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1-1 . | . 10S ANGELES, GALIFORNIA, MONDAY, JANUARY 4, 1971
N Z - ‘{ L 9:07, o"clt‘:ck a.m, |
N (The following proceedings were had in open
‘ % ; court in the absence of the jury and the immediate presence |
) 5 | - of the defendants, all counsel with the exception of
"* s Mr, Hughes being present:) A
¥ R : THE COURT; Al]‘.‘ éot_msel are presgent, go aheaﬂ, Mr.
N 2 | R
| - MR. RAY: Your Honoxr, I have four personal service
10“ ﬁei;u:&nsnn subpoenas in front ofﬂ me., One of the witnesses
11) ' is here now, Mark Arnison. I will ask the Court order him
i S back for January 18th. -
. . -13: . THE COURT: Is this Mr. Arnison?
o " I MR, RAY: Yes.
~1’5 © THE COURT: January 18th at 9:60 a.m.?
e MR. KAY: Yes, your Honor.
11 THE COURT: ALl right. You are oxdered to return
‘R, to €this court on Janﬁary I8th, at 9:00 a.m., Mr. Arnison,
. ¥ 1. without further ordep, notice or gubpoend.
2 . MR, RAY: In the three other subpoenas the witnesses
N -21"; have not shown up yet. I will ask bench warrants be
:: iésueé £for Kitty Lutesinger, A}lan Springer and John
- | Pubek, and that they he held until next Monday for tpoge
) - ;24 \ fhree witnegses, that would be the 1ith, I believe.
' :2; '_ THE COURT: Very weil,' a personagl warrant will be
| .
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MR, BUGLIOSL: Withdraw it on Springer, your Honor.

THE COIRY: I beg your pardon.

MR. BUGLIOSL: Withdraw it on Springer} withdraw it
on.Springer; |

THE COURT: ALl right, the bench warrant will be
issued for'Lopis John Puhek and Katherine Luteginger,

" held until Janugry 1lth at 9:00 a.m,

MR, KAY: Thank you.

MR, KANAREXK: Yes, your‘HOnor, I have some jdry
instruhtians that I would like to -~

DEFENDANT :ANSOIT:  (From holding room.) You are
not paying attention to what they are doing, Irving.

MR. KANAREK: Pardon me,

(Momentary consultation between Mr. Kanarek

and Defendant'MhnSOnt)
‘ MR, RANAREK; Your Honor, I believe that Kitty Lute-
singar,f;fbelieva this lady 1s at Temple and Broadway in
this van that is out on Temple ond Broadway, and I would
ask your Honor then to hold that bench warrant so that we
can aPPZD;ch‘hef beééase T believe -

THE QQURT? Didn't you hHear what I said, Mr. Kanarek?
That isjéXaéély the order I ﬁ&dé;‘ ‘

MR, KAMAREK: fﬁ‘m‘Sﬁxry,'yeur Honor, I apologize

" to the Court.

THE GOURT: All ripht, anything furthex?

~—==—CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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' MR. KANAREK: Yes, your'Honor, ‘
TBE COURT* If you haﬁe some requested instructions,

you may glve them the Glerk and we will haye a further

i conferenee on any proposed insbructions beféfe thé Jury is

instructed, after the complegiqn of argument .
ME, KANAREK: Yes .your Henor, « ¥ - IR
' The point is ﬁhat l w%uld like BOme guidance,

i1 may, your Hopor, in’ this connegtion.

THE COURT: I will lnok at them as goon as I can,

, but we are not going to hold upthe argument now.

MR‘ KANAREK § Vepy brlefly, your Honor, one of them

THE COURT' I am not' going to take the matter up now,

L you want to give your requesﬁed instructions

o’ the Glerk I will look ab them as sopn ag I can and give .
.you an indication as to whéether oy not they will be given.

- MR, KANAREK: Very well, .
o Thank you,‘youf Honox, ;

THE 'COURT : hnything further?
You may bring the Jﬁry 1n!.

(The followiné proceedings occur in 6pen

| ¢ourt. The Jurors are all present. All counsel exeept

Mr, Hughes ave present, Defendants absent~)

THE COURT: All counsel and jurors are preseﬂt.
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Yoﬁ may conﬁinué“yOhr argument Mr, Kanarek,
MR, KANAREK Thank you, yqur Honar. '

goo& morning, ladies and. genﬁlemen of the jury.
Last Friday’ We were @istussing the writing of

{ the word “pig“ on the froqp of ¢he Tqﬁe - on the fponﬁ

dooP of the Tate home, ahd the Couft 18 going to 1nstruct us

that any declarations statementa which ar& offeréd o

i which take. place durmng the pendenay of a con5piracy and

' on behalf of the conspiracy, can be used agalinst any defen-

dent in determining, that is, they can'be discussed and

thought about as to whether or not they oceurred, in

determining whether or not ther& 13 any criminal 1iability

of a parbiqular defengant ., |
Now, we look for 1nstance at the 'word "pig "
I am sure that Mr, Bugliosi will argue that

" this is & declaration which took place during the peridengy

of the conspiracy, being dufing the two days, and.this was
sonething or other éhaﬁ was offered on behalf of fur;hering'
the conspiracy. | | h

But when we look at it clogely, we realize
that this‘wbrd‘"pié,?'that all the other words that wére

sﬁpﬁosediy'Written in blood,, that none of those words -~ none|

- of those words -~ have been tied even 8s a matter of plain

old loglc, forgetting some of the weird wordings ﬁhah we
might say are included in the lay, there is nothing whatso~-

" ever to tle these words to Mr. Manson,
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1 and The Gourt has already Instructed ug --~ %hat in connection :

. with statementa that are offered against a particular
j defendant cannot be used for any purpose against another
-‘defendant. .

| put that completely aside &8s far as Mr, Manson is ¢oncerned,

- except as to something concerning Pabricla Krenwinkel; none

13 | of these words have bgen‘connecﬁed with these defgndants,

19,891

Now, the Court is gaing to instruct us that -
defendant~or¢conduct that- 18 offered against a particular

' So, iymediately . as to the handwriting

e;émblar'maxter concerning Patrieia Krenwinkel, we can

because the English lagguage, ﬁg:ﬁépe, means whax';t says,
and so p@ﬁhing whatsoever as to any of these defendants

4
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) Now, you must remember that the Spahn Ranch

_ was a very fluid place like, I think we have spoken of,
| ! *’a.t's a place where people came and went,; and I think Mr.
| I‘:.tz;;era‘ld made the .point.that in this country today,

" for insta;nce, we have people like Henry Wallace.

P We have penple like Mr. Welch of the John

4

Birch Society
| I«Ie have various militent orpanizations. Some |

of ~t1iesé argaaiéétions,, t‘heSr discuss and they advo.cate

'some things that all of us certainly don't agree or

espause, and becaus¢ of the fact that someone may hear,

and do and react, certainly is no reason why Mr. Welch

of the J‘o;hn Birch Soeiety should be prosecuted for murder,

| or Mr. Wallace, the preéent: Governoy of Alabama, should

be prosecuted for murder, end we pride ourselves -= even,
you take the communist party, people that are of that bent':
Ont the streets of all of our major c¢ities we have some of
‘the most virulent and vielent type of language. Redd
what the Daily Worker and the People!s Daily World, what
some of those people advocate.

' And we have seen vhat hsppens, for instance,
in connection with organiéations of this type. These |

. organizgtions -~ who knows? Who knows how much such

 organizations there are in a county of =~ I think we now

have 200 miliion people in the United States of America.
So, to try and foist upon Mr. Manson, who had

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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* ideas being antagonistic to the ideas that some of us may
i |

of free speech, |

L]

. is a symbol of his protest at the way that he feels he is

) .Y -
1?: .3-35 D

been at the Spahn Ranch, the actions, these actions, is

a political move by the District Attorney of Los Angeles

The District Attcrne} of Los Angeleg Coﬁnty,

as we have said, is a political officde, and this trial is

a pélitical trial, no matter which way we look at it.

| Aﬂb,matter which way we look at it, this txilal

is a political trial, is a trial wherein because of certain

have, has resulted in a situation where Mr. Mznson has
come- before us and supposedly is being tried for murder.

Letually Mr. Manson {s a very small part -~
he 1s a person who is merely a symbol. He is a person,
who is a symbalef the confrontation, one of the confron~
tations that‘ls going on in this country teday.

Now, the Court is going fo speak and tell yéu
- concerning, for instance, the marking,; there has been in

evidence, concerning the X on Mr. Manson. This is a form

’ Evidence should be offered ain a criminal

trial so_ that you can make 'some kind of inference concerning|
the cha:ge. |
. 4

Rightly ot wrbngly, rightly or wrongly, Mr.
thson does not approve of some of our procedures, d#nd go

. 3

what has occurred in terms, for instance, of this X, this
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N being ttreated, and, you know, it is one thing ~- it is one

thing to give someone a faix trial and treat one objectively
that comes in dressed like all of us are. |
| It's easy ~~ leb's say it is easier perhaps.
Ve show a greater dignity and respeét for our law when we
dequit Mr., Manson when the evidente shows in this case
he 1s not guilty of anything as far azs any charges in this.?
‘case are concerned, we show greater respect for our law
when we acquit him because it means that we have the power
ts-digéefn.  1t means'ﬁe:haﬁé*ﬁhe power to put aside the
blood and gore and analyze what gupposedly took place ana-
1ytically, lnstead of emotlonally
* SNow, there1s.np question, we feel -- we feel
and those of us that are on ﬁhe jury, I suppose, each of
us will have a feeling. -
| We feel that Linda Kasabian wrote these
woxrds, “Pig,"on this door as we have spoken before. Her . -
knife wag inside that house. _
We think that there is great probability when
she heard that ~-- whatever noises she may have heard or
did heay, the man she liked was in daﬁger, she ran into
that house to protect him with her knife.
| , Now, let's go to the evidence and see again,
keeping in mind the principle of corroboration. TItve
gof‘it written here, but I will write it on this. |

Let!'s go through this evidence, Let!'s see

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| - if there is any covroboration, corroboration that the law

requires before we ¢an find anyone guilty of murder. ‘
- Here is a picture of Sharon Tate. Now, this
Qictﬁre dces not corroboxate anythiﬁg because it doesntt

conniect ~- it does not connect Mr. Manson with what tia's

| ~allegedly happened.

Tle will discuss this and see 1f there is any

1 -

kind of. corroboration to any of the People's evidence.

Here 1ig the pilcture o6f Mr. Sebring. Doés
that picture -- does that picture corroborate? obviously
not. It does notf. conrect Mr. Manson with any wr.ongdoigg..

~ We have a picture here of ~-- People's Exhibit
3, obviously People's Exhibit 3 does not corroborate

;  anything 'cqncerning the alleged victims, the people who

pagsed away in connection with this case. We have a
piaturé of the house which is the Tate residence, People's
Exhibit 4. Does that eihibi?t in any way corrobérate‘
Linds Kasabian?

S P R T CieloDrive.com AR CHIVES
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‘i{_.l S - What we have to do 1s look at the picture and
® "2 | then we have to consider the péstimony that went along with
‘ 8 | this pict‘d‘:.:'e., because thils is a trick, a trick that someone‘
- 4 | may try to play upon us o try to make us think there i1s
5 -QO:!‘?I'-ObQI'a‘BiOh. by the mere volume, by having lots of exhibits.
. -6( N . This picture is preaicated - i;f.' we logk at :L’c s
" | ? I thinlc that we will remember that everything on this pic,ture, '
: _‘ SR thesé :Little :Ltems hepre that are marked are items wherein .
* ; 9"‘ :'Lind,a Kasabiaﬁ 13 the ‘one who testified congerning ’chese
"-10‘; markings. '
11 | ' .I iay be wroné; about "A" but I don't think 80,
T , I think that all of thede are predicated upon
" B Linga Rassbian. . :
. - ou - But even assuming that we know that theve was .
| 15 | other testimony concerning this ‘pleture; even if Linda '
5 | Kasabian did nod ‘bes"t:ify- ¢oncerning this pioture of the
” ," front portion of the Tate nansion even if she didn t testi-
18 fy, there st11l is no corrcbg}ration, bec&use 'che rule of
19‘.“ corrohoration requires ;ha{: the connec’oﬂ.on be made with the |
s 20 defendants, and mxt; Manson in no way is conneeted excep‘o |
=~ - 2| by the fact: that a witnesy or Ewo bestified thaiz at. one time, |
2 | in March, he was ab this home. “ ' _ )
B0 o But that doks not trorroﬁérﬁ,te any ksin‘d. »oif *'
o _ U_ ‘2'4' g wrongdoing as fa.r as these mrents of ’ohe tﬂo, days t%za:c we
'. " .25 ] have spoken of are concernédhan.d let's not let anybody
K ' fcriek us into believing that.

CieloDrive.com ART HIVES
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The fact of ﬁhe matter is tnat this picture,

|there 1is nothing aboutﬁi% that is carroborativarop tends

'te be- corroborative of Kr. Manson's alleged Wrongdoing. o

Here is 2 picture. Yéu' know whax ‘this

pleture represents. ‘4 boy that passed awey ab the Tate
|home, But that cbviously doesn't corrodborate anybhing

| eoneerning r, lanson,

We have here a plcture of an autdmohile,

"People's_S, and I am sure we will agree that the matters

that are shown there in no way, none of these events have’

been’ connerted wi+h Mr, Manson,

”ow, ugain, these two pictures that have the

.word plg."

Now, there is a 1ot of emctional appeal in
these pilctures. There is no questiOn thab there is & play

upon’ cur emotions when we see WOrds like this written in

‘|blood.,

The prosecution, for instance, dild not
ellminate Linda Kasabian,

*

Talk aboué handwriting exempiarst It would seem

{to me that Mr. Bugliosi and the prosecution in this case
-thas aﬁtempbeﬁ to prove some negatives, but it ig quite
‘intereating that as éo nong of this‘language was there any
negabtive or was there any exclusion of Lindé Rasablan

‘concerning the words that were written, no handwriting

éxSmplars were taken, &nd s8¢ rorthn"Tbat is, as far és we

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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- The saime way thatk éiimihatibnldhh‘;ake place
in:connecﬁ;on.with f;ngayp?inté;;aximiﬁayaop could take
‘place in conmection %1€h?héhdwriéiggif':

- | 'ﬁeOpie's Exhibit 10, . Clearly nothing whatso

{ evel o connect Mp. Manson with anything that purports to
'-bé‘reiaﬁedfby People's Exhibit lO,_br any testimony concerning |

'ﬁhe Bé&ume tniﬁg with People's Exhibit 11,

Nothing whatsoever to conneet v, Manson with anything of

‘41 | People's Exhibit 11,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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f:coﬁnent Mp, Manson with anything th&t is portrayed.in
g PeOplefs Exhibit iz,

0 connecﬁ Mr, Aanson whatacever to People's Exhibit 13e_

’,is hardly dhything in connectidn-with matters 1nside the
'-Tate hone that are 1ndicative of what allegedly oocurred

'5ladder. It shows us maﬁﬁers that wereé testified to. But

'as far. aa any criminal culpability was cancerned what dOeB

it corrvoborative of gny criminal conduct on the part of

19- | Mr. Manson.

:3exhibit thab depends upon Tinda Kasabian and certainly
|
24i
f\pictures are pictur&sof a car and the geography, such as we

'k%paiiZe, and, I am sure we agree, that there is nothing hére.

People!s Exzhiblt 12 égain. Nothing to

EeOple's Exhibit 13, The same thing, 'Nothing

Peoplekstxhibib 4, Nothing whatsoever. .
As sl exhibits like People’s Exhibit 14, there

H !I

) ‘-f' Ao f ’ .- ) t.;_.

there, . - . DT e . LR
Wher we look fdr 1nstance, &t an Exhibit 1like
People's Exhibit 14 what does 1t really tell us concerning

these events? There is nothing whatsoever.that shows us the

1t really tell us?
Certainly, by no stretch of the imagination is

. Peoplets BExhibdt 15. The samé thing.
Feople's Exhibiy 16, This, again, is an

this 1s not corrdborative as far ag Mr., HManson 13 aoncerned,

"We have a deries of pictures. All of these

¥

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| that connects Hr. MahSon whatsoevér to any criminal

culpabiliby.

' Fl 4
.? .;.

Exhibits 21 through 23 are alsp picﬁures that

' involve the inside of the house and do not oconnect
M, Manson with anything as “far as these crimos are -

{ eoneerned.,

' Now, we get‘to somé exhibita that probably
<require us' to do a little bikt of thinking.
' We have Peoplé’s Exhibit 26, which shows,

-fI”am‘sure we-will 811 remember, it shows where Linda

"Kasabian bestified eoncerning the evenfs arocund that screen,

Now, Mr. Bugliosl and the prosecution wili

'uundoubtedly argue that this. picture and what 1t stands for

corroborates Linda Kasabian.
There is no-question but what it doesn't,
Because, again, this picture, everything that we know

‘¢toncerning thié~pictupe,_depen&s upon Linde Kasgbian's

‘Lihda Kasabfén is the only one who bestifled

| concerning events that can connect any of the defendants’

' with this picture, and Linda Kasabian is a witness, the

Feople's only witneéss, really, who purports to connect .

| M, Manson with any criminal 1iabiliﬁy, and thils plcture

is indicative of the weakness of the prOSecution's gase
beoause of the fact that this pilcture shows very clearly
how Linﬁa was operatingivacoording.to her testimony.

: -CieIoDrive.com ARCHIVES"
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1 think -- I think that this picture is

} . eloguent on how in fact he -- it speaks eloguently,
"in-fact, for the proposition that Linda Kasablan was

ingide that house.
Agein, if we t‘hink about the relationship
betWaen Lindz Kasabian and Mra watson, the fact that Mr.

WatSOrl took L:_nda Kasabiari's, or Linda Kasabian's husbandts |

- Qn Mr. MeXtonls $5,000, I think we can fairly well

* + gssume that Linda Kasabian z}md Mr, Watson had the kind
fo | of' a’ relaticﬁship' that is indlcative by what happens

‘here :Ln: th::.s scene,

|‘¢

. "These are the trunks. Iim sure we all

__remember the trunks;' Again, there is unothing whatsoevex

here. to connect M¥. Manson with any criminal liability.
Now, here we have a picture of a girl; this
ig the girl that has been called Gypsy, and again unless

‘we discipline our thinking, we may fall into some kind

of a thinking process where we might think that this
picture, & picture such as this is corroborative of
Linda Kasabian. But it isn't, |

This picture of this ga“.fl ~=- the fact .that

this 'gi‘rl. lived at this ranch does not in any way

corroborate Linda Xasabian, and the fact that these peocple
-~ the fact that these people lived together and the fact
that these peop];é . knew each other, for instance the

fact that Mr. Manson knew Gypsy, does not corroborate

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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. before we allow thisg to corroborate Linda Kasabian?
; Obviously this bicture, the bare pidture of Mr. Watson,

Tinds Kesabiam, -

‘ lt has to be something -~ the corroboratlon
wust be scmething 1ndependent of Linda Kasabian that
comnects Mr. Mansonm with the tzial,

Here is a picture of Tex Watson supposedly.
Nowy even this picture ~~ I believe this picture was
testified to by Linda Kasabian, and I suppose even thig
plcture -- this picfure itself, since the foundation for
this picture was Linda Kasabisdn, there may have been
other peaple in the trial, there may have been other
pecple in the trial who identified this picture which
would be a different matter because they are independent
of Linda Rasabian. I don't recall right now.

But this picture could not be uged for anything
to prove anything conterning Mr. Manson as far as criminal
culpability is concé;ned, becaﬁse of the fact -+ I mean,
if“Linda Kasabian was in fact the only person who
testlfled concerning this picture.

Now, let!s gay someone else in the trial
did testify concerning this pilcture; that this was Mr.
Watson. |

How many inferencés do we have to make

doesn't connect Mr. Watson with any criminal lisbility
ary more than if Mpr. Watson was standing right here in

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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the courtroom, any more than that would make Mr. Watson ‘
criminéﬁy liable. ‘

' So, the fact that this picture is present and |
-shows'Mx., Patson in an obviously hair dress, and so forth, fl
a iur.tlgneck sweat;er, and so forth; he appears to be the |
type of person that was living at the Spahn Ranch. |
| ‘ Of course that does not mean that Mr. Manson
‘has an'y kind of -~ has done anything wrong because Mr.
Watgon is la.v:r.ng at. the Spabn Ranch.,

Now, these pictures ~= these gictures of

B these girls that have lived at the Spahn Ranch.

Fere is Dianne Bluesteln, Dianne Lake.
None of these pictures; including the picture
of the dutomobile, corroborates Linda Kasabian.

4 Now, getting into the pictures ~- this is

: go over those jury instructions; we attack this like a

prblE!P :r.n logic, which itiis.
i Take this pic:t:ure concerning Mr. Parent.
Now; the reason theré is not:h“:z.ng corrobative in this

pz.ci:ure ig bécause independent of Linda Kasabian there is

. nothing to .coﬁnaci: ’ar.zy of the defendants, Mr. Manson or

any'cne,'vi_.t’h the passing away of Mr. Parent outside of

. Linda.Reasabian.

Sure, we had testimony from police officers.

Now, those people are obviously not
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1 | accompiices. But those people merely testified to blood,
21 ‘the viewing of Ehe scene, and so forth.
3 | The fact that a police officer comes down and
4 views-SOme,océurrence does not mean that that is corrobora-
: s‘; tion. The corroboration muskt éonnect”ﬁhe.defendant, the
¢ |~ independent corroboration must connect the defendant with
7 “ what'allegedly took place, and 1 think we are all agreed
s B | that no such cornection has even been remotely made as
. ~ f£ar as this picture is concerned.
10 : ' ‘HEre is an interestiﬂg_picture -- here is an
11" _interesting picture. This picture is the picture of the

B2 | man that we spoke of in this courtroom as Mr. Grogan.

| i . This man vas allegedly on the second'night, '
- @ 1 | was allegedly in the car. He was one of the people. |
' 15 ‘ Linda Kasabian tells us he was ome of the

16 | people that was present and thisg man, certainly, I mean,

'u“ we talk about equal protection of the law or any way we |

18 { wyant to dénominate it -~ this man, fo; some reason oﬁ other I

.- 19 ‘wag not eyeﬁ made a defendant in this case, not even at

: .5a"fls. 2% | the baginﬁing; o

i _21‘_ ‘ :

22

2 |
o |

}“." 2%

. 26
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{having been made a ﬂeteﬁ&ant 1n the cage, ceﬁtainly would

Linda Kasablan 1n many- events. 1:,:;f

'Lcs Angeles County.

"02 the law of corroboration.

‘-We have to look to the weight of that evidenee.
’people who were accomplicen In. this case that Mr. Manson

| like ... like +this,.the developing_of this by the prosecution -

. that dnne bugey!

e e 18,905

- ) o T LN | e
1y

. R " R f'f? ‘

Itts anbther clrcumstance -~ he, certalnly not

seen to be a moxe positive a more appropriate wltness than
‘But certainly, looking at the pleadings in

this case, this man was not éven made a deﬂandant. I mean,

it's a eclrcumstance, You wonder about the motivatlon,

Ynu-wonder about the direction of the Districk Attorney of o

Now, we come to the sworda.
"Now, here we get into an area where we have to

e where we have to approgch it and mist think in the terms

Glearly thers is evidence in the record
there is evidence that the-dune buggy had the sword in it;
that,eviéence is indepéndent of Linda'Kasahian.'
‘ Now the question is then, what we have to do,

There is evidence, if you bellieve 1t, from
drove a dune buggy that had a sword in 1t, and 1t seems
1s indicative of the fact that Mr. Manson should be

fOund achitted Mr, Manson Should be found not gullty of
all charges because logk at the people that‘had access to

. CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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“Mr. Watson, qccording to the prasecution, was
8 complete idliot except when*it eomes to dune_ buggies, e @
omplete and absolute - he is a puppy dog. . _
But he's got enougn brains evidently, he had

the méchan@cal ability around the place, it would appear from

| evidence independent of Linda Kasabian, he 18 the wan with
| the brains that keep the things gotng,

And when you conslder - when you conaider

5mech&niea1 matters such as that, a perSon is not a blithering'“'
j1ddet who can bake an aupomobgle ‘apart and pus 1t back .
. bogether again, You've!got to héve some kind of IQ and,

4h ‘fact, lookihg‘at 1w, Wabson hqfe I would say that Wé'can
ifainiy»asSume that Mr., Watson has had a couple of ﬁeérs;of
"-éollege,' |

Mr, Bugliosi is laughing at this point. .T dontt

1know why he's laughing becausé I believe he also belleves

'that guch is the case.

I think his present laughter is inaicative of

Just the opposite of what his laughter purports to tell us.

I think we can fairly assume that Mr., Watson,

| from- the State of Texas, cawe here, as a lot of young people

have ¢come to Galifornia.

' Because these peocple look this way does rot mean

"that they are withput &ducation,, Thére 1is something, some -
ikind of P soclal ferment in our country teday where p%ople —
‘péﬁple with various degrees of education are adopting Ilite

T
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|styles and going into some of these communes that I think

| psychiatrists, don't understand it; 1 know I don't under-

['stand 1t..

'ouch an education, some kind of background that- 1s “certainly

) independent, this is 1naependenﬁ‘_

éoge of ouy behavioral scien;isés, goclal sclentists,

I thinm it is fair ta assume that Mr, Watson has .

¥

beyond high school. - o
. But at any, r;-ite “here s something, this s

, But does it in anyiway connect mr. Manson with

e P .o ““}-ﬂ'—c

< > -
- : ) . A
vo. N -

Tow
ot
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1 o ' There is nothing here -- 1t is true that thix
| sword was on the dune buggy, if you are b0~$elieée other

I'witnesses, but what has that to do with anything that

happened —- what has that to do with anything that heppened

- }at the La Biancd residence?

The only way we can have any connection with

| the La Bianca residence as far as these {tems are
fconcern.ed 1s thraugh Linda Kasabian, and Linda Kasabian'
:says that My, Maﬁson put some kind of- an iject, she says,
‘_In nis panﬁs *sometging 1ike that before he went there.

So asain — again*beveryﬁhiné\that Linda
Kasabian has testifieﬂ to ooncerning these matters: thaﬁ o
purporb to gorinect Nr.- FanSon with anything thatti$ .béfore
usg, even remotely, all of that must be corroborated and
theﬁeis nothing, there: 13 no equation, there 13 no connection |

as far. as. these Ltems are. concerned, indepenﬂent of Linda

lKasablan. - S S -

‘ wa, here is the’@une buggy, a picture of thé
dune buggy. The dune buggy had nbthing to do -~ from the

9ﬁroéécution«vieWpoint -~ With énything.as far as the-T&tg¢
|ba Blanca matter is concerned. I think we are agreed on

‘ﬁjdfhat.

Now, here we have, supposedly, where Manson

;pafked-the ¢ar. Thls has to do with thls area; I'm sure all

of ns will remember Lilnda Kasabian testifie& to, This

A¢picture 18 absolutely no corroboratlon whatsoever, It im

* CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| tell us 3hé doesh’t have a very good fdea of time -= well,

N o 19,909

S PR *

fno eorroboratibn of ariy changgs againﬁt Mr. Mansoﬂ

People's Exhibit 49 1s clearly no corroboration

. B
4 t LA "",

5

|of M. Manson. ‘ e 1 VAT :ﬁ .

People’s 58 these pictures qr geography where

4 ,, i

*,Linda Kasabian purportedly went " None o: thqse are_

',corroboration.

-~ Now, this People*s 64 which shows the La Bilanca
home and the hoéne of’Harold True, this does riot corroborate

Linda Kasabian. What it is; i1t shows the relationship of

‘the homes, and 1t shows the utter 1mp@ssibility of
M. Manson.doing what Linda Kasabian said he gid in four.

minutes,

She sald -- Mpr. Buglliosi is probably going to

she may‘nof have a very good ides of time, but ghe does
speak in connection with the smoking of a eigarette.

For Mr, Manscn, as we have sald, to do what he

n‘is supposed to have done. during the time that the cligarette

was being-consumed,~and at the same time the La Bisncas

having guns -- I think 1t was Mr. Galindo, Danny Galindo,

‘the Los Angeles Police officer, testified to thc gun

selection Mr, La Bianca had in his home.
‘ Again, this is somsthing for us to consider in

'connection with the case, but it certainly does not corro-

borate Linda Kasabian because by no atretch of the

imagination does this 64 connect Mr, Manson with the crime,

i - CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES:
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| remember. You can see how, this car was it Bnows the egp - -

”question that it does not.

| the ﬁact,that Dennis Wilaan livgs somewhere near this

':areaw thgt is nob corproborative of Linda Kasabilan.

pleture of Mr. True.

1§ 

2 |

2 |

- o B \;
. o . . ,
.ri 'l‘

Here 1s theeﬁégk of the cav “that we ali’

g- P

and all of its interior contents, Swartz's car. MR

<« The question if. .-~ the questiqn is ~«of

course, this does not corroborate Linda. There 18 no

Here is- a pleture of Will Rogers" State Park,-

Here 18 a picture of a -«- I believe this 1s 2
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In any event, I believe that this -~ we
agree that that doesn't corroborate Linda Kagablan.
People's Exhibit 62, The path whetre Linda

Kasabian testified that Mr. Manson walked a certain path.

Now, this picture, that is, concerning this

picture, there have been other people that testified

“also besides Linda Kasabian.

Howevexr, there is nothing that comnects Mr,
Manson whatsoever with any wrongdoing at the True home.
By the same token, People's Ekhiblt 63,

Whldh also shows Mr. True's residence. There ig nothing

 to connect Mr. Manson with any wrongdoing.

Now, we go through -- let's make a list here,
Let's make what‘we:might call a “corroboiaticn chart"by
itsell.
ALl right,
. Now; here we have the sgword.

++  Out of an abundance of caution, in other words

to ook -at it and try to be as conservative ag possible in |

our th;nklng, letts put ﬁhat down as something fhat we can
thlnk about.;.)' A : 3 :

it is our positiép that that sword, thére is
no qqrfq?b;atioq ﬁhatséevgr bgééésg there is nothing
iﬁdépendent to ecomnest Mr. Manson with these events.
There is nothing, really, ‘to show that that sword was

at the Tate residence -- pardon me -- at the Lz Bianca

)

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES




o culpabllity on the part of M, ‘Manson because there is

R nothlng 1ndepenaent of Linda Kasabian.whatsoever to connect
© 1z
1B |
n | 1s the external -~ which is the areid mear the post that we
15 1

16.

17

21

23

25

B
0
I

| residence, ox anywhére near it.

But out of an abundance of caution, let's

. use that sort of as a medsuring rod, because a sword locks

I bad,'it hag got a horrible look to it, it looks like it

could do a lot of damage.

BRI Letts use that as a jumpisng off place.

o,

Now, we are all agreed, the pictures of

| Sharon Tate, AbigaLl Falger, Mr. Frykowski, we are agreed
. that those pictures do nnt corroborate any kind of criminal

Mra Manson\w;th the horrible sccnes in those pictures.
Now, there is nothing in People's 94, which

all know the great amount of testimony concerning this

{ picture, and I think this is indicative of ~-- it shows how

{ the law of corroboration works, because even though there

¥ | are reams and reams and there are pages in that transcript,

i~page after page after page concerning Peopletls §4; Mr.

2°:f‘Granada's testimony and all of that, that does not

1 corroborate Linda Kasabzan.
‘o

As 8 matter of fact, it tends to excnerate

‘% everybndy here because of the fact that it ghows that Linda
2

Kasablan is mnot telling the truth becguss only Mr. Sebring's |

: body is out there. Mr. Frykowski's blood is painfully
1 missiﬁg from this picture, and this is where he sﬁpposedly

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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i:ell and aLL of Thaty — - T

R

6a~1 - xi- I g - But in any eirgnt 'i:his p:Lcture dOQSp not J,n any |

M 1

P 2 way corrobora,te any kind of testimony that Linda Kasapian

o e, A

' 3 ' ‘ Now we come %0 2 ;pﬁint wh.ich requires an |

$ ] interesting pPoblem to be soived. )

;:_3-"“‘.., ‘ The prosecution went through - great tori;ures to |

7 .-ge‘s'beff‘:qre' ‘us these’what we -have called leath‘er f.hongs.

= :.33-7:-" . - Now, we ‘have the picﬁum of Mr, La Biarica,,
R ;ﬁ'Peaple's Exnibit 49,
10 " Now, Mo, Bugliaai wants us o make ‘an equa.tion '

_ - fxére. ”He- n’ran’bs us to make an equation cqncerning the thcmg." e
_— 12 or the leathel material tha.t ia wrappﬁd arourrd Mr, La Bianca ;
13 : and Mr, Manson~ '
. _ 14 Now, iet's see. Let's seé_-if‘ there 15 any
" B | corroboration. | | .
16 ’ We have her‘e s Tor instanéé i Peopl&"; 95« " There
o is ano‘bher one, too, _ '

'm.j'f' , Lek's, 1ook at People's 95, Let's add this to
19 ouy list, “ '
20 - _ I think what we can do again is use the

. -swoz;d- :tn. bur thinking as the Juinp:i.ng off place, the

2 ‘mea.suring rod, because, you see, the sword has got. kind of
' ".‘23‘.'?’ an emotion attached o :Lt.
24 S 5_ The sword als¢ was at the ranch, put the swWord B
. E -‘2§',Jnever WS - there was nothing ouﬁside of Linda Kagabian

- "2 | -~ that halr_'a ‘plece of sword and the pirate sword, there is -

", CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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B | categories: We have A, testimony; and B, we have leather

p1]

'-.‘1§“aonnect —_— ygu seg this is, the-theory& this is Very mRCh

' |'the heart of the People's case ~- how nany inferences do we

B
oL 19
U

2L

23

. 24

25

%

inothing-outside of that to connect it with Tate-la Bianca.

| may nelp. us ‘in our thinking. B A g, R s

| this tying of Hr, La Bianca 1s related to Mr Mangon by this
kind of evidence, for instance, People's Exhibit 95,
:the testimony that Mr, ﬂanson used leather thongs.

ithnngs.
15 |

| in the alternative the smoking of a portion of a cigarette --
[ 1ook at that knot -- just the knot the meking of that knot

| alone -~ how long would that take?

2z ). '
- have to make to connect Mr, Manson and the faet that -he
- wears leaﬁher thongs how many inferences do We have to

1 -make: before we-attributerthis to him? Because unlesgs

. 19,915

w*

. .So, we use that as one extreme. I think that
k!f .; ) . .-‘ i‘- } . AP

* N

Now, let's 1ook at Mr, La Bianca and, his hands,
L i, '.QJ.

the way they are tied here‘ ,- A S i -
Now, the. prosegution.would have g believe that

(’vqi

So the prosecution ig going to do that.
So, let's call this "leather thong evidence,"

ind under “leather thong evidence," we have two

]

Now, how many inferences do we have to make to

have to make to may that lir. Manson3 in four minubes, or

‘But apart Srom that how many luferstices do we

‘Mr. Manson did this, we all ought to get up and walk out of

~rremin-CieloDrVe.COMARCHIVES.
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’; { the courtroom right now,. Because this 1s one of the
:-;“%.allegations that is so crystal-clear in the prosecution's
3 vieﬂpqigt of this case, that 1% either is or it isn't, and

s | 1f we think of the circumstantial evidence rule and all of

5 | thaﬁ, if there are two reasonable Inferences, we must take
61 that which points to innocence and give up that which points
7 | tQAg&iita Is'there éyeh & reasonable in?erence'that.po&nts

s g | to guilt as far as Mp, Manson is concerned?

.-L»‘I’L:‘
13

L

16
i
8

io |

20

21

1,23.
- s 24 J .

Y i v - i f
"l' 25 : RS R

% |
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What would Mr: Manson, a little man of &
hundred and twenty, a hundred and thirty, a bundred and

forty pounds -~ I don't know what he weighs ~- five foot

sometﬁiﬁg or ather, what? Five foot one, five foot two?
-- what would he have to do to subdue M. La Bianca while

| Mxe. La Biamca is free, never tied up with telephones and

guirs 3‘_.151' the home. there -- what would Mr, Manson have to do

|  in‘order to accomplish this?

‘ Thi,s is something that T think we should
consider because this is what Linda Kasablan is telling

us o.ccu:rred‘ . Cs

) 'Jl'his wOuld be apart from any rule of corroboxa-
tion, apart from an'y corroboration requirement at all,

Letts assume there wasn't ény accomplice

1- .matteri as far as Llnda Kasablan was concerned, Could Mr.

4 Manson db this?

And then we have to consider the leather

- thongs.  We are talking now abouk the cor¥oboration

approach here. Scmgzthing' for us to congider, when we are
in the jury room, as to whether such a thing -~ as to

1\ .‘whei;her this is physically posgsible,
22

Now, we come to these other pletures., Let's

gee Lif there is any corroboration.

Now, I think ifwe hit the isgues head on and

- discuss théni,, 1 think that we may do justice in this case
| and acquit Mr. Manson of the charges here and go on to

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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A

f I Here we have g picture of Mr. La Bianca. It
| sﬁows the fork in Mr. La Blanca thereé, in his abdomen.
' Thig is People's Exhibit 91.

' Now, is there anything to corroborate, anything |

| to co¥roborate Mr. Manson, that cotroborate Linda Kagabian's

| testimony?

~ First of all, Linda Kassbilan never testified
' to anything ﬁbout. this. Linda kasabian testified to
‘. something about Mr. Manson coming back from the house in ‘
connection with the restrai‘nﬁ allegedly of Mr. L& Bianca
and Mrs. La Blanca.

' But the prosecutiqn would have uz believe that
 because of the language in the Beatles songs concernirg |
| knives end forks, and so forth, énd’ piggles, the progecution

.is asking ug o V-say that Mr. Manson is responsible for
| the passing away of Mr. La Bianca and Mrs. La Blanca.
. ' Now, again, how many people were st the Spahn -
’ ‘Ranch? How many people lived at the Spahn Ranch?

We have & situation where the prosécution has

| brought here people to testify concerning sallegedly what

1 Mr, Manson has said.

We have the prosecution bringing people here-~
tipne, of these people, by the way, having anything to do
" with anything that happened in the two days, the 8th
| through the 10th =- Mr. Bugliosi and the prosecution want us

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| to believe that because of this, this fork, and also the
| picture of the knife in M. Le Bianeca' g throat, that this

2. ]

24 i.

shows that Mr. Manson is crimiﬁaliy regponsible here.
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Sc-l 1 i Now, if there is a conspiracy, 1r‘there is a
. L2 conspiracy here where is ‘the aonapiracy to do these
- 3‘;sp£cific acta?
& ) T In other words, how many inferences must we .
5 hmake so that we can allow the prosecution the politieal
g ':vietory Bhey want in this ‘case, and thumb our noses at
7 {everything that all of us respect in our administration of
. ‘. @"Justice?.‘ : .
?‘; ' . , ﬁoﬁ_many inrerencea ﬁq we ha#e to make in'.
16 1order 0 .assume, to céme to the conclusion that Mr, Manson
. {had anything 50 do with this? '
.12_; -~ . 'Is President Nixzen 1iabla for what happened at
_ ”13-fmai ‘Lal? Are we responsible for what happened at
. % | Mai Lal because our taxes pay for the‘ soldiers that go
15 | there and allegedly d1d what Officer Calley is: accused of
1627doing? Are-all of us responsible for that?

: o Is the Secrebary of Defense responsible for
8 | that? ‘
T ] " How much’ respbnsibility does = person have when

o,

2@:-he says things that he may or may not have sald?

2l . I mearn, let's as&ume for the sake of argument
Zﬁ;'assume for the sdke of apgumént, thab M». Manson makes

B statementg. A1l of uf da, 'We §11 81t around and we talk
N 2 | ahout religlon, sex, we talk about in our lifetime,-we talk
ill ;Z % | ‘about all kinds of fﬁiﬁgs} Some “of us may talk more than

| Aﬂ&_Aothers. Does that ﬁe;n that ﬁheré is any criminal

- CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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|culpabllity on the part.of My, Nanson because somebody does

R e
: * -t
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- %

something? S YR B
’ " There-1is no showing of any conspiyacy here to
put this fork ln Mr, La Bianca s body. There 15 no

consniraey uhatsoever.

The words Helter Skeltér -~ in fact, there was

teven o blg - ‘the progeoution's own evidence shows that thére |

was a blg bottle there or something that sald, "Donatlons

| For Helter Skelter,” meaning that, Gdd knows how many people

" 10 _ﬁad sométhing to do wiﬁh Helter,Skelterifrom the standpbint

of fostering it, 1 suppose,. People would come to the ranch

tae M, Manson. -

ﬁow, does that mean that vhere is any kind of

2 cpﬁspiracy to do this? - o

There is the language "War upon M, La Bianca 8

abdomer, Does that mean, 1is there ahything £o show that

- ¥, Manson asked anybody to do this or. conspired with ..

anybody to do this or £0ld anybody to do this?
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| was to be a conspiracy, in order to start a black and white
| war, in order to belleve Linda Kasabiarn I think we should

Y look at a certain portion of the transcrlpt, anﬁ I think-

{ Mr., Bugliosi —- that I think Mr. Bugliosi will bry to rely

i

i the point that we ape speaking apout here,

{'ig Volume .32 -- according %Q“Mr. Bugliosi and Linda Kaaabian::

I

_ better weapons on this night? Where was the showing of any

, on.

19,922

Linda Kasabian -~ if this was to be —- if this

That 1s at Page 5200. It bfings us right to
At Page 5200 Mr. Bugllidsl interrogateéd —— that

“ng . Wpat' did he say?

.“ﬁﬁ ,'iﬂe;said we ﬁere going to go oub
again tohiéht. Last night was toeo mgday, and
then he was: going %o show us how to do it.\

g Did anyone Bay gnythingﬁﬁhen oo
Iﬁ Manson sald this? | |

"a, Not at the momeh%e

‘ "q Did Tex say anything inside the -
bunk house?
"A . At one point he said that we needed

‘better weapons; the weapéns we Hook 1as§.night
weré not effective; they ﬁeren't‘godd enough,

"1t was sonething to do wiﬁh we needed
better weapons,"

. Now, I ask you; I ask yﬁh, where were the
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uprising, ) L N

batter weapons?

Where is the showing of Mr, Manson showing them

how to do 1t? .

Supposedly Linda Kasabian sald that on this

Inight he'was. going to show them how to do it.

Well, if Mr, Manson was golng to show them how

1 to ao. 1%, he would be there to show them how to do i%.
| But the évidencé clearly shows that such is not the case,

even from the prosécution viewpolnt,
From the prosecubtlon viewpoint Mr, Manson was

| soing to do it better on the seccnd night than the first
night, according to Linda. Kasabian.

13

Well, what was done better the second night

| then the rirst wight? What was done better? What was done
| better from that standpoint?

If this was gqin; to start a black-and-white

:Ewar, why did it stOp the secoﬁd nighﬁ? Why wasn't there a
1 third night and & fourtb night, because elearly as we look
"back in the community there wWas’ no Qna —— no ona'suggested ——

and there certainly was no blaak-white uarv there was no

i

S

‘The triggering that suppoaedly all this was

'supposad to accompliish never: took place, o why wasn‘t there

a third, fourth, and fifth night, 1f this is what was
supposed to take place? |
Now, at one point he sald it was something to

~ CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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! do with "We needed better weapons,™

' Did you see any knives or guns
inside the bﬁnk house?

"A, Yes, i did.

"Q , What did you see? '

“& ‘I $aw two long swords, that 1s gll
I recall. L | |

"q. Do you gépail_whether any of the

personé in the bunk ‘house picked up any of these

swopds? . . : R A

' " No, I didn't

-

gee anybody.,

"Q Did you,evéﬁtﬂally:a}luleéve the .}
bpﬁkﬁouse? | LT ‘ ’

Ua, Yes. | C

"q Did you 1eavelas a_group?"

I, Buglibsi then sald, "I will withdraw that,”
| "R WITNESS: No, I don't think so, I don't
really recall.”

411 right now, the question is, where are these

| vetter weapons?

In other words, 1f some people are going to

be doing.What»Linda'Kasabian‘saya, where is 1t? What

| happened on the second. nlght? What happened on the second
- night tﬁat made 1t better than the first nlght, and where 1is
| this foremanship or this boss approach that Mr., Mansoh was
:going‘tb sée that 1t took place?

“CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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7a-1 | J - - Jecordine to L*nda Rosabian ;Lcrself Mr. Manson
| B 2nd she left this o¥er befors Mr. cud Irs. Le Bianca had
* event passed owey, Lf you trke smything from Linda Kasabian,
. sha soid - ghie #seyc that vhen ir. lioncon ceme out,
4." eertainly Ehe ur:poxt of her testinmoay lg that Mr. and Mrs.
? F' L Bi.:ncl:z had noiz yet possed away. |
" 6_ 1211, ig this §teing to it that scmething is
- 7 goinn to lLwopen? s this mal:ing, the sceond night more
‘_4 _8_‘ effective then the first niohi? '
9 ' Fot,' the prosacui:imn == in connecticn with
10: JMrs == the pnésing avay o:ef' ix. La Licaca, heze is his
;l: pi'ctur;e, where it chovs the word "Her'that is writteén upon
| his abdomen. |
4 , | Asain, goduy biek -+ go.-.m bheels to our chart,,
“ ‘:Lf‘ tbere anything to corf::eooi:até -~ 1g tucre anything to
:1'5 corrgborate Linda Kasobiap as far us Mr. llonson is
- . concerned? Is fhere «nybhing? There is ncthing.
) H | . kore 1o nivs. La Dicnes, clearly showing --
| N clearly showing choi this 1,-.ctﬁre, Jeople'a :Exhibit 93 ==’
N clearly showing, tlct cer feci:‘ cxe nob bound, end there -
. .
® ig n.o que.ou.an sbout it, sie vas Lxcar Lo [o; ohd was
PR -21 ;ree tu cuIg, ©C move cocut cvam Lres e proSecuttion
- ‘2§ { VJ.Eanlnt; L
B . ;,_ TL e, Luglio:;i cad Cho procccucion, vhen they
# say -~ T%u.(..u m.,;, Loy 't&.}-'lt . == bore, Lir. lcocon teld
® Atm.ble”p;op_!.x. - Lol g ‘.{,Lp'*c wonte cove,' aod thoy
26. :
o
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T wires cut,

2 |

were bemused, or they were somehow or another taken in

by Mr, Manson for this entire period of time; they did not
go to a telephonie or they did not arm themselves with
weapoﬁs; that Mr. Manson just by his vocalizing, saying
"Dontt fove, "after he tied Mr. La Bianca up, just by Mr.

Mansen doing that, that kept them frcn} doing whatever they

| - could in order to protect themselves.
| I think we¢ must agree that that is pz:epasterous _

and this shows -- this shows that the prosegution does not
have apy kind of an approach a8 to what happened here
becauéé.the prosecution realizes that these people not beiné;
bound, that is; Mrs. La Bianca", for ingtance, not being |
bound, ghe could go to the telephone; the wires were not
cut. '
' The f£irst night was a lot smarter than the
sécond'ﬁiéhﬁ.- The first night w":he telephone ﬁires were
cut.

The second night there weren't any téléphone

ST .‘ 1 mean, it is a situation where we are asked
to take this bléod and ' go‘re, and equate that to conviction.
That 18 what ft gmounts ‘tq, ‘

e ,1 And {f this’?_ is not messy, I mean, this tdea
that ‘on i:h’e-'.secbn“df nigfnﬁ it wag not goimg to be messy or
something iike that, looking st what Linda Kasabian says

bere, the second night was too messy =- the first night o~

ame=menimCieloDriVe.COM ARCHIVES -
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A7a*-3 1| thege pictures do not show ==

. 2 o {"‘,. Take thig picture People’s Exhibit 92 for

4| instance, I think reasonable people could not differ

4 | t:]:{at there is certainly no lack of mess here.

5 . | Now, again;‘ looking at these wounds, and

K ': nsing the pictures == the charts that Dr. Noguch:. prepared

¥ for L‘:S.

[

- B . thmk we gen come to the conclusion that

9 | these are pexsonal WOunds, personal vendet:ta.

Io If you helieve that pieture of Tex Watson,

11 | that he looked like that, whatever it might be, whatever

zf his reason was for hating and doing what he did, whatever
| ke | the reason may have been, if we assume that approach,
. ¥ | whoever made these kinds of wounds did it with a personal
15 :: feeling, a personal feeling, and again the prosecut:‘i.oﬁ
1o re.cogm.zes this when they use the word "robot" oz !automaton."
u o ' In other words, for some reason they are g0 '
¥ | anxious to get Mr. Manson convicted, they are so anxious
19 to get Mr. Manson convicted because of the political
s w | aspect; because of the headlines in the papers. '
2 :. o | ‘They are so anxiousg, they say “These are ::«abc:t:ﬁ,i
% | these péople that did this‘r.‘“ |
2 :l But such is not the case. Thege wounds, and
L | 1 think really the dgtacﬁ;ﬂ.& way that they can bé analyzed
. . ?  is by looking at Dr., Noguchits pictures.
2% . 1f you look at Dr. Noguchi's pictures you come

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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1 | to the conclusion that whoever it was that made those

2 ”wou;:kds' 'on these seven people, that these were wounds

s that were inflicted by personal vendett:a, a pergonal

4 ‘fee’ling of the person that made those types of wounds.

5 A. ' ' I think maybe,.we have alluded to it before,
6 when the Mafia, or whoever it i¥ when they go out, and

7 | +when their kj.llings are ordered, these are not the kinds
g of Wtjmnds‘ that people get. |

1§

. o o ' There 1s a bullet or two put in someonej
10 t:hey do their job and that is it, when it is done by an
e ordered type of killing.

e | o But in this case there is no question, these
_ j "13': ate the mun.ds of . the ~= that are 'Lnflicted strictly on
‘ . | % ‘_', behalf oF whoever di& it ..
- 15 | e . Now, thexe is-an interesting thing concnrning '
6 | M L& Bianca = ¢
g TI?EE COUR‘R; ”Wef will take our recess at this time,
18 M, Kanarek o -
v | Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with
s ‘A anyone or form or express an opinion regarding the case un‘tii[.

2L .'“ it is finally submitted to your. .
22 | ‘ The couxt will recess for 15 minutes.
8 £la. 5 | (Recess. )

.;24 :

26

i
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. { wrlst, which poses a very 1nteresting.problem, because the
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THE COURT: ALY couﬁsel and‘jurnrs-arg present.,
You may continue, M, Kanarek

MR. KANAREK: Yes. Tyank you, yQur Honor,
I am sure all of us reaiize‘fhat these

‘plctures that we are speaking of are prbsgéution exhibits,
| Thede areplctures, and'all of these exhlbits that we are
' speaking of .at this poinﬁ ave exhibits that the prosecution'

has fostered

' We have an interesting, very interesting, thing

[ o think about here as to crimiqal 1iability.v

T

If we 1ook at the pilcture of Mr. Le Bianca,-we

| the best way —~~ I suppose itAis that way because the number

18 at the top ~- theré is a wfist uafch on-Mf. La Bianca's

walled that we know- of -— let's se¢ =~ the wrist wateh is
usugily wiﬁh the wallet -~ Mr. Dar?ow -- oh, yes, it 1s X
here, - | ‘ ‘ _
' This is - somgthing interesting.to think of.

Now, this wrist watch was identified by Mr. Struthers as her
mothex's wrist wateh, - And this wrist watch is with this

The pfosecﬁtiqn witnesé, Mra, Kasabian, -

tegtiflied about this wallet and this watech, But if we look

at the picture of Mr, La Bianca, we-see & wrist Watch on

his, I gather it is his leftharm. S0, the question is,
5 %, » :
) R : ‘
"P§v¥-

ol
Ligom
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3
L1
B
- the various possibilities of what aebually happened —

.o

lsglat & baseball game the following day; or a football game,

19
2&.-c9me and téll ua whast happened in. the Rose Bowl game. Wé
.;ér:7have*some broblems, And in a trial, in many cases, this 15'
;;* the kind of problem that we have, isg trying to decide
. 23
o2
%5

“ 26 J

Nop vt

13,530

an . T e . %
* ‘ Lok Lot
. NN T Dot

15 that some kind of a ~- Just looking at these exhiblts,
:,it-WDuld appear, it wouid appear,'that the transaction by

; means oOf which or the events by means of which this wallet
f and @his watch Were taken were separabe and apart from Mr.
~La Bianca.

s 4

. In other words, a different ¢lrcumstance;
a 9ifferent series of events. Because it would seem highly
unllkely that a person would go through the effort of taking

tﬁis wrist watch from Mrs. La Blanca and.. not take the

wrist watch of My, La Biancam ‘

Now, there are all kinds of possibilitiesa.

411 kinds of possibilities.

It -would appear, and I think we eould ~- and

gacertainly uhen we are in the jury room, thils is the kind of

thing, this is what it is all about, really, 1s to diacuss

8 jury trial 1% pomething like .trying to tell what happened

We try to replay and try to have witnesses

- certaln’ matters.- . ’ - o

LT ~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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 Now, it would seem like -~ and this is

-'écmething that is quite fascinating to think abopt -- we

are not glavishly devoted to this wallet having been taken

that night.
See, rvemember, there is a tendemcy on our

©%

part t;o sort of accepf, unless we sit back and think dbout

’f it and do something about it, there is a tendency on oux

patt £o think of certain events as being somet!:;ing to talk
abou:t; | :
; ‘ - But maybe working J‘.n the background here are
events w‘uch are th:mus that we should think about thagt
haven't been opened up. And one of them ig: How do we
kpow ~= how do we know -- when this wallet was taken?

How do we know whek this watch was taken?

Reﬁembex, Linda Kasabian, when we talk about

parties with Linda Kagabian, this c¢ertainly involves LSD

and marijuana. She smoked it thousands of ﬁiﬁies, ghe said.

- There is nothing to preclude the possibility that this

wéli.'et was taken on another pccasion than this night.

This is one thing about the prosecution evidenc

in this case. EBven Mr. Jakobson's testimony, the things

that he testified to, he sald many of the times the things

that he testified to matters which were stated, occurred
while he was smoking marijuana.—' '
Marljuana, I think we can all agree, even

though there is a lot talk about 3.t, it is certainly not

ey

T
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as innocuous as eating a bowl of Wheaties.
But in any event, Linda Kasabian tells us that
this wallet was taken that night.
There is no necessity for that to be the faet.
| In fact, I would think that there is great
probability that this wallét was taken on some othexr
occasion. Maybe some nigﬁt ¢lose to this time. I don't

know.

“that oné‘watch, the wafph of Leno La Bianhca, is still on
j his*ﬁrist, and Mrs. La Bianca's Waﬁch is not.

What does this mean? I don't know, It is
something to consider, something to think about, especially
i view of thé fact as to where this wallet was found.
Other péople may have been'involved; Let's
- put it this way. There are people that may have been
involved in matters suirounding.the La Bianca home and the
Harold True home that we don't'know-about; And the fact
that this wallet is found in that toilet area just a couple
of days after the Grand Jury indictment speaks loudly of
~ the proposition that somebody wanted to get rid of it.

‘It is much more reasonable and likely that

that wallet was in there g couple of days or a few hours

| and interfered with the plumbing.
2

.. . Mr. Koenig testified that the reason that the

| toilef was running over had nothing to do with this wallet,

But the fact of the matter is, it seems strange |

et
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2 he ~£ai& But lock at where this wallet was.

| BN

~-indictment tame out, that somebody wanted to get rid of
| this wallet, and if we look at Mr, La Bianca, his wrist,

S think there is something there to think about.
15 s{ ) . . ’

17

o |

‘We all know the toilet facilities, how this
type of t:oilet operateso . We all have these types, or
have Bimilar types toilets, ,in our homes.,

) s '.I:hls wan i a\ery ‘critical area qf that tollet,
and it: wouldn't talce much to move that arm and cause the
toilet to run over. - - ‘

To fhink fh’at this wallet was in that toilet
for some four months is preposterous.
. | I think it is much more reésonable to accept
the proposition that a couple of days after the. Grand Jury

CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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Jw— in connection with-thia, meaning with this oase, we come

leorroboration, in our chart

order, but I think it is important in order to-integrate it
lwith the other exhibits.

| corroborated in this trial?

when we are testing corroboratinn, we eannot use Linda

‘ Kasabian's testimony.

| can be used against Mr, Manson?

1 a wealth of testimony concerning this gun.

1 been tesbiried to here.

18 a8 1ittle bit - is 2 1ittle bitzlooge, LI mean, 1 don‘t

Now, we have here I think, iIn fajirness to-our

0 an exhibib that I think that we have to conslder in our

Now, this is the gun, it is a little bhit out of

Now, dogs this joatis Qe does this gun stand

Now, going back to our~basic principle that we

are speaking of here, that we can not.use Linda Kassbian

. Is this weapon a plete of evidence that it

Now, again, out of an abundance of caution

letrs put down, "gun." Therchag been a Wealth of testimony,

There has been a ballistics -- there are

balllstics experts who have comg here to teatify, ‘ahd th@y .
‘purportedly -~ they purportedly say that this gun was connected

up to the raneh by means of the shell casings that have'
—_ ' :

Now, apparently from;the fact that this barrel

s
-~
w.-‘-,‘-'-,,.

know ~- I am certainly not & ballisties expert, whethe#‘that

d -;ég_‘?‘ -

e -
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s | ¢all utterances of dissent, utbevances that aye cebtainly

16

177 f
..wants guns at the ranch

s

" 19 | :
I the ranch, This gun evidently has -- Randy Starr has a lot-

26

23 |-

: o " at the faneh assuming Just for the sake of argument this

2%

‘ "”1‘9,935

[

has nothing to do with anything or not '
But anyway, as we look‘back ab the evidende,
what is there {o connect Mr., Manson and this gun?

First of all; we’have the proposition,

‘ unbelievable as it is, it still stands there, from .
 Hr, De Carlo's tegtimony that Mp. Manson did not want guns
| at the raneh. ‘

. Now, tuls is intevesting, This bit of |
ﬁestimon& 18 interesting in view of the horiendous publiéity
that has been had in this‘case‘that has come oub. ,

' : Mr De Carlo, & prosecution witness téatifies
that Me,- Manson did not want gurs; did hot want any

| weapons at that ranch and therefore, assuming —- assuming —-

‘assuming that MHr, Manson has made utteérances, what we might

‘protected by the First Amendment, the'right to free spéech .

that we all have, Mr. Nanson is not the type of persgn who

. ¥r, De Carlo - Mr. De Carlo brought gune to

oL .50 do with this gun, this particular gun, If we assume this

| 48 the gun, if we assume that it is the gun.

- Assuming that 1t 1s, thiS_gun &t one time was

L ﬂgf ls the gun that was used in the passing away of Mr, Frykowski

and Mr Parent what ia there to connect Wr Manson with

.+ . CieloDriveCOmARCHIVES
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‘ ‘whatsoever but what Mr. Watson was conneeted with this gun,

11

12

B

' . 15

16

w |
'_'EJ,WB handle the gun,.we 10Qk at it.
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| this gun? . - R

Mr. Manson shot the gun, according to‘witnesaes.

{ The prosecutilon went to a11 kinds of pains to bring us
:evidenceﬂ .cerbain witnesses have testified that they saw
.Mr. Manson shoot thig gun.

Well, the access of this gun ~- first of all,

"1 the gccess to this gun was in an area that many, many people
| == many, many P30ple were near, many, many people had access
. [to 1. ' -

There ig no question —_— there ia na-question

{ that 48, evidence apary from Linda Kasabian.

So the question is again, in our Judging the

‘gun, and whether or not there is any connection With
| Mr, Manson, weé have to put apart and set asiie the horrible, .
the physical object it it. |

Really, what does the_physical object tell us?

Is this physical ohject more importanb than a

1 few words in the transcript ‘which may ar may not clear &

21;’Tperson of charges that have been made here?

We think that what is Said in the transeript

| speaks eloquently of the proposition...

~ Now, right now we. are spealking a# an advocate,

’in other yords, sure, I'm saying, I'm speaking here as &

lawyer that represents Mr. Manson, and in thls connection

! ‘-a—“"'_ - W

PXP)
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1l8 there any evidence £o corroboraﬁe Linda Kasabian?

' What connecbs Mr, Manson to.the passing away or the péOple
“|and Sharon Tate by way of this. gun, independent of Linda
.Kasabiani othes than the fact that Mr. Manson shot a buntline
“941/2 inch'ﬁarrel that lookéd 1like this? | |

)

».l »*'

Is this gun corroborative of Linda Kgsabian? -

'd\_;-\“"""""“‘
L

+

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



19,938

9a-t '] When you boil it all down, if you take all of
. 2| the gun testimony other than the fact that he, Mr. Manson,
® | shot a gun that looked like this, that there are some shell
casings in an area of the ranch that are supposedly connected
| with th,:{s gun, other" than that what does this gun do as
far ds the prosecution’s viewpoint is concerned in conngciion
with Mr: Mangon? _
| So when we say "gun"and gué it in our list .
here, cut of an shundance of caution, fo be conservative

10 . ce 2 . [y
1 about it, it is a prosecution exhibit.

LB But in this gun thexe is so much that shows ==

12 . . c
' that shows more than reagonable doubt in this case; we have

» 18 |

. ' u

the ecavalier attitude of the pepple that went up there to

duplicaté the sound,’ supposedly. The expert, the gentléman

 that came here from the Los Angeles Police Department,

% 1 he did not even bring this gun with him when he went up

7 | thexe to shoot the bullet. He brought a .22 Colt. He did

'@B | mot bring this kind of gun with ﬁiﬁx.

1o On one ocecasion, that is, onr one oceasion,

| the most important occasion. On amother occasion he

2L _evi'dentljr'ﬂid'. But on the occasion that we are speaking

" 21 sbout, which I think all of us will remember, he brought
2 : another gun vwhich was a .22 that wéuld do the same kind

# | of thing, he says, that kind of thing.

.< : .25 ‘._’ So the question :.s,“ fgr Instance -- you could

b write a 1it:t1e bosk about: this gun that would be gort of

—
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. . interesting.

" proof, this gun supposedly reposed with the Los Angeles

3 part of September on until some time in December, it was

¥ 1 in the Van Nuys Division of the Los Angeles Police Department

¢onnected Randy Starr?
i6- |

. |

{ “persén who does not want gums at the ‘ranch.
o4 '

A 195938

We could write a book for instance as to how
this gun, if you take the prosecution's viewpolnt, and
Which also has to do with the réasonable doubt burdgn of

Police Départment at a time when they were looking for it
all aver the world. |
' O Te was supposedly from September, the first

All of this is evidence which is a lot of words,
a’,l.ot:_of pagés in the transcript, but when you boil xzight
“down to-i‘t; doeg it conmect Mr. Manson?

Does it connect Mr. Mansoh any more than it

¥ & . Dogs it connect Mr. Manson any more than it
connects Danny‘ DeCarlo? " e
Danny DeCarlo was there -- Danny DeCarlo is
the perspn $Wh0 tells us he 1oves guns more than people.
| ' '5‘, ' -Ilanny‘ I)e(}arla 1,5 the one who was the keepex
of the guns, go to speak.

And Mr. Mansen 1s a persen that -- is a

So the question is, vwhen you boil it all down,
what does the gun stand for? What does this gun stand for?
So we will put it there, and for something

+ m=——~CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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to think about as far as the prdsecutioh* g viewpoint is

|~ concernéd, but clearly there is nothing to conmect Mr.

Manson with this gun except that he fired it at the raneh
Now again, going through some of these

exhibits again, here we have the gate; 10050 Cielo Drive,

a picture.,
o . This picture clearly does not corfoborate.

it is a picture of the geography. There is nothing there

that caxmeacs‘ Mr. Minson to what allegedly happened.

B Now, here we have a picture which I5 an
aeridl phbtograph and it shows how many of us -~ how many
of us in litiigati-on, elther civil or criminal in nature,
have got the .funds ko send up ai‘::;planes and get evidence
that se want for the Lawsuit -- for the particular lawsuit'
that we are talking about? ‘ . '

Now, thig picture shows the geography of
the estate, supposedly, and certainly it is not corroborative
of anything as far as M‘b Manson is eoncafned.
. This is a picture of Abigail Folger and again, -
this is“a picture which iz a very unpleasant picture,

All it ig 1s a picture that shows ~- & vexry
hor::i‘ble p:z.chure. ;

"

Now, we have the ownership certificate. That

- doesntt in. any 'way -= of, the automebile -~ that doee not in
2% | ’

bbbl b nane .

any viay corrcborate L:Lnda Kasabiam

-
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" We have a picture of the house, another picture
. o qﬁ the hoyse, a small picture of the house that does not in |
| any way corroborate Linda Kasabian.
Now, in conpnection with this, in oxder that we

tske a breather from the exhibit and try to make it as
" interesting as posaible, again recognizing that we are
] | mot here to eatertain the press. Our purpose here is not
8o the press can have some Perry Mason type of storzy.
i _ Our reason here is Serious business, and I'm
P 4 sure that we all -~ this :Ls'by way of explanation -- I
- would like to make it aé interesting as_possible. I'm

* . going to try to break it up into this kind of approach,

¥ 1 so that we can do our task and at the gsame time not be

too concerned about matters that we should not be concerned

c ) 16 | v
b2
. lgl 1o 5 T, .
DO ‘
Si9 0 LT . ..
s . i J M . v .
* 20 i
21 ¢ ‘
J 22 s T
24
S . e T el
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10-1 Now, the prosecution.ls going to try to tell

o
‘2 | us ‘thas Mr. Plynn told us -- that what Mei Flynn told us,
. 31 that Hr, iﬂans'on supposedly said in that kitchen, that that
4 fis’ corrotmra{;ive‘ |
5 " I mean, let's put that down here, "Juan Flynn's
6: testimonyh WE‘Wiil cali it, q
'" i | . Now, you see, this is Why we think, thls is why |
., .8 we suggest ‘that that transcript is so imﬁortant , because .

® % 9 lthis iz lost., It was lost to me until I was studying over
&&f;the tranSGripﬁ; It 1s lost when you look at the gun and it B
‘ 1 f‘is lost when you look at the exhibits, |
12 | One of the people that was present, one of
' 18 | the iﬁdi.{riduals that ¥Mr, Flynn says was present when some
. . b’ very imporfant st,a—téments, from the prosecution's viewpolnt,
15 | is -r'nade ,- was Dianne Lake. ,
Q j,‘7 ' ~ That is something %0 think about., When you
’17, $alk about c\orrobox“'ation, why dldn't Mr, Bugliosi, why didn't |
18 | the prosscution interrogate, aék, Dianne Lake mbout matters
19 | about the alleged statement that lir, Manson made in the
- 20 kitchen area about the knife and who 'w‘éé doing all this
R | killing, and that kind of thing?
i I | Dienne Liake, at the time that she appeared
- 23 { heré, wr;ts not urider any, kind oi" threat op snything whatsocever.
2t | ¥et Nr, Flymsays that she was present, ‘she 1s one of the
. 25 | glrls that was Aprt‘esez‘;{:,iwhen Mr. Nanson supposedly came in

2 | and made a.bfushing Motion on his shoulder, end she left

R N T . B
v, % 4 r + u
¥ # - .ok )
* ”,
. A .
P LY,
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{ .along: with other people 1eft the area. v

- faot occurred

— *‘.A

b .
I

NOW, the prosecution is’ going 50 aSR us ' to

‘ believe that these evenba ﬁhat MF, Flynn testified to in

i-

He 1s golng to adcus, the prosqcution 1s going

1 to ask us to believe that Mr, Manson made these statements.

Now, when we ldok at the statements, we come to '

| & wonclusion thab the prosecution ¢ould have, if they so
. desired, they could have brqught'to.this céurtroom o let

me withdraw that and lét me pub it this way.
If the proseoution wished, if the prosecution
wished, there 1s no reason in the world that they touldn't

{ have set out from bhat witness stand the exact 1ncident by

way Qf Dianne Lake, ,

There is no reason in thé world that they
couldn't have done that.

‘NQw, is there some reason that they didn't do

1 469

Is it because -- now, there we get into a couple |
of interesting guestlons -~ is it because Dianne Lake
doesn't have the remembéring powers?

' Is that what they are trying to tell us, that

.Diapne Lake didn't remember this Incident which 1is supposedly|

an incident wherein Mr. Manson made these statements?

‘What is the reason that they don't bring

~ Dianné Lake to us in connection with what happened?

. e w
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Opr iz 1t because Mr, Flynn ls a‘Western-type

I actor and the fhing never happened?
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1. that :.s go:l.ng to come in and challange either the good guy
- or' the bad guy in the saloon, he walks into the saloon,

think there i,s any question about that.

- prosecution brought, and in view of the faet that this

Now, I don*t know if any of us recall it, but
1 think most: of us have seen these Westerns where the guy

and at the time that he walks in the saloon is very busy,
and they sée this guy who hasn'"t been around for a long

L]

time, he walks in,. and immediately all conversition
s’tops,‘ | ) -

- He walks mto the saloon and there is a certain’
guy that: he is out to get, ox the other guy is out to get
him, and he goes Like this. And immediately the saloon
¢lears. Es}erybody cowers, because they know what .a‘good
shot this guy is, or the othex gu}r‘ is, and the saloon i
cleared and everybody leaves the saloon; and the only gﬁys
left are this guy who just came in and whoever"he is going
to fight it out with. ' “

Now, thig incident, this brushing :anident

by Mr. Flymn, is indicative of Mr., Flynn's Western orientatic

- It ig indicative of Mr. Flymnn's work in the movies, I don't/|

- If Mr. Menson made these kinds of motions
arcund the ranch, the kind of motions that Mr. Flymn would
ha.‘z& g believe, *where is the substantiation of that?

My God, with all of the witnesses that the

18 a gupposed’ in¢riminating statement by Mr. Manson,

n,
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- and thig bfuéh;tng,, Mr. Bugllosi went into great lemgth

with Mr. Flyon sbout the motlon, how M. Manson, instead
of talking, did ‘everythins in pantomime, the reason being
that he wants us to believe this event in conngction with
the kitchen ~~ well, whatf about Danpy DeCarlo? What
about Dianne Lake? vhat about the other peoéle that have -
testifiéd that were at the ranch? Why haven't these people |
testified concerning these motlons that Mr. Manson
sqppoéedi‘y made? |

L Brooks Pogton, Paul Watkins, they lived with
Mr ‘Manson fox years. Mr. Watkins supposedly for a couple
of years. If thia wes the kind of languege, if this is
the way that Hr Mangon conducted conversations and got
people to move about, by mesns of these motions, where is

1 : i 1‘ 3 v p
1 the sabstantiation for it?

The substantiation is not made because it

doesn't exiat. R

s

‘ Now, i:E you will excuse me Just a moment.

i" ). " ) Now, referr:{ng t;o page 11, 866 of tha

transcript Volume 103.
By Mr. Bugliosi: "pid you ever have &
Onversation with Mr. Manson in the kitchen
at Spahn Ranch?™ |

And the reason t:hat we are reading this is

'because thi.s BT the. avidence.

My interpretation and my memory isn't lmporfant.)

i
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+ | No 1av;lyer 'fs interpretation or mérﬁory is dmportant. We get
2 v‘*i:he jury instructions that what the lawyers say is not

5 | evidencs, | | ' | |

4 | | S;c:, let's look at what the evidence is. If

5 | ae is'f*a little painful, we have been here for six months,

6 | if it i's‘a little, you know; if it is not as intgtesting as
7l maybe the Rose Bowl game or somei:hmg like that, by way

“e | ef explanatmn, this is why we are doing it, because this is

S

s 9 | the ev;dEnce3 an;} there is a horrible, hoxyible -~ it is
S ® hard i':o'_‘:ci'ameﬁ;bgr ‘what wa?%isaigl' at breakia.st:: this morning LE

‘u |. we had to. So, now we have to judge this case, and the

10b £ls.1s | only way we cin do it is with the evidence.

B }
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g - Did you ever have a con?eru,,
sation with ME Manﬁqn in the kitchen at "T:
Spahn Ratich? S e

we Yes. o "

ihen did thisﬂéﬁhVersétion take plaée,
Juan, in relation to the evenlng when youvsaw
these seven people drive off?

*A couple: of days later, yoﬁ Kknow,

,"You had heard about the Tate-La Bianca
mur@ers? |

"Ies. We witnessed 1%, too, through the

.media on the television you know.

"This conversation you had with Mr. Manson

.in the kitchen at the Spahn Ranéh, was this

befor?‘or after you ﬁEard‘about'the Tate-la Bianca
murders? .
"After, ‘ , ‘
"And it was & couple of'days, one or two'
days, you say? '
"Yes.,
"AfGer you ﬁaw-the-ﬁeveﬁ people drive off?
"Yog . " ]
. "Who was in the kitchen with you and
Mr, Ménson? | |
| "Miss Glutz — Well, when I Walked in, yQu

know, Miss Glutz was in there, and there Was
Darsaes SR .

e

o
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18 |

"Dianne Bluestein.“}

t

Which brings to mind somethins quite 1nter_

- esting, namely, that Mr. Flynn tells us that he was so

scared about venereal disease as far as bthese girls were

-concerned, yet when he went up to the Barker Ranch, he went
- up Norfh, -he went up with Hiss Glutz.

We can make up some infererice from that,
In any event:- "Wéil, when I walked in, you
know, HMiss Glutz wasl;ﬁ there, and bthere was Dlapne Blue-
§§e1n‘;\ _
| ' ig ' That is Snake?
ﬁ& | Snake. And ‘Ouish, you see.
"Ruth Morehouse?
"Yes. ‘
"I Just got thf%ﬁgh'unloa@ipg a truck of
hay, and I walked in there to get something to
eat, . .
- "56 I serounged’ouﬁ something to eat, and
I sat down, you knpw, to have 3omething to eat.
| "What ' happened next?

“Mr.wmanSOn walked in and he went like
this (indicating).™ | _ B
fnd we all vemember what Mr. Flynd did.

"Brushed.his left shoulder with his right
hand?

o, T 77T CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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Well; yes. Like that.
"Ang the girls walked out, you know.
"How long after he brushed his lefd
shaulder did the girls walk out?
“Well the first one wes Miss Gluxz,
yﬁu Know. She walked out, yOu Know w—
"How long after he made thig brushing
mo£ion to his 1eft Shoulder did they walk out?
"Right when they moticed 1t, you. know.
"Immediately?
e "Immediately, yes. o
"Okay s | ' .
S“What is the next thing that happened?
“Well I was golng to eat you know, and

i &m sitting down at he table like this,

"There was jﬁﬁt you and Mr, Manson there?

""Yes, e | . |

"I wasn't watching him, I was watching
the food, you know. . '

. ™Then he grabbed me by the. hair, you know,

and put a knife to my throat, and he ﬂaid

'You sgon of a bitch, dontt you know 1 a the

“one who is doing all these killings?'"

i .
I

n—,a-.p..‘...&..‘.._\d._u__;
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I10c-1 T | , . Now, is that character assassination, all
.= 2 th:i.,s téstimony, or is that something that Mr. Manson said?

Is that the result of Mr. Buglidsi and the proseéution
and the people, wheever they are, that have an,ytl;,zi.ng to
do with this case, law enforcement pfficers, is that a
rasult of them discussing this matter with Mr. Flynn?
or is it just a sgubstitute for proof?
We have been through, and we have previously
| #iseussed what the presecution did in-;:ontgxt with Mr.
© ) Flymn. |
o We know that the prosecution supposedly,
supposedly, had this statement by Mr. Flynn last December,

Supposedly this statement was given to a police officer

i2

13

. ¥ 1 up in Shoshone.
' Now, is this statement offered to prove
16 | anything in comnection with this case as far as the details

7 | of what Mr. Manson is alleged to have done? Or is this a

B | statement that is a result of Mr. Flynn and his feeling

'19v | for the dramatic?

‘ It is someﬁhirig for us to consider. I wean,
. 2L those of us that are on the jury are the ones to decide
a2, | T P
| _We think, and it is intevesting, when Mr.
| #1 Fitzgerald started Lo cross-examine Mr. Flynn, we will see
| . B - “that there is no guestion but what Mr. Flynn has this

% | Western background.

_x
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Is that real? Did it happeﬁ"that Mr, Mansoh

| wilked in, real flesh and blood peaple, goés like this

(indicgting), and everybody waiks out, and we have this

. gkatement made?

Very convenient. Very convenient that this

‘ﬁ,statement is made when nobody is there but Mr. Flynn.

Now, if these peoplé are all éart of a big

- conspiraey, Dianne Lake had been there at the ranch for

- gome period of time in 1969, what is the reason, what is

the reason to get everybody out of the room? What is the
reason?

It is just gomething that we have to conszder

| in deC1d1ng this case.

Ve suggest that it is too pat, that when yot

| tcnslﬂex Mr. Flynn's movie background, that is, that it
| just didntt happen.

Where is Diarne Bluestein on this?
| ‘ This 4is the - thing. fou see, the prosecution
in this case has substituted emotiovn and passion for proof.
" \ . This is the'area that they would close in on,
Thig is the area.

Each one of us on the defense side are by

T ourselves, that is, one 1awyer. We have three lawyers on

this side, lr, Bugliosi, Mr. Musich and Mr. Ray. They

[ have got clerks in the Districk Attorney'svoifice.that.'

take thesé¢ tramscripts.  They even get two transcripts; we

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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1| get one transcript each. They take these clerks and go
: ' : 2 | over these words like, I don't kpow, Like hawks, I would
s | assume. Aﬁ&~y6u-can rest assured, if Dianne Bluestein
¢ | iemt here, they probably diagram the testimqny’evéry night,
5:: with everything in mind, my God, with all that has béen |
s | done in this case, this is the suppnse& heart of the nase :

w»

7 aga:mst My, Manson, they‘ d:r.dn't" m;.ss that in that
- g8 | tramscript, that Dlanne Bluestein was there, nobu&y

o 1 missed that on the prosecutlon end of these things,
1 | and this is what we are saying, this is what we are
11:f'suggesting,about the evidence in thistcésé; that the
12 | exhibits are important, the exhibits are :‘Lﬁlportanth, .’b"ut- ]
13 | the exhibits are not the whole story, the exhibits aren't

® .

15 this testimony, without this testimony the exhibits can

even one-tenth of the story, the exhibits are zero without |

16 | Tead us to an emotional conclusion.

4 Now, at page 11,866.
B Let5$ see, Apparently at 11,832.
| These are the kinds of things that we think

11 fls. 20 . get lost because our minds are not tape recorders.

|

2%
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Very interesting colloquy here by-Mr{ '
Bugliosi with Mr. Flynn, Pageull 832 beginning at Line 1:
"Q Ang do you know the particular
month this was?" _ ,
Referring back to a conversation in July of 1969
with Mr. Manson on the boardwalk.
"Q And do you know the particular
menth this was? T

o, A couple of months before. the raid, .
T ong Again; June or July?
"A,  June -~ what is before June? I

mear., which one comes first, June or July?”

Now, there 1% an insight into Mr.Flynn, for
whatefer it may Se - maybe‘what we dare suggestling here ls
absﬁlutely all web, maybe it should bé rejected,

hhat We are Just‘snggesbing.is, there iﬁ
M, Flynn in this case, "Is 1t June or July?"

Do we honestly believe that Mr. Flynn doesn't.

| know what nonth eomes firsé, June or July? -

Now, he is on. that witness stand; he ls an

_actéra He has made money by virtue of this proceeding —
'22":: ‘

MR. BUGLIOSI: There is no-testimpny on that, your

{ Honor,

MR, KANAREK: There certainly 1s, your Honor, there
18 cleay testimony. Mp; Flbzgerald ellclted 1t,
MR, BUGLIOSI: There is no evidence at all that

. CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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g5 [uchy but 1 it indicative of Nr, Flynn's position in this

T2

19855

Mr Flynn 80t anything out of‘these proaeedings.

° MR. KANARBK: §1, 100, o
. THE COﬁRTi Get on with éhe-argument, Mr, Kanarek, a
UR. KANAREK: Yes. |
| Well, 1f we may discuss that fer a mcment.

. Mr, Flynn testifiedlthat there was money and

"he~hadléomgthing about a power of attorney that he gave
‘:éomebody,‘there's sometying about he took his share ofgthe‘
;'mone&'andidid Someﬁhing with 1t., That is what he'ﬁellg us,
but theve 1is no question but what that Eitty was divided
'up, and 4 money comes to me and I decide to do something

with 1t, 16's my morey.

There is no guestion about 1%, but what

| Mr, Flynn-obtarned meney asg a result of these conVersationz

with theae literary people in the lasb part of 1969, the

But what we have to'consider Lere, what we

- have to qonsider when a witness takey the witness stand

[i¢f'and.makes the statement "Jurie -~ I mean which one comes

first June or July, " and then the question by Mr, Bugliosi
the next statement by Nr, Bugziosi* ‘
. "y o June cpmes first and then July.
W July.st o
‘ It‘ﬁ riot much,  Sﬁandipg alqné it 18 not ,

case?

.. CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| m*. m;vnn wmt up to t‘*wf naruw aree with ;msm m:um;
| ox dngie Olubs.

-

a&w t# Fage 11 5?3 nr, am,,.iian at

M3 rhat A4 ne say to you, :tn, nga
woeds, Juknt
R 8 Uy seld, 50 dewn tne oreek aud |
sike Jove -t0 &y ui;rln | |
"3 dang Jid sw my 0 biK in w:mcnu
b0 that?
o Well, I sutd that Lf I waoted o
mm:rmn 4 n:lnu wﬁw qaak OF Byphyliis or
gonnorimd, Le would be the SLret ene X would
‘ét}m o awe,™ N o |
GGW, 3O W x;e:uwe Saakt  Ub wa ha;ta,wa bnu?
Tont L% wmttzm& m cmsiﬁw Lev vﬂ.w o the lagt umt

Hew, on Fm,t 11,53?., Wy, . bBogliosi:
" Are you surrantly employed,
e, #yneY o |
"l -Xeg, X do work, o
& Are Fou deing _a.ng} agting NOXKY
X usul hay rmm‘ aakvrtnim ansd
Lanosuater and I do landseuping,
' & - And off Wng OR Q6 you R0 sny
ackidngt |
& Rl
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"Q In movieg?

‘QL . Teah,
L Da you work regularly &s an

- .actor at’ali?

"y, Well not veally, you starve

‘half of the time, you kuow,

| g You starve half of the time, ".
you say? V .' |
S Yes, )
"G But you know it is something to

do, some niée‘people to play with b
YMR. BUGLIOSI: No further.questions,™
Then dr; Fitzgerald:
"Q But,you‘know how'to-act, don't -

. you, Mp., Flynn?

A Yes,®
- This 1s eross-examlnation by Mr.‘f;tzgéra;d;

"g -Actualiy during the ﬁonth of July, -
1969, you were oh loeatién wlth a mS&ie, weren't
you? | o | . S
' I would not say July.
"3 What would you say?
" I wonld say in.the period between .

' thé rald and about two months back, you know,

g For a two.month perlod?
nh, Yes, gopgﬁbﬁpg 1tke that, two and a
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"half months back, you know,

) Well, what are you saying, ave

you 8aying you were gone for the two and g half
- months preceding August L6th, or are you saying

- two and a half months before the 16th you were

on location somewhere?

"  Before the 16th, you know.

"y  How lomg a period were you on
location? A
A, I guess 2 month, maybe more than a

month, something like that,
" Where were you on loation, in Dtah?
W Yes.,
ng Fllming a Western novie?
"A Ub..-fhuh. ‘

‘"Q You were playipg a cowbpy?
"A Yeah. . |
"Q Was 1t a Western movie?
" Yean.
nq You were paid for this?
o, Yés.

SR Who padd you?

"A, ' The director. _

uq Who were you working for?

“p, Well, I don't want to get those
B3 A

pecple mixed up in hefe, you see,

3

L
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|ease, with all that they have done, 1s there anything o show |

us that Juan Flynn was there; that he was even at the ranch?

"¢  You don't remember when you

L e

went there, right? -~ = = ’
"A Well, I do, I do., I remember

the director's name, you- &nuw, he asked.me to

Work, you know.

"y Well, qaﬁ ypu;give us the dates .
thét Fqu;were on locatlon in Utah, filming a ‘
£ilm? o ‘

g, Ndf‘rigbt npw offhand, but I can

i

. get them for you. -
- ong Were you employed by Paramount or
Universél‘or someone'like thaﬁ?ﬂ
A " And then he answers-
"Oh, ng, no, nd, no, no, no, no;"
He answers geven nos.
"They have the:éﬁudibs' down here, you
know, it's -~ you see, I don't want to mention
those péapleﬂs names in here, you know," _
~ In other words, how do we know where Juan Flynn
was? is there énythiﬁg:hére e again, looklng at the legal
capaclity thét the Eistriét Attorney's office has in“;hia

B e

7 - CieloDrive.cOmARCH IVES
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lla-1 1 | . What have we? What have we here? What have
. "2 we to substantiate whether Juan Flynn was at the ranch or
3 | not during some of these critical times?
*.: REmembering that Juan Flynn is an actorj that
5 | Juan ¥Flynn is a person who has a cerxtain -- a certain
6 | attitude towards testimony. _
. 7 : Now, the Court will instruct us that the
¥ "3}§ credibility of a witness, past of it indicates his
‘ 9'§ attitudé,‘hiS'attitude towards the mattex, towards the case. :
10. | Is Juan Flyon ~- is he someone that we can |
! trust in terms of testimony or is Juan Flynn a robot, i1f

12 1 we might use that expression?
15 1

® .

- prosecution's viewpoint? Is Linda Kasablian a robot on

Is Juan Flynn & robot on behalf of the

B | behalf of the prosecution's viewpoint? Is she an automaton? |

6 | Is she someone that is doing the-prosecution'sAbidding?

‘ -ﬁy; ‘ : © 1Is Juan Flynn someone that is objective 1ike |
o ;,nr Nogudhi or Dr. Katsuyamg, .
KN Is,he somaone other than just a heutral person? |
o 2&3‘ Is he in here trylng to get a tesult, trying to cause his
. ,21; viewpoint to prevail? | - ‘

Now, at page -~ now, the next -- this is ona
% | of the interesting things that we are g;ing to allude to
2 | now, is one of the intereéting;things thaf ﬁéme up during
@ | the trial, and I think that is significant, that we mayhe
. % f should consider, and that is this matter of foundation ==

CieloDrve.COmARCH I VES



11a-2

gy

‘et

10
1 |

2 |

13

14

15

16

1w
|
k] '

20

25

24

5 |

witness stand, and it is something else to be able-to

19,961

foundation?

It is one thing for someone to get on the

substantiate what that person said.
And here we have a converaation :ceferred to
on the bottom of page 11,905 by Mr. Fitzgerald:
) Now, after that'conversation di& you
Véver have another conversation with Mr. Manéon
about pigs? o
Y Well, frequently, you know, the woxd
tpig! was dis‘m:is-éed iou see, with Mr. Manson and
other members of the Family ,
"Q Byt can you pmpo:.nt “the date and the
time and the persons thaf: were presenji at the time
| you had these various ccnversations with ’Mr, Manson‘ |
that you have testified to on direct examination?
| "4 Vell, I cen pinpoint some of the names.
‘ "I can =may, for instance, to start
with, you know, Mr., Manson, Bruce Davis and
Garth Tufts, you know.
) Now, when you had this conversation
with Mr. Manson In regard to Zombies, you were there,
right? |
"A Yes.
n And Mr. Manson was rhere, right?

“.fni. YES -

" CieloDrve.COmARCHIVES
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2
| benefits that Mr. DeCGarlo obtained from the pnnsecution,_

"q I take it that you don't remember the
date or the time of this convérsation<either, rigﬁt?'

A Well, this éas -« I know it was before
the raid, and this was discussed up at the Bérker

Ranch, too, you see,

"'Q Twice?
"A  Well, more than twice. I would say,
you know.

"G Well, let's take the £izst time you
heard the conversation about Zombies with Mr.
~ Mangon.,
"Can you tell us who was there?
"A  Well, I can say that Me. Manson, Bruce
Davis, Tex, Danny DeCarlo and I were sitting at
the-tahle-whgﬁ the conversation happened, you know.
"y That is one conversation you can remember
up'at“Barker Ranch, siﬁting at a tablef?
"4 Meyers Ranch.
" Meyers'Rénch?
"L Yeg.,"
Now, this is the kind of foundatxon that we -
are speaklng of. ‘ y
M. Fltzgerald - and at this point Mr.

Flymn states that these people were present.h

Now, if this were so, and with the extende&

CieloDrive.com AR CHIVES
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l‘.l . o

1la-4 1 ‘, you will have iﬁ the jury xoom an’exl;zi'bit showing the
: “‘ o | eriminal charges that Mr. Deca_r_’lg‘ was relieved ‘0:% ‘a5 a’
. ' g | result of the prosecution, thg District Attorney of_‘Los
4 _Angeleé_; County, extending their capacity that they have on
5 | behalf of Mr. DeCaxrlo. '
6 |  &nd vhere then -~ if this is so critical as

q | Mr. Bugliosi, the proseéution, woitld have us belisve, there |
;- g | is this critical aspect about Zombies and all of this.

9 | Where is the detail of that? whefe is tfhe

w0 | detai.ll.of that in the testimony, for instance, of Mr. DeCarlg

e

u | That 1s the reason, that is the reason that
22 | we have foundation. That is the reason rhat we want to

_ 1 l-\ know time and place and who was present. It is not very
. ' 3 | dramatic, - It is not a Perty Mason type of thing as far
5 | as trials go, but when you get right down to it, when ydu
16 f’ get right down to it even t;he bést intended witness, the
17 1 hest intended witness is not a tape recorder, and ther when
18 you couple that T;J'itll somébodjr that wants -- that bas an
1% | obvious bias or prejudice, it means that we are deprived

20 | -~ that we are deprived of ﬁat:e;rial, which is necessary,

2 | because again the burden Is on the prosecution to prove

LAt

22 | the defendant guilty beyond g zeasonable doubt and to a
2 1 moral certainty. o

2 | So it Is interesting that the details concerning|
. % | these matters were not mentioﬁez& by Mr. DeCarlo, that we ‘

% | are gpeaking of here,

~———___CieloDrive.COMARC H IVES
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1ia~3 = How, sie come to the page -~ Volume 104 around
. page 11,912, Again, by way of cmphasis) 1 thinl: it is

3 | so imporbant:

s | ' n cxid yoﬁ did not think lr. Hansun was
5 - going to kill you, did you, when he put n knife
,5 | te your neck?
h K’ 1 o ta You know, it .was a game, you know, it
:e s - was a pﬁ:‘e‘tty strong game, you knctr, and I juét v
- o | . '_ I just felt that I should agree; you know, and
10 i  just go my way and feed my face, you know.
.m 1 ‘ "At the time he made these statements,
i | when I was having my lunch,
: | s A " Dut after he put this knife %o .-your
. uw | throat, you zctuclly went up to the desert with
s him alone, right? | _ '
16 Y1 Well, T didn't goq with him, really,
i _you know. I went with Sadie Glutz." -~ who is one

1 | of the members of what the presecution calls the Family.,
19 | She is the oirl that will supposedly, by Mr. Juands grouping,
= g | weuld have venpreal disease, a nine-month case of syphilis

a and gonorriica,

2 | Toon o pase 11,913:
23§ : Vhen you ret un thewe amd saw Ifr.
E | Manson weg taere, did you le,ava rioht away?
. 25 ‘ "2 e, L. didn',t‘ leave right away."
| 9% This is up in the Barker Ranch area.
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11

g Weren't yc,;u afraid that he would cut
_ your throat?" |
- And this answer -- maybe :;,t-'s worth something
to think about., o
YA 1 think that he ha-d’every right to do
whatevexr he d:l-.d.,.'ybu knov;z; .émi I took my precautions
4n whatever I did, you knojv““ : :-:' . »
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12-1 | 1 , Now, what does that mean? ' 4

¥ - -
5 . Here 1s Mr.;Flynqutgﬁéijqingfin & trial where
3 the prosecution has'allegéd whaﬁ they‘iaﬁe alleged, and
| 4 |Mr, Flynn 1s séying'that Mp. M&nséﬁ‘had a right to do what
| 5 [ever he did. ‘ | '
s ‘ ' What does that mean? What does that mean?
7 ]It 1s 'something to think about as to e&cactly whether or nok
e 8" any suech étatemenﬁ that 1ls aﬁtribufl;éd to My, Manson in
9 fact ocourred. | o ' ’
0 o Now .ré'memb'er that Mr, Flynn was arresﬁe'd on
11 August the 16th, 1969, . ¥r. Flynn wes in the éustody of the
22 | Los Angeles COunty Sheriff's Department, '

13 ;A : " Remember that Mr Flynn telks us that he had
. 14 -| Begn on television about the Tate-La Biance events,
N £ I:Ie goes t£o the Los Angeles County Jail angd,

- i i‘urthermore he tells 8 -- it is in this :c'ecord ~—1 think‘
1_& | we oll remember it -~ he tells us that he- attributed his |
| 18 ﬁrrest tq HMr. Mans'o‘n@ He .f'elt that he was in jall because

9 | of what M, Manson did.
O : | Looking at the normal human propensities, if

| .21 | someone fe‘.u; the way that ~-= 1f he ls telling us the
23 :‘ truth, how is it, how is it, that he didn't mentlon, didn t
‘% | mention this to the SherLff, to some police officer?

: e | | ' R dei'ies"ouz_"belief'. If somebody puts you

3 . ; -. 25 in jall and kthey‘ are résponsible for your golng to jail and

% | you believe that they have some kind of involvement in seven

“CieloDrive.comAECHIVES
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murders, the. normafk thing tg do would be to.tell Somebody
0 't':: P ig..i .

| about it.

L

‘On_top of it} 'Wwe elther have credibility or

{ we don't. . On top of 1t, &t Page 11,94% -« pardon me; the
 middie of Page 11 Quﬂ about Line 17, ilr. Flynn says:

“Now you say -~ you saw ¥r, Manson with
a gun, and you know you BaW him with a gun |
because he shot at you' right?

'ﬂRight I

Se, on top of everything. else Mr. Flynn

. would have us believe that Mr. Menson had tried to kiil him

with a gun.
12 |

And this is before, supposedly, before he goes
t6 Jail and Mr, Manson is responsible for him being i

) Jail,.and now no mention is made, no mentlion is made by.

| Mr. Flynn, as to what suppcsgdly Hr, Manson told him,

Page 11,966, Line 25, questions of Mr. Flynn.
. “Néw, did,ypﬁ éalk to any police officers

_canqérning this case before coming to court?
"Yes.

- “Qo you recazl bhe officer!s name, or do

you see him in court today? ’

“A There was so many of them there,

'Ayou know . Mr.lGutierrez was there,
"Hp, Gutiervez here?

"Yes .

CieloDrive:comARC HIVES
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"You telked o hime - - ¢
"Well, I talked to him, and L talkéd to
- ,;é. lot of them, too, ;sroti know,
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| anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the case

j until it is finally submitted to you.

"hen did you talk to Mr, Gutierrezl”
Then there was some ecolloquy.
"Do you understand the question?
“THE WITNESS: When?
"MR, SHIKN: Yes. Approximately.
"THE WITNESS: Last year«
"SR, SHINN: Last year. Was it near Christ-
mastxme or before Chiristmastime?
| "It was before all of that stuff came
out in the papers.
.hﬁn& how did you get in contact with
Mr.Gutierreé ot did‘he'get in contact with you?

"hell, ghey'all VLsited Spahn‘Randh

!

you knaw "

In othey words, rememberlng this purported
statement of Mr, Flynn's on Decembqr the 19th.that officer
Steuber -~ that is the.one that is purpbrtedly on the
tape regording -~ iemember that that is after December the
§th, 1969 -~ December the 8§th is the date of the Grand Jury
indictment -~ what he iy talking about is before it all |
came out in the paperé, before it al; came out in the papers. |

THE COURT: We will recéss at this time, Mr. Kanarek. |

Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with

The court will recess wuntil 1:45.

(Whereupon at 12:00 o'clock noon thé coutt
_was in recesgs.}
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o 2 : L5 POM.. . -

y.‘ s | g " |
t 4 A (The following prbceédings were had in open

57"court, Mr, Kay and the Court only being present:5

6 - THE COURT: feogle vs . Hanson, - |

: vi_. MR, KAY: We have Kltty ﬁutesinger_presenﬁ,-your
. : 3 | Honor, and we ﬁould like to have her ordered back on

9 | January 18th.

10 : THE COURT: Is your name Katheiine Lute§1nger?

i | | MISS LUTESINGER: Yes. '

| 12 '~ THE COURT: You are ordered to réturn %o this

;m ] courtroom on Jaﬁuary 18th at 9:00 a,m, without fu?ﬁher

‘ . ' u | order, notice or subpoena. |
L Do you understand?
o 16 . , 'zvixss LUTESINGER: ~ Right, -

17 ~ THE COURT; Very well.

" is ' ' (Unrelateddmatters digposed'of;)

}9 . ' (The following prccgedings were had'in éﬁen

N , 20. coﬁrt 6uﬁside the hearing of the Jury, Mr. Keith only being

21 | presenty) ] _
R MR. KEITH: May I discuss a problem, a personal
2 | problem off the record with your Honor?

24 |- THE COURT: Is tﬂere'any reagon 1t should be 0ff {the
. " %5 | Pecord? o ' ‘
%" | MR, KEITH: No realresson.,

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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'at 9 00 a,m, tomorrow morning.v, = EA
| continued. The only problem is my presendce there,

: anétﬁar<dafendant woﬁld-be more thanAwilling to appear for
me. It is Just that I would like to be able to call the

105

may the Court please,

| you oréer me to b& hare, 50 I won'lt be in contempt there.

'c;oserof‘tbday until 9:00 &.m. ‘bonerrow morning.

THE OOUR'I“ we will bave 1~t on’ the reco;»a then.
MR, KEITH: I héve a P ‘and S m&tter in Department 77

PR

I have no obJectlon that the matter be

I am pure the Deputy Public Defender who has.

Jq@ée and tell him that I am ordered &o be here abt Q}QO 80
thaﬁ I cannot get into any trouble. | | |
THE COURT: ThatAwiil be the order.
MR, KEITH: Good, - ’ |
: THE-COURT: Yol won't be required to make-an‘éﬁpearanee
then? - ' |
" MR KELTH: That 1s what I am tréipg t@;get out of, "

THE COURT: ALl righv‘.
ER. KEITH: The only way I can gef out of it 13 if

THE QOURT: Yeg.’ We will continue this matber at the
. MR. KEITH: Thank you. -

/THE CQURT: You may bring the jury ing
. The Gourt will recess for ten wminutes.

...; . CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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~ There is a sort of mterestmg vignette, you :si:.ghl: say,

" but we have a witpness, we agll heard Mr. Flymn's referral

o | HEED ig, it didn't involve --— It wasn't necessary for Mr.
. 25 ;

' question truthfuily‘.

(The following proceedings occur i open

eourt. All jurors present. All counsel éxcept Mr. Hughes
present., Defendante abgent.)

EHE COUET: All aouns_é:i. and jurors are present.
You may &ontinue, Mr, Kanarek.
JMR. KANAREK: Thank you, your Honot.

5

We ‘were discugsing Mr. Flymw's testimony.

to Mr. Flynn's testimony. b
. AE the very beginning‘of;his testimony, Mr.
Rugitosi asked him: -
‘ | “vhon did you first gd to Spshn Ranch?
"The beginning of 168."
This 1§ at page 11,808 of Volume 103.
o The First few ‘months of '687
"Yes. |
"Did you work tlxez."e as a ranch hand?
"Yes. Manure shoveler.
"Manuyre shoveler?
"Yes."

I don't koow whether that is important or not,
to human excrement when he didnt't have to do it. What I

Flyon to refer to human excrement in order to answer a

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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 the pxosecution, in their discussion with you later on, will
| point this out. But we think that this is circumstantial

'ivevidence of Mz, Flynn's attltude towards the courtroqm.

matters of that type throughout his testimony, unnecessarily, |
| bringing it in voluntarily, it is something to copeider,

 gaid, that a pérsonts attitude towards what is going on
| here when he is on the witness stand is of significance in

| determining the credibility of that person.

I thmnk if we are incorrect in that I am sure

¥Mr. Flyon is a witness, and when he reféra to

because the Gourt is going to imstruct you, as we have

P
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.| problem in thinking, because the Court is going to instruct
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m<.what the instructlon ds, it 1s’mﬁch.more artfully worded in
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referral that Way to in several plaaes in the ﬁroceedings
land I'm sure we all remember it withaut belaboring 1%,

that there is no subsﬁitute for trubh in any event in a

‘faccomplice as a mabter of law; we have the proposition that

_JﬁﬁgefOLder is going o glve us that we set aside all of

‘us that the rule of gorroboration requires that ILinda

| and conclusions based on her testimony nugt be removed in
L . N ' -

think in essence that 1s it.

evidence coréoborate,-aﬁd‘apart from the credibility of

K — P

‘So 1t‘s sort of interesting, Mr. Flynn s

T

Now, I think that we are all in agreement

trial, but we hHave in connection with this matter of

corroborabion, and this matter of Linda Kasabian, an

Linda Kasabiin's testimony.

And this i# snother ihteresting -~ Interesting

K@sabian's testlimony énd all of the.exhibitsq infererices

efhluaﬁing whether or not there %s any ¢orroboration..

‘Ngw, what that means .- this 18 nolt verbatim
bhe instructlon and 1t is a 1ittle bit extended, but we

‘What that means is if we can possibly do it
we musi do 1t in connection with the rule of law that 1=
applicable, - ,

We take everything that Linda'Kasabian sald
andiput it' aslde, and then we see, doés the other independent |
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fJuan Flynn or anything else; when we do tﬁat, we reach a

|problem in connection with Mr, Flymn's statement attributed

|Kasabian in this cowrtroom, begause that is the -~ that is
the metanl process we must go through in detsrmining whether
[there's any corroboration, because she is an accomplice as

a matter of law,
we know; would we know as a matter of pure logle what was

$o Mr, Manson?

|kinds of philosophical discussions going on in this Spahn
{Ranch area. We don't know for sure that Mpr. Flynn was.even
jthere then.

fall of us might,éay, depending upon our viewpoint in the
-iV1et—Nam;war, we night say, "I am responsible for the
;killings," words to that effeet, if'you Just hear a
feonversation.

tthings concerning the respansibillty for people who have
|passed away in Viet~Nam,

40 M, Manson ahout these killings or something like that.

Let's assune thht we have never heaprd Linda

3
L.

If all of her testimony were put aside, would
purportedly sald in the statement that Mr. Flynn attributes

What killings? "These killings,"

How do we know? How do we know? There were all

-7 Mr, Manson or.any one of’ué mlght say, for inataneé,‘

We might have various people saylng various

We. are responsible for killings, and so forth and

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| 80 on. So this is the kind of problem we have in

| évaluatiné‘Juan Flynn's testimony. We must -~ we must set

, asi&e Linda Kasabian's testimony, everything she said ~-
everything she saié, and thén we have tollook at it,.

We have bo look at it to determine and

| determine whether or not that corrcborates. What does it

corroborate? S

H

. Well, when'we dre on the Jury this is one of the

f knotty problems thaﬁ we have ak to whiéther ar'nat that and

other evidence which the préseeution fosters and suggests

to us when they speak again, whgthe?:tpat is gorroporated.
So 4in detgrmiﬁins thét'we’bénnot gaé ahything

that Tinda Kasabian states, wé sannot’ i1 in"the gap, so

tospeak, with Linda Kasabian's bestimony because the Court

is going o in&truet us in that rule of corroboration that
such is the law.

Now, we then come to & problem, we come to &

|defendant is & confession or an admission.
. 19' 1 P

Now égain, in ordéf for something to be 2

jconfesslion, It must, standing on its own two feet, conviet
|the defendant, That 1s what confession is, We all know

what a confession is,

Confesslion 1s where somecne says -- well,

let's take the prosecution's language from thelr chart that
they had here, What i1s murder of the first dagree?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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; Murder of the first dégree 1s where it is’

;’prgmeditateﬁ, and Vhere Is & killing of ascertained human

?;beings -~ ascertained human beings with malice aforethought.

We don't have that in the statement that is

| attributed to Mr. Manson, We haVe,'first of all, the word

{ "killings," and we don't haﬁe'anything,in that statement

' that is anywhere near a confesslon, _ -

| _, There 13 no confession in that statement. I

?ﬁmean, Just locking at the words, there is no questlon about

. | $ta In order for it to be first~degree murder there must

. fﬁfbe premeditation, | ;

‘ffl‘ The proseﬁuﬁigh alleges that the statement was
}24 made ,. this statement was’ made at aome time in the summer of

~ | 1969 after the events 6t August Btn through lOth had

Ié%toccurred. o T A-'; S

15 | :

ok | "~ 86 clearly there haa ﬁc be something in that

13

L

16
-_lv;staﬁement t0- show premeditation befOre Wwe can have any

w |
| confesslon to first-degree murder.
18 |

Y There have to be ascertained human beings

- 19 : ‘

| involved, because remember we must put aside everything

EO ‘ : | |
- | that Linda Kasablan said. We cannot use anything she sald

. 2% ‘ :

f to asaist us in determining whether or not there is

r " | corroboratlon, and there are slearly no ascertained human
' 23

- belngs involved when the statement is made, "AIl of these
‘ o2 T
o R killings."
® x|

Furthermore, there are Gegrees -~ there may be
2 1. ‘
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' kiilingsa We might drive our autompbile down the street

| and, God forbid, through a safety island, thrpugh no fault,
| let's say -~ 1t was dark or whatever it may be, we go

| through a safety 1sland and there may be some people in that

! safety lsland who passed away as a resuit of our automoblle
1. going through,

And we mlght say, we might say to someone,

| "I am responsible for those killings, the killings of the
| pecple in the safety lsland.”

"y “'»‘L . .

[y
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16-1 ~ Well, would that be a confession to first
- . degxee nurder? |
. _ 2 : ‘ We are in a eourt-c.ﬁ_ law. The j.udge is going
? to instruct us on f£irst degree murder and second degree
) nurder. There are degrees of murder and there is manslaughtdr.
i ‘There axe various degrees. |
. o So, certainly, this is not a confession to
* " first degree murder.
:g :: p There is no showing of any malice aforethought,
o | There is no showing of any premeditation.
a | Certainly it 1s not a second degree murder.
| DEFENDANT MANSON: (From the holding tank.)
‘ # 1 - It is not a confession to any murder.
. o ~ Vhy don't you sit down. You are just making
5 | things worse. | '
x| MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, would you Instruct the
. Jury to disregard that remark? o
- THE COURT: The jury will disregard Mr. Manson's
" | Eemarks.‘ S |
;) :: | MR. KANAREK: But in any event, there is no_qg?Stion
| but what this statémept is a statement that isn't even
+ z: | an admission.

The pext level of statement that we have,
2 - :

we have a confession and we have an admisgion.
2 -

‘ After we look at the statement, is it an
admission? ¢ | ,

.i_ .‘.}
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{ who is accused of the bénk'robbery says that he or she

was presént at the Security First National Bank when it was

1 alleged what they have in the first seven counts, the

| have decided that it is mot a confession, ofwhat weight

An admission is some'kin& of a statemanf
in the legal Werd, an admission, as-it hasg baen said,l
is a very cheap commodity. N o
For instance, an example of an a&ﬁiésion would
be, let us say that there is a bank robbery and someope is

arrested and accused of the bank robbery, and the pexson

robbed.,

Now, that‘would.be an admigsion. It is a
far cxy from a confesgion. It is a statement which, saméh&w :
or other, has some kind of a smell of putting the defendant,.

for instance, where something criminal oceurred.

e

But that is not an admission that means anything|
We eall it an admission, but it is up to us on the jury to
decidé whether ox not a particular statement is even an
admission, and the Court will instruct you as to what an
adnmission is. '

In this case, for instance, there would probably}
be an admission by the very £fact, if sémeone quoteq-Mr.
Manson or any othcor defendant as being at the Spahn- Ranch
at any time, )

They have alleged a conspiracy, they have

question is: Of what weight is that statement? Since we

~CieloDAVECOMARCHIVE S
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16»& fls *
10

is the statement then?

And that is for us to determine. Because the
very fact that a statement allegedly is uttered doesn’t,
by any manmer or means, at Eirst blush it may sound like
soﬁethiﬁg, but when you go into it and think about it and
apply the law to it, I think that we will be in agreement
that it doesn’t have anything, it doesn't have any

subgtance to it wherein it can be used to corroborate
Linda Kasabian. |
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who sees the people inside the house. When we talk sbout;

| where someone sees someone who is not an accomplice,

1n ¥

4 g

This is not someone Iooking through the window |

corroboration, this is corroboration of substance, This is

verificg acts which connect the defendant to what supposedly..
occurred in the Tate~La Bianca‘hcmes..

, Now, we have a statement here, and I am
indebted to Mr. Fitzgerald who located this for me In
the transcript at page 11,921 of Volume 104, line 13.
This is guestioning of Mr. Fiyon.

"You did not get any money from the
story; is that correct?
“Well, the money was taken by Paul'--
1 gather, meoning Paul Watkins -- "and company,
and tzken to the desert, and they bought mugic
equipment and stuff like that.”
Or it could mean Paul Crockett,
But in any event, let's lock at that statement.
"Well, the money was taken by Paul and
company and tgken to the desert, and they bought
music equipment, and stuff like that, |
"Like I said, it just lasted until I
got drupnk, and I got qu at'themAand left.
?So *Kbe94fﬁa noney and music record-
ings,* you‘kﬁéﬁ{ffﬁfs :

So there, I thinkﬁﬂearlier.tyia\mogging,

" CIEloDFVE.COMPA R CHIVE S
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.| M. Bugiiost indicated that in court here Mr. Fiyan did
. " : 2 | not get‘any money. But he says here:
| 3 - "Like I said; it ;'iust lasted until I
o | got drunk, and I got mad at them and left.”
5k‘ Referring to the money.
6 Sa, clearly, it 1§ clear that Mr. Flymn got
g money from what he did with these literary people.
: s | Mz, Fitzgerald is queatiani.ng Mz, Flynn at
| o | page 11,930, in Volume 104,
';0 | g You are here today testifying because
o | you want to ba famcus, isn't that right, Mr. Flynn?
18 | “Well gould we -diseuss this afte:r the
13 trial, outside, you'know?“
. 14 | Now, what does that mean? -What does that ;nean" |
| is Is Mr. Flynn being candid with us here, or

16 | is he . saying things, more or less, what he thinks that he
‘ . wants to say in orxder to pursue.the viewpoint that he wants
1 | o putsue.
o | | At page 11930, following that, line 6.
v g o YCan you angwer the question yes or no?

a b if it is not true, just simply say no, Mr. Flym.

s 4 "L didn't come here to pompous myself
s ] on the matter on which these people are being
| chdrged with, you see. T brought my testimony here
. " g | because 1t is the truth that I have come here to
" e speak of." ' '
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16a~3 1 | Tn other words, Mr, Flynn is telling us that
‘ . 2 | the truth is what he wants us to hear. and what he wants us
3 | to believe. _ o
B :: Now, directing "“g';zr 'éttentiOn, then, to
5 | mattets involving -- this is a delicate matter, but the .
s | prosecution has injected these types of matters before ug=e
7 the matter of sex. And this is sc:njzething ¥or us to ‘_
. g | congider in econnection with Mr, Flymn. | ' “
| e . For reasons hest known to the prosecution,
10 | they have brought to us Mr. Flynn taking, 1 guess, as
‘u | he puts it, girls into the bushes.
.12 ' Yor whatever that might be worth and‘ fox
1 | whatever the purpose of that testimony, Mr. Fiymn, by
14 ,' his testimony concerning venereal disease and all of that,
15 it is an attempt at character &saésination. In other
16 words, to give us some kind of a feeling that the people
17 out theére at the Spahn Ranch are without -- there is no
18 | evidence other than Mr. Flynn's statement to that effect .
19 . but the ides that these people are somewhat subbuman, or
+ . g | they are people who are not entitled to be considere& the
| | 71 | same as the rest of us.
22 What other reason would there be to :Lnject:
‘25 | words iike that: Venereal disease, nine-month case of
2 | syphilis, and gonorxrhea.
. 25 . : M. Flynn was interrogated extensively by ‘
% police officers. What reason would there be to inject

CieloDFiVe COMARCHTVES
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- that kind of information in this trial other than jyst to

.inflame us against the defendants?

1}

*

—CialoDriveconTarcHTVE

S



17

L u

L

¥

10
11

12

B

14

15
16 |
‘v' 17 1
18 |

20

coa |

24

5 .

19,986

Now, it 1s interesting in connection with Nr,
-’Flynn, Page 11,970:

"  Now, getiing back ﬁo ﬁr. Guflerresz,
you dld speak $0 him at bthe ranch?

A - Yes.

"Q  You spoke o him personally, is
that correct?

A Wéll, he: asked —

g | fou spoke to him first,

A When he asked me to speak to him.

"G Werc ghere any officers with

Mr, Gutierrez at that time?
A Yes.
"g . Do you recall who was there with

#r, Gutierrez? Do you know the names?

A, I know Oné of then,

"q What is his n;;e?

"Sartunci

g ! And you had a eonversation with thoae

-

two officersz

you know, there wag lots of them,

" I mean, theas two ufficers talked to
you, is that correct, there were a lot of officers

around but these twd officers talked to you.

A A1l of them, all of them, you know.

: T a o, VR
ua Yes, there wWas more than two officers,

B
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" After this day did you talk to

_the police officers again?

"a, Yes,
"Q  When was thab?

" . VWell, he weﬁt back up to the desert;
you see. I went back up %0 the desers, you know.
"Q That is sometime in September?

na, T dontt know fthe month,
g, When you say desert, you mean the
Barker Rancﬁ?

"4, No, né.
Q& Death Valley?
A Yes ~- no, no -- well, Death Valley,

yeah, yeah, but I was in Shoshone, you see,

"Q Did you talk to. officers out there?
T, To whom? |
" To the officer out there, did you

talk to the officer out there again?®

"A - Yes, ‘

g Hr. Gutlerresz?

A, ,;QI don*ﬁ,rémémber, you know, I donft
remember, i '

”a, | When wgg’tﬁe'nexq time you $alked to

the offlicersy

YA Down here. . "

"q And when you say down here, 1t's
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“L,08 Angeles.
ng " In Log Angeles, yes,

. " And this was after you came back‘from
Inyo County?

A Yes,

g And approximately what month was this?

"E I don't know the month,

"Q Was it after Christmas, before
Chrigtmas? |

YA, I just know that I came back, you
know,

"3 Has it this year or lsut year?

YA It‘ﬁas this year.

"Q Was 1%t the early part of the year?

A Yss,

) Sometire maybe in January or
February? '

A, I am not going to say nothing, I
am just going to say that*it wag ~—

| "Q The e¢arly part --
YA, I was just golng to say that it

was this year."

Now, from this colloquy, and from what we heard

|at the trlal, we can only piek and even thils 1s somewhat

lengthy, we can anly pick gertain -- we have to make a choice.

{as to what to. pick out of thix transcript there are 19, 000

-

‘ +
3
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pages of it.
' Jt is clear that lMr. Flynn spoke to people, .

law enflorcement officers, beforé he went to Shoshonie, before

| he went to Shoshone, 1t 1z clear, it is clear that he was

speaking to police officers concerning Mr, Manson and the

| defendants and the people in this case, and it is clear that

| Mr, Flynn made no méntion, no mention whatsoever of any

statement by Mr, Manson in connectlon with this knife and

the words in the kitchen, because it is obvious, it 1s

obvious from what happened in this courtroom, from the
stipulation that we will read later on, the stipulation
that was entered info between counsel as to the fact that

this knife incldent was not -- was not part of what

occurréd in connection with My, ¥lynn and the Los Angeles

police;otficersm
It shows ;u it shows that thls evidence smells.
There 18 something there that we have £6 -- when

we are dilscussing 1t in the Jury room, we have to meet it;

{ there is no question about 1t.

But there i1s something there that is nof what
it should be.

Mr. Flynn -- Np, Flynn heard such statements,

{Why didntt he tell the Los Angeles poélice officers about
this at times in the past?

According. to right now, these statements are

before us, we have to look at the motivation, and we have

L1
¥
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2

| whether or not we can believe, we c¢an believe that in fact

‘ sueh & statement was made, . o

1 of value as evidence in this caaew

- that we would all agree that what I am referring t0 now as
| ‘the Plymouth automoblile versus the Ford automobile, sbanding

10 | a11 alone it prebably isn't very significant.

j and asked to read Lines 20 through 23 of a transcript, and

in answer to the question:

to look at everything: eoncerning e, .Flynh to detdnmine

Even asauming that that statement had any kind

~ Now, directing our attention then to Volume 106,
standing alone -- standing alone I think that we 81l agree,

But when we look at Mt, Flynn's “testimony,
Page 12 086:
‘ "y . In answer 0 2 question, ‘What kindg
‘éf car did they leave in?!
"ip A Plymouth.
"q A Plymouth?
m1p A Plymouth.?!
*Did you give those answers to My, Sarbucei?"
.Now I am reading from the bottom of Page 12,085
" to the top of 12,086, wherein Mr, Flynn was given a transcripy

L

"What kind of a car did they leave 1n?
A A Plymouth.
"R A Plymouth?
A A Plymouth.

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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| eourtroom referring to his interview with Mr, Sartuccl at

| $mportant? I don't know if 1%'s important. We think it is.

'states,in fact Just the previous question he aﬁswers:

e Did you give those answers tg.
Mr, Sarbueol?” | ) L

The apswert .. . .

"If they are stéte& in that plece of paper,
T could have," S o ’

That ig Nr, Flynn'é answer t0 a gquestlon in this

the Los Angeles Police Department.
Now, i® that the kind of answer from a witness -

1% that the kind of answer that we can belleve? Is it

The next questlon:
- "Well, my questlon ls -~ '
np, If they are stabed on the information
that you base your conversation from, I believe
that I aid then.

"Q In other words, what you are telling
me, if it'is writéen dowQ on this plece of paper,
than you are golng to accept it as 100 per cent
gospel truth that you said it; right?

"THE WITNESS:" -~ Page 12,686: ,

"I didn't say that I was going to accept it,
r

you mee, ™

Half a minute before, a half minute before he

RIf they are stated on the information that

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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16

"you base your conversation from, I belleve
. that I did, then," |
And the next question he c¢hanges over and he
1.éays “I didn't say that I was' going to accept it, yon see,™
The ne;t qhestion‘

g f‘ My question 15. To those=questions
Mr, Flynn, did you glve {:hoae answers?
"A Well, &s I stated you know, that 1f

‘what you hase your question .
"THE COURT: - Answer ‘the question, Mr _Flynn,
. "THE WITNESS: Okay. 1 could have, yes.

llq
) NA‘
. “Q

1!&
IiQ

there on the witness stand, testifying under oath

now?
"y
g

Me, Sartucel it was & Plymouth, is that correct?

HA’

Yesx,

You remember that you told

Yes,®

BY MR, KANABEK: Is your answer yes?
Yes,

Or no?

Or you don't know?

Yes, I know. Okay.

You remember, as you are sltting.

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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i1

12 |

1
14

15

16

17

18

13

20 |

g | can give any welght whatsoever to Mr. Flynn's testimony.

KR

3 |

' while you can get at.

~ Gan we depend upon this witness? Uould we ourselves or

" gomeone that was near and dear to us, say soméone that was

that kind of testimony to be used to determine the guiit or

| held v'ery dear?

 stand, and his conduct in commection with his testimony
is such that I think there certainly is a quési;ion about:
" it, and then that is for those of us on the jury to

tion of Mr. Flynn, agaln, which 1f we don't read the

155003
Now, there we have -~ there we have the fabric
of Mr. Flynn's type of testitony. '
Remember again, it's - like the iceberg king of

thing. All we see here is this kind of thing, once in a
But, what about -- what about Mr. Flymi's
statement, for inmstance, of what happeped in the kitchen?

near and dear .to us was being tried in this evourtroom

innocence of someone, either ourselves pr someone that we

This Is what we have to decide, because, Mr.

Flynn s 2 witness who has said things on this witness

decide when we are in the jury room as to whether or not we
And here is some.tha.ng t‘hat shows the motiva-

transcript we just perhaps might be lost

1

At page 12 123 . SR
g Now, Mr. Flyon,; as a matter of faet,

by

~CIgloDAVE.COMARCHIVE S
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17a-2 1 "it's a falr statement, Mr. Flynn, that you have
' ' - not told us the truth in this courtroom concerning
3 the knife at your throat?
4 ) ‘ YA You are saylng that, sir.
s | : Ls) I am asklng you, Mr. Flynn.
6 . _ "A I told ypou the truth,
: ‘z " | Then is there some reason; is there
- .8 . _ some reason -~ T will withdray that and ask you
R ‘thig way: | |
i0 | "Did you tell Mr. Sartuche when you
n were at the Police Building on August 18th, 1970,
B did you tell Mr. Sartuch¢ shout theknife at your
B |  throat when Mr. Manson made these statements to
% © youl?" o
15 "THE WITNESS" -- after some c¢olloquy by Mr.
16 ' Bugliosi the Court and myself -~
wl 1 PTEE WITMESS: Sir? _ |
1B . "MR., KANAREI{‘:‘ May the question be read, your
19 | Honox. ' ‘
¥ | "IHE COURT: Read the question.”
. .B _« . "(Whereupon the reporter reads the question
2 as follows.)" '
| Exactly the same question again:
o |  “EE WITNESS: Well, I told them the truth.
® | . %Q  BY MR. KANAREK: Mr. Flym, my question
2% | 15, aa a matter of fact you made no statement to

e CieloDrive.COm AR C H I VE S
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| the Barker Ranch in 1969 he had conversations with police

| would there have been for him not to mention it to law

| connection with what we call "ressonable doubt,"

1979595
. "M, Sartuche in your imterview of August the 18th,
1970, about a knife at your throat at a time when
Mr. Manson supposedly made these statements to you,
did you, because it did oot happen, is that right,
Mr., Flyon? .

"A‘ L did not mention it if it is not in
the record because, you know, I says, you know,
t1v1) brding it up here,'"

In other words, Mr. Flyon is telling us that
he was saving this; he was saving this to bring it up here
in the courtroom.

Now, then, what we have to do then is evaluate
Mr, Flymn's conduct in connection with the entire relation~-
ship of Mr. Flynn with law enforcement.

In August of 1970 Mr. Flynn had some relation~
ship with law enforcement personnel, before he went yp to

officexrs hthat we have spoken of,

What: niotivation, what purposé, what reagon
would there be for Mr. Flyon ~~ for Mr, ¥Flynn, in view of
everything that he had gone through, gone to jail, he

said, because of Mr. Manson and all that, what reason

enforcement people then, what reison would there be?

This is someﬂiiﬁg We have to consider in

RS SR
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Is there g reason? If there is some reason

" why he would not say it, what could it be, what reason

could there be?

Now, Mr., Flynn has tzken LSD in connection with

1 é\zaluating Mr: Flynn's testimony, page 12,131, in Volume
- 106, '

“You have taken quite a bit of LSD,
is that right, Mr. Flyon? ‘

& Well, ikt is quite an amount for me.
A} You have taken quite a bit?
"A It is quitd an amcunt for me,
nyoo i{y question iz, Mr. Flyna, you have

" taken it on Amany gceagions? |
"A . I have taken them, eight times, yes,"
Now, Mr. Flyon -~ this is something to ¢onsidex

- -~ we know =- we know frem this record, Drs. Deering and
' Skrdla have told us, it is in this record, we can have it

read back if there is any quégstién about it, there 1ls no

20 question but what ‘_L,S'}j Fa'r} cause delusional thinking.

In other wo;ﬁds,»LS_D can: cguge us of anyone
who takes it tec have, evidently, what the doctors call
flashbacks, so we think that a certaifi set of facts

exists or existed when in fact these facts did not exist.

" Now, I don't know, T don't know when Mr, Flynn

: took his LSD. I don't know whether it is important or not,

-Glel [
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R Really, whether I think it is important or
‘ . 3 | wuot is really not too important anyway, it's what those
| s | of us on the jury think. _

4 iIs it a factor to be considered ag to Mp, -

s | Flynn? ,

6 o My, Flym, as we gaj\r‘, " is a vef.y unusual

Ty

7 | witness. He says "I _im'ly .téqﬁk LSD a certain number of
‘sl s | times.™ I A
. 9  Ye than therc :LS grca,t probabz.ln.ty, great "
10 possibilmty, whatever way we want to couch it that ‘Mr.

- | Flynn took LSD a lot more, a lot more than he is te%lin_g
12 | ‘us gbout, and sgain the question is ] what s My. Flynn's
13 | ability to perceive and his ability to remember and what
B is his ability to welate in this ccurtroom, that is what
18 fis, 15 | is important. |

16 |
|
|

B

21 |

tez

2 -

‘."25‘.
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w81 ] | ' _ Now, in this connection, we have, as I

o ‘ say, in this case, the tesﬁimoriy of Dr, Skrdia and Dr.

v . {.Deeri,n-g;. This Jisn'*b Just idle - this isn't my surnmise or

4 ‘:my.ﬁréaming it up or'my saying that it is so as a lawyer, as
¢ |an advocate., This 13z a fact. ,

| They both said tha’t‘ LSD.can cause delusional

x ,thinkinp, can cauSe people to think things happened wheén

¢ |they dian't happen.; |

W

_‘ ‘ ig S Now, in the context pi‘ ;}nst o:cdinary memory,

w | We have enouvh problems. Ycu hewe enough problems regarding
1:1 .something and ibs sequence of events viithout imposing upbn
12 | that problem, the ordinary cred:! bility problem, the . factor

~~ p3 | oF drugs. And when we take LSD and we take mar.t.juana and

| . 1w |we take psilocybin or whetever , and we put that in the
. . 15 | bushel basket;, we come up with a credibility defieis, if
| 6 | we can,pttf it that way, & deflely on the erediblility side

i | of any one of us.

‘.'13. . So, the questd.on is: What efi‘ect does that have
19 | upon Mr, Flymn and his credibility?
R | ) 0 | Now, at Page 12,134, Line 19,
' 2 -‘And again, by the very.nature of the legal

" 9 | process, by the very nature of the legal process, we have
93 | adversity, _ . |

o We would like to allude to that agailn, There is

. . 95 | mo desire on my part, and I am sure co-coungel's part,

%, | Mr. Fitzgerald examined Mr, Flynn in connection wi'fh his
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movies énd all of that, and I am suve Mr. Fitzgerald is

not mad at Hr. Flynn personally, and neither is Jpr. Shinn,

|apd I sm sure Hr., Kelth isn't, and I am not mad at M,

Flynn. I mean, I am not mad at ﬁr‘ Flynn, It is just the

raw material that we have to work wlth., 3o, that raw

material that is brought to us that we have to funnel Into
-éur thinking in connection with this case 1s just not the
_kind of raw material that stands up Ehe way the testimony
‘|ef Dr. Hoguchl and Dr, Ratsuyama, for instance, stands up.

S0, ib i3 something that we have to consider,
Hove'.at Pag’eé"l{ 134, Volume 108, Line 19.
"Q 5 ' Have you had the experience
Mr, Flyn;, of in your mind thinking that
. somethlng happened when really it never ‘
‘happened? Have you ever had that experienee?
"Yeg," AR T
The next question.
"That happens from time to time with you;
18 that correct?
- "I don't understand you,
“Zou don't understand that last question?
"No, "
Then-at Line B: ,
"Mr, Flynn, have you stated that you were
81l mixed ﬁp? Have you stated that in the last

éoqple of years?

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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years that you were all mixed up?

,mixed-up man in the world.!

. * éo:ood, e
" UHave I ever statgd fnat? - i;\i‘: P
WHaye you stated 4n the last Goﬁple of

“I have stated that I was the most
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- 18a-1 | The next line:
’ 2 "You have stated that?
"Yes. Yes, I have stated that.
"And you have stated, and it is
during this period of ti.mg,z i:hat '\you' have taken
L8D? Is thet a fair statement? Is that brue?

. "Well, X don'f understand your qqestiou._.“ .;

12
-]

Now, ciid he really not 'undéfstand th’é question
or is he worrieci about his posture in this case, what he 'is’ :f
‘going to .say, what he has sgid, if he admii:s.‘th havil_:xgltékéﬁ
LSD during the .periéa of time when he sdys tixat he 14 the

10
1
12

_ most mixed up man in the world?

. 1 | : Beécguse, our purpose here is supposedly to
' Y | elicit information based upon which we supposedly come to

51 some kind of a rati_oné_i result,
. | Nows Mr, Flynn has been in Vietnam. There is
B no ‘question about it. And Mr. Flynn evidently did well
¥ 1 in Victnam. He has got an Honorable Diecharge. ‘He has
® | got, T think the testimony reveals, he received two Purple

¥ 2 | Hearts. |
ooy | ‘ We are not here tyying Mr. Flynn for anything.
z We are trying to see whether Mr: Flynn can be believed.
= In the not distant past, g close relative,
% | 2 man who had performed well in the service, a close
o % 1 relative of a superior court judge, behaved very improperly

- % ' gnd did many criminal things through no fault of his own

— CieloDFiVECOM ARCHIVES
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1+ relative of the superior court judge.

‘eredibili:ty. it doesn't mean that we can .beli-eve necessarily

Tt is aobvious from tha.s rezord, it is obvious

Yes, Volume 106, I believe it is page 12,215, and that is

becduse of what he had observed in war.
| There is no question gbout it. M¢, Flynn
may well be & cabualty of the Viet;iam War, as was the

But that doesn't mean that we can, just because.

of his heroic ackts in Vietnam, that doesn't mean that he has

what the man says, no matter what he has done on '.tAh'e
battlefield.
And these are scme of the tortuous problems
that we have in evaluating 1—:§Ltncsses. |
' I don't W].,Sh to convey ox have anyone think
i:‘hat my purpose here is to demean Mr. Flynn and whatever
mental problem he has. '

frem this _recdrd, that what:ever happened in Viétnam has
affeated Mr. Flynn and hlS t.h'ink:.ng very very substantially.

But neye::thelqss, it is a credibility matter
tha.f: is bafoxe gs that we. have to consider, and there is
o qae.st:r.on but ’wh&t m’r Flynn*s cred:.bility is a matter
that is very, very suspect

I think that we all would agree to that, with
what we saw Mr. Flynn in this courtroom.

Now, in Volime 107,: page 12,160, line 23:

No, that is wrong. 1 guess it is Volume 106.

T -~ CiecloDrivecOmARCHIVES
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in Volume 107.
| "ME. BUGLIGSI: I will offer the stipulation.
"On August 18th, 1970, Mr, Flynn spoke
ta Sergeant Sartuche over ot the Los Angeles Police
bePartmcnt, and the conversation comprised 16 pages,
and there is mo reference in these 16 pages to the
knife incident.
"MR. KANAREK: So stipulated, your Honor.
UTHE COURT: Very well.
"MR., KANAREK: Vould your Honor state to
thé jury that when there is a stipulation that that
means -~ I will leave it to your Honor so that 1
will not be accused of misstating it.
"THE CQURT: Well, the jury may consider any
stipulation between counsel gs having proved the

existence of the fact or facts stipulated to."

Tty
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18b~1 1 L S¢ that bit bf evidence, theﬂeiq no question

‘g ‘about it, that is naised to the dignity of a fact.

| 3 ; That is the~eviﬁene@. There is no question about
4 jit any mo¥e, Everyone 1ls agieed that there was no such |

k 5 reference made in the interview with Mr, Sartueol, ,

6 | - It is kind.of a sibtuatlion that 1s almost ~- it

* .7 | is unheard of, It is unbeard of. Here we have what, I am.

[}
-]

';aure‘thé prosecution ialgoihg to claim, s the atatemeﬁt
v | that is. very impbrtant, in what Mr, Gubierrez calls the

10 | Crime or‘the Oenﬁurﬁ, and there 1s.no méﬁtion in 16 pages
”11 _Qf colloquy with MNp, Flynn concerning this.

g-;, Now, then, again, we have at Page 12, 221
13 questioning of Mr. Flynn: . k
. i - , "Now, do you remember sgeaking with a man i
i named Mr, Davis Ivar Davis?
16 | | "Yes, "
|- - - This is in Volume 107.
B . ™And do you remeﬁbér sﬁeaking with another man

ﬁA there that was with Mr, Davis%

. ::' 0 | ' . "Yes, ,
"‘ ‘2ii ”Now,'dirécting -
i 22 | ‘ . "What men was tﬁat? _
23_5"- _ "MyAquestion is, Mr. Flynn -- would you
2 i - Just answer the question.
. T Uell, I can vemember a 1ot of Secagions
| 'gaf . T talked to men, you know, with Mp, Davis,
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“You‘talked to Mr, Davis on many
oceasions, right? |

"Yes,

"4nd you talked to Mr. Ivar Davlis on many
ocoasions; is that right, Mr. Fiynn?

"Yes. |

"You spoke to Mr, Davis whern he was In |
the preseénce of 6ther people?

"Yes,

"Now, have you discussed with Mr, Davis
matters pertaining to -~ let me withdraw that.

"In your discussions with Mr, Davis, did

you ever mention the knife incident that you

have told us about concerning Mr., Manson?

"I don't remember,

"You don't remember, or is it no, My,
Flymn?

1y dgon'{ remember,

‘"Zou are telling us that a knife was at
your throat, Wr, F;ynn?

“Uh~huh;

"And you don't remember as to whether or not

you told Hr, Davis about it who was discussing

with you?

-"Wéll, -the subdect\pf tpe oonversations
and ‘the way they-were 1ed you- see, @h&t might

not come up, you see, you Sed,

L
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"Dontt ﬁhaﬁ make sense to you?
My question Mr. Plynn, is: Did you
mention this knife 1ncident?
"T don't remember,™
Now, Lf we 1ook —- let's go a little furthep --
- "You don't remerber whether you did or not?

"I don't remember.”

Now, the interasting portion as far as

_'credibility there goes %o consider in connection with

Mr, Flynn is, heé sayvs at one instanmce, he says the
conversation was the kind of thing that it never came up,
which ‘48 preposterous in any event, because what could be

more significent in connection with Literature pertalning

] to this cage than the statements of Mpr. Manson, or alleged-

to~be statements of any ﬁefendant?

S0 that in itself, makes it seem very, very

"
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| "L don't remewber," that doesn't bootstrap you into a

is, is not a witness that we can depend upor. the way we

Buf if you compare Mr. Flymn's contention that
this matter came up for conversation, was never :digcussed,
with his positive assertion "I don't remember,” because
when yoﬁ say "I don't 'remgmber, * that is a fackt -~ your
state of miﬁd, ong 'cz:r{ commit perjury when one says "I
don' € %emegxbgaq:,,"'ﬁf one can be less than candid; 1f we,
in fack, 'f]:iava something’ in our. mind and we know that
SOmething‘ was BQOR;SH of or sgid, and we say “'I.fc‘lon't
remember ,"when, in fact, 1we 'do 'r;emem‘l':éf,' ofiéourse‘, that

is not telling the truth -- just by using the words

gituation wherein you can avoid the responsibility of not
telling the truth -~ so, if we look at the mosaic of this,
if we look at the detail of this, it is clear that Mr. Flynn
is playing games with us.

| | It is clear that Mr. Flynn, whatever his

regson and whatever his motivation and whatever his purpose

can depend upon Dr. Noguchl and Dr, Katsu&ama_.

And 1f there is any questionabout anything
that we are reading here, I am suré that Judge Older will
be glad to accommodate us and allew us to hear it over
again, any portion. ‘

Now, again, many people will say: Well, this
is bad public relations for a lawyer to mention what I am
going to mention now. But I don't think that in a courtroom

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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where we have the seriogsnéss‘of matters going on that we
have in this'case, I\déhft think that we are going to
decide this case based on emotlan‘or pasalon or. prejudice.
Otherwisa, what is the use of the six-months we have been
here together if we don't do thls accordlng to the approach
that I am sure we witl giVe lﬁ?

It is interesting. L

Now, Mr. Flyon's answer is interesting.

"Now, Mr. Flynn -

"h Uh-hult. ,

"Q Is it a fair statement that in your
discussion, referring to black people, you referred
to black people as niggers?

"That is what my father taught me.

“Pardon?

"Yeg. I refer to them like that,
My father taught me like that, so I do.

"And you -- this is the woxrd ﬁhat
you use for black people; right?

"Black people too.

"Q Right?

"a Black people, you know.

"My question right now is do yoy use
- that word?
"Yes."

We have in this trial, the prosecution has

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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brought in this racial matter., The prosecution has

_'bmugﬁt before us what we have all heard here.

lir. Flynn, whatever his relationship may be
at this poiat, the use of this vord in conncction with black
people; maybe it ic of no significcase, that is for you to

decide, that is fow you o(n the jury to decide, but does

- Mr. Flymn have semd I:mbwledge s docs Mr. Flynn have some

point of v:.aw in conneetion with mau,erp that h:we occurred
concerri::.né the Tate-m Blanc& case‘? " Does e have some kind
of relgtionship wirh scmebody that we do not know about?

I don't knew, . T don! t knowy but it . seems to
me, it seems to 122 tn,ai: thexe 15 chth:l.n‘, :m. connection
w1t11 0N I‘lynn s te..,tmany, sor:.eth ing about it, that there
15 semething you cantt put your £inzer on it, whether it

is beccusc he is an actor, vhether it is becauge of his

L)

- experiences in Vietnam, whatevey it is, it goes to the

e\jaludtion, téﬁ his ecrodibility, and in determining this
case I think that we cantt just si'destep it because the
word doasn't sound, ﬁoad or brenuse certain subjeet matter
doesn't -séund good, I think that we have to just meet it
hgadon.

And maybe it 1s of no significance. Maybe
those of us on the jury will deeide that it is of no
significance. But we think tﬁa‘«:, somehow or other, gives
an insight into Xr. Flynn's pe:mpectﬁe;

THE COURT: - I think this would be a good time to
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-

take our rehess, Mr. Kanarek.
| Ladies and gentlemen; do not converse with
anyone or form or exﬁress any opinion regarding the case
untll it is finally submitted to you.
The court will recess for 15 minutes.
{(Pecess,)
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' (The fcllowiné broéeedings were had in open
:court in the absence of the jury:)
| MR, KAY: Your Honor, I have another wlfness, Mr.
| John Punek, |
THE CQURT: Take the gum out'of your mouth, sir,
R, PUHEK: I swallowed it, ]
MR, KAY: He said he swallowed it,
THE COURT: Go ahead, Mr, Xay.
_ MR, KAY: Thank you, your Honor, We would Like to
have lMr, Puhek ordered back on the 18th of Jahuary,

THE COURT: Very well, you are ordered to return to
| this courtroom on Jenuery 18th at 9:00 a.m, without further

order, notlce or subpoena.

Do you understand, sir?

MR. PUHEK: Yes.

THE COURT: Very well.

Mk, KAY: Your Honbr, that subpoena that we had issﬁed
for Alan Springer, we would ask the Court at this time to
issue a bench warrant and hold it until next Monday at this
time .

We asked the Court that in the mornaing, and then
[tz Bugliosl asked to withdraw 1%, and now we ask it be

THE COURT: January 1lth?
MR. KAI: Yes, January lith.
THE GOURT: A bench warrant will be issued and held

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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{ for Al Springer until Januwary llth at 9:00 a.m,

THE COURT: Thank you very much,
(The members of the jury enter thé'courtroom

and the following proceedings were had wlth all jurors

| present, all counsel with the exeeption of Mr, Hughes
being presenk, outside the physical presence of the defen~
- dants,) | ‘

THE COURT: A1l counsel and jurors are present.
You may continue, Nr. Kanarek.

MR, KANAREK:; Yes, your Honor, thank you, your
Honor.

Ladles aﬁd“gentlemen of the Jury, in trying %o

| think about this case, trylng to get some kind of

perspeciive, X think most of us that are on this Jury have
not had the benefit of being In any other trial except

this trial, and c¢ertalnly we know, for instance, that our

courts ~f'that qur courts, criminal coutis, have other

' deparbtments besides Judge Older's departnent.

We know that other trlals éceur, We know that

_there are some fact sltuations that we have heard about

that must be raally more complicated than this case.

We might say why? Rémember ‘$hat +he only evi~
dence put on here is evidence put on by the prosecution,
and we say to-ourselvea, we say to ouraelvas, what is

there about this case that makes thia case merit this

 :six months with all the expenditure of time, moncy, energy.
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Certainly it is a fair assumptlon that many

‘icases in-Los Angeles {ounby do not have thls kind of approach.

Is there something about this tase that makes

{t unique? Are the facts here so different? What isit?

We think that what 1t is is a symptom, is a

{ symptom of trying to use lir. Manson &s & sctapegoat.

Mr. Manson 18 being used, is being used as a

| symbol of some kind of & feeling that many people, many of
Eju‘s have towards the Nomadic, wandering yourig person who is

| afoot in this country today.

- We go down the street, we see young people, boys
and girls, hitchhiking together. We see glrls hitchhiking

: élone, having generally the attlre and the appearance that
- pictures show that some of the people at the Spahn Ranch -~

the samz kind of clothing as worn by the people in the

;| Spahn Ranch.

And if we. have é-sickness, 1f we have some kind

| of, this sickness is not golng %o be cured; it iz not going

205€to be cured by using Mr, Manson as a scapegoat.

If there was ever a case where the evidence
eries out for a not gullty verdict, this 18 the case.
If there evér,is 4 cdase where the evidence
»deménds a not guilty vérdict, thls is the case,
'  it ig énough, you know, even i1f the underdog is

| in the wqoﬁg, it is yéung &, natural huméﬁ; youimight say,

e - i
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{instinet to be on the underdog's side,

But you don't have to be on the underdog’s side

in this case., There just ls the-evidence, I hope that we

‘'wlll be able to show this partly by this principle of

corroboration that the‘ia# requires,
| Buﬁ;thé ¢vidence crles for a not gullty verdict.

‘But if, at the same time, ab the dame time we

find Mr, Manson not gﬁilty, we at the same time can exonerate .
 and prove to the world tﬁéﬁ our system of'Justice'does work,

|becauss this case —- because of the interest, the world-wide

interest in this case, Mr. Gutieﬁrez.séying 1t is the crime

of the century, and all of that, thé world 1s focused upon

13 v.u3u

The world is lcoking at us and if at the same

time, as we say, 1f at the same time we can give our own
|way of life a boost, and at the same time follow our 1aﬁ
jand do what the law dictates should be done in this case, -

twe have accomplished somethirig,

Be¢ause, whatever the image of Mr. Manson is

 throughout the world, we know those people have not been’
in this courtroch; it 1s only those of us that are in this
| courtroom that really know the evidence, and because

Mr, Manson and maybe -~ &nd -- well, 1 represent Hr. Manson

so I will speak on behalf of Mr, Manson.

If Mr, Manson exercises his right of free speech

}as he sees 1it, for Iinsbance —~~ vow we don't -~ I don*t, I
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. dpn't as g 1awyer, I dbn‘t as a. 1awyﬂr agreea

P

"You can see from what Mr. Manson said this afternoo;

| he does not agree with -- wilth’ everything thab gbes on in
our society.

-I'as a lawyer don't agree wlth what happened in

;the Chlcago trilalj I don't agree with what happened in
{ Seabtle; I don't belleve in lawyers disrupting.

I don't stand for that; I don't agree, and I

-ask in gonnection with whatever I have done at this trlal,

I don't think that anyone will -~ I may disagree wlth Judge

| 01der and disagree with courisel, but we have not done any-
i3 | thing that 1s improper in the sense of trying to disrupt
these proceedings with the kind of shenanigens that went on
An Chicago, and the kind of shenanigans that went on in

Seattle.
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20-1 Because I love our way of life, and I think

ot

2 that all of us in this courttoom love out way of life.
3 Now, 't:'h‘e Fact that a defendant may not agree
4 with some of the procedures or what has happened, does not
5 | mean that that defendant should be denied a falr trial.
6 48 a watter of fact, that shows the strength
7 | of our system.
- 8 Behind the Irom Curtain, behind the Ixon

9 | Curtaim, lawyers and defendants are treated in a much

10 different mannecr. ‘
u : Beliind the Iron Curtain, a lawyer is treated

12 | vyery much, very much, as a lackey.

LS : There is no independen¢e of the Bar behind the
. | 14 Iron Curtaip. There is no indépendence of thought behind

15 | the Iron Curtain.

16 : The laWycrs must agree with the prosecution.

17 If the lawyers don't agree with the prosecution, then the
18 lawyers disappear along with the defendant:a.
19 | ﬁ Now, the prosecutitn in this case, the
. 20 prosecution in this case, is trying to turn this into a

2t -- has turned it into a political trial. | d
29 There is no reason in the world, there is mno
23'» reagon in the world é-:hy the testimony fxrom Mr. Jakobson
2 and Mr. Watkins, that kind of testimony, why that kind of

. . 2% |  testimony should be used in this case. There is no

26 | reason in the world for it except to cater to our basest
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prejudices. .

The only reason, the only reason that that
is brought up, is to preate in is an emotional reaction,

Now, we can, in deciding this case, we
can cater to the mass medla 1f we want to.

As we all knnw, there i8 a pub1131ty ordex
in this case. /nd try to obey that publicity order.

Try to ﬁbey Judge Older's order on that publicity. You
are hounded to violate tue court onder concérning publicity
in this ﬁase.

The only way, the only way that any trial
shoulu be decided is upnn the evidence and upon’ the law,
and not upon the publlclty1

There is no suvstitute for proof,

And the question is: Are we going to allow
our First Amendment frecdoms to go down the drain? Because
our image, for a long time to come, regrettably, because of
the-publicity in this csse, our imnge ié going to depend
upon What we do in this case,

~ Now, Mr. Manson must not be, and the evi&ence
that we have before us must be separated from whatever Mr.
Hﬂnsan's persondl ~- whatever his personality ls. The
fact that he is a-person who may have an unhappiness with
thisfcaﬁrt; he may have an wvnhieppiness with gome pfocedures,'
doesnﬁﬁ'meﬁnﬁthnt Mr. ﬁﬁnsan'is guilty of what'£h§
proseeution is charging here.. ‘

L]
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20a~1L 1 | We must not allow ourselves, we must allow
2 3 ourselves to judge Mr, Manson based upon whatever he has
3 | done in this courtroom here; and that our reason tells us
| 4 and our logle tells ué that this type of unusual conduct
s | in the courtroom has nothing to do with guilt,
6 You take a member of the Mafia who 1s being
7| defended. He sits there nice and quiet like, nice and
s | quiet, and doesn't say a word, He does everything he
m :9  is. s.upi:‘iq,_‘sed t?,..niaites a very good appearance in the
w | cpurtg.“oo;r:. | e .
0 - . We cannot aliow ourselves to- use the unhappy
12 incidents that have occurred In this ccurtroom in connee-
13 tion with deciding the case, with the exception of whatever
.' 1¢ | the Court orders. B o
' , 13“- ‘ Now, the ‘Ccurt' is going to give us some
15 | ihstructibns, some instructions, concerning a couple of
R incidents.
8 | ’ What the Court orders -~ the Judge ig; the one

1 | who gives us the instructiong -- those incidents can be

(3

20 used by you. And we have'spoken about one of them
av { already, this matter of the X on the forehead.

2 | ‘ Now, the prosecution will have us believe
- 2 that this shows the 'great domination of Mr. Manson as far
24 as these girls are concerned.
.. 25 Well, these girls seem to me to be a pretty

26 independent lot. Apart from Linda Kasabian's testimony,
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20a-2 forget_tﬁ,ng Linda Kasabian's testimony, just think of what
Ty has been spoken of in this courtroom, apart from Linda
3 Kasablian, concerning these girls.
e They are entitled to a fair and independent
5 | Jjudgment. But so isMr. Manson. He is entitled to a
6 Fair ar;d @ndeg;gndenttf_ judgment. And the fact that they

"

T .at put X's on their foreheads -- and that is going to be in

L

8 front o‘ﬁ you, and that -is going to be something that has
- o | occurred in this courtroom that the Gourt has decided
1 | that you can use. Jtzdge older sieesn't, by making such an
1 instruction, in any way imply that Lt means gnything.
» | It is for you to decide if it means. anything. But perhaps
) 13 these girls have a .feeling of dissent or a feeling of .
. yw | unhappiness with the procedures in this courtroom.
15 Now, that does not make an equation that leads
16 | us to murder.
7 And so, in deciding this case, I am sure
" 5 | that we will not lose our perspective. |
10 . THE GOURT: Will counsel approach the bench a
o | tﬂbment,? V -

'-i_f |
2. MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honoi.
i 2 , (Whereupon, all courisel approach the bernch

23 | and the following proceedings occur at the bench outside
’ o | of the hearing of the jury:)

i . o5 THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, I am worried about your
% | reference to the Instructions about the Xvs.

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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20-

21

22

24

25

26

20, 020

- tion that I have read.

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honox.
T}ﬂ:}'COURT: it is news to me.

MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, there is an instruc~

MR. BUGLIOSI: No.
it was a slitting of the throat.

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



20,021

20b=1 THE COURT: There is mo such instruction, Mr.
Kanarek. |
. ' 1f you want te a‘iﬁgue it, go ahead and argue
o it, buk don't tell the jury that I am going to give them
. such an instruction because I have no intention of giving
them such an ingtructioﬁ.

MR. KANAREK: Well, there is an fnstruction.
ey " . THE COURT: If you want to tell them that you were
. | mis,t'aken" about that, go shead. That is the reason that I
' called you up here, to give you a chance to back out of

10 .
it gracefully if you want to.

1L

| MR. FITZGERALD: Maybe we ought to move to #trike
12

Qfficer Gutierrez's testimony with réspect to the X's placed |
<13 . _
. | on the defendants' foreheads immediately after Charles

14
, Mangon placed it on his head.
15

ME. KANAREK: That's right. That 1s in the record.

16
’ MR. FITZGERALD: If your Honor isa't going to give

7
Z an instruction om it, maybe it is immaterial and irrelevant.
18 :

THE COURT: Nobody has asked for such an instruction.

- MR. KANAREK: But it is in evidence.
‘ MR. KAY: But the Court isn't going to give an
21 .

. " imstruction on it. That is the thing,
22
1 (Whereupori 211 counsel return to their

® 'reapective places at’ coun:sel table and the following

24
| proceedings cccur in open court within the presence and

, : » hearing of the Jury) L. T v
K ‘ . 26 . . ) . : * - B
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‘18 in evidence before us, that. the pext day -there appeared

;or not there is a jury instruction covering that.

concerning this alleged movement by Mr. Manson of his hand

-80, Mr¢ Bugliost, of course, has the last -- the prosecution

¥ W o e 1
bl Jaafoudand T ‘LU’ Ly
hd

MR KANAREK‘ Officer Gutierrez testified concerning
a aertain alleged mcwement that Mr. Manson allegedly made.
He then testlfied, and it is in evidence, it

these X's. That is, at a certain time after there was an
X bylﬁx;.Manson, the gifls'élso apéeéréd‘in court with an
X, which all of us undoubtedly saw.

Now, the question revolves itself around whethex

There is going to be a jury instruction to you

when Linda Kasabian was on the witness stand, and we feel
that Mr. Bugliosi is going to argue concerning the X on the
fqrehead

Mr ‘Bugliosi is going to argue domination.
That means that there ig some kind of a == that this shows,
I donit kncw, some kind of a robot: effect, what he hasg
-calied,.a‘robgt or automaton effects,

In any event, those of us that ate on the
jury are the ones to decide whethet or not this ﬁas any
significance in cpnnection with the matters'that are before

the Couxt as far as the trial is‘concerned.

I am sure that Mr. ‘Bugliosi will argue that,

has the last argument. We agnty foretell exactly what
the prosecution is going to say. But we feel that based

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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f. now, we -feel that’ th&s is’ what they will say.
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upon-what Mr. Buglgnsi and the prosecution has done up ta
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- Now, as fto whether or not this jury instruc~
tion, as to whether or not the jury instruction that yotut
are going to get cévers that domination, so-~called, or not,
that will be tp to you to decide.

8o, there will be a jury instruction in
connection with thiéfélleggd.movement by Mr. Manson,
'wheﬁ,LingngaséEidg.was on the witness stand.

.1 volume 108-at page 12,340,
I think Lif we 1o¢k-ét;thia-testimony we come

t ‘ ' ‘I

tofthe conclusion that the prosecution is testifying in
this case. ' ’ ‘ o
Beginning at Lline 10: A
"o, BY MR, BUGLIOSI: How long a period of
time, Juan, did you know Charles Tex Watson?
"L Over a year. .
n Was that at Spahn Ranch and then up
at the desert?” |
Nows; who H--when that answer, "Yes" comesg in
by Mr. Flynn, is that Mr. Flynn talking or is that the
prosecution talking or is that the lawyer for the

prosecuﬁion testifying?
Thixs is the next question:

t At Meyers Ranch?
"a Yas.,

R Barker Ranch?

). Yes,

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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"n How would you describe Tex Watson?

THE WITNESS: Tall, slim, quiet, like that."

Now, I think that we have a right to considexr
this téstimony and compare it with other prosecutiom
witnegses.

Picture ourselves, say that we were on the

witness stand, we were mot in this trial as a witpess;

" why would we pick out the word "quiet" to describe Tex

" Viatson, if we were not robots and had not been programmed

by the prosecution?
~Why would a witress who is independent pick

" out and'séy that Mr. Watson iswquiet?

That is something for us to consider. Maybe
it is meaningless. Maybe it doesn't mean a thing.

But when witness after witness gets up there
and testifies to how guiet Tex Watson was, I think that
we can suspect that this has been suggested to them
because it is a2 characteristic ~- it is a -~ I'm sure’
the pxosécution will have something to say abouf this,
but what are the probabiIities, what is the statistical
chance that anyone of a groﬁp of peoéle discussing a

particular person independEntly would come up and say that

| this person is quiet?

;, ; wa, maybe he is. Maybe.Tex Watsan is that

q“iEEs*I doni' & kuow, But -1 thidk itts a factor -- again,
standing alone it 15 4 factor‘that is meaningless.

'
h
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) But when witnesgs after witness safé that,

’ﬁe think that it is something that should be congidered
because it means -- it means that the brosecﬁtion has
spoken to those people and programmed these people to

x-'éome to tﬁis courtroom and get acikoss some kind of g “m
some kind of a retarded IQ of minus 99 about Tex Watson.

| I mear, this is the ‘danger. This is the
daﬁger. This is the-danger that this kind of interrogation

. leads us to unless —- unleds we stand back a little bit

imf:“and kake a look at it and mee 1f we can trust it.

u f. "THE WITNESS: Tall, slim, quiet, like that."

12 Aftexr he is asked "How would you déscribe

B | Tex Watson?®

i Then by Mr. Bugliosi: -

m . "q  He did not talk much?
15 ' ~+~ "&  No, he did not talk much.
w . R ] Axound August, September and October of
18 | 1969“-~ thlS is M. Bugliosl going on to the top
S of page 12, 341 )
‘:20 | ‘ : “Q Around August, September and October of
2 i'a"{”x\ 1969 did you notice any difference in hig behavior?
2, -7 s Yés. oL
“423%: : - "é What'éifference did you notice?
%f S "A. Well ) he-was peppier, you know, he was
B} snappy; he was sharp, you.know, he was -~ he just
2% moved fast, you know.’ %ff;f
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comesg firét ~= zemember Mr.'Flynn was asked and he gaid

20,028
t : :

“éou know,:he—moﬁéd fagt, you knﬁw, he
ran up in front of the. Spabn Ranch, you know,
pop his chest out, put his shorts on, you know, and
he wag real pepby,'ycu know,
SRS He was acting diffcrent in August thaib
he had previocusly? | |
4 He acted‘mgxe vivid.
Un  Moxe vivid?"
And sgain it is interesting that Mr, Flynn,

who doesn*t know the difference whether June or July

"What comes first, June or July?" |

| He uses the word, vivid. It is not &4 big.
point, but I think the word vivid indicates a very good, a
very exten31ve and a vety in depth knowledge of tha Engllsh
lqnguage. '
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used by someone who was just learning the language.

19697

i

: that

| MTHE WITNESS: More nervous, did you say?

nervo

when
Like
time
- then
‘ out,

‘Aﬁd ;,nqticed His eyes, you know.

all of a sudden, poof, you know, and he is

"givid" is a kind of word that would not be

"0 More vivid?

“ﬁ Yeah,

o More lively?" -- by Mr. Bugliosi --
"5 More lively, yes, more hurry.
' More hurry?

F:\ More hurry,

Y You moticed this change iﬁ August of

A

"A . Yes. (Witness makés guttuxal sogﬂd.)

1

Mo , He seemed.to he more neivous around

period of time?® = -
After some colloquy. S

Mo BY MR. BUGLTOSI’ Yes;‘
A Well I guess you could say he was
us.,
"I can say that he was nervous, you see,
I know -~ it waé jusﬁ‘change, you know, it's
you have a man that does something all the
naturally, you know, as T watched him,.and}

ybu know; he is moving afoun& and, you know.

"o Prioy to August, you séy -- well, you
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"gay; he was kind of a quiet individual, is that
cortect? _ o

"A Yes.

g Was be a little more slow moving than
prior to August?.

"A Prior to August -- ,

"Well, I noticed this when he was peppy,

_ you know. I know the eyes, you know, and == but

before he was just Tex, you know.
= : “Q" Would you describe him ge kind of an
deaq; going fellow?
“A' ) Oh, yeah, an easy going fellow, you

‘kaow, you know, a4 big smile, blue eyes, something

L3 A

1ike Ehat.u ST

Y

And next we come to the thema of Tex Watson's

. 3
‘o P

| "G What did you obgerve him do most of
the time at Spahn Ranch?" v
And of coi.zrsé the gquestion after an objection:
| "MR. BUGLIOSI: You may answer the question,

Juari, \

"A  Well -- well, what I saw him doing?

"Q  Yes.
LY Fixing dune buggies and doing mechanical

.. work, you know,

) Did you ever hear Mr. Manson tell Mr.

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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“Watson to fix the dune buggies?

"A  Yes, he wanted Mr. Watson to fix one
dune Buggy. that he wanted made for himself,

'y For Mr. 'Ma;:tson? '

"A  For Mr. Mapson, you see, he said if
any‘body e¢lse wanted a dune buggy, they could go get
a dune buggy

"n  You heard Mr. Manson tell Mr, Watson
to fix the dune buggy, then?

"a Well, he wanted Mr. Watso;l to fix the
dune buggy,

o] " For him? _

| "A . Yesy for‘himg ‘and if anybody else, you
see, they were going to do an experimental motor,

‘and then they were going to use this for Mr. Manson,

you see, and if anybody else wants a dune Buggy,

" they can go gét another dune buggy for themselves,
you know, . 4

*q . Did Mr. Manson tell Mr, Watson to fix

4 dane buggy for hin?

",A Well, when they started getting the dune
buggies one nigh!; we put thig one in the saloon.

'Q Well do you rememb - when Mr. Mengon

fold Mrx. Watson t:o fn.x the dune buggy? When was
. that?

A I canr;ot recall the date. He told Mr.

CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES
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Watson, and Mr. Bruce Davis, to fix the dune bugey,
. you know, them too.
. . . "o What did you obgerve Mr. Watson do after
‘ ' 1-!1:. Manson told him to f£ix the dune buggy?

YA Well, I didn't stick around, you kg_ow,
I d:Ldn't 1ike dune buggies. ’

& ‘7; o iin] pid’ y{m. ever hear Tex Watson tell Mr
‘a . Manson to do anything? o B T
{ C T A Nt Cote T

~ Now; when we looked,att' that little bit of

. | :
s . o d .o )
" evidence, doeg 1t have any significance or is it mesningless,|

nm

5 | OF eam we say that from this for ipstance, that the présecu~ |

Sl

s 1 tion is doing the testifying?

. - ' Which way 1g it? I8 Mr. Watson =~ in other

1 words, what we have to do in this case, in connection with

z i Mr. Watson again, we have to decide whether or not Mr.
. | Watson is in fact the Zombie, the robot, the automaton
1 £ls. s | that the prosecution would have us believe that he is.
b 21 fle. |
8 20
. )
| 2 )
B
. 2% |
@ % |
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21-b-1 Maybe he was, maybe he was.

Can we determine it ~~ can we determine it from
. : i what the prosecution has pubt on here?

Can we by hearing these witnesses repeat the
| prosecution's viewpoint, have the witnesses repeat the

prosecution's theme that Mr., Bugllosi enunciated to somé
| extent 1n‘ﬁ;s final summation?

LU
-]

£1 29
®

e . Can we have the certalnty that Mr., Watson is a
' | robot? |

_Now, wé have had the behavioral scientlsts come .

n |
'to the courtroom.

o .
We have had Dr., Skrdla and we have had Dr, Deering.

ﬁow, if the prosecutlon contends that these people were
. “ j: Irobots, thet Mr, Manson had.this hold over them, where is the
~ |expert testimony to prove it?
% . Certainly if Dr. Deering and Dr, Skrdla, or
.‘1ﬁiequi€alent, whoever it might be, whatever thevpsychiatrist

_w}pr'the‘psychalogiat; whatever behavioral sclentist -~ whoever

.. whatever type he may be, were brought to this courtroom,
19 ‘

L and took the witness stand, and if there was some kind of
: 20 .
" asking of this person, after the foundatlon was lapid, evén a
21
= -]

serson that is schooled in hypnosls, whatever it might be,
22

0

1f that person came to this QOurbrbom and there was some kind
23

¢f testimony aboubt the conduet of the individuals at the
2 |

Apahn Ranéh and such witrness testlfied, then we would have

_ omething to taik aboub,
2% . ,

rn

25

i
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11

£

?u& what the proﬁécution is relying on in

A

. conneét;On.with Mr., Watson 15 -~ ggain,'theyJare appealing
1 to ouriﬁreiudicea becausé of the fact that seven pebplé

| passed away and becguge'g; the fact‘that the prosecution

I wants, for some unGodiy‘feaSon; wants & resuld in this case

-irrespective of the evidence, whate?er.

They want t¢ convince us that Mr. Watson is thils

kind ‘of person with just -- just those witnesses parroting

what the prosecution has programmed them to, in the

| prosecution talking to a wifnessa

Now, the progecution is going to tell us 1t 1s
okay for lawyers to dlscuss mabbers with witnesses, and we

certainly subscribe to that, that lawyers should talk to

‘witnesses.

is
But then, what the evidence/depends upon the

lawyer who 1s asking the question, and if the prosecution

1:1 chooses to ask questions that glve meaningless answers, if

the prosecubtlon chooses to ask questions whereby they are

" }leading and suggestive questions, whereby they are questions

{ that the answer ls obvious, we might. Just/well turn 4t over

‘and let the prosecution take the witness stand and tell us

the way it really was,

Because, this thing -- In our ordinary 1i£e, I

24';don't know, whatever we may. do, let's say that we are in

. persgnnel work, or whatever type Qf work that we are in,

1 let's say we were discussing a certain person; is 1t

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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conceilvable -~ would we, apart from this trial, be willing

Lo accept, based on the evidence presented to us here, would

‘we be willing.to-aggéﬁblﬂﬁ. Watson ag being a zomby?

K

" In other:words, forget any kind of psyechiatric

-approaéh, anﬁ'kind;ofzapprqach based on any sclence whatsoevey)

and just will we be wiliing ﬁo say that-M}. Watson would do

.| the bidding of Mr, Manspn? S

T

_ Is it veasonable? Is it rgésonaﬁle?;

This 1s something that we ‘are golng to have to
declde, because lfr, Bugllosi, and the prosecution, have
stated that Mr; Watson was a zomby,

Now, I think we can make an equation here. I
think we cdan make an equation with Linda Kasabian.

Now, there is no reason to expect that Linda

Kgsabian was less or more of g zomby than the other people,

1'There is no-reason,

Linda Kasabian, and we will point that out in the

: { ,
transcript, I'm sure all of us remember 1t, she sald on
{ eross—examination, she sald that she was -~ what she was

'doing she was doing freely and voluntarlly on her own.

Ve will be able to quote chapter and verse on

that in the transcript. That is why we &8sk that we consider

| bhe transcript,

Now, if Linda Kasablan was operating freely and

| voluntarily, She sald this on a number of occasions, she

Iwould say that she gave lip service to bthis aboub some kind

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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7

" of attitude she had toward Mr, Manson but then, if on
[ Innumerable octaslons she sald she was operating freely and

| voluntarily --

Now, what does that mean?
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1 prosecution has denoimtinated as their star witness,
{ supposedly as to Linda Kasablan's conduct than we have as to
.‘tarily, she says, certainly Mr. Watson wes operating freely

| and voluntarily which mesns that there just i3 no - there

| Just s nOazombyalike attitude on the part of Mr.Watson in

0 Tthis ease.

'first came to the Spahn Rangh,

| colloquy between Mr, Bugliosi and witnesses bto show that

|Mr. Flynn concerning the word program:

Again, if the English language megns what 1t says,
she was operating freely and voluntarlily. 'That is what the

Now, we have more depth, we have more insight

Tex Watsonis, and if she was operating freely and volun-—

" Ve think that ‘it is a pheposterous: contention.
Mr. Watson and Linda Kasablan are certainly

equated. They operatéd.¥0getﬁeﬁ¢‘ She met him when she
There 1is nothing here except thie king of

Tex Watson was a puppy dog.

Now, at Page 12,393 we have dilscussion by

g B Y MR. BUGLIOSI: When did you first *
hear the word 'program,' Juan?
- TA THE WITNESS: When I first got up
to the ranch. |
g Spahn Ranch?
"4, Yes,
"q . Who did you hear the word fprogram'
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w o

"{rom?

YA, From Mr. Manson and members of the
Fmily? | |

e 'bid Mr. Manson ever tell you what

the word 1program"mgant? '
| "IHE WITNESS: . Well, programmed --
"MR, BUGLIOSI: You can answer that yes or
no .
"Did he ever tell you what the word !'programmed!
meant, Juan?
, YA Yes.. *
;”?g_' . hﬂen did he tell you thix?
A, He told me that & 1et or times you

know, since he first got up there.

"Q Do you remembeﬁ who wag present
during these conversations when he discussed

the word 'program! with' ycu?

"4, Oh, there was members of the Family
‘there,

hQ ‘Do,you remember the speelfic Ilndividuals
present? |

A, Most of them, you know., Most of the

members of the Family were, you know, at one time
or other, you know, when he spoke of these words,
of ‘program,’

"Q What did he say 'program' meant?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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WPHE WITNESS: Well, 1t was, you know,
whéf he was taught by soclety or the system,
the upcoming, the upbrlnging of the children,
you see, of the scotvlety or a system, you see,
you know, like schools and churches and, you
kriow, all these things that led $o inhibitioms,
you know, and stuff like thai,

| "Q What about parents?

"4, Parents, too, you know.

"q He mentioned parents?

", Yes., Parents have the power to
early

program thelr children at a very/age to go to
school, you see, and thls program conslsted of,

LY

you know, the progitam tq have the children
giving their consent or accept a society or a
s&sﬁém that was approved by their-parents, you

}

see, ™

Now, thié gsﬁthe kiﬁd;of th%ng,thaf we hear on
discussion programs, on péleviéion, on radiq, and read in
;national publications rOr‘éhe‘lasE'rew;yédré or 380,
Our children, somehow or other, regardless of

all the materialism and all the number of refrigerators we
have, there are some children who are willing -- who want €0 i
: leave all this materisilsm for whatever the rgason may be |

and go out é,nd become nomadic axd live in communes,

Now, what kind of inferences, what kind of
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inferences do you have to make to use thils kind of evldence

"o convict someone of murder?
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12

2 |

. How many inferences do you have ta make?
The theory of evidence is that evidence is put in becauge
it is zelevant and it has materiality. That is the most
rud:.mentary and basic xeason for evidence coming before us.
This is not a debating society that e have in |
this courtroom.. It is supposed to prove so,mething.
’Néw," the - -prosecution has to put some kind of
relevance on thils, and the releﬁfance defies the imaginatian. |
"o pid Mr. Manson ever mention the wm:d
unprogramed to you?, L AT .
"THE WETNESS: Yes.
"What did he tell you unpzogré:ﬁméd
meant?"
. The question was slightly changed after going
to the bench. o -
"o M. Flynn, do.AyGl,‘l remember when Mr,
Man’son discussed unprogramming with you?"
©  This is at page 12,399.
"He discussed that. He brought up the
subject a lot of times, you know.
| "Well, did he discuss unprogramming
around the same time that. he spoke of programming?™
There is a real question‘for you.
"Did he discuss unprogramming arcund the |
game time that he spoke of programming?
" "Well, I wonld usu;ally bring a point

" CieloDrive.Com ARCHIVES
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"out, you know, and he would bring & point out,
H .

you know, and talk about it like.® ‘

Then he is. interrupted in whatever he is sayiug'

;oo
y

“The next quesfioﬂfﬂ

"Rithout going into the conversation
now, Juan, we are kryinmg to determine when, approxi~
mately, when Manson spoke to you about unprogramming?'

"Well, in the conversations that he |
brought up programming.

"All right,

"So, the unprogramuing talk came up
in the samc conversaticn when he was talking about
programmlng?

“Yes, yes. _

"2nd he mentioned unprogramming many
timesj is that correct?

"Yéa.

YDuring the period that you were at
Spahnt Ranch?

"Yes.

YAnd again, Juan, you dom’'t remember

i exactly'who was present during these converaations?
"Yes.
" ¥hat did Mr. Manson say about

unprogramming?
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word "ego"is part of sort of cur vocabulary. ALL of us,

| and how ego is so important, and whatever.

""THE WITNESS: He said that, you know, to
unprogram yourself you have to get rid of all
the ego, you know,

‘o Ege?

M4 Ego, you know. All the waﬁts, you

knaw. That you had to g:.ve up your mother and u
father, you know, and get rid of all the fi.nh:l,‘bz.tions, '
you know, and just blank yourself out.”
Now, in conmnection with that, from what little
we may know concerning whatever we have had to do with

PTA programs or public health programs, or whatever, the

from time to time, have heard this word used, bandied abeut,
people talking about their snalyste or their psychiatrist,

— CieloDrive:comARCHIVES
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| sations were going on,

Now, this is the kind of language that 1ls being
used to try to say that Mr, Manson is responslble for what

happened at the Tate and La Biaﬁca resldences, the

| implicatlion or the idea being that because of the

dliscussiong of programming—unprogramminga ego, or whatever it

may be with these people, whatever it may be, that this is

,ISbme kind of domination.

Well, if this is domination, every school

| teacher in this country, any group where this kind of conver-

satlion existed, would have some Kind of culpabllity or

responsibility fof what people in the class may or may not

,.have done.

‘The guestion is: Is this kind of conversation,

- is this kind of conversatlon the kind of conversatlon that

{ makes someone criminally culpable?

That is what we have to decide in this courtroom.
The fact of the matter is, there ls nothing here
that evenh tles it down to the two days, let alone the

| specific Ineldents involved here.

There ie nothing that says that these particular °

l

Nothing'whatsoever.
Mr, Flynn doesnﬁt even remember the tine,
But even if he did, -~ let's gssume they took place on the

day that Sharon Tate passed away e would that prove any kind

Y
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of opriminal culpability on the part of Mr. Manson?
If it does, then, we are all in trouble,

If it doesg, then any one of us, 1f this kind of

| evidence can be used apalinst us and we are charged with

murder, then it would be dengerous to talk, it would be

| danigerous to speak your mind.

And if we look at it In perspective at a time

when Mr, lManson 1s tled up with Stephanle Schram the way he
‘was tiled up with her, this js, for instance, something to

conslder,
We don't even know when theése conversations
accurred.
"Did Mr. Manson say how to accomplish this
unprograming?® ‘
Well, I am sorry I stated that, The Court
sustailned an objection to that question.

So, agaln, we.haVe a siftuation wherein the

| evidence against Mp. Manson ls evidence that has to do with -

the kind of discussion, the kind of discussion that goes on
in our world day in and day out.

I mean, we have all partaken of this kind of

conversation, whether 1t 1s in a club or whether it is

having lunch; We all have had this kind of talk,

THE COURTx ° ' We will adjourn at this time, Mr, Kanavek.
o Ladies an&‘gentiemen, do not ‘converse with any~

one or form or express any opilnlon concerning the case

R ‘: [
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untll 1t is“finally submitted to you,

~a

T e %durn,;(will adjourn until 9:00 a.m,

tomorrom. morning.

{iihorsupor, ef ¥:29 p.m., the Court was in

o

| recezs uritdl “Tuedday S Tonuary 5, 1970, at 9:00 a.m.) .

Nyl

Pl i

Y

~

"CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES





