is the car, oﬁ the location

10 "of where the car was when she got in the car and Tex was

i1 | there and so was Sadie and KaEie. .

12 ! This is the bunkhouse right here. The saloon

) 13 | would be one of these rooms right here.

@ RS The markings in red is either by Linda, or

15.‘ she told me where ﬁo'mark it aud I wmarked them with the

L3 £18, ‘i | Court's pexmiggion, |
7.
16
19 |
2 |
2]
22
. ‘23‘

2%

2
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13-1 4 | I showed Linda People's 38 and she identified

‘ s | this car, this photograph as being a photograph of John
® . Swartz's 1959 Ford. LA
.- , Linda testified that this vas the car that the

s | group drove on the might of the Tate murders, in fdct'_"she o
6 l sald this iw thel car they drove on the following ni.gﬁt, ’.the-
“night of the La Bianca murders. The car ‘btiSﬁgﬁ: t;o :It;hnny
L ':& | Swartz, one of the ranch hands at Spahn Ranchs °

S I "Q - Now, when you walked up to the car,
w | you say Katie and Sadie -- that is Patricia and
g | Susan -~ were insicte the car. Where was Tex? |

12 tj‘ p He was standing ovey by the driyer'*s
- gide. ‘

. - "Q Was he talking to anyone?
5 VA I think he wag talking to éhar.li,e.
' " : "2 ' What is the next thing that bappened?
o | "a Tex got in the par, and we started -~

1w | ' CoMy . Werve yquein tl;e. ¢ar at that time?

10 B "y Yes. | .

) Where were you seated In the cax?
A On the psassenger side in the front

.80

,21‘.

29 seat. |
23 ; "Q And Katie and Sadie, where were they?
2%;' j *a In the back seat.

o |- Mg Did Tex get behind the driver's seat?
% "A Uh-huh.

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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'@ . Now, you say Tex started to drive off
the fromt lot of Spahn Ranch?
"a Yes.

) What happened at that point?
A We got about to the middle of the drive-

" 4way, you knowy and Charlie called us and told us to
stop, and he came to the aar to ‘my side of the windaw, 1
stuck his head in and told gs to leade a: sign.

[T

r .

"He said, '"You girls koow what I mean,
aomething witchy,' and that was it." *. i i
"Q Mrs. Kasabian, after Mr. Manson told you
giﬂs to leadve a sgigh, something witchy, what: is the
next thing that bappened?
g We drove off,
- g Tex was driving?
- "4 Yes. _
i) At the time jrou drove oOff did Manson
see you off? '
"A  Yes, he did.
R Was he standing alope a2a you drove off?
np Yes, he was, ‘ |
<) There was no one standing beside him?
"A No, not that I know of." ‘
Much of the evidence, ofcourseé, I haven't
got iato yet. There is no question at all that Manson was
sanding Tex, gadie, Katie and Linda out onm his mission of
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133 1| murd'erv.. Linda testified that they were all wearing dark
2 | clothing, Sadie & black T-ghirt, Katié¢ a dark T-shirt,
s | Tex with a black turtleneck sort of a velour velvet shirt. |
s | She said all three were wearing dark Levis. ]
b Now, note that & datk blue T-shirt, a black
'.5. | T-shirt and a black velour velvet shirt along with {:h;:ee |
¢ | paixr of Levis and a white T-shirt were found over the si’&c;-
3 " of the hill, you reeall, on December 13, 19!'59”-51:";;5t King
4 | Baggott,; Channel 7. He found it across {:'he;broad; from
Iﬁ" 2901 Benedict Canyon Road. BN :' ' "
at  Linda testified that; sha, K.at:l.e and Sadie were . :
18 barefoot:ed but Tex was wearing shoes.
_ 13 . Now, with respec¢t to the fact i:hat Kat:le, Sadie.
. 14 and Linda were barefooted, you recall the testimony of ’
| 15 | Officer Granada that a bloody footprint, not shb‘ep:;.'iﬁt,; '
— 16 .‘ but a bloody footprint was fo.u_ﬁd on the flatstone front
17 | portion of the Tate residence.
1w | Now, although onet's feet have .ridges and‘i'_s];a,nd: ~_
319'. and bifurcations just like one's fingers, thére is no way |
' 20 [ 4n ‘the world to ascertaii whose footprint . that was for the
21 ',: gimple reason that the islands end the ridges and 'thé
2 | bifurcations on one's feet simply would not leave an
23 identifying imprint on a su;z:fﬁce such as 'flagstong.'
o | MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, I must object to that as
. ' 55 | assuming -~ that is conjecture. I hate to interrupt Mr.
2. | Bugliosi, but I dontt thiok that is & fair statement that he

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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13-4 can wake.
| That is certainly not the techmology in our
' ' | world today. I ask your Homor to strike that statement,
| He cannot makeé that statement; that is not part
of this record, that that could not be identified, that
_ footprint. | -

THE GOURT: The motion is denied. .

MR. BIJ;GLIQSI;' In any event, the relevant point is
that Linda recalled that Sadie and Katie were barefooted,
' aﬁd there was in fact a bloody footprint on the flagstone
- front porch of the Tate regldence.

10

1
Going back to the clothing, I.in&a testified all

four of them were dressed in dar‘; clothin& ‘She also

12 . '

13

® , | testified that each of them had as additional change of
5 | Ghothlng. W Ca
) 1& ‘ So apparently Manson did tell Li‘.ndaA to .gét; an |
| Extra set of clothing; all four of them had a fresh change. -
1 of clothing.

1§ - - . .
w | Linda testified that they drove off from Spahn
! Ranch she did not know where they were going, although

z: Tex did gsay he had been to the place before.
" Linda said ghe also did not know what Tex,
- Sadie and th:ie were going to do. They did not te11 hsr,
| e and she did not even alkgthen.
S ‘ When I asked her why she did not ask, she
“..' z rgplua, "1 was told rigi';.t from the very beginning, never
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18

19
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24
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- 26

- ask why. "

replied when she first came to Spahn Ranch.

‘18628
When I asked her when she was -;old thi;s-iu she

When I asked her who told her to never ask why, "
again she said Charlie told her.

* Then slie sald they all did.
Apparently the girls in the Family also told
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A I4nds testified that although she didn't know

..
Eo

% whap was éoing tc.happen that night, she sald she thought

I they were goins on a creapy-crawly migsion.

- She said a ¢reepy-craw1y mission is "whene you

| go where you creepy—crawl into peaple's houses and you take

Slthinga which ackbually. belonged to you in the beginning, S5

because it aetually belongs to everybody e

In ather words,\Linda thought she was going out
| %o stea,l ‘that . ‘night‘ sne a;parently did not know that the
mission was gaing.to bé murder. '

She aaid.all or fhe g}pls bad taid her ahbut

i ereepy~¢raw1y, and. Charlie also spoke about creepy—ﬁrawling,

et o e e

where the gir&s made Charlie’ a 1ong, black cqpe, and one of
the girls was pugfing it on him* and he. sort of said "Now,

Will think I am & bush o¢. a-trEe Pt ‘
Linda.teSbified that there were three knives 1n

~ This is the buck kﬁife which Offiger Granadol
found on orie of the Bofas 1nside of the Tate residence.
| Incidentally, ladieé and genblemen, ir Linda
were guing to lie, the very 1a&t thing in the world she “

,l- r

She testified, "I remember-one 3p6cifi¢ 1n3tancc i

f 2

when I g0 creepy—crauling penple won't see me because they o

; the car that night, 0n~ ef'uhem Was People's 39, this _k el
|- buek -knife, the knire thae sh‘e brought to the Spahn Ranch
"wibh her on July 4, 1969, _;w'

‘would Say is that hew own_knife, or a-knife she originally

o
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had was found inslde the Tate résldence,
The knife that was found inside the Tate

} residence, 1f she were about to 1le, she certalnly would

not say that was her knife. _
| In any event, thls is not the knife that

" Linda, took with her that night, but 1t was one of the three
. knives in the car; she saw 1t there,

She sald that she had gotten this other knife

from Larry. That particular Kknife had black tape around

the handle,

' And then there was & third knife, so there was
Pesple's 39, Linda's knife, .thé ¥nife with black tape
ground 4t, and then there was another knife,

Linda, as you.remember, estimated the approxi-
mate dimensions of the blades bn thes two other knives,
not the buck knife, not the buck knife, ‘but she estimated
the dimensions or the blades on theue other ﬁwo knives,‘
and, as you recall the estimatipns she gave were
remarkably close to the estimations of the mnrder weapon

given by Dr. Noguchi. ‘ , _
I will go inte the comparative dimgnsions

when I discuss Dr, Noguchi's testimony.

. Of course Linda added that she had no way of
knowing whether Tex had another knife on his person that
night, In fact, Sadie could -~ Katie or Sadle could have

[ had another knife on their person, but she only saw three

" CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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knives in the car,

:Tex tcld_iinda'to wrap the three knives and a gun in»a piece:7

. court as being the Tete residence,

,guessed they arrived roughly around midnight.

I showed Linda People's 40, the .22 callber
fevolver. Stie identified this revolver as being the
revolyer in the car that night, She said it was in the
glove compartment, ‘ |

_As they were proceeding towards thelr destination)

of clothing, and 1f they were stopped, to throw them out of
the window, &ﬁereupon Linda did‘wrap tﬁe three knilves and
the gun in a skirt of heps which was part of her éhange of
elothing.

‘Linda testifled that Tex drove all the way to
thelr ultinmate destinatlon. She said it was a house on top
of the hlll, whleh she ldentlfied from phot§graphs here in

She said Tex drove directly to the Tate resi-
dence., The significance of this 1s that apparently this
night &8 opposed to the fblloWiﬁg night when they were
roaming the Gity, this particular night the killers knew
exaetly where they~wer£ going to go from the moment they
left the Spahn Ranch. . i

‘f, She sald Tex drove directly to the Tate
residencé. ' 1»"'& k,

; .

She sald that it took Tex between a half hour

o
s
1

and gn hoéur to dr1Ve to the Tate residence and ahe
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hand parked the car next to a telephone pole,

| Here 1s a closer-up view, and this 18 another photograph of

: the telephone pole,

| Tate residence, the ffonﬁ gate,

;‘Téx Watson ﬁarke& Johnny chwartz‘s 1959 Ford.

- eventually she, Tex, Kétie ant Sadie olimbed over the
 Ifront gate by going to the right of the fence here, and

| she dprew a red arrow indicating the path that they took in

., golng over the fence.

18,629

Tinde sald that Tex turned the car around ab

the top of the hill, outside the gate of the Tate residence,

" This is one photograph of the telephune pole,

You will notice thls is the front gate of the
This is the telephone pélé in front of which

And you will recall that Linda testified that

e

-

"o
DN
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| was seated in the passenger seat of Swattzl car.

|" course, but the telephone pole was on the passenger side of

 of the hillland parked the car,

| - to the Tate tesidence; this is the telephone pole.

|

When they were at the telephone pole Linda
The telephone pole, of course -- well, not of

the car as Tex drove up the hill andthepn' turned around.

She said Tex got out of the car, climbed the
telephone pole, and although she doesn't remember hearing
Tex cut the telephone pole wire, she did see a few wires
fall onto the ground.

Tex got: back in the car, drove to the bottom

Linda pointed out on People's 25 where Tex
parked the car.

Now, again, this would be the gate right here
of the Tate residence. Tﬁis>is the driveway leading up

After Tex cut the wires he drove down tha hill,

turned araund parked approximately right there.
| All four got ocut of the car at that particular

point and gtarted to walk up the hill Tex'was carrying
a ‘rope. s - ,

This is, of course, a portion of the rope. ~

I showed her People's 41 for Identiffcation,
She could not posgitively ildentify it, but'aﬁ§-said‘it.did
lock like the rope that Tex was carrying., R N

Of coursé they came up to the front gaté, and
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I have already shown you on the phatograph the way they

went over the front gate, to the right, climbed up and over
to the right. '
| Letts QiCk up her testimony at this point.
"We climbed ovér a fence and then & light
| atar&ed coming towards ug and Tex told us to get
back and sit down."
At thig point Linda began to cry on the witness

stand and I asked her if we could go om, and she said

yes, she's okay.

"A car pulled up," she said, in fromt of us
and Tex leaped forward with agin in his hand and stuck
his hand with the gun at this man's head.

“"And the man said, 'Please don't hurf e,

I won!'t say anything.' And Tex shot him four

times. . ‘
"o Did you actually see Tex point the gun
inside the window of the car and shoot the man?
A Yes, I saw it clearly.
"R About how far away were you from Téx'

4t the time that he shot the driver of the car?
A Just a few feet:
"Q Were you on the driver‘s. side of the
car or were you onthe passenger's side of the car?
s The driver's side.

L}

"Q Did you notice anyone plsb in’the car
2 «’., |r ‘ 1. '

%
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what was the next %hiﬁg that happened?

the front seat of this car.

1ls in fact slumped over toward the right.

Vother than the driver?
%A . No.
"Q Did you sge the driver?

"4 Yes.

"y o After Tex shot the driver four times

"A The man just $lumped over.
"I saw that, and then Tex put his head
in the car and tu:.jnéd the .ignition off.
"Q Did the man slump to his left or to
his right, if you recall?
"A Towards the passenger gide to his right."
Here is a photograph of Steven Parent, dead behind

You will notice as Linda testified his head

) What is the next thing that happened?
"a Tex put his hand in the car and turned
the ignition off.

"He may have taken the keys outf.;l I
dontt know, and then he pushed the car back a few
feet and then we all bro cceded towards the house
and Tex told me to go in back of the house and s;e
if there were open windows and doors, which I did.

"Q Did you find any open doors or windows
{n the back of the house?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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~ that this particular window was the window that she saw

"A No, there was no open windows or
doors.
"Q Did you try toopen any doors or

windowa?

"A No. r

"ty What is the next thing that happened,
Linda? |

"a I csme around from the back, and Tex

was é;anding at a window; cutting the screen, and
he told me to go back and wait at the car, and he -
may have told me to listen for sounds, but I don‘t
réemenber him saying it.

"Q You say you saw him cut the screeén
to a window? , |
YA Yes."

At that time I showed her People's 4 for
:Ldentification, a photograph of the house, and she said

Tex cut the screen on, -
| 1 have aﬁendy shown you a close-up view of
the sg.re'gn; This is the, screen on the grxound as it was
on August 9th, the morning after the murders.
She asgid th:ts is the window that! Tex came up
and cut the screen on} sha thinks he cut :Ll: horizontally.
Of course back in t’h& juty room you will be

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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L3b-5 . that screen, and it is a horizontal cut.
, | '2 Officer Whisenhunt, I believe, was the officer
. | who testified -- he was one of the three officers who first

arrived at the scene on Saturday morning. He is the one

that testified to the screen being off the window and the

"13¢c ﬂsa horizontal cut.
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13cl 1 Linda testifiéd that aftér Tex told her to go
. ,2 down to the car, she tf:'_id:gb down to the car, Pérent'a‘ -car,-
8 | not- Schwartz's car at the bottom of the hill, but Parents'
¢ | car and she briefly glanced inside the car at the man,

5} | At thls point I asked Linda to look at People's
, 6 | 42, the photo of Steven Parent, dead behind the drivert's
7 seat of the car, |
8 | You recall 5hé turnéd away from the photograph.
9 | She said, "I don't 'ﬁEwe t¢ logk at the pleture, 1%'s in
1 | my head." . ' _ '
1 " Eventually she did look at the pieture and she
2.} said it deplcted the way the man looked on the night of the
18 | Tate murders. . -

. ' 14

15 { shown Linds Kasabian 'an‘y photograph of any of the five

This is the first time that anyone had ever

% | victlms dead at the scene of the murders,

n - MR, KANAREK: Your H‘onor,' that 18 not part of tlje
B evidence, Mr, Bugliosl gratultously -«

1 | MR, BUGLIOSI: This is her sj:ateme,nt. ‘She néever had
» | seen any phot;pgraph— of any viotim &t the scene.

2 MR, KANAREK: MNr. Bugllosi was making it as a fact,
2 | your Honor, not as evidence. | |

| I would ask your Honor to instruct the jury on
‘ 24 | that difference. That is slightly different than the state-~
'_ . 2 | ment that be has just enunci&ped‘ a few moments previously,

¥ T
e

. 2% | youyr Honor.

4
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THE COURT: Let's praceed,;

[ j“

MR, BUGLIOSI: "q " While you were aown by
the car 46 you know where Tex, Sadle and Katle
were?
' A, No, 1 6idn‘t see them,
" pid éither of tﬁose-thrée ¢ome
down to the car? .
A, Yes, Katie;came‘down at one po;nt,“
Katle, of course, is Patricia Krenwinkel,
g Did Katle say anything to you?
A, Yes, she asked for my knife, and
I gave it to hepr, and she told me Lo stay there
and listen lor sounds, and I did, and she Iéftm
"G When she left, aid she walk in the
: direotiﬁn-of the residence?
A"A Yes.
i Did you see elfher Patricla

Krenwinkel or Susan Atkins or Tex walk into the

- residence? .
np, No, I didntt.
"Q Were you all aléne by the car?
"4, Yes."

Linda tegtified that a few minutes after Katie
left she. started hearing these horrifying screams coming
from the diréction of the Tate residence.

She gald, "I heard a man scream oub
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'iNOs NO['

I never heard it before.”

from the record.

"Then I just heard screams.”
She said, "I just heard screams at that

I don't have any words to deseribe how a scream l1s.

She never heard that type of scream before.

Her description of the screams were stricken

ug Were these screams of men or women
or both?

"A. It sounded like both,

"d  Were the goreams loud screams or
soft screams or what?"

Shé sald, “Loud,*loud.“

ny ;fWeré-thesé human screams?
"A Yes, they were humen.
"Q - .. Did you hear what the people -

were gcreaming?
", Nb;'Juaé a£ one ?cint in the
beginning I heard a man say, 'No, ndg.'
"Q How long did the screaming continue?
"4 Oh, i1t seemed like forever, infinite.
I dont't know.
g Was the screaming constant or was
it in intervals?

"A It seemed constant, I don't know,
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’ towards the house?

the door and he had blood-all Qvenr his‘face and

G Now, Whaé did you do when you
heard these screams?

HA, I started to run towards the house,

g Why'@id you do that?

"A | Bécéusé I wanted them to stop.

¥’

" What happened after you ran

"4, There Wwas a man Just coming out of

he was standing,by a post and we looked into
gach other's eyes for a minute, I don't know
however long, and I said, 'Oh, God, I am so
sorry. Please make 1t stop.' And then he jusg
fell to the ground Into the bushes,

"And then. Sadle came runaing owof the
house, and I sald, 'Sadie, please make it stop,'

"And then I said, 'I hear people coming.'

" “And she said, 'It is too late.'

"And thgn she'told me that she left her
knife and she couldn't Pind it, and I belleve
she started to run back into the house.

~ "While thls was going on the man had gotten
up, and I saw Téx on top of him, hitting him
on the head and gtabbing him, and the man was
struggling, and then I saw Katie in the background
wilth the glrl, chasing after her with an
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7

1 |

| ey

"upralsed knife, and I just turned and ran to
the car down at the bobtom of the hill.

"§  Now, when you told Sadle that
peoﬁle were coming, was that ﬁhe truth?

"A, No,

"g Why did you.tell her that?

"a, Because I.just wanted them to
stop. ‘

" You said you saw Katle., That 1s
Patricia Krenwinkel?

"4, Yes.

"Q Was she chasing someone?

YA Yes.,

"q « Was it ‘2 man or & woman?

"A It was a woman in a white gown, "

Linda later testifled that she thought the woman
had long dark hair, possibly brown, "I'™ not positive,“

Arid you will note later from a photograph of
Abigall Folger that she does have long dark hair.

You re;all that Linda Kasablan was crying on the
wltriess atand when she related her observations of these
horrible murders.

The cross-examination by Mr, Fitzgerald, he
asked Linda if ahe,gnl& eried on the witness stand, and
you recé;lﬁshg éﬁé;ered him that she even cries any time
she #hinks:about it In her room,

-+ 'CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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You recall at that point -~ I cannot find the
particular photograph -- I will find it in a while.
MR, KANAREK: Your Homor, cut of courtesy to
Mr, Bugliosi, I think it is about time to recess anyway,
your Honox,
| THE COURT: I have not heard any request from
Mr. Bugliosi,
MR, KANAREK: It's about five after 3:00.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Whenever the Court wants to take it.
THE GOURT: Well, rniormally we take it at 3:15.
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MR. BUGLIOSI: You recall I showed Linda Kasablan an

aerial photograph of the Tate residence, and I will show

you the aerlal photograph later.

An aerial photograph does not show the entire
front lawn of the Tate residence, but Linda pointed out on
the aerial phofograph whereshe saw Tex mfab Frykowskl and
where she saw Krenwinkel chasing Abigail, and you will
note -~ I will show you fthe photograph and the posihioq of
Frykowskl and Folger's bodles, People's 8, that dlagram.

This is it, Ii's always good to have a‘helper.

This is 7. This im the aerial photograph, right
here, this is the Tate residence, this is the pool, this
is the front gate of the Tate residence, the driveway.

Now, as you ecan see iou cannot sSee the entire
front lawn here begausg the trees block off part of the
view,

‘ Nonetheless, Linda pointed out on this aerial
photograph where she saw Tex stab Frykowskl,t this point
right here. | ‘

She-also pointed out where Folger and Patricia

- - Krenwinkel would have been, absent these trees,

This closely corresponds, ladies and gentlemen,
very, very cioselyAcbrresponds:to where Frykowski's and
Folger's bodles are on Peqplg's 8 where the police found

the bodies on the morning of August the 9th.

The regson, the reason I had -
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Linda point put on this aerlal photograph where the bodies
were located is because People's 8 already contains,
already contains an indlcation on them where Frykowskl's
and Folger 8 bodies wen:found by the pollce,

So Linda on this aerial plotograph -~ and when
We-compare.this- with People's 8, you will see the location
of the bodies very, very closely correépdnds tH where the
police found the bodies in-the morning. ‘

After Linda oyserved‘TEx sthbbing_?rykowski,

>

she testified that she rah away, and this time she didn't

run down to Parent’s car, she ran down to Swartz's
car at the bottom of the hill.
She got down on the ground and tried to collect

'her thoughts. She sald her first thought was to_go to the

police and get help buk, "I had & vision.”
"Q What sort of a vislon?
U4, Charlie entered my head again.

Tanya was there and I was Just afraid for Tanya's

life, _
"Q Where did you think Tanya was?
", I knew she was back at the ranch.
mQ Where did you think Charlie was?
"A I knew he was back at the ranqh."

A few minutes after Lindé(got in the cay she
said Tex, Kakle and Sadle arrived back in the car,

She sald there was a three, four, five-minute
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| interlude between the time she arrived at the car and the
| time Tex, Katie and Sadie arrived.

' Swartz's car and drove off; and Tex, Kaﬁie and Sadie started

-{ to-change their-clothing¢

I clothiﬁg and while he was changing his clothing Linda sald

f she had steered the car.i.
'{ in the car at’ that point -~ well, the third knife, this buck
i knives left s£11), inside the car,

gentlemen, whether this is the knife that Susan Atklns .
i left inside the Tate residence. we cannob be pogitive of

‘'was no longer in the car.

| revolver again, and I asked her if the right hand grip, the
:.right hand grip was on the revolver earlier in the evening.

’

~ She testified.Tex drove off; She got in
Tex also started to thange the top of his

- She saiﬁ there were only two knives and & revolver‘
knife, ﬁas left Ingide the'Tafé'rgsidenée; There were two
Now, we- abritt know' For sure, ladies and -
thaﬁ, but it would seem like 1% was because Susar Atkins
did tell Iinda that she left Her knife inside the residence,
and this knife was found ¢on a sofa inside the Tate residence,
gnd Linda also recalls that the knife was in the car &s |
they drove to the Tate residence; then aftér the murders it
'With respect to the revolver, I showed her the

She said yes it was, and she belleves it was not

oh the pevolver when Tex came back to the car,

" CieloDrive.COMARCH IVES
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igrip of the gun after he returned it to the car, and she

it shattered the gun and it didn't work any more,

I asked Linda if Tgx sald anything abouf the

answered, "I am not positive but I think he sald something
to the effect that when he hit the man over the head that

"CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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13e-1 | g Did KRatie and Sadie say anything ag
B | 3 | you were drividng ¢ff from the residence?
. . N A Yes, they did.
o "Q What did they say?
| "s - They complained about their head, that
the people were pulling their hair, and that theix
heads hurt. | |
“And Sadie even came out and said that
when she was struggling with 4 blg man, that he hit
hér in the head, - 7.
YAnd also Kal:ie mmplainad of her hand,
that 1t hurt.
13 "Q ‘Did she say why her hand hurt?
9 ';4 - "4 Yes. ‘ S
| "Q  What did sheisay?] ,
A She said when she’ stabbe& that t:here

01
1 |

12

15 |

‘16
: 1,;2 | wetre bones in the way, and~'s,‘hé,couldn:'t ‘get’ q:he kniie
s | through all the way, and that it took too much energy
e or whatever, I don't knoﬁ hex exact words, but :i;t‘
hurt her hand.” -

" The poor .little sweetheart, her hands hurt,

could you imagine that?

1
» |

21

If ever there was g sweet little innocent girl,
e | - it's Patricla Krenwinkel.
. | ’ Linda also testified that Tex said he had

" - »35;. from

% | stalen 70 dollers/the residence, but neither Sadie nox
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, the Tate residence Tex started to look for a placé to hose

Katie said they had taken anything.
Linda testified that after they drove away from

the blood off their bodies.

"Q Did Tex sventually stop the car?

"A - Yes, bhe did.

"Q Do you know where be stopped the car?

"A I don't kaow the naxﬁes or anything, but
it was & street -- we had spotted a hose coming out
from a house, and we went up the hill and turned
around and parked and walked up to the house. |

*Q .How far was this particular howe whefe

tsha hose was irom the regidence where the killings
took place? ' » "," .

-

A NO"— Very faz‘, maybe five or ten

minutes, I am not sure.

"G Was this ho.w ont & dark streetl

I

" Yes. | N

"y Was this alév?i.:si:xeet or a hilly '
street? Ny ‘ |

“a it was soxt of a ii:i:,lly 'rstreet«. '

"Q, And the hose from the house was visible
from the car?

VA Yes. |
g Thé headlighte picked it up?
s Yes.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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13e-3 1 “ . " Did Tex stop the car right in front of
- the house? |
. 5 ] - 'a No, he didn't u
4 | ~ Linda testiﬁied that this was the home in
s | front of which Tex, Katie and Sadie hosed themselves off.
6 | This is the hose here, extending out from the
¢ | house. |

8| She sald this is the area, right here, where

"Jg_ Tex, Katie and Sadie hosed themselyes off, '

: 1 ‘  As you recall, later Rudolph Weber testified

'11 , that is his house, right here. |

2] He said he came out, he observed the three

15 ‘ people ~- four peoi:le. actually, three of them apparently
_. ’ _'14 I -h'a:d been hosing themselves off, and Tex, Katie¢ and Sadie
1 marked an X here where they were, very closé to where Linda
1-6‘ | said they were.
- _ - Linda testified that -thi's‘ia the place, zight
" 1 | here where Tex parked the caxr. ..
N | This i the house, “this is the ‘approximate

2 | place where they hoaed themselves off 3 thep apparently:

2

Tex drove down here , he parked his car approximately at
P the same location that this car 13 pariced here. '

| THE COURT: We will take our afternoon recess at this
o | Eime, ladies and gentlemen, do nok converse with anyone or
‘ 2 form or express any opinion ’re_garding the case until it

5 is finally subin:[tted to you. ‘

The cotrt will recess for 15 minutes.
13f fls. ' —(Recesss)
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- 13£-1 1 THE COURT: Mr. Manson 1s present, all counsel
“ 2 | are preseint, the j&ry ig present. _
3 j' : _ You may proceed, Mr, Bugliosi“

4| MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you.
5| Look at Linda's testimony with zespect to the

‘s | hosing incident and also throwing away the clothing shortly
7 .| thereaftex:

g [ "R Would fou relate what happened; Linda? |
‘9. ‘ "a An oldet womart came running out of the house,
10 : lthat is the house I have shown you {n the photograph.

in , "R This 1s the house where the hose was;f
12§ - "A Yes.
| 13 - "g All right, what happened next?

_. TN ‘ A And I don!t remember her ex&ct woxds,
s b - but she said, 'Who ig there?' ot 'Who is that, what
1'é ; are you doin_g? ' -
v "And Tex said, 'We are getting a drink of
18 ‘ water "

19 "Then she got sort of hysterical and she said,

"My husband is a policeman; he is a deputy,' or some~

20 1
| g | . thing like that. o
s | . “And than hex husban& came out and he sadd,
2 | : '1s that your car?t ~
. | "And Tex sald, lHo,ma are walking, N :
.“ | 2 | "Q What is the next t:hing that happened‘.’

B "a And we started fo'walk towards the car:

- . Lot b
L . sl e X
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: ‘appxoximat:ely 65 years of age.

"Q | >A11‘:E9ur of youl

s Yes. And the man was behind us.

"Q Did the man Follow you all the way down
to the car? |

"a  Yes, he did.

"q Do you recill what the man looked like?

' I just remember he was old and h‘é had
white hair, thaé is all I rememher,” ,

- Of course, Mr. Weber has white hair and he is

in fact 1 showed her a photograph at that point,
People's 45, which shows Mr. Weber in the photograph in
front of his home, and' she said;
"1 recognize the white hair and the
oldnesg of him," but she did not recognize his face.
_ And 1 asked hexr what happened at the bottom of
the hill. ' |
She said they all got into the car.:
I said, "What is the next thing that happened?"
_ She said; "The man was right behind us and he
came to the driver's seat and he started to put his hand
in the car to reach for the keys and Tex blocked him, grabﬁe.é‘
bis hand and just jamed, you know. ’
" You say Tex Jammed; what do you mean
by that? ‘ L
The #nswer. is ‘"Drove off fast.”

¢
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"When you reached ;the bottom of this particular

~ street, do you recall 1f you took a left or g right?

A I believe we took 4 right.
R Where did Tex drive to?
: I don't know, it was ‘sorc of -~ there

weren't too many housés and it was like a country

., road, sort of wéod, _bushes and trees, ybu koow,

very few houses.
"o Was it dark?
"A ' Yes, there were very few lights.
g Was this a straight xoad or a windiog
road? '
- "A ‘Winding and hilly, up and down.
g Very few homes?
"A Yes. |
"Q Are you indicating it was kind of out in
the country? '
"4 Yes.
g What is the next thing that happened?
"A I remember we céme to sori: of a level -

part of the road and through a dirt shoulder, and

~ he pulled off" -- referring to Tex ~- "and handed

me the clothing and told me to throw them out,

- which I did.

"q What clothing are you talking about?
"A'  The clothing that the three, Tex, Ratie
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"and Sadie changed. ;-

"Q pid you get‘ q‘ut: of t;hé car when youﬂ '
threw the clothing? R ' a
"§  Yes, I did, ‘ ) e
“Q  And how did you throw the clothing?
"A They were just .:Ln one big bundle and

‘I just threw them.

"Q Where did you throw the clothing?
"A  Over a hill.
"G And the hill was right next to the

highway?
"A  Yes.
"G Was it a steep hill?
"y It was dark. I couldn't really tell,

but it sort of looked like it might be steep.

"Q And you threw the clothing in a bundle

, ovér the side of the hill?

"A Yes. ‘

"Q . Then you got back in the car?

"A Yas, '

"Q You were the only one that got out of

the car at that peint?

. “A Uh'-huh.
" At thisvp‘oin?: where you thirew the

. ¢lothing over the gide of the hill, about how far

was that from the home where Tex, Katie and Sadie -
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"hosed themselves off?
ua I don't kngﬁ, 1 don't know the distance.
Rin] 1 How loug dxd it take you to get there |
from the place vhere Téx, Katie and Sadle hose& |
themselves off’ ‘ u | A
"A Maybe ten Qf,fifteen ﬁinﬁtes; i ﬁan't: .
know. " L e |
At this éoint in Liﬁﬁé&s'testimoéf I éhbéea

| her People's 50 through 56. = This was the seven articles of

clothing that King Bapgott found acrogs the street from
2901 Benedict Canyon Road on December 15th, 1969.

Linda identified Peaple}s 50.

I don't want to pfck the clothing up now and
get the sand all over me, but you will ‘have all the
exhibits back in the jury room. :

She identified People's 50 as the shirt Tex
wore, o
- Linda identified'PEQpig*s 52 as the black T-shirt
Katie wore, and People's 54 as the dark blue T-ghirt Sadie
wore with respect to‘the deniﬁ pants, 54, 55 and 56, ghe
identified all three of them, but she did mot know which
denims Tex, Katie and Sadie were wearing.

The only article of clothing Linda could not
identify, as you recall was the white T-shirt, T-shirt,
People'd 53. She said she doesn't récall seeing it at
that time.
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._of counse,‘why.Tex, Katie and Sddie and Linda were all

I think that is understandable, the mission

this night, ladies and gentlemen, was murder. The reason,

dressed in black, obviously was to avoid detection.
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So Tex, Katie or Sadle was wearing a whife’
T-shirt, Obviously it would be beneath thelr dark top.

Also Linda said she threw the clothing over in
& bundle, the white T-shirt was somewhere in the middle of
the bundle. She did not see 1t.

| After ILinda threw the clothing over the side of
the hill, Tex drove off and told Linda to wipe the finger-
prints off the two knives and throw them ocut of the window,

Linda testified she wlped the prints off with
a rag; and while the car was stlll in motlon, threw the
first knife oub, slanted it in the bushes at the road,

a few seconds thereafter the second knife was thrown oub,
bounced into the curb off the side of the road.

She testified she threw the knives oub of the
window shortly after throwing the clothing over the slde
of the hill.

. She sald she dld not remember whether or not
she threw the revolver, People's U4Q, out of the car.

' Now, 1f Linda didn't, surely one of these
defendants mugt have, probably Tex.

The revolver was found on September 1st, 1969
at 3627 Longview Valley Road, whi¢h 18 very close to where
the ¢lothing was rcund@AAObviously Pex or Manson did not
drive back tu'this,afea a day or two later and throw the
rev01Veﬁ~of‘tﬂe slde of the hill, it must have been thrown
on that, jaart;ieulaz- night by elther Katie, sadie or,

4
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probably,‘Téx, because Lihéa 3ust”does not simply recall the
revolver belng thrown out of the car.

Sergeané Albert. Lavalle of the Los Angeles

‘Police Departmeht -~ this 1s People's 98 right here ~-

testified that he prepared People's 98 which is a map of
the streets showing the respectlve locations of the Tate
residence, Rudolf Weber's residence on Portola Drive, where
the clothing was found, end where the révolver was found,

What Lavalle did was simply place this paper
here wﬂichvis tracing paper over People's 262 which 1is an
aerial photo of the same area and he slmply traced in the
stieets,

This 18 called the owerlay, Pedple's 98,

You recall that Sergesant McGanﬁ, one of the
investiéating officers in the Tate case, testifled
that he drove the distance between the Tate resldence and

Weber's residence on Portola Drive, 1.8 miles, also the

distance between Weber's house and where the clothing was

-found at 1.8 miles, and coincidentally the distance

betwesn where the ¢lothing was found and the revolver was .
also 1.8  miles. That is not saying the way the croﬁ flies
the way lir, Kanarek uses tha{ term, but at least driving
on those roads it apparently was 1.8 miles between these
partlculayr locatlions, |

| " Incidentally, Sergeant McGann also testiffed
that the police searched this area, but did not find the two

b
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knives,
The first search was in November of 1969

which was three months after the murders, At least with
respect to the one knife that Linda gald bounced off the
curb back into the street, it's rather obvious that someone
must have picked it up, prohably a youngster riding by

on hig bicyele; in faet, that couldvaiso have happened

to the second knife, or perhaps the pollce Just did not

see this knife during their search.

MeGann also testifled that this partlicular
area up there is hilly with winding roads, has very few
homes, a2 1ot of brush and trees and very dark at night,

So Linda's description of the area coineided
with the way this actual area is, according to the testimony
of Sergeant MecGann,

. A country road, very few homes, winding, hilly
road,

Linda testifled that after the clothing and

the knives @nd undoubtedly the revolver were thrown out of

' the car, Tex stopped at a gas station where Sadie and

Katlie and Tex went into a reéestroom and washed off,
Tex théﬁ.bought $2 worth of gas,
: Linda then became the driver and she drove
back to Spahn‘Ranch.
,' Wdas Charlie Maﬁsoh’ﬁleeping, ladies and
gentlemen? Was'he sleep;nghen;Tex, Sadie, Katle and

“
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15 |

? Linda arrived back at Spahn Ranch?

After successfully completing his misslon of

" murder was he slesping?

After all, Linda testified that they arriveg
back at the pranch about an hour to an hour and a half after

~ the murders, which would place thelr arrival back at the

ranch Bdmewhere around 1:30 or 2:00 a,m, in the morning,
when only the Goblins are out.

But no, Charlie Marison was up; he was up around
2:00 o'clock all by himself, and in fact almost in the same-
place in the parking area of Spahn Ranch where he had

seen them off a couple -- several hours earlier.
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when he senb his rdbcﬁs off on a miss&én 1ike that; he
wanted to know what hadppened, obviousiy,

I asked Lihda, "Was thefé'anyone in the
parking area at Spahn Ranch as you drove in the Spahn

Raneh area?

. “A.

“Q

ltA.

IIQ

Charlie?

“A.

IIQ

at-the premises?

I‘IA.

_hé first drove away.

Hg

car onto the parking area and parked the car?

T!A’.

on the outside of the car when we were at the
. gag statlion,

ﬂQ

1?&
nQ

happened?

Charlie was not going to go to sleep that night,

What happened after you pulled bthe

Who was.present at that time when
she sald that?

| The four of us and Charlie.

What is the next thing that

Yes.
Who was there?
Charlie,

Was there anydne there other than

Not that I know of.

Where was Charlie when you arrived

About the same spot he was l1n when

Sadle said she saw & spot of blood
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" Well, Charlie told us to go into
the kitchen, get a sponge, wipe the blood off,
and.-he alsa instructed Katle and I to go all
through the car and wipe off the blood spots.

"Q What is the next thing that happened
after Mr, Manson told you and‘Katié to check the
car out and remove the blodd?

"A . He told us to go into the bunk
room and walt, whieh we did.

"a Before you went into the bunk room

did you and Katle wipe off any blood inside of

the car?
A No, I didn't see any,
ng Did you and Katie énter the car

looking for blood'épats?.
"4, Yes.
"Q Did you and Patriefa Krenwinkel

‘then enter the bunk room?

A Yes.

"Q You, Katie and Sadie?

A, Yes,

"Q Was there anhyone else inside of

the bunk room when you arrived?

"s  Yes, there was,
‘MY - 'Whe was that?
M Clem,Y

i -
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16

That i1s Clem Tults,
"And Brenda."
That is Brenda Mccgnn.

"q Was there anyone else inside the
 bunk room? '
A, No.

"q Did Mr, Manson eventually enter

d

“$bhe bunk room?
", Yeg, he 4id.
"Q | -Wﬁen'Mr. Manson entered the bunk

room was he with anyone?

"

4

"s  Yes, he was, B

9 With whom was he?
", 'With'Tex;
"Q Did he and Tex arrive together in

the bunk room?

"R, Yes,"

Once inside the bunk room Tex told Manson and
the group that when he atrrived af the resldence where the
murders to0k plaée he fold the people at the residence:

"1 am the devil herg, to do the devil's

work,"
4 Tex also told Manson that:

"Thepe was & Lot of panic and it was real

messy and bodies were laying all over the place

but they were all dead.™
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In other wérds,'Tex was reporting; Tex‘was
<giving'hi; report to Charlle, mission accomplished, sir.

But even the mission being gocomplished was not
enough for Charlie Manson, That wasn't enough,

| That wasn't enaugh that his robots had just

viciously cut down and alaughtered five human beings at
the Tate residence, theilr blood probably still trickling
out of fheir dead bodies when Tex reported to Manson, that'
wasn't énough for Charlie.

Charlie wanted assurances from all of them that
they had no remorse,

He was not Just satisfied with the murders;

L

he wanted to mske sure that all of them had absolutely no

YEnQrae fbr what they had done.

. Of course, why should they have remorse? All
vhey had done was kill five human beings.

But human beings are plgs, and pigs don't
deserve to live., Blrds, yes; rattle snakes, yes; but net
human beings. '

‘ Of course, they ail told Charlle that they had -
no remorse, ‘Bub even then Manson was not satisfied because
his savages had caused fear and panic in the viobtims,
and it was too0 messy. |

'~ Charlie did not quarrel with the fact that
five people had been brutally slain, but he wanted them to
be slain in such a way where they didn't panic, I mean

J
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1 | he 1s a considerate guy.
. 2 ) After Tex had reported to Manson, and Manson
3 | got assurances Irom everyone that they had no remorse,

5 ?Linda testifled:

5} "Charlie told us not to talk this over with
6 f anybody at the ranch, and to go and get some

7 "~ sleep."

g | After all, Manson had plans for the

9 | coming évening, and even robots, of coﬁrse, need a little
10 | rest. ,
1 ) . - Linda testifled that she slept most of the next
12 | day, and when she got up Sadie came and told her to watch
N 1 |- television, which she did inside 2 trailer at the ranch,
. 1 | in the morning, apparently.
15 | ; Linda sald they watched the news accounts of
16 the %nurder, and this was the firéb time she learned the
11 | names of the victims,
B Linda testified that nelther en route to the °
19 | Tate residence or after the murders did Tex or Sadie or
_ 20 | Katie say they knew who the yictims were,
131 21 1 o

M
23‘.
A o
- F
. 25 '
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|  the remaining witnesses whose testimony solely or

' Lancaster, Ohio, who flew out heve for the trial.

|

¥ 1" thpee dogs.

 dinner, arrived back about 10:00 Pl

was'hitchhiking.and‘Parent gave him a ride home,

visit on August Sth ab 11:45 p.n. was to try to sell

Before I discuss Linda's testimony with

LY

respect t¢ the La Bianca murders, I am going to discuss

essentially pertains to the Tate murders; then I will
pick Linda'up.again on the second night.

William Garretson presently resides in

Mid-March, '69, until August 9, 1969, he lived
alone in the guest house to the rear of the Tate residence.
He was employed by'Rﬁdy Altobelll, the owrier of the '

premises.

His sole job was to take care of Rudy Altobelli's

Around 8:00 p.m. August Sth he left the guest
house, hitchhiked down to Sunset Boulevard to get & TV

He entered the'premiSeB through the frdnt‘gate.
Everything appeared %0 be in o;der at that time,
| Around 11:45 p.m. on August 8th Steven Parent
comes to visit Mr.,Ga?retson. Mr, Parépt was all alone.
Garretson testified that he had met Parent on

one occasion about two weeks earller. At that time Garretson
Garretson testifled that the nature of Parent's

Garretson a clock-radio which Parent brought with him.
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" Parent's car, Garretson identified the radic here on the

 brought into the guest house at 1L:45 p.m.

Garretson did not buy the radlo,
People's 1T, a photograph of the interior of

front papgenger seat, looking like the radio that Parent

While Parent was with Garretson Parent made a
phone -¢all to a friend. Parent left Garretsen's place
aroﬁnd~12:15 a.m, on the morning of August 9th, 1969,

15 minutes past widnight. . !

| Now, since Pavent left Garretson at 12:15 ..,
we could not possiblxiha&e any better evidence that the
murders must have téken place between, let's say, 12:15 a.m.
and 12:45 or 12:50 a.t, ¢ . o

Obviougly we know Pargnt was shot down In the
front seat of hls caé inf%ﬁe.&riééway of the Tate residence,
most likely as he was leaving the premises, so the murders
had to have taken place between 1é:15 a.ﬁ.:aﬁd 12:45 or
12:50, we couldn't possibly have any better evldence of
that,

I don't think the murders took place beyond
12:50 or 12:55 a.m. because Rudolf Weber testified that
the hosing incldent in front of his home took place at
1:00 a.m, He knew that because he checked the clock at
his house, and although Weber's house is Just short of two
miles from the Tate residence, it would have taken Tex,
Katie, Sadle and Linda at least a few minutes 40 drive from

the'Taﬁe residence %o Webef‘s‘resiaence on Poirtola Drive,
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So it abpé;rs'réther ¢lear that the five Tate
murders took - place somewhere between 12: 15 a.,n. and, let's
say, 12: 50 a.m, on August 9th, 1963, -

| Further evidence that Steven Parent was shot
around 12$15 a,m, is bhaﬁ brflcevidrahda of the Lés Angeles
Police Department testified When,he removed the clocksradio
from Parent's car the clock was 12:15 &, m.
I aid not ask Gerretson whether Parent played

the radio for him, I think 4t 13 a most reasOnable

inferencé he perhaps did, since he brought the radio there

to sell it to Garretson. When Parent played the radio he
probabiy plugged it in and also set the corre¢t time on the
élock‘ .

Then when Parent left Garretson he would have
had to unplug the radio.

The clock was thereby stopped at 12:15 a.m.,
st1ll apparently in & stopped position when Granado recovere
it.

Of course there is &always a possibility that
this was just a coincidence. The clock stopped at 12:15 on
some-pﬁevious occasion.

In any event we know that the murders must have
taken place between 12:15 and 12150 because of Linda
Kasablan's testimony, because of Garretson's testimony,

because of Weber's testimony, and because of the testimony

of Tim Ireland who heard séreams, I think, around 12:4%0 a.m,

I will get into his testimony shortly.

o]
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Getting back to Usrreison, he testified that

after Parent left he, Garretson, wrote » fev letters and

he listened %o the sterso, le sald he was Xwake all night,

falling asleep Around dawn,
He sald he did not hear any gunshots nor lougd

sorenms nor loud noises of any kind during the night.

At first blush ore would think that Garrestion
would have kesn able to hedr the gunshots or the sorakms,

but keep two things In mind:
Kppurintly the accuntios, or nhat#h;v¢~yqu, in

apparently cannot hear 1oud sounds soming from the vieinity
ol the rasldenss up in rmtﬁ

I nill gat into thin very shortly wahen I
discu:n tht ty:tiuony ol Qttic-r adﬂaync ﬁolfar,

" Also, as Garretson pointad out o People’s &,
the safa whare he wmt nibtius a3 appraxinattly six feet
from the steres.

With his egr-that olose, br aourse, to the
musie, i‘k would make 1t thm mu,ch nore ﬁ.tffigult 0 hear
10ud suunﬁs cmanating from the Tate residence up in rroat.

Grrretaon testified that even the thrasy dogs
did net bark, 4id not bark within & short perisd of time
after Parant lafi, ) '

The largest of the thres doga, Christopher,

& Welmaraner, I think you pronounce it, did bark about $wo

L
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or three hours after Parent left, but Garretson sald it '

. was not unusual for Christopher %o bark at night, and very

. obviously Christopher's barking two to thrge hours after

Pavent left had nothing to do with the Tabte murders which I
think we conolusively established must have occurred
between 12:15 and 12:50.

' Garretson testlfied that the police arrested

 him for these murders when they arrived on the premises in

- the morning, and he said he was in custody for two days,

and bhen he was released by the police.
Gerald Freidmen testified that at 11:45 p.m. on

- August &, 1969 he was at home and he recelved a teléphone

call from Steven Parent.
Parent said he was alone with & friéhd_and
indlcated that he was at some place other than ~— at some

place other than where he was on the premises, some big

Hollywood people lived.
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el ' He indicated that these people were not at the
o P s | same place that he was on the premises,
| 3 ~ As Friedmen spoke to Parent, he heard a stereo

;__ élaying.iﬁ the background, He spoke for about five ninutes,

5 i and then Parent told hin hé would comé to visit Friedman,

6 5ﬁt of coursé,-heﬂnever arrived at Friedman's place,

7 | . ‘Vhen Garretson testified that Steven Parent

g:‘ called a friend shortly before midnigﬁt, I don't think there

) '“uis anyyqﬁestgon that the éersan.he eaixea was thls person

1o { Frledmah. " o ‘ ‘

4 | DeWayne Wolfer testified that he is a '

: mv! criminalist with the Sclentific Inve&tigation Division of

1 | the L.A.B.D,

. | 1; | : "~ On the date-of August 18, 1969, he went to the

g.i Tate.residence to<cqndq§ttsomé tests, They were sound

16 | tests. -

ﬁ,f , TR ﬁe took a .22 caliber colt revolVer with a

s | 9-1/2 inch barrel. ' _ L
i9:§ -+ I showed him People!s RG, the murder weapon,

' 20:; énd ha"said that when the ,22~ca11bec Gelt.revulver was

oi | firediiﬁ‘ﬁuuld have the same loudness of gegnd as People's

23 40, even though they ave different makes.

23 | - People's 40 ig = H;gh‘SBandard and this was a
| Celt, People's 40 has a 9-inch barrel, and I think the
. . ~ 95 '} coat had a 9~1/2 inch barrel.

a6 Wolfer sald that he used Remington .22 caliber
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" used on the Tate vicétimes. He also brought & Genéral

| during the sound tests,

. fired from all three locations., But that was when the

‘ shots coming from either of the three locations.

long rifle ﬁullets; the saie type of bullets that were

Sound Level Meter and Instrument t¢ measure decibels or
units of sound.

Wolfer was accompanied by Officer Butler -

Wolfer sald that he went to the guest house or
the back house on the:premises and stood between the couch ’
and the sbereo, |

You recall that Garrvetson had indicated that
the couch was close to the stereo,

ﬁith the stereo off, the stereo not playing,
Butler fired five rounds from three locations: where
Parent's car was found in the driveway was oOne; from the
1iving room of the Tate residence, number two; and from
outside the front doér of the Tate residence, number three.

Wolfer could hear the sound of the shots belng

stereo was off.
However, when he turned the stereo on to numper
5 on the volume control and Butler fired the weapon from

these three locations, Wolfer could not hear the sound of

In fact, the stereo sound &t number 5 made a
decibel reading of 98, and the hilghest decibel reading of

the gunshot was 42, and.that was when the revolver wes

i
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| fired from outside the front door of the Tate residence,

. not know what the stereo was set at when he was listening

sald the stereo was set at humber h

~ highest sound emitted by the firing of the revolver, which

that
You recall / Garreton bvestified that he did

to the stereo in the early morning hours of August the 9th.
However, when Ofricer Whisenhunt arrived at the guest

house in the early morning hours cf August the 9th, he
Wolfer testitied that even at number 4, where
the volume control was set, even at number 4, the stereo

gsound had a decibel reading in the 60's, far above the

Was 32.
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ks ' L In fact, Wolfe?;tesﬁified t@a? even at No. 3,
_ the stereo sound was slightly in excess of the highest
. : sound emltted by the firing of the revolver,

Wolfer testified that, in his oplnion, if one
were in the back house and the stereo was set above 2 -
above .2 -~ the person would not be able to hear the
sound of the revolver being fired from these three

locatlons.
It would appear, at least from the scientific

evidence, that Garretson did not hear the sound of the
10

| revolver belrng fired atthe time of the Tate murders.
1 :

Mr, Ireland, Timothy Ireland, testifled that
12

on August the 8th, 1969, he was conducting & sleep-out for
13

. : ‘ approximateiy 35 children at the Westlake School For Girls
4 © 14

located at 700 North Farring Drive in Los Angeles,
15 '

. He said that the Tate residence was approxi-

mately a half to three-quarters df a mile to the north of
17

1 +he school,
- 18

; At approximately 12:40 a.m, on August the 9th,
1

he heard a man screaming: "Oh, God, no. Please don't,
2 |

Oh, God, no. Please don't, Don't. Dpon't." For
a | .

" - | approximately ten to fifteen seconds,
2

He sald the screams were comlng from the
direction of the Tate residence.
. &
. ‘ Mr. Ireland's testimony, of course, colneldes
L 2

.| with Linda's testimony in that Linda testifled that
- 25
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 Voityok Frykowski was screaming when Tex was stabbing him
to death on the front lawn of the Tate residence,

The time that Mr. Ireland heard the screams 1is

| consistent with the testimony of Linda Kasablan, Garretson
| and Rudolph Weber., There 18 no question but that the
| murders must have taken place between 12:00 and 1:00

~ | 6telock, : ’

..‘1relaﬁd“parked the location of the school on the
dtagram, People's 98.
| Rudolph Webier,. Rudolph Weber resided with his

f wife at 9870 Portola Drive in Beverly Hills. His home lis

' about & hundred yards }rom Benedict Canydn‘Drivé.

At approximately 1:00 a.m. on August the 9th, he
sald he was awakened byjfhe-soundzéf rﬁnning water,

Now,; he knows 1t was 1:00 a.m. because he
looked at the clock.

He and his wife went outside, and he observed

| that someone had turned on ‘the outside connection %o his

. water hqse.

Rudalph Weber testified that although it 1s
very dark on his street, the headlights on a c¢ar can easlly
see the hose which extends from his house out into the
street.

0f course, Linda testified vhat the headlights
on Schwartz'8 car did pick up the ﬁose;’

Weber next heard voices out on the street, He
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saw one man and

.| thelr late teéens,
He s8ald he dldn't see thelr faces and couldn't
| identify them.

around six feet

- of the girls were average helght which, in his mind, was
| five feet seven

"about five feet.

three giris, all of whom appeared to be in

He sald, however, that the man was

one or six feet two ineches tall, that two

or eight inches, The third girl was small,
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Tex is six feet one or six feet two inches tall.

| Sadie and Katie appear to me to be around five feet five

or five gix or seven inches, and Linda is obviously very
short. S8hé appears to be arcund five feet tall.
Mr. Weber said to the four pexrsons, "What the

5aid
~hell are you doing?" And the man/ “ﬁ&;’ We are just getting

& drink of water." It was Tex.

Around that timeé, My, Weberis wife shouted
out: My husband 13 a deputy shgrlffﬁ and I think we are
golng to make a report of this. =

Weber- said that his wife samd this merely to
scare the people off, and he is nat g.daputy'sheriff'or
police oEficer. ‘ .

Weber then saw a can parked dawn the street
and he asked the four if that was their cax, whareupon
the man answered nu, we are just walking

The four people then started walking to the

ear, an&’weber followed them with his flashlight.

He obsetrved them get into a car, and with his

‘flashlight he got the license platé number on the car.

He said it was very dark down where the car
was patrked and he only saw the rear of the car, but he

estimated it to be a four-door Chevrolet about tem ox 12

., years old. He sald it was a four-door, possibly tan in ’

color, .
Well, of course, Swattzt car was a 1959 Ford,
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which would be between ten and twelve years oid.
It is g Ford. It is also a four=door, and if you Look
at the photograph, it 1is light yellow or beige. Certginty
close to tan. ‘
1 don't think there is any question that it

" wag Swartz's cdar that Weber saw.

Ve know from Swartz's testimony, of course,
that license plate, No. GYY 435 belonged to his 1962 maroon

| 'Ford, and that it was frequently taken off the '62 Ford and

put on the 1959 Ford when it was driven into town,

Thereé just'can*t be any question in anyonet!s

{ mind that the caxr that Rudolph Weber saw was obviously

John Swartzts 1959 Ford, No qpestioh at all about that.
After the’ four got ‘nto the car, Rudolph Weber
reached through thé driver's window toward the keys, althgugh

drove off fast. L ' o ?,
Weber went home and wrote the license ——
dawn on a plece of paper thinking\that‘if‘thgy had;dqna;

anything wrong in the area such as burglarizing the area,

| anything like -that;, and he found out that there had beéen
21’ ‘

a burglary, he would have the license number.
However, he said he threw the paper away a -

couple'of mounths later when he discarded some: odds and
ends out of his writing desk.

He testified that he remembered the number

for two reasons; one, because he thought it was an

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1] upuéual.number, and No. 2, because of his former job at
. .| the Bré,ntw.o"od Country Club which involved a good memory,

3 ‘J particularly Vas to numbers.
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. were.

17

0f course, Rudolph Weber, as I indicate again,
pointed out where the four peeople were, and he placed an
X, and it is right close to where Linda said they actually

Weber also testified to this car being pafked
in the approzimate location where the car was parked on
August the 9th, 1969, the{samé place that Linda said the-

car was parked.

The testimony of Rudolph Weber, ladies and
gentlemen, all by itseif, without anything more, proves
thaé Linda Kasgbian was telling the truth on that witness
stand, '

Her testimony concerming this hose¢ incident is
very, very closely corresponding. It ié.almcst‘idantical
to the testimony of Rudolph Weber,

 And there 1s no waf‘in the world, no way under
the stars, that she could have knovnwhat happened in the
hoge incident untess she was one of the persons Weber
Baw in fr&nt of hisAhoﬁe‘ She Wéswthe small gixrl.
Weberts testimony ‘glome proves that Linda
Kasabian was with thg defegdanéélon the anight of the

b * . M 1

Tate murders. Coe . , P

Thrifty Drugstore should put aoﬁething éut.for

. a .fore throat. If you call a dgcgo:,_hg tells you to take |

some water.

Jimmy., Jimmy is a.studéqt~thht Iives with his
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| parents at 1003¢ Cielo Drive, two houses down.

He testified that at 8:30 on August the 9th be

was in front of his house waraing up his car when Winifred

| Chapman come out of the residence screaming hysterically that

there was blood and todies all overx.
The police woré called and they arrived 15 or
20 wminotes later.

John Swartz. Swartz testified that he was a

ranch hand at Spshn Ranch between 1963 and 1969.

The first part of Juns, 1969, he traded a 1954
Ford for = 1959 in Pueblo, Colorado. |

. He identified.this car as being his carx,
the 1959 Foxd. ‘ ‘

He said.he never got a pink slip om the '59 Ford
and that the 59 Ford never had its own license plates
on it; | | |

‘He said thet he brought the '59 Ford to the
Spahn Ranch in darly Juﬁe.of'1969. ”

He said he removed the back seat of the Ford
because the girls at the ranch, including Patricia
Krenwinkel and Susan Atking and Leslie Van Houten,

used to go on gatrbage runs and they had to carry big

.| boxes in the back seat, so ke removed the séat.

During Aughst of 1969, Swartz alsa purchased
a matoon 1962 Ford fbr 460 from.a ‘man pamed Townsend.
Townsend gave him a pink slip for the car.but did.not Slgn .

i
3
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g the 'pmk slip over to him.

. .He, of course, produced a pink slip on the

. - . | witness stgnd, whic¢h is matrked 99, it looks to me, and you

| ':w:tll not:ice. in the upper right-hand corngr there iz g

| 1icense plate GYY 435. ' ' q
That is the license plate that Rudolph Weber

‘  saw on the car at approximately 1:00 a.m. in front of his

14d £ls, | home.
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3

. "‘u- o :.. ! . Y
Swartz testified tﬁat'ﬁaésnﬁ and the other

membexs af the Family freguently used the 1959 Fond buh

P
A

they usually asked him for permlssiou.
" Howewer, on one occasion, they did not ask
him for permission.
ﬁwhen was that?
"Well, it was one night I had gone to bed and
the car started up and left.
. "Now, where did you slegp at the ranch, sir?
"I glept in the trailer house next to Mr.
Spahn's house.
- "pid you recognize the sound of your engine
wﬁen it started up?
 Yes,
"Any doubt about that?
‘"No doubt at all.
‘"About what time was this when you heard
the engine to the '39 Ford start up?
"I have got no idea. It was gometime during
the night. | |
"What time do you normally go to bed there
at Spahn Ranch?
"9:00, 10:00 o!clock.”

Linda said that both nights they drove off
of Spahn Ranch about an hour aftex suppertlme, which would

be 9:00 or 10:00 o‘cladk‘
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.. | Bos it is obvious it would be véry easy for him to be
‘5.: off a éouple of days. “'.f T
a5 |

"You say you heard the engine to your '59
Ford start up. Did you look out the window of
your trailer? )

"I got up and looked out the window and all
I ¢ould see was the taillights of the car leaving

~ the driveway. |

"Were you out at Spahi Ranch on August the
16th, 19697 |

"Yew, I was. ‘ .

"Were you arrested that day?

"Yes, I was. |

"For grand theft auto?

"Yes. ‘

‘"Were you réleased shortly theréaftef?

"YEQ. _

"Using August 16th; 1969, as a base of
referénce, when was this incident that you have
jusé referred to where you heatd your car being

"atérted up and being driven out of the driveﬁay?

"Approximately a week and a half to two weeks
before August 16th. The date I can't pinpoint right
now. " ‘ |

Swartz is looking back a whqlejyédr earlier.

-
i

"q Around that tiue, the time that you

s - t.

CieloDrive.com AR CHIVES



0

11

13

15

16

B )

19, ]

g0

g |
o |

Cw |

26

' 18,682

i

2 |

5 1

"observgd»your car beingfdfi%éﬁ bﬁtfof tﬁe‘paéking :
srea of Spahn Ranch, did you gzve anyane pexﬂission
to use your car?

"Well, this one night I just got through
telling you about, I don't remember giving anybody
permission to drive it, _

"How do you happén to rémembexr thaf partié&lar
night? | -

"Well, it is pot hard to remember. All these
times the peopie would come up to you and ask your
pgrmission; then one night you'ré lying in bed.and.
then the car gtarts and leaves, f

‘“wa, that is kind of‘bard to forget,

"Now, referring again to that night, do you
know when the car was brought back to the ranch on
that occagion?

"1t was back.the next morning.

"You don't know when it came ‘back?

‘“No T don't. .

. “But you obgerved it there the next morning?
. "Yes, I did.

| "Now, you testified‘dn éross-eXamihatian that

you had & conversation with someone snd you said he

‘told you that he did not want to wake you up, is that

correct?

"1 just asked Charlie why the car was taken,

- you know, without coming tqlme first.
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' 7
"He s&iﬁ he did nor want - to wake me up.
"When yon said lhe, . you ‘were, refq;;ing to -
Charlea Mnnlon? ‘ e S .
"Yes, sir. : SRS -

5t P

"When did you have this conversation wiﬁh
Charles. Manson? - L

"Well; it was the next déy.

"The day after the car was taken off the

premises without your consent, is that correct?

"Yeg."

Now, although'we cén't be sure, the likelihood,
the strong likelihood, is that the night.whén the ¢ar was
taken without Sw&ftz's‘cbnsent’was the night of the Tate
murders, and as we know, Manson did not accompany the
killers that night,

So,. the mere fact that Swartz asked Manson why

" the car was taken without his consent, and the fact that

Menson was aware of the car being taken, does not mean that
Marigon was with the defendants that night, the night of the
Tate murders. He 8imply did not go along.

" He certainly and obviously-was aware that it

- was Swartz' car that was driven off the parking lot that

night. 1In fact, he saw the killers off. _
Let's look at some more of Swartx' tegtimony.

"Well, you have told us about one night now
when you did not give anyone permission to drive it.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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. them to go shead and take.the car..

"That was a week or two before Aqsustlléth; is that
correct? ;

"Yes, that's righf.j., ;,

“On any cher n:lght, around that period of
tine, did you: give anyone at the Spahn Ranch perm:i.s-

“sion to' take your cat Qff Spahri Ranch? = -

"Oh, omne other night t:he pepple said they we::e
going to go downtqvm and play some music, so I t&l&
"Who were these people?

‘%Chariie and the girls and some other guys.

"What girls are you referring te? The defendants?

"] can't remember who aside from Charlie was
golng to go.

“Yoﬁ- say there was Charles Manson?

TRight.

"Do you know of your own knowledge whst girls
were with Manson? '

"No.

“Any men with Hanso.n?-_

"There might have been a couple because I

" can't remémber exzctly who they were,

. "When was this incident in relation to the
incident you have just referred to when you observed

your car being driven off the parking area without
your consent?

"It was within the same smount of time, a week

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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"snd & half or two weeks. ‘
» o "Was it on consecutive nights or was there a
. | - geparation?
'f don't know whether it was consecutive nights

or not." |

| But he said it was around the same period of
time, this night. The other night' wher Charlie did ask
him for permids@pq, it very likely vas the night of the
La Bianca murders; o |

’ Two *niéhts. qu nights r:i.ght atound this .

10 :
exact period of time, the exact per:tod of time of the Tate-

wo
La Bianca murders, Swartz says ghat his ear was. taken off

s | from Spahn Ranch, and Manson had something to do vil:h it
{ . | Both nights. 3 RS
Swartz testified that during the summer of

12

B
| 1969, the 1962 Ford was nevexr in operating condition.
He and members of the Family would take the license plate

off oiji the '62 and put it on'the t59.

17
. 18 i
14 £1s.
S
.20 -
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" Manson'g Family. That is why.,

However,lon one occasion, he couldn't place the
time in relation to August 16th, he testified that Manson
.took license plate No. GYY 435 off the 162 Ford and put it
on £he t59 Ford without Swartz's consent. He doesnt't
remember what date that was.

 Swartz said his car was impounded at a
garage on Deering Street in canogaiyark on August - 16th,
1969, and we learned from the testimony of other peoﬁlé
that th& garage was Howard Sommerst garage.

On that daté, August the 16th his car was
taken and impounded. He said that’ the 1icense plate of
the '62 Ford, GYY 433, was on the *SQ‘Fbrd, But he forgats
how it got there. S X

When I asked Swartz how he referred to the ;group |
that lilved out at the ranch, he repl@ed' Well if I talked |

Charlie and the girls, or Charlie and the boys, or I ﬁoﬁid
say the Family once and a while.

He didn't say the girla, he didn't say the
boysd, he didn't say Danny DeGarlo and the boys and the
girls, he didnt't say Tex and the girls or Tex and the
boys. He said Charlie and the girls, and Charlie and the
boys. Because that Family oyt at Spaﬁnﬂs Ranch was Charles

Swartz testified that he wag not 8 member of
the Family. He didn't quite look like the typé.
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| were driving Swartz's car on the aight of the Tate murders,

- that the two pights that Swartzreferred to, one of which

bis recollection of what Tex was that Tex spent
most of his tiwe working on dune buggies.

Not only do we'know from Linda Kasabian's
testimony and Ru&alph lieberts testimoay that thz killers

but even from Swartz'c testimony, using August the 16th,

1969, as a base of reference, it very  stromgly appears

the tar was taken without his consent, wag the night of the

Tate and the La Bianca murders.

Paul Tate, Sharon's fether, identified photograph
of his dawghter and zlso Jay Sebring and Voityck Frykowski
and Abigai:l Folger in life. _ '
| . Wilfred Parent, Steve*g‘gathax;'ideﬁﬁified a
photograph -of his son in 1life. '

Mrs.. Chapman, As.I'iﬁﬁicaﬁed ?b'yddfattthe
start of my argument, T will discuss, now énd then, a
part of a witness's testinmony at ore point in;mﬁ-érgqmenﬁ
and then laker onm pick up at another point. _ | .

Mre. Chapmen testifigd that on the'morning of
August the 9th, Saturdey morning, she arrived at the Tate
residence somewhere between 8:00 and 8:30 a.m., and when
she arrived at the front gate she noticed several wires_
drape& over the gate.

When she walked up the .driveway, she pagsed
'the'garage and turned off the light that was outside the
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. | Barage. ‘ |
- . Mrs. Chapman testified that this light tight
. . hére was on vhen she arrived at the premises Saturday ‘
, | moxning. This light here was on. She pointed it out
5 . in Peoplets 6. That is the garage and the driveway.
6‘{' -, Keep one point in mind. Mrs. Chapman testified
; - before Linda Kasabian took the witness stand, and then
. | after Linda Kasabian took the witness stand Mrs. Chapman
o | W8S recalled to the witnesgs stand fo.r some further
10 testinony concerning her observations on the morning of
' “ - August the 9th.
l4g fls. s 4
. 5 |
"
5
5 |
w |
% |
19 |
ox
o
2 ‘
» | . ‘
) o’ - B | ’,;".-‘ y
% |
L ; 1
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lag~1 ¢ Winifred Chapman poiﬁted out the light being
a on the second time she took the wituess stand, This was
s | after Linﬁa Kasablan had testified. 8o, before Winifred
¢ | Chapman pointed out this light as being on, before ghe
5 | took the withness gtand and pqiﬁted that out, Linda. Kasabian
¢ | had préviousl? testified. She had prseviodsly testified that
y | on the night of the Tate murders there was a large outside
8 Tight oh on a building located in the driveway of _’t:he Tate
o | residence, and Lindd, on Peoplets 16, pointed ot;t thixz
o | light. |
i1 | This light 48 the very same light that Winifred
1z | Chapman pointed out in People's 6 for identificatlon.
o 3 | Now; there ig just no way in the world that
’ o u L':t‘ndg Kagsbian could have known that a light was on in
5 | ‘the driveway at the Tate residence if she wasn't with these
16| defendants, ladies and gentleémen, on the night of the Tate
1 | murders. | | ' -
" Linda's testimony about that light being on was
before Winifred Chapman's te's}timony about that lifght‘:.
Mrs. Chapman testified that she entered the

B |

49 -

residence with a key, entexing the houge through the
back dooxr which leads to the k_i.t:chén, and picked wp the

21

telephone and discovered it was dead.

o | She walked thirough tﬁé dining room into: the
.' g5 hall to awaken someone to tell them the ptfone was dead

| when, in her words, she saw what was too ’ml;?h.

E A
£ 1
*
EN

*
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fact, a bouquet of flowers located on that dining room

© and gentlemen, that when Tex was cutting the screen and

Obviously, sheiwas referring to the|d§£& bad}es.
For her benefit, we did not press her to testify to'hei' '
observation in detail. '

Mrs, Chapman identified People's 26 as a photogra
of the dining foom. It is a photograph of other things, too,
but a ﬁhotograph of the dining room, showing a bouquet of
flowers on one of the tableg insgide the dining room.

And ghe sald that there wag, in fact, a table. And this
is the dining room at the Tate residence, and there was, in

table around the time of the murders.
' You recall that Linda Kasabian testified, ladies

gshe observed Tex cutting the screen, she looked in the
window and she said she saw a bouquet of flowers on top
of autéble. And Linda also identified People's 26 as
atphoﬁograph depicting what she saw on the night of the
Tate npurderd.

 Mrs. Chapman testified, of course, that she
tan out the front door of the residence, and she said
the front door was open.
' She entered through the back door, she ran
out the front door, and the front door was already‘open.

Officer DeRosa. He was the first police

cfficer to arrive at the sdene, érriving at about 9:05

2.m. on August the Oth, in response to a possible homicide
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radio ¢all. R
' ro.

He was working for the West L&sAAngeies\
Division of theé LAPD at that time. : ..:' h

t‘

He was met by Mrg. Chapman and Jim éyesoni

He testified to pbserving Mr. Eafent dead -
behind the driverts seat of the Rambler as depicted in
this People's Exhibit which I have alresdy shown you 4
photograph of,

He said that the engline to the Rambler was
off, The lights to the car wexe off, All the doors were
closed and all the windows were closed except for the

drivex's window which was open.
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 and to discovering the dead bodieﬁ of the five victims.

- Steven Farent.

‘Llocked in life, ladies snd gentlemen.

. savagely murdered her.

' dead on the front lawn of the Tate residence.

| and that the woman had on & white gown end had lopg dark

He testified to examining the premises with
Officer Whisenhunt and Officer Bunbridgaiﬁho'arrived later,

He identified a considerable nunbey of ghotbgraphi
of the murder scene, including photographs of Sharon.Tate
Abigail Folger, Voityck Frykowski and Jay Sebrxng, and
algo; as I have indicated, Steven Parent. _ _

These are the five vittims, ladies and pentlemén,
as they appeared in life.

That 1s Sharon Tate, Jay Sebring, Voityck
Frykowski, shown here with Abigail Folger; and here is

This is the way the beauptiful Sharon Tate

This is the- ghastly, hoxrifying way she looked
after Susan Atkins and Tex Watson and Patricis Krenwinkel

, Likewlse, with the other victims, Voityck
Frykowshi and Abigail Folger. THere is Abigail Folger lying

You will notice she does have long dark hair
like Linda Kasablan testified, and she is wearing a white

. You recall that Linds tegtifled that Patricia
K;enwinkel was chasing a woman with an upraised knife,
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1 hair,
{4‘.! 2] - . That is Abigail Folgér. This is Voityck
-~ g A{ Frykoﬁski in death on the front Lawn of the reéidence'.. S
& | - . DEFENDANT MANSON: In color, too.
5 . MR, BUGLIOSY : Here ig a picture, .
} 6 | B BEFENEM MANSON: He wnul-ﬂn*t want ég *i;ﬂuence
oo -your mind, | - _'“ ; : ', N
Cslt0 7 MR. BUGLIOSI: Heve is & 'pictug:e o‘.f:.Ja-_jr? ‘Sebeing. *
o | alfve, and in death. | o
o, . . 1 have already shown you a phptograph oE Steven "}

 1-1 ) Parent in 1ife, and then dead behind the dti.ver's sea,t qf
15 )i' the Vehicle. )
| 13 - . ‘As you can. see, all five victime werve brlii:a‘llyb
"1 and savagely myrdered, cut dom, butchered to death by
15 Tex, Katie and Sadie; to satisfy their master's,’ Charlea
.. 1. | . Manson's, missitm of murder. '
17 ‘ HR, KANAREK: Your Honoy, if T may, Mr. Bugliosi
' 18 is allowed to meke his deseription, but your Honor is
o | going to mike a certain ruling concerning Linda Kassbian,
3 | and T done think that it is fair, basic falrneds, for
o him £o make these :hqx.rqndous staﬁéme"nts without including
‘22'.55 ’Linda' kasabian , in view of the instruction that your Honor
” "_' is .goi,ng, to ’g,:ﬂvg. T . . ‘ -
24 S MR. BUCLIOSI: He ig arguing in front of the jury,

. SR your Honor, and I object.
IR MR, KAMAREK: This - 4 not argument.

14l Fle. | THE GOURT: State your objection.
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ER' KANAREK: The ghjection is, as your Homor well

1. knows, she ig being deilared an accomplice as a3 matter Qf

law, | o
| THE COURT: The objection is overruled,

'DEFENDANT MANSON: Everything is overruled Irving,
MR. BUGLIOSI: You csn be an accomplic&, ladies and

‘T:géntleﬁen,'withoutipicking up a knife and plunging it

into another human being, snd the evidence ﬁhbws that Tex,

’~:Katie and Sadie did that, not Linda Kasabian. o

That is the evi&ence that came frem the witness
gtand under oath. : = ) , ‘
0fficer DeRoss alsq saw the wor& "pig" printed

“in blpod oti the vutside of the front door uf the Tate

residence,

_Thesé are tﬁo ghotbgrayhs; a closéiub of the

front dbor of the Tate residence.

‘There are many other photographs that he

8 iﬁentified'ﬁhich,aré all self~Explaﬁatory aud'whidh 1

1§f3 wop' & go into with you at this time, photoa of blood at

f:kthg residence, the glass, the two trunks. You have already

seen the photographs. However, all of these exhibits, as
I sai&,'yéu-wiil.see back in the jury room.

. DeRosa tegtified that thérg was a poxch light
on near the front door of the Tate residence when he

~ arrived at the s&cene,

At the=front;doar.of tﬁa Tate residence there is
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This photograph was taken in the moxning,

: Saturday morning, August the 9th.:

You recall that Linda Rasabian also testified
that when she was in front of the Tate residence and Tex
was stabbing Voityck Frykowsgki, she obsexved that there
was, in fact, a light on near the front door of the Tate
residence. And this is consistent with her testimony.

| DeRosa also testified to observing a light
on on the outside of the rear door of the reaidence! and

one 1&ading to the pool. .
Of coursge, Linds did not go back there. She .

was in front of the Tate residence. She did not go back

here. But this photograph shows the light being on near

the back door of the Tate residence, the pne‘leading'to

the pool area. -
N § . . )
THE COURT: It 1s 4:30, Mr. Bugliosi,

Ladies and gentlemer, do not- converse with |

anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the case

until it is finaily submitted to you.

The court will adjourn-nntil 9:00 awm,ltomor;nw

(Whereupon at 4:29 o*clock p.m. the court was

in recess.)
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