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-;3; out of the hearing of the Jury;) " | o
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'ﬁ]“ Mr.Bugliosi’s refevences to me yesterday as a conservative .
g i;-'lawyer fromf?asaGEna‘an& a8 an aip polluter; I cite him ror,
' _‘;7  misconduct and request of the Gourt a motion for mistrial
.43{!
19 | T said he get up & smoke screen, and the Air Pollution

‘4‘205 District should be contacbed

25
L g
25 .

% 5'

1 Gburt”in the presence. of all of ghie Jurcrs, all counsel
f with the exceptibn of mm Hughes being present; the
; defendants age not physinally present )

2 |
B reference ‘to Mr. Bugliosit's remarks concerning lir. Kanharek,

%'he ealled'him 4 clown at one point in his argument, and I

21,104

'L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNTA, THURSDAY, JANUSRY 14, 1971
C . 935 A
. e

(The following proceedings were had in open

THE CQURT: All aounsel and all Jurora are present,
" You may continue, e, Bugliusi '
. MR, KEITH;: May we approagh the bench?

THE COURT: ‘Xea. Uy e e oL F
{The following proceadingS'were had at the bench

. MR. KEITH: At this time I NQUld.QbJQGt to - ;

MR§ BUGLIOSI: I did not call him an air palluter,.

I dia &ct say he was an alx polluter.
MR. KEITH: And one thing 1 forgot yesterday, with

Wikl object tc tha$ and cite Mr, Bugliosi for misconduet,
MR. BUGLIOSI: I didn't say he was a clown,
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MR. KEITH: It 4is obylous to whom you'had reference,;
MR, KANAREK: I Join in the motion,
MR. FITZGERALD; Tnere is a case in Oalifornia,

People vs, Tolle, a 1952 case, 11l Cal. -&p. 2d, 650 at

677,

The California Court states:

"The argument of the District Attorney,
particularl&'his ¢losing argument, comes from
an official representative of the People. As
such, 1% does, and it should carry great welght,

UIt must thevefore be reasonably objective.
It is no answer to stabe that defense counsel
used and abused guestlonable tactlics during
the trial and therefore the District Attorney
wag entitled ﬁo retaliate,

"Defense counsel and bthe prosecuting

‘' officilals do not stand as equals before the

Jury. Defense counsel are known $o be adyodates

' for the defense,

"The prosecuting attérneys are government
éfficiéls and clothed with the digniﬁy and
prestige of their orficé; What ﬁhey say tg the
Jﬁry 13 neceas&ril& welghted. with that prestige.

“It is thqir duty to see to 1% thet those
accusé& of the crime are afforded 2 rair trial i

I think Me. Bugliosi's persﬁnal attacks on all

., . . . .

- o . ,
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defense attorneys in this case, during his argument yeater- -
day, are such that they actually deprived the defendants

of a fair trial,
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' comments and My Kei’ch's cc)mmen'bs.

THE COURT: I can't agree, The law ia clear, And

the reasunﬁthat I called you geritlemen to the berich yester-
| day was to tell Mr. Bugliosi that, and I admonish him again

} today, that I don't want any personal attack on attorneys.

However, in this casé we had a number of things

that so far beyond the usual case, and one of the things

that we have hod hap peen charges, fop éxample, by
Mr. Kanarek that fhe prosecution, in erfect,'suborned

perjury, that 1% fiamed Mr. kianson, gross willd charges

‘wlithout @ny support whatever inm this record, and certainly

the Feople have a right to answer those arguments,
I don't think that anythlng that Mr. Bugliosi
has said has in any way prejudiced this jury or prejudiced

' an# of the derfendants, although I think some of the things
were lntemperate, and I would admonish him not to repeat
ghem. - .-

But a& a basis'ror a mistrial, I can't agree that

any such basis existss‘énd tha jury was admonished whenever

the Court was requ£$$Eﬂ'fo do so, and several times, as I

recall, no request was made.

" MR, “KANAREK: .Well T Join 4n. Mr. Fitzgerald's

[

7
As far ks his ealling,ma a cloyn, and so forth —-

and there are other appellabions th&t he hag made that I

‘can't "document with precisicn baaause the court reporters’

| transeript hasn't come out w~ I would ask your Honor %o

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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fiadmonish the Jury and bite himﬁfbn misconduct and mere :

f admonishment not sufficing, I would ask for a. mistrial.

I @k for an evidenxiary hearing 80 we can take -

; $Vidence coneerning the charges, ‘

X alao allege=thai 1t is a vioiation — what he

@ has donﬁ is & violati?n i gt the lay guaranteed by the
e the protection thab isguaranﬁeed by the Sixth Amendment
; which 1s incprporated im the due process clause of the
4 Fourtaenth Amendment , as Well as eqnal pro%eatiOn, '

l violation of egual protecbion, and what ke thas; doge is

violabed the right £0 caunsel, effective ebunsel uniger- the

! Calii‘ornia law, the Galifornia Constitution, dnd due

Process, and a fair trial under the California Gonstitution.
‘ C Bnd I ask for an evidentiary hearing basad on’
these allegatiuns. '
THE COURT: Based.on what aliegaﬁions?
: ﬁﬁ. KANABEK: These are wild charges.  ’ ; f‘k//
' THE COPRT: Thak you are b clown? i
‘ MK. KANAREK; No. ‘He has & right to that belief,

But’ the point ig that he has no right to attack counsel

: personally.

THE COURT: Ve have covered fhat;

_ MR. KANABEK" I ask for an evidenbiary hearing where
he would be sworn and I woul& be aworn.
THE GGURT* ‘I‘he motion iy denied.

Tne Jury has been admonished and your motion

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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1 for a mistrial 1s deniled,.

{ to what the effect 15 on their state of mind.

e

R, KANAREK: I ask for the Jury to be volr dired as

HR, SHIWN: Join in all the moflons at the bench,

THE COURT: Motionp denied,

3
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(Whereupon, all counsel return to bheir

- respective places at counsel table and the following

" proceedings becur in open court within the presence and

hearing of the Jury:)
- THE COURI: JYou may procéed, iap. Bugliosl.
M. BUGLIOSI: Tnank you, your Honor,
| Goosi mgrning,.ladies and gentlemen.
When I audressed ydu yeste?day at the start of

the day, I sald that I would try to keep my argument down

~ to Pwo days, out that was pradlcated on the assumpiion that

| * would have complete court aays.
1z

I can see today L am stawrting at tweanby minubes
to le:ab, X have'ulreauy iout 40 wminutes.

JYesterday I lost 45 minates. And thepe have been

{ bench.conferences, £t cetera.

I will do wy west %o fludsh oy sometime tomorrow,
ile¢ ledt off yesterday dlsdussing br. Kanarek's
contention that the proscoubion never put on the words

uqed by the comipirators fornin, che conspiracy, and his

| further relabeu cemment that his client, hr. Janson, had

nothing to do with thege uurders. There is no evidence, he
 porta

' sald, that ho 4&% connzeted wita these wurders,

I pointed oub, of couvswe, that when people enter
into a comspirzey to commilt murder or 4 conspiracy o aoemit

#ny eoyime, they don't slt down &f o conference tabie with

4-,}
+
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tconspirator said to each othjrnprior»ﬁq theséumurdars.
.
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lup and they go and commit a robbery, standard operating

25

. %

. prosecubion nic no burden whatsoever to prove the exact

b the prosecuhion eanxprova the QOnspiracy by the conduct of
- |

'the rapbies, by eircumsﬁanﬁﬁai evidence.

-eyaﬁple we would not have to put on evidence of what A said

‘|can be formed -- not’ Justtproven vbub formed e even if
|ho words were ever u%tered hetween the conspiraﬁors.

.All that 1s required ia that there be avmaeting of the minds

* |communicated even without words.
2

procedure, they don't have to talk to edch other., But if

21,111

The prosecution has no burden to offer the
transcript from that witness stand a8 to the words they used.

Ccnspiratbra form thelr conspiraey, of course,
in the so~ca1* sl darL shadows,

And Mr. &sith himself acknowledged that the

words or any oOf the words that the conspirators used in

entering into the consvliracy.

Hr., ﬁ.ith pointed Qut._and properly sc, that

I remind you that, Just Iike in the robbery

Baxk, n S -f-”"
. ""'t,rqi .

H» do ﬂoﬁ hava the burden of putting on what each

" In fact, under the law of . conspiracy, & aonspiracy
%

bexween the people a compion intent, And that can be

~Iff & and B are robbers and every day they wake

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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' P

.Other, would be ridiculous.

2

they go eut and &o this, working together in concert, and
there ig & commori intent theré is a. cbnspiracy there,

o I repeat «- _ this is impcrtant s to say that *
on these two nights ogwmnfder tbese 2% derendanbs did not
have a common intent to say bhaﬁ to say thah they did not
have a meeting of the minds to- say that- thEy were aching

Independently of e¢ach other, at eross purposes with each

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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. ~ N
&ll the conspirators. iyl the game car on the second night.

| on tne ﬁifﬁttqighﬁ ihéy were all in the car with the
_ before they left and he met them when they returned.
| ladies and genblemen, driving to the destination, the

10 | get out of the car together, they go into the residences
;lﬁogether and they gstab the vietins, working together in

. goncert.,

| entered into a conapipacy to commit murdeyr, beyond all

1 doubt, ladles and gentlemeri. Unquestionably. You couldn't

| you put all the people together in the same car and bhey

There couldn't possibly be a more obylous -~ a

more- obyvious -~ consplracy than in this case, IHere we have.

exceptﬁbﬁ of Manson. . Oﬁ course ne ‘50t tagether with them
do, here- we have the Qanpirathl in %he same car,

victims® residencesa arned’ With weapons in‘the car. They

We have ecertainly proved that these defendants

possibly have a more classical example of conspiracy as when

are all going ount hoggther.

They weren't fighting each other that night.
They were working together towards a common goal, i.e.,
murder.,
a Then, a3 I was pointing”out yesterday, in point
of fact «~ and here is where I dropped off yesterday ~- in
point of fact we do have, we haVeput on evidence of many
of the wopds uttered by the gonspirators in this case.

" Not just Linda Kasabien's testimony as to

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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|- what the coﬁs;airaltors said on both nights when they were

20

33

in the vehicle, but even prior to their leaving Spahn ‘Bénah,
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We do have many of Manson's words, and his
utterance of these words, and his conduct on the nights of

the Tate-La Bianca murders completely rebuts Mr. Kanarek!s

o c:ontcnta.cn that Manson had nothmg to do with these murders.'

On the first night: s I'm talking about words and |

 conduct, this will be very vewy brief.

On the €irst night, talking about words, we
kaow tb.aﬁ Manson told ~- when you tell someone jpu use
wotds ~- told Linda to get a knife, a change of clothing,
her driver's license and go with Tex and do whatever Tex
told hor to do.

Now, to believe that Manson did not keow what
Tex was going to do, of course; is preposiﬁerous.

If Mamson thought that Tex, Sadie, and Linda
wexe going into town to xoller skate, or for some othex
Legitimate purpose, not only i%ouldn't there have been any
reason for Manson to tell Liuds to get o knife and a change
of clothing; thore wouldn®t have been any peed for him to
tell hoi "Do whatever Tcx tells you to do."™

Hansen also told the girls to leave 'so.heth:ing
Wltchy at the seena. .

‘ Of course, the vord "pig" certainly satisfied
Manson's order in that zegard.
,‘ vy Cf course,not only did Manson send the killers

ladies and gent:le..ien,; but when they returned from

; ‘then.r night of horror on the carly morm.ng of’ August 9th,

e ‘Cie|0Drive.COi'nARCHIVES
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I he saw thet off in?

Ceritique in the bunkhousc after Teéx and the others returned

~ here to do the devil's w;rk ¥

Ty L

who was walting for them all by himgelf at the same spot

.Charlie Mansoni
1t was Manson =~ not Tex -- but Manson that
then instructed Sadie and Linda to wipe off the blood spots -
on ;the cart.
And then Manson, not Tex, told all three girls
o go inside the bunkhouse and wait for him. ”
| What happened next? Well, I'm sure some or all

. e : . .
of "youton the jury have eithex been in the Armed Services |

during wartime or peacetime, and, as you know, when a

sexgeant or officer sends his troops out on a mission, wheni.
they retura he conducts some kind of critique; the troops ‘
report to him and then he evgluates their performance.

I suggest that Mapson conducted somewhat of a

L T

mechanic, Teéx Watson reported to Manson that when he

arrived at the ccenc he said to the people "I am the devil, .

e | ]
xiha:t: Latscm also reported to Manson that “There

/"?24: -u

was a l,ot of panic and it was mal nasty; bodies were laying
all over the place, bu.r: they wexe all ﬁead." '

LN

In other Words, Watson was saying to Mansma

"M:I.ssicn acccmpl:.shﬁd 511:' mssion accomplished, six.”
£
“There was a lot of panic;. it was veal messy. .

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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faces.

was real. messgy, boss."

. That has got to be the understatement of the millenium,

at least the understateﬁent of the last several centuries.
What happened at ‘1‘0050‘ Gieio Drive in the
éajﬁly morning hours of August 9, 1969, you don't even sée
in horror films.
The thought the mere thought of Watson, Atkins .

. and Krenwinkel dressed in black armed with sharp knives,
. entering the Tate residence in the depth of night, then

stabbing the yictims over and over aggin in the heart; in
the cheat, and the victims sereaming out into the night

for their a:l::f;gn_s J,’rhorrify;mg seregms: om y

‘ "The river of blood that flowed fxom their
bodies; all of this is too horrendous a thought for the
average mind to even 'a-ontemplgte for more than a moment.
- The horror, the terror, the savagery, the
scene of human slaughter ig ynbelievgble.

At the mement at the very moment that Sharon 1

Tate, Abigaxl Folger, Voityck Frykowski and Jay Sebring |

died horror and terror must have heen frozen. on their

Watson gaid "There was a Lot of ‘ﬁéni:c* and it
: : i L o

After Watson gave his report to Manson, Manson,
as you remember, asked Tex, Sadie, Katie and Linda if t:he:}
had any ::emorée., to which they all replied ‘they did not.
'~ And then Manson gent them all off to bed with

-
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the order not to talk to anyone about what had been done.

”Eﬁﬂﬁjgﬁo@h Charles Manson never gccompanied
the killers on the night of the Tate munders, in view of
f;lie fact that Mansoﬁ was the dictatorial leader of the
Family, and Tex, Sadie, Ratie and Linda were totally sub-
servient to him, and in view of the instructions Manson
gave Linda on the First nighﬁ to get a knife, a change of
clothing, her driver‘'s license, and do everything that Tex
told her to do, and uin view of Manson' 8 'seeing the killers
pf€ and telling the g‘a.rlé to 1eave somethz.ng witehy, and
in v:t.ew of Manson's wa:ttmg alone for them when the killers
arrived back at the ranch, and his ordermg the girls to
take the blaod off the ca;c and te‘.tling the- girls to go
into the bunkhouse and t:hcn having WatsQn report to him
what happenedf a’ﬂ’/ . ,r'

g t‘{fen asking Tex, Sadie, Katle and Linda
if ‘they had any remorse, 4nd then sending all four of them
off to bed WW&t to talk ta anyone,

--—-—-n~p--...~_/-’v—'-—~

{"-"M view of all that; it could not be more

“obyivus that Tex, Sadie and Katie were simply caz:rying

out Manson's instructiong on the first night,.

On the second n:f.ght, of course, yseﬁ know that
Manson aetually accompanied the killers on his mission of
murder. He started out the even—:’.ﬁg by calling Tex, Sadie,

' Kat.:‘.te-;, Linda and Leslie, called them aside, telling them to

CieIoDrive.oom ARCHIVES
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) O
.'~,‘

that drive:f,!-s license.
at the bunkhouse.» .
At th;agunkhouse he told everyone, Including

He also told the girls to meet him

Tex, as, you know,'f the prev;r.ous ‘night they had been too

47
imausyfm tombht be was gaing to show them how to do it.

As you: ré&a:‘ii from L:Lnda's test::h‘nony, Manson

e ,e:.ther dréve that n ght; or when he wasn't dr:.v:mgf he

instwcf}é‘d Lrnda to df:we i ?nd When Linda was driving Manson

o
Ot - E PR

and Manson aioné“gwc Linda dircct:.cns. 1’0 one else in that

"’»...a..'..

car gaVG Linda- ans? directmns zatherx th._.n Gharhe Mangon.

it *was Hanscm who dacld d mhat houses an& places |

R N

- to stop ‘at in Paﬂa.dcna, ﬁpr. “Tex ox anyone. else.,

: "ﬁ" It wan li...rtson w}i‘o degideﬂ not to enter the house
I and the chufch in Pasadenu. S ' .

-~ P

" It was Manson who decu.ded that he wanted to kill
the drivax of the white. s}mr car, not Tex or anyone else.
_ - fnd of coursé it wag Manson who finaliy decided
to drive to Hafb’.ld 'Rrue'a pia«:e, and a:f:‘ter he got out of
Ethe car, of cdurse; he entered thé Lg Bianca residence ~ W

don't Tenow how == he tied the wople up, ha comes back to

the ca:n‘, he instructs Tex; ;Katie and-Leslie to -get out of

LT

P Lme

the cafa . L ;¢ ‘:e:g Pyt -

- B Afte;t‘ ‘,I'e*c, “1{3@,& qf Izeal“:!.e get out of i‘:he car

:Lt Was I-Ianson, not anyone e;l.»se, :Lt“’tvas Man%n who :f,nstructe:l‘

t‘nem to g0 ins:lde the house. ,

V

. CieloDrive.comARCHIVES |



10
.13
g |
. - 13
14

5

ie

17

19
50
21

.2

24
5

26 -

T S, T

x\ L M 213129 3

. man and the woman and ;58 you.know, Linda believes that

l Hanson also tpld them not to let the- people know they were

I and Leslie to hitchbike back t0 the ranch, -

' evidence that Oharles hanaon'had.anything 6 do with these

8 .

I know he did he must have read it blindfblded

N " = -
e, .
N . . . . ‘__-"(
N ¥

" He tcl&‘them?not to cause fear and,panic in the

p
o
-~ -

going to be killed ~ : , e
Tinda also recalls Manson instructing Tex, Kgﬁie

—
A

-

After Manson,‘Sadia, Clem -- Clem Tufts and Lind&
drove off, Manson continued td make all of the decisionsw
Among othexr things hHe instruche& Lindq Lo drop that wallet,
hide th&t wallet in the gascline ptaticn in Sylmar, and he
also'instrucﬁed’Linda, Sgaie and Clem to murder fhe man in
hls aparfment iu Venice. "?}’ e
Despitﬁ all this evidence from an eye witness
Linda Kasabian, Lir. Kanarek ladies an&'aentlemen,‘says

"There ig rio evidenee " and I'm quﬁting him, “there is no

mirders," . ;L
‘ All I can- say 13 that when Linda Kasablan and
the other proaecution witnesses ‘tesbified on that witness
stand, e, Kanarek - ngt haVe been wearing ear plugs, 1ad1es
and gengleren, ‘ B -
i And when.ha vead the transeript of this tiial, a8

The evidence at thls trisl shows that it was your
Lo ¥ .
client, Mr Manson " Mr. Kanarek, who brdered biee seven savage -

murders,

th‘w&antttGenghis,Khan; and it wasn't an aunt of

_____

4 T e “%.
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'mineinho lives up in Minnesotas. S 4

:.'common at all ~~ I think this is Just common horse sense —

”going to be any eye witnesses.

- ab that time, date.and’place there are witnesses there to

.
\

s
¥r, Kesnarek sald that 1f the prosecubdon had.
an independent eye wiﬁnes;—to these muriders other than
Linda Kasabian, maybe e would hﬁve something,

Well, you have to raéiize 1adies ‘and_gentlemen, -
that in a premeditated murder 1% is not golng to be

it is not going to be common.at all that you are even
going to have one eye witness, in a premeditated murder,
Here we do ‘have &n eye witness, Linda Kasabian,

When two or more people comspire, ladles and
M ;

.q."“‘"""" N bl

gentlemen, eﬁ=aamm&t#&ﬁg premeditated nurder, the
conapiraﬁors ab?ioualy —— obviously are golng to deliber-
&telyplan bhe murders in auch faahion tnat there are not.
! e Lt
A heat. of passion,killing, a spur pt the moment
declsion to kill, you might have 100 eye witnesses.

Byt when p60ple sit dowr and think about committing

a murder, they are certainly not golng to go down to
Pershing Square and get on an orange crate or a goap hox
and with a megaphcne announce to the world, or the
ﬁiatinguished h&biﬁu&tes of the square,that at a certain‘

tlme, date and place; they are going to murder someone, and

cbserve the scheduled execution, OFf ceourse nat.

Premeditated killers take steps to insure thag

4
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1 world would be.

there are no eye wlinesses, ‘
Let's l¢ok at this case here. Where was the
conspiracy to commit myrder hatched? '

Well, not at the Forum‘in‘inslewood or Pershing

) Square, but at Spahn Ranch, which although geographically
| is pretty close to everything, in view of the life style
' that was geing onm out at Spahn Ranch, it was several

a hundred dight years away.

- When were the TatemLa Blanca murders comnitted?

i f In the aepth of night, when the gobling and Just a couple

of other peOple are around.,

Mogt people 2re asleep -~ to be aetually truthiul

'2:00 c-’clock last night,

Hhere were these nurders committed, where were

N

st this Tate residence! ladick and’gentlemen, Now, if that

| 1s not & secluded residence, .I don't krow what inlthe

. 1] : .
T T, . ,1‘¢

These aye no% homas up here, there are trees.

The Tate residence, very, very secluded, very, very

v (4] L&,
o 1 ulnerabl

What abéut the L& Bilanca residence?

Well, tothe right of the La Blanea residente,the

To the left is a very l&f&etwalleﬁ—in.estate.‘

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES-




0 )

; .11' |

.‘13 1
14 |
-8,
I}
17

8 | L
| an out-ofwcourt confession should be viewed with caution,

19

-0

22 . | : - ‘
Ancriminating stabement, or an admisslon cught to be viewed'

twith cautlion.
24

28

25 |

2%

21 123

PR

f P

Thia is premeditated murder, it is nob _going to be
committed down at:the interseetion in?th‘and Broadway, of
course nqtf ‘ ‘

So by tﬁe ﬁéry:naﬁﬁré-bf th& fgéﬁ tﬁ;é these

were premeditateﬁ murders planned in advance, there are

') rarely golng to be eye witnesses. “In this case we do have

‘an eye witness; we do have an eye witness, Linda Kasablan.

Yet Irving Kanarek st1ll is not satilsfled. He

iy

Let's face ib ladies and gentlemen, We esn have

{ demands more eye wibnesaes.

' 100 eye witnesses, a thousand eye witnesses to these

| murders and Mr. Kanarek would not beé about o say that hls
12| : '

client was gullty.

You could hdave a Warner Bros. ilm of these

,murdera a filn e can £ you hear vir, Kanarek?

. "lell, these people on Tiim, now, maybe they
are made-up actors paild by the prosecution,”

Defense counsel referred to an instruction that

Remember that? I think Mr, Fitzgerald and I believe

My, Keith and Nr. Kanarek referred to that.
2

An out~of~-court confession or, for that matter, ap

That iz what Judge Older is going to instruct you,
_Well, I want to tell you that this is simply a

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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| surrounding circumstances, and I ' invite you to do that in

23 !

standard, & standard instruction that is always given in any
case when any defendant confegses out of court;
That instruction was not formulated for this case.
The rezson for the 1ﬁst£uction is thét since you
folks were not present at the time of the confésgibn er.
admission, oQbviously you are\gqing to want to closely

examine #nd sorutinize that confessiodn and all the
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R the other evidence 1& this _cese, R

12

. give you this imstruetion, so it is just g standard

19

4

You wi‘l]i find that all of the confessions in
this case are: toﬁaily believable and totally consistent with

",....,-——d"'—\‘

Linda Kasabian's testimony; the fingerprint
evidence, the firearms evidance. C i

But as I say, thie 1s mevely a standard instrue~
tion. We could have had 100 eyewitnesses to these con~
fessiong,

RN

Thaese conféssions could have been on tape; for
ingtance, when Susan Atkins confessed to Virginia Graham,
even if we had that on tape and we played that tape

recording from that witness stand, Judge OLder would still

instruction.

The deferise claimé that‘pecple like Danny
Decaxlo,/-’%m Howard, V:L‘.r:ginia Graham, et cetera, are
unreliable witnesses because for one reagon or another,

I don't know if they used these words, but in essence they
said thése people are bumsi they are bums.

Mr. Shinn went further and he said some of the
prosecution witnesses were drug,users,‘thieVes, alcoholics,
felons, forgers, tax evaders.

MR. SHINN: Thatls right.
MR. BUGLIOST: He said "How would you like to invite
them home for dxnner?“

' How would you like to have them gs a son-in-law

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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N

or a daughter-:m—-law?

He sald, "LIf you invite them home for dinnex,

youtd better hide the sxiverwarav; " You remember he said
. that. |

Well, that certainly is not true with ti;e
majority of the progecution witnesses, but T will stipula.te,'
I will stipuiate that people like Dandy DeCarlo and Virginia;_
Gz:aham are not the mést rESpectubic people in town.
There is no question ahout that:‘

But these are the peqple that these defendants

| lived with.
1

Charles Manson, Tex Watson, Susan Atkins, .
Patricia ﬁrenwinkel,’ Leslie Van Houten, ‘they are not going
to get any Ieaciing citiza,r{ aiqaids from the Los Angeles
Chamber of Commerceé either. I dontt think they'arE. If
I £ind ouk about it I will try to do something about it.
These defendants 11V6d -~ they lived with some |

of the prosecution witnesses in thms case. They certainly

were not going to he living s:*:.th, Prince Fhilip, ladies and

gentlemeny they lived with these people.
They lived and gswocioted with people of theilr
own class. That is just’coﬁmon sénSe.
| An& in living w;n.i.h them, they did things in
Eront of them vhich they now regret they had ever done.
And in living with them they talked to them,

and in talking to them they made ineriminating statements

CieloDrive.coOmARCHIVES
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| they were intimate.

 go to Nome, Alaska, 'and confess to some Egkimd.

. they would have had to have i_seen made to co~immates of

13

" to them, they cannot get on that witness stand and tell you |

thede statements because of who these people are, his pogition

and cénfess.ions which they now regret having made.

. So, when tﬁey made these incriminating state-
ments'and when they made these confessions, they made them
to people with whom they were living, people with whom

an
They are not going to get onfalrplane and

In fact, ladieg and gentleﬁen, in fact, with
respect to the confessicns of Susen Atkins, by definition,

hers, since at the time she made the confession she was |
incarcerated, and these c?:jézmates;of‘ courge, iike Virginia
Graham and Roni Howard anel xI'assume, they are not nuns, |
or I donft think they would be there.

They are hot nuns! Lol td

They are bad people. +THEL doesn't: mean that
bad people, cannot tell the truth.

_And when you verify thelr story, by hundreds
of other items of evidence, there 18 no question that these
péuple ‘are telling the truth. The fact that they committed |
a forgery doeg not mean that when Susan Atkins confesses

what SuSan sald,
Sa when Mr. Shinn says we should kind of disregatd
siuply is.not valid. .

-t ) S 32_
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18

These people are the precise, the exact type
of people to whom these defendants would have confessed,

In fa;;t-, 1f I were on a jury like you foiks,
I am mot like Mr. Kanarek saying "We jurors," or "Us jurors,’
I say 1f; T said if I were on a j.ﬁry and the prosecution
called some dogtor or lawyer or buginessman or anyone who
is not & member of the Family who was not living with these
defendanty, and he got up .on that stand and said Manson
bumped into him on the street or called him on the phone
and said "I an the one who did all these killings,™ if I
were on the jury I would say "Isp't that strange? Why in
the world would Manson tell a person like thisg SOmething

like that?"
4 | .

So these people that these defendants confessed |
to are the exact -, precigse people they would have confesse‘d
to.

’I.‘héj made these cenféssions, ladies and gentle~ |
men, they confessed to peogle 1ike Juan Flynn, Virginia.
Graham, Roni Howard, Dianne. ‘Lake, .

: They sim_ply took that witness stand and related |
to you what: these defendants said L0 them. It 1s no more |

P

E cnmplicate_d than that.

_ ‘Mr. Fitzgerald, Mr. Kanarek and Mr. Keith all
reminded you that Dianne Lake 1ied at the Grand :Iin:y’.
I had intendéd to go into considerable depth
explaining, or attempting to'- explain the law of perjury to
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you;, why I think under the law of perjury Dianne Lake did
not commii perjury at the Graund Jury. '

| But Mr. Fitzgerald himself, and then later Mx.
'Kﬁith, said that Diagpq Lﬁkg*a testimony at the Grand Juxy
did ot cbnétitu‘y:é '-feg'al perjury, but they did say she
lied gt the. Grand Jury. R

The point I am tryln*r o make is since they
conceded this, 1 am. ot .going ta bother golng n.nto the
nuances of the law of perjury.

~ With respect to the ,éaét that Hianﬁé Lake liéd
at the Gramd Jury, I just want £o make one statement with
resﬁect to her eredibility at the Grand Jury,

Diannc Lake, ladies and gentlemen, did not make
up eny story. She simple kept her mouth shut and refused
‘to disclose what she knew. ‘

And therg is all the difference in the world,
all the differcuce in the world betwesn making up a story
as opposed to keeping your mouth shut, and lying about the

{ fact that you don't know anything.
2

MR. KANOREK: Your Howox, that is a misrepresentation. |
T object. Dianne Lake stated she was not at |
the Spahn Ranch. |
Thet 15 2 direct == we can take oukt the trangcript
and go over it. That is a misrepresentation of fact, your

Honor and I object to 1t.
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I don't maén she didn't talk, She ‘kept her mouth shut and

{ Making up a story would be a situation where Dianne Lake
.would say that Susan Atkins confessed %6 her, and let's
say Susan Atkins did not confess to her. That_would

| lo’freally be making up a sbory.

16.‘have been the primary, reason ~- in any event, the secondary

| reason, that prior to the Grand Jury, Charles Manson told

“ schizOphrenic and a psychotic.

bedroom into the living ‘room;

THE COURT: The objectlon is overruled.
Let's proceed,

MR, BUGLIOSI: When I say she kept her mouth shut,

didn't tell the Grand Jury what she knew.
That 18 not the same thing as making up a story.

- Of gourse, Diamme testified that the reason,

what she'kﬁew gbout these murders is that she was in fear
of her life at the hands of Charles Manson and the members
of the Family; and the secon&ary reason that ~~ it could

Dianne Leke not to say anything to the authorities.

" The defanse argues that Dianne Lake is a

| Me, Fitzgerald and Mr, Kanarek argued this, and -
they say, . herefore ner testlimony was unrellable,

wa, recall Dianne Lake testified to Leslie
van Houten!S'conressian, and also to Patricia Krenwinkel's
confassion to her that, she dragged Abigail Folger from the

3

s

| [ . - . - q
L » n
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"And I guess 1f you.or I were they, we wouldn‘t went to look
1 8t thg-ﬁvidenee either. " I6° Would be éllagainav our clients, |

. examined Dianne, Dr, Skrdla and Dr. Deer;ng,,&oncluded that

lﬁi‘
| but made an entry into the Patton file, that upon Disnne

 Lake's agmission into ?&ttén, in his opinion, she was B -

1 psychlatric diagnosis, and 1t Just so happens that
| Dr. Meeks is nobt a psychiatrist,

SOQ,mr. Fitzgerald, Patricla Krenwlnkel's
aztorney, and Bir, Kanarek, who 18 not representing sither
Patriqia Krenwinkel or Leslle Van Houten, they both say.
Well, she is“psycﬁotic she 1is schizopnrenic, and you can't
beliéve what she is saying.

The defense in thils case, ladles and gentlemen,
simply did not want ta i00k at the evldence in this case,

S
The evidenpe uas anathema to them, ﬁt wag polson fo them.

Both psychiatrists both psychiatrists who

not only wasn't she schiZOphrenic when they examinad her,
she wasn'y sehizophrenic, in their opiﬁion, ‘when she was
first admitted to Patton Hospital,

Now, it is true that the Patton psychologists,
Dr, Heeks, bestified upon Dianne Lake's ~- not testified

séhlzophrenic. . : r
But as Dr, Deering testifiled, pheenic is a-

" CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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T RN
ha~1 - | * Morébver, th’e. orfi.éiéi dié.én;;sié of Dlanne at
. 2| Pattop was: “Behavioral disorder of adolescence ana drug

3 :' dependence." |

4| © In fact, on January 22nd, 1970, just 12 days

5 | after Dianne Lake was admltted to Patton, Dx, Oshrin, who
6 is B péyghi-atrist, coneluded i;.l'xat afi:;ar observing'Dianng
7 :i for two weeks it was his opinion that she was not .psychotilc, ,
s' | and she &ppeared to he & noermal ’ceenagefu '
9 | , In fagt, on January the 12thn, 1970 Just two
10 | days after she was admi?;ted 4o the hespital, Dr. Oshrin
1 | concluded that she was wéll'orien?ced as to person, place
w | and time, |

.. ) B ' Dr. Haynes, another Patton psychiatrist, in a
- u

.15 | concluded that Dianne was not a psychotle.

memo tothe medical dilrector, Dr. Gehrke, on January 28th,

16 The defense argues, theny Well, why was she |
7 admitted t0 Patton? They say she was gravely disabled
i . Well, here is a 17-year-old girl, ladies and
19 | gentlemen, who had Just gone through a harrowing eﬁcperiepcei
2% | with Charle‘s' Manson for three years. Appaz;ently hexr parents
2 | had fovsaken her. She was a lost adolescent, as it were.
22 | She was-in-need of emotional help, not mental help,

—

' or, Skrdla tes’tified that the term "gravely

,;4“ - disabled" 18 not a psychiatrie evaluation of Dianne Lake,
. '25 ’I.‘he' ‘b'é_rni- Upravely digabled" is imprinted on sta:nclard forms
g5 | used to initlate conservatorships in the State of Californis.
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. It 1s on the form 1tself. It says. "gravely
disabled." This wasn't a psychlatric evaluation.» ‘
- And Dr, Skrdlm added $hab tbe information that he

_reqeived from the filen was, that the conservator tnought,

"Diznne neeaed support and rehabilitation more than she
needed he# mind veing put back together, She was plaged

in the hOSpital-becéuse she was believed to be somewhat

‘ of an 1mmature-dependént girl who needed help ana.
| rehabilibation.” -

Dr., Deering testified that even though the '
Patton psychiatrist concluded Diarne wasn’t mentally 111,

Dianne's conservator, Donald Talmadge, who 18 the coroner

' of Inyo County -~ they have the toroner acting in two

capagities - 1t is a trsmendously large couhty, but in

 population everyone has to double up -~ Donald Télmadge,

the doroner and the public guardian of Inyo County, had
the pight'to’keep her at Pgtton or any other place he
chose, for one YGaf, and he chose Patton, and Dianne
stayed7theré until June of I970.

Both Drf. Skrdla and Dr, Deering testified that

| ohe can be. in a mental hospital for various reasons other

than being mentally 111,
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Nr, Fltzgerald sald that the reason blanne whs

kept, the reason she was kept thers, she must have been &

~ psychetlec.

-
I don't know how he ecan sa2y that when fthe Stabe

psychiatrie evaluatlons of Dilunng contalned within the

‘Patton £1les, say that she was nok genlzophrenic or

Both Dr, Skrdla and D¥, Deering testified that
Dianpe has the aapdc*ty and the abllity to remenber and

! relate conversations she had with others in August and
| Septenber of 1969 '

And bhat 18 sxactly wnam Dianne Lake did on the
witness stand. She told you about the back house incident

1in August, 1969, BShe told you about Lesllie Van Houben's

donfession to her in September of 1969 at Willow Springs,

| and Krenwinkel‘s eonfession to her In either laté August

or early Ssptember 1969 also at Willow Springs.
Just one further point‘,

?

1
+

R It i cle&r that Dianne Lake 1s nojmore
schizophrenle than the man in thf moon.  But eyeniifﬁshe
were, so what? ' L o

The defense atterneys épuarently have this ddea --
and I submit it is illogical -+ that if & person 1s
sehizophrenic, they can*t gee and hear fhings elearly.‘
Dy, Deering testified that even presuming that

Dlanne wéds schizophrenia does nobt mean she would not

A'remember what haépened.
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And Dr. Skrdla testified;
ﬁI don'élthink iz is a faly statement,

| eounsel, bedause evepfing}giduals wh¢ are actively

psychpbic'githlkﬂéwnlﬁchizobhrenia ave able to. report in

- great detailg)and'sometimqa quite coprettly and precisely,

a number of things ﬁﬁat,gc on around them; éith%ugh’maybe in

certain very isolated areas of thelr emoticnal cénfiict
) 3 L - [ . }

| there may be distortions.," =~ S

Then he gves O £o Say: . _—
"The sehizophrenle has no.impairment of
memory . Tperé is no organic impairment of
memo?y at all. He rvemeibeors very well exaéﬁly
what happened. In fact, tﬁis may be part of the
problem, In some vases he remembers foo well
th;ngs‘that happened and the emotlonal assaults
- that he has undergone, and reacts to them in &
very sensitive way." |
This 1s all moot, this is all very moot, because
the two psychlatrists who examined Dianne both testified
that not only isn™t she sehlzophrenic, Skrdla and Deering

| both testified that Diamnne Lake 1s not mentally 11l at
‘|all. Not memtally 111 at all. She is simply an immatuve
young girl who has had a very, very troubled pasf.

Fortunately for Dianne, she appavently now has

Toster parents who,we can assumg aré very concerned sbout

her welfare, and she, at leng last, has an opportunity to
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{ live a ndzmal’ 11fe in a wholesome environment.
4e-1 ! L om still in phase £xo of my argument, but }
| "i . >l phase tuo is perhaps the’ 10H395t Phﬂ39~ This is where T amy.

rebutting ox ansvering;ﬁﬁ'pergent‘qf thc'deﬁeﬁs% étﬁornéys*
contentions, ‘ '.
. 1 Fitzgeralﬁ Qigucd‘thaifLindﬁ.KaSabian
testificd that Tex Latsom pushed Steven Parent's car. Yet,
’ | he says, Vatson's printe wcee not found cn the car, and

he agled: If Vatpon pushed the gar, uwhy werem't his prints;j

2 | found on the cax? . "

10

Yiell, this is on invalid argument, ladics and
1 penblermen, pavticularly in view of the feet that Sergeant
12

Dolan testified that 70 percent of the 8,000 times that bhe
13 ' ‘

ll’ 1 o

~ | sequxe readable loteat Tingerprints.
15 . ) . . .
ind he goave you the various rceasons why it is

{ has gome to the scene of a crime he has been unable to

16 |
I so difficult to seciyire roadable latent £1ngerpr1nts,

[

17

gnd I went over that in great cetoil in my opcning'argument,:
" _ and I nm not going to do it now, ¢ capt to p01nt out one f |
2 instance. . .
2 : : ,
{ ‘ He festified that whoen a person touchés the
21; object and vhile tcuching the cbjeel,moves his finger on
2zj. the objeect, that loaves a smudge.
%lf. In the terminology of finmexprint evidence, that|
*1 is 2 smudge, snd a smudnp 13 not a readoble fingerprink.
. = : : {lormally, vhen we touch an akject, we do move

. 2%
{ our fingers., Lspeeially when wo ocxe pushing a car as Tex
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Watson was. Almost by—&efinitlontis fingers WOuld have had;

. car? Vhat is the point? His fingerprints were found on

16 ;

very, very high number of points of identity.

to have been moved on the surface of the car. \

And of course; that would have left a smudge. ,
And that 1s why, undoubtedly, Vat'son never left his
fingerprints on the car.

In any event, what difference dops it make that

- Charles Watsom's fingerprints weren't found inside Parent's |

the putsi&e of tﬁe front door of the Tate residence.

Is there some type of rule of law that to prove |

a person was at a particular place the prosecution has to
prove that he left his fingerprints at tﬁc or more places?

Maybe that is some rule of law that Mx. FitZ*
gerald knows about that I don't know about. _

Paul Fitzgerald said that Sergeant Dolan of
the Los Angeles Police Depart@ent testifiled that there can
be 50, even 300, points of identity between a latent
Ffingerprint and an exemplar, and he sald that Patricia
Krenwinkel only bhad 17 peints of identity.

| Only 17 points. What a joke. 17 points iB :

50 points of identity, obviously, would be

under ideal conditions. 50 points of identiky in a criminal:

case is unbieard of,
The Los Angeles Police Department gives
positive, ungualified opinions where there are only ten

.o CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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12

points of identity. _ 4
The Federal Bureau of Iﬁvestigation'requires_
12 points of identity before they will give a positive,

unqualified opinion.

3 . ]
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| glve a positive, ynqualirfiled opinileon, bhey requlre ten
| points.

{ fingerprint on the inside of the back door of Sharon Tate's

:master bedroom are Patricla Krenwinkel’s fingerprints,

:.exemplar untll February the 22nd, " 1970.
20-

valueless by 1tself, %ﬁf@nly becomes valuable when there ‘¥
ps a némed,auspectjgibgiﬁtf%o compare the latent flngerprint \
Wigh, TP '

Here we had 17 points of identity. Seven polrts
more than the Los Anceles Pollce Department reguires,

Dolan testifted that the-L A. Pollice Department
will give opinions on even less than ten points., But %o

Here we had 17,

So, to a sclentific certainty, the lafent

Then Mr, Fitzgerald made this argument. He sald
since the police found Miss Krenwinkel's fingerprint at

16th, 1969, during the Grénd Theft-Auto raid, he sald,
Wiy dfdn't ﬁhey arrest her at that time for these murders?

Well, the evldence shows, ladies and gentlemen,

Patricia Krenwinkel's latent fingerprint on August the 9th
1969, ﬁhey did not get Patricia Krenwinkel's fingerprint

In other words until February 22nd, 1970, they

CA latent fingerprint ladies and gentlemen, is

I i L . - 5
# e . o, 4., . ' .

. " 1" -,{ ‘. . 1 ‘
. - 1) ¥ i
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Prior to petting a fingerprint eiemplar ol
Patriels Krenwinkel to match the latent fingerprint up,
the police would haye had to have compared the latent

fingerprint with the geveral million finsevprint exemplar

~ cards they had on file. It would take years and years.

-«f'x,e
And even then ﬂnfwouldn't be able to mateh it up with her

- ecard unless her cardwas in their file.

So, the reason Patricia Krenwinkel was not

arrested on Auguat 16th for these murders is that the

: police, at that time, had not matohed the lavent finger-
prints up wlth Patricia‘KrenWinkel'é fingerprints. She

- wasn't a suspect af %Hat time.

I' 5

sa a&en if they hod Pabricla Krenwinkel's

| have had any more reason to compare tne latent finberprinb

- with Patricia Krenwinkel‘s fingerpnints than they would

M!"‘M,ﬂ
with Emil Weezner's or Jane Smef%ﬂ*ﬂ; She wasn't a suspect.

8o, why in the world Would they compare ‘the’ luteﬁv prints

That 1s the andwer to Mr, Fitzgerald's argument

' as to why wasn't Patrlcia Krenwinkel arrested‘on.August

16th,
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4e-1 1| Now, with respect to Mr. Fitzgerald's argumept

that the. 25 unmatched latent fingexprints found on the Tate |
prémises include the fingerprints of the gctual killewxs,
and’ the actual k:n.llers are persons other than thege

- defenddnts g A

6': s
& the first place, Sergeant Dolan testified,

ladies and gentlemen, that no pexson, nc human being,
has the same fingerprint on more than one of his fingers.

snd he went on to sdy that the 25 unmatched
1? ‘Latent fingerprints in the residence and on the cars could
‘11 { have belonged ta people who had been, of course, on t:‘ﬁe
H Tate preniises a long, long time ago.

: By interpolation; the six unmatched fingerprints|
"11 - at the La Blanca regidence could have belonged to just one
- person. - ‘ -

¢ | Dolan saii.d that the 25 mmatched fi'ngerprint-s
i | at the Tate residence could ha.ve belcnge.d to as few as
'18" ‘three or four pepple, s;mc:e, as he said -= as he sa:.d -
a 1o person has the game fmgerprmt.s on more than one
N . of his Fingers. :;‘ L I !
! Dolan tééi:ii’ied that fiﬁgerpigints can remain
‘22_ | inside of a residence ff;ar“nimy months, For manit ‘months.
i ‘... ‘ So, these fingerprints at the Tate residence
24 .could have belonged to pepple ‘who had been at the Tate
N residence during a party, could have helonged to workers,

severdl months earlier. .
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1] _ The prints on the cars could have belonged to
® 2| a gaso‘lme gtation attendant, a hitchhiker, to aﬁyo g.

8 : : There is no way in the world to Gw finger-
s | prints up like that. ‘

5 ‘ It is inmm:erial, ladies and gentlemen, to whon
6 these other prints belonged. The only relevant and important

1 'paint is that Patricia Rrenwinkel!s fingerprint and Tex (//
" | Wacson's fingerprint were found at the Tate residence. |
b Mr, Fitzgerald doesn't have to concern himself
10 | with to whom these other prints belonged. His client’a

1 | fingerprints were found there, and that is the end of the !

AT - c———

2 | story for Patricia Krenwinkel.

. B | It is i_:he:‘end of the ball game For her,
. , '1‘ | ; Therir Fitzgéréld' 8 'argmnent that maybe »- listen

35 to this o maybe his client Patz:;r.c:.a I{renwinkel, Was at -
6 | ‘the Tate residence on a prior occasion, and that is when she ‘
7 I' Jeft her fingerprints there‘ ‘

i ::. v Maybe she was at the Tate residence on a prioxr

i -f occagion, and that is when she left her fmgerprints there,

: '203 Pt mmﬁaybe if I had wings, I could fly.

2| This "maybe this, maybe that" type of argument

2 | can be carried om to the point of reductio ad absurdum.

_ The who-l'e-‘ pur.;pose- of a trial is8 to put on

. # | evidence on that witness stand, not to sit back in a

. % chair and contemplate the wallpaper and say "Mayba this,
45 £l | maybe that."

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



ae-1

10 -
11 .
12 |
13
14

5

15

17

.

20

21 -

22

%

25

26

21,143

‘:unmatched prints could have belonged to people who had
| been to the T residence on a prior occasion, I was talking

| about peoplc who had a rizht %o be there, like friends or

| Sharon Tate's bedroon? O0Of all people, Patricla Kirenwinkel?

‘neither Susan Atkins now Patrlcia Krenwinkel said ‘that they
. had ever been to the placeubgfgre, In the first place, for

23 | that on Tuesday, August the 5th, 1969, she wiped off the

| Patricia Krenwinkel's ﬁrints were rdund.

Vhen I wap Yv2lking nbout the fact that these 25

mests of the Polanskis, or workers at the residence.
What eonceivable right in the world, what reason

in the world, would Pitriaig Krensinktel have to be inside I/

'If she waz a friend of the Polanskis, if
Patricia Kremwinkel was o friend of the Polanskls and had |
visited then oﬁ prior occaéions, why.didn‘f Paul Fitzgerald f
subpoena witnesces to the stand to say that they had seen f
Patrlcia Krenwinkeluthere on prior cccasions? f

411 we-have’iﬁ Ap. Pitzgerald's bald, nude
declaratiqn tha t mavbe gshe was there on a prior ogeaslon,

} ﬁell that i not evidence*'_. \

In the first plaaea 1adies and gentlemen, Lindga
Kasabian testlified, %ha+ on the nisht of the Tgte murders,

. Y
+

starters.

In the segond place, Winifred Chapman testifiled
area of that door, thé gsame arexa of the door upon which

So, even if Patricela Xrenwinkel had been to the
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. Tate residence on a'prior oceasion’-- which, of course,

I T

1is preposﬁerous —— hep*prinﬁsvwoulﬁ have been wiyed off.

lir, Fitderald says» Well maybe she was there -

n Wednesdey or Tihursday;: miybe &S an ;ntiﬁgé guest,

| swinmins inthﬁ bou1

She only swam in ope thing, ladles and gentlemen,

1 a river of blood, /s

¢n.the garly rorning hours of August the 9th, e

a_ aidn't swim in-any pool with bluing ggent in it.

Of course, Linda Kasablan testified, Linda

| Kasabilen testified that Patricia Krenwinkel was at the
~Tate residence on the night of these murders, and she also
| £estified bthat Patricia wag chasing Abigsll from the

: viéd nity of that batk door, the same back door where

Pabricia Krenwinkelts finQErprints were found.
And Patricia Krenwdnkel gellis Dlanme Leke shat
she dragged Abigail Folger from the bedrsvom into the 1iving

I room,

There is Just absolutely no queéestion whatsoever

' that those prints of Patricia Xrenwlnkel's were left on that

door, ladies and gentlemen, on the nilghft of the Tateé
nurders,
All right We will get Into phasée number three.
THE COURT: . Before you do, Mr, Bugliosi, wé willl take -
‘the ?ecess, |

Ladles and gentlemen, do not converse with
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anyone or form or express any oplnion regarding the case

until it is finally submitted to yau.

The Court will recess for 15 minutes,

- {Recess, )
'
s
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THE COURT: All counsel and jurors ave present. You

' may continue, Mr. Bugliosi.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Thank yéﬁ, youz; Honox.
Linda Kasabian,

» Ranarek, Mr. F:Ltzgerald and Mr, Keith all
sald that Linda Kasab.r.an was untruthful; that she lied on.
the witness stand.

. Linda .Kasabian testz.ﬁied on that witness gtand,
ladies and gentlemen, for 18 days, in round numbers, four
on da.rect: examinatmoﬁ, lll- an cress—exammaf;mm ,

| Actually, :u: was three arid a half and fourteen
and a balf. Wwe will call it four, and fourteen‘ , { v

And T ask you, W?‘S_, there a person in this entire|

courtyoom who hoard her tastify and did hot believe that
she v&ag telling the truti about these.two nighﬁ:s of ghastly
murder? _

Linda Kasabian's festimony in and of itself,
wa.bhOut anything more, just her testimony alone , £ am
satisfied, convinced you folks that these defendants
committed t;hese myrders.

‘Linda w Aj.. éﬂure both nights, ladies and gentle~ |

men, both nights,"‘ gfe told you in her wor&s the way it
happened.

~ The defenge, In desperation, reaching out like

a drowning man for a straw, tried to destroy her credibility|

by showing that she wasn't the clean~cuty American girl
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these two night:s of murder.

~ were by definition dmpout:s from gociety.

" murderous bidding for him; Tex, Sadie, Katie and ‘Leslie.

next doox.
Well, we never Said she was, and Linda would be
the first ;jee to admit: that ghe was not.

. %4 qaz.d in my opening argument, % on direct
exanination L befnre t:he de:Eense attorneys even crosg~examined!
her, ﬁl&gﬁ Linda aduitted that ‘she had been using ‘drugs since
the age of 16; that she had taken LSD 50 times, she admittedl
her sexual promiseunity. '

So the defense showed more of h_er d:f.rty ur;der“
wear on cross-éx:amiriation; 50 what?

| What did it have to do with the fact that she

was with these defendants on thesé two nights of mardex?
Absolutely nothing, that's what. h 1

So Lindz is mot an angel; so she is not the way '
you and I would want our ‘daughters to be, ’

In fact, it is because she 15 not an angel and
it Is because she ig not the way you and I would want our
daughtars to be that: she. ended up with these defendants. on

Charles Manson wfo;zldn"t have invited some
respectable member of our society to o aleong on these two
nig‘htsf of murder, obviously not,

He chose members of his Family, all of whom

. And Charlie: choge the right people to do his
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19 |
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= | B0

He only made one mistake, Linda Kasabian, a
girl who could not kill for Charlie, and who, rather than
remaln Behnlden ko Gharles‘ﬂanSoﬁ, told the world what
happened aon these nights of horror. A

- You know, whem .you c¢cme right down to it,

there is one quality in Linda that ve would wank our
' daughtérs to have, and that was her openness, her honesty,

_ her franknessa '

- ALl of us hava done thlngs in our past ladles

3 and gentlemen, that we are. not pa:tlcularly proud of.

Many of us have skeletons in our closets, and now and then

- those Skéletons rattle taiher loudly.

Linda Lasablan opened up that closet door fox

Cyou., She bold yeu everything about herself.

B She-was bxutally ixank. She hid. nething.‘

kinds of drugs she had taknn iw various places; Like

‘; Boston and New H&kicﬂh I ﬂ T

4

For instance, dld she have Eo tell you she had
‘taken peack pills in New York City once?
A 1f she oenled it, could the defense have
. proven ghe had?

. she have to tell you she had taken LSD.

in Bostor on Christmas Eve of 19667 If she said she had
lwould the defense have been ~- have had someone to
maairthat on Ghnistmas Eve of 1966 fn Boston they were
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!
A

p*resem: when Linda took LSD?

; Linﬁa constantly VOlunteeraci informatn.on that \/

| was unflatterz.ng to her,wj.thou? anyjprgmptirlgﬂ o ) i

LA e e . ,M }
The transcr:.pt ehm:.n many . u.nsi:ances,ix was

- she who ‘volunteered: 'l:hé oot thatfshe snmked mariji;ana.

"o and you. Look: ne . s,ther dl:ugs?

A I smoked weed, if that is what: yqu want

to consider a dr,ug'.

"§ . You mean marijuana?

"A  Yes. , .

e On how many occasions did ypu smoke weed?

"4 A number of oceasiong.”
she volunteered that.

Ul:reg she was asked whether the credit cand

Bruce Davis gave her when she left Spahn Ranch for New

Mexico was stoleﬁ,- she gaid she dida’t know, but she
volﬁntecred without baing gsked t:hat: she herself had

stolen credit cards on prior occasions. She wasn't even

| asked that. :

then she was asked if she remembered whom she
slept with on July 8, 1969, at Spahn Ranch, she answered
she did not remember, but voluntesred without even being

.agked, "But eventually x‘lsle.pt with all the men."

She volunteered all those things.
Did she have to admit she enjoyed the gex

orgy at Spahn Ranch, even mzking love f£o¢ snother woman?

N | T CieloDrive.COmARCH IVES
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I to the aqLor in his apartment in Vem:!.c:etss"1

' hex honesty on that witneg stand.ﬂas ncthzng short of

o | you folks,
- of hér'tcstimony was going to be against Charles Maunson
and these three female defendants, obviously.

| weren't going to say "1inda, we believe everything you are

s | Wa are sorxy for even asking you questions.“

,‘they'were going to try to make her look like she was
uhtrythful, fbviously, that is just common sense, and yet,
“knowing this, in dEScribing Charles Manson when she first
| ceme to Spahn Ranch, she testiffe& that “Charles Mhnson

21,150 ‘

' 1f she had said it zepulsed hex, could anyone
hava disproved it?

Dld she have t@ volunteer the faceﬁwithout any
~direct questlonzng bciﬁg‘put %o hex;that she had made love

Dxd sha hana tb tell ycu sbout those things?

Eer candox, ladmes and gentlemen, her fxankness,

astonishing.

K

She couldn't possibly hiave been more open with

For instange, she hgd'to koow that the thrust

She had to know that the defonse attorneys
Sayxng about our ciients; we koow our clicnts are guilby; -

. She knew they weren't gomng to do that; that

seemed to be gacd
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a~1 | ,.. She also sald she had loved him and even

‘_volunteered.the observation he just seemgd to generate

| this 16ve,land some of the things he would say just

E seemed to be pure truth, | ’ ‘

. This deesn't sound like someone who was trying

| to nall Charles Manson to the cross, ladies and,gentlemeﬁ,

.’% was simply telling you the way she felt sbout Charles

| Manson when she fivst came to Sp%?n Ranch.,

 And if the adjectiVeE%Gged in desdribing Charles

1 | Manson were favorabie; well, she couldn't halp that;‘she

,11“'had‘f° tell you bthe tyuth, and that is exactly what she

12' did on that witress stand.

u 13 - Linda also obviously knew, common sens#, that

. . o 14 | the defense would try‘to make her look like she was sonme

;15 | freaked~out individual who couldn't distingu;lsh fantasy

s | from veality. | i ’

a1 ~ Knowing this, and obviously knowing how far out

;¢ | it is to belleve that any man 18 a second coming of Ghrist
1o | @0d kpnowing how far out 1 wguld sound to¢ utter those

; werdg oh.the witness stand, in.answer to fthe question:

20
a g -Did you love Charlie very much?! she
0 | VOlunteered: St
a3 S Well ta be truthful with you," she said
w1 "z fel% thaﬁ ‘he was the Nessilah come sgain, you
. S '_ ‘an?‘r, the second cofning; of Ghrist-’" .. L .
. ‘% | She voluptegrea thgt She: wasn't even asked

s L 3 N s
A ‘j Sr s '.' ' P S
A N

'
. . -4
L4 1 A Il -
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| “the queétion, "pid you believe Charles Hanson was Christ?"

She volunteered 1it.
Amazing candor and honésty. She told you that
at oné time zhe btelicvod Charles lanson was Christ because

that i3 the way she felt about him when she Mlrst came to

the Spahn Rarich. fShe quickly shedthat bellef, of course,

%

- Kok, oﬁlm was she honewt in her description of

Charles Manson,but qhe was, equally honest in. hey description

of the entire Family,among whom, of aourse are the three
female defendantg in:this, case. N ‘-',}:
. -,, 1 I

Here is the wav ghe d&scribed her first conbact

Gypsy brought me'intp-thi; raﬁch and we
‘walkeﬁ aver to the kltchen, and I remenmber gazing
into thelr eyes and they gazed Intg mine, and we

were all smiling, snd 1t was just & very loving,
you know, giving and reeeiviﬁg kind of thing,
and we hugged and embraced and,’yau know, they
Just made me feel really ﬁe;come}
mn When you mekt these people dld yéu think
they weré kind?

v, Oh, yes, they were Just'pure loving
people, o
g pLd vou think‘éﬁey were gentieé
4, Yes.,

g D14 you think they loved you? -
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i Yes.

" Did you love them?

ng, Xeé. .
g, Was there some réason for that?

Ra, I was Just very open and they were

'ﬁery open and it was Just,'you know, you could
feel the love, it.was there. | o
e You felt they genuinely loved you?
"A Yes,t |
That's Linda Kasaﬁian for you, ladies and

sentlemen, she told you the complete truth from the moment

she joined the Family om July 4th, 1969, until the moment
Bhe escaped from the Eanch on August 13%h, 1969.

The defense attorneys, incidentally, frequentiy
sald that Linda always gets what she wants.

Other than Ju@ée Older giving Linda immunity for
thege seven murders, they néver mentlioned anything else;
they never explalined to yu what they meant when they said
"inda always got what she wanted,

They also clted an instruetion to you that {
Tudge Older will glve you that & witness willfully false |
on one material point may be diatruéted in the rest of hé&
f

4
I

" Yet they did not go on and tell you one solitary

testimony. They ceitéd that as to Linda Kasablan.

instance where there' 1s any evidence that Linda Kasabilan

Iied on that witness sgand.
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I _bhink that we all know Linda’s story, ladiesk

and genilemen, “&th the excepticn of these two.nights of
‘murder;gis probably the sam?.atqpygwith insignificant
'Variation%,aSJthe youngfhippﬁ gi%l we see hitching a ride

‘on Sunset Boulevard in blue Jjeans, probably the same story.

- Linds came from a broken home; she had an

'earlﬁ marriage at 16 that ended In divoree, an unsuceessful

il

{ second marriage,

AL the vulnerable age of 16 she became a part of

‘the permissiVe freeloving,drug—briented world of the hippy,
E’(W

1iving was her way of 1ife.

It was bbvious that her life was anchorless,

‘foundationless, She drifted from one hippy sommune to

another, You name it, she was there:
Grenwiah Village, HaighéaAsbury, Teaos,

She was akin to & person nn a rudderless vessel

Ultimately, of course -- ultimately -- s 1t was
her desfiny that her path led to Spahn Ranch, Chariles

’ Manson -afid twe nights of horrifying murder.

- It's very obvious that Linda Kasablan -~ you

:suhmissive, unresisting young girl.

‘ . Also being impresslonlstic by nature and Just
paving been rejected by her husband, with no place to ¢all

home, she was a very likely candldate for the type of
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predicament in which she found herself on these two

1 nights of murd?r.

Hr, Fltzsgerald sa@d that although Linda Ba&s she

" was Impressionistic and naive, the proof that she wasn't
| was that she lived lm many hippy communes, had many seéxual

1" experiences snd used drugs extensively.,

I don't see how living with hiﬁpies and takirng

- drugs and having seﬁuél experiences makes one not

 impresslonistic and nalve.

Linda was 20 yeaprs of age &t the time of these

.jtmurders. Some people are nalve all of their iives, in

~ other words, they never grow up.

Onie may haieia tremefigzg amount of experience in

_ | N ol
drugs and sex and still be w&&ifn&g% lacking in the ability
N DR N .

to Judke. dther human beings.

f- A ' R '
i -Linda wesntt naive, I admit, Jadles and gentlemen,

k]

S L ‘ L
in drugs and sex, tut she could’not possibly have been

more naive and impressionlstic;when it came .to Charles

N B

Manson. '
‘ I ask you, who oould popsibly be more naive and
impreaaionistic.with respeect to Chaprles ﬁanson than Linda

| Kasabisn was in the summer of 1969? She fthought bhaf,guy

| was Jesus Christ.

And Fltzgerald sald she's not nelve and

imprassionistie.

That 18 the high water mark in naivete,
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;no way without being guestioned that I could go down/and

If one were to scour the face of this globe,

| checking every crevice, every attle, e¢very cellar, every

closet, every putter, every sewer for a person more unlike

LA T

Jesus Ghriat .= 101 come up with Charlie Manson!

- Mr. Fit?gerald says how gome Linda left Tanya,

r

o -

| with people $he s&ys, 8T8 murgerers. AR

We are cett*hg into a ‘rather sophisticated point

>

i

| right here. f h,* v . ; ' .f P

¥ ¥

"Well, in the first placquinda testified that

-{ she did not want to 1eave‘$anya at ppahg Ranch. She
testified Tenya was with the whols fanily, "and there was -

there

take herc“

Moreover, Linda testiffed that she had the

Now, keep two things in mind, ladles and gentlemen, .

:with her.

Number one, she knew thaf Manson and the Famlly

| always ﬁlaéeg great emphasis on chilqranm In fact, on

the night of the La Bianca murders Chariie Manson passed

up the first home in Pasadena because he saw the picture of

| ehildren hanging on the wall,

Secondly, thls polnt 1s important, and one that

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| the defense oyerlooked, when Linda Kasablan left Spahn
L,Rangh, ladles énﬁ_gentlemen, she merely was runnlng away

{ o her husband in New lexico, She‘waé not running awey from
- the Family to contact the police and teil the pollce that

| vheme defendants cdmmitéea fﬁese murders, -t

"marelj runging &ﬂay as opposed t0 running to the police.

;'where near as much of 2 reason to K111 Tanya 1f Tdnda

1 She did not fear for Tanya's 1ire if she merely ran away.

dounsel simply did not-want to see, A good example of

'There ia alLfthe differance in the world hetween

oy ‘Manson and %hé Eamily wauld not have had any-
merely ran away &as opposed ta ruuning ﬁQ the police.
Linda feared for ¢anya g 1ife if she would call the police,

This 1s a distinetlon that the defense

this is Mr Fitzgerald's original crossmexamination of
Lindar
" . You wéren't afrald to call the
pollce because you wyere worried sbout some
haém that might come to your child, were you?

"&  To both of us,

‘FQ : Didn't you previously testify in ‘
this case that I knew I had to leave and some-
thirng within ﬁysalf’told me that Tanya would
be all right'?

| "3, Yes,"
Note that In Mr. Fitzge:ald's last question,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| ladies and gentlemen, he mentioned nothing about Linda's

fpolice,'were one and the same,

- and geﬁtlemén, between running away as opposed to rumipg

4o the police,
 to sontact the pollce wher she left Spahn Ranch she would
| not have left Tanya behind.

*:3wi§hin the next few days ab Spahn Ranch, or when Bhe canme

1 Los Angeles®”

"behind human condﬁct, some of which are go nebulous and‘
| reasons why she &id nét report these murders to the polige.

s | kadles. and gentlemen that Linda aid téll Jbe ‘Bage,  her

calling ﬁheigolice, .Yet he felt that that questlon and

bhe first.question, when he did mention Linda's calling the

It 1s all the difference in the world, ladies

¥

In fact, Linda even testlfiedTif she had intended

¥r, Fltzgerald said, "Why didn't Linda report

these murders to the poilce on the night of the murders or

downtown to vislt Bobby Beauscleil and Sandra Goodeland

"jater on when she left

Well, human beings, ladles and gentlemen, don't
always do things or fail to do things £or one reason,
Many times there 1s a mulitiplicity of motivations

Y

obscure that we ourselves are unaware of it.

Linda testifled there were many reasons, manf,f

*"Before 1 say that, before I glve the reasons that

-k
> 4
z

ey : P
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husband and 2 men nameduqeffrey in September of '69 about

' Charlie flipped\éut and had these people killed.

A Want to go through the 1nevitable ordeal at that time.

. police and had no aonfiden»e in then,

| the polite these defendants bad committed these murders,

24 ;

thase murders, and some of the detalls and the fact that

S0 she did,not keep it a secret, she Just didn't

.,
. N ey et bg s ]

tell the police about it,

Thexe are the reasons . th&t Linda gaves,

_ She sald. Sha Was pregnant with Angel; she aid not
‘She sald she didn'ﬁ know how to approach the

_ Well, of course Linda's fear of and lack of
qonfidence in and beiﬁg unenmfortable with the poliee iz
understandahlg B l’ T T

’ Tna dﬁué;oriented 1ife sha had bqen lnadina, ““'ﬁi:
of aanrse, was on tbe Oppqpi+ﬂ skde of the Aracks rrﬁm the“-z
police.- L - ;; P e o v

Another reason* and of‘%ourae a' selfiah one, is "
bhat she feared hhat B2 Ehgfeontacted the police and told :
that she‘would become involved herself, of course,.
and she woﬁl& loge her child Tanya.

; She alsa tes tified ‘that ahother reason for noh
going tq ﬁhe police, after sh&\;eft Spahn Ranch, is she
never knew Whexre Manson and the Famlly wers, and 1£ they
found out gbout 1t they would kill her; they would find
‘her, they would kill heér an&‘per:dapghtér, Tanya.

s AL e

e

T
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"take a laWyer to ask that question.

0f courss one can réadily understand Iidnda's

 fear in this regard, ladles and gentlemen,'ff they could

myrder seven huﬁan beings {or ne sensible reason under the

stars, they certalnly would not hesitate to murder Linda

. Kasabian if she told the police that they had committed

" these murders,

8¢ Linda had many reasons for not contacting the

police, but regardless of Linda's peasons, ladies and

| gentlemen, irrespective of Linda's reasons, what does {hils

have to do with the fact that she was with bhese defendants

- -on these fwo nights of murder, and took that witness

- sband and truthfully told you everything that happened?

So what?
B i _ '
She éert have had one reason; she could have had
z; .’ : -
a thousand veasons. S0 she didn't, What does it prove?
F;tzgerald merely asked 4 question, “Why

4 \

Anyone can ask’ a Queatxon 1ike that.,’ lt doesn't

4
"He should have hag th& dourtesy td ko on and

tell you what legal relevance 1t had %hat Linda did not

A VIS

contact . the police.

Mr Fltzgerald, durling his argument, frequently
would make ﬁhese statements that just hang, float arqeund
lazily in the apmosphere with no connection whatsvever to

the issues in this ecase, no umbllical cord connecting them

CleloDrlveoommCH |V
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¢ A

with any of the issugsif f ] DR A

SO what? He didn’t bother‘to ‘tell you. He Just

"sald, "Why didn't she contact thﬁ police?"

" What is his point?

The fzot that she never went to the police

| certainly does not mean she wasn't present with these

' defendants on these bwo ﬁights of nurder. 5;
gﬁvf AT

‘Undet that line of reasoning bﬂéﬁzﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬁaﬁﬁa

- commit a robbery, and if they don't go to the police and
{ turn themselves in, and four months later they are arrested

. for these robberies, iike ILinda was for these murders

cdlid

apparantly the poliae@turn around and release them in
e .
thatTthey did not report the robbery immediately to the

Apparently ur. Fitzberald feels when people

commit a ¢rime the first thing they shculd do 18 drive thelr

betaway car Lo the first police station.

; . "~ CieloDrive.COMARCH IVES
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¥

Linda's not reporting these murders to the

| police, .ladies and gentlemen, in no way means she wasn't

- with these defendants ori these two nights of murder.

She left Spahn Ranch on August 13, 1969. She

| was so desperate to escape, she stole David Haonum's car. .

She didn't race out of Los Angeles after these

murders,- ladies and gentlemen, coincidentally three days

-after thege mutders, to éscape from the smog, ladies and

gentlemen. She was eségping from Charles Manson and‘hig

Family because as a result of her association with them
she had become invoived in two nights of muxder,

‘ Tﬁe defense was almost txying to lead you to
helieve that since Linda never contacted the poliee and .
told them who committed'these-murders and bow they were

‘ commzttcd Ler testlmnny on the witnass stand is worthless.

I mean, it's childish reasaning, byt this is

In fact, Mr. Fltzgerald actually made this

ineredible statement, I have no other adjective to describe

: this statement other than to say it is purely incredible.

W Unbelle%able might be anothex adgectiVe«
. I am.quoting Fltzgerald‘

_ “Linda's test;mony might be worth gome
thing if she hadﬁrepprtcd;ghgsa muyde;s on August

12th." N A
© Apparently, ladies and. genilemeny after August
. I - ‘

r o
Y o
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S5¢-2 1. the 1;21511, the fagt that Linda Kasabian was present with -
o 2 these defendants on these two hights of murder, obsarving
. 3 and hearing everything that was done, ceased to be é fact.
4 ' Mr. Kaparek sald, trying to make Linda look
s | Like a fresk sgaia, he saild "Linda thought she was M
| ; ‘ . Well, let's Look at the. te.sta.many in the
7  tramscript on this. , ,
8  Let's see if Linda '{:hought she was a witeh:
o | | "0 Did Charlic ask you girls to do _énytﬁing
10 while you were at Atﬁe' second camping site? |
11 A eI"u;:-sf:'ha instructed us to make little
2 | wi.tchy f:hings to hang m. the trees to shdw olix
sl . ‘way from the campsite to our ‘road in’the dar‘k
| " Vhat things? . 0 . o
15 | "a Things made f‘rcn; weeds, rocks, ;tones,
s | branches, some kindg ‘o;E-wu:es,. I ‘dén’ £ knpﬁ,— all
u different Little things. - )
_.‘13 | “n " Why do you use the word 'witchyt?
9 | | | - "&  Because they called themselves witches.
2;, : "¢  Who called themseglves witches? -
o1 .o ta K11 the girls, and Charlie cglled us
» | witches. N
=l " Charlie called all of you girls witches?
% | "A  Ph-huh."
. s b _ “Didntt you feel that you were a witch
% | during the month of July, 19697

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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se~3 -y : "A | I was made to feel I was a witch,
® 2| .. ves. | |

| 3 . ") Did you refer to yourself. as a witch?

4 : YA While I was there, yes; and at one point,
5 once when -I left, I referred to myself as a witch.

6 A You ncver referred to yourself as a |

7 | = . witch before you went to the Spahn Ranch, I t‘ake it?
8 "a Ko o

9 | "¢ You are familiar with the name, Yana

0| . the Witch? |

i | | YA Yes.

: 12 "3 Is;t:hét what you used to refer to-yéurselff |
_ s a's‘Z'."&. S ‘
. _ 14 A_ ' ‘Y. -‘ "A‘ ) Eel'l when I first entered the, n:anch

15 o Gypsy told me that théy all assumed different names,

6 | © end if I would 1ike .to p.t.ok out a name, and the name

1 - just came €o me, 50 T’ assumed that name, *which I was

18 | called Yana maybe once or twice Wl}l;:h Just, you know,

19 sort of went dotm, and they called me Linda.

2 "Q Did you profess to have some magical

a-{  powers?

2 | | "A . No, I didn't.

23 "9 You were very impressionistic during the

24-: 4 month of July, and Gypsy suggested to you that you
. % | should call yourself a witeh, so you called yéu'rself

2 a witch?

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES




21,165

-

S5c-4 | i '. ‘ "5, Vell, she said that we were all wj.tch&ﬁ#
: . o 2 ~ "Q - Did you disagree with that?
3 “s  No, Idomt think I did.
4 | ' "3  Did you feel you were a witch? .
5 | A I think I tried to make mysélf bgiie’ve‘
6 1 was a witch. |
7 Qo How did you do that?
8 | f | i Just by thinking I was a witch.
? 'R | Did' you aet Like a witch?
ot L\ ¢ X _apted 1iike myself. A
‘ o o X hie . iﬁz_d you adopt or assume the role of a
| N S - |
. W "R lfm::hng 'the :mpntts of. July and August,
15, | 1969 werc you preoccupz.c.d with witchcraft?
16 Ma oL BeS me.l . T ;“,,;‘ N oo
u ‘A "2 bidn't you attempt to practice the art of
18 . witcheraft? o |
v | ‘ Lo No. I don't cven know vhat witcheraft is.
20 " I dontt know zituals."
21 o ~This was the abtempt during cross-examinatwn

2 | to make hcr lock like some type of freak:

3 - "3 You never saw anybody at the Spatm Ranch
x4 ' do anything that a real witch would do, did you?"
. B That was Hr. Fitzgerald asking that question.

B | . pEE WIINGSS: What is a real witch?

'C!GIOUI‘IVE.COITIARC HIVES
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"o You feally didnit have any :.dentity &uring

o

the month of July and August, 1969, isn't that

L
r Y

correct? .. T
_ a % doﬁ_’t knew e:mci:ls; what you mean by
’i&entity.-* ‘ ’

) Are 5;013, familiar with the term ! identity
eris‘i.sr? |

| "4 ‘You mean, did I konow who I was?

", Yes.

"L Yes, I knew who T was.

" Who were you? |

"4 Myself, Linda.

! Linda Rasabian?

“a . Yes.

R And you were an ordinsry human being?

"y Yesg, Iwas just ‘:I.ike some == I:Lk,e.
everybody slse.. Q

"9, Aid you ﬁidn*i: have any magieal powers?

A No. ,

"9 You didn't helieve what these other

people told you?

A T made myself beliave it.

llQ whyp ’

YA Because I couldn't argue with them. I
could never ask Whecause when I did they would all

come dow:& on me at once, so what is the use. So I

“CieloDrive. COMARCHIVE
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went: into this ad nauseani on th1$ witch husiriess.
" | was instilled into L:t.nda by Charles "Manson and the girls,
in fgct , Gregg Jakobson also testified that Manson used to

| eall all of the girls in the Family witches. -

aloﬁg* with that nonsense.

;3 | business, she just left the xanch, all of these crazy ideas'

18 -

“just gave up and said 'Okay, I am a witch.
But Iwasn't u S ‘ ;

That is Just a Very very br:t.ef synopsis, they

It's very clear that th:r,s whola witch 'business

Linda, just being a member of the Family, went

of course, when Linda left Spahn Ranch you have

that Manson and the girls tried to impregnate her mind with
were stn.ll fresh in her mind, so she wanted to £ind outt
from some outsider whether these ideas had any merif or
whethe::, as I sald, they were pure‘unadulterated hogwash. :

“CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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- pantlomen, to nuddy up the water, & Absut uitones,
( laddes and entiemen, I reeenbly came upen $his descrlption

| soreechy, thvestening lauchter of witeohes danclng around
- and stlrping the Loiling sauldron” -~

22 7
| %% get neor tnnt 0?3t1& tn s2e who the witches wers, thﬁy
2 | would xah Hey Lindu Eaxuhian, ladita andGg pIntleaen,

Su#aa~ﬁtuins gnd 50&&1@ ?ﬂn Ean&an} ir g1 wtnb tn tnlk

The glligaﬁipn thet Linds thinks she i3 &
witen, 1% just another affor: Ly ﬁ%gfﬂqtipac, luddas and

Of B wALin goene,
3u:t pioture this witeh neene;

A, Qﬁééi dovi, drsfty, deserted, haunted castle in
Trans&ivmhia. Cobwalis are everywhere, Lats are :&yina
abouy, Loelr epas Jlewing An She dackaens; & for flickering
aundluﬁ En Iishtning’tiauniﬁa putside provide chie anly
1gnt, |

The souni effoats Are SHese: Cutside tho sastle

are banging and & few wolves sre vayinp ub Gae NGO,
‘Inwide fhe castle the only sounds sye the

LEVCHDANT BANSOR:  (From the Dolding pooe) Cup!

. Wy LUGLIOBIY 'fiha‘gafie, exppiied shadows of the
yitohys arawling across the eenglelit walls
eonplete the picﬁur&.“

Ir one uared, 1&&&&& sud genvlwmaen, 1 onw dered

;gacry “ queryy t: e, ?asrioit Kranwinkel,

. :‘
fona . !
Il W * . .| £

iy .
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. argued that, number one, Linda Kasabian's testimony on

l that witnass stand was fabricated and#the reason 1t was

T e
{

m_: anyone else, ladles and gentlemen,:Sechion 128 of the

| Honor, there are many code sections we would llke to discuss

| There is no necessity to read that code sectilon,

about witches.

My, Fitzgerald, My, Kanarek and Mr. Kelth all

LA L,

fabricated was to g&gn 1mmunity. They sald, in other
words, she was testifying on that stand to save her hilde.
‘ Anr, Keith spoke of self;preservation.

Nell for starters, ladlen ard gentlemen,
you don't, save yaur. hide in a oapital case by lying on
the witness stand, T

Now' yesterday when I.said perjury was itself &
capital orfense when it oécurred in a capltal case,
i, Fibzge;g%d got up gnd 'said that is not the law,

I don't want‘Hr. Fitzgerald to confuse me with

California Penal Code;
' Y“Every person who by willfaol --"
MR. KANAREK: If I may, your Honor, if I may, your

and this ils unfair. It's unfair,
THE COURI: The objection is sustalned.

MR, BUGLIOSI: Linda testifled to the fact she was
aware of 1it, | | ‘
MR, FITZGERALD May we approach the bench?
#R. BUGLIOSI: Uay we approach the bench on this?%

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| THE COURT: It 1z unﬁeeessary. The objection is

sustalned.

MR. BUGLIOSI: For‘starters, let mé say thils, I nope

that ndne of you folks thnught that when theé defense

attorneys addressed you 1n this case that they were going
to get up here and say, "Well, ladies and gentlemen, we
know that Linda Kasabilan t0ld the truth; we know that our
g | ellents are gullty." |
=‘ I hope none of you folks thought that ‘they were
e |  gotng to a¢ that,
T Chérles Nanson, Susan Atkins and Patricia
A 15 Krenwinkel are chargea~wi£ﬁ seven counts of murder and one
13 [ count of conspiracy to ﬁommit murder.
14 SR A Leslie Van Houten, two counts of murder and one
5 | count of. conspiracy, o commit murder,
16 | If these dafense atborneys were going to get up
w here and tell you that, there wouldn't be any need to have
1 | this‘trial; their clients might Just as well have pled guilty.

0 | The position they have faken, of course, 1s a
20 | normal orie. It is to be expected.
" Let's talk about this immunity agreement.

First off, let me say, of course,in a criminal
) trial It i3 very common to glve someone immunity if they
54 testify against cO*defendants. it is not unusual at all.
.25;' Let's look at Linda Kasablan's testimony with

96 |+ wespect to her state of mind congerning the ilmmunity

.o — " CieloDrive COmMARCHIVES
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E agreement; also, the reasons she had for testifying;

"% . Why have you decided %o tell every-
thing you know.about these seven murders?
Sy I strongly believe in truth, and
I feel that truth should be spoken. "
‘ Let*é see what Linda has to gay abdéut this
Imundty agreement: o
g You also stated that &ou were testifylng
in court because you want to tell 1t like it was;

iz that correct?

L 'r*“A Yes. '
o g And you Gidn't care nothing about
* igmunity? , - o0
Cow T o, nob veally.
. ;,;‘f% .« And you still don't care about the
imﬁhniﬁy? | o '
o "I fhink 1% is a nice thing to have,

but it doesn't matter.

"q But isn't your main purpose for
taéﬁifying-to get the Jmmunity so you can walk
out ©f the courtroom?

¥4, No, that is not my main purpose,

) Your main purpose 1s just to tell it
Iike it was?

"a, Yesn,

g And isn't 1t a fact, Mrs, Kasabian,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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"that the oﬁiy time you wanbed to tell 1% llke
it was ls when you were arrested, when you gob
arrested?

w4 No, I wanted to tell it 1ike 1t was,
like 1t happened, that same mOMenﬁ that 1t
happened, but I Jusf wasn't able to do it then.

"y But you did 1% tell it at a time
when you felt you could save yoursell?

’HL Yo, becauge I didn't know I could

 save myself.

ng When you Ffound out you could save your-

self, then you decided to tell the truth, 1s that

* correct?

YA No, I dacided to tell the truth
risnt from the- very be sinning.

" Hay I ask you, Mrs, Kasablan, what

’fia yénr state of mind:in qonneﬁtion with the

immnnity agreement that supposedly Mr. -~ your

phalanx of attorneys here have with Mr, Bugliosi?

‘ o Jusy when I'm tharough testifying they
will petition the Judge about the iwmmunity
program and if he agrees to give me ilmmunity, I
an immune.

"y I see, and has the prosecution told
you if you testify from thelr viewpoint properly

they will petifion the Court for that immunity?

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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e

", Not?their viewpoint, Just my vlew-
point as to the truth,

"Q And as you testified, do you have
In your mind the faet that you had beén glven

this immunity, is 1t in your mind es you testify?

T No, T am jJjust doing what I am doing

'before we sipned the papers,

i’ Pardon we? _

A, I am 3gsb doing the same thing I had
been doing the last two weeks before the papers
werg'eﬁer signed,

'"Q © Well, last Frdday, Mrs. Kasdbilan,
up until lash Friday, Mrs. Kasabian, ub until
lasy Friﬂay, let's say, you did not know for
suﬁe that you.were gzoing to get this ilumunity.
“A.’-‘ Not from these people here, ho.
ﬁQl You did not know, that is, the

]

. 'Judge had noﬁ signed the papers yet last Friday.
) S :“A; Righta .

. oA
N T ¢ ;
LI i L !

g, Is that eorrect?
. '“’A'I‘ g 1Yesa ' )
"Q AB u testified previously, previous

to today, you were aware that the Judge had not

, yet signed the papers?

", Yes.,
Q And soyou found ouf this morning

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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" Linda Hasablon sald those things on the witness stand she

. meant exactly what she sadd:

1% | )
Yoo

gqjoyed having immunity.

“sne want immunity?

Ythat this morning he signed thg papers?
Pho Yes, ‘

g And the gratituda “w yOu have no
gratltude, ne feeling of thanks o ir, Bugliosl
or ir, Stovitz? '

A, Sure I nave gratitude.
g And why do you have gratitude,
firs, Kasablan?
"h, They_haye,§i§én me an oppoftynity
to tell the truth,” . |
Well, there are several other references, ladies
and gentlemsn, in the transcript. |

I think that all of you got the idea that when

.
LEEY

*° . Sure, she wanted to have immunity; sure, she

Way shouldn't she? Why shouldn't

¥ 3

WhJ should she want to spend possivly
years in Jai&? What - is wrong thh Irmunlity?
she like it?

‘.,4' 4 ) a o

t ! Y ! P )

thy shouldn't
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Wt does that have to do with the fact that

. she told the truth? She testif;i._ed that immunity or ‘~not s
' even if ghe did not get ipmunity, she was going to i:a,l;e that

. witness stand and tell 'thc world what happened.

That 1mu1um.t:y agreement was just 1c:mg on the
cake to Linda. . N
£t
Let's assume, arguendc -~ Be Latin term that

~ attorneys use which means just for the sake of argument --

let's assume arguendo the only raason Linda took that
witness stand to testify, ladics and gentlemen, iy becausé
she wanted immunity. | 4 ' |

_ Now, IL'm not 'stipulatingaf;‘that for one.single,
splitary moment. I sald let's just assume that.

: Does it necessarily follow, ladies and geﬁtlemen,.
that just because she got immunity and just because the
reason why she testified was to get msnun:tty, that her
testimony was therefo:gg Eabricateéd, as the defense attorneys

. J i

sayl

sl
:

o Ie 1s s obvious non sequitur, ladies and

gem:lemen,, it:o ’say thm‘: every time someone gets dmofunity

the prqsecution :Ls t:hereﬁy purchasmg perjured testimony.
Smnehm:, tha deﬁen.se. attorneys in this cage

feel that immunit:y and faise tesi:mony aré synonomous* they

go hand in glove, : A

Counse,l‘s hréascnmrr smply is not in keeping

with human exper:r.ence. Hum_an experience tells us that many

CieloDriveCOmARCHIVE
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5e~2. 1 ','-7 times people hdve information in their pessession that they'
. 2 | do not want to divulge.
-3 ) ‘ In other words, they want to keep it a secret,

¢ | but. if they arz glven somethmg enticing enough, Sometba.ng

2]

i appetizing enouf,h fthey will relate what they know.

¢ | 5 ‘. Tha situgtion iy not, if they are given something

7 ; thcy wil‘f make a atory up, The situats.on. is; 3 if f:hey are

s | given gomething they will tell what they know.

o | ‘ .- Evenassuming that Linda Kasabian te.stifled

‘ w | on that: stand just to wet: mmmunity, i:his does not meart,

| 11 ag‘;‘defense attorneys, say, that she mada up a storw

12 "'. g It means begause she was given immunit,y she told
13 | the trath. "'

o _Buty os I have saild earliexr, it strongly

5 | appeafs, ladics znd gentlemen, all of the evidence shows,

16 | that immunity or not, even if shie had not been given’

v | imsunity, Linda Kasabian wanted o tell the truth about

18 | these two nights:of nurder; that thaﬁ imunity agreemené

v | was sometﬁing that was nice For Linda to have, it was

2 .‘icing on the cake, but it was not necessary.

21 o I told you at the beginning that in my closing

2 argument that I was goilng to state the obvious, which was

2 somathmg that hwman beings do not frequﬂntly want to

2% | concern themselves with, |

2% Ask this question of yourselves back in the

% | jury room, ladies and gentlemen ;

CieloDFiVE COMARCHTVES -
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murders, why':’m the world would Linda Kasabian say that
‘ they had? What possible reason would she have?

- ments to you, they never suggestéd that Linda Kasabian would
have any reason whatioever to say that these defendants

| committed these nurders, if in fact they had not.

‘wouldn't have been any reason. There was no- evidence at _
w [ this txial that Linda Kasabian had any enmity, sny animosity,

any hard feelings for any of these defendants.

| whatgoever Linda Kasabian, out. of the clear blue sky, would -
- plck these defendants and say they committed thése murders

18 is ridiculous.

- and gentlemen, in the manner in which she testified.

1 o;E conxses is sa preposterous I, shoultln'i: aven be talking

2 I 80 mﬂny WD'.t‘ds. Vo . - : . g o

If these defendants never committe& these

And the defense attorneys, during their apgu-

They never gave you any reason becausé there

Tt is such an obvious fact:, but it has 't:o be
stat,ed.' |

To believe that if these defendants, ladies and
gentlemen, were nﬁt: guilty, to believe that for no zeason

Furthermpore, if sﬁe were golng to frame thése

lLet's take Charles Manson, just Ffor instance. -
Linda is out to frame Uharlea Manson, which

abont it ’now, but th:x.s is ﬁézggey t;he defense alaims, in

.
A Y

Di .
. Glelorive.COMARCHTVES
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J-i:ha't Charles Manson did not pérsohally kill any of these
| victims? '

They don't give you any reason for it, but thej

say that these people are mot guilty and Linda just said
' they were there.

If Linda wére going to frame Charles Manson,

i ladies and gentlemen, do you think she would have testified

Do you think she would have given testimony
proving that I'Ian,sbn‘himself never personally killed any of

f Ehese victims?

She wduld téatify that Manson was one af the |
actual kiliea:s, or ‘at least that Manson was at the scene of

" the murdez:s at: the tizne o£ the. murders. . o

Yet Linda Ka’sab:.an's testimon‘y p]’.aces Charles ii

,.‘-5

in time that the actual murders were taking piace.
Unless defense counsgl Want you to believe that -

‘Linda Rasabian has some type of legal background in the

lav, ladies and pentlemen, and knows about the vicarious

1131::1‘11@ rule of c¢onspiracy which makes Manson guilty of

 all seven murders even though be was not one of the actual

v/ ' . ,
killexs, g’ézeb you just picture Linda Kasabian, ladies and
gentlemen:

"I1m going to frame Charles Manson® she is

these Tate~La Bianca murders, but I'm going to be subtle

CieloDrive.COmARCHIVE
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and sophisticated about i, I will say there was a conspiracy

: and Charlie was not at the scene."

f rule of comgpiracy."

: oﬁg of the aqi:ua; killers, she did not say he was actually
_at the scene at the time o,fl the murders, not only shows she
‘,i,s' not out to f‘rame' Charles Manson or anyone else, but it
couldntt be better evi&ence, it couldnt't ;speak more eloquently
| for the proposition that her testimony shows the precise

s | nature of Manson's i':ole in the seven Tate-~La Bianca murders.

- night of the. Tate murde::s, itistead of saya.ng Mangon called .

1 | her aside and told her to get a driver's license, & change

"of clothing and a lm.ife' ‘and go -»v;ith‘ Tex ‘;'md ;éb' whatever Tex

o | told her to do, she sinmply would. ‘have gald "Charles Manson

| and murder evexyone there,”

"1 will nail Charlie under the vicarious la.abz.lityA

That is rldiculous"
That is ridiculousl
The faect thatshe did not say that Mangon was

In fact, if Linda Kasabian were out to frame

got us all together and told us o go to the Tate residence
Do you believe she would say these defendants
It is so unthinkahle, so préposterous, so

out of the universe that it doesn't even rise to the dignity
of being absurd.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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" Pleage ask yourself that quéstion.

The defense attorneys, ladies and gentlemen,

| during their arguments, really never dispuked that Linda

was at the scene of these murders.

. Row, certainly, the defense attorneys don't

| want you folks to believe that Linda Kasabian committed

- all of theSa seven murders, obviously, they don't want you
- £o bel:,gve. that she committed these murdersy by hergelf,

| They are not: saying that. | ‘

Apparently what they want you to believe is

' that Linda Kasabian, who was living at Spabn Raneh at the
time of these murders ,» committed these murders with someone

- else who was living at the Spabn Ranch other than these

- defmdafxté,‘ or niaybe ‘they want you to believe that on the

Spalin Banch, rendezvousedat some predetermined spot with
gomeone else who was not a member of the Family, who was

not living at Spshn Ramch, and she committed the murders

. with these othex people.

N 'l‘hey ceftainly a:r:en'f: alieging that Linda

] Kaaabian commﬂ:ted all 'fﬁe seven nurders.

: © 1n fac.t; Mr‘. Fitzgeraiq said L:t.nda very probably
did participate in theSé murders, but she didn't g0 there

1 with these defendants, @e et thEre’with a:hptWﬁ’*’”"“"‘-.f
' Haybe her husband and Gharles Helton.

Nr. Kanarek said that Linda comitted these

CieloDriveCOMARCHIVES
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- murders with Tex Watson, and he vaguely implied some other

' during theSe two nights of murder? : i

~ gentlemen,  says,that one of the persons she was with was -

. Tex Watson, and lo and behold; wouldn't you know, Tex

 person she was with was Patricia Krenwinkel, and wouldn‘t

- person she was with was Susan Atkins wouldn't you know

- in theSe ﬁurders, acnually admitted stabbing and killing

| Sharon. Tate, ‘I guess Susan Atking wasnlt one cf the per&!ons
: Linda I{asabian wa& with e:i.i:her. B f" o s

21,182

. vl

people were involved, but he never zeroed in and speculated-

who these other people were. ‘
In any event, the quéstion is thig -~ the ‘

question is this ~« who were the persons Linda was with

Now, although L:Lnda Kasabian says, ladies and

Watson's fingerprints are found on the outsgide of the fromt
door of the Tate regidence, I guess Tex Watson, according to
Paul Fitzgerald, was not one of the persons that Linda was
with. | | |

And although Linda Kasabian said that anothex f |

you know, ladies and gentlemen, that Patricia Krenwinkel! s ;l
fingerprints were found inside Sharon Tagte's bedroom, I .
guess Patricia Kremwinkel -wagn't one of the p‘éoPle‘ that
Linda Kasabian was with either* ‘

- e ks ey o e 3

And although Linda Kasabii? says thai: another

that Susan AtKing tcsid three peoyle that she was inyolved

¥

r' A

Although Linda Kasabian says Leslle Van Houten

. -
oo A p
' a4 4 v

m .. . CicloDAVECOMARCHIVES
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‘Leslie Van Houten told Dianne Lake that she was involved in

was among the group of murderers on the seécond night, and

the La Bianca murders, I guess tliat Leslie Van Houten wasn't

ane of the people that Linda was wii:h aithetr.
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| Charles Manson was responsible for the seven Tate-La Bianc¢a

| murders, and Charlie Manson te}}j Juap Flynn "I am the one
{ Mangon had nothing to do with these murders either.
| Who was Linda Kasabian with on these two nights of myrder?

{ is lying when she says that their clients were with her.

 doesn't it defy description, defy definition, defy. every
| conceivable mathematical probability, that out of the

‘people who Linda Kasabian says she was with are conclusively
.proven to have been there by solld, strong, indisputable

_evidece, totally independent of Linda Kasablan's testimon ?

2 ' and the confessions, l;evidence aver which Linda I{asgbian

| confessed -to third parties?

[l

. Although Linda Kasabian's testimony shows that

that hgs been doing all these thinge=" I guess Charles
Now, you recall that the ultimate question is;
The defenge attorneys claim that Linda Kasabian
- If Linds Ragabian is lying, ladles and gentlemen,

isn't it not only exceedingly strauge, isn't it go utterly
unbelievable, doesn't it so miich stagger the imagination,

severagl billion people on the face of this .earth, the very

El

1 am referring, of course, to the fingerprin{:s

had no control:

‘ After all, what did she have to do v?%{the -
fact that Patricia Krenwinkel's fingerprint and/Paul Watkins“
fingerprints were found at ;he scene, and with the fact that
Susan Atkinsg, Leslie Van Houten and Patriecia Krenwinkel

#
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: maybe Santa was going to ‘.LeaVe me somethz.ng for my voice
| under the tree. Well he didn't do 1£. ’

' showed that Charles Manson directed Watson, Atkins, Krenwinkel'.
- and Van Houten to commit thesge murders ~- and as I have just
! 'inc’li’cated, the evidence shows that they did -- and although

| the {evidence at this trial, ladieg and gentlemen, conclusively

inc]:uding’.‘rex Watsen and these three female defendants,

... | apparently, if we are to believe the defense attorneys,
a

. nights of myrder.

_ chéi-iie'* s authority on these two nights of murder,

Before th@ christmas holmdays; 1 tcrld you that

Ladies and gentlemen, although Linda's testimony

showed that Charles Manson dominated the entire Family,

Charigs Manson was not directing them on these two particulan|
Charles Martson apparently temporarily abdicated |

his crqwn, his t:hrore, on these two n:.ghts of murder, 4
Maybe scmeone else at Spahn Ranch usurped

I‘know who it was, ladies and gentlemen:

Sqlieaky'a ' i
Why, o¥ course, Squeaky is the one who 1s behipd]

. these murders, ladies and gentlemen.
Poor Charlie Manson has been sitting in this

courtroom for five months, and Squeaky is the c:ulpr::t.
Gan't: you just picture the szene 1ad:l.es and

gentlemen, at; Spahn, Ranch on the night of August the Gth
19697 : ‘ , - 1
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' Squeaky is telling Tex, Sadie, Katie and Limda )
: to get a km‘.ﬁe and g change of clothing, and just as she is
‘1 about to : s.en& these people cut to commit these murdexrs;

| Charles Manson, the.apcsi-:le of peace, gets down on his knees |
| in the dirt at Spahn Ranch and begs and beéeqches Squeaky
| not to do.it. | .

Whereuporn,

| tells him to get lost,
1 legs, me‘.'ekly'departsa' ‘

b 3

Squeaky pilves Charlie a pacifier and
and Manson, with his tail between his

e S s b s oo on ™
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Bh2 L and Eentlemen 1t wag ao,onviaus that ahe wa& telling the
truth 80 obvicus ’bhat :Lt ;ln equall_; obv:i.cus ﬁhat the
" derense amorm.y& sought to diverh ;;bur attention away from
| Linda.’a testimony with yespect to these two nights of
- murder by foeusing on Linda's ingestion of LSD.
. They mode such a sickening, nauseatlng ilasue out
[ 6£ 15D, thdt 1f a person totally unfamiliar with this
| case would have walked in%o this courtroom end listened
9 | to th&l testimony for ]:.ll days, cross-examinatlon aof L;l‘ndé.,
o | They wouldn't have 'kncﬁmn that thie was a murder trial and
’ '-1‘1‘ these faur defendants wers on trdal for murder, '&hey would
| 12 - héve thought that Linda Kasabian was on trial fgr her
s | ingestion of LsD, _
w | You know yhat, I am just bringing back memories
.35 [ now. You kripsm exactly what I s aayiﬁg_.
6] Bub in my opening argument. I said: ALl Pigit,
gt | Linde took LSD, So what? Wnag does 16 nave to do with
| anythinge * |
iy | ,Anct ag you recall, a.pp&rently durling the defense
" % | arguments, they replized -- they reglized - that they had
2 | sotben all of the nmileage they cuul;ﬂ, out of the LSD igsue,
g2 | that they had -bieﬁ it whlte, and dpart f::om Mr, Kanarek
4 | snd ¥r, Keith briefly touching upon 1t, the words LD ;"
2 | were auriously missing from thelr ar&,uments.
. . 25 However, since Linda's and Dlanne Leke!'s
s | ingestlon of LSD wes a msjor issue in this trial, as
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- created by the defense, And since {r. £eith and i, Kanarek
| did tnuch upon it, and inasnuch as ona or more or you
| folks might be concsrmeld ooub the f’aet tha.t the star

L witnass for the prosecubion did 1n&est a aansiderable

" issaue,

.’} 4

-

amiount of LSD, I wills brierly &ddrgss myaelf to’ tge LD -
I . 1 ¢ ; -

- * . e S L
PR i
’ 1

| MR, KANARGX: Your Hond®, may he indlude marijuane $n

that lssue?

~CieloDrive.com ARCHIVE S
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THE COLAT:  Jr, Kangrek,:x admonish you to sl douwn
and refrain from uwaking any suda comments.
B, KANAREK: .Very well, your Honor.
THE COUAT: You ere interrupting the aryument of the
prosecubor, |
‘ You may procead.
. Counsel approach the bendh;

(ﬁhereﬁgon, all counsel approach the benth and
the Tollowing proceedingé-oaau& at the bench outside of
tag hearing of tae jury:).

idie WANARDG: May I be heard on thls?

THE COURT: You hey be. |

‘. . I find you in dirsct conveupt of court for
‘t§§$ interrupblon, It was an wnwarranted frivolous

‘comment of yours which interrupted and dilsrupted the

. 1 find you in direct vontempt of court after
Boﬁ hhva Beénrwaéned. S

e, KANAREK: | If yaur Honor would hear me?

?ﬂﬁ COURT s D;n’ﬁ interrupt or I will find you in

- Y

You nave been warned repeatedly about this, I

aontenpt again, Mr, Kanapek,

will not permit 1¢,
I am going to Zive some very careful reflection
&5 %0 what the Senbence will be as to this, and I will let

you kiow in the next day or so.

T T CieloDFVe:COMARCHTVE S
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MRk, KANARER: Hay I be heard while it is fresh in

your Honor's mind?
THE COUKD: Go ahead.
R, KANAREK: The point iz that thls is why it ls

. & Slyth Améndment rizht to effectlve counsel., He is

focusing only upon LSD, which is improper srgument to the
Jury, in view of the fact that we didn'$ - 1 &idn'y limit

" it ¢b LSD. How he iz limiting 1T,

THE COURT: Your statement ls &bsurd and only son- _
. TR
vincez me more that I was correet in finding you in —

tontempt.
, HR.- Knﬂaﬁhh. Your Honor -

2o ‘ HHE countr I don't want t0 hezar any nore,

(Whereupon, allfcounael return to their
respe»tive plaﬁes at counsel table and the followlng
proceedings occur in open courb Within thé presence and

nearing of the juby:) .
THE COURT: You may proceed.

HR, BUGLIOSI: Thank you.

I don't want you folks tou think thaf Iana

- sympathlzer or an apologlat for the use of LSD, because I

am not. It is & very dangerous drug. I don't condone
tts use at all, |

Buf’an éhe othef hand, I think we do have to
concede two points., Although at one time the use of LSD

wag confinéd.to the fringe elements in our soclety, today,

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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unfortunately, ita use is very prevalent among all areéé'

21,192

of our socistal struétuée, é%:gfthe high sthool student to
the gollege professor, from the bellhop t¢ the dostor and
the lawyer, ﬁtirﬁsg hag efosﬁed end penetrated all socio-
economlc. barriers, ‘ '

But much more importantly than thef, and much
moye pertinent to the issues in this case, although LSD
1s a dangerous drug; there Ls no svidence that it damages
the braln or impelrs mewory.

And that i3 what we ave toncerned gbout in this

caae,

+ Clelorive.COMARTCHIVES
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6D-=1 : I We have seen this, ladles and gentlemen, not
| o only from the testimony of people on that witness stand
. 3.| who used LSD ea:tenSively, but from tha testimcny of the
4 | two courg-appointed psychiatrists in this case Drs.
51 Skrdla and Deering, both of whom have vast c¢linical
6 | experience in the £ield of LSD.
x| ' Linda Kasablian ingested LSD 50 times, and yet it
: 8 |- 18 obvious that she is in completé control of her mental
9 | facultlies and has an excellent memory. She 18 completely
10 ’ lucid; complétely rationat, None of her answers to any of
1l .- the questions were erratlc and disoriented. All of hepr
k 12 | answers wez;e completely responsive aﬁd directly related to
13 | the questions asked of her.
.' M T have already discussed Dianne Lake earlier,
| 15 | Paul Watkins testlfied he lngested LSD a hundred and fifty

16 to 200 tiies , and yeb he 1s in clomp-le‘be control of his
.11 me}xtal‘faculties' and has an excellent memory.
B | In Volume 147, Page 17,369 of the transcript,
; ‘;’19: Dr; Skrdla testifled that there 1s no evidsnce that LSD

Lo
-y
.

eauses bra,tl.n damage‘

S a | :’ OmPage 17, 5(16 Dz, Skrdla testifled that he

‘ 22 knch "many individuals who have .used LSD three or four
‘2 hundred ﬁimes and are funetioning as essentlally nobrmal
R 1nd1viduals,{' T

Q 2 * on Page 17,469, D:tn. S8krdla also testified that
26 LSD doaes not harm ratilonal thcught processes.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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. does not affect memory,

tae Influence of LSD -— gpparvently the trip tukes between

11

' ‘place while they weve under the influence of LSD,

~things that have transpired wuring the period of the drug."

N

on Page 17,373, Dr. Skrida testified that L3D

In Volume 148, Page 17,567, Dr. Deering also
testified that there is no evidence that LSD causes‘any
brain damane. ‘

On the same page, he testified that LSD does not
caﬁse an ‘lmpalrmont of meniory.

. In fact, ladies and gentlemen, evén while under
elgnt and twelve hours -~ one is very aware of everything
that is occurring, according to- tae testiﬁony of witnesses
durding this tricl who have taken the dfug, and also gecording
to the testimony of Drs. Deering and Skrdla,

i‘ Jot ornly doesn't Lsb impair memory, but at a

later time & pesson cun lovk back ané rexewmver wnat took

Dr. Bzrdla bestified on Page 17,373 that

"ordinarily, the individual has g helghtenea awareness of

L Dr, Deerdag testified, on Page 17,616, "that

generally specking, one romembers eleurly, very clearly,
evepything'xham took place during the L3D trip itself,”

Volume 157. Thib io What Paul Watkins said, Here
1s svreone wha fook L3D 150 4o 200 tiues,

. . +
ot X 4 A" N ¥

" CieloDrive.COmARCH IVES
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- 1LSD trip is over she had no difficulty in remembering what

- Dx. Deering both testified that to call LSD an hallucirogenic. |

" hallucination ism seeing’ spmething which in reality doesn't
. } , | ’

- existy whereas, when someone is under the influence of

{ LSD, someone sees distortions of something that does exist,

| L.e., they see illusions.

- testinony concerning what happens under LSD.

{ brighter, would be out of focus, but the things were there.

"And during these LSD txips, you would
have a 'convérsatim with other people?

“Uh-hnh
. I "would you remember the conversat::.on‘?
a ." ? L]
. YYes. . .-

e "Would the LSD £ocus more of t.he details,
or would it make: the dei:ails nore hazy?
"You see it just like it is.
"What do. You mean by that?.
. "The detalls would not be altered in
any way, other than the way that they are.'
Linda testified on page 6,510 that after the

occurred during the txip.

In fact, ladies and gentlemen, Dr. Skrdla and

drug is somewhat of a misnomer because, by definition, au |

it is hallucinationsg vis-a-vis illusions.
I could read you some more from Paul Watkins!

He says that now and then things would be

CieloDriveCOMARC HIVES
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. prosecut:ion witnesses, including. Dianne Lake, has absolutely

{ o relevance %o tha.a tase.

: breath:.ng, it was just part of the ink bag of the octopus.

i not whethex Linda K,asabian teok LSD, or got immimity.
1{ That is not the ult.imate questxiﬂn, The ult::?.mﬂ,e quest:z.on,

| witness stand. ‘ BRI Do

';witnes-s stand, as I am going to prove right now that ghe did,
- {:the: accomplice issue is ixrelevant, | |

this case was. inconsistent, iﬂcompatn.ble with Linds Kasablan's.
19 _;testimany, that would be oné thing. But the oth‘er' evidence
iein this case is onc hundred and one percent consistent with
Linda Kaéabian‘s testimony.

[to what happened at the scene of the Tate murders.

So, the Ingestion of LSD hjr geveral of the
So, I suggest that we kindly execute it and
bury it in a judicia'l 'mérgue. While it was alive and

The ultimate questian, lad:.és ;nd ‘gentlemen,

of course, is whether Linda ’Kasaba.an told the truth on that

L

I'd like to address myself to that polnt at

Ladies and gentlemen, if ﬁhe other evidence in

The things I am about to enumerate prove beyond

tek's look at Linda's testimony with respect

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| ‘was much more adamant about it.

16

Mr. Fitzgerald said: “The murders did not take

| place the way I.iﬁda Kasablan said they did." '

. Kanarek sald t:he game thing. Of course, he

, Well, let's see what Linda Kasabian said,
rui then j,et's see if that is really what happened.

ry

" Your Honor, muid this be an appropriate time?
THE COURT: Very well.
Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with

anyone .ot form or £Xpress any opinion regarding thé case

: untdl :‘.t: is finally submitted to you,
R

The court will recess until 1:45.
- (Wheteupon at ‘11:57' o"clcfck‘ a.of. the court was

L)
in recess.)
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LOS ANGELLS, CALIFORNIA, THUR3DAY, JANUARY 14, 1971
1:50 P.l.
S S

(The foilowing procee&inéa were had in open
court in the pregence of the Jurﬁ, all counsel with tihe
exception of ¥r, Hughes belng present; the defendants
are not physlcally present:)

THL COURT: All counsel and jurors arekpresent.

' Do you wish tq‘address the Court, Mr, Keith?

IR, XEITH: MHay we approacﬁ the bench, your Honor?

THE COURT; Very well,

(Thé followihg prdceédings were had at the .
hench out of the hearing of the jury:)

YR, KEITH: If the Court please, I am addressing myself
wlth respect to your Honor's finding Hr, Kanarek in con-
tempt prior to the’recess, thé noon recess.

©  We three other counsel thought we would like to
ﬁut our views odn the record at the earliest opportuniby; if
your Honor is willing to permit us to be heard. _

THE CQURT: Well, I don't really see any necessity for |
1t Qr any desirabllity for it.

. I have since had a chance to review yesteérday’ s
transcript the proceedings commencing with lir, Bugliosi'a
closins argument and what occurred then,

| Jﬁhere were a numher of Instances -~ I will cite

the specific page references later, I don't have them in

¢ ¢ D |

) BEEERR CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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14

Pront of me -- but starting within the flrst ten or 15

| ‘minutes, not even that long, and Mr. Bugllosl's argument,
. Mr, Kanarek repeatedly inferrupted and atfempted to disrupt

the argument and distract the jury.
Fe wus warned each tilme by the Court not to do s80;
that he would be found in contempt if he continued. |
Today, the parsicular instance, though I did find
him in divect contempt this meorning before noon, 1t was
just another instance of thut, a elear violation of my
previous warnings to him.
Wnile I appreciate that perhaps you diszgree,
I don't think that it 1s rveally rele?ant whether ydu agree
or disagree. This involves ﬁhe Court .and Mr, Kanarek.

}

MR. XEITH: I wonder if the record shouldn't show at

. least that I fels that Mr. Kanarek was attempting to make

an obJeétion to lr. Bugliosli's argument, and perhaps in-

Cartfully.

Be that as it may, he is entltled to make such an

- ohJeetion even though the grounds are wholly untenable,
as long as he is doing so in good failth.

THE GOURT: It is clear from the record, Mr. Keith,

that he wWas not trying to make an objection, and it became

..i\_" R .
even more c¢léar when we approached the bench and he

aﬁtemp%éd to explain it, and no counsel has a right to make

frivolaous objectlons.

| © ...  CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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LiR. ‘KEITH~ o, what I am saying was -~ and I agree
with that concept -= but I jJust felt that Hr, Kanarek was
acting'in good faith.

The Court mg; Teel thaﬁ his objectlon was
frivolous, but -~

THE COURET: It wasn't an objectiﬁn. ‘That 1s the point.

'R, KANAREK: Yes, 1t was.

| THE COURT: It was not.

MR. REITH: 4s I say, it was inartfully done.

THE COURT: It cegpainly was Inartfully done, and in
direct violation of my orders to stép doing it.

| The record will speak for itself,

MR, KANAREK: Yes, your Hoﬁor. If I may be heard?

THE COURT: I don't¢ want to hear from you. I have
heard all I want t¢ hear from you on that subject.

MR, KEITH: My purpose for coﬁing to‘the bench was

to axpresg Mr, Fibzserald's; lr. Shinn's, and my posifion.‘

MR, FITZGERALD: Owr view was, we weren't sure whether
Kanarek was attemnting to make a motion or an objection.
THE COURT: No, he wasn't making elther one, He was
making a gratultous comment in the form of a question,
and a rhetorical question, I might add, and 1t was
obvilously another exaumple of hils repeated attempts to dis-
rupt this trial in one way or another.
MR, KANAREK: Well, your Honor -

THE: COURT: I dom't want o hear any more from you.
.,gn',
¢

"~ CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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I have heard from you before, and as far as I am concerned,
the matiép ds cloged, I héve }ound you in contempt and I
bave ngo intenéion'or changing my mind,
MR. IIANAREK: But then I have a counsel, your Honor.
THE COUET: You may have a counsel, but under this
provision of the Code of Civil Pfocedure, a direct

contemﬁt may Ue punished swummarily, and that 1s what I

- Intend %o dg, and I wiix let you know when I have made up

my mind what the punishment will be,

MR. KANBREK: May I state this to the Court?

MR. KEITH: Irving, please,

MR, KANAREK: I would like to make the record.

MR, KEITH; No, Irving.

THE COURT:; Let's hear what he has to say, even
though counsel have decided they don't want to hear 1E,

Let him make his comment, |

HR. KANAREKy I would say this. I want to make this

.point. That it is my béllef that everyone is entifled to

the right of counsel, even a lawyer, when the Judge finds

him in contempt.,

I want to allege a violatlon of due process, a

. violation of equal protection, a vioclation of the lawyer's

right to effective counsel, as well as the defendant's right
to effective counsel, for your Honor to have his mind made
up, as your Honopy h&s sald 1t is made up.

. We have witnesseg -w

- CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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iaui S THE QbURT:: igmadeia ﬁ;ﬁ@{ﬁé; That is what occurred,
"y | I made a finding based‘upon your conduct.

3‘:. MR;:KANAREK:‘ The'poiﬂt’is thap I would like to state
¢4 | that I would 1ike another maglstrate fﬁ hear it.

5 | © It is my bellef —~-
6 THE COURT: If that is what yon have to say ~-
| MR. KANAREK: I am not finished.
g THE COURT: You have Tinished, because I am telling you -

9 { that is all I am going to hear from you on that subject.
10 So, let's get on with the argument,
11 (Whereupon,.all counsel reburn to théir respective
12 plated at counsel table and thg following proceedings
. B cceuy tn open court within the presence and hearing of the
@ W | Jury:) ‘

5 | THE COURT: You may continue, Mr. Bugliosi.

6 | MR. BUGLIOSI: Thank you.
7t At the beginning of my opening argument, you

s | recall I told you folks that we could see the 1lght at the =
W end of the tunnel. Well, wve afe at the end of the tunnel
- g0 | right now, and although all of us want to finish this
}2L;. ﬁrial and 'go home after six months, don't forget, ladies
22 | @and gentlemen, -- you cannot forget -~ that seven human
2 | beings lost thelr lives in the early morning hours of
2 | August the 9th and 10th of 1969.
. B - 8o, as the prosecutor in this case, even though

25 | this case has been dragging on for month after month after

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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month,, when 1t comes down to a decision om my part whether

6o dlscuss 3ometiing with you, that I think is important,

- "or whether-towap 1t up early and go home, unfortunately,

I have to, on Lalanee, reach the conclusion that I have

to conginue discussing those tdings wihlch I think are

b !

imporbant.

. Ang in, view of ?heﬂfact that otill many of you
are still %aking-notes, obviouély, I am not wasting my
time up here.. '

Hopefully, I wlll be uble o finish some time
tomorrow, bBut agzin, I repeat, you cannot Iorget that
seven huﬁan beings dled.

ﬁé I was indicuting just before the broak, the

defense attorneys sald that it dilap't happen at the Tate

‘residence and at the La Bianca residence the way that

Linda Kasablan suld that it happened,

Let's look ab what ILinda Lasablan said, ladies
and gentiemen, and then let's look and see whether other
in&gpenﬁent evidence confirms, subsbantlates, what Linda
Kasablan sald.

Linda tstified that Tex, Sadie, Katie and she
arrived at the Tate residence around midnight. Her testi-
mon& was ﬁﬁaﬁ the nupders took place shortly thereafter,

Let's look at the independent evidence.

William Garretoon testified that Steven Parent
visited him at 11:45 p.m. and left around 12:15 a.u.

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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‘ back in the guest house he called a friend of his.

4 friend, and that oun the premises where he wWas were some

Obviously, Farvnt wao murdered as he was leaving
the Tate premizes.

ﬁarretson also testified that when Parent was
Jerrv Fwiedman tastified that at 11:45 p.m,, on
August the Sth 1969, he did An fact receive a phone

eall’ frow Steven Parent ., and Parent sald he was alone with

bin Hollywaod people.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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epening arsument,

50, it is obviQu$ that when wWillian Garretson
said that Steven Farent called a friend, the friend whom
he cﬂlluq.OQVlougly was Jerry briedsan,

bfficer Granado testifisd that waen he found

the clockmradlo in Steven Parent's car, 1t was stopped ab

¢ -
&

‘7 {1 aiscussed the ramifications of that in my

t
.q_‘. l \

. iy Ireland t8$t1fihd tnat he heard the sereawms

- coning from buman oﬂinﬁs 'come from the direction of the

Kl
Tate residence, au around 12 U0 o,

. Budolf Heher‘testified that the hosing incident

-in front of his home took place at 1:00 a.uw.

So, Linda's testimony that the murders took place
aronpd midnight ﬁas been confiraed 5y other indépendent
evidencs,

- hinds testifiled that Tex shot the man in the car,
whom we know to be 3teven Parent, four times,

Dr, Koguchl testified that although Steven
Parent was shot five times, or had five gunshot wounds,
rather, two of the gunshot wounds, two and four, were caused
by the same bulleb.

You remeuber, he testified that in nis opinion w-

and be theorized -~ Lbeven Parent had his left forearm

flexed at the bine ne was shot. One of the bullets entered |

his left forearm, passed through-and-through, and

CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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.3 =.-'"x\~
So, Dr. Noguchl concluded that Steven Parenﬁ fq
was shot four times. That 1% scientific evidence. "%”fhfq

Linda Kasabilan sald Tex Vaitson shot Stevern Parent
four times,
. Let's just sktop for a mowent.

If hinda Kasablan were lylng, ladies and gentlemen,

would voiunteer any specific nuiper of times that Steven
Parent'was Bhot? - o

4

If she were to say Four times, and then Dr.
Boguchl, gaggﬁgp on that~witne§s stand and sald: No, Steven
Parent was shot two times -~ or seven times -~ this would

prove, obviously, that she wasn't there.

CieloDrive.cCOmARC HIVES
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|- was on the driver's side of the car,

‘:, the man just slumped gver in the driver's seat, and I asked "
| her did his head slump to the left :or to the wight and she.
| said to the right towards tha passenger side, '

Parent's head slumped to ‘the right toward the passenger

| lisht” on, on a build:mg in thé driveway of the Tate residence,'

- and we leazned that that building was the garage. A

- residence.

25 |

5 | the scene on the morning of August the 9th, the scréen on

But she says four times, and the independent,
snient:.flc medical cvidence substantiates what Linda
Kasabi.an saidy Linda pestified that when Tex shot the

man in the car, she vas just a few feet away from Tex, she

She said that  after Tex shot the man four times

People's Eypib‘it 42 of course shows Steven |

; M
sa.de. ’ '

Linda testiﬁied f:hat‘: thexe was g laxge outside

Winifred Chapman testifted that when she arrived
at the Tate residence on the morning -of Augus!: the 9th the

" Linda testified that Tex cut the screen on one

She sald it appeared that Tex cut the screen
horizontallﬁr 3 she ldentified a photo of the screen.
0fficer Whisenhunt testified when he arrived at

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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table on Aupust 9th, 1960, L

,': the window to the xight of ‘the front door of the Tate

tesidence was off the window and it was cut horizortally.
0f cou rse th:t.s photograph which I showed you

1 before, People's 26, shows the screen on the front window
off aund itts sifppad hor:.zontaily, again confirming Linda
| Kasabian's tegtimony,

Linda testified, ladies and gentlemen, that when

| she looked through this window, she looked through the

window, the one that Tex was cutting the sereen on, she

gaw "a table and a bowl pf flowers or seméthiﬁg on the

I’ table."”

And she gaid that the table and the flowér's
appeared to be in tha: dining room. |

Of cauﬂ:se, ‘$inifred Chapman, when ghe took that

'm.tness stantl did say that the window that had the screen

cut on :l.t was the window o the d.n:.rgg room of the Tate
residence, and there was in faut a vake of £1.owers on that

%

} ' *

Linda testified that: Sadie and Kat;t.e were
barefoote&,on the m.ght of the -Tai;e murders.. A bloody
footprint was fuund" out:side the front door af the Tate
residence. - | |

| Linda testified that when Frykowski first came
out thé- front door of the Tate residence she observed that
his face was covered with blood; he gﬁgpped at: a post and

| then fell onto some bushes to the left.

i

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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AR T |
In other teordss, as he was exiting tine front dooz,
| the bushes were to the Teft and he falf‘in'té- these bushes..

. Of course this photograph shows that the bushes

I to the left of the post had been damaged.

' Sergeant McGenn sald that these bushes are right

" to the left of the post coming out the front door of the Tate
- residence, and he said that this photograph depicts the
| damaged condition of the bushes.

Again confirming Linda Kasabian's tegtimony.
Linda testified that she obseérved a light on

Officer DeRosa testified that when he arrived

13 ak the Tate vesidence on the morning of August the 9th,

: I.-?GQ, there was a light on near the front door of the Tate |

residence. | _
A small photograph, you can see that light,

. ' It is the light right next to the front doox
of the Tate residence, again confirming, substantiating

~ Linda testified that she saw Tex stab Frykdwski
in the back; she gaid Frykowski was on his hands and kneeg
on the front lawn of the Tate residence. She said Watson

| was stabbing him in the back.

' Dr: Noguchi testified that Voityck Frykowski
had five stgb wounds to his back. ‘
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- shattered the gun and it dida't work any more.
| struck viciously 6ver‘ﬁhe‘head 5y a hard object, undoubtedly

i:?eople's %40, docs have broken trigger guard, and the ejection

1 spring housing is'brpken, and the barrel was loose, and the
0

: 1a§n, Patricia Krenwinkel was chasing a4 woman who had &
-white gown and had black hair.

| gown, black hair. =,

~égain uon£irming Linda Kasabian's story.
Linda also testified that Tex told hexr that
he had hit the man over the head with the gun and it had

0f course, as wo kaow, Voityck Frykowski was -

Peoplet's 40, the revolver, 13 times, and we know that

right~hand grip was in fact shattered into three pieces,

again confirming, substantiating Linda Kasablan's testimony.
Linda téstiﬁied that around the time she saw

Tex‘stab Frykowski, further on down the line, further on

down towards the back of the house, the back part of tle

Do you zecall Linda testifying to that?
Here is a photograph of Abigail Folger; wlilte

CieloDrive.cOmMARCHIVES
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9a~1 1| Then Linda Kasablan testified to this, ladies

. | 2 | and gentlemen, she had:not yet éee‘n & photograph of any of
| 3 | the victims in death at the Tate residence. '
4 |° ' MR. RANAREK; Your Honor, I mist object to that, if
. s | your Honox wishes me to approach the bench -=
. 6 ) MR; BUGLIGSI& She testified to thig, your Honor.
i 7 . MR, KANAREK: Your Homor, I must object to that, it
& 'i¢ not in evidence. | , A
"g, o TEHE COURT: What is the o'bjecmon, Mr. Kanarek state
0 | it" | . . »
\ . ‘ju‘ . MR. RANAREK: The obj‘ect:ion ié, your Honox -= and I

12 ' wo#ld 1ike to do it at the bench sa that your Honor will
- s | be plessed with what I have to say.
. " | - THE COURT: State the objeét:ion. :
‘ | MR. KANAREK: Your Honor is not consistent. I am
16 afraid if I state it -~ | ' ‘
1.1_.!', THE COURT: If you have no objection, then let's
_ '1‘3- | proceed, ’
19 b The jury heard the testimony; if your version,
20 | as you heard it, differs from anything that any counsel
o | hés sa;i'd, you must re:!,y on what you heard and saw iun this

. | courtroom. C
| g‘é i S Let's pxaceed
_ 24 | ' MR KANAREK’ May T mot approach the bench then, your
. o Hanou:i , R ’ * A
L 25 . * THE ‘(_IIOURTA: _Let;"sl proceed, Mr. Kanarek, -

‘ . o + 4
- N L - . ‘
., " S T . .f‘fs

2
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f woman had a white gown and black hair, after that on cross-

i exammnatmon by Mr. Kanarek, Mx.'Kanarek showed Linda Kasablan
i the photograph of ébi 311 Folgex.

{ who Batracla,arenw1nkel was. chasing had & white gown and

j‘_ tEStimoﬂyq ‘ " N, ;'i- ,‘:‘a‘ . T r

 then, your Honor, if i‘maﬁ,;hegfriwill;étééé it.

| this time does not include his interrogétion of her at

‘the many instances he did interrojate hery and we don't know

5 | what he showed her, your Honor, that is not in evidence,

' admonish the jury £ dmsreﬁard thet pratwitous remark,
| your Horor.

¥ ﬁes;ificd on thz stand she hed not been shown any photegraphs

" disrepaxd that statement?

Mr: Kanarek, other tham the stated objéction and the Gourt's

MR. BUGLIOSI¢ After Linda Kasabian testified that the

5}‘.

But sne had already testificd that the womgn

black haﬂr, erain ccnf;rmlnv, Sub tuntlatinu Tinda Kasabian's

O 4 B H v N
PR oo P -7

MR, RAWALEK: Your Bondr, ‘may ;-stété'mﬁ objection

It is my Lelief, youx Honor, and I believe that
the evidence that the District Attorney is alluding to at

MR. BUGLIOSI: Your Homor, I would ask the Court to

There is no cvidence of that. Linda Kasabian
of the victims at the seene. ,
THE COURT: The objection is ovérﬁuled.

-MR.’BUGLIOSI: Will the Court admonish the jury to

. THE CQURT: 'Thz jury will disregord the remarks of

CieloDrive.COm AR CHIVES
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. Kasabianls testimony, t,ype B blood, was . found on the Tug
‘before the back daot- of Sharow Iai'h's bedroom, on ' the dooxr
“itself, and on the putside of the doory on x;he- ground - '

 type B blood.

" one with Patricia ]‘:\renwmkelfs fingerprints on it, was

the bones of all victims other than, of gourse, Steven

21,213

ruling. ; _ ST
IMR. BUGLIOSIM Gf courﬁe, aga:.n cpaf:.tmn.ng Linda

type B blbod; and of course we know t:hat’ Abigail Folger had

You also recall that Winifred Chapman and
'O:Eficer 'DeRosa. testified that when éhey arrived at the
residence on the morning of Augustz 9, this back doox, the

open == was open -~ again confirming Linda Kasabian's
testimolzty. ‘ . |
|  Linda testified that as Tex, Sadie, Katle and
she were dm.v:u.ng away £rom the Tate residence: _
| "Katic said when she stabbed that there
were bones in the'way and she couldn't get the knife
through all the way, and that it took tco much
energy, or whatever, I -don't knowy her exact words,
“but it hurt her hand." |
, Dr. Roguchi’ testified that the autiopsy disclosed | -
i:hatthé kod.fe or knives used onithe Tate victims penetrated

Pavent, who died as a result of gunshot wounds,
‘ Apain confirming Linda Kasabian's testimony..

As I indicated earlier in my opening argument,

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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| L:i.rida Kasabian estimated the dimensions on two out of the

" on the murder knife given by r\ Joguchd, gaﬁa@x{cénfixming ‘

-éz-z,ready‘ mentioned, ladies and gentlemen, prove not only

"~ | only does it conclusively prove, ladies and gentlemen,
16 |- ' - '

‘of the fcur people who were in front of his home confirms
the fact £hat the Tate kilierb were exactly who Linda

three, knives in the cax that night, People's 32, the Buck
kna.fe ,of course has been introduced into evidence..
{or x:mti hex estmatea d,tmensmnu on the blade of

¥
4

those .two ‘l\.nives was ‘véry very close, very clogely
parailel, éubstant:fal_ly identical to tﬁe 'eétiméted dimengionsl -

Linda Kasabian's testimonj.

Y. PR

DOy onz of the ten.ox Eiftéén things I have

that 'Linda‘ Kasabian was there that night, but that she
accurately and tx uthfully told you folks from that witness
stand overything that happened.

Letis lqok‘.-at the Rudolph xlehef Incident, %

that Linda Kasabian wes with the Tate killers that night,
and we know of coursc that the Tate killers ave these
defendgnts, but his dwcr;i.pt:ion, Rudnlph Weber's description

Kasab:.an xaid thoy werce, Tex Watson, Susan At:kms and
?atric:.a Krenwinkel., _
Linds testified as to 20 o 25 things concerning
the hosing incident in fxont of Rudolph Weber's home.
. If sho hod not been present, ladies and gentlemen,

not only would she not hove bgen cble to accurately and

i
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B} - truthfully tell you 20 to 25 things that happened, all of |
| ‘which ware confirmed By*Rudolph Weber, shé would not be able |
5 to tell you one thing that happened, not one. |

p | " Lebtts look . 3F hat incident,
T . Linda teé‘éﬁ-;:esw that she, Tex, Sadie and Katie

6 | arrived at the Tate residence around midnight and based
7 on ’what happened there, the five murders, based on the time
" g | it would have taken them to deive. to Rudolph Weber!s
o | z:e31~dence, they would havearrived at Weber's residence
0 somewhem in the vicinity of 1:00 o'clock, 12.50 12: 45,

| M QO o'clock, five minutes after 1:00.

e Rudolph Weber testifies that be was awakened
" 13 by the gound of running water at L: 00 o elock.
® 1 | . He looked at hig alarm clock.
5 | | ~ Incidentally, Linda testified that it only

3 | took a few minutes to get from the Tate residence to the
w7 place where Tex, Katie and Sadie hosed themselves off.

[ Sergee.nt McGann testified he drove the distance
19 be.tween the Tate residence at 10050 Cielo Drive and Rudolph
90: W%lt::mesidence at 9870 Poxtola Drive, and it's 1.8 miles, |

- 'w:&t would not have taken t:co 1Qng to go from the
5 | Tate residence to the Weber residence, again confirming
9b fls. = 4 | Linda Kasabian's testimony‘ = S

24

26
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| to hose off was a dark street and they had %o drive up the
‘ hill ‘

1s a dark street, and if you lodk at some of the photographs, |
“stypeet, you drive up Portola, the bottom of the street is

" down h%ra, This is an ineline upward again eonfirming
' Eindh Kasabian's testimony.

- Tex, Katle, and Sadle hosed themselves off, She sald,

7 -| Katie and Sadle hosed themselves off was right here.

| about risht herp when he came ouh of the regldence, again

'confirming'Linda Kasablan's testimony.

s | house.

Linda testified that the streef where Tex stopped

Rudolf Weber testified the street where he lived

ladgies angd gentlemen, particularly Peoplels 44, you will see
at the bottom of the street, Portola, thls is 2 hilly

Linda 1dentified 3 photosraph of a home where

"”hat 1s bhe houseq"

Rudolf Weber took the witness stand and testifdied

Linda Kasabian testified that the place where Tex,
| Rudolf Weber took the witness stand and said that
ﬁhe four individuals whom he saw that night were standing

Linda testified that from the headlights of their

ear they werée able to see the hose extending out from the

lir. Weber testified that a person driving at night

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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.'~'i
2

the hose extendiﬁg from his house out into the street,

. again confifming'Linda's testimony.

Now we pet into the description of the people.

Tinda, of course, said she was with Tex, Katle,
and Sadie, _

' © Mr, Weber's testimony concerning this polnt, of
course, is exéremely important, Comoons

_Weber testified that there were Four eccasions
in front of his home during this hosing lnecident,
one male and three females,

T " ind he said that they appeared to be in their
late teens.

| Well ‘of cotrse . ‘Tex, Katle, Sadie and Linda,
all four of them could easily be taken to he in their
late teéns. s

Mr Weber testified Ehere was -~ testifled that
the male was around his height and he sald he was six-feet
one or slxz~feet two inchea tall.

We had testimohy here that Tex Watson ls around
six-feet two inches t&ll, and you saw him here in court,
obviously six-feet one-six-feet tw6 inches tall,

ir, Weber said that the three girls, with
regpect to the three glrls, two out of the three girls
were of average height. You recall he saild that? You saw
Susan Atkins and Patriclia Krenwinkel, they certainly appear .

fo be of average height for a girl.

CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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He testified that the thlrd girl was very short,
around five feet tall.

Linda Kasablan is very short, around five feet
tall,

So Rudolf Weber's testimony is completely consls-
tent. with Linda Kasablan's testimony as to the identity of
the four parties in frontwof his hone.

- Lidnda testifled also that Tex, Sadle and Kable

- actually started to hose themselves off,

Rudolf Weber testified that he was awakened by
the sound of rumning water coming from his hose.

sLinda testified, "An older woman came running oub
of. tﬂ; ;Auée, I don'g remember her exact words but she
‘sald, 'Who is that? Wnat ere you doing?'”

dr “ﬁener testified that it was he who sald,

"What in the hel% do you $hink youire doing?"
L Now, note thaﬁ although"Linda sald that the
woman uttered these words, bhat that is a completely
meaningless discrepancy.

The important point, ladixs and gentlemen, islitnat
Linda Kasabian heard those words uttered,. although it turns
out they were uftered by Mi. Weber as opposed to his wife,

Of course if Linda Kasablan wasn't there, she
wouldn't even have known that these words were ubtered in
the first place.

You will note that Linda sald an older woman

CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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15+
“he |

and men came out of the house.
‘Mr.»Weber'testified his wife is 65 years of age,

| - and obviously he is in the vicinity of 60 or 70 years of

" Ldnda testified that shé could not ldentlfy the
man, but that he had white hair,

You saw Rudolf Weber, he does have whilte nair
and, of Lourse, this 1s & photograph of him here, showing,
of course, ‘¢hat he does have white hair,

I am sure all of you remember that, anyway, or
do you ~— 1t's three or four months ago, 1t's quite a while
ago;

" 'In any event, Linda could not identify the

14 f, man éh@:§§13 he was old in her mind and had whife hair,

f . % Well, Rudolf Weber 1s 65 or 70 years of age and .

" he does have whita ]m%i.ir,.le ’

' Linda ’cestified £hat’ after she heard bhe words
"Who.is:thhﬁ,:what dre you doinS??iTex replied, "We are
getting a drink of water‘f | |

‘Tnis 1§ Linddfs’ tés‘timony.

Mr, Weber testified that the male sald, "We are
Just getting adrink of water."

Conflrming Ldnda Kasabilan's tEstimony.

Linda testified the woman got sort of hysterical
and sald, "My husband 1g a policeman. He iz & deputy."
Or something to that effect.

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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‘18]

Rudolf Weber testlfled that his wife got "a little
overly excited,” and sald, "My husband is a deputy sherlff
and we are golng to make a report of this.®

Again, confirming Linda Kasablan's test{lmony.

Iinda testified that the man said, "Is that your
car?"‘

And Tex replied, "No, we are walking,"

Mr, Weber testifled that he sald, "Is that your

1 caﬁ dgwn there?! and the male answered,‘“No, we are just

walking," A
| Again confirming Linda Kasablan's testimony,
Linda testified that Tex was the only one of them
who talked to the man, |
' She testlfied that neifher Sadle, Katle nor she
said anything.
Rudolf Weber testified that only the male spoke,

*the bhree giris did not speak to him, again eonfirming

' \

Lindafs teutimony. - ‘
‘ , Dbilnhda testified that Tex was "very polite to the
peopie;dk, B T
' Hr. Weber testified that the male was "sort of
pleasant abouk 1.0 R _ A
Linda testified that after the conversation

between Te¢x and the man and the woman in front of the house,
Tex, Sadie, Katie and she started to walk down to the car

and the man followed them,

CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES




1 - 1
u

12

15

16..

1

¥
19
&

2t

22 |

ot 24

26

21,221

© photograph.

137

20 .

¢r, Weber testiflied that after the conversation
In front of his home "they started walklng down towards
the car. I walked behind them."

Linda's testimony to where Tex parked the car

that night, she sald it was about rizht here on this

Fudolf Weber took the wibtness stand and sald,
"Yes, that Is about where the cer was parked."

Again econfirming Linda's testimony.

"CieloDrive COMARCHIVES
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| came up to the driver's seat and he started to put his
' crabbed his hand, and just jJammed, you know,"

" mean%*

‘incident.

i -to reach for the keys, which was not my intention, 1t was

.and so was Linda Rasabian., That is why.

Linda testified that after Tex, Sadie, Katie and

H

she got in the car, "the man was right benlnd us and hé
hand in the ear to vreach for the keys, and Tex blocked him,
I asked Linda: '"Wheun you sala jammed, what do you

"Well, Tex drove away re¢al fast."

Here was Ur. Weber's testimony about this

After he got the license plate number on the car:
"Then the girls got in the car, the man got in
the front, the glrls in the back, he closed the door, and
on an lmpulse I reached through the window and I tried

simply the fact to scare him away, soby the time I even had
my hand barely.on'the windshield, he took off just like this.
v ¥Did he drive off slov;ly , moderately, or fast?
| Fi~j ifery fast,"
td

Again, completely consistent with Lindas Kasablan's

téstimbnya ST

" Now, the ;easoﬁ; ladles and gentlemen, that
Linda KPS§§ia%'s §e§timonylﬁa§ subgtantially identical to
Hudolf wébérls testimqny is‘beeﬁusé Eudolf Weber, ladies

and gentlemen, was thére that night in Iront of his home,

‘CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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The clincher is that Linda testified that the
subject car tvhey were driving that night was Jdohnny Swartz's
1959 Ford; the yellow Ford, Nr, Weber got the license
plate numbar GYY 435, and that license plate number belongs |

to Johnny Swartz!s 1962 maroon Ford. On the night in -

quéestion, 1t was or the '59 Ford.

Ve know, ladies and gentlemen, and I went into
this in detall in my opening argument, we know that the
Rudélf Webepr inecident mugt have taken place between ten
ond twenty minutes after the Pate mupders. And Weber's
home on Portold Drive is right down the road from the Tate
resldence.

People's 98, the diasgram, shows that, Right dowhn
the road. '

We know from the evidence that Tex Watson,
Patriﬂia Krenwinkel, Susan Atking and Linda had just come
from the Tate residente leaving five dead bodies behind.

| If Linda hadn't been one of the four people in
front of Rudolf Weber's home, ladies and gentlemen, not
only wouldn't she have known one solitary éhing_that

happgped,‘bdt she never In a million years would have

.‘voiunteéred‘any specific detalls,

-

y-s;: For insbance, waumd She have teatified that the
man reached in the car towards the keys 1f that inclident
didntt happen? ' ' f- ‘

. Would she dare have said something lilke that when,
it Mr, Webar todk the witness stand and‘aaid, "I didn't

CieloDrive Com ARCHIVES
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| wlth this case whatsoever, and you will btotally disregard

" gut ‘of 100 trillion, ladies and gentlemen.

reach iIn the c¢ar. In fact I wasn't anywhere near the car"?
‘ . Obwiously, if Linda wasn't there, she wouldn't
have volunteered one specifie¢ detail. She couldn't afford
to bDecause if that detall turned out to be untrue, It would
prove ohe was a lia#.

In fact, if Linda Kasablan were lyins? she would
not have known that the Rudolf Veber incldent took place,

period,

4 YOUNG LADY: 'hat is not true. I have proof that Q// ‘
the prSecution has voerced the key witnesses.

TEE COURT: Take that young lady into custody.

YOUNG LADY: The prosecutlon has coerced,‘bribed and
threatened key wlinesses in fiis casé -~ |

THE COURYT: I want that young lady held.

YOUNG LADY: -~ and I have proeof,’

THE COURT: Ladles and genflemen, you will disregard

the remarks of that young lady. She has no connection .

her remarks.
Let's proceed, Mr, Bugllosi,
MR._BUGLIOSI: The likellhood of Linda Kasabian
making.upnﬂng fabricating this incldent with all the

detailb:aEd it aetually turning out to be true is one

;*‘ We don*t have the burden of proving these

defendants guilty beyond 100 triilionth of a doubt, Just
W

‘. 1~|
. ¢ v,

'!«-_’ e

. 3 ] .
. s - ’ . B}
]
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The Rudolf Weber inecident alone, ladies and ™~
gentlemen, alone, all by itself, proves that Lingds ﬂasabian
told the truth on that witness stand.

TigigggﬁT: Is there any other evidence irndependently
confirming the fact that Lindd told the truth on that
witness stand? | - |

‘ Linda testlfied that after Tex, Sadle, Katie
and she drove off from the hyusing Ineident, she belleves
Tex took a right at the pottom of the hill and drove into an |
area Where there weren't too many hbuses; where it Was
like a eounbry road sort of with bushes and trees, not
too many houses. She described the road as belng hilly, up
and down.

She testlfled that Tex pulled off the road onto
a4 dirt shoulder, handed hils, Sadie and Katie's clothing to
her, and told her to throw them out.

She #sald she got out of the car and threw the
cleothing over the hill in a bundle,

She sald it was very dark in the area, bub she
got the impression that the hlll was falrly steep.

Look at thege pictureé. The hill where the
clothing was Pfound 1s rather steep,

- Of gourse, with fespect to tlhie particular area
whereg the clothing was found, Sergeant leGann testified
that it,ia in the Benedict Canyon area of Los Angeles, which.

CieloDriveCOmARCHIVES
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1] 4s a hilly,

oyt

mountainous area with hegvy brush, and there are

‘ ‘ 2 | winding roads.
3 - . Again, ¢onfirming Linda's testimony,
I Linsda testlflied that zhe didn't know the distance

5 between the place vkere the hosing ineident took place
6 4 and where shie thray tae eclothing over fthe side of the hill,
7 Sorgeant IicGann testified that he drove that
8 ¢ distance betwaen Rudolf wéber's resldence and 2901 Benediet
9 Ganyoniﬁoad whare the clothlny was thrown off the side of
0 [ the hi1l, énd it is a vory short distance, 1.8 mlles.
u Linds said that the distance was close, although
2 she dld not ¥now the exact perlod of time that it took Tex
B | 4o drive the distance, but she said ¥t was falrly close.
Of course, 1.8 miles is very close,.
15 ; Again, corroborating or confirming Linds
% | Kagabian's testimony. |
100 o
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‘ we:re. : Lot

Mr. Bagé,ott, from Channel 7, the one who found
the clothing, testified that the clothing was within a
si:?-fqot radius -~ the seven articles of ¢lothing were
within a six-foot radius of each othex =- 50 feet down

" from the top of the hill.'

.Of course, ::‘.f Linda thréw the clothing ovexr the
side of a hill, ladies an& gentle.men, in a2 bundley; the
place on the ground where Baggott found that clothing is
consistent with Linda's testimony, because Lf she threw
it over :m & 'b;mdle, i:he a:r;tielgs o;E clothimg w«aulds of

eourse, be in close proxmlty af eqch other oo which they

. .
. . " . L

Of course, the mere fact, ladies ax}d gentlemen,
the mere fact that Lmda testzl.fied that she thréw Tex,

_ Sadie's and Katie's clothing over the side of the hill,
. and. that clothing iz found over the gide of the hill near

the Tate residence, completely confirms Linda's testmony

In an area -~ as we have discussed, Los Angeles
is an extremely large area, the third largest city, as

T wunderstand it, in the entire world =~ that is, geographical/

Ly -~ yet, although Linda Kasabian did not know the road

| where the clothing was thrown over the side of the hill,

or the addressg on the road, her testimony literally pin~-
points the spot.,

I am referring to her testimony that the
clothiné was thrown over the slde p:E, the hill mot too far

vf“‘
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10b~2 :_ S from the hos:.ng inca.dent, which, irz turn, 4is not too far
‘ . ) £rom t;he Tate resltfence, and hex further testimony that it
' o s | was on a dark, vmdarxggﬂ hilly road, which ig consistent
s | with Sergeant teGann's testimony, |
5: Linda knew these thing{;a ladies and gentlemen,
e for thé simple reason that she is the one that threw the
7 | clothing over the side of the hill. That is why she knew
9 | all these details. | |
9 |- ‘You recall, Linda testified that she thiew
‘| Tex, Katic's and Sadicts clothmg over the side of the hill.
u | In other words, three gobs of clothing. King Baggott found
R 12 | three sets. of cloth:mg A,ga:m confirming Lindats .test"imony.
_ 3 | . Of ccln:se, ‘what could posm.bly, ladies and
. S gentlemén,‘ xv;hat could gpssibly be proof beynnd all douﬁt
% | that Linda Kasabian was te’ll.mg ;the truth, what: could
16 prove it moke than the’ facr. t:hat two out of the"three people |
u | .whom she says she was ’With that"nz.ght ':['ex and Kat:l.e, are
8 | conclusively and’ scleqta.f;i.eallyllpmyqn te have been there
I | .-by their finpgerprints feing fou;ld at the scene;
-~ 20| and the third person whom she says she was with, Susén
2+ | Atkins, gdhfesseé to three partiés that she was there. -.

2 | . MR. RANAREX : Your Honor, I must objeat to that.
2 | THE ﬁbURT: State the grounds.
2. MR. KANAREK: Yes, T will ste;te the grounds,

. R ‘ ' 'four I:Ionor‘ is going to imstruct that as to

% | Susen Atking -~

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES *
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THE COURT: State what your objection is. I don't

| want the argument, Mr. Kanarek., State the objection.

MR. KANAREK: My objection is that this particular

I argﬁment should not be directed against Mr, Mhnson.because
jof your Honox's ruling that Susan Atkins! confession shall
_ibe used ontly against Susan Atkins, and the District Attorney
| well knows that, aand this argument is improper argument
because he is asking the jury to make Inferences as to

My, Manson. He is not limiting his argument tou Susan

Atkins in connection with this; these last few words he
uttered, and I beg the Gourt --
THE COURT: Counsel approsch the bench,
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1: the hearing of the jury:)

i Kﬂnarek "

, listenlng,'mr. Kauarek, a§ I pointed out on this record

the trial, distracting the j&myw;attentian from whatever;

_that.

(Thereupon all counsel aﬁproach the bench and
the'fdllowiné proceedings occur at the bench outside of

THE COURT: Read back what ¥r. Bugliosi said.
{Yhexeupon the record was xead by the

feporter.)

+ THE CGUET: .1 thisk your objectign is frivolous; Mr.

MR, KAN&REK? Is yéur_Hanor going to mgke a ruling?
THE COURT: I have made it. “
MR, KANARER: He is asking the jury to convickt Mr.
Manscna ‘ |
THJ COURT: That is not what he sgid. You donft evén
listen.‘ |
In fact, you are mot even interested in !

!zu@«i

o

F)
numerous times before.k_‘ ' !

What you are interested in doing is disrupting } b

PO TN

yau happen ta be intareated in dlstractlng them from at

N 3 v -
¢ . 3

et |
the moment, R b S | ‘
. MR. KANAREK: I ean’t understand your Honor saying}
T believe your”Honor haé a prejudiced view =
THE COURT: Mr. Kanarek, all I can sgy is that I am

convinced that you are 2 man without principles when it

]

y
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:; comes to trying a lawsuit, based on your conduct in this

| case,

if I fnay say this --

- fion when he refers to a confession.

| grounds that: it is an alleged confession.

| whether it is a confession.

| disregard Mr. Kanarekts remarks? - LT : . :
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s

I want the record to ¢learly reflect that.
MR. KANAREK: Your Honor may say that, but I am saying,

THE COURT: The obj#ction is overruled.
MR. KANAREK: Isn't it true thai:l this is being used
against Mr. Monson, this argument?
THE COURT: I have héard enough. The obj.act:f-.on 18’
averru‘.].ed‘.'
MR, ?ITZGERALD: Excuse me for interrupting.
T would lg.ke to object to Mr, Kanarek' s objec~

- At least T had the courtesy to object on the = .

T MR. K’EIEH{ I will j_oin. in that.
THE COURT: Do you wish me to admonish the jury?
MR. FITZGERALD: Tt is up to the jury to determine

, I wish you %g’vo,ulld.
'I.'HE CQUR‘I.‘. ;t.:ﬁbﬂld 'itgreef‘.
MR. SI-IINN. *Join i"n the obJecta.on.”
.I'IR.'I&EITH. Jon.n. B ". A :
THE COURT: Do you Wish me to admbn:r.sh the Jury to

MR. FITZGERALD: .Yes.

PN “ f . '
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| the word confession. .

THE, EOURf: Do you. join?
MR. SHINN: Yesi
+ MR, KEiT;jI: (YGS.‘J{
MRE RANARER: T will not.
THE COURT: ‘I & mot ipﬁé;eﬁﬁgﬁ'iﬁ_wheéher you are

1

joining or not.

Y

MR.SHINN: I would object o Mf, Bugliosi's use of
. v ' - .
THE COURT: That is legitimate arpument. He can draw
his inference and conclusion, and you ¢an draw yours.
(Whereupon all counsel return to their respective|

places at copnsel table and the following proceedings occurre

—

in open court within the preSence agd»hearing of the jury:)

TEE COURT: The objecticn is overruled, ladies and
gentlemen. '
| ‘I admonish you to disrepard Mr. Kanarek!'s
remarkd. | \ |

Lét;s procead'with the grgument.
©“MR. BUGLIOSI: I was about to start without the
court reportei; and you can't do that.

, What could pogsibly prove that Linda Kagsablan
was telling the truth with respect to the La Bianca murders,
what could posgibly prove it any nore, Laﬁigs and gentlemen,
tﬁan”thé'fgct that out of the thousands upon thousgands |
of gasoline statdons in Los Angeles County, Rosemary La

Bianca's wallet is found in the sams gasoliﬁe station where

CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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1 'Linda Kasabian says she left it, and not oﬁly that, but

o found ir; the same precige place at the gésoline station
. g | where Linda Kasabian says she placed it.

4 | | 'In.other words, on top of the overflow vaj.ve.

5 ' As T said earlier, the defense attorneys ‘sald

- ¢ | that L:tnda Kesabian 1ied on that witness stand, ladies and
! T gentlemen,, about these two nights of murder.
8 I will give you s::me evidence right now of
o | why I thmk in my optnfon, you should take what they say -
o |- cwn grana salis «- in other words, with a grain of salt.
10d £18., |
B
. ‘13- :
:l‘“.l‘ o 14
| 15
6 |
17
. B
1 |
2 |
_
o
B Lo
. |

2% | : ' ARSI
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106-1 . T ' The so:l,e purpose that we ‘galled Linda Kasabian

. 2 | %o tha.b wi’cneas s*band ladies and gentlemen, was to

| 3 testify to her ohservations, her personal knowledge, about
4 | these two nlghts of murder.

A - Each witness, of course, 18 called to the witness

5] 'stand for a particular redsen,

7 - Dr. Noguchl testifled to the cause of death of

8 the five Tate vietims, Johnny S%rartz' testified Yo his

9 6wnez-ship of the '59 Ford.

10 Linda testified about these two nights of
u ‘murder,
144 If these defense attorneys in thils case really

B balleved, ladles and gentlemen, as they told you, that
. f 141 Idnda Kasablan was lying about fthese two nights of murder,
15 why didn't they crosénexamine h}er in great depth about her

16 observations @} thesge two nights of murder? The only

S reason she was célled to the stand in the first place,

18 It 15 & well-known fact among trial lawyers that
19 |  when a witness 1s lying on that witness stand, the cross-
20 " examiner asks literally hundreds of questions of that

2t | witness trying to trap *bine witness, and a lylng witness is
2 not dlfficult to trap.

23 But 1f a witness 1z on that sftand pouring out
24 the truth, the cross-examiner wants to stay away from that
: . % | witness,
‘ | 26’, , If she 1s Iying, it takes a crane to pull the

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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‘ask éhﬁuaands upon thousénds:nffqﬁéations of Linda

. tounched upon these two nights of murder, they lmmediately

a . ’ . - " ) )
qross;sxgminer‘aﬁay‘frcm‘theqwitpess. : '
The defense attorneys in this case did literally | |

Kaszagbian,

i

'About what? About L3D, sex, vibrations, visions,,

witcheraft; but not abous these two nights of murder.
| The defense counsel, Paul Fibzgerald, Daye Shinn,
and Ronald Hughes, in brosg—examining Iinda, had no more

desire to cross-examine her about these two nights of
Al :

o

murder &% they would have to stare directly Into the noon-
day sun. T
They ran away from Linda the way they would run

away from a hungry lidén in the Jungle.

="

‘And gvery now and then, when they just accidentall,

made an about-face and set speed records running in the
opposite direction, !
ﬁ, L

Out of a hobal of 300 pages of eross-examinatio y

by ifr, Fitzgerald, only approximately 30 of those pages ’g;
econcerned these two nights of murder., One-tenth.
| And those one-tenth primarlly oconcerned his !
qugstions of Linda:
| Wiy didn't you go $o the pollce? Why didn't
you run for help? He kept saying: Why didn't you go to
the . police.

Apparently, Hr. Fitzgerald, in his experience,

~ CieloDrive.COmMARC HIVES
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rin full tilt headlong, by leapg and bounds, for the

S

feelsbﬁhat*ﬁhen g pérson is involved in the commission of
a o¢rime, the first thing they do ladies and gentlemen,is

nearest police station.

Qut of & total of abproximtely 65 pages of
cross«examination by Daye Shinn, only one page -~ that 18!
1/65th e aealt with theSe two nights of murder,
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10e i ; | ~ Ronald Hughes, during his entire cross- )
2 | .examinatior, did not agk one single solitary question of
. 3 1. 'Linda Kasabian about the Ia Bia.nca nurders.

"44‘ 1 . Gnly Irving Kanarek croasuexamined Linda in

g . great depth on these two nights of murdg;' ladies and
SH NPk

6 | gentlemen, and he got 8¢ sounaly theesiwed by Linda that
7 an ordinary person would ha‘ve needed medical attention.
8 Xrving played the papb of Linda Kasabian's

g testimonial punching iy.’fa.'g."

1 Though Linda continually staggeredj ‘}1
Mmma«j
11 | kept coming back, doggedly &nd tenaclously, #&f% chin --
. i
12 of course, for his next whipping, for mopre punishment.
ey If Mr, Kanarek would have had a second in
. 1 his corner, the gecond would have thrown in the towel

15 after his first toe-to-toé slug fest with Linda,

% | . Ladies and gentlemen, every day of our lives 4igF
17 in our 1n1:erre1at_ionships with other human beings we have
18 || to determine whether the people with whom we are dealing

v | areé telling the truth, |

20 [ By and large, simply because of experience, we

21 become rather good at 1t, We can normally tell when &

22 | person istelling the truth and when one is lying.

23 We look at things In other people, such as
24 | Inconslstencies, eontradlcetions, intonation of voice,
. - % | faclal e;tprEBsioils, and things like that, |
o % | © Linda Kasabian was on that witness stand fop

7 CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES
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four court weeks. If any witness was ever placed under
a mleroscope, it was Linda Kasablan,
~‘You ladles and gentlemen watched Linda Kasablan

v%ry,avery glosely T know you did. Tou listened to the

PR

;‘ intonation of her volce., You wétched her faclal

) expression, you watched her movemgnﬁs. You listened

intently ﬁo every word ane said You took into consld-

-

eration hg; entire demeanor'on that stand,

Though she wés asked literally thousands upon

thousands ¢f queStions, not oree —- not once, ladles and

gentlemen, on dlrect exomination or cross-~examination —-
did she conéradict nerself.

. And you can only do that 1adies and gentlemen,'
when you are telling the truth.

Not once did-.Linda Kasabian gay anything that
smacked of & lie, that hiﬁted at a lie, that showed she
was trylng to deceive.

Not onde was she evasive.or 8lippery on direct

~or gross-cxamination. She was incredibly candid end

forthright in her answers o all gquestions,
- Not once was there any nervous twitching, any
3qu1rming, any undue hesitation befOre she answeved,

Not once was there g nervous smile, a look of

“being 111 at esse, a look of beingﬁtrapped. Not once;

I don't have o tell you folks that, You were

watching her morve closely than I was.
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' Net ormce.

Why is that sq, ladles and gentlemen?

Because Iinds Kasablan was

that 1s why.

-

telling the truth,

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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- would venture to say that after Linda hasablan test:.f;.ed on

.everyone of wou kuew that that tittle h::.npn.a girl was

-

. . -, 3
T ) £ o N -Q - P
Y . . -

I would venture to say -~ T would venture to

say -~ and please exguse mé fpr- bemg presumpf;uous S
that witness stand for two hours, just two hours, each and

telling the truth. | _
~ After four days of dixect examination, :Lt hadl
to be obwious to cveryone in tbis courtroom that Li;nda \
Kasabian was telling the truth.
On eross-examination, the defense. tr;l.ed every-
'thing possible to destroy her credibility, but as they say,
the truth isstronger than the Rock of Gibraltar.
After 14 days of cross-examination, if it is
possible, the fact that she was tellinp the truth was
even more obvious;%i‘
. hefenseé effort to. destroy Linda Kasabian's
testimbny, ‘ladiew and gentlemen, was an abysmal failure.
It was so anemlc, it was pathetie.
' ' Fwery question they asked her, ladles and
gentlemen, when she gave her obvicusly truthful answer,
the defense was just diegging a deeper hole for themseiv.es.
Lf the defense needéd anything in this cése,
éhey needed o steam shovel. . - \
. The defense cross-examination of Linda Kasabilan, |
ladies and gentlemen, was a classic exercisge, if anything,
:Lﬁ masoéhism. Linda’Ka‘sabian s‘adistically told the defense

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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X attornéys the only thing she could tell them, the truth,

-!%g never causcd one submicroscopic dent in her testimony.

- of the fact that Linda was ¥ellinpg the truth on that stand?

T

15

u |

1

I the 1atiz of accomplices because it is not an easy law to

the unvarnished truth, the unadultersted truth.
| They threw their heaviest artillery at herx, g

Vhy was that, ladies and gentlemen? Because
:‘he waa télll.nf* the truth. ’
That {s the significance, what 18 the significanci

What does it all mean?

It simply means, ladies and gentlemen, that
the defendants, Charles Manson, Susan Atkins and Patr:r.cia
Krenwinkel, alonﬂ wn.th Tex Watson, committed the five
Tate mux:ders ) and these ‘same individuals, together with
Leslie Van Houten, comm.tted the tuo La Bianca murdews.
'Ihat is what it means. 2 R A
. Lek's dis qussNf&fﬁiifﬂgg_gggg@p;icgs. e

As 1 ’ind:.ca.teﬁ, there 1% no sense talking about
the law of accomplices unless Linda Kasabian is telling
the truth. If she 19 not telling the Bruth there is no
sense in cven reoaching that issue.

I am going to spend a 1z.tt1e tme with you on

understand, even for many attorneys, mtuch less lay people
1ike you folks. This 1s vhy I am going to spend some
‘bime om it..

And T would likewise uﬁ:ge you very strongly to

lll
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&

1istén ve:ry carefullj %éheﬁ Judge 0lder instructs you on
the law of ac;eomplides.
It is not thm: easy an axea to. understand.
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3, plice, the defense attorheys, durlng thelr arguments to

“he becamerfatibued and he couldn‘t go on arny further,

~ With respect to Linda Kasabian being ap accom-

you, only mentioned a few of the instructions that Judge
Older willlgive you, neglecting to mention several others,
and even in respect to a Few of the instructlons they did
mention, they only read to you g portion of them,

_1one in particulsr is that the testimony of an
accomplice oﬁght to be viewed with distrust.

o Hr, Fitzgerald read you that line, then I guess

| I will read you the rest of the instruction é
because there are 5ame ver; important things followins

that pentence.

-k

Letts take'é look 2t that instruction, It starts
out: ' _ | ’
“The testimony of an gccomplice ought 0

be viewed with distrust.“ 2

That 1s where Mp, Fitzgerald lefs off, That is

where Mr. Kanarek left off. ’
The instruebicn goes on to say: . "

"This does not® -- and I repeat and I underline | .

g =

you may arbltrarily disregerd such testimony,
but you should give to 1t the weight to¢ which
you find it to be entitled after examining it | s
with care and caution and In the light of all the

" CieloDrive.COmARCH IVES
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*evidenes In Yils ones,”

' Rhis Inabruotion is gut belling you, sx Hhe
duterine eounANl SOLRAY £ Laply, LAk yEu Are n0L supptEad
W zivw GO wildn weignt to tav Teatlacny of o BGeuxplicw.

% is not sayloy oybadng 1ieé tuat at a1l.

J

wo taw ﬁc¢trdrx, o lungusge vl tlatl 1astrdoRion speci-

I f&ﬁullx diﬁugyrnwnx Of any wuls inleoenom,

>

e podnb ks padm: Onow Rua dweliwony of an

aagﬂapiiqasnaa w&nq uarrﬁusréhﬁé-unﬁ you bmliwys snw lé

telling $he Lruvhn, ¥0e liw of 80CONpLLLES Hees 0L dokl
with ttiﬁ'uixgun SNy ywa DaYe 1 iive She AGROuElice’s
%‘-utimn;r % .‘

* ‘ *r Jou aant #a, xtn Swa vy At 231 tas welgat
JOR WANa  Cou dan GAvR AN ACCoupllng's Unatluony Juss ks

CEnein PP NENE WeRRME TORG YOU NOMEE Gu fue wsdond 68 8 nese

6 | .
s agtoxpilen,

Ll Lkw el adooapiicen, thaa, does not dwl

-owdba welpat,  E% IW asriotly. & Xule ﬁf Iuw wiilcu aays

|tk yop smoned showdal any Swmfendaiy v Lhe uncomrwharuttd
B B

t#i&i%ﬂ ¥ of an na#e&pﬁinﬁ;
Lt sk Sk tais sbout tads Inavsuebion. lose
Lnnbruetion i ﬁ;gﬁiﬁ yelu o w1 4¢¢u4,11¢n4, 13 wisnté

zﬁstruntian.

A whst tue law i %ﬁj&ﬁm Hy Bhen 1uapru¢%1an

&5 thet n deternining or#aiiAlity, Fes nHouid tuke inte
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10h=-1 '_ © Now, what constitutes corroboration of an

accomplice’s testimony? How strong does the e\i;idence have |
o be?

Well, let's look at the instruction Judge Older

- will give you 't-?‘.l.th :\:espedt ‘to the nature of the ecortohora~
tion, Sk
a ‘ - S Judge Qlder will instr&ct you thusly:
| “Gorro‘borative evidence is evidence of
some” -~ the word "some“ 1841!21 t:here -- of -some

N o -
w |- act ox fact related to the offense which if
4 believed, by itself and w:.thaui: any aid,

1 interpretation oy direction from the testimony

i3 | ' of the sccomplice tends to connect the defendants
. 1 . with the comnission of the offense charged."” -
St ' Now, note that the language "eorroborative

16 | evidence“? is evidence of some act or fact related to the
o offenae..._

s,
- a@gclearly means that even 1f one act or one

o | fact to which the accomplice testifies is corroborated,

00 the accempl:tce has been corroborated

of course, in our casge, not only haa one
fact or #ct to vwhich Linda Kasabian testified been

2L -
. 22
o3 | corroborated, literally, her entire testimony has been
s | €orroboxated.
. | % The instruction goes on to say:

2% "However, it is not necessary that the

. CieloDrive COmMARCHIVES
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go |

"corroborative evidence Eg sufficient Iin itself
to establish every element of the offense charged
or that it corrcborate every fé&t to which the
accomplice testifies.”

' Againg it 18 obvious that if just oneé act

| or fact to which the accomplice testifies is corroboraf:éd,(

' the accomplice is corvoboxated.

Now, Mr. Kanarek, ir his argument to you,.

x completely misstated the law when be said this: All of

Linda's*tegtimony and each eghibit the prosecution offered
has to be corroborated. ,
Now, as the instruetion reads, the one that T

just gave you, this is a grosg, blatant, mlsstatement of the

- law, and hia'uonor will give you no such instruction.

It goes o to say:

- '"The evidence required to corroborate
the testimony of an adcomplice is sufficient 1f it
tends to connect the defendant with the commission
of the crime in such a wajr as may reaaonably' satisfy
the jury that the witness who must be corroborated
is telling the truth.”

Ladieg’ and gentlemen, the fingerprint evidence\.,
the firearms evitlence the conféssions, and all of the
othéruevidence, ag: 1 indicated, would convince the-world's
leadmg skeptic that Lmda Kasabian was telling the truth.

| The instrucﬂion goes on £o gay'

P B P TR
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It is mot necessary that the evidence gsed
o coyroborate the tegtimony of an accomplicé prove
' independently that the dafendant is gullty of the
offénse. Evidernce corroboratlng the testimony of‘
an accomplice need not connect the defegdantvwith
the commission of the offense beyond a reasonsble
: doubﬁ‘"

In other words, ladies and gentlémen, to
constitute ¢orroborati¢n, it is not necessary that the
evidence by itself be. suffmcment to prove gullt or <connect
these defén&antS’W1th these murders beyond a reasonable
doubt. . It is not necessary ‘ ﬁfu

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



11-1

g

10

11
12

13

14

15

16

i7

is.

19:

Toa”
21

22

24 |

%5 |

21,249

_golng into it with you in considerable depth.

- iten Pfhevidence by 1tsell and declde separately whether

RS
_ it alone constitutes corroboration.

- with and with relation to all’ of the other evidence in

As you can see now, this is not the easiest

thing in the world to understand, and this is why I am

In other words, lodking at that instruction,
lédies and gentlemen, %o constitute'corroborétion,the
evidence does not have to be strong at all; any evidence
willl suffice, even slight evidence, . |

In fact, his Honor will give you this instrupiion:

You are instruéted That evidence suffi- !

clent to gorroborate fhe testimony of an’
accomplice may be slight, and entitled to
1ittle consideratlion when standing alone,®

His Honor will further instruct you that this
aorroborating eviderice may be direct evidence or circum.
stantial evidence.

His Honor wiil further instruet you that to-

determine corrpboration you do not have to look ab each

Obvieusly when .you g back to that Jury room you

aregoing to look at each item of evidenee in conjunetlion

this oase.

Yoﬁ are not gbing to ségragaﬁe one pilece of
evidenee in a vactum and consider it all alone; you have to

look at all of the evidence, all of the cirecumstances.
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-

Was Linda's tesbtimony corroborated by other
evidence in this case? =

Well, Judge Older will Instruct you that yem
determine corroboration, this 1s something you are going %o
have to do sSome thinking about here, now, this is legaloae{
even though you are lay people, you are going to have bo
engage in this type of gymnastics back there.

You nmust, in determining earroboration, you must
temporarily remove from your mind the testimony of the
accompiice and see whether there ls any obher remainins
independent eVidence which connects these derendants with
these murders.,.

'? 'f~' The key word is independent. ’
~ In fact, his Honor wil; instruct: = .
;"?If there 1% noQ»Qwrfidient independent
-evidence which tends to connect the defendant
' withithe commissian of the offense the testi-
mony of the ateompllce iz not corrobarated,

"If there ié such independent evidénce
which<tends to connect the defendant ﬁith the
commligsion of the offense, then the testlimony of
the accomplice 1s corrobbratedm"

0f course, as I have indicated, his Honor wiil
instruet you that this independent evidence may be
direct or circumstantisl,

It does not have to be strong enough by itself

CieIoDrlve.oom ARCHTV
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sln.ghi: evidence will suffice.

b offered not just slight evidence, ladies and gentlemen,

“L4nda Kagabian's testimony, that ﬂingerﬁrint evidence still

| winkei: and Watson ﬁit_:h these murders any more than it does.
12

‘ ‘testimbny.ﬁiien 1f you do tempora‘rily forget about Linda's

1 testinmny, that evidence ‘still r‘emﬁins.
2 |

| which were testified to by witnesses other than Linda
26

to prove the guilt of these defendants and, in fack, even
. Now, in our case here, ladies and gentlemen, we

we offered a massive, an enormous, a prodigious emount of
evidence, totally independent of Linda Kasabian's testimony.

Linda had mothing to do with Watsoh and Kren~ .
Winkegl.*s fingerprints being found at the scene. - 3‘

< !
Even 1f you temporarily remove from your mind |

remaing, and of course it couldn't possibly connect Kren-

 Likewise, Manson's confession to Juan Flynn; |} |
Susan Atkins's confession o Roni Howard, Virginias Graham,

Ruth Morehnuse’ hex iﬂcrim:l.nating statement to Rosaann
v s . - ' i.

,ﬁ

Leslie Van uouten's confés(siatr to Dianne Lake,
Patricia Krenwinkel's confesaiou tc Dianne Lake; all of
that evidence is totally :[.nthpemjent of I.inda K(akabian's

e A

And of course it cOuldn't possibly connect
these defendants with these murders any more than it does.

The testimenj about the rope, the revolver, the

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES



P B

10

12

1la £ls.

Tee

7R

13
T
15 |
%

17 ‘_E

i

19-

21

23

%

21,252

Kasab:!.an.«w ety 2,

many other ‘witnesseg gave s:ery powegful ev,i.dence .of Manspn's ‘

three female’ defendants, and tesﬁimony a’bout Helter Skelter.

: Kasa‘b:.an' ﬁestimon}g,xzv.ﬂ ,f.‘{f

20

¥ \{ " PR ' .
m indép#_-ndent evidence and of course

it cormects théﬁﬁ" ﬁefendmts with these murders.
Although Lind& testified é’et&ﬁ: Charles Manson' 8
domination gver the Family, an.d the motivé of Helter Skelter,

domination over the Family, including Tex Watson and these

Brooks Poston, Paul Watkins, Juan Flynn, Dianne
Lake, D'anny' DeCarlo -~ 1 could go on and om, '
All of that evidence is independent of Linda

TR certainly connects Hanson irrevocably w1th
these murders.

THE COURT: We will teke the recess at this time,

Ladies and gentlemen, do not converse with
anyoxie or’ form or expreésf any opinion regarding the case
until it is finally submitted to you.

| ' The court will recess for 15 minutes.

'(REcgs's .)
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(The following.proceedings were had in open

1 tourt in tﬁe“abSence of the jury and the defendants, all

" counsel heing presenﬁ )‘ ;

THE, CQURT‘ Ali cnunsel are pregent. The jury is

not present. ‘i, |
* Young, 1ady, wxll.you arlqe, please.x
.State your name. ' ‘

MISS SHARIRO:: Julle Shapiro. f*;a-ﬁ

THE COURT: Julleﬁshgpirof___:,,‘

MISS SHAPIRO: Thatéé'fighﬁf

THE COURT: Before the recess in this afternoon .

A

session and while Mr. Bugliosi was giving his argument I

saw yog come into the courtroen; you sat in the back of

‘the courxtroom, seat No. 52 I believe and during the course-~

MISS SHAPIRO: 440.
" THE COURT: =~=~ during the course of Mr. Bugliosi's
argument you stcod up and made thcse statements in open

court, which were heard by the Cotxt snd taken down by

Hr. Bugliosi had just finished saying "In fact

if Linda Kasabisn were lying, sheé would not have known that

At which point you said “That is not trpe.”

You stood up and said, "That is not true;

|
I have proot that the proqecutinn has ccerced the key i
wmtnesses " }

sl

4
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" T with the sentence.

1 |

. this courtroom again -during theé course of this trial.

6 | \ |
_ | court in the presence of the jury, all counsel with the

17

18

F oy

x|
| may proceed; Mr. Bugliosi.

91

-3
2
2. |

26

| ‘bribed and thregtened key witnesses in this case.”

' wag a direct interference with and interruption of this

| ‘argument, in the view and in the ismediate presence of the

| of cauﬁt, and I sentence you to five days in the County Lf/
1 jeil.

|

| exception of Mx: Bughes being present, the defendants not

. witnesses othér than Lln&a Kasabian, that was totq&}g

' defendants with tnase murdexs.” ..o ¢ oL ¢ 4.,

21,254

You then sald “The prosecution has coerced,

-~ And you added, "And T have proof." | ;

" Your conduct was disorderly and disruptive and
trial, It was coomitted in open court during Mr. Bugliosi's

Gourt, the Jury, counsel and the spectators,
For that conduct I find yon in direct contempt

Miss Shapiro w111 be remanded in accordance
Miss Shapiro is not to be permitted to enter

(The following proceedings were had in open .|

being physlcally present.)

THE COURT: All counsel and jurors agre present, You

MR, BUGLIOSI: There’ was so much other evidence, ladies
and gentlemen, 50 much other evidence testified to by

indepenﬁent‘of her tgstimony, and of. course gaan-ct these

+

P . v % Ay .

vt ¥ o e

! . £ ot P -
O

. .
: H
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| convict these defendants even 1f‘there vere no gccomplicers
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20

.21

‘2
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So therelis'abgoiufely no question that, No,., 1,

the prosecution offered an enormous dmount of evidence,

totally independent of Linda Kasabian's testimony, which

“‘connected these defendarits with these murders.

o . And, No. 2, since we did that, her testimony
£33 been carrnbcrated.
| - So in answer o our original question, has
Lin&a Kasabian‘s testlmcny been corroborated2 Yes, of
course 1t has.; I
_ In faet,elaéieb and pentlemen pf the jury, I
am demeanzng and, I‘Em dewradlng tcstlmony like thé finger~

Kasgbiants testimony, because that ev:.dence by n.tiaelf,

u | 81l alope, is much more than stranp enough to conviet

these defondrnts of nwcdery aven umthout Linda Kasablan‘s

‘;‘, N

testlmony.

8o it is degrading tiﬁclassify it as corroborat-

ing evidence. That evmdence “WETL be strong enough to

' testimony to corroborate.

Although the law only requires glight evidénce

- of corroboratibn, we offered an overwhelming amount of

| evidence corroborating Linda Kasabian's testimony.

How could you possibly have bettex eorroborating |

. evidence than confessions and fingerprints?

And that 13 just part of it. There was much

“CieloDrive.com A-Ff CHIVES
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: corroborated Ladies and gentlemen, these defendants would

f immense aighificance._ ,

' noxroborated the £act that she 18 an accomplice is totally

it again.

 ig, that the progecution has to corroborate the accomplice's
 testimony.

‘ entitled to a not guilty verdict.

moro other evidence,

We will‘graduate now; to the next step:

Since Linda Kasabian's testimony hasd been |
corroborated; the fact that she is énoaccomblice, for all
intents and purposes, is a moot point, totally irrelevant.

- 1 say that, ladies and gentlemen, because her
being an accomplice would only be relevant if her
testimony had not been corroborated.

If Linda Kasabian*s testimony had not been

be entitled to a not guilty verdict.
In other words, if ber testimony had not been
corroborated, the fadt that she is an accomplice would have

1
e

But since hex testimony unquestiopab}y has been.

. 2 ’A‘ig "v-f
irrelevant. SEEIPR L et Lo

I know, thia iu not eagy. for - you lay pecple
. The relevant point about being an accomplica

1f we do not do that, the defendants are

If we do corroborate her testimony, it is

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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. irrelevant thet ahe is an,accomplice, B s

1 has been corroborated, and you believe her testimony,

" may eonelude it is entitled to.

s
a" =

We certainly_ have corrobonated'her tegtimony,
'The reason I say that it is irrelevant, once we have
corroborated her testimony, it is irrelevant ~- the fact
that she is an accomplice -~ is because his Honor‘will

tell yﬁu, in his-iﬁstructiong, that once the accomplice

then #he testimony of the accomplice is to be considered

by you as any othex testimony and given such~wei§ht as you

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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11b~1 1: | You would never know this from the way the
| | . -, | defense attorneys argue. They almost would lead you to
| s | believe that since Linda Kassbian is an accomplice, not
4 only should you temporarily remove from your mind hex ‘
' 5 | btestimony for the limited _puréoae of geeing whether there
6 | is any oi_é,her independent testimony ’connecting these
defendantélwith thege mﬁrders, but that you should |
' ¢ | Dermanently remove her testimony from &our minds,
| ; ﬂ . In other words, they tried to lead you to
o | believe in a subtle fashion that the testimony of
q. | accomplices is worthless] that somehow the eyes and eatrs
p | ©Ff an accomplice, from the legal standpoint, aren't the

i | same as the eyes and ears of someone else who is not an

14 .

k]

' accomplice.
is Cnce Linda Kasablan's testimony has been

1 | corroboxated, as it unquestionably has, in this case,

» | then the 1aw says you may “Look at her testmony and give

o | it all the weight you want. “

1 You may. g:yve her testimony all the weight you
| want,’ 1ad:fi.ej::§; and gentlemengas, evidence of guilt..

20 "

o1 You can frame it in another way? ‘Since I.inda

2 1 Kasabian*s tegtimony has: been corroborated for all |

o3 | intents and purposes the aw..complice riale simply no lc')hger
2; has any significance, and ?.r; efifect you} shoutl‘.d:f forget about
.- " 45 | it and only concern yourselves with the same ultimate

. g | lssue that confronts juries in nopn-aceomplice .cases,

. CleloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| been corroborated, for all imtents and purposes, the '

. AT _ .
| and you should ne¥ forget about the fact that she is am

. sccomplice dnd only concern yourself with the same

- cases:
n |

Af Judge Older insfructs you,_lisfen carefully to his

} of all reasonable doubt, The accomplice igsue ig a supple-
| mentary issue. . |

52 1. of bime, aqtually beyond the mid-point, to the heart of

| my final summation in tebuttal.

namely;‘haslthe prosecutibn proved‘the gullt of these
defendants to the exclusion of all reasonable doubt.

‘ T will say that one more time and then I will
.80 on:

Inasmuch as Linda Kasabiantsy testimony has

fact that sbhe 1ls an accomplice is no longer significant, .

H

ultimate issue that concerns juries in non-accomplice

Has the prosecdtion proved the guilt of these
defendants to the exclusion of all reasonable doubt?

1 again urge yoﬁ -- T again urge you, when

instruqtions on the law of accomplice.

That fs the issue in this case, Hag the prosecu-

s

And that bringp me to the mid-point in terms

»

Each defense attorney argued that the prosecu-~

.
y D e r
‘\!
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18

- To respond to defense counsells arguments,

let's tgke a look at that evidence to see whether there

|, ts sufficient evidence to prove the gullt of thase
. defendants beyond a reasonable doubt and to the exclusion

‘of all reasonable doubt.

I will first briefly discuss the evidence
against Tex‘watson, ﬁhe ég-conspirator* then -Patiicia

1 Kzenwinkel then Susan Atkins, Leslie VanAHouten and

f£inally Charles ansqn. r%:, { f‘-f : ;‘- .

;":

When T discuss this evzdence, I am.basically

, becauge, as ‘I said, thig evidence is Bo powerful in and
- of itmelf that it is demeaning and degrading to call it

corroborating evidence.

" 8o when I discuss this éwvidence, if you want

| to think of it in terxms of dofroboraﬁion, you certainly

. . may.
n |

1 am going to refer to it as evidence that
proves the guilt of these defendants beyond all doubt.
Now and then I will refer to it also as corroborating
Qvidence;‘ | | |

Before getting inta Tex Watsom and these
ﬁEfghdants, 1adies and, gentlemgn, there was dertain

~evidence in this case that proved that these murders

were committed by persons who came from Spahn Ranch,

without specifically pinpointing who at Spahn Ranch

~CieloDriveCOmARCHIVES
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‘comnitted these murders.
. belongs; forgetting for the moment to whom this revolver
| . shell casings found at Spahn Ranch, apd formed the opimion

revelver that was. used to murder Stéeven Parent and shoot

. Ranch.

21,2061

Forgetting for the moment to whom this revolver

beilongs; we know that it came fzoci Spahn Ranch,

| . How do we know that? Because Sexgeant Lee |
tesi:;i;.fied that he eompared the firing pin marks on the seven |
shell casiﬁgs found in thuat revolver and the firing pin |
marks on shell casings test fired from that yevolver with

that all shell casings wore fized from the same revolx;ét,
t.a wit, Peepie's 40,

Since we know that this revolver was the

Voltyck Frykowski and Jay Sebring, we thereby know that

the Tate murdercrs, whoover they are, came from the Spahn

A CieloDrive.ComARCHIVES
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Tle~1’ o | What else p.r‘;n;res that the E'I"ate ~'z;:iirderera canie
from Spahn Ranch?

Rudolgh Weber gets the license plate number of
that car in front of his home, GYY 435, and that belﬁngs to
a ranch hand at Spahn Ranch, Johnny Swartz.

Scr, vhoever the Tate murderers are; the
car they were using came from the Spahn Ranch.

Anything else?

Yes.- |

Ruby Pearl identified the dark dyed T-shirts

0.} ) ,
| ~found over the side of the hill on Benedict Canyon Road

1 _
as being the same kind she used to see Lynn Squeaky
Fromme dye, dye black,at Spabn Ranch.

12

B
”,14 Auything else? Several witnesses testified

- to seeing Helter Skelter printed in various locations at

% 'j Spahn Ranclt. ) ‘

S People"a 261 1% a photograph of just one of

15

- the places, the cabinet door inside a trailer at Spahn
| ‘Ramch. OF cdurse Helter Skelter wag printed in blood at

. the La. Bianca residence,

19

~
" Anything else? People's 39, the Buck km.fe,
' | was found in = sofa f_i.nsi»de t:he. Tate residence. Apart from
| Linda Kasabian's testimony, Danny DeCarlo testified that

1 he saw that Buck knife ﬁmtﬁ at Spahn Ranch.

21

9
All of the evidence I have just mentioned,
25

S ladies and gentlemen, the shell casings, the car, the
5

T CieloDrive.cCOMARCHIVES
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1th05g five items of evidence I just referred to, particularly |
| the shell casings, the car, Helter. Skelter, those items of
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»

| T-shizt, tﬁa Buck knifb, Heltew Skéifer} Pfovéé == PLOVES,
| ladies andvéentlemen, that the‘Tate-La Bianca killers,
w‘hoévgx'they were, came from'Spahn Ranch. Spahn Ranch is

| just ome minute speck in Lovs Angeles County, ladies and
fsgentlemen, yat if one were trying &o find the Tate-La -
l.Bianca killers, Ehgy could forget about every other squafe

| foot in Los Augeles County.

They could forgat about Alhambra, Hollywood,

;.Watts, East Los Angeles; Torrance.

-They could even forget about 99.9 percent of

Chatsworth where Spahn Ranch is locaté&, because those

| killers came. £rom Spahn Ranch, mowhere &lse.

- Since these four defendants, ladies and gentle~

:;evidencé I have just ment;OneH, not only make it uncom-
' ;fort#bly hot: fcg these defendants, they make it unbearably

- | hot.
1 |

‘But if this were all we had against these

o1 defendants, they could still su:V£Yqﬂ1ega11y speaking.

Now, let's jump Eroin these five general items

| of -evidence which prove that the Tate-La Bianca killers
- ¢ame from Bpahn Ranch, to specific items of evidence which

Qs'fprove that these four defendants were the particular

residents of Spahn Ranch who committed the murders.
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1 these murders can be conéidhred by you as. circumstantial
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| La Bianca nurders that you will get before you commence
| your: deliberations back in the jury room.

i ment of the wvidence by some of the defense attorneys in

| the advisability of this review zight now is too obvious

- to stéte.

"-responded, in phasée No. 2 of my argument, to 75 to 80
| pereent of defense counsel's arguments.

16 |

‘he 1s named as . 8 co*éoﬁsgirator with these defendants in
. Count No.. VIII of the:Grand. Juzy indictmeﬁt% 3 ; ‘

o | evidence of giailt against his coaconspirators, ‘the defendants

21,264
t

This weukd be the final brief review of theg

evidence.against each separate défenﬁant ori the Tate- ’

W«(A
Now;rwe have secn such an jncredible mlsstate-

this case, attorneys who actually tried the Lawsuit,

is I review the items of evidence against e¢ach
defendant, I will refer to deferse counsel's arguments
about these specific pieces of cvidence.

You remember I told you earlier that I

Now T will touch on the remaining 20 percent:
First I will briefly discuss the co-canispirator,

Tex Watsom. B E
Although Tex was not a defendant in this trial

. Thereforq,evideﬁce préving his complicity‘in

~

in this case. S S R

Yo

With regpect to Mr. Watson, we of course have

“CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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‘Linda Kasabian's tegtimony. Among other things she teésti~
fied to actually observing him shoot and kill Steven Parent,
and also saw him stab Voityrk Frykowski to death, and of

1 front door of the Té.te regidence.

18 points between the latent fingerprint and the exemplar
of Watson's right ring fiﬁger‘ :

§ question that Chaﬂes Tex Watson together with Susdn Atkins
|and Patricia Rrenwinkel were the. actua,l killers of the

19 -

course Watson's fingerprints are found on the outside of the

As you know, there are 18 points of :Ldenﬂity,

So based“ oft the ev:[dence, there is s;imply 1o

Tate victims, dwj ,Z'Z«/ L e AR
THEY Charles Tex Watson together with ];esjfjr'e |

and Mrs. La Bianca.

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES




1id-1

-

1

12

- 13

-
16
2%

1 18
1 |

20:

2F

'24'

25

21,266

v |

K7

4

..i_.i

2% |

| the last final- réview that you are golng to get before you
‘go back in that jury room.

";that Patricia Kz:enwinkel was with her, Sadie and Tex on’
1the night of the Tate murders when they went to the Tate

;Eé'—gm Patricia XKrenwinkel, ds 1 say, this is

, No. L, again Patricia Krenwinkel, I will break
thase down inﬁa points.

We of oourse have Linda Kasablan's testimony

residence .

Linda even observed Miss Krenwinkel chasing

==Abiga:.1 Folgez: with that upraised knife.

hat was Krenmnkelfs state of mind after theae

[murderd, ladies and gentlemen?

Well, as they wéi:e. driving away from the Tate

lresidence, Katie complained, inind you, that her hand hurt
because when she stabbad, the bones of the victims got in

Ehe way and this caused the grip of the knife ko hurt her
hand

S : }
What right did these victims have to permit i
‘heir bones to get in the way of the blade, the sharp bladé

pf Patrieia Krenwinkel!'s knife, what right? I

What & precious. little sweetheart, ladies and :
rentlemen, Patricia Krenwmke]‘. is. ‘

, If t:hez:e ;ver was a dainty femim.ne tenderheartﬁed
ittle g’.u:],, thatfs Eatnc:l,a Rrenwinkel, ¢ ,

' No. 2, talking abeut the Thte murders now, point

]

L 4, }'
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‘;Nb. 2, Patricia Krenwinkel's fingerprints were found on the
aiinside of the.ﬁa&k door to the master bedrodm of ﬁhe Tate
;tﬁhidenge,’Sharon Tate's bedroom.

” As I indicated, although the Los Angeles Police
-DePaxtment only.xaggkwcé ten points of identity between the
{latent and the exemplar, there were 17 points of identity
.between that 1atent and the lefc llttle finger of,Patriaia
:Krenwink81, s ‘ | o -
Patricia Krénwinkelis Eingerprints being found
{at the Tate igsideuce, all by itself, without any othex
evidence, forget about all the other evidence in this case,

that fact alone is enough to convict her of the fiye Tate
myrders.

When one's fingerprints are found at the scene,
Fadmes and gentlemen, that is the end of the game! The end
pﬁ,the ball gamet It's all over with!

When' you leave your fingerprints at the scene,
jtrs like 1eaving your name, your address, your phone

umber, your hE1ght,youn weight, the color of your eyes
nd hair,- the day of yout birth, the hospital where you were
orn, the doctor, the nurse that delivered you.

ot

Your entire family tree. _
" There has never been a reported case of tWO

people having the same identical fingexprints.
Point No. 3, in 1ate August or early September of

'1
LI T -
¥ "r

+
-
i L% )
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~:it is common during argument for attorneys to make all types
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~ Dianpe Lake tﬁat she had, draggedxAbigail.Folget from,the

1 bedrgom into the Ilving room. . L

| wa, Mr. Eltzgerald argued “How dg we kndw ‘that

his cliant Patticia KrenW1nkel wasg not: referring tQ-dragging

Abigall Folger from the bedroom 1ntp the 1LV1ng 'room in

1965 in San Francisco." . ' .
WeI.T. nbviously, Ttm not going ‘to aét&‘émto

'answering.such a preposterous argument.

I will just remind you foiks of the fact that

of arguments. By and layxge there are no limitations ox
'restrictlons on the nature of their arguments.

| 1 do think this last argument, ladies and geﬁtlemen
|just trespasses, Just a shade -~ how faxr? A couple of hundred |
thousand.miles beyond the permissible margins and perlmeters
of reasonableness. I really do think so.

If you.Want.to think in terms of corroboration,
K:enwiﬁkél's'Einggrprints are corroboration. Her cdnfessipn
{Lg corroboration, if you want to think in those terms.

' Let's look at the La Biancd murders:

Point No.. 1, talking about Patricia Rrenwinkel.
Linda Kasabian testified that Miss Krenw1nkel was in the
éroup on the second night and that she, Tex and Leslie were
dropped off right out in the street in front of the La

Bidnca residence.

'.Since we knoy that Linda Kasabian told the truth
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[ on that wi*t:ness stand, we have éstablished fhat beyond all
doubt* gince we know that, we thereby know that Patricia
| ...: A 2 | Krenwinkel was one of t:he kl],lers of the La Bianca vietims,

- of Mr, and Mrs. La Bianca, becauge we know that Linda

Kasabn.an to:!.d the truth‘., S, !
? : . It is not a.cabe OF think:.ng ‘ox believi.ng. We
- | know it,

. N vy
1 L 2 .ot #

- vy - PR L
£ . LI '

o " | 2 T W I ‘ ’
Point No. 2 against Patricia Krenwinkel in the
‘La Bianca murders: S T TE SR '

Juan Fiynn testifx.ed thai: the night, approximately
io,

-one wéek before August 16th, that -he saw the seven people drive
1 loff from Spahn Ranch in Johnny Swartz's car, Patricia Kren—

12 ‘winkel was in the group. That is Juan Flyan's testimony.
s

o . o : The other pequle in that group o‘f course were
) - ¥ Manson, Clem Tufts, Tex, Sadie, Katie =- or Sadie, hinda

® ‘and Leslie.

1

This night, ladies and gentlemen, undoubtedly
vas the night of the La Bianca murders because Linda

EY

18

© Yestified that on the night of the La Blanca murders ﬁhose;
+ I19 - ) !

ame seven peopley who Juan Flynn testified t:q,‘ drove off
rom Spahn Ranch. _ ‘
2 Point No. 3 against Patricia Krenwinkel and the .

Z1la Bianca murders.

% | Patricia Krénwij’li%'s refugal to print _lg}e words,
#tpegth to pigs," “:Ri.Se); " ‘And “Helter Skelter," The same
25 | ‘ '

“w

Pr’dé that were printed in blood at the La Bianca residence,
26
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" shows & copseciousness of gullt on her part.

Despite hex Lawyer's advice, despite that; not-

:: withgtanding that, 1f she knew that she did not print thdse

words, the only reasonable inference is that she would only

be toc happy to give that exemplar.

And as his Honor will instruck you, you may

| consider her refusal as evidence against het on the La

Bianca murders. Wis Honor will give you thdt instruction.

In faci:, thig would be a good example, this

iwould be @ good example, ladies and gentlemen, of the
slight evidencs, of slight evidence; independent of Linda's
"t:estﬁ;monj, which connects Rrenwinkel with the La Bianca

murders, and hence cotroborates Linda‘'s testimony.

That would be a good example.
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numbez, the substantial number of unique similarities

| between the Tate murders and the La Bianca murders, from
| the Tate killers were also the La Bianca murderers. I'm

making notes and; you remember i:hem.

nurdgrers. . A . ’

[ Bianca murders, the fact that 'Patric\ia Krenwinkel was one

tevidence that she ig also one -of the La Biamca killers.
|doubt.,

.shé reached into the back of the caw, grabbed that hat
and pulled it down over her face as far as it would go,
the moment she saw Sergeant McKellar, weeniaindy

‘her -part to avold detection, and I submit certainly it

Point No .: 43

In my opening argument I enumerated the great

wh:.ch I drew the only reasonablé comclusion that there is,

not going over those :Ltcms of evidence again, but you were
Patra.cz.a Kreni.winkel' g fmgerprinta weye foun.d
at the Tate. residence., so- we ‘know she nas otie ﬂf the: 'I‘ate

. . L
“ .-E':_( i.-.“ ER

Inasmuch ag there ‘Arve ‘s rémarkable’ nunibér of
unique similarities between the Tate mardexs: and the La

of the Tate killers is very persuasive circumstantial

_ Again, the prosecutidn has proven Miss Krenwinkel'sg
guilt for the La Bianca murdexrs certainly beyond a reasonable

One final point on Patrieia Krenwinkel, Her
conduct in Mobile, Alsbama, on December lst, 1969, when

wj g .
Certainiss obviodgiy, that was an attempt on

T T ~ CieloDrivecomARCHIVES
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| shows. a conseiousness of guilt on Patricia Krenwinkel's part.

Susart Atkins, on the Tate murdeirs:
No. 1, Linda Kassbian testified that Susan

,At*;kins wa-é with her, Tex Watson and Patricia Krenwinkel

when they went to the Tate residence on the night of the

[Tate murders.

, She even obs erved Suscn Atkins come running out

(the front ,door of the Tate residence around the same time
|she saw Tex stab Frykowski, end Patricia chasing Abigail
{Folger with au upreised knife.

Since we k.now -~ since we know that Linda

|Kasabian told the truth, ﬂwe thereby know that Sugan Atkins
lwas one of the Tate L.ille:r.'s.

No‘ 2 ‘Susan Atkj,ns confe.ssecl to the ’J.‘ate

L
¥ -

She also made a very :anrimmating statement ‘

to Roseanne Walkeri, 62:11 remember, over at Sybil Brand,

{the ::adm Bhamr playing, tha announcer starts talking ‘about
lthe Tate-La Bianca murders; Susgn tells Roséanne, "That

aintt the way it went down; that ain't the way it went down,”

That is an Incriwminating statéﬁe.nt:, "That ain't
the way' it went down," mezning that ain't the way it
happened. .

In other words, she knew the way it happened, and

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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it wa,sn't‘, the way the radio announcer was saying.

In @’ ancther broadecast they hear an announcexr

! talking about the glasses found at the scene. Sadie im so
1 many words tells Roseanne that those glasses did not belong
| to the killers. ’

Of course she never would have khowxi that,

‘ladies and gentlemen, unless she was one of the killers

| herself,

© With respect to the Tate murders, Susan even
related m-a'ﬁy of the details to Virginia Graham and Romi
'HOWardf, right down to the fact that éharon Tate was wearing
a bra and Bikinl pants, and that Sharon Tate was the last
to die. |
‘ You just don't know detalls like this, ladies
and geptlemén, unless you were there.

. Zmong other things Susan Atkins told Virginia

|Graham and R;Sni Howard that she actually killed Sharom Tatej

‘that she aciiually stabbed Sharon Tate to death.

She also told Virginia Grsham that the man who
ran past her out on the front Llawn, who we know to be
Voityek Frjkowski, she said she stabbed that man four ox

tEive times.

So Susan Atkins confessed to the Tate murders

to three people, and mude a very incriminating statement,

|ladies and gentlemen, as to the fourth person.

¥

. Now, that ev:i.’dc‘nce alone, forgetting about

¢ C |
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'testlmony on thc stand was not necessaly,

. Linda Kasabian's testimony, forgetting about all of the

othex evidence; that evidence alone is emough to conviet

' her of the Tate murders.

One confesgion would have been enough, just one

confession. after 'all, what better evidence is thexe to

| prove that any defendant committed any crime than when

the defendant says "Yeah, I did it."
Here we have three confessions. There éertainly

cannot be the smallest miniscule doubt in any of your

minds that Susan Atkins was there that night, stabbing,

brutally stabbing the five Tate victims. ,
Mr. Shinn argues that you should dlsregard

. vifgiﬁia Graham and Roni Howard's testimony, he said, because

they are testifying to gdt a $25,000 reward, and he said

this testimony then of course was probably fabricated

lﬁcﬁbeéause they are just out to get that reward.

' “ell No. 1, '1adie§ and gentlemen, both Virginia

| Graham and Runl Howard testified that at the time they told
'the police what Susan btkins told them, thay did not'know

about the reWard¢ They found out about it later.

&
Ll

. Moxeover, bmth of ‘them testlfled it was, their
und»rstandxng that to collect thah $25 OOO *ema:d their
L

The reward is given to people who furnished
information to the authorities., It is not a requisite

to collect the reward that the pcrson.testlfy on the witness

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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| doeg not of course.invelidate their testimony.

ik when they tell the police?the information they furnished

24

gtand,

Moreover, just because they are up for a reward

If Susan Atkins told them what she did at the
Tate residence, they c¢annot heélp it they cannot help it

18 so valuable that they are entitled to a zeward. They

| cannot help that.
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1if-1 L hetually ’ché fact that they are up for a\reward

. 2 | only serves Yo prove bthat they furnished information wh(:li'eh

-

i the reward glvers .%:hought was reéllable and legitimate, ¥

>

h | anything, ﬂ\ ' L
5 @k "Tuct thobt they are up 1orTrevard contrary o
6 what Ir. Shinn sald, bolstery and lends eredibility to \i
7 | their tectimony. It Goes not detract from 1t, )
: s | If Joe Schmclzberger comes up bo the autherities
9 - and givos them selc Allée-—in-';-’onderland scory, Go you think
1 | ne is éoiné; to get the amoney?
o ‘ Of course, the final,concluslve proof that
2 | Virginia Graham and Roni Houwaed did not mase up the sbory
B | and thot Susan atking did 1a fact confess to them, and |
-. - this g the ‘third ;Jo:mt nawver three, azainst hexr on the
gt ,n.ate, mﬁrders is tnat?Su.:san Atkias?! letter o honi Howard

LI )

v and 1n her l@‘bt"‘rb to. riit’o Flcccgw and Jo Steveénson, she

© 1| acmibted :‘m 50 man.; vords tha.‘c sh&., confegsed to Roni

B} HOW&I:C{.‘ . .' c "’ a';

1 The obvious reauon .my Susan Atklins mentioned
é *

% only one pa.i"SQn’ in tnow- 1eu'£:t: whicih would be Ronl Howard,

A1 as Qpposed to mentioning the second person, Virsinda Graham,

2 | is beecause Ronl Howard is the ordginal informant that

% | talled the police,
24

. ’ 2% murders:

26

Point number four sgeinst Susan Atkins on the Tate

You recall that nok only &id Susan Atklns in her

“CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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_ réferring to the fact that she confessed to Ronl Howard;

three letters to Ronl Howard, Virglnia Graham -- strike
that ~- Kitt Fletgher and Jo Stevenson,admlt to having
confessed to Roni Howard, but in her letter to Kit¥
Fletcher, ladies and pgentleresn, in that letter to XKitt
Fleteher, there was an independent confesslon in Susan
Atkins' own handwritinsgto.these muUrders.
Susan Atkins wrote -~ now, this 1s the letfer to
Kitt Fletcher: ’
"Why did I do it or ﬁhy,did I open
iy bilg mouth to a céllmate?”
" The two thinzs she i5 talklng about:
"Why aid I do 1%, or why dia I open my
big mouth to a celimate?
To elther one of Phose guestions, I dld
whab I did because that is what I dia."
ﬁf- . Susan Atlkins in that letter is not just

%
. LS

Bhe is also Sayﬂng,:"Why did m do 1t2"

Then she says, "Or why dld T open my big mouth
to. & . cellmate?" ' e,

~Two separate-thinps there,

_ I hope some of you women tahe shorthand; I see

you are taking quite a Yew notes, When I went to vollege w-
when I intended to go to law schoel, I signed up for
a shorthand gourse. T walked into the class and there

were about 90 ﬁomen‘there and I was the only guy, s0 I
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relt kind of strange, so I walked:out and of course I had a
devil of a time during law school taking down notes.
I certalnly would advise anyone who gdes to
lew school to learn shorthand, 1%'s extremely lmportant.
o Point number five, Susen Atkins, the Tate murders,
Peoplets 55%-oﬁe of the pa;r of blue jeans found over the
side of the hill, had bairs on it that matched Susan

. Atkins' hslr to a T.

‘Officer Granado testified that the halrs on

.(:)f S,

59
,People's*irahd Busen Atkins' hair had the same color,

approximately the same¢ length, the identical dlameter, the

" game medullary characteriqgjca,AZZ%f;
W"

2y
WHet is, the internal structure of the hair;#ﬁb

V?IMVM

adddurdat- we cannot be sure, ladies and ,gentlemen, the

1ikelihood is surely greater than not?the hairs on
' &5
. Peéple's % belong to 3Jusan Atking.

And 1t is understandable, ladies and gentlemen,

why'Sﬁéﬁn Atkins wopi@ have gome of her hair on'those

fbluejeans.

You recall that ﬁﬂeh Linda testifried that when
She,'mex, Katie and Sadie were arivins away from the Tate
reﬂidencel Sadie and Katie.complaiqed,,the poor little
sweethegptq, that‘thg'vigtimg had pulled on thelir hair.

Whﬁﬁ righﬁ did tﬁe;é people have to pull on
Sadie's hair? ‘I imaglne when one is struggling ror their
very life, they can probably pull pretty hard.

~CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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Susan probably lost & few Of her hslrs and they

ended up on People's 55.

-
ak

-
.
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ig-L -+ 1§ Lumber 31z, Burbars toyt testified that on the
. " 2 | night of the Tabe nurders, a half hour or so after dinner,

. 8 Susan Atklns 1s in the kitchen, plcks up the fleld tele-
= phone; eslls Burvara oyt -- o2xld Lo the nignt of the Tate
5 murders, calls Barbura Hoyt b‘acl; in the back nouse, tells
6 | her sne wants ﬁhree sets of uark clothing. .
7] This i9 totully consistent x}:ith finda's testimony.
8 Point number seven, the day after the Tat,
.9 murders Barbara Hx;'yt is watening television. She iz in
10 the trailer at Spubn Ranch, éust vefore the 6:00 o'clock
| news,Sadle walks in. ‘ |
2 Out of peraaps 25 or 30 psople at Spahn Ranch,
?53 whom does she call out for, ladales and gentlemen? Well,
. - ¥\ you know, Patricia Krenwinkel and Tex Watson; she *;vants
% | Tex snd Katie to coms in and watch the news.
16 Susan Atkins ocbvicusly is a ver:} considerate and
7 | thougshtiful porson; shé knew Lhat Tex and Zatie had also

B | entered the Tato residence witia her and brutally and

19 | gavagely mupdersd the Tabe vicebius &nd obviously she didn't
2 1 want to be a hoy; shé wanted w1l ol thed, ner murdering

partnérs, to wateh the result of thelr handiwork on

21 television.

: wo ! . S .I . ' . .

i v 28 Susany tells barbars to cnange tie channel to the

! : E 1 - - : [

Loy A ,ne;qg@nd:‘as,_ vou recall, 3s you recall, ladies and gentle-
. - % | men, as the announcer is talliing abput these five murders,

; » o N Lo .~ . 1 M i
% | Tex, Katleldnd Sadle bive alaugh -- they have a laugh!
o - " Y 4 }

L
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'._was with the group during the entire QVening;-including.ﬂng

.“,that Linda Kasabian told the truth, we thereby know

| i. abetbor in phe La Blarica murders,
L | - . .

‘Tex, Katie and Leslie g were dropped off in the street in
I .

‘They started to laugh abaut it!

As I said in my opening argument, five people
being bubchersd to deéth like animals, ah, yes, that is a
rathen amusing‘event. '

As Caarlie Hanson said, "Human belngs are ples;
pigzs don't deserve $o live.,V

Immediately after the news on the Tate murders
‘the three of them take off. #umd srwt 1z all they are
interegted in, the Tate nmurders.

Barbara Hoyt testified she haﬂ'hever seen
Susan Atkins watch, not Just the news before, had never seen
Susan Atkins wateh television before,

There 1s absolutely no questlon the prosecution
has proved Susan Atkins gullt ‘g the Tate murders beyond
& reasonable doubt . | ‘ |

With respect to the La Blanca murders on Susan

Atkins, number one, Linda Kasablan tesgtifled that Susan

front of the La Blanca résidence. -
Later in the evening, of course, Sadle was
hiding arcund the corner in the apartment house in Venice.

. Since we know, and I repeat, since we know

that Susan Atkins was a co-consplirator, an alder and

Y. . v ... 1 CieloDrive.cOmARCHIVES
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Nuzber two, Juan Flyan 5estified that he saw
susan fbkins In toe éroup of sevea piople wio drove off
from Spahn Farch on: nlght wbout cne week before August
16th in Joanr: Swertz's car,

{'Flynn‘& teotduony 1z conpletely conelstent wilth

| the testimony of Linda Lasabian, We lmow that this night

Just hdad to be the nigﬁt of the Ty Blenea murders.

fumber thres, z2nd this polnt 1s somewhat related
to the seeond point, bubt I will mention 1t as a second
point because 1t it roficotive on Sadie Glutz -~ Sadle
Glutz's gtate of mind,

. Befoys 3hé ot in the car that night sne was

in Jﬁan Fiynn's traiier and a3 she ls leaving the traller
she tells Juan Flwnn:-

"We ere going to et those f-u-pg-k-i-n-g

plas . W

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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It is clear what was on Susan's mind, ladies

and gentlemen, the night of the La Blanca murders. iHurder

. was on hey mind and in her heart, the same &s It had been

the provious night. .

Dn the nlght of the La Blaneca murders, Susan
Atkins was ready, Willingiand gole to kill the La Blancas
Just ag she bad dono tha provious plght, But Jdanson picked
Hatie, Leslic cnd Tex %o Go His uurderods bidding for him at
the Ls Bianca residence.

Thare is no reason to balleve that if he had
plcked Susan Atkinc, she would not have gone in there with
That sharp 'nmife of hers and mupdered the La Blancas just
like she murdered the Tate vietlra, No reason to pelieve
ghe would not have done tﬁét.
| Polnt number four in the La Bianca murdeﬁs
agalingt Susan fAbking. |

Azain, talling akout the 3imilarities now between

the Tafe murders and the La Blancu murders. You have your

' notes. There are about 20 similsrities, ”I///

Susan Atkins confesped to the Tate mupders.
Confessed to the Tabe murders. Inasmuch as there are a

substantial nucber of unique sivilaritics between the Tate

.murders and ti¢ La Blanca murders, the fact that Susan

Atkins was one¢ of tha Tate killers is civcumstantial |
evidence that she was alse involved in the La Bianca
murders,

+

| “CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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1

Humbef'fiﬁe. susan's letter to Konli Howard in

s

s mid-December, 1969.

Although she never flatly confessed £o having
heen in%olvea An the La plapes murders, she certainly 'V/
made an éxtremely strong, implied adnission of gullt on
those La Blance nmupders,

Wien she makes thls otabement: Vi did not admitb
ta being in the cecond nouse pgetuse I was not in the
second house," not only is &% dupliedly acmitting that L/f \
bshé was in ﬁhe fivat ﬁouxe, i.e., the Tate residence, she
‘;S necegsarily implying thot she wus alsofinvclied in the
L& Bianca murders,

' The statement, "I was not in the second nouse”
in no way ilmplies that she had nothing to do with the
La Bilanca murders. 7o the contrary, 1t étronaly implleas
that she was involved,

She 13 meraely sayiag she dlda’t go laslde the
La Blanga reaidence,

| " Well, we never geld ghe did.

Well, if she wasn't inwvolved in those La Blanca
'murders, rather than sgying, "I did not &0 Inside the
gecond house,”" she would havt been saying something to the
effects "I was not involved the cecond night;" or "I had
nothing to do with the murders on the second night.™,

| Or better yet, if she wasn't involved in the

La Biancg murders. she wgulén’t have even mentioned the
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second night.

That: statement in khe letter to Roni Howard

eorroborates Linda's testimony ~- certainly on %the La Bianca

murders,

& good example of glignt evideace, independent
of Linda‘'s testimony, which connects Susan Atkins with the
La Blanca murders, and nence, corroborates Linda's testl-

mony ,
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Y
1

* % Leslie Van Hotten. - Nuwber one. Of course, we

are ftalking @hout the La Biunta murders now.

A

- ' Linda Kasablan testiffed that on the night of

‘the La disde. murdars, Liiss, Yun Houten was cmong the

[  group that 1.8% Epabin suaeh in Johany Swartz's car, and

Linda bastliled thet Leslie was dropped off in front of

| the La Bilancy residence with Tex and Sadle,

3ince we know thot Linde Kusablan told the truth,
sinee wa lmow thab, o thereby know that Leslie Van Houben
vwas ong of thx Lo Blanca murderers.

Hurbor two. Juan Flyan testlfled that on the

‘night ne caw the ceven geople drive off in Jonnny Swartz's

car, Lulu, as e called her, wic In $he group. Leslie
Ven Houten was in the group.
Undovbtedly, that was the night of the

La Blance nupders, |

| ‘ Point nurber thres. Dlanne ﬁake and Barbara
Hoyf both testiflied to the back house ineildent-in which
Lesllc hid wundoy the shects and said, "Don't 1ot Ehat man
come in Because he Just save ne a ride back from griffith
Park, Both Dianne Lake and Barbara Hoyt gave testimony -~

and I am not going to ge aver it arain ~- geve gestlmony

‘Indiecating that the bacl: house Ineident took place on the

morning of the La Blanca murders,

Vihen I say “on the morping," I mean several hours

after the Ta Blanca murders.

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES .
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’probably Wes the man that gave her a ride bagk to the

let's say, 2:00 and 4:00 a.m.

'be the most reasonable inference -- after the murders,

- Although Leslle in her conféession never mentioned the name

‘ation. Leslie sald that she stabbed the victim. She said

— o r—— B T T

*
¥
o

B The man Leslle was hiding from, of courée very
ranch from the Griffith Park ares after she had partlcipated
in the La Bianca ‘murders. ‘ aé

% . Incidentally, Just’ One 1ittle point. I don't
know if I méntioned.it,ig my opening argument, but the
most reasonable inference from Linda Kasablan's teﬁtimcny

is that the La Bianca murders occurred somewhere between,v/

Now, 1F they oceurred around that point -- and

wlthout golng over all the evidence again, that seems to

Tex, Kaﬁie and Leslle would have had to have walked up to
Los Feliz Boulevard and hitchhiked back ia the ranch,
If they did that, they would have arrived back at the
ranch around the same time that Dianne Lake testified the
back house incident cccurred. In obher words, 5:00, 6:00
oy 7:00 g,m,

| Number four. of coursé;‘Léslie confessed %o

Dianne Léke of her involvement in the La Bianca murders.

La Biancas, it couldn't be more obvious she was referring
to the La Bianca murders.

In the event that any of you nave.gny question
in your mind that she was referring to some other murder

other than the La Blanca murders, take this inﬁo'consider-

~ CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES



Y e 21,288
» '\‘ ,‘ : SRS v T
1 she s«'l:abf)ed ’cna fsric 1,
' 2z T Iﬂaw thew a;m man.; ways to kill a human being,
3 1aaies and gen’clemen. You can shoot them to death, gas,
4 poisfbn, strangulaticn, b’ludgeqning them. Mr. and Nps.
5.1 La Bianca were stabbad to death. I
6 ‘ Leslie Van Houben toldiDianne Lake she -stabbed~
7 | -the victim, number on&,. Number two, Leslie sald that the
8 person Whom she st&bbed w&s already dead. -
9 ' We have aisgussed 'bhis &6 nauseum earller, In
10 any event 5 out of the 1@}. stab wounds ‘bcs Rosemary La Bianca,
oy 13 of them, the ones on her hu’cteaks,, were ipflicted post-
’ 12 morten, s o
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Leslie told Dianne that she had something to

~ eat from the refrigerator at the residence,

Ve know that thére was watermelon rind in the v
sink at the La Bianca tesidence.

And don't put it past these defendanta £o have
something to ¢at after they murdered someone, DoQ't put

it past them, because Manson bought some milkshakes out in

-!Sylmar after these murders. So, don‘t put it past; then
o sit dovm at the La Bianca residence and také tﬁe seeds

| out. of -that watermolon snd enjoy some cold watermelon.

We are talking abeut savages here, ladies and
gentlemen, not himan beings.

Leslie told Pianne she wxped fingerprints off

even touched. - o ;//
We know fxom the testlmony of Sergeant Dolan,

the fingerprint expert, that there were no fingerprints

on the refrlgerator at the La Bianca residence.

In fzct he testlfled it was obvxous that someone
had taken a rag and wiped eff all traces of everything,

.1nc1udzng the fzngerpr;nts, Erom the refrigerator doors and

zz;haudie.

He also testiﬁ;ed that. the handle on the fork
that was stuck 1nto Lend, Lg,Bianca's stomach, that handle,
in higgopinion, also had’ the fzngerprlnts wiped off of it.
Sp; 1t is clear that the La Bianca killers wiped

-

T T CieloDrive.comaR CHIVES
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| wiped off fingerprints at the residgnée.

" hazy. * ‘ f e

|article somewhere mentioning that the boat was parked
|outside the La Bianca residence. e still don't know

|whether Dianne Lake read it ox whether Leslie told her

the fingexprints off at the scene,

Leslie Van Houten tells Dianne Lake that she

Anothey boint,'anﬂ this point is somewhat 1/

4

[l

Dianne was. not jure whether Leslie told her
' there was a hoat autslde, or Dzanne said "I may have read

it somewhere b S

Do you recall Diaﬁne said that?

Well it seems rathar unusual th&t any article
‘on the La Bianca murderSAWbuld have menthned that there was
a boat outside., But that nertainly is possible, it
certainly iy reasonable that it happened.

I would say the likelihood is greater that

aboﬁt it;

Dianne Lake did say this, however, she did say
this, which points in the direction of the fact that Leslie
told her about the boat, She did say that she did recall
that Leglie Van Houten deserlbed a boak to her in conjunc;
tilon thh these murders.

' Now, she is unclear, she is uncleax'whether
Leslie told her there was a boat outside, or whether she

"CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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B |

16

&

|read it, but she remembers there was some désériﬁtipn of
|a boat given to her by Leslie Van Hoyten, although she

did not remember the description.
And of course, Frank Struthexs, Jr., testified

‘that his parents did have their boat parked out in Iront

| of the residence.

CieloDrive COMARCHIVES




el

10

it

12

13

S
AIS P

.
"ty

1B

19

21

- 29

2
9%

. 9s

21,292

':L¢$‘Féliz—Griffitn Fark srea of Los Angeles.

- in hex ceonfession to Dlanne Lake, surely, there cannpt be

’any queétibn in dny of your minds that those were the -

would have any reason under the moon for making up any

Dianne testified that Leslie told her that the
murders took place In the Griffitn Park areas., V/

-

" YWe know that the La Blapnca residence 1s in the

=

Laeslie tola Diange that she hitcnhiked back To
the:ranch. '_ LT |

. We know from LindaJKgsabian's testlimony that when
Tex, Sadie and Lealie were droppéd off in front of the
La. Blanga residenée, tﬁey were wlthout transportation,
and she definibely recalls hanson telling Tex, Katle and
Leslie to hitchhike back to the ranch.

. Now, here we have Lesile Van Houten felling
Dianne Lake that she hitchhiked vack to the ranch,
Surely, ladles and gentlemen, surely, &ven

though Leslle Van Houten did not mention the name La Bianca

murders about which she was referring,

There 18 no evldenc¢e that Dlanne Lake would
have had any reason to mgke up any stopg whatsoever about
Leslie Van HOuten., MNo evidence that they were unfriendly, ¥
that there was any anlmoslty between them.

The deflense never aven suggested that Dianne Lake

story against Lesile Van Houten,

Obviously, if she were golng to make up a e

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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. cbncerned the La Blanca murdera.

£ . Unque&tionably, we have proven Leaslle Van Houten's

o victous, cold-blooded murderef.

~ Grepg Jakobson, he has a thousand faces,

gstory in trying to frame Leslie Van Houten for the la Blanca

muﬁders,'shs would say that: Leslie %0ld me she committed

-

the La Bianca murders, She would insert the name "La Bianeca.
There is no question, ladles and pgentlemen, that
Leslie df@ confess to Dianne Lake,'and ﬁhat her gonfession

guilt{é;?tne»La Bianea munders beyond &1l reasonable ﬁoubt‘
. Qharles Manson. Before we talk about Charles

Manson E think the Pirst questioh we have to ask is:

Who is Charles Manson? !

Well the ‘evidence at this trial showed that

there is only one real, singular Charles Marson, and he ls

But besides the real and singular Charles Manson,
there are tountless other Charles lMansons whom the real
Charles Manson palms off on unsuspecting victlms,

Charles Manson, ladies and gentlemen, 18 llke a

chameleon. He changes with the background. As he told V//—

: Hglchanges his pergonality, his demeancr, t9
e the pergson, to fit the occaslon.
. He told Gregg Jakobson he has a differént mask
for everyone,
“To pub it bluntly, ladies and gentlewmen, Charlie

jlanson 1s.a phony. He Is a con man. But he 18 a polished,

"CieloDrive.ComARCHIVES.



l2a

10
1T
B b

13

4

15. H
16 |
. 17_‘ ‘
8

-9

20

2r

2%
5 |

i

21,294

sopn;sbicated phdny and con man, .

_ Don't ever accuse Charlie Manson of being an
amabeur. a:fhat would be an Insult. He is a very polished,
ﬁOp;ié%icatéd con man.,

Charlie has worked hard at his craft of being a
phcny, and the many faiea he oeui*& put on in a moment's
notice is pqod evidenee of thé diligent work he has done
to become suceessful aﬁ hip trade.

: ¥
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.courﬁroom, ladies and gentlemen?

Charlie Manson is the or;gipg1~flow¢r child. H@S'Whoie
body is £lushed with peace and love.

| con you people into belleving that he did not do the

| horrendous things that the cvidence proves that he did.

ftémporérily forgot 12 jurors, 24 eyes, were riveted on

| him,

| know the occasion that I am referring to.

’.t:c:ue face in this courtroom. He is not going to display
| the satanic, the digbolical face that on the night of
August the 8th, 1969, sent his wobots out on his mission

| of murder, He is not going fo show you that face.

[

. -
4w

What Face has Gharles ManSOB"worn 1n tbls

* . &

" Well, the £ace that hE has to weax, the”mask

that he hag to wear. He is Just a peace 1ovmng guy

‘ Charles Manson is in a court of law. He has
to wear this face for the simple reason that he has to
He wants you to believe that he is incapable

Mow, he slipped up onc day a few months ago,

v/

1 zm not going to moption what he did, but you

But zpart from‘that one 'glip, ladies and
goni:lemcn, obv,s.ougly Manson ’%ms not going to display his

MR. KANAPEK: Youx Homor, I must object on the ground
that I believe vhat counsel is alluding to is not in evidence,

and I think your Honor has instfucted us not to consider

CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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12d-2 . " 1 | that for any purpase.
. 2 _‘ Now, I believe counsel is clearly arguing
- 3 | outside of the evidence at this time.

s | I think the incident that he is referring to

5 | your Homor has most ezplicitly indicated is not part of

6 -anything to be considered in this case.

. THE COURT: The objection is overruled. |
s | MR, RANAREKS Hay I approach the bench on that, your
.9 |Honox? |
10 THE COURT: You juct stated your objection. It iS‘

1 ,ove::z:uled , ,
12 MR, BUGLIOSI: He is mot goi-g to display right in
13 | front of your cyes the face that ccmmanded Watson, Krenwinkel
. . 1 |and Van Houten to go up to thé La Bianca residénce and
15 [murder those poox pe‘opié._ﬂ 'fHe is not going to show you .
16 |that face,.‘.. o _
w| : He is not going to show you the face that
8 ;cdmnan&.d L:Lnda Rasabiang Susan Atking arid Clem 'i‘ufts to
19 |murder the man in his apartment in Veniee :Ln the early
20 |worning hours of Auﬁust the 10th, 1959, :
" 21' ¥ , He is not going i:.o show you the fgce that he
29 \had vhen he plucﬁd the knife -ﬂ: Juan Flyrm's throat and
28 |threatened ta kill his.
a1, The face he had when he handed Poston a knife
. | | 25"and told him to go into Shoshone and sneak into the
. 2 [Sheriffrs housc and slit his throat. -

" CieloDrive.comARCHIVES



21,297

12&-3' 1 , He is not going to show you that face here in
- g this courtroom, . ‘ :
. ' 3 i ~ He is not golng .1 ta show you the face '&/Jm{ ’
s | almost choked Paul Vatkms to déath, the face he wore when
. 5 he struck Stephanie whr;m over the head with a rifle and
¢ | knocked her -dowm, the face he wore when he slugged p;zor little
S | Dianne Lake in the mouth, causlng her to bleed.
s |  Think shout £hé faces ‘that he hadt phien he did
o | those thmgs, ladies and gentlemen. Think about those
. faces.‘ . : .'"_-‘ ‘- RPN
e n | ’ But Mr. Manson did not have to show us his
| 1w | fdce of mtrder in this cnurtroﬁm, la&ies and gentiemen. \/
L 13 !AThe- evidénce showed it beyond all doubt.
- . u ' The mask that he wore for this trial, ladies and

15 gantlemen, 2 blind man could see through, : !
6 _ There are two people who are dead today, iaaies !
o ‘and gentlemen, becgusé they couldn't see through that mask.
s . Manson told the La Biancss not to be afraid

19 he wasn't golng €o hurt them. » :
2 | * This is why they ended up 1ike thz,s, ladies |
o | and gentlemen. ' |
' 2 (Displaying a photograph.) , :
‘ 2 | | That is the way they ended up. Chariie fooled
12e fls. = "these poo::* people. | '

2
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. who' Gharles Manson is and you are not golng tc be decelived

~ Charles Manson, and what wa saw underneath was an incredibly

19

"for his own life.

‘bearing of the jury:)

Now he wants to fool you folks. There is only
one big problem for Charleg hansén. He is In & different
ball park.

'The La Blanpas weren't worthy opponents. They
didn‘t Hﬁow who Charles Manson was, You folks do know‘

i3

the way they ware, {_‘ —'T‘Z ;

pe ¢

The evidence at thia trial stripped away the

veneer, the fécade ‘the 1ayer&fof-decepticn from the face of

vicious and inhyman, colduhlooded nurderer,

And as he listens to me now, ladles and gentlemen,
he knows he is aa‘guilty as sln, but although he i8 in a -
diffe?ent ball park and his opponents are worthy opponents
who See him clearly, he 15 desperately trylng to make =
game of it.

Charles ianson is on trial for his life, ladies
and gentlemen, and although he doesnt't think the lives of
other human beings are wofth anything, are worth less
than a rattlesnake or a bird, he doesn't feel that way

about his own life, Not at all. He is fighting desperately

THE COURT: Will counsel approsch the bench, please?
(Whereupon, all counseél approach the beénch and

the following proceedings o¢eur at the bench outside the

CicloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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THE COURT: I Just wanted to ask you, Nr, Bugllosl,

| what your estlmate 1s?

MR, BUGLIOSL: I will finilsh tomorrow, your Honor,

. because I know Af I don't you are going to throw me out of

| the cou?ﬁrbom.

THE COURT: I would like very much to instruct this

= i

:,Jﬁrv Lomorrow afternbon.

It is almost h 39 now, 50 you don't have any time

4 left today, but yQu have three hours in the morning,

fMR. BUGLIOSI- I think I can-Tinish tomorrow morning,

‘This morning we started at twenby minutes to

- 10:00. I lost BO minutes,

THE COURT: We will start at 9:00.

MR, FITZGERALD, Will you let them dellberate on
Saturday? I think 1t ia a good 1dea,

THE COURT: Yes. They have been here this long, I
am sure they don't wapt a vacatlon.

MR, FITZGERALD: Right.

MR. KANAREK: I have a Jury instruction that you
promised you would consider.

THE COURT: I will consider it, '

MR. KANAREK: And also, in connection with the
alleged contempt «-

THE COURT: I would suggest that you give 1% to the

‘ S
clerk, Mr. Kanarek, I can be reading it in the meantime,

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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Don't surprise me. Don't glve it to me a moment too soon.

. MR. KANAREX: I belleve L previously discussgd this.

THE COURT: I am not critlcizing you, I am just saying

that now is the time,

MR, KANAREK: I would ask your Honor to read the languag

that I uttered. It was addressed to the Court, your Honor.

THE COUAT:; What zre you referring to?
MR;‘kﬁNAREK: In conneetion with the language that
your Hopor said, “ |

N : . 1

. The Court REporters haye very kindly made it wp
for e, Silver,.wno 1a mJ lawyer in connectlon with this
matter and I wﬁuld welcome the Court reading 1t,
b TTE gOUnT'~ I an gqing to read 1t again,
HR. KAHARHK. I would welaome your Honor reading it.

THE.UOURT- Let's nct set into that now, IHr, Kanarek,

_ CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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Bugliosi, because we have to confex regarding the other

| requested 1nstructlons.

11 would appreciate if the court wpuld let mej you knot,
| say what I have to say.

fpare‘it down.
haven't already sald.
21“

it.

7 |

{ tomptrrow, I am pretty confident.

MR, BUGLIOSI‘ I am pretty sure if I start at 92:00
I will be through at nood.
~ THE CODRT: I think you should count on it, Mr.

Mr. Kanarek.sald that he has one or moXe s

I don't know what. '

Ihen I do want to instruct tomorrow afternoon.
MR.: BUBLIQSI " All right.

I£ 1 have a uouple of pther things --f'
MR. FITZGERALD. I camtt heat you; o
MR. BUGLIOSI: éIﬁ I have a,éougle o oihér Ehings to

say at 12100 - Bay 1 have another half hour or an hour ==
THE COURT; Why don't you go through it tonmght and

I can't Lmagine what you can say that you

MR. BUGLIOSI: I bavenit talked about Helter Skeltex.
THE COURT: Well, you have three hours to talk about

I am not saying that you cantt talk about
anyﬁhing, You have three hours left to do it.
MR, BUGLIOSI: If I could have three good houre

CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES -
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| . 12£-'2 f ' It wbn-'t be three hours because we will have

| a break.  But if I can get three good hours in, I think I
‘;'can fimish, I mean, I can finish in the morning. |
4,i THE COURT: AlL right, Let's count om ik,

s . . Mr. Ranarek, get your requested instructions

6. | to the Clerk sb I can be congidering them in advance of

y [our actual conference,

" MR. KANAREK: Your Homor; may I have counsel in

g | connection with my contempt before ﬁhe Court’' I would

o |welcome counsel.

a I would like to == I mean =~ I think that the
© 1o | Court -~ well, I'd ::at.her have counsel, really, without
‘i3 | going intn detail on if, '

w | I apologize if the Court considered that an

i ’att:empt to disrupt, but IF you look at the continuity,

16 ‘I was .aétually addressing the Court,

n . THE COURT: I don't want to take it up att this time,
g |Put as I told you, I will read the trxanscript again,
"l MR, _RANAREK: Well, may I have counsel then? I would

o | Iike to have counsel.
o | * THE COURT: - Counsel isn't going to be able o solve
!, |the thing as far as I am concerned. "
o - MR, KANAREK: A man who is his own lawyer has a fool
24> for a client. :
o5 | THE COURT: This is one'situation wheére the Court may

g5 | disposg of theiméﬂter" summarily, and that is what I intend

- -
-

- - *
] . M
Y . i
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:to da.

. MR. KANAREX: Wouldntt it appear that the Sixth
.Amtandment should guarantee everyone the right to effective
| counsel? That is what we preach. The due process clause
:of the Fourteenth Amendment should allow a lawyer -- and
fIlam.not saying this out of disrespect to the Court -- but

'ji think the Court is put in an unhappy pogition of being
|both the prosecutor and --

THE COURT: I am familiar with a%l the arguments in
Ithis matter, |
MR, KANARER: ~= and the judge.

 THE GOURT: That is why 4 gaveé careful consideration
to it. You interrupted n@ergdé‘ times. I gave you ever
oppc}rtuni.ty to c:onform to the Court's order. It is only
after I am eonvmced that you neither. had any desire. o
'.do ity and furthermore, that you are intenta.opally not _
ldoing 1t, violating the Céuré’é erér, that T téké ac%ibn.
1 . RANAREK: Your Honor, i would welgome the Court
reading the transcm.pt. . ' L !

I believe there were many many pages in which

_Tt:hére was 5bsolutely ‘nothlag whatsoever sald by me, and

if your Honor looks at the continuity, I think your Honor

perhaps will be convinced, and I know down deep in my

fhieart there was m;} Intent to disrupt the proceedings.

THE COURT; That is whore wo disagree, Mr. Kanarek.
I am not going to do anything about it today,

~ " CieloDrive.cCOmARCHIVES
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. . a5 I told you. I want to think it aver .
| | R | We will adjourn at thi:é. time.
5 | (Whereupon all counsel return to thelr -
4 I frespeci;ive piat:es at. t:bunse“.l. table and the following;

5 | "ﬁroceediﬁgs geenr in open court withino the preserce and

: hearmg of the jury:)

. THE COUPT e are going to adgourn at this time, -
R ladiep and gentlemen.
0 . Remember the admonition. Do not converse with

w1 anyone or form or express any opinion regarding the case

unt’li it is finally submitted to you,

1%
2 | .~ The courf: Wlil adj ourn uitil 9;00 ofclock
N 5 tomorrow nmrm.ng, ,
. | | . (I-Jhez:eupon at 4:32 otclock p.m, the court
6. was in recess.)
%
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