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court in the presence and hearing of all the jurors, all

© youx Honox.

A ‘ , 20,573 ... «
1.0S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA, FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 1971
9:06 o'clock a.m.

- d o W

‘(The following procéedings were had in open

counsel with the exception of Mr. Hughes being present;
the defendants tiot being physically presgent:)
THE COURT: All counsel and jurors are p‘:esent.
You mey continue, Mr. Kanarek..
MR. KANAREK: Thank you, your Honor.
Good moxning, ladies and gentlemen.
M. Iﬁa::rou hag returned; pe::hapé his return
will help somewhat. S
Ve were  speaking last night sbout alibi.
That w&d, alibi, has some gort of a romantic tone to
i, We bear about it all the time. |
| Actually, without that woxnd, getting to the
substance of what it means, the principle is that
historically when someome was nol: present at a cyime,
that this was a ¢omplete defense, and then, speakiﬁg of
motivation of the prdaecution -+ whatever that ﬁght be
worth, by putting in a conspiracy count, this undexmiues
the principle that a person not being present whére gome-
thing occurs is not ¥ esponsible for what occurs there,
MR. BUGLIOSI: That ig a nmisstatement of the law,
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I instruct the jury on the law of alibi,

MR. KANAREK: I have not finished, your Honor; I

have not finished. " | o
- THE COURi{: Don't attempt to instruct the jury on

the law, Mr. Kanarek, '

MR. KANAREK: I am mot attempting to. As a matter
of fact, your Honor is not giving an glibi instruction. I
am not af:témpting at all, I am mereély alluding --

THE COURT: Don't misstate the law. |

MR. KANAREK: I am not. I havent't finished.
Before I uttered a word, practically, Mr. Bugliosi was
standing up.

' THE COURT: Yéu_ are attempting apparently to

~ MR. KANAREK: No, your Honor.
“THE COURT: DPon't do it, siz.
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. intent. There has to be crimimal malice and criminal
- dntent.

clearly shows that Mr. Manson is not guilty of anything,
"And so they bring in tnis canspiracy c¢harge.

MR, KANAREK: There is no'qﬁeétipg'thdf whéﬁ\we
are doing is not ~- we are discussigg the law and the
variou$Aprincip1es of law and how they may~me§h_wiﬁh R
cach other. PP
What we are saying is, there is anofhaﬁ
prineiple of niding sad abetting. |

Aiding and shetting also requires griminal

So the jury is the one, the jury decides
whether or not thexe is any crininal knowledge and
crimingl intent, whether it be conspiracy or whether it
be aiding and abetting.

And we think that the weakness of what the
prosec&tinn hag suggeste& here iy implicit in the fact
that they have injected this congplracy charge. That
they, as £ar as these seven counts of murder are concerned,
théy cannot rely upon the seven counts of muxder by tﬁamw
selves, because even though the Court will instruct us on
aiding and abetting, the prosecution still has filed itam
-conﬁpifacy charge.

. So, again, the motivation and the reason fox

it is significant because there is ng case. The evidence

Now, in this revard I would like £o, if I

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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- of us.

-begimning of an argument that was made, and I think it is,

" charged with conspiracy.

may, suggest some language for the consideration of all

"May it pleasé; ti'ze 'Court the
conspiracy here charged and Specified and the
acts alleged to have been &ommitted in pux‘suaﬁcé
thereof and with the intent laid, constitute a .
crime the atrocity of which has sent é shudder :
through the civilized world. .= S

A1l thatwas agreed: u'pon and éﬁté_mgtiad

by the alleged incitors and instigators of this

| crime ;:onstitute a combination of atrocities

with scarcely a .parallel in the annalg of the

human race,"

MR. BUGLIOSI: I am objecting to thils,; your Honor.
I dontt know what .hé: is reading. ' '

MR. KANAREK: May I continue, your Honox?

THE COURT: The objection is overruled.

MR, KANAREK: Ladies and gentlemen, what I have
Just :‘:ead\to you is an argument that was made, thé

in substance, the argument that has been made in this
court, it is an argmnent- that was made by John A, Bingham
who was a special Sudge‘adiroc‘atc_a after Abrahiem Lincoln
was assassinated, and we probably a.'l‘l remember it 2

we remember the name of Mary Eugenla Serrat, who was

. CieIonive.comARCH|VES
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~ This gentleman started off his address with
words that are the words that we have read. This was
. : done in 1865. And this argument was an argument that
began an argument the result of which, that is, the entire
trial, caused this lady, Mary Eugenia Serrat, to be
convicted of conspiracy. . ' o
. | As we all kndw, she ran a boarding house
| in Washington, D. e, . She was alleged to be a conslairato:.

The ci:reumstantial evidence of that conspiracy

was the fact that the lady happened to be on tﬁe wrong’ side
of the Civil War. She had Southern sympathies. ' ' |

The prosecution in that case brought in all

10 |
11

) 12 kinds of citcumstantisl evidence to show that she was
| . | z | gui’lﬁf of conspiracy.

t She was convicted of conspiracy. Historliaus
%5._ ‘, and 1ega1 schnlara, almost from the time she was executed,
. 3 fl1s, i: | te today all agree that she was guilty of nothing. |
m
|

20:‘

&

2t

93 |
o 24
o 2

-2 -
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| she was'part end parcel of a situatlon that -- that was part

‘'of the tlmes,

kililing of Abresham Lincoln, that'was the crime of that

| century, and it is documented, we can 1f we wish -- if we
{ lady, how that lady was found gullty of cdnspiracy¢

-‘Apfil of '65, on a Friday. -She was not there, but she was

1« | found guilty of conspiracy, and the circumstantial evidence

- was their Southern sympathles,
- ghe was a consplrator, and so she was found gullty.
| was at the boarding.house who was a friend of hers, and the '

j1y analogous‘to_the'position of Linda Kasablan iﬁ.thia case,

She was gullty of nothing except that she was —-

The war bgtween the stabtes had just ended,
Abraham Linooln had just been killed and scapegoats were
necessary.,
 Tils erime had been called the orime of this

century, and many people argue that in the last ceéntury the
wish we can read the history of that sdse, and the comparison
is dangerously faseinating, dangerously fascinating how that

She wasn't ~-~ she wasn't at the Ford Tﬁeatre

No -allbi defense was availgble for her because
There was a man, one Lou Welchman, a man who
other people at the boarding house, a person who was strange-

I am suré we rememper the story of that trial.

He testiflied because he was in the boarding house,

'Ci'e'Iqu*iVé.oo?n ARCHIVES
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{he was in the boarding house, he was threatened explicitly
land implicitly, and his testimony was given and death

resulfed, death sentencep presulted. - N co

~

And, as I say, the analogy,the analogy 1s

strangely -~ strangely s;gnificant‘because the prosecution

-w the prosecution in this case, we can put ourselves back

|te the time after the Civil War when Abraham Lincoln was

shot and the great love -- the great love that Abrgham Lincoln

engendered in people created an atmosphere where we have to

splve this erime, llke the police officers in this c&se,

not golng out and letting the chips drop where they may,

|they are going out to prove first, as happened in bhe case
:ofrﬁary’Serrat, they had already decided that Nary Serrat

was guillty of’conapiraqy to commit murder to kill Abraham

{Lingoln, and so they went in and they fllled up the gap.

The gap was that they did not have any evidence,.
so théy substituted matters for evidence. They substituted

|hysteria., They substituted coerced witnesses. They

substituted people who had some kind of a stake in testifying,

jand they got the result they wanbed, and the result that they
wanbed 1s a blot on oup history and will be a blot on our

history forever,

Now, in thils case ~- in thip case the pressure 1is
similar, Of course, 1t 18 not the killlng of a president,

jbut there are seven murders here which have engulfed the

world because of the horrendous pubticity, and so we have the

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES ‘
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erime of the tentury.

. Jany uignificance?

la penglty phase which may take many, many thousandg or whatever

1% may be, hundreds of thousands imore dollars,

us thit are mdst unusual. They are pressures -~ they are ‘

| pressures that defy comparlson with any other case,
jeiroumstances that we must congider in declding this case,

| case against Wpr, vanson is eircumstantial ; the prosecution
1not even alleging that he was present, So if two reasonable
2 | inferences/be made, one poiﬁtiné to gullt and one pointing to

| equals not sullty.

| verdict that our conscience indicates is the correct verdict,

We have the pressure to get a result.
Does this have any significance?

" Does the fact that law anforcement is out.there and
dolng what they are doing in the way they dld, does that have
We¢ have been in this ftrial -- we have been in
this trial now for some months. We don't know -~ we could
nake some estimabe, I don't know what the financial expendi-

tures are in connection with this trial.

The prosecution would have us propose £o go on to
We have the pressures -- the pressures put upon

So these are circumstandes -~ these are
Az perhaps we have mentioned before, certainly the .
can

innoeence, we know what the result 1s, the law says that that

Now, 1P at the same time that we can bring in a

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




by

10 -

B

k)
13
| 14
E:
16

7

18

19

20

21

- 23 .l ’
%
| the prosecution's evidence speaks eloquently.

. ‘26 - l

- 20,579

lwe are belng given a hard time,

and at the same time show the world that despite —- despite

all the pregsures and the horrendous publiclty that_a person
in this country and in this state can get & failr trial and
|lean be exonerated when the evidence shows he is not gullty,
Hwhat wolld be more beautiful, what could be greater than %o
;get thils nessage across to the rest of the world when our

lway of 1ife is being atbacked everywhere, on every continent

fow

If we can dlscharge oup ?éﬁpénsibility and do

what the lgw says and at the same bime creaté afodhd ﬁhg

jworld an attitude towards this country &nd the édﬁiniéfration
‘of Justice in this country, 1t geenms an opportuﬁity that we
|shoukd not let slip by Just «— just because theré are

horrendous pressures to get & puilty verdioct at any cost,

And we suggest that what the prosecution has done

|in this case in connection with the way they have framed the
charges shows the weakness of the case hecause the alibi,

and this 1s ngt Just an allbi wherein; you know, in the

classical allbi case, the prosecutlon alleges that the person
did 1%,

So the word really doesn't have the connotation

{that 1t does in meny cases,

The prosecution doesn't even allege that Mr, Manson

was present, and the prosecution's evidence, if we may,

We have here People's Exhibit 9.

"CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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one person have tled up Leno La Bianca? You have seen

kind of pletures that some of the others are.

| some experience in the service in conﬂection with the tying

 of knots, look at that and consider the size of lMr, La Bianca, |

-picbures of lir. Lu Blanca.

| Could he have tled up w= could he have tled up thls gentleman |

Logok at that knot. Could one person -~ could -
My, Manson, could one person have tied up Lepno La Blanca with
Ers, La Blaneca in the house like that?

Thig we will have in the Jury room, Theércis a

1ittle blood in this plcture but it's not -- it is not the

- Logk at that knot, those of‘us who’may have had

We bave othcr pictures,'there will‘bg'qéﬁef

Mr, Lo Bisnca, we suggest, was a man aboub the

o,

1

slze of Officer Gutierrez, certalnly in that raniz.

Could ir. ilanson Haove done this by himself?

all by himsel? while ¥prs, La Bianca was there?
The record clearly shows she was net tled up,

the telephories were not ocub, the guns were present,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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: And 8o, I think that we could go on, which we are
ﬁoﬁ going to do, we are not going to read directly from the
record, in connection with Linda Kasabian's drug involvement.
This goes to her credibility,' There is no
:qﬁestion about 1it.

| " fle understand, T am sure, all of Linda Kasabian's,
311 of her propensities towards the taking of drugs.

We muggest that there is great probability of these

‘qighté, of thede nlghts, whether she was there or whether she

fasn't there, that 1t was one of those times, one of those

pany thousands of times, that she haé smoked mariJuana,

And marijuana is an hallucinatory drus‘ Marijusna,
e

Do we believe that she was free of any infiuence

}f drugs? Because that goes to her credibility.

- Another aspect that is significant —— and:this ié,

ﬁe‘think, eircumsbantial evidence that shows the fact that

finda Kasabian was, when she was in there tying up, helping

Tex Watson tie up Mr, La Bianca, she was committing murder,

A

;nd she has told us she has not committed any murders.

But she is more specific. She is more specific.

22 iven though the rest of the world knew about what happened

23 ﬁt the La Bianca home, Linda says -~ and even though we have

24

25

. 26

alluded to it before, we think that the words of the tran-
#cpript here are epecially important, because we belleve that
Iinda Kasablan was in that house helping Tex Watson tie up

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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Mr. La Blanca -- we think her thong, the thong that she saye
she doe#n't know what happened %o it ~- Page 6503 of the -

Ttranscript, Volume bl

I

a
2
5

14

15

15?
17 -

.18

15

20

2k

2 |

24

% |

:r*‘if this had taken place, would the people be talking

%5 | about 1t? Would there bhe some conversation about iy?

" jorediblility, if nothing else.

"Now, you later came to learn that the people
in the house next door to Harold True had passed
away§ is that right?

"Yes,

"Pardon?

"Yes. '

" "When did you learn that the peoplé who
lived next door tévHarold True had passed away?

"I believe I learned it when I was In
Floprlida.

"You learned 1% when you were in Florida?

"Yes, - ) Y

"The day after, the ségoqd nilght ﬁéu went
back to the Spahn Ranch; 14 that right? : e,

"Yes, - )

_"And all that day you heard nothing abqut‘“ 1
anyone- having passed away in the hoﬁse.next'door'
t6 Harold True? | ;' ‘
"No, I didn't hear anything."'

Now, if there was a consplracy, if what this

_ This is evidente in conmnectionm with Linda's

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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i .+ "The next day you heard nothing about --
- 2. no one discussed anybhing about the people in
. s | - the ‘-ﬁouse next dooy bu Harold True passing away;
P righto" o
15 1 ~And this 1s Linda Kasablan saying:
¢ | C 0 VAnd it wasn't until somegtlime in October
’ 1 | of 1969" -- there is a "A" here, I guess the reporter
w | 8 (-= this seems to be an aswer, but actually there is a |

9 lelerical mistake on the reporter-'s‘part..-. at Eine 5 on Page 6504)
10 ’ The "A" that is there is obviously net a part of
1l lthe answer.

12

5
'. 17 |
. 18 )'

.19
‘2| C

. --2'3 B

| . Coeo T

‘CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES °
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Let me read thaﬁ agaéin, and I will say It with

1] 1]
. o precision for the record, hecause you don't have the benefitg
- 3 oI the transcript. |
4 I represent, on the record, this ls a clerical

5 {error on the part aof éhe transcribers that typed up the

‘ﬁ,branscript;

’ 7} g Thé next day you heard nothing
. 8 ; about -~ ny one discussed anything about the
9 B peoﬁle in the house next door to Hénold Trye
‘_h | passing away; righter
i 'Then this Iine 5 has a ™A" here, whlch is
12 ?ob#iously an error, "
_ B{ - Yand it wasn;t until sometime in October
. L of 196§ that you found out that anyone next door
ﬁ | to Havold True had passed sway; is that correct ---
16 "Yes,"
17, - Trhat is her answer at Line 8,
1a‘ ‘ . Do we believe that? The propensitiss of people N

19 | belng what they are, do we believe that this 1ls possible?
20 1| After what happened the night before the second 9
21 | night, Linda Kasablan is saying that ho one spoke about it.

"2 | No one spokeé about it.
23 I : ta, Yes,
'q -~ Mrs, Kasabian? s
™A Yes, L
"I see.

‘CieloDrive.cCOmARCHIVES
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12 ‘ "Now, did you do anything in connection
‘: _ 2 with the person at Venlce, the person in that
. 3} wrong apartment, when you found out about the
. killigg in the apaftment~or the house next door ]
5 0 Harold True? |
6 | “Did you tell anybody that that person or
‘ * N : persons, whaever it might be in the wrong,apartn
S ment, were in danger of death?
5 "o,
10 ] Now, for whatever %that might be worth, that ls
u {also in the recornd. V |
2 - Now,'then, we take the transcribt and we go to
L -~ 13 [Page 6607 dn Volume 45,
. Q' TR " Phe question is -- the question was asked of

I |Linda Kasablian -~ and this has.to do with Linda Kasabian is
16 | coming back to Los Angeleé in c¢onnection with retrieving hexr

17 | daughter frog the juvenile court,

18 B The questlon at Line 17:
19 ' "When you came back to Los Angeles, MNrs,
20 | Kasabian, to get your daughter, you knew that
- i you were Involved in seven killings, s that
- 22 i conreéb?‘_ |
53  . ™es, I guess so,"
? 2§;3 Ngw, that means, that means'fhat she knew of
N?.' 251 seven killings when she came back to Los Angeles,

By her testimony, she didn't get to Miami until

" CieloDrivecCOomARCHIVES
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California. We all remembery about the wmatters iﬁvdlving the

" | truth begause she says sihe dign't Znow gbout the La Biancas

20,586, ., °

after she had been back in New biexico having come to .

chlld,

S0, elearly, DLinda HKasabion 18 not tellling the

passing away until she read about it dn iilami,
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t this bloek in her mind, this self,imposed block this desire ’
-not to talk about it, this desire not to 33y it, and this
| actual overt lack of telling the ‘truth that she did in this

{ eourtroon, -
| people had passed away, and she knew it.

"That is because she was peraonally lnvolved,

And she may not have actually engaged in any physical stabbing
herself In the Tate home, ng knife does nbt have blood on
1%, |

ipersonally involved., At the La Bianca home, Linda Kasabian
14%ed up Mr. La Blanca, and Linda Kasabién doesn't want to
ﬂremember; deesn't even know asbouf the La Blanca killings

:nntil she gets to Miami, she says.

iwhen she came back to Los Angeles in conne¢tion with obtaining |
;her chila.,

And there 1is a definite reason that she is impoaing'

Because five and two is seven, clearly, and these
And that is because she was personally involved.
Maybe in the Tate resldence she took the knife

and led the people around, or something like that, We don’t

Know., We know hef knlfe was found inslde of that house.

Bub ‘ab the Lg Blanca home, Linda Kasabian was

But her testimony shows that this is not so,
because she knew aboubt -~ she says:

"Yes, I guéss 586" -~ she knew about seven killings

Page 6478 of the transerips, Volume 44,

CleloDrlvecomm(3H|VES
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1 It is clear that Linda Kasablan wasan't -- it
" 2 vasn't until the spripgtime, these many, Amany months, and
2 1 this is why we think that the transeript has great sigrifi-
4 :‘bance. ‘
5 ; . "And do you know what kind of a gas station
6 © 1t is% |
) T . "Yes.
< 8 "What kind of a mas sbation is 1t?
1T rStandard,” ‘
0 " This :Ls'a{t; :-?‘ag;e 6478 in Volume 44,

R _i4na directing your attention to this gas

12 station, betﬂaem-the time e hetwéen the time

| . B of your arrest and today have you been to the
. 'FQ‘j' gas Btat;oné T : A

B "Yes, oo . ..
16:" "And when did jou go to thét gés station?

w1 "In the Bpringtime sémetime, I'm not sure

18- of the day or the month. It was after I had

& "Well, can you tell us what month it is?
o "Yes, I belleve it was about & week or so
‘after I had the baby, yeah.

B - "And directing your a’ctention to the gas '
' staﬁion, did you go to that gas station in the
pregsence of any other people slnce youn have been

arrested?

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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d1ld you, go,to the gas station?

"YE.S l . ] ' ."
2 \

WAng i the preaence of what individuals

. "There were. two police officers, I donfﬁ
remémber their names, a woman and a ian, and
there was Mr, Bugiiosi, and I believe Mr, Gublerres
was tﬁere.and E:. Patchett, and my attorney,
r, Fleischman, |
"I think that is 2ll.
MAnd you opened uﬁ the top of the tolled
bowl and, lo and behold, there was the walleh?
NG,
"Is that right?

“‘I‘IO . 1!"
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Now, why do they wait umtil April in conmec-
tion with this matter concerning the wallet?
Does that have any significance? Does that

. have any significance?

Here we have a situation in which we have

Linda Kasabian, in the piesence of all those people,

all i:hose people are present.

Linda Kasab:.an has spokea of, immunity and
all of that with averyone.thagt‘_ hag to do with law enforce-
‘ment.; and she is taken ta the gas station, and she says
this is the gas staﬁidﬁ; ‘and she z;gx;eés" with them 'tf}aif‘ : '
this is the gas station, } |

MR BUGLIOSI: T dom't know wI;at he is‘ saying, yeur
Honor, but he can't gekt sway with ramarks like that. .
-That is false testimony. He ig testifying.
. MR, ‘KANAREK: Well, your Honor --
MR, BUGLIOSI: He says we took her out there and

. told her something.

MR, KANARER: Your Honor, we suggest this is what
happened.
MR. BUGLIOSI: You are not suggesting. You are

‘maltcing a statement of it.

| THE COURT: The objection is sustained.
. The jury is admonisghed to digregard Mr.
Kanarek's last statement.
" MR, KARAREK: Ladies and gentlemen of the jury, we

CieloDrive.COMARCH.IVES
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4e-2 1 | héard the testimdny in this courtroom. We koow -~ we

are sayipg that ~- and when we say tﬁat we are gaying that,
we gre saying that this is not in the record, we are not
- sajring that these ave the cxaet wardg in the record, and
we konow it, and this is an attempt on the part of the
présec:ution to color and to make it laok like I am saying
something that I am not, |

N
.

Ve know that T am not: I read the record

hera,

e We are entitled to make g;;;}ferences from the

B _trecord in comnection with this case, and the inference

2 | that we make i that Linda Kasabidd was told that that is

. . » | where the wallet is, and ‘that I.S the inference that we |
g . 1‘;[" maka, and we believe that it is a coxrnct :I.nferent:.e. BRI
SR She is taken into. a gas stakion. ,The.only
¥ | thing that we have in evidence by way of 2 plcture in .
RO conneetion with that gas stat:r.on is the ‘tank :i.i:.euaé],,f.t ;

.Iff 'e are¢ saying on the record right here that
- ¥ | ip connection with the prosecution's interrogation of

2 1 Linda Kasabian that they had pictures of the men's rest-

2t 1 room which they didn't offer into evidence. We say that.

e ‘ A2 MR. BUGLIOSI: I object, your Hcﬁcr*
B . MR. RANARER: Ve infer that, and I will say how
24 we can infer it.
2 | THE COURT: The objection is sustained.
AN %6

o You are ..going beyond the record, Mr. Kanarek.

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES -
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P 2L e

1

bo=3 1 . ‘The jury is -admonished to disregard that
® - 3 | 1last gtatement. o -
3 o MR, KANAREK: Well, 1£ I may have a momgnt, your

4 | Honor.
s ) We suggest f:l:iis is, in fact, what happened;
6 | and the way we can do it ls this way:

7 N " We have a Standard statlon here, which is
© & People's 66.
) - The Standard station on this picture, ladies
.10‘ |  and gettlemen, on this picture, we clearly seé two rest~
11 rooms iti.the Standard stat;ion;
12 " You can't read the words "Men" or "Womem," .
JB ’b.qt clearly there are two rest-rooms there; and we

. 4 | cextainly know, in our experience, there are two rest~
4a Fis.

e

5 | roomg in a gas station of this type.
16 |
-
i |
- w ]

a |

24 |

e ,.-'\‘ . .
J,. . %

P

-

o .
Lo —
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‘ , 7 : A ara
ba=1, T | . Y know that Mx. Bugli-:ésiv interrogated Linda

C Rasablan with other pictures of the tésiiz;;:oom, Theit’i's '
.. | in the ;:gcorgi. With other rest-roam pictures,
e L We say on the reéoz:d, with the ;court reporter
g téking it daown, that we may infer that those other pictures

< | are, in fact, pictures of the men's test-room. We are

L4

+ | saying that with the court reporter t_aking it down.

8 . MR, BUGLIOSI: This is completely improper, youxr
- ‘9 ' Honor. o

w0 | | May we approach thé bench?

1 . THE COURT: Tt is speculation, and it is not in

12 | the record, Mr. Kanarek, and you are not permitted to make
.14 | . 'MR. KANAREK; I can make that inference, your

15 | Honoxz, y
6 1 - - THE COURT: It is not an :inferénce.- |

11 | “ ‘It has to be based on some evidence :!,n’th:!_.'s'

| case. . | "

e MR. KANAREK: Then I will state what the evidence ;té.

w | °  IHE COURT: The objection is sustained and the jury

{

g | 18 admonished to disregard that statement.

. ’22 : Confine your afgument‘ to the evidencé in
22 | this case. _

Lo " MR. KANAREK: Well, I shall. I shall. _

. | % | : This is evidence in the case, ladies and

% | gentlemen of the jury.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES -
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;isnot true. S 3 LN

e Know that the prosecution interrogated
Linda Kasabian in connection with pictures of the rest-
room other than Peoplets 70, which merely shows the tank,
which ‘merely shows the tank inside the rest-room.
| We know that the prosecution interrogated
thh those other pictures.
We know that the .rest-room -- thét‘the Standard
station has ftwo rest-rooms. | ' '
We argué and we ask that the inférénce be
made that the ygason that the prosecutlon didn't offexr
those pictures into evidence iy because, in fact, they
are'oﬁ the men's room. .
MR, BUGLIOSL: It was his objection, your Honor,
during the trial that kept those pictures out.
I would like to approach the bench on this,
He gontinually goes beyond the recoxd. He |
is -meking false statements.
May we approach the beﬁch?
MR. KANARER: Mr. Buglxosi i8 saying something that

- -

¢ ) 7

 MR. BUGLIOSI: May we approach the bench?
THE COURT: Yes, you may apprpach the benchﬂ‘ :

P

(Whereupon all counsel approach the bench
and thﬁ 'following proceedings cceur st thE bench 6utaide
of the hearing of the jury:)

MR. BUGLIOSI: It was his . objection én'the

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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- record. You may not make thab-kind of an inference,

1 misrepresentatzon. ]

grounds of no foundation that those bictﬁrea weré kept. out.
And there is nothing on those picturés- that
gays it was the men's rest-room. ‘
N He is making & vicious stetement in fromt of
the.gury that he knows is falge. '
MR. KANAREK: Then letts get the reeprd. ‘
THE COURT: What do you mean by "let's get the
record"? | ,
MR. KANAREK: Lef's get the "record and see.
THE COURT: If there is some part of the record that
you want. to refer to, refer to it.
| MR. KANAREK: No, your Honor. He is making a statement
that is untrue. | e ‘
THE COURT: You are doing the same thing that yot.i
have done repeatedly in the course | of your argumeént, and
that 1s going beyond the record. |
’HR' . KANARER: 1 can make an inference, your Honozr.
— THE COURT: You majf not: ma'ize sn inference that is .s;
representata.on of fact which is not disclosed by this

which is not an :Lnferet;cg at a]:l but simply a bald

MR. KAMAREK: Well, your -Hemor == ' :- |
THE COURT: Let's not prolong thn.s. L

The objection i.s sustained.
I caution you again, sif; All you are doing

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES .
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is hurting your own case whéen you mzke these kinds of

 statements.

MR. KANAREK: Then I say that we are being denied

‘_ a fair trial.

MR. BUGLIOST: I think the jury may helisve some of

”‘ thege preposterous lies,

’
o a
N
. -
7 ¢,
e b .
o
+ ; & .
LI S ]
' 1 bl 4 ,
e l’ . V N
- L) -
" o .
A 4 Voo i 7‘
+ -+ o,
{ i
' 3
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Ztef-l'- | 1 ' . MR. KANAREK: 1 ask to refe:f to the record,

. o ‘ . THE COURT: ‘Point it ocut in the record.
| 5 1 " MR. KANARER: He is the one making the gbjeci:ioz}.
- THE COPRT: You ave the oné that made the mistepre~ |
5 | sentation. , . w ‘f' 1 ‘_" ‘ . _
6 | MR. KANAREK. N@, it 15 not a misrepresentation.
i 7 . T,BE COURT: Point out to qe in the re.cord gwh&re you
.\i a contend you are right. ) ‘
| g | e MR. BUGLIOSI: Those pmtures 'were kept out’ hecaﬁse‘f
o | thetre was no foundation. ‘ )
i | o Nowhere does it say *!fm;ms résti-fciom‘.-'i o
1z THE COURT: I dom't wanti to hear any more argument,
S 18 | MR, KANAREK: That is in the record.
. | f4 . T-HE CDURT, If you want to refer to some po:mt iu

1 | the record, you sre free to do so. |

s | MR, KANAREX: Let! s‘gei: the questioning of Linda
1 Kasabian. Let's take that record. I would like to loock
| at it and show you. -

19 ‘ THE COURT: What does Linda Kamabian have to do with
| A2 '
* 2; N MR, KANAREK* He interfegated her using t'hes‘:é
2 | plctures, ’ '
o5 - THE GOURT: . Now we are'getting off into something
| else.
. - o MR. BUGLIOSI: BHe is telling the jury these are

26  other plctures of the men's rest-room. They do not say

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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" "Ment!s rest-room."

_ MR. KANAREK: They are the men's rest-room and Mr.
Bugliosi knows it.
. THE GOURT: Now you are switching again. You aie
as slippetry as au eel. '
MR, KANAREK: It is in the record.
'fBE COURT: 'The objection is sustained;”.
I donft want to hear any more about.it.
{(Whereupor all coungel return to their
rQSQective places at counsel table and the following
proceedings occur -in open court within the presence and
hearing of the jury:) N
1 THE COURT: The objection is sustained; ladies and
gegtl‘emen. , -
. Letfs proceed, Mr. KRanarek.
MR. KANAREK: ILadies and gentlemen, if we nay,
I think we all recall that Linda Kasabian had ~- when
My, Bugliosi and thg-piosecution was interrogating Linda
Kasgbian, he intefnogated and showed to Linda Kesabian |
pictures. There is no question sbout it.
| We have here People's 67, which is a Standard
station. . | A . |
| We have here Peoplet's 70, which is the tank
that purports to be the tank of a == pardon me, I'm
gorry ~- the tank of a toilet. it shows the tank of a
poflet, e

.
LD,

S
“©
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| which is of the Standard station.
quastion about it the Court will certainly read it to us,

~ tion of Linda Kasabian, there was used plctureg that are

| pletures other than the pictures that we have here,

| Kasabian in connection with this wallet matter. The

20,599

We have hexe another picture, Peoplets 66,
I think we will recall, and 1f there {s any

that in connection with -~ in connection with the interroga~

and more specifically, the inside of a rest-room type
piétures, 1f you want to put it that way, other than
l’eopie's‘ 7Q, other than Peoplets 70.
' We say that the inference could be made,

ﬁe say that the iInference could be made that those pilctures
are pictures which involve the rest-room that Lindg
Kasabian was never in. , .

, .And the reason we say that ig this. The
prosecution wasn't limited, wasnit limited, to Linda

ptosegution wasnt't Limited at all.
.“ There was Police Officer -- well, at lasask
one police officer who came to the scene when the wallet
was purportedly found on December the 10th, 1969, which
is two days after December the 8th, 1969, when the Grand
Jury indicﬁment came out, we have the people that we have
j-;zst: speicen of, y:e_have Mr. Bugliosi, Mr. Gutierrez; Mr.
Patchett ‘,andi Mr. Fleischman. Those people. | ‘

' "4nd in the presence of what ilndividuals

~ CleloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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the inside of a rest~toom.

| rest-room in order to accomplish somethlng as far as this

rd

"did you go to the gas station?"
_ . Those are the people that she went to the gas
station with. |
New,‘we would a1l agreefthat Peoplefs 70 is

80, Linda Kasablan had to go inside of a
trip is concérned.

All we are given, for some strange reaSon,

all we are given is the tank, tha picture of the tank,

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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- We are not given the surrpundings of this tank,

L we ave not given - ‘ _

#R, BUGLIOSI: Your Honor, this is improper argument,
';he knows that,

THE COURT: What is improper about 1t?

MR, BUGLIOSI: There were other photographs of the
i interior of that restroom which he objected»tb~and Yhat is

| wny they .are not In evidence,

" 18

%

16

n
12 ]
13 |
i \
| 155-
16

Y

B
20 |

2

2

2 |

26

admbnished to disregard IMr. Kanarek's remarks.

: from.ybu,'sir.

Honor? I . {_ _
discussed it. C R : IS '{.g

4 He has acocused .

. He iz making misrepresehtations fo this Jury.
MR, KANAREK: Then I ask to be sworn,
MR. BUGLIDSI: Let's look at those photographs ﬁhen.{
MR, KAWAREK: I ask to be sworn then, your Honor.
THE COURT: The objection is sustained. The jury is

Get on with it, Mr, Kanarek.
MR, KANAREXK: MNpr, ~— '

THE GOURT: I don’'t want to hear any more argument

Continue your argument to the jury?
MB§ KANAREK Then may I approach the bench, your
. A . o . -,
THE COURT: No, necessity for that. We already
'y Lo A
i
MR. KANAREK: Then may/be gworn, your Honor?

THE COURT: Proceed with your argument if you have any

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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} argument Mr. Kanarek

MR, KANAREK: We may put 1t this way, this plicture

f of this tank does not show the whole restroom, and we say

| that the reason —— the reasan thab thls does not show the
.whole restroom 1s because of the fact that a connection with
{ the interrogation of Linda Kasablan, Men's restroom pictures

- were used,,

This 1s what we asked t¢ be inferred.
Now, what I am saylng is, what I am saying, those
of us tﬁat are on the jury are the ones to decide fact

questions, We say that when we look for instance, we look

There is grsat-éocumentation, great precialon ism

made in connection with the passing away of the seven

| people that passed away; greabt detail in that part of the

& /' case 18 made.

We gét £0' other parts of the case, and 1t fritters

- out 1nto-noth1ngneas, because although there i3 plenty of
| photographic capacity, there is plenty of photographic

20

capacity to take pletures, that we have hers People's 67 and |
People's 66, there was likewise phdtographic capacity to take

" the insides of thils restroom and show -~ show us the rest of |

this restroom, and show us -~ show us maybe the other rest-
room, whatever restroom this may be,
The fact of the matter 1s that that kind of

documentation was not made, and we suggest that bthe reason

~ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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- that that documehtation was not made is because this

'} matter concerning the wallet, forglve the expression, smells,

an indelicate word, but it does. It does, ladies and

' gentlemén, because of what we have spoken of before,

" the centuy bhere Lsn't the detail in connection with this

' restrooms .

| connection with this %estroom and the adjacent resbroom,
.m |
' was taken there in the presenae of these law enforcement
_ officers after having been briefed about it, and then she
' says this is the place where shé -~ this i1s the place --

: siltuation which tells us that,there ls some purpose in
12 |

1 matter, because this wallet is & wallet that was supposedly
2L -

Kasabian told us happened in connectlon with that wallet.

"Somebody is putting us on, and if there is any question,

25~§‘1f there 1s any question about bhe interrvogation as Lo whethep

| auy other plctures were used, I am sure that Judge Older willj

We have stateéd that beforesy it may be thab is

There has got to be a reason why in the crime of

i

- And the reason that fhere 1sn't this detall in

and all of that, is because or the fact that Linds Kasabian

For what it might be worth, for what it might
be worth, this is the posture of the evidence. It is a

not closing in on it and documenting a very, very lmportant
taken from the La Bianpe home, and we know what Linda

And when this is done, somebody is putting us on. |

CieloDrive.com ARC H1VES
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: read back to us every bit of that testimony.

. - Now, as we go fcrward'l think we see the reason
why the prosecution has not dogunented the restroom the way
perhaps it eould be documented., We asked them the neixt

' questilon at Page 6480:

10

AL

12

13

RS ¢

15

B

18

1 |

20

21

23 [
24

25 |

26

2z |

Y

g Mrs. Kasablan, directing your
attention to that partisular gas station,when
you came in there the wallet waan't there?

< NA No.

"& - And before ﬁou went in there you
had told somebody about where the wallet was?

"h Yesg, .

"g . Now, how long before you went to the

_gas statlon or were taken to the gaslstatioﬁ did

you desdribe the wallet to anyone after you were

. arresped?

", I didn't cateh all of your question,”
The quéstion was reread.
WIHE WITNESS: I believe I described it
to my .attorney.
"q Aﬁdlthen‘when was 1% that you
deScribed 1t to your attorney? i
1'; ﬁA' It 'm riot stire at which meeting.
There were a number'of meetings that they
came to talk t9 me. - It was near the beginning

when I first got to Jail o

i

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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" 4in December of 1969

. the lgpation of the wallet?

1z |

20

That would be in December or certainly -- yes,
"o And which attorney was it that
‘you described 1t to or was it both?
"A, It could have been both, ‘
) And in what month did you describe
fhe‘location of the.wallet?" -
Looking at that gquestlon:
*Q And #n what month did you describe

WA . iLocation of the wallet?
S0Q . T Yesy
., A You mean in the tollet tank?
N "y Yes. | .‘ o
Mg ¢ i'don*t know. - I just know 1t was

near the beginning when I first{gqt to jall,
g ‘ And'whéﬁ dla yau.first come %o
Los Angeieﬁ'rrbm New Hampshire?
ﬂ “A,  ‘The first part of December,
ng, How soon after you came to

Los Angeles dld you describe 1t7

" © I don't know, not yéry long after,
"3 How many weeks?

"A I don't know.

R Was it two weeks, a month?

A I don't know, Mr, Kanarek,

" You don't remember that time?

 CieloDrive.cOMARCHIVES
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- ¥ | made statements which we think.indtoate a lack of bruthfulnessd

- ¥} on her par$,
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2% |

24
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1 use in connection with detiding this case,
;-aré mgtters that are just unbellevable.

'i(gas station 1s not brought to this courtroom, You don't have
@-f ta'go to Alabama to get hin, and you don't have to <~ jdu
? don't have to go to Albama to get Mr, Flelschman elther,

"~10 » }
1+ has occurred in connection with this testimony has some
1?'._significance. ' ’
13 |
£ f
" transcript in connection with Linda Kasablan, we have

| tried to piek the highlights of testimony wherein she has

ﬁ'ﬁ been less than candid, whereln she has stated —-’statei -

: ~- there is Just a sucgesslon of highlights.
22

| many -- there are so many lInstances of Linda Kasablan's

Suh Nos™

So there 13 some.evidence that we can
We suggest that matters pertalining to the wallet

“he poiiee officer who supposedly came to fhat

So, for what it mey be worth, we feel thai what

Now, we have & -~

Now, liverazlly, when we go through this

LIt so permegtes her testimoﬁy that there are jusd 1

When weé say highlights we are talking about, bo
usé the ﬁora, Jilliong, Jjust ~-~ the way sometlimes we use
that word.

There are so many hipghlights, and there are so

i’
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<;1ack'of-eand6r? and ‘testifying to matters affecting her

| eredibility, that theére is difficulty in determining which
jare the highlights, and there ls one. aspect of it, Page
7,121, Volume 51, by Mr, Kanarek:

"g Mrs, Kasablan, did you o into the
" truck thEAday after you saw Tex, and take anything
- out of that truek?
"A Yes, I did.
g What. afd you take out of the truck?
A X éonk éome money and a knife,™
':any remember this is after she has testified -

' has testified concerning what she took from the itruek and

| examination was vastly differenﬁ than on cross-examination-

"Q What did you4take out of the truck?
"A& . I took some money and & knife,
"3 And how much money did you take out

of the truck, Mrs, Kasabian?
A, About $5,000,
g And your state of mind was such that
you knew that that money belonged to whom?
" ™. At thab time I belleve that it belonged

- 0 everybody.!

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES |
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7 1 else, that everything helongs to everyhady.
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Now, we have Llnda Kasablan.who has her - she
has been to the Spahn Ranéh ona day.

There may be sort Of.lﬂ connection with what

the people at the Spahn Ranch taik about, and.whlch %,< T

happens, I gatber in commune 1ife ‘Freom time to txme, is

-i,that everything belongs toeverybody, oo

F i
.

So Linda Kasabian, is she being candid with

- us, because the test of credibility is candox, strxaight-

forwardness. ‘
' Now, when she says that at the time I believe
that it belonged toéverybbdy, ghe is trying to convey to

| us that inAthe time she met Gypsy, she says, the day
13 &

before, in that short period oL time she had adopted what
she wants us to believe is the philosophy of the people

had, like testimony concerning dune buggies and everything

And so she is telling us -- is shé telling us

| the truth in the answer to that question:
20

Mand your state of ﬁind was such that you knew
that that money belonged £o vwhom?
M AR that time? I believe it belonged
to everybody.” -

1s that a true statement? Did Linda Rasabian,

Kasabian believe that that monzy balonged to everybody?

"~ CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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5e~2 i - We suggest that she did not.
| ' , We suggest that hev state of mind is g fact,
.' : ‘o just like the desk there ;Ln frront bf the bench, The fact
Z | that desk is in front' o:f the bench that is a fact,
. f- Her sf:ate of min& is a facr., and she is
6") eaunciated to us g fact, d.S a i:act when in :Eact, ve lmow
. . this is untrue. }: e R
. ;3‘ ' AL that t:Lme_ IE ‘bel.neved th.at 11:

belonged to everybody."

© b o' Mrs. Kasab:}.an, before you ever saw
Ly . Gypsy or came ocut to the EZpahn Ranch you knew
1 . of the existence of that $5,000, right?
| - "L Yeg." -~ and again we must look at it

- in the context, in the context of this, this is after some
s | deys vhere she had the opportunity eaxlier to tell us

% about what she tdok frem the truck, and did not mention

o anything about this:

N ") . And you kuew that $5,000 belonged to
. Charles Melton, is that correct?
' Y U Wel;, it belonged to him but it was
. t ~for all of us. ‘ | -
. | ' | " - Well, that $5,000, your state of mind
a | told you was $5,_000 that 1fr. Melton had received
- . . from an inkeritamce, is that corvect? ‘:
. ; “ v | o "4 Yes,- ‘ |
o ! N " &nd you knew that that money was in

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| when Linda Kasabian is in a corner and has no other a.lterna-

"the truck, is that corﬁect? |
"L Yes. ‘
" You stoi;e that money before 5}ou ever
saw Mr., Manson, is that correct? -
Yt Yes."
And s0 she tells us once again, once again,‘

tive, then she tells us the cbvious.
_She tells us the truth at that point,
) Mrs. Kﬁsabian, the time -~ the very
first time that you saw Mr. Manson' -~ |
X will go back and start again.
L] ¥rs. Kasabian; the time, the very
First time you saw Mr. Manson, your motive and
yout intent and your purpose was to go and ask
Manson to take you into the hillg and hide you
becauge you were afraid of the wrath of your
hugband and Mr. Melton because of the money you
took,, is that correct?
A I don't know if I asked him to h:’.de
me . ‘

That is .her answer Lo’ that guestion,

' You Wera present in Mr. Manson's -
presence after you had taken '(:hi‘.! money, this
$5,000, corract? ‘

"S  Yed. N

CieloDFAVe COmARCHTVES
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5a-4 . b "Q And your purpose and your intént of
5 being in Mr. Mauson's presence was to txy to get
s | yourself hidden from Mr. Meltmt and youxr husband
4 | is that correct? - ‘
5 ~"A I guess so. I'm mot really sure.” -
6 | At lines 6 o 7 she states:
7 T "I, don't know if T asked him to hide
L e mel | o |
6 | Line 15 s‘hgsays; ¥ & |
10 ‘ “I guess sc‘;, I'm not really sure."
u | ' Line 16-' : f - _' T " ]
e | . "You are not Sure? ! - L
i3 | A I am not surc_a\‘.z.f T ésfcgd ,'m_m to hide ,
14 ‘me. | ' _ ‘
15 ‘ L) ﬁy question is ag to' your state of *‘
" ] | mind, Mrs, Kasabian, your thinking, your purpose?
w7} "Your purpose was that you wanted to
e | be gomevhere where your husband and Mx. Melton
19 | coutkdn't get at you, rlght?
o I S guess 80,
i | . ' - And if we take ourself out of this
« o2 | A courtroom, take ourselveé out of the occurrences
| s |  °  of this tourtroom and try to puf ourselves into
» | thé human situatfon that is involved there, there
25 | is no trisl going on, Linda Kasablan meets a boy
) 56 | that she likes, Mr. Watson, she knows she has

— CieloDrive.COmARCHIVE 3
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| $5,000, she wants to give this $3,000 to Mr. Watson, so what

' many years since she has left homs. -~

does she do? She comes back over to the Spahn Ranch, and
;néturally when that mopey is gone, who do Mr. Melton and
Mr. Kasabian thipk has the wmomey? Obviously they think
Linda Kasabian does because Linda Kasabian is no longer in
the vicinity of the truck and no longer in the Topanga
Canyon area. |

Sa if take ourselves and transpose ourselves
into that human sityation, and if we consider the
relationship of the people, we sugpest that there is some
probability that Linda Kasabian went to that yanch not
because of Mr: Manson and what a fantastic man he wag,
supposedly and all of that.

‘ She went to the ranch for the reason that
LindaAKaqabiau has motivated horself throughout her 1life-
time, becauge at a particular time and place 1t was vexy
very good and convenient for Linda Kasablan to do what
Linda Kasabian wants to do.

We see that througaout. e see that throughout
the case, that Linda Kasablan ggts what Linda Kasabian ..

3

wants. ;. b
She has managed to do this th:eughout these R
_ And so there is no qpestlan, it Would seem.
like, that Linda Kasablan is gbing to the randh fot

the purpoke of hiding out. This is her purpoge:. "

~ CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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_ " Your purpusé was that you wanted to
be somewhere where your husband and Mr. Melton
_gouldn*f get at you, right?.
"5 I guess so.
"3 When you say you guess 5o, you mean
yes, don't ypu? Yol1 know so?
g I am not sure, I really don't know.
"n What is unclear in your mind about
that? Why do you tell us that you don't know?
"4 If I went there to hide?
"3 Yes.
"4 L dontt undersﬁand.”
Now, we then come to the next question, and
we think that the panorama of these proceedings is such 'thatj; v
we can make another inference. )

Hexr next question, and then we go intc her

“being a witch, and zbout drugs, what drugs did to her,

and go forth. .
We suggest, and tﬁe jury of course, the jury »
de¢ides whether any of these sue,gest:;.ons have any merit.
We remember Dr. Skﬁ:dla and Dr. Dee::mg
testifying -~ testifying thqt Dianne Lake had a drug-
induced psychosis, . Land: ‘we ’remember, we remember the
testmony ofDr. Daar{ng about n:.anne Lake. .

They took a case h‘lstory they tock a case
history of Dianne Lake.. They didn't see Dianne Lake; they

R .‘
oo ‘ R 3 A
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) didn't gee her whenb she actually -~ when she actually
. . 2 | wag in this deug-induced psychosis type of state. |
3 | : " They saw her many months later, actually, just
4 prior to the time of coming here to testify in connection
5 | with matters pertainipg to whether she could take the
: 6.,": :wif:nesa stand and testify.

v ‘ So they took these hi,stories of all of the

i

A 8 people involved, and they came to the conclusion that
e D:Lanne Lake had a drug-induced psychosis.
o1 What we s\uggeat ;LsA that certainly when we
n | get into the witch s:z'.f;o:t:;(i o:ﬁ Lind& Kagabian, when we
' 12 understand that sha thought she was a w:l.tch, when ‘she was--

1B ﬂuring this per:.od of time, we suggest there is great

" probability that Linda Kagabian was,in the throes of ';. RF
15 a drug-induced psychosis. . ﬁ C
6 ) THE COURT: We will take our receas at’ thig time,
ir | Mr. Kanarek. N
8 Ladies and gentlemen, do not converze with
o 'anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the case
20 | until it is finally submitted to you.
a | . The court will recess for 13 minuf:es.
5b fls, 2 | '(Rece,ss.-)
28 |
24

. . .25 |

26
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' that because of the stab wounds that are involved in

., many are of a very personal nature, and I think we can,

 stated -- she stated the types of things, the types of

P47 T 20,615 |

THE COURT; All counsel &nd :i,ui:m:s are p&:eaezit.
You nay continue, Mr,. Kana::ek. > ‘“ L ‘

NR KANAREK: Certainlya I think ve w:mld agree

that Linda Kasabian had a fantastic drug :L’ntake. )
Certainly we have -< we can make the infetence

comnection with thege people, we can certainly infer what
we have alluded to before, that these wounds being so

taking the testimony of Dr. Skrdla and Dr. Deering, which
is in .i;h‘is record, we cin certainly feel that there is
great probability that Linda Kasabian had a drug~induced
psychosis during these periods of time.

And the reason we say that, the reason we sny
th‘ﬁ-t is from the evidence, from the evidence which we
tan have read back.

“ She thought she was a witch.

For ingtance, I meaﬁ thesé «= without == and
going into detail what Linda Kasabian stated, any af :I.t:
can, be read back to us. But there is such a voluu of
it, itfs iike an ocean, it's like a mounta:l.u, it's there.

And we n:emem‘ber 21l of her atatements.

And ghe did say she was Yana ‘the Witch. She

questioﬁs, and she answered the types of questions in such

a way that it could.alno“st be like one of the doctors taking

~ CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES -
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a case higtory.

Now, these doctors evidently. in connection with
this type of diagnosis that was made by Dr. Skrdla and
Dr. Deering, these doctors make thelr diagnoses based upon
case historles, and the fact that Linda Kasabian didn't
end up in a hpspitél or something of that type, that iq
coincidental because Dianﬁe Lake ended up in Patton after
she was arrested. '

o Dianne Lake became a subject of conservator-
ship,'and,we have seen and heard about, in this courtroom,
in this comnection with the évents which occurred at or
about the time she was arrested.

And the doctors, when they examined her,

Dianne Lake, d4s we certainly -- certainly snyone of us

would say, when she was on that witness stand that she ==

that she made a good appearance, and what words she
uttéred were words that -- at ieast they were one right
after the ather.

They seemed to have a certain amount of
cohesicn to them. C

But that does not mean that the doctors did
not say she had a drugminéuced psychosis some monthg
before. It would be during the sumer of 1969 Am; |

" really, what we are interested in, of bnurse we are

~ iriterested in the credibility of a’ witness~gs hg~qr'apé s

sits on the witness stand, but aren't we also interested

! - . 31' R
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%

in the ability of that witmess to péfceive matters at the
very times that ve are sp,ea'k.in(g‘ g;f'.;, .

How,‘fof éhap;iﬁ,ﬁéy‘be worth, for what it
may be worth thergfa;e!féé aégents ?E‘Eindg Kaﬁabianfﬁ

TR ) 4

intake that are bignificant. CL N Co e .

One is the nature of these wnﬁn@s, the natuxe %
I3 .'f“ :". "'E-"‘.:‘.

" of these wounds.

' . 'Lt appears to~be~1ike;we;§gid; a'#gryxpéxéépal
type of wound, and we could certainly infer that the
peoﬁle oxr persons who inflicted those wounds were under

the influence of some drug, some marcotic, some chesiical

in their bedy, driving them to do what they did.

Is this unreasonable? Is this unreasonable
in the context of these pnoceedings?.

Is this unreasonable in the context of the
type of drugs and chemicals that Linda Kas&bian has taken
into'her body continuously for many years, and she says
she took it only once during the time she was at Spahn
Ranch. ' B

She smoked marijuana thousands of times, but -

‘tn connggtibn with LSD.only once.

This is the cirecumstance, and the circumstance
ig that if she took it, if she took it all of those years
before, and she had this course of conduct, there is no
reagon %hy she would not have that course of conduct

during the month or so that she says she was at the Spahn

‘CieloDrive.Com ARCHIVES
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- place. BRI j"q - P

| Ranch.

And it is very reasonable to assume that these

| wounds were inflicted by drug-crazed individuals and by~
' drug~crazed pEOpLe, qnd they aregvgxy personal.

‘And certainly Mrw Manson, the progecution states,

wasn't even present i- the prosecution.stgtes that he wasn”t

1

even, present durlng the tlme that any of these events took

r

Now, directing our attention -~ let's direct

f our attention first to some comments bof Dr. Deering.. .

For instance, at page 17,619:
"2 And can you think of what effect this
_would have upon the words that éhe uttered from the
wWitness stand? Wﬁat effect would this have upon
the workings of her~mind,'genera11y, the flashback?"
Let's go back one question:
) ‘ No, we don't all respond the same way,
I will gertainly agree‘to that.
| "But is it medically possible for a
person who haé the kind of exposure to LSD that
Diamne Lske had to have that LSD, the intake of
LSD, that éhe has consumed;.affect her when she
iz on the witness stand?
fA It is possible.” . L
. 8o certainly what we gre saying, that cérgainly

| he gdoctor would make the same kind of answers in commection

~CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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with Linda Kasabian:
i~ And ;c:an_ you think of what effect
this would have upon the words that she uttered
from the witness stand? What e.ffeét would this
have upan‘ the workings of "her mind, generally,
the flashback?
nA As T mentioned before, it is a sensory
sort of thing, a sensation sort of phenomenon,
seeing things, hearing things, feeling things,
smelling things. L
*) And so, it is- possible for someone to
have this kfnd of feeling and not let the person
around or the people around him or her Know that
* they are having 1t?
"A  Yes, just as it is possible for a
- gchizophrenic to hear volces and pedple around
are not aware of them."

And we will recall that Linda Kasabian testified,

| 'n sure that we will recall she testified for instance I
| conneetion with the part of her body felt detached from her-~

where she was, actually physically.

) In her mind she thought her body wasg detsached.
She thought, without going into all of that, we certainly
remember what Linda Kasabian said about what effect these

things had on her mind, on her thinking.

Well, what does thpt méan in this context?
N

%

&
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(stand, and it would be -~ it would not be observable o us.
Telse thinks differvently, certainly the vecord is here and
lwe may have =- there may be differences of opinion gbout
intake of drugs has the effect, has the effect of -~ has
Ithe effect -- it affects the credibility of the person

|body, this is certainly a factor that we must conmsider in

|not have ‘the benefit in this record of Dr.Deering and Dr.

|effect of the perceptive ability of the person at the time

2.

The doctors say that some of these things can

affect the person actually while they are on the witness

"~ In other words, a person =~ the purport, we

suggest of what we are alluding to here, and if somebody
this, but we think that this record does show that this

as he or she sits on the witness stand.

With what Linda Kasgbian has taken into her

connection with credibility.
We would probably do that anyway, 1f we did

Skrdla.
S0 we have the effect of credibility as the

iperson 1s on the witness stand, and then we have the added
that. the éllaged events are pecurring, the two days, the

that Linda Xasabian has testified to.
For instance, this next question:
"5  So, while Dianne Lake was on this witness

stand;'noctor,‘it would be possible foxr her to be

L CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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| medicine without a liccnse, I don't know, but we spoke in

} this courtroom, all of us heaxd a 1ot more than an héur and

| she was concerned that was much motfe extensive than that

|which Dr. Deering got from Dianne Lake.

"having some kind of reaction due to LSD intake that
she had, and it wouldn't be conveyed to ud, right?
"A It is pOSSible." |
And then, now:
gy You spoke with Miss Lake for ahout an
hour and fifty wminutes, is that ecrrect, Doctor?

"4 Yes."

Now, he $poké ~= we Spoke -- maybe it's practicing

fifey minutes concerning Linda Kasabian.

We got a cage history in her regard, as fax ag

4

"CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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And sé, for whatever that may be worth, here
the doctor, bagsed upon this hour and fifty minutes, has
told us, no question, after studying the records and

7§péaking to hér, that she had what he called a.drug-'

induced psychosis back at some earlier time,
Then he also told us that there is & difference
Eetweénla neurosis dnd a psychosis.
Dr. Skrdla also discubsed varioug matters
involving the workings of the human mind.
| 8o, for what it‘may be worth, there iz no

question but what this iz a factor to be considered, not

only in comneéction with these actual crimes alleged, but

also in connection with eredibility.
And the interestihg thiﬁg is that since the
Court 1s going to teLl us that Linda Kagabian is an

‘accomplice as a matter of law =- .83 & magter of law ~--

it means that Linda Kasabian is déemed to be a person

who has done certain things that we know about in this
i
courtroom. She has been a participant in certatn things

~ that we know about in this courtxoom¢~

Now, the prosecution in this case is going ta -
I mean, we think this is a possibility -~ speak to us
again. That is an actuality. But the possibility is that

in connection with this matter of drugs, as to Linda

‘Kagabian, the prosecution may have some words to say.

And it would seem like that what we might =-

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVE S
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what wé'would ask and.request is that when we are liatening
to the prosecution; that each of us be sort of 2 committee
of one to .sée what answers or what ‘p}éints with Mr. Shinn
or Mr, Fitzgerald or‘Mr:.Keith.uf ﬁ%self, pérhaps, what

points would we raige gqvcounfex? Because we don't have

" another opportunity to speak after the prosecution speaks.

And if we could th%nk_qg‘thejprqqecutien's
comments in that regaxd, it might be helpful to come to
some kind of a realization as to the wor£h~or'fhe merits
‘of whatever the prosecution may bérsaying.

At page 17,623. ‘

"Now, did Miss Lake tell you, Doctor,
that she, sometime during the summer of 1969, was
living at Spahn Ranch?

. "Yes."

Now, that could be Linda Kasabian talking.

"And did she tell you that at some time
during the summer of 1969 she relocated and lived
elsewhere?

"Ye’s."

Now, in Diapne Lage's c#Set Dianne Lake went

. to the desert. In Linda Kasabian's case, she fled the

53 | State of California after'parqiciﬁating in seven murders.

24 |

%

Now, again looking to see if there is any king
of similaxity. Page 17,624. '

"pid you ask her about her taking of

- ——— ~
CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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. taken the drugs a few times in the month of Séptember

2t |

"Lsp?

"A  Yes.

"o  What did she tell you concerning
the taking of LSD during the year 19697

"Well, she said, as to the use of

all the drugé, the marijuana, the LSD, that at times
they were used fairly heavily and at times they weren't]
used at ally that as I recall, she said she had only A

and October of 1969."
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courtroom.

And there we have a strange parallel., Dianne
iake, who the record reveals i= a very suggestible girl,
takes a very'sméll amoupt of drugs, she says; at times
that are important to what goes on in thisg courtroom.
Similarly, Linda Kasabian, another prosecution wltness,
says she on1y>taok LSD once d@ring iimes when ghe was

present, supposedly, at times that are important in this

"THE WIINESS: You akﬁéd about the tranch.
It was a place called the canyon, I believe that
is where thgy:wére staying.
"In the summer of 19697
"Yes. |
"Does it say what canyon?
5“0. Just the canyon.

"She gaid she was living there in the

canyon?
"Yes. _
"I doni't see where f made the notes.
“Well, here is.the use of drugs: 1
" am sorry. ,,,‘; ’

g
Hnrijuana nade me laugh. I could

smell better aﬂd see better. e L

And 1 am sure that we will recall thit»Lindn

Késablan stated that undet LSD she haducod-realizatian. h

She stated this was one of the effects., ‘ N

- ¢ P e
¥ . O A L
‘ . “ rot Bl
. &
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' Well, what éoek that mean? What does that
medn in connection with the credibility of iindaJKasabian?
She testified as to many things that she
allegedly saw and that she allegedly thought of while

she'was under the influence of LSD and while she was

10
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n |

under the influence of marijuana.

"Just answer that questlion, if you

would, Doctor.

T don't gee where it is here.

"However; I think that is what she told

‘me, that she had only used it a couple of times

during that time.
"You told us that she tald you she had
used it several times?
"Yag., ‘
"During thaﬁ period of time that you
said was September and QOctober; is that right?
"A  Yes."
Then the next questiong
"Now, do you have an opinion, boctqr,
as to whether or mot it is possible foxr a person
who ingests LSD for a long.period of time to have,
as a result of that ingestion of’LSD delusions?
"L think it ﬁnlikely, except when under

the influence of drugs, unless one is schizoghxenic

S . . . 1 ‘\

to start out with.® Lol

"CieloDrive.cOm ARC H1VES
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"Excepf when under the influence of
drugs." Delusions.

Now, what does that mean?

A delusion, I think we will agree, ia where
the mind perceives facts that don't exist.

For instance, when someone steps out of a 13-
story -- at the 1l3~story level, and thinks fhat they are
just stepping off of a curb. They are under a delusion,
and théyiget killed, because their mind tells them that
& certain set of facts that is there are facts consistent
with stepping off the curb, when, in fact, it is 13 stories
up, and they perish.
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Now, the pedple =~ we can certainly feel there

is some probability that the ﬁature of these deaths is

such that diugs were involved, that diugs were involved,
and if drugs were involved, there is gome probability that

the people who had ingested those drugs were under the

influence of some kind of a false &élusion. For whatever

that may be worth.

But this is what the doctor tells ug. And this

principle certainly applies to Linda Kasabian when we
conisider the. drug-oriented life that she has led,

anxieties, imnner problems; and certainly severe

-mentai 1lIness is a cause af great discomfbrt to :

szall,;would you explain that, Doctor?
" "yell, people turu_to~drugs because Qf

people. - S

"I think that people who are basically
schizophrenic or schizoid do turn to drugs often,
and I think this often does uncover a bagic underlying
achizophrenia,

"But I think the delusional part, if
one had it, would be schizophrenic and not due to
LsD.

“"Does the literature that you have studied,
Doctor, reflect that under the influence of LSD a
person, a subject, may loge touch with reality such

that they mayassume certain things to be factual

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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3 s ¢

e Y A REEE
"under the influence of ZSD when, in fact, those
facts don't exist? |

"Yes. I think this is a ténsor? thiné;

PR .
L]

Visions, hallucinations, arg unresl, but .tp the
‘persgon under the influence of the drug, they may
seem very real,"

So, what it boils down to is that there ig

great probability, there is greeat probability that on these

nights, and other nights, that Linda Kasabi&n was under the |
influence of drfugs, and while undexr the influence of drugs
Linda Kasabian did whatever she did.

And‘so, not only is there this as more than a

18 " possibility, we urge, but actually & probability, and there |

is also the fact of her inability to perceive, her inability
to react, the delusional nature of whdatever was going om

_1uAher'miﬁd. |
' And these are matters whicﬁ dre In thé record
hérg, and which I am sure that Judge Older would have

: ;eﬁd back to us if any of us have any question concerning

whether or not these matiters are &8 we are relating them.
"They may." |
I am sorry. Referring to thé last questibn;
"They may." That is the answer.
fThey may."
Let's get the question again so that we get
the context. ‘

\
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o "And @ person may act on a certain set
-.. _ 2 | of facts which the peg:sqn_'thirﬂcs is, in reslity,
3 oceurring, ﬁas}éd- tj:l;g»t:rit what their particular mind
. may see while ‘under the influence of L§D? - .
| s | ' "4 They may. - b
6c fls. | "One might kiss a vision, for example. '
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And this is Dr. Deering speaking.

] And one might step out of a window of
some height, thinking it wag just one step to the
ground; is that correct?" | |

MYes.

"Does this phenomenon also occur by way

- of flashback, the game effect?

"It can.

"Now, Doctor, as you sit there on the
witnegs stand, can you tell ug --

"pirast of all, let me withdraw that
and ask you another question.

"Do you have an dpinion, Doctor, or
do you have enough information, have you been
given encugh acientific'inform&tion,-enpugh
scientific data, so that you can have an opinion
as to whether or not Dianne Lake was pnychétic in‘
August, September, October, November and December
of 19697 3

“cogtinucusii'p3§ﬁhotic?

“Es&ghﬁﬁiﬁ?“ | _ |

 Thig is the questionf : o "'; S ;iA f

"Psychotic?

"A I have said ghé was;" e

In other words, based upon, and we all .

remember, certainly, the gist of what occuxred in connection |
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with Dianne Lake, we all remember that -- and Dr. Deering
says she was psychotic.

Now, & psychosis, as the doctors have told us,
ig é-major mental disfuxbanne. And that is what the
trial is all about, the testimony from the witnesg stand.
We have 19,000 -- 20,000 -« pages of it.

And so, when we integrate this faator into what
we have to considex here, we Wust come to the conclusion, ‘
when we have our prznciples of reasdnable douht, burden af
proof, and all of that, we must come to a conclusion that
certainly, certainly, these axe. m&tters 16 ‘be. considerEd.,
These 4dre matters which axre of great significance 1n

. connectlon.WLth the credibility of these witnesses.,

Now, the ptosecution is going to say, is going
to tell us, the prosecution is going to tell us and they

:zare going to emphasize that in connectibm with the

corroboration of en dccomplice, that that corroboration need
only be slight.

The word "slight" is in there.
Now, what ig slight?

And I an sure that the prosecution; although

| they didn't talk about the law in their fixst address to
you, theré is some ﬁrabability that they will discuss the

11aw in thelr closing argument because some of thiese matters

have come us. So, they are going to argue that only slight

evidence is necessary to corroborate a witness who is an
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factor more and more intense as far as a defilclt, from

accomplice.
Of course, everytﬁing else comes into play.
The fact that the witness, that there is this aspect of
corroboration, that doesn't mean that we forget evetrything
about credibility and e’ye;rythin_g that we have digcussed.
As a matter of fact, it makes the credibility

the prosecution's viewpoint, as far as the prosecution's.

viewpoint in th'is- case is concerned.

.
R
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6d-1 s ". . . Because if ~- let's say s‘émeone had no mental

problems, had no drug intake,_.had nothing, just a plain
; old witness ag ;Zar as drug intake and schizophrenia, or
. whatéver it might be. Let's say that is nevexr brought up
.| in the trial. Let'fs say that that’halppens. Then the

o | *ule Ipf’ corroboration as to a witness such as that is

g something that hag more significance, because the only

_ o | thin‘g' you have to worry abomt ‘is in cﬁnngcticn with the

| o ; | Wwitness being an accomplice. " That is all you have to

5 | Worzy about because there is no meatal problem in the

gl hypothetical case we have spoken of.

" j | | "But in this casge, not only do we have the

s | fact that the person isg an accomplice as & matter of law,
. . | we have the added credibility factors that we have spoken

s | OF 4

y 1 S0, these are matters that probably should be

g b glven some consideratfon in view of the fact that the
% 1 ptOSecution has the burden to prove a defendant guilty

o | beyond a reasonable doubt and to a moral certainty.

o And there are gome grave questions here that
, . involve not only the witness Linda Kasabian, but othex
o 22 | witnesses., ‘ ' |

2 Now, the prosecution is going to say, they

54 | 8Ye going to emphasize and they are 'goi‘ng to harp on the

’ . ' % | fact that the corroboration has to be slight.

o8 Well, what is slight in the context of a

" . CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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% |

particular case is up to the jury to decide:
What 1s slight in conpection with & person who

has no mental'problem, a person who has no credibility

‘prbblems, other than being an sccomplice, that is one

thing. Bﬁt it 1s something completely different as to
what is slight, we think, when you have a witness like
Linda Kasabidn, because of the factors of the matters
that we have spoken of.
Now, Lizida Kasablan has told us,'she gives
these fantastic statements which defy -~ ﬁefy -~ re#son.
| At page 6934:

"Directing vour attention to the time
that you say you were In an automobile and you
heard conversation concerning killing -- is that
correct? | ,.

"Yes. i‘, 

"Gn the secoad night.

_"Now, at that’ time, Mrs. Kas&bian, ﬁad
you forgotten about the events of the previous
night? | ST PR i ;;

"L am not sure, i éon‘t remember think-
ing about them." SR B

Now, IEmember,‘Liﬁdﬁ Kasabian tells us that
she was at the Tate residence. She tells us that she knew
all about everything from TV, 'She tells us that she wasg

there and she saw it all. And she tells us she doesn't
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| remember thinking about what had occurred on the previous
| night.

:tion may be, who could forget the type of thing that we bave

| Lf this s so, is that significant in determining her
credibility?

Ts that reagonable? Can we believe, can we uge

the testimony of a witness, whatevex her thinking and motiva-

spent six months here talking about?

1£ she couldn’t think about it, couldn't remember

Lt in the space of a few ﬁours == this is what she‘says -

' "Ehat is, you don't remember, on the
second night, thinking about the eveuts of the
previous night?

."Right,-
"1s fhgt correct?

"Yes,"

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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6e=1 i . | Now, thexe was some colloquy then at page
o  “ | |
. 3 o "Having in mind; Mrg. Kasabian <~ you
4. say you left the Spahn Ranch o this night, and
5 you went to Pasadena; you say, ,
6 I ‘ "Now, when you left the’ Spabn Ranc;h on °
* 7 the night that you went to Pasadena, did you have
. L in mind, as you left the fgpch, what hud oqpu:\:red. :
' o |  the previcus night? ‘ . ’
10 | “Yeg, I think I did.”
1 " On the previous page she tells us that she

12 | didn't -~ "That is, you don't remember on the second night

13 ‘A thinlzing about. the events of the previous might?"

.’ u And she said "Yes" at page 6934.
15 : : At page 6935, she says, "Yes, I think I did.”
6 ' Does this kind.of testimony, is there any

17 | significance to it in determining the credibility of Linda '

18 Késabian? | | | |

'19""" ‘ These are the guestions, these are some
20 o;‘i the questiony that we have to answer in commection with
2t | determining her credibility,

. 22 Now, there is in Linda Kasé.bian 's testimony,

22 | there is in Linda Kasabian's testimony and i;hroughout her

2 | i:estimony, a certain, I don't know what the best way is

. ' 35 | to describe it, but there is @ certain what we have spoken

% | of ag identification with the prosecution.
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Now, here,‘WE have here some physical evidence,
we:think, which is something that we should talk about
briefly. |

Hexre we have this People's Exhibit 70. Pardon
me. People's Exhibit 24Ll. This is éhe thong.

- 'And we have here, these are the wires that we

- all have heard testimony abou concerning the La Bilancas.

Nom, there is the fact of these exhibits, the -

‘ presence of these exhrbits, wh1¢h agaiq, ‘we ‘think,. wé
1 should'be aware and careful about in connection with the

' rule on corroboration, bscause thege axe pawerful exhibits.

That is; they are emotional exhiblts.

Ls

' And when we realize the damage to human beings
that have occnrred because of these exhibits, we may,

all of us being flesh and blood people, we may view them

| with a perspective that is different than what our
| intellect tells us is the approach that we should take.

Because there is nothing,‘nothing, nothing

i to connect these exhibits with Mr. Manson.

There ig nothing to connect him with these
exh;bits because there is this law of eorroboration, and

' in view of what we have spoken about up here, it is an

Amportant protection, 1t protects all of us, all of us,

{ from inflammatory evidence.

Because thege pieces of evidence, being the

i<eviﬂencé showing and having been connected with the
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- at what the progecution hag done here to torture, to torture

ii is a person who had no qpnnectlon With it.

2 |

- Thls is what it is.

. otherwise. But the fact of the matter is that the appearance ‘

| == take those thongs when you are in the jury room and try
g |

| a microsecopic study.

physical appearance of Mr. and Mrs. La Bianca, and there
béing no question that these are the results of criminal
agency, there is nothing .t6 connect them to Mr. Manson.

- The fact of the matter is'that we can't even
add them to our chart becauge there is mothing wh;tsoever
except fo::' the thongs which are in evidence.

These thongs are in evidence. And when we look

an equation as to these thongs, we tealize .that Mr. Manson
Ry }
Because the thgngs that they have Introduced
into evidence hetre are no’ different are no diffexent than 3
the thongs that we see all around us in the streets of Los

Angeles. ‘ , :" : 2 o

And this isnft just idle chatter,
Linda Kasabian's thong is not here, -+ ¢
This is Linda Kasgbian s thong, the thong that

bound Mr. La Bianca, the inissing Liuda Kagablan thong.
Now, the prosecution would have ug believe
to make your eye a mic‘r_a‘scope and look &t the ¢ross sectlion,

look at the cross section, and see whether or not, whether

or nok, the prosecution c¢ould have run a biopsy, so te spesk,

And maybe they did.
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-1y S0, when we are deciding this case, this
E 2 'l particular exhibit, this particular exhibit, No. 241, is

3. an exhibit which has been ~- because the Goxoner has to

4 | remove the exhibit from the body in order to pexform what~
| 5 ever work he has to perform, this exhibit is the exhibit,
6. People's Exhibit 9; this was thexe. |
2 ‘ And when we are discussing this in the jury
. -8 | roam, thinking of the size of Mr. La Bianca and Mgs. La
-9 | Bianca being present in tha house un‘bound no part of her
0 | is bound, ‘

£ ?

oo | Could _Mr}'.: }iﬁﬁson have ' done this?
'lm' ' " - Apd again, thére 1s not & reasonable infergnce.
i3 | The law of circumstantial evidence! :sa“jsf if there. ig &
_. om | reasona"ble inference, oné direction, and another reasﬁnable
15 | inferenCe the other direction, we must take that which we
16 declare to be Innocence. _
1 < \ But in this cade it's not even reasonsble.
i : . The prosecution =~ the prosecution reaching for
19 a res_ulf that they want in this cage is epitomized in these
" » | two exhibits, People's 241 and Pecple’s 9.

‘ 21 | ©° Come to think about thesé'ﬁires., Mr. Watson
. 2 | is supposed to be a man who operates dune huggies, works
2 | on dune buggies.
2 | - You might think about the cutting of this wire.
. . ‘25‘ | Is that a pi‘ofeséidnal job? Isg i:ha.t. done by somebody --

2% | People’s No. 239 -- is that done by some‘ﬁody who works
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around wires, who works around dune bugglea, works around

| generators and all of the wirés that come off of the

' and the Fixings of automoblleés and the fixings of electrical |

' systems?

| minded. He talks a lot..

" we do not accept -- we do not accept the statement that Mr.
1 Flynn supposedly said that Mr. Menson said.

' tape recording, purpoxted tape recording purporting ~-

 ing that speaks of fraud, over=-reaching.

20,638

electrical system that connects‘the electrical éystém of
an aytomobile to vther parts of the automobile, with the;
lights, and whatever? :

This is the factor to bexconsidered;-

This is Exhibit 228. )

Was this done by someone -- was this done by

someone who ig paphisticated in comnection with automobiles

We know Erom the prasacution s evidence, from
people who are not accdmplices, ‘'that Mr. Manson is 4 person
who iz a talker. Evidantly he is. notﬂery‘mechanically : ;,

Now, we gef into & =~ I’Eﬁﬁpbaéhall'of ua'aﬁ ‘
some time or other, all of us at some time or other have |
some kind of a moral obligatian in conﬂaction with Vietnam

Now, in what we are sgpedking oFf now, we do nots- |

First of gll, first of all we feel that that

purporting to substantiate Mr. Flynn -- the whole subject
mattei surrounding that ~- the whole atmosphere surround-

_ CieIoDrive.oom ARCHIVES
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It spegks of an att,émpt: to create an artificial
== an artificial rehabilj.tgtion of a witness because we
must remember we are ;iea‘l-ing -« we are dealing with people
who. ax._-é sophisticated. They know the law.

'I am speaking now of law enforcement and the
Qrosecutors. ’

It is like the case of Mary Eugenia Serrat.

The conspiracy, the guilt is decided in advance, and then

we have to fill in the gaps.

And g0 in conmection with this purported tape

- recoxding that was presezited here, the context of these

@ | p‘ro.céediﬁgs, We can certainly asgume that this is a

| staged type of authentication.

But over and above that, over and above that,

| because we don't have any opportunity to speak to you

6 | again, after the prosecut:ton spcaks, I suppose all of us

have some kind of a moral fee.ling about Vietnam, whateve:c
i.t may be, and the prosecution 1s going to Bay, "Well,

» | the defense spoke of this and therefox‘e b therefore, well"-- ’

1'm sure that we don't ha.va to get 1:11:0

"Well, why will we speak about -- why will we apesk about

;5 | this statement if we don’t believe it happened?”

Well, becausé in these discussions we feel that

o | we should discuss matters, and we can discuss matters without

‘26

- the necessity of authenticating or believing or gaying that
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11 .‘

something happened.

| But just for the $aké of argument,; kind of
discussing, we owe it to you after'six months of indarcers-
tion that the jury hag been in, I think we have the duty to
sPeak candidly

It i5 a very unique group of people that will
devote themselves to this kind of work for this kind of
time gnd for this'kind¢pf pay.' _

So L think that we have an obligation to speak,
and the fact is, and I'm sure we 2ll have the moral obliga-
tion to talk about the Vietnam War.

And again, this puxportéd statement as to Mr.
Manson, this purported statement about responsihile for
the killings, kind of thing. | |
. Let's look ~-- let's look at the fape recording
itself. ' T‘
‘ On page 12,679, we think --

WOECL: All right npw;.éid you ever hear him
say ‘anything abdht'£h§'ié£é‘killing or anything like
that?" - R P

That isithaVVQice ‘on the;tage,'and ;E‘ééurée
this is not -- this is not a tape of Mr..ManSOn, we all
agree, this is the tape supposedly ofﬂMr. Flynn

And again; Mr. Flynn, althoﬂgh we don t - we

don't feel that Mr. I'lynn, for whatever his reasons may

. be,lhe ig not the type of witness that Mr. Jukobson was.
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15 |

Mt;."]&‘lynn wés right on the scene. I mean, Mr,
Flymn during thisg period 'of t:ime'was ,right there at the
ranch; if there was any Riﬁd of 8 conspiracy, if we have
spoken about how he went to jall and he attfibuted that
to Mr. Manson and all of that, but then, in connection with

‘ thi.s quegtion:

"Al1l right, now, did you ever hear him
say anything about the Tate killing or anything Iike
that? _

- "Well, sort'-of, you know. He never
mentioned anything to me about it, you sea, but I
~ kaow at one time I came in the kitchen, ymi know,
T was doing some heavy work outside.”
-And we heard all of what was said on this tape,
and the Court will allow us to listen to it, actually hear
the voices.

But the thing that is significant here is the

‘Page 12,680 |
 "™ell, T can't recall too well whether
it was before or after the ra{Ld, you know."
This is what the tape ’aﬁjs;
Now, whatevet, this statement at this time that
this tape is made speaks of -~ he ddesn‘t know whethe'r it

is before or after the raid;

Now, this tape vas purporuted];y' made in December
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" of 19’69,‘ which was priotr to the time that Mr. Mangon,

and eﬁerycine came to this court, and prior to the time that

that Mr. Manson -- it was prior to the time that Mr. Manson

the court proceedings started, and prior to thé time
obviocugly that Juan Flyon testified in this courtroom.

¢
.
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Now, Juan Flynn at the ti‘t&é ‘that Ke testified

in the courtroom concerning this, and when he was here

~ he stated, he made this statement occur very close to the

time of the incidents.

In fact, he imakes the stdtements, as We- have
spoken of them, he makes the statements a couple of days,
which wouid' be before the 16th, because 1f these events
happened on the 8th through the 10th, 'when he is in court
tegtifying of talks about & couple of days afterwards
that he heatd this. |

| When he says what he purportedly said on the

- tape, he says he doesn't know whether it's before or sfter

the raid. .
| " So aftex the raid would be after June, or
after August 16th, which would be ~- uhich would be of
course a lot more than just a couple or a few days after
the date involved*

Now, again, looking at the reasonableness, and
forgetting -« forgetting what we allege, what we state is
synthetic evidence because -- because of all the matters
surrounding my being called to come down there and be Mr.
Flynn's attorney.

‘MR, BUGLIOSI: That is a misstatement, your Homor,
there is no evidence on that. 5

MR, KANAREK: It is a falr inference, your Honor.

_THE COURT: The objection is sustained. The jury

‘CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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| is admonished to disregard th&t statement.

" MR. KANAREK: The inference, we suggest, c¢an be made,
the inference can be made certainly that in conmection with
- Mr. Flyon, Mr. Flymn said that he wanted to get into jail.
 Then after he wants to get into jail, pe gets out of jaii.

And Mr.Flynn did not ask to remain in jail.
_ | Thege are Cir.cumstances. that we can consider in'
{ thls case.
‘ SuPposedly hé~w§nted to go to jail. We think --
_‘we think that.thia wanting to go to jail was synfhetié,
synthetic; that it was calculated to attempt somehow or
|'other to get me in connection with Mr. Flynn. |
That ig a circumstance. We can consider that ox
‘Wwe can reject that. |
| The fact of the matter is that the prosecution
| in connection with «- for instance -« having Mr. Flymn,
| asking Mr. Flymm certain questibn%-about my telling him not
to say anything. ‘;."‘-.; ;%éi

Well, in connection «“= not to discuss it and )

:so forth -~ this ig what lawyers do»in cgnnection with just-w
this is part end parcel of legal advice that lawyers giVe
'people throughout the Western world egery day of the week. -
The .prosecution tried tq get the implication,
‘but they did not pursue Lt, if we will rememher.

The progecution let it drop, let it die after

the statement was made and Mr. Kamarek told him not to say
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A-ganythiug-

. But the prosecuti:m did ngt pursae it as to what

;‘case Hr. Kanarek told him not to say anything

The prosecution did not pursue it as to whether

-.Mr. Kanarek told himhnot to say anythmng in connection with
i, the TatewLa Bianca case or whether‘Mr. Kanarek told him.not

| to say anything in conneéuion wi;h the matter hE'was purported
{in Ja11 fbr. o : con FEA v T -

And if there was any - kind of imprOpriety; it is .

And so we can xeasnnably Infer that,this g
;especially, in view of the intensity of the proseeution and
1aw eﬁforcement in these proceedings, this was a matter |

:Lwhich wags laid out hera, It was the kxnd of gituation which

| was created, and the architectsaf it were law enforcemant
,-'16 KR

fand the prosecution.'

Mr, Flynn aska to go to-;ail, and without any

;xéluctance Mr. Flyni leaves jazl

" .+ 8o his fear, his greéat fear is a synthetic fear.

_Those are: the circumstances. Those are much moreé importantg
T oo

tﬁosa ¢lrcumstances, we. suggest, are much mpre impoxtant

u‘than the words uttexed.

' The same way that the circumstances are much

,7mbtefimportént than the words that'were purportedly uttered
% {on this tape. | ‘
26

. First of all, the Court is going to Lnstruct
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| ug that an oral admission or a purported oral confession must
| be viewed with caution. . '

- This is what the Court is going to inatruct ug.
And there is a veal reason for it because of

| this kind -- this kind of ¢harade, this kind of practice
,that the Eistrict Attorney and the prOsecution have done in
| this cage in connectinn.with‘Mr* Flynn, that purported

admission and confessions must be, wféwed with caution.

And of course when, pebpln spegk about killings, .

|40 the context of our- Iite todayi we dre responsibile for

those killings or thesg kiilings, and all of that, aad the .

iin&bility of a person, the inabillty of 2 person to be a
| phonograph, the inability of the nthar persﬁn to be g tape
| recoxrder, because this is . not a tape recorder of’Mrf Mﬁnson.

|This is & purported ‘tape recording of Mr. Flynn. S

‘And the répetition, ‘and so forth, when M£. Flymn

has this antagonism towards Mr. Manson, the fact of the matter

e [18 that what is said here, what is purported to be gaid here

-#re words that we have to‘look'at.

We are not suggesting that we not consider it,

but we sdy that after considering it; after looking at all

of the circumstances and all of the motivations of the

{prosecution in this case; all of what the prbéecutian hds

done in terms of, for instance, Dianne Lake, we only have

|the iceberg, the small iceberg out of the water that we have

spoken 6f, whether there was a recording about the crime of
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'ﬂ the century, the gas chamber and so forth.

These are the kinds of ecircumstarices that we

- mugt congider exist in connection with these purported

‘ statements that attributed to Mr. Mangon.

The fact of the matter is -~ the fact of the

| matter is that Mr. Fiynn -

Mrx. Flynn, if this hed occurred, if this had

| occurred . to anyone of us, what would we have done in the
circumstances? What would we have done Lf we had heard these ’

{ words, even though Mr. Flymn was not Mr. Jakobson, like we

said, he may not have all of the attributes_ofAMr. Jakobson

12 | or the attributes of.Mr. Jakobson.'

The fact remains that if this kind of statement

| had been made by Mr. Manson, Mr, Flynn would have done

something about it long before, long before ‘the discussion,

t that he supposedly had with Officer Steuber.

And we also must recall Mr. Flynn's motivation,

| Mr. Flynn*g motivation, his trying to get Mr.‘Manson.

. .+t GieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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For instance, when he sai& from the wﬁtness
stand here, he says that he did not tell it to the police
officers, he says, because he wanted to bring it here,
right here, meaning that he wanted td -- that he was
hardly Dr. Noguchi or Dr. Katsuyama, as far ag beipg an
objective witness was concerned.

He wanted to bring it right here to the

" courtroom, he says.

And the fact of the matter is that Mr. Flynn
is motivated ih connection with what he says in this

© epurtroom.

Can we believe what is said here? Was there

- any reggon for Mr. Flynn to be motivated when he uttered

these statements that he supposedly uttered to Mr. Steuber.

| | These are some of the factprs that we have to
consider. We have to consider the fact that he was |
getting paid money.

He was getting paid by these literary people.

ALl of these go to determiﬁing whether or not ~~ whether

or not these purported statements have any significance.
- ‘ Then on top of it all, and it makes an
interesting problem in logic, in applying the law to the

. fact, 18 this 8 confession?

When somebody says, as we have spoken of, when

samebédy says they are responsible forkilling, is it a

| confession? -
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* Is that a confession? Because in order "tc be

" a confession it has to stand on its own feet. It must be

;- a statement that where the declarant, the person saying it,

the defendant, 1f you wili, makes statements that include

| all of the aspects of the crime.

There must be premcditati:m. There must be -=

: to be fi.rst degree murdér, we all agree it has to be
premeditated.

There must be ascertained pecple.

There must be malice aforethought even though

- the prosecution tells us aforethgught is an ancient word,

that it is an ancient word, and we shoul& not use it any

1 more.

. But. the Court is going tb make it part of our

There hag to be malice ‘“aforethou.ght.
And so cert,armly a :i:atement that "I am responsi- |

- segregate that stai:Emént, take :I.t u.way from this case, ;

" 1 just look at it.

-

. ; . : y } "! 0 ¢
Because a confessipn s= we know what a-con* ;

2 | fession 18. A confession is where snmebody says that

-~

"L did thi.s and I did this and I di.d this and I did thlt

” and I thought about it and then I went out and I bought the

. gun and I went and did this, that and the other thing and

1 went over there and I did this, and T did that.®

4
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. over, and I don't see anything in this about the venereal

1 statements which are statements that indicate supposedly
. his state of mind in conmection with the people at the
Spahn Ranch.

. 20,650
¥ .
it nges the dgtaxla, that is & confeasion.
Now, I am sure the;prosecution is gping to

k3

argue that this is aiconfession,

. But we suggest ag a nice little problem in
logic, after applying the law Lo ;he evxdeuce, that this é
is not a congessglon, even taking it forx the pg;posevof
argiment at its face value. ‘ - |

It is significant in this tape, 1 read this

disease, - for instance. Well, maybe that is not an important
point. ' | |
| Mr. Flynn would have usg believe the venereal
digsease aspect of things of quite important to him.
Page 12,681:
"JOICE: He wanted you to go down there to
the creek and make love to the girls there, okay?
“YOICE: Yes." "
No statemeﬁt about the venereal disease that
he was afraid he was going to get, and he won't do it and
41l of that. '
| What does that mean? We don't know. This is
a factor to be considered. " |

Mr, Flymnn in this courtroom svidently made
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in the presence of Mr. Manson. '.f; .a"; v

Is that a factor that is significant?

_ People that are part and parcel -- officers
that were with Officer Steuber éud people that have taken~-
there dre people who have taken a plate, and taken the
witness stand in this case, Brooks Poston, Paul whtking.

They were agaxn, they were people who coutd
have been brought to this courtrbom to ahthentxcate what--
ever Mr. Flynn had stated, whatever Mr. Flynn had stated

*. xu

May we suggest this, why would this.st&temant
be made once by Mr. Manson? Is there some kind of a

. hidden activity there?

These people were as close as could be. These

people were as close as people could be, out there at the

- Spahn Ranch,; the area was small.

So the question that we have to decide is,

"looking at all of the circumstances, looking at the law,

looking at what the prosecution has done in' conmection with
Mr. Plymm and what they have done in conmection with me
personally 48 to Mr. Flynn, can we say thdat these eircumr
stances are such that there is any veracity in what is
supposed to be the statements of Mr. Manson?

Now, you will remember undoubtedly that during
the cdurse:of this trial the Court -~ we have spoken of

previously -- the Court has made, and we repedat it by way

of emphasis -~ the Coufz has made admonitions that this

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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H ian_guage be-uégd only against Mr. Manson; that this is

| to argue circumstantial evidence of a conspiracy.

- and all of that, the prosecution will probably, when they

| speak with you, argue concerning this circumstantial evidence|

supposedly circumstantial evidence, the prosecution is going

~ Now, we feel that with the volume of words that
the prosecution has put in in conrection with Hei—ter Skelter —

of the conspiracy. ,
Now, they may go irito the transcript and show
cer‘tain-b points. | |
' Again we draw what we think is an analogy in
connection with what happened about a century ago in
connection with the death of Abraham Lincoln.
That lady <~ the circumstantial evidence was her
feelings towards the South.
| Here we have Mr. Manson's <~ Mr. Manson'a feelings
towards Helter Skelter, towdrds tixelBeatl,es and allhof that,
éh&t i supposedly the circumstances that prove that there
wag a conspirscy. | |
| Now, this is going tq be a quention that 1 am
sure the proset:ution is going td advocate, and it is a

question that we have to -thi;nk about.
v Ty S
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snd what ue suggest is tnat raqut be maae wpan
erininsl 1ntent; Becluan the court 18 going to Livu us®
;se?iral inegtructions on crixinal iatent, ,

And the insiructlions on griminal int-nt ara going.
ta~aay that there must be a coneurrenca of &es an& intant. M
‘ In other words, you can*t hootstrap, you ean*ﬁ
bootatrap ilntent,

You can't go buck and Sum sonetning {nte crininal ”

,Lntant ir thers was hHo criminal intent. They both mnsk ¢ancuy

lof the seme time,

| | ¥or instance, 1f somecne yoes into & Store, inte

3 aupérm#rkgt,,and let’s may that the person puts in his
pocket & pagkage of gub, And let’s say that we «re convinded,
aa the triers of fast, &8 12 Judees ~~ 16 Judges -~ 17 Juages

e Int*< g say that we are convinced 8s the triers of raat

16

that whey the person ook this gum thers was no erdminal
lintent, it was donme inadvertently, This is very, very
lpossible. Without thinking about stealing 1%,

How, then, then the person lenves the supsrmarket

B dossn’t pay, deesn't pay for the gum, Uldn't know he had
,'lb in Ils pockat,

3t wome time later oo »his parson realiies hie Dax

23;fot the gy in hls pocket,

,2@ 1
. 25

26

Liow, thut sws doesn't hnléng %o him, but now he has
[the knowlesge and the intent. And ab shat point, maybe
sut in the parking log or drivinsg down Orenshaw boulevard, or
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wheraver 1t may e, he then rewlisis he Las got the gJum,

AL Lhat point, when ue'axarqixea  #11 ] aoﬁinian
&nd control ower the pup, with knowledye of its prtxtnna;

-1 Bt thabt dnstant Me has eomnithed the thwfs, Decause 4t Is

the parsonal property of apotier and he ba$ an oblipation
net te Cake $hoe pergonal property oF anothex.,
Sut taere was no orininsl intend when be Jid the

| 26t back “in the Supacmarket,

How, by the sune Loken here, there was no oriminal
intent 38 to what mr, Danaen stated do 1987, 1768, 15Gy,

;| o af Ay time, in commection widh delter Skelterr o any of
o tiad,  There Lp nd ﬁhgwing»nf'any'ﬁrimxnax'Intﬂnt.

And the faet of tae satter is that the prosecution |
well snows that tlhere Is no criminai.inhant iIn the statemsnts
that ir, anacn has wade. | ‘ “'

It there wag going Yo ke sy kind of oriminel
A¢¢na§ira¢3 In connzotion wity thﬁ?a“ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ uttered, we would
have uréak&-?aanzn, Paul Wakkinz, Charles Manson, Juan

Flynn, we woukd have thoag pebple at tne same bise talking

Bub you dontt pave & conspiracy unliess you have

[ peoples 2iscuscing the prfrinal oipjective In their sind,

aﬁﬁ the sbjest of this conssivacy is what 18 sst out ix Lhe
' indlatnent, T |
_..%  Tae pbjevt of this conspiracy s surder. This is

H
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i

' wmf, the. \prbséuumen Las PR LTI

" Yhe prasacuﬁlan mm't &llﬁa#ﬁ .m any ar thelir

:-c‘vm BGLEE - ami thms; nill e :ln ’hrxa Jupy room with gou;
|a12 of tuat will bte in fhe ;ury PORI v GiNDe 1: no &llega-
thon —~ jou xnew ﬁh&t dve tne overs m:ﬁu thss thay alluw:

popebedy walking in #wwaem; MM s:faa I‘Iw# residonse or the

i

L Bizncs rasicenck, Thuse are tue wa:ﬂ; aeﬂ;z they &re

| mwi‘w’s O,

3;!‘ Lhere ware soy mrwt aety in consection with

(Helyes Haaitér* way Gon't bhey x1l9ge that panely Wby

don't they mllage Some languane Involving uslter Skelter or

|Ehe Seatloes, oF that o, Jdansen Loagbt the deatls racord

with the ddes of Lultar Shelter, starbing ¥ raee wart
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Hawd 5 | Taoy don't nlleys the ovvert acim that uave nay-«
. Ly | ¥hdpg o do with whot words thiey bave ubtersd In tals courte
. 3 | POOR ., ' o
4 . dhe overt aots e Erivia,
5 | The pwert atts Invelve nnbiers that aave notaing

o | PRuOLEly conreatod with jelter Skelter or with anything
;,' j: thot has fm de with rathers thst the prosecubion has dwelt
. o & ‘m at reat lomgth,
o | “here 1s nothipg Inghis record Yo wnow that when
0 | Br. Hanson dtnousstd Lia chilosopay of 11f¢, toers 4 nothing
Ty [ %4 shox sny eeimdnal Intent on the part of sr. eenson,
12 . - ¥When Up. owngen flsctosel Box enildren should be
.13 ratsaec, there Lz nothing tiere whatsoevar to az;m-: any |
4 erimicel invent o0 the gart of Lo, dauson.
L ;l;, ‘ 3 hmw 197 S I:mann discusped about Livria bamg, on tht
16 .-:st:r-aui;ﬁ* &m& this :*na that . as far ao thelx -- wosteyer
17 tzm:.r mxual a&uvmiéa may haye voen, ts:xem s 5o saowing
s | of any eriminal :mtar.t on the ;n..ru of .:{. kf.mucm‘
T ' and m whet we hive Lo do is, in amly:&i% this
;0 V‘ev:‘sdemﬁ, Try to ijig'tu s’g;«m: (:a.ji..*jiimél 'i,m;antﬁ _
| 21 - . &nd when TOR LG it, u{mn Fou tafkﬂ these trane
. o ,scripﬁs nome Lod so Baroara thew am by zla £i05 -~ Wé tRKN
23 |then ome, Lecause ze aunw thet L-ir,. bugliced, w@ Koow tuws .
2 |prosecutidn, in their finel sumsstion, 15 gulte to biing up
. % points iovolving tode case, hopefully, 30 we Try to Lind out
- 26 '-what Iz doen thars that they ook géma&v&bl& wTadl , LecAuse
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.guessing herev :

during the opening argument, as we have alluded to before,

the progecution did not mention anything about the law, did

inat apply any of the evidence to the law, so what we are

-trying t0 do, we have to play -- we have to do & little

-

We haye tried 50 gu983¢ We have tried to go

: through the transcript wlth a microscope and a fine-tooth

comb, to Hry teo, find any crimigal intent on tlhe part of

My, Manson in c‘ormection with the utterances that are

10 {attributed to him, and 1t is not e it ‘33 not -- there.

| Tt is just not there.

We wouldn't be saying it now, because when we'

finish, then we would no longer have the power to address

14 &ou, and if there were any criminal intent there, we would

try to lay it out on the tablé, because the only way that

we can come to.a proper resolution of this 1s by discussing

it backwards and forwards. And we suggest that It just isn't

there,
We haVe gone over Brooks Posten, we have gone
over Paul Watkins. Now, I know thils wiil probably relieve

ug, but we are not going to read in detall from Mr. Posten

- and Mpr, Watkins' testimony, but we have been through it, and

1f we aré wrong, if we are wrong, I am sure $he prosecution

will inform us in their‘final argument to you that we are

 wrong. But we could find nothing.

It was the same kind, it was the same kind of
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. language that . Jgukobeon told vg 2kout, os fir as Brooks

Fosten and Mr. vathing weres concerned,
THE COURT: Will copnsuel apprcach the bemch, please?

(Vhereupon, «ll counsal approach the beheh and

| the following procandings gocur at th: bineh outside of

the hearing of the jury:)

THZ COURT: 2re you about to conclude your argumant, .

L M. Ranarek?

MR. KAWNARIK: Ko, you:; Honor .
THE COURT: You vill concluda today.
MR. XANMREK: Pazdon?

THE COURT: I say; you will concluds today, iﬁ
accordance with yourrepresentation to the Court yesterday?
MR, KﬁN REX: Rut, your Hondf =- ‘

THE COUR'I' r  No buts about it.

MR. KWAREK: I understand the Court's order, but I

THY COURT: Thare is no rocord to be made.

MR. KANAREK: Your Hohox, we bolieve there is a record

' to be made.

It is our belief and wo §o allege that it is a

I violation of due process, in this sense of the word --

THE CbURT. Ybu roepresented to the Court yesterday
that you coi1ld not finish yesterday, that you woul& complete

TR |

- youxr argu?ent todag,

MR, RANAREK: I know.
,,‘2';.‘ _,,.""“} L 1;‘ . .3

-
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C 13 f’
) 1 the 14th Amendm&nt R and gqua;}. prcﬁec’biqn for i‘:he Couri: to-
’144 impﬁse the order that the cm:rt has in thiﬁ regard. And we

l'?j 1
g |
19
2.

23

26 o

2:0,;:6 59‘

| cinde yo'm:.j argument toaay. .
conciude :T.t in three days. ..

‘of this = Lol

recess for lungh. = v.c 0

8 WL areq of cou:csa, follomi.ng ’the dourt 's csrder; v:e ara doj,ng
e )
& hgcause we c}o. ot wish-ta be cut off ==

‘ respective places at counsél table and "i’:he iﬁliawing-
proceedmgs oczcur in open c;curt within the Presance and

| hearing of the Jueys )
o

" THE COURT: And in aéco:;danc.e with your reprasentation,
‘T granted you the extra. day.

) How, ¥ am te:L:Ling you th's.t. T expect you to con-

MR, KAMARBK: Righty but --
- THE COURT: Three days ago you saa.d yau wc;uld

MR. Y?\HAREK- I unﬂerai:ana;w

I am saying that in our position in the cantext

© THE ic;oUi{’f; Make it brief, because we are about to

P

MR, R. KANAREX: :i:'t ie a v’iola"t%oxi‘ of due process,. of

THE COURT: You have made your Poink.
We are going to -‘recass at this time.
MR, KANAREK: Thank you, your Homor .

{Whereupor, all counsel return to their

- ‘I:HE‘. GO}ZJR‘I': We will recess at this tiwe, ladies and

_ CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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25 -

- any Qpinioii regarding ttia: case yntil it is finally sub- '

":' inii;ta»ﬁ to yous

recess.)

"Do not converse with anyona or form or express

‘The Courtxwill xééess.until 1:48.
, (:-:hereupqn, at 12100 p.m. the Court was in

. t

ot
.
£
N £
.
Bl
1 2 . 5
- # 4 * ¥
‘o«
k4 1 1 '
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LOS \NGELES, CALTIFORNIA, FRIDAY, JANUARY 8, 197L
1355 PuMi

THE coURT. M.l coun sel and jurors are present.

" You may cmﬁ:inue, Mr. Kinaxeka

o X

K’&MREK Thank you, youxr Honor.

o

P mr. I‘:r..i:zgeralﬂ, when ha poife to ws, teld us
whai: arl accur’tplic'e Ld but( it i:s such an, impartant part of
this cage that probab:l.y 11: bea::s repetltions _, ,
3 an ac%:oﬂplice is ~oné ‘who {s iiabia 1:0 be prose~
cuted for the ldentical ofiegsez_chcfrgq& against the defen~
dant on trial. o o |
Linda Kasabian was a defendant in this very case.
To be an accomplice the person must have knowlhgly |
|and with criminal intent a':l.dea, prowoted; ercouraged o
vinatj,gatad by ach or advice or by act aAnd advice the

\commi gston of Such offense.

Must have knowindly and with criminal intent aided, |
-promfﬂed, ancouraged or instigated.

And so the Court is talling us that thoaa words
pre equdted to Linda ¥asabian in this case.

MR. BUGLIOST Yaui- Honoxr, that is a misstatement of
tha law.

MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor, this is CALJIC.

THE COURT: Just a minute, if you want to discuss the

+\31:'cer coma o the 3:52;.1'1'0:13.T
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. the hearing of the jury:)

| bers thai you weren it going tc; tell the jury or instruct

| them on the law of accomplice.

ag long as they don't misstate the law.

quing to give,

‘ (whereupon, all gounsel approach the kench and
the following proceedings occur at the bench gutside of

MR. BUGLICSI: Your Honor, vou indicated back in cham=-

He certainly doesn !t have that right, 1f you
arg not going to do it.
THE COURT: You mean as to the definition?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes. I
Because I think the attorneys, under the law,
with the Courtfs indulgence, d¢an discusg the law that the
Cotixrt ig going to give and try to apply it to the facts,

But hexe he is giving law that the court i8 not

. What he ig trying to do ==
A"éTHE COURTs 1 know what he 'Ls trying 'I:o do. -He; is
trying to indoctrina.te the jury as to the bas:.s or the reason
she wa.B found tc ba an- acaomplice whén, as a matter of
fact, it could haVet beﬁen for oné oy more than one reason.
T I know exact:il.y what he is trying to do.

MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes, right. 2nd it is extremely harin-
ful Aa the rrogecution. |

TBE CourT: The only reason that the jury is informad

thgt she is an actomplice ag a matter of law ig on the

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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‘questicn of corroboration.

The xedson that the Court arrived at that
vonclusion is irmatarizl so far ag the jury is concarned.

That i, thd reasen that the Court arrived at the

5 conelu"ion th>€ she i¢ ap acceomplicz as a matter of law.

- ’ﬂmt 1g 3 finding that the Court makes, and thd.t brings

:Lm:ca pl'ty, the corrokorakion rule automatically without any
'f:’mding by thz jury arc tout:hether or ot sha is an accom~

| plice.

But for you to go behind that and try to tell tha
jury what roascn the Court based ito conclusion on I
don''t think is prop;*;r'; |
MR. FAMARE¥: I am not maying thnt.
| - If 1 may say, this is by way of argument.
‘ hig 1= not Jdifferent Ethan any other argjurﬁant.
e word "accomplice” is not sitting' there in a

#aCuumm It ig 2 word vhich we hav2 a right to definge. just

1ike wo havo o right to define - hou&**" or "courtlouse®

o o "man® oy "dog" or anything.

TEDZ COURT: But you went boyend that. You said --

1 I foxget exadtly what the vords werz ~- but you were pur-
- porting to tell the jury my thought procese in axriving at
"zhat cohqluﬁicn. ' p

MR. XUNREK: That 43 not so.
MR, RUGKIOSTE Right.

% was looking ot the jury, and they were taking

i

‘. o{|‘ f
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ma.

T

5 | ingtruction.

L

| some very heavy rotes on that.

1n fact, he wes telling the jury that the Court

believes that Linda lled on the witness stand.

MR+ KANAREK: No. ‘
" MR, BUGLIOSI: By implication he is telling them that.
THE QOURT: What arae you trying to do. Mz. Kanarek?

-{'What are you trying to do? ILet’s get to the point.

. MR KANAREK: I am trying to wake argumemt without
being mmrrupted.
' i might gay, it is 4 violation of oun right to a
fair ,trial_., egnal protection of the law.
' PHE COURTY ‘Mr. Bugliosi has a right to make an

MR. KANAREK: Mr. Pitzgerald read this sxact definition |
when he was argulng.. It is a viclation of equal protection
vhen I am pot =- ‘

THE COURT: He didnft ﬁay.what you said.

MR. KANAREK: . He pald —= .

. THE COURT: Don't tall me what he said. And I know
what You sa':i.&.s
. Y-oﬁ have gonae beyond ﬁat he said considerably.
~ MR. KAE&AEEK- Mr. Eii;zgera,lld ie here, your Hong; you

-can ask him.

My recollection is that he used the same jury

MR, BUGLIOSI: Your Honox, this matter is so serious

CieIoDrivé.meA RCHIVES
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| that == ) ‘ |
A | THE ééUR'D: Incidentally, there i an errox in ‘ybm; ‘
: declaration. | - |

| MR, FITZGERALD: What is the arror?

THE COORT: The efror i® obvious.

MR, FITZGERAID i ité’.l]aad to the reporter and the
reporter i.nfoms e of the mame t-.hi.ng, but I learned that
_ {after the document ma exacuted‘ e .

’ Furi:hermore ;s it wasnit brought to my attention
that it was incorrect by angbody, d.mluding the. Courts
. THE COURT: Are you telling me, Mr. Fitzgerald,

9
10
n | . L ’

that you reakly believe that I sald that, the statement in
12 -

2 lyour ﬁedlaration?
13

MR, szesmm Yes-'.'
1w

THE cQﬁR'r: I donlt bslieve that.
MR, FITZGERALD: Well, when I quote to you what you
16 ' -

said yepterday to Mr. Kanarek, I can make it abundantly
17

cleax that you told counsel that they could not argue the
18 : ‘
' llawa
19 . . ,

MR. BUGLIOSI: You have to look at it in context,

pbecauge they were misstating the law.

20

21 -
‘ MR, FITZGE.RAID But that iy irrelevant, agtually.
22 .

_ The reaaon that You know Lt is wrong ls that I

23
' d’#ﬁkﬂd With the court reporter.

24
'I‘HE: COURT: The reason that I 'know it is Wrong?
25

Don & be ridiculous.
2% Do
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| court réporter went in and told You.

) I know what I sald.. I don 't have to ¢heck with the court

| a* dozen mms during tha course of the arguments, and you
ktiow it.

MR. FITZGERALD: I told the court reporter, and the
THE COURT: Mr. Fltzgnra.ld, your statemént is abeurd.

raporter to know what I s3id.

Ag a matter of fact, ¥ ha.va saia to the contrary

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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MR. PITZGERALD: I don't know.
' THE COURT: Then you tell me you think I really said
that? 1T just don 't believe it, Mr. Fitzgerald.
MR. BUGLIOSI: Anyway this matter is so serious,
it goee to the very heart of Linda Kasabian's credibility.
| He is implying that you rea.ched the determination

1 that L:i.naa lied on that w1tness gtand and I would ask the

' Court to instruct. the jury to disregard his entire last

statements about this.

Very, verylbericus, I saw five oxr six jurors

- write down what he awas saying. '

',[';H_E"couRtl's I don 't want this to go on all afternoon,

‘Mr. Kanarek, You are making what you know to be impropsr

MR. KANAREK: This is not 80, your Honox.
THE COURT: All xight, I am going to sustain the

with regard to accomplices and corroboration.

You ¢an relate those instructions to the eévidence

| ovcasions, and I have told all counsel that a number of

times during the course of the argumént. There cannot be

I don 't think it is proper for an attornay to
attampt to Paraphrase an instruction when he daaa' 8> in-
accurately and izxcomplgt;ely.

i
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I don Mt think what you are trying tq do now,
in effec‘{: implyi.ng to the jury that I made a f:.nding that
she ::.s noi: cradlbleg or I ma.de a Al rding. pf anything but the
bare fact she ig an accomplice as a matter of hws

Those findinqg, iE£. they are to be made, are to

‘be made by the jury, the finding that ' you are 1mplying that
I made, el ey ;
| Mﬁ' BUGLIOSI: Will :tha éourt, pleéisa ‘iz;';st::uct ;he.
jury then to disregard his remarks about Linda?
THE CQURT: All right, well -- read what was said.
"(Whereupor;, the reyorter read the record.)
MR. BUGLIOST: He is telling the jury —-

. THE COURY: That is not a necessarily correct

1 | definition ofvan acqgomplice. It is incomplete in the first

place; it is misleading,

‘In any event, Mr. Kanarek, what is it you are

- trying to get at? fThey have been told that Linda Kasa:bian

i8 an acaomplice as a matter of law, That is for the purpose |
of corroboration.

~ There ig no point =- what is.the point of trying
to defing what an accomplice 18? -
MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor ~-
TI-IB ﬁdURT: fhe instructions that the'y ware to be
givén fully cover the points they are requii:ed to know.
MR. KANAREK: ITf I may answer‘ in re&ponse to that.

on the basis of edual protection of the law

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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| under the Fourteenth imendment, Mr. Bugliosi has gtated and

1 technical. .

:f expﬂct from 2 first-year. law student. fLet's get to the pointd

6 1

| :.n{:erfering W:Lth our final argument with these very point-

1B

. to -something elge.

I Believe it is on the record that as far as final argu~
‘ménté go your mind should have the wings of a bird, and vou
should be ablo to ~-

THE .COUR'I‘: Oh, Mr. Ranarek ~-

ﬁR. KANAREK: Yeg, and youx Honox is being very

14

THE COURT: That is the kind of argument I would

.What is it you are trying to say? ‘
MR . IQWAREK- What I am saying is, your Honor, is

less objer*tiqns by Mr Bugliosia | ‘
) Your Honor 1) sustaim.ng them ia a vs,olation of
egual protection. oo - .

. Lo )
THE COURT: Apparently you are not going to answer my
guestion. I will sustaln the quf,:ction an‘:i we will go on

.
)

Es

, what he said is so ambiguous, I don't kmow what '
it ﬁ\eaﬁsc
MR. BUGLIOSI: He says the Court is equating this to
Linda Rasabian s testimony .
THE COURT: No --
MR. BUGLIOSI: That is the language she used, that the

CieloDrive.COmARC HTVES
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THE COU'RT:, Read that part.
{Whereuporn, the reporter again reads the
racord.} | |
THE COURT: What words is he referring to?
MR. BUGLIOSI: "With knowledge and criminal intent
and all that. -

He read the instruction on accomplice, which the

 Court is not even going to give, apd then he goes on to

gay that the Court is telling ug these words apply to

| Linda Kagabian'’s tegtimony; meaning that the Court has made
 a determination that Linda had all of these things, know-

ledge, criminal intent, even though the prosacution hag said

 she did not have knowledge, for instance, on the first night,
that the Court does not believe thé prosecution, that the

Court has found her to be an accomplice and, in effeck, the

THE COURT: How am I going to admonish them?

MR. BUGLIOSIz That the Court just admonish the jury
to distregard the last ra;larka of Mr, Kanarek. ,

MR. KANAREK: I object to that.

THE COURT: You vant to continué your argument,

'Mr.g ma::ew X 'm going to suptain the objection. I ain going
- to aamonish the Jury to di.sregard youx* laat Yemarks.

A (Tha following Praceec‘{ings ware had in open
court in the pregence and haaring of the ;jury:)
THE COURT: The objedtiofl is sustained. The jury is

]
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L 4
. v

admonished to -disi:aﬁétrdlﬁrf. ﬂaﬁéxék s labt réiﬁiksx to
whic:h the objection was interposed;. |
You may continue, Mr, Kanarek.

MR. KANAREK: May we state th:i..s.-, ladies and gentlemen
©f the juty, we have been in this courtroom and we heard
what is.going on. |

Ve represent to you that Mr. Fitzgerald read -thosJ
words to you, the same words were read to you by Mx. |
Fitzgerald, and thére wa.g ﬁo obhjection and therxe was nothing
that we just d --

THE COURT: That is incorzect, Mr.« Kanarek.

MR. KAMAREK: Mr. Fitzgerald just read =~

THE COURT: That statement is not so. ILet’s get dl"),
sir. ‘

MR, KANAREK: May X séy thig, ladies and gentlemen,
once again the jurors decide :the facts in this case, decide
the case; ' ‘

The jurors decide the cage. We say if we are
incorredt, and those of ug, then, those of us on the jury
! ﬁe say that Mr. Fitzgerald enunciated what I
haye read off of this paper. '

THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, perhaps I miﬁﬁnderséand Youa
So the jury will not be aonfusad, Mi. Pitzgarald did net
state to the jury that ‘portion as to which the objection was
sustained,

CieIoDrive.oornARcmvES
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~ they are. I don'% know what Mr. Kanagrek is saying, hut Lf

‘ M,r - ihnareka

. remark as to which the objection was sustained.

“alluded to.

MR. KANAREK: I am gaying, your Honor, that what I
read off of this paper Mr. Pitzgerald =-- and Mr. Ei’f:zgerald
confirmed it to me -~ he just told me he did.

THE COURY: The jury will take my remarks for‘what

it is contrazy to {:haj;«', vou will &isrégaz:d it.
MR. KANAREK:- _I;“x;any' aevent, Mr. Fitzgerald reconfirmed
it‘ ’ ",‘ " t ) *

. hl 4
"

: In any emxﬁ:, 1adies and gentleman -

',I‘HE: CQURT: It is imuaterial wbethar Mr. Pitzgerald
‘cﬁnfirmeq ity recohfirmed it, ot did not 'cpn:EEl.;*:m:' it at all,

Letls 1ot belabor the point. T mustained an
objection and the jury was admwonished ta disregard the

Now proceed with your argjumezjﬂ‘:.
MR. RANAREK: We aI.l remember, I’'m sure, this picture,
but I don't helieve ~- I don't believe those of ug o6n the
jqry have gaen thase pictures yet, althdugh they have been

These are platures of thé Baloon and what is.
called tha Rock city cafe, concerning which there wasg -
bﬂatimny_..

And we think that here is a very, very poifnant

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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. becanse this manel that has heltex skelter on %€, this
" pEnel ig in the plalc;:e,_, accordinig' to the prosecution testi~
mony; where Mr. Flynn lived, in Volume 114, akt Page 12,826,
| actually it begins earlier. |
And this is People 'z 261 for idéntification_, and
 there is interrogation made at Page 12,824, and I halieve
! this interrogation is of Officer Gutiexrez, and at Page -
12, 824+ | |
' “Q. Do foﬁ know Lf anyone was living
in the tratler at the time that you went out there
on November the 25th, 19697 '

"a Yes, sir, the pereon that I ppoke
to. -

"Q © Who Lg that?

'a Mr, Juan Flynn,

" Wag he living thexe with anyone
alge? f. L ‘
e A : © 1 don't kmow, sir. I didn’t ask

- him. o . .
Y "I aldn ' mes anybody in the trailer."

And then: ‘ _ —‘ )

“Q I show you beople’s 261 for

identification. . Do You Xnow what that photograph -

i

deplicts?
"A Yen, sir.
Q What is that?

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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3 |

M i photograph a“picts a

plcturg of n g1b1nﬂt door viEh ‘Qmu.various

vriting.
"Q Thare vas this cabidet doox?
" This cabinet dior var inside

that trailer. A
g Thae trailer that yom just mentioned?
A Thm% T just mentionad.
hest nd it vas in the kitchen. It was a
cghincg dooY o _
) You saw this writing here that is
on this photoarith, you sfaw the writing on the
cabinet Coox?

o _ Yeg, sir.
i) Innide the trallor?
“Ma Yes, sir. |

"Q oﬁ Novomber 25, 1269.

"& Ehnt i€ correct, sir.
R ‘hQ F ! You didn't take this photograph?
';‘"A; " No, gir, T did not.
g a Does this Photogra.ph appaar to

be an accurate qnd.fair r»pveuentation of the
way the cabinet domﬁ loaled on Nbvember the
25th, 1869?

"a Taentical, sir."

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES.
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2=l . ., I fo, we -have Juan Flymn, having the heart o:fi ‘the
. . R "; g Pﬂople s ¢ase right in- his own livz.ng Qquarters. ;
B 5 v;'he Feople ‘wake much of this Helteér SLelter.

o 4 .They‘ have brought thig issue into the casc. They h&ve
- ‘bxought Juin Flymn into thy case,  ind sq, for’ whai:ever

P “that may be worth, for wr;atnver 'that may %) wrth, this

LS

| ‘ 7 f' panel is where Juan I‘i’yx;n is 1a.vz.ng. : An& on . these tWO days;
',r, - 3 :i:he/gg;s that we are .».-paam.ng about; there is nothing from
‘ g | d'-u_an Plynn coxgcernmgj Helter Gkelter or anything thai: 18
g '| supposed to go to the ‘heart of the comspimacys .
oy ' ' A{ We are in ar.’c:‘ou-r&' of law vhere we have juxy.
‘ 12 1L instructions that denoninate the 8th through the &'Oth,
N 13 :._as they do, as we will have in thﬂ 3ury room, and for what
: . ; T 1 it may be worth; if you 1ok at this door, the Helter:
| 15 -s-}cel-ter doox, -and if yau leok at the Long Horn SaLQGn and
: -'316:;'* the Rock 'cit;} cafe, not only wag thare nothing about this
. | that was c:overi:, nothing akout it vhere anybody tried to
13 make & big deal about h:.ding it, we can reasonably x.nfer
.19 " ’that_l mayba it had .:ometh;ng to do with some afbempt at a
. | night club ox some attempt at some kind of entertainment,
n 1 or whatevar it may be, ﬁf ‘these kis at this Spabn Ramch,
- i 22 and we knqw that there is place that says Donattons FoR -
- . 23 + Helte;;: Skelter,® apé‘various e wg-z:}mow i:hat that_ is in.
o svidence. ’ ' ' ' . ‘
. “’ s ~ - Boy fbr whatever it nﬁy e worth, we feel that

26 | we cam make this kind of inference that this had something

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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. to do with people coming up there, whataver, in connection

with some kind of cntertainment, whatever u}eni';‘on at the

Spahn Ranch, | ” |
and this being right in the aresa, right in the

area,Jwin flynn lived yight in this area, that is’

. depicted by these pictures. So, for whatever that might be
|"worth, it cert‘aihly.appa.a:;;s that thiz Helter Skeltex goming
| down, and all of that, is a figment of thé prosacution 's

imagination as far'as any kind of & conspiracy and any kind

of a black-white war, and anything that we have heard about
in this courtrooi.

. Now, the prosecutor in this case has built, they
have }au;Lth a thbught on Assumptions, statements, considex-

_ ationﬁ basad upon vhat one pexson said, what another persgon _

¥

said, an;‘i 5o ﬁqrth and B0 OHN '

4

!

They have use& possibilities, insinuatj_ng,
insinuating Posaibi _'Li.ties tbat this t-oula have happened or
that could have happaned.

1

The favorite words that they use are words that

req-ﬁire agsumptions to be made, inference upon inférence

- upon ;t.nfarende, in ordEr to project the particmlar viewpoint )
' tha.t they wish us to ha.ve.

We are suppoeed to be in t:his courtroom for

| mattarg that do not involve mythe. We are Bupposed to he

in this courtroom oh.matters that involve something that is

'so:l‘;id, gsomething that 4s conprete, sgomething that iasn t, in
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that the progecution and the way that law enfordemnt has

15

16

fact just a myth or a figment of a particular prosecutopr's
imagination. | ' '

The conspiracy and all cf that is something that’
is dreampt up, is thought about, at the time. that they

dacide they are going to get Mr. Ma.nsbn as. witness the way .

done what they did in this case.

There is no guestionh about it, they ,had a pre~
GDnceived noﬁion, ‘a precomceived idea, based upon Mr. Mangonls
appearance, and also because of, perhaps, what some of us

might deem improper activities going on at the Spahn Ranch.

4

F; ., 1 . Ty,

]
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| felony murder that the Couxt ig going to instruct uY On.
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24

26-

-tried to portray ‘Mr. Manson -ag the SaVlQI.':r ag Jesus Christ,

| noximal bleod pressure, he has mormil this and normal that.
it l»'I‘héy haima triéd to portray Mr. 'Manson &8 a kind of ‘person
| " that ca;;x pull strings in the humapn mind. Because they wish

|

' '25..' - and we can get away from all of the philosophy of iife, all

 of tiat, we can remove ourselves from that, and the nitty-

S ' 12,678

.+ We have ‘tégkimony that Mt. toiansbi:, on the one
‘hand Mr. Manson is a dei.ty, they have, on the ong hand,

and on the othor hand he is thn dewl and he ig a killer

and has the power to turn peoplca :Lnto robots, into automatonsi
This is beyond belief. ,
T beliecve Mr. Manson is really made of «~- I

suppoge -hig tomperature is 98.6 like ‘ail of ours, he has

a certain viewpoint to prevail.

They have presented, they have tried'to-,

_ The so-called conspiracy and all of that, all
of that conspiracy, all of that iz the figment of the
imagination.

v There is no Showing of any conspiracy hexe.
There is no showing of any criminal intent.
Now, as far as bome of these matters are

concerned, we have, for instance, felony murder. We have

Mz Mapson was with Stéphanie Schram,

We c¢an get away from all of the Helter Skelter

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘gritty of it was that Mrz. Manson was with stephbanie Schram,

.gin_'ﬁetailtl as ﬁq Mr+ Mangonfs activitiés on the days in
| qtiestion_a.

:: coming to us in commection with some ~~ they will probably ==

‘that we believe wilﬁ. be given, tha‘!: they are going to argue

T petty theft or commit a felony, then, at v&:he instant that
someorie goes through that doox, they havge committed the

'par"éicular crime we ca&i burg’lar&, for instance. A'burglary

a1l your 20's." They go through the door, and while they
‘laxe standing in line, they change their mind. They aze
’S—:;t:LlEI. guilfy of burglary, becausge the ingtant they X-zef;t:
'i:hrough the door they had that intent. That is burglary.

.»dies, because of what happens, this is= called felony murder, .

T.

a prosecution witness that the prosecution could have asked,

The prosecytion chose not to do that.

The prosecution, furthermorée, in this cage is
we can oniEy foresee ':r;t, becauge of gertain j‘ury instructions
some ‘klnd of a felony~ mirder theory. - '
Now. we ari’ knou t:hat the ,J.aw oﬁ felony—murder

is tha:t; iE ﬁhex:a :.s am. intent, i.f 't;hea:e is a des;i,re. on the

part of someone when thgy ente;:- a dwelling to comoit a

For instance, if someone dec:l.deg to hold up a hank
and they have a note in their pocket that says, "Give me

Now, if during. that Process someone pagses away,

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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‘mhe law says this should be deemed felony murder.

person has to intend to commit the burglary or the felony, or

i .
because in the process of these cvents a person passed away.

It is a type of constructive intent. But the

whatever, when someone goes through that do'or.
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1. Mz« Ma.nscm hafi idcaq that :um:»lvad his emstions. It involved
1 Ste;hanic Schram‘

" the a-rgumen‘ts that poseibly co~counsel or myself might
- make, this m:’:ght be help‘ful in reso,lving what we hawve to

‘ resclve, because ag veg. have sam, ve can it speak furthey. -

_ Viet-Nam* without belaborang it, I A sure that all of we

- whather we agree with thase Fraple or. not, the fact of the

the world.

And the same goes for robbery, and whatever the
particular aifense.

the Court is going to gs.ve us the detdils of it.
But the fact of the matter is that Ny« Monspn had no criminal
intent in comnnection with these matrers.

Mt. Manson, and the evidense clearly shows,

New, that is, as we bave suld, we beliceve this is
nitty-gritty type of evidence. ho wus therce. &he was at
the raid. She was thare with Mr. Manson at these times
that wa have spoken of.

' And so., wh:—:r;,the rroscoution argues the feleny~

murder theory to ﬁ.s, if ve would think in terms of some of

Now, where we apea‘k o:E, all o:E us, I suppose,
have at t‘:.mas mada statements te the effect, all of us,

to the effect that we or I am respons:.ble for the killing in

at some time or other have made that king of $i:aterrent_.

Now, when we look at the paople at ‘Sﬁahn Ranch,; -

matter is they are acutely aware of what is going on in
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Mr. Flynn was very, very much, as far ag his
pergonality and his very being is concerned, he was very
much influeshced by what happened in Viet-Nam. V

k Ve rewcmbey that from his itestimony here. He
wouldn 't even discuss it. He wouldn 't even discuss it.

- And so, wae suggest thai: any ki.nc'i of con&rer«sata.on
tha.f: occurred at spahn Ranch in which anyone was :anolved
with this k:.nd of language, "I am responsible :Eor the

: killings," and all of that, where we have two ar three

vords, so to speak, ma’ybé a =zentence or tsgo that comes at
ug inh the courtroom hea_:ei, it aprears to have a guality =i
it might‘:‘—ippear to have superficially an importance that is
absolutely beyond any kind of redl significance, becausze we
have all made. those statemants. . |
I have made that statement that I feel rasponsi-

wa hear it over the rad:.o, nver 1V, how thera are greatl .

numhe:;s, perhana millions of péople in the United states,
who :Eee.l resPonsible 'for the killings. And you take gomeone |
‘,J.i'ke Juan Flynn taking—«a‘ statément of this type and put

him in an atmotaphere, whatever atmosphere in comnection with |

o | +vhatever it may have been, with jburnalists and what-not,

this type of statament is a statement that is the kind of
statement that we have the very, very important and proper
rule on clroumgtantial evidence, that if there are two

reasonable interpretations concerning evidence, that we nust |
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{ use that interpretation which ‘geems reasonable.

The fact of the matter iz that in connegtion withi
that statement we have all of the o-thc;:r infirmities.
. . The Courk ie going to instruct ug ahoubt oral
admissions and oral confessions. ind in no stretch of the
ima-gination iz it a confession to anything. If it eve# wag
uttered,” it was nothing more than a mere statement in
rassing. ‘

K g | And the fact that the prosecution focuses upon it-
ndicates, indicates, the no'thingness of the evidence in
this case. ' |

"Beca-uéa, as we smay, 1lf there wag a cons.‘-pi.racy or

‘én‘nbything 1ike that, there would be conspiratorial evidence
before us. _ '

| Now, we have a s:l.tuatiﬁn in gonnection with the

people at the Spahn Ranch. |
‘Now, we have said -- it is regrettable that thege
¢hildren -~ e pay, I suppose‘ —= we have heard this certainlyzi

right here in this courtroom about theseé children going out

. and going on garbage runs.

In fact, these children are, regrettably,

regrettably, are somshow ox. other, for some reason or cther,

:'_ hot part of the main stream of American 1ife.

Now, whether any of us are responsible for that
or not, the fact is that they have rejected the main stream

of our life. They have decided, for whatever their reasong
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; ey be, to o certuin things.

They are living on ghrbage literally. Litérally. |

Phis isn' just a2 statement being madz in a vaéuum. We know !

. this is true.

Those chi.ldren are yejected by theix parants.
These ch:l.ldn..n have.. been rejected by soctety, for whatever
the reagons wy be, whether we are at fault or whether they
are at Fault. %he fact of the matter is that these types
of individuals exist in our society. -

And what it hoils down to, what it boils down toy
and I suppose what this case boils down to, is that through
the machinatlons of what bas been done in this case, we
have this unbeliew.’.ble é:cnfront‘ation, this unbala.evable
confrontation batweer grou’ps of our society.

" We have the conft‘ontai:ions on the campuses,

wa have the confrontations on the streeis, we have confron=

We have had enough ¢onfrontations. We have had
gnough confrontationg. 2aAnd the way to avoid confrontation

and the way to avoid going on and on and on with this

paEticular approach to & ‘s‘o‘lution,. the criminal équrt is no

place, is no place to carry out these types of confrontations
Thege types of confrohtations should be carried out in the
halls of our legislatures, theme confrontations should be
éarried out iIn class‘roc-ms‘ whére they are discussed.

© They shouldnot be carried out where someone - .-
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B

is made a farget the way Mr. Manson bae bagn made a tardek.

(_Bﬁcause that is what this l:l.tigation is,

" Why do we have thie intense interest? Do we

have any idea how many dollars per month are spent on this

_ side of the r‘_'ourtrqom?

.CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



i wh

10
11
12

i3

14

15

16

¥

18

19

!
’v‘ 24

26

20,686

2

21 following proceedings were bad in the chambers'of the.COurt "

- out of the hearing of the jury. all counsel with the excap~

It ts :anredibie.. Just think éf the salaries
alone that wmust be gpent :Ln r;;x:der to s in order to -= in

' grder to have Just the paysonnel here.

This particular confrontation is going on and on

and on. Thig jury, all of us in this courtreoom have the

i powex tg end that confrontation, and the way to end that
| confrontation is with a zesult that the evidence dictates,

and that is to Find Mr. Manson mot guilty on all of these

' chargeg.,

e

phank you very much for ti:e attention you hava |
given me. | ‘
THE COURT: Axe you ready to proceed, Mr. Keith?
MR, KEITH: May we-‘l‘zave a brief recess?
THE COURT: AL right. |
We will take a recess at this time, ladi.es and

gentlemen. Do hot vonverse with anyone or form or expregs

 any obinion regarding the case until it is finally submitted

The Court will recess for 15 minutes.
(Wherauiaon, there wasg a recess after ﬁzich the

| tion of Mr. Huglias being present:)

| THE COURT: ALl coungal are present.
. pid somaohe want to speak {:o ma?
- MR, KEITHi Yes, your Bonor, yés, youtr Honor. I
would respectfully request that I be permitted to start

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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. not be too receptive to what X have to say.

Hoﬁday mrm.ng vhen the ju;:ﬁ;:' is fresh. I héve two reasons
for mkﬁ.ng this requaest. |
One, my argument is going to be less than a day
and I prefer not to have tobreak it up over the weekerd
~ Secondly, wi:th all deference to Mr. Kanarek, I
think Ehe. jury has been pretty wzll inundated in the past

THE COURT: ‘Seven days. _

MR. KEITH: ~-= gaven days with his argument, and I
can-xnﬁe&: or will infer £hat they probably vwon't care to
Listen toany further argument this afterncon, and they wight

" MR. BUGLIOSI: Even next week there is going to be
that problem for me. ‘

THE QOURT‘ Well, we don't need to p:colong it.

Dces anyone hava any. objection to recegsing now?
| MR. BUGLIOSI: ~No objection.

MR. PITZGERALD: Na.objection.

. . MR. MAREK‘K No objeciion.
. MR.SHINN: Mo objection.

THE CQURT: It ik now £iva minutes to 3:00. At the
mosSt you would get in an hour, perhaps a iittle bit over
an hour.

' g0 we will adjouxn until Monday.
Now, Mr« Fitzgerald has filed twn motions that

have been noticed for 9:0D o 'clock on Monday, so I assume
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1 T ' COTRT: You hwe a. 1.:.gﬁt o . Cirguc-.-& iﬂ af not

et ndanﬁs o nolt hera. AR

-

comasel will want o argae on bahals of e wotions or are
You subnittiny them, oz:;. 't‘;,h-:zt?

MR o I‘*fG_gR aL:). I'dgn £oantileipate auch argusant a4t
all. - . -

suggabting ‘thu.'l. you d{}*‘; 't. ‘
MR FEWSSRALY T Wil seRuit it o
TR ooty ell, X think perhaps 1 sh‘ould Gusll the
faot;ians ag long <& they have bs.-en'naticeél fc&: 9400 o elock,
T will l;.tf.lll Then.
In the mrantine i€ you diolue you wunt to argue,
fine.
Iy "Cxﬁ coelde you don'® smank to argu2 you can say
#o.
FITEn :‘J&LD. oLl zight, fine.
TELOQCURT: .nd that will be all righi, too.
| A% you imow, I um hawing arraignoents set in thig
ccur{_: overy LAy, I think 2wery ;I:r;{, Lo far this wacskh avts;ry
dap - )
Thoy axre set fox 2:00, bri X try to gueb tha word
arxound that I want thow h(.;a:c‘; at B4 .‘T ,
) So W uve startoed Juui' ¢ fet cdnutus 3..:.1:.';., -gohe
of thnce Juky, Lo s attons ys Gt Lacs liter add
8o thore iLooealwnyvs Lt ;;1:‘;1;551313.1&:3 thet ur oight

rok sturt o1 Astly ot 2:00° ¢ ’a,I.c-s.L. UL Gn trying to suk. suge

‘CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



W o

n -
2
13 |

1

15

B

18 |

s |
2
22

'2&1.

20,689

thai:. e dcu _

‘ 1f it is the attorneyb tardiness that resultes in |
any delay or is going to .result in any delay, where I know
that he knows the matter was set earl:t.er, as it was this
morning, I just trail it over to the next day rathex than
delay the gtart of this trial.’

I bear in mind what you' gaid the other day, _

Mr. Fitzgerald, that vou and:.thebcther defense counsel are
anxious to expedite the matters, and T think this case

ol C'_:!.eaﬁl’y should take pre'fe:énce over other mattexs, includisg |

‘ arraignments.

_ Now, you say lems than a day, Mr. Keith.
MR. XKBITH: Yeg, your Bonpr.
THE CQURT: | What about your estlmate, Mr. Buglioail?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Between two and thrée days. I.think.T

i ean gi:oba,biy get it done in two days LE I gek twg‘ full days. -

THE COURT: That takes ug through Wednesday.
MR. BUGLIOSI: If he goes through late Monday I vould

ii]ﬂa to put 1t ower to Tuesday mrning. It depends on when |

he £inishes. _ A
THE COURT: I'Then it appears that ‘!:he Jury will be
ready for. instruction the latter part Of the week.
Are there go:f.ng to be any othex retguested
instructions? '

MR. KEITH: Mr. Bugliosi and T have been working on

o " that mere presence instyuction.

"t CieloDrive.comARCHIVES




27

(b

L1000

w |
1B |
u )
15.
6
|
B
19
20
21
gy -
g ‘:; ,
” I
5

- 26

'ﬂ‘complete statement as far ag I cin see.

.

“THE COURT: Thak i§ a matter you can take up Monday

MR. KoITH: I gave him my arafb.
MR. BUGLIOSE: It was a very falr draft, I have to say}
THI COURT: If Ecoms to me People ve. Durham peems to |
be a fairly Si;.fé statemants
HR. KETTH: I vigtually flsurishly copied it.
THE COURE: I think it is fair to both sides, itis a

«

%IB:q BUGLIGSI. The only problem is it tends to focus

on a;.d:u.ng anc‘l abetting. There has to- be some addendum for

[
that instruction to 1et: the jury know this only pertaing to

aiding and abatting and has j}g appla.g:;b:._ln.ty. _!:o the
consp:.racy ;Lnstructions. | | |
Oi:herw:ns&, they may Just S_Y, "Thia ig dt."
- THR COURT: As a mat-:jcer o’f fact, there is a statement_
in the Durham part, I don't know if it was in Mr. Keithls

_requested instruction, butthere is a statement in the

purham opinign that it is possible for a person to be an

nider and abetter without ever having joined the conspiracy. |
MR. KaITH: I put that in fthe redraft. I also aven
gaid you don’'t have to be present at the scene of the crime
to be 3 conspivator. I thought that covered it.
THI COURT: I am reading £com it nov, it says one may

aid or abet ln the commission of a crime without having

- previodsly entered into a consplracy to commit it,
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© can '1; quaxrcl with "ﬁh&’ta » But 1€ just doesn'® -- it jyst
(. readp conveys mmn 3: A i.rying to convey.

| - Unat you ure saying, You wunt the jury to understand the

. kwo caparate thoories of liability.

'.objection to say:.ng “that.

15 | we can 'Jusﬁr‘;‘( add. another paragraph saying this instructic

‘are practically saying --

23 3‘ lssue of whether vou axe o conspiiator. Conspirator or nob, |

24,691

B ¢ s

MR. BUGLIOSI: I can't quarrel with that, I certainly
is not elear t’ha-& tbat pamgmg:h; f.hat the Court just

| THE COURT: T think I understand what you mean.

NR. BUGLIOSI: Right, right. And that paragraph --
"PHE CowRT:  Why didn 't you May 507 I don't soc any .

_MR. BUGLIOSI: That paragraph, although it is a true
statement, might cause the jury to balieve that that is the
insﬁruc‘&ion-, right there, ‘and even though conspiracy is

involved, thoy are still bound by that instruction, 8o if

it hag no opplicability to the instruchions on conspiracy

which you have received earlier.

MR, KEITH: Well, that is all right me, because you

Let me put it this way:

Erogence at the scene can be congidered on the

not
it is/enough +to make one a co-conspirator, but it is

evidence that con be considéred.

I've got that. Mere presence ig not enough, but
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it certainly may be congidered ‘aiong with othey evidence.
But I gave you the draft. | '

- "MR. BUGLIOSI: Yes.
© MR. KSITH: “Don't losé it. :

i

MR. BUGLIOSI: No, Itve got: it somewhere. I put i
in my brisfodges. . | ) | o
'I'HE COUR‘I“ Where is the Jury now, Mr. Murray? .

: E?HE BAI'LIFF" 'rhay are in tha. jury room how, youy

THE \COT,'IRU.‘: There is no mecessity to bring them down.
They have been admonished and we haven’t done anyth'ing-
since they have been admon:!.shed.ﬂ
‘ THE BAILIFF: They arae in a real good mood now.
. THE COURT: Is it agreeable, gentlemen, we adjourn

right here in chambers until Monday morning at 9:00 o"clbck.-"

MR. FITZGERAID: Yes. -

THE COURT: Without bringing the jury back in, they

- have been admonished.

MR, FITZGERALD: YG'KB-\
MR. KANAREK: Bostipulated.
MR. SHINN: 8o stimilated.
" MR. KEITH: So stipuwlated. ‘ N
!rﬁe: COURT: We will adjourn then until Monday moraing
at 9100 a.m. |

-

(Whereupon, a recesgws taken to reconvene ﬁénday;,

—ach,

-t
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