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.4n connection with my -- with how much time I have to argue.

i1

1§
| this duration, six months and soforth, that counsel should

13

16

S
S : hour or Bbmething like that, as I recall.
10 |
2 | te1L the Court this twe days I stated yesterday, that is,
oy | B8 X %tated d “"guesstimate,” 1f could be longer than thab;
:it cou;d be much longer than that in terms -~ it might be

20,193

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, WEDNESDRZa JANUARY 6, 1970
9120 ALM,
—...-.so:-h« ] ' -

(The following proceedings were had in the

| chambers of the courb, all counsel with the excepbion or

v .- L]

LMr Hughes being presentz) if_ o ‘ . t.'Q z:w

THE COURT: All counael are preaent. ' .
I understand, Mr, Kanarek, you want tc Speak to

1

| the Gourt about something, e

MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, First I would Tike to,

It is my bellef, your Honor, that in a case of

14 not be Iimiﬁe&'in argument, The days thdt_your Honor has

15 | indlcated I have argued, actually I have not argued anywhere

near that amount of days.

The first day I argued I think was about a half

But in any event, your Honor, I would like to

23 | several days longer than that.

24
.25

26

The point that I am getting at to the Court is,
the prosecution has taken six months —— '
THE, COURT: Now, let's be realistic, Mr, Kanarek.
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Tt has nob been six months, We started taking evidence in
fthis case on'July.aﬁth. That was the date. of the'opening

| statements,

-{the situation where I am as king for “equalAtime,"

Tare other e there are lssues here, and we are under the --

under the gun, so to speak here. | S

fbo speak arother three days.

‘days.
fon television.
f@n‘all of the lssues that have been raised, it probably

}would take me two days, but I have not mentioned the f;gufe,
three,

20,194

IR, KANAREK: Well, whatever it 1s, your Honor.
THE  COURT: Well, it is not six months,
HR. KANAREK: Right. ‘r
What I am aaying,ﬂi nmfﬁot -~ this is not like

But I have issues; thére 1is Dianne Lake~ there

. Buglliosi has spoken he stated he 1s going

[ P

It Ilsn*t g matter of time.
THE QOURT: He has not to0ld me anything about three

MR KANAREK: I belleve this is the statement he made

MR, BUGLIOSI: No, I never sald that. I said based

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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MR, KANARERK: I heard three days. .
THE COURT: Get bo the point, Mr. Kanavek, What is

11t you are trying to tell me?

ME. KANAREK: The polnf that I am trying to get acyross

{1s the polnt that certainly I am not bound by any particular
ltime, I am bound by what is reasongble in these clrcum-

jsﬁanceé and what is correct.

THE COURT: You are bound by the limitations thabt the

Court places on you. o

- .
' .

'Eﬁu KANARER; -Of course.

!

The bailiff dbes whab your Honor says, I am

'under your Honor's power, yonr. chor has the poﬁer, the .

naked power to restrict -=

at
L

THE COURT: Yesperdsy when I asked you your estimate,

'you sald two days, and I told you I was Bolng to-hold you

to it, and you immediately sﬁarted hedging and said that you

{wanted more time,

Now, six full days plus part of another day is

jample t;me to argue.

MR. KAWAREK: The point is that your Honor is the one
mho is making the ~-

THE GOURT: Another matbter:. The six full days that

23 you get in this court are considerably onger than you would

24

%

25.

normally get, since we start these procesdings at 9:900

?o'clock and go until 12:00; wé stert agaln at 1i45 in the
afternoon and go wntil 4:340.

"CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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.
1 context with what thé-prosecution.has done In this case and

12

14.

16 Y
. wasted in your argument by reason of things that you haye
—gsi'said but that is up to you, if you want to waste your-time,
| you can waste it.

19

%t

2 |
- .
' |-my purpose is to be done as soon as possible, but my positdon |

26

20,196

|each day than you would normally get in a trial.

1you haﬁé.been.ramblipg around, It 1s obvious that you have
|been spesking extemporaneously without much plan, and you

lwill have to organlze it.

1 home each hight and I go over them eath and every night in

';connection with matters before the Court,

5 P11 the mud that they have slurred agalnst Mr, Nanso

s | hear a speech. You can save that  for the Jury..

| gentlemen®

So, you are getting considerably longer tlne

You are simply golng to have to organize things.

. KANAREK: That is not s0. I take the transcripts

- Your Honor is the one to rule, but I am saying

that to put an arbitrary limitation of time on this in

THE GOURT* Let's not get 1nto that. I don't wanft %o

&

A gen& part of the time I think has been totally

:
] ’ . P

Over six days is ample time to argue this case,
MR, KANAREK: I think not, your Honor.
THE COURT: Have you anything else to bring up,

MR. KANAREK: Yes. ‘
I want to inform the Court that I certainly ~-

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES:
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1s that 1t is a vlolabion of dug progess under the Fourteenth
Amendment to the United States Constifution and Equal

irpﬁeetion,'aqd in violation\Of the Californid Gonstitutidh,
ﬁhe right to effective counsel as well, which 1s guaranteed
5y ‘due precess under fHthe Fourteenth Amendment. '
THE GOURT Nothing has happened yet,

MR. KANAREK: For your Honor 50 cut me off arbitrarily -
THE COURT: In fact, Mr. Kanarek; I wili,teil you |

Bnother thing. It appears to me that when an attorney

'loirambles in sueh a-Paghlon as you have and takes 50 much time

o 4o things that other attorneys can do in a Traction of

‘khat tire, I begin fo wonder whether or not you are—not~
'forcing the Court into limifing your argument sSo that you
‘will have. another point to ralse on appeal if there is ome.




20,198

2a~1 . 1| MR. KANAREK: Yoy se¢e, your Honor, agaln, I have
{stated on thib record that I don’t wlsh to attack the
3,fintegri£y of the Court, I believe the Court has integrity,
‘4 I'T have stated that and I don't wigh to deviate from that,
§ {and 1t 1s not my positlon to question the Court's
6 |integrity, but I'd like to polnt out one thing, and that
7 :has to do with snother motion.
] It is omne thing to broad brush, you ecan look:
9 |sharp and sweet and real smart, but what counts 1s these
10 fwordg in this transcript, and you can get up and try to
i {summarize, but these jurors ave not tape recorders, and that
12 jis whyﬂi make the nmotion that I made yesterday., I méke the

13 fmotion that hhis Court send into the jury room the

@ .14 |transcript of the proceedings.
5| THE COURT: I am not goling to.do that.
| MR. KANAREK¢ May I finish?
SR " THE CQﬁBT: You have already made that motion.

T Zand‘ib has been depie&. There iéino point in making it
i [again, | , o im
"% ; MR. KANAREKY. ‘T em tfying to convince the Couit;'
a1 | I think due procéss and equal protection, in a long trial,
'22 Lmake that essential, SR S -
% | THE COURT: Have you anything else? .If not, we arg
| 2 {golng out into the courtroo&.' RN o
. | 35 MR, KANAREK: Yes. One other thing. . That has o do
| | 25 ;with ‘the two Jury instructions that we submitted to the

‘CieloDriveCoOmARCHIVES
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5 | referring to, was submitted following an instruction which

15

x4

18

19
20
"
s | KNOW hoW to submlt instructions,

24
2 -

: %-Qhave to accept them,

20,199

fqourt.

I wonder if your Honor could let me know what

fyour Honor's ruling is in connection with them?

THE COURT: Well, here are the ones that you submitted

{yesterday, in additlon to all the others that you have
| submitted from time to time.

MR. KANAREK: Yes, ﬁaur Honor.
THE CQURT: Over the past month,
MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Honor, ,
;I belleve the District Attorney has, very
recently, submltted an instruction also.

I would like to know what yOuf Honor's feeling B

1in connection with that instruction.

THE QOURT* That instruction, the one that you are

lwe have hére to which an obﬁeétioﬂ was ralsed by the

| defense t6 CALJIC 206 in the form in which I proposed to

| glve i% and 1t was redrdfted as.a result of that conference,
"So., this 18 nothing new,

Now the 1nstructions - I don't know whether

‘these are yours or not, Mr, Kanarek. You apparently don't

There 1s no name on it. I have no idea who

‘submitted 1t, There areno authorities, There 1s nothing.

They are not in the proper form, and I don't

7 CieloDrivecOmARCHIVES




11

12,

gy

.15

18

9 |

.’20

-

- 10

16 |

}7§ upon being giVEn those numpers L wlll be glad to put the

-

23

24

9%

26
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’;numbers on.them.

MR, KANAREK: Your Honor, it 1s in the proper form,

:'I believe,

THE COURT: They are not in proper fbrm,‘ _
MR. KANAREK: I wish 1t 0 5o to the juvry without

| any kind of marking on it. That is why I did it that way,

| your Honor.

THE COURT: You had better learn how to submit a jury

| tnstruction, Mr. Kanarek, if you want me to give it any

fiserioué con%ideration.

Now, I have two in my hand that have no

;‘designation of any kind on them. - I deri't know where the;
.:éame from gxcept that they were handed to me by the clerk.

1w |

Are these yours?
MR. KANAREK: Yes.

R

T asked the clerk for the numbers so it would be .

4n series with the numbers that the Court has Gised, and

L
3
s

1% has nothing on it because I belﬁeve the Jury

| should get nothing - but the bare law, rather than L title
'jor rather than who submitted TR ,', f$vu

I think the best way to give 1t to them is with-

ouk anything except the bare law on it and that is why 1%
1515 done that way,

THE COURT: I haven't studled the two requested

{instructions that were submitted yesterday. On first

" CieloDrive.COMARCH IVES
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' reading, though, I have some serious questions as to

. whether or not they will be given,

 statement of Mr, Flynn, that is, his statement as t6 what
t Mr, Manson sald in the kitcheﬁ, I think we would all agree

- is not a confesslon,

20,201

'MR. KANARFK: Well, certainly, the purported

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



10
It | fp, Kanarek, You may argue thabt whatever Mr, Manson said bo
12 | ‘ |
18y legitimateiargument;
M‘ﬁ '
15 |
i@ﬁ‘, '
I f Court because certainly we want some kind of instruction to
|
1}
2.
%1 i
2,

3.

25 | ya1id position because in order to be a confession 1t myst ——

26
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in terms - ' SRR

o

e —

. It is not == because in order to be a confesglon 4

THE COURT: Is "we on the Jury" --
MR, KANAREK: Papdon?
THE COURT: You mean “we on the jury"?

MR, KANAREK: I mean those of us in this roon,

THE COURT: You keep using that expression to the jury.

MR. KANAREK: Those of us in this room,

THE COURT: Those of us on the Jury?

MR. BUGLIOSI: His Honor will instruct us Jurors,

THE COURT: ALl right. Certainly you cax argue this,

iy, Flynd was not a confession. That is certalnly a
But ag to whether or not this instruction s
appropriate, I have serious questions about 1t,

HR. KANARLK- Then I would ask the guidance of the

that’ Jury that that 1s not a confession.
THE GOURT! The jury will be instructed on both

'admissions and oonfessions*

HR KANAREL: ~That does not do it, your Honor, not

Ya. s

4

- THE UOURl‘ Of'coﬁrsé * $hat is your position.
MR, KANAREK Xes your Honor, and I think it 1s a

1 it must have within the four corners of the confession that

‘l. "
1k.. 3 P A .
- % :o. s .o
N ‘ n .

;(ﬁekﬂDﬁvegx;TLAR(jH|v

ES
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1

B
333-: deslgnate each statement that every person made, and say,
| "Ihis is not a confession; this is a confession."

17

e |
w |
% |
2
‘ instruct the other way.
B
Cae ) _
| don't know where they gamé from, who they belong to, or

25 F

% 1 what the purpose of them was when I recelved thenm.

20,203

CJury.,

'which would QOnﬁipt the man.

' Being responsible for killings, it does not -shov
any malice aforethought; 1t does not show any premeditation,

-1 1% does not show any ascertained individuals,

That statement 18 not a wvalld confession

THE 0003T “A11 right, you can pOint that out :£0 the

. P

t

JiR. KANAREK: No, I- think in tne gonbext of these

j:prOcéedings it 1s a denial of fair trial and equal protec~

- tlon and due process under the’ Fourteehth Amendment a8 well
R Californig law for your Honor not to instruct that Jury
a3 to - the laymen that arpe on that Jury, that this is as a

" | matter of law not a confession,

THE COURT: MNr. Kanarek, if that were true then upon

| request of each counsel I‘would have to-go‘throggh and

That is ridiculous.
MR, KANAREK: Hardly, your Honor, hardly, because of
the emphasis of what we are talking about.
iR, KEITH: The Court might decide agalnst us and

THE CGOUKT: I have indic&ted %0 you I want to lodk

them over more carefully, IMr. XKanarek, because as I say, I

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| were, your Honor.

20 |

25 4

MR, KANAREK: WNp, Darrow was informed &g -tu,what they
MR: BUGLIOSI: Mr. Kelth had some.irstruckions, oo\
HR. EEITH: Yes, I submitted SOMEc C

MR. BUGLIOSI: I would l:!.ke to be heard on one of
them.

THE COURT: Thereis only one that has not been ruled

. DN,

MR, BUGLIOSI: That 1g, mere presence -
MR, KEITH: I did not see that amohg those the
Court planned to give; it may be there, I may have missed

The Court is going to instruct that mere

| associatlion does not make someone a co-conspirator, assoel-

. gtion with other alleged co-conspirators.

MR, BUGLIOSI: That 1s true. That 1s the law,
‘But mere presence, this is traceable baek ~-- I

think this 1s a misunderstood area of the law, In fact, the

“'last case I had, I had to come up with some authority on

1% because the Court zdchtually thought that was the correct

: rile,

The mere presence rule, your Honor, dates back

%o an old common law case, King vs. Richardsom, it tefers

to & gituation whefe the defendant is fortuitously found at

the scene, llke two people walking down the street and one

1 of them assaults C, and the other party is Jjust there,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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u | instruction cover all'this,;eiﬁher she was alding or
2

G |

s

i |
‘ | Xeith, and before you argue T will let you Kriow.

B

b

n‘l‘g N K
20 -

o1

24

2

| other ‘evidence --

2 |

% |

20,205

The mere presence rule does not apply ¢ &

- | situation where somebody goes dellberately, deliberately

:.goes to the scene for the purpose of helping out,

VMR,aﬁEITH; I stilil feel I am entitled to argue that‘

1 all the eviaﬂncé shows in this case is that the Defendant
_Van Houten was not ~- maybe was not at the scene fortul-

| tousiy, but nonetheless she lacked intent to do this, that

and the other thing, and her mere presence wlthout any

+

THE GOURTQ Doeﬁn*t the alding and abetting

‘abétting, or aiding and abetting, or she wasn't?

MR, KEITH~ 1 intend to argue along the lines of that

M,‘iinstruction aa far as the theory of the defense that she

‘iwas there , and thaﬁ was it.

‘;

3'-.

.

THE COURT: I will 1ook at your authorities

,.ll..

L

MR. BUGLIOSI: I will;as@nthe Gourt.tp;re&d ?épple

- vs. Hymer, 118 Cal, Ap. 2d; and also People vs. Durham,

70 Cal‘vzd, where the Court says that mere presence at the

scene 1is enough if the very purpose of the presence is to

THE COURT: What 1s the other oneé

MR. BUGLJOSI: People vs; Durham, 70 Cal, 2d.
Hymer is 118 Cal, Ap.'ad; .

THE COURT: I will take a look at all of youf

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




34

10
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.18 |

19

20206

: au%hgritiesw

MR, KEITH: MNy proffered instruction does not suggest

| or tell the jury that presence or fallure %o prevent’a e¢¥ime
} being oommitted can be considered with other evidence in

1 determining guilt or innocence.

The only evidence is mere’ presence, and it 1e
not enough to convict.

THE GOURT. Well, are you contending that there 1is

b something incorrect about this instruction that Mr. Keith
s requesting?

It appears to be a correct statement.
MR, BUGLIOSI: The thing is I think 1t is misleading,
your Honor, and I think the alding and abetting instructions,.

 the co-conspirator instructions -

| MR. KEITH: But the jury might think Just being there

15 2iding and abetting, and 1t need not be at all.

2 f .

'znft'
22
5|
25 ¥

26

< 4
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Lo AE

“MR, BUGLIOSI: If the Court will supplemeﬁt that
with 3 statement that mere prasehee is enough 1f the
purpose of tha presence is te¢ help out, I would have no.
chjection, | o

MR. KEITH: Suppose I amt present at the scene of a i
erime and T don't hélp ocut, am I still an aider and
abettbr?

MR.. BUGLIOSI‘ If the reaSon you are there is to
help out definitely. “ ‘

You don't have to do one single rhmng. 1£
A andrB gome £d -4 bank -2 " :

THE COURT: We don't have to have all this on the
reéora_' E ﬁiil‘féad tﬁe:authorities and we will discuss
it again before T make a ruling.

MR. KANAREK: To those two instructions I handed
in, I handed them in without numbers oﬁ-them for the
convenience of the Court because I know the Countivé 1

"know the Court is gétting jury instructions.

1f your Honor will tell me what numbers w-—
THE COURT: T am th;talking about numbers, Mr.,
Kanarek, 1 an talking about the total absence of any

, indicatlon as to what source they came from.

MR. KANAREK: 1 gave them to Mr. Darrow, aAnd I'm

sure Mr. Darrow has presented them to the Court. T am

certainAMx. Darrow and I have a very good relationship;
Tim certain he told the GCourt what the‘source was.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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THE COURT: But the documents do not so indicate.

Now, letfs get on to something else. Is

there anything else before we go back in to rasume the
argument. o
MR. KANAREK: Tell --
THE COURT: - I will review the requested instrue-

tions. - _ o '
MR. ﬁﬁNAREK: I just wculd Like té make this final -
point, your Honor: B : ,

I think your Honor would agree that a
confession rmust have all of the‘éiementé of tﬁe erime to
be a confession.

That is vhat the law says. I would ask your
Honor, because of the very important aspect of this, just
1ike your Honoxr for instance has given a special instrue-
tion about suppression of the evidence,

:THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, there are a number of
statements by different defendants in this case, some
of which could be considereﬁ to be confessions, some which'
obviously do nat meet the rule.

The jury will be instructed as to what &
confession is and what an admission is.

ME. KANARFK: The danger, your Honor -~
THE COURT: They have to apply'that rule just like
they have to apply all other instructions, if it is |

‘applicable they will apply it; if it is not applicable

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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3a-3 1| = they won't. ' -

2 - MR. KANAREK: | The danger to the instructions the
3 1 Court is gi‘viﬁg; they do not stai’:e‘ that the confeasion
- must have within ity four cornexs all of the elements, ,
s and there ig great danger that Mr, Bugliosx will argue
6 | that this is a eonfession. ‘
7 "~ That would be impfoper.
8 ' THE COURT: He has a right to argue that just
9 '.' " like you have the right to argue that it is not,
10- . MR. KANAREK: WNo, your Honor, because how can he
i | argue something that is patently wrong, if within t:ﬁ‘e
z four corne-ré there is no confession, it 1s improper fox
13 him to argue that is a confession.

. 1| ' He can argue it ::.s an admission.
1 | THE COURT: You have made your point, Mz, Kanarek.
16 I understand what you are saying. I don't agree with
u | you.
18 oM. KANAREK: Can he argue an admission is a
19 confeés.i'on i1f it is elearly an admission as a matter of .
20 1a§ and not a confession, yo.uf Honor?
2 | MR. FITZGERALD: I have one Bmall point I would
22 like to mention in the event that any of the defendants
2. are cbnv;,tcted of firstr degrée murder there obviously is
2 | going to be'z‘a penalty case. It ig going to be lengthy,

.{ | 2 { at a minimum.we won't conclude by March, probably it

- 2% | will be May or June. '

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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MR. BUGLIOSI: What! I

MR. FITZGERALD: We understand you are going to
call 40 witnesses. _

MR, BUGLIOSI: 1 thought your case would be that

- long.

MR. FITZGERALD: To put on a defense to those
homicides is going to take ug a month and a half or so,
8o we are talking about -~

MR. BUGLIDSI: We are not sure we are going to put

on those murders; we’are thinking ubout that.

Ve are going to put on the incident that
happened up in Franklin Boulevard, but that is just
nothiﬁg@

We are giving some sexious thought whether
we are going o put on the Himman and Shea murders, but‘
in any cvent I imarine the defense will put on something
even if we don't put on those murders, is that correct?

. MR, FITZGERALD: That's correct.
" ME, BUGLIOSI: 1 don't know how long that will
take. |
MR, FITZGERALD: 1I1f you don't put on these otherx
homicides the penalty will be vexy short.
MR. KAY: How Long? '
MR.'FITZGEﬁALD: Insofar as Patricia Krenwinkel

_is concerned, two days.

The only reason I brought this up 1s in the

* CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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- 3a-5 1| event w& are going to get imto these other homicides, and
. * | {it's going to be a considerably protracted affair, as I'm
| sure it will be, T wanted to ask your Homor to change the
. hours of the Court.
-5 The reasuvn I wanted you to do that ig Mr. Shinn,
6 | Mr. Ranarek and myself are in sort of dire financlal sti:ait&’;
7| and we are just geing to have to -- fhere is just no way
econoﬁlically we can continue unless wo are allowed to make
other appearances in othexr courts in the event wé are
-1 b projecting towards the first part of the summer. |
n THE COURT: 1 can certainly appreciate your position,
12

MY, Fitzgerald. On the other hand, there are a number of

B | other considerations. Tf this trial is going to go on for

o 1 any protracted peried, in fact I would seriously think that
By maybe the hours will be increased rather than decreased.
16 ' e have many things to think af:out including
v & jury that has been locked up a substantial period of
B 1 time.
e MR. FITZGERALD: I agree, I am sympathetic,
@ | THE COURT: T think it would be a serious mistake
2.1 on the part of the people to make a protracted penalty
2 trigl. |
% ' On a case Llike this if they don't have enough
% | evidence after saven murders, ,a_ssuming the guilt is based
. ~ ® | on all of those ‘seveﬁ' murders, if that is not enough for

26 | them to make up their minds, I-don't think showing them.

-
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anything elge would serve that purpose.

| Again, there are other considerations, but
I certainly appreciate your position. I will give it every |
¢onsideration.

MR. KANAPEK: Your Homor, I wonder, are we going to
be interrupted again in comnection with Mr. Manson being
brought back for his synthetic -- £or this publicity
bid by the Distziet Attorney again tomorrow on the Shea
case? '

THE COURT: It is possible; it is passible.

There 1s anothek prﬁceeding in 100 where he
will have to be present some day scon. | |
Now, whether it's tcmorrow or not I don't knnw;:

MR. KANAREK: Well, it is set for the 7th in |
Departmént 100, and I again make the motion that your
Honor voir dire the jury, that we take an evidentlary
hearing, and that we determine by an evidentiary hearing,
taking testimony under oath as: .o the various witnesses,
it is my belief and I allege that the District Attorney
is deliberately*ipqegtlng publicity into this community to
sabotage this case with ma%ice in connection with the Shea
makter and the-Hinman matter, én& I make a motion we have
g voir dire hearing. IR

THE COURT: You have made this motion a dozer times
-~ not a dozen, three dozen times, Mr. Kanarek, or. more.

Dont't just keep repeating it.
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, ﬁoticn denied.
. 0 MR, KANAREK: To convince the Cpurt, your Honor, not
~just to make & recoxd.

- THE COURT: Metion is dended.

‘Incidentally, gentlemen, if there is a pemalty
phase I propose to start it immediately after, without any
delay, after the verdicts come in.

MR. KAY¥: Your Honor, it is possible the People

might need just one day in order to wind their witnesses

0 .
up, since we did not know when the jury would be coming

n .
back.

' @ won't need more than a day.
¢ | THE .CGURT;. 1 can appreciate that. Obviously it
‘ cannok stait' the moment the '\r:efdiété come in.

| Theve w:.li have to be some delay.

* I-am talking abcat'.ﬁb Shbstantigl de:].ay. .
. MR. RAY: Oh, yed, yes, we understand tha.t.' N
° i THE COURT: All right,'gentlemgn, ‘J,et:"s r;es,ume. oo
%9 (The following proceedings were had in open
. court in the Lire,sence and hearin_g_ of the jury,A all eounsel

2
with the exception of Mr. Hughes being present: The

# . defendants are not physically present.)
%3 { THE COURT: ALl counsel and jurors are present.
* -..You may continue, Mr. Kanarek.
. ® MR, KANAREK: Thank you, ycur Honor.

26
4 fls. ' Good morning, ladies and gentlemen of the jury.
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16

22

.Yesterday we were diécussingAthe teétimony of

| Mr. Jakobson.

fIn'connegtion with that testimony, we note that

l}Mr. Jakobson testified congerning his conversations with
{ Mp. Manson on varlous topics, the philoscphies of
.fmr..Jakobson and the philosophles of Fir. Manson,

And so we have, ab around Page 14,100, the

:,cqnversatidns that went on.

' Now, again, we could slt up hére and exhori and

nargqe and é&itdrialize, but really, the heart of what we’
.:are supposed to do in this case is make a decision based
upon evidence, and if there 1s any questlon about the inter-
E;weaving-bf,these issues, then I am sure that the Court

:fwould be more than glad to listen to anything thah anyone

on the Jury may wish to ask,

For instance, 1t may come to pass in the Jury.

1 room that we may find some principles of law that seem %o

be operating in spposite direction$; That is, one princlple

| of law seens £o0 sSdy one thing and another principle of 1aw_

| seems to say the other thing.

3o, . if that kind of a q1aeusaion should come
about I am sure that we. yould all agree that the Court

1 would be most hospitable in tryins to do whatever shHould be

done in order'to’éetermine a particuiér'mattef thétémay‘be

la knotty question, and we know that law libraries have got
'iliterally thousands and thouSanda of boaks in them. Thé :
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‘B | nas alleged a ¢onspiracy took place.
1 |

'.1'4.

V 16 | prosecution doesn't even purport, to tell us that

17

18
R ﬁ_case — cleariy*,anything-that Mr, Manson said, not only is
]

2 | Court made the order, not only is 1t being admitted only

22

23

5 | only must statements be made during the time that the

2

20215

| Lwvs Angeles éounty Law.Libréry down here has,

.'And.so, really, the task In connection with the

f;big package of jury instrustions that we are polng to have
-} 4n the jury room is going to be something that is not -~ it
| 18 not going %o be an easy task. ‘

"And 30, in comnection with what v, Jakobson

| says; what place does that have -« what place does that

.‘:have ~- in these proceedings?

. it certainly, by M?.~Jakobsqn's testimony, it

'fcertainly is clear that nothing Mr, Jakobson.is testilying
ci

$o has anything to do wlth the two days ﬁhat'thé prosecution“

Ve, I think, would agree, there is no question

' I about'that, by'the statement of times when thesé conver—

sations took place. Mr. Jakobson doesn'f purport, and the

Hr, Jakobson was present during the two days in guestion.

- And so, that beina the case — that being the

it being admitted Suppasedly&'i mean, and in fact the )

| apainst Mr. Manson but 1t ii not bqing-&dmitteﬁuduriqg the

| time of the-conspiracy.
2 |

P -

And the Court is going to instruct ns—th&t rot

i conspiracy 15 allegedly going on, but the statements must be
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‘made in pursuance bf that conspiracy; the'statements must be

| made on behalf of the conspiracy.

1
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hal ;. “ - Just idle'stateménts made that have nothing %o do ﬂ
| 2 ¥ with the conspilracy cannot be used in connectlon with |

g | deciding guilt oy innOGence. ind the reason for that is
‘% | pecause we. go back to the hears of wiat we are. speaking of

5 ; in & eririnal court, and tnat is intent

| That which 1s done must be done with criminal
7 l'intent, It must be done wiéh the idea of breaking the law:
s | .~ And when someone sbtapds on a street corner or
9 i when someone utfe;s Ianguage{tha%‘may sound and have within
1 { i£ some very viéérbus wdrds, just the mere utterance of
lil- those wards doeg: not include 5 crime or criminai intent U
f'ﬁ_f less 1t da done on behalf of a crime done with criminal

13 f Intent on hehalf of the cbnSpiraoy. ?" ' ‘11 . {,:
’ . | 18 . By the same token, ’chat vhich oseurs after. the
o ﬁ'f sbjects of the consniraay have dore 5o fruition, from the
1 f prosecution’s viewpoint, then what is sald afterwards cannot
: H’; be used to prove the éonspiracy; that is, our other &haréeﬁ
N 2 fhat we have, and:that we don't want‘to forget.

B - I am sure you will all remember the discussion
.20 ; we had in connection with what 1t takes to make up a

21 '.conspiracy. '
.?2f_ ‘ So, beaping in mind, bheg, bearing in mind‘éll
”ﬁ'f.ﬁf'this"elioitation of testimony as to Mp, Nanson's
% | statements, and so forth and so on, where do they f£it into
@® = | tne pioture? '

2% f Do they corroborate Linda Kasabian?
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Well, we suggeést that they do not corroborate

} Lin8a Kassabian.

And very interesfingly, -- very interestingly --
the People could have corroborated Linda Kasabian if they

| bad desired to, and there 1s a very significant -- and that
| 1s why we suggest that we look at the transcript rather

Q‘than the statements of counsel, of any counsel.

Stephanie Scliram -~ and this might be lost if we

EAdon't_ga over the transeript word for word; this might be
i

lost; and I amsure 4% is nob lost on Mr, Kay, My, Musich,

‘ pebplé in the Distriet Atbtorney’s Office who go over this
18 1 transoript every day, 1t is not lost; I am sure it is not
% | Jost -~ now, let's look at Page 14,077 of the transcript and |

S

sée whether the prosecutlon could have, if they wanted to,
if it, in fact, existed, if they belleved It existed,

» ;-if_they could have corroborated Linda Kasabian‘
8-}

Page 4977, ‘ u

“On the date, August 8, 1969, Linda,
were you s%ill living at Spahn Rarieh?

"What was‘the|dafe?

"August 8, 1969.

"7 presume."’ |

There we go with Linda, as to the very date that
we are spégking about here, the date that the Tate matteérs

- allegedly started: MI preéumg.“

N .
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S

Taen we have a leadlng question by Mr. Bugliosi
‘ _ Y4t any time during the day 46 - you. récall S

3 Mr, Manson saying anything about Helter Skeltsr?" - :
i After a colleogquy with the Court the question is
lariswered at Line 23,

| Do you recall my last questlon, Llnda?"

+ |Linda indicates: "Io."

| The question 18 asked again; andother leading

- |questlon.

bb

10 |-

11

12

13|
4|
15

" 16

17

I8

- 19

1

28 |

25

50 |

“During the dayhof August 8th, do yoﬁ recall
Ir, I anson saying anything about Helter Skelter?

vYes, I do.”

At Line 5 at Page 4978:

WIHE WITHNESS: I‘believe that was the day
he came.back from Big Sur or wherever he camé
back friom.

"He came back from somé piace?

YYeg,

"PHE WITNESS: And he was telling us — I
remember I was sitting on tﬁe couch in front of
— they call it the'ﬁun POOM se— ﬁhere Danny uséd
to gleep.

"Danny De Carlo?

“Yes, , ,
" "About what time waé this in the day?

"It was in the mlddle of the afternoon.
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4b-1 1 "Okay.
- 2 | "Agd' I remember that the new girl that
. 3 he brought back, Steplianie, I believe her name was
4 Stephanie, now, and maybe a few other people were
s there, Clem, maybe, I pannot remember faces again.
6 | "Clem Tufts?"
7. And we know who- Clem Tufts is. He was the

& | man that was sppposedly in the autcmobile.
9] It is our belief, £o:: whatever it may be ‘
w0 | worth, that Linda Kasaba.an was in the La Bianca house

11} jpst as much as she ¥as in the Tate house.

x| It is our belief. that Linda Kasabian patt:.ci*—

. ¥ 1 pated -- participated ~- in whatever Tex Watson participgted

. ¥ | oin, for reasons that we have spoken of previously.

15 Well, in any event, the auswer on '.page"4979:
16 | "Yes, and he was telling us about hig

| trip wp in Big Sur and that the people were really
'} not. togethexr; they were just off on their little
19 trips, and they just were not getting together.

0 Yoo he came sut and said 'Now is the

a | time for Helter Skelter.'"
22 So, we have Stephanie Schram present and we
2 have Clem Tufts present.

2 ‘ Why didntt the prosecution, if this in faect
. % 1 existed, ‘and we knou the law of corrobaration, the

% | prosecution knows the law of corroboration, why wasn't
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hb~2 ; | Stephanie Schram asked about this conversation? As ﬁhy

' 2 wasn't she asked about a lot of things, about a lot of

3 | the fairy storiles that Linda Kesabian has taldj us?

¢ 1 - Bhe waé in the hearti of it. Stephanie Schram
5 was a prosecution witness. _

6 chﬁ‘ that have any significance? That is for
s | us to decide. | T o -
g 1 We think that it doesi; We think it is mOBL
v | significant, that Stephanie Schram was there at 'a.* time

. 1 | when supposedly there was a conspiratorial .statement, a
1 consQiratorial statement that would substantiste the

12 prosecution, and she #s not an accomplice, but she is not
.| asked that.

.‘ S TR ., Does it have any significance? Does it have
15 | any meaning in this trial? |

| That is foi us to decide.
w | Going on further.
18 | The night of the afterncon that Mr.
W | ‘Manson said 'Now is the time for Helter Skelter,®
2% | . were you still at the ranch that night?
2 ' "Yes.
22 : "Wag this the eveming of August Stﬁ.,
2 | 19697
24 : "I believe se..“
. % - And so forth and so on.
% | - 1 am sure that Mr. Bugliosi will -~ he may
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16.

i7 |

19

20

21

2 |

23 -

24

L |

%

if she was present at this conspiratorial gonversation.

have something to say about thig when he spegks to you
again, but whateﬁér the prosecytion may sugéeﬁt whén he
speaks to us agaln, there is nq.regsan,%;here Is ho reagon
why Stephanie Schram would not have been asked the questions
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|question, Judge Older will be more than glad, I am sure,

140 have it read back for us.

to us, hhat has been portrayed to us as a person who has sdme

wnusual {deas, I think it Is falr to assume,it is fair to

m‘idecide as to the~meaning of tthe bits of evidence,

23

And g0 there 1s no corroboration., There is no

corroboration: Aand if there is anything here that we
Now, despite Mp, Manson's what has been porfrayed

assume, that all of us have some sense of humor,

In any event, again, gt is for the Jury to

Page 14 lﬂl ’ W

-,
. L

pid Mr. Manson say what he intended to |
do during the black—white;war?
ny, Yes.
"What did he say? c A
_ vHe was golng to go to the d;sert witﬁ his
people and cpmpletely.avaid it then.
 "Did he say where in the desert.he was
goihg 6 .go? | o |
"He firmly believed that there was a pi%,
a boétomless'pit in the Death Valley area that
could be lived 4in, and inﬁabited,‘and quite
’ possibly was inhabited. .
"Did he say he intended o inhabit the
bottomless plt during Helter Skelter?

"Yes,
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fiyow, you have indicated that Hanson sald
thaﬁﬁhe belleved the black ﬁan would prevall in
this war with the white man.

"Did he tell you whether or not he felt the
black man would be oble to handle belng the |
_Establishment, handle the reins of power?*

Now, %8 that o leading guestion? Does the

';question suggest its own answer? Or is it Mr. Bugllosi's |
‘opening statement, the prosecution's opening statement, coming.

fby this goénduit, by way‘of'mi. Jakobson,

“Ultimatelj no, they'woul&n't. They
would have to come back
"Why wouldn't<bhev be able to handle the

“

reins Of power? Sl ;; Y 5
"It Just wasn't their thing.’ It was &
ereatlon of white man's; and they would nqt be
able to handle it. Hhey would not want it.
They. would Just finally put iﬁ~down, give it back

t0 the white man that was left.

‘ "Did he say who the white man was who
would be left?t

Row, do we need Mr, Jakobson to answer that

7question, oér would we be able to figure, in the context of

this trial, as to what that answer was?

"Wéll, he would be left and anybody else who

|nad been into the desert with him, and survived Helter
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2%

17

18

W

Skelter.

"Sé then the black ﬁan eventually would
| comie to Mr, Manson; 1g that éorrect?
"Yes, in essence, yes.
.."Now, for what purpose would the black
maﬁ come to Mr, Manson, ds fﬁr as ﬁr. Manson
was concerned?
| "For help, to glve it back, he would not
want it after he haa it."
. . .
‘(;f
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{ 3t In 4 My, Jokibseo kelling us purpoxtedly impressicus
| of conversaticus, sert o€ which 2t Terst cme while pecple
| ware amking maedjuess,

i8

ind remenbux, these axe all conelumions.
Thix £ syvopsizing upcn syncprixing, suosarizing. What

"Pop whak purpose would the black

wan, vume B My, Housen?h
Golag & Mne 8.

"I othey words, the Hlack man would
Wt to turs over tha sstallishment Lo Me, Mans.n,
18 Ehak wopgentd”

- Ancther Ieading questl.n.

right, yes. |

“Hd Me. Menmon gusr disesar with you
tle xoo eding gropp ealled the Beakles?

YYax.
, “and tiwdy xole, 1 any, in the scheee
£ 1hLe? |
'Bany times.
“vhat did be say about the Beatlas?
“phet did he sey?
"ehat were hisx Laclings shout the
Leaties? (Lat &d e oy wsut Lhemt

"Ha talfevad that they wwre wpmm
snd thoy wexs peoplasying, Ueiter Skeltey iE you
wore liscmilng fo hesm, $f 7ud wesw tuned in. Yhat
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4d-2 1 "is what they weze projphESy.:_i.ng. They were the
. 2 | leaders of the movement, within the words and
5 - context of their songs.!. | ‘
¢ fnd when we consider the black man situation
5 | 4in this, and we certainly would agree that someone like
6 Tex Vatson -~ his name "Tex,"and so forth, meaning hé
7 | c¢omes from Texas -~ we certainly can infer that - his
8 | girst name is Charles; but in any event, assuming -~ which
9 | T think is a very good inference == he came from Texas,
10 ‘:tt may be that Charles Watson does not --= we certainly,
1 | all of us, would agree that there are some people in
2 | Texas that have some very definite feglings concerning black
R people.
. S | And when we logk -- when we look -~ at the
BRI wounds that we have seen and thet ve will see when we
5 | study these plctures, these wounds being of a very personal
Y | nature, a personal vendetta, we can fairly well agsume that
18 .i these wounds and what occurred is the personal vendetta
19 | of Gharles Tex latson, because, again, Mr. Watson's presernce
-2 | in these praceedings is eioquent by his lack of being
4 1 mentioned except allegedly as a puppydog.
= | ‘ Ve can infer, certainly we can infer, that
2 | what oecurred in connection with these wounds, that they
# 1 are wounds which were inflicted by Mr. Watson.
. | And again, we on the jury have to decide this
x| based ~-- and we have to apply -~ that is why we have the
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~we must be fairly certain. And the prosecution must prove
‘theiy cage beyond a reasonable doubt.

A
L4

M3

F] e

doctriné of reasonmahle doubt -~ reasonable dbubt'maané that
something has to he proved to a near certainty. A near

certainty 1s what reasonable doubt means. It means that
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be-1, 14 And so, we must then try to place Mr. Watson

2 | in these proceedings, and if we feel that Mr. Watson is
3‘x a puppydog, ﬁhat is one thing. If we feel that Mr. Watson
4 | is not a puppydog, 4if we feel that Mr. Watson is someone

5 | who is carrying out scme kind of a personal vendetta,

6 | personal malice, some persomal feeling of his in these

7 | various and sundry and Horrible wounds that we see in those
8 | pictures, then we must come to a conclusion consistent with
9 | what our definition of criminal intent is, and our

10 definition of criminal intent is that a person is saddled
1 with his responsibility, that he is Saddled with his own

12 | acts, he is saddled with his own intent.

1B | And in this case, there is no question but
. u | what, as we have said, those woundg are personal.
5| ‘ 1f we look at Mr. Frykowski and if we look at

16 | Abigail Folger, if we look at these bodies -~ Abigail

17 Folger, who also could have heen saved by Linda Kasabian,
18 | agcording to her statemenﬁ -~ these are personal wounds.
19 | These are stab wounds that are made by the person himgelf
20 | ox herself on behalf of their own -- whatever their

21 -| purposes were.

2| Now, around page 14,108.
23 .I - "How often did Mr. Manson play this
24 | album out at Spahn Ranch?

. 25 "A pumber of ;t:itdes‘. A lot of times."

5% | Referring to the Beatles album,

¥
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- Ranch over and over again.
! at Spahn Ranch, according to the prosecution's evidence

" here, independent of Linda Kasabian who is the accomplice

| ag a matter of law.

25 |

F ™

"It was played over and ovér again.®

In other words, it was played at the Spahn

Mr. Manson was not the only human being living

There is no question that Mr. Watson lived
thgre; Thete is po:qyestion that other people 1ive there,
| And.sq,5wﬁen a record is played, lots of peopile ‘
may hear that record. . : -
' "Did you hear Mr. Manson play any other
Beatles albums? A
"No.
"Just this one here?
"Yes. It was the current Beatles album.
"Were there any particular songs in
this particular Beatles album that Manson played
- the most? : “
“Well, Blackbird, Revelations 9.
"Is that Revelations 9 or Revolution 97
"Revolution 9."
Mx. Bugliosi cleasxs that up for Mr. Jakobsomu.
. “Sexy Sadie, Blackbird and Revolution
stands out to me,
"What about Helter Skeltex?
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4e-3 . ,: ' "Yes. Helter Skelter, of course, yes."
4E 1 Now, why "of tourse!?
. s b ’ Because Mr. Jakobson and the prosecution have

. | #8poken, and Mr. Jakobson is tuned in as to vwhat the prosecu~ |

tion's viewpoint is.

p Why else that woxd “of course"? Why not
, | "of cou:cse“as to some of the other words.
s | "What about the Piggies?
0| "Well, that is one of those songg -
o | that 1 mem;ioﬁéd, isn't it? B

- 1.1 : ‘ "I am referring to that white album."
o | This is the question now.

- | : - "I am referring to that white album

. y NOW.« o
s | _ "Among the songs in the white album |
1 are, of course, Helter Skelter, Blackbilrd and
w | Piggies, and also Revolution 9,
. - That 1s the question. 7That is the prosecution
" | talking. That is nokt a response to a question,
2 | "I am soxry. The songs all run together
, | withme. I don*t assoclate much with the titles.
2 ~ But yes, the title figgy."
2 - Now, up to that point, when we gnalyze this
o, | testimony in detail, Mr, Jakobson had never mentioned the
. " ;s | Words "Piggy." But the prosecution clears it up fox him.

2 He al#io .goesn't even remember very much about
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these gongs. They all run togethgr, But after a few hours -
of session with the prosecution in discussing this case,
we then;have what we have coming out in the courtroom..
"Do you recall him playing the song -
by the Beatles Piggles; is that correct?
"Yes.
"snd Blackbird?
"Yes.
"snd Helter Skelter?
"Righk.
YAnd Sexy Sadie?
"Yes, that's right.
"And Revolution 97
Yes, "
Sd, we have the prosecution testifying concern-

ing these songs, because the prosecution asks the question

. and the witness then says "Yes.

"Now, there are several $ther songs
in this album. |

"Did he play the ones that I have just
mentioned more than the other songs?

iyes.

"They were all played, but those were
referred to more.
' "Thoge five?

"Yesg.
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"Did Mr, Manson appear to know the
words to those songs?

"That is what I meant. He could gquote
from those songs. '

"He used some of the verses of those
songs in bhis own music.

"You know, it was a couple of years
: ago, so it all runs together." .

In other words, in evaluating this testimony,

i | we must consider tbat Mr.Jakobson says it all tums together.

n . So, what does it mean?

12

It means, again using our yardstick, or our
1 | suggested yardstick of Dr. Katsuyama and Dr. Noguchi, is

. 14 | this evidence credible in the sense of can we believe it,

1 1 ean we use it, can we gsay that wé can apply this evidence
1 | to the law with the unshaking ability that we have as far

5 flg. 17 |as Dr. Katsuyama and Dr. Woguchi are concerned?
18 o

19
a0
2L
23

‘23 |-
24

2%
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Is this evidenee %«'ib ﬁli«funs together, words
o that effect, 1eading questions -~ 15 it credible to be
Wsed in the context bf‘these proceedingp% S e
‘. Those of us on the Jury, that is where the
decision must be. That is really the name Qf this game,

;..

his credibility of witnessese That is what bhese trials

nat this matter of credibility iz all wp to the Jury. It's

d

g
7paally are all about, because the Court will instrucb you
t

all up to the jury to declde thesze aspects of credibility, and
qpff éome of these witneases ~_:if gome ef“these'witnesaes are
;1n>t>crediflé, then we must make certain decisions, and even
12'ohough— there'gd a lot of words here, a8 ¥o Mr, Jakobsonts.
Btéstim@ny, can we rely upon'those words‘to tell w anything
'ﬁas far &8 this trlal is'coﬁcerned? '
5L We know it was a colple of years ago; it all runs

thgether..

g | Now at Page 1k, 132 I am trying to cover the high
mpoints here,

19 Every night we take home all of these 19,000 pages
‘mPf transeript and try to ferret out and take away; keep These

zfemarks a8 suecinet as posslble,

[ But when you have 19,000 pages of txanscript,
22;:he Job 1s not as easy ag 1f one had a much smaller

o5 There are many, many, many matters that we would

E}i%e to go into that we are not going to be able to because
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lof the sheer yolume of words that have been uttered by the

wWitnesses,

On Page 14,132:
"Q‘ Directing your attention to
PeOple's 268, and particul&rly the ninth
chapter here; ReVelation 9.
"Are you familiar With the 1&nguage of
ReVelaﬁions a? o
A Well, I ha&é‘feéd'itm I am noti';f*[ o
really familiar with 1t, I can't quote it
"q You have read ReVelations g before
is that correct?
| 4, Yes,"
'- There we have some kind of an insight, pefhaps,

JAnte wpethér we can belleve what Mr, Jakobeon is saying, not

pertiaps what comes to his mind at the particular Instant he

t4s testifying, but the questlon 1s, 1s the raw material there

-in his mind when he sald -~ when he says, "Well, I have read

B, I am not really familiar with it; I can't quote 1%,

"G You have read Revelations 9 before;
is that correcet?
up, Yes "
Now, then, this is the prosecution asking the

| guestion: : \

" Directing your attentlon to the 9th

’
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pit 1n the desert, Death Valleya

15 |

17

ﬂchaptér; Verse i, the language:

"tAnd the fifth angel blew his trumpet
and I saw a star falling from heaven to earth,
and he was given thg key of the shaft of the
bottomless pit,' '

"Did Mr, Manson ever tell you what that

‘ _language meant?

g, Well, the bottomless ‘pit meant a
1ot %o 0harlie."g~-.; t
THE GOURT: Aaggz" ;is$tgeuansmer§ye3?

THE WITNESS: Yes. o
"MR., BUGLIOSI: 4 What diﬂ he. say?
YA, . The bottomless pit was the bottomiess

-

ng Where Mr, Manson intend@d to go?

", Where he inhended'td £0,
" And escape Helter Skelter?
"i,  As-a refuge, yes.

g Directing your abtention to the foursh
verses
tThey were told not to harm the grass of the
earth or any green growth or ény tree, but oniy
those of the mankind who have not the seal of
God upon thelr forehead,' o
;“Did Mr, Mengon say what that language

meant?
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"THE WITNESS: Oharile sald ~-

THE EOURT: Is the answen yesf

"THE WIENESS: I am sorry, I will have to
have tﬁe question,

"MR, BﬁGLiOSI: Very well.

vQ Directing your'atﬁenﬁioﬁ to the
fourth verse ~- ‘ '

“THE‘CdURT: Listen 50 the question, sir.

"THE WITNESS: I am listening, your Honor,
It gets lost in tH;'exchangé. ‘

"PHE COURT: What T mean is, rather than
giving'an explanation, the~ﬁue§tion could be
answergd yes or no;_d%ﬂ;hegsay something aboﬁt
1t or dldn's he? . -

| . IHE WITNESS: Yes, he aid.

v v

.
i

ng BY MR, BUGLIOS;: Aboﬁtlthe foufth-

. verse? ‘ A o ‘
'"A ‘Yes. o

"Q About the seal of Gﬁd ﬁpon their °

‘_forehead?

", Yes, he did,

"y  Wnat aid he say 4bout that?

A That the men that had the mark he
‘would know and they would be with him,

Xt was ver# subjectlve.®
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' a thurch as far as religilon goes. Who is to say?

a bit of free speech connected with it, whether itt*s got

- there is a man we have seen for yearg, Thig man walks

And Bo whatevez: we have here, vhatever w:/ \
 have here we have a situation whe.re somebody is ~~whatever

Now, what a personts religion is is sometimes
ohscure. We think of religion many times #s the big,
beautiful churches on Wilshire Boulevard, or wherever they
may be in Southern California.

But a church can be a person's body, can be

_ The First Amendment, besides protecting
freedom of speech protects freedom of religion for all of
us. .

we don't know, we ha;ve seen =~ wWe have deen
the park that Mr. Gutilerrez testifiéd to upon the forehead
of Mr. Mangon and others in this courtroom.

Whatever it is, whatever 1t is, whether it has

a bit of freedom of religion connected with it, we see
these people, all of us have seen around 7th and Broadway,

up and down with a Bible in his hands yelling gome kind

of words about various things that -- of a religlous nature, |
| Now, that man is a church by himself, walking »

to be a church

they axe doing, they are doing it by something that mqt:wateﬂf
S L ; £
them down inside. ' ‘
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So the question that we have to decide is,
does thig, this kind of language and all ofhthat, does
that constitute ~- does that constitute anything that we
can use in the context of ewvexrything that is in thig txial,
to £ind someone guilty of murder, these murders?

This &s what we have to decide in this case.

And we think that whatever this Biblical =--

used, that is certainly within the First Amendment, freedom
. of zeligion aspect of our life, and that is one of the
things that we have to consider in deciding this case.

On page 14,153 the prosecution asks:

. "Mr. Jakobson, in your various dis-
cussions with Mr. Manson, did he ever discuss with
you what he believed to be a proper relationship
between parents and child:én?

“THE WITNESS:  Yes.

"0 Uhat did he say?

" ' ény'relationship like that was véry
bad because the carryover from the parent, dany -of
the parent's hangups went diréctly to the éhil&
then, if there was a relationship."

Now, can we find in that bit of evidence any

we use that bit of evidence for, about Mr. Manson's mayhe
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peculiar attitude concerning the parent-child relationship:
"Q S0 he believed that there should not be
a ¢lose bond -- |
"A Yes.
"Q -~ between pagrents and children.
"4  Yes."
Well, evidently neither did Dianne Lake's
parents believe that.

- Dianne Lake's parents, we have in this court~
room evidence, and that doesn't come from any accomplice,
that Dianne Lake was, I would é@ther, almost forcibly
eviected, t&id to leave héﬁ home at the age of 13 by her
parents. g ' ; ' .
And she was als§ intréduced to drugs, evidently,l
chemicals, dangercus chemicals were lngested in heyr body
because of the influence of hex parents:

A Yes, between parents and children.

®i Yes.

"2 Did he say anything about education?

) Between parents and ¢hildren?

"4 Yes.

"o What did he say?

"L It was the study of 2000 years of war,
history, and sa on. It had no worth."

Many many people in our community today have

grave doubts about whether our educational system ig what
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it should be. It is one of the burning issues of the day
48 to what we should do in the field of education.
~ What has that to do -~ what has that to do
with what we are in this courtroom for::--
QY =- 14,154, @eg;nning at line 20:
i) @pproxiﬁately how many times would you
estimate- you visited Manson at Spahn Ranch?
A ‘A hundred. I is just a figure, Quite
often over the period of a year and a half. A great
number of times.® = .- . . o
And this is signifieant for this reason, llater
on in this transo:ript we will sh;aw -~ we will show that
M. Jakobson was approached on the day almost that the Tate
matters cceurred, and Mr. Jakebson, because he had friends,
Mr.Melcher was a friend of his, he was at the Tate residence
many times, primarily when Mr. Melcher wag oc.cupying the
place, but the pelice came to hiam,

Actually he said they came to his wife, we

Now, if there had heen any kind of thinking in
his mind that the Spabn Ranch and Mr. Manson, because he v
had been there a hundred times, he had spoken with Mr.
Manson extensively, if he had thought that there was any
connection, he would have told the poﬁcé at that time,

There is a bit of circumstantisl evidence that

is most significant because, you see, what ccmes out of
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"€£hat witness stand we get :.t in a d:.storted disoriented
type of :Ea;Sh:Lon. o "

'I.‘hat is, e get questiens. and answers, and wa

| don't get the. real full picture.

- So the fact that somgbody d:t.scusses SOmething

| here, and these words come cut and we have to congider them
| in connection with the tri'al, that certainly is ‘semething
" that we should do.

But on the other hand, we look at the circum-
atance, £ we look at Mr, Jgkobson's relationship.

Here we have a man who on August the 8th
August the 9th, August the 10th had a relationship with

I both agpects of what we have In this trial.

He had 2 relationship with the people who
passed away in the sense that he had visited Mr. Melcher

' at those various premises.

And then he had a relationship with Mr. Manson. |
Wouldn't he have been in a position to make |

- @n equation .as.to the events that had occurred i£, in fact,
 there was anythlng about what he had spoken with Mr., Mangon, |
- 1f there was anything there that would indicate ériminal

culpability?
He was in a very unique position. This is a

. circumstance that we suggest has some.great probativée value
| in this case, because Mr. Jakobson, in all his intimacies

26

at the Spahn Ranch, knowing everybody up there, certainly
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1 | was in the position that we have indicated and yet -~ and

: 2 . yet when the police actually came to his home, p::acti'cally
. 3 before these events at the Tate mansion had finished,
¢ | there was no -- there was no such statement f)y Mr., Jakobson
§ | even suggesting ~~ even suggesting any relationship of Mr.
6 Manson and these events. ' ,
7 MR, BUGLIOSI: Going outside the evidence in the
8 transcript, your Honor. He is not drawing inferences. For

9 1 all he knows there was a statement made.

1 He has no evidence of that.
o THE COURT: Just a momént, Mr., Kanarvek, that will be
12 | enough.
] 1 - I will take up the objection aftex the recess.
. 14 Ve will recéss at this time, ladies and

5 | gentlemen,

6 7 Do not converse with anyone or form or express

Cw :. any opinion regarding the case until it is finally submitted -

18 to you. |

19: The court will xzecess for 15 minutes.

5b fis. 21 (Recéss.)
2t
22‘
5

2 |

26 )
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Bbh-1 . O | THE COHRT_;'. All cpunsel and Jurors are present.
P e All counsel approseh the bendh, please,
.' 3 ‘ {Tae following proceedings were had at the‘bench
4 %gt of the hearing of the jury:)

" 5 THE COURT: Just before the recess Mr. Bugliosi
6. ohjected to youf statement, Mr. Kanarek, and I have here
7 ;3~us,t- an ',ex'cerp‘b that was f«yp:ed unp by the reporter during
8 the recess in wiilch you stated in substance that when the
9 police came o Hr. Jakobson's home he made no such statement,
' 10 ‘;*eferring to his statement suggesting any relationship

13 hetween I«Ir._l-lanson and the defendants.

12 | MR, KANAREK: That's right, your Honor. |
| B | THE COURT: It would appear to i;é 8 s’c.afemenﬁ ¢learly
| . . % putside the record, | |
' 5 | MR. KANAREK: No, on August 8hhg immediately after
16 August Sth ’chﬂ.s record reveals he wWas ’visited by police
7 officers, I
»13-":'. THE COURT: Thaa,- 48 not the ‘“pb;tnt. 'I‘he point is,

-l.

19 this record contains ho evidence he did not malke any sueh

20 stahement;‘ S p

| MR, KANAREK: Tt also contains no evidence that he made

22 gusch a statement. TR

23 :‘ B  We can Infer ~- Mp, Bug;liosi has argued you ¢an
2 ﬁet the wings of your imagination fly ~-

. B THE COURT: Just a moment, Mr, Kanarék you prefaced

26 the statement 2 Just before the reoess, by sasying, "This is a
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leircunstance that we suggest has some great probative value

in this case,"
HR. KANAKEK: Right,
" THE COURT: ‘Then you g¢ on to make the statement as

la representation of fagt that there was xo such statement by

Hr, Jakobson.

‘That simply is oubslde the record of this gase,
MR, KANAREK: Therfact is w-
THE COURT: The objection is sustalned,
WR. BUGLIOSI: Will you advise the Jury, your Honor?
THE COUKT: Well, do fou really want an admonltion? |

h BUGLIOSI* He already made the statement as a»fact.

You are sustaining tie objectioni, If they are not told about
it, it doesn't have any value. _ |

) Hﬁ¢ KAMAREK: There 1s no necessiby; we w;uld objeet to

'any'admonition, yaur lMonor,
AT

THE CQURTt Why? A
MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor, whatever was sustained

|is sustained. Your Honor sustaiﬁe@ ib, is going to sustain

lan objection. The fact, of the matter is there was conver-

THE COURT: _iﬂt;s proceed,
{(The following proceedings were had in.oPen
court in the presence and hearing of hhe jury )
THE COURT: Just before the;rengss thgre,uas-an~;.

“CieloDrive.COmMARCH IVES
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in aréumént‘

The Court has sustalned bhe obJection to thas

.stéﬁement, and the Jury is adwmoriished to disregard that
| particular statement to which the objection was made.

~ You may proceed, Mr. Kanarek,
MR, KANAREK: Yes, thank you, your Honow,

Ladies and gentlemen, as to whether or not any

parti¢ular evidence has eome Iin, or as to whether or not

‘any paprticular evidence has any particular significance,

that ia'whac the Jury 1s for, and the evidence in this case

| shows that police officers came %o Mpr, Jakobson's home- where

he and his wife were,
Nothing has been brought forth in this courtroon

{ toshow that Mr. Jakobson made &ny statement. whatsoever to any
:police officers concérning My, Manson, the Spahn Ranch or

anything that we have spoken of,
At that time he was in the presence of the

| ppllce officers and he knew what happened.

We wlll delineate with particularity where that

- o¢curred In the transeript. That what I have said now is
parenthetical, It is something that I am not exactly reading |
| from the transcript right now, but 1f there is any

" question about it, even after we féhq it, I &am sure that '{vh:i.Zl.e‘E

the deliberations are going.on that the Gourt will read the

record -- allow the record to be read to us:

" 'BY MR. BUGLIOSI:" A%. Page 14,1597

Y
. B
i
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n |of '69 means, we have here a man who Wwas on the scene.

| summer -~ 1% would mean August, I think all of us would

| inelude, certainly, the first week of August of any year,

| 1ate summer would be after the first week of August: -

" You say that during the period of
‘time that you knew Charles lHanson he asked you
o Join the Famlly several times, ls that

correct?
na.. Yes.
"y And that period again was what,

eafly summey of '68%

", From the early summer of '68 to the
late summer of '65.%

%

So we have a gituation, whatever the late summer

We have here a man who certainly in the late

we would certainly conslder that to be the summer, so the

) How many times dld he ask you to
join the Famiiy? . |
oy, Irinumérable,
g 50, 60, 100, 10%
"A ~ ¥eah, 10, 15, seyven,
"y -~ Where did these conversations take.
piace‘in:whiah he asked you to Jdin the Family?
"@ A great many places. - _
"At Dennis Wiiécn'&’houae - two of
them 3% Dennis Wilson's -- Dennis Wilson had two

3

3 =
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'was on the scene through 1969, the late summer of 1969, and

}would encompass the two days we hiave spoken of here, and

-ngifferent houses, At my:hﬁuae;"étﬂthé rénch;j}' .
"I remember a speciflc ing%anbe up &t o
Goler Wash, Dagnh Valley. }" o ,: - ?.!.
) When was that?
TA That would have been a few days
‘ before Thanksgiving of '68.
MG A11 right.
"Let's btake 4 specific incident. Who was
present at that time?
*Just Charlie and myself,
ng, What 4id he say Ho you?
Ha, Just, 'When are you golng to come
with me?! o |
"'Ride with me?' 'Be with me?' 'Be Free.’
'Leave my wife, the children who had trapped
me and be with him and his family, the girls,
pecple that loved you,!

" Did you ever in faet Join the
Famd 1y? -
“p I spent time wWith them.
’“Q Did you eveér live with them?
"4, Could you elarify Whaﬁ that means;-

'1iving with them'? -

And 80 we have a witness, Hr, Jakobson, who

the significant part is, of course, the late summer of 1969
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|what does that mean?

i2-

% 1

1 Fl
.'

{fir, Jakobson 1s including that in this period, it covers the
: time past ‘the raid all of thab the raid of August tha 16th,
11969, ‘ S

And when‘he says, "Clarify what that means," |

lliving with them, it mears in his mind there 1s a question,
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5e-1 1] So it means that he had some intimacy there;
2 | th‘aﬁ'.he was to such an extent that he has ta sort of think

3 | @bout what does "living with them"mean.

4 : And then the question is asked:
g : ' .. " Vell, did you ever live, for imstance,
6 | at a locale where they were living? For Instance,
g at Spahn Ranch?
g | v I spent two nights and two days out in
o | Death Valley, in Goler Wash.
10 "o With the Family?
1 | "A That was the longést time, yes,
1% \f "o pid you consider yourself to be a member |
B | of the Family?
. N - "A  Not teally, no.
15 "There was a-lways'a slight distance
16 | because i wasn't really "
17 © And so we sege, we see an intimacy of relation-

. 18 | ship where this man could have observed, could have seen,
s | could have known. |

2 After all, we are dealing with people. We
21 | know the type of people that we are dealing with there. If |
22 | there was ai;ty such kind of congpiracy or anmy such Kind of (
23 matter that the prosecution would have us believe, this

5 | mén My, Jakobson would certainly have knouwn about it.

. % | it defies :.jeéson-‘to expect that Mr. Jakobson
| 2 3 would not: have known about it, ‘constdering his in-depth
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iz 97

; relationship with the Spahn Ranch and with Mr. Manson:

"o  You were not a member of the Family?

Ha No.

"o Did you know Charles Watson?

n Yes. o

n How would you describe Charles Watson,
in terms of demeanor, personality?"

| And in the context of this trial we can almost
give the answer ourselves,

e} You may answer the question.

"THE WITNESS: When did I meet?

YMR. BUGLIOSI: No.

"o How would you describe Charles Watsom;
his personality, his demeanor.

YA Oht ’

. "He was a very happy-go-lucky, almost
1ike a puppy, like & young dog, always wagging its
tail, very lovable, very Likeable, very imnocent.”

Now, the 1anguagé. that is in that answer, can
we . congider, is.this the iaﬁguége of the prasecution or is
this the language qﬁ Mr. Jakobson after the prosecution
has 'sppken Wiﬁﬁ Mr Jakobagn’fo‘r some éxtended period of
time; | '

"Q Did yim ever notice any d:iémaﬁic.; change

in his demeanoi: at .any time that you knew him?

"4 Yes." '
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" You did?

i And when did you nctice this changs!

A l.ng pexriod of time passed that I
d&*\*t see Chexlis Watson, sod then 1 saw him et
'zhc ranck ia the early summer.

" uf 1691

wd 169,
“imd be wasn € even the same person.

| In what zespect did you notice Shak
he had cheangsd?

It wes as if the sassuce of life was
gone. be was like burnt cut. HNe was like a shell,
ai sutcmaton, just welking arcvund. There was ao
spark.’

Now, looking st thet, cau we say thet this %s

Mx. Jekobson spesking, or is this Mr. Jekobscn spesking
sfter scms long eonsultation with the pr.secuticnl

4Aod we ses hexe, we soe here 2 man whooee

mutiﬁw in terms of relatiunship with the geopls, “and
wxeally in law, that is what we reszlly dezl with, f{s the
relationship with pecple, ghat is what we decide in couxte
ro s,

e have a man whe was thexe all the time, mowe
ox less, as cpposed tu Mx. Meleher who wes thexe ~-who was
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| there what, a couple of times? - . - . ..

1 more significant than the fact that Mr.Jakobson, afteéer being i

. inference.

,

And so what is the more significant, what is

there, after being intimate with these people, after knowing |
what occurred at the Tate residénca, after being approached
by police affiéers, after doing what he did in comnection
with the people at the Spahn Ranch, makes no mention to
these police officers écncerning Mr. Mangon or anything else{‘
MR, BUGLIOSI: Same objection, your Homor.
MR. KANAREK: There is nothing in this record -~
MR, BUGLIOSI: Same objection.
THE COURT: Approach the bench, Counsel.
- (The following proceedings were had at the
bench out of the hearing of the jury.)
THE COURT¢ Read that last part.
(Whereupon the reporter reads the record.)
MR. KANAREK: Your anor, it'is a legitidate )
THE COURT: That is no inference. That is a statement
of fact that is incorrect;
MR. KANARER: Uell, your Honor =- y
THE COURT: The objection is sustained,
(The following proceedings were had in open
court in the presence and hearing of the jury:)
THE COURT: The ovbjectlon is sustained. The jury is
admonished to disregard the statement to which the objection|
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0§ vecord whatsoever to show that Mr,Jakobson made any statement|

1 .| copcerning Mr. Manson, nothing, absolutely zero concerning,
12 | ) :

B |
¥ 1 ladies and gentlemen, the record is hexe for it to be read.
L
6 |
w

18

19

20
2L g

22 1

24
%5 .

%

vl")ﬂn"‘)lfzi .
'l—\r,l-.-) i

1 was ;f,ntefposed.

Let's proceed, Mr. Kanarek.
MR KANAREK Mr. Jakobson was at his home when
police officers came, and we will see the exact date, I
thfirﬂ; it!s August 9, immediately after August 9th or 1lOth,

imediafely after the matters occurred at the Tate honme,

| Mr. Jakobson was present when these police officers were

" there.

He spoke tio them. There is nothing in this
or any allusion to Mr. Manson.
And if we are not stating that correctly,

T am sure the Court will accommcdate us and

allow the record,; any portion to be reread, if there is

| any desire whatsoever that that be done.

on those occasions, page 14,163:

"y  On those occasions when you did go
out fo the Spahn Ranch, Mr. Jakobson, did you have
dinner with the Family?

g Yes.
oy On several ocgasions?
A Yes,

o

" Among, the Eimes that you had dinner
with the ‘E‘amily; did you ever have dinner at the
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"campfire down by the stream below the stables?

1} A
Hi
Q
it
A 4%

LLF o
e

strike that.

Yere?

W A
"Q
A
tl{}.
"a
I‘LQ
when it was
LYY
"0
va
"g
Y] A -
"0,
II'A
"
[} A

Yes. ! . ‘ }‘.‘

Approximately how many times?
Twice, .

Do you remember cn those occasions --
Do you knpw when those two oceasions
Late in May, yes, I do.

Late in May, 19692

Yes.

And were the dinners in the evening?

Yes.

Do you know who, If anyone, decided
time to eat?

Yes.

Who?

Charlie.

What did ke say?

It was time to eat., ‘'Let’'s éat.!
Whereupon everyone ate?

Yes.

Approximately how many people?

However many wera ptresent, and that

always varied.

“Q

Cduld~you‘give‘me, or glve us, some

1
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1 . "type of a range?
- 2 | "a From 25 to three."
.' 2 | Now, we see here thiat Mr. Manson 1s a person

s | of some £luldiry.
5 He has had conversations with Mr.Jakobson
6 | at not just the Spsahn Ranch, at Dennis Wilson's, and other
s | places, at Mr. Jakobsonts home. |
g Also the people at the Spahn Ranch, that is
5d £ls. 4 | & flaid group, 25 to three.
0
1
12
u B
@ u |
i5
6
I
1
B |
2
2
9z
25 |
‘24i.
o 2% |

.26 .
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' :IQ

u,
g
"4,
"q

IIA.

HLQ
"'A-

llﬁ‘
"Q
IIA‘

“Q

inﬁmbers of people hawing dinner.
3t is indIcative.

I am referring to these two Specifié

oceasions now,

On, I am sorry.
20 pecple?

Yes,

was seated For dinner?-

YB?3 .

In other words, at times -- at flmes the

went as they pleased,. and thab is ﬁuibe a divergence of

;can use if we think that it has any significance.

20 peopile.

-Would you desgcribe how everyone

"It was down by the stream that runs in
back or the ranch, and éverybody sat around, and
there was a campflire, and there was a rock in the

cenber of the assemblage that Charile sat on.

Charlle sat on a rock?

. Yes,

And where was averyone else seated?

In a Girﬁ:lE.
Around the rock?

Yes.

prosecution would have us believe that this was the Army;
;fhatythis was some kind of a situatlion of great discipline,
Well, 25 to'3 indicates thgt the people came and

It is a circumstance that we

+
13
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7connection with the precise matters that we have to declde

:here today.

ng Upon which Charlie sat?
tip, Yes. ™

How many Westerns have we seen where something

‘haﬁpens, it is the end of the day and someone who has talent
tor thinks he has talent grabs a gultar or something or other

land Sings and everybody 3lts aronﬁd and watches nim?

Now, what I am saying is, what I am saying 1s,

‘ certainly weé can cerbainly assume, certalnly we may uake

jthe conclusion that Hr, Manson was, well knqwn to these

people, that Mg, Mansan wasg £hé person, wa& the’ peraon th&t

“was therg who was the person thay was lovked up to, and so
‘forth, ) ' '

 But that 4is a far cry,‘that"ia'a ;ar'c§§frf§m.what

‘the prosecution would have us believe Mr, Manson was in

And as we have sald, in connettion with these

young girls, the Statute of Dimitations 1s three years from

'1d;'the date of the incident,

Ir gomeone had sexual intercourse today with a

' girl that is under 18, the statute runs from today, It
'2zf:means anytime thréee years from today, that & felony eomplaint
, can be filed, and it means that Mr, Manson has a series of

| felony complaints that are walting for him after he is

écquitted'in‘thia~case. :
The point is -- the point is that the

‘| prosecution, the prosecution is zeraing in on Mp, Mansoh for
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svidently

has great

'atéording

Nnow .

ﬁhis prove?

the reasons that we have spoken of here,

It is glear, 8o these glrly do like Mr. Hanson;
afﬁer they get to0 the ranch, somenow; evidently he
difficulties with girls from ilr, Watkins said,
Hr, Watkins had to go out an@ get the girls,
to the tastimnny'he&e. |

'So for whatever that may be worth, what does

vy And that 1s how everyone had dinner,

in thoge basiec positions?
"h. = Yes.
"Q . ' During the dinner, in addition to

eating, would Mensoh play his guifar?

L]

"A, Yes. 1

"Q ‘And sing?

J Yes, he Woulq; L o

" And philosophize? | ©

g,  Yes., R '

g Would he do most of the talking?
h, Yes. |

g On these two pafticular ﬁccasions

in May, was Charles Waispn presente

"I am referring to the two dlnneyr occasions

ng, 1 don't believe he was. "

So Mr, Watkins -~ pardon me, Mr. Watson,

"~ CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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a !

These are occasions when this alleged discipline

1 1is supposed to be

according to Mr. Jakobsom, the alleged puppy dog, is not

| there, and Mr. Jakobson 18 there.

taking place.-

Mr, Waﬁsqnais Gut somewhera e¢lse doing what -

Ifr. Watson wanbs: £0 do, and- this is certainly aafair e

e
g
s
u
T,
"Q
"A
"Q, .

intended to

of work?
44 A'
na
' Hp,
J une.,. -
"Ql
.place?
"f\.
13 Q
1" A‘

-:implicatign from Mr, Jakobsan's testimony:

I don't believe he was.’
Was Susan Atkins present?

I belfeve sos yes. = '

Teslle Van Houten?

Yes.

Patricia Krenwinkel?

Yes, | |

Did Mp. Manson ever tell you that he
have his girls do any partlcular type

Yeq.
When did he tell you this?
The early summes of '69, April, May, -

Where did the conversation take
A%t the ranch,

Who was present?

I belleve it was just Charlie and
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' poses an interesting questlon in logic, when we are declding

', this Oaset ’
- start Helter Skelter.‘i -
| this. He would have had those people plek up money in the

' Jakcbson makes the point here that Mr. Manson.needed money so

{ mueh, so much that he was going %0 have theSe girls dance
Kshortly.

'igqing to finance Helter Skelter. ‘Why Jeave all of the

| personal property that had great value,

with what happened on those twd nights and, furthermore --

"myself,
- ng What did he say?
”A - He sald he planned to have the
glrls begin to work in topless bars "

Here we come t0 an interesting guestion which
Hr, Manson is supposeu to be short of money to

Mv Manson was the great general in charge bf

Tate residence to- finance Heltér Skelber,‘becaﬁae Mr.

[ S

topless, to buy the gold nylon rope that we will come to
But the Pact of the matter is, Mr. Manson was

items at the Tate residence, and at the La Blanca residence2'

These¢ ltems are ltems of worth, items that -- items of

Why not take those items and finance Helter
Skelter? '
It is g circumstaﬂce that we can congider, that

there was po such inhenf-or motive or purpose in connechlon

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES:
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aspect, there s also the aspect that -~ that bhese only

loccurred for two nightav

2 .

fugthermoré,'as we have spoken of before, there is also the

K3 e i !
. - *
“" *
,
-
L 2 & % s
1
. - ‘ : K
*
K .
S . I a
. L
w -
B
" & "
-
‘l r
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jaml L S Where was the financing coming from? Why werents
' . . 2 |theve other nights after these two nights? There was 'no
' 3 interposition of any kind of police action or anything else.

4 |30 here:

5 | e What dld he say? '
6 _ va He gald he planned to have the
7 . glrls begin to work in topless bars.
3 ng Did ne elsborate on that?
9 | A Well, the reason he was doing it,
10 | you mean? |
£: S A , "Because he needed money, and he beldeved |
12 | that each giri could m;a.ke several hundred dollars
1| A a week, i,a‘nd if ten girl's,h were worklng, it 1s |
. Y4 ':, 'simple’mathematics yO'u“lénow.«
o] ' Q. ..Did he say why he needed the money?
16 | "o Yese o R
11'.‘ ' e ; I:Ihaf: did he say? Lo
B A It was in. preparation to g0 tq the. |
T _ desert. Specifically, a’*ldt of money was- nesded .
w | to buy rope." o SPURPE
LA 1 Now, we get Into an aspect oi‘ this case that we

22 {all remember Im sure where the gquestion is next asked:

"A rope?
B Yes, very expensive rope,
. o5 |, ' o Far any particular purpose?
2% : "A, It was t0o go Into the. pis with.
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15 |-

| it inta evidence anyway.

o The bottomless pit?

YA, Yes, '

"y Did he indlcate to you how long this
rope had to be? |

A Yes.
g What did he say?
ny, Thousands of feét were needed,

a trudk load of rope."
And by the way, the gold nylorn rope is clearly

| not the rope we have séen-in this courtroom, That is white,

the rope we have seen in this courtroon, |

A Thousands of feet were needéd, a
truck load of rope. | '

"q And this rope was to be used t6 get
t0 the bottom of the bottomless pit?

"5, Yes.

"q By him and his Femlly?

T Yes. y -

s ‘nuring Helter Skelter?
TR Xes." e .

< . T
I'm sorry, the Court struck that question;

i 01der struck, because on the next page here Mr, Bugliosi got

P
1 P L

The Court admonished the Jury to diaregard it,

f but the next guestion by Mr, Bugllosi, I am talking on

-CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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A?age 14,17L, by MNr, Bugliosi:

is suggesting, making,né'offering questlons which are

{leading and suggestive:

1§

LquastiOn previously, which We have to read to glve it meaning,

| the previous question was in fact answered:

% |

| members of the Family, T

'y Did Mr. anson say when he needed
that long rope which would take him and his
Family to the botton of the bottomless pit?

"M . Tes,
YQ °  VWhat did e say?
e It was when they went to the desert

to get away from Helter Skelter,™

8o we have again a 3¢tuatioh-where*the prosecution -

A, It was when they went to the desert
to get away from Helter Skelter.
‘ e Did he have more than one conversﬁtion
with you, with respeet to that?"
And in that question, Mr, Bugllosi asked the

ng Did Charles Manson ever discuss
with you the relaflonship that he had with other.
members of the Family?" ff,

And then Mr, Bugliost usks the quesbion:

"9 pid he have more than one conversation
with you with respect to. that?” - S g

Rererring to the relatibnship with the other

1
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"A Yes,
ng How many?
“A, Not many, but 1t was discussed

at aifferent bimes,

'Y Can you remember any partleular
eonversabtlion?
h ',la‘ Yeﬂ .

ug When did that particular conversablon
take. place? ‘

h, I think 1t was at Dennls Wilson's
beach house, . " ] ' |

"y When?

YA, It would have beeﬁ-September of '58;

"R Who was pregent?

g, I think Dennis was there besides
Charlle and myself,.
| ug  What did Me, Manson say?

®A, He was just ta%kipg apout the closew-

. ngss of the Family and what 1t was llke and to

have theése people with him complebely~

"g pid he say anything else?

ua, . In regards to the relationship?
- MQ' ©  That he had with the Family.

A, They were with him and this was

the way 1%t should be, and tﬁere is no lu-between

and you had to ‘choose, .

+
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‘and hlg Famdiy."

— - - <
CE : P S

"He wanbed Dennis and I %o ghGOSe;Iit
was as 1f we were choosing Sidesl R
"There was no in-between, you understand,
you were with him or you wele againsﬁ' him.
e Did he say whose Family 1t was?
B Yes;, 1t was his Pamily.
"y ‘ Did he say 1t wés his Fomily?
"l Yes, he wanted ug to be with him
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How, the fact -~ the fact the prosecution would
2 | have us believe that hecause everyone at that ranch might
3| have had some affection or feeling for Mr. Manson, that
4 | this means that we can make an equatlon that will bring us
5 | the prosecution's viewpoint in this case.
5 This is in 1968,
7 ‘ This is at a perlod of time when Mr. Wilson and
8 | Mr., Jakobson are discussing with Mr. Manson matters concern- |
o | ing his relationship with the Family.
w | r What is there ==~ remembering our rule of law,
1 remembering onr rule of law that we have two days of
12 | alleged conspiracy here. |
_ 13 We have the statement that the Court has given
.‘ 14 | us, the statement that the Court has given us that this
5 | evidence is to be used only against Mr. Manson, not ageﬁnst
16 | anyone else.
17 Clearly, clearly this has nothing to do with
18 | Helter Skelter or with any kind of a race war, or with |
19 Sharon Tate, or Mr. Frykowski or Abigall Folger, Mr. Parent, |
20 | Mr, La Bianca, Mrs. La Bianca.
a | You have to have a speecific iﬁﬁents You have
22 to have a specific intent to dommit murder.
2 | And the fact -- the fact that Mr. Manson
2% | and the people out there, peop.le: that come anfi go,' have
. 2 a certain relationship, is not any ¢orroboration, 'It is

2% ! not any proof. It does not ~- it doeg not show any
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8£-2 - conspiracy on these two days.
There 13 an item ~~ this is 2 red herring, this |
. " is a red herring. I suppose there are many organizations,
some of the greatest disc:tpliné we have in this country
today is in ourpolitical organizations.
We have -- both the Republicans and the

Democtats have -~ sometimes they will meet; sometimes the
executive meeting will .meet and anyone who spesks against
another Democrat ls read out of the Party; and someone who
speaks against another Republican is read out of the Party.

16

" During primary campalghs, doring primary

. 15 | campaigns we see this; we seée that there is in human
13 .
. 1 with me or against me?"

relgtion_ships,th,em is this tendency to say “Well, are you

5 I mean, how many times in our lifetime, whether

5 | it 1s in business ox whatever, have we had situations where

17 | somebody is either with or without.

B You take the ordingry poliﬁ:{cian' that sometimes

o | 80es on in office, where somtone in an office has a certain

o | Bmount df authority, and other people cleave to someone elge

o1 - who wants authority, or 1s at the sdme level and is fighting

5 | with this particular person that has authority.
o These kinds of things -~ these¢ kinds of things

s | 89 on constantly, day in and day out.

. B - The prosecution would have us belleve that

% | this type of relationship, that this type of relationship heﬂe

- CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES .



i | is the kind of relationship that makes Mr. Manson criminally |
: 2 | responsible for the events that we are here talking about

® 3 5 in this courtroon.

¢ The point of the matter is, if ti}e prosecution

5 :j has to reach -~ to do that kiné of veaching to gét what they

6 | say is evidence that tends Ato prove this, this is something

;z alse that we have to cunsider,

8 | This is something we have to consider,

' the very fact of the tenuocusness, the very fact that this

10 | goes back and the prosecution is: getting supposedly evidence

6 f1s. 1 | frem 1968,

iz )}

® i |
5 |
16 |
w | | o e
18

19
2 |
21
22
2% |
¢

. 2%

2 “ T

- T - =
PO, P
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6~ | 1| This is ga. fa.&tc‘r that ’gte should consider‘
P 2 Now, then, we have statements like at Pa.ge lll 173,
. o 3 |where again we g;et into the k:ind of conVersationa tha.t all,

¢ |of us have had in terms of égo, and sa forth, ‘ Behavioral

5 ’.saiences have become a part of our 1ife » scientists anﬁ

6 -psycholcgis’c-s, and we read all kinds of things ccncernin,g
7 |these peéople.

Y "4 Did he say it was his family?
D  "Yes, he wanted us to be with him and
1 hig family.
- | . "Did he say what you would have to do if
12 | y()u: Joined the Famlly? |
. i3 ' “Yes, ,
. A_ TN - "What did he say?
5 | tgive iﬁ. all awéy'.
. 16 | N "'Give'what all away?
17 | "Everything, yourself, it, that, ego,
1w | self. | | | ' '
1 | "o whom?
% | © WWell, I Gon't know if that is dmportant -
§1 : where you glve 1t away, buf then he can pick it
2 |© up.*®

Now, there'are the words that were uttered, Do
% kthose words have any signii‘icance? Can we use those words
. 25 {for anything'?

2% | When the question is asked, he answered:
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"Bverything, yourself, 1t, that, ego,

self, ' |
And the question: .,
"To whom?", :4

And he apnswers: "Well, ‘I don*t know if
that is 1mportant where you giVe 1t away, buﬁ

then he can piek it up,, KR P

“ba

"You say then he could plck it up? N
"Yes, 1t is very ambiguohs. o |
HIgts very subjective, I know;‘ I am
doing the véry best with the words avallable,
" WEHE WITNESS: - B0 explain,”

Question at Page 1&,173‘by'Mr. Bugliosi:

L ¥

“Bid he ever indicate that if you jolned the'

-Family you had to glve yourself up to him?

"THE WITNESS: Yes,

"Whet did he say?

"That was the indication, that was the
inference, he wias the obvious head of the Family
and, of course, you would glve yourself to him
if you were a member of‘the Famlly.

YHow, you indlcated eariler, Gregg, that

Nyes,
"You, of course, know Terry Melcher?

"I do, yes.

yoir were in record productions, is that correct?

PP

CieloDrive. COMARCHIVES




W0

1

12

13

14

. 15
16

iz

18

19

!

24

%

26,

20,273

15 a man of” gome -- he is a man that supposedly does work

aently, in whatever kind of work he does, has some kind of an
| executive eapacity.

1s Just distillation, we get a few words, we get Mr. Jakohson'ﬁ
|think we can think back, and I don't know of any other case
{wherein a person of this type has the place that he has

tin these proﬁéeding&, where he, immediately aften, lnmedde

jpeople there, knowlng Mr. Manson, the prosecution would have

2 |us believe that what happened there at the Spahn Ranch was

146 Was the kind of relationship that just wouldn't let you go,

|1t permeated youpr éntire consciousness; Mr. Melcher goes up

"And were ynuzéver employed py’Terry?
"Yes, ‘
- "In what capgcity?

- "I wab an assoelate of Terry's and I worked
for and ran his record tcompany and publishing
company . ' X 7_

“In that eapacity dié you also do work as
a finder —— a-fipder of talent or & talent sccuﬁ?“

So, we have a situatiOn heye where M, JakobSOn

that involves -gome discration on his part, a man who, evi~

e, L. - -

And then again, remembering that what we get here
‘impressién, we have the most profound circumstance that I
ately after the events gt the Tate residence, knowihg the
dramatic, it was impelling, 1t was the kind of thing that ~-

‘there and sees this and says he was impressed by everything
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|fate matters oceurred, Mr. Jakobson/approached by the police,
| land we have absolutely zerc, no indication whatsoever that
<ﬁr. Jakohson made any statements to the police concerning

er;'Manson and the Family.

9 |
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that he saw, and then on the very dag, the next day that these
s g
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ba~1 This is something where circumstances are much
# | more powerful than the words uttered. The relationship of
3 | people is much more powerful than the actual words.
¢ Because if you take the words alone, we get
5 | an impressiop that is not so.
1 ‘ Mr., Jakobson was 11v:mg this. And what would
7 | be the first thing that you would think Mr. Jakobson would
8 say 1£ a police officer walk.ed in.on the morming after the

9 | incidents occurred at the Tate house?

0 f The first thing Mx.’ Jakobson would say =~we
I | know it was spread all over, the: word "pig" and alfL n:E

12 | that -- the first thing that Mz, Jakobson would say,

1B | if there was any veason for it, would be to tell the

14 policeio consider Mr. Mansom.

B MR, BUGLIOSI: Same objection, your Honox.
1 In so many ﬁords, he is saying the same thing.
o ME. KANAREK; That is not so.
B MR, BUGLIOSI: He is saying the same thing, and he
| 1 | knows if there was a statement, it would constitute hearsay.
2 - THE COURT: He 1s not saying the same thing.
a Let's proceed;

29 The objection iy ovexruled.

2 MR. KANAREXK: 2nd we have, on top of that, we have

2 | the fact of the raid on August the 16th, 1969.
B And in connection with the raid of August the

i A gtgies e

% | 16th, 1969, we have a focus. . T
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Certainly Mr :.Iakobson knew about that. He
knew what occurred at the Spahn Reuch. = And there is
nothing whatsoever brought to ﬁs. to indicate at all that
Mr. Jakobson had anythmg to say conce;cm.mg that.

So, the impress::.ons ‘that Mr. Jakobsoﬁ had
concerning the xelationship of thesa people, those,
impregsions were such thiat he saw no criminal culpability
of Charles Manson. '
| Now, page 14,176.

Well, really, 14,175,

) Did Mr. Manson ever tell you what

ambitions he had, if any, in the field of music?

A Yes.

"What did he say?
"He wanted to record. He wanted to
. get his message heard. He wanted people to hear

what he had to say."

And so, with this group of people at the _Spahn

- Eanch, maybe Mr. Meleher didn't think that this group had

anything to offer éntertainment-wise, message-wise, but

' Mr. Manson thought that it did.

And there is certainly nothing wrong gbout

that. ' | . '
2

And if we consider the context of the

. relationship of these parties, it is clear, it is clear

as to what Mr. Manson's purpese was in coomection with

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| Mr. Jakobgon and Mr. Melcher, vhexein, at the bottom of

these people. ‘ f

He felt whatever he Felt concerning some
gocial conditions that may exist, and by means of thase
people,  there was to be a group that would do some kind
of entertaining, recording or whatever. And it shows the

main motivation here because of the relationship between

page 14,177:
"During these discussions did you ever
ask M. Melcher to audition Charlie Manson?

"Yesg,

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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:Gharlie Manson?

12

28 |

. “and did you have %o ask HNr, Melcher
more than once?
es,
"Did he eventually agree fto audltion

"Yes.
"Did he in fact audition Charlle Manson?
"Yes.
"When was that?
"Late in May of '69.
YAt Spahn Ranch?
"Yes.
"Did you go to Spahn Rgnch'with M-,
Melcher? , S
ML gtd. b
"And did ycu set up, mgke all of the
arrangements fbr the auditioning? e LS
"I dla, yes. - -
"Has this on a weekend? o T
“There were two —- .. . ¢ o SN
T am referring bo the first time now.
. "Trhe first one may have been, Itm not
sure.‘_
"The second one was when?
' "That seemed to be during the wWeek,

thelfbllowing week, it was about five to seven

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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%
1£elt very badly bechuse Mr. Melcher would not audition,

2

20,279

14

"days after,

"So Melcher audltlioned Mansbn twicé

at Spahn Ranech, i1s that correet?

"Yeg, ! '

Then: "After Mr, Melcher héd auditioned
Chardie Manson on these two occasions did you
ever discuss with him whether he was wllling to
finance and record Charles Manson?

"No, there was no discusslon.

“Did Mr. Melcher lndicate that he was
interested in financing the recording of
Mr..ﬁansoh?

"No,lhe'éid not. |

"He was not inberested?

"He was not interestefl, that is why there

was no discussion.”

Now, then we come and we see —- now, let’s ook,

19 :now, let's see what the motivation of Mr, Manson 1s,

Mr, Manson, according to the prosecutlion evidence, |

o3 {Would not give him any break, l?-\;

%

25 [

26

This is the fop:of Page 14,181,
"After these two auditioning dates; did
Charles Manson ever ask you whether Melcher was'

impréssed with him or was intgrgstéd in him? .~ .

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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"Yes,

"What did you tell Mr, Manson?

"He inquired what went ‘down, and I just
as teetfully as ﬁoSSible sald there was no
interest.

' “On the’pa?t‘of_Melcher?

‘“Eés, or at least &t that time there was no
inperest*

"After‘thé last fime you and Melcher went
ouﬁ to Spahn Raneh to auditlon Chaflie, this is
May now, of "69, did Mr. MansSon evexr ask you for
Terry Melchér's phorie nuiber?

"Yesﬁ

"On more than one occasion?

?fea.
"Did you turn Chariie down at Iirst?
:"fed. , '

"Did you éventually glve Charlie Meldher's
phone number?

"The answering service number I did, yes,

."You gave Charlie ﬁé}é@ér*s answering
service number, is that correct?

"Yes. '\ - R | o

WAL SOméflater tiﬁéﬂdiﬁfMéﬁsonfévér:sﬁi1"
aqytbing t0o. you aSout ﬁgﬁing gqng§qyed Terry A
Melcher or been %o hiswrééidehae,ﬁﬁ ahythiﬁg~

LRS
“

~ CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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"like tha®?

“Yes R it

e
»u

"

k
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15 .

| %ecord says so. There is no question.

"When was that, when did Mr. Manson

have this conversation with you?
- "It would have been the first of

the gummer, June, July.

19697

"Yes.

"And where did you have this conversa-
‘t_:ion with Mr. Manson?

"It was ovér the phone, '

"What did he say to you and what did
you say to him?

"He asked if Terry had a green telescope
spy-glass onthe porch of his beach house,

"In Malibu?

"Yes. 4And I said yes.

“Aﬁd ﬁe said, 'He doesnft now.!

"He said, 'He doesn't now'?

"Yes.”

- Now, it is clear that Mr. Manson knew that
Mr. Melcher lived at Malibu at this period of time., The

| You see, the p::]osdcution has said originally --
they said there was a motive, like there is a primary motive,|
and now there is a sub-motive, ‘and maybe there will be a |

subsub-motive.

The primary motive, supposedly, is Helter
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people, Linda Kassbian had creepy-crawled, and we can't
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16

| Skelter, the black-white war, and so forth.

Now, there is a submotive which the prosecution

| has indicated to us both by way of this evidence and by way
of addressing -~ making original opening comments -~but the
| fact of the matter is that Mr. Melcher didn't live there, |
| that is, at the Tate home, and the fact of the matter is

| that Mr. Manson knew Mr. Melcher didn't live there,

He knew that Mr. Melcher lived at Malibu.
The prosecution’'d own evidence shows that
Mr. Melcher lived at Malibu and thyt Mr. Msnson kdew that

| My, Melcher lived at Malibu.

So, the place, 1f there is going to be this

| kind of motive for thege events, the place would be at

Mr. Melchez’s home in Malibu.

Or ag Mr. Fitzgersld has said, if the houss,
1£ the house had some kind of & symbol, why not burn down
the house if there is some kind of symbol there, becsuse

Oz why not Mr. Jakpbéon?

Why not Mrg Jako'ﬁsnn'_s house? M, Jakobson
had arranged all the auditioning and .arranged everything.

The point of tﬁe mattexr ié that wi;.atever the

around Southern California, wherever he went, Tex Watson

was talking to people, Linda Kasablan was 'tal-king"' to
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lose cur focus upon the place of Mr., Llatsen in these

proceedings merely because the prosecuticn has spoken to

people and they make ﬁhe statement that Mr. Vsztson 1s

a puppydog and that Mg, Vatson is an automaton or a robok.
The fact of the matter is that Mr. Watson.and

Lindg Kasabian; end whoever else may be there at that

Tate mansion, were there because they wanted to be there,

not because . lanscn had anything to do with it.
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‘>knows that, that Hr, Watson and Linda Kasablan were there
:.becaﬁse they wanted bo be there, and whatever they did they

tldid of their own free will and of their own free volition.

| Jakobson, after gome discussion concerning M, Jakobson's

| relationship with Mr, Helcher in the musi¢ business, elicited |

‘And we believe that the prosecution full well

Now, Mr., Fitzgerald, in interrogating Hr,

the fact that Mr. Mauson, In faet, was recorded,
Page 14,186,
Coug You lisﬁenad‘ta dJanson's music
eorrect? ‘

"Yes,
“fheﬁ I take 1% you formed some opinion
'that it was worthy of commercisl exploitation in
some fashion? '
"Yes, Lo : )

% And thén you proceeded to commercially
‘produce his music; is that right? ‘
‘ "Over the-period of a yéar and a‘half.

¥Did you ever’actuﬁlly fecord any of the
nusie?

- "Yes!

"In a studio?

"Yes, -

"0n more«than'Onexgc;aﬁién?

"Yes. .

E I |
Lo

Y
13

S
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| had as far as Mr, Manson is conterned,

up ag he went along? .

#And were These soiigs?

"Yes,

"iansopn would sing sonés?.

¥es,

. "{ould he accompany himself by playing
on the gultar?

"Yes. ‘

."Was that & rhythm guitar or lead gultsar,
or what kilnd of & gultar was 1t?

"We had both, _

"Would Manson play sbqgg that he had
written, or would he‘giéfgiin éddition to songs
that he had'wriﬁteh, éongs qther peogle %ad
written? ‘:" {l"; ' i‘,;.' e

~ "No, they wepe always’ Charlie’a songs, "
Now, if Nr, Manson' wad &0 motivated by the’
Bentles and whatever, he would have played, 1b wou}dfseem
Aike, *~'m§jbe this isn' a big piééé'df evidénﬁé;"maybe 1%
ié of minor,signi:icancev—— bﬁt he would have played the
Beatle songe, it would seem like, wlth what motiﬁation

the prosecution would have us belleve that the Beatle songs

_ " Now, the songs that Mr., Manson had
written, were these songs that were actually

written down on pleces of paper, or would he imake them
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“Some of them were written down.
"Was he, by and large, an intultive song-
writer, ‘that he would make 1t up?
’ "Very.
"What do you mean? Very inbuiltive?
"Yes. - |
"And were you to recelve a percentage of the
gross profits in the event that Manson's music
was commercially profitable?
"Sure, ‘
"And in addition to thig bﬁsinesa pelationship
you had with Charles Manﬂon, you esbabliahed.some
sort of a personal rapport; i3 that carrect? | f*“
"Yes., _ "
"Would you describe yourself, during tie '
years 1968 and 1969, &s being a friend of

~ Charles Manson?

' "Yes?
"Were you a close personsl friend?
"fhat is rough to describe,
"When I was with him, I was,
“And throughout your testimony, you
frequently said that you had innumerable

conversatlons with Mr, Manson on a number of

oceasions regarding a number of subjects; is

that right?

"Yox ¥
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we call that being the devil's advocate, where we take the

| prosgecution's viewpoint?

itSo, is it failr, then; to say that you were
with Mr. Manson frequently?

"No,

"Well, when you were with him; you discuszed
various philosophical topics?

“Yes,

"And this was an exchange? Frequently you
took one point of view and he took another point
of view? . o |

"Yes, absolutely." ; L

In other words, yqé have two people, Sometimes

other side just to promote an argument or to promoge;
stimulate, conversation. aa " A

Now, Mx, Manson and this gentleman indulged in |
this kind of activity.

Does this mean anything in connection with the

This is something that we have to decide.
Now, going on Lo page 14,190. ‘
Oh, yes. Just to give the continuity to it.
"Did it also appear to you that by engaging
in these conversations with you, that Mr. Manson
was attempting to arrive at SOﬁe form of.truthl._ . |
"Yes. - |

“In his conversations, did he pay particular-
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"emphasis to children? Was that a frequent topic
of conversation? L

"Not frequené,:no.

"Well, when he was talking with you,
from time to:time, abbut'his‘£o~calle& philogophy,
would he often mention childrenf -

"Yes. ; | ‘

"Would he mention that he was attempting
to save the children of the.citieaE

"Yes.

"In what respect did he say that he was
attempting to save the children in the cities?

"There were two specific respects that
I could refer to.

"Both of them?"

Now, here is an inﬁeresting point.

The law of circumstantial evidence says that

if there is one view that is reasonable that points towards
innocence, and another view that is reasonable that points
towards guilt, we must adopt that -- we must gay ~- we

' must adopt that which points to innocence, and we have

| what we call the "nmot guilty"verdict.

Now, we now have My, Jakobson and Mr. Manson

discussing at great length their various philosophies.

There is nothing unreasonazble zbout that.

Maybe Mr, Manson's approach to how it should be
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1 done at Spahn Ranch, maybe his versipn pf what a summéezn '
‘ 2 | camp should be may not be ouxr own version of what a summeff
8 | . camp should be, or whexe kids shqgld go to get off the
¢ | gtreet, We may have vast diffei:énceé of opinion.' Buf it
5 | would seém like his motive, his motive, as M. Fitzgerald
6 | brings out further in speasking with Mr. Jakobson, on
| the next page, his motive is certainly not an unreasonable
motive?
' Whatever went on there in conmection with these
10 | ¢hildren was somet:hing. that we certainly believe =~ it
I | ook the children that were there away from hitchhiking,

6f fle.?? | or whatever they were doing.
13 '

15
16
L4
18 | .
19
20
21 |
2 |
23
24

o |
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~'buggiés and all of thas,

11

Remember, Mr, Manson, this record reveals, didn't

| want any guns.

Panny De Carlo sald that Mr., Manheon dldn't

‘want any guns at the ranch,

That wasn't Mr., Manson's motivation for these

people living together., It wasn’t guns.

And Mr, Watson is the mecﬁanical man in this out~ .
| £16. He 1s the one thet is suppdsedly fixing the dune

But in any eﬁent, Page 1U4,190.
Mr. Fitzgerald says: 'Yes, please," -

Please to answer both respects, the two respecis

"1that Mr, Jakobson réfé:red to.

MOne had to do with he felt very strong
about the young ﬁeénrage girls whouwere hitting'
the streets and going to places like San Francilsco

| where they would be very obéiously misbreated and
meet wlth bad ends. And there was a song about
that, '

And the other was - referring to the
younger children now -~ he had a lot of concern

~ about what the younger chlldren wer¢ having laid
on them by thelr parents; that any bad habits they
had would be carried right over to the ¢hildren,

"Now, in respect to the flrst group of
ichildren you mentioned, the teen-age girls who

‘CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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“were in places 1ike San Francigco, he felt,
- didn't he, vhat he could attempt to save thenm
- from belng preyed upon by a vicious soclety?"
' And I am sure all of us heard sbout the Haight-~
lAsbury District in San Francilsco as well as other gommunes
that we have heard about. ~ Linde Kasabian said, I don't know,
that she lived abt, what, somie over & dozeén or 80 communegs?
' ¥He wanted to warnh thenm to stay away, yes,
éxaqtl§¢ 'ﬁ J
“It ﬁas these childred:tﬁa%;he wanted to
take into some desert aéndtﬁary; is th££ right? ;:.,
"Yeag, | | ‘ ‘
L "Did he also artlculate to you #;dééifé-to
take young chlldren with him to the desert? .
‘ “Yes. . | — o
"Now, did Manson say that he was Jesus Christ
and the devil? Or did he say something to the
ef'féct that Jesus Christ was the devil?

“Tn answer to your first question, yes,”

{wherein lir, Manson said that he was Jesus Christ and the
|devil.

"In answer to both, yes,

"Or did he say something to the effect

s

- that Jesus Christ was the'devil?
"In answer to both, yes."

The guestion was, "Or did he say sométhing
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.devil. Not to my knowledge,

37

25

fto_the effect that Jesus Christ ﬁas the
devil.,®
Then:
"So, he saild, in essence, that he,
Charles Mahson, embodied both Jesus chrisb
and the devll, and at the same tlme, he sald,
or at different times, he sald that Jesus Christ
wag the devil?
"No. He never sald Jesus Christ was the

" .. _.CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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6g~1 1 :i "He made no d-ichoéomy, Manson, between
. 2 | good and evil; isn't that correct?
' 3 Y"Yes, that is correct,
s "Didn't he also feel that every human
s being was the personification of both good and
6 ~ evil, if ome assumes that those tefms are appropriated
7 "Yes.

T am answering yes to that."
And then we come to a statement where Mr.
| Pitzgerald said: In other words --

| And the witness saysg:

EE “Yes,"
B Mr. Fitzgerald says:
.. o "Indeped. Indeed." After Mr. Bugliosi
5 | saids
1 4 "I certainly think he should have an

oy opportunity to explain his answer.

A Mr. Fitzgerald says:

19 ¥ _ . "Indeed. Indeed, If you would like
2§ to explain, you may."
21 The witnass says!

. , 92 . "Yes.

2 "On a completely subjective level,

| 24 having nothing to do with realify, just to
C ] % intellectual concept.”

B In other words, j-tis‘t_ o jdeas, just speaking
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" intellectually, with no eonnection with reality.

"I mean, nothing to do with the experience
of it.

“That is why it is so hard, hecause all

. our conversationsd jumped from onme level to the next,
from objective to subjective, from an intellectual
concept to a reality or an experience.

"My answer to your‘question was ‘Yes,*
strictly in a subjective vein."

Oh, what threw me off here, the court rveporter
makes a mistake here. Tt says "Mr, Bugliosi' at page
14,192, but I believe thisg really should be Mr., Fitzgerald.

This is a typographicsl ertor here.

At page 14,192, line 18, thereabouts.

"Let's say, for example, Mr. Jakobson,
that you and I could agree that certain acts
committed by human beings are bad acts or evil
acts, and that there are some acts committed by
huﬁan beings that are good acts, virtwous aets.
| "Now, assuming that, Mr. Jakobson,
Manson would say that all hitnan beings are capable
.of behaving’ in hoth ways; you know, virtuous and
non«virtuous ways; correct?

"Gorrect." |

So, here we have two peqple wha are-discussmng ‘

what, I suppose, the first discu331on came about when ‘the
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" each other, good and evil; and this is exactly what Mr.

I teframed.

o

£irst two men met cn this planet and started talking to

Jalcobson and Mr.Manson are doing, they are ‘discugsing
good and evil.
And then Mr. Fitzgerald asks: _
"Manson did not believe in any natural
law theory of morality; is that correct?"
And there was an objection and it had to be

By Mr. Fitzgerald, page 14,194:

"You took the position, in your
philosophical di’:s’;:ﬁss:ipﬁ with Mr. Manson, that
there were things that weire wrong, that were |
always wrong, under all circumstances; and Mansbn',

A_ I talte it, took some sm:t of a relative positioni
in texms of morality? ‘

"My position was- that there weve ratural
thiﬁgs‘. and there were unratural things. That was
‘my position,

*In other words; you believed in some
sort of natural law of morality?

"Yes. |

YAnd Manson did not share that view?

"Yes.

"He believed that whether something was

good or evil dépended upon the attendant civcumstanceg?
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. endowed with State fumds, thesc are matters that have been

3

"Yes,"
And in philosophy and in ethies, in schools
that are endowed with religious fnnds; in schools that are

discussed and are being discussed prcbaEly this very
instant throughout Soubhern California. |
THE COURT: : We wiil recess at this time, Mr. Kanarek.-
Ladles‘and gentlemen, do ngt converse with |
anyone or form 0r oXpress any oélnion regardlng the  case
until it is finally submitted to you.
The Court will recess unt11 1145,
(Whereupon at 12:00 a'clock nogn the -coutt

was in recess.)

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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10S ANGELES, CALIFORNTA, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 1970
’ 1150 P
o e Qe e

(The following proceedirigs were had in the

.chambers of the court quiside of the hearing of the Jury
%and the defendants, all counsel with the exceptlon of

{Mr, Hughes being present:)

THE COURT: All counsel are present.

I have recelved this morning a document apparenbly

m-ifiled by Mr. Manson. It 1s dated January 6, 1971, entitled

HMotion To Examine Defense Witnesses arid Relleve Counsels.,

The substance of the motion is that Mr, Manson
-apparently purporting.to speak for 2ll of the defendants,
although he 18 the only one that signed the motion, wishes to
relieve their counsel of record, .

Mf. Keith is hot mentioned.by haﬁé,‘aﬁ& says:

"Comes now Gharles M. Manson et al‘, and

respectfully moves this Honorable COurt to- . L ; 2

relleve thelr defense counsel, Paul Fltzgerald, |
Daye Shinn, Irving A, Kanarek, et al." L

I don't know whether you are supposed to be

. |included in that et al., Mr, Keith, or rot.

24
25

%6

Then the motion goes on to state that the

|defendants would like to put on some defenses

dnd 1t cites here various authoritles and

-diScusseﬁ the subject of the motion.
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- of differvent motions of similar character that have been

;‘made both in writing and orally by the defendants in the
i past.

‘record to sa refleect, thabt the mobtions are denied,

i1

@ |

The motion appears to0 be a repetition of a number

I Intend to deny the motlons. I wantithe

 CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



.

12

13

14

i5 |

16

o

18

19

T2

21

23 |

Mr, Fitzgerald said, of all of the eléments of the erime 0

25

2 -

20,300

‘be a cOnfession.

Does anybody hdve anything else before we resume

| with the argument?

MR, KANAREK: No, your Honor, except that I would

-ask the Courb o consider our reguest in connectlon with

| the evnfession instruction that we have submitted, and
{ we would welcome the Court's thinking as to why that

| instruction should not be glven in view of the fact that I

think we all would agree, on analysis, that 1t cannot be

1=~ it would be, as a matter of law, erroneous for that jury to

w |conslder that to be a confesslon.

THE COURT: Well, it would be erroneous for the jury to

|conslder lots of thinga'to be a confession that are in

evidence, Mr. Kanarek, That is the reason, when you start to
single out things, thgre 1s no way to stop.

MR. KANAREK:; Of course, the only one as to lir, Manson,

land the tne that we have any -~ conceptually, your Honor has
|stated that each such statement 1s %o be used only against
|a particular defendant. So, assuming, and not congeding -~
'in faaf, we disagree, because of Bruyton and Aranda ~- such
{axi instructibn can adequately be made and the jury would
follow it, nevertheless, I don‘t think that there are In

these words that the prosecution fosters a eonfession.

Phere has to be & full acknOWIngement as

You c¢an't have it aﬁy other way. A confession is

ot -
5 ,
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18 vefy definite admission in tie broad sense.
"3 | UHE GQURT: We don't need to belabor it, Nr, Kanapek.

3 *hat is the reason that we have instructions that attempt

2 %0 specify what the law 1s, and if the jury finds that the

5 facts fii_the definition oy the partiaﬁlar rule that is

6 belng enunciated,then ﬁhaj apply that rule to those facts.

7 If they find it inspplicable, then they don't. |

g | There 18 no reason to believe that this is any

R iifferent in thls case than any other rule that they are
io?asked to apply. _

1. MR, KANAREK: But as a mabter of law, your Honor, there

‘ ;g.is no confession heres. I mean, this 1s our pogition.

4 . Now, is your Honor rullng that ~-

i;: THE COURT: We don't seem £0 comnunicate, lir. Kanarek,
‘15 I have said 1t several different ways, and I don't know. how
15,5135 to say it.

;7< _ ER.'KANAREK: Well, does your Honor agree thaet a
1g}cbnreésion must have, within lts FPour cornerg, a statement
ngwhich means that the defendant concedes each element of the
zaicrime? N ' .
a ]l - MR, BUGLIOSI: There iz no cage that holds that. Malice
22 |aforethought or premeditation do not have to be mentioned.

%5 |Phe name of the victim doesn't have to be mentloned,

o | MR. KANAREK; You don't have to have the words "malice

%5 |aforethonght” or "premeditated,™ and so forth, but you have %o |

' .égjha#e facts which will substantlate the legal conclusion of

CieloDrive Com ARCHIVES




8a

1§

11

12
B
4
15 |

16

¥t

8
19
2

‘o1

28 |

25

| e, Manson made, if you bake it at its full valwe, assume

| confession,

%»'

420,302

premeditétion or malice aforethoﬁéhf, and go feorth and s0 on. .
) v =

And eertainly that statement that Mr, Flynn says
. ' oy
that 1t happened, this Court could not say that that is &

Now, your Honor has made other ruiings.

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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prejudicial to the prosecution, t¢ tell the Jury fthat this

24 |
|decide whether it is a confession or not.

25
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|confession,

[1aw, the most that it is 1s =n admigsion. ;.

:dignity and the protecﬁioﬁ of 4 Jury instruction to that

o |effect, since we have asked for 1%, | ¢ R

jtimes, We are just repeating ourdelves. ' ‘

ﬁili still be argulng tomorrow, I assume,

s not a confesaidn.

THE COURT: The Court hasn't sald that it is &

MR, KANARFK: Pardon? ,
THE OOURT; 'This gourt hasn't said it ls a confession,
MR. KANAREK: Then our position Is, &s a matter of

THE GOURT: Then argue thatfto the Jury, Mr, Kanarek.
MR. KANAREK: I know. But we»are ent;tled t6 the.

[
-

' THE COURT: Well, we have gone over this several
Anything else, gentlemen, before we resume?

MR, KANAREK: Is your Honor denying that Jury
THE COURT: I haver't denled it yet, but I told you I
would consider it. -
I will be prepared to tell you about it. You
MR. KANAREK: Thank you.
MR. BUGLIOST: The instruction would be extremely

I think 1t is a guestion o faet for the Jury to

I personally think that 1% 1ls a confession.

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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But essuming that I am wrong, it 48 up to the jury to decide,

lthese crimes,

lovertones would be that all the other statements in the

case are confesslions,
instruction, as you have, for iﬁstance,-on the suppfessiOn

-Br evidence that Hr. Gutiervez testified to, .Your Honor made
la. 1imiting instruation in that regard. |

|suppression in the case.

lconsidered by the jury to be a confession or an admission,

|zf your Honor will indicate what framework, I will be .glad
lto try to frame an instruction that your Honor would give,

|because 1t iz my position that that is prejudicial error,

o

For the Court to dgay, "This I3 not a confession,”.

1t has overtones, you know, that Hanson did not confess to

TﬁE COURT: OFf course it has overtones., One of the

£

DR

- THE, COURT: Hecause that waa the only‘evidencéAQ£»
But there is other evidence which could be
Whether they will, in fact, find it %o be, is

another matﬁer.

MR. KANAREK: As I say, I have no pride of authorship,

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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THE COUKT: - The imstruection I propose to give
adequately covers the situation, Mr. Kanarek.

MR. KANAREK: It dogen't, because the jury'haé‘ﬁot
focused in‘by way of jury instructions as to the elements

They may have been told what murder is. and all
of that, but they are not: lawyers and without —
~ MR. BUGLIOSI: That is for you to argue, but the

judge is going to give instructionsas to what a confession

* is, and you can apply the judge's instruction to Manson's

statement,
| . You can dﬁ that for the jury. But for the
judge to do it, I dontt agree with you.
MR. KANAREK: I think in these p?cceedings that is
"mere argument.” , ‘
There is a dignity in jury instructions that
mere argument does not have. It is a dental of a fair

trial under the Fourteenth Amendment for the Court not

- -to protect Mr. Manson from what is at best an admission.

TEE COURT: /411 right, gentlemen, let's resume.
(The following proceedings were had in open
court in the érgscnce and hearing of the jury, ali counsel

with the exception cf Mr. Hughes being present; the

THE COURT: All counsel and juroxs are present.

" You may continuey; Mr., Kanarek.

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES -
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% |

MR. KANAREK: Thank you, your Homox.
As we look at page Nc¢'14;177,'éctua11§

beginning at the bottom of page 14,176, Mr, J=kobson was

asked -~ this is by the prosecution, dctually the

prosecution interrogating at this point:

ﬂp
L

You are aware Mr, Melcher formerly

lived at the Tafe residence,
“IHE WITNESS: Yes,

"o

at 10050

| "4
"0

"a

!lf)

f-
I.H.

“Q

Have you ever been to the residence
Cielo Drive?

Many times.

That was when Terry lived there.

Yes., ‘

During what period of time was that?
L guess 1966 all the way to v68.
Farly '687 |
Cn into the summer of 168,

Did you tell Mr. Manson that you were

seeking to have Terry Melcher finance him in
recording and making the £ilm?"

Vhich we have discussed, which we heard testimor

about.

So

the prosecution, from the prosecution

interrogation itself, it is clear that Mr. Jskobson has

been at the address on Clelo Drive.

Now, at page 14,197, of the transcript:

o4
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"  4nd you are familiar with the 1yr:.cs
©f, I take it, thousands of songs?

4 Yes.
"Q And you were listening to Mr, Manson'sg

lyrics in 1968 and 1969, correct?

A Yes.

"q Were hig lyrics any different than the
general lyrics popular at the time?

“A Yes.,

‘0 In what respect?

"A  They were much more deliberate, and in
a lot of cases more specific, and it wasn't just
the 1yrics, I mean, it was the whole packsage that
yéu buy, that you record., It is the man, not
just the music and the lyrics, the musie that goes
with it.

| "Altogether it was a very unique,

strong, honest packaga .

®F hate to use the word tpackage' in :referring :

to J.t, but I can‘t think of another word to ball
it all up, you know."

Now, we also recognize from what Mr. Melcher
was out there for, that the package included, that is,.
the consideration was being given to the people at the
Spahn Ranch being part -~'being part of the package.

Now; this iy not unreasonable.

. * CieloDrive:comARCHIVES
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- with an eminent person like Mr. Melcher being out there,

. people had a motive and integzt' of s’élling this package to

| the entertainment worid.

Lehd y WU

We notice =<~ we have heard Fred Waring, we
have heard of all kinds of groups where there is a large
number ¢of people, that are a package in the entertalnment
world,

And this is eertainly not an inconceivable
package. As a matter of fact, Mr Melcher went out there.

Now, the fact that it wasﬁ':t -= Mr. Melchex
did pot think that it would sell; that there was nothing
about it that was worth while financially, that doesn't mean |
-= it doesn't mean that the people there had the same idea.

Whatever it is, Whether they were right in
their tha.nklng (0% 5 not the fact of the mattexr is, if we
look at theix st:ates of mind, the people there cextainly

Mr. Jakobson, Dennis Wilson and these people having been
spokent to,; we c-aﬁ certainly dgree that there was some kind
of a feeling that regardless of their life style an& what
they did at night, in terms of their intimacieé, there is
still the aspect that it is reagonable t¢ infer that these

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES |
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I position,

Then going on, in order to leave some supporting

| matter out, yon know, in the interest of expedition, there

were some other matters which we think would substéantiate our

.Going to around Page 14,215:
g Is it & fair statement that part of
your work is putting together package deals?

- A, Sure.
"Q That is part of your work?
8, Yes.
mq"  And in that connection the wider known

you are {he befter, Is that right?

A Yes, sﬁre.

"3 All right, now, you have told us,
Mr, Jakobson, that Mr. Manson wanted to buy sofie
"rope that would go to the middle of the earth,
1s that right?

", Those were not my words.

uQ Well, you -- would you tell us" -

And here we have a situation which is inberesting.
It i3 in conmection with evaluating the man's ﬁestiﬁony;

He identifies himself to the prosecution because

' he is very perceptive there,

He has & perception that the prOSepﬁtiqn also

" had in that he did not say thaﬁ‘Mr.:Manscg was'going %o go
% | to the middle of the earth. o

.o
&

- CieloDrive.comARCHIVES.
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They make the distinetion hetween the bottomless
pit and the middle of the earth, . : {
: &hislié-a.Qistinapion that 1s made in this court-
Loon at Teﬁplenand Broadway in Los Angeles in the year 1970
in comnection with this case.
V There is a difference Iin the context of these
ﬁroceedinés between the middle of the earth and the bottomless
pit, That 1s something maybe that we should conslder, .
| | But the,prosequtiOn seems to make that kind of,
A distinction.
| ‘ "Those were not my words." He picks up on
that.

"Q Well, you ~—- would you ftell us --

. "I belleve you testified on direct |

examinaticn that Mr, Wilson wanted to put the
ngirls at the ranch to work, do topless dancing
g0 they can buy enough rope to go to0 the cenfer
of the earth.

"Is that correct? -

AA In part, but those were not my words..
Would you like mé to say what I said?

"Q Yes, please do. I would like to
know how much rope it takes to get to the center
of the eaxth.

| "A, The glrls were to go to work and

earn money B0 rope could be purchased £9 go down

into the pit, the bottomless pib i

-
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So Iir. Jakobson makes that distinction

| betwesn tie.bottomless pit and the cenver of the earth:

R Was that rope to be made out of
nylon, three-twist?"

The‘fOpe ¢that was found at the Tate home was

'nylon three-twist. Danny De Carlo and the others testified
| that the rapé at the Spahn Kanch was nylon threetwlst,

O There was talk of a speclal rope
used in shiﬁping -~ the naubtical term I don't

know ~- gold rope, and I believe it's made o&é of

nylon,
"o Gold nylon?
g I believe so.
g To the center ol the earth?
A, "Né, I don't know anybhiné about

the. center of the earth.
*n . How deep does this plt go that Mr.
Manson told you about? Q )
Lo, I have no idea. There was ho gpecific -~
no speclfics mentloned.”

Now, we must keep iIn mind that the prosecution, .

- a8 the motive in this case, has sald that the motive was
" in ¢onnegbioﬁ, with the race war and all of that, the Manson"

approach t6 it was that we were to go into ﬁhe desert and
into this bottomless pit.
This. 1s the motive that the prosecution is telling| -

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES :
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|us 1s the moblve for what occufreé in the Tate-La Blarica .

homes, -
g The center uf the earth? = g
g, Ho, I don't knew anything about
the center of the earth,
"G How deep does this pit go that
Mr, Manson told you about? '
}ﬂL_ I have no idea. There was no

speeific ~— no specifica mentioned.

HQ T see.
LW Thougands of feet were needed.
*Q llave you ever neard of the *magicgl

mystery tour'?

MA Sure.
"G Pardon?
‘:“&: ‘ Yeﬂ.l
a And ﬁr. Jdanson, Mr, Hanson spoke

of the magiéal nystery tours with you, right?
-y, Quite possibly, yes.
"G He did, in fact?
VA, He could have, I am not saying no.*

We have to analyze this testimony from the

23:standpointhf 3 prosecubion witness who has spoken with the

24
25.

26

prosecutlon, and when he says, YI'm not saying no,"

Ireally he is saying yes.

We suggest that, that that what he is saying,

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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v

-because of his position in this case; clearly fhat "I aﬁ fot

¢ +
4

saying no“ is In effect a yes ansWer. j. ¢
' Mg - When you are éayins'that you are
saying yes, 1s that correct? L S
YA, Okay. e | tl |
"Q Papdon? .
“A. Sure, yes. - '
"q All right, and Mr, Nanson is a
person who has a good sense of humor, is that a
fair statement?
oy, Yes "

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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10-1 Now we are coming to a question, and this is
| . % | interesting in the context of this case.
3 . ‘ "Mr, Manson -- I will withdraw that.
"Now, directing your attention to this
center of the earth bit we have just told you about,”
And then the prosecutor says: |
"That is & mischaracterization, your

 Honor; it isassuwming a fact not in evidence.

? "THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, will you get
o a little farther from the microphone.

14 MR, KANAREK: All right.
12 . : WTHE COURT: ];‘did not hear you."

© The prosecutor says:

. T

15

"He refexr.eci;to the center of theearth

and he told him ad nafiseanm he did not say to the

16 1 center of the earth."

7 The prosecution is hanging on to this distinctidn

.13‘ between the bottcmless pit and the centex_cf the earth. .
| - MR, KANAREX: Then T will ask him.

20 "How far frcem the center of the earth

xA wag this pit to be?

2 "I have no idea.
. "Pardon?

2% | | ‘“1; have no idea.

.; ) "Now, when Mr., Manson told you that

% | he was going to buy rope to go to the center of the

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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"earth -- ¥
The prosecutor again:

"Same objection, your Honox.

“MR, KANAREK: I'm sorry,; I'm sorry.

"y = ==-.to the bottomless pit,

"By the way, how many people were going
to hang on to this rope in going to the bottomless
pit?

"I don't know, . ‘

"Was -there ‘any dlscussion on that?

‘"i suppose. they were supposed to use
it one at a time. I Hagve ng idea. | o
 pardom? - Ce

"I don't know. J '

"And how was the rope ggigé'to‘ﬁé,
secured, if at all?

"Well -- _
"May I finish?
"Yes,

"How was the rope going to be gecured
if at all at the end that was at the earth, or above
the earth?

“That, I don't know either.

"As a matter of fact, Mr. Manson was
joking with you, is that correct, Mr. Jakobson?

"I don't think so.

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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"vonu don't think so?

"Wo. BLTe

"Well, Mr. Jakobson, did Mr. Manson
£811 you how much thig rope cost per foot?

Wt wag mentioned. I think it bad
been pricéd.” A '

- Top of Page 14,220.

*rhis gold rope?

Wesa

Yeold pylon rope?

fyan. |

"Right?

YYes., . _

_"And he told you that, a figure as to
what the cost, per foét,. but you don't remerﬁhar‘
how fueh 1t cost per Sook?. -
N "I‘th.i‘:}:k:‘:t'- ‘o
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":-&ll‘a;‘ight, How much did it cozt per
foot? . - .
"I think it cost $3 a foot.
"s3 a fopt?
ye Sy sir.
A "% see, and aid vou make gome kind --
did you bhave some kind of dilscucsion as to how
nany tdﬁless dancers would hava  to dance how
xﬁany wenks in ovrder to buy encugh rope to go to
the pj.'ac;e whera we F:zra tai’i;ing about?
e _ ) . | : |
'I fyon did not make that dompqta‘l::l.ox;?
"I ala not get into the wathematics of it

1

at all,. B

-

Ber.:ause in fact you‘ were jok:t.nq, ‘Mr. Manson
v
"No, »»becaum in t&ﬂt it ,realiy dia not con~
cern me that much. ’
Yvou mean. Ymi aia no’l: ‘pay any attention?
"y had previous knowledge of the rope.
I have seen such rope used in the boating indus-
ey, o | |
"L wes aware of the rope, so when he talked
of it I already knew of the éxisteme of such a
rope.” Which is gold.
 § am saying the words, "which ts gold.”

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




W )

:J%,:
133
5

16 .|
TR
13
W
o |

2L

L

26" )

. 20,318

1 1

23" |

2

R ST e
"1 kné&tﬁt{maﬁ;QEry evpensive tope, and
I knaw it was very'stronq'rape¢,.ﬁ
Tyhat is why we ald not get into it much '
more, I suppose.
“I}m gorry, I did not hea? Youx«
"tn what industry did you way?
"phis kind oﬁhrope is used in the shipping
an& boating — in\nauticai -~ wall, boats, shipping.
"you mean yau have a spocific gold nylnn
.zope in ming?
"Yes, 1 do.
"You have seen this?
"I have scen it.

"t gee.

"Now, would vou tell us whon did that

conversation take place concerning this topless

dancers working for all this money that would buy
this rope? '

“t1n spring of 1'69."
An objegtion was sustained.
“Directing your attention to this conver-

gation concerning -~ it wis a bottomless pit,
is that right?

"Yes. N
"Would vou tell us the wholé conversation as

to == well, T will withdraw that and I will ask you

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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MEirst: - ‘

"Was thexe conversation concerning what ~=
how tha people were go:l.ng to live when they got
to the =- wll, scamewhera neay the bottom perhaps
of this bottomless p;l.t:?

Mpheve was some conversation.

"f ses, and how were they going to live?

Mﬁch as they & now, much like thay did
out at the ranth. A

"Well, do they iive on the sldes Sﬂ the
pit =- you say it is a bottomless pit.

"Do they at some time reach a level
whére. it is no longei';' bottomless, or how
does it work?: B |

Y _' There WA == ve i:aiked of =~ gome of ;Lt -

may :i'. laborate op the question you asked?
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10b <1 "No one is’vsﬂopping you, Mr. Jdakobson.
P 2 | ] '; "t aakad, Where do you go when You
. " 3 : enter 'l:ha F:W" A S
R : "*iuc:h af- ;.'i: has to do with wany thousand
s | | year old Hopl" ~ I dopft ‘think my pronunciation is
? lexac‘blty right theve: H-—d‘-p-i‘ .'...... "rndian 1eg=e‘nﬁ5 , and
7 the Hopi :rndians, aﬁ many oF. ‘t:he -t:ribE§ believe
,:.a' to this day -~ they don't talk much of it -- a
| 9 © khat there are an underground people Living
10 :-‘". o t‘here now, and they left and began living under-
Ry © ground thousands of years ago where was once a
2 | lake and is now Death Valley, the Iake dried up
‘ 1 o and i:here_ is talk of great caverns and under~
.. u, ' ground water, and even of finally reaching a
’ 15 spiritval point or a point in ‘1ife..whera you aan
L “16: . Aive and sustain yquraéif without fwﬂ;ﬁ
n . Now, what we have to see ;Ls vhether we are

18 "‘aiscussing that is really in the arca of philogophy. Are we
¥ 5A digousging something that is just # genexal t;Onversation as
¥ [to the purpogses of life and why we are here and vwhere we aze
%“f}gqinq, and where sowe particular person mnts to 9o a.nd

E: wha,t goma particular person wants to do?
‘25, - | 'm::a is ‘what we have to deside in comnection
2 lwith this vase because the prosecution has brought up thisz
. g 25 shbjécé gnattex.. This is i:he‘ sﬁbjeét matter that hag bea;:x
‘ ' 2? presented o us, and So thié is the subject matter that we

‘CieloDrivecOmARCHIVES
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25 |

*E:must‘- 1001: abe SR B T o U

£ 1

"R, IG&NAREK- T larfa'_ sg:aa‘:king _n‘ow’of a
.phys:l.cal ruachir{g. x‘am.éﬁéakiﬁg now of a
pl‘*‘cf,u . :
Moot is the place “thit we were talking
about, that T was t;alking abhout, with Charlie,
y_'th:lt charlile and I spoke of.

" wea, and there was talk also of how
‘pecgaa wure going to SuStain themse lves.

' ."'rh@-.y were going to take somekbhing with
=the;:!l othar than the rope?

"rhere wig no {:alk of '1:‘hat, of what else
was tharye, other than there 's hugs caverns m.th
v:atu.::, and so oin.

"was this talk of bringing provisions with

_ thenm to sustain themselves somwheze neay the
bottom of this bottomless pit?
"ot ko ny knowledge, Bina

"Mow, di& you believe that there was ==

that there wvere people «=- pérdm ne .
 "Did you intend ta go along on this trip?

"¥o « |

U see. Did Mr. Maxison invite you to go
altong with him ¥nd you declined, or how did that
work? .‘

"rhat s right.
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18

23 |-

"t see, and you declined?
Yyes. ,
"nid you believe that in fact Mr. Manson
wag going there?
"I believed he would make a good trys
Uy gee."

Now, I think we get to a point which we think

Q:has sone significance for our cons:.deration, that e have

‘.ailuded ta previausly today .«
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Page 14,227. | R
" . J&kéﬁgdn, whexe veze you on August
8, 19697 |
‘ "y believe T was home with my wife and
children.
¥Any other witnesses with you?
~ YBesides my wife and children?
Myes. -
‘ "I don' thiftk so. I don't know; it
could he. ‘
. .||£@_ybe you wexen 't there, huh?
"No. I'm pretty sure I was there begause

a policeman” =~ a policeman == I am repeating

"policeman® myself; he didnlt repeat it -- "came to me

' shortly after that date that you mentioned and
,ag}:ed me., iand at the time rﬁy Memory was wvary
freéh and I satisfied his questions.

"You satisfied the policenan?

"Yes, mir, | '

"Was he in plain clothes?

YHe wag.

"pardon?

Pyves, he was,

"y see. |

"Ho you know where you were on August 9th, .
1969

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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"s that Saﬁqrday?

"I don 't know.

"well, ':Lf it was saturday I.was zlding a
motorcycle out im the desert. £ think that wvas
Saturday; I'w not swre.”

I want to make sure that T don't == I am tryinq

"Were you with anyone on Augugt 9th, 1969%
"ves, sitr.
"who were vou with?
"I was with the paople T wag riding the
motorcycles with and I was with my family.
"1 mee, and who were those people?
"other than my family? |
"yes. '
“You want their names?
"ves. |
- "ell, there's a fallow mamed John Vincent,
ﬁﬁiﬁmﬂ.‘s Wilsén, and there might have been a couple
'mfg, but I'm not sure, go rather than to mention
ﬁhej.:;'nams I would rathexr not becausé I'm not
sure thef were with me .
T take a lot of rides with my friends,
and they differ,
"a year and.a half ago, it would be hard
’eo :;emember who I waE riding with on that

.
.« .
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" 10th, 19697

2%

- *particular day.
| "1 gee, but yéu know you were with them
on that particular day?
"t meem to recollect thak, yes, sir.
. "You know that 100 per cent for suze?
100 perr cent? Gee, I'G hate to be held
‘t‘q- 100 pa\x cent for sute. ‘
% " see, & g;;u‘ Kriow Wheze yau were August
"No, I doH'.
¥You bave no ;ecoiieoti'or_z at all as to khat
dnte? i .
"No.
"axdon?
"o, T don't,
¥Did you talk with Chdrles Manson on August
8 th, 1969% -
' "No.

"How & you know for sure? "
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" 'snd this, I think, hag some significance,
"y would have remembered it because the date
has gpecial significance to me.®
'z'ha;.'h date hag special gignificance to
M7. Jakobson. ‘ | ‘
yiq you talk with him on Augqust 9, 19697
"No . ‘
“How do you know that for sure?
"Because that wag still in the same
pei:iod. That wuld have special significance.
o "1t see, you mean as a result of the police-
man coming and tal‘king’ to you?
"well, as a result of what happenec! up at
'l::ha Altobelli house.”
And of course, we all equate the Altobelli house
with the Tate houseé. Mr. Altobelll testified here and ve are

| certainly all in agreement that that is what we are talking

about, as o the e.‘vents; what we have called the Tate home or |

5 the Po:l.ans‘ki home .

The next ques‘l:i.on‘ Loy
“As a wesult of what happened up at the
Altobelli howse? i L

. i

L“Ye 8 n

And this i-S'éit ?aga‘ 1&;23(3 of the transcript,

"Now, was there any reason for 'Youto

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1 1iteie further away. 8o the particular question wasn ft

16

2

"remhtber on August 81:1:, 1969 w= "
There was no answer to that question.

The Court suggéstea I keep the nicrophone a

ansvered,

‘ 'J.;he next quastion:

Mg there #ﬁy reason, Mr. Jakobson, why
you would have remembered whether you were in
the présence of Mr. Manson on or about Auguet
tha 8th, 19697 |

L Yy,
"15 there a yeason why you would remenber
why, or why not you were not with Mr. MAnson on
Bugust 9th, 19697 |
e '"Scei,
| i Doas the’ sape apply to August 10, 1969?
" I‘I: MS:&

Now, dixecting yolxr attention to the
eventy at i:he Ta.te home, did, you - consider at
ang time ﬁhgtlxqu-:‘p@rsonrally wexe under investi~
gation for’ f:hesc; avents? .

"o |

"pardon? -

"No.

A‘“When the policemen” == this is plural, mme-n == .

"same to speak with you concerning these events

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVE S
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lone night, but both nights, with the newspapers filled with

especially "helter skelter," it wowld meem, Lf thexs was any

[kind of significance, Mr. Jakobaon ~-
12

"&:f.d you congider that you were undexr investi-
~ gation for these avents?
| "Well, they really did not come to si:aa‘k
to ;rla. ‘
"they spoke to my wife more than me, I was
there so they spoke to me, too.”

56, it is clear that on these two -- not just

Ydeath to pigs,” "rise," "pig," "helter skelter,"”

MR, BUGLIOSI: T object to that. Ko evidence came
From that stand that the words "helter skelter™ or "rise"
weze in any newspaper at that time.
MR. FANARDK: Well, is Mr. Bugliced saying it wasn't?

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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MR, BUGLIOSI: There is no evidence that it was, your
Eonor»
MR. RANAREK: I‘E lg a fair inference.

THE COURT: There is)a -diffe::ence' betwean an- infexence

| 2nd a weprésentation of fact, Mr. Kanarek,

 The pbjectian is sustained.
MR, mﬂmx- Ve can fairly infer, we can fairly

- infar, with the pubiit:j.ty in connection with this case, the
;:very reason thai: we are sequesten.d 18 bec:ause of the fact
‘fo:E the pzblic;r.ty, e aan fairly infer that alﬂ. of these
’_?vords were in the nequape:c, "Helter Skelter inciuded,

‘and with that inference in mind,.with tr. Jakobson, Mr.

;' a‘akobson Spﬁa.kmg to the rolice off:«.cers, with Mr, Jakobson's

we ca;i fairly assume, 1t is a fair inference, that Mr.

| Takobson made no equakion whatsoever betwean Mr. Manson and

the passing away of these seven people.

This is clrcumstantial evidence that we can

'-consider', because Mr. Jakobhson was a most unigue person in
‘: this case. He was a x_:erson'that was Intimate -~ and T am

;@aak_ing now == I am not speaking of sexually intimate s= he
| was intimbé in the sense of having béen at the Spahn hanch

. t
and having begn at the Tate home and having been gquestioned
by Los Angeles Police officers.
We think that thie has some sionificarice because

| it shows that Mr. Manson was not alt all responsible for any
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6 |

,'Qf‘t‘hesé events.
':;1:' shows that Mr». Jakobson wbuld have focuséed
‘all of this circumstanse that we have here, which shows vezy

|Mz. Manson.

‘_f-.conclusiva:ty that Mr. Jakobson would have focused upon

i
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-1 B o | Page 14,232:
2 "a We were very close personal
_ . 3 o :Enia-ndg of the owner of tha housge, if that
e clears it up.
s 1 o "Q " you méan Mr. Altchelli?
. s "a — Right. _
1 - "Q ~ Now, have you spoken with -
8 | Mre. Altoballi, Mr. Jakobson, prior to coming
5| - ‘to testify heve to today?

10 | ‘ "A Yes.
! T , | '] And Mr. ﬁltobélii '!moy."a that
12 B ‘" you are testifying here today? 4
' 13 SR i . rhat T don't know. .
. 1% | | " pardom? '
5| ‘MaA 1 don't know.
16 . "Q !l' . He tmows that you are going to
17 _ﬁbe‘stify in .:i:',h:f.a- :cgse, right? .
P B ‘*’\'A” I would think so.
(L3N B .*,-:"‘ "Q._': ;e qu Jlong have you been & slose
0. o perstmal friend o:E Mr, Altohelli? ‘
21 . ""Al o oh, :}: guesa 1966 when 'i»tr Melcher
2% :: moved inl:o Mr. Altobﬁlli 's house.
3 g vou' hawe; been a ¢lose perschal
' e friend of hiz singe that time?
, . s | "y Fersonal and business. There
2% ' WB:B‘ some businesg done.
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iz ) . N

" . And is it a fair statement that
you visited the Tate home oh Tma,ny occasions while
Sharon Tate lived there?

"a There are two h‘:';mea now, one is
' ﬁ'ltohelii,. ‘s and one is the 'rai;e home o ,
" never visited the Tate howe. I visited
"tv:he.‘ property manf times and went to Altobelli's
house which was in the back. | |

‘"Q Many times while Sharon Tate lived
there?

a Yes, Bir. |

"q .-, Is that a fair statement?
'-"Asf ;' Uh-huh.
i | Is it a fair statement that many
y ,.of these becasions’ you, visited mt. Altobelli- at'a
L time when Miss Tate was also on the premises?

"A,_ T 3 ::apa.}.l once see;l.ng M:Lss Tate on

*
Aox.

4

the premises while T was visit:{.ng Rudi, MY W

&

Altobelli.
‘g only once?
A Yes."

‘Now, this question we think has some significance,|
Page ‘14;234:' |
| ) Now, ip it a fair statement *ll:hat-
you had no occasion to pinpoint any events con-'

cerning Chaxles Manson ag far as time goes until

- CieloDrive.comARCHIVES"



.10.

I -

12

B |
1|
i5

16

7

18
19
0

|

2 |
2 |
2% |

26 |

20,333

"sometime in 19707
© o fa Pinpointing charlie Mangon's

what? Would you regtate the guestion?

g Yes, surely.
"1g it a fair statemenb that youy have had
o ocxcasien to pinpoint the events that you have
*l:alke& about here in this courtroom until sometime
in 19707
"a No, that is rot a fair statement =-

- DO,

g Well, did you in 1969 have
occadsion to pilnpoint when you had certain

COnversat:Lons with m:. Manson?

LY oh, absolutely.
"Q rarxdon?
"a Absolutely.
"Q : In connaction yith this case?
" Yes.,' ’ |
, "q I see, #0 you knew of Mr. Manson's
alleged aonnegti_on in this case in 19697 ‘
M Yeg.
) N “'. 1= “tl'iat right?
WA - ves. _
Loy All righ‘l:, when in'1869 atd

hyou know a:bout Mr. Manson g alleged connact:l.on

in this caae? el

S

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES.
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ig the Sirst timn '.i:n 1969 that Kr. Jakoh on khows of dny
| coxm*ction of Mri ﬁ\f.a.npon ag far as this case is concerned,
; meaxi;mq athat, ’.l.ike everyone elsx- :.n the whole w:i.cb world,
| Mr. dkobson read and hearﬁ on nass iidla that dr. vanson wes 1
‘ arrasted, ‘ '

1 |-

25

20,334

"a Two weoks == a weck and a balf
before Thanksgiving; which is what, November 25th?
"Q Gf 68%
A 1969."
That is aftﬁr Mxr. Manson has been arrested. That:

. Sor éoiﬁéﬁ- 6vér' tﬁa‘t aga::in;: "a11 right: when
in- 1969 did you knqw abaut. m‘ Manson ‘s alleged
connecticn in this casa?

‘ | "o wesks =- & week a-zid a half before
Thanksgiving, which tg what, Novomber 25th?
' "Q  of tes?

"A 1969.
. "Q  pardon?
"a - 1969.

"Q 1969%

"a Yeg, sir.

- " »nd @3d you at that point mtart
pi;nmim:_iné in your mind when you had conversations
with Mr. Manson? |

"4 Yem.

g Now, you testified on direck

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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"axéminataf:qﬁ, M. Jakobson, concerning Thanks-
giving.

"o yéu recall tﬁat?

"A Than‘ksgi‘ving of 68 or 97!

"Q Welf, do you remniber testifying
concerning Thanksgiving? . J

Ua Yes, a:El bo‘l:h vears.

l' R a1l wight, now, you have known
Mr, Manson milnce before Thanksgiving of 196872

Sy Yes., ~ ‘

) Now, when you had opcasion to pine-
point mjyour miﬁa coriversations concerning your-
self and ¥x. Manson, did you make any note:,s of
thege convér‘sationa‘?

"A  You mean on paper?
"Q well, any notes or any == is there
any other way?

A Yes, sure, meni:al noi;e as opposed to
paper and pencil note .

Q Very well, papsr riote.

" A No-

9 Whenws the first time, Lif at all,
that you made paper notes concerning Mr. Manson?

Ty I never did.

"Q You never have? -

"a Yo, Bir, I pever have.
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Erow the presecution: SR i

2 |

| "Q Sb as to ény convarsé.iioné that
you have spoken of on direct examination vou
: at.'no_ time reduced those conversatlons to writing?
"5 mhat's right, yes, Sir,
ng Now, before tegtifying here today
you have spokan w;Lth MY . Buglios:l.r is that

cozzrect?
Ya o Yed.
R on how many gccasions?

"a Going all the way back to the Grand
gyt ' |

So we have a situatilon whexe Mr. Manson is taken

‘Mr. Jakohson; after Mr. Manson iz taken into
custody, knows, is. informed that Mx, Marnson is in custody,

|and we know that tii‘ef grand Jury indictment is December 8th,
16 :"that S:s ‘f:he date that it came cut in the cowrt, although thé
: puhlicity on it wag - when MY . Mapspn was arrested up north, .
B EWe know that ~— we k.now that from %hé evidence in this court-
{room, so that from *!zhe time of the Grand :rurg going all the

¥ tway back to that t;i.me, Mr. Jakobson has spoken with people

»

t

"Q My question is merely on how many

occcasions, Mp. Jakobson.
YA Do you want me to go that far back;
siy, ’to' answer your guaestion?

g Yes, in your lifetime how many times

|
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Yhave you opoken vwith Mr. Bugliosi?
"4 Six or seven.

' And during these conversations
wikh Mr. Pugliosi was thewe ever 2 court
reporter or court stenographer or stenographer
prasont taking down each and every word that wag
uttered between yourself and Mr. Bugliosi?

ta I don 't know.
"G - You don't remembar?
"a No, I vemember but I don 't kuow.

"I don 't know how to distinguish a court

stcnographer; there were psople around on different

occaglions .
"Q Hag any recordihg beéen taken of you?
"4 ves. A
YQ - on how many occasions was your voice

and }r. Bugliosi’s voice tape recorded?

“A one » )
"q And wheh was that?
" + 8ix months agb. It doesntt stand out

"in my mind as to time very much. Six ’monthslag:o."

That was six wonths before August 16, 1970,

Mr. Jakobson tells us.

"ew it doesn ' stand out in my nind as to
tire very much, s5ix wounths dgo.

"g Have you spoken with any other law

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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"enforcement officers other thin Mr. Bugliosi?
' " ‘oh, & great number, ves.

"Q Concexrriing this case?
"a Yes « o
"Q Would yvou tell us the lg.w enforcement

officers you have spoken to concerning this case?

My ,.'sergeant Gutlerrez, .'Sergeaht Patchet,
Ileutenant Hﬁ;der and the other ones I really don't
‘r'eme‘mber ‘theit names,”

Ouite a few peoiale, quii:a a few people that

| M. Jakobson spoke 'to in connection with this case.

' "Q-g , Do you know what agenc:.es or what .
- branches of 1aw enforcement they wra with?
A Yep. ,
"Q vhat branches?
Y natects.ve Homiclde, Robbezy, Downtown
Division, &g bast as I can do with titles.
gy Of what law enforcement agency?
C A Los Angeles Police force.
) And have you spoken to anyone in
the Digtrict Atto‘;ney"-s Office other than
Mr, Bugliosi?
"a Yes, ‘
"R and who were the people you have
spoken to other than Mr. Bugliosi?

LYY There was a fellow named Don there.

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| on this side of the bench regret, I believe, we don't have
the .;‘:esources that the District Attorney has in terms of
1 peiﬁeonﬁeit and the ability to do what perhaps should be done

- elmimte out of expediency from rea d:.ng any further.,

1 physically impossible ‘agtually . for uqh,ﬁo-xemember BOMS,
’; whatever it is, 19-20,000 pages Of tyanseript. |

"There was a fellow named Howard, and a
- fellow named Tinm.,
"that is all I can remember as far as
names §o.""

angd for whatever it may be vorth, those of us

in terme of work and effort.
Maybe that is not a bilg point, maybe it is.
‘ But neverthsless, not en;Ly peaple from the
- Los :.ngJ.es Police Department but also people from the
 progecutor lv office, great numbers of them, have spoken to
Mr. Jakobson.

There are other points 'he;re that we will

Nevertheless, there is no duestion when v thmk -
- maybe erroneously -- that time spent here iz better spank
looking at the evidence in the transcript, because that
re:ally is what we a:;a!s-upposea to use in deciding this case,
A ' We are supposed to consider the evidence, and the |
‘Imechanic:r.i c’i:.ﬁfmus.ty of ::emerrﬂ:ermg; .many tires, ig such

that in a long trial, a trial as long as this, it becomes

There is a;' péin?, ‘and this is at Page l4,264:
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: %Q And directing your attention to your
- conversation with Mp, Manson, were these conver-
satlions such that yon at any time directed any
police authoriby to the attentison of Mr. Manson?
“& Would you rephrase that, plsaae?
g Yes, ’ ; ' .
, "htvany time did.yoq‘déhge'ﬁr.-Maﬁébn:ﬁc be: ,
brought to the attentlion of any police aﬁthority?‘
' "&"' No." .! .
S0 1t is clear that Mr. ., what We have been
|paliking about here, 1t is clear that Ny. Manson was not in
ﬂr. Jakobson's mind in connection with the matters that
happened on August the Sth and August the 9th, 1969:
“Q At sny time did you cause Mr. Manson
to be brought to the attention of any police
authority?
"4, No.
"Q At any tlme did;ou'éaﬁse Mr. Manson
himself to go to any pollce ageney? |

UL, In regards to what time?

rg Well, I'm talking about time, let's
say in August of 1969, |

'"A- No.

.“Q ~ Now, is 1t a falr statement,

My. Jakobson, that in August of 1969 you knew that
Mr, Manson had been arrested, August 16, 1969,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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[he knows for certain that he dld but query, It is certainly
lnot unreasonable with the frequency that Mr. Jakobson went .

LB

%

——
'The raid that we are spesking of here,
W right?
A : Yes; .
ﬂ g ind you say that wekwhen did you see
Mr. Manson in conneotion with dugust, 19697
"4, I saw him in the month of August,
and as far as any specific déte goés, I cannot
say, I cannot put a déte R .t
Right there 4t is conceivable that Mr, Manson saw

%o the Spahn Réinch : .
"You don*tvkndw when you saw him in August

of 1692 .
| g, I know that it was latef in August
of 169, . m '
ug "Se yau‘saw M. Hanson, looking at it

probabllity wise, you say, 1ater,'ynu mean after
the 15th of August, 1969, right?
A, I mean in the latter part of the month

n

of August 1969,

between the 25th and the 31st?
A Yes, perhaps."

VLE
L4
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On Page 14,266, beginning at Line 18:
nQ, All you knew is what you read in the

papers. 7You mean you read about this raid on the

Spahn Ranch on August 6th, 1969%
A Yes, air,
ugd It was after that that you saw: -« .

Hr, Mansan?

i " !‘ . kS

"L Yes, sir, R .

"g ; | ﬁow, when you sﬁdké‘with Mr, mahson s .
on these many occasions, did you speak and take
nofes? ‘ S

‘."A. No,". , i -. e

And Mr, Jakobson did nothing whatsoever in

connection with these matters after knowing about that

ﬁugust 16, 1969 raid.

G And did Mr,. Manson make any notes as
he spoke with you?

" Not that I know ér,

"Q So all of these conversatlons that you

tell us that you had with Mr. Manson were the types
of éqnversations that you havé undoubledly engaged
in mény times in your lifetime, is that correct?

"a, Yes, '

"Q And you have engaged in discussions
with people cqncerhing the forces around us, let's

say theé Establishment, you have engaged in these

CieloDrive.cOmARGHIVES
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neonversations with many people, is that righté
A Yes." |
' On Page 14,270: |
. g ‘Well, you stated, Mr, Jakobson,
thab‘up to a cerbain'point-you went up to a certain

poink in the discussion, and you did not go any

further, _
A, That's correct.
Mg - Well, would you synopsize For us what

that portion of the'discﬁssion involved that you

have cut off with the words, it either went on or

went back, we never got Into that, bubt life went

on..
f. @& We went to the point of dlscorporation.
Y ¥Ou.ven€ to‘thé,point of dimcorporation?
nA, era, the physical end of the body. -
ng What do you mean by discarporation?

"A, ° That ds when, and I am using, I think,
I am trying to be as close to Webstexrts definltlon

as 1 can.

4

"It is when the spirit leaves the physical

body; when the essence of what was inside leaves

. “that-which was om the outside, -

b e L ‘
q 1 see, and is there some reason you
did not go on any furthery - R
t, Méybe we ran out of time, I don't know,

%o

o ) . 1.
PR .
! R
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Sy I see, and who was present at the
discussion when you ocut off at the point you are
telling us that you cut off?

"4, Theve were many discussions and I
could not tell you who was preaent."
Then they talked sboub evolution, and in the

‘ transcript here that 1s with a line ACYOES 1.

Evolution, an ordinary e, without the line across ;

|1t, ana develutien,

Ang they spoke sbout those matters, and he sald:

MThe difference between evolution énd
'devolution: Devolution is the antithesis of

. evplublon,” It is the exact oppésite.
Evolution, you would have to ask one of the
Beatles what he meant by that one.

g So, what it bolls down to, you and -

Mr., Manson were discussing the Beatles music,

is that right?

"A I don't think so, ®ir,
"G Pardon? ,
"a, Not in this particular instance that

you ure Speaking of_
ong Well, was 1% Just one instance?
Tug Was it that? ,

"There were many singular instances - that we

‘spcke of many things.. Which specific¢ one are you

§ &
. . Y .
{ [ A B M,

~
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Mreferring to mow?
"y I am not réferring'to a spgeific
oneg, I am just asking the question, 1f you would
.please tell nme.
-_ﬁA I also &m not-refbnring to any
sﬁacific ones.,
-"There were many and they are cumulative; ‘
_they ali £0 ﬁbgether. | | |
" . Bpd aétually~you_don't remember what
was saia and who said it, do you, Mr. Jakobson?
U, I certalnly don't remember all of what
vas said and who said all of it, no, but I do

remember much of the essence of what was saild.®

And et this point Hr. Jakobsom —-

Hr, Jakobson has spoken to the prosecution in this tase,
16 [

My, Jakobson is not sequestered- Mr Jakobson is

|against Mr, Manson,

And that 1s something to think of in connection

ltheir state of mind thése witnesses —- the publioity that has |

ﬂbeén_senerated in this c¢ase,.

Is there @%& gilect?

_ One of the factors ~~ that i1s one of" the factors
k.

tof- credibility we have to consider in, connection with these

'witne55es, as to what effeats ‘have been generated what they

) N
B

5t
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itell us here in this courtroom, and can we believe what they
jtell us, tﬁé way Dr, Katsuyama and -~jcan we compare that
;:credibility with the credibili‘by of Pr. Ketsuyama and

iDr. Noguchi?

And here is a question and answex that we think

-fhas significance as to this entire trial, as to all of the

| typer of witncgses like Linda Xas abian and other wibnesses,

At Page 14,274
ng Do you remember, lir, Jakobson, and
you'oﬁly caused yourself o remember after you
spoke with M, Buglibsi, right?
‘ “& In some instances there was no reézson
to remember until somecne gave me oné, right."
That is a prOSecution uitnass answering,
In other vords, right there probably will be the
xernél of the prosecublion.

In some ingtances there was no reason to remember
J

| wntil someone gave me one,

In other‘words we have the situatlion, we have

:,the situation cf a‘witness ilke Disrne Lake where she somehow |

;lor oﬁhe% they recorded Dianne Lake and we know for sure

”' 4

 that Officer Gutierrez threatened her with the gas chamber,

- threatened her with what he'called "The - crime of the century,“

4

" and"You know who we Wwant £o get, we want t6 ‘get No. 1,

- NMr. Mansong“ L R

H 4
¢ . ‘o

A 130mpouné féllow; we have seen him here,

' CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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% | an opinion regerding the case witil it is finally submitbed

That is who we want to geb.

In some instances there was no reason to remenber

':unt11 somebody_gave me one, Right,

ﬁnd the prosecutlion has again -~ Mr, Jdakobson has A

fﬁgivan‘Linaa Kasablan many, many wiltnesses that we have lLiere
2 & reason by talking and btalking to them, programming them,
i conditiOning them to be consonant with the prosecution's

'.viewpoint in this case.

Do we have - dq we have credible evidence that

T We can take from.anynne, wnen they are glven a reason, and
o

the reason ia to get-ﬂr, Hanson@ ne matter what, no matter
' No mattérAﬁhat héppens ta our system of justice,
ng matter'What happens to fairne 33, no matter what happens

as Tar s falr play 15 ¢oncerned Just get e, Mansan, that-

. is what we are after. : -

et

And that was fhé reason that the prosecution gave

f Hr, Jakébson for the type of téstimony that he gave, he says

19;: in some instances,

MR, BUGLIOSI: That 1s a misstatement,
THE COURT: The objection is sustalned.
The Jury will disregard that last remark,

We will take our recess at this time, ladies and

‘Do not converse with anyone or form or expreSs

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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THE GCOURT:

We will recess for 15 minutes.

P T
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121 1. THE COURT: ALl counsel and jurors ere present.
3 | You may continue-,- Mr. Kanarek.
. 3 | MR. XANAREK: Thank you, your Hohox.
‘ 4 4 [ Ladies and gentlemen, we will remember that

‘s | Mr. Jakobsom -= and L am sure the prosecution will argue

¢ | this =~ that Mr. Jakobson testified that Mr. Manson was

7 | like & caged animal. Various thiangs like that,

e | | £5 I say, rather than to try to make thig -~
9 | trying to meke this as exps.iditious as possible, rather

’ :10. than read the exact lanpuage, I am sure that we will all
1 | recair that, but we must remember that this subj.ectiv-e

12 | consideration by Mr. Jakobson of Mr. Manson and his

13 demeanor, and so forth, and Mr. VWatscn, that this is a

1 | reflection of the prosecution's viewpoint in this case.

15 (. For instance, at the top of page 14,275.

16 | ) And M, Bugliosi gave you a reason

Erg to vememberi right?

18 - A You can say that,‘ gure."

o | In other words, this witness's subjective

5 | determination about being caged, and all of that, is
5 | conditicned mot only by the horrendous publicity but

2s | also upon the prosecution talking and retalking with
53 | the witness.

2 ‘ tnd these are matters that we must consider
. 5 | in determining the credibility of the witness.
A ' ¥
2% 1 The witness doesn't spesk to us with the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



0
o
P
T
1 |

15 |

16

B

20

2t}

23 |
2 |
%

26

20350
e I L

17 1

19 |

- authenticity, for instance, that Dr. Noguchi spesks with

: us- ) ¥

Now, in speaking to him concerning dates.

' Page 14,287,

"What other dates can you tie dowm
for us other than a date that you read in the
paper and memorized, namely, August 16th,

19697 -
‘ Thinking back £reely over all of this,
none comes to mind,

"If you would give me a specific one,
I can tell you.

M1 will mgke it even better. I will
let you pick the specific time and date as to
anything you have told us in thig courtroom. You
pick the date and tell us.

| "Well, then, I will let those -- I
cantt think of any others than the two that we
just talked about,"

And the two dates, sc we have it tied down,
one is four days before Thanksgiving, 1968. He remembers
that specifically. |

“What othexr date can you tie down for
us other than a date that you read in the paper
and memo¥ized, namely, August 16th, 1969?

"Thinking back freely over all of
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“then, none’ comes to mind "
2| So, he is telling us that those are the only
3 'two dates that he rea‘.-l.ly ¢an t:.e dovm.
4 " 8o, agam, it is for us to congider ag to
5 | whether or not maybe, In fact, even it is possible that
6 | Mr. Jakobson saw Mr. Manson on the two dates that we have
7 | been talking_ about so extensively for the last six months.
12a £ls. s .
9
0
11
12
13
.‘ R
15
6 |
11 |
|
|19 |
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12a~1 1 : For instance, at Page 14,316, ilr., Jakobson says:
| 2 . "I never heard Charlle Manson sing the song
.‘ 3 Helber Skelter,right
4 . . Mou never heard him sing 1t?
5.1 o “Right.-
e f 0 otmeverz .G
7 1 ' "It 1s so;ﬁebc;dy _e:l-sé 's song, the Bedtles'
sl song. :
9 . “You have told us that Ivir. M&nscn has used
W | ‘some phrases, some words, some :Lines from other
u | songs: 1s that right? |
12 | “i‘es. |
13 L "And you are now telling us that you never
.‘ T | : heard ‘him sing the song Helter Skelter?
15 ' MRight,
16 :3‘ o "Are you telling us -~ in other words, there
_ 1} 1 ig no quesatlon in your mind that Mpr, Manson never
18 '-‘ sang the song Helter Skelter?
19 YPHE WITNESS: I never heard him,"
20 - ’ And again:
st . UIHE WITNESS: I have never heard Charlle
. g f . sing anmybody's song bub his own."
% | And again, Page 14,318.
o | vApe you telling us that you reémember,
.: 55. . Mr, Jakobson, that Mr. Manson sang the song
"2 | Piggles?®
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15 |

L
"I told you that Gharlie never sang anybody
else's song bub His: Woh. . 7A. oo,
WIf you talk about specifig words, I cau be
much mopre —- I ean"agéwef yau'ﬁﬁéh;bet%er."

- And then the question; "Well, would you just
answer thls questlon, Nr. Jakobson§ Dld Mr. Manson
ever sing the song ;Piggies’?'

"No, |

"Did he ever sing ény Beatle song?

"You ﬁevér heard him sing a Béatle.song?

"Fron the beginning to the end, no. |

‘“Bﬁt he may have sﬁng'pgrt of it?

"0h, yeés, part, yes, -

"Words, yes. A song has a'beginning.and end,
and It has meny verses and choruses,

"I see.

"It 1s & speeifiic structure. '

"Now, you are telling us that Mr.AManson has
sung part of Beéﬁle songs? v

- “"Absolutely, yes.

"Right?

”Right;

"All right.

"Will-you tell us what part of Helfer Skelber
Mr. Manson sang, that you heard him sing? -

. CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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L;‘ h?he title.
y . 2 ‘ ) “Ydu"hea"-rd’ him say Heltef":s,kelter?l '
® 3_: ; "Bisﬁﬁ;~
‘4ff’ o ;"Qutside of the two words, Helter'Skeltar,
sff . i ﬁa;e you heard him say or~sing any part of that
s | sonez ,
| "ﬂot {:o my recollectien, r!e*ally-_
g | And this bestimopy aboutHeltep Skelter is after

: ?»S the prosecution has informed M, Jakobson of the prosecution'a
0 | -theory in this case,
"11 . MR. BUGLIOSI: That 1s a pisstatement, your Honor.'
| MR. KANAREK: Thab 1s a fair inference, your Honor.
m«f , THE COURT1 ‘The objection is aﬁstaineda
.; 14 ?: , ~ The jury is admonished to disregard that state-
| ﬁ‘ﬁ ment, | |
12b- 15 |
| 7
18
~1§E
S

2

23
2t |
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12b-1 MR. KANAREK: Well, we can make the {nference, Lf
I may put it that way, we can make the inference that the
: prosecution‘has discussed the words Helter Skelter with
| prosecution witnesses.

A8 @ matter of fact, I believe it was the
- witness Juan Flynn that jumped the gun with Mr. Bugliosi,
| and Mr. Juen Flynn offered -~ Mr, Juan Flynn offered =-
' he said "“This is about the time" -- this is the effect
| of his testimony ~~ "This is about the time that I talk
. " about Helter'Skeltér, ign't $E7"
| He used something_like‘"ﬁre you speaking in
- relation to Helter Skelter?" And Helter Skelter hadn't

1
12

13 | even been spoken of previously.

w | So, we can make the inference that when this
5 | witness, Mr, Jakobson, talks about Helter Skelter, he
161‘ is paraphrasing, reﬁeating; thére is no particular way of

;7 | 8aying it, the witness has been conditioned, programmed,

i | Py the prosecution.

19 This is somethingffbr ug to consider as to

" whether this is true or whether it ig untrue.

20
” We think there 1§ great evidence in this case
| that it is true.
. For instance, page 14,326.
ot 1 VAnd did Mr. Manson participate in this
. group singing?
% f "% don't remember any group singing that

" CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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1262 1| Charlie did not participate in.
" 2 "So you are saying he participated in
. 3 | group singing all along with everyone else, is thét right?
4 "Right.
5 ' "And was the song, Blackbird, sung at
6 | Spahn Ranch by people who lived there at the Spahn
7 - Ranch?
e ‘ - "No.
o | "Was the song, Revolutirn 1, sung at
10 |  the Spahin Ranch?
1 “Mo. .
12 | ' "That was mever sung by the group?
18 "No.
. 14 [ "Was it eéver sung singly?
s | Yo R
16 | . "Were any of these Beatles songs that
| you have tgstifi;ad' 'iﬁo',gung gingly, that is, by one
18 | person at, the: Spéhr; Ranch?
© 1 . 'i-’ﬁ;\;e;."
s | - I will go on. o
s . Now, here ";g;gqin, we have the evidence from
which we can infer the pri:;g"r:a:ﬁniing‘ that the prosecution
accomplished in connection with, | to ‘say the least, some
2 | Of these witnesses-.ﬂ' ) | |
® = Page 14,328, .
% | "M dekobson, referring to the words
o

R .Jf . . CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



20, 357

12b « 3 1 "tyipping offt --
L 2 | "Yes,
. 3 Yeu would yéu tell us what words did
4 - Mr.Mamson actually ubter concerning ripping off?
5 1 "LE I niay just have a moment.
6 | " (Pause.) T
7 "is oclose as I can come, they ware going
8 to go into some white familics* homes and rip them
9 off really good,. |
) | "My question is, would you tell us the
o words that Mr. Manson uttered, Mr. Jakobson.
12 i “"Those are tﬁey, 'they are going to go
3 B into some white families! homes and rip them off
'..1 2e fls .:%4 really good.
i5
16
U
18
19
20
21
2 "
54
i
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12

"In other words, Mr. Manson used the
words 'They're' they are going to go in --
, *4s far as I can remember he used the
word !'they're.t

"sho was he referring to when he said

ttheylzret?

"The blacks.

"The blacke?

"Thattg right.

“T gee, and when did he utter these
words?

"This would have been late gpring,
r69, springtime of 169,
' "in the springtime of 1697
"Yes. |
"No later than April or May of 169,
‘is that right?
"No later than May.
"QE 1697
"Right.¥
Now, in connection with that language, is
that spontaneous, that Mr. Jakobson remembers that
independently, ox is that lapguage that has been suggested
to him by means of having conferences with the prosecution,
remembering that,he'was in intimate contact with the

police, he knew about the events at the Tate residence and

* .7 : CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES .
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12e~2 at the La Bianca residence, he made no equation to any

=

3 kind of ripping off, despite the words Helter Skelter,

3 especially the words Helter Skelter, he made no connection
4 between that and Mr. Manson.

s | ’ Ig this significant? Or is it not significant?
6 _ And bere is something -- here 1s something ~--
1 | this is not enterté.ining, but we think it is significant,

8 and maybe sometimes the most significant of matters are

0 : not ri,et‘.:eslsarily always the most. entertaininé;, but at

1 page 14,329:

a ' "G Now, woilld you tell us when you were
12 cauged to recollect £irst the fact that Mr. Manson
1B ‘uttered those words that you have just told us
. 8 that he utitered? ,
% | _- A It was probably =~ I had probably first
6 | cause to recollect those words when news reached
7 | us that there may have been an involvement there
18 with Charlie.”
9 | In other words, when Charlie Manson == Mr.

2 | Jakobson is informed that Charlie Manson is arrested
21 in connection with this case, and that Mr.Jakobson 1s
speaking with whoever he is spesking with, then he is

connecting Mr, Manson with these events.

o 04 : "1 see, and will you tell us when that
. a5 | wag?!

% Now, again, thinking of when does he make the
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| equation between Mr. Manson and these events.

YThat would have been ten days -~
gseven days before Thanksgiving of 1969."
| Vhich is after the time that Mr. Manson is

arrested,

"That is when you were caused to
remember?

"That's right.

"And ditecting yoﬁr.attention, when you
were caused to remembexr this, whom did you first
talk to?

"Concerning -~

#e- those words?

"I am not suxe, probably the police."

Probably, I will say that again:
"I am not Bure, probably the police.
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10

"Wwell, which police officers?
"Sergeant Patchett, Sergeant Gutlerrez,
Lieutenant Helder."

These are the police officers who have
suggested to Mr. Jakobson that My, Manson has ar
involvement here. i4r. Jakobson makes no such equation.

He makes no such conclusion himself,

But the police come to him, and themn Mr.
Jakobson is programmed for what occurs in this trial,

"And where were you when you spoke
with them conecerning these words?
"My home;
"And how did they happen to come to
~ your home?"
| He is not seeking them out, but the police
are seeking him out,
' "I dom't know what led them to my
home, really. |
"Nows; when they came to your h&me
you had already known for some period of time
about Mr. Manson being arrested, is that right?
"I don't think so. I think it was
the other'way around. |
"Rhich way was itr?
"It was the other way around.

"Well, would you tell us, when you say

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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“the other way around, can you tell us when --

' "I was contacted by the police before
anylhews to that effect broke."

He was contacted by tﬁe police.

"Well, you were contacted by the

police concerning this case?

"Right.

"Ig that right?

“Yes. |

"Aad you were contacted by the police=- ~:
when were you first contacted by the polige?

"About ten days before Thanksgiving,

1969,

"And was that while you were at home?

"Yes.

"They came to your doox?

"Yes.

"These three police officers that you
mentioned?

"Thej called first and made an appoint-
ment .

"I see, and how long before they came
did they call and meke an appointment?
. "The following day, they called in one
evening, or late bnénéftérnoap} and iﬁ_CEmé out.
the following day. -
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"dnd did they tape recéord any statement
by you?
| "No.. "

Do we know -- there is another situation where |
there is no tupe recoxding. There is no original confron-
tation or no original statement. So, we don't have the
benefit of that in this courtroom.

' We have the fact that people have been killed
at the Tate house, we hove the fact that Mr. Jakobson,
thah he has scme kind of relationship with that Tate
bouse.  We dontt know what Officer Gutierrez sald, the
same officer who told Dianne Lake that unless ~-that
threatened her witﬁ the gas chamber in connection with
"getting the mgn yo:t:: know we want,"

| That is the same kind of situation where the
policé officers are talking to Mr. Jakobson.

And how do we kntﬁv, ‘how do we know, I mean,
Mr. Jakobson has candidly said that in some of these
discussions he did consume marijuana, in some of the
discussions that he has spoken about, and how do we know =~
we don't know, we don't know_the relationship between
Mr. Jakobson and the people at the Tate house and vhatever
involvement there may be there in connection with marijuana
or whatever. - )

| Sc, we have the relationghips between people

cpmihg into play, these relationships being muchk more
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‘whether or not; in connection with whether or not we can

use the evidence that comes from this witness stand,

important than the mere words that are ubtered.
These are the circumstances, these are the

types of things that we must consider in comnection with

and whether we can use it and believe that it is credible.
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13~-1 S "pid they stenographically record any

_ 5 | statement by you?
. ; R e They wrote down iu their notepads with
a pencil,

"o My question is, like this court' .
reporter here is taking down word for word everything
that is being uttered here, hopefully.

"A  No.

"y pardon?

"a No, stenographically they did not take

10

a1} - any statement from me.
.12 "y  Who was present at this copvérsation?

. g Other than the three officexs I

. . {l ' mentioned?
B = . " '
5 Q Yes.
' A My wife.

16 :
1'7 : "¢  Your wife, yourself and the three
” police officers?
a ffe,s.
19
20 1 _ "Q And they came to you and they asked
, you what you knew gbout Mr. Manson, is that coxrect? |

21 | .

” | "a . Yes,
2; | "Q  And you spoke to them concerning Mr.
Manson? '
2¢
"A Yes.
. % | : L
: "G Now, at the time that you spoke with

26

< o
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13-z . | "them did you tell them about your having lived
o at the Tate resgidence? |
. SRR | s I never live'@‘at the Tate residence.
' 4 | ‘ "o You never lived there. DIid you gtay
g ': there overnight?
P A Yes.
7 "R Was there a discussion cogcerning your |
g ‘ presence at the Tate residence?" n
o ' And then that was repeated:
io sl Was there a discuasion concerning your
o presence at the Tate residence?
g | . "a I don't think so.’
| 18 - : "Q When they came in, what did they tell
. " you concerning Mr. Manson if anything?
5 , A Why they were there?
% . Qg  Yes,
. A They had just talked to Terry, 1
s believe. |
© "Q  And what did ~-
o | "A And they wanted to know everything I
ol knew in the_i remotest serise to the most specific
o sense, they wéﬁted to ,knoi-; everything and anything
” I could think of. "
| ) Q@ - That you knew concersing Mr. Mangon,
o . . 2 | right, Mr. Jakobson?
‘ '_ % ' "4 Right.
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13-3 1 ") And at that time you knew jou were
. 2 being interrogated, Mr.Jakobson, at that time you
3§ knew you were being interrogated concexrning the
s} events at the Tate home, is that right?
| 5 YA Yes.,
L | k) I mean, they did not then from the
7. instant they came intc the dooxr, you knew you were
8 being interrogated concerning this?
5. - "o Yes.
| g And is it a falr statetpent you knew
¢ " they were intexrogating you concerning Mr. Manson? |
12 g Yes, h
18 " And ¢id they tell you that Mz, Manson
. w | - was under arrest? |
15 ' M Yes.
6 n ﬁ.{m‘r-l so. yout knew at that time that
17 Mr. Manson was from ti}e 'p.olice. vieﬁpoiﬁt arre‘sted '
- . | . in conoection with this case, right?
o "4 Right. .
w i And you then told them whatever you
a . told them? B
2 1 "a Yes.
23 : "0 Now, did you ask at all that everything
2 j: that you said be reduced to writing?
. = | ' "4  No.
26 | o Stenographically recorded?
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13 -4 1 "a No. |
2 ne Did you tell the police, now, let
3 me withdraw that and ask you;
4 | "In connettion with this ripping off
5 | that you have spoken ofy did you tell them, did
6 | you tell theém when that was gstated?
7| A I don't think 50,
8 | _ "o In other words, you did not tell them
% | vhen in time previous to the time you spoke with
| | them it was stated, right? |
n "L 1 don't even know if I told them any-
1 1 thing about hripping, off." 7 J
N 1B In othez words, ever at thig time there 18
. ou ' nothing about this so-called figping off == 'the riépiﬁg off |
15 | doesn't beeur until there had been several more interroga-
6 | tions, undcubtedly we can Infer from this evidence, by
17 | the prosecution, and also by law enforcement officers:
1 *a  oh, you might not even have stated it
v | at that time, right?
20 _‘ "A Right, I was only answering questions.
2| They asked, and I answered.
22 | o g - 1 see, and you knew they were there
23 on a criminal investigation? '
2t - "4 I sure did.
. _‘ 25 | ' "3 And you knew that Mr. Manson was
2% | arrested, as you say, in comnection with this case,
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20,369
"and you are not sure that you even mentioned about
- this ripping off, right?
| g Right."
' And -so forth and so on.

Going further now: |

"n Hew, the word rripping off, 'Mr.
Jakobson, is aAwOrd that ig ugsed -~ it is patt of

| the current Jargon among penplé that. you might call
hippies or nomadic people or people in some garts
of the movie industry,éﬁd tﬁé\muéit industry? ‘
"This word, ' ripping off,' is a'vgry
very common word, is that cdrrect,ﬂr. Jékobsoﬁ?

A It is now. _

"n  Well, are you saying it was not a
common = word in Thanksgiving of 1969 or thereabouts
when yé& spoke to the police officers?

"A Yes."

And so, Mr. Jakobson, under the guidance of

the prosecution becomes somewhat of an expext onAaemantics,'d

or bacomes an lexicographer or something like that, telliug.

we are taiking, than it did in 1969:
' A Yes.
"y It was not a common word? -
HA Yes, it was hot a common word.

i) I see, when did it become a common word?
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"4  X.dontt En&ﬁ.;
For iné;aﬁce,“page‘14,339: :
‘MQ Well, have you discussed the
word, 'ripﬁing off* with Mr., Bugliosi?

"A  Discuss the wa?d?

"I told him of the incident that it
was;used.

",  You told him after he spoke to you,
right?

"You did not mention it before he spoke
to you, is that correct?

"L  Right, yés.

) So Mr. Bugliosi is the First person
you used the word, ripping oEf, to, is that
correct?

"& I believe so; yes.

o You did not use it with any other
lay enforcement officer?

YA 1 believe so.

] I see, s0 you actually did not use
those words that you are attributing to Mr. Manson
until February of this year, or December of last
year, let's put it that way?

A As to the time T am -~

e} -- hazy?

A -= hazy.
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:‘ Mr, Jakobson, and what he has told us, has been covered,

~ we have been speaking of in connection with Mr. Jakobson

2] You are guessing?
A 1 am not even going to guess, it is
too hazy for me to guess, I dontt know."
' For instance, the question om page 14,341:
"0 Vhen you first talked to a police
officer concerning Charlie Manson, you never mentioned|
it, right?
3 Right.
"o But when you talked to Mr. Bugliosi,
it came out?
"4 Right."
He makes a point in connection with all of

this, There is no question from what we have here that

to say the least, as a result of being interrogated by
the police officers and by -- and also by the prosecution.

A Now in connection with -~ there are some
details concerning -~

You remember the same type of programming that

oceurtred in connection with Linda Kasabian. °
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M Bt

13a~1 - Now, we fna\ze seen Linda Kaéab‘iax;. testify in

- this courtroom and we have ~- we can editorfalize, and

.’ ‘ we can give some broad—b;rush .;statéments ;c:oncerning Linda
Kasabian.

_ ‘ " But we can see a pattern, admittedly it is
the kind of thing, the only way we can get it is by
studying this transcript.

We find the same kind -- the same kind of
programming in connectlon with Linda Kasabian.

Page 4947, by the prosecution:

o When did you have this discusgion with

0

s 1 Mr. Manson about the Beaties?

" "a I dontt know the time.

] Okay. Within the one~month period?
A Yes.

P
5
5 | "Q Who was present at the time?

. A I don't really recall who was present.

It seems that gll the faces were the same way back

8 ‘
‘ then."

19 { ,
Now, Linda Kasabian tesgtified in this

courtroom at a time when Mr. Jakobson was not present.
21 .

They testified outsgide of each other's presence.

. Maybe this is not significant, but when we
. " | dECide this ¢case we ha‘ﬁe to = weé cannot just take the
., . | Words that are uttered by the particular witnesses, if

o | WE do, if we do then we just accept the prosecution's
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T e
13a-2 viewpoint, and that rhen beccmes -~that then becomes the
1 0
eﬂd Of it' *
..' . "7 The fact of the matter is, in studying over
. & .

Linda Kasabian's testimony we find the same programming,
the same suggest:ioz'; and .the qdest:ions. that we have gone
into in conmection with Mr. Jakobsom. -
| We find that Linda liiaétsé.h:i.arx,l as far ag, for

instance, this kind -~ this by Linda Kasabian:

Question by the prosecution, page 4968:

" Did Charles Manson ever speak to you,
= Linda, about the unity of the black man ag opposed
to the white man?"

n

o Linda Kasabian answers, and of course Linda
. . ' . 2 Kasabian is granted immunity and she ig an accomplice for
' N | seven counts of murder and ome count of conspiracy, but
T she is still Linda in this courtroom;
* "THE WITNESS: Yes, he used to say that
Y blackie was much more aware than whitey nnd supér
* together, and whitey was just totally un-togetlier,
? ". Just could not get together; they wexe off on these
® _ slide trips, and blackle was really together."
o And then by the prosecution on page 4972:

"%  What did he say about bringing the
white man together to be more like blackie?

24 _ .
? "A He said he had a way to do it and

. hig way was the only way tec bring the white man
. 2 |
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13a-3 | | "together, "
o o These are  statements that are attributed to
. ', | Mr. Manson by Linda Kasabian after many many many many

s interrogations,by'béth'Mr. Bugliosi, Mr. Stovitz and other
prosecutbrs.
¢ Linda Kase:xbian was taken out of the Los
Angeles County Jeil on scveral occasions and takea ov.r
e | EO the Tate resideﬁce,‘aﬁ& elséﬁhére in connection with
this prosecution, R
%0 What is the reason? What is the nécessity to
2.11 | take Linda Kasabian out of jail, take her over there on
w2 | séveral differgnt occasiong? that is the reaéon, 1if not
Laai for programming her, if not to have her adopt the viewpoint
. u | °oF the prosecution?
- | ¥le have never been there! The rest of us have
: w | mever been to the Tate residence, But Linda Kasabian has
ﬁ been there on several occasions,
" The qiestion is a matter of credibility. The
. questibn is the detail that we have spoken of. Is it

important?
- It is not very romantici it is not very --
maybe it's not very dynamic, but in the posture of
deciding a lawsuit, the eredibility of witnessges is almost
the whole story, and if you don' t look at these details
. . then we have a result which doés not reflect ~-1'd better

o not say what I was going to say.
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13a-4 1 ' Anyway, at page 5029, at 1lines 18 and 19, and
| the only way you can -- the only way you can get this is
. by going ﬁhrough it word for word.
| We hope that what the court reporter does
here, in connection with these transcripts has some
. significance. They work here until §:30, sometimes 8:00
. otclock, 8:30, 9:00 o'clock every night.
_ -'Anywas‘r ~=- beginning at the bottom of page
| 5029, lines 18 and 19, ‘here is an example, again it is
o | R example whigh we think would be lost if we did not
‘11 look at the transcript. ‘ Ve _
s 1 " We feel t:hat: this is true. I stand up here
;3 | and become Horatic at the bridge and give you the
. u | Gettysburg address and all kinds of things, and become
5 | an grator and speak eloquently.
But I think the eloquence in this transcript

tells the story.

16

17 ‘ :
o | Here is the most typical -- page 5029, we
’19‘ | ave talking aboyt tonspirady; we are talking about

supposedly somebody who is there, who is going to tell us

z | the way it was, the way it happened.
We have a question asked, and this is the
prosecutor agking the question: -
| g, Did they iﬁdicate to you in any
: . 25 | fashion what they were going to do?®
a5 If you didn't look at the transecript, we suggest

'
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13a-5 ¢ . we would never get this passage, vhich is so significant.

g The witness answers:
. 5 “A Yes, Tex said we wexe going to a house~-"
s |t , And then the prosecutor interrupts:
s 1 o Well, now, did they indicate what you
. were going to do 18 what I am concerned with."
. She is telling himj; she is telling him what

., | Tex said they were going to do, and the prosecutor doesn't
, | Want to hear that hecause she has missed her cue,
© She is not supposed to know what they are

;. | &oing to do the first nmight.

- . So thep after this interjection by the
s | Proseeutor: \ S O
. " "R We;l.l, ‘now, &id he indicate what you
‘ 15 | were going to do is: what I am conéerned with.
n S we |
“ The answer is no, after she started off

o | telling us that, "Yes, Tex said we were going to a house,"
Tl Does that have any significance?
0 Then the proszcutor goes on at page 5030,

% beginning with lLine 73

"0 The question, Linda, 1s: Did Tex,
Sadie or Katie tell you what théy were going to
do that night?

. . - Ma No, they didnrt.*
. '3b f].B. 26
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13 ( She started tb tell:

2 "Tex said we were going to a house."”

3 But that would be inconsistent; that would he
4 | iInconsistent because the prosecution, they cannot do

5 anything with Linda Kasabian on the second night because,
s | My God, she's been at a place where there were five murders,
4 | 8o there is nothing they can do about that,

2 ‘ﬁut: the first night they want her ag clean

9 | as possible and they don't want her, they don't want her

0 | to know anything. She gets in the car with guns, with

-11 | & gun and knives and all of this.

1 They want her to lock elean in this courtroom

i | and so the prosecutor "ini:éfrupts her. He Interrupts her
. 14 | when she says “Y.e's',_j Tex said we were going to a housge,"

5 | . The prosecutor interrupts her because that is

46 | not consistent; that is not what she has been programmed

n | for, and she went a little bit off schedule.

bt ‘At the 15'0?:*:0111‘ of page 5048, lines 25 to 26.
v | "@ . Did "Yo.i.; have any idea whatsoever that
2 :. ~ * the knives and the gun might be used to kill people
o1 with?

"A NQ-;“

Now, why would a prosecutor ask that question?
o » We are in a case where this lady is =

. o defendant. She is supposed to be there. Sjae is supposed
s | to be there because she ig part of this group they allege
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20, 378

originally, but they change it around:

The prosecutor bécomea someone wﬁo is advocatind
the impossible, and so the prosecutor is advocating that
Linda Kasabian knows nothing about what is going to happen
the first night,

Page 5072.

Speaking st the Tate house, Kasabian says --
the question is asked: |

o~

o Lhat is the next thing that happened,
Linda? | ‘

" I came around from the back and Tex

was standing at a window, cutting the screen, and

be told me to go back and wait at the car, and he

may have told me to Listen for sounds, but I don't

remember him saying it."

* And that 'is, pregnant with what is important
here because Lipda'islwalking.a tight zope.

“-.mx. Watson probably said “IE anything happens

and we need yoi,"or something or otber, "Come on in,"or

whatever if may be.

k]

But she doesntt féally want to say it. She

But Mf.‘WatSbn, we believe, had an arrangement
with Linde Kasabian that Linda Kasabian was to do certain
things,

. Why would ghe weagel onm it:
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"He may'have told me to listen for
sounds, but I don't remember him saying it."

Because in the workings of her mind she does
not want to be inside of that house where we suggest she
was, where her knife was found, and so she words it that
way. She words. it that way. .

That particular detail is there in this
transcript.

Later on at page 5084, Linda Kasabian tells
ﬁs about the sound that she heard:

" pid yéu.heaf wagt the people were

sereaming?

LIS

i No, just at one point in the beginning
I beard a man say 'No, no.!

"Sereamsg,; and the screams were as if
pleading for theixr lives, but I heard no actual
words.

' How long did the screaming continue?
"3 Oh, it seemed like forever, indefinite.
I don't koow. ’

"o’ - Ylas the screaming constant or was it

in’intervalé? , ’
"A it seemed constant. I don't know.
"o Now, what did you do when you heard
these screams?'

- " 2} ‘ ‘ .
uy T started to run towards the house.
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13b~4 - "Q Why did you do that?

Sy Because I wanted them to stop, because
. _' 1 knew what tﬁey had done to this man, that they

) were killing these people."

| But Mr. Watsoﬁ hade't told her anything. Mr.
? Watson hadn’t told her anything.
’ The prosecutor interrupted hexr. The prosecutor

.
13¢ f£ls. | mterrupted her.
8 | -

9
10
1
12

| 13
@ 6]
15
6 |
17
“18 |
19 |
20

21

o4
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" How did- she know? How did she know that they
‘were killing these pecplé? ‘

She tells us they wére on a creepy-crawley
mission. BShe tells us that she was listening for sounds,
and she nén to the hoﬁse becsuse she wanted it to stop.

Do we believe that? Do we really believe
that, at the time there when part of Linda Kasabian's
vocabulary was "pig"?

She has had a resurrection that she has told

us sbout, supposedly in this trial.

_ Imoynity from seven counts of murder and a
count of conspiracy. Do we believe that?

Page 5894, where Linda 18 interrogated, she

| testifies, at page 5094, speaking about Mr. Frykowskit

"] You say he eventually got up and moved
to & different place?
'K Yes."
That is confession of murder. That is Linda
Kasabian confessing to the murder of Mr. Frykowski.
" You séy he eventually got up?"
And this is after she knew, she says, fhat

Page 5236, the most incredible -- and the

| reason that we are comparing Linda Kasabian with

Mr. Jakobson 1s because, is because ﬁé think there is &
P ’ . { 1"

-

i B

o L

a
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' credu.b;.l:l.ty comparison thaf: is valid.

~ who is nat an accomplice, his testimony in this case.is
'l t.est:hnony which 18 =~

'constitution stands fori

‘Linde Kesabian at this time has already seen the 1ight. .
"She :x:ec,eivgd this light, _she saysy .at_the Tate.‘rgsidgﬁc;e,
| “and we Look at ‘the words that she utters here in the

| courtroom aid compare these words with the woxrds that she

A person Like Mr. Jakohson, who 18 a person

_ Mz, Bugliosi speakn,ng, which is the prosecu~
tion speaking on page 5236; is this the prosecution speake
ing on behalf -~ on behalf of what the California

_ "Q - Did you want to go along wit.h Mr.
-'Man{sbﬁ and the others on this second night?
T L
"THE WITNESS: No, I did ‘ﬁot want to go.
o My intentions were to go to the waterfall with
. Gypsy. | |
' "R Why did you gq along wit:h Mr. Hanson
'.ﬂan,d the others? :
‘ ~ ™hy did you go. along 1.£ you did not -
: want ol ' U
y Becausa Gha::l:t.e askad me and I was.
afraid to say- no.“
.Now, do we believe tha{:? o we believ‘e t.hat?
. Remember == remembe:z' that: Linda Kasabian -
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1
'.2 she wa'lked hand in hand with Mr. Manson, offering éeanuts,
5 | and she felt so good at the beach, and all of this,
e o Do we believe that? Do we believe that tha.!:
5 | .'ha;pr;:ened?‘ ‘ | '
: G.in ' . She _s;tpposed}.y had left the La Bianca
Y | residence, ‘" - |
g | | ‘ She had é’fé the Lg Bianca re-sidence thinking
9 f‘. that two people were going to be ~- ware going to be
e destroyed, and she goes to the beach with something like
_'_ﬁ tha.t y She 1is afraid of when the prosem;tor asks the question, '
12 was she supposed to answer that she ie afraid of -- |
14
1% -
16
N A
B
]
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! Just avoiﬁed someone being killed, and then she walks hand
‘-in hand, and tells Mr, Manson she is pregnant, and they share
peanuts, and "It felt so good." '

| trayed in this courtroom, dan a person believe, can we use

ifthat typé»af festimony in conneetion with judging this case?'

'Z‘differsnt pléees that Linda Kasabian coﬁld have gobten

' evidence, very oritical eﬁidence, in c¢onnectlon with this
12:;cas¢, artér she sﬁppasedly had seen thé'light concerning

| Mr, Hanson.

13‘-' .

| of that white Faleon. She could have gotten the license
‘_number of other automobiles at the beach. She supposedly

c i hicqhhikea.

| what we know of-certain facts that come - from pﬁople that are

-not accomplices,

fnd she goes to the beach. Supposedly she has

The question 1s -do we believe that? . k
Can & person, in the light of what has been por-

If Linda Kasablan wanted to, there were several

Linda Kasablan could have gotten the 1icense number:

I mean, 1t is Just fllled -- I meafn, this testinony

»Tha question is: Can this witness be believed?
f

That is What it boilg dOWn tc When she tells us,

:,‘.» X v

Now, she was’ driving ﬁhe car. She was dplving the |
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| car when the car went and stopped aﬁ Harold True's place in

. the exacel sane spot as we recalled.

t hecause this is gort of like, 1f I can gét poetic a little
1 blt and meybe invoke Mr. Lincoln, didn't he say something in |

| say nere, but they will remember what they did here; meaning
f the people in the Battle of Gettysburg. .

[ say here, 1 supbose, but they certalnly are going to remember|
f throughout thie world what we do iIn this courtroom, what.the -

| result is in this courtroom. What happens here is going to

be remembeded.

f at the La Bilanca régidénbg.

2% 1

"Had you'eve? been parked In front of that home
‘before?®

Page 5277 of the transcript.

"Yes, In the exact same Spof before,"

And we are referring to the transcript
the Gettysburg Address: They won't remember much what we

They ape not going to remember, gurely, what we

Page 5286, Line 15.
"How long after he left the car did he

return to the car?" Meaning Mr. Menson, supposedly,

‘"1 remémher'wé all 1it up éigarettes and .

I

we ameked about three~quarters of a Pall-Mall
. cigarette, however 1ong that takes,
» "Several minutes? . S

4 R R v

"YeB‘ ¥ a . . . . 1

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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"When Iir, Hapson returned to the viciniby
of the ¢ar did you observe whether or not he
still had the leather thongs around his neck?

"I don't really think I noticed at that
point, ,

"Did you at any later time in the evening
notice whEthér-of not he s8till bhad the leather
thongs around his neck?

"Yes, I did.

"When was that?q

"When walking on the beach,

' nSeveral hours later?

 "Yes,

L 7 CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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».gz;'behalf of the prosecution, exactly what the prosecution

.

L]

; Linda Kaaabian, at Page 5288 of the tr&nseript, saying,

12

1% |

'Epresents to us in terms of the phetures. And this is after
-?4:5Linda Kasabian has been spoken to and respoken to concerning
.;this case.

,‘l! 25
1 N

%

20,367

Ang here we have something that ig significant.

among othep things-
' - "khat happened after Mr, linsen returned
to the car?
* "He .galled Leslie and Katie and Tex oub
of the car, “
. °_'"Was he out of the car 3t that point, too?
' 'ia-”Yes ‘ '

* 4,

' "What happened next? N

"Sadie - excuoe HE Clem . jumped An the
back seat with Sar.i.*tae_1 and I pushed~OVer on the
passenger’s uide and I heard‘bits “and’ pieces of
the ccnversatian that he had with Tex and Katie,"

Bits and pieces.

| - Now, ther, we have the bilts and pieées@5

'"I,heard him say that theré Wwere a man and a
Woman up in the house and that he had tied thelr
hands, and that he told them not to be afraid that
he wasn't going to hurt them,"

. We then have Linda Kasabilan testifying exactly Qn

This ls what we have to declde in this case. Wé.

“CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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' believe?

1 have to declde whether, in several minutes, whether in

t several minutes, it would be physically possible.

She says a Pall Hall.bigarette. She says the tine

’iit takes. for a Pall Mall cigarette., .This iy what she tells

{ us is what happened,

St, the question 1s, the quesblon is; Can we

. The prosecution hopes by the sheex, by the sheer

| force of those words& the prosecution hopes that we won ¥t
:-1ook at the circumstapégs, the proseeution-hopes that we
| wila Just'rememberiyhé words ubttered, just remember the words
i uttered and rorgnt all of the surrounding circumsbances in

B>f uaﬁnection with what haa been yresented here.;

In connection with ~- I will try to cover some
of 1% ~~ some of it I wili ;uat leave out-bgeause of time,
but I will try to go through this. . ' |

Now, directing our attention té the wallet .

‘She says: "I piéked the top of the toilet

bowl, the ecover, I 1lifted it up and placed it on
a bulb, ér some sort of thing that i3 in the
tollet that helps you flush the toilet, and put
the 1id back down."

Those words, standing by themselves, énev

Just meaningless, unless we integrate those words with the

; faet that desplte -- desplte -- the importance of the wallet,
| supposedly in this case, Linda Kasabian has nothing to do, as|

CieloDrive.comARCH | VES
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1 |

2%

far as identification or anything concerning this wallet,

% until, I think the tranécr;pt reveals, Aﬁril‘of 1970.

| It isn't until April of 1970, notwithstanding the
iifaét that she is in the county'Jail all this period of time,
| notwithstanding that, tﬁe prosecution is asking us to accepy
jéthesé WOrds{aslgospel, as what actually happened in
:‘coﬁnection wiﬁh that wallet, |

. That is somnething that we have to conslder.
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 skances. Maybe what ve are ‘saying;"; maybe what we are

In copnection with this wailet;., Linda Kasablan

-~ in congection with thé control that these people had over

“""~:'L1nda Kasabian, they could have, it would seem like, it

"would seem lz.ke, if anybody really believed, really
believed that Linda Kasabian had any connection with that
wallet, it would seem Llike you wouldn't wait until April,

\';:‘qu wouldn't wait until April to discuss it or whatever

as far as Linda Kasabisn iz concerned, a_é far as that
‘wallet is ‘concerned.

R It would seem like, it WOuld seem like that
would be the first thing that wmild be done.

Bub something about-that wallet, there is
something about that 1173,11&1: that doesn't smell xight, and
r.hga fact of the matter is ~th-ai:~ on ;&ugust'-- that on
December the 8th, as e know, the Grand EFuxy indictment

" ‘came- in.. On Decembﬁf 10{:11, tha wallet is found while

R . })"’“:
Linda Kasabian is noyhere around, e T

e,

Tinda tKas,a'bian is nowhere around that g_és
station on er about December the 8th or December the I0th

~

of 196«9. ) o ﬁ;;}«“f

TR These are circumstances 2 Those fre clrcum-

e,

Y

saylng is something that doesn't have any significance. \
Meybe what we are Baying does. )

The guestion that we have to res::lve is:

Are we - going to accept: the bare wotds of

*

-
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{ as householders and hs pecple that are familiat with l:his

' ,Lin_clalxasabian, or are we going to look at that, what ls
\ 'measmablg-, when a wallet is puﬁ in a tollet near operating

'>.:<mechénism, that toilet, it is about a couple of days

PO

' maybe t‘hat that toilet vm;ld last without running over,

A couple of hours maybe. It is not going to sit on the
’-upefat:i.ng mechanism for four months, It is not going to

| sit there for four months and not interfere with the

'npexafion of. that toilet.
So, with the Grand Jury indictment coming about

| December the Sth, and December 10th heing the time when the

"Wal'let 1s supposedly found, a coupl'e‘.- 'bf days is about the
time you would have.. . | '

So, Linda ‘Kagabian has to be programed into
putf;ing the wallet where Mx;. Koenig"found it, and Mr. Kaenig

...l’

{ faund ;Lt: on the operating mechanism, . "Right on it.

Lok atr £he pilcture, Look at the pict:ure.

-

Forget about L:Lnda Kasabian. Look at that operating

-

' type of mechanism. Would that wallet be there ff:,yﬂgﬁodr .

P

- monthsp S .
it is a clrcumgtance, it ‘is a cireumstance 't:hat

1s ynbelievable, especially when you consider, especially

‘ When yov; consider that all the _prosecation has given ug =- ‘

gll the pic.tures that they have taken -~ all the
p:cosecution has given us in connection with that toilet

FE .
R
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| pictures here concerning that, but they didn't see fit to

1 introduce those pietutres..

lanyone or form or cxpress any oplnion regarding the case

is just'the tapk, Just the tank., .~ . - ‘
They haven't scen fit; tﬂej haven't seen f£if
 to give us the detail of thé rest-voom. . Was it, in Fadt,
the women's regt~room as compared with the men's rest-room
as compared with the men's rest-room?

They haven't seen £it. They had plenty of

THE COURT: We will é&joarn at thisg time, Mr. Kénarek. :
Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with

| until it is f£inally submitted &o you.

| The court will adjourn until 9200 a.m. tomorrow

.-morniné4 .

(Whereupon at 4:29 otclock p.m. the coﬁrt

was in recess.)
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