i

MR. BUGLIOSI

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT NO. 104

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, \

VS

CHARLES MANSON, SUSAN ATKINS,
LESLIE VAN HOUTEN, PATRICIA KRENWINKEL,

e

-

REPORTERS'

HON. CHARLES H. OLDER, JUDGE

Plaintiff,

Defendants.

DAILY TRANSCRIPT

Tuesday, January 5, 1971

APPEARANCES 2

For the People:

For Deft. Manson:
For Deft. Atkins:
For Deft. Van Houten:

For Deft. Krenwinkel:

VOLUME 161
PAGES 20,047 to 20,192

VINCENT T. BUGLIOSI,
DONALD A. MUSICH,

STEPHEN RUSSELL KAY,
DEPUTY DISTRICT ATTORNEYS

I. A. KANAREX, Esq.
DAYE SHINN, Esq.

RO I RER X R
MAXVELL KEITH, Esq.
PAUL FITZGERALD, Esqg.

JOSEPH B. HOLLOMBE, CSR.,
MURRAY MEHLMAN, CSR.,
O0fficial Reporters

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES

) No. A253156



kS

10

1m |
2 |

B .

14

15’:

16

YA

18

T 1w

21

231 -

%

25

%

20047

‘the jury.

- wag ‘involved, there ig actualﬂ.y only one instruction,

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 1971
9:15 otclock a.m.
t >(The following proceedings were had in open
coprt, all jurors being present; all counsel with the
eicepﬁion of Mr. Hughes ére présent; the defendants are
physically absent from the courtrooms: )
- THE CQURT: All counsel and jurors are present.
| You may centinue, Mr. Kanarek.
. MR. RANAREK: Yes, your Honor.
. Good morning, ladies and gentlemen of the
jury. |
| The first thing that I would-like to do, if
1 may, is discuss a jury instruction that the Court is |
going to give ug, which we alluded to yesterday and, not
having seen the transcript from yesterday's proceedings
yet, but it may well be I was in error in'wh'at 1 told

If I stated tl:iat there were two instructions

concern:tng matiers wberein Mr, Mansonf s in-gourt conduct

) There are two bits of evidence, hut actuall‘y
only one i-ﬁstruction is inwglved, and that instr‘ur’:tio‘n‘ is
going to be in effect that evadence that a defendant :
attempted to suppress evidence against himse]‘.f may be
considered by you in comnection with the ali*ega‘t:;.on of
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-2 | consclousness of guilt.

s . And of course, that iz a blt of evidence like
5 | any other evidence:. The Court is golng to instruct 'élong

4 | that 1ine, and we will come to that testimony of Officer

5 | Gutierrez concexning a certain movement that Mr. Msmson

p : allegedly made with his physical body, with his hand or

% ., | hends.or the upper portion of his body when Linda Kassblan
G - 8 | was on the witness stand. - ,
o | . The other aspect of it has to do with -- there

1w | was evidence, but I don't believe that there is a jury
o | instruction in connection with that evidence, that is, do

12 particular jury instruction.

3 | The evidence that we were referring to is
: . 14-‘ | this natter of the X on the forehead.
s | Again, those of ys that are oo the jury are

'15 the ones to ultimately de::ide the fact: what evidence has

i_‘, I the digaity of fact and the prosecumon will argue that:

18 thete is, from this mark of the X, that Mr, Gutiaxxez stated
y 19.' :‘ the next day the female defendants had X's on their -

2. filg. | foreheads, this is scme kind of a domination.

i

& R T AL,

'24‘ 3
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Well, 1if people have a similar phllasophy of life,

if people are Demoerats, Republicans, or whatever, if

| they do similar things, does that mean that any one
| particular person is dominating the people who do things

similarly?
This is, again, for the jury to decide.
A pergon may Influence people In connection with

one'aspeet of life and it doesn't mean that the persdn is

{ influencing these people in connection with murder or

conspiracy to commit murder,

We ail, in 1ife, are responsible for our own

| actions, The grestest ¢ruteh in the world is for us to

blame another person or to blane zomeone else or to blame

I an organization, This is common to all of us, We rational-

dze and we 100k for some kind of an excuse for ocur own

 shortecomings.

S0, how mych domination does it take for some-
one {0 be responsible for some aother person's acts where
these acts amount to murder?

Agaln, we believe that Lf there was any such

‘| behavior, that we would have had expert testimony here to

show that kind of domination.
Excuse me Jjust a moment,

Speaking abotit domination, maybe we ought to

justice, and I, really, I think that we could make a great

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| argument that lawgers have too much of &4 play in the court-.

room, It is Just the naturé'of ;ﬁiﬂgs, but lawyers
participate too mych and ‘sometimes we lose sight of what
really should be going on in the courtroom,

Now, we suggest that the prosecutlion has domin-
,gted,theée witnesses. ‘ ‘

I don't know if the word "robot! or "automaton;"‘

is the correct word or not, bﬁt when we have this kind of

testimony that we are going to allude to now in this

| transcript, can we say that the witness was testifying,

or can we say, In view of the progecutliont's opening state-

12' ment, in view of what we know the prosecution viewpoint te

be, can We say that this is the wltness testifying?

I am now at Page 11,839 in Volume 103, in which

Mr, Buglliosi states at Page -~ well, beginning -~ he begins

back -~ let's 36 back to 11,838 to get the context.
| "What dld Mr. Manson say plgs were?

WTHE WITNESS: ﬁo 1 answer?

WTHE COURT: Yes,

“THE WITNESS: Plgs were anything that
carried or gave the consent to support a system,
the establishument, you see.

"Yere they white people or black people?

"They wers the whife people,

"lom-Tom's were the black people that
married whlte people,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES




2a

[

10

11

12
3
u |
15
6 |-

17

:ig

19 |

20

21 q.

2 |

8

%

20,051

' "DpAd HMr, Manson say that Tom-Tom's were

black people who Mapriéd wiiite pevple?

"Yes,

E——

~ CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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"Did he éay where these white people,
these ﬁigs, lived?
‘ "They lived in dead bins or tombstones.
- "Dead bins?
"Yes,
. "This was the tombstones, the symbols,
The houses re;resent the tombstones, you know,
and the dead bins 1s the place where they laid
their bodles in there %o dle, or whatever they
ﬁexe trying to accomplish, you know,
npag Mﬁl Menson ever talk about a black-
white war?"
And then Mr. Flynn comes up with an answer; .
- "Yes. And he related 1t to heélter skelter.”
That is M¢, Flynn's answer,
Well, what we have to decide is: Is Mr, Fiymn

testifying? Can we rely upon Mr. Flynn's testimony being
‘the testgmony of Mr, Flynn? Or is the testimony of Mr, Flynn -
| & mere redo of what Mr. Buglios) has suggested to him when
'he saysx  "And he related it to helfer skelter“?

That particular answer was stricken by the

| Court and the jury was admonished to disregard ib.

fSo, we are not discussing it now from the standpoint of

offering 1t as evidence, but only ta show how it affected
Mr. Flynn's state of mind, - .~
Then we go over to 11 84p ‘where Mr, Bugliosi

** 7. CieloDrive.cCOmARCHIVES
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- Flynn, and answer the question,” then Mr, Bugliosi says at .
| Page Il,BhO.

16

Bsays, after the court sald, "Listen to the question, Mr.

“Manson'diﬁ speak about a black~white
war? | |
"Yes. \
“Did‘he aver mentibh ﬁelter Skglter to you?
"Yes, l
"Did ne say what Helter Skelter was?
YPHE WITNESS: Yes,
"When did he say whab ﬁeltér Skelter was?
‘V"When he first told-ﬁé, this was-wheﬁ the
Beatles! record came out, you know,
"Did you see the Beatleg record?
"I heard the Bedtles' record.
"Was this in a,whité album?
"I heard the Beatles' record, you know,
They had 80 many. I cannét say whether 1t was
in a white: albumlor nqt‘"

oA
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 Flymn spesking when he spoke about the Beatles record and

witnegs are we getting the testimony of the wikness or

| Now, the question is, listening to that
colloquy betweenlthe prosecutor 4nd Mr, Flynn, is it
Mr. Flynn testifyling or is it the prosecution -teétifying?

Why would Mr. Flynn immediately in this
gontext say he related it to Helter Skelter if it hadn't
been a situation where Mr. Flynn was programmed, was
spoken to, was in fact dictated to by the prosecution in
this case? .

 Why would Mr. Flynn -~ why would Mr, Flynn

make this statement, "When he first told me thils was when
the ABeatles‘ tecord came out, you know." |

Is that Mr. Flynn ~- those pf us who are on
the juﬁy here are the ones to decide thig -~ wag that Mr.

Helter Skelter, or is that the prosecution speaking
through Mr. Flynn? ' o

It is something that we should consider in
determining whether or not; whén we get words from the

is it a charade,

Are we getting what the prosecution wishes
the witness to sayl We 'suggest that there is a coincidence
here in-view 6;5 t:hi.la prosecutionts opening statement, in |
view of the progecution’s argument, it is a ¢eincidence
which 'ghows we don't have reiiability. W_é dontt. have

reliability as f£ax as thig witness is, coric"eme:_d.f

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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This witness is making argument from the
witness stand, and the prosecution, having spoken with
this witness -~ it is ‘6.ne§ thing to speak with the witness
and discuss with.the witness and ellicit information from
the witi{,és‘s; i:h‘at is why we nust be percgptive in evaluating
the' testimony. \’ . . v

Ve must distinguish that which the witness
perceived, that ;ahich the. witxie;ss is reiating,a.;what he saw,
what he looked at and what he has been told to say.

" Although iﬁdirectiy this is what is called
programming, this is the programming, the speaking, the
congtant reiteration, and pretty scon the witness is
repeating what the lawyex, fthe intermogator, what the
spokesman foxr the prosecution wants the witness to say.

And so the jury is the one to decide whether
or not what we are saying here is so.

| Now, we have spoken"'about Mr. Flynu. On this
¢orroboration chart, now, letts 'pqt aome question marks
becatise really these are matters that the jury will decide,
as to whether or not there i% auny corroboration.

Now, let's go ko Some more pictures here and
see if there is aﬁy"corrobcration in any picture.

Here is a picture of Bruce Gregory Davis.

Now, this picture of My. Davis cleg:ly, I
think we all would agree, there is nothing corrgborative

as far as what we have, come to khow corroboration to be,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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<.
as f£ar as that plcture is concerned,
Here we have a pletuwe of part of the fence
at the Tate residence, this prosecution plcture certainly
is .pot corxoborative of anything. \
Ancther picture that is 2 proseecution picture
which merely shows the geograﬁhy and doesn't tie into
‘anything, doesn't tie any defén&ant into anything.

Here we have a picture, one of the individuals

1 reférred to as CIem, there ig Sandy, Gypsy; Squeaky,

people who are people that we hawe come Lo kncw,in this

courtroom.as paop1E'who are people that 1ived in Spahn
Rmchp o7 R * M .

Look at Sandy, Ffor instance, look at Gypsy,

look at Squeaky. I mean, they are wearing clothes --
clothes probably that is the type that most of us wear.

They seem to be == they don't look like something in the
zoo at Griffith Park.

_For whatever that might be worth, but it
certainly hgs nothing to do with corrzoboration, I mean as
far as the items we are speaking of at the present time.

| Here is a picture of Mr. Nader. Now, we get
to an intefesting aspect, an interesting aspect of
corroboratioi. .-

Thig gentleman is the gentleman supposedly
that Linda Kasablan went -- she supposedly went with Mr,

. Manson and Susan Atkins and Clgm‘and somehow or other is

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| '1 é:l.leged to have done certain things and yet is not a

g 2z |. defendant. This is the gentleman who was at the beach,

.' - 3| supposedly.

¢ ~° Now, this is not eorroboration, thir 1g not

5 corroboration because J;.her.e 1s nothing to connect Mr.

6 Mauson with this bit of evidence except Linda Kasabian.

g The lady who testified here, the lady who

8 | was the manager of the apartments, her testimony is not

9 corroborated because it does not -~ what she testified to

10 | certainly we would all agree has nothing to do with

y n | etiminal conduét; it doesntt show that anybody did anything |

3a £15. n Wrong. She merely sald a Mr, Nader lived there,

‘ B S o
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%06 her testimony.

testimony.

,:lﬁjgunder our category of 1eabher thong evidence,

- be B, leather thong.

z_Is this corroborabive?

So I think we would agree that this plcture is

1 not corroboration.

Bere 13 a pieture of Barbara Hoyt. We will get

But Barbara Hoyt -—- now,Barbara Hoyt is

| not an accomplice in this case, and wé will get to her

But certainly the pleture of Barbara Hoyt 1s

;nat'corroborative oannything as far as what we have come

| to know legal corrgboration id,

We have thls other leather thong, and that goes.
That would

Now, this -~ this 1s where we would have a,

I suppose, discussion as t0 whether or not this is

| eorroborative, whether or no%twhat we know about this

| leather thong -~ I am now speaking of People's Exhibit 75,
'would we &llow in a case, what 15 charged in this case is
‘j;before-us for discussion, whereé we have the gcapacity to
:analyze this, take a eroas-sectlion of 1t, look at it under
'apzia microscope, whatever the prosecution wanted to do with
::this, they could have done.

This is'again fox us-tb’ﬂeéide in the Jjury room,

.
L]
LS

Daes it héve any‘meaning whatsoever or 1s it

';eloquent or does. 1t apeak more eloquenbly in what was not

s o

. [ done with this thong,

We think that that speaks; that that has 3 lot'

-
5

‘CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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 more welght bthan the thong, the fact that nothing was done

with 1t, and there is no showing of any connéction between

| this thong and anything connected with kr, La Blanca.

Then we have the piceture of the beach house;, This

. i5 the house where supposedly Linda Kasablan -~ Linda

| Xasabian, where she sald this genfleman, Mr, Nader -- where

‘the lived, and I think we have an interesting inslght into

 Linda Kasabian through this part of the case because Lindg

:EKaéabiana slie says, she fook some people to thils place and
she took them to bhe wrong apartment. |

Well, 1f these peoplé are the killers that

'IAnda Kasabian would have us belleve that they were, and

| she aid thils just like taking them to the wrong apartnent,
jwhat she has done is, she has, from her -~ for the sake of

jargument let’s look at it from the prosecution vieﬁpoint,

A She has sald, "Well, no, it wasn't that
apartment." It was this apartment that she actually took
‘them to. |

Well, then, the people in that apartment are in

‘dariger of being wiped out because as far &8 the state of

22 |mind of the people are concerned that she took there, they

thought .1t was someone that should be wiped out,

"It 1s a factor to consider when we think about
J o

Linda Kasablan. P T

,Nbﬁ, here you get, I think, into an aspect of

. ... CieloDrivecOmARCHIVES
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;ﬁhe case that is most in@eresting and has to do with this
;;aspect of corroboration, and we will all remember how
:'Linda Kasablan testified that after she left the heach area
| shie wenb somewhere to a house in Mallbu -- in fact, this

f 1;.Linda.Kas€bian‘s own handwriting, you - those of ﬁ& [#)91
:'the jury may not have seen this hefore, but I am sure we &ll |

remember,

And she gpoke with people, supposedly, flesh-and-

| blood human belngs, people who would be able to, if this

Méne true, people who would be able to testlify concérnlng
Linda Kesabian's wvisit.

Again, remembering that the burden of proof is

| onn the prosecution to praove the case beyond & reasonable

doubt and to a moral certainty, this would be something

| that would be most fascinating to know about from a fact-—

I finding standpodnt . ‘ . L

Where are the people in thls house? Where?

"Certainly the people she alluded to, what she did and so

| forth, it would seem like ~- 1t would seem like these
;people could be brought to thls courtroom in order to

1 corroborate Linda Kasablan, and certainly the prosecutlon,
| the District Attorney is‘well aware of the law of

| accomplices, and the law of corroboration and all of

fthat.

30 clearly this testimony concerning this

house and thls -~ they went out and took & picture bf this

LT
.

" . CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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L
hoyse -=- clearly this does not corroborateé Linda Kasablan,

. Here is another picture, another picture of

- . i
- the same general area of Malilbu.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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' statements concerning where Tex parked the cax, and the

took in going over the fence.

picture of Mr. Sebring, which is a picture that shows
- a pleture ingide the house, .-

to taik about these pictures as it is for, I am sure, a1l

iato this is because of the emotional, the Inflammatory

" from a tactical standpoint to try and fool anybody.

4nd hexe is a picture showing Linda Kasabian's
path she says that she and the other girls and Mr, Watson

That clearly i8 not coxroborxative because of
the fact that there is nothing e: cept f.inda Kasabian's
statement ccncernlng this picture.

| . Here is & picture. These are plctures in the
house. | |

" For instange, here is a picture which is a

Now, we are %ogkiﬁg at these pictures at this
time because of the fact that thé'Iaw of corroboration is
what 1t i8. I mean, these are hard pictures to look at.
It ls not pleasant. It is equally as unpleasant for me

of us to view these pictures.
But the reason that we think that we should go. |

nature of these pictures.
We must not allow ourselves to --= whatever

trial strategy or trial tactics may be, we are not here

Vhat we are here to do is to try, according with our

rules of evidence and our law, to try to come to a just

CieloDrive.cCOmMARCHIVES
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'. verdict; and we think that the evidence in this case

clearly shows that Mr. Mangon is not guilty of anything.

We can tippytoe around this evidence if we
want to. Lf we want to, we can. But this picture is not~-
is not =~ corxoborative of Linda Kasabian in any shape,
manner or £form,

All that this picture does, it shows the

. facl: ‘that Mr. Se.bm.ng passed away.

| As a matter of fact, the detall here, the
showing of the xope and all of that, speaks eloquently
of Mr. Manson's innoéence because of the fact that there is
nothing, there is noth:.ng in this record whatsoever that
shows any kmd of planm.ng by Mr. Mardson of what this
picture purports to depict.

‘ S, I t:h:tnk that we would agree, I think we
would agree that this picture corroborates nothing.

What it does, what it does, it corroborates

the prosecutionts desire to get a convict‘.ion for reasons

that have nothing to do With guilt. .
Nowy; we have this picture also here of Sharcn

Tate, a picture which is obviously not a good picture fo

1991: at, but we are going to look at it in the jury room,

and 1 am sure all of us im the jury room are going to

diseuss it, and we are going to see whether or not it

hag anything to do with Mx. Manson's guilt.

And again, this picture, this particular

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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exhibit, PeOPle'a Exhibit 106, 18 :I.nflammatory only,

. | ‘Now, 1 dom*t know what the estimates would be
' as to how long we would be discussing this case in the juzry
room, and when you get this evidence, you get it, yoy have
it before you, and those jaictures will be there, and I am
sure that this case is going ta be decided by those of

us that are on the jury mot based on trial tactics but

- 7| based -updrg the evidence that the Court gives us and the law

that is here, the law that the Court says is the law that
10 '
. -applies.

1 : . '
'If we can view that pieture of Sharon Tate

with the same objectivity and neutrality as we view People's
. ¥ | Exhibit 116, then we are discussing the case anmalytically
¥ | and with objectivity. |

v And this, of course, this picture of the

1‘ » : ’ - *
¢ | mechanism that opens the gate, is a picture that doesu‘t

ba fls. corroborate anything concerning Mr. Manson.
18

19

L

20

21
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: 28

24

26
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bg-3 - 1} We look at these smaller pictures here, There is

s |the stepmer trunk There 1s the door Jemb, the blood,

s | Another ﬁicture of the door,. - k
: B I am now referring to People s 110, 109, 108.
5 1. & -pleture of the walkway,ifeople B 11, ‘ -
‘6 I People's 112, the inte?;or¢ |
R 3 People's 113, which ié ﬁhé’iéft;
. | 8  ', ‘ We have PeOple's 11k, which shows geography.
o | People's 115, another smaller picture of

10 [Sharon Tate.

1n 117.
'RE 118, which is the geography.
_ 13 : And 119, which shows Internal geography.
. 14 The next exhlblt that we have is People '.s‘ 122,

135 wh;eh shows -- you remember the testimony sbout People's 122
16 | s which_shdwﬂitheigfip."This is where supposedly the grip
| 7 |was found. '
N o It is interesbing, it 13 interesting because

19 :Linda Kagablan testified concerning Mre, Frykowski and what

[xd

2 |occurred outside the house, she satd,

i | : It would seem like, 1t would seem like that a
2 btype of blow -~ in other WOrds,’if'someone wes golng %o

23 jbe stunned or if someone was going to be attagked, that

24 |the person would be attacked and stunned first,

. 5| That is; the normal tendency would be to hit

-Q someone over the head with the butt of the gun in order to

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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|make them immebile.

We can certainly think that that is a possiblilisy,

and when we consider the locatlon, the finding of this

“|portion of the grip inside the house, We think that this is
' |added evidence of thg fact that yihda'ﬁasabian was inside

¢

of that house, I
Again, it is a matter fbr discusaion. Géftainl&

ctit is not an open ahd shut situation. We cerbainly are not i
}saying that argument cahnot be’ made Qn the- other side of } i“hﬁ
‘the fence, but when you consider the logation of this grip, |
1t certaihly appears, it certainly ébpaars thaﬁfif.thié'ié
| the gun‘fhat was used to hit Mﬁ. Frykowskl over the head with, |
'lthat this occurred 1néide the house, and 1t would appear, it

would appear, when we look again at the reason that Linda

| Kasablan gives for not golng into the house, when she

talks about at that instance she realized that MNr. Manson

H,ywésn't God, it would certainly appear suspect.

Here we have, in People's 120 and in 121, we
have the grip, It is very'interesting.

Excuse me just a minute while I get the gun.

Now, we have this portion of the grip. And
recognizing thet -- certainly we all agree that there is

23,;spmething missing.

Assuming for the sake of argument that this gun is

{where is the rest of the grip?
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hp.l | 1 If“ybu‘ look é.t %hé.t serew around the grip, this

. ¢ particular pdégion here, go you feel, as y0ud§1ace this

‘3 ‘together, dclj- you feel tha% this, as jou tr& o piace it

4 Back andlfor‘th, do you feel ‘tlglat" 1t is; l,fma.lterably a, portion
5 Of this gun? o I

6 ‘I don't know. ‘I’he.'f'el'were'smie 2700 é;uris,, or

7 [Ehus and so, & certain numbernof gﬁna made of fhis

s partioular type.

[Ty

9o | - Now, what the pressure ~- you see, we get in.
Em this cout-‘c;'oom,, we get items of evidence that are distilled
11 ffrom we don't know e'xaci-sly where. If yéd consilder whether
12 ézf not this particuler grip is mated w.ifth this partieular
13 “j)iece in the é;un, if you consider and just think about ‘that.
. 14 -:fox; a while, and put 1t together, énd- in‘»:egfé.te that with
' 15 Linds Kasabian's testlimony, which Is, we think, significant,
- I_GA asu’co wha‘i: she did with this gun, she says -~ remember, when
‘v |she edmég to the witness stand and tesfifies, she already
~ 13 [knows Phe posture of the evlidence., We can assume, we
19. lean assume —- we don't have the benefit of any tape
R 20  {recording so far as Linda Kasabian's interviews with the
| a1 [os Angeles Pollge Department and\.Mr. Buglliosl are concerned --":
22 [out we can assume that Linda Kasablan has been spoken $0
23 :i‘or some coﬁsidérable period of time, and it would seem
8 {:Likely‘th_at she also, it ;vfould geem re'asona-ble, that she
. " % (also has been shown this gun and been asked various

% lmatters econcerning it.
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But Linda Kasablan says she doesn't remember,
'ishe doesntt remember what happened to the gun,

Now, this is & pretty hefty item,

She vemembers throwilng out the knives, and she
'Eremembers all kinds of things, but when it comes to the gun,
she may or may not have thrown it out,

. And the reason that Linda Kasabian doesn‘t
remember is because of where she now knows this gun was
found.

It would take, when we look at the pictures of
the Weiss resldence and we consldex the road, and we
| consider that Lindsg Kasabian has already committed herself
not to stOpping particularly to—throw out this -sun, - -that i&, '
| 1f we look at her tea&imuny, there~is no place Where she “:J
| testified that she specifically stopped to ?hrqw sut the
gm. . T o
5 And for a girl of her stabire o throw oy this
‘gun and have it end up where it supposedly ended up at the
| Weiss res;dénce, thede are things that we have to think about.
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Because, you see, a gase like this, there are

| pressures.

Now, we don't know, we are not aglleging, we

a:e‘not &lléginé that this gun is a fraud and a phony. .

| What we are saying is that with the fantastie pressures that

are upon somebody, somewhere, to QEt a verdict in this
¢ase notwithstanding anything, tﬁét it is not inconceivable.

It is another factor for those of us on the
jury to talk about.

There are other Buntline revolvers, other than
the one that was allegedly at the Spabn Ranch. When we
have unlimited funds anything is possible.

e cannot smt here and say that this gun is
a fraud and a phony, but it geems to me, ltseems to me
that with all of the emphasis on this case, that there
would be some kind of microscopic studies, something to
connect this drip %iﬁh this gun. |

. % have microscopic studies that are -~ I

LS
Yo f;mgan, We all knqw what oﬁrscience 18 tdday.

“Now, certainly 3omebody anng the line -
you see, is-therg;correboration'hgre? This is the point,
you see, thig -~ ﬁhis.grip is found at the home, at the |
Tate home, and if!wgtwaik'6Vef ié;‘ﬁeiare Likely to
more ox 1e55‘~~'tﬁere ié a tendency on our parﬁ perhaps

 te take for zranted that this grip-belangs to this gun.

¥ow, I don't know, I dan't know.
I see -~ I gee here this screw, this item here
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1 hit in that direction that the screw would move in the

26
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on the gun, bent.
) Now, recognizing that this is a pilece of wood,|
I think our common sense would tell us that something has
bent this gcrew. Now, this is not very romantic; n.t is rot
a Pérry-HaSOn type of thing, but the physical force ihat:
it took to bend this screw is something that is much greater
than the bearing pressure 6’:3 this particular grips; because
it would seem like -~ it would seem like if you are going
to move metal that much, it would seem like the grip would
have been obliterated, that is, the wood, the wood would

1 | * have been more than just split.

There would have been a be'afing force which
would have crushed this wood.

" We can think about that,

‘But somehow or other, somehow or other,

| this little screw portion has been deviated at a remarkable

amount.

Now, 1f someone were hit over the head with
this weapon, and this grip just feel apart, that would be
one thing. Something has happ&ned, something has happened

. to this metal portion, this screw, which was a force,
| -which was a foree a lot larger than this, the end of thig--
the butt of this gun hitting a skull, a human skull,

‘ 4lso, why ig this screw bent in the direction
that it is bent? It would seem like d4s if something were
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= éppasite:difection if it was going to move.

‘ Agaxn, thls all is a.matter of burden of
proof, reasanable doubt.

Is thare somathang here -~ is there something
here - is it gust a lawyer talklng or -- withogt any
basis in fact.—* or is there somethxng of sdbstance’thare?
Well, that is what we bhave to decide of this case, these
kinds of queétions;'

' It is very very unusuai ~- it is very very
.ﬁnusual, and as you look at this, as you look at this
weapon xt is hard to fmgure ouk. .

Certainly the elements are not gclng.to move
it that way. You cannot ‘gay that being out in the brush
could have moved it'=-- the scxeﬁ'here'is movegble, it
goes up and &eﬁn,'so it could mot have been too rusted.

When you txy to fit this into this gun, that
is; the rest of this gun, and tij to meke it méte, you
have some difficulty as you twist this screw around o
try to do it. |
' Now, if you take this screw off amd put this

piece xnight here, you've got to remember that~a£ some time

. this partictlar little item was on the gun at the time

that this plece of the grip was on the gun.
The only thing that we can suggest ig that

in deciding this case, maybe that is one of the things you

talk about as to whether or not this gun Is in fact a gun
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. this ‘*prec'isé gur 1s not the gun -Involved, then of course

chair ot close to the chair, certa:m‘ly.

V’\J"’lﬂ

that: h;si's adything to do with the case, because before we
¢an talk about corroboyation we must first -~ we must
,f_irst'la:;;‘.'the foundation, so to spegk, that this gun has
got anything to do with it. |

" Because -if this gun is not the gun involved,

we* cannot use it fox anything, and there are some quegtions
as fo the use of this gun and p:n.eces.

I Would seem like - it mould geem llke,
as you look at this, that everyﬁhing~wouid fall apart.

In other words == in- other wordg, when you
1ook at these pleces here, it would seem like all the
pieces would be there at the same place un&erneath that

Vhy drentt the other pleces there?
‘Obviously these two eshibits do not £i11 up
the whole space. Why aren't the other pleces somewhere
in theé vieinity of that chair‘é
' Cert:ainly the Tate residence was gone over
with a fine tooth comb. You don't see these other pléces
near that chair. -
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»Igi;a-wgaith bgldefail on trivis in thig’caSé. I mean, cer-
-. 16

R

15|
L;m |glven to us in greath depth $hdt don't have any real |

éfffsignificande. ThHey don't really tell us anything,

24

2%

| wateh; you heard the tesﬁimony abqut his oar, And that *
| certainly does not corroborate anything as ‘far as eny ‘

| eriminal 11ability 4s goncermed. i | ;- 'iu ,‘»;_" ?;"

). this picture 1s, but this is Peoplets 136, I cannot.
' vepresent what it is. I don't recall this particular picture.

;‘corrobonate anything as far as “eriminal 1iability goes,

18 the end of & communication wire that was testified to,
| That cértainly is not corroborativa,éf any criminal

7ta1n1y’-ﬁ~Godlknqws‘I’m not.éapg_reeorder, 1 have gone over
”the'evidenpe.éhd so forth, some of these things don't stieck

- ‘in your~min&, but 1t is trivia.

C ey fbeing cut, sure that's i1mporfant, but %o go into & great

grip of the gun,

“jcounts of murder and a count of cohspiracy; it would seem %o

we have —- this 15 People's —— here ls the

s
.+ '
R | «

Another pleture of the gédgraphy 1 forget what

‘Here is People's 123, this vertainly does not

Thiz 18 & pieture of the house -~ oh, yes, this

1ability.
' It is kind of detailed, this is what -« we have

‘There are great - there are —- things are

" Now, sure, 2 couple ©f plotures of the wire
detail concerning'that and not connect up -~ gonneet up the

After all, there 1s an allegation here of seven
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| was eut,. This iz People's 127,

4; me —- it would seem to me that the sclentific evidence we
| vent is pome kind of a connection between what is found at
| the Tate house-and'what is found.au the Welss residenae.

| It would seem 1ike’ﬁhat would'be something to close in on,

But no, We kave all kindg of evidence all kinds¢

‘ of picbures.-

Here 1s anothex pictpra or'this where the wire

. . '4 . i ..
More detall concerning thé wire in ‘connection

Ioszith thé\wire‘inside of the é&t8;

More connectlon of the wire inside of the gate.

Cerfainly thet one picture with the wire -- with

m"the wire coming down would tell us that the wilres were

jeut. I mean, I'm sure somebody would say these wlires were -

To have this kind of emphasis gives it a syn-

., |theble =~ a synthetlc appearance of veracity.

Another picébure of that front house, of the

And anotheér picture of the wire, another plcture

" {of the wire, another picture involving the wire, People's

w 135

St1l11 another one concerning the wilre, and

another one concerning the wilre, People's 135,

1
Another plcture concerning the wire; here 1s
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Now, we come tao -~ here is the watch, and

| this watch, 1s 1t corroborative -~ is 1t corroborative in

1 any way of anything Linda Kasdblan has ever sald?

1 am sure we agree that 1t is rnot,
Now we come t0 something, People's 140, Here is

a. plcture that shows the knlife. This is Linda Kasablan's

1 knlfe which is embedded -~ which was found embedded in the

| chair. This 18 the correct way to look at the picture.
' Now, when we look at this knlife, as we have said,

| this knife does not have any blood on it, There iz no blood

{on this knife, There is no question but what this knlfe,

‘based upon the prosecution's own evidence, was found inslde
- the house. r
Linda Kasabian tells us that, and I think it is
fDanny De Carlo who also menﬁioned about Linde Kasablan and

the knife, no question,.this knife has been with Linda

;7 | Basablan fbﬁ'a long, 1long period of time.

W% have a situation where Linda Kasabian carried

A

19

.25

26

this knire ‘with hep everywhere she went’ She tells us =-
:she tells us that she gave this knife to Susan Atkins,

S Do we belleve that? Do we believe -~ d0 wWe belleve that?

Or does Linda Kasablgn know at %the time she 18
- on the witness stand, does she know thét the‘knife has
been found inside the house? ‘

Linda Kasablan under no circumstances wants to

. be inside of that house, as far as testifying in this court-

; room 1s concerned, so Linda Kesablan tells us what she has
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| Atkins,

viewpelnt in this c¢ase, Susan Atkins, if you belleve what
| the prosecutiion says, had some active part in these

| proceedings.

{ blood on the knife that Susan Atkins supposedly had?

‘responded to was & feellng of fedr for her friend, Mr.

13 [Mrs Watson, went inslde of this house,

|
‘that we probably will want to decide 1s whether or not

'She was, then we cannot_usg her testimony for anything

whatsoever, and what do we have other than Linda Kasablan's

told us. She tells us that she pave this knife to Susan .

Susan Atkins, according to the prosecution’s

Where i3 the blood on the knife? Where is the

It would seem like —- it would seem like, all of
us being flesh~and-blood people, that what Linda Kasabian

Watson, and Linda Kasablan, in responding to that fear, for
Now'actuallﬁ,-one of the facts, one of the things

Linda Kasabian was inside of thils house because really, if

Linda Kasablan was linside of thls house,; as we think that

bare assertion that.she dld not go into the house?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




i

10

12

13 |
i -
15 .' .
6 ]
i
8 |
19
2 -

91 4

93 -
24
2% |

26

20,077

What we have, for instance, is her knife.

Now, if the prosecution was prosecuting Linda

' Rasabian for murder, if she was a.defendant in this case,

do you think the prosecution would stand up here and s{:ate'
that Linda Kasabian*é knife was given to someone else?
O0x advocate that, really?
| | _ Because this is what the prosecution is asking |
us, and thn.s is really the heart, sort of, of what we are |
all here for. ‘ |
If Linda Kasabian's testimony -~ well, let'g

take Dr. Ratsuyama and Dr. Noguchi. There is evidence for

.. you. When you come to a courtroom and you want to listen

and you want to decide, and you have paople like Dr.
Ratisuyama and Dr. Neguchi, when you have that kind of
'evidencé, yoﬁ caﬁ operate on something, you can come to
some kind of a conclusion.
| But ;:h*én_"then you ha;ve the prosecution wanting |
to take Linda KasaT;ién and fin&ing no fault with her;
that a.s ‘w:f.th -~ 1 supposa when the prosecution gets up
hem and speaks to you sgain, they wn.il gayi Well, we
ae not condoning what Linda Kassbian did, we are not
condoning, seven murders and we are not condoning congpiracy.
‘but we want you to ?el_i:e_we her, ,We‘wan; you to accept -~
evern though we aré not condoning what she did -~ we want
you to believe what she told us.

| This is what the prosecution is saylng in this
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If they would let the chips drop where they may,

i Lf the prosectition would come here and say: Well, we think
| pinda Rasabian left that knife there, we think she did,

| we think that she is not being candid: But the prosecution
| is trying to take this avidenbe of ﬁinda Kasabian's and

{‘makc it lock like it is absolutely 100 percent gospel.

The question is: Can we rely, can we rely upon

{ this kind of an assertion in deciding this case?

This is Peoplets Exhibit 140, This People's

Exhibit 140 is circumstantial gvidence of Linda Kasabian

| being iﬂsiﬁe of that house.

It would appear, and you ceriainly can believe,

:jprogacutiqn's viewpoint of what occurred here; and took
.16 { people at’ the point of that knife and 1ed people around
i?inside'df'that house at the point of that knife, and

{ God knows what. Maybe Mg. Garretgon, Mr. Garretson, got
lup; hearing a noise, ox somebne'élse came to that hoﬁse,

liand Linda had to get out of there very fast.

This house is certainly not an establiéhmant<

vhere nobody ¢ame to vigit., It was the kind of place where

uithESe people had all kinds of friends and acquaintances,

end there i4. np réason in the world to expect, it is not

;hngﬁ#abnghle at 211l that someone clse didatt ccome to this

\J

| house, and Linda Haschbing, whatever she.was doing theve,

¥

l
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'_: recdgnizing that someone was there, or whatever, or maybe

. | 2. ‘she,. dropped this knife.‘ while she wrote the word "Big"on the
‘ | front door, whatever, these are various possibilities and

| they are various p:ﬁoﬁabilities., but whatever Linda Kasgbian

2 | waé doing, she was inside that house, and she dropped her

6 | knife thexe.

‘ We van see, we can see from Linda Kasabiants

Ai testimony, from her position in this case, that Linda

13

| Kasabian is an advocate heve. Linda Kasabian is not

% | & witness who bas the neut¥ality and the defachment that
‘"‘,:1 Dr.Katsuyama and Dr., Noguchi have. |
= THE COURT: We will take our recess at this time.

13

. 1“_ . lanyo_ne or form or express gny opinion regarding the case
s until it is finally submitted to you,
‘16"

Ladias and gentlemen, do nof converse with

1 . ' The court wﬂ.l recess for. 15 minutes.
7 £ls. ¥ | : (Recess..)
1w | ' )

19,

o
22
23 |
25

% .
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MR, KAX: Your‘Honor, may we gpproach the bench for a
momentf

THE COURT: All counsel and Jurors are present.
'Yes, you may approach the bench. -

(The following proceedings were had at the

Ibench out of the hearing of the jury:)

MR, KAY¢ Your Honor, this is Alan Springer, our

:last witness. I wonder i1f you could order him back for the
| 18¢h., |

THE COURT: You are Mr. Springer?
MR, SPRINGER:; Yes.,

THE COURT: You are ordered 0o return to this court

on January 18th at 9:00 a.m. without further order, subpoena,

1or notice.

Do you understand, sir?
MR, SPRINGER: I understand,
. THE CQURT: Very well.

(The following proceedings were had in open court

{in the presence and hearing of the Jury:)

THE COURT: You may continue, Mr. Kanarek.
MR. KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, thank you,
Ladies and gentlemen of the Jury, we have had

some —- I don't know —- I guess we have been here about

8ix months, and 80 what wq'are yrying to do is try to ~-

.I have been talking here a couple of days now, 8o there are

thighlights in aynopaizing,;éi%tilling and trying to make
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trial tactias and all of that.

1 intelligence to put on éome kind of a show here, some kind

of 8 -~ some kind of a Vaudeville type performance,

first to admit that this kind of matter involving this kind

ally thousands of pages of transcript.

Ean s

1t shorter and shorter in connection with whatever we ape
speaking about here,
" We cdn approach it, try to be dramatic, talk about

But I think 1t would be an insult to your

We will be the first to admit; we will be the

of evidence is drudgery. It really is, and in the sense
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Now, the genésis of this is what the prosecution

f'haa pub'ohihere.

The prosecution is trying to get a certain

- result as a result of these proceedings,

It ig something like an ¢bjection, Now, the-

i;genesia of an objection is the question, apd even though,
f'f méan, the Court in this case has overruled many, many
‘fﬂbﬁeatioﬁs that have been made, and the Court, on the other
'f?hﬁnd, has sustalned many objections that have been ﬁadeﬁ

1'So we have a tendeney to identify, to identify, with the

oblector.

But if we look at it sort of in perspedtive,

| perhaps; perhdps the objector wouldn't have to make the

objection if proper giestlons are asked,
And when the prosecubion is hell bent on

getting 4 result, eomé what may, when they introduce the

'Kind of evidence that we alluded to this morning concerning
| Mr. Flynn, well, it is up to the jury to decide whether or
| not anything is relevant or material in the ultimate sense,

| vut nevertheless, the beginning, the beginning here, is

what the progsecution has put Oh by way of evidence, Ard

_23:'f0r whatever that may be WOrth, for whatever that may be '

worth, we offer that by way of explanation-\,~‘:

Now, raferring.to Vblume 114 which is testimony

f of Mr Wolfer, DeWayne Wolfer. ":,;'4 BT .o ) ,j

-)I think that the prosecution may argue, perhaps,.

l
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Lto‘us-that Mr. Wolfer's testimony somehow or other
tcorroborates Linda Kasabian.

We don't' think that this bestimony in any way,
fshépe‘orlform.corrqborates Linda Kgsablan because there 1s
‘“nbthing in what Mr, Wolfer has sald, there is nothing that
i, Wolfer dig in this_courtrbom, that connects Hr, Manson |
lwith anything eéoncerning these proceedings.

But there is:a tendency sémetimes t0 - you
~hav€ some evidence; and it may have no signiflicance,

énd we may forget it, we may say: Well, i% has -~ what
does 1t veally prove? '

¥r. Wolfer S£arts out, and we had from him
culte a lengthy dissertation about hils background as to
.What he d)ld and what- he has done 1nlthe pagt,

And for whatever 1t may he worth, for whatever it
may be worth, the proéecution is attempting, by this
testimony, to pull the wool over our eyes.

The prosecution is trying to create a facade of

.authenticity, a facade of veracity 1f they offer this kind
Ajf evidence,

Now, Mr. Wolfer went out there, and supposedly the
purpose was to determine whether ar not shots could be heard

VhereAmr. Garretson was located.
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Now, the important aspect of Mr. wOlfer 8

;testimony, it wOuld dppear, 1s n@t the fact that it
%doesn't‘te11~us anything, tdat there 1s nothing there that
fwe can rely upon, but the fact that the prosecution would
Hdo this, the fact that the prosecpticn would put on this
tkind of evidence. J o B

| We can certainly feel a little bit ‘scared about
{1,

The prosecution is advécating that from the

Tféstimony of ‘this expert that we can foreeclose the -

fpossibility of Mr, Garretson havingnheard these shobs,

Now the question i in our minds, are we con-

fvinced that Mr, Garretson could not have heard these
| 8hots based upon everything we heard here in the courtroom
iﬂan&'based uport the testimony of MHpr. Wolfer? This iz the

} duestion.

New, Page 12,847, and Page 12,850, we have -~

for instance, at 12 ,850 we have the -purpdse why this -

;gentleman and offiger Dave Buokler'went to the Tate resi~

dence~ .
"Q What was the purpose of your golng
there on that date and bime?“ '

Now, we have the crime of the. century; this is

;August 18th, 1969,

This is at a tinme when no one has been arregted

’except Nr; Garrebson, and Mr, Garretson h&s subsequently

o+ . CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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14
15?1¢¥Pe about a mile rrom the Tate resldence, that doesn't
© 16

S 18

2 |

2t | i3 the purpose of Officer Wolfer's testimony?".

22
24 1

"2 -

. 20,085

1

" —

| peenn released, that iﬁ,‘hg’ﬁas released after he was

-
. L

{ arrested. o D C

Now, if we look at ~- first of all, -~ the

:evidence that was taken, What was done by foicer Wdlfer?
I think we will all agree that that doesn't carroborate
iibecauSe in any event 1t doesn't connect Mr. ﬂanson to any-.
: thins as far as the Tate -- as far as what we call the Tate

| k1llings gre concerned.

- S0 1t would seem t9 be without question, it

;fﬁpesn*t even*have.to-go on our 1list for eansideration

that Mr, Wolfer, whatever He, Wolfer stated, that that may

f:be used for any king of corroboration.

The pedple who testifled here goncerning mattera

| such as the hearing of the word "help,” or noises of that

4:corroborate because of the fact bthat there is no showing of

any -— of Mr. Manson being at the Tate resldence,

ﬁhe progsecution does not even allege that

| Mr, Manson was at the Tabe resldence.

And you say, "Well, what 1ls the purpose ~- what

He went out there on August 18th, 1969; he went

’ there 0 make tests:

" _ What was the purpese of your
_going there on that date and time?

Uy To make tests £0 see if certaln

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES




[

"W

i

12
13
14

15
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1
jg | doing this somewhat ~-~.is 1% likely, ﬁhOUgh: in terms of

- 19 | the prnsecution, whigh has been before us here for some

2

oo |
.95

2% |

20,086

_should be made by somepne "who haSvthe expert ability to

lcome to this courtroom and tell us' something reliable? oo

|sort of throw something in here, Somebthirig that we can
‘30 ]sort of have in our mind, know that it otecurred and obscure
|the issue?

expert, alleged experﬁ testimony, does nothing but obscure
|the issue, and I think we can ~— I think that we can come

'to that conelusiocrt when we 1ook ab what occeurred,

- six months, the point is it is the evidence itself, what

o |45 4in this transcript that really counts.,

that T might give, because this 1s really what gounts.

“sounds‘could be heénd at different positions

at that 1oeation.“ .
Now, are we all agreed m— are we agreed that

that type of experimant,?bx th&t type of a determination

Or 1ls the purpose of the prgsecution.in offering
this evidence just to sort of mud&&‘thé‘watérs, to just

)

Because what has gome $0 us by way of this

The first thing at Page 12,906, and that is why

we offer the exact testimony here,; and that is why we are

I think what is in this transeript is much
more significant than any speech op any kind of dissertation

On Page 12,9065 beginning at 12,905;
"q What was the purpose of your going

. CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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nto that address on that day?

- A The purposeé of my golng to the
address was to conduct sound tests to determine
if & person firing a weapon could be heard in
théuback or rear portion of that residence.

"In other words, there ars two houses on
ﬁhét location, and I was going to the back
house and arcund the hiwfi and conduct zome tests
by firing the ,22 i three; posttions in he :

s

outer house,

"Q You took a revolver with you, of ;
course? | ‘ B
"‘An‘ IeSa . - . 'J'.D" - )

"y What type of revolver did you take?"
And this ig an experiment talking, this is a man

| =~ I don't know how many thousands of dollars the
| Los Angeles City Council spends for this kind of work:

"G What type of a revolver dld you take?
"A I took a High Standdard revolver with
us, It had a 9~1/2 inch barrel, and we used
" Remington Golden .22 long rifle bullets,"
And then the prosecutor ésks:

"Q Are you sure you took & High Standard?

| You took a Colt, dldn't you?

."m I aln aorry . 1t

Now, here we have the crime of the century;

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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- we have back in August of* 1969, we have a purported expert

| interjecting immedlasely a variable into this situation, for

'

10
1

1 -

13

G |

i 1-
7
i8 |
1o :
%0

N

5|
24

,ﬁ'f'

26

no reason,.

b

And if the prosecution had not mentioned that

| about the Colt revolver, the wifness would have talked

{ about 1t being a High Standard:

B You took a Colt revolver with you?

MA I am sorry, that ls correct. We

. $ook a olt 9-1/2 inch revolver, and Reminghon

dolden Bullets.

Are you refurring to the length Of the barrel :

. o
P

R Yod_say aBQQl/é ineh revolver?

JCEN
LA

‘when you say 9-1/2 inches? =~~~
A Yes. . .o
ug And this was a'; 22 calijibe;' revolve;-é
" Yes, ST e
" I show you People's 40 for
identification. ‘

long

"What type of revolver is that?
na, This is & High Standard .22 czliber
rifle revolver with g 9-1/2 inch barrel,

b
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10~1 | LA : ' Now, then, going «- well, before we do tﬁat,
@ 2 | it would seem like, it would seem like -- you kmow,.that

' - 3 | some time later, at some time later, they got this very gun.
Thig very gun was obtaine,&, supposedly;

Cs  Vhydidn't they take this gun out there and

6| five 12 . |
‘ Is there any reason: ancl 1oglc, or is there any

reason why, w'hen we want to put people, to do with people

({8

| what they want to do in, this courtroomg we. have got the gun

10 1 here, the grip is somewhat broken, why not use the exact
1| gun? e

a2 Why do we have to go through the tortures of

. 13 what we went through in connection with this porportdd
. o

15

| expert?

, As we say, the City Council, the City Council
16 of the City of Los Angeles, is unstinting. We have a most

‘17' beautiful Police Building down there. I am sure, with the
18 affection that Mayor Yorty hag for the Police _Devpaz_.j'tment

- 1 and the affection that he has in connection with their

! do;i.ng their job, there is no problem in doing thesge things.
21 | There is no lack of finances.

z | - So what do we have? We have the most unusual

23 _.situation that we could ever have in a criminal trial. Ve

2 | have the very gun involved, and we are presented, we are
.‘ % {'presented, with not only not this gun, with mot only mot

% | ¢he High Standard but we are presénted with a .22 Colt.
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e

u_”
B | is being foisted upon us in this trial.
it |
B ”;l‘ a second, :Lt :Ls mcz;edible, it is beyond belief.
is f

1 1 on cross-»exammat:.on, the expert was asked
L
18 }
m,f
ol L.

2y
2{':

%6 |

23

2 [

OO N
rAvFRvp-av i

| In other wpr&s, what we hdve, what we have is ‘they are

ézlaughing at usg.

What we have are the pa.ctures of Sharon Tate,

;;we:have-the bloed and the gore, and they are saying to
| us == they are insulting with what they are doing =- they

are saying to us: We want you to bring in the result that

} we want and we don't care -- we don't care -- about really
presenting a casé here. I£ we just present enough days of

] testimony and enough items of evidence, well, sure, we
10 |

will get the result we want.

‘This ig indicative, this is indicative of what
1t you sit back and think sbout it for a half
; # And in connectilon with this purported testimqny,‘

i ‘: o “Offlqer, codiduyou tell us, does
so:md travel fast;er ox slower as the temperature
goes up and down of the alx?"

"A o As the temperature rises, or where the
hum:u.d::.ty rises? ‘ o .
"Q Right now we are talking about temperature.
"As the temperatuié would rige, sound |
would consequently travel slower. |
Ypardon? -
"yt should travel slower.
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- 23
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26

20,091

" of actual molisture.

' temperaturé goes up or is the speed of sound Lowex?

2 |

"Well, my question is: In other woxrds,
yqﬁ say the higher the temperatﬁre,‘the sound goes
faster or slower?

“"Well, the problem is, without raising
the temperature, we also have the problem of raising,

“foicer, let us assume that the moisture
stays the same. I am asking onily for the variation
with tempexature.

"Does the sound travel faster as

" cannot aunswer that."

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES



Oa-1

e

13

i

1

11

12

I8
T

I5: :

17

18

19

20

21

22

.28
2 |

26 1
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| askeds

'Justla few éentences, there is a dlammetrical change in

. should travel glower. "

- 18 Incomprehensible for.someone that is testifying h@re“ini

: tonnection with matters that are so vital. And the reason

 kind of testimony is because of the positlon of e,
Garretson 4in these proceedings and the possibility of other

| whatever happened there,

A few sentences earlier,.where the guestion was

"As the {emperatupre would rise, sournd would
conseduently travel slower,

"Pardon?

"It should travel slower.”

I mean, within just a few sentences, within
testimony from "I cannot answer that" previously to "It

"You don't know that?
TI6 isntt that: If 13 & limited question,
I gannot answer #he questlion as it 1ls worded."
.. Mell, then we can decida as 'td whether or
‘hot that question tha% was worded is a question which

there 15 vitallfy and necessity ln ccnnect;on with this

people belng attracted and golng inteo that house and seeing

And so, we have a situation here where this,
what happened in this connection wlth these sounds, is
Very; wvery important,

And what we can expeet 1s thabt we would get the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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:highest class of evidence possible in connection with that

‘}matter,go bhab we can make an evaluation‘

[45 & man who, when we first hed this gentleman on the .

: Wibness stand, he came here as an eXpert %o tell us the
1answers, as a person who is eonidusting scientific tests.
{He hes the prestige of the. police department of law

“ﬁenforcementa wrapped around his hea@.rx

'asking only for the variation with . temperaturea Does thie - lﬁj

‘sound travel fastér as temperature goes up or is the speed

‘lat Line 3.

20,093

g You say that the question 1is
an ineomprehensible questipn to you?
‘ A It isn't incomprehensible at
all. I said 1t 1s an incomplete question, an
ineémplete-statemenh.' o '
| Ny question does not ask enough? ‘
K "It does not have enough elemenis 1nvolved
in Ig.
Well; let me ask you. There may be some unclear

questions. There may be some unclear questions. And here

Is this an 1ncdmprehensible question? I am

-
* ,? 4

of sound lower? _ o 'gj :_ S

Is that an incomprehensible question? _
Then we get to Page 12,935, after Some. colloquy, :

411 right,
"Then my queéstlon 1s this: -As the

" CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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20,094

"gemperature in this contalner goes up, what
happens‘to the speed of sound? ‘

"Dges the speed of sound go up'or does
the spee& ol sound'go down, or don't you know?"

Ind then finally he says it: "I Just dontt

"You don't Lknow?

ulo M

Then we go on. Also at Page 12,935.

"Mow, you were saying that you are an
exbart in acousties.

"Tentt the dpead of sound -~

", Counsel, ~=
"g  May I finish, Officer?

YT am sorxyy."

-
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-most important parameters in the fmeld of acoustics?

' ’this ‘courtroom that I have ever said that I was an
an expert in aconStigs’
" the speed of sound, and the s?eed of sound is of

- in & vacuum is one thing, of which counsel ig

C in this experimeﬁt ccﬁld never be duplicated and;

- experimentation of ac;onat'i-.ca which I have been

‘were lnvolved in this expexriment.

e 20,005

P

"o  iIsmtt théasPeed of sound one of the

"Counsel,may L =- you have two questions
there. ‘Wb will have to answer them indiuidually,
' "Surély. o |
*Y do not helxeve that at any time in

expert in aconstics.

"Then you don't hold youtself out as

"No.

“Phe second question wag the fact of
an essence of a certain degree. A speed of sound
txytng to refer to here, which is 1160 to 1190
feet per second. -

"The econsequences of acoustics invleed

£d§ this particular reason, whether they were conducted -
at 12300 noon or 12:00 midnight, or L:00 p.m.,; by

involved in, I have never been able to identically

reproduce acoustie¢s by atmospheric conditions that

"This is from first-hand knowledge.”
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o fwith tﬁis testlmany is: Gan we use this testlmony for .any
_IRE'F purpose? Can'we, in deciding thms case?
6]

a0

,’?4f§bn. ‘He came to this courtroom and testlfied the man that
"?5l'was involved w;th.the girist ﬂamping out, and all of that.

- A

' ,"qpestlon,‘@ very znteresting qpestmon from the standpoint
A 1'of logic, as to whether or mot Mr. Garretson heard these
?? 1shots, heard*what was gomng on.

28

Page 12,936, at the bottom.

“Thén, Officer, what you are saying is
that what- you went out to do is useless, it»vaa
purposeless;‘you dontt knGW'when you get. done whether

ot i‘or nét there is any kind of relationship between
E fA’what you. did and*what occurred on some occasion
h'whanAaliegedly bullets weke flred and people passed
- away as a xesult of‘these bullets being fired;
is that r:f.ght:9 -
N “That is partlally g:ight yes,
“thevar, on the basgis of that,'if I
 had gone out and runi the experiment and there was
Can obvious abillty to hear over tha levels of the-
: Hl“Fl, an obvious one, thep I would have proved
someth;ngf“ -

“Now, the questmon that we have here in conpection

It would seem 11ke -= it 'is a very interestlng

Supposedly, a man A m::.le away heard what went

Now, the quastion lS, the questlon is: Did

“CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Ve, Géi;'etson hear or did Mr, Garrétson not hear?
- Because this is Something that we can f:érget
about, this is something that may or may nat have any
_:gignificanee 1q tﬁis case. Or could someone else have gone
| ko the houset.

. 4 ! '
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10¢ 1 : ' The fact of the matter is that here is an
,zjKOppbrtunity; here 1s aﬁ opportunity on the part of the

s -_' prosecution to bring to us evidence, bestimony, that would |
| 4 | be practically unbeatable. It would be evidence or testimony
5;‘that would .be like Dr. Xatsuyama and Dr. Noguchi.

6 1 ~ Who gan quarrel with Dr. Kabtsuyama and Dr. Noguchi in

ix

’ }.;what they have doné? They have done a job of work, they
‘g | have done a piece of work, they have approached it in a
'y ‘Scientific, a methodlcal, a way that is enviable,
10 Now, we alsc are presented wiﬁb this hodge-podge
- il,‘type of evldence, ¥or whét reason? For what reason?
12 | There 1s no scarcity of funds on that side of the counsel
1 | table,
. 14, o Now, the 'prqsﬂcubién ;wi.ll undoubtedly p.x-eseﬁt
: 15':to us when My, Bugliosi 3peéks again, the prosecution will
1. | undoubtedly say: Well, this is the kind of thing that
lzztdqesh't requlre an expert. Thls 1s the kind of thing that
13‘:13 théfkindiaf experiment where anybody could do it, You
1 |don't need any kind of expertise to do it. l
2 ‘20 Well, ggain, this is for those of us on the-
Com | Jury to decige.
| I think our common Sense tells us, our commor
25 | SEnSE tels us that if & gurt 1s fired -~ let's take the
24 | extreme case, let's may I have this. gud 1t is loaded, and
. 2% :.1et‘s say that I fire itf The extreme ‘case, let's say,
o 55“13 right ab the ground 1evel R

* B & P ]
“ .

Y
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Let's say I put the gun down ang I pulled the

i trigger. I think common sense will tell us that that .
| would stlfle the sound, that the sound level that came oub

{ at that point would be much, tuch less than the sound level

when I hold it level and point it stralght ahead,

30, the question that we have here, the question

ithat we have here from the viewpoint of what we are
| dectding in this trial, assuming for the sake of argument
A»thaﬁ this half-baked approach was valld, is it congervative,

or 18 it something that we cannot depend upon?

Obviously it is nod conservative because when

‘the officer ~- I believe it was Officer Butler -- when he is
13 |out there shooting this gum in an eXperiment on August the
118th, he is not shodting the gun horizontally.

15 |

Essentially, when lir. Parent was shot, Mr., Parent

jwas on a level that was epssentially -~ He was &t a place and
s shot in -such a way that the gun was essentilally level.

{Tb was essentfally horizontal with bhe ground.

Now, when Offlcer Butler shot, not shooting lével,

obviously he is not shooting straight out when he is

performing thls so-~called experimenb, he tawkes the gun and

'he-hés some kind of an angie wlth the ground as far as the

directlion of this gun is concerned.

ot

.7 7t CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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-1 o So ltheﬁef.cre the experiment is not cons;arvative

| 2 because there ;Ls a tepdency to nuffle the SOund

.; 3 We will agree <= I think it i8 a matter of

4 f%fccmm:jn sense that there would be a !:endency as he gets closer -
5. and closer and changes 'that direstisn to muffle this sound,
s 8o that he is trying to tell us, the gentleman that testified
csoxi’q;erning this, he is '_t:y:ying to téi’l us that he had this |
8 sound level, he had this decibel meter, and he had it so that
"9 he had it ap to 5, and 4, and 3 gnd 2 and 1, and so forth, |

A
~&

10 | and that t:his is being conservative.

§1' i " ' " That, from the standpoint of No. 5, that no

712: | matter wha,t I::apvpcau:le:c‘i,i the gound in that little house was

1-3" sa great that he could not hear anything.

‘, 14 - Well that: again is for us to decide when we

| 15 | ave in the jury room. '

16 ' Can what has been presented to you, can that be
| 17 | used . to ~determine anything as far as the locatiosn where Mr.
: 1B Garrénsprg - 'where he was, whatever he was do:i.ng? .

%

BT T ’;.-’ ' We suggest that it. éannot be. We suggest that

i

.2&.} (L cannot be nged for any purpoae betzausa of the prreliabilityl
"a )-? the differenca in the time of day. J A A

2z | , 'rhis wasg dcme at noon. "This was done z.-.;round
2% | ;noon. ’I‘hese events, we are told, eccurred at night.

_ 2 © .. The background noise at night would clearly
. N s | be w~ would clearly be less out in the Benedict Canyom

" g.| area oﬁ West Losg Angeles.
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-1 Just for that reason akone.
{ with great particularity, there is a mnulkitude, there is a
| mygltitude of recsons vhy these so-called tests that were

| run are unreliable.

Iwere made, Ifm urc that we all will renall that theye wasn't

w

The time of day, the time of day is important,

There are -~ I mesn, without delineating them

" The fact of the matter is that when thege tests

ven & penoil put to a papein.
' At page 12,952:

" KNow, and istit 2150 a fair statement that
in going to the sceme, or prior to going to the
scerne you made no determinétion as to what the
conditions of windows and doors -- I am now
referring to opem-shut -- on thcse premises ==

"i No; that is not correct.

"I asked about the windows being open.
They éaid‘the sceng wag in its exact condition as
it wds found, and as T recall the back door to the
rear residence was open and there were certain
windaws open.
"o  Now, when they say that the condition
- . was exactly as it was found --
"ho told you that it was exactly as
found? .

A Sergeant -- IL'm sorry, is that the end

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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"of your question? I'm sorry, I did not mean to

interrupt you.
| "R  No, go shead.

A Yes, the situation was that Sergeant
Deese also went to the scene with us, who was out

there on the night of the ineident, and he opened

. the rear door and the rear windows, I believe, and

- reconditioned the scene to its original positions.

"y You say he was cut there on the night

that these '-'incideirit:s z;ccurre‘d.?

oy I .believé he was. I was not there to
see him, but I am more or less informed he was.
, "0 Officer, then when you went to the scene
you went with what other officers?

" Well, no, this is not true. I took
Officer Butler with me for the purpose of conducting
my test, in'addition to this we met Gaptain Martin,
Sergeant Deese as well as there were geveral other
BT there.

"0 Have you told us all the people that

were there?

. | e No, I don't know the names of the other

persons. There s-;;ere other officers there,
" % see, and when you came to the sceme,
what time of the day or night was 1t?
R RNER August the 18th it was at approximately |
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.13

u |
:,: scene. We have the police officer relying upon memorizing

" what happened with the decibel meter.

16

7

1B

o | these four or five numkers and made a report, and the

2 | internal workings of the Police DPepartment were such that
o | the report that we got in this courtroom was in fact a

22‘ R

| o
| sefentific information. -

25

W% :

20,103

"12:00 noon, near that, it wasn’t quite noon.
It was prior to running the tes;t», but it was in
the vicinity of 12:00 noon.
| "o All right now, you told us, O:E:E:Lcer,
‘that about the level == _
. "You say the noise level was a certain
- le\zé], when yo.u went there, is that coxrect?
‘ & "k I£ I understand your gquestion, if you
: meén wds there a backgrounli ieiréi 'c,:"ﬁ sound, there
wag, yes. | R . . |
' ) Is it a féét that; the baeig;ound level
of sound changes with the tine of day?
"a That is correct."

Now, we have.a police officer going to the

I'm sure that we all recall where he said

"It only involved four or five numbers," and he then took

report that was written by him just a few days before eoming

b here to testify.

He went down there. He supposedly was taking

Now, at page 19,973 -- 12,973 -
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i the crime of the century'whereln tha experlments took
: place on August the 18th, 1969;
13 I .

14

ME R ]

&Q  Did you dictate a repert on October the
15th~ 1970, concerning these two setsg of experiments?“g
' This is at page 12,973.
M I did not dictate aﬂj reﬁort.
"Last Sunday; at the request of the
" District Attornay, I took these reports hnm@.with
'n@, sat downd in my own kltchen on the even1ng~of -
whepfwas it -- Octobex the 4th, at which time I
. han@gdte the repor.t": el |

'Now, this is on experiments in connection with

"I took it to the secretary who typed
it for me on October the 5th, and brought it directly |
ove? and handed it to Mr. Bugliosi. I

"y Now, directing your attention to youz
dlctatlon oi this report
- “j f CfTis dietation. did not take place on
o 1? August thé 18th, 1969, correct?
S “Na, it did n@t. .;ﬁiﬁas a few days -
after that. . | -
'y ) And do you haVe yoﬁr notes, efficer,
the'notes that.you took concerning these experiments?
“wp .T'do not Have any nntes, no.
" Yoy did not rétain -~ may I withdraw
that. | |
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hfnotes when you wexe at the scene?
I did or I did not, but that is possible.
';went to the scene wheére allegedly there were five

-murders, five peuple passed away, you went to the

‘sceng and it is p0551b1e that you did not put

‘23;.":'

"Is it a-fagt_that yéu did not mske any
A That is possible. 1 am not saying that
] In cther words, it is possible that you

o

anything down. on pap&f?
"A o Well, if 1s highly pOSSible, yes. "

.
“!.v..\
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:out is the measurement of sound, is it a physical measure~

‘menﬁ or isntt it?

,connectionlwith thls very impcrbant area of the prosecution 8

-case.

jmeasurement, the intensity of sound, Go6d knows what 18!‘

.determine for us whether or not someoné‘in that back house

it is a measurement, whether/it is g physical measurement.

20,108

cow

At Page 12,9823 ., f

s‘*

“Q When you‘measure a fpot “thab has

a measuremenﬁ of inches, does it not?

e That is & physical*root,,that 13 :
correct. o
Q How, a decibel, in the sclentific

world, is a number, right? ‘
R "A, It 4s & number, bBut it Iis not a
physical-measubementﬁ" . _
Well, we don't have to0 lose our -~ we don't have
to 1ose our sanity or our reasen when we become Jurors,

“When we are thinking about this, let's figure
Hayhe it is something for us to think about in

If the measurement of sound is not a physical

And here we have -~ we have the person testifying

who is the expert, This is the evidence that is going to

could hear 1t, and this person is telling us that the
measurement of the intensilty of sound is not a physical

megsurement. That 1s for us to declde, as to whether or not
] or not
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And the reason that we suggest that this is

:important is Decause of the fdet in Southern Callformia

we are endowed with all kinds ~- al;‘kinds of expertise,
We have got thé ﬁniversity‘of Southern California;

iwe have pot UCLA; we have gct the colleges ouﬁ a# claremont-
[we have got -~ there 1Is np lack of 1nformation in connection -

jwith this field of acousties. Co o

* - .
<o , v

Wé have alrecraft factoriea, experts in ‘the aero-

'”spaee industry, we have people who know how sound operates.

There is no problem in getting that kind of

|evidernice here if somebody wants to get it here,.

Instead of dealing with trivia, we could have --
we could ﬁave the kind of evidence that we ¢ould rely uporn.

This 1s so Important 1n this case, as to

{Mr, Garretson, that we shouyld have a layout of that house.

We should have, ihnstead of bare statements, we

‘tshould have ‘the doors and the windows, and we should have
;the setup lald out for us the way they have lald out other
" {¥hings 1n great detaill.

Money has been. spent on exhibits, on other things

Jthat have taken place in‘this'case, and then we could have

9y |SOmMe experiment come hp here and he could testify as to how

K3

_[9ound would travel as 1£'left the muzzle of this gun.

 That could be done. That would not take any

;great — it wouldn'¢ require any fantastic expenditure of

'gnergy, tlme or meney, if this was desirable,
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igegirable. We want to forget about Mr, Garretson, we want
lto forget about the possibility of anybody else being in
Ishat honge or in that area notwithstanding the fact that

|that they had lots of friends; that they had lots of
;acqpaintances, and we have a right to believe that they

|can rely upon, we are given this kind of information,
|[given that kind of conclusion in a case where, in connectlon

1in cdnnection.with the gun they sent cireulars all over
_{the world to try and fihd the guri that they tell us now was

: ’bime.;
2 |
- |forget about when people are charged with these kinds of

jerimes?

mistekes? We have to decide; that is part of the -

But you see, 1t Is not desirable; it is not

these werée very gregarious people, notwithstanding the fact

were somewhaﬁ informal 1n their 1ife atyle.
' We have a righﬁ to believe that pepple — it
was not, I am sure -- someone dropping in ‘8% the Tate home

15 not the sort of thing that would cause cons%ernation in

¥
P

anyOne B mind.

But no, instead of glving us something thay we | |
We ape given the broad couglusion, and when we are

with the glasses, they sent clreulars all over the world;

reposing with $he Los Angeles Police Department all the

Well, h6W'many "mistakes” can we wipe off and

How manhy of these kinds of ﬁistakes are really
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: mistakés?

: -
E

:circumstances. How many mistakes'ean we say are 1n faet

s

Some of them may beé mistakes; some of them may

; be calculatad'miatakes; some of them may be -~ may be here
- for the purpose of getting a result at any price, because
| the erowds in the streets are calling for a gullty verdict,

| because the people in some way or another, somehow or other,

the people in thig community and in the world are supposed

‘Ato think in terms of gullty.

That ig the kind of atmosphere that this trial

1l taking place in,

8o we have to be very, very, very cautious; we

' have to be very, very cautlious in determining whether some-

thing that 1s supposedly Jjust human error is in fact human

1s'ferror or is it something that is there by design?
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nn
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q ‘-‘*-~

This is the task.%hat We hav# before us in

'j¢eciding this case,

The French Revoluﬁion, fpr instance, that took

:fplace because pecple, paOple, the kind of peqple that made
- up the French Revolutlon, were Just ordinary people who
{ ot very unhappy, who got very unhappy with what was going

| on around them,

Now, we have in this situation some people who

| are reacting, who are reacting towards the kind of people
| thatlive at the Spahn Ranch.

They are reacting, they are overrveacting towards

these people, so that they want to show that these people

_‘are murderers. They want to show that this type of element,

| that this type of person in our society 1s dangerous.

And what better way to show that this type of

| element iz dangzerous than to get Mr. Manson found ‘Builty,

There are people that instead of solving the

- from place to place living in communes, lnstead of solving

the best way to do it ~~ talk about a race war, talk about

]| a race war — what better way to trigger off, to trigger
| off an attitude towards hipples than to have Charles
| Manson found guilty.

That would be the rationale for some zealots to
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',go out and shoot people on the street who happen to have

_ glong halr and who happen to wear their clothes in a certain
. ) ,f'wa-y. " | o

Why? Because Mr, Manson is supposedly the man

that is the chief of something going on at the Spahn  Ranch,

:that will give us a 1icense to shoot them all.

And that is the dahger that we have in this
‘prosecution., That ls the danger that we have In this
1 prosecution, is th;s kind of'é dhain'reaction.,
o1 . 'The fact of the matter is, long before Mr. Manson,
. _long before Mr. Manson was ever put into custody in 1969,

I

12' and long before 1969, we have had confrontations in this

" | eountry in connectlon with blacks gnd whites,

. R We had the Watts Rlobs, What greater confron-
s tation was there between blacks and whites than there was in
. the Watts Riots of 1965 when white flremen were being fired
- | upon by blgck people, white firemen thdt were down fthere

o trying to save, trying to save the homes from belng burned,

1 trying to save everything in that area from being burned.

There was a confrontation, I don't know who was

¥

20

S . pight and who was wrong. It is beyond me., I am not a

i sociologlay, I am not a psychlatrist, I don't pretend to be.
,, | Bub the fact of the metter is that the race war was triggered |

” long béfore Charles Manson ever got arrested, or long before

. g 1969 ever came into the plcture.

, 26
12a

CieloDrive.comARCH I VES



20, 112 .

12a-1 1 [ O As a matter of fact, if we look at what has
. 2 ‘,?been going on in this cowtry for the last few years,

' o3 | let's say we go ahead 500 or a thousand years, and then
4 | let's say seme historian, a thousand years f£rom now; Looks
5 | back., Is he going to say that there were race wars gc;ing
6 | on in 1965? Certainly he is.

T ' Vhat happened in Ghicago" . And what happened
| 8 in Rochester? 2nd what bappened ‘in Seattle? There have

1

9 | heen confrontations between blacks and whites. We donft
10| peed Charies Manson for that.
no , The confrontation has been going on in a very
2 | active sense of the word for some ten or [ifteen years;
15 really actively, and thisg synthetic, this synthetic race
’ % | wat, this synthetic issue that the prosecution, for some
o reason or other, insists on foisting upon us, means that
BEG :we. have got to look at the evidence carefully. It means
77 ) that this is not the case that 1s being handled in another
s department of the Superior Court where practigally nobody
‘9  ‘comes into the courtroom; the jury comes in and decides
- % the case; and it more or less 1§ 4 kind of sitvation where
Ca you have an appreach to objectivity.
2 | , But in thisg case, where you get an officer
%1 saying to-a witness: Tell me what I want to hear because
% | this is the crime of the century, and you know who we want
‘ . B to get, you know the man we want to get; that is the context
- % | that this trial has been conducted in!
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1 And so, we have to 19‘6k with great suspicion
‘ o 2" ak 'sdmé of these .thih_g_s, gome of the mos;t_: glaring kinds
3 | of things that have taker place in this case, because of
4 the fact that there is- the tendency, the human téndency
3 on the part of the officers to want to get' a certain

6 reéﬁit,- and the tendency, then, to fudge a little bit,

: perhaps. o

11
-

s 8. | _ L) Now, again, :Lt is for the jury to decide
5 | whether Wha’c 1 am saying has any merit or not. Those of us
0 bn the jury ane the ones to determn.ne vhether or not what
'1'1",. we are saying here is of any sz.gnificance.
2 i o The.fact of: the matter is that there is fantastic
, 18 I pressures to get a gu:l.lty verd:.ct at any price in thig case.
. SR Whén we 1ook at ‘the testimony of Mr. Garretson--
B thig is way back at the begmning of this trisl --= when we
.16} look at what he said in connection with the condition of the
74 sound, wheré he was located -- |
18 ' THE COURT: We will xecess at this time, Mr. Kanarek.

: 19 | ' Ladies and geéntlemen, do- not converse with

i

20 | anyone or form or express aﬁy opinion ‘regarding the case

2 | until 4t s finally submitted to you.

' 2 , . ‘The court is recessed until i:&ﬁ'.
I | ‘ (Whereupon at 11:59 o'clock a.m. the court
"13 flg.o2t . wag in recess.)

26
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A1l jurors present. All pdungel except Iir, Hughes present,

Defendants absent:)

L

224 house 1ike;the Tate residefice is located -- there isn't

20,114

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, TUESDAY, JANUARY 5, 1970
| 1:43 P,h.

(The following prpceediﬁgs occur in open court,

THE COUAT: Ail-counsel and Jurors a%e present,
You oy contiﬁue, ¥r. Konarek,

MR, KANAREE: Good afternoon, ladles and, gentlamena
In considerinb the case of course we have o
ronsider the mobives of people who are witnesses .and we have
;o conslder the fact, for instance, of the. intensity ofAthe

;nvestigatibn of this ocase.

Now, we have a right to believe ~- if I may advert
or a moment 4o this diagram, which I think is People's
xhibit ~-

MR, FITZGERALD: 98.

MR, KANAREK: -- People's 98, Thank you, Mr,
itzgerald.

. This area -- I think we are all pretty familisr

ith Southern California and this kind of an area wherein

he density of homes that there would be as we have spoken of
n'bther partﬁ‘of Soubthern California.

' We have a right to belicve that because of the
ntensity of this inﬁestigation, that the entire area, &1l
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| of thé homes from 10050 Clelo Drive; all of the homes in
}this‘general area.weré homes that were‘v¢s;tqd by police |

| of'ficers by inveatigators»

:0f what we know abaut this casee SR .
interesting to consider the testimony of Mr, King Baggott,
' who ia phe pentleman who found -~ I have OVer there on’ the

| table the clothes that were purportedly fouhd., . ' . “,

KABC. TV, and his actual testimony, I think, is very

significant, It is a eircumétapce in this case,

% |

It is unreasonable. to aszume otherwise in view ‘

Now, in the 1ight of this exhibit, f think 1t iz

Now, Mr, Baggott was a gentleman who works for
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Because we have lmmedlatély after these

events oceurred we have-every reason t0 belleve, in fact

{the evidence shows it, that there was this intense jnvegti-
;gation looking for the weapons. l

lisran area that was very 1ntenaaly Bcruﬁinize@ and

ir, Baggott testified that his aceqpation,‘pndPage g9, 016
Wolume 70, that his ocecupation is that of a newsneal

e R
tQ And directing your attention to
December 15th, 1969, what was your business
or occupation on that date?" .
Reniember that the Grand Jury in§ictment came out
n Decembex the 8th, so this is a week later.
Vh I was a newsreel cemeraman for ABC,
"Q How long—have you been a newsreel
cameraman as of December 15th, 19692
"A- ﬁpprﬁximately five years.
" DPirecting your ahtention to the
afternoofi of that date, did you have 2
partichlar agslignment?
4, Yes, we did.
"Q 'And when you speak of we, who else
are you talking abéu#,_sir?
Ta, I was in the company of a veporter
. AL Wiman, eand sound men Eddle Baker.

And to the area around Clelo,. 10050 cielﬁ Drive, B

¥
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" How do you spell Wiman?
"A W-l-m-a-n,
Q pid you have occasion o go to

the vieinity of an address &t 10050 Cielo
"~ Drive in the Clty and County of Los Angeles?

A, Yes, we did. 3

“Q Approximately what “time of the day

or night was it that ' yqu went there, 8ir?

", r-Approximately aboul¥ 3:00. n‘clocku

g B.M., is that r:l.ght?

"A Pardon me? FE :V{ .‘; {‘

g BT R

oo PM. S e

"Q ° Do you recall who, if anyone, was
driving?

", I waﬂ.. L )

"oy And did you thén proceed in any
direction from that address at 10050 Cielo
brive?

“&‘ We proceeded down the hill and made

~a right turn, which would be south.”

In other words, what he is saying is that they
We don't see 1t on this map, but anyway you

ng - That_gets you to Sunset Boulevard,
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25

vis that correct?

e That's correct,
j“q What happened affter that, sir?
A, We turned around and went baeck to

the house agalin,
", Then you acbually went right up to
the pgate of 10050.Clelo Drive again?

na We aid, sir,

Q Then did you -come down the hill?
"y, e gid, sir.. |

" .{Then d;d you turn left before going

R 2

north? I S
g, We aid, sir. -
"Q " Did you procee@ at any rapid speed .
oy do you recall the speed you proceeded at?
", Approximately 35 miles an hour.
g And I take 1t 1t was still daylight

at ‘that time?

"4, Yes, it was.

"§ . Bearing in mind December 15th,
daylight ends at about 5:00 o'clock,

ng, Right cor#eﬁt.

uQ Did you come to a cerbain location
on a road wherein your car stopped?

", We dtd.

"g What was that address, if you know?
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I

"off Benedict Canyon onto a shoulder off the road.

A, Approximately, I belleve, it was
290L; I am nothuite cerbain,

- "q Directing yoiir attentlon to this
map. hére, Exhibit No. 98, can you see it from
where you are sitting on the withess stand?

’ " No, I ¢annot,

e All right, can you see the place I
am pointing at as 10050 Gielo DriVe from where
you ‘are sitting? j ?] f;'

YA Yes, I éan.“ S 'ﬁ‘ Co e

"g Nowi traging my ringer north on
Benedict Canyon all the way to a logp and down 3:(

L

t0 a square that 1ls marked 2901 residence, is
that the ares that you stoppgd? L L n if
", Yes; sir, ‘
QQ Now, ls there any particular service
station there or any particular bpeak in the road
there or ~-- |
ng, That is aPproximately the first

break in the road where you are allowed to getb

"@  And this shoulder, was it asphalt,
dirt or what?
VA It was dirt,
"Q At that place did your car come to an
absolute halt?
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- that he left the Clelo address and he stcpped 2t the first.
| place that he could stop where there was & shoulder on the

{1 road,

f on the jury in this case, what we have to aecide is, is

| later; remeuber, the intensity with which this case ig

iis Just permeated — 1t is permeated wlth police officérs.

lprosecution ceértalinly wouldn't want us to belleve that ~- and
& TV man sends out, that' is, the news editor, supposedly

lof a TV station, sends out his wan ang thig is what they

mistake? Is 1t something that is Just a mistake, or is it

.H-A. xes s sir . hid

Now, what we have here, we have a man testifying

1

ﬁ”#’“’"‘< i

. Now again, that is ror us to deg;de when ue are i'i
there any reason whatsoever, ls there any reason ﬂhatﬁoever

- why e polige investigation -- remember, th;s 1s four months

belng Investigabed, not finding that clothing, if that .
clothing was there, 1s equivalent in a police investigation
of this‘type of nofl arresting a suspect whén you see him

committing robbery,

¥

It is that kind of a siﬁuation because the area

What were bhey doing? We have every reasor to

believe, certainly, that they were doing thelr job, The

come up with.,"

Well, again, this 1s something ~- this is
aOmgthing,ta consider. Is it somebthing that is just a

a planned mistake?

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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1 mean, we cannot suaéeat anything except what

- the evldence says hefe, but the evidence 1s more significant
| =~ papdon me -~ the significance. of the gvidence is more

[ than Just that which is typewritten upon this transeript.

The significance, or the cireumstances surround-

ing all of this, cen we belleve =~ can we believe that that
| bundle of clothing that we see there on the counsel table,

that that was not found at the very first shoulder, the

| very first place that & car could come to a stop and do

' something, Lf one were leaving iDOSQ:Ciélo Drive?

Is thls evldence somehow, evidence that is
being supplled usAin order to create a result, a teﬁdency
to want to bring to us a certaln situation so that we will
do the prosecution’s bidding? : L

Now, we all kﬁow, I mean.it is common krowledge,

leertainly we are all agreed that newsmen, TV men, people of

‘the mass media have vary close rapport, very good relakion—

ships,

L i
N [

They promote good relatibﬁﬁhips Cwith the'police"

;department, for instance, with the Los, Angeles Polige .
:Department, ' . ‘

Whatever that circumstance is, this is the fact
of life that I am sure we agree 1is in fact, a fact of life.
Dees that situation smell? That is for those of

us on‘the Jury to determine.
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| It is something that -= it ig clothing that iz not found
. miles away, it-isfciothing that is found at the first, the

'supppse, and not block the road when you.ieave Cielo Drive.

| Homor. He is argulnf.ontside the’ evidence. There is

 abgolutely no evidence of that at all.

f the. f£irst bregk!" «~ .
1]

| evidence so indicates?

| so indicates.
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Tt i3 something that defieg the imagination,

véry firét ﬁlaﬁe that you can ‘stop & car conveniently, 1
MR. BUGLIQST 'Thcre is no ev«dance ‘of that, your
MR. KANAREK: Your Honox, there 13, I believe,
Ix is very legitimate inference.
I have the 1anwuage here: "That is approximatelﬂ
THE COURT: 4n inference is ome thing, Mr. Kanarek,
Are you contending that there is evidence in
. KANAREK: -I believe this is az fair inference from

THE COURT: You are not stating that the evidence so

MR. KANARER: What 1s your Honor's question?
1.THE COURT: I say, you are not contending that the

MR, KANAREK: Yes, I am contending that the evidence

THE. GOURT: Where in the record?
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MR, KANAREK: Right from this language, your Honor.
.In other words, the wfitten words says: “That

, Page 9019 Volume 70, your Honoz.-
THE GOURT: AIL right.
MR, -KANARER: "That ig approximately the first break

MR. BUGLIGSI: That is on Benedict Canyon. .
| He said the first pl‘la.ce from the Tate residence, |

and there ig 1o ‘eVideﬁ.e.e to that effect. [
| MR, KANAREK: Well

T}iE COURT : I dontt have to hear argument .

| ' Confiné your argument to the evidenice, ‘The

;Jury heard the testimony. '
- MR, KANAREK' Yes.-

Ladies and gentlemen, we have a map here. I
don*t know how to do thia. Obviousgly that is north -The
p :f.s there fo:r: you to consider, o
'I.‘h:.s evidence certainly isnit, whatever i.s
set: forth here is 'what I amt read:tﬂg to- you, anc'l if yau
fee}. that sihat 1 an telling you is nof: 80 or thera is a
diffexent :Lnfe'rence, e are only Suggesting he::e, we are ]
not exhartmg and we are nok demanding, we are only sug‘-gestingl;i,
and if there is some kind of infe::ence that someone, someone |

of us that are on the jury ¢an make, ¢ertainly, that is :Eair 1
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14-3 - 1 Tto discuss i:hat mference. L
- 2 - But there is noth:.ng in this reecord, nothing in
. 3 T this ::eco’rd, to show any differénce, and wea have eévery reason |

¢ | to-believe that the prosecu!:z.on, that the prosecution, in

5 | connection with this avzdence, if the::e was some other kind
6 of inference that could be made from the gevgraphy, we
v 7 |%would have that evidence ‘here before us, hecause this ig the
g | most ineredible of circumstances that this big bundle of

oo

9 | elothes that close to Sharon Tate's home is clothing that
16 ."'wasn't found for some months later, and it is found by a
n | IV erew. |

12 Md signiFicantly, only one of the TV crew is
13 .< ‘brqught; here to testify. |

® .

l4a £18,
16
u
B
T 19 |
s 20
o
‘:L; 22 L
T |
2
| . 2%
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- is that he existed the car looking for these clothes.

13

20,125

“And thls shoulder, was it asphalt,
dirt ox What? ]
"It was dirt. \
‘WAt that place dld.your car come to
&n absolute halt? )
“Yes, sir.
Upid you exit the car?
"Yeg, giv."
Now, the man is saying that he exited the car,
and certainly the legitimate inférEnce from that testimony

He is down there, he is there on a TV mission,
He stops the car at this particular place, and lo and behold,
he finds what he is looking for. :
Now, that is pretty good mews. That is almost-~
it is almost unbelievable. - ‘ _
WAt that place did your car come to
an absolute halt?
. "es, sir.
"Did you exit the cax?
"Yes, sir,
" What happeﬁed next?
_ "I looked over the road and we saw
some ¢lothing."
So, we have a IV man stopping at the first
piace that he can. He is loocking for something, and he

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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20 |
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e
25 |

2 | ¢

finds it, in connection with the Brime of the century."
it is for us to decide when we are on thig
jury as to whether this has any' significance ox not.
| "I looked over the road and wesaw
some clothing,
N "Did you see it yourself?
"Yes, sir.
"What type of clothing did you see
at. that time? ‘
"All we could see was a little patch
of black, black clothing.
"You keep using the 'we'; is this an
editorial 'wer? |
“Yés, it is -- I. |
"pid you see the black pile?
"I saw the black pile.
"Could you tell us how far down the
hill you naticed this?
"Approximately 50 feet.
"And what is the angle of the hill at
.that location?
YAgain, approximately, 30 or 35 degrees.
"pid you then go down to that location
‘where you gaw what appeared to be clothing?
"Yeg, I did.

"How soon afterseceing it?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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" xecord for us to indicate that that wasn't anything but an

-to indicate any rain or anything like that in subsequent

. gentleman is testifying as to what he did.

"Immediately.”

Now, 1f we have in mind that these events
were supposed to have taken place in the County of Los
Angeles, in West Los Angeles, on or about August the 8th
or 9th, 1969, the summer months, there is mothing in this

ordinary nice clear summer night.

The man who testified'concerning hegring the
noise, the man a mile aﬁay who heard the “Help," and so
'forth, the noise that'he heard; that man said that it was
this night. The progsecution's own witness says that,

So, clearly, this was a beautiful clear

Southern California night, and thexre is nothing in here

days.
This clothing, we can fairly infer, was not
there that night. |
‘We must fairly infer that from the search that
went on. Vhere would the poliee oféicers top?
| If the first place they could have stqpéed.waa ,
the shouldexr of this road, then the police officers would

have had to have stopped thexe, in the same way that this

-+ .- CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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5 the other way.

1 :rczlothing was there? Did somebody let him know that some~

| and parcel of one of the considerations that we must give
" in conpection with this clothing.
done to show the prosecution's perspective in this case,

| or Leslie Van Houten, but whj didn't the prosecution ask
| somebody to put on that clothing and see if it £1t?

And it is significant bere, he went down to

Sunset Boulevard and then he came back, and then he went
Did he get éome kind of a tip that that

thing to do maybe with this case was there?
Well, we can't represent that that is so.

But 18 is part and parcel of the uncertainty, it is part

Furthermore, and this again we want to emphasizel

again, thig is only done by way of illustration,and it is

and we don't represent Patricia Krenwinkel or Susan Atkins

They have asked for hindwriting exemplars.
Why didn't somebody bring that up, see if that clothing
fits anybody?

Mr. Watson was in ;:higr courtroom. Why didﬁ‘t
somebody &sk him to try on the c‘.[othing and see if it fit?

Does that smell' or doesn‘t it?

It 18 up to us to decide as to whether oz not
somebody is trying to pull some clotﬁiﬁgfover bur. eyes,
so to speak, because it is unbelievable that this clothing

which has been made so much of in this courtroom, that there

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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[

14b~2 - wouldn't be some attempt, or something or other, to see

2 | if it has got anything to do with these defendants.

3 Or was this a publicity stunt? Because T am
¢ |- sure that the advertisers of KABC TV got the benefit of

5 | this Find on that evening in December of 1969.

6 | ‘ "Did you then go down to that location
. 7 1 where you saw what appeared to be clothing?
. s | “Yes, I did.
' 9 YHow soon after seeing it?
io - "Immediately.
u | “fhen when you got back, what, if
2z aﬁything , did you notice?
B[ , "I noticed that it was several clothes,
. 1. o instead of just thé one black cloth we could see
5| from up abové. | - ‘ o
16 . "Do you recall now how manyidi_ffér_ent
R items of clothing yo:i noticed at" Eﬁat partidular . '
18 __. ' time? ‘ . | .
] "Approximately, again, three paﬁ‘s"of
: 20 . pants, three shirts and a sweatshirt,"
| | | And then there were photographs shown by Mr.
’ 22 Stovitz to the witness.
43 _— ‘ "1 show you 191-A and ask you, do you
» 2% - kiiow what is depicted in that photograph?
. % "Yes, I do.
2 | "What ig that, sin?

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



4l L350

14b-3 YA pair of Levis, ‘
. 1. , "And is that the pair of Levis that

you saw in the exact condition that you saw it

on December 15th, 19697
5
"Yes, it is."
6
If we look at these pictures, ladles and
- 7 *

' gentlemen, these pictures show that this ¢lothing was in

plain view.

[{1d

Now,’ the.se ate not gruesome pletures. Ihese
If'l are Just the pictures of the clothlng. - ;' }- T
11  The clothing is in plain wiew. Does that tax
. : our powers to believe? | : - ‘ - o

i§ . .
This is the clothing, 191-B,

,‘.? 14 |

15

Here is 191-C, in plain view.

; 191~D, in plain view.
6
- 191-E, in plain view.

o1 b : _
the £ls. | ‘ 191~A, in plain view.
. w | )
10 . . -
- 20

e
2
% |

.

‘.r o5

26
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| to whether this clothing is the clothing as it was viewed
{ at that time.

15 |

| were an& calls put out to the Péiice,beparbﬁent?

And Mr. Stovitz went through and interrogated as

For insgtance:
"I show you Exhibit 191-D and ask you
what is depiated in that photograph, sir?
"That is an overall photograph of fhe
:entire ares with the 01oth¢s there,
"And does that show the clothing exactly
the way you first spotted them on December 15th,
1969 |
"Yes,
"I show you 1914E,-sir,'and ask you what
15 depicted in that photograph?
"Another palr of pants,
©. "And éﬁe those pants exactly the way they
were when you flrst observed them on December 15th,
19692 o e
"Yes, thé&‘a;elﬁ
-And s0 on and 8O on. }=;
Now, the next question, Page 9022.
"Now, after first notleing this elothing, =~ ¢’

"Tes, there was. S
g And did any police officers arrive

at the SGEne? V

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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caide

“Yes, they did.

"About what time was 1t with relation
to daylight or the hour, if you know?

It was right. at twilights, I imaglne
.f;ght around 5:00 ofclock, maybe a little bit

before,

"Do you recall the names of any of the
“-officers that arrived?

UMike was one. I knew him by his first
name,
| "Is this Mike, here, the gentleman in the .
éray’auit?
"Yes, 1t 1s.
MR, STOVITZ: ma& the record Indicate he
is pointipg to Mr, MeGann, your Honori”
Mp. MeGann is one of the pﬁlice officers, an
nvestigating officer in thls case. .
" "PHE COURT: The record will s¢ indicate,
"G And without telling us what was
said; did you have & conversation with Mr. MeGann?

"Myself, I did not enter izit;o"the. conversation,
It wes told that the Qlothea -

"Don't tellrus what the conversaﬁion waﬁ

but tliere was a cdnversation between one of your

\ gssociates and Mr, McGann, 1s that 162

&

"True, yes. PR

[
-

o -
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" "Jas some artificlal lighting arrahged
a8t thﬁt tine?
"Yes, there was. _
"Who arranged for' the artificial lighting?
"iyself. _ ,
"And what did that artificlal iightlng
conslat of?
"Ruaning an AM cord from aéross the street
connected with lights.
"L also carry a 3é~volt power pack which
had & light on it. -
1Did you have a film camera with you at that
time? :
"Yes, I did.
. "Did you film this event at that time?
"Yes, I did. '
“Now, then, did you do anything after
Mr, McGann arrived ét that location?
"Nothing except fllm the incident.
"Film the incident?

"Yes,

"Did you go down with Mr, McGann ¢ 50 feet

below the top of the mountain top?
"Yes, I did.
"Did you point out to Nir. MoGann what

£ LY
ba o
*

%

you observed? - | .

o

" .
*

1l
N
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14

22

"Yes, sir, I did.
"And did you point out to Mr. McGann the

location of the clothes as depicted in these photographs,
191~A through 191-E?
| "Yes, I did. . L ‘

"Now, did you notice what, if anything, b
Mr. McGann did with the clothirng? ' '

"He placed f’:hém in what I beliéve were

. plastic bags. ‘

"Andas he did thét- did you observe this?

“Yeg, T did. |

"Were you observing it through the
lens of your camera or were you actually observing
it with your own eyes?

"Through the lens of the.camera.

“And did Yyou yourself mark this clothing
so you could identify them specifically by any
mat‘king?

“No way at all,

"bid you o’bsex'vlre whether or not any
police officers in your presence marked the clothing?

"Not £o my knowledge. |

"As you sit there now I will show you
Eghibit 50, which appears to be a velour type of
man'g ghirt,” | :

e don't have to take out this clothing, |
but in the jufy room you will be able to take this clothing |
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- out and look at it.

This is one of the items that he is reéferring

Lo - . :

"A velour type of man's shirt, possibly

a woman's shirt, but it ig a velour shirt, in any

- event, with long sleeves.

. "Does this look like one of the items |
of clothing, Exhibit 50, that you first observed
there on Decemher 15th?

"Yes.

‘“I show you Exhibit 52 for identification.

1t appears to be a black T-ghirt.

"Does this appear to be one of the items
of clothing that you obsetrved at that location on
December 15, 19697 |

"Yes.

"L show you Exhibit 51, It appeats to
be a pair of blue denimg, label tGenuine Roebticks!.

"Does this appean to be one of the pairs

of trousers you obsexrved there on December 15, 19692
"YeS . ir
And so on and so on through the various items.

Now, "Could you give us the circumference!--

he goes on and just identifies each item.

Then, at the bottom of page 9027

"o Could you give us the circumference
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"of the area of the clothing of the diameter,
1f there was a circle drawn from all of the
clothing where you first spotted the elbthing?
"L believe it would be in about a
radius of six feet,”
4 radiug of six feet, meaniﬁg a 12-foot spread,
a diameter of 12 feet, in the flrst place that an automobile |

could come to a place to stop in the road,
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."1 ‘ | B T pelieve i"t' w;uié ;re in about
2 & radis of six feet. [ a 5 - ‘ ’; K .
g g A radius? ' o
. 4 oo, 12-—15‘001; dlameter \ : ; . ;
5 - g ~ So 1% would be 8 12-?00*5 diameterg .
6 LML Yes. : e e
7 ; .y Do you recall whether any particular
e _';l"bems oi‘ clothing were connected to each other
9 ; in any fashion or were thez,r all loose?
';10_“,;:' M4 .. They were all ;Loose. |
o : ' “_’-Q ~D:’g,d .ydu recall whether or not when |
. - EA; you £irst observed.the cloth-ing ivhether there
13 T : appeared to be any growth *Vegeﬁatian, upon ‘l:he
"1.4;3"1, A clothing? “
1. o m, Yes. |
: 15 = "':Q <", What did you notice about ‘that?
T b A It *'appeax"e“d' that growth and dirt
- 13 had covered some oi‘ the clo’bhing,-- partial
1 ei‘ ’bhe clm:hing." '
20 ' Now, theve 1s an example of the pro&ecution
| '21:;-testi£‘ying ‘
o ‘In other words thc; prOSecu’cion is Suggesting the |
o :E;ﬁa.ns.wexll f:o the question. o .
‘_ '2-4 o Once again:
T g - *?ig.' _ Did you rwall whether or not when
% 'j' you first observed the clothing whethex' there - |

20;132 .
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;viewpoint by a leading and suggestive question.which is a

20,138

“appéared to be any growth, vggétatioh, upon
the clothing?" . .

Well now,. when you go through thesg pictures,
}and Look at these pictures, the clq&hing is upon the
;vegetationa There is xo vegatation upoq,the clothing in

It is an example of the proseeution testifying
‘in this case. EE SR

: This elothing looks like.iﬁ'waé strewn thérg,“f‘gfffy=
land there is -~ compare that with the vestimony. '

| The testimony, of course we wouldn't haye that in
;the Jury room, but Judge Older will be more than glad o
allow any renreading of the testimony.

But there it is in black and white. The

proﬂecntion is trying boconvey, trying to get across, a

;tgchniqug whi¢h has been used in this trial, time after

;fiﬂe after time, and so the question is, when you integrate,

;Fhen'yoﬁ integrate that testimony with what we have here,

ido we have before us anything that 1s eredible?

| This is what we have to decide:

 "Q . What d14 you hotice about thag?"
Referring to the previous question about the

rbeaetation upén the elothing:

Q- What did you notiee sbout that?

WA It appeared that growth and dirt

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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" when you first observed it? ) 2.‘,,‘\

‘ been there and that the dirt had slidden o%ar
-partlally like it had fallen from the top,

dirt siid,

which side Qf bhe road, thatjs the Benedict

Yhad ;qvered somé of thé clothing, partial of
the c¢lothing, . '
"Q And the, what you call, the ordinary
&iﬁt from the soil, that is, soil dirt, was
thefe‘any soil dirt upon any of the‘glqthing

.-
¥

i ‘“At Yes M PR ~._' i e
. Ao it

"q  What did yo# Motice abouy that? - 1 .-
“p, | It appear®d it had slidden from .

the top of the road d0wnward } ‘5}:j; . .
"Q How could you tell that?
g, It appeared that the clobhés had . -

a partial of them, not all of them, but just
"Q Oh, not the clothes slid, but the

wp, | Theé dirt siid.”
There 1s another leading and suggestive question

g Ir. Baggobt, would you kindly step
down and step to the .dlagram map there,showing
Ventura Boulevard on the top? '

' “(witness approaches the dlagram.)

" BY MR, STOVITZ: That would be

Exhibit 98 for idenﬁificamion. Show us upon

Cle|0DrlveCOITIARCHIVES
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"ganyon Road, the clothing was found, 4f you

cédn, the appﬁox1mate scale is one inch to 8o
feet. ) . ‘

"Try o keep your.distahce‘appfaximate.

“You have 1ndieated with an X there on
Exhibit 98 as to where the clothes were fOund
is that right?

", Yes.

"MR. STOVITZ: May I, with the Gnurt's
permission, write in tclothes foqu'?

"IHE COURT: Yes, you, maye :

"QBY MR, STOVITZ. Now, you stated that

‘you d4d some £ilning that dag, is ﬁhaﬁ correct

that location? i :
-"A - Yes, | B |
g, Did- you Tilm anything bgfore bhe o
p@licg arriveq?
"A Yes, ‘
"Q pid you fi;m.anything after the
police arrived? ‘ .
| *a - Yes, - | _
"g - A1l right, after taking’these films

. did you notice whether or not the films came out?

"A Yes,
"G You viewed the finished product, is
that right? ' R
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"y} - "a . Ave these films available some-
D 2 where in the studio where you- 817111 work?
. | ““fg_,,ii‘ _ R " Yes, they are.”

g - For what it may be wortzh,-ifé'r' what it may be

s : ‘worth At eertainly woul& appear* 11; cerbainlsr would appear ‘
6 that these clircunstances 1n connection with the clothing °
' ) 7 5£a::»e gircumstances thab mighb make us want- to s;l.t w-and take
o 8 .|notlce as to whether or. nob as to whether or not ther& '
. ) };";:is anything that we .can reasofn Trom the circumst*anees, all
‘*161"‘01‘ this, in the context qf these proceedings and in ‘bhe
| , 'n’-fcontext of what has occurred in this trial,

i 12 "_' : : Now we come tq an unplea;sant aspect of this,
L B _*a‘s""‘%whiah Anvolves the Coroner's pictures. o e
. )  "11‘4 A . Whether it is good trial stf:*a..tegy o nob I

s ‘:~don't believe ‘that there is ah:f necesa:l.ty - We, are, goinz to
RS 6 :‘ha*.re 1:0 Z.ook ab ’chese pictui'es ih the jury mom, and H& ha:ve‘
. _v',ll‘f;'v"?tq, in .connection with these pictures i will -:-» o
18 S ,' ’I‘h:l.s is a’ picture of Mr Frykpwski, Now it :La 1

e ';;ij;'i::not a very pleasant picture. It :i.s not a very pleasani; R
) *— - 20 l{,pictufe but we magt ~ we Just must discusﬁ these matterat o
wa |

. ;’22:

R
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15a~1 ! ' I am now referring ~- I am now referring to
. | Peogie‘s 1.68.
‘ . If we look af the wounds ~- now, this iz not a
- bloody piecture. This is not a picture -- this is more of
| a scientific picture tﬁan the colored photog;:aphé.

. if we look at these wounds, we suggest that
| {:he‘se wounds exemplify the personal vendetta-.of somebody,

whoever it was.

3}

The progsecution concedes that Mr. Mangon was

10 H .
' not present at the Tate residence. Vhat we have to evaluate,

ol when we get away from the legalese, the long words, we have

2
to evaluate the intent and the motivation of whoever did t‘h:l.s.

: 1B |
.' 14 1.

15

We know it was not Mr. Manson. That is agreed
to. That is part of this trial, '

So we suggest there aré a couple of implications'

16 . A
from this picture of Mr. Frykowski,; People's 168.

17
Not only does it show the persomal vendetta,

ST N :
but if we integrate Coroner Noguchi, and the same fhing

9.
-4 with Dr, Katsuyama, as to his testimony in connection with

20 1

i

. the victims that are jaart of this case, we have no alkterna-
21 . .
. tive -~ we have no .alternative but to agree that Linda

22 ) oy r oy - J - +
.| Kasapian, who 15 living on a farm in New Hampshire, who is

“ selling her memdirs, could have éaﬂwd tlus man., :

" Take her testimony -- take her testimony,

.' =1 accept it for the sake of diseussion.

* She could have saved this man from dying because

- CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES



nn 142
L

15g-2 1 t‘hesa wounds, these wounds that are bart - timt are
. :‘ indicated ‘in this pictuyre, if you take these wounds, as
. we sayy with Goromer Noguchi, his testimony, thexe has to
~ be the gnly' inference that we can make, if anything, Linda
Kasabian, if she is to be believed.one-uhalf of one percent,
that she could have saved this man,
She c¢ould have saved this man from dying. He
. was mpbile, according to her.
l ‘ But she let her lover -- she let the man she
1 | oove 35,000 to -- do this to Mr. Frykowski, and she has

1 | geven counts of morder as immmity, and she has immunity on

Z 1 this conspiracy charge.

18 And the significant thing about it, again -

® | looking at the scientific evidemece, 69-8793; 69-8793 means,

B | even though this ts just a hand, that that {s the hand of

% | Mw. Frykowski.

o And thease wounds are what? Are what?

1 - Coroner Noguehi calls t£hem defense wounds.
B It means -- it means that this man in fighting
for his life was in sort of a reflex action putting up his

4 ha:ids to fight the knife or knives o:r: whatever sharp
Coa

4

that was that was coming at him, and Linda Kasabian, Linda

% ' Kasgbilan could have saved him‘ o

2o Clearly these defense wounds from our scientific

. : % testimony here indicate that the man was trying to ward off

% vhatever was coming to him.
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15a-3° ! | Ve have -- the intensity of thege wounds,
. 2 alswe, 69-8793, which shows the top of the head of Mr.
Frykowski with whatever he was hit with, whatever he was
hit with, if we take any kind -~ any kind of look at
Linda Kasabian's testimony, from bher viewpoint, from the

‘ prodecution viewpoint, it has to be, it has to be that

* 7. Linda Kasabian allowed -~ allowed this to take place, if
- | Wwe accept her viewpoint. '

There is one here wheréin the statements, it

10 was put on a sheet, "appears to be deflected during the

L ’. " progess of dying."

1 | Meéning that based on the pathologyknowledge

¥ | that the Coromer's office has, by their analysis of this
. o w - particular wound, they can cpmef‘i_:o this kind of suggestion

15 4 . ot .
tO us. A

o The testimony was that the persop was wounded

17

while the person was passing away. n
e Excuse me just g moment,

i

(Consultation between Mr. Kanarek and Mr.
2 | shion.) ) : | .
Tl )

ig |

1L

Now, we have -- we have -- in connection =-

= and this is a matter that is significant, that is

¥ | significant, end something that we must meet and wrestle

# with in deciding this case,
.' = . % have to, in discussing this case, &8s we

* v'diagrammeid earllier during thls discussion that we are ha'v:i.::ag;|
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there are seven defendants, seven separate defendants here,
and :we inust -‘- we must come to a conclusion as to each

of these defendants =-

| Pardon me, seven victimsg, seven victims in

this case. We must come to a conclusion as to what happened |

as to each of those victims.
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jlimited in our analysis by what the prosecution has put on

{the witness stand,

7this case is econcerned, for reasons of merely getting a

:conviction, have not given.to us anything inside of that

|us -~ they have shown us items of furniture, but they

to Sharon.Tate in fact what happened to Jay Sabring.

'and we see the -- we see the actual pictures of what was

{deprived.

Now, in connection with deciding what happened —- .

what went on lnside of that house, we are not -~ we are not

" We sre not limited by any manner or means as
to what happened to Sharon Tate, for instance,

The prosecution ~- the prosecution as far as
house.

They have zlven us picfuréa, and they have given
hawen't ~- they have not shown us in fact what happened

They have alleged that those people, those people

were people who pagsed away because of criminal agency -
visible when someone came there on the morning of August the

But do we know? Do we know what happened inslide
of that house? ‘ |

. We are deprlived of knowing what happened inside
of that house because the prosecition wants to make sure

that Mr. Manson i3 eonvictéd, that 1s the reason we ére

That is the reason ~w that is the resdson that Linda

Kasabian 18 tesﬁifying iIn this case that she saw God.
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Kasabian but other witnesses, bgcaﬁse if we are denied the

24

|we will not think of Linda Kasablan a3 part and parcel

o éo,lu?

A% that instant she real&zed that mr. Matison was ot God
That preposterous testimony' And 80 by that

[technigue Linda Kasablan is sanctified“Linda.Kasabian 1s
|made o0 be & part =-- the purpose 1s so that we will'not ——

|even though Judge Older is golng %o tell us that Linda

Kesablan 18 an accomplice as a matter of law, she 18 supposed

|to zet a certain manctificatidon by virtue of becoming &

witness in this case on behalf of the prosecutlon's view-

This 18 one of the faetors that we have to

consider, this is one of the factors that we have %o

| consider in deciding this case,

. One of the factors that we must consider is the

| motivation, and the Court will Instruct us that the

motivation -~ the motivation of a witness is very, very
important. |

Now, has the ﬁrosecutioh told us in connection

1;.‘w1th these plcebures, so that we can evaluate and determine

| what oceurred inside of that house -- we suggest that one

roff' the things we should consider is whether or not there

| has been c¢andor, whether or not there has been candor on

- the part of the prosecufion's withess, not only Linda

95 [C80AOT of a witness, we are denled the raw material ypon

| which we can come £5 & Just verdlet,
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Now, the pictufe that we have here --
: We certaiﬁly agree that we don't know — i% don't know
{ what occurred inside thet houseaibut gométhing -- and this
| picture of Hr. Sebring, 1t's & ’picture that shows -- it
1ooks something like a fight

A Now, I don't know. His face, that 1s about the .
eyes, there appaars to be ~- there appears to be ~. there
has been.a pummeling of some sort, '

It you 100k at Jjust - if you look a$ just his
head, forgetting the lower portion of this pleture which
is marked People's 162; 1t appears that Mr. Sebring was
engaged in some kind of fisticuffs,

_ Maybe this is uﬁtru&, Maybe some of us will
have @ different view;éinﬁw But 1% certainly,; from the top
up, it would appedr that there has been & blow which cer-
tainly could be the blow of a fist or whatever,

Now, we don't know,

Certainly, what I am éaying now is not -- maybe
|t isn't even an inference from the evidence, but the
[point of the matber is, we know, we know that there webre
man&, many factors involved as far as the peqple!who eame
to that Tate residénce were concerned,

We know that there was a substantlial amount of
narcotles found on those premises.
We don't know -~ we don't know —- would we oon-

:Eider a fact that Linda Kasablan suddenly in & cersaln
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one-month period, in a certain one-month period she doesn't

take anything by way of LSD or hallucinogenlic material?

‘we have cibcumatantial evidenée that 13 much ‘more powerful.
jtakes of drugs, the’ chances are that in any particular
| and they are going to be partaking of drugs.

| Kasabian would indicate, would indicate that her very lire,
1

16 |

_ particular nights, these particular days, wherever Linda

marijusna; that she was not under the influence of LSD; that

We can reject that. We can reject that., We

do not have to accept any kind of a verbal statement when

If aomeone partakes of alcohol, if someone par-

L]
»

period of time they are going to be p&rtaking of" alcqhel
The circumstantial evidence concnrning Linda

Just 1ike Danny De Carlo stated that he Toved guni’, Lifda
Kasabian loved narcotics. ’
These were heyr -- she lived, evidentiy, to smoke
marijuana,
_She sald she only took LSD 50 times,
.She ran the whole gambit as far as these chemi-
cals, these drugs, or whatever we want to call them, ave

concerned,
What reason do we have to belleve that on thes,

Kasablan was, that she 4id not have marijuana; that she hadn!f

smoked mardjuana: that She was not inder the influence of

she Waé not under the influence of'somEthinS?

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES




JN_15N

205150
15¢~1 1 There is n‘othing here, She eleanses he;rself
® 2 | for a period of time that has to do with these proceedings.

3 | That attempt fo cleanse herself during this
¢ | period of time is something that we have to consider.
5 | Maybe we will decide -- maybe we will decide she was
6 | elean during this month, somehow or other ghe took a bag,
2 4 | she maid, a package of st, she went to the ranch and
] 8 ,‘ during that whole period of time she only tock LSD once!
o . | Now, the question is, can we use Linda Kasa-
10 | hian's testimony the way we cm use Dr. Noguchi's and Dx.
1 f' Katsuyamais? They are both witnesses here. They are both
2 | here to p‘résent testimony, evidence that we must digest
B 13 | and assimilate, and use in order 'tol decide the case.
. ‘ e - So whatever, I don't know, I dontt know, and
| 15 | again these are hard facts that we are dealing with and we
16 | know -- we know that there were more narcotics, an
17 | extensive amount of narcotics, hash, cocaine.
By We know that Mr. Frykowski and Miss Folger,
1 they consumed some of these materials.
L The question 1s what actually happens inside
. 2L | of this home, no maﬁter who was there. Certainly we have
" % | every reason to believe that narcotics and dangerous drugs,
2 | or whatever, played some part in these proceedings.
2 Certainly say -- they certainly must be
. % | congidered in considering the over-all circumstances here.
%1 ' And Linda Kassbian is supposedly a perc¢ipient.
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15e-2" 1 witneéas. She sees what i gb‘ing on.
g 3 _ Well, the question is, can we rely upon hetr
s | credibility? Can we use her credibility to determine
4 | eanything in this ease? This is what we‘have to degide.
5 . ~ Now, for instance, as to Mr. Sebring, Linda
- Kasabian, I believe this is correct, T went through that
= 7 transeript, because if I am incorrect'; I will have three
8 lawyers and seven clerks and the District Attorney's office
9 | who will tell us and certainly if there is anything I am
l1‘o' | telling you that is a half inch away from what is in that
u | transeript, we will hear it in the final discussion; that
12 | is for suyre. |
B There was no statement, no statement concerning
. 1 | Mr. Sebring's or mayone equlvalent to Mr. Sebring in Linda
15 | Kasabianis testimony. ‘
5 | ‘ Linda Kasabian, she did not mention one whit
u | about anyone who would appear to be Mr. Sebring, although -
B his blood chemistry tells ds that it ia all his blood on
1 that flagstone walk outside the door of the Tate residence.
. -ﬁo j We. are not told one word, not one word concern~- |
21 { ing Sharon Tate.
2 | This ig something that we have to consider in
2 | evaluating this case. o
‘ 24‘1‘ There 'cert‘ainly: is no quéstion but what Sharon
. % | Tate passed away, bnt in evaluating the passing away of

% | Sharon Tate, we have nothing before us.

]
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- agree that there was a criminal agency thatcaused her to
| pass away. '

- of Sharon Tate's description.

| tragic as this passing away 1s, are we to rubberstamp

. a prosecution approach to this case because of the fact
. speaking concerning Mr. Manson.

sway of Sharon Tate? When you boil it all down, what do

A we have to connect Mr. Manson with Sharon Tate?

w"' Mr. Sebring, what appears to.bé‘tﬁé'result of g -~ of

. fistiecuffs, pf'someékind of an argmment involving one or

We have the criminal agency. GCertainly all

But there is nothing in this record, nothing

in this record that purports evem to relate to a person

that do we do in connection with tragic,

that Miss Tate passed away? It is sométhing that we have

to donsldexr”because what we are speaking of uow, we are

What did Mr. Manson have to dp with the passing

Nothing. There is nothing.

What do we have to conmect Mr. Manson with

more people and Mr. Sebring?. \
If this were not & murde: case, 1f this were
not a murder case, if Mr. Sebring had only received the

wounds that are visible upon his face and,his hgad there

reacts Like a self-defense kind of thing, like Mr, Sebring
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15¢=<4 1 wag somehow or other engaged in some kind of altercation
. g _ 2 ,‘ wlth someone.
. 8 That doesn't mean Mr. Sebring is in the wrong,
¢ 1 but it means there are certain facts that occurred that
5 we are not apprised of.
6 " | " In connection with it, you have to loock at
3 7 | this picture, and I have tried to go over Dr. Noguchi's
_ 5 testimony and I don't believe -« now, if I am wrong about
9 | thisg, we héve a phalanx of lawyers who will clear it ap
o | for ug, but I don't believe that these ~-- these -~ what
B | we see here on Mr. Sebring's face reflects anything that
:12 : was fatal orx that anyone from the witness stand, Dr.
18 | Woguebi -- T dontt think that there is anything in the
® | testimony that would ind;i.ca_té that Mr. Sebring's face had

15d fls. % } any kind of a fatai injury.
6 | | )

1
B | ‘ I ’

W

o1 1
22
23
24

o =

2% |
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\when we consider the wound on Hy., -~ We can codrdinate this

'theré is a wound on Nr, Sebring's hand whilch appears to be a

| wound that was placed there by u sharp objeot,

beginning at Page 13,112;

20,154

So it's something for us to consider, and then’

by the numbers, 69-8795, we can coordinate 'it. We can see

So it is something for us to consider, what
a¢tually happened to lr. Sebring. | |
Now, Volume 117, now, Mr. MeGann testified

"Q Sergéant,;yéﬁ_éreabﬁé of the
’investigating officérs En the Tate éése,-i&ll . ’ 1"_
 that correch? .

"A Yes, sir, %43 ?,f ‘ :}f :tl;\‘i

"Q Directing your attention to

People’s 98 for identification, ake you familiar
with thils areg?

A Yes, I am, I cannot see the entire
_.map, however, ‘ ‘

"WR. BUGLIOSI; Do you want to step off of

the witress stand?

' You have been out to the area, is

“that correct?

"A, Yes, I Hhave.

"Q You have been to the Tate residence?
"4 Yes, '

"q  Have you ever driven from the Tate

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



io

It

B |

14

.15 1 f
‘16 |

AN
B A

0 |

24

25

2

20,155

18

2 -

"residence to the Rudolf Weber residencé on
Portola Drive in Los Angeles?”
‘ pr, in ccnﬁeepioh wiﬁh what happened out ithere
on August the 8th or Bugust the Qéh, we have here Mr, McGamn,
'ﬁho the proéecution‘s evidence indicates that this man has
:been connected with thils case from the beginning of time,
:gé to gpeak, from the time thls case came into existence:
| “Q You have been out to.the area, is
that correct? ﬁ |
"a, Yes, I have.
;. . "Q Zou have been £o tﬁe Tate residence?
A, Yes. -
"Q Havye you ever driven from the Tate
residence o the Rudolf Weber residende on
Eoftola Drive in Los Angeles?® .
©omp, From fhé -
LA From the Taﬁé t¢ the Péﬁtola Drive
residence? '
ua, Yes, I have, ’
"q  When did you drive that distance?
"A  Yesterday morning."
Now this testimony 1s on October T, 1970.
gy, Did you determiné how .far it was from the
‘Late residence to the Rudolf Weber residence on Portola
Drive? _ . .
| "W Yes, T afd.. . .7
: alt
R

-
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"s  How far was 1t?

"4 One and eighth~tenths of a mile,
1.81or a mile. | | | |

" Point oué now on this map, whab
placeé you are referring to. ‘
ﬂ "a, - The Tate resldence at 10050 Cilelo
Drive, down Cleloc Drive to Benedict Canyon Diive,
north on Benediet Canyon to Portola Drive, then
est on Poftola Drive to Mr. Weber's home. |

ng 1,6 miles?

"A. 1.8, #es, 1.8 of a mile.

"Q Have you ever been across the street
from the addﬁess, 2901 Benedlet Canyon Drive'in
Log Angeles? ‘

"A, Yes, I have. |
"Q Where the Qléth#pg_wés‘found?3

- A, Yes. .
nq Did you ever drive from-ﬁﬁdélf ‘

Weber's resldence to the address, 2901,Bengdict
Canyon Drive? IR
o, Yes, I did."
Now, in cbnﬁection wWith this, it 1s most inter-
ésting, iﬁ is most interesting that this clothing, maybe
some of us wlll not agree with me, that this clothing does

knives,
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Now, somebody is golng to say the person wielding

{the knife, the person wilelding a knife, the obher person

*igets it,

Lobk at These plctures, DLook at these plctures,
Is it possible for clothing to be worn and for

Aknivés to be wielded in the fashion that bhis occurred,
-without there being~some kind of something or other on that
lelothing to associate'g knife or gome kind of an effect
from this: kind of activity?

Maybe it is meaningless, Maybe It doesn't mean
a thing, or maybe 1t does,
Or maybé that clothing was the clothlng; maybe

1t was not worn or maybe that ¢lothing was.

That is what we Have to decide., They ar¢ trying to

tie in ~- we have Offlcer Me Gann come and testlfy in

conneetlon with this clothing:

S Did you ever drive from Rudolf
‘weberfs residenee/tghe-addreas 2901 Bgﬁedict
Canyon Drive? P
s, Yes, I aiifig'j:’f~'“‘
"o Yesterday?' -

A Yesm,

"Q How far was 1%? co
" It is also 1.8 miles, i@SIﬁilés.’
"G Are you ?amiliar with the Weiss'

residence on Long View Valley Road wheve the ,22

caliber revolver was found?
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| That question was not answered,

Y % Yes, I am, o
QQ Yoﬁfhabe beén éé ﬁhat address?
W Yesi T 7. . o
"Q Did &ou.drive to that address from "

2901 Benedict Cenyon Drive® . ©. Y ~ 1

Hp, Yes, I did. s
1 ;Q. How far is 1% troﬁr%hab address to -
the Weis5 residence?

4, 1.8 of a mile, 1.8'of a mile,

g So it is 1.8 as to each one of

these places?

ha From the Tate to the Weber, and the
Weber to the clothing, and from the elothing to
Mre,: Weiss' realdence,

thetually not to Mr, Weiss' residence,

The road back of Mr. Welss' residence, Beverly
Gien, |

g Have you ayer gsearched for knives

on Beénedict Canyon DrivegV

The next question:

"q Did you search for any knives off
Benedict Canyon Drive near where the c¢lothing
was? | '

uA, Yes, I did.

" Ot both sides of where the clothing
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"was?
_ g, Well, the clothing -- there is &
cliff that goes down here from'tpis area on both
sides,. yes, thils entlre route here - (indicating).
"Q. How fér on eﬁph side‘of wﬁere the
eléthing was found Hid you search for the knifé? .
“OHE WITNESS: Approximately 100 yards in each’
direction from where the glotn;ng‘was fougd at this
losation (indicating). - C C
" +  BY MR. BUGLIGSI:_,Diﬁ.you evég'séérch
anywhere else from the knifa in that vicinity?

"A, Yes,
"Q Where?
" We searched this entire gsrea, lere,

on Mulholland Drive, which is west of Benedict

Canyon, and we also had searchied the entire area

from Mulholland, followling Beéverly Glen to Ventura

Boulevard.
. "G " Were you successful in finding anf
knives?
A No, I was not.b
"q Do you recall when you made the search

for knives?

na, The seardhes weére made on different
occasions,
" When approximately was the first time

that yoﬁ commenced searching fox the knives?
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but anything is possible,
lofficer tells us, he searched for this clothing prior to the

‘found. -

"4, Sometime in November, I believe,
' in that iocatibn, November or December,”
. Now, c¢learly, if the clothing was there, the
élothing was searched I would assume after they found it,

So, therefore, they searched for, he says, the

time that 1t was found in the exact area where it was
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la~-1 1‘ | Again, that is something for us to congider.
~ _ We' certainly can agsume that this kind of a
. s | Bearch wdsn't done by Officer McGann by himself. With

| what happaned- in connection with this case, there was
probably a platoon of officers searching for weaponsg,
searching for clothing, searching for anything.

If this happened on August the 9th, 1969, it
is reasonable, very reasonable, to assume, and certainly
L tﬁink that it would be unque‘sirtioned by anyone, that this
10 area wWas gone éver with iesé than a fine toath comb .

ii 8¢, our ‘conclusion must be =- must be - ft
Y ‘defies our intellect for us to believe that that clothing
13 was there during this intensive searching. LT
. 1 L This isn't where something happens and the
peolice conduct a search in Topekia, Kansas, or gomething

like that, for specific objecls. This is right there at

15

16 .

| the scepe, within a stone!s throw, so close that somebody

heard shouts, supposedly, from this particulsar area.
Are we to believe that thisg clotj.hii:g was

s . :
.19
there?

a | THE COURT: We will take our recess at this time,

Mr. Kanarek. : ~
Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with

22 -
a3
o4

. s | until it is £inselly submitted to you.
The court will recess for 15 minutes.

anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the case

5
16a £ils. (Recess.)
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(The following proceedings occur in chambers.
A1l counsel present. Defendants absent.)
| THE GOURT: The record will show all counsel
present. co ? '
I just weited to ask Mr.Ranarek how much time
you estimate yoﬁ‘wﬁll require to finish?. i
MR. KANAREK: I would say a coupie of more daya,
yoﬁr Homnor. o . L ‘ “
I am trying to cover -- I have eliminated a
lot of things. Thege are just the highlights. L
There is six months of trial here, your Honor.
I have tried to eliminste méhy things,
THE COURT: You don't have to explain. I just
want to get your estimate.

MR, KANAREK: I would make thias motion, and I know

it is an unusual.motion,your‘ﬂonor, but I make a motion

that the Court order =~-

THE COURT¢ Is this in lieu bf‘an angwer to my
question?

MR. KANAREK: No, rp, not really, your Honmor. It
is sort of an answer, indirectly, in that it is my
belief that no defendant in a trial this long can get
a faix trial, that the jury cannot remember the evidence.

I make a motion that the Court order a
transcript to go to the jury room. That is, a transeript

of evidence that was admitted into evidence, or anything
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16a-2 1 thdt is alluded to 1n'argumeht_, -and 'I’saiy‘ that s--_' _
2 THE COURIT: I suggest that you defer this motion,

3 Mr.. Ranarek, until after the afr,gum‘ents.

Cg | MR. KANAREK: 0f course,. it takes some time o
8 prepare it. o ‘ |
6 The'Attorney General may say it is going to
. 7 | take time to prepare it. ‘ '
8 | it is my position that it is‘a vioiation-of
] 9 | due process and a fair trial.
0 | THE COURT: Some time to prepare the motion?
i MR. KANAREK: Some time to prepare this kind of
2 4 transcxript. .
B} It would require the Court to order.a
. ‘ 4 | transeript prepéred wherein that which was allowed into

15 evidence, be included, and the colloquy -~

6 THE CQURT: Deleting all the inadmisgible portioms;
17 | 1s that what you are saying? -

. MR, KANAREK‘ Yes.

B Not to, otherwise, makes & mockery of it.

. 20 This trial is so long.

21 ' THE COURT: We dontt have to spend too much time
7 .22 | arguing it. I am going to dény it. |
3 MR. KANAREK: The Fourteenth Amendment and Equal
2¢ |  Protection requires it. |
.. . 25 THE COURT: Two days is estimated for the balance
2% of your argument?
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_ ‘163_,-3 1 MR, KANAREK: Yes. That 1s my estimate.
. 2 " THE COURT: I will hold you pretty strictly to that.
| 3 | I think that will be ample time to make an argument.

4 MR. KANAREK: That is niy estimate, your Honor.

5 THE COURT: 1 {rauld suggest that if you have any

6 |  question about it =~ and this is your own estimate, and
* 7 | this wag one of the reasons that I was asking -- if yﬁu
8 have any doubt 'ahout it ~--

9 | MB. KANAREK: Qut of an abundance of precaution,
0 1 your ‘}iorio::, I would --

i ;: THE COURT: Just & moment.

2 I would suggest that you organize it in some

B 1 way.

. 4t You can't hope to go through the entire
35 | transeript and read it word by word to the jury. You will
6 | have to pick énd‘ choose for your argument, as you do in

1 any case., This is no exception.

18 _ - Two more days will be six days of argument,
1 and 1 think that will be enaugh.

s 2 MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor, that estimate is

) A | just a guesstimate, g-u-e-s-t-i-m~a-t-e.

| % | THE COURT: I am saying that you had better count
% | on that.
PR R MR. KANARER: I can't represent ’to.' the Coﬁrt that

. %5 | that is accurate. It is a guesstimate. I feel obligated

16b fls. 26 to estimaté when the Court asks me.

-
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~ philosophy of 1life, the prosecution has brought forward

b el o e

THE COURT: Don't feel obligated to take up two
days 4if you don't have anything more to say. ]
MR. KANAREK: No, your Homor. That isn't the point.
The point is that the Court made no such request of the
District Attorney.

Really, your Honoz, iﬁ isn't the time at
all,

THE COURY: What you are saying Is just wasting time |
right now. This 1s the problem. |

1 am not going to tell you what o say ox
how to say it, that is your problem, but six days will
be ample.

Let's get on with something else,

{The following proceedinhgs occeur in open
court. All j&rors present. All attorneys except Mr.
Hughes present. Defendants abéent.)

THE COURT: All counsel and jurors are present.

You may continue, Mr. Kanarek.

MR. RANAREK: Now, in connection with Mr. Manson's

a conple of witnesses, some witnesses, and we might as
well meet it headon.

It is the kind of approach that, 1 suppose,
if you study the history of this country, you might say
there hag never béen a trial, a¥ we think back, as ﬁe

think back in the history of this country, there never has

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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- That possible inference can you make from that?

approximate figure?,

been & trial wherein the things that have been done in
- this case have occurred. |

Questicns such as: What is Mr. Mangon's idea .
of right and wrong? _

Guestions such asi Lhat is Mr., Manson's
idea of death?

We have in this case the bepinnings of the
end of cur way of life, of our system of justice, if we
allow the prosecuticn to prevall in this case.

- When you can ask in a criminal case what
Mr. Jakobson was asked by Mr. Bugliosi:

YApproximately how many times did you talk

with Mr. Manson about his philosophy on 1ife? -

"Well, innumerable times." |

Now, this is the kind of questicn that is
asked in a Pussion tyial before.someone is summarily taken
off and either executed or sent to Sibexdia.

That. relevance, ﬁﬁat relevance supposedly -~

a trial is supposed, to have relevant and material matters

snd then Mr. Jakobson answers in response to
the next guestion:

k)

nhen you say innumerable, will you give an

And the answer 1s:

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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16b-3 1 | ‘ ~ "Maybe 100."

2 I The answer is "Maybe 100.
." 3 "And where did these convergations
s | teke place?
5 "Oh, at =~ out at the ranch, at
6 | my house, at Dennis's house, in vehicles while
- 7. we were driving to and frem places."'
) 5 | ¥hy dces the prosecution ask that question?
n s | _ Assuming that we have a trial where wé
16 [ base a result based upon relevant material information,

1 what has Mr. Manson's philosophy of life got to do with

12 | whether or not on these two dajrs' Mr. Mansgon conspired with
13 | people and is conmected with "ca{t.tstin‘g peéple to die?
' | . ':“‘.?ma,ﬁ you say the ranch, you mean ]
15 | © Spahn Ranch? _ L '
16 “Yes, I do. ‘
17 | "And when you say.your house, where.is
18 that located? , o .
9 "fhat is my'oid house in }ie;rerly Glen
- 20 where Dennis and I lived for a year.
| 21 | . "When you met Mr. Manson at Dennis
) 2 | Wilson! s home, was that at the Beverly Glen
2 address?
2 “No. That was at Dennis's house
. . 25 down. on Sunset."
16c £ls2s
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16e~1 Then further on, page 14,079.

ﬁ "Were many of these conversations just
between you snd Mr. Manson or were there any
instances when any othexr people were present?"

Now; then, we come to what has been the
repeaﬁed declaration in this case by the Court when other
counsel objected to what was b;aiizg stated by Mr. Jakobson,

The prosecutor éayé:w

“No objeéction. It is offered as to
Mangon only. ' | h

0 ‘ |
"THE COURT: Very well, the jury is instiructed

.11

12 that the testimony of this witneses pertains only to

13 Mr. Manson apnd is not to be considered for' any

. 14 " purpose as to any of the other defendants."

15 Now, if you take out of the transcript and

16 | out of this court everything that has been limited to

1 1  Mr. Manson, this trial, instead of taking some six months

18 as it has taken, would, of course, be much less.

15 But really, it isn't so much the time as it

o | 18 the emphasis.

2 |
' is trying to do in this case.

That is indicative of what the prosecution

22

2 | what they are trying to do for political,

24 gociological, whatever, whatever the reasons are, they

. . | -are trying to hang Mr. Manson for his philosophy of life

s | @nd his way of life.
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Now, we Kuow that the prosecution has brought
into this case the sex, the sex orgles, the way of life

of Mr. Manson. ,
. Now, tﬁe stétute of limitations for statutory
rapé is threc years. ‘ 1 '
Dianne Schram -- pardan me ~= Dianne Lake, .
Stephanie Schram, Barbara Hoyt this record will reveal

that, and you can infer, if it isa't explicitly set forth,

_certainly as to Dianne Lake, she was 13 or 15 or 17, or

sémething 1like that -- 13 when she left home -- so those
are acts of gtatutory rape.

And no matter what happeng in this trial,
if Mr, Manson is acquitted, the District Attorney will
file for statutory rape concerning,ﬁr. Mangon, because there‘

is a three-year statute of limitations on statuto:& rape,

'as we have said, and there are innumerable counts of

statdutory rape.

1f you add those up, turn those into
consecutive sentences, Mr. Manson couldn't live that long
in connection with these charges that they have brought
here by this evidence.

They haven't f£iled in this case yet but it
ig well within the statute of limitations.

It is clear from this record by the testimony
that is before the Court by Paul Watkins, and other
testimony, that Mr. Hanson-hés a parole officer. Those
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16¢-3 1 | acts of statutory rape ‘Would be matters wheréin Mr. Hanson
o . | would be brought befoxe the Court to see if there is a
_. { ‘_violatiun of parole,
| 4 ' So, there is no necessity for this murde‘r
s prosecution against Mr. Manson except for the purpose,
6 na mat_ﬁer what the viewpoint is, bhecause Mr. Manson has
. e | ~liaega]. problems, according to this record, that far
g | Ctranscends what is going on in this courtroom, but Mr.
9 | Manson is asymbol, he is a person that they want for
0 reasoné_ that we have enunciated previously, they want Mr,
n | Manson found guilty of these hideous crimes for the most
,12') 5? hideous of reasons, not becausé Mr. Manson is guilty of
s | it, but because of his philosophy of life.
. 1
16d £is.,
16
o
18 :
®
A 20
2
2
3
24 _'

o -

26
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16d-1 - I think we can agree that there is nothing
| 2 . in this record that would substantiate any kind of
s | murder convictions against Mr. Manson or anything in

4 1  connection with the people that passed away in the Tate

5 or the La Bianca homes.

§ It might be corny, it might be corny, because
. 7 | we have heard it so often, but the sun rises every day,

3 | and that is pretty good, That happens often too. We
9 | all heard of Voltaire's famous quote about: I don't
1 l agfee with what you say but I will defend to the death

n your right to say it.
12 So, we on thils jury, we on this jury, are
B fa.ee with whethex, in this country, a person is going to
. 14 .| be convicted of murder because of his philesophy of 1ife.
| 5 B : That is what we have, because nc matter what
16 : you say about Mr, Manson, he i3 not going anywhere when’
yw | this trial ig over. So, there can be no reagon, there
18 . can be no reason, no legitimate reason, for this prosecution.
9 Looking to the further testimony, we see |
o | what the prosecution is doing in this case.
21 : A question by the prosecution:
B 2 | 'Did Mr. Manson elaborate on what he meant
03 when he said there was no such thing as wrong?®
.24, ; o Page 14,082.
. o : "Did Mr. Manson elaborate on what he meant

% | when he said there was no such thing as wrongh

C oy
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16d-2 11 . Now, again, we take evidence in a courtroom
‘ 2 I becauge it is relevant and material. Query: Is that
3 1 relevant and material on any issue that is before us?
¢ what if someone is charged with burglary
5 or _robberﬁ, or charged with any crime. We know that
2 these kinds of questions are improper, are questions
‘ 7 that are not offered to assist us. They are oﬁly‘offered
. 8 to raise our emotions.
> Because, as the prosecution looks around
101 amount the jurors, the prosecution finds no one who
1 lives at the Spahn Ranch or equivalent. Mr. Manson
2 1 elaborated on what he meant when he said there was no
N 13 such thing as wrong, he believed or he said that he could
:. ' 1 1 do no right or wrong.
| ol - "He said he could do no right or wrong.
16 “That he personally could do ne right or
7 | wrong?
By "Right andwrong was a concept that he did
9 net hold with.
2} "He did not believe in ié:."
: | "BY MR. BUGLIOSI: pid he say that he personally
2 could do no wrong? -
# "Yas, " -
# The next questi:on:. t
. % . "Did Mr. Manson ever discuss with you
% h‘.Ls conecept of good as 0pposec‘l to bad?
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"Yes.
"What did he say?

“There wasn't any good ot bad.
“Try to talk a little more loudly, Mr.

Jakobson, or pull the microphoné up ta you,"says

the prosecutor.

"There wasn't any Sood or bad."
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when you go into tneae kinds of things; we have all talked
| about, from tiue immemorial, mam has wondered when he

.pésses avay in this 1ife; Do we come back? Is there such a

that go into this and discuss this, and my God, there arve
| probably as many different versions of thls, as many

'differcnt vergions ds there are people, perhaps,

‘ Then the next quedtion, this in a murder case:
"Did Mrt, ﬁanSQn ever discuss with you his
philosophy about death?". .- ”-e Coe L,
"Did ne say anythipu about daath? _
“Ee didn't believe th'ae, ‘ Co
We ape abkhd to say, and we know there are many

of us who believe 1n reincarnation# you get off the deep end

thing as death?

We have all kinda of phileosophies and religioné

Well, ﬁould yau elabdrate on that?
"He Sald ?hat he had dled a long time
ago ond that he.haduexperienced death many
tlimes,
‘ "Thig Wés one of the things that we argued
about so much, the subjective and the objective,
where'theg met. )
Did he say there was such a thing as death?
"o, it was only a physical change at the
end of the hody.™ .

By the prosecutor:

~CieloDrve.COmMARCHIVES
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1 trial: Speak loudly and throughout the world about the kind
[ of life style or whatever that_qas_going-on at the Spshn
.j .Ranch§ . -‘ ) !.‘? , : r.u;-

L words, ‘ " L

1w

"Iry Lo speak up more loudly, Mr, Jakobson."
And I think that 1s the’ theme of their entire

"I am thying 0 think of the words yged, his

“If you cannot think of his words, whenever.

&

you can, of course, relate his words, 1 yqu '
canndt remember hls exacl Wbr@gjuﬂust_re}ate the
essence or the substance df.what he‘saida“
And the witness says!
"Death was a physicsl change that took
‘place 4t the end of the life span of the body,
and the spirit went on from‘there,'and that is
what was lmportant. '
uTt either went on or went back, we rnever
. g0t info that, but 1life went on,
"The esgence of 1ife went on.,
“The body did not have much to do with the
essence of life, .
"DId he say theré was no such thing as
death?
"Yes, death also is. a concept of man that
'exists only in the heed, In the intellect,
"fhis is what he said?
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:is there anything to show that Susan Atkins, Leslie Van -
‘Houten, Patricia Krenwinkel, Linds XKasabilan, Tex Watson,

there anything to show any kind of a sonpiracy?

1anyth1ng soncerning thesepeople.

ﬂYeB 1t

Now, where do we have a conspiracy here? - Where

Steve Grogran, Clem Tufts, who wasn't even filed on, where is
mhey haven't even.brought any evidence as to.

This evldgnce and similar eyidenee is nrfered
snd has been.brought bafore us againat Mr.'Manson only.

- “, M N P ?

)
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lef-1 1 Thenr the next question:
e 2 “ “This is what he said?"”
. A Ré:Eerr.ing to death, obviously, fxom the
s | previous question,
5 "Did he saj it was a fear born in man's
6 . head?"
2 7 Well, the Uourt sustained an objection to
. g the question; I am sorry.
W $ | "Did he say anything about death with
O | respect to its being beautiful?
u "THE WITNESS: He sgaid that he had experienced
o it and it was Tbeautiffuli“ '
1 | Now, -the Court -- well, getting to page ..
.- m | 14,086, By the prosecutor:; | | | |
5 "Did he say that it wzg:,s- wicorig to kill a
| humén being? -
u |  UTHE WITNESS: He seid it was wot: | .
B | "But it should be qualified, it came at
o | the end of a lot of talk.
- 2 \ "All right, you may relate the context in
a | ' which that statement came about."
5 22 And tlien the witness, at page 14,087:
23 "It came at the end of a vonvershtion
2t} . that got into:" -~ according to the trangeript ==
. 2 - - "First there wasn't any right or wrong and,
% | secondly, there wasn't any deéth, and then it came,
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L6g-2 [ "sb that it did not matter.

. 2 "What didn't matter?
| 3 | “y If someone was killed, death dida*t

have any importance.
"Did he say it was wrong to kill?
6 "No, he did not. He did not say it

A

was wrong to kill."

.8 Page 14%,088. o o
- o o !"He said it was not wrong to kil1?
o | "THE WITINESS: Well, I certainly felt he
u | inferred it because that is one of the poiﬁts
| ‘that we were arguing ahout and I wad taking the

1B other side.

. 14 ;j "What position were you telking’?‘.

o "IHE WINESS: The position I was taking
6 was that your big toe is hooked to your head,

wo and it mattered; that everything had to do with

18 | everything clse; the'subjective and the objective

18 were one.

2 "The never changing and the aver

2 changing wére all hooked up.

= "And he gaid his stand was that they
B . were not; that they existed completely separately
2 | as a duality.
! . % A "So he told you then it was not wrong
‘ % | to kill, is that correct?

~ CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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"THE WITNESS: Yes, that's correct.

16£-3
9 “bid Mr. Marison gsay anything about
. time? é ’
. | "It does not exist.
. "Time doeg mot exist? A
y "Right., - - .. ‘
. ;. - "pid he elaboxate on that?
8 | o "It also 18 a éoﬁcepts of man.
] o "Man invented time. The clock is the
0 | ~ invention and creation of man. It is a concept.”

u - Now, I ask you, how many inferences do you
iz | have to mske from this testimony to determine that Mr.
‘5 | Manson is respongible for what occurrved at the Tate and

o w | La Bianca homes?

- 15 : e Did he discuss the concept of pain
’ 1 | with you?
T "It 1s a concept. It comes from fear.
18 | "It also i8 a creation of man, It need
o | not be there; it does not éxist.
.o "Pain does not exist?
i o . "No, it does not exist.
R “pid he ever tell you -~
a2 "Except in the head.
A% "It was strictly mental, not physical?

y - i it
.’ 2. Yes.

% These are the kinds of things that have been

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



16£-4 ﬂi'sc;ussed in dormitories, in s‘ghcéls, in ééileées.: ?‘e-ople
2 git around in their home. These are the kinds of things

s | that we sometimes see on TV in comnection with various

¢ | murder mysteries and in connection with just about =-- if

5 | we look back in our lifetime, these kinds of diséussions

6 | are the kinds of discussions tiuat all of us have ente,fed

. 7 into,
. 8 If any one of us should have the misfortune
9 to become a defendant in a case where we were charged with

1 | murder, what our philosophlies of life, what our ideas ox
1n | our friends' ideag, would they be brought to bear in order

2 | to get a murder conviction at any iarice"?
B | ‘ We think that we don't have to flush all of
.r o | our sense of justice down the drain because Some people

TN .18 want Mr. Manson found guilty for no weason except far the

16 | fact that Mr, Manson is :_'Ldentified with a certain way of

v | 1ife that Is a way of life that a lot of us, most of us,

1 | . maybe everyone of us, doésn't want or appreciate or have
17 fls. » | any use for. |

2 2
21
2 “
23.‘ _
2 |
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K|

‘CieloDrive.com ARCH I VES



- 17-1

b

“'"" Ly
1

h)

10
1m .
1z

13

1

16“

17

‘18
19 |
20
a
2 |

2

26

14 .

tion is askipp us to meke an equation.

| in bload -~ these happen to be the La Blanca -~ that is
2

2% o W 2 o b ]
ZU3L0L

And all of this can be read back to you.
I'm sure the prosecution will have scmething to say about
it.
Now:
g nid Mr. Mauson ever speak to you
about the establishment?
YL Yes.
"o Vhat did he say?
"4 Eell, he just felt that they were so
far =- he'did not want to have anything to do with
them; that they were so far wrong that everything
that they were and was was coming to an end;
"It was over. The beginning of the
end had begun.
' "The korma was turning. Those are
'his words, not mine,"

And go the prosecution agks ug -~ the prosecu~

The equation the prosecution wants us to make, |
viow; referring to Peoplets Exhibits 205, 204 and 206.
The prosecution 1s asking us to do Is to make

the equation and say that because -these words are written

"Death to pigs,” "Helter Skelter,' “Rige."
The prosecution is asking us because these

words appear at thelLa Bisnea home and the words appeax

1]

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES



o~

%

&

\‘

10
1
12

i3

14

B

16

17

1

pid

. »
2L .

2

%
25

2%

36 %ﬁn .

Lo - o e,

at the Tate home, and go forth, all that we heard about,
therefore Mr. Manson should be Found guilty of murder.
The fact of the matter is that there is no

-ev1dence -~ there is no evidence before ug -~

For instance, there 1g this pleture which I
have to discuss, I don't want to} it is & picture showing
.a-knife in the throat of Mr. La Bianca. It will be in
the jury room; but we feel that we must discuss this

because the prosecution, as we know they have the last ==

they have the last say-so, and if we look at the historical

reason for the last say-so they hdve, they!'ve got the
butden so they get a chance to talk to you twice,

In law the person who has the affirmative
has this opportunity of talking twice.

Well, we don't care how long they talk,

The fact of the matter is that there id no
evidence, there is no evidencé in commection with Mr.
Manson. |

And they are going to argue that this picture
concerning Mr. La Bianca, that~this is the knife and fork,
that there ig the knife that ur La Bianca ~- the knife
and fork, and that 13 going to be related to the Beatles,
the knife and fork and the piggies and all that'we have
heatrd in this courtrocm. '

Now, if someone, if someore =- m&nﬁ-beeﬁle -

many people -~ the ' progecution evidence éhéﬁa;fhere'are
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jillions of people at this Spabin Ranch.

_ Does that mean because people have talked
about these matters, does that mean that each person at
the Spahn Ranch, that: Mr, Manson is responsible for what
somecne else may or may not have done?

This is the issue. This is a free speech
issgue because it is easy enough on the 4th of July to get
up and talk zbout the Bill of Rights in a vacuum. :

We can all say how wonderful and how marvelous‘
these guarantees are.

. But the nitty-gritty is what counts. ﬁhat
counts is when you have an opportunity to apply it.

The Constitution, the Constitution protects
us, and it sort of hangs over us, and the only opportunity
that we have to use it is when it'comes into play, such
as in & courtroom like this, and té give 1lip service, to
give 1ip service to free sPeech and for us to -~ fbr us

to say that the people who founded our way of life, this

. was good, and Ceorge III was bad, free speech is all right,'

but it is not gll right for Mr., Hanson.

Mx. Manson is a person, no matter what he ig
alleged to have said, who is stiii ] gerson who has the
right of free speech.

Now, you say, well, this case 1s, you know,
this is the case we are talking about right here, and so

let's forget about this principle as far as this case is
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1 |  conecerned because it scares us a little bit.
‘ 2 Does it scare us a little bit t_hat a
3 |  substitute for evidence can come in, that character

assassinatidn can ccme in? Dees it scare ug a little

8 bit that our emotions are appéaled to by way of these
6 all&ged sexﬁal.activiﬁies that have taken place at the
. 7 ] Spahn Ranch, Asupl;csedly to show demination.
. 8- ¥ell, that is not offered to show dominatiomn.
¥ | It is offered to show the prejudice,
w0 | ~ You don't have‘tb'F# the sexual motivation
11 E of all of us is such you don't have to dominate people to

2 | have them ~-- to have them engage in sexual activities.

B Peopla engage in sexwal activities because

| oﬁ the fact that they have this inclination.

I~

15 - And it g a synthetic - it i5 a phony Ty

16 P ima false type of argument to say that.

7 | : You take the people who go to Spahn Ranch,

.|  evidently they are the type of people who as faxr as their
¥-t . pergonal lives are voncerned they are, forgive the

2 1  expression, their personal values, their personal attitudes-

L

2% toward sex may be a little bit loose, wvery loose, when

-8

17a £fls. 2 | they come there, so there is nco domination needed.
23

2% |

. ' 25

% |
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. You don't have to have lr, Manson suggest Lo
Linda Kasablan to make 1ove with Tex Watson. She made love
zwith him before she ever saw Mr, Manson, 8¢ that is awﬁhOny
{1ssue, |

u It is brought here to appeal to our emotions.

;It is broéught here so that we will forget -- forget the true

fisgues and bring in some kind of & result against Mr. Manson

"because of oupr being inflamed, the same way the pletures in-

;flame us, the same¢ way when we think in terms of -~ when we.
%think in terms of sexual activities.

Why ‘does the proseqution -~ why does the
iprosecution bring befqre us Me, Watkins Paul Wa@kina, tg
[testify that he. went out to geb girls? e

My. Manson is evidently B8O v hia ability ﬁo get
|females is not the ail-powerful thing that some of us woul&
lbelieve, because Mr. Watkins' says ‘he had to go out and get
'thé girla; ‘ | |
: ‘ : This 1ls & fdcetor to consider as . to what the
‘evidence is, Why 18 the prosecution bringing in this

)EV&éenGB? It 18 to inflame us because natﬁrally we are

irepulsed, many of us are —- our reaction is, you know, that

20 lanybody that would do this, we must hold this againet them.

24

26

' So that 1is the reason that that kind vf evidence
Eis brought in.
' . Now, Mp. Jakobson testified, after testify-ing

labqut the establishment he was asked:
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exact words here that r, Jekohson heard.
jéf these. conversations was partéking-of marijuariay He sald
going on, .

ipré@udice." This ia to appcal ﬁd our -~ those of us who are
24:fdeVOut, whe are of the Chriétian faith,'it is Yo appeal ~-
;i# is to appeal to us in the sense that anyone who wduld'say

this 15 <~ we Just got to find against a man like that.

e

ng In other words, he did not want to
board a sinking ship as it ﬁere: He wanted to
"leave the establishment.

"A, Exactly.

gy Did Mr, Hanson ever say that he was
Jesus Christ?

"THE WITNESS: Yes.

vy He sald he was Jepus Carist?

"A: Yes.

"G | Did he eéef'saﬁ he was the devil?
"R Yes.

ﬁQ Did Charles Manson ever discuyss

with you his feelinps about the relationship
. between the black and white people?
"L Many times."
- How, whﬁtﬁver -~ whatever -~ we don't have the
We have here the fact that Mr, Jakebson in many

so on this record, while some of these conversatlons were

_ But whatever, whatever, this is to appeal to our

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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Ana whether we are of the Christian faith or some
| other falth, those of us who are not of the Christian falth,
11t is %o appeal %o our emotlons that any one who could make

' such a statement as this is the kind of persorn that has got

’Lto be gﬁix@y of murder,

_ It is to appeal to our emotlon, a substitute for
- eviﬁenée{ Iﬁ is to make us feed a revulsion, and therefor
1to bring in a result that somebody wants.
But then again the questlon 1s, the question is,
| does 1t tend o prove that anybody 1s gullty of muprder? |
”?hat Mp, Hanson has an§ kind of gullt In ¢thls case for
| anything., | _ \

If there-is anything that $his country stands for
it is Individual responsibllity for our acts. ‘

We don't judge people cumuilatively.

genocide, is suppodsed Lo be againsﬁ'what we
stand for. We are supposéd to‘be; 2ll of us I'm sure we
1wou1d agree, that we are against wiping out groups of people
‘because Of some particular characteristic or some particular
| attribute or some partieular bellef) - + . U
This 1s genocide, and that is whab the proseqution |
|48 asking for in this case. ' .. R
. And 1% demeans the memory 0f>Sh§rbn‘mgte, the
ﬁgmory of Abigatl Folgeﬁ, Mr, Frykowski, Nr, Sebring, Nr,
|Parent, Mr, and Mrs, La Biéncé, to have this kind of a

prosecution as a vehlcle for this result that is requested

“CieloDrive COmARCHIVES



944

TR

n
“iff
12

13
-f.m"

iz b

16

17 |
. 1(;' .
io I
20 [

1

s |

95

20,188

|hers,

"pld Charles Menson ever ﬁiscusa with
you hig feelings about his relatipnship
between black and white people?

na Many tiﬁésx |

"y - Did he mention the ﬁhilospher
Nietzsche?

"4, Yes.,

"Q That he had read Nletzsche?

~

A He was familiar with him,*

And then in the proﬂecutionfS-summary, thy spoke.
log Kietzsche and they spoke of how Nietzsche's philosophies
lare this and that and the other thing:

| "G . V¥hat did Mr, Hanson say with
respect to the relationshilp between black

and white people?" '

o Well, that question was repeated:

"y ‘ What did Mr. Manson say aboubt the
relationship between black and white people -~
thelr relative worth,the level of existence
between them? | i ‘ _ ‘

R There*was muqh said about that, and
the essence of what Was said going back %o the
question about Nietzschg, that the Hhite race
was more evolved.than bhe black raee.k

g The white raee Was. more evolved?

., N
- L]
N '

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES




L

Lo
n [
.1z

a8

5
Jﬁi
Cw

.

I &
21
2%

%

% |

20,189

"Af .

llQ

' to mean more developed?
np, ’
The next leading question:

IIQ
n.A.'

merit, yes, more evolved, more advanced,

"Q

b jL

TIQ
" " A‘

HQ

!IA.

Yes, sir,

You are using the term evolved
Yes

More advanced?

Yes,

Yes, evolutions, progressive develop-
Than the black people? .

What else did he say?
They were to serve whitey.
Blackie was to gerve Whitey? “

Yesg "

. A
* E Lo . 4
- ! -
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e | Well, whether we Like to face it or not, since

- 'before the Oivil War and after the Clivil War, how many

s |mi1lions of us had the same attitude?

4 | How many millions of us in this country have had
5 | these attiltudes? These aftitudes, our purpose here is not
L6 Tt§ sit and Jjudge whéther or not these attitudes are right ox

w
~3 .

j;w-rcsr,ig. Quzr purpoée here 18 to see whether these attltudes,

8 |'whatever they mey be, Hr. Hansony whether this kind of

it

9 }evidence has & place in this trial, whether it panders to our |
10 femctff.ons, whether thls type of evidence is being used to
Ca camouflage the true si‘tuation, whatever happened in this

12 case.
o 18 , Beciuse remembey, this evidence is coming in
‘ . u .| against Mr. Manson only, only Mr. Manson.
B o This evidence is not coming in and éanno.t be used

16 | agalnst any of the othex*‘d]efendants‘
.- .‘ The prosecution will argue this 1s ¢iroumstantial
18 evidence o.f fhe e¢onsplracy. This will show, this is ¢lrcum-
19 stantla) to show that there was this conspiracy.
.;’ - 1 . Consplracy is limited to two days, ﬁhe 8th through |

3

21 | the 10th. ‘
2 | The Court is going to instruct us, the Court is
23 ’.; going to :i;,nsfruct us that the declaratlons snd scts of one
28 I ct::-eonsp:l.z!atpr, &lieged ‘éo-cénspirator, cannot be used

‘ -2 agéj,nst anyone els_se unlegs it is in furtherance of the

% | .conspiracy.

Now clearly t;hat is where we Have the problem,
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:_we *are. Jurors o£ ana&yzing 1t Judicially.

Iplace on,tng_twb ggégﬁthﬁﬁ we gre taiking about, the 8th
| through the 10th. ' '

;A‘.lv‘ 7
i 15 "

"'be done wd.ish cxtiminal :{ntent. _ : T L aa

jisomething to de wiﬁh Me, Manson, Bnd the prosecnﬁion is*m '

R 12091 . ¢ ‘f_

““ - .
/ T AR
- L] RS

‘ﬁthat ig. whgre we have ﬁue prbblem of - in this case, when

T4
:r‘,ff . N

o~ ﬁ'- Because clearly ﬁhgse statements of Tir. Manson

L.

‘that are attributed to Mr, Mansen by Mr. Jakobson, are

‘ * \\\
clearly not in ~- clearly ok in-pursuance of any conspiracy.

None ?f.thgm‘are even alleged‘to have taken

.
i

| sonnection with tha-Helter Skel&er — the pro:ccution is ..~
golng to ask us, undouhtedly, wiil exhort us to believe )
[ that these exhibitugthat reflect Whtt,was on the - 8t the‘

| L2 Blanca residenae~”these exhibits reflect declarations

ik e

3during the courﬁh "Bt a nonSpiraey.

oo Bub'%hese declerations have to be. connected with

L anr ot i

-

-
-

LY

R m.{going t0 —— 15 poing to oncc again, once asain try to arg&e,
T he -]
é, .91 |to convince us that these declarations may be used a&ainst
. = -aa.; -
22 [ Mr, Manson. . “ﬁq}n
2 - - Now, T ask you, Af we go back %o our
2¢.!corrohoration, to cur chart, clearly tHese words are nob.

26.

| eorroborated.

There 18 nothing -~ there is nothing to connect

And the prosacution iﬂ going to ask us in rw-uv‘”

 the defendant. !hey have £o ve connected -~ theéy have ﬁﬁ‘kk-

These declarations have to be shown g6 have .

-
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|48 Helter Skelter 4t the Spahn Banch

{of relationship bhtwcﬁn Helyer ukelter and the Spahnhﬁanch

{that conrects thcsé words to Mr. Manson,

Ibecause nothing oufside of the bare words themselves,

'which,aré written a% the La Bianca reéidénce outside of the
6o M. hanson?

1Th 15 Ye 30:

(s finally submltted to you.
;morning.

Wednesday, January 6, 1971 at 9:30 a.m.)

20,192

Mr, Manson with these words eXcept for the fact that there
£t

They are going to avgue bhat there 1s some kind
 Well, tbis i lifting Gurselves by our bootstraps

bare words themﬁelvup, what.is -Phere to connect these*words
THE COURT: We will adjowrn at thils timé, Mr, Kanarek,

- Ladles ‘and gentlemen, do nob converse with anyone

or form or express any opinlon regarding the case until it
The Court will adjourn until 9:00 a.m. tomorrow

(Whereupon, an adjourntient was taken to reconvene

Y
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