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' chambers of the court in the &absence of the jury and
being présent.)
- this morning we will recess at 11:15, for the noon recess,

1 rather than 12100, in order ko perinit Mr. Manson to go to

| Department . 100 for arraignment in another matter,

or, in the alternative, that we adjourn and go before

| Judge Lucas in Department 100, if the matter is deemed to
convince him ~-

 of Los Angeies County at this time in this case is
| deliberdtely --

LOS ANGELES, COALIFQRNIA, WEDNESPAY, DECEMBER 30, 1970
9:00 AM,

—»-Gn—-

{The following proceedings were had in the
defendants, all-cdunsel with the exception of Mr, Hughes

THE COURT: All counsel are present.
I ealled you in, gentlemen, to tell you that

MR. KANAREK: Then, your Honor, I have a motion that
your Honor annul that order.

I make a motion we adjourn these proceedings
‘be before'him, where I think 1t is, so that we might try to
" It is our allegation that the Distriet Atitorney
THE COURT: Do you have a motion to make, Mr. Kanarek?
MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor,

THE COURT: All right, make 1f,
MR. KANAREK: I have £0 -~

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| the Jury has any knowledge of these proceedings concerning
- indlictmenit of other people,

| Shorty Shea case and the—Hinmag case, and my motion is that

we have an evidentliary hearing; that we call witnesses,

" on the part of the District Attorney of Los Angeles County
- | to violate the due process clause of the Fourteenth
8 |

Amendment., and deprive Mr, Manson of g falr public trial

" that he 1s entitled to.

THE COURT: Make the mofion, ‘
MR, KANAREX: My motion, your Honor, is first that

your Honor voir dire the jury to determine whether or not
what I read in the paper this morning, which is a joint

It involves the combining of the so-called

that we 6all the Deputy Distriéﬁ'ﬁ£torneys and the District
Attorney of Los Angeles County and the Chief Deputy, and
that we take evidence, because 1t is my allegation this 1is
done maliclously with the intent to get to the minds of
these purportedly sequestered Jurors, so that they willl get
some knowledge of these purported indictments.

And my allegation is it 1s a deliberate stiempt

I c¢ite the Court Bledau vs, Loulsiana,
Sheppard vs, Maxwell, Cooper vs, Superior Court,

The previous cages are Unlted States Supreme
Court cases; Cooper vs. Superlor Court is a Callifornia
Supreme Court case where the California Supreme Court makes

note of the fact that proceedings which take place at

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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certain times in a trial can be most prejudicilal,

The adjournment of these proceedings at 11:15,

at an unusual time, no matfer how much we would hope other-

wise, all of this, and all that is golng to take place in
Departméent 100, will be known to this jury no matter how
much Bon-Ami we put on the windows, no matter we exhort the
peoplé at the Ambassadquﬁc-:tel.. It is all over the County.
Lawyers‘can't'bg1;§v§.it. Lawyerg belileve that the Dis-

| trict Attorney 4s doing bhis with the intent, hecause of

Some reason or other, they have lost their egquilibrium in

connection with this case.@s far 4 ¥Mr. Manson is ¢oncerned.

- They have lost thelr equiiibfiﬁm to the point that there

is no question, the only way_wefqan‘get -— sfter all, what

we are inberested in -
THE COURT: . Get to the point,
MR, KANAREX: I am trying to.
THE COURT: You are just wasting time,
I have your motlon in mind. I don't need any
more argument.
Deny the notion.
Anything else?
MR. SHINN: Join in the motion,
. MR. FITZGERALD: Yes, your Honor.
THE CGOURT: All right.
HR. BUGLIOSI: Tomorrow we will be in session?
THE GOURT: Absolutely.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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MR. FITZGERALD: A full day?
THE COURTI: Yes.

(Whereupon, the following proceedings were had

| in.opén court. Jurors present. All counsel, except Mr,

Hughes, present. Defendants absent,)
THE CQURT: All counsel and Jjurors are present,
You may continue, Mr. Kanarek,
MR« KANAREK: Thank you, your Honor.

Good morning, ladies and gentlemen, Mr, Bugliosl,

and co-counsel, and Mr, Huslch and Mr, Kay,

Perhaps 1t wbuld'be helpful for us to together
work to construct a dlagram here,

Let!s call this & neutral 1ize.

Let's cell thig a qrimina; case.

Let's call this a civil case.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES




0

1

12
13

4

i5

16

17|

18

19

21

2

2
25

26

13,599

Agw, AL we «- Badd 4% Just a fesble attempt o

construct, #ort of get & plcture AGOML wWiaL Xessonkbie
 Goubt tmane.,

In otier wapds, L& we huve & ci¥ll caae, S0

| mers preaponverance of tieé svidence, pers Lo hore (inateating

i BhO QLMpt) Jlptetes & result for sither tue plsintilf or
the defenant.,
In o eriningl cuse the butden 4% on toe

provecution $v prove bhull cnGe LesOns A reusonsile doubt

CAnd $0 & noral certodnby. dInddesting on wmrt,)

An obvlously Lreater *mhan chvioudly Lrenter Duddon, and

| fex poanons tﬁ&i Ir Phzgerald aud Jr. Shinn went inko, .

titere 18 n Pesdon for bisab ﬁtﬁaﬁip the uelendbnt &ivs in &
dunseon, espeelslly o < mut&ﬁ# CLtG,

a6 Lptter if~m?, GERRON WENG LONAYU uauhn# he

1 sould ntt wmake budd in o ouxe 1ixe Luat. o a1l know that

15 & non-badlinlidle chirge,.

And the defandant cannet o sbhout the town
with aounsel wisn Lr iu in gustody, Lasldes naving &il

tha otiier deprivabtlions of belng dn suskosy, he cunnobt go

ahout the stibe; ne cannot Lo SLOUL anywhere.

b0 the Califoruia Legislaturs, and tue pevple

CEnat Founded our way of Life, deolusd that the prosesution
|30 & ordminkl casy dust prove the Jefenmlant pullty veyond

8 ressongble doudy and to & xoral cortainty.

and, 2& co-giunsel hag so arpfully suiown,

t

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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not gulliy equals not proven,

In other words, it is not a point function;
1% i3 not a matter that there is a particular spot that
amounts to a not gullty verdlct,

If anywherée in this srea (indicating on chart) --

afber all the discussion and joint discussions that we

as jurors do in the jury room, after we have done all of

' that and we are anywhere in this area (indidating-on chart)

where {the case hag not been proven, then we eall it
not gulldy.

And it is important -~ it is important because
there ‘1s a téendency by the use of the words not gullty, as

opposed to the word guilty, there is a natural human

In this case thers is no obligation. In other

. | words, we demean our law; we demean our way of 1ife; we

| demean the very éssence of'uriminal Justice if we try to

think in terms of the defendant proving himself innocent,
_That Just is not if.
" So Lf that applied -~ (indicating chart) .the

L

principles that we ave talking about here, there is no

- doubt whatsoever that the evidence in this case shows

_that Mr. Manson 1s not gullty.

Now, Linda Kamsablan, if I xay I am golng to -

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES.
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she is a great, great percentage of the People's case.

Now, what restraint was there as far as Linda
Kagabian was cohcerned to tell the truth? What restraint
was there? .

When somebody takes that wltness stand -- if
I took the witneass stand and I deviatéd from the truth, or
I filed a declaration with this Court and deviated from
the trubh, I would be progecuted for~parjur§, probably
before the ink was dry on my signature,

The District Attorney of Los Angeles County
brings magters beféne the Grand Jury. The District Attorney
determines what charges are brought. .

"~ What restraint is there upon Linda Kasabian
to tell the truth? With this District Attorney's Office
of Los Angeles County, human beings that they are, do you
think that Linda Kasabian would ever be prosecuted for
pgrjury? |

In order to prosecute Linda Kasabian for
perjury it would he neeessar& to prosecute the prosecutors

for suborning perjury if in fact she has committed

perjury.

It is‘important to reallze, because when some-
one is on the witness stand, unless the oath has any
significanee 8 person 1ike Linda Kasabign gets on that
witness Btand and merely uttérs what she- wishes to utter,

evén under the bgsﬁ of - clrcumstances, - - !

“CieloDrive.cOmARCH VES
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But here it is!importaﬁE to note ~- 1 will tfy
to -~ I will give the exact citation to the record in
discussing *:;h:i.éase,caazac-:-;l I think if we -- as we discussed
previvusly, we will try to forget the personalities, just
look at the evidence and the law, |

Forget me, forget the prosecution, forget the
personalities of the prosecution, forget the personality of
the Judge and try to only judge credibllity where credi-
bility is important.

Now, credibility is important when it comes to

witnegaes; and when it comes to motivations, that is when

eredibility is ifwmportant,

And whether I am a nice guy or I am not a nice

_guy 1s not lmportant. It is not significant.
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2

I had the good fortune to have a professor
named, Benno Brink, an esteemed gentleman in this communlty,
who taught legal éﬁbics at the gchool thaéll %ent to.

| He was a re%eree in bankruptey. .

He told ﬁs;5hé sald, "If you ever Have a
situation where your lmage goes up agalinst your consclence,
you should. forget about your imageld o

Now, all of us like to be liked. I don't
think théré is any one of us that doesn't want, to be liked.
But in this kind of a proceeding, you have to let your
aonscience be your guide, not what you would like,

And remember that what 1s done in this type of
proceeding, as we have sald, it is an adversary proceeding,
1t 1s not like sciexitists,

For instance, in the sclentific world, people
put their heads together, That is, a sclentist in
Vénezuela w1lll know that 2 man in Bostop is working on the
same problem, and they geb together, they cooperate.

In that field of 1life there isn't the adversity
that there 1s ln law.

So, it is a fact of life in law that there is
this adversity. |

For instance, right before you, the phalanx of
prosecution people and detectlves that kept all of us
from talking to defense witnesses. ILiterally like the
infantry. . ' ‘

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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These are things to consider when you conslder

- the ¢redibvility of the wltness,

Idnda Kasabian; for ingtance, was aware of her

position in this courtroom. And I think we can leave it

| to those of us that are on the jury to decide whether we

had any opportunity to talk to Linda Kasabian.
Now, at Page 4762 of the transeript, and the
following pages, Mr, Bugliosi asked -~ as a matter of fact,

| the first question Mr, Bugliosi asked Linda Kasabian - and

o | 1f I may just make this point: I think the Court will

| dnstruet us, I think the Court wlll instruct us, that even

though the question 18 not evidence, the guestion is to be
considered in the light of the answer.

That is, the question that I ask iz not evi-

but vefore you- can give: meaning “fo &n answer, of pourse,

-we have to consider the question.

And I am gure that the Court will instruct us

! that that is so, that the questlion must be used in deciding

the case, hecause obviousl& thé‘answér canhiot be considered

21:‘unless you know what question was asked,

The very first question that Mr, Bugliosi

| asked Linda Kasabian, Page 4762, was:

"Linda, you realize that you are presently

-charged with seven counts of murder and one count of

conspiracy to commlt muprder?"

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




Ya

[}

p

11
12

13

15
16
17

18

19.
© 2

- 21

23

. 2
2 |

%

19,596

That 18 the very first question that Mr, Bugllosi
asked,

Then the second question that Mp, Bugllosi

| asked of Linda Kasabian, the very second guestion:

"Linda; are you aware of the agpeement
betweén the District Attorneyts Office and your
attorneys Gary Flelsshimen and Ropald Goldman?"

Ther Mr, Bugliosi asked this question:

‘"Iinda, arve you aware of the agreement between

| the Distrlet Attorney's Office and your attorneys Gary
 Flelschman and Ronald Goldman that 1f you testify to every-
thing you know about the Tate-La Blanca murders, the District
| Attorney's Office will petition the Court to grant you

145 fmmunity from prosegution and dismiss all charges ageinst

you?

WAre you aware of that agreement?

A - Yes, I am aware.”

CieloDriveCOm AR CHIVES.
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- to zecollect and caindidly‘_.séﬁd forth answers to ﬁuee;.tions?

And T think that we can consider, in discussing
and thinking about the credibility of Linda Kssabian, the
word "if" that is in that question, because this gir'l s
until ~- it wasa't until many,many days into her examina=
tion, it wasn't yntil well into her cross-examination
that she was granted immunity..

~ Aspuming for the sake of argument that every-
tl:xing’ that had happened in conneetion with Linda Kasabian
wag on the up and up, that there weren't people like
Mr. Gutierrez threatening with the gas chambex.

' I dontt know, I can't say that he did it to
Tinda Kasabian, because we have no tecord. By that time,
Officer Gutierrez had probably been given a good bawling
out for taking a transcript of Dianne Lake.. So, theze
ié. no recoxrd of what happened between Officer Gutierrez
and others and Linda Kasabian.

So, assuma‘.ng!the v.éry best, that she came to -
thig courtroom, let's say, without having gpoken one
word with any prosecutor, if we can p.ossibly put _oursalves'
in that position of being on that witness stapd and knowing
that the people who axe asking her these questions have !
power to grant her immunity ‘f}br‘ s5even eounts of munder
and one count of .conspiracy,j knéwing that, having that

in mind, is it hymanly possible, with the best of intentiong,

I think we can gonsider that as to whether that
I [ o . .’ ’.“ ?,; . ’

" Ci'eIdDrive,GMA RCHIVES
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~ that?

is humanly possible or not. BSeven counts of murder, all
of the attendant surrounding publicity that has'gone with
tﬁa’;t at that time, as far as Linda Kasabian was concerned,
hetr degire to be reunited with her child. Was it humanly
,giqssible fox Linda Kasabian to tell the truth, and koowing
full well that the same people who ate asking her the
questicns are the ones who would be prosecuting for pe::jm:y.f

‘Having that relationship in mind, for instance -
cgould my mother, no mattexr how ’ngd I have beei{, could

my mothex prosecute me for perjury?! Could my mother do

It depends on the relationship of the parties.
Mr. Bugliosi and Linds Kasabian wete on &
"Linda~Vince" type of relationship.
, I know from the witness stand that she called
M. Bugiiosi "Mr. Bugliosi." I don't think you will find
it in this record where she calicﬁ Mr. Bugliosi "Vince."

called her "Linda" throughout thn.s._'

' So, theré iz that ecmpathy, there is that
relationship, that we have ta congider, that irntangible,
that which is beyond the wriktten I}Jage; and 'beyimd the
gpoken word. . ] | ‘

- And that is why we have Juries to evaluate,

1

to bring their experiences of 11 fe.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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_small claims cction where £ifty or a hundred bucks was

Bugliosi hasn't given us the benefit of his citations N

. try, in the time that we have to prepare after his

“ As Mr. Fitzgerald has said, swould you trust
Linda'KaSabian where your money is concerned?
| May T ask you: Can we trust Linda Kasabian
iE this was a small claims action?
We all know that in a small ¢laims court
you don't even have lawyers. People just get up and tell
both sides of the story.

Would you allow Linda Kasabian to judge a

involved? o0

It is somethlng to consider,

3

It is interesting to con91der that Linda

Kasabian was not given this immunity at the beginning.
She wasn't given the immunity until {%é’il’ i;ntobfhgr. |
testimony. " g .
' Nows; if I may go to pége'é?&b of the
transeript. And again, I think the point has already
been made to us by Mr. Shinn, and I think by Mr, Fitz-
gerald, about the fact that Mr. Bugliosi, I believe, in
higz summgtion to us, stated what he did state about
Linda Kasabian.

He referred to the direct examination.

I don't believe, I may be in erxor, Mr.

from the vecord, and I have found it most difficult to

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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the record, mechanical difficulty, because of the fact of
the lack of citation to the page numbers.

PR .
»
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So if we can keop thst in mind, it may be

Page 4780, Linda Kasazbian:

"y . What was your particular problem why |
you 1eft: Bob?

A T didntt feel that he was ready to
accept myself and the child as a responsibility."

Then Mr. Buélios;t goes on at the bottom of

I page 4780 -- after I give you some background I will read

a little sbout which he says:
o "pid you have Tanya with you at the
time?

"A Yes. “
"Q You did bring Tanyd with you from New
Hampshire? ‘

"A Yes..s

“-Q,. Did you ever go tio live at Spahn Movie
Ranch In Chatsworth, California?

"4 Yes, I did.

"Q . On what date did you go there?

ra Tt was July the 4th,

g 1969 L

vy 169, right.

s What were the ciréum'stances surrounding
your golng to Spahn Ranch?“ _

Now, there we have the kind of question where e 3

_CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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|can get gome kind of insi’.ght into thig girl's credibn.l:.ty,

:'because she now is going to give an answex, beginning at

4782, wherein she has that question in mind, that particular

”que:stion was not answered by her because of a ruling by

the Court.
‘But that question had just been asked of her

|when Mz. Bug1i051 asked her:

“Who Ls shawn :I.n this photograph?

""A  Gypsy.
"o Do you know her by her real name?
"4 Rathy,

"g ° Does the name Katherine Share ring a
bell? | P

"o Yes)

a You kﬁcm her as f‘yps"y‘ and Rathy?

"A A].S'O she told me mnine or Minone.

"Q Did you see Gypsy orgl{atherme or .
Mmcme, or whatever you .dalled her, the girl
shown in People's 28 for ident&.ﬁlcation, d,id
you see her on the date of July 4th, 19697

"o  Yes, I did. ‘

"o - Where did you see her for the first
time that day?

"A She was at Topanga Lane.

") Was she vigiting someone in the truck?

"s  Yes, she had come to see somebody.

CieloDrive.COMARC H I VES
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'a  Who was that?
Wp - Charlie Melton.

"Q Had you ever seen Gypsy before that
day? ‘
| " No. _

- "  Did CGypsy have anything to do with youx
going to Spahn Ranch?
A Yes, she did.
"o  How was that?.
T MA She told me gbout a beautLful" =-
»And there was objection, ‘
And further on, at page'479'9", Mr. Bugliosil is
asking Linda Kasabian:
"What did }ir.il@at.tjz'sg‘r'i gay to you and what

did you say to him on this first . occasion, July 5th,

19697 e T ,
A He aske& e why T had come."
You remember, she had previously been asked
the circumstances of her coming to Spahn Ranch.
Now remember, this is July 5th, 1969 She had
Just Been asked what were the circumstances, |
And she nhow is Aansw‘ering a question:
Mr. Manson,” she says, "he asked me why I
had come," and this is what she says;
"I told him that my husband had rejected

me, and that GyPsy told me I was welcome here as

.o

R 1

~
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| connection with that answer, sinee we kraw ox have reason
I to believe that she had stolen $5,000, the important question |

{ the $5,000? You can tell from what occurred in this court-
{ roem that that %5,000 was a very significant and important

.| motivating factor as to Linda Kasebian.

'teli‘us anything about the $5,000.

question candidly, honestly in that she was only == in that

why I had come."

| the 35,000. So, mo matter whlch Way you look at it, either
{she 1ied to Mr, Mangon‘o; ghe lied.in this courtroom, or,

'hére en July 5th, 1969, about the $5, 800, and that is one *
{of the troubles -- maybe some of ug: won ; agree Wlth me .

‘about my ana1y51s == but, some of the troubies with oral

"part of the Family."

Now, the question that we have to consider in

is what was she trying to convey to us?

Does she mention anything at this point concerning

" S0 when she is sitting here on the stand discussing

 ALL right. Lot!s say that she answered this

she only answered vwhat shé told Mr. Manson.
let's say -- lefts look at this for a minute‘

Speaking of Mr. Manson, she said "He asked me
Now, she does not mentlpn anythmng there about

. . . . . . ¥ ‘ L - -, - Lo ‘ N
bcth4 L ' H b . 4 .f

1f you take thls 11tera11y; there is no mgntion

HE
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| teatimony is there is & tendency on the part of &1l of us
: tu forget it, -

God Imowa we have the benefit of the transexipt

here, but still with my notes and having gone over thisa

‘and burnt the midnight oil, so %o speak, I still camnot

zero in on it as well as I wcnld; Like ko,

And B0, din the jury ::oom, regrettably, the

| sanme phenomgnon exigte.

We don*t have the benefit of the words. And

She had already made love with Mr. Watson on

,July Sth, 1969, aﬁcarding to her testimony.

- According to her testimony later on, on cross-
examination, no mention of this $5,000 on direct examination.
She had that $5,000 so much in her mind that

1 think all of us will xecall befoxe that $5,000 got iato

evidence, where wa all heard sbout i, there was & certain

%2

23

. 2

25

26

question, certain colloquy, certain banter by Linds Kagabian.
Linda Kasebian ~~ may I ~- maybe we can think

about it this ways - .
Doer Linda ;Kgsghian:lbék;té you like a girl --

11ook like a girxl that iﬁaﬁ -‘3;--'- I donm't know how to put ft.

.y
et
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| had the credibility that Dr. Rogtchi had or Dr. Katsuyama?

here; those particular gentlemen, and they have testified
' candidly. | ?

Do you think that Linda Kasabian, for instance,

Compgring one with the othexr. ‘
Hr, Noguchi and pr. Kﬁtsuyama, those people .
thpse.people testifled in this courtroom, They testified -=~

they téstified objectively; they do their work; they come-
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5a-l . | They are un&ﬁtebested in this litigation. They
o | have no stake in this iitigation. They are'doing thelr job,
3 -They really are doing thelr job.bThey are not trying to

4 .press for results,

5. : ~ Can we say that this 1s the same with Linda

¢ |Kasablan and other prosecutlion witnesses?

And I think that we think of the banter, back

™
N,
.

o |and forth with Linda Kasabian, I think we have some insight

o |into her credibility. |

0 | But this, right at the beginning,the very

. 11 |beginning, how can that be answered?
12 Page 4799, Lines 12 through 15, it exonerates
| 13 {Mr, Manson of any knowledge of this$5,000,

“" , 14. This girl came to the ranch,vcame to this area,
15 |Fook $5,000, and although some of us may dispute it, looked
is (8% 1t one way or the other, I think we can agree that Tex
11 |Wasson got this $5,000,

'y And so, for what 1% ﬁay be worth, I think r;ghf

v |8t the very beginning this shows how this girl was con-
g |ditloned to answer guestions, to make statements that were

" 5 |dishonest, statements that were to perpetuate the viewpoint

that she wanted to perpetuate,

. 2
23, At Page 4780; Line 5 -~ let me fust develop for
52 |& moment on this colloquy:

| . ' 2% | "Did you have Tanya with you at 'the time?
% . ‘ A Yes.,
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Y Did you bying Tanya withfyou

- front ﬁew Hampshire?

"a Yes, =

" Did you ever go to livg'at.Sgahn
Movie Ranch? o

"A Yes,

"Q  On what day did you go there?

"A, Tt was July b, 1969.”

Now she proféssea $0 have & great love
for her dagghtef. She had never seen Gypsy before

in her 1ife. ©She took her daughter -- no matter what the

| surroundings were, was Linda Kasabian thinking of Linda

Kasablan or was Linda Kasablan thinking of Wanya when she

 left the aves that she lived with ir, Melton?

She professes to have great love for her child;

| she has this mother feellng towards the child. Right at
‘the very beginning she is leaving her husband whe presumably
>'wou1d have some feeling for this child, &nd is going into an

atmosphere, an area that is completely strange, no matter

| what that might have been.

I thlnk that even In connectlion with this

-professed love for her chlld that there is dishonesty.

She went wherever she went becsduse Linda wanted
to go where she wanted to go. She dld not think of Tenya.

Those of us who are on the jury, who are mothers

or fatheré, would we upon an instant's notice leave, take

"CieloDrive.COMARC H I VES
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- our children, our ehild out of a homeé atmosphere, whabever

| it might have been, in that truck?

If the mother ﬁiéhed to leave, she could leave;
and 1f she wished to.hayé'seﬁual experiences, or new excite-
ment somewhe;g‘;lsé; because of her -~ whatever it might
have been bet%een herself ahd'Mr. Kasahian; if she were not
& selfish person she would leave that chlld somewhere where
1t would be in good hands,ibnt not Just takc'thefchild,
take the child out of whatever home atmosphere that was,
no-matter how humble it may ha%e’been or o matter how
sordid,and just on an instant's notlce leave.

But I think if we look at clrcumstances here,

I think what was in back of Linde Kasablian'’s mind, here,
wat, "Here is an opportunity to get the five grand,"

In other words - in other words, Linda sees
in Gyésy, andlhere we have, I think the heart of this -

" We have been told that Mr, Manson is
menipulating people, If we look, I think, at the mosalc,
if we look at the detaill of what went on with Linda
Kagabian, and look upon what Linda Kasablan has done in
her lifetime, Linda Kasablan, I think we will conclude, is
the manipulator,

Lirida Kasabian is the person who can get & man
1ike Joe Stge to pay the money that he pald, and ttien she
doesﬁ‘t even preturn to him,

Certainly we can assume that her relationship

CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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with Mr., Sage was an emotional relationship, and because of
{ her femininity, this 1is a faly Inference, this ls why
| Mr, Sage pald this money and she even defrauded him of

1 that after she had obtained from him whaﬁ she wanted.

‘ l{j‘alleged as far as the cOnspiracy zoes.

| that this is inportant, and &s we proceed to go through the

I think that somethlng we should conslder is.
"two days."

The interesting éﬁihg here in this 15 that we
are in a court'of‘law,'ﬁé'ﬁr Fitzgerald has sald, we are
in a court of law, and the prosecution has alleged a

conspiracy of two days -~ two days Is' what has been
Now, I think that in considering this case,

evidence here I would like to foeus attention upon the

fact of the two days, bec¢ause no matter what else the
prosecution- would have us believe, we certalnly have a right
to rely upon what the charges are,

_ Since éhey have spoken of fhese two days, let's
keep that in mind as we éo.through_and analyze the evidence,
because Linda Kasabian has étated, I think all of us
will remeﬁber, Iinda Kasablan has stated that she did not
¥now & any intent to kill.

Now, she &t that time was, the prosecutlon
alleged, was a co-conspirator., She was & defendant in
this very courtrqom;

Now, if she was a defendant in this very
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courtroom, and she was a co-consplragor and did not know
about the conspiracy, this is signiflicant!

When she went out,she professed up and down
from that witness stand,that she did not know that there
was going to be any murder on what we have called the first
night,

This is signifilcant, and somethlng that we
should consider.

Linda Kasabian hags throughout her testimony
indicated that she had Ho congept of time. Throughout her
testlimony she told us thé% time did not mean anythigg to
her; that dates:did'not-me;h*aqyghing to her.

Any time that you tried to determine from her
when-sometping happened, gﬁé'sgié.tpat she did not pay

‘-any attention to time,

Now, when Linds Kasablan was first spoken to
by the prosecution, presumably her mémory would be much
fresher than 1t is at the time when she comeg to court many

months later.
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In determining reasonable doudbt, burden of

proof, and all of that, it is significant that the

prosegution had the power to record every word that Linda
Kasablan uttered.
They chose not to. They chose not %o record
eveyy word that she uttered when they interviewed her,
Now, whatever thelr reasons may be, 1t means

that we ave deprived of eritical information in this

courtroom, We can't tell for sure, we don't know for

sure, ¢ven assumling that Linda Kasablan is telling the
truth for & moment, wlth her concept of time as she says it
is, how do we know? How do we know when anything oceurred?
Whetheyr 1f dceurred?
| If We look at. Page U977 of the transcript:
"On the date August 8, 1969, Linda,
were you still living at Spahn Ranch2

A What was. the date?
e August‘éhe«Sth,;i969.
", I pregume,”

Now, then, the next~duestion:
"At any time durding the day, 4o you
rec¢all Mr, Manson saying anything about helter
skelter?.
WPHE WITNESS: May I ask you something?
YTHE COURT: MNo. Just answer thie question.
"Q Da you recall my last question,
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"Linda?
M4, INo.“
Now, the Court 1ls golng to instruet us, one of
the instructions, or a part of one of the instructions,
is goling to contain language to the effect that these

conspiracies are alleged, or this conspiracy is alleged to

- have taken place on these two days,

o MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, that is a misstatement of

1&?.'

MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor, this 1s going tc be

' the Court's instruction, and I have the instruction which

your Honor has approved.

THE COURT: You don't need to argue about the

| instruetions, Mr, Kanarek., They will be read by the

5 Court to the jury, and the Jury will take 1ts instructions

solely from those and nothing else,
- Get to something else.
MR, KANAREK: ,?hé'court is going to instruct us con-
cerning the fact -that the eonsplracy is t?O'days.‘ There is

1 no questién sbout it.

THE COURT: That is not ah sccurate statement,
Mr, Kanarek. '

MR, KANAREK: Well, then, your Honor, I have it,

24>‘and if I may «-

THE CQURT: Get on with your argument, sir,
HR, KANAREK: May I have a moment, your Honor?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




6a

(3]

10

1

12

13 |

1z

15

. 16n'
17 .
18 .
19
20.

2 |

24

%5

26

;9,614

| that we must take the law -~ it is going to be in package

the 10%h day of August, 1969, at and in the County of

| Atkins, Linda Kasablan and Leslle Sangston, did willfully,

true ldentlty 1s unknown $o commit the crime of murder,

May I have the Indictment, Mr. Darrow?
The charge that the Distrlet Attorney has made
in thisz case élearly involves conduct of these two nights.

Now, of course¢, I mean, there is nc question

form when we go inbto the jury voom -~ Count VIII of the
indlctment states that, "On or about the 8th through

Los Angeles, State of California, the sald defendants,

Charles Hanson, Charles Wabtson, Patricla Krenwinkel, Susan

unlawfully, -feloniously and knowlngly did conspire, combine,

confederate and agree together with other persons whose

a violation of Section 187, Peral Code, of California,”
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10

And then the indictment recltes overt dets
The first overt act occurs on August the 8th,

They recite four overt acts which I don't want

0 belabor us with, but the last one 1s August the 10th.

There 1s no question about 1t that fthis con-

" spirscy. to commit murder is a conspiracy of two days'

duration that the prosecufion is alleging.
I
MR. BUGLIOSI: That 1s a misstatement agaln, your
Honor, N o L ‘

THE GOURT: Mr, XKanarek, that is not an accurate

! - . :

statement. o
1R, KANAREK: Then I would ask -~
THE COURT: You may argue, if you like, that the

conspiracy existed for any particular time, or not at all.

That 1s not the point, But your statement is inaccurate.

MR, KANAREX: May I ask the Court in which way 1t is
Inaccurate? I would like to be as accurate as possible.
THE COURT: Let's get on,

- The jury will be inétructed, and you have a copy

! of the instruetions,

MR, KANAREK: I don't know, I just read the English
language, Maybe some of us den't agree, but it seems to
me that from August the 8th to August the 10th. |

Let's put it this way. Let's say that you were
a defendant -~ any one of us could be a defendant ~- and we

get a plece of paper frdm the District Attorney's 0ffice

~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| that tells us that between August the 8th and August the

10th we are accused of conspiring or doing something.
Fairness, or whatever, common sense, tells us
that these are the charges,

Is there anything in this record, is there

' anything in bhis record to-show any murders other than
* August the 8th through August the 10th, 19697

In dny event, the important thing that I think
we should consider is that the?s is just no showing of any
conspliracy. ‘. S ‘ .

We have to donsidér the motivations of the
peOplﬁ whe bring these charges.

Now, the people who bring these charges who
brought these charges in this case; they want to get
Charles Manson, for some unGodly reason, which I think 1s
raelated to0 Manson's life style.

Even the prosecution doesn't contend that

- Mr, Manson was present when any of these events occurred.

So what do they do? The District Attorney has

| the power; has the naked power, to File any charge that he
- wishes.

VWhy doesn't the Distriet Attorney forget about
the vconspiracy charge?. Why do they put the conspiracy
charge in there? How many times can you hang a man or gas
g man? |

They put the conspiracy charge in there to
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confuse us. Thét i3 what they put i1t 1in there for.
They put it In there. Why don't they let the

© chips drop where théy may and charge Mr. Manson with seven

counts of murder and let us decide that?

Because they want to confuse the jury. That 1is

‘| the reason they put the congpiracy charge in there.

They are insulting us as Juroxs., They are
saying we don't have anything there on the seven counts of
murder, so we will throw in this conspiraey charge, because
conspiracy is thé kind of thing that the jury won't under-
stand,

They are- depending upon us as Jurors to become

befuddled. They are depending upon us to become idlotilc,

j and they are depending upon us to be lgnorant when we dre

- Jurors,

- CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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6b-1 N This is why the Disft;j&ict Attorney brings that
g conspiracy charge there. Bécﬁhse the law o,f conspiracy

3 | has got a lot of words in ik, ar;d it ig an ati;empt to.get |
4 Mr.Manson no matter what, becausé they feel that thete is

o
.

5 | mo charge against him. o -

6 | And I think we can show, we dan- show if we .
s . 4 | ook at th:!.s evidence, that t:here is no conspiracy,
' e B They have alleged two days here, the 8fsh

o | through the 10th.
o | ~ The Court, on occasion after occasion, has
u | restricted statements, statéments of various witnesses
jo | that have been resgtricted to the declarant only.
w ] ‘. Time after time Judge Older has said, and we
. _ 1 | @ll have heard ft, has sald that these statements are to be
| X i admitted only against the person who purportecily uttered
T the statements.
17 f" ' " Which brings us to an interesting péint, and
;| that is that evidence does not equal fact, Evidence is
1o | not fact., Tt ig only when we on the jury decide that
Lo certain facts occurred or have occurred. That 18 the only
‘ o .| time that evidence becomes facts.
:_;22‘ - And when evidence i3 admitted against one person
g5 | Only, by definition -- by definition -~ we can't use those
2; statements to prove a conspiracy.
| . o | ~ Yow, of course, it takes a lot of work, and

g | it 15 boring, and there is mo flare to it, but a lot of
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| have got 19,000 pages of transcript -- and those of us that

 after statement in this record reveals the Court ordering

| person to prove 4 conspiracy because, by definition, a

conspiracy requires more than ome person. You can't

Mr. Manson's statements, Mr. Manson's statements from Paul

ﬁhings take & lot of work. There was a lot of drudgery
in building the Golden Gate Eridge, and there was a lot
of drudgery in building Hoover Dam, or whatever it might
be called now. And‘drudgery‘is necessary sometimes.
Real-life trials axe.not Perry Mason-type
triéls‘ '
If we 1ook at the evidence in this case, we

flnﬁ, for instance -- and it takes a lot of work when you

are on the juty here have a lot of work shead of uys in

going through these mattews, it is not an easy job -- statement

that those statements not be used against anyone except the
purported declarant. |

Vhat does that mean? It means that you can‘t

use those statements that are admitted only against one

conspire with yourself.

S0, therefore, the statements that are purportedly

Watkins and Mr. Jakobson, for instance, those statements
cannot be used to prove a conspiracy.

As to Susan Atkins, there is not one iqta
of evidence that Susan Atking pattook in any of those

statements. There is no showing that Patricia Krenwinkel

« ", CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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{ partook in any of those statements. There is no showing

| days involved, there just is no conspiracy.

10
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that Leslie Van Houten partook in any of those gtatements.
And again, when you boil it down to the two

tox
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You take these 19,000 pages of twanseript and
analyze it the way we should analyze it because of the
charges that have been brought, and I think that we are
in agreement that we will not f£ind any conspiracy.

Now, if adything that I say up here is wrong,

incorreéect, the jurors are the ones to decide whether or

| not this is sp. But I think, going through.this trial,

where is there a consplracy?

And if we look at tbe motivation behind it,
why the District Attorney has done it, I think that we
have falr reason to believe it is done to muddy the Waters,
It is a red herving, It ig done to confuse you.

' And I don't think that we should be confused.
I don't think we should‘allow ourselves to be insulted
vhen we become jurors. I donft think.that we should allow
ourselves to be part cf a sitpation where ‘the sole pdrpose
is an attempt to be subtle.

Now, at the bottom of page 4977 Linda |
Ragabian -~ now, Mr. Bugliosi, in connection with -- &nd '
the reason, I think, that we should conside¥ the rglationi;
ship bétWeen Mr. Bugliosi and Linda is because of the
leading nature of Mr. Bugliocsi's questiona;' o

At the bottom of page 4977 he says, he zsks:

“Buring the &ay of August 8, do you
recall Mr. Manson sayiﬁg anything sbout Helbterx
skalter?" |
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After having just been asked that question

- before, she says, she answers: Yes, I do.

Then, at page 4991.
Linda says: B
~ "Well, Charlie was standing there when
she gave me the driver's ,1‘5.‘&?;_11’31_&»“ |
Referring ity Brerida McGann.
"No;; t‘.hls was before, . I couldn't find

.a knife. I remembered seeing one in the saléon,

* and it wasn't there.

"Then, I beiie\;é his naﬁe was LeirrSr,
he was half white and half black, he wasn't really
a member but, you know, he Wa;.s’-'sb:;ft of halfway
in between.

"He wasn't a member of the Family,
you say?

YA Yes. He gave ume a knife.

"Q ALl right. - |

"A°  Then Brends came along and Charlie
was with her, ot they were standing together in
8 group, and she gave me the driverts license, |
and Charlie told me to go with Zex and do |
what Tex told me to do."

Now, if this was a corngpiracy in connection with

Helter Skelter and these conversations occurred on the day

that Mr. Bugliosi would have us believe that they oécnrré.d,
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0 | Ho,n,?x .

why hasn't the prdsecution brought in Brenda? Why hasn't
the prOSecution brought in Larry? . |

Why wa$ it necessary, why was it necessary for
Linda to inject gratuitously that Lazry was half white and
half black?

| In 19,000 pages of tfansé‘ript: these things are

lost unless we think about i:hem‘ in- detail 1ike this.

It is ver& inefficlent, it is boring, I repeat,

~ but that particular colloquy, for instance, is gone forever

unless e consider it. -
Maybe it :I.Enlt' important Maybe we shouldnt't
cons:t.der it But here we have L:I:nda On tha witnes& stand

‘ givz.ng M::. Bugliosifs operiing 3tatement.

PSR

That 18 what she is ﬂoing.‘ _Slie has‘ been

,programed. Why does she iInject, at that poi.nt, that
| Larry is half white and half black?

Becausge Mr. Buglios_i,, in speaking with her,

. spoke about Tom-Toms. Mr. Bugliosi -=

MR. BUGLYOSI: There is no evidence of this, your

MR . KANAREK: This is a fair mference, youz: Honorx.
THE COURT: We will take our recess at this t:lm,
Ladies and gentlemen. '

Do not converse with: anyone or form of express

any.opinidn regarding the case until it is finally submitted

to you. The court will recess for 15 minutes.

" (Recess.)
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THE COURT: All counsel and jurors are present.
You may cén%inue, {r, Kanarek. |
MR, KANAREK: Thenk you. = | |
 Now, in speaking Witﬂ Ithds Kassbian - first of
2ll I would like o just say, we all say that what is

going on in this gourtréﬂm ls sBerlous business,, We say ‘that.
b ’i . : . . 3 .

‘We verbalize it.

Now, ln other fields of: 1ife, architecture,

‘ engineering, business, insurance or Whatever 1t may be,

the drema or the flare has no place, that 1s, when a guy is

sitting doing his Job in & business establishment, we
donts judge him on bls public-speaking abillty.
_ We should not Judge these cases on someone's
publicmépeaking abillity.-
We are not here to be entertalned.

I think we are all in agreement that notwlth-

the courtroom consists of the press; we are not here to be

entertained., We are here to solve a problem, & very human.

and a very real problem, and if ab times it gets rocky,

g |1t isn't because we haven't prepared it and tried to ferret

oy | OUb the high polnts from what may be called trivié.

2

.25

11t 18 not that at all.

The very nature of the process requires a
certain amount of ditch dlgging.

T am sure when General Eisenhower was doilng
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whatever he did for D-Day, there was a lot of drudgery, a

lot of detail,

Why was that invaslon successful? Beecause of

' the staff work that was done, the hard drudging kind of

gtaff work, and that is what we are here for in this case.
Ve have 19,000 pages of transcripb. There is a
lot of drudgery inveolved in i%. We*&on't wish it to be that

' way; we wish 1t could be entertaining, but I am afraid that

1t cannot be becausgsof'the ndture, the very volume of the

material that we have,

- Now, very, vefy sigpificaﬁt in this case —~-

| because of Linde Kamablan's place in this case and

because of the evidence in thls case that was brought to us,

the Court is meking a finding as a matter of law that she

. is an accomplice.

Nr. Bugllosl in his opening statement to us,

and in his volr dire of the jury, spoke much ghout accom-

1 plice and all of that.

So wé have passed the hurdle as to whether or
not Linda Kesablan is an zccomplice. She 1s. No matger
what Mr. Bugliosl stated in his opening statement to us

- about how the jury ma& have to determine this and thaf

. about an accompilee, this is a faet of life, she is an

accemplice, We are golng to be instructed to that effect.
Now, the Court is golng to instruct us that

- using Linda Kasablan's testimony, if it 1s used at all, it
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{ are Judges.

should be viewed with distrust,
That Court is going to tell us somethlng about

corroboration, JIn other words, the Court is going to tell

' us that Linda Kasabian's testimony must be corroborated by

{ other evidence. It must be corroborated by evidence that

1s Independent of Linda Kasabian, and I thinkighat we can

{ conslder thé opening of Mr. Bugliosi -~ now,/Mr, Bugllosi
| was making a speech to the Kiwanls or the Rotarians, just
- discussing things, human events or, more or less, Just

o | speaking to a group of people Just for the Interest
o involved,that would be orie thing.

But it was something else when the prosecution
does riot dlscuss the law.

' When the prosecution merely discusges the

evidence in a vaccum -- Mr, Bugliosi, outside of first

' and. #econd-degree murder that he had on the charge here

before us, outside of that Mr, Bugllosl did not ask us to
apply the'laﬁ to this evidence, £0 see where we go from
there, because that 1s what we are when we are jurors, we
We take the law that the Court gives‘us, we
apply it to the evidence and we come up with the
result.

That is cirecumstantlal evidence, we think.

 The weakﬁess of the prosecution's position, the fact that

they don't discuss the law,'ﬁﬂey discuss the horrendous —-

|
|
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the horrendous bloodiness of i%t:all.-

So if we can, let's think about the law for a
moment, the law of corroboration,

Now, Linds Kasablan must be corroborated.

Now, that means not only her oral testimony but every

| exhibit, evefy plece of physlcal evldence that the prosecu-

tion presented to us is part of what must be corroborated.
Now, if I may, Ffor Just a moment, for instance,
let's take this wallet.
Now, this wallet does not corroborate Linda
Kasablan. The reason it does not corroboratée Linda
Kasablan 18 because thils wallet and all that it stands for
or does not stand for 1s before us because of Linda

Kasabian's testimony.

4
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fa~1 In 'othef words, thé law'c;fa’corrobo;:atioh is not

%.‘1imited, as we sald just to the oral testimpny. L

s b Before Linda Kasabian can be corrdborated we’

¢ | need iﬁemé; we nced GXhlbltS other than exhibits that she
5 | testified to. That she testified about. '

- 6 | A picture of Sharon Tate, for Imnstance.

N I Let's take the picture of Mr. Frykowski for

8 | a minute.

L

E o That picture does not cokroborate Linda Kasabian
- 0 ) for this reason: | ’ '

. That picture is not tied in to any defepdant

7 except by way of Linda Kasabian.

1 The fact, for instance, the fact for instance

_ . % | that Mr Frykowski has passed away. That does not

15 corroborate Lind& Kagabian. The only thing that corroborates
I | Linda Kasgbian, or the onhly kind of things that can

7 | gorroborate Linda Kasabian 1s évidence that:

18 ¥ | (L) Connects the defendants with the alleged
19 Acrimes‘ar-;d;‘ |
2 - (2) That connection must be independent of
* 2 Linda Kasabian. | | A
22 For instance, you take the picture of Mr. Frykowsﬁi..

L1

' Now, the way that that picture could be uged to corroborate -
2¢ | Linda Kasabian would be if someone who was not an accomplice]
. u o5 Mr. Garretson, who has a strange place in these proceedings, |

% | someone who was not an sccomplice, viewing the same scene,

Y
&
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e

viewiﬁg Mr. Frykowski and, let's say that he says that it
happened'thé~Way Linda Kasabian said it happened. That
would be corroboration, A ‘

The ﬁicturg;of Abigail Folger. That doeg not
c&rroquate Iinda Kasabian because the only conmection
between these defendants and Abigail Folgex, the only
connection is Linda Kasabian,

| There is mno one to say that that plcture
represents anythlng that Linda Kasabian would have us
believe that it zepresents.
| Sc it would seem to me that the prosecution
would bring this up, would discuss these matteré. But the
prqsecution‘has seen fit not to,
_ Now again, we have the wallet here. We have
pictures.

We have the pictures that we saw yesterday,

- and those pictures -~ those pictures, gory as they are,

are not really the pictures that -- that that -- apart from
the fact that it inflames our mind, .those pictures do not
shbw ug, do not give us the analytical material to Judge

"~ this case. ' .»'

Dr. Noguchi's pictures are différent‘u;‘
. But égain, Dr. Noguchi's plctures do not
corroborate Linda Kasabfan. -, = e ‘s ‘53.3

In the law, and we are sittiﬁg here as jurors,

we are gitting as judges, and there ig ﬁotqugsfion‘aﬁouﬁ it,
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the wotd- "corroborate" and "coxrrcoboration"”, those are
technlcal words. Those ave more than just technical words;
these are -~ Ehese principles of law are there to protect

all of ug; because history has shown that people who have

. muel to gain, peoplé who are alleged accomplices, human

nature beding what it is, cannob be depended upon.

That is why #n a civilized society we have these |
principles, _

Now, the reason that' Dr. Noguchi -- Dr. Noguchi
docs not corroborate Linda Kasabian in any sense is becuuse
Dr. Hoguchits diagrams. do not connect the deﬁcndunto‘Wltﬁ
the alleged incidents. That is the reason there is no
corroboration. ‘ ‘
But 1f we look at Dr. Moguchil's pictures, and
having in mind r. Bugliosi's previous cxhibit, the exhibit
he'hqd_hare on intent, and so forth, letts talk about
murder. - | ‘

If we look at those pictures, we sec whoaver
did whateyeﬁ happgnéd -= First of all, the premise he:e

igs, there is no question.about it, the prosecution dogs

" not contend that Mr. Manson was present ot any stage of -~

Well, iet me back off so I can try to make

it as correct as possible, .

‘ lir. Bugliosdi and the- prasecutlon do not contend

that Mr. Manson was prasenn t:hén .:myone was killed.

3
LI . "

1. Bugliosi said that in his openimg statement,’
: * t : I3 " 1 . - ~ - .

* _,.CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1| and that is the reason that the conspiracy charge is there,
_ “'g | to befuddle us. _

‘- . T3 | , I will try to discuss that,

s o "Now, Mr. Bugliosi has put before us the

5 | iﬁtent. Mr. Bugliosi says that the aforethought, the

6 | specific intent to commit murdex, he says, must be premedi- |

| ! 7 | tated, must be done with malice aforethought.

- A E ‘: . He is telling usg that aforethought is some

‘_ B : 9 | antique kind of word; that we don't have to be concerned
0 | about. '
H _ Well, we might take exception to that because

iz % don't think that Wa wOuld be us;l.ng law that Is antique.
, 13 | We are using live present lam '
. ‘ | - And T th:mk the word "éﬁ@rethought " there,
15 | 1is a word which is not dead. | o
% o I imagine for some;-reaéon,- ma}bé' it's a'sniail; :
17 point I don*t know, but I think we can conside:t; that it
1B | has meaning,othemise we would not be using it ’
19 | But when we lookzt the pictures that Dr. Noguchi
C0 | and Dr. Katsuyema gave us, without the blood ~- as a
91 | matter o’f fact when we look at those bloody plctures,
22 | outside of inflaming ug, they don't give us any facts.
23 . We see blood, I think all of us on occagion

1L

- 21 | have cut purselves, It doesn't tazke much blood to look
: .8 £fls. 2 | pretty bad.

26
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So, & physician, because Dr. Noguchi is a
physician, he specializes in pathology and specializes in
his particular’ field he is & physiclan, Dr. Katsuyama is
a physician.- You wlpe away the .Veneer of blood, and then
you get to the detailing, you get to the part where we can
talk 1ntelligently, where‘y? pan discuss tlie problgm without

| emotion. And I think we must come to the conclusion,

Iooking at the number of $tab wounds here,:théb~whateven
wasg done here was a personal type of thing with the |
person who did it, or whatever persons did it.

Let's take, for instance; & particular stab

wound, serdes of stab wounds, When the Mafia, or when

someone goes out, when someone goes out and orders a
killing, you don't see these types of wounds.
. Now, Mr. Bugliosli would have us belleve that

Mr, Manson, at & time when he 1s sleeping with a giri,a

maybe it 1s "Seram” ~~ §-g-h~-r-a-m -- I never did get the
exact way she preferred to pronounce it -~ he had a new-

found love on those two days. There is no question., He

And we are talking about speclfic intent to
commit murder.
‘ Duriﬁg-thOSe two days, Mr, Manson was very
much taken up with this glirl. And the nature of %the

man-woman relationship is such, and in the context of

CileloDrfiVE. COMEARTHIVE
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. these proceedings and what happened here, who would best

know? Who would best know?

Stephanie Schram was a purported member of the,

Y

' quote, Family, undubtei

There is not one word elicited from Stephanie
Schram concerning these events.- And he was intimste with

her, He had just met her. And although this may violate

some of your princlples that some of us may have concerning

transitory man-woman relatlonships, he had just met her a
few days before and he was sleeplng with her more or less
continuously.

This is a factor, this ls a circumstantial

" factor which is most signiflcant at the very time of the

geven counts of murder that iz alleged, and the very times

i that this alleged conspiracy supposedly came into

| exlstence and supposedly came to fruition.

S¢, Mr, Bugliosi, In connection with

| Stephanie Schram, he goes to the extent of speaking sbout
' her being hit over the hedd, Manson hit her over the head

with a rifle bubt at the Barker Ranch some time later. —-
why does Mr. Bugliosi put that in?

Does he put it into evidence to prejudice our
cbjective analysis for us so that we can have some kind of
feeling against Mr, Manson because of this kind of
activity?

- What kind of Inference, what kind of

inference do you have t£o make? How many inferences do you

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




w

b

|
S ¥

i3

14

15,

16

1

19

2

)

2
=

25

19,634

and conspiracy to commlt murder weeks before that? Keeping

of reasonable doubt, whlch 1s the doctrine that sort of

| permeates everything else thgt%we talk about here,

18

have to make to uge that to adcuse Mr, Mansod of murder

in mind at all times that we hdave the underlying doctrine

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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S0, we get back to intent. What we are

| Speaking of now, intent.

Looking at those pletures e I don't want o

4 disturb lir, Darrow right now %o get them out -- bubt when we

look «t those pletures, study them over, what we suggest
is, perhaps, that you put the horrible looking pictures

aside. Put the horrible laoking pictuves aside and analyze

| .one of Dr, Hoguchl's and Dr, Katsuyéﬁa‘siﬂiagrams and

. sge: Does that show Spécifip iptéﬁt‘of the person dolng

- the act?

[

| This is something to consider in connection
with this case. L .
_ . I don't want to in any way detract from the
passing avay, the fact that these people pas»ed awa;, bub
o extract the kind of testimony, the ldle statement by

Linda Kasabian thuat if she could do anything, she would

do anything to not havé had this occur, I mean, is that
. meaningful? Is that meaningful?

I an nbt goﬁng to dwell upon that., I certainly
hope that we are all In agreement that none of us -- hone
of his -~ wanted anyone to pass away, And I am not de-
tracting ffom the right of these people to live and all of
that; A

But that is not the problem. That is not the
problem; Yhat we are trylng noﬁ 1s a2 case in which we are

trying to determine what responsibillity, 1f any,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| eriminal defendants have,

So, when we get to the corroboration, when we

get to the corroboration, remember, there is very little

evidence in this record to corroborate Linda Kasabian.

As Mr. Fitggerald and kr. Shinn have stated, -~

 and we wish that My, Bugliosi had so stated -- you put

. aside everything connected with Linda Kasabian, and fthen

you see: IS8 she corroborated?

Now, that means this wallet, it means the knife,

| 1t means everything that she testified to, everything

concerning what she testified. You put all of that aside,

| You can't use the exhibits that aré dependent upon her -

alone, and you can't use exhlbits that are not dependent

upon her alone unless there is an exhiblt that someone who

Tnis is the analysis that we think 1s correct.
And if we g0 that, We then try to find out what It is,
what evidence 1s there,

' Now, ilr. Bugliosi, now that we have brought up

* thils subject, undoubtedly will tell you, and he will harp
1 B

upon the word “slight." DBecause Judge Older ls going o

2 | instruet you that that evidence which does corroborate may
-1 be 8light. |

Now, what slight is 1in the context of any trial
is up to the trier of faect. Those bf us, the 12 of us that

are jurorg, are the ones to decide what is slight and what
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| 6 be taken in the context of that which is to be

through these exhibits, there is very, very little evidence,

w

is not slight as Papr as corroboratlion goes.

And what 1s slight and what is not slight has

corroborated,

Now, when we go through this record and go

if any, %o corroborate Linda Kasablan,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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- 8b-1 1} Now, I think we . spoke of this Briefly yesterday.
2 | We have exhibits anc], we have testimony

3 I should probably put down on the boa‘rd here |
4 | the ‘word Yacecomplice" and "L.K.Y for Llnda Kasabian. o
s | . These are thmgs that we should keep in oux

s‘m:‘.n'd',s. | ' ‘ R

7 . An exhibit is inanimate.

8 | This 1s one of the paradoxes of our judiclal

9 | system, We take these exhibits into the jury room but we
1 | don't take the testimony into the jury room., Maybe gome
u | day 1t ﬁill be changed. But we are handicapped in the jury
2 | room because we cah't remember everything that was sald
13 | concexning & particular exhibit.
4 : And yet really, it should be the other way
5 | around. ‘
1w} - | I think we should take the;- testimony in rather
1 | than the exhibits, because the exhibits, they are sort of
¢ | physical items which are there, étﬂ thete i3 a tendency,
1 | there is a tendency on the part of gll of us, to forget -
o0 | ‘the words that ‘are asgociated with these exhibits,
. 21 | And yet these exhibits have no significance until they are
22 | correlated by way of oral testimony.
23-‘ - . Now, we all remember, for instance, the
2¢ | gllusion to thongs and leather in this trial.
2% | - Now, looking at the cross gection. Counsel,
| o | I think, IMr. Shinn and Mr. Fitzgerald both, I am not suxe,
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“but; one of them at least sPoke' about this. e
’ We have sgientifiic knowledge today. That ig
prébal;-ly part of our problem. It is probably that we have
too much scientific progress. S -
In the old days, as hundxed years ago, people
spent -- they had more et:l.me - they had to have moze time

to till the soil, and they didn't have tim.e fm: some" of

our modern conveniénces.

Anyway, we have scién_tiifié knqw}.édgé that has.
. nevér been known to man.

I look at & cross sei;tioﬁ here of i:h:is leétﬂer'
thong, and I say to myself, not knowing that this is for
sure, but it seems to me that there must be, I think it
is fair to infer t;hat if we can do what we do with £inger-
prints, if we can do what we do.with hair, we certainly
can take a qross section -- and maybe thiz was done -~
this is another defect in oux system, is to have the

investigation done by that part of law enforcement which

. wants to see a certain result, and if something happens

ox écniething takes place vwhich may not help the .prosecution*#

cage, we may never know it -~ but in any event, this cross

section, it would seem to me that if thisceme from the

same hide as that which was found around Leno La Bianca,

that there would be some kind of scientific know how in

| this connection.

A biopsy, we all know, for instance, in cancer,

|
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4 person ¢an look perfectly normal, but they run biopsies.
They do whatever they do. They stain the cells, and if

. they react a certain way, somebody looks through a micro-

€ anecey.

19,640

scope and they say that this person -- God forbid -- has

Now, by the same token, it would seem that we
could rﬁn a biopsy upon this leathcr and, as I say, perhaps
this was done.

It doesn't séem unieasonab];e to us to do that.

4 -""‘ l. P
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_ Instead, what do we have? We have ﬁhé pféétige -
and all of us -~ all of us are indebted to law enforcement, |
There ilsn't one of us that hasn't been protected at some
time ox other by what law enforcement people &o. They go

out there and they put thelr lives on the line. There is neo

question about that, But we ask the impossible of them

- sometimes,

Just pleture the position of a law enforcement
officer being asked: Is this thong similar to that which
was found, whlch purportedly tiled up lMr. La Blanca?

Are we gebting evidence? Or are we getting the
prestige, and arve we getbing feedback to us, the love and
affectlon that all of us have for law enforcenent?

Ia this falr to us to have that kind of a
question asked of a law enforcement officer, people who are
in the Los Angeles Police Departﬁent?

Because this Is such a subjectlve determination
as to whether it is siﬁilar or not.

And what 1s happening, the prosecution is
relying, once agdin, upon the impact, upon the pleture of
Mr, La Bilanca with his hands tied béhind him; and they are
relying on this similarlity to bootstrdap this exhibit into
some kind of evidence against Hr. Manson,

And yet, thiz 1s not corroboration, becduse this
plece, which 1s Exhibit No. 95, even this plece doesn’'t
at all caonnect Mr. Manson with any crime. It doesn't |
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connect Mr, Manson with thls any more than Zny one of us

 who may have leather on his or hér person.

And I think that we dan look and see what is

| the reason that this is put into evidence.

Is it really put there to ¢onvince our minds,
or is it put there to convince our emotions?

And that brings us to the great, you know,

ineredible, incredible emphasis upon Mr. Manson in this

case,
For some rezson or other, for some reason or

other, this case has been made bthe kind of conrrontaﬁion

. we dont't need in this country today.

What we gsre today in our daily lives, we have

- B0 many pressures, we have 50 much time having a good time

that we' forget, we forget our history sometimes,

This country was built upon dissent, If we

- Jook ét the formatlve years of this country, the fantastie

dissent that occurred in this country. Fantastle dissent
occurred between Thomas Jefferson and those who didn't
like Thomas Jefferson, And if we read some of the history
of this country, it is incredlble the names that were
called back and forth, Some of the people that we now
revere,

The allen and sedition laws were declared
unconstitutional. Cerbain things that started out, that

made the Unlted States great, and dissent was one of them.,
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| tation that this case has created Just to get Mr, Manson.

18

Now, it is utferly unbellevable this confron-
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Because. Mr. Mansont ‘éits'.an a thought,” an i;dea,;

-_whatever it may bhe, that some pepple don't 1ike.

Things that were histor:.cally né good -~ there

i was a time, there was literally g t,lme in the days, of
) Benlamln Franklin when you could he thrown in jail, thrown
- dn. jail for a goodly period of time for what was called

criminal syndicalism, just because two people wanted to

 get together and have a trade union or something like that.

That occurréd in our early history, things
which oncé, at one time din historf, were uhaecepted,'
have become acceptéd. |
- Now, I am not saying -- I am not fostezing
commune living. I am tiek saying -~ I don’t think that any

| of us here necessarily aré-advbcating that people live

together the way Linda Kasabian has lived for quite a few
years.

But, to take 2 man and submit a hu_maﬁ being ta
what Mr. Manson has been submitted to, beclouds the issue.

The Prosecution in this case, by injecting this
confrcntation, is trya.ng to get us to condemn a life
style, Which may be it should be condemned, but it should
not be condemned in a court of law; it should not be
condemped in a court of law where someone is charged with
murder, because, if we look at this conspiracy that they
have talked about, they have talked about a conspiraey,
really, ﬁhat is the purpose of this conspiracy?
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9.2 .| Conspiracy is a war, according to the prosecu-
2 tion. A
. R " The purpose of this conspiracy is to create

4 | some kind of a bleek and white war, ‘

5 . o Well, that is specious when you look at it for
» ‘6  many reasons. If I was going to create a black and white

* ' 7 wa::' I would leave the Los Angeles Sentinel at the Tate -

8 E housge, The Los Angeles Sentinel ie a paper which im ‘put

o ‘ out by peoplae in the black community and presumably pnly -

‘10 ‘blagk. people read it.

‘ n | ' I would do something to create an image that
! blnck person was there. A
3 -13 ' ' ‘ Maybe I would drop a, picture of Cassius Clay,
. 14 | ox maybe I would drop a picture of someone else, Martin
15 | Lnther' King. | ‘
6 . I would put-evidence there that would make it

fr°| elear that it is black people that -

18 ~ THE COURT: Mx. Ranarek, as I indicated to counsel,

19 :' we will recess at 11:15 this mbr;ning rather than 12:00
2 Ac"clock. I ‘

S m The comet will recess unt:tl 1 45 this afternoon.
22 Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with B

23 anyone o form or expreds any Aop:.n:{.‘qn regard’ing the__ case |
7 until it finally submitted to you. .

. . ' The court is now inm recess until 1'&5*

10- fls. o5 | - (Noon recess.)
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K10-1 1 LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 30, 1970
- 1:49 PN,
4 j : (The followlng proceedings are had in open

5 court. All jurors present. All gounsel except Nr, Hughes

6 presgent, Defendants absent:) »

- 7 - THE COURT: Aii counisel and jurors are present.
. s - You may continue, Mr, Kenarek, |
9 4 MR, KANAREK; Thank yOu; ydﬁf Honor, .
| 10 : Ladles and gentiemen, I fhiﬂk that w§jwpu1d‘a11

1 agreé that there 18 a normal~humap tendency to, once you

12 | hear something along a certain line; for insfance;lninda

13 | Kasabian spoke, whai she told us, once it gets into our
: . - 1 | gray matter, there is a sort of humen tendency on our

15 part to accept that as the ground rule, that is, the
16 battle'field, so to speak, that i3 the &areathat we héve
17 to talk abéub‘ In-other‘words, we moré oOr less automati-
B cally accépﬁ that as some kind of a format, '
19 But I think, if we look at onr experiences in
20 life, and along with the evidence and circumstances, I
21 | think we might come to some other conclusion,

. 2 | It is interesting, it is interesting, and I
2 | mentioned this, in our law, each defendant has his or her
2¢ | own lawyer, and I am not here, my functlon here is

@ 2 | strictly on behalf of Mr, Menson,
| 2% [ ~ What I am going to allude to now 1s only by
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way of reference and by way of illustration, Just to fry to
see if we ean arrive at some points.

-We will notice that Abigail Folger has defense
wounds ori her hands. ‘

I am not referring to Dr. Hoguchi;s very
detailed, very detailed, autopsy, and specifically this
chart pertaining to Abilgall Folger.

| ‘ Now, if I may - I am having a little

mechanlcal problem here because of the size of these
exhiblts - now, if we ook at Sharon Tate, however, we
find no defense wounds. No defense wounds on Sharon Tgte.
u Now, we cén, I think, make some Iinferences
from this,

| There 1s before you purpdrted atatements by
Susan Atkins that she stabbed Sharon Tate.

Whoever stabbed Shargn Tate — fbrgetting the

‘people involved ~- I think we can infer that Sharon Tate,

she has no defense Wounds on he# hands, Sharon Tate was

: held by someone and stabbed if we take Dr, NOguchi a ‘

evidence here, and 5tabbed while she was held.

%
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1i~1 I | I think -~ again I want to‘ emphasize what
' 2| Judge Older has instructed us, that the purported statehents |
- of Susan Atkins are only to be used in connection wi;h youf
4 | assessment of Susan Atkins‘ -
5 : Fachi dei:’endqnt is entitled to an ind:.vxdual
6 | Judgment by each juror. There being 12 Jurors, four
S v | defendants, eight charges, I mean, simple avithmetic will
8 | tell us how many separate decisions there have to be made.
,9' Fo | Now, I think that we can cqﬁsider the context==-
10 forgetting Linda Kasabian completely ~- just looking at the |
i1 | pilectures -~ for pgetting any defendant, Mr. Fitzgerald h;.zs
2 | gald no one is contending here that these peoplé did not
- ,‘ B pass away because of external means.
. ' L - " 8o it Would appear -- it would appear that Susan \
15 | Atk:.ns‘ statement you could argue, and I think argue with
18 some certainty, at best is a braggadocio type of stateément.
17 It is a .statemerit which T don't believe Dr. Noguchit'sg
18 | evidenee substantiates. |
1 - » In whatever way Sharon Tate passed away, she
20 héé no defense wounds upon her. A single person acting

: ai | along, by himself or herself, and looking at the wounds
' 2| that Shavon Tate received, it is incredible -~ '
- 1 am not referring to those bloody plectures,
21 | because those bloody pictures mu‘ldl not show you the B
] A- % | detail that Dr. Noguchi shows you. . ' »
g | T think it .’_ns.-"c,léai: that Sharon Tate's arms were

.
1 1
R

L]

i
-
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- held by some force when she pagsed away.

. evidence: My function here is mot to sit in judgment

| like -~ you Saw Mr. Watson here in court, You have heard

o | less dramatic conclusion. .

24 ‘,i'she Says, on July the 4th.

| And again, my purpose here is pot to try Mr.
Watson, My function here 1ls hot to damn Mr. Watson.
My function here is merely o look at the

‘'of anyone, and I dc;'n't pretend to sit in judgment of
anyone. | '

| However, just looking at the situation as it is
set forth here, it would seem like that -~ it would seem

him described. You have seen pictures <= pérhaps you have
not seen the picturé of him -- but in any event Mr. Watson -
is a male. ,‘ ,:

Presumably he has more strength than a femala.
The progecu};iém ‘nas Charged Mr. Watson in this
md:.ctment alcng with Linda Kasablan, dnd rather than this _: ‘
being -- xather than this being the kind of situation that:
M. ‘Bugliosi and the prosécution: gﬁould have s believe that

this is, I think that we can come to 2 more ‘progalc,’ although |

Linda Kasabian liked men, there is no gquestion
about 1t.

Linda Kasabian first made love with Tex Watsonm,

Linda Kasabign, I think we can infer, gave
$5,000 to Mr. Watson. Linda Kasabian's total contact; total

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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e will 2o through the record -- we can see she says, for

. prosecution was rot oo 'eagér to let us know gbout this

| some of us may think that it should have been.

- sheé stabbed Sharon Tate, maybe to impress someone in the
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19,650

in time, that is, very short in time. .

¥

outside of Linda Kasabiants gratuitous and ==’

1natance, that Mr. Manson had this supposed great: contral
ovei her; and a few insi:ances later she says everything ‘ghe
did she did freely and voluntarily. ,

So sometimes the circumstances and the gituation
is much mere poverful in telling us what really occyrred
than the mere words that are uttered from the witness stand,

Now, Lmda Kasab:.an, and 1 think we can certainly
assume that the prosecutxon in this case, the prosecution
in this cgseé certainly knew about this knife, and in
connection with the direction af Linda Kas.zzbian in connec~

tion with the way this was portrayed for us here, the
knife. "It was uot injected into the proceedings the way

By that T mean -« I think we will all recall
that this koife, which is without blood upon it -- this
knife is without blood npon it!

1f we take the mere words of Susan Atkins that

jall, whateve::_ her motivation niay ba, just assuming that
she said those things, is that consisterit with having an
dbsolutely bloodless knife?
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Supposedly if you believe Linda Kasgbian; Sadie,

. Susan Atkins was given this knife in the midst of some kind

of a something or other that involves all kinds of bloodshed.

| Why is there not & drop of blaod upon this knife? -

 Because Lindé,Kasabian'was inside that house;

- that is why there isn*t any blqu nn this knife.

If we 1ook at tha probabllitles, Mr. Fitzgerald |
or Mr. Shlnn, one of'them or both of then spoke bf prohab;li*';'

Linda Kasabian had knownfﬂiufﬂansonfa:month;

" Linda Kasabian says that when she got ko that particular
: - :

point in the doorway she saw that -- she Eeélized at thét'
iﬁstaht that Mr. Manson éé‘that Mr. Manson was not God.
She uttered those words from the witness stand.

Now, in this conmeetion -~ in this c¢onnection

I think there is a picture here which is most significant,
‘and that is this picture, 94, People's Exhibit. 94, which

is in evidence.

This picture and the testimony of Mr. Granada

' proves conclusively that Me. ¥rykowski, who had a blood

type, as we recall, a B blood type, completely different
from that of Jay Sebring, Mr. Granada made it ¢lear ta us,
there is no guestion -~ hexe is eircumstantial evidence that
cannot be xefuted. | | ‘
This is Jay Sebring's blood. This is not the
kind of blood that is just trampled out upon the 31dewa1k.
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. the way it is sét out on this photograph, by just a transi-

- tory dropping of blood from one person who has beer in

- ghe went into that housjea

[ e w

.19, 652.

I

Jay Sebring was here. ¥You don't leave blood

close contact with another person.

There is just no guestion that Jay Sebring
was there, and the more reasonable interpretation of
aﬁyt:hing that Linda Kasablan said is that when she heard

whatever she heard, she said she heard, if she heard,

v

-
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12-1 '.1 1 ‘ I think there is no guestlion about it,

2 : | Linda Kasablan's love for this knife is

3 | reflected other places in this testimonx.j: -

4 | I believé it is Danny De CarXo who testlfiad
;5. about Linda Kasablan's affinity’ for that knife., ‘

6 Linda Kaszblan waan‘t going’ tg parb with that

. '3?‘ ) o 7 kn"if@ L] . o .
| Just looking &t it%, forgettingfthhb she 1s now

&

9 | 4 witness for the prosecutibn, she had that knlfe, she tells.
S | us, with her a very 1bng, long time.
11 ' Now, I bhink that it is a falr statement that
112 | if Linda Kasabian was there at all, Linde Kasablan may nob
i3 | have partaken in these proceedings the way she says, I '_
. . 1 | mean, we certainly are all agz;eed, we &re not bound by her,
15 | what she utbers from the witness stand, and the presence
% | of this knife Inside the housé, coupled with her stabtement,
" 1z | she had o have & reason for not going into that house,
18 | end she tells ug that bhe reaspn ~- and this is what taxes
. 1§ ! ‘our gredulity -— the reason is that at that instant she
20 | realized that Mpr, Manson was not God.
o ' 21 4 I don't want to belabor 1t, but other o,'ounsel
" 5 | have gone into it , after this so-called sudden ligh%, she
% | did all the things that she did.

it g

Y Now, if Linda Kasabian was inside that house
. ‘ 25  ~- and I think that we can certainly surmise that she was, --.
26‘? there 1s no question about it, there is no question about
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1 | that being another fabrication on her part in connection
2 : wlith her testimony before us here.
3 . What is there other than that?
& Theglové of a girl for & boy. No matter what
s.| might be said about My, Hanson, you have seen Mr, Manson,
¢ | and Mr, Manson certalnly gets alohg with giﬁla okay, The
. 7 testimony, independent of Linda Kasabian would indlcate
g 1 that, But here, 1f we look at Just'the rlaln old human

9 | eiécumstances, who 1s Linda KaSabian cleavipgvgg,:rgaigy?
s '“m.: She is cleaving to Mr, Wabtson. | |

ar | ‘The magic, the boy-girl relationship, the.
i3 affinity of one for the other, I think we can assume, dust
) lgj:.from the circumstances -+~ she had glven him.$5 000 - '
. o L; | Mp. Watson was In that house, and let's assume, let's
1 . assume for the sake of argunent, that Linda Kasablan heard
151 something coming from that house, She ran into that house
.| to protect Mr. Watson.
18 _ Of all of the people that she went with, that
© | she Went with on that journey that first night, who did

2 | she love the most? Who was she closest to?

I

2. ' - We can assume Mr. Watson,
2 : He was here, He looks to be an American boy
23 | that would be the type, about the right age, for Lindé for
| _2;;‘ éome kind of chemistyy to exist between Linda Kasabian and
. .3 1 mr. watson.

%6
12 .
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122-1 1 _ ‘ Now, the Court will instruct you, and cqunsel
) s havefindicated, 1f there ave tWo reascnable inferences and
3 one points fo gullt and one points t0 Innocence, thaﬁ we
¢‘1ghould adopt the inference that points to innocence.
5 | Beecause of this, what we have palked about hers,
s | in human affairs you can't pinpoint things with great
. 7 accurac;, 50, therercre, this principle of law applies,

8 | ~ But 1t applies even greateyr, because it is

G4

o | unreasonable, it is unreasonsble in the conbext of all of
10 | Linds. Kasabian’a testlimony, for her, at that instance,

11"to have realized ‘that Mr, Manson wasn's God. |

12 There is another interesting thing.
_ i3 Mr, Bugliosl's questioning involved Tex, and
. 1 | it showed the relatfonship between Mr. Bugllosi and Linda,

15 | the fact that they have spoken with each other.

16 ' Mr. Bugliosi arranged for her to be taken out
| of ﬁhe_premiseﬁ. They had dinner, I think, or something
18 5 11ke that, whlle out of the premises of Sybil Brand.

9 ' Page 5029 of the transcript. He is referring
o0 { DOW to the first nilght. He is séying; beginning &t 5028:
'51" "As you drove off from the Spshn Ranch" -

at Line 10 -~ "As you drove off froim the Spahn Ranch,

23 | o Linda, did you know what your destination was
, o | going to be?
. %. | WPHE WITNESS: No, I dld not know where
- w7 we were going. " '

R 1 P

~ We have spokan about that in connection with
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16 .1

ény éoﬁspiracy, Here is an alleged couspirator who doesn't

‘know Where she is gping.

"Q bid you ask Tex or Sadie or Katie
where you were going? '

LY N .No.

"Q Was your answer no?
"a, No.
"Q Did you know what Tex, Sadle and

Katie were going to do that night?"
" Pardoh me., The Court sustailned an objection
to that. |
‘ Line 5 at Page 5029y
"Q Dia you ask Tex or Sadie or
Katie‘what they were going to do?
o No,"
Then the COurt tells Linda Kasabian to delay
her answers. "
vy . You ﬁid not ask them what they
were going to do?
ig, -, No, F did not. ¥
Then the next is slgnificant.
g Did they indicate to you in any fashion

-

. what they were poing to dopr ( T

o - - —

And remember, this is in the cbnéext, again,
that the’ Court is golng to say-that- f1hda Kasabian is an
aecomplice as a matter of law in this ease. s

L ’,"

7
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| "The ques»bion, Linda" is did Tex, Sadle, or Katie

, W

"q pid they indicate td you in any
fashion what they wére going to do?

WIHE WITNESS: Tex saild we were

Yes,
going to a house ~=1 ‘ »
Now, Mr. Bugliosi interrupbed Linda Kasebian

at that point..

"Mr, Buglioal: Q" .. She was talking again -

"Yes ., Tex,said we were goling to & house,
"Mp, Bugliosi: Q Well, now, did .. .
. ' B el
. they indicate what you Were going to do is what

I am concerned with,
N6.

L, |
g .. Tire question,-Linda" -- this 1s the

\

tell you what they were golng to do that night? ) ; -
STA, No,- they didn't i

g

i

“\ * 1
LT san
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' or other clued her in that she was supposed to say some-

thing else.
be read back to you if aﬁybady wishes to have it read back.

) takes more time, but I think that we get the detail of it

months.

| get to that -- she ;t:ells us «~ ‘wo have spoken of it already- ﬂ/

" her to do, or words to that effecti "Do what, 'Iex says.“ r

- papers which we zeceived in the middle of the txial,’

" ghe never heard this kind of a statement Ffrom Mr. Manso
about Mr. Watson.

Now, theré was that answer wheve she started
tp say that Tex told her something, and she changed it.
She changed it in the space of a few seconds. Something.

Now, this testimony, like all testimony, can
I am reading this right from the record. It

much better than my broad brushing of it, much better than
my editorializing, or any lawyer's editorializing, This is
the raw material. This is why we have been here for six

\

Now, Linda Kasabian tells us -~ and wewill

3

that supposedly Mr. Manson told her’ to do what Tex tells f i

Yet we know, and I mean we will read it 1ater

on, in her own handwriting, in her own handw:::.t:mg,
she says words that are the opposite of that. She said
Now, again, which is more significant, thak

which she wrote out or that which she uttered in this

coutrtroom?
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| The fact of the matter is that throughout hex
testimony she makes it very, very clear that she dida‘t
know, she had no knowledge whatsoever, about what she was
going t‘o‘do; |

She started to say something about Tex, and

" Mr. Bugliosi :Lnterrupi;e.d her at that particulax poi,nt in

the t:ranscript.

Now, Linda Kasabian is a girl who wag at that
ranch about a month, and vhen we talk about domination and
we talk about the ability to manipulate people, looking

back in our experiences in 1ife, have we seen anyone who

- has gétten his or her:way‘ in life, rode roughshod ovex

other human beings, imcluding the welfare of hér own
child, than Linda Kassbisn?

Wha was manipulating whom?

Linda Kasabian, who is a g::.rl who hitchhikes

- from here to there, has the capacity tv go to another

state, entice a man to pay moeney so she dan come back here

and get a child that she wants -- ghe wants that ¢hild,

For what reason? TFor what reason? For somée feeling that
- she has for the child?

I suppose. she cansiders this, thig feeling that
she has, a :E’eelmg which lS E she probably may well
cons;.der, from her viéwpoint, thai: thig is best for thé‘

welfare of that child. But it is mtere.st:mg to see how

Linda Kasabiau managed to manipulate the com:tis of these "

-
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- offense. She got probation, and walked out of the courtroom.

- she is deemed an accomplice as g matter of law, she

United States.

In Boston she was convicted of a nargotics
She comes to this court. She manages, where

manages to get complete immunity for seven counts of murder
and this count of conspiracy.
She comes to the courts of Galifornia and

'perpetfat'es a fraud upon the Juverile Couxt.
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'13-1 Certainly, certalnly there‘is no question she
2 | did not tell anyche af that time concerning these events,
.3 but she wanbted to néve pﬁysical possession of her child.
4 | "~ She stepped ypon IMr, Hannum, a gentleman who
5 | evidently was a new man, a new ranch hand af the Spahn
6 | Ranech; he béarly"gqt there and she used her femininity %o
- 17 | get Mr., Hanpum's car, supposedly to drive somewhere, and
8 | the car ended up in Arizona wlth a note, supposedly some~
9-’ time Jater, "That you can come and get your" -- essentially
10 wreéked ¢ar, somewhere 1ln New Mexlco,
1 "You ¢an come pick up your car.?
2 . This record is clear that she promiseﬁ
‘ 13 | Mr, Sage‘snﬁe‘kind éf allience, 2 man-woman alllance,which
.\' . 14 | ‘'she bagktracks on. It was something about hei‘_ going to
.15 South America or something‘with Mr, Sage.
16 ~She then wends her way back by way of
% | Miami, Florida; she wends her way back to Boston, and she
8 | applies for relief.
1 A_ She told us at the beginning that money meant
20 | nothing to her, Meney meant nothing tg hér, but neverthe-

L3

21 | less, when she had the opporbunity; it turns out that money

2 | did mean something 4o her,

»
i

2 fAnd T guess -- I guess —- that $5,000 thab
: '241:was given to Mpr, Watson was the kind of Bit@a?ion that wheﬁ
‘ . 25 | 8 guy likes a girl or & girl likes a guy ;.theée kin&s ’or"

; .gsl things happen. N N u
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-3 | the intent to steal,

' .“xof thc people that are beﬂore thls c0urt the peOple that

i

% And Linda Kasabian on the night ~-assuming that

she vas theﬁe, assuming that she was there, went out with

Certalnmly the record indicates that she went
’ ﬁheré.for the purﬁOses of creepymcrawling, as she pubs 1it,
Now, in,connection with Linda Kasablan, there's

another geries of circumstances that are most sign1£icant

| are berore this court who»ueréaﬁrrested dn Auguﬂt 16, 1969. 4

e

-

RS wim ‘Iranscnﬂﬂiﬁs Krenwinkel Suaan At’:»ins, ;e

P o ey I [ — N
el
B "v-._ E ’

| Leslie Van Hnutehq Buk Linda Kgsabian and.Tsx Watgpn were g
- '
not arrested, and I think it is a felr inference when Linda

o

Kasabian taok Mri’Hannum!s éar wherever she went, if she

I . '\\ ™ “".L§ .
| went in Mr¢ Hannum's car4~%hat ﬂhu}t?i son Was with her, j%_:
“ *ixlw» If we‘loa@ at iﬁ NWe Lbolk aﬁ it. again ;p tenms ey
L “““ / . Ty
" of natural human prepenSitiés.h. : . "w»

_ D HMr, Wabtson wasﬁﬁﬁtlarrested on August 16th,.
Liﬁdé Kasabian wag not arrewamd on Auwgust 16th, |
) L@nda Kasabian, orobably because of the money
| - she had given M, Watson, ada whatever their relstionship

was, she had some kind:Qf|a -- she had some kind of a desire,

whatever 1t may be, whaf%ve Ay hiave been the motivation,
to'éb somewhere‘withfgf?ﬁ%ﬁ on.

Wé- ha.\re N— Weﬁ la;%{-, nothing before us. We
have nothing bhefore us o Bhow where Mr. Watson was on

fugust 16, 1969, -~
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¥r, Bugliosl and the prosecution will tell you
that at .some later time Mr, Watson was at the Barker Rarch,

But on August 1l6th, two signiflcant people in

“‘this Iitigatlion were ﬁot arrested at the Spahn Raneh,

1 Those people are Tex Watson and Linda Kasablan.

I veally don't know how to deseribe it, but

the enormdty of what this glrl has told us in terms of

Just being a human being, ls incredible.
To be gble -~ to be dble to see whal she sald

she saw and nof try £6 save the life of & fellow creature

°hows a gallousness that 1s beyond belief,

If we would take ILdnda Kasabian g8 word for

, what she says, she could have saved the life of Ablpail

Folger,
What could have prevented the death of Abigail
Folger? .gccordiné.to Idinda Kaéabian,,according to

Linda Kasabian the people that she was there wlth were her

. friends,

- According to her, if 1t happened the way she
says 1t happened, all she had to do, all she had to do is

. remonstraté with some other pefson.

She could have saved the life of MNr, Frykowski,
1T we belleve her statement.

If we belleve her statements, Abigail Folger
was very much alive when she came through that door, and

from Linda Kasablan's statements, 1f we believe Linda

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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XKasablan, there is no question that all she had to do, all
she had to do was do a little bit of saying, "Hey there,
oo A
Instead she t¢lls us Bhe wanted ﬁo(stob; she

tells us now from the witness stand that she wanted it to
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Linda Kasabian is thinking of No.l, and thewe just is no

- Rasabian, would be someona who may or may not have been

i\fo one, even taking her s—tox;y jizst for 't:f;é
moment, assuming her story, could there be a more callous
human being in this whole widé world?

Just 1f we can portray it as just any faméi.ly
‘quarrel_,-. or wheré ue see someone we know getting embroiled.

Take the situation in a restaurapt or a bar.
We have seen it, all of us, many times. Someone has a
few too many drinks' in bat; someone we know, maybe someone
we dontt know, whoever the aggressor may be.

We,hqvc seent it a-ll.. Someone gets embroiled
with a stranger. You say ~- the person who was imterested

in the welfare, whatever it may be, even of their own

with bim, “Stop it. Don't do it."
What earthly reason was thére for Linda Kasablan |
not to have stopped this? According to her at that instant
she already then realized that Mf. Manson was not Géd.'
Why didn't she act on that? -
Vell, we kno;v that that is not so. At all times

question about that.
© The callousness of this patticular person is
beyond belief, and she then tells us that she was not in
the house.
Now, whoaver was im that house with Linda
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13a-2 the defendants -~ they may or may not bave been the

=

2 | defendants tn thia case, speaking nqm of the three

8 | female defendants. : Tl

'I‘he proseﬁut:ionr - the prosegution. has told
5 | us that e the progecution went Lo great extremes to try
¢ | to convin¢e you that Mr. Garretson could not’ have heard -~ BN

® 7 | could not have heard what happened in that: house.
3. We have gregarious types of pebp-le. Lo,
9 We have Sharon Tate, who is a lady who obviocusly

1o Liked people, entertained many people.
u ;A " We have Jay Sebring, a person who obviously
' | liked people; he was in the hairdressing business. There
‘- L B is no question he was not an intxovert. ’
. u | Mr. Frykowski and Abipail Folger, they evidently
5| were pé.cple‘. who got glong well with their fellow human

% | beings. N |
| We have. Mr., Parent theria, and again what I am
18 | going to say I say with the utmogt -- I mean I say it
LB relucfant];y; believe me, I'm sure you d'o believe me when
‘» | I say it, reluctantly, but I think some o:E these things
* a ‘we should discuss. '

[0

22 | Mr. Parent ¢sme there supposedly to sell a

% | clock around midnight.

24 ’ ﬁow, ¥r. Parent is alsc not on trial here.

o %5 | There is great probability, a great probability that there

26 | were othér people on those premises begides Mr. Garretson.
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As Mr. Fitzgerald has so correctly pointed out
in comnection with the amount of cocalne there, we can
assume -~ we‘can assume there was some kind of narcotic
activity going on on these premises, the type of -'people
that deal in those things,‘the type of,people that deal in
 those things arve not people who will come forward to tell
it the way it was. '

There 1s a great probability that there were
other -peo.ple:‘ ph those premises at some time during this
proceeding. , | |

Those glaéses,. for instance, would be =-- I
gather the prescription’ of the glasses was sent world wide,
or something like t:hat,_ | |

Who knows what happe:xs on those -~ forgetting

5 | the pa,rtﬁ.c'ulgr people involved, thexe is a tendency to

. -| focu®, 88 somebody has saild here, on that part of the
J', iceberg that 1s dove the water, and through ne fault of

w | &Y of us, all of the people that were on those prémises

" | bave not been named, people who desl in narcotics, no matter
o :'; what the:; sell, would not -~ could not for their own

o - pergorntal welfare, as they view :Lt, could not come forward.

I doﬂ' t wish to say that any particular person

The Coroners =~ well, from' the Coroner —-— blood

|was taken, and thére was found o be narcotic content in

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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~ the blood of Abigail Folger and Mr. Frykowski.

Whoever was on those premises, whenever, at the
particuylar time these events o;éurred, those people, as I
say, for their own personal reasons caunot come forward.

' And how do we know that Tex Watson did not go
there because of some narcotic man? Mr. Watson ~- Mr,
Watson i$ a 'fcntlemen who is obvmusly a personable boy.

Mfr. Bugliosi would have us thiok that he was
some kind of <~ well, he calls him 2 robot or an automaton,

Mr. Watson did not aépuar to be that. He
is a boy who clearly manage& to walve the processes of this
cotirt for some extended period of time.

He is not on trial here. I think that we have
to step back a‘little l;it and take a2 lock as to exactly
how stup;r.d Mr., ‘Watson is.

L b Now, M. tfatson -= Jou see, the difference
bet’ween Mr. Manson and Mr. Wat.snn ig that Mr. Watson has
an all Amgrican boy appearance, an. all American boy
appearance, and I'm sure - I'm sure -- now, Mr. Manson --

sure, Mr. Manson ~+ Mr. Manson has intellect., Mr. Manson

. has -~ has, I think, has qualities which -~ qualities
{ which some peclile may disagree with, but forgetting just

for 'a moment Mr.Manson as such,

Considering the community, that is, Wilson,

Terry Meicher, the people that Mr. Manson assoc¢iated with
-that might not accept Charles Manson, might well accept

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| with Terry Melcher and the people invﬁlved that Mr. Wetson

- many places where Mr, Mansan woulgd not’ be acceptable

' this 1s about the time that Iinda Kasablan would have run

out of LSD or whatever,

| tells us =~ this 1s another aspect for us to consider in
| only took LSD once in that perlod of time,

' & coupse of conduct that had gone on for years?

N

Mr. Watson, I<think we'cdn aésume, indeed

visited Dennis Wilson 8 hpﬁe* If he had anything to do
was perhaps wheeling and dealing or doing and soing m&ny,

because of his appearance, _
It is falr to assume ~- femember, aséﬁmiﬁg again

that Linda Kasablan -- we can only work with what we have --

Linda Xagablan $ells us again of an unbeliev-

able set of eircumstances, Here she has this 1965 - 1in

1965 she has ingested LSD, and bhese hallucinatory |
mat;rialg'on & regular basis.

Yet, when she comes to the Spahn Ranch she
comes to the Spahn Raneh - @nd one of the precious ltems
along with the $5,000 that she took was some LSD, or a
packagé of LSD.

Linda Kasabien comes to that ranch and she
connection with her‘credihilit& -~ ghe tells us that she
What'would be the reason that she would stop

What reason would there be for Linda Kasabian

to stop this course of conduct during the time she was at

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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the §pahananch, excepting in thls courtroom she wants &
posture of belng a good w;tness.

She wants to pay for her immunity by saying the
things that are expecféd of her. :
_ Now, what we gre talking about now .- there is
no explicit proof in ﬁhatreﬁérﬁ concerning, this, but when

Linda Kasabian and Tex Webson were together, how do we

know what they talked about? We don't know,

ilr, Bugliosi, Kr, Bugliosl did not in his

| examination -~ and again, this goes ~~ this goeg agaln to

. ¥he reasonable doubt, burden of proof, presumption of

inndeence type of thing that we have spoken of,

No one here made our law; our law is What it is.
The burden is upon the Prosecuﬁion to extract and produee
and prove people gullty of murder and conspiracy to
commit murder, '

Why was. Tex Watson neglected? In this trial
he was neglected by Mr. Bugliosi to the point of —- to the

He wds neglected becauge Mr, Bugliosi and the

" prosecution recognized the law of circwustantial evidence.

They recognized that the prime mover, as far
.as they are concerned, whatever thelr viewpoint may be in
this case, is lNr. Watson, bﬁtlthey have to sort of ¢ippy-
toe when 1t comes to Mr. Watson because they have adopted

4 position about Mr.amanson, that Mr, Manson is the over;all

+
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| Spahn Ranch; when you look at it from the prosecutionfs

" of people; there was & congtant flow of people in and oub

of thls ranch area;

n |

gome kind of & -~ some kind of a Lord imperial emperor,

 And when you look at what was goling on at the

ownl witnesses, 1t appears that there 1s a constant flow

And Mr. Watson and Linde Kasablan, they met
each other, they llked each -other, and they did things

s
-

together., _ . .
But 1f we would look atier, ﬁ:atsim, the
prosecntion case cfumbles because instgad of ?gl%ing it P
the.way 1t is eoncerning ir, Watzon, they soliclt a few’ '
qﬁestions from witnesses, from witnesses that MNr, vatsbn o

was some kind of a puppy dog.
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I think that some of the most powerful mes in

. history -- I am trying to think -- I read of a quiet
" dictator the other day, I forget now who it is, recently a

| ‘man who ruled a countyy -- maybe it will come tﬁ me ==

this man hardly speaks.

‘Mr, Salazar, who ran Portugal for many years,

| he hardly made a public appearance. I think that he was
| dictator of Port-uéal from 1928 until his death in the very

A personts personality and strength in what

they wish to do is mnot dictated by how many words they

I utter or what they say. A person can have a very powerfyl
B | ‘

personality and have a very powerful influence upon his

| fellow man without uttering a lot of words.
15

Mr. Bugliosi solicited from a few witnesses

statemeﬁts concerning Mr. Watson being a puppydog. Well,

~ let's see how much of a puppydog Mr. Watson really is.

. Mr. Watson; according to Linda Kasabian,

| Mr. Watson is the first man she mef’ at the Spahn Ranch.

Now, M. Manson is supposed to be the bé-all
and end-all of cteation among evérybody at i:hg Spahn Ranch,
But Mr. Watson is the first one she met at the Spahn

| “Ranch, Mr. Watson is the ote that she gave $5,000 to.
I

Mr. Watgon 1ls the man that she went creepy~
crawling with, ' |
‘Linda Kapabian would have us believe that

~ CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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14-32 1| Mr. Maﬂscn"just ruled this establishment with an iron fist
. , 2 | at'the same time that he is engaging in sexual activity
s | with Stephanie Schramm, and prestmably with other girls.
4 | - o There are onls}- 50 many hours in the day. You
§ | can't be in bed with a girl as much of the time as
6 | Stephanic Schramm indicated that Mr. Manson was in bed with
T 7 | Her amd go abbut and 'c:lo the kinds of things that the
N 8 | ﬁrosecution in this case is indicating that Mr. Msnson did.
| 9 And T think if we could possibly -- if we could
6. pqssiblly -- g0 thiough this transcript -- - which we can't
1 do = we ecan't go over it, we can't have it in the Jury
g e room, =~ We will find that in connection with the two days
| B in quest,::Lon, that in connection with those two days in
. . A quest::ton, there are practica,lly no utterances by Mt. Manson,
h 1 I’ractically nothing by Mr. Manson in connectinn with thesge
] | two days that ,{a of_ any 'é-igpi:ﬁigapce to anyt:hing that we
.7 | bave had {n this trial.
s B : Now, &irectin.g your a;t:tention to page 5236 of
v 4 the  tfanscript. Mr. Bugliosi is questioning Linda Kasabian. 7
» | . "g  The second night you did not know
U B " what was going to happeny is th_aﬁ corract?
o 2 | - np Yes, T did.
) % - "9 Did you want to go along with Mr. Manson
' . % o _ and the others on this second night?
_ . 25 | "a No."
'25 . : The .Court sgain states; |
‘ "Delay your answer.'
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“No, L did nat want to go. My intentions were
to go to the‘ﬁatéffail'with Gypsy.
| B ""Why~did you go along with Mr. Manson and

Then éﬁofhéf question béfofe'shé answers.

She saystv i: Lo ' -

I lost the guestion.
"o Why aid you gé along if‘you did not
~want to? :,
"4  Because Charlie asked me and I was afraid

to say no.
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' why I think if we look at the circumstances rather than mere

. what was there, what force wgs there upon her to make thab

| worships Charles Manson, She gays she 1s going'pécagse shé'

Now, obher than Linda Kasablan -~ and that is

utteranceq -~ other than Linda Kasabiaﬁ's mexe statement

that was afraid to say no, what circumstance substantiates

a true sbtatement thaﬁ was afrald to say no%
Is that a brue statement?
Iﬁjget§ back to the matters that Mr, Fitzgerald
spoke to you about, '
‘ She says she is afrald to sey no,
Is there any kind of a showlng by any prosecution
witness of any intimidation of Linda Kasabian? Is tijeve
any evidence that Linda Kasabian was presaured?
Now, when she uses the word afraid, a-f-r-a-i-d,

that word doesn't mean that she 1s’goiné because she

is afraid to séy no.

Now, at this point she has already seen the
light. She zaw Mr,’Frykowski gfanding there, she says,'
next o the bushes, She now knows that Mr, Manson is not
God, according to her., And she 1s now afraild to say no. .

She doesn'ﬁ tell us why she is afrald to say
no, She doesn't give s any reason, All shé doesg 1s
utter the words that she was afraid to say no.

Then she goes on and states:

"Ag you and Mr, Manson and the others drove

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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"Well, as you were driving off, or shortly
after? ,
-, Shortly after he sald somethifg.

"Q What did he say? '
"a, He told'uS'thaﬁ we were golng to

£0 to fwo different hbuSes_in twé‘grOups. That

he would gqrin éne group and leave &nother group

off 1

Now, that iz the bare words that thlg lady
utters,
She 1s telling us this, she 1s telling us this
befofg there 1s any kind of an apgréaéh to the True
S

) . ¢ E

resildence,

Ac&ording Lo her, this is heing ﬁold to her

the True vesldence is. .
Noew, if I may get a particular exhibit .E;EuseJ

e just a minute. . o
There is a very 1nteresting set of facts in

connection with the True residence that proves that

Linda Kasablan ~-~ whether you call it probabilities or

She tells us that Mr, Manson made no mention of
the True residence prior to the time that they got there,
She tells us that when she drove up ~- pardon me |--
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on in her examination it inakes it ,elgar ~- at that point .

t

5 ' go to Harold Yrue's home?

— —-—
when the car drove up —- I forget'who was driving it,
My, .Manson-or sbmeone elge ;J when the car is driven up «-
and. that is where thd wérds’of ﬁhe transcript are 80.
significant theléxact words shefutters —— ahc says, “Qhat
is Harold True's house.™

» . , 'f‘ . + l. -
Now, at that polnt, at that point ~- and. latep

there had been no discusaipn between her and Mr, Manson;
or anybody else, about Harold True,

~ So, the quéstion lmmediately revolves around & -
point: Who decided to go to Harold True's house? Did
Lin@a‘Kasabién decide that or did someone elée decided to

Again, Tex Watson and Linda Kasablan, there is
no question aboub isg, weré,great friends;
THE COURT:  We will take our afterncon recess at this
time, i
| Ladles énd,gentlemen, do not converse with
anyone or form opr express any opinion regarding the case
until it is Pinally submitted to you.
The Court will recess for Ib ﬁinutes.

(Recess.)
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1;5*],4 1 THE COURT: All counsel and jurors are present. You
n 9 | may continue, Mr. Kanarek.
. - MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor,
' & | Just briefly as to these pictures by the
s | Coroner, by Dr. Noguchi and Dr. Katsuyama.
6 | | .The wounds ag to all of these seven people are
. ; wounds that show a personmal kind of involvement sg far as
3 | the person is concerned that made those wounds; and 1 |
’ 9 | : think, as we suggested previously, there ig the planned type
w | of killing.
i f This is not the way that planned types of
'1.2 killing occur. I'm sure that we all agree to that.
13 And there is nothing In this record whatsgoever
. | that would indicate any }ci.ﬁd of a conspliracy as to thése
| 1-5 types of wounds. .,
1 ~ The pfése{dution has tried to convince us of
1 some'k'i'nd‘ Qf é,' édnspiracy, and going back to Linda Kasabian, |
18 | 1 page 5275 bf the transeript, question by Mr. Bugliosi;
19 oo "y - Up to this point ‘wag Manson, ox did
5 Manson tell ypuw or. indicate to you that he wanted
. ) al - to go to any pazz_:ticuiar place that nigi:ﬁ:é
=1 UIHE WITNESS: No, he didn't tell me he
" 33 | . wanted to go to a particular place. '
dg "y You seemed to be driving around left
: . TS S and right per his instructions?
o % | A Yes.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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. inptructions?

5277 - actually 52665

"g . At no time did Tex give you any

J.II A NO u
Then on page 5288 - pardon me, 5277; page

uQ:-’;- BY MR. BUGLIOS:E. iqu; 's_tqpped in front
of a particular placg,‘glnda? , |
“A'“‘;ias? wé«&id;’~‘:"
- " Were you in front of a home?
,'"A Yes.
'Q Was it in a residential area?
¥ Yes. |
"@  Had you ever gone to that‘vicinity before?
"o  Yes, I had. ' |
0, Had you evér been parked in front of that
home before? ‘
- "A Yes, in the exact same spot.
"y When had, you been'parked In £front of
thaty home prior to this occasion?
| "A A year before, approximately in July
of "168. . _
"o  What was the occasion for your being
in that particular location a year earller?
"You may answer the question. |
- %A . My hugband and I and friends were on
our way ddwﬁ from Seattle, Washington, to New

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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'one particular person knew Harold True, so we went
" to his house and had a party."

19 I '

2 |

"’Mexico, and we stopped off in Log Angeles, and this
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16-1 - ;| " Now, knowing Linds Kassbian and her idea of a

| | “g | party, I think that we can assume that the party involved
3 '. drugs; narcotics, -LSD,,. of whatever it might be.

4 [ This is certalinly not during the month that she
5§ says Bhe didn't teke any LSD. This is a year eaxlier,

6 So, a RRTLY, 1t :Ls A fa:;.r ass’umption, in the
. 7 context uf thesge- proceedmgs, :anolved 1.SD.
' T © And here again are. cireumstances which are much

9 | more powerful than ‘L:l.nda Kasabian's bare statements.
ST Tinda Kasab:.an had beeén there before. Linda
i | Kasablan, we can infer, certainly had partaken of narcotics
1 there before.
13 f' Linda Kasabian tells us that she had a certain
. 14 | number of pieces or pills when she went to Spahn Ranch.
_ :1'5, | She had a package of LSD.
16 | - We can certainly infer that Linda Kagabian's ‘
Cow | supply perhaps had ended, and she remembered this particular |
18 residence of Harold True as a party place. |
1 : ' And we can certainly infé:;,‘ forgetting her
w | words, that this s riot a random choice of a location.
. o | This isn*t a random choice of location fthat Mr. Bugliosi
o2 | and the prosecution would have us believe.
2.3 1 Thig 18 a choice of thé one houge in Los
24 Angeles that she had been in a year before.
.. - 25 ) ' You remember, she had been back East, she had
- ‘_2.6 I separated from her husband, and coincidentally, somehow,

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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here we are at:' Harold True!s house.
| Now, after that questioning, it goes on:
"Q You went into his house?
e\ Harold True's house.
"y 1Is this the house in front of which
' Manson told you to stop the car?
' "a  Yesg, it is."
. In other woxds, she is telling us that: Hr.
Manson, with no knowledge whatsoever that she had ever been
to Harold True's place before, directed her to Harold
Truets home. .
Again, looking at our circumstantial evidence,
the rule about circumsténtial evidence, is it reasonable
to infe'rvlthat‘ instead of Mr, H,a;tsc;n directing somebody
somewhere, Linda Rasabian was suggesting and doing the .

| Not being ‘too knowledgeable in the Los Angeles

area, having been gone a year before, she is somehow

u 611: of her supply of whatever she wanted, and she went to
2 | ‘

& place whei*eg she had had a party a year before.

Is that unreasonable?
‘ Are these things that we are 'ta-lk:tng about now,
are they just pulled out of the sky, out of whole cloth,

or im there any reagon to what we are saying?

So; who in that car; who In that car, knew
where Harold True' s home was?
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Linda Kasablan knew wheére Harold True's home
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Now; it 1s.very significént - 1f I may, I would
llke to pass this it ir I may Just a moment -for th@ K
record, if I ‘can Just say<what it 15 = Peoplets Exnibit 62.

(Tne exhibit is’passed bb the jury 2
Thet 1s a mosﬁ sisnificant exhibit because or

the relaflionship of Harold ?rug'slhome tbfthq Lg;B;anca

home. ’
. It is very strange that the prosecution has

" “not glven us the details of this relationship directly.

If you go through the exhibits, we can get it
indirectly.

Now, the proseeution ‘has chogen nobt to go into
this for & very valid reason,

M, Manson would have to he more than (od.
He would have to be God and the speediest runner that
evep 1ivéd in order to do what he is gupposéd to have doné _
in what Linda Kasablan Says was four minutes at one place
in these prOGeedings.

Assuming, just £0r the sake or discussion, _
that h&r‘ability t0 remember ﬁime ig off. She chooses to

" 8ay four minutes, though, at that point in the record.

What Mr, Manson 1s accused of doing is unbelievable,

A He is acquséd'oﬁ gelng up the ‘steps ~- pardon
ne -- up‘the<driveway-of this home of Harold True. And
if you Inbegrate that pleture with Peoplefs Exhdbit 64 -~ 1

agaln, we have the driveway, but this is an aerial view
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taken probably before somebody decided that they wanted to

do certaln things to Mr., Manson because he was Mr, Manson -~
this pleture shows the driveway and shows the relationship
of Harold True's house to the La Biarca home,

If 1 may pass this to you,

(The exhibit 1s passed to the Jury.)

The distance between Harold True's home and

- "'the La, Bisnca home iz ineredible., Just to walk there it
| might take four minutes,

5 i

" But for Mr, Manson to go into the La Bilanca

home? Mr, La Bianca 1s a éophigticated person, a man who

1s the president of a chain ofAmarkéts. Go into that home

- and tie ﬁb Mr. Lz Bilanca the way the prosecution would

have'ué.believe ~~ excuse me Just a minute ~~ {Mr. Shinn
and Mr, Kanarek confer)

‘ I must pasg thils pleture and ask you to look at
it just £or the knob, keeping in mind the time that 1t would |
teke just to tie Mr, La Bianca's hands, "

| Keeping in mind the distance involved from
Ehe True house to the La_Bianéé.house, and keeping in mind
that there is a fence, This aerial photpgraphfshows a
fence ﬁhicﬁ would have to be overcome,
| That person would have to go into the house,

A pergon would have, thenm, as far as Mr, and Mrs. La Blanca

" were congerned, would have to subdue them,

Now, Mr. Bugliosi tells us that Mr. La Blanca

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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and Mrs, La Bianca were somehow bemused by Mr. Manson.

My, Mansan told them: I am ty;pg you up. If you don't

say anything, if you don!t do anything, you are nbt gping
‘This is whab Hr. Bugliosi hab told us in the
prosecution's opening argument that this is what Mr, Manson |
atd. | |

The pletures show clearly that Mrs. La Blanca
was not tled up tﬁe way Mir, Lé'Bianca_was tied up, There

is ﬁo-indicat;on whatsoever that the telephone wires were

A cub, 'Theré iz nobﬁins heré in this record, or by any

sbreteh of the imagination, anything that would indlcate
that Mr, La Bianca, and especially lirs. La Bianca, that
she wag in any way made immobile, _

Svu, 1t is utverly unreasonable, there aren't
even two Peasonable possibillties in connection with the

- La Bianca matter, if we keep in mind that the prosecution's

own evidence shows that Mr., and Mrs. La Blanca purchased a
newspaper at Hlllhurst and Franklin concerning the Tate
mat%ers whilch had happened the night before.

Can you picture two péople like Mr, and

Mrs., La Bianca Just sittlng and waiting there after
. Mr, La Blanca was tled up this way?

‘CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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17-1 1 . M. MénSOn they are portraying to.-ug as some
® " 2| kind of ax arch f£iend, some kind of a super type of

| eriminal. This requires in four minutes or ten minutes
or 15 minutes requires a capacity thaf is beyond any human
5 | being.

- It requires someoné to enter a homej it
requires scmeone to enter a completely s-tra;nge home, a
‘_"_hbme’ that one has not be"en‘in before, and do what Linda
Kagabian would have us believe Mr. Madson did, aﬁd then come ;'
¥ 1 out to the car and have a discussion about "what we are going
') to do mext.” |

R Nowy agailh ~- again; when we look at this, is

13 |
. T

15 |

that reasonable? By any stretch of the imagination ig it
reasonable?
Here is another picture which shows the

. 1| relationship of the True residence to the La Bianca home,

7 'alg';r‘i incoxporated in all of this i® no knowledge on the part B
o ‘'t of Linda Kagablan or ‘ahyone else that Mr. True did not |
| ¥ | 1live there ‘ai:. that time.

- 1 ' So it isan't much of a master criminal that is
L 2 | going to commit murder in a house next door to a place

" where he ig known. .

' This is not only unbelievable, but it shows a
| B % complete iack of ~~ a complete lack of the pxosecution's
(] % gase. | | |
' %1 - Linda Kasablan did not say, even the prorsa'dution 1

E
?
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| dvesn't tell us that Linda Kasabian koew that Mr. True did

not: live there them. Linda Kasabian, her state of mind
if we were to believe her testimony, was that whén Mr.
Manson walked up that driveway, Mr. True lived there,

| What kind of a person is Linda Kasabian? If '
she is going out on a night of murder, and her state of
mind is that Mr. Manson is going to do these things, and
she. thinks ~-

At that time she did not konow Mr. True did not

live there ~- one of the pictures that is being passed

‘around now shows she says that Mr.Manson went up Harold

True's «driveway.

' Her state of mind would have to be that Mr.
Manson wasg going into Harold True!s house, That is the
driv.et;zay ~hc:: went up. |

- And if you look at this geography, here, to get
to the La Bménca residence, yon don*t do it by going up
.Mr. True*s nesidence, ’, ‘_} CEn
| So she did not know -~ she dn.d not know as |
éhe sat in that ear, assumina juat for a few moments that ~- |

just for the Saka of argument, assuping what she says is

_ so, here she is; sltﬁlng in an autgmoblle, allowing somebody

" 'purportedly to be in jeopardy of being killed, and she sits

2¢ | in that automob:.le and smokes c:.garettes.

Does that tax our believability?

Here, T beliewe, 15 another plcture which shows--

‘CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| ifx may pass it around -= which shows supposedly where the
'car"Was parked.

R qpestlon is at the bottcm of bhe page, 52792

u |

. e i 3 ket ¥ o T

-

“.'f Now, if we Look for Just a moment at the
testzmony of Lmnda Kasabian, page 5280 -~ agtuelly the
i) When Mr. Manson was giving you direutinné
after the white sports éatfincidént; did you know
that yow were going to end up in front of Harold
True's place? ‘ '
“IHE WIFNESS: Mo.

“n  BY MR, BUGLIOSI: How long would you |
estimate after jaulléfﬁ Spabn Ranch the second night
did you finally end up in front of Harold True's |
place?. .

"4 I know it was very late at night. There
‘was very Iittle,txaffic,
‘ "I will say around 2:00 otclock in the
morning.

'f ' Now, when Manson directed you to stop

in front of Harold Tfue*é'place, did you recognize
- the gpot? ‘
| "THE WIINESS: Yes, I did, right away,
) BY MR. BUGLIOSI: Did you say aoything
} to Manson. with reséect to this?
A Yes.
"Q  What did you say to him?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘ A 1Charlie, you are not going into that
house, are you?t

se) Did he Qay anything to you when you
nsaid that to him?
| “a  Yes, he did. He said, 'No, I'm going
next door.! | .

"Q  What was the next thing that happened?

"A . He got out of the cax. |

"o  What was the next thing that happened?

~"a  He got out of the car.

"y ALl alone?

"A Yes.

"o pid all of you remain in the car?

"a Yes, we did. |

"G  What is the next thing that happened?

“A.‘ﬁ'I gaw him put gomething in his pants,
an bbject, 1 don't‘know what it Wasd _

"Q Could it have been a gun or ‘a knife?

"A it could have been,"

Actually the Court gsustained the objection to
that, after she had qttgr&d the words. I objected on the
ground it was calling..for a conclusion and the Court
sustained the objeétipn.

"o BY MR, BUGLIOSI: He put an cbhject
in his pants?”

Again the Court struck the answer. The jury was

CieloDrive.cOmMARCH IVES
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1 adn‘;b'nishedvtdh disreéai;& it _
P . " BY MR. BUGLIOSE: You say he put an
. : 3 f 3 object.in his pants?
4 S “A.  Yes, 'he did.
5 ' ) What is the next thing that he did.
Y [ B " "A He disappeareti up the walkway, the
- l,_ o A TR ,driveway, leaciing towards Harcld!s house, and I S
I'Iz? £ls. . 8 - could nm; follow him smy lcm,ger. He just disappeared "
A

T

-
T

1B

.f' . is

wy.
T |
2 L
22 }

-0

R
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17a-1 I‘:‘ How, here we'hawe,'suppoaedly'-g thzre'is

% | nothing in this recc;rd or obherwise to show that. Linda

3‘= Kasabian knew_that Harold True knew Mr., Manson,

4;; . o But in any event, here is Linda Kassahian

5:f‘ ailowing-sbmebody that she supposedly -- eariier sﬁe bélls
5.: us that she knew that murder was going to be committed

‘e
~

that night. .

8 - ‘SheAsits in the automobile and she takes the
. ? | word for no reason, not even from hep viewpoint, she
‘m'f takes the word of M¥, Manion who is this supposed wrong-
‘u doer, she bakes the word that he is going next door,

; 12‘ i She sees him go up the driveway and dilsappear

| 1 E in Harold Trué¢'s house, nof the La Blanca home, bub

. N Héro;l.d True's house. Néw, if we take into consideration,

v 15 { try to put ourselves there‘at night, look abt all the

16 [ pigturves, look at the foliage, ook at the trees in that
| -

~ area, _
B g . Is that bellevable? Is that believable? Ig
"397 that reasonable?- Ts that reasonable} u "
2 ; ' She now tells us that she knew that Mr, Manson
L % | was no longer God, That had happened 24 hours or 8o
%2 1 earlier, phewhad come tqlthat‘pbnﬁlusion, and she sita

e

% L there in the gutomobile and dllows this to happen.

2 : ‘ witfnaver happened; it never happered.
_.‘ © #.. .  Iinda Kasabian and whdevey she went with,
% | Tex Watson or whoever It was that she went With, went o

" .
.. . . .
» N . PN
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that area that nlght because Harold True was thexe, she

thought. She went there for some purpose'peculiar and

}  some purpéSe'particular to Linda Kasablan.

She directed'whoeverlwgnt'ta that house that
night, because she had a personal desive.

If we look at the rgasondble clrcumstances,
Linda, Kasabian;a knowledge of this city, Linde Kssablan is
the one that directed that car thab night o that spob.

“And Mr, and Mrs. La B;anéa, when they passed

' away, they were not tied up first and somedne left and

came back in, _
Mr. and Mrs. La Blancs, by whatever means they '
were killed, they were killed by whatever happened inside
that house by whatever — whoever7went in there, they went
in thepe and did whatever the§‘§1d,‘or she or they or
wﬁoeveﬁ it might be, and they;ﬁih not ieawe. They did not
leave. : “, . B
And once again, once again I think if we 100k

at this. wallet We come to a Very, very interestins pﬂipt
in this case: A ' "

. Ladles and gentlemen, part of the interrogabion
Mr, Bugliosi made -- I am saylng this on the recora

_ the court reporter is taking it down ~- part of the

interroga$ion‘Mr. Bugliosi made of Linda Kasablan con-
cerning that restroom, involved the men's restroom,

And, 1f I may go into that at this point -

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES"
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n g

17

2%

MR, BUGLIOSI; There 18 no evidence of that, your
‘Honor, She said she.went into. the women's restroom.
MR. KANAREK: Well, with all due respect ~-
‘ THE COURT: The jury heard the evidence. Let's
'proceéd., |

MR, KANAREK: You seé¢ thls plcture, here, is a plcture

of Sharon Tate, As far as the passing awdy of these people

18 ¢onceyned, that is very well documented,

' The Coroner, Dr. Noguchl, and Dr. Katsuyama have
documented with great precisibn‘for us .the passing -- of
that aspect of the case. '

The grosecuﬁion hsgs had it documented with

.Breat precision,

_ Now, the record in this casé wlll reveal that
as to Perie's‘Exhibit 70 -+~ let me pass this around,‘that o
is the tank which Linda Xasabian spoke about, wﬁere tﬁe
wallet ~- 1if I may, just for the record, I will hand you
People's 66 and People's 67 which are photographs of
real property. ‘ '

(Mr. Kanarek hands the exhibits %o the jJury,

_'gfter which there is & pause.)

THE COURT: Do you Have some further argument,

Mr. Xanarek? s

MR, KANAREK: ,Yeé,r#our Honor, I did not want to
intefrupt theijurﬁ e

THE COURT: You may:coﬁtinhé'your-argumenta L

‘s v . CieloDriveeomARCHIVES
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placed the wallet, doesn't glve you the details of the

" that aspecﬁ of the case is glven in greayldetail@

19,695

MR, KANABEK: ~- in viewing the pibtures& your

‘Now, in Qénneetion with these pictures, we _',

will notlge that this restroom where Linda said she

restroom,

'Now, here we Wave the plefure of Sharon Tate,

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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L8~1 | ‘ | The only thing in evidence as far as this

2 restroom is congerned is just a tank, a tollet tank,

E . 'There isn't. given to us, even though

l 51%'_;; , IvIr Bugliosi interrogated ;.conpé‘rn.’;.ng ;t;his, other plctures
5 | ~that he used in t?e;q interzf;:ga;tidh.

6 | ' - Ve ca;ifirifer," and I .do infer, that 1%t was the

w
-}

| men's re;trOOm.that Mr, Bugli@si*inﬁeﬁrégatéd partialiy
8 | lLinda Kasabian with, We can infer. We can make the
: 2 | inferénce that .jus‘;-. sho‘wﬁlg;/l’éie bank. in%bis ;Qictl;ux'-e‘.'meé.ns
1o { that, once again, thei»e iz & ,‘éug;ggs*biqn:opvthg. part of the

. biy : prqseaﬁéion to Linda Kasablan, and agé@in, we imve st:;me

12 fantastic, I mean, an unbellevable type of coincidence,

I8 |~ two days after the Grand Jury indletment in this case, two
. 4 | days after the Grand Jury indictment in this case, the man
15 1} who purportedly found this wallet, found this wallet in the
16 ladles® room, |
1 | \ " In other words, we are asked to belleve that
18 | this wallet stayed in this tank for the nionths, from about .
1 { August f:he>9th, 1969 -~ August, September, "Octo'ber,

. 20 Hovember, -- four months. Four months in this ladies'
2 ' 21:.'.? restroom,
. k2N We don't have that kind of documentation
‘| concerning the restroom by elfher Linda Kasablen or anyone
2 | connected with the station. _
. 2% | The pérson who could tell us something concerning

26" | thls would be the police officer who supposedly got this

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES .
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1 |

[Awallee is glaringly missing.

4 wallet, to show some kind of a c¢hain, to show the circum-

stances eoncerning this. wallet.

After the publiclty hit the Los Angalea area,

;,just two days later, after the indictment of December, 1969,

| this wallet shows up in & restroom in Sylmar.

And we are asked to believe that Mr. Manson

ij wanted to start a race war this way, We are asked to
- believe that by means of this wallet hidden in this toilet
| tank, this was to start a race war, because some black |

'person‘woulﬁ_rind this and use 1t.

We have the uribelievable aspect, as far as this

”i wailep is concerned, of no connection, no showipg,what that

| man $old the police officey when the police officers first

came to the Bcene.

- We have plenty of evldence -about what happened

 when police bfficers cama “fo the, scéne at the Tate
17:‘ reégddence and the Polanski residence, but the police"

vofficer arid/or hils report %hat he took concexning bhis

&, -
'1&

There are no fingerprints in conneétion with -

Thére is no offer of eliminated or uneliminated finger-
prints in connection with this wailet as far as @nything

1 that we have béen,given in thig courtroon,

How this wallet got into that particular place,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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'1-‘, -ghout. v | L8 ‘ T T

2 i‘ | © Whoever had this wallet, ald that person hear

3 ;.about the Grand Jury indictment? Did that person go to

4 i+ that station and put this wallet in that station after

5 | hearing of the Grand Jury indie’cment? EREY

6 Is that Just a coilncidence? Two days later,

| 7 | two days after the date of the Grend Jury, this man -

s | supposedly finds this wallet in this particular tank, in

‘Q.f, this particuler place in Sylmar, | |

w | I think, and I think we all remember the

u : pQIice officer, how Mr, Bugliosi Interrogated that police.

12 i officer ag to what the pollce officer said concerning

o  ﬁ,\ Sylimax. -

@ *142.,.;‘ |

18a . m 1|
6 |

w |

: 18

19 '

20 |

2% 7
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201
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5 |

I asked by Mr. Bugliosi of the police officer.

{ study that gbes on in this community. We pay for it each
~and every day. There is a human relations buxeau that
keeps track of where the black people live in this

© way is concerne62

2 |

— k95599 -
We are told that Pacoima is a very black area,
anél in a very Lloose way we are told that some black people

1ive in Pacoima. Very, very leading types of questions

No showing of any kind of demographic studies..
We have in the County of Los Angeles, there is a population

community. " And it is no problem at all to bring somebody
like that over here and show usg the population density of
black people. . '
| But the proseécution is yelying once more on
the.prestige.of the'LQS’Angeles Police Depgrtment.

And is that a way to start a race war?

Or did Linda Kasgbian ever gee this wallet
prior to the time that she came back to Los Angeles and

1f we look at'thg words that are written in
the LaiBianca residenée, "Heltér Skeltetr," "Risze," all
of the words that were allegedly written there in blood,
is there anything, is there anything, about those words
that would plnpoint the black intent as far as a race -

S
(3

: % is there anything about thOBe‘WOIdS that would
make us think that black people &id fe7

L]
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18a-2 . - Now, we have a very significant -- I am sure
o 5 thet all of us will remember Linda Kasabian testifyilag ==
. . _. I don*t think I have to read the precige words -~ it is
' ‘ ' in the ti:anscript; I don‘t have it located at this _
' - ingtant, irlt:hougﬁ I have it In my nt;tes ~= but Linda Kasabian
; testifie& fhat Gharlie Manson said,. on the second night, |
t:hat he was golng to ghow them how to do it.
‘3-:-' He was golng to show them how to do it,
o | p - . ‘Well,' if this was a showing how to do it,
| as to two aspects, as to the _pass‘ing‘ away of the La Blancas
i and as to the pinpoiﬁt_i-ng of this and making it look like
o 12 1b1ack people did it, what is- there there to muke asnybody
s | think that it is black peopla'z
X 2 wl If we look back to August of 1969 and the
word "pig," there is the Griffith Park area right
immediately adjacent to‘th;!,s Log Feliz address. We 2all
know of the police problems that there have been in that
| Griffith Park area, the police problems in the Griffith
Park area involving people that go there and do whatever
they do, and where they have their differences with the
police and have called the police pigs in that Griffith

Park area, those people are not -~ I suppose there are

T10

16
|
5. |
LW
20 |
2 |
. |
,2?; some black people in there maybe, but they are certainly
, " 3 | MOE a black type of population such that you would say
..: o 2; | it was a 'black-wh:!.te war that anyone could conceivably make - .

2% the inference from.

e S CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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L | Remember, gqcording to the prosecution's own
2 .ev.i.de;cice,~ Helter 'gkeifer, tékihé -'the! ptosecution's viewpoint '
"3 | just for a half a minute, everybody that went through that
e | Spahn Ranch, I suppose, saw the words Helter Skelter that
| 5 . were printed down in that particular -~ wherevey Helter
6 | S’l;eiter was written -« and young people who go to the
‘ g. "7 Griffith Park awea, or wherever they go, and whoever i::hey
o s | ﬂglk to, might have some reason for being in the Griffith
9 Park area, I don't know. *
16 | Admittedly what I am saying has a bit of
‘n | conj'ecture'.to 1€,
1z But the fact remains that i1f Mr. Mangon has
) . ‘)‘13 this specific intent for Helter Skelter to cause all of |
. ', 1} us «- no one her&, Y don*t think aﬁy of us here are black == |
5. | te cause ug to think that black people came in and killed |
16 ] white people, this ig an awfully puny, an awfully puny
- | gxpression. There is nothing there. |
18b fls. 18
1

20

22 |
2 -
. 24

2% 1.
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«18-1 ! :‘ . o There are so many ways that this could be pin-
. S | pointed as being black. ‘ '
‘?‘ Like My, Fitgzgerald satys you go oub Venlce
o4 Boulevard all the way to Santa lMonica, where Linda Kasabian
'g- l went later on, she says. You could put this wallet in the
& black p'art’df town. | |
7 You don'b put it in Sylumar,
P o B . .If any of us know the San Fernands Valley area,
- > | syimar, :Newhall,' Granada Hllls, Hission Hills, Sylmar 1s
1" Ei",i;nmeaia’cely* adjacent. That is‘n*fc-é_blapcic area.. '
n You have ’cb go practically all the way to
; 12 West V:Lrgmia or Tennessee or something.to get to a black
e B area’ from there, It 1s a completely white area, Sylmar is.
) . - , ,14 : ' . In faet, I'&. Bugliosgd had to bring up Pacoima
| 15 i'r}. order to even get a po-J;ii_‘:e‘ officer who has a certain .,
‘16 orientation to talk aboub black people.
u :. : 80, what we have again, what we have again, is
B ) éonfx",ontati-on,-,a. confrontation, and in tha’c confrontation
» | we have vé.%iges of some kind of an appeal to racial bias,
0 | paetal prejﬁdice’. | |
s 21 | Whatever Mr Manson's phleSOphy may be,
—.i 22 whatever his personal philosophy may be, that philfosophy is |
23 no’b on trial here. |
’2% . Vhat Mr Manson is on trial for 1s murdéz'.
. R :._" S © And if we take the prosecution evidence |
I Ac.onc_.ern;ng Hr. tlanson and look at.it, we must come to the

CeL. T =T CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



P

I

.10
1
12
m.f‘
w |
15 |
%

|

ig

5
N
"2275
|
2 |

26

19,703

conclusion that the prosecution is intent upbn Just trying

.

to overwhelm us with dirt,
They are trying 406 overwhelm us, they are trying.

to appeal to our basest dur most unhappy type of emotion.
tAnd this 15 sémething that ‘is calculated by

the prosecution Just in: order to get a chViction, ia

'l . -
-1y i

ordexr to.get a cornvietion.

At this time, what I would like to do£ L would
1like to first -~ I am mot’ going to pass this around and take’
up the timg in doing that - but;here we have défendants’
Exhibit BD; which is in evidence, which shows that there
is a certin frequency, whatever that frequency mey be, in
connection with the maintenanﬁé of that tank in the gas
station, that tank in what supposedly is the ladies’
restroom.

.'We all remember the evidence where the man

testiffed thab there was this procedure in connection with

1 maintalning that gas station,

Now, maybe Mr, Bugliosl is golng ta tell you

. that that gas station -~ that the man didn't do whab was
_writtén down in the book, that he didn't maintain it every

couple of hours. .
' But in four months they malntained it. Théy
hed to pick up the top of that tank in order to maintain
the toileﬁ.

' Now, whaf T want to de, if T may, is-diséugs ——

" CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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" conspiracy, as we discussed previously, he dldn't discuss

. grime.

brushed this situation invelving Mr Mansonts Btatﬁment.

15 ]

Mpr. Bugliosi, when he spoke with you concerning

the law, and the prinelple of law that we are going to
use'in'this'case is the corpus delictl instructlion.

Literally, corpus delleti means body, corpus,
of the wrong,

In other words, robbery has a corpus delicti,
burgldary has a corpus delletl. I@ ién't Just murder that
has a corpﬁs delicti, Eyery crime has a corpus delicti,
The law rightfully provides that before you

can convict anyone; you first have to prove there is a ]
Now, the prosecution in this case has broad~

Now, there 13 also a principle of law that we
are going to use, that before any statements, alleged
statements, of a defendant, nO‘ma$ter which way you
denominate it, the prosecution wants to dencminate certain
sta%emanta as confessions or admlssions - whichever way
you want to denominste it, before thgse can be used in
connection with a defendant, we first must find that &

crime occurred. ‘

TE L

CL ,
[ v
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B 32 A 1 R So in th:.'.s c:ase, before we car find that ther - ,.
. 'z that anybody is gu:.lty -0f conspiracy, we haVe to :Exrst sit

doWn and dec:t.de, is there a conspiracy. .
4 © .- Now, for the sake of description let's call that ‘
. "‘5. 1 circle a cdonspiracy (. Kanarek draws a cirle on the chart

| . and indicates theﬂédr’i), ‘
oo 2 (S Vari-oug pédpl-e sitting around a table, so to

speak, just diagrammgti'gally, forming a conspiracy. Now,

| }“" it is t':rti‘e a cons-pixady‘dces‘ not haye to be-ﬁorméd-; we -

o R dn not have to form a conspiracy by sitting around a table
4 and expli.citly deciding that we are going out and rob a

1. hank. | o |
- 13:., - We can form a conspiracy without doing that.
. M | ’ | ' But we must in :Eact have the specific intent
It |

_ to carry out: the objeet Qf the. conspiracy as well as hawving
! '

N the spec:.fic intent to conspima. _
B e mhat specific intent may be shmim by circum=~
: ,Aig‘ ', ‘f stan.t:.al ev:idence, but it must exist,
?5 " In other wo:rds* we cannot just bootstrap our- -
2. | selves, as the prosecution would have us do, into having .
Ty B 21 vy goﬁspif-géy"jus;t' because there is a we,al'tﬁ of ﬁOﬁVérSétiOﬁ |
;‘ : ..22‘ iqupoxtedly‘ repeated 11'1 this co:;:;tiroomg because Mr, |
S -m Jakobson or Mr. Watkins or Mr. Flymn ot “anybody that
‘ " ’Q“,‘-,"'testif'iexd'in this ﬁfial testifies that Mr. Manson uttered
. 25 certain words, that does not mean that there is a |

A conspiracy. -

A
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T
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We have Susan Atkinsi we have Patricia Kren-

| ~winkél; we have Charles Tex Watson; we have Charles Hanéon;"

we have Linda Kagabian} we have Leslie Van Houten. |

We also have a man who for some reason.the
-praseéu&ion has not brought to this courtroom as a witness,
tﬁe prosecution says he was with Lindd Kasabilan, Steve ‘
Grogan, Clem, We have heard this gentleman spoken of.

'7:5 For some teason prasecuﬁLon has not, even
thought what. Linda KaSabian says she said She said, Mr.
Grogan has not been brought here as a witness.

Kow, befqre‘ye-can.have_a&conspitacy there. has
to be ‘the- spgcific intent on the part of these pécple
to ccnspire. | | |

.They have to have intent to do what == to carry

out. the buxposes of the comspiracy. It is just plain

 horse sense.

Now, the presecution, tiiey want a convictienm,
so'thgy put on people and as we go through this transcript
we find witness after witness, witness after witness,
where the Court has ordered us to consider the statements
only as to Mr. Manson.. ‘

They did mot bring anybody in here to show
that Susan Atkins made any statements, Patricia Krenwinkel,

‘Leslie Van Houten.

"I am gpeaking row of the so-called Helter Skelter;

. black and white watr and ali of that., They did not have

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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19-3 1 | aiyone, |
oz - There is not one witness where they'-meﬁtim

.

3 ‘:;l anyt:hiﬁg concerning this alleged éonspiracy, :
T4 c Now, if somebody 1is going to consgpire; if
s I somebpdy i8 going to conséire_, they certainly are going
6 to have a motive, a purpose for this,
o - Mr. Bugliosi talks about Yobots; he talks about
8: agtomadtons.’ |
e » Qn Me. Bugliosl'a 3tatement you should core
0 back imediately‘, in a half minute, with a not guilty as
11 tt Susen Atkins, Patricla Krenwinkel and Leslie Van Houten.
12 ’:_ They-are tobots; they don't know what they ere doing, he
| 5| says. | |
. o o - He cannot haye it both ways.. He cannot have
| 13, it both ways. Fo::' some reasony for some reagon, because
% | of Me. Manson's ~- because of Mr. ManSOn'ﬂ compiete and
¥ gbgolute <~ I better not say it.
R | THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, we are going to adjoum just:
19: a4 few minutes early tonight, &nd I will agk counsel to
) 20 come into chambers .after t_:he Jury is excused.

or o I " Ladies and- 'gentlemen,‘ do not converse with

T

2 anyone or form or exPress an oPinion a:egarding ‘thig case
. 23 | umtil it i.s finally. submitted to you,

e [ g . Thz Court: w:.’ll adjourn until 9: 00 a.m. i;omorrow I
. 70 2 | morning. R ’ §
‘ 2% .o (Whereupon ?he menbers of the jury quit the

".+.. "CieloDrive.comARCHIVES .
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c'o(z::?:rpom, rand the following proceedings were had in the
cliambers of the Court ) éutside' the presence and hearing
of the jury and the defendants, all counsel with the
exception of Mr. Hughes being present:)

THE COURT: ALL counsel are present.

We have a three-day weekend coming up after

i tomorrow, and I wanted to get some indication as to how

we stand as far as the balance of the arguments are
concerned. | |
| Do you have ans; eéstimate, Mr. Kanarek, as to
how Long it may be? '
' MR. KANAREK: I dqn:'-t think I will finish tomortow,
your Honor. |
THE COURT~ Vell, do you have any estimate as to how
long you will be? - "
. MR, KANAREK' To be candid, I want to be candid with
the Gdurt, :li would say Several days, your Honot.

.
. . Ly
>, S SR
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2| too, Mr. Kanarek, and that includes arguments.
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.19 700

i{ Kanarekg an& I say this because.l think.ltﬁmlght be helpful

I yonr argument anid repetitive.

" to say it but I would sugpest to you that you may not be
| doing your 611Ent the most amount of good by prolonging

T ~' b o P

. KAY: Heht- That is real defiﬁxte.
THE COURT: ﬂell, I Want to be candid with you, ‘Mr.

to you,

You appear to me to be very disorganized in

Also, your mannex af delivery is sueh that -

it puts almosb anyone to pleep.

Now, I am not going to tell you how to.make\an -

argument. I am not going to tell you what to say or how

it‘undulyq _ |
o A\good argument is not necessarily a long one.

MR, KANAREX: Vel | | |

THE COURT: 1 would suggest also that if your co=counse
have anything to say in this regard, that you listen very
carefully; 1 dontt know whether they do or not. gaybé
they will disagree with me. |

I would gtve it scme careful thought,
RANAREKf It may appear that way to the Court,

but it is completely thought out, your Honor.

THE COURT: All good things have to come to an end

MR. KRANAREK: Yes.
- THE COURT: I have not placed any reStrictiuns on

1

L
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- 19a-2 R any.fl'ajod‘y as to argument, bgt when it goes beyond é certain

| | 2 perio& and I think that it is 5eing proleonged undulj,“ then
3 _E I will have to do something about it. | ’
¢ 1 MR. KANAREK: Well, I dontt have the facilities of
s :‘ the Dist:;ict Attorney's office, and a lot of clerks to

6 ‘stand there and hand me ez;hibits the way Mr. Bugliosi does.

>

7 | We were mot even allowed to have an investigét0r3

wi

. B ingide the pall, so.nat'urally, obviously T will have to do
o | the mechanical aspect of the case.
RU | | They wontt éven allow -- the people cannot
n even get inside the.;“co&rtroom, people to assist the
12 defense. -We cennot even get them in the courtroom, so

13 | I have o do the mechanical asgpec.t of it,

.. T3 ‘ And 4if nece;"ssarf, ‘I will tell {t to.the jury‘
15 f Thig 15 completely organized, snd I have it

. 18 completely and a‘b"soiutely oxitlitied_, I know exactly ~-
w ', and I have a purpose Foxr what I am.: db‘ix'ig% ‘and the Qourt
i | has - | ' o
£ 19 1 THE COURT: I don't :want tt be unfailr to anybody. I
201 - don't want to restrict amybody unfairly, but I am just
; oa giying }ou the benéefit of my thoughts as to what 1 have
2 . geen todaﬁ;
- MR, RANAREK: Well, that may be -- the Court is
2¢ | entitled to its viewpoint, but of course I have these
..' %5 | mechanical broblems ‘be_caixse‘your Honor has foreclosed us

2% | from having our people inside the rail.

~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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Your Honor won'ft allow us even to have =-- not-

withstanding the prosecution having their police officers

 .and everybody inside the courtroom and the rail, we were

nok evén allowed to have another person inside the rail.
THE CQURTE What does this have to do with your

‘ .argument?

MR KﬁNAREK. It has to do with the mechapical aspect
of. g.«»,ti::z.nnr the exh;.bz.ts. C o

THE CQUP‘I‘. Do you want someone else to come inside
the ::ail durn.ng your argﬁment, is that. what you are saying?

MR. KM‘TAREK' It's a 1itt1e late now, your Honor,
your Honor has previously made t,’ne ruling.

THE COBRT.. This is while the argument Ls going on.
Why. is"it. late? '

ME. RANAREK: Eec,ause I would have to instruct soméone |

_between now and tomorrow morning, ittg a little late, your

Honor. I would be glad to try to do it but -~ to Lry to .

do the mechanics of it; the mechanics of It are te::riﬁiy

diffiéult due to the rgstr:f.ctions the Court has impoged.
.THE COURT: M. Kat_xai:ek, 1 dont't care whether you-

Jhave sopleoné in to help you or not. 1 am not suggesting

. you do so.

MR. KANAREK: This is mew, your H‘onoi:,— previously ==
THE COURT: This is nothing new. We won't 4gvet into
:any prolonged digcussion about it now. I gave you the

| benefit of a few remarks. _ You can take them for what they

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘| are worth., You can disregard them in their entirety if

| you like.

| have had sufficient time to argue.

19,712

But I am going to tell #ou this is not golng to
go on foreveér, |
MR. KANAREK: I liaten to everything the Court tells
me. ) .
THE COURT: I would suggest you give some serious
consideration to getﬁing this thing organized because there
may very well come a tiﬁe-that I wil;’have to tell you you

MR, KANAREK: It is organized, wbur Honor. The
mechanical aspect of it, I repeat, in conneciion with the
exhibits, is such that I have to do it all myself because

THE COURT: ALl right, well, that is all I have.

MR.KEITH: While we are here and on the record may
1 sub@it to the Court and other counsel a writken request
for additional -instruction.

© THE COURT: Yes.

MR. KAY: Is this the same one you submiftted the’other
day? .

MR. KEITH: No, it isn't,

MR. RAY: Is this in addition to or in place of?

MR. KEITH: This 1s in ﬁd&ition to, 1 already’handed
them to Mr, Shinnvandnnr; Fitdergld and I will hand a copy
to Mr. Kanarek. ’

foy T
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THE COURT: ALl right, we will discuss all of the

MR, KEITH:  Thank you. _
THE COURT‘.';' If ‘there is nbi:hing else we will adjourn
lintﬁ'i tomoi:rgw morning. | |
('(»Ihe::éupon an’ adjdui:nmgnt wag taken until
‘the following day, Thutsday, December 31,
'1_.976‘)_ o Fo

-
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