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LOS ANGELES, CALTFORNIA, THURSDAY, MARCH 11, 1971°
| 9:50 o'clock .m. © v ¢ :

N s e @ W o

You may call your pext jii:ness,
MR. SHINN: Evelle Younger, your Homor.
. THE GLFRK: Will you pilea‘ae raise your right hand.
| Will you please repedt after me. '
I do solemuly gWwear --
. THE WITNESS: I do solemmly swear --
THE. GLERK: <~~ that the testimony I may give =-
. THE WITNESS: -~ that the testimony I may give -~
. THE CLERK: =~ iﬁ_ the cauge néw pending ~- '
THE WLTNESS: <= in the cause now pending --
THE CLERK: -~ before tﬁig ‘court =-
(THE'WITNESS: -- shall be. the truth --
THE CLERK: -- the whole truth --
THE WITNESS: -~ the whole tiuth --
THE CLERK: -~ and nothing but the truth -~
| THE WIINESS: ~-- and nothing but the truth --
‘I‘HE.QCIERK:* - _;.sé help me-. God.
| THE WETNESS: e- 85 help me God.
’i’ﬂE CLERK: Mould you be'se,ated,‘ please.
Would you please state and spell your name,

THE WITNESS: Evelle J. Younger. E~v~esl~l-e, first_

THE COURT: A1l parties, counsel and jurors are: ;'@ '

CigloDrve.com A RTHTY
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DIRECT EXAMENATION -~ °
BY MR. SHINN:.
, @ Mr. Younger, what is your business or occupa- i
. tionm? ' . l.
A I am Attorney General of the State of Californfa.

26,366
. S
name; middle initisal J.; ~_l.a_si: nam.,?*l*i-‘a-'-nl-n,-ye--r.' ‘
EVELLE J. YOUNGER, .
2 witnegs called by dand on behalf of the defendants, was
examined and testified as follows:. t. 1. & | )

, ¢  And you u'sed to be the District Attorney of Log
Ang-eles‘ County? . - '
Yes, s:'gf. _
An& you know Mr.. Caruso, Paul Camsq'{'
Yes, sir. _ |
, And Mr. Richard Caballero?
Yes, sir. o
And Mr. Aaron Stovitz? -
- Yes, sir. ‘
And Mr. Bugliosi?
Yes, sir.

O » O > O p e >

b

Q . And Mr, Stovitz and Mr. Bugliosi ﬁere Deputy
Distriet Attorneys under you at ofxe tinme, correct? ’

A Yes.- .

Q  And Mr. Caballero used to be a ﬁomer'ﬁeputy'

i

CieloDrive.COMARCHIVES
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' Distriq{“; Attorney?
" AT Tes, sir. o "

Q He worked under ;;rdu'at ‘one, time?
A .Yes, sir, N S T

¥ . 4 - "~

Q: Naxv, Mr. Paul Caruso, how long have’ ymx known

3

him, Mr. Paul Carugo? Lo C
A Ten years.

" CieloDriveCOmMARGHIVES
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7q' Aﬁproximately ténlyearp?
A i ies. ‘ | ‘ .
S qu‘apoﬁé Mp. Richard Caballero?
L :Fivé yeavrs.
' Q’l ‘Five years?
A, Yes, , .
' lﬁl h Now, you had a.mpeting with Mr. Caruso,
Mr‘ Gaballeroﬁ Mr. qtovitz, and ¥Mr, Bugliosi on or about
Decembexr 4, 1959 15 that. oarreetf PR S
A G-XGB sir, WS v LT
Q& °  And this meeting was‘held 1n*yonr oftiﬁé7
| ;'k ‘Yes, Bi¥, . . - SR

'R Now, prior to this. meemngg aid Mr.. Caruso or
Mr. Gaballerc call you regarding the Tate-La Bianca '

" homleides?

& If mo, I don't recall it.

Q Do you reaall whether or not it was Mr.-caruso

or Mr, Caballero that called you? -

A A5 I say, if either of them called me, I do not
fecall‘iﬁ. | '
' Q In other words, you doa't recall whéther or nob
you had a- cbnvérsabion with Nz, Paul Qaruso or Richard
caballero before the meeﬂing.of December the Y4n, 19637

.A That 1is correet. I do not recall whether or no

oI had & meeting with them in rererenee to thls case.

¥ presumably saw them from time to time, but, 1

CReIODrIveCOMmT T
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deputies or Nr,Caruso or Hr, Caballero.

11.} pefbre-this meeting of December & 1969?

| arterncen?

take it'tpat you are aéking did I have & converaaﬁicn with
them about this case, ‘
“ & »'Yas,‘ ‘

And I don't vecall that.

A
g Yes. Either on the telephone or in person.
A Bight. I do hot recall..
¢ "Row, d0 ygu know whe set up this mteting?"
A 'tI‘did not, It obviously was either one of .oy -

@  Did Mr. Stovits or Mr. Bugliosi telk t9 you

A ‘I do not recall. . _ |

'_ I assume they told me;thdrt was goling éb Do &
meeting and would I be available, and I assume 1 sald sure,
but other than that; I bave no vevollection. '

AQ - Do you recall any &1acussion about ‘the Tatc*
La Bianca case or Miss Atkins with Mr. Buglioai or =
Mr, Stovitz before this meeting?

A No, but I am sure I bad, I don*t-recali any .
I imgéige we had frequent éonversation& about 1t, however.

Q.‘: How, was this meetlng in th& mqrning?. In the

A I don't recall.
g Okay . o

- Now, on Decé@pér fhe &§h~a~ excuse ue,
A 1 hsve a"ﬁémoréﬁ&um, a4 copy of & memorandum,
Y “r - PRI

S R N ' _-‘“’ . "; ra N &

e - o N . g 1
e T < . :
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otclock.

‘whigh I understend is in evidence.

© Would you Like me to refer to it and answer
your-question about the time? The memorsndum may indicate
the time, | o
Q@ - " Yes, pleaae do. ,
' May I approach the witness, your Honor?
‘THE GQUR’.D Yes. .
|  (up, Shinn .app;-aaches‘ the witness.)
q ﬁY MR. SHINN: I have & memaéandum. it im

L ' marked :k‘or idehtification pmm‘
o |

I hand 1t to you.
& Yes, that is the one. -
It says -- yours is & 1ittle faded -~ 1% con«
cluded at 11:00 otelocks ‘
. I have anqbher copy that 48 & little clearer.’
May T look at it? ‘
& - Yes.
A It started ab 10:20 and concluded at 11:00
8 Now, on: Hecember the 4th, before this maeting,
or prinr to this meeting, did you have a oonveraazion with

' either Mr. HUgliosi‘or Hr. bﬁovitz? 3

. :a : - ’} ‘u # 1 "
1. '3 . Lo
About this Case? ‘

T
. . ' ., N
G T . T
Q Yes,. . "o"" ¢ a't.?" "'\ 5.
.

- Bn Decamber #th now, Just befbre the meeting.
A . I don't have any ideaﬁ T dOnft recall.

’

" CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES
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‘Q Now, did Mr, Bugliosi or Mr, Stovitz tell you,

'~ 'befope the December 4 meeting, that Mr, Caballerc informed

them that Miss Atkins had sowe Information sbout the Tate-
La: Blanca horicldes? o ‘ 4
& I have no recollection but I am sure that is the|
Qﬁﬂ'ﬂ - .
L don't reéall it, but it must have oceurred,

I wOuldn't have been,meeting with then otherwise. .

(") ~In other worda, you feel that Mr, Bugliosi and
Wr. Stovitz indicated to you thet Mise Atkins may know -
gomething about the Tate-La Biance homioides? |

&7 Yes. | -

'@ . Now, at this. maeting, 46 you recall what

- each person sald? Like Hr, Garuso?

Did.Mr caruso start?
A No, sit'. 3
| X &on't recall. whn Baid what to whom,' I Just
recall the effeet and the gi&t cr the aonversation and the
econelusions reached. And, b{ Gourse, I hava ratr:shed ny

: ?echltatibn by reading the.mqquandup.wh;cg?yogtqhoged e,

" L M L P T :
oo ! L
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2 - Now, do you l‘mo'w wuhat' part Mr. Paul Cams—a |
played in this meeting, was he an attormey of record or
was he juat there as a friend of Mr. Gaballera, or did he H
:Lnd;i.ca.te to you that he was representlng Miss Atkins? -

A 1 can only tell you what my understanding was.

- May I angwer on that basts? |

Q - Yes.- ' - ' o

- A 1 didpot say "Ave you doing what?“' Ox “gre ‘

"'iyuﬁ attorney of record?”

I just pn-derstadd and assumed that Mr.

‘Caballero and Mr. Caruso, sincé they were associdted im

law pract:ice together, were both repre-senting one' of the -
ﬂefendants , one of the pregent defendants in this case.
1 did not question then. beyond that.

Q,“ Do you recsll whether or not Hr, Paul Garuso

_ d1d most of the talking on behalf of Miss Atkins?

A . No, sir, I don’t recall who ﬂi,ﬂ:mcst of the
talking, except that I dlﬁ very rit:::l,e.. ’

Q B Now, at this mgeting d;t,g! Mr. Bug].iosi or: Ht :
Stovitz tell you' that they had infori:ation that Missttkin -
knew some facts abcmt the Tate-La Bianca hamicidez |

g .& . Yes. - ¢ ‘ .

| Q . At this meefing? - C e :"i O
A‘ Yés, gir. o V T

- Q Was it‘. M. Bugliosi that spoke up’l
A I don't kaow. EVerybody at the meeting agraed j

CieloDAVe.COM ARC HIVES
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that she had considerable information about the case.

R - We started with that assunption.
Q Were any i:'ap‘e& played &t this meeting?’
A - Not that I am aware of. I don't believe so.
| Q © Now, 311 during ‘this ﬁeeting was there a

secretary taking down notes? , ;
A Ko, sir, '3";' 1 3 S
Q. Vas any electronii& .‘devite, rgcording uged? -
A Yo, sir. RN s
"'Q  No one téking motes there] S SEE¥
A - No, sir. | T
Q Mr. Stovitz was mot taking notes? - L

A ' Oh, I shouldn't say no, sir; maybe they were.

I wasn't taking notes and - they could have Been, I suppose, |
. withett my noticing. ft. '

L wag not aware of anyhody taking motes.
‘T did not agsign an‘ybody to take notes --
well, strike that, I was starting to volunteer.
Q? - Mr. Younger, do you recall the substance of
the conversation of this neet;l:ng?
. A Yegs, sir.,
Q Would you give us. éhe‘ .éubstiﬁce of the

" conversation?

A‘.' Yes, sir, Mr. Garugo and Mr. Caballero, whb

1 understood to be representing Susan Ai:kins at t“hat time, |
said that she had been very helpful, and would we give her |

- CieloDrive.COmARCHTY
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191

imunity if she teatified and continued to be helpful.

We sai_d no; that she bad been helpful and that ‘
we would agree not to seek the death penaity if she would |

tesi:iﬁy i:ruthfuily befo‘:e the Grand Jury s but in no event

- would we agree to seek inmmity for herx.

. And that: was the gist of the ¢onversa.tion.
To which you agreed?
‘ Pardon? .
pid ynu agree to those terms?
 Yes, sir, - ,
| ‘Ihat‘. was, your agreement:?
Yes,sir.

G - And what was your understanding as to Hiss

‘( Atk:[ns - ’what she had to do for this agreement?

| ,‘ : j ~ What was her part of the agreement?
A To testlfy truthfully before the Grand Jury.
Whether or’ riot We At any point: would ever go

beyond an agmement not to seek the dea:th penalty would
: depend upon whethexr or not she continugd to cooperate after '

the Gra.nd Jury testimon7~ oot W

.
& '

Q . How, was there, any discussi;on about an indic!:- 1

ment after she testified‘?

"A 1 am not gure I understand your quest:ton.

!‘
& .

Q Well, was: there any: discussion relating to, Migs

Atki.ns testifying tmthfully at the Gxand Jury, ind i :lud:m i

ment was secuxed,; was anything said about an indictment; was

~CieloDrive.COmARC H I VES
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 that a condition sub sequent or precedent?
R S Smething was said about an, ind:lctment. to this"

" - extent.

‘We said she was going to be indicrle&. We
asaumed she would te the extent we cou,ld ¢ontrc1 it, she
was going to be i:nd:t,cted,

In other wor;is, we were going to seek an

i

Q . Was there any conversation about in f:he event

1w . she gets up at the Gf&nd Jury ;nd &oes not tell the truth,

- and as a result no indictment was had,’ that the deal would |

be off, was there any discussion as l:o }:hqt?
MR. BUGLmsI.. Anlbiaumxs.; o

THE WITNESS: Yes, N sorry, I dcn t tmderstmd the

-

-

question. ) I
BY MR. SHINN:

f ‘ -

Q Was there any diacuasion in the event that Hlss

At‘k:l.na did not testify truthfully a’.i: the Grand Jury, and

‘38 a result of her untrue tzstinony no indictment was hlﬁ. .

. Was the_::e a discussion then there would be
a0 deal? = ' o v ‘ |
A The only discussion was in the event she did

not testify i:ruthfully before the Grand Jury our commitment|

net to deek the death penalty waé off.
But we did not cqnsider the possibility ag to.

what effect her failure to testify might have because

~CleloDrive.cCOomARTHTV
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obv:l.ously none of us knew.

|  to go for the death penalty.

14
| few times that I entered the conversation and T said, I
_uged the phrase that is used irt court, "The truth the whole

" truth and nothing but the truth."

| whether she 80 testified.

* abide by the agreement, if she did so testify.

Q. In other worda, if she just teatifled ’tmth-
fully at the Grand Jury, that was all she had to do under
the dgreement? ‘ |

A Inm order ‘for *us to ful;E:LlI our obligation not

)'Q " Yes, was there any talk about coq:lete truth
or substantial truth, 100 percent truth in the testimony
by lﬁ.ss Atkins at that meeting? |

A Theke was & discussion. as to what we meant by
truthfully and who would decide.

Q  There was a discussion about that?

A Yes, sir, ' o

@  What was the discuss'iéﬁ?

- A - My recollection is that this was one of the -

The discussi.on was had as to who Hould decide

I said it would be the District Attomey‘ 8 ‘
office that would deci.de, and’ that obviocusly there could be
no ot;her way of disposing of i:t, and they would have to
xeiy‘ on the ;ﬂntegrity of the Digtrict A!t.to‘rn,ey's‘ office to |

~CieloDrive.COmARCHIVES
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[ Avtorney personally. I think we probably used the word

1. abqutr"What do you mean truthfully,“ and s¢ forth.

Miss Atkins was not testifying t:uthﬂully aﬁ the Grand Jury,

truthfully?

' seek the death penalty was not enforaed .1 : N

25 1

] In ¢ther w0£ds, ‘the District Abtorney was going |
te decide wnetner or not #iss Atkins was telling the trubh.
A Yes, sir, I don't know as it was the Distriet

“we“‘mgaping the District Aﬁ+orney will declide,
Q Qkay, now, in this digcusslon was there sque
type of a gauve set up?

A Nc, -sip, that waa the extant of our discusgion

There wag no yardstick or agreednupon formula
for dstermining that, '

-4 ow, was thepe any discussion in the event that"

was thefe any discussion as Yo what will be done, who will
notify Gaballero and Garuso that she 4id nat testify

* & - No, there was no dgreement as to who would
natify anybédyi

It was Just if she aidn't, our agreement not to

Q In other Wordsi if you falt, or if the District
Attorney's Offica felt that iigs Atkines was not telling the
truth are youﬂt921ing us, Mr, Younger, that the Distriet
Attorney's Orgiee had np duty to noskfy Mr. Eaballﬁro and
My, caruse? ' Lo e AURI S

m ~ Ch, I don‘pfgqu-#e‘ﬁadfna duty. o Coes

. d . IO N
Ly PO [ . ) .

T CiéloDAVE.COMARCHIVES
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I ;unt said there Wwag no.. Specific-arrangament
as to how tha% would be done. HRE S e
I imagine th&t nope or u& considtrtd that.a

: 1

If we sought “the, death penaﬁty there#was going

to ma na seeret about 1%; they would know about 1t.

But we did not say, Y"We will phone you at.

- 4:00 o'elpek fn the afterncon and tell you of our decinion,

it ﬁg declde t0 seek the death penalby.”
4 ~° In other words, Mr. Cabellerc and Mr. Oaruso *

:woulq be in the dark as- $o whether or not the Districv ’

Attorngya felt that Miss Atkins told the truth or not,
then? ’ '
TR, m1I can say is we did not, as I recall,

égnee as ta how we would communicate our feeling that she

‘haq‘dbt told-the truth, if 1n-£aét we'ﬁeliaved she had not.

A

q That was-iﬁnt leﬂt'qp’in the air then?
A I don't know. May have been declded but I

. don't recail it,

. I mean, I don't vecall any such conversation.
& When was ‘the :irst tdme that you were notified

‘that Miss Atkins was not telling the truﬁh 8% the Grand

Jury?
A I don't vecall.
' Vas it som& time this yeara

- A You mean t71?

‘CieloDriveGCOMARCHIVES
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Oh, I doubt it, nobpdy not;fied me of anything_

in '?1 exeept I was wanted in oourt,

I don't think I ﬂvan-disaussnd this case with
anyoné in tha Distrieb ﬁttorney's Office in 1971. _
] ' Did somedne. nobify you —— L mean, did some
Deﬁnﬁy bistnict'Axtornag notify you, elther Mp, Stovitz or

“f lr, Bugliosi, did they tell you, "Nr. Younger, Miss Atking

did not testifly truthrully at the Grand Jury, thererora we‘

are nét soing to abide by our agreement“?

A I am sure 50, but I don'® reeall who or when.
9 - . Was thers & mqmorandum indicating this?.
A There must have beénq because the District

Attorney*a Office ¢ould not have aought the. deabh penaity -
withcut ny approval, 80 ohviously there was a. mnmorandum
aome place.

Q In other words, you say ehere nay be & memoran-.

o dum 1nd1cating thet either lr. Stovitz or Mr. Bugliosi
'1ndicated to yqur ofriee that Miss Atkins was not telling

~ the truth at the Grand Jury, therafare the agreemsnﬁ iz
ofE? '

'&-. I an asaumins thor& was becanse &g I say I had ,
to approve a8 District - Attcrney our ‘seeking the death ’
penalty, é&né I am agsuming that was done on the hasis of
a. memorandum. ’ .

' That would be the normai way, but I am assuming
i i dcn}tvhayé any spscific recallecﬁion.,

CieloDrive.comARCHIVES
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2 N Q Assuming that there is no memorandum to that

' ‘ o effect. 'Thén would your state of ninfl be that the deal {s
® | snom - |
L 4 No.
1f there is no memo::andum, my assumption would
bé that one of the deputies haudling the case, Nr. Bugliosi |
ox Mr. Stovitz, ofally gave me a repart: indicating that,
:m the:.r judgmernit:, she had not testified to the truth tha
whole truth and nothing but tltte truth, and that we should
ol seek the death penalty, and that I ufally approved it.
That would be unusual; but absem: a menorandum
that ia what 1 would &ssume happened. , :

@ . Okay. S

iy
‘ B | ,
. ! ~ MNow, do you recall such an ‘oral memorandum or
ora‘.l ponversation with- MrHStﬁvinz Qr Mrx. Bugliosi?

L

LA No, I dunnt, u‘lk N

. ! N 3 -t
6 . Mo e ’

. : - Q  You don't” recall any converaatiou regarding
| Miss Atkins' testimony to the Grand .1ury then?

|

z A ~ No. "But I am not saying there wasn‘t any. . .
: '26 4 . 'We obviously Iud ::epeated cmversatianm about |
' it many 'qan‘y conversations, but I don't recall the cbnvers%-'-
tion at which time we decided .that it was appropriate that
the pxosecution seek the death penalty. |

e . Okay. B : -

-

21

"

w | " During this meeting that you had with Mr.

. | Caruso, Mr. Caballero, Mr. Stovitz and Mr. Bugliosi, did

L e e CigloDHAVE.COM AR C H I VE S
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' trath?

Mr. Bugliosi ever Inform you at this meeting that maybe
Miss Atkins is not telling the truth?
THE GGURT: Are you talk:tng about the Decemher 4th

" meeting?

b

" MR: SHINN: Yes, your Honor, the December 4th
meeting. . ' |
| THE WITHESS: Maybe Miss Atkins was not telling the |
truth when? In "previous si:ate'mnﬁg that she had given to )

- the officers, or Mr. Bugliosi, or what?

MR. SHINN: @  The statement that Mr. Bugliosi

- obtained :Er;iia Mr. Caballero or from Mr. Caruso regarding

Miss Atkins! test‘lmny or statements.
A And you are asking me if Mr. Bugliosi said, |
aux:t.ng thig Decenber 4th meting » she may not be te!.li*ng th :

" I dom't believe so*‘;' I don't believe she gald

§@ . Now, you know that Mz. Bugliosi went down to
Mr. Caballera‘s office, I believe,, on the night of
December the bth.
pid ;yau" know that?
T A "I don't know of my own: knowledge. I -have
been told that he did or read :I.t in the paper or somethin,s
1 am assuming he did, .
Q@ ~ Now, after Mr. Bugliosi talked to Miss Atkins,
diﬁ he inform you that maybe Miss Atking is still not

‘
1 -
) ]
¢ . 1

Lo
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‘ telling the trith, the whale truth?

| }vvhen .

, nonth later or three months Iater.

at one poixnt?
i

EEIR AN

15 |

. me she wasp't and eonvinced me that she was fot, becadse

26,382

Do you recall tbat?
&  wWell, at some point ke did, but I don't know

I don t know whether it was Decenber Sth or &

I have no recollectmn ag to vhen he gaid she
hisn t told ‘the whole tyruth.

Q Are you say:mg that Mr. Bugliosi did indicate
to you: that Miss Atkins was not telling the whole truth

A Well,I am saying about what I said before,
; Whether it was‘ Mr, Bugliosi or Mr. Stovitz,
or maybe some other deputy who was involved in the case,
1 don*t know, but somebody, a't sioxﬁe point, oﬁviousiy told

otherwise 1 muld not have appxoved the prnsecut:ion seek:lng '
the death penalty. ’

3

!
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e} Then someone did tell you at some time, at some

. point’in time, that Miss Atkins did not testify truthfully

‘&t the Grand Jury? ‘
8  Yes., I have sald thst, I have seld thab
sbveral'times* | .
- Q’ ' Okay. N .
Now, diﬁ you then Ilnstruct the person That told

| you this, either Mr. Stovitz or My, Buglicsi, did you .

- instruct thet deputy to rnotdify Mr., Caballero ilmmedlately?
. A - I doubt% it. I have n§ regollection if I did.
4 You.didn't think theb Was important?
A I probably didn't eveh think of i%,
I d%dn't think of it and declde - whether 1t was
Important or unimpcrtant ‘
‘I guess I Juﬁt aidn't assume 1t was a problem._
Q How, aid this person, either My, Bugliosi or

telling the pruth?

& I am sure so.
- q Do ycu.recall what area?
Eﬁ No, sir.
Q No?
A No. , .
._Q Was there a.memcrandum as to this conversation

you had with the deputy, a written memorandum?
' A I don't knqw.' f

_‘__a.

If there is ajmemorandum, I am sure that the

-3
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headiinesé

2 |

i reason they wrote it wase tb-indicate in what -~ and I be.

lieve thers ls; 1 don' want to pla; games I think there
is a memorandum, buk I don*t have & copy of it -~ it there
I1s, and if they didn'y gtage in the memorandum ---"they”
being the deputiles who.p?epérédfit,*the partlculars in
¥hich she dldn't tell tHe truth - then there would have
beep no basls fbé‘submityihg'#heJMempgaqggm te me.v;“
MR, bHINN: May I aphioécﬁ'fhe'witnesi, yduﬁ‘ﬁohor?)
THE COURE: You ma;.ﬂ‘ 5‘ "f v T ; f'iit'
| (M Shinn appraaphes the witness atand ¥
MR, SHINN: ¢ I have here o copy of a Lo Angeles
Times avticle dated December 1¥, 1969, It is marked F-BP
for identification.
Have yoﬁ seen this be:ore, Mr. Younger?
" A" I probably have seen it.
I doubt if I reed it. I probably saw the

Q@  .You never read that artigié?
A Probably not. |
A When you saw this arvicle for the first time,

g did you conbact either My, Caruso or Iir, Caballero

" regarding this story in the Times?

A Irobably'not.
&  Did you discuss $his story with anyone in ycuﬁ
offfce, like Mr. Bugllosi or Mr, Stdvitz?
~ A" . VWhat 13 the sbtory?
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I Just see the headllnes,
, & I belleve it ls the aonfeasion of Susan
Atkins which was taped in lir. Gaballerc's orfice on

. December the lat, 1969.

A - As 1 indicated wa had repeated cenfErences

;lfconeerning this case, and I uin sure at some paint'her

| statement or her story or her interview came up.

I an rniot brying t0 -~ I am nob being facetiousc
lz stuﬁiously pvolded anything about the Ca88 . When I say |
1 don'$ rveeall Af I have read it, I am not trying #b be
funny. . I Just ‘don't think I did.- |

-~

Q Mr. Younger, do you Yeke the Los Angeles Times?
A Yaa sir.
Q. And I belleve thia was in the Sunday edition.
A It could e, . o '
Q Now, de you kaow a Jerry Cohen who is &

reporter £cr tne Los Angales Times? .
A I probably met him“ I am sure I have,

Q Yau don'y réﬁall knowing him personally?
A Kmowing him personally?

¥ o
N :

, eﬁou know, I'am siwe % have shakan hands .with

T' have proebably seen him on,two or thee occgsions‘
f ?*a-’,.

L don't believe I. quld recOgniﬂe him' £f he

w&re in this room. I might.. ";3~

'_J_. #

We mre not close friends.

) - But you kuow that he i3 a Loe Angeles Times

—CieloDrive.COMARC H I VES
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reporter?.
A- 3’53‘3‘, ‘Sil‘. )
T se¢ his by-line every now and then.
¥ l ’
. L. L‘ 2 % .
‘ M 1] X . : 5 T ! v )
P f , ’ 3w, - .
{ “" ' i : ; ;I
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Q Now, did you know, Mr. Younger, that Mr.

€aballero was going to tdpe Miss Atkins' confessiou in hig |
office on December the lst, 19697 |

A I .don't recall whether I knew it or not.
9 Are you familiar with these requests for
z:emoval of pris:mers, these dncuments?

A . Yes, sir.

. I medn, I know there ig ‘s'di::h’ a form and I lﬁav‘e_

gigned many. . ';; ) ;‘ o
T
.Did I sign one 11:( this case?

N !

"1 dom't be}.:&.eve g80: I think Hr. Stovim and
’ :

Q Now, did you know, or did*anybn&ihfem you,

~ that Miss Atkins was remioved from Sybil ;Brand jatl appmx:l.- :

‘mately four times? -

A 1 have heard, And ';aga:l:b;, whet‘:her it was the

result of a conferefice in my office or whether a conversa-

- tion on the street or heat‘ing it on the radio, I know she

Was removed.

I don't ever reca,ll a numbez, how many times

she was remaved‘

Q  Did either Hr. Cax‘uso or Mr. Caba].lero oxr Mr,
Stevztz or Hr‘ Bugliosi tell you at cne time that Miss

Atkins had been taken down to Mr. Caballero's office so a

tape of the confession could be made?
A . I don't believe so.

ES
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"I think I probably fotmd out about the inter- | -

view afte‘rw&rds ‘

I don't recall discwssing it before it
‘occurred. _
* Q- pid yéu, yourself, ever.hégr these tapes of

Miss ‘Atkins’ confession or statements?
| A No. '
Q Did you ever see .‘stgtements of Miss Atkins
at amy time? |
‘ A No, sir. .
Q - Now, in ti'gi;é meeting of D‘eéember the 4th, was
Roni Howard and Virginia Graham discusged?
A #Who?
- Q Roni Howard and Vieginia Graham who were
ex-vellmates of Susan Atkins?
A In the December 4th meeting?
Q Yes, o |
A I don't recall.
-  pid Mr. Bugliosi or Mr. Stovitz evet di peuss
Roni Howard and Virginia Grabam with. you’?
& Probably, but I don't recail it.
LIt would bem- 'a;ain, I don't want to play

E ganes with you and auswer yes or nq, bec.au:e 4 don’t tm;nt:‘

to appedr to be avofdfng the question -- I “assune at ‘some

‘ point in the many, wmany months that they were: giving me .

periodic reparts, that that was discussed but. I have no

. s
, i . L &+
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4

Q Well, was there gny discussion regarding Roni
Howard and Virginia Gxahu going to i;esr::t.fy at the Gm‘and i

' 'Jury? Was the.re any discussion of that?

. . . . .
A " “

A Idon‘t:recall B IR

Q Now, did you know that Fh:. Caballero and Mr.
Carusgo ware in the process of selling Hiss Atkins' aonfeui
a;ld statements? '

A '~ Ro, sir. . _

Q You had no knovléége of it?

A" Ko, sir. |

¢  You have seen the book The Killing of Sharon

Tate, have you not?
A You know, not to handle it.

,' I kpow there is such a book and I have seén it

on & bOkahelf and I may have seen it on somebidy’s desk.
I don't believe I have seen it.
Q@ _ You have heard about it?

‘A Yes, sir.

and ‘8o on.

) You never discussed this book with Paul Caruso|

or Mr. Gaballero" B '
& Mo, sir.
;Q Do you know a Lawrence Sch:tller?
A - Pardon?

I have been questioned about it by feporteré, .

bn

CicloDrveComaTCHTVE S
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Q Lawrence Schiller? ;' . T
| . - A4 I aom't believe s0. I could.
® - . Who s he? o
) '@ He 1 the author of the bodk The K‘Llling oft |
" . Shaxon Tate. o ' _ '
4 I don't think I know him. I don’t know him.
‘@ . You miver tafi’.ked to. hin over the telephone?
A I probably did. | | |
I gather, from what I have been told; that T. |
did talk . t:o him-on the phone.
; ' ' - If he iz the man that phoned and said he waa'
u-*».'_: . going tn send we 2 manuscript, then I talked to him.

wah‘ T Lshber
IR N . s

..‘10‘

‘ |
L I8
6 )
w |
18
. 19
20
n
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@ Ko, He is just the co-author of the book,
The Killing of Sharon Tabe,

+

ip, Fivzgerald will get 1nto the book aspeets

1 of this . case.

Your Henor, I have nothing further, your Honor.
Thank you, . , - )

CROSS-EXANINATION
BY MR, FITZGERALD:

'Q Mr, Ybunger, hox long have you been the Attorney'

’ General of the State of California?

g Since the first week in January, 1971, which is

about two months, I guess,

- And you are the Attorney;senefal cf'the;State,
of California #s the result. of being elected; 1sn3t that
sorrect? ) |

A Yes, sir, -

Q What was your term of office as the Distries
Attorney of Los Angeles County? ' ‘

- A " It is a ;ourhyearwtermv It was half finished
when ‘I begame Attorney General,
Q" You were elected. to the office of the District
Attorney of Los Angeles County ‘ih approximately 1968?
A.  Yes) sir. :‘ oo ‘ S
'y Now, d&ring the yoar 1?69 do goﬁ haye any

knowledse aa to how many murder cases were prasaouted by ﬁhe:

thy .%* ,
: :

g' v s

¥
T

»g,;.__'.
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*Los Angales District nttorney '8 Qffice?

‘ ,A.‘ _ No, sir. But if I had kndwn you were goin %o
ask it, it would have been easy to find out,

Q I take it it 1s a lapge number, isn't 1t?

A A large number,u '

a  Were there any other murder cases prosecuted
by the office of the Los Angeles Gounty Districy Attorney
turing the year 1969, in which you toek & personal part as’
you did ia the proszcution of this ease?

A : ?robably, but riot &8 actlve a part ag I did
in this dage,

4 I take 1t the deaths of the decedents in this

case, in the Tate~La Bianca aase,‘was a rather extraordin- '

ary event auring your terﬁ of office as the Distriet
'AttOrney of Loa Angeles County? | '

FR. BUGLIGnI; zirrelevant.'

THE CdURf Sustained.u -

Q ';i BY MR, FITZGEBAED: *You were ce%tainly zamiliar
with the events prilor to your meeting with H#--Garg&a
and Mr, Caballerc and Mr Stavitz-and ﬁr Bzgiiqsi on '
Decembar the Ath, 1969, wers yoy not? "%J’- : ,

A You mesn the ewents surroun@ing the killiﬁgﬁ“

and so forth? _

& ° The events syrrounding ﬁhe killings and so
forthy correct, | |

A Yes. Yes, sir.

CigloDrive ComARCHTVES
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& And you weré aware, cerbainly, that . there was
a tremendous amount of publieity Burrounding the deaths of.
the daaedenta in this c&sa, correct?

A Yes. : po

Q - And you knew there wids a considerable amount of |

public attention that had been devotad %o the casa?
Fe Yes, sir.

& - Now, the document before you -~ fnd 1 em mrry, _

I ﬁon‘t.know the deslignation ~-~ the photoccpy of what

' appears to be an article from the Los Angeles Pimes dated
‘December'lﬂ 1969.

A Yes, sir.
4 . Ypu 1ndicated Just a few moments ago'to _

Mr, Shinn -- and I am unclear -+ you sald you were

familiar with the publication of'fhat story in the Loa Angelfs

.Timgs, or you were noi?

A I indicated I doubt if I vead it, but I had
understood that her statement’ was publisiied. I am aware .
of the fact that her statement was published. |

| I simply indicated to him I doubt if I read
it. |

&' ¥ou 41d not read the story as i appears in the |

Los Angeles —- as 1t appeared in the Los Angeles Times?
4. - That is what I ax saying. '
I doubt thet I did resd the story appearing in

€

the Los Angeles TimQS'pnfpdr#ing %o be her sﬁad;gn;antq A

c
" b
% ]
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. Ty

§ . Did you, at some tifte, learn that her story 4id

'E-appaar in the Los. Angeles Times?

A Yes, 5ir.

& ‘Da you know how you 1earned that her story

agpeared in the Los Angeies Times?

A I had probably been asked 500 times by reparters

That is the way i learned, I gather, thé‘xirst

1 time,
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Grand.Jury conveped in this case on the dates of December 4th

. Caruso, Gaﬁallerd,-et ald,‘abouf taking the matter to the
Grand Jury, that is, having Susan Atkins testify before

1 order frequently referred to by you as 4 gag order in this '

.case, isn' t that correct? Lot MR L

@ As opposéd to somebddy in your éffiéakhringingj _'
it to youy attention, is that correct?
A~ - Usually reporters bring thlngs to my attention
before members of my staff. .
I then go to my staff to find out about what
héappened. |

Q You were aware that the Los Angeleshbnunty

and December 8th of 19697
- MR, BUGLIOST:- De¢ember 5th.
MR.; FITZGERALD: Excuge me;
@ December 5th and December 8th of 19697
A I am aware of the fact that they convened aftex
our méeting on Decemberx 4th, and I don't recall when or how
long. '_’ o |
But X aégépt that a@s a correct statéménﬁa
Q@  Well, I take it there must have been some
convexsat;oﬁ‘on the mbrni#gﬁaff@écamber the 4th with .

the Grand.Jury7 < : o »;":f}'
A Yes, sir. . ? . 3 T
‘Q . You were alsb ayare that therg was 2 puhlxcxty3

A Yes, sir,
. N TR Sl g,

] : M .
¥ - - ¥
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Q  You learned that there was a publicity order

..in.thia cage on December 10th, 1969, did. you not?

A 1 don‘t know, 1 don t recall.
g If you know, were you infoxmed about this
publicity soon after it wis promulgated by Judge Keene?

A Oh, I'm.sureAimmédiately}”;Bdi I don*t recall
*ai‘ "-

what.date it was. e
? &% a mattgx bf’fh¢ts Publicity orders are &

matter of some eunrmpus concern to you, ox were to‘you in’ -%.

your capacity as District Attorney of‘Los Angeles COunty,
; * ‘: L) _: -

is that correct? .
. MR. BUGLIOSI: it's trrelevant.

THE COURT:. I think it is ambigipud. ‘The objection 1

sustaiﬁed.
BY MR. FITZGERALD:
Q You were aware of the pyblicity order?
'A Yes, sir. . )
2} And you had some -- without golng into your

.persohal feelinés, you had some personal féeiings and some .

grofessiOnal.feelings and judgments about that publicity
order, did you not?.

MR BUGLIOSI: Izrelevant.

iHE COURT: Sustained.
BY MR. FITZGERAED

< After you learned of the publication of the
story, Tﬁﬁ Nights of Terﬁbr by Susan Atkins and‘Lawrence

Y P - - A ﬂ. ‘
CieloPrive:comrr=ceTv
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- you 1earned of the publication of th:!.s stony in the Los

BY MR. FITZGERALD:

o |

12 |

' headline nnd moved tm.

Schi.).].er, in the ’Los Angeles Times, did you mke any .
official intuiry 2s to the source of the publication?

A T doubt it. I don't recall if I did.

Q.- Was it your state of mind on’or about the time

Angeles Times that that was an, extraordinary event? .
MR. BUGLIOSI: It :l.s irnele.vant‘ . o B
THE COURT: Susi:ained. B

;} - i

-Q © ho you recall whether or ‘nbt you Iﬁtmed the

P

- A Wel’.l., j,t says. ..

I don' t kiiow i;E 1 éaid any particular -'ai:l.'.te't:n:im:i1

to it. . o
| ' " As I have i.ndi,cat:ed, T probably saw the :

whether 1 saw Mr. Schiller s name before 1
moved on 1 don't kiiow.

Q You don’t reca];; 'any conference or meeting

L OT -d:l.seuss:mn in your office welative to th_e publication of |

thi.s story in the Los Angeles Times?
A Before it cccurre&?
Q Before it occurredz
'A\"' No, sir.
Q,u | What about after it owur::ed‘!

| 3 ARCHTVES
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I do not recognize it.
. and Lawrence Schilier on the covet, does it mot?

' perni.tted?

A I don't recall i, but I’m mré theré was: ;i .
| A 1ot of gttention has been addressed to th;a o

publication of that gtory by yourself and a:epott&rs .and
lawyers ~«-

| So bbviously we talked about it, but I don't
recall when or with whom

MR. FEITZIZGERAI.D. May I #pproach the witness, your -
Honor? - |

THE GOURT: You mey
BY MR, FITZGERALD' . _

T Q Mr. Younger, I have a book entitled The Killinl;
of Sharon Tate, that has been previausly marked L 'bel:teve !
it :I;s I.’-GC for identific&tion;

Do ypu rec:ognize thnt hook, or a book ainilar |
to that? ' o
, A No, 1 have already indicated that I probably

have seen it, but I don't =« to answer your question, no,

1 have 'étobably s'ean ome like it.
Q- That appears to have the name Susan Atkins

A Yes, sir -« excuse me, Counsel; may I ask the.
Glerk to phone my ¢ffice and Leave a message, would that 'beT _

ZI.'HE COURT- Yes.

- Mr. Darrow, would you go over and see what Mr|

—CielobDrive:com~=cH+vE S
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' Younger wishes to do.

BY MR. FITZGERALD: L

" appears to be a lettey dated Jauuary 5, addressed to Hr.

.
[

" {Off .the record;discussion bei:ween the witness

f

and the Glerk.) o S ‘ N .“' o e .'*

THE WIINESS: fThank yow. . .

-

Q Mr. Younger, I have a one-page 'docuuent;, i.t

Evelle Younger, District Attoraney, on the 1ettethead of the|
- Los Angeles Times, appatently signed by one Digby Diehl,
B-z.-e-hﬂl book editor.

o 1t has been previdusly marked P-2Z for
:.dentification.
Do you recdgnize that document? ‘
A - I'm sure I havre, gseen it. I do not recognize i

I'm sure it"s authentic.
e It appears ta be a 1etter to you, does it: not?
. A Yes, sir, and I'm sure I received it.

) Q I have stil}l another document which appears to

b& a letter, Batjed Januaty 5; 1970, sane :ﬁn,y,l 4&ddressed to |

o e Mr. Dighy Diehl, that bears the name at the bottom, Evelle |

J. Younger, that has been previougly marked P-AB for

' ident:ificatim. .

1

Da you: recogn:!.ze that letter or docunent?
A it is my letter. 1i'm sure I signed it. I'm
sure it is a copy of one I signed. '
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1oa Ietter ‘addressed to the Hon. Charles H. Older, on the .

15‘-,to Mr, Diehl by way of enclosure some mapuseript, is that

P corr¢¢t?

. not. say anything-about a two»day deadline,“
‘ you phonad me“?

', phoned me and said they ﬂere going tvo- SEnd over a
" manuseript. ';‘ A I

‘Q " And I have hepe a.doeument whieh appéars to be

letterhead of the County of Los Angelea, office of the
Histriet Attorney, dated June 30, 1970, that has been
previously marked P-AC for fdentification.

. Do you recognize that document?

‘»A,n I'm suve it 18 a copy of ope I signed, It is
ny letter, , ‘
4 Yow, dmenung your attention back to the

1gtter markad P-AB, thut 18 %he letter dateﬁ January 5.
& Yes, sir,

@ That bears your siznatdré ang 1t 1s addressed to |

~ That letter 1ndicates that you were raturning

A Yes, sir, yes, sir,

Q And it alao<aaya, “When,ybu phoned me you diad

Who are you mefenring to when yau aaid “When“

Y

A I asﬁume M., Diahl hag pﬁoneu me Somebody

*
.
=

I safd, "Go shead, send it,”
. I thought it wak Mr. Diehl.. If it wasn't, then

“CieloDrive.COm AR C HIVES
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: Diehl, haﬂ with you, Hp., Younger?

1o

that 1s what 1 meant by it in return. .
q§ . Directing your attention to rpcc, that 1s the

letter-on the Los Angeles Timea letternesad addressed to ycu |

.&nd aigned by Digby Diehl
‘The first sentenae ot that letter, Mr; Diehl

| indicates, "As per owr' “conversation.”

%’ 3

A Yes, mimy

‘i o, 5;"' . ‘ [ X %‘ T &

. %
7 - Ia he referring to8. cbnﬁersation.he, Moy

R ,
’ P N

A = 4 asauma &, - M- PO
g}': You do renembar'a con#arsaﬁionjwlth somebody .
‘frOm the Los Angeles Tdmes relative to some manuaeript?
. A Yes, sir, I assume 1t wes Mr. piehl 1n view of
his letter." - |

&, - In the same sentenqe "Ag pep our conversation

Was there an analosure or the manuacript with
this letter to you, M, Younger, Af. you know?

A No. I had a manuseript; whether 1t waa hand- -
caprried or enclesed with this, Whatever, I juat know I had
& manuscript. '

4 When we use the term "manuacript * in- this
context, are you,raferring<to gallgy proofs or are you

referriﬁg-po typewritten copy or Xerox copy, just exzactly

" 93'| whet are you referring to?

"

A I am referring %o a big, fat letter-sized -

) numaroua—paged document, whether 1t was typed or Xeroxed

—T
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% |

of Thermofaxed I don't Know

' As soon ag I ssw the size of it I dldn't even

] The letter, as I h&ﬁe indicated, sterts out;
"As. ﬁer our conversation thig is_the manuscript for the
Lawrence Schiller book,! ' '

A Yes; sir.

QE' Whaﬁ did tnat mearn to you, “the uawranne .
nchiller book"? _

ATt dldn't mean a Dlessed thing to me, .

-Q Now, at the tima you received thisg 1etter on
January 5, 1970, you knew whq Lawrence Schiller‘was, did

- you riot?

L o, I still don‘t know who he is except his

1

naye L on the book., . 2& .,
5 r " '.41

q Now, the article In the Los Angeles Times,
byulined bg Susan Atkins and’ Lawr&ncg Sehiller, appéargd on

the date of December lh 1959, yet you were-unramiliag¥w1th

2
f

M, Sehiller's name on Jaquary_S, 1970

Y

I that correct?

PN + - M
.,--.‘,,‘;

4 Weil you‘mnow .1 may have vaguely -« the name
may have sounded vaguely familiar but that periocd, that is

.as far as that period -- that is as far-as it would go.,

@ - So you dcntt know what M?,.Diehl was referring

tblwhen~h$ sald this was the manuseript 'for the Lawrence

S¢hiller book?

~CieloDrvVe.COMARCHIVE S
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T neﬁspapéf-ﬁéporterg_to’réwiﬁw a manuscript for a'yariety

6 7

- that I read 1t a;ﬁ return 1% wiﬁh my commenbts in two days.

A Well, the fact that he s&lg the Lawrence
Sehiller book didn't -~ that he talked about the Lawrenee
Schiller book did -net mean anything in particular to me «

day I explain the anawer?
| -§ - Certalnly.
A '#rom time_to'tgye I ant frequently asked by

- of reasons, some for gocuracy, soue "Is there anythirg in
§he:é ﬁha£ would make your caae moré‘dirfiaultx“ |
’ For a variety cf'reasons.

ﬁnd I routinely Bay, USure, send i¥ down,“ and
1 routdnely then. pass it on to & member of the staff moat
famillar wlth it and for- comments and recommeﬂdations,
anythins Wrong with the book ahbuld we try ta set it
changad any corrections. | 1
. Thia is standard qpefating procedurs, It 18 not |
wusesl, . ;f ST o
' In this céae I\aonft recall 1ndependent1y of
this letter whom I talked to at the tima.: I know sbmebaﬂy

H . N

said, "Oan' we' send yon oves & manubcript?" _ ,
I don't recall avln askipg what kind or & manu-
aeriﬁt.. I probably sald, "Sure,“ bhinkins that was the
easlest and fastest way to dispose oL i#»- -
| ~ When I saw the manuscript, it was big, and L
saw the -~ what I thought was a rather outrageous request

#
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And I-think, using 2 few indelicate phrases, I

ﬁ‘_gave it to my ‘secretary and told her to send 1t baok.
That 1s all I remember about the book,

Q ' Well, perhaps I can refresh youyr recollection.
Sentence twd of this letter says, "As I said .

| on théiﬁhonéi we are very anxious to have an authoritative

. person, knowledgeable In ethlcal/judicial matters to

comment: o, thia.f . .
A That is a-part Qf the sales talk to_geb us:to
reaé"tha*bobk‘ sure. |
. & Well, what was your staté of mind ralative to
the texn “ethichl/ﬁudieial matters"?
- MR, BUG&IBSI' That s 1rrélgwant,'your HOnar;:
THE GOURT: Sustained., -
Q@  BY MR, FITZGERALD:. The letter continues:
- ﬁwe feel that a point of elvil liberties,
a8 weli as Journalism is involva& because this
‘ia our only copy. , _
| T must know within two days whether you
would be willing to sommonb on this book for tha
Times Book Sectien.“
. Did you have a discuﬂsion, a sonversation with
31 .0 Diehl r¢lative to the clyil 1iberties implieations
concerning the puhliqation of this book?
A I don't recall, That is why I asked
permiasion, and you gave me permissien to explain my answer,
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1 have reund irom.experience that tha fastest
way to ﬂiapoae ‘of a problem of this sort is to 88y, "Send

me the book, % o T ean then have somebody else on the staff ',

and neview it and give me the recommendations,

In other words I shorten the sales falk over ‘
the phone as much as I can by agreeing as quiekly as I can’
that we will take & look at 4%. | | |

- And that 1x undaubtedly what I did in thia casa,
8o I dcﬁ't recall any'diacussion of civil liberties, or |

~ ethical or Judicial matters, hawing bny expertise in that
i avea, &nd 80 t¢rth. ‘

1 aa't recall any ot the detaila.

'Q' _ .Well, that is vgry unusual, is it not, in your
experiénée to have somebody request that you-comment on
the ethical/dudicial, elvil liherties point of view
relative~to the publication of a book? | '

' '-MRr‘BUGLiOSI*' It's irrelevant.,
THE.COURT: ‘Susbatned, ™ . 1V Ty

5 ! "

"”Q BY MR. FITZGERALD~" Now, Mr, Younger directing

your attention to aqather'ﬁoéument the.letter to Judge
Older, P~AC,

Do ot » P
. 4
. P

You indiwdtbai& Ph&éﬁﬁéph 2: v
"o the best of my kihowledge I have nevey
read the menuscript or discussed it with anyone,™

Do you see that portion of your latter to

Judge Older?

CieloDFVe.COM AR CHTVES
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- poor cholce of words because In a newspaper eonreren¢s~on

'.media, I will certainly stipulate to that

A r‘"Yés sir. iR
q "I have never read the ‘Hanuscript or
discussed it-with anyone."
But ynu;iﬂjfac$ haﬂ diaeusaed the mannscript
with Hr. Diehl the book Ediﬁor Of ﬁhe Los Ang&les Tomed,
A Oh, I suppcsa I.gsad g ?Qﬁr word,}ﬁiacugaed!"
if 3aying, "Send it over " End.sen&ing it back with a ';
.cover letter saying, "I &on'ﬁ:havg_&nx timq tG~loa% at 1t"
is a dlstussion, qértainly I discgsge& it.
| That is a bad word, poor tholce.
Q Yes, but that is -~ excuse me,

That was the second time, then, that you used a |

Juna 29, 19?0 you indicated the same thing %o representativns
of ‘the wedin, that you did not have any knowledge or the
manuseript, the book, The Killlng of Sharon Tate, nor had-
you»disdgsséd 1t with anybody. . |
 Isn't that correcy? | . .
k. X dog't know, but if y&u:ére.sayipg I have,uﬁ _

occa@ion uée& a'poor chol.ce. of words when talklng to the

Q Well, as a matter of fact fhis letter itselr
indichtethhat you told the press, the media, the same things
the same morning you wrote the letter or ~- excuse me -- the |
day béfore you wroté the letter.

A ’Okay.

£
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g But at the time; sort of in summary,-ﬁr,
xauﬁéer, s¢ &t tre time you had a eonversation with -
Mr, Diehl of tie Los Angeles Timee, you did nok assoclate

- the name Lawrence Schiller with Susan Atkins and with the |

pending ‘cage being prosecuted by your office,.
¥R, BUGLIGBI. That has been asked and answered
" THE COURT: Overruled. ,
' ‘THE WITNESS: I don't recall whether I a1d or not,
I may have, | -
: Q - BY MR. FITZGERALD. Do you .recall with any

preoisengss when you 1earned of the publication of the

‘poeketbook, "Hew Amsriaan Library pocketbook # pPCC, I

believe it iz -
A You mean- the date?
& Tha»date.
,:_L.ir. No, sir¢ ' A
| & Are you ramili&r with a GOrporation entitlgﬁ

"Twenty ?1mlicb, Intc.%

B X don‘t balieve sa,’

Q You have, and I don't mean to suggest anything

' by my guestion, Mr, Younger, but you have a close

pprgonél'relationship witﬁiﬁne or»ﬁare meubers in:the
nanagement of the Los Angeles Times, do you-ﬁot? “
MR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevany.
. THE COURT: Suétainc&”* | |
'l_Q 1 BK MR, FITZGERALD - D1d you have any conver-

sation with any gerson in the management of the

v . [
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.

. . ’ ' PRI . [ |
Los Angeles Times relative to fhe publication of the

‘bobk, The Killing of Shardn:Tate, that has been marked
- P-CO?

A | Other than the conversabion which I apparently

 _had with M, Dienl, o,

If that 13 what you mean by nanagenent ,
" No, T am referring 0 - atrik& that.
In response to quesbions by Mr., Shinn, you

indicated ycu studiously avolded any publicity relative

h o this case.

M - Yes, siry -- I studlously avolded reading or
1listening to anything about thisg case, .
Q- That was for some short period ‘of time?

hA ( Oh, to the extenx that I controlled it since
the trial firsﬁ started. ‘
.4 . You held news nonferencea relative to this
casge, didyou riot?
_ MR. BUGLIOSI: I%'s irrelevant.
THE co‘um'*:n Sustained, |
MR, FITZGERALDY I have nothing further. Thenk you,
sir, 1 | ) | |
| THE WITNESS{ Thank you..

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MB, KEITH:

QL M. Yaunger diring your tenure as Diatrict
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. Attorney of this counfy did you ﬁaVe the final véice in

all homieide ceses in resolving whether or not your offive
vould aégk the death penalty? o o

‘A . Yes, sir, op i:_;wmy"absénc‘e the Chief Depuby -
would, = . N

b1,
fa
' .
B ! s
;. v 1204 5 - e
1 PR
; P : i b
. ' i
5 g ¥ * ¥
‘ e :
PR 2 : ‘. b
. ' ’ { # 1 '
- 1 4
b3 Tk H [
] N gc H ' s 3
N 2 : 4
*
L3
.
: y
®
¥
5
1
#
i
L]




26,410

: Je~1 "1 : o Q‘,' - So then I ‘take it that in tl;ris case, the Tate-n
2 , | ‘La Bianca‘case, you had the :Einal determination ag to whether
. . s R I _youi o‘ffiée would seek the 'deathpenalty; against Susan .
o1 Aikins? |
"5 1 A Yes, six, up until .Ianuary of this year I did.
";;‘ I" - 9 Did you hava any disaussiims after Susan’s
| ? I Grand Jixry testimcmy that you gan remember with wembe:r;s of
s | ' your staff, such as Mr. Bugliosi, Mr. Stovitz, Mr. Busch
9 i:;_ perhaps, the pn:esent District Attorpey?
ey A About this case and zbout her testifying?
_‘_1'1, _ g About her .te,stimny and gbout whether or not '
12 " your office would seek ‘tnlllé'de.a,th penalty as to her.
S I . A Yes, sir; I'm sure I did but I don't recall
= '; - wha, ‘what, when, whe:re, and so forth.” ‘
15 o 1 just kuoﬂ thnt there must have been such
'16‘-, '< discussions. "f 3 o *4 P
17 g . Q The:efore, I take it,. ymi have na'.xgcollaction " i -
8 o:E the content or the substance of any of thase discussionm.
19" | - A - Oh, if by substance you mean, t:he gist, the o _;j
E 2 — general tenor. o L e h
. 21 1 Q Yes. | o ) :
‘ 22 o " Yes.

| Do you want me to give you the substance as
” I recall it? ' ‘

. s | . @  First I am asking you if you recollect the
% substance or effect of any, or effect of any conversutions
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L o 25!411

S¢e2 : 1 - you may‘ ‘have bad with nembers of your staff ébnce‘ming Susan
o, Atkina' testimony befare the Grand Jury?
| ' ‘ s | : A ‘1 guess it would be fair to gay 1 aw drawing
4 conclusions as to the substance; that I have no recollection.
5 o krmw what qccu:rred but I, kpow that because -
146 | I know what must have oceurred, but I ‘don't have any
;| independent recollection qf conyersations.
3. . Q . Do you have any ‘inéep'éndent recnliéction.
9 g::‘ iconcﬁmi.ng with whom you discussed the case‘? )
0} . _ & Wo, sir, but again 1 know who :i.t: must ha:ve
| B'een._- l | | o
12 ‘-; | g | Who must it have been?
13 , ' .'A It musf: have hizen the deputies handling the

1 | case, Mr. Stovitz and Iffr. Bugliosi, mayhe Mr. Howard, maybe

5 | Me. 1‘3!1801'1; ( o
w6 | ‘ . But always Mr. Buglios:i and Mr. Stovitz.
w . o Qf I take it ypti have 110 tﬁcollec:tion then 0f .
18 Awhether or nbt you decided that your office wouh‘i seek the i
y 19 aeath penalty as to Susan Atkins? "x. S |
ol A It is & question of semantics. ‘i know T did

2 uake l:hat decis'ion. -1 don' t recall whe:_a 1 made ity'bf
22 who I was talking to when I made it.

’ | Q@ Yo have no independent reco!.lection of what
% | your decisi.on was, then?

\‘ ‘25. e A Sure I ﬂo, T decided we would seek the death
% | | penalty. T kndaw thet. I know that - is what happened.
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Q ' Well, how do you know that if you have no
indepen&ent recollect:.on of any of the conversations?
A T know that is what happened.
I know that is what happened as the product

probably of more than cne conversation on more than one

. day and possibly with different’ persons.

I know that the proé&cutiﬁn could not have

, béen seeking the dga’th penxlt_j in this case without my

approval.
' I am sure I ga’ve :r.t

. Q Is it your- 'f;'eefl.ing th&t there probably somewhe:

reposes in the files of ybtxr former cfff!.ce & memarandam

concerning your ~- & discussion or’ discussions of your

Y T
4

i E

decision ag to Susan Atkins? SRR B - N
’ A It is my belief that there must be a memorandlm

rel;ating to our seeking the death penalty, seeking my

" approval, but whether or not the memorandum says anything

about any previous discusﬁ;bns,’l don't know.
q Yot_t‘ don't recall any such memorandum?

" You are jusi tellj.ng_ us that in the ‘ordinary
cm;rse of bﬁsiness that is wha; probably -&cﬁtredi; that
a nemorandun was prepared? ' . |

A I think probably it is more than that. I
think I have been told there ig such a memor andum, bat I
don't recall it. |

a) And obviougly ybu don't recall any of the

‘“A-IE'- ."

. .
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| substance of any such memorandum, asa'imiﬁg' there {s one? '

< »
* oo « o “.
! v i v o N

A No, I do not: recall it. R ST, z

¥

Hay I add one sentence of explanatién.
The reason I have not checked all the f:t.les,

and I cannot give you more precise answers, is because had

1 done so I would mot have known in apswer to your question|.

whether I had an independent recollection, or I was feﬁembeq.

ing it because 30 mxnutes ago I vead it in the £iles, a
certain thing.

80 I have not prepared myself by regearchins oY

searching the fileg of the District Attarney s office.

That is why my memory 1_5 hazy on these things. A

]‘
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practice while you were District Attormey, if you will,

" after it occurred, have been taped or recorded in some

"-machine?

13

w |

’ meetings?

 the final arbiter in determining whether your office would :

Q@ To your knowledge, and use your ordinary

would any of your conversations with Mr. Bugliosi ot Mr.
Stovitz regarding Susan Atkins’ testimony at the Grand Jury i

mannér?
A No, sir. ‘ ]
S @ or made into a pei-nianent record such as do --
by the taking of shorthand by & sécretary or stemotype

A .‘Ho, sir. ,

2 In other words, it wasn't your practice to do |
that when yau had your discuggions with your deputies?

A That is correct.

Q@ Do you have any independent recolléction of t
reasons that Mr. Bugliost ‘» or .Mr.',,sravit:z may have given yj ‘

for coming to the conclugion that Susan Atking may not have
told the truth to the Grand Jury? |
A Ro, sir. j
" And you ':":écall s‘pecifiﬁ;lly no meetings at
all with them altheugh you d’o tel,l. ns you must have had

%

IR 4 o .o e

A Thbat is correct. ’ . .
Q And you are certain in your mind that yr.m ﬁer#

- seek the Wdeathl penalty against Susan Atkiﬁsz '

CieloDyive.ComARTHTVE S |
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A 'Yas, sir.
_ 2 Q DPid you ever read. Ber Grand Jury testiuony? .
.‘: 3 A The entire ,transcript't Wt o I
4 Q' Yes. L ' } R
5 A No, siz. | pon
6 | Q Did you ever read any of it? . - ‘ ‘_»_)_
EE A Probably. I suspect that in the course of our '_ '
8| ' discussions -~ | |
9 . - ) Well, that's not what you asked we.
0 R “ I don‘i: recall, I Believe I read portions of
1 it. ,
12§ Q Did you ever read any of the taped diseussions

N . “i‘s. had Dbetween Miss Atkins and ‘Richard Caballero and Paul
. " u | caruso?

5. A I don't reecall it .if I did. _
16 '. - Q . pid you ever read a document that Mr, Bug_libs:t
7 'p’regared- in his own bandwi:iting -v;hich set forth the questions
18 "he asked her in a ﬁegting, with.Susan_, and her answers? '
w0 | A IEI did, T don't recall it.
20 | Q@ ° When _yoﬁ saw the story in the Timeé on or about
2L ! December l4th, captioned whatever it was, The Confession of
29 ‘:‘ . Susan Atkins - ’ : |
< ‘ Did you call the Times and attempt to inquire |
R 2 A how that story got in the newspaper? e

o :'55‘ A I doubt it.

26“ Q ~ When you say you doubt it, are you telling us you

CieloDrivecOmMaREHTVES '
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- may _huve But; you dom't r:emgnbé'x?

have done =0, mno. I don't belfeve I did, but ~-

_'in the Times of Susan Atkins' confession appeared to be
‘ possibly a vioiatian of th:it order, weren t you iuterested

o A Can I answer th&t ygs qr no md then;explai.n )
1t?, | a e | ot
Q . Yes. : :
A . The answer ir no. |

~perfect illugtration why I am opposed to the gag rule,

in & ;:apital case wants' to give her story to a newspapex.

What are you going to do, tell her you are going to give her

ﬁact there 1is no w&y you can impose a gag order on 2

is why the fact it was apparently violate.d in this cage dic

A 1 cannot concelve of any reasonr why I would
9 Bearing in mind that you vere aware of the

pu‘blicity order and bea‘rmg in mind that the publication

in getting to the bOttom of ie aﬁd finding out how her

confession; was pta‘blished‘? L

It neither shocked me or sirprised me.
You mentioned the publicity orders, this isa |

because there is nothing that & court can do if a defendant
ﬂ\ra days in jail for contem_pt?
Q Haybe her attorney five days for contempt.

A ’rhat is why, ‘becausge of my firm belief, and tt:e

defendant ina surder cage and make it mean anything, that

Ll

not surprise me, shock me or di.st:u::b ne.

i}

ETERE (ﬁekﬁ]ﬁvezxmwfﬂTnjFﬂwas‘
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Q 8o to the best of your recollection you made
no inguiries of anyone?

A That is correct; -

wen, now,. after being questioned ptobably

& number of times by reporters I'm sure X discussed it with :
members of our gstaff to determine whéthei: or not théy were |
avare of it and to what extent if 4t all they had_ anythimé
to do with. the story. ' .

But other tb,aq that, no, d: dig. not discugs it,

*
t e

:

"1
-
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1 8 Did you eall I‘«Irﬂ"CB:bglif.eiig?oi e Uai-u_so and
_2;§'baw1 them out? “" R
3 ) A - 1 doubt it.
j41' ' Ho, I don'% holleve I did.
§ i, EBITH: I hoave nothdng further,
§ . | Tharl: Jou. ' |
kE 'THE QOURT; lr. Kanarek?
s VB, BANARER: Yeg, your Honor, |
9 éHE COURT: Hé wAll take our recess at this time,
0] Fr., Kasorck, |
: 1L; Laadon énﬁ,gentlemén; Go naﬁ donverse with any~
12 ane or form ox eryress any aﬁinion reéardins penalﬁi'until
B | thot iseue ds finslly subwuitted o you. '
'1§  | The Court will recess for 15 minutes.
‘ & fﬁeﬁess.) o | -
1 | THE COURT: All parbies; dgunsel and jurors are
. presenti. ' |
15}: ~You may contlnue, B }-Kénaﬁek,
' I.R. XANAREK s Thank :y;ou. -
m CROSS~EXAMINATION
':2;: BY MR, kgmﬁnsxz J
ERE Q Ir. Younger, juét vefore we adjourned for the
recess, you. stated sorething to the effest that this is one
% | of the reasoés you were opbosed to the gag rule, because of
2% 1 what haoppened in the Lop Anpeles Tines; right?

Ciclobrive: .
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. 'HR. BURLIOSI; 'That is»‘a‘m_ss;:é.éement.
THE coﬁﬁmw It fs also irrelevant.
‘ Sustained. T e - : o
MR, ﬁﬁfﬂREK; & ;’ We1i,.1§n'§oénEéra”ﬁom ﬁolﬁcu
know. that someone from the¢Distr*ct Attorngy's.ﬂffi&e aid

not place that artia&e in.th£ Lss kngeles Timss?

A I don't. IR

Q@ When yuu say that defense Bttorneys can »—
the dénanct off certain'péaple is ong of thé'reaaons,that
you ﬁéré<égainst-the £ag rule -~ | ‘

A I aidn s&y anything even remotely approaqhing
what you just said ) '

a8 What is the reason? You stated you are
Oppoaed ta the bag rule, Mr Younger; right?

\ A Yesn, Bir. '

& ‘ And you vere onpesea 50 the gags rule - ypur

personal opposition to the gag rule has found itself, in

i:his‘ceag5 to thé extené that you suthorlzed weeki& press
releases for thia case and this aase alones I I correct?
. MR, BUGLIOSI: Ambiguous, irrelevant.
THE GOURT: Sustained,
. MR, KANAREK: Q D14 you, Er. Younger, initiate,
on Decenber 15th, 1969, from yourself, & memorandun where
you said, because of the expressed intereét by thé medla

in the Tate-La Bilanca cases, the office of the Los Angeles

'Gountyfpistrict Attorrney has begun the iéauance of

I iVE.COMARCHIVES:
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summaries 1n connection with the case?

: mR,‘BHGLIOSlw That 13 ;rrelev&nﬁ your H@nar.
 THE. GOURTs Sustained,

¥R, KANAB,EK: ¢ - mm, ¥r, Younger, did Idr Rona}.d

-'Einstcss give the Los Angelps Timas the ousan ﬂtkins'
i story?

MR, BUGLIOST: Calld Yoy & -conddusiens: . 1.
THE COURT: Snsbtalned,

P “. ’ T A

AR
-;.“‘

MR. KANAREK: Q@ Do #6ﬁ.kn§#, Mr, Younger, whether

| qr‘ﬁoy‘f~PYQu know Ronald Einstqs#; righﬁ?

A. ' -A Yeﬂ, Sir‘v )

Q He had afi office = fﬁe Los Angeles Times,

. through him, haa an office inside the gabe of your office;
it °| right? . .You have to get penmission“tc get in theve; rishtf
:ﬁ”; SQmebody hag to press a.buzzer‘before you aan walk into

| the plade where ‘Bonald Einstoss hes nis offite; right?

- A Yes, sir.

; Q,- ‘ And directing your attention, then, to

| M. Einaﬁoas, have you discussed the Susan Atkins' seory
) that appeared in the Los Angeles Timeg with Mr.‘Einstoss?

MR, BUGLIOSI§ Irrelevant, -
THE COURT: Susbained,

MB KANAREK: B JE Do you.knuw, Mp. Youngﬁx,

,fwhether or‘not Rorigld Einstoss in delibarata violation of

the court order and with the connivance of the District
Attorney'a office of Los Angeies cgunty, aaw to it that the

GieloDrive.com A RCHIVES




¥ Susan, Atkips* story was placed in,thé Los Angeles Times
2w;;'far puﬁlication on er'ﬁbout December 14, 1969% o
3 | ) ME. BUGLIOSI: Aswumes facts not &n evidende.
. MR, KANAREK: I am asking 1f he knows, your Honor.
Ty " THE GOURT: It £s also compound and it 18 irreJevint,
g | Mre, Kangrek. ‘ -
4 o ‘Sustainéd;
g . Jals you-héve any further examination?
;ﬂ: ‘iR, KANARBK: Your Honor says it's irrelevant?
0 1 “WHE, COURT:  Yes, ' - o
o The objectiég is susﬁained; o s
'12 : ‘ l‘Le.t’s get on Wwith the examination.
s : N ) “.
cw | e ”
: r o
15 . - :
oo ; .
o q A IR o
." <40 N . |
20 | - - Pl . :
|
g2
23 '
lfm. . ;
25 | !
g o

26,421
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6a~l 4 | BY MR. KANAREK'
| 3 | D Q Now, Mx Younger, ;you have a copy of the memo
3 that, you hrought t:o ctmri: with yous; right? '

A A Yes, si.r*.
5 + ‘ Q T May I see it, sixr? .
e e ey e R
74 - MR. KAHAREK" May I approach t:he w:[tness, your
| ‘-3 ; Hgn(.)r?! . _. " i N S S
v"__g‘ " o 'IHE COURT: Yau may, SR '
. - 20 _ : - (Mr. Kanare‘k appro&ches the *wit:ness and the
: n: svitness gives him a document. )
2 { MR KAMAREK: May I take these back with me?
‘w0 THE WITNESS: Tes, sit.
.1;: 7} BY MR. KANAREK: _
15 o 2  Now, in connection w:!,th this case, I.inda

) ﬂKasabian was also -~ there’ We:.re diseussi.ons about her be;l.ng
7 given 1mmun;£ty, ﬁorrect'! ' T .
' ’is, ;' L . BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant.
, 19 o KANAREK. Yout Hoxior ’ this is the absolute
| ' zo 4 discretion of the Jury, and we have a right to go into these
- A mtters. ‘ ‘

m | . " We do not know what the jury may consider ==

% | . THE COURT: The objéction is sustainmed.
| Co | BY m, 'KANAREK: ' |
. ol "_Q” Now, is 3.!: a fair statement that you are a

" % | persomal friend, Mr. Younger, of ?4:11 Caruso?

CiéloDAve.COmMARCHIVES
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15
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2 "when he wna :ln the Di:strict Attorney's office?’

16

A Yag, sir.

" Q And you have been & personal friend of Paul
Carugo’s for hmv wany years? |

5A * I have forgotter. I guess 15.

Q 13 ;ye:ars'f :
A Yes.
Q

And you and he have gone to each other’s homes

'and are present:ly on a social basis?

I{R. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant.
 THE GOURT: Sustained. | (
MR. KAHAREkz May I make an offer of proof, your
Homor? = A |
THE COURT: It is. nf'bjﬁ heeéssary, Mr. Kanarek.
BY MR. -KANAREK*' ' “

Q ‘rhr;augh Mr. Canuso,ﬁ ig it a fair statement ‘that | |

. et
. :

I PR

:'.’ o o

‘you have come to know Mr. ﬁa,ballero?

MR. BUGLIOSIL: Irrélevanu. MAS‘;-f EREEE
YHE COURT: cvexm1gd, '

; THE WITRESS: 1 know Mr. Caballero. I don't recall

if it was through Mr. Caxuao.

I think T knew Mr. Caballero before he ever

' beche-assmhted with Mr. Caruso.

|- BY ER. LAHAREK.

'Q ‘And 80, Hr Ga‘baneto became known to you

~CieloDrive.COMARCHIVE S
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A Yes., el P
i O l‘
Q. . And you Were the Diatrlci: Attorney of Los:
Angeles lenty when Mr. Caballero was a Dgputy District: ‘

'Attomey in the District Attm:ney s offite"

A  Yeg, sir. R ;

1

Q@  And Mr. Gaballer.o and Mr. Caruso, then, it is

'a fair statemen—t, is it ’not, are friends of yours, both of
'them, right” A |

i ‘ A»' -Yes, sir.

Q- Y Now, directing your attention, thén, as any

. oi us may, you certainly like to see your friends do well;
" 1g that a fair statement?

'ME. BUGLIOSI: This is irrel:evmt your Honor. :
THE COURT: Sustained.

| BY MR. KANAREK:

'@ How, does it strike you -- |
HW’ H” YQ““E*"”= I your ﬂuties as District

Attorney of chs Angeles (:ount.y, what could be a grea.ter

responsibility than deciding whether the District Attorne.y' 8|
affice asks for life or death? ' | ‘
" That is a éai’:y big duty; right?

‘MR. BUGLIOSI: Ambiguous and irrelevant.

THE COURT:- Bustained.

BY MR. KANAREK: '
Q‘: . Well, your ntate of mind. is such that you

consider, cez:t,ainly, that whethe‘r or not the Disgtrict

. A

CieloDrive.cCOomARTCHTVE f RCHTVES




.-
‘;.L

. Coee |
b fl‘é_;._ip‘- {
"1
‘1 ]
|

16
i

'mlh
o |

) R

2_1".

o ,

- 23

24

25

Co b

26,425

’wemoranda, no writmg, 1o concrYete evidence, tape recprdi:ng,

. or anything, that can point out to us the time when you
e

N

Atto:ﬁey"a_éks. for the ﬂea;th ﬁenévlty in a ¢ase ié of such
maguitude that you, yourself, make the decisiom; right?
A Yes, sir. _ ' )
o G And you tell us that despite the magnitude and
the impori:ance of that decision, ‘you can pUint to no

decided to ask for the death penalty for Susan Atkins?.
o MR. BUGLIOSI: Arguﬁent&ﬁ”_ive.
' ; E{ W
+  THE COURT; Sustaiped. ¥

. .
ey R )I
.
. e
2 .0
4
2 ’ B Ju"-' - N .
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23

§ _  BY MR, RAWAREK: Can you point out %o us,

Mr. fbunger,‘any%hipg by way of & #riting, or g reccrdingjl
anything other than Just the oral gbnversation sort of
type of evidence? '

MR. BUGLIOST: Aubiguous, your Honor, Also asked and .
ansﬁered C; ’ : ‘ o

HR. KANAREKz'i hawen’t “finished, your Honor,

\gﬁ 5 f dan you POATL, out se ug,anythino bJ way of 2
tape-reéofding or 4 writing whérein this momentbus and
1mpor%ant decisign L2 laiq out? h;f;

A - No, siw, ~ 77 - |

& And is there some i‘éh._ﬁﬁﬁ;{ for tat, ¥r. Younger?

JRI One is that I dldn't check the fllazs of the o
Distriot Attorney's Office. | |

' | I alraady 1ndicatad I assume there is a .

memorandum from one of the deputies. I have repeated that

'several times when voun el exXamined me.

But ‘ean I polint o 1t? Do I have a copy of it?
o1} I recall the date? Do I know whether it is one op two
or three pages lona? N, RO, no,.

& And you glso, I guess it is a falr statgment,
nr. Youngex, don’t know 1r it even exists, right? '

A I anm not &ertsin, That is a ftair statement.
. That it even exists? ‘
& That is covrrect,

g So, you eannot tell us in this courtroon here

~—CieloDFive.comARCTTVES
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2& azﬂ
whether or nbb, in fagt, you #—wx« Kude sn adminuﬁrﬁ:hp
deolaion changlag 't;hc srrangewsnt tamt was made that dsy
when you, ko, CRURLlexo, tig, Gapuse, Mr. Stovitx, snd
W, Huzlicsi wers togesner in your offles in this huilding?

A Guat s ne% so.

I uid meke i';m Geeision: I have said -

rapeatedly i uede it, I 48411 say 1 made 1%,

& But :mu are tel2iini wE, as you look ;h:w the
‘bm.k of your wind, au m Colling us Shak yOu GRNNGS SAF
tar aurq t;lmt rau dwr ﬂl&d& % gedision? Youw ars oniy
b:wina. ttmm 1..1-. must nave. ;mppama B, i spuld hxve h;pptmd

op qertasnls ix rmppenqd » But amu mpe nok’ wmz tuat it,
in i’ﬁei;, hﬁpptnw‘i ,

T 'Q.A
" v v : )'

Tigus dt;-&iﬁaxz Inaﬁ ia a mlutatmant, uux‘ Honar. |
AR K!}R&h&&} L L gu_ﬁnh fil{&.t - 3 '
lifse BUGLIONE: .‘i;; ;&_reﬁat&iﬁm. |
Rs RAGARER: X an asking him.,
RS f:ow’“ i i pquci 3% & gueation,
fmu m,? anguey’,

AT Qimmas I aate {0 w £iis, i’ﬂt tséuiﬁ 1 pi!&."s
Have t,m gusation read ﬂau.‘t

il COURE: iwad Bae question.
{The question waa uaﬁ hy tie repartam)

ol wllioed g l w40, k m mt Ealling you that.
f-'ﬁ;‘.' KAVARLK: Well, cnen, He ) xm“}our ansser '

| 66 thet questlon is no, you are sob lelling we tnavy Is

CieloDrive.COmARC HIVES
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25 |

By

that your answer to that last guestion?
& That is'éxactlj what I answered, yes, sir,
§ ALl right, ' ' ‘

Then, as you Iook into your mind, Mr. Younger,
you are telling us that you remember that at ‘sone point in
time you made the decision that Susan Atkins would not, get .
-the benefit of the Deputy Diatrict-ﬂttorney 8 handling
this ¢ass requeatins of the Jury that ‘there not be death?

'l'k I made the &caision at aome point that the.
prosecutibn wnuld seek thg,death penalty. .
Q And you remag?cr that you made that decision

&nd you tﬁl& #omequy o that decision; right?
A . Obfiously e gx ;o S -

"1 don't remember‘who I tbld or ihen, Bat

apparently the-deputios fbund out ﬁboht it {‘!? oy
4  Or where; r;tgh‘b? '_ ct

A. Gorrest, i - ;,‘:“ : A.'_f?"‘w {' ;(

. W
ki

fﬂ\; Wall in othar'worda, you are saying that

only because of the. fact that we are sti1l in this trial

and Mr, Bugliosi and Mr, Kay and Mri,Musich are Btill
" asking fop the death penalty? - '
Ma. BUGLIOSI: ﬁrgumentativa; ,
MR, KANAREK: Is that the only reason that you ave

saying that?

Is that right?
¥R. BUGLIOSI: Argumentative.

B "chgI.D\- - - >.. P | N
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THE COURT: Overruled,

Yoy may answern,

THE WITNESS: No, sir,
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" is 1. -gaballerﬁ and Mr. Carusa to Hr, 5111;;;11 ,‘ ; | ,-¢~

Cooa

. : 1%

- W |
20 |

o1 |

2% _:

mind that at some time ‘yﬂix told somebody this; i'ight‘?
preseﬁt or whexe J‘.t gccurred, can ycm give us, can you

- 1 don'€t know. what time of thé_ day or night, what flopr of

12

- uf

‘ that made you change your mind?

BT 3 |
2

.25 |

26,430

MR. RANAREK: ‘I see.

Q In other 'words,- . there was no questidn in your .

A There isn't the siightesi‘; question in my min&
) I Bee.
Then, if yon can! t 1:9.11 us the .time or who ﬁasl f

orien,t it to us :!‘.n ccnneetion with some even;t:s? _
A T don' t know what the weather was like, 1
dont! t know whether ;t Was in the gpring or fall or winter,

the Hall of Justicé it was on, ;f it was even in th:l;ﬁv
building. No. ' | | |
Q May L ask yo’u, Hr. Younger, did it occur wiien

‘ﬁ.

Susan Atk:itis*hn& the temerity to change lawyers from Mr.

: - 1s that: the t:!.me that: ::.t occurred "when your
friends' no longer were reprqsentins Susan A&inp?
*  MRs» BUGLLOSI: Argumentative‘ : e
' MR, XANAREK: Hay T ask yow :Lf that :I;s a ¢ircumstance 3

MR. BUGLIOSI: Argumentative.
THE GOURT: Dvérruled.
You: may answer.
THE WITNESS: May I answer the last guestion firsi:?
" That ia the only ;:hing, .the last sentence is

—CleloDFIVE CONTARTHTVE S
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. the mly thing th&t: seems to e to be a question.

is that what you want me to answer?
KﬂRAREK, I just waot you to answer my guestion.
If it is not clear, Mr. Younger, I will be glad

| to refrane it, but I would like an answer to the complete

question, )
' IE you can't answer, if you want me to

" rephrage it, I will be more than glad to.

‘ 'I:HE COURT x The‘ question is actually coﬁpoupﬁ, Mr.
Kanareka' ' : | o
L ‘Reframe the question:

MK KANAREK: Yes,

Q _ Does it refresh.your recollection, Mr. Younger,
'dues it xefresh your vevollection as to the time when you
;decided. that Susan Atkins should not get the death penalty,
does it refresh your reéoiléé.tii;n that it o‘cctn‘;red 6n or
ahout the time that Sugan At;kms substituted Mz, Daye Shinn .

for Mr. Caruso? .
‘ A You see; the proble:u is, you gsk "Does it .
~refresh my recolleetizon ag to the time when I decided she
. should not get the &eath pen;a];ty., -
' if you would leawe out the preliminaries,

J:Ir. Kanarek, I can anawer i.t.«
I have never glecided ghe ;shonld not get the

*

degth, penalty, Sir. A
I"}.\ease_askqoi}g qirestion at a tiwe and I will
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io. ‘I
BRE O
12 { or not we would setk the death penalty.
s | -
.14 whéther she gets the death penalty
.}
Cw |
18
19 | "4 prosecutor fOr many years; your experience has been that:,
‘:20. :
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e 23;"
28
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o happ ened.

2% |

S 76,432

- o

Q Well, at the conference 1n your office, ym:

" decided ﬂmﬁ; she wouldn't gé‘l: tha &eaf.h pgnalty, :.‘ight? :

A . Correct. | c : '
Q' : So, therefore, whenkyw sny that ydu ﬂever
deeided that she wouldn't geh the ﬂe;th penaltg, that is not

true, that. is not so, because dt that point you dec:[ded that,’

.cqnditi;bned upon certain .things taking place, she would not
- be 3iven the death penalty; right? ' |

A No, I never decided that» ,
The only decision I ever made was as to vhether

Obviously, it is not within my cbntrol as to

@  The Districl: Attorney 8 office has an awful lot ‘
to say about it; right? {
AI "I hope 30.

Q And you are experienced as & man who has been

| ovemhelmingly, jurors db net hri:ng fn the death penalf;y

‘ when the prusecutorf! do not seek it. . -
.. . MB. BUGLIOSY: That is irrelevant, your Honor.

. KANAREK: I am asking him. - We are talking abaut
the agxeement, ‘your Ilonor. We are talking about what

FHE CQURT. “fhe objection {3 sustained.
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 BY MR, mﬁmx

. .’ ‘e ?ﬁ.‘

-"Q : Hr. fTbungar, are 'yon playing with words with mg.

1 -when you- say that you were not seeking i:he deaf;h penalty?

MR. BUGLIOSE: ’I‘hat is irrelesrant and atgumentative.

THE COURT: Sustalned. . ..ov 1@

‘HR; RANAREX: Well, theﬁ, may I ask you, Mr. Y,ounger,‘:
may 1 attempt to refresh your recollection, ff I po:int out

. to you the t:ime, vwhenevex it may have been, i:n 1970 when

‘Hr. Shing became the lawyer for Susan Atkins.
Q Wag that about the time that you made f;he
decision that she would mot be, ds you put it, you ﬂon];dn’t ‘

MR.BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant. .Repetitive.
}IR‘KANAREK. He h&;sn‘ t answered it, your Honor.
'TH‘E COURT: Overﬁled. | '
‘fou may é_mgwer’. ,
;:_ THE WITNESS: ;H&y I ask to have the question?
THE COURT: | Read thé question..

'(Thelquestion wag read i:y the reporter.)

CieloDrive.ComARC HIVE S
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";‘now, you ‘sald there were certain circumstances.
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Iﬁ:'_barora you ever met M, Garuso and Mr. Caballero with
ig';~Mr. Stnvitz aﬂd Mr. Bugliési in your office.

20 |

1

'25-.-portion or what occurred,

26,34

15

2 o

|_ Il
Do e

‘“HE WITNESS: | We' degided that under'éertain cireum-
stances we wouﬂd not seek the death penalty prior to the

i time ahe testified before the Grand Jury.

Apparently, contrary to your'question, it was
affer Mr, Shinn became the aﬁtorney at some polnt that we
decided we would seek the death penalty.

"You are asking me, &id the change\or lawyers

haﬁa anything to do with our decision?

The answer is no,

Q‘,‘ BY MR. KANARER: Weli, you, in your ans¥er Just

" What are these ciraumstances Mr, Younger, that

you are rercrring to 1n your Iasb answer?

- A . They are in the memorandum. - The eircumstances
under which we agraed not o meek the death penalby.
o Q And you say that you came te this agreement .

‘ Diﬂ you decide on those clroumstances before
you had that meeting? '
f "No, )

Q" ' Then you are saying that these circumstances
are cireumatances that you don*t racall right now; is

5 | that 1tP You nsed the feme. £0 t¢ll us what $hey are?.

& - Oh, I hgve an independent recollection bf 8

~CieloDrive:comaRTHTVES
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& didn't recall, Obvinualy, the dabe and tim&,

.
r ’ P

I know we had & ecnversatzon and the, gigt of

¢

'fhe conversation and the ugreement,

Q Al right,
Would you tell us, what is your independent

recollection of the circumstances?
MR; BUGLIOSI~ It has been askﬁd and answered, your

MR, KANAREK: He hasn't énswered it, your Honor.
THE COURT: 7ou may answexr.
. THE,WITHESS: I recall that I discussed with my
dépﬁtieé and wlth the gentlemen who identiriad.themselves
as amtérngys for Mlss Atkins the pésaibility of her

'prosecuxion, and we agreed that if she~did 80 truthfully,

we wbuld not seek vhe death penalty.
We furthex agreed thah under no circumstances :
wculd we seek immunity.
o That is the glst of the conversation,
4 ang av s meotdns 1t was' decided that the

, ' Districb athorneyfa Offige, ag you put 1t, would deeide
| what waé. truthful and whabt wasn't truthful?

A Yes,
4 4 Row, then, have you ever read the Grand Jury

ﬁr&qscriptg ‘
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| that she would not get the benefit of your office not
'ﬁseeking the. death penalty? ‘

 there weve a number of discussions énd conferences with
;f(ﬁr. Bugliasi, M. Stav;tz, and other membexrs of our stafr
‘at which timﬂ they reviewed the testimony and the eviﬁence

and that at several times during the: course of these

L : .conferenpes they. wauld rerér to certain portions of the :

" me and I was convinced that She had not testified trhth-'

- and nothing‘but the truth and that I, therefore, told them
we would 5eek,the death pgna;;y, TR S

No. HMaybe portiong of it. Not all of it,
4 I see. - | ‘
_ Have you eﬁgr read Susan Atkine' testimony?
- A No, sir, |
| Q- Tﬁen,-wili'jbu te1l us, if you have never read
her testimony, how did you declde bto make the decision f

A I have indicated that slthough I don't remember
times, dates, places and parties present, that I am certain

and pointeﬂ out wherein they felt she had not been truthful
before tné Grand J’u:cy. '

I am eertain that I prohably said, "Show me,“

testimony and certain other portions of witnesses, and

that as a result of one or mora conferences they persuaded

fully, 1n my worda earliexﬁ bhe truth the whale truth,

4

‘

AT A g
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-thdt you are speaking of?

6 |

December 5th -~ December Bth, about that period of t'.:i.me,

28 |

A

Q And you remember that thesge various conversa-
‘tions took place, but you don’t know when, where and who
the people were that weére present, is that i.t‘t
"A . Yes, sir, t:hat 8 right.
' Q, " You don't remember?
A" - Yeg, sir, that's right,

’ q When you say that, you mean you do not
yemember? o
A I mean, yOur ;statement is correct.

1-:*,.

Q Ali ’r:l,ght- ?,. . ot $ '! =%

i

In other words«, you don t have any memdranda
of ans-f .-

B - . . H

. s -

E I ¥ A 5 .y
' J e ‘ -

A I may have, I did not say l:hm:. L ““‘_
Q. = You may have some memorauaa of these meeti’ngs

A Yes, sir. |
Q A1l right, would you tell us when was 1t, 1f

we nuse == if we use the Grand Jury test;imtmy of, let's say,

as a heginning };oint, Mr. Younger, would you tell us about |
what tige was it that you had a first sort of change of nind.':,
of change of heart concerning Susan Atking? A
MR. BﬁGLIOSI; “Ihis has been asked and #nswé:,eﬁ, yéux
Honor. | h |

. THE COURT: Sustained.
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BY MK, KANAREK: ‘ N - \”

: reiuforcéti' my conclusions based wpon their oral repregenta-

tions by reading portiohs of the transcript.

them, or even that I wasg sit.t::{.ng dowm.

) the-traﬁxcript, émi the recommendations and staﬁeﬁe‘ni;s as

: tbuthe>eviden0e.

9  And would you tell us thep -- I will withdraw
that. S o |
| Is it a faix gtatement, i:hién, that in cﬁnnwti@.
with this matter of seeking life or death, you mhﬁ? this
decision 'f;ased only upon represjentati,ons by péople ‘in your
office 88 to what Susan Atki.ns said at the Grand Jury nnd
not upon any personal perusal or atudy by you, right?

A No, I think I ;mdicated that 1 undoubtedly .

But I said on several’ ocusions that I don't

recall what pages T read, whezre I was sitting when I cead

I don't recall the date, the time, t:ha place.

But I am sure I would base my conclusions on

@ . You are not even sure that you ever read this
transcript, are you? N | |
A I said I did mot read the entire tranSCript.
I am reasonably certdin that I rvead portiana of it.. . =
Q : ’WelI I have here the transcz:ipt - .
s KANAREK: Hay i approach the witness, your i{onor?
THE COURY: For what purpose?
MR. KANAREK: - To show him the transcript.

CieloDriVe.COMATCHTVES
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portions of the transcript: that you did read, if any?

" he knows spec.iﬁi:aliy now, Lo TR

‘attempting to refresh his recollection by showing him this

26,439

| THE WITNESS: I know there is a transcript, and I will
take your word for it that that is it. | |
BY MR. KANAREK: |
Q@ - I would ifke to have you point out for me the

‘I!HE CW‘R‘I‘: That would be too time consum;l.ug, uulus
B }E- KAHAKEK. |

8 .- Hayhe t:his will rdftesh yqur reeollecti.on r
‘ A - No, T don't re.call Xou cauld. show i.t to me;
I won't recognize any page, 1ine ox sentence S

1t would not refresh my J:ecblleci:ion.
Q@ - You are sure of that, and yoﬁ are declin:i‘ng

A I will thuub through the pages if you tell me
THE COURT: How long. is it?
' MR. BUGLIOSL: ‘Ov:er 300 pages.
| 1 object, too time consuming. |
‘ THE COURT: The 'bbject'ion iy sustained. | _
- MR. KANAREK: Your Hoﬁor; mayb‘é he won't have to read
the éhaie 300 pages; I'm not ‘asking him to, I am just

document. ‘
I am not asking him to sit there and repd
J-ev-fery line of Lt any more than any other witness in this |

i
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1 court was asked to sit and read every line of something

" he does nqt know what portlons of the transcript he reada _

campa,ign, is that right?

; Konorq i ' 1"‘._ ’

- the. Distri.ct Attomey '8 cffice :l,s a political ofﬁce?

" “BY MR. KANAREK:

that Susan Atking testifi.ed substan;tially cmthfuny at the

‘o1 Grand Jury?

' THE COURT:; The objection is sustained.
It is unduly time consuming He has mdicated
BY MR. KANAREK: o a
Q@  Now, at the time, Mr. Younger, that you m.ude
this decision, your were eéngaged in a heated political

MR, BUGLIOSI: TE is {rrelevant.
HR. KAIIAREK' It goea to his state of ui.nd, yuur
" THE COURT: ; Sustained. 4 Sl
BY MR KANAREK: . | |
[ Well, is tt o. fai.r st;tement, Hr. Younger, that

N v
A

MR, BUGLIOSI' I::releva“’nt e
'THE COURT: Sustsained. '

'Q  Now, did Mr. Bugliosi ever tell you, ¥r. Youngey

A 1 don't believe zo.

Q He neve;:- told you that?

A I don't believe so.

q I see. ' .
Do you mean he may have told you that?

CieloDAvVe.COMARCHIVE S
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’ |
’not think she 1ied.

'before the Grand Jury, and then po:‘.nted put areas in which
' I:le felt she digd not,

13|

14

I don't think so.

You don't think that he did? ,
That's correct, 1 don't think that he did.
‘ A_Y‘our state of mind is -

ﬁﬂfkub > ]

. - Would you tell us Wha.t is your recollection |
#5 to what Hr. Bugliosi told you concerniug the t:nthfulnesn
of Susan Atking’ testimony. '
- A He said she lied.
Q. He said she lied to i:he Grand Jury? _
A He safid -- that is not the x‘ight word, he did

 He said . th;t she did not testify trut.hfu‘lly

2 1 see, "and then would it be productive to sbmf '
you the transcript, and ,na,yﬁe these areas may come to your |
mind? | S A

" .. MEK. BUGLIOSI: Same obj‘eééion. L
THE COURT: Sustained. s
BY M. KANAREK: |
Q. Did Mr. Stovitz tell yod tlut Sm M:kins
d:td not testify truthfuliy before the Grand Jury?




Y .'. ) L . 26 1“62

"5

1

L . Q ?: And w:'Lll you tell us Wha& you. recall nim

{a-%
| , ! . I Si;ovﬁ;z tel,ling yau noncerning Susan Atkins truthi'ulness
| . ' 3‘ | op 1ack of it be!‘ore the Grand Jury? e ‘1 -.’-" .
4~‘  A1 cannbt tell you any moref thanI alrcady ha?e.
5 S * Do you want me. bo ‘bell‘youz pgain? |
6 . g No, but Mr. Stovitz is a different pers‘on r;foﬁ

o] Bugliosi.
g | A Yas, but I 1ndicated. a 1ong Pime ago ~~ wsll
gi : aome moments 8zo that I d1d not recall precisely , |
10 . whether op not I had the eonversatiqn wi‘bh Mr, Buglibsi - ‘
" | and Mr, Stovif;z or Mr, Stovitz, the time, plaae and so
5 | Porth, ‘ -
{ - R * normail;; held'any -coﬁveraaticn'in' econnaction .
4 with this case with both Mr. S‘bov‘itz and Mr, Bugliosi

s | presént at the same time, B
%] & . So then I will ask you the question, and you

v 1 may answer 1t¢ o , .
Cwm © What did M. Stov:l.tz tell you about thg
1 .truthrﬁlnéas or lack of truthfulness of Susan Atkins at the‘n
| Grend Jumy? o , | |
o | - -MR. BUGLIOSI; Asked and answered,

2 | THE UOURT: Overruled, you may answer.
ol THE WITNESS: Ir. Stovitz or i, ‘Bugliosi or

o o bOth oft one or more occasions, told me that they dia not: -
. ' a5 believe ‘bhat she had testiﬂed ﬁruthfully beforq ‘bhe
| urend Jury. |
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They gave me thelr reagons with references %o |

 evidence in the transcript, and thelr recommendation, and I
,appréved.

Q. I sev, and would you tell us the date, time,

" who was bresénb the places whéﬁe theése conversations

occurred with Jourself My, Stovibz, and Mr, Buﬁliosi.
S e MR BUGLIOSIﬂ Kéked and answered ad nauseum .your

rF"r L. : . a - -

M * LS Y - - ; . r N ? .
Honon. . P L ?pyk=.. oL e .
- N - * - [

P

.THE COURT: Sustained. M , o
q BY BR. RANAREK: L3 1t & falr statement, . .
Mo, Eounger, you cannot tell us. one date place and who
was present? ' _' ’_ R
MR, .BUGLIOSI: Asked and-answered.
THE COURT: Sustained, |
Q ‘BY MR, KANARERK: MNr, Younger, prior to the
nmeﬁing 6f December 4, 1969, prior to that meeting had you
viewed the evidence in thils case? ‘
MB. BUGLIOSI: That would be irrelevant, ynur Honoxr.
HR. KANAREK: It goes to his state of mind, your
Honor. This is very relevant.
| THE COURT: The bbjectlon is sustained. |
Q BY MR. . KANAREKX; ngl,'upon'what basid, Then,
My, Ybyﬂgep, upoﬂ-whaﬁ hasis did you choose Susan ATkins
téﬁbeigiven this beneflt as oppdseﬁ,to‘Charles Hanson?
A . You mean fhe~benef}t of our agreeing not %o .
geek the éeatﬁ penalty?‘

CieloDrivVe.COmMARCHIVES
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14 Yes,; Hp, 'i“bungar.p
E\ . She had been considerably moyre talkabive at

- tha& point.than Charleﬁ Manson and she had glven infor~

mation to tha poliée, wnica was adm4ttedly helpful.

Ll

Pt o uanscnnhaq not, a4t that bvime I don‘t
believe anx of th¢ other defendanxs had¢

5 Iy apﬁeareﬂ tua& her’ ﬁegtimony at thﬁt time was |

very impoffant. o L e
" " That ia upy we made gﬁncesaians, thét in return
ror hex truthful testimOgy before the Grand Jury we would
not Seek the death penalty. SR ' ,

We were &b that time not in & position ta .

offer sueh ;nducamant £0 any cother peracn who had.knowledge

|° of the. oaae.
5 |

© R .. Well, did you think that if 21l of the lawyers. .

t

==~ wWith all the lawyers in Los ingeles Counby, that it was

.. uhusyual that your frienﬁ; Hr, Garﬁsa, was her lawyer?

Did that strike you as urniEgval?
‘A HNot in.the leaat“‘
) Q M,I gee, And oW you a&tnarized e ‘
i " Excuse me. - I just hate to have you leave the
impression *haf ne ii the only lawysr in town that is my
friend, thougk, when in reference to my friend.

' He is one of a muber of lawyers in this town

=‘that I ¢ons}der ny frlends.

' Q : ng you authorizei thaese Jeekly LEWs rele&ses

- right?

~CigloDVe.COMARCHIVES
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| Deputy District Attorney" -

-auﬁnorize Mr, Stovitz and Mr. Bugliosi to say that

o ‘bs'ghé‘f
. ‘ AL SRR T
MR, BUGLIOSI: Iy's:irmplevant, your Homob. W .-
., IBE ﬁOHRT: Sustained; - PR SRR
"4 BY Ry KANAREK: - DId yow ee 0
" NR. K&ﬁ&REK: HMay I approach fhe‘giﬁngss,.your_ﬂondr?
THE”éOURE: Touw may, ' -
Q BY 4R, KAWAREK: I show you this, what is oalled
- "News Releage,” dated December 25,’1969, and I ask you |
- wonld you read gver this pgrtion here where it states ~-
| R: BUGLIOSI: Time-comswining, irrelevant, your.
- Honor, B . | ‘
IR KAhABEh, How could he Yell unless I ask the
‘question? | o '
THE COTRT: Wait for the questian.

Q BY iR, KANAREK: "Stovitz, who along with

THE GOURT: You are not g;oinb toAread it intoé the
record now, Mr. Kenarek.

Are you asking Mr, Younger a question? ’
KANKBLK Yes, your Honor.
THE GOURT1 Complete . questlon.
MR. KANAKEX: A1l right, _
Q | BY MR. KANAREK: M. Younger, &id you - ' . .

there’was no deal ohqﬁecember the 25£h, 196§ in eonﬁection .
witn Miss Susan Atkins? ' o

Did you authorize that to be released to the

CieloDrVe.COMARCHIVES -
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you authorize that?

you are re&dingfl

13|

6 |-

a1 1 .

world?‘
Would you read this, please and tell me, dld’

(Witness complies )
& I d1d not authorize that particqlar statement,
but I‘did‘a&tharize the iasuance'of:Weekly nawq summaries .
« K I seé - | A |
A Excuse me'Just a seﬁénd."
2 Gertalnly.
A You are reading & gtatement that game out of

Q . I certalnly am,
A A1l right, okay.

I
A
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7b~1 1 C ‘ Q I cértaiﬂiy am. o ‘
" 9 A And this wasg distributed by Mr. Littman. *who waa, |
. . s | an employee of the: Distt:f.ct. Attorney 8 office, and it was
- 4 | . distributed with your permission, im fact with your name,
. ._ < Evelle Younger right on this news release, right?

A Yes, sir.

7 | - 'Q .And, so, my questiqti is, aid you authorize that
g | statement? T s your news release? | |
- MR. BUGLIOSL: It's ambiguous, your Honpox.
o 1 | imz’: COURT: May I see it? | |
‘11‘ [ ) . KARAREK' Certainly, your Honor . ‘
e | :tHE WETNESS: | I repeat'f did mat, your' Honor,
. 13 P o o That is a si:atement by a reparter and it was

u | reneated in the weekly summary which is generallY what the
'1.5 I  summary consisted of, a summary of what a_ppeared in the

16 | ~ daily press. : | | -

x| BY MR. KANAREK. |

5 g Then it is your statement that this statement

o :' . of Due@ber; 25th, 1969, that was in the newspaper relesse
50 office 6f the District Attorney, that that is incorrect?
o A If you think it is proper to categorize our
"oy | agreement with the dafendants attomeys on December 4th as |
2 a deal, then that statement Is ineorre‘ct. |
51 o Q "~ You categorized it, Hr Younger, as s desl?

' .25 o A, I don't think it is a very good word.‘ ' _
% o But we did agree not to seek the death penalty,;
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 and if y&u ’i:hi'nk it is & gobd wbrd, then that is an

' incorrem: statement. A L

‘is an awful word.

a categorize it, you use your word, Mr. Youngexn?

‘betich out of the hearing of the jury:)

: ten mote minutes.

Q - No, Mr. Youﬂger, I'n aski.ng Fout if ym say th&t +

is a good word. ' ‘ '
You are the ome that is testi.fyins, ‘s '

A - No, I think it is a terriblemord. I think it

o '

Q@ I see. Well, then, whar. would you prefer to
call it, an -arrangesent?
A _‘ I would prefer that word, an agreement is what
ii; Amounted to , )
‘g . Well, may I ask you then,; how would you

A ,1 just did. -
Q@  An agreement?
:A.- ( Yéé« . ,
MR. BUGLIOSI. Your Honor, may we approach the bench?
THE COURT: Very well. B
' (The ﬁplllowing pr'oﬁeediﬁgs were had at the

- ME.BUGLIOSI: ‘I realize this takes up the time
itself, but we don't seem to be going. anywhere and there is

_ Is it pnss:!.ble for t:he Court to advige Mr. :
Kanarek tao try to finish up his gquestions by noon?
Mr. Younger had a meeting this morning which he

—Cielobrive:comARCHIVES
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‘ so~called agreement.

publicity order here.

1z |

matters im some other hearing, but mot this one.

. ) o ’ " t K e “ }-.‘ # :ﬂ
ﬁ&& tO CanCEI. oo . T ) r‘ o : i

This afte:moan he also ha,s meetiugs.

¥

1f Mr. Kanarek were going i.nto ﬁelewant areag, |\
that 1s one thing. .

"y N . "

THE COURT: He has a right to exaﬁi,né ‘oX CEOSs~

‘éxamine, whatever this is at the moment; with regard to thizT

However, Mr. Younger is mct on ’tri-al for being
a politicisn. | ' '

We are not concemed wit:h va.olat:.ons of the

This is not a contempt hearing, o let's not

get into extraneous matters.. Those may ‘all be relevant

Do’ t waste time, Mx. Kamarek, by doing that.
If you have some ze-le\;ant examination with
respect to the lssues of thig case, this is the penalty
phasge, if any arréngenent. WAS 'ma_dex; as gpparently there
was, with Miss Atkins and her attbr‘ne‘y-,' you certainly have
the right to go into that. _
But let’s not *waat:e time gqi.ng off into
extraneous matters. ]
MR. BUGLIQSI: In other cases the ‘Cou?t has told Mr.
Kanarek to tease by a8 certain time.
THE COURY: I canhot say that he has exhausted his
Iing's' of mquiry.' |
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I am saying he is wasting his time on an
irrelevant matter. A
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Te<l - (The following proceéedings were had in open
. g court .‘m the presence snd hearing of the jury:)
| 3 Q - BY MR, KANAREK: Has it been your experience, -

"4 | Mr, Younger, that a person who 1s being glven a Wenofis,

s | sueh as that which we are discussing here, that that

. | person is bevered from other da.renda-nta ~—
7 1 I-IR.' BUGLIOSL: It’s irrelevant.
e« | 7 ouE covmm: 0vem~u1ed you may answer. |
9 S B Did you understand bvhe question, lr, Younger?
“w | . OHE WITNESS:  No. | |
| THE COURT: Reframe the gqueation.
w b o Q BY MR. KAWAREK: Has it been your experieénce
i o ;3] es a prosecutor that when @ p¢raon is be::.ng given the
. T benefit that we are discussing -—
e 15 ; ‘ A - Excuse me, that is what coni‘ﬁsga e,
R : " The pgbsecuﬁion is 3eékihg the death penalty.
. o ‘17 ;‘ = Now, do‘ you eonaider' _tha,:t‘a benefit?
- i T ] ) I am talking about the arrangement where the
: ’ 19;.:' proﬂecui;ion is notjseékipg the death penalty.
;‘ ' :go. . i But we ave, the prosecutlon is,
| | “yy | g . Now, .. |
22., ' A-.‘ Bight frum thé. oi'iset or; the trial go far as

23 I kriow, ao ifr you are talking about severa.nce, you are .

o presunably talking about when the tma‘l st&rbed and since
. .,‘ 2% | the trial starbed -- correcb me if r am wrong, :mm:‘ Hono:; ——
z_s':; I belleve the prosecubion: has contiatently :l,ndinabed *"ﬁhéy

y . (e L
] e
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warelgoiﬁg to Bﬂék‘the death pénalty.
" | So what benefit are you balking sbout?

Q@ . BY HR. KANAREK: Jr. Yoynger, I am talking
about the benerit that is purportedly reflecte& at least
in part, by this confidential msmoranﬁum dateﬂ December 4 h
1969, & copy of which you just handed‘me a8 few minutes ago. |

That is what I am talking aboub .

A  What is your question? ‘

: Q hy queation is, has it ﬁeen your axperience
that when such an arrangement occurred such a penefit.

|  oecurred, that the prosdeution seeks to sever the
2 |

defendant gebting the benefit. from the other defendants?

~d .

— ———CieloDfive.COMARC HIVES
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.-~ THE COURTY Do you unﬂerstand the question?

L death penalty, I presume that it might weli have been the

 BY MR. KANAREK:

W

MK, BUGLIOSI: Ambiguous, and it is irrelevant.

4

THE WITNESS: Yes, sir. e K

XBE COURT: You: may answer. ‘ 3 L ,

THE WITHESS. Not under. the circumatances in tl:u.s

- . R B Lo . ?‘v ‘
case. . ‘, .Y i

lU .

1E the decision had never been made to seek tht
prosecution's -- they might well have sought to sever.

Q- Have you read this memt;, Mr. Yournger?
A A Yes, sir.

Q Did you read the paragraph that is numbered 23

. "In view of her past cooperation, and in the

event that sﬁe testifies tg‘:uf_hfullygt the Grand Jury|
the prosecution will not seek the death penalty
againét'hef in any of the three cases that are noﬁ

. known to the pciI:L—.ce, nameiy, the Hinman murder,

* the Sharon i‘atg murderss and the La Bianca murders.™

I s that right? '
A 1 read'tha‘t, yes, sir.

@ . So, therefore, that was the arrangement that |
was made? | | '

1 meai, there is no question butl t;hat,' at this|

poinl;, assuning she testified truthfully the next day, and/or

\ul

the 8th of December, 1969, there was tb,e arrangement thlt she,

~—CieloDrive COmMARTCHTVES
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' “as to her, you would not seek the desth penalty.

‘ Ybunger notwithstanding your inability to recollect certain

}  matters such as time, date, p]‘.ace, an,d so forth, notw:t.th- :

_ ihk’ling of what caused the change so that Susan Atkinsg r.i.ght

riow is befoz;g these ladies dnd gentlémen on the jury aﬁd we

There is no question about tﬁat, ig there? -
A  No, sir,

Q So at some poi:x_’l:. a,t' some point in time, Mr.

'standing that, at some time, it is a fair statement that
xthe Disgtriet Attnrney 8 office was cf the mind not to geek
the deﬁth penaltyf, is that true? . . |
‘A~ That is a faix st&témént. That is true.
") AL 'r:ight.. PR .f e | | .
| Now that we— ’fzave narrqwéd i‘t dm that closely, '
Mr. Younger <~ T ' '

' &  We were narrowed dcwr; there a long time ago. ,
Qf‘Allright. |
‘ So, there was a time, . a8 point in t{ie‘, when
the Dist::ict Attorney was not: seek:tng the death penalty.

Now, would you tell me, wcmld you give me some

ave here in this courtroom and they are seeking the death
paﬁﬁllty? y '
- MR. BUGLIOSL: | It has been asfced and answered.
MR. KANAREK: It haen't, yt_)uz; Honorx.
THE COURT: You may suswer. . -

'I’he objection is averruled

:'(‘ilelourlve.commcmi/ES ‘
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., decision, ‘based upon the recommendatlion that she had not

- Gene::al, :Ls that right? " "'

A THE W._!T}IE,SS‘. At some ?point, possi‘bly on the basis of
oite conference but probably on the basis of more than ome; |
with Mr. Bugliosi oxr Mr. Stovitz or both, and probéb,l:y

supported by references to the transcript, I made the

testified truthfully and that we, therefore, would aeek the‘
death penalty.

MR. KANAREK: ALl right.

"Q. . Now, @ chief law enforcement vfficer of the |
State. of Galifornia -= that is what you are as At:l:orney

LR
A Chief law officerq PO

.“4

ALl right. Ghizef 12& officef.

Yes, sit.. -J' S SR =

' e,
- * S * N . « I

8 » o

Of the State of califormia. S
" 1 am asking you, Hr. Yorangex, ymit gsédgailot
of “probablies" in your testimony, and T B asking ;you ==
this is serious bisiness that we have here -- ig ii: within
the realm of probabiﬂty, -8ince you are saying "ptrobably"
to a lot of these quegtions, that maybe, ntaybe, you were
ill advised?

Do you know?
A | First as to why I use 2 Iot of "probablies. ‘

1 don' t want to pretend to have an independent recollection
when I don't have. And since, when I #nswer you, I say I

don't remember time, dates and places,.and you pursue if,

CieloDrive.com ARCHIVES
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then T must say, honestly, as to what occurred 1s ‘the basis | -

of my frequent use of "probably," because 1 don't want ko
. the District Attorney's office files a hundred and forty

[ each case, part of his decision, or his decision, is based
| 425 lawyers In the office.

N District A:ttomey is 111 advised.

23

. 26,456

state as & fact gomething that I don't recall as a fact.
| Now, %8 to whether or not I was i1l adviséd,

thougand »- give or take a few -~ criminal cases a year.

The District Attorney makes thousands of decisions. in
in part upon the recommendation of his staff. There are

It iz always thegretically possible that the

-
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@  This is certainly a different cése,

| In how many of those 140,000 casés do you issue weekly .

| news releases ooncerning that one case alone?

| ME, BUGLIOSI: Irreleyemt.
MR. KANAREK: It 5ust doe&n't happen right?
“"“HE cetms * Sustained |
Couniel approach tha bench, pleaae.,
(Whureupon, all couﬁsel approach the bénch

' and the roilowing proceedings4oecur at thu bqnch outgiﬂe

'.7 “ g
; :-..,1' -

the hearing of the Jury J e 3
‘THE COURT: It is 12: 99 o ,clcsak ey Kanarek.
What 1s your situation as rar s the

JB;L: examination of the wiltness?%

MR, KANAREK: What dowes ybnr.ﬂonor mean?

THE COURT: How much more do you ‘have?
 MR.KANnBEK; I have" quite & bit more, your Honor,
THE COURT: Now, bearing in mind what I sald about

"1rrelevancy and - cqnfining yourﬁelf ta ralevant Iines’ ar :;. |

amount of éxaminaﬁion 1ert?
MR, KANAREK: Yes your Honor,
MR, BUGLIOSI: There 18 the agreement and there 1is

‘ralevant in this case ‘that Hr. Fitzgerald or Mr, Shinn

QE,?i'hasn*t gone inbo?

What else 15 there? It 18 ths agreement and

—CieloDrvE COM AR CHTVE
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. the book, There ls nothing else,

v

‘He has had nothing elue ©o do with thﬂ case,
THE CQURT: I find iy d¢fficult to see how you have

| oubatantial rore exanination.

' MR; KAWAREX Well, your Honor, I do.

MR, BUGLIOSI: In what araas? ' SRR

R, KANAREK: - Your Honop, I am answerdng the Court.
THE COURT: I have to $ake Mr. Kanarek's word. He

"ia the 1awyér that is éxamining-thé vitness. i am nob_ geolng

to foreclosé his exaninatipn as long as he has relevanﬁ
1ines or’inquiry. | ' '
I assune ﬁhat you are acting In good faith. ,
MR. KANARER: I certainly am. . -
PHE GOURT' Knd not just trying to harass tne :

' witness and . trytng to hold him over.

MR‘ KANAREK: I certainly am-not.

THE GOURT: T can't impgine What could be aceomplished [ -

by that
Ve will re»ess until 1:45,

© MR, FITZCERALD: ceuld we ﬁnter-into some siipulations?

MR, BUGLIO&I: ?stibly.
TﬁE coung About What? -
_ mﬁa ?ITZGERALD* About hia ~testimony.
fﬁﬁ. BUGLIOSIz Bossih1y¢ f@:ﬁj S hs‘»;
’ - THE CQURT» ﬂhll¢ we., can't do it naw' Lt takes tine.

I am arraia he will Jﬁst have bo édme back,

¥

W hhn,

SR BT I
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MR, BUGLIDSIh ALL. r;ghu.
(Whgreupon all coupsel return o their

P

" pespective placea at counsel, table and the rnllowing :

prcceedings occur in open court .within-the presence and .
hearing or the Jjury:) ‘ cer s IR ‘
THE COURT: ~ We will takg our noon regess at this time. |

Ladiea and gentlemgn, do not conversd with any-

,One or rorm or express any opinlon regarding penalty until

that issue 1is rinally submitted to,yaue
The GQurt will recess untll 1:45.

(Wheréupon, at 12: 02-p4m. the court was in

recess, )

CieloDrive com AR CHTVES |
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-,.21411 with relevancy to the issues.

is done all the time in penalty.

Los ANGELES CALIFORHIA THURSDAY MAROH 11, 197&
; w4 153 P,
.. o Qe . .o
THE _Cof}R'I': K11 parties, '.,jcam-i:f'axid-' '3 &rdrs.s,rﬁ

; . T
You may aontinna,*hf ’Kﬁn&rék
MR. KANAREK: Tour Honbr, may we apbroadh thé bench

20Q I nay receive some guidanae from the Gourt very

1. belefiy.

THE GOURY: Very well.
(The £bllowing proceedings ware had &t the

henﬁh aut of the hesring of the Jury )
 MR. KAWAREK: Your Honor, I would like ta urge. the

'Cpnft to allow ne to‘go into the Linda Kasablan ilmmunity for.

this reason.
| We are in the penalty phass and the jury —-
Wwe are all agread there are. ho guidelines and it is up

' <to the ab#olute diseretion of the, Jury.

Now, what I auggest 4o the Court 15 ~- '
THElﬁoURTz .Don't.confuae noe guldelines 1o the Jury'
They are two different things.
MR. KANAREK: I wunderstand, but since Linds Kasabian
was ‘charged with these very murders, I believe that it
is relevant and matarial %0 argua the equity. In fact, ut

3

L

CieloDrivecomARTHTVE
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"what the agraement was.

" he dces.it,' We knov that he ﬂid i L

“IBE COURT: The juty knows that she received

. 2mmnniﬁy. Theré 18 no6 question about that; she teati;ied

ﬁo 1t.
ﬂR. KAIAREKJ Yes, but the surrounding parficﬁlars.

| There but for the fate of God goes Mr, Manson.

In.other words, because someone 1s granted |
immunity; I think that does not ferealose the surraundins
clrcumstances because the Jury 1s enﬁitlea ¥o know.,

THE GOURT: What %grrounding ciroumstances?
| MR, KANAREK: 'Wﬁatever the circumsbances were thab

‘rallowed Lirnda Kasabian €0 have 1mmunjﬁy¢

Ang }onr Honor is‘noW‘rqreclasing.m
EHE GOURT: I don't underat&nd ‘what you are talking

- about. You anmined her at AEngth on the stand es to

o _—
LRI

MR. KANAREK She is npt Mr Youuger, your Honof,
she does not know the ccnferences ——— - o '% B

TAE COURT» T am th interested in Fr. Enunger} why

.
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10-1 - - MR. KANAREK: No, your Homor, '
| ' ) You see, your Homor, I think that =~
. . ' 3 | I . THE. COURT: I disagree with you, Mr. Kanarek. It hag - |
| W ,_‘no relevafi'ce to the issues. . ‘ |
) <1 * MR. KANAREK: May I make the record?
: .'G;T. | SRR I am urging that it iz a violation of due
‘o [ ... process and equal protéetion imder the Fourteenth Amendnent,
: al -_ denldl of a ~:Eair pepalty hearing under both the feder-nl and
, 9 : stat:e laws, #nd denial of effective counsel for your Honor
| 1o ;:' to forecloge this. IR 3 ,}A' » "
, .11 | -+ ‘THE GOURT:  Be 'Sp'eﬁgi;ﬁi,b"_:ﬁ‘hen you say " fo:;éclos'e thisl"
1g : !Hr Kunarek. '.' ’ - f'f‘;f
: 13 "; ' KéﬂAREK‘ Foxecloaiﬁg{ findi‘ng out 'what the A |
" { District Attorney of Los Angeles Couni:h what negot;iit:tons
;5 | he entered inmto, what his considerations were for al].owing
6 | T,.inda Kasablan absolute imtnunity, to walk otﬂ: of thj.s courty
p | roow, not only with 1ife but with complete freedom.
e ' IHE COURT: He didu't do thar, the Court did that.
" | - MR RANAREK: But this was done at the iustigation
- '20 | of the ﬁistrict Attnrney 8 office. S
‘21 ' . _ Your Honox is the one te rule, but z maintain
99 ‘ that this is a denial -« '
Cw | THE COURF: Well, I think it is irrelevamt.
s | | MR. KANAREK: And your Honor bhas ruled, and youxr '
. % . Homor is forecloging me. I just wanﬁéd to make the record,
25 [ = -1 believf;a wy position is well taken. |

“CleloDrive cCOm AR CHIVES
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10-2- - MA. FITZGERALD: 5,1 would sgree with the Court but for|
- » { M¥. Younger's comments, his adam#nt comments this morﬁiﬁg,
.‘ 3 " about absclutely uttider no circuwstances would Susan At:icins
‘4 ‘be granted imounity.

s | 3 ' He wasg ve:}}, very adamant. He volunteered that
6 |- statement about three times. " ' ‘ . N
2| . . THE COURT: You c¢an agk him why, if you want to.

s | That is sn ent:l;,rely' different question.
9| . MR. FITZCFRALD: It, in essence, impeaches him if you
| sk him the questfon: Well, you festified that you didn't

L] glve Sﬁsan; Atking imnuni.ty, but you certainly patiti:med for
12. " immunity for- Linda Kasabian.

. & THE, GOURY: . I have no idea what his answer would be, |
‘ . ‘14 :{ , but I would susp;ect that he considered then: to be entirely |
| e -th.fferent sityations. I don't know.

‘15 L KANAREK. A}!d you would allow me to inqui_.fe about
w'| . Mise Kassblan? | o ]
13 " THE COURT* As long as he-'ga&e that answer, you ‘ean_ '

1§ . ask why. - _ o ' _' |

20 ,A R HRZ. BUGLIOSE: Yaur Honor, I think Mr. Kanarek is"

x| asking about Linda Kasabian. Y

22 S THE COURT: I amamt changing niy opiniort xbout ‘i:hnt:‘ ‘
2" [ U She received immunity. It is a matﬁei: of

o) recard You examiged her about it ad nauseam £iom the tine |
. 25 | she took the stand. o : e

" % 1 - "~ There 1z no questi.on about 1::. ‘rl:;e,ré ié ﬁé? ‘

i
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need to go into it.
. Lf you want to ask Mr. Younger why under no - o
circumgtances would he grant fssunity to Sussn Atkins =-- or

. whatever his answer was -~ go ahead and ask him,

. MR. KARAREK:

Your ilo;nor ig fforeclosi;itg we? 1 want
to know, o
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1. proceed,

o 1"respective places at ccunsal table and the following

R proceedings occur in open court within the presence and
n - " e

" the witness on the stand at the time of the noon recess,

you deliberabely avoided reading, I gather, listening %o

. television, and so forth, as 4o matters concerning this case.|

;kaﬁ,ﬂﬁsnA

: THE COURT: %top uaiixéti:é%%:oéd. o
~ The onlxiyping tnat I am doing 1s saying that
I think what you havel siid 15 1rre1evant as to Linda.
Kasabian. . T ,“:;3 \ ~quiv
- MR, KAN&REX?_ Mayll mernbion her name in questloning
ﬁr. Younger? - |

PHE GOURT: You understand what I have said, Let's

(Whereupon, all aounnel.raturn to their

hearing of the jury:)
EVELLE J. YOUNGER,
resumed the stand and testified further as follows:

CROSS-EXAMINATION {CONTINUING)
BY MR, KANAREK:
4 .  Mr. Younger, you indicated this morning that,

Please tell us why.
&‘ I dpn't find it pleasant'réédinga
_ | I read during the gourse of the day, a8 part of
my official duties, both now as Abtorney General, and sven

CleloDrive.COmARCHIVE S
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more so ay Distriet Attorney, a grekt many unpleésant

'factudlﬁrépartﬁlthat'I.have te read, and I do thét as.

required by my Job, N
Haying done that, 1t is not my idea of &

' pleasant posEtman’s holiday to then resad aboub 21l the

stories relating, you know, to brutal and outrageous

- erimes, and so forth in the nﬂwspaper.

: There arve dther thinss in the newspaper that
Itd rather read whan I am.on my own tlme and I have na

requirement té read 1t. LRt }*

& Havin5 in mind yon did know that there was
thls publioityiOraer enﬂbecember,xh341969? o Sy

@ tor
+ e

‘A Yes, sir. |
,Q . And having that Sunﬂay mnxhing Timsa in front :

‘of you right acroas the top of the rrqnt page, diq. bhat

not intrigue youyr thinking and did yOu not wish to see
what was there_and compare it with the publicity order?

MR, BUGLI@SI: Irrelevant and compound,

THE COURT: I didn't hear you, Mr, Bugllosi,

MR, BUGLIOSI'. Irrelevent and compound.
" THE COURT: Sustninad.
. d ~ BY MR. 'KANAREK: Now, you have told us,
¥r, Younger, that under no ciréumstances woﬁid Susan
Atkins be glven abrolute 1mmunity, right?

A 1 gaid that we agreed that we would, under

| 1o circumﬁtances saek.immunity for her‘
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I don't:thﬁnk»it is quite tha saie as the Way
you said 1t but mgybe 1t iﬂ '»-f ;"“
Q "I am-askins you now aboub yoursolr;

- & . That Is what I said,
- Wé, the District Attorney's Office, 3¢ long as
I had any Authorify in that office, up until I took a new
office,‘she would never be given immunity.,

LA
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Q Now, you ave speaking <- when you say "we,"

_is that an editorial "we"‘? You mean “I“”

'A o Well tne, I, the Distrz.ct Attorney woald nevar 4

Q" ALl right, and wOulﬂ you tell us whg?
A | Is the Judge going to péxmit: ue’ tb anﬁteer tb.l
‘ THE- COURT: Yes, you may answgr it.
THE WITNESS:Because I think she has been' i:nvol\tred in one
of the bloodiest most brutal crimes ever ﬁerpet’ratéd - % :
3
]

’ be a party to recommending imunity. r {

- DEFENDANT MANSON: Better 1ook at the Vietnam Har,
Histe.z“. o
- THE WIT&ESS* '«= and I coulda't possibly cont:tnue in

DEFENDANI‘ MANSON: You phoay snake!
THE COURT: Mr. I-Ianson, if there are any more out-

“public office if I was ever a party to her getting imunitz :

DEFENDANT A‘;‘KIHS; You gave it to Linda Kasabian

’ burm:s 1 will have you removed from the courtroom. '

BY MR. KANAREK:

Q . But, Mr. Younger; the fact of the matter isA
that yau personally «- I am tiow speaking of you pérsonalily-,-:
you personelly did not -~ -did not ~~ I will withdraw that. |

o You made a value judgment personally without
Iooking at the raw material as to all of these defendants,
is that right?

& . I made g value judgment about dver 100,000
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‘the "raw material.”

. could.

' Yoﬁﬁger, that you did not evaluate the merits and demerits :

1 |

19 '
BY MR. KANAREK: A E

25

cases a year and In most cases L did not examine all of
. That is why we have 420 lawyers, no one man

Q§ . - But we are spesking of this case, Mr. Younger.
A . I did not examine, to use your words, all the
raw material.

Q :An& in fact, is it 4 fair statewent, Mr:

of each defendant #s far as possible fnmunity went?
. You personally did not evaluate it.
MR. BUGLIOSI: It's irrelevant.

. KANAREK: 1t's most rel—gvn;;t. We are speaking
of the man who has the ul’t:imate power, and he has testifieﬂj
he has the ultlmate power.

THE COURT: That will be encugh, Mr. Kanarek.
. The objection is overruieﬁf. ‘You may smswer.
"THE WITNESS I | evaluated eaéh pf the defendants
with respect to the queﬂtion of immni.ty‘

4

e Persanal’ly?
y

A - Yes, sir.

0 And rsou',l.d y«ou tell me then for 1nstance as

4

to Leslie Van Houten, what was the évaluation fhat ym;i o

made cunceming her vis-a-vis getting mmmity?
A It was my. decisicm, after this evaluation that

' G'iEbBru ve:com 7X‘H CH V‘ ES
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. the" gratuitous remark By Leslie Van Houten.

yuur erimes.

' BY MR. KANAREK'

15 ‘ what 13 the material that you looked at, deseribe it for usi:

. BY MR, KANAREK*
a1 |

" look at evi.dence , transcripts, testimony, photographs con~

we wouldn’t seek imun:,ty for any of the defendants.
HR. BUGLIOST: Your lioaor, I mke a mwotion to stl:ike.

(Reporter did not hear the rmrk.} ,
" THE 'COURT: Her comment will be stricken and the jurv

is admnished to disregard t.
DEFENDANT MANSON: You are al!.l-. going to have to face

' THE CQURT: Mr. Marson, T will give you another Wﬂmitrs‘
if there is axother outburst, you will be xemoved.

That goes for all defendants.

Let‘ 8 p:r:oceed..

Q My questim, Mr. Younger, is would you teIl us |

the ihaterial that you lboked at ctmcernin,g «- and gtudieﬂ =

conceming I.esl:le Van Houten?

MR, BUGLIOSI. ‘That is frrelevant, your Honor.
TI{EI CDURTf Sustained.

'Q ‘ ’Hell Hr fcunger,, d:.d you look AL -~ did you' |

Qea:ning Leslie Van Houten? .
MR. BUGLIOSI: That 15 irrelevmt your Honor
- THE GOURT: Sustained,

“CieloDrive.COmMARCHIVES.
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- BY MR. KAHAREK'

 right? . A ,‘7 A"'
| A  That is cm:’.‘ect‘ S :“ ‘{‘.:. 73"‘:.;‘3‘} i
Q But in fact: are you aware tli:at g‘ defendant in
‘this « case ‘has been g.{ven immnity? #““ : o '} ‘”_‘

| BY MR, KAHAREK

"thege defendants’ were you considering Mr. Watson?

‘ of:Eer of ipmunity to be given to Leslie Van Honten through

26,471

=N Well, you have stated tb.at you did not wish
;munity to be given to any of the ﬂefendan‘ts in this case,

MR. BUGLIOSI: 1it's irrelevant, your Honor,. N
THE COURT: Sustained. STl
THE WITNESS: -May I say, just for c!.ariﬁication,

I was tg-iking about thege defendants (:'.ndicstiﬁg) .

v

I thought that is what ybu were talking about.

I'm sorry.
Q@  And was your thinking when you said you thought

MR. BﬁGLIQSI: . It's dirrelevant, yoﬁr Honor,
THE COURT: ‘Sustained.
BY MR. KAHAREK
' ‘Q,- " Now, in fact, Mr. Younger, did you'-cause an

any attoxrney who mpresented her?
HR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant, your Honot.
KANAREK* Your Honor, this is most relevant
and most matexial. » u |
THE "GOURT:. Overruled, you may answer.
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| THE WLTRESS: Which is Leslie?
. KANAREK: Leslié¢ Van Houten,. r, Younger, ie the |
lady I aw standing ;zlose to here.
THE WITNESS: And who is her tttorney? |
" MR. KANAREK.' Mr. Keit:h is now her attotney.
" Mr. Marvin Part smg previously her attorney,

A " The answer to your question is no.

Q There was no discussions giving her :lmnity?
'A ‘Cortect.

Q. Pardon?

A Correct. : IR

R

Q Were there. any d?iscassims cmcé;mmg mkipg

a 'recomendation, ox anzr da,scussions concerniug not asking f

A Rotthatlnnawareofn' S




Llafl _

io
n-

‘12 |

13

Ul
5
% |
x
‘#}ﬂ
:@-

O |

2

22
1
%

2 -

26,473

}l | Or any other lawyer that represgented Leslfe
lvan Houﬁepﬂ '

A . No such discussion in which I was involved.

-Q'_< Now, when, Fr. Younger, you as Distrieb

Attorney of Los Angeles Counbty, when it was brought to your
attention that Susan Atkins lied %o the Grand Jury, did you
petition the Superdor CGurt and inform the &uperior

] Gourb that under Unlted States vs hesarosh, this mearit that

the Grand Jury indictment should bé 1nwest15ated for
pcsaible dismissal? "i,?'

MR; BUGLIQSE*- It's irrelévant; it's a8 ridigulbua

qu&stion, your Honor

THE GOURT: Sugbained.

- . .
ey ¢ T st N .‘ 7, N

{ . . . 4 }
" 1 ‘ : H
< . 1 . t N El

0 - T ]
) . r_.

.

@ - BY MR. KANAREK: Aré ?aniémiliﬁr with the -
Mesafésh;case? o gﬁii%j'- A
‘ﬁﬁ. BUGLIOSI: Irrélevapt‘
THE COURT: Sustained. o
Q . BY MR, ﬁﬁNﬂREK:' Ndﬁ, Mr, Younger, do ybu in
your mind élassify a murder case, one mupder case as being
more important or less important than another murdér'cgse?
MR, BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant.
THE GOURT:'_Sustained;
'@ BY MR, KANAREK: Did you on December 11, 1969,
Mr. Younger, have & press conference?
ﬁR,IBHéLIOSI:’ .Irrelév'am;.=
THE COURT: Sustained.
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19

i

HR. KANAREK: Your Honor may I make an offer of

P .' RN H Lo
* 5 :
# '3 AR

L2
. T

| prnof? : ' SO PN Ll

THE COURT: It is nob nedessary, Mp, Kanarek.
' What was bhe date of the alleged press

' confﬁrence?

MR. KANAREKY “Deceuber 11, your Honor.

. THE COURT: ‘19697 |

| R, BARAREK: Yes, your Honor. a
'iﬁE‘poUBT: The objection is sustained.
{4 Ef MR, KANAREK: in ccnnacﬁion Wwith the Tabe-

1 La Blanca case, Mr, Younper, has there been any wiretapping?

MR, BHGLIOSI* it's irrelevant.
" 'UHE QOURT: Sustained.
'y BY MR, KANAREK: Now, directing your abtention

'%"to W, Caruse and Mr. Qaballero, hr. Younger.

Did Jou or did anyone 01 your behalf, or do

.i

31'yau have any knowledge of any Superior Gourt judge being

.16 | spoken %o se thet e, Uaballero. and Hr. Carusc would

represent; Susan Atkins in connectlon uith the maﬁters ‘that.

ffara b&fore Judge 0lder here?

A No, miw. |
"*q. pid you suthorize Mr. Stovitz, you know

4 Aaron Stavitz?

. Aa feﬂ, Siri ,
@  Did you suthorize him to speak %o the Rollina
Stone -editors?

4
.
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Younger:

k]

MR. BUGLIOSI: 3It's irrelevant, your Honor.

THE GQUEL: - Sustained.
Q  BY MR, RANAREK; Mey I ask you this, lir.

When is the first time that you heard, if you

e#er have heard, of the finanelal arrangements between

_Paul Carus@, lire Caballero, ﬁr.;sahiller and Suman Atkins?

HR. BUGLIOST:. Irrelevant.
THE GOURT: rsaztainedt -
Q BY #R, KANAREK' Fri%riéd*becehﬁeﬁ-1hﬁh, 1569

Mp, Younger were you aware og'ﬁhg fact that Mr, Oaballero,

. Mp, Caruso snd Mr. Schlller inbended. tb diaseminata 3;‘

publiciﬁy eoncerninﬂ this case throughout the warld?

¥ r “A :'t

" '§ . When is the first time that you kneu'of the

. exispence of any kind of a :inanoial relationship between
Paul Caruso, v, Cabalxero,AMé. Sehiller? |

A I don't know of it today.
‘@4 *  You have xot dlscussed this mattar at any
tdme with anyone? ‘
IR S 4 have not.
| At all, any tims with any human being‘whatsoever
Correct, up until now, . | |
You -den't kncw of the exlstence of any such. =

Correct.

o T P F P

When you -- you recdelved this book, the

GieloDrive.com ARGCHIES
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‘ Killing Qf Sharan Tate, right? .

or something?

TS - 3 StEron Tate"? .

‘fuss was made about My receiving the manuseript, éhat is
what 1t was, but I never read it carefully enough to know o

, -however right? ~m What you cgll the gag order.

of the gag order & couple of hours after it wes made,'
whatever date 1t is dated, I heard of it that date,

---'u:

" ' . -~ P S -
A 1 g B N P
. . LI 4

A Vo, sir.“} S | -

‘d Your erica received itﬂkright? SRR

A I don't knowy . N

Q& Did yOu receive this for some kind of a review

A. X veceived d maﬁuscript.f
&' The title would have been -- or msy I ask yous
" Was the title of that manuscript, "Tha.Killing

?

A I,abn't know. I am pssuning, since all the

what " manuscripﬁ it was.' ,
Q I see. nid you do &nything, did you attempt to
stop the publlcation of thia boak?
‘ R No, sir, :
- .. Q‘ | You did not call up Mr, Caruso or Mr, Caballaro ”1
or Mr, Schiller or the Los Angeles Times or the Times-Mirrqr‘
Publishing Company, 1s that right?
A That is right, - | )

§ .- At the time yon were aware of the gag br&er,

A I have indicated this mornlng I probably heard
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A} Did you feel és an eiecteﬁ'prficial holdling
pol;zigal offlce as the District Attorney or]gggnty of
Los Angeler that it was xncuﬁbenﬁ upon you to»attempf $o
yiaﬁect the pubiieity o?def of the Superior court?
MR, BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant, your Homor.

THE COURT: Sustained.

B
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BY MR. KANAREK‘

_ Q an, aid you acquaint yourself, Mr. Youngex, .|
with the detglls of the alleged Hinman murder?

MR. BUGLIOSL It's irrelevant.
'I'HE‘ COURT: The Question is ambigomous. I will |
sustain the objection on that ground.
KAKAREK' Yery well, your Eonor
Q Directing your attention to the time == I will.
vithdraw that. ' '
It certainly is a fair statement, Mr. Younger,
that this confidential memorandum that we have beéen talking
about, that you have a copy of, that this mbrandurj; |
included the Hinman casé,’ iz that ;:ight, in its purview? .

R  The Hinman case vas part and parcel of your

arrangements with Susan Atkins?

A | One of the thiee cases, I believe, we mentioned
in the: morandum

Q. So, did you, as & politica!. official going int
the neeting to discuss the possible benefits to Susan

Atkins, did you acquaint yourself with the evi-deﬁee- in the |

Hinman case? '
A Yes, sir.

4] And what details iﬁd you know conceining Susan

- Atkins ag to the Hingan case? ‘ ‘ -
MR. BUGLIQSL: Too time constmi.ng It's irrelevant.|

MR. KANAREK: I will not tsk to read anythi'ag. I'm

\
b

U
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THE COURT: The objection is sustained.

| s . RANAREK:

o Q- -~ in fact, Mr. Younger, your state of mind was

- &t the t‘.;lme of December 45 , 1969, yo,ut‘ ‘state of mind vas

that pntentially Susan 'Atkins-uight ‘be allowed, as f&r as

. the D;I.strict: Attameg B Office wWis . cﬁnﬁérned, to he :_
convieted of only second degree murder, is thak tme?

A ' I think that is p'raha'bly a falr st,atement. :
Q _ And she was to be allo‘wed to bé convict:ed of

second degree murder a5 to how many cctmta" e

1 |

"

A . Now you are tak:l.ng too big a jump the:ce. _
The memo clearly indicates, and my recollec-

1

~CieloDrive:COMmARTHTVE S
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. ~'record to reveal that fact.

fithe €Xtent  ¢q which the District Attorney's office will
1 .' £ixst degree muxder 1ife sentence will depend upon the
B  extent to which Susan Atkms continues to c.ooperate.

16 |

, ¢ - Just so i:he record will bé complete, you are
raading from the memo? | | | '

- Yes.

Thank you.

If T may? |

Q. Certainly. ‘— No prabl-eg:. I just wanted the

> O

A We agreed that if she would testify honestly
beforé‘ the Grand Jury, that we would not se,ek, the death
penalty. | ' _ k )
| And tiu'an,‘ I am now quoting from the memo,

assigt defense counsel in an attetupt to stek less than &

so that is as far 3. :I,t went.

You asked if }'. ccnsidered or had in mind the
possibility that she would get less' than £xrst degf'ee‘ mlrdel.
Yes, I considered that possibility But, beym‘d fcgnsidering'
the posgsgibility and saying "We w:t.li d:.scuss t.ha;: if it:
bec;omes" .approlnz:iate in the futute," we made no ‘fut}:hg;: .
decisions ox had .no further discussion. N ”

Q And she did cooperate further; right?

MR. BUGLIOSI:; Calls for a conclusion. It 13 alsgo
~{irrelevant. " . _' .
- MR, KANAREK: I am asking him whether his state of

CleIoDrlveoommcm

e
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12.'

mind was that she cooéerétedi

MR, .BUGLI’QS];: irre);evant; and calls foi* a conclugion.

THE GOURT: Overruled.
_ You may answer. ,
,TﬁE WITNESS: 1 think up to a point. _
And thereafter, quite to the contrary.

I BY MR. RANAREK:

_ Q Up to a point, then you say thereafter quite
the cont:rary?

‘A . Right. o

-] Well, did she 'cc'opef.rate to the extent -- well,

M would jou-deéc:ibe for us, Mr. Youngexr, up to what point

did she cooperate, and when did she fail to cooperate?
&' Well, she apparently. went into the Grand Jury
toomﬂvioluntarii&, raised her right hand apd took the witnes

stand. Up to tha-t: point she coOp‘era-ted.
‘ And from that point on, I don’t think she did.
g She d:tdn‘t? Yau say she did not cooperate afﬁe

A..

that time?

A . That is ny o?inion, whlch ia, npparenﬂy, what|

ytm are asking e

u ¥ L

‘Q Yes,

which 1m1emented the extradition of one of ghse? defendantsi .
. in this casge aftet she went to the Grand Jurg‘l,,

A I don't know.,

As & matter of fact, did she sign an. affidavit:

[T
v -
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A 1 don't know, period. i ,- ‘ 's' A R
Q  Well, you are the gentleman who mkes the e

| decisibn, right, as to whether or not she is’ coaperating?

recollgétinns ' L
of this, Mr. Kanarek.

was a certain lack of cooperation.

?':elevance of this.

ag, at least -= ari_d of \cnﬁrse, I a,dgocate much Iqtef; in

19 ; '

oo December the 9th =~
"fz_:ont of‘ the jury.

‘ is -irr’e};evani: .

|, 26,482

Woee | ®e

If you want me‘to-ask Mr. Bugliosi, I can answer
. Y. " . - .y, .. ) Y :-‘ -~ "

'd like to see 1¥ thig will refresh your

May 1 approach the witness, your Honor?
THE COURT: Well, I don't think I see the relevancy

‘HR,KANARE'K: 'I;ﬁe, relevancy of this, your Honor, is tq
show tﬁgt_: Susan Atkins ~- Hr; Younger is 'saying_ that there:

THE COURT: I know what he said, but I don't see the.

MR. KANAREK: The ‘rglevange ig to show that as late
fact, 1.advocate up to the time of this trial - .Ehat -

. THE COURT: Get to the point, Mr. Xanarek.

HR KANAREK: =~ she cooperated to the extent that

ME. BUGLIOSI: Your Honor , he is making argument in

THE COURT: I ;‘gm-goiﬁg to sugtain an objection that it
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HR

KAHAREK As to whether she copperated or not?
May I make an offer of proof? -
’ ]
Ll ¥ " ,
, Lt * '
4 * " x d‘ £l . ’
+ : L I
¥ N o
" .t N i K ; i ’ . . :
f‘, A ; % , . =
. . L4 -
" i »
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. t6 by any of the witnesses.

17

i lwculd you. say *hat uhen she signed an-artidavit on Decambgr
1;‘:’the-9th 1969, wirloh included the mug shot of Mr‘ Watson
- f'and declaratipnuxthat this was Mp, Watson, would you. say
| that that assﬁsted the Disﬁricﬁ Atforneyinf Los Aﬁgelés

‘jcounty in getting«Mr. Watson to this courtroom?

“evidence.

'THE éOURT' This is no- parb qr the agreement testixied.
ER.AKANABEE: Yes, your Honor,
- THE COURT: That v&m. ‘be- enongh, .
Ask youx next. qugstion.

MR KANAREK ¢a§.-ua1£1y. . _
! what diﬁ you\interpreti,ﬁr. Youngér' in tnis
paragraph of tha agreexent L- this 1s the tatgmsnt madez

. "The extent tb which;the Dimtrict Attqrnayis
offlce will amsist derenae counsel anﬁ attempt to
seek less than a rirstndegree murder liru sentence
depends upon the extent to whieh Suﬁan Atkins
‘eontinues to'c00perata v

Do you have thgt paragraph in nind?
A Yes, slr, _ | |
& A1l pight, . - - g
' Having thab‘Paragraph in mind, Mr, Younger,

MR. B’G‘GLIOSI: Irrelevant and assumes fgets not in

. MR, KANAREK: . It gpes to the ?ery matter we are
speaking of, your Honor,

“CieloDAVE.COMARCHIVE S
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witness?

1. L% iﬂ mr. ‘Younger's memo, v e Af‘ n ‘j

\ MR,;BUGlesxz That is noy.the ilssua before the
' Court, your Homor, | A
‘ - THE COUBT: Sustained. |
MR, KANAREK: May I make an offer of proof?
TﬁE COURT: Yes, you may. -
Gome to i';he bench,
ME, KANAREK; Thenk you,

“~,» b CWherauan, all‘ﬁounsel approach the beneh

1 and Bha following‘proceedinga oecur at the bench outside
do” |

‘the hearing of the Jury:)
-MR. KANAREKx 'Your HOROY ~m
THE GQURT: -Make your offer,
MR, KANAREK: Yes.. ’ '
The pffer is that on or about Dgcember 9, 1969,

| Susan Atkins signed an affiaavitmhich —
16 ,'

\ THE COURT: ch are you,gping to prove that by‘this

_‘3 ; f"; ‘ -
MR KANAREKa iBeGause;it ig h&s mamo . & v

. 3 ? "‘;n‘
Let 5 see if this refreshas his recullection,
N - !

Fe g s

s
* 3

| THE COURT: Go ghead and finlsh your offer,
| MR, BUGLIOSI: Gan T see tha’G? ‘_ SRR

MR. KARAREK- The offer is, your Noror, if he ‘

M‘itesﬁifieﬁ = 1f he tentified trubhfully -~ and I am not
25';inteﬁding-to aay anything exgept what I beiieve to be thﬁ

g %;1cqae e fhat he wquld-have to testify that she c00perata&.

—CicloDrVe.COMARCHTVES
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And this tends fio impeneh.him.wncn he sayi that

| 3h¢ dian?t do an;thing bayond the Upand Juryg

He aay& she raised hey hand to the Granﬁ AUy

_ and-avidﬁntiy dfidn’t ngak truthfully, and thirgrﬁrs that
- wam the end of the ooq;aration* '

This clearly shows she was aoopcraxing iu

f-gatting ﬂr, Watsun hers.

THE COQUAT: The agrdamunt wa2 that nh; testify

'truthtnlly before the Granﬁ Jury.$_iﬁ#ro WAB 1o agraemtnt
Payond ﬁhat, ag X sés 1ﬁ..

u |

g 3

Wik KANAHEM Xaa, yqur Honorr R e

we o2t
I‘ ¥

The Gemoraudun’ states »“~.5"

THE GOURW:, & ramil;ur w@th thﬁ ﬁ-ucrundum. CTy
R EANANER: Pandon?" S S

CPHI ODURT: - Tae mnmoranaun auah hnntiqnn & gﬁnoral

bgnéfits #he would reasive fop nooperation, in quotes.
1 .

‘The aaruﬁmant was that they would not swek the
aaath penalty ir she teaﬁitiea truﬁhfully pelore the Grand ,

. Jurr. '

2i

¥R, KAUAKEK: Bight.
And 1% says, ‘T&:it:teni o which §ne Distrieh

‘-ﬁw sbuk igss than a Iirstaaegrea:mnrder iite ﬁcnxinct will
L5

depend npau the axt#nt to which,uusan ntkins oentiﬁuta ﬁo

~'eaqparatag-

4

ﬁﬁw,Rycur thnr, iﬂ nulan ﬂtkini tigna an -

WMARCHIVES



L i
o
e
‘ ' 18
- 14 ."
5

6

11

s
w'g
20 |

.l21 |

i24; -
25

%

26,487

|- aftidavity - o0 “*7 e

F

3

. THE GOURT I unde¥stand what you are saying. o
Jo
I don‘t ‘think it is part'or bhe agreement. Iy

has nothing to do with the agreemenh

d X 2 i A 3
¢ PR
N 1 " . . .
¥ L 4+ ! 1
- <. -
Nl N
¥ -
w» [N i ‘{‘,l
T
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3
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woula get and what she had to do to ,get it. , ~a~~-;e &

have any bearing whatever on the agreement.

B

MR. KANAREK. ihis shows she 1s ggoperating, your
Honor, and she might well have gotten less than Fingt-
‘degree mnrder hecause this is an indieid -

THE COURT: It is pure Speeulabiona

MR, KANAREK: ,But nﬁ‘is the Dis%riet Attorney. I
am\asking him, {‘erhe‘ﬁ&s the District Attorney."

MK, BUGLIOSI Where aré yoq,reaainb that frqmg
Fr‘ Kanarek?

- . . R [N
3 s & “ EEC '!
[ 1 n‘* n

THE COURT: Th» agreemant’ﬂas:very clear as ta what ah#

,.’ ,

This cooperation is s mply something that 15
talked aboub. I# is vague and indefinite and doesn't ’

MR, KANARER: Well ‘ybur Honor'—- 3
.THE COURT: I have your offer in wind and I am going
to sustain the objection. It is lrrelevant,

‘ (Whereupon, all counsel return to thelr
regpective places at counsel tuble and the following
proceedings poour in Open court within the presence and
hearing of bhe Jury’) _ L

BR, KANAREK: Q Is it a falr statement, ir, Younger
- I will withdraw th&t and I will ask you ~-

W1l you tell us wherein Susan Atkins didn't

MR, BUGLTOST: It 1s ambiguous.

Wherein Gidn': she cooperabe at whab time?

~CieloDIVe.COM AR CHIVE S
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MR, KANARERK: A% any time, your Honor. Any tilume

subsequent to December 4, 1969,

o Mr. Younger is the cne who is making the
&Qcihioﬁ;; | -
MR BUGLIOSI: He has already testiflied to that,.
your Honor, ‘ .
MK, KANAREK: Vb, he hasn't, your ﬂonor.
THE:QDUBTz Do you und=rstand the questlon, Mr.

_ Younger?

THE UI“NESS: Yes, sir.

THE GOURTs You ﬁay answar, ‘ \ .

THE WITHESS: Well, her fhilure to testify truthfully
before the Grand Jury, and ther9gfter.,

fQi ToBY MR.'KH&AREKi Aﬁdﬂthéreafﬁar?

& TYes. .
12} And would you,;ite the insbtances that you have
in mind when wau saz “thereafter"? o .
K Nows ab tids todaly o oo e .;,a--f
Q m; this triatey o - g oL
A You ware aaking se, to connure up eifeumatances

under which we might have reoommended less, than rirst-,

;;r Yo

degree, ~ ‘ IO ";

R 3
Ao - .. N L

Going way baek to then, the tircumsiances

| that were in my mind that might - econceivably have -
‘zsf '§u§tifiéa5 in our opinion, & 1essef-ﬁhan~firsﬁ—dggrge

“would have been, for sxample, had she gone ahead snd

—— — —~—CifoDNIVETONTA $
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. testified honestly and fully befafe_tﬁt Grand Jury, and

. ' - . ana

| then repeated that honest and full/complete statement at
~ the trial court level. |

. that, T don't knov. Woether she has held the door qpenpfqr g
: Wr, Bugliosi, o aignea & piece of papex, anything like

| evaluate vhether or net she has testified truthfully at this
trial? Yoy heven's even been at this trisl. You have been

That might have been the kind of cooperation
which woﬁid have warrénted a re—evﬁluaﬁidn of the case,
You are sasking wnat we meant in the memorandum,

Thak is what w; reant .

She has nof done that, Anything Yess than

that, That is notv the Pind of cooperationAI am talking abaut,
1) Well, then, will. you teil us, how do you

up in Sseramento and in a po’itical campgign up and down
the State of California.,

1

- MR, BUGLIOST: Argumenbtatlive, your Honor.
THE COURT: Sustained.

-




12e-1 | BY.MR. RANARER:-
| I Q- Well; hiave you evaluated Mr. Ymmger -= 1€ ,
;t.s now March, March 11th, 1971 -~ up until January 1, 197L-¢
1971, right ~= did you do any-evaluating as to Susan Atkins?

26,491

A Yes, sir. ‘
S Q And would you tell ug -/ hyou evaluated and
what your conc];usionswere?

‘ A I evaluated all available evidence and testimony
on th'e‘ part of all parties; ':lnc.lud‘ing het, which 1 received|
ol 1ﬁ '“the'fbr:'n of frequent briefings from the deputies in the
4 | 9ffice who were trying the case, and concluded that she had
,; | Tmot cooperated to the point where any ze-evaluation was
‘ s | ne'ces.sq‘x'y. | P _
. o 1 | Q Well, did it strike you tl'::a_t there was a
” conflvict'z That these same deputies were, at the time --
| and ‘present;.ly - trying to put Susan Atkins in the gas
chamber; right?

w | A R;:.ght.

o | ‘g Did it strike you that this might not be the

16 |

117

e place to get the most obJective analysis of what Susan

o | Atkins was saying as to vhether it was true .or mot?
v 22 ‘ uk‘ . . o A - NO-‘
o | Q- These me‘n are advocates, they have a positi.on
| to try to put her in the gaa chamber; right?
® | @ Righe.
% | @ . Well, do you know wHether Susan Atking testified

b : A !
-, CleloDrveComARCHTVES
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befote January 1, 196927 Do ybu know whether she took the

stand.

‘that. 2 - «

'corx:ect?

16 :

26,497 T

-- .

witness stand before that date or not? .
A . I don't know what date she took the witnesgs

' My e‘\ralua;tion or any responsibility for -

evaluating the cage ended, I think nidoight on the 3rd of

January. . ‘ -
' Q,‘ | Well, as @& matter of fact -~ I will withdraw

As @ matter of fact, it is a feir statement,

in fact; allowed these men who were prosecutors to, in
fact, determine what happened to Susan Atkins; 3 1s that

. A ‘That is not a falr statement.
@ AlLL vight. |
’ ' In what way is that not a fair statement?
MR. BUG‘LIQSI. This has aIready been gone imto, your
Honor, He testified to the baéis. for his conclusion.
" THE COURI: Overruled. You may answer, |
| THE WETNESS: I didn't abdivate.
If you miean did I rely heavily on_their judg-
ment and thelr reports to ne, sure.
‘I‘hey are honorable men, I believe when they
say s6 and g0 testified to a certsin statement oF %o 3
certain thing in the follwing manner, I believe they are




26. 503
R e A

1 'gi;itgg' we a fair report :of how that witness testified.

: 2 : ; When they say the police offirers' report of
.‘ 3 | 60 pages or 50 pages or 40 pages can be summarized as follows,
4 | I accept their summary as valid and reasonable.
s | ’. I trust them. I have to trust them, and I did |
¢ tﬁst theﬁ. But I acceptﬂ the "'ctédi,t or ithe blame for any ;

7 f deéision I made.

gl . R We}.‘l,i Caeéaf i,ir'u's}téSf ﬁ:t‘ufus up to a point;
o | right? And Benedict Amql df"wé,é: ftruSF‘Eﬂ up to a PQi:ﬁ!?,_. ',
1 | - wasn't he? | R
uny  MR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant. - - NAEEE '» :
1] - THE COURT: .Sugﬁaﬁx’ed& ] | P |
15 | BY MR. KANAREK; ‘ Y

‘ ; " f s oy b
; 4 .

Q What L am saying jis.., Mr. Younger, you cannot
15 | sajr that you made the é;ecisi-aﬁ. In fact,.Hr_'. Bugliosi,
6| Mr. Kay, .Mr.. Musich and Mr. Stovitz made the decigion.

A T A No. No. I can say I made the decision. You
B | can say I didn't. . o
12d £ls.| '

20

&

Now what do we do? .

1

22

- 951
%

. . L%
1 - L.
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these men?

B prégreaa of the case and their evaluation.

rthat Susan Atkins o any of these three female detendants :
' have caused to gome rnrth’in tnis ¢¢urtrngm? RS

Q0 Is it a falr statement, Mr, Younger, you

nubbérastamped, e ybufrubber;stamped ~- the decision of

& No, sir |
&  You did whaﬁ they broughﬁ to you and told you

thﬂk they wanted done; right?

b A - No, _
o ' Because 1f‘I hagd been going to rubber stamp,
I woulkdn't have spent 8 good dedl of time conferring with
them, if-nbt'daily, at 1east every few days, es t0 the

If ‘T were going to rubver stamp it, I wouid
do an}thinz that they were poing to say and sign it.”
- I wes busy, as you pointed oub., ‘
.Q. . As @ matter of fact, it is s falr statement
that you never read -~
‘THE CQURT: Just a monnht
This will be ycur final warning, Miss YanAHbuten |
and Mas Kreriwinkel, .
. If you don't remaln quiétilllﬂill have-you
remove& promptly from the ngurtroom.
. het's pI: caed. ' _
‘b'MR KANRREK* 'Q: Is it a faly statement
r, Ibunger, that you haxu not read any ‘of the testimony

2

P [ - .- ~ . N .
il ] e . LA A m B - .
N --fhekiinvezxxrra¢ﬂ:FﬂTﬂ§b
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‘ talking ‘about their testimony.

| nther trapsexipt ox whaxevex-ao that you could maeke a

Honor, that he =~

 Beframe it. . i A P “L

a1 |

- to testimony by Susgan Atkins. I will ‘take her alone
pather than the bunch or with the othgr*remale derendants.

.‘ftestimony, not at the Grand Jury bub subaequent to the .
26

26,495

I am not speaking about the Grand Jury. I am

MR, BUGLIOSI: It 1s irrelevanﬁ
THE WITNESS: That is probably true.
'qQ BY MR. KANAREK: And you have not made any
personal comparison of any testimony thab tney made wibh‘ény

Judgment as to whether she isatelling the truth or not?
You personally atdn't do 1t% .
“Thah 1s true, right?
MR, BUGLIOSI: That is irrelevant. |
' Tne question is talking about their testimony.
at thig trial. It has no relevaney.
ME. KANAREK: Mr. Younger himéel: has-sai&, your

THE COURT: -&uat a moment.
Read the question,.*;:,i
(The quéstioﬁ'was-fEAd by the reporter,)
THE GOUET: “he que&tion is ambiguoua, Mr,. Kanarek.

s &
=

MB. KANAREK: § I¢am.how directixig yoq; atuenxipﬂ

Directino your abtentiOn to Susan Atking!

Grand Jury, have you taken that: teatimony, a%uﬂied it,

CietoDrive.c e .
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“;‘.Judgment is not yonrs' Evelle J. Younger's, hut it is the

14

‘16 !

1

20

22

23

.

25

9% 1

&0, 470

|

19

camparéd'it with exhibits, brhnacripts; police repbrtég

Whataver, and made a.value sudgment as to whether ghe has

c ﬁeom the truth at this trial?

& No, sir,
) Q ,fnu‘havgn'b?
A :No, uir.
Q And yoﬁ haven't done that as to Leslie Van

Houxen' right?

A+ That is correct, I have‘noe.

B And you haven't done 1t as to Patricla

- . Krenwinkel?

A - You ave right,
Q And ao; ag 8 matber of fact, your value

nls‘i'value Judgment the viewpoint the position, personal or

l':obheruise, of Mr. Bugliosi mr. Kay, Mr, Musich and
Mr, Stavi’sz, right? |

A No.
¢ Well, other than Just saying no, Mr. Younger,
othar than just saying no, would you teli me what penacnal ‘

217'.evalnat19n you made?

~ Take away from this what they have told you,
and tell me nhat perpanal ——
A _‘ That 1s 2 pretty big,takeuaway.
& Rghte it

v

Beqause,;in.f&at there is nothing lart if you
y R . N % Al i : J
: P o a "% ¥ ¢
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take away What these men hme‘a;iiegealy told you in making
this very, Very impprtanh life_and-death deciuian ag to

Susa;n Atkins; rignt? S

’ .
',' ,’. {_ . . P 4

‘ THE‘GOURQ' The questioﬂ 1s ambiguous in my mind,
Yz, Kanarek, I don't know ‘What ypu aye talking abont

Ton are going to have %o be more Bpeeificu
The tbjection is ;qstained. o

. L4
- e
e
- .
-
-
-
P
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1

m"

13 |
| Yanson?
.|
1'6‘ -
H.t .
¢ | ¥hat you ave talking about.
114“
'26:‘A$torney*s Office is a political office; right?
i

2 |

2, | s | A '
" dttention to December of 1969, regardless of the guilt

. %

-

‘ R 265 498

‘ converaations with mr. Stovitz, p, ‘Kay, Mr, BugliOsi and
1 Mz, Musich absent those cohversatibns you have not made

: any evaluation wnatsoever concerning Suaan Atkins?

this trial. .

: the public opinion of 1969,

‘attitude of the District Attom:gy'a Office to get Charles

| ox innocence of Mr. Manson, was your thinking and your

-‘viewpaint Influenced by the hullabaloo and gll of the

S T B ) "3 K o,

MR, KANAREK: Absent, Mrv.Ypungar abaent your

k]

And T am speaking now of" her truthfulness at

MR, BUGLIOSI: Tt iﬁ irreiﬂwanq; your Honor,
THE COURT: Sustained. - ,
.Hﬁ. KANAREK: 4§ | Now, dirseting your attention'ﬁo
the elimate, the atmqsphere, 1L you will, of Deeember 1969,

. Wes that cliimate, that publie opinfon and -

#

A Was the climate and attitude to get Chavles
Manson? . o
| I am afraid I can't angwer that. I dod't know .

§  -Well, you certainly agree that the District

‘& - Yes, sin,

' §- ' You were an elected representative; right?
& - Yes. |
& . So my question %0 you fs: Directing your

—CieloDHVe.com AR CHTVES
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pubiicisty and all of that which Went on 1n this eommunity
‘concerning these Tate-La Bianca mundcra and Mr, Hansan?

" ery of the uninformed publiq who héd rnot been in 2 sourt~

‘TOoom, h&dn'ﬁ gseen &any of the evidence ‘Jou weran't

‘Suaan Atkins; right?

that whether a person lives or dies depends upon who balks
w |

B

Atkins was given all this conslderation was beoause you
24
{ She was the first one that had talked.

T Ty v TR
AR ARSI

%

A‘ " NO.’ Sir.
Q You weren't influenced one bit by the hue and

1nr1uenced by that at. all?
A No, not a bilg,
4. And your attitude would have been that 1f
Manson na& been represented by My, Caruso and

Mr. Caballero, he would have been given the same deal As

‘MR, BUGLIOSI: That is gmbiguaus, your Honor.
THE GQQBT: Sustainﬁd |
MR, KANQBEK: Q@ Well, you are telling us, bthen,
rirst? Is that right, Mr. Younger? '
" MR. BUGLIOSI: That is a nlsstatement. That is &
mischaracterization, Itﬁis irrelevant, . It 1s ambiguous.
‘ﬁHE'coURTz Sustained,
MR. KAHAREK* 8 Earlier=today, Mr. Younger, you .
told us that the reason, one of the reasons that Susan

hadn't Heard from Mr. Ménspn‘dr ényone 6n,hi& behalf,

Do you remember telling us that this morning?

—CieloDriveCOMmARTATVES -
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”: hﬁ. BhGLIéﬁi. That is é m;ésﬁntembnt pf'his téstimony.l
THE'WITNE@S* That is a miastatement of my testimpny.

| It was o fact that,she was the Tirst one ’chat
had uoOperate&. That vas 8 factor. .

But 1f you are asking hs if N, Mandon- -

| would have gome forward Lirst with statements, would we

have madé the pame¢ agreement with his attorneys, no.matter

'whq they nay happen to be, the anaswer is we would not have.

o Q And the reason that you wouldn't have as to
Mr. Manson was, regardless’of’what the true evidence Has,'
tha masg media in this country, the mass media in the worid,

‘throughdut the world, tne general climate of opinlon vas

to gat ¥r, Manaon for some of What is suppoaed to have
happenad here; right? )
‘ ﬁ;. Nb, that .1is not righﬁ.




26,501

43~-1

11 You weren't concerned?
‘ R A About what the media says?
‘2 % . Yes. o
- _3‘ , A~ YNo, not the least.
_T; ! & Not one bit?
_.5' A Not one fragtlon of one per cent.
° Q@ I gea. Then your state of mind was as far as

the evidanca in thi# case Was conaerned, wns that Mr. Mansc".)n, '
|. no maﬁter ﬁhat the view of the avidencu was, had not done
. | any physieal harm pn‘rso’nanﬁ *‘.‘.o a.nyhoqy 5 right?
el R No, you say no mat:tefdv what tha view, or the

| evidence was, I viewea the eviaenoe, I gw&ss, ditrerently
. than that. . i e
i X Q& - I am balkifg aboub, these cases, Mr. Younger,

12':

B E . .
: these cases that are pefore us here, these cases right
1 -

o here, the Tate-L& Blanca matters‘anﬁ the Hlnman case, right?

A ALl right,

{ '@ All right, having in mind all of the evidence,

‘ z all of the evidence that was before you, was your sbate of

R o | mind that in terms of actual physical harm to a human --

. 21 6 & felloir buman being or fellow human beinga Mr., 'Fl&nséﬁ;
' | had done less than Susan Atk:l‘.na . ' '

-Is that a falr statement?

N MR, BUGLIOSL: 'That 18 an ambiguous question, your

. . , Honor, irrelsvant.

" 95 o
'THE COURT: Sustained,

2% |

—CieloDrive cCOm AR C TIVES
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Q.‘- BY MR, KANAREK: Naw, directing your attenﬁion

" %o the second paragraph of this contidential memoranduwi,

{ Mr, !Qunger, where 1t says:

"In view of hér“paﬂt'coopera%ipn‘"
Would you tell me what was her past cooperation?

‘A . She had given statements o the investigating

| officers which at that point, as I recall, consi&erably

assisted their inVeatigation, aﬂﬁ,she t6ld them some things
they'had ncﬁ‘known before agd'xiJIEd in some gaps.
q Weli then, ii it & falr statement that Susan

. MR. BUGLIOSI: Calls fer.a eon¢1usion, -
THE COURT: Sustained, ‘j,ﬁ ek L e

1 L I s
Py
.

qQ BY MR. KANAREKQ The first paragraph says that

Susan Atkins'inrormation has been vital to law eﬁforcement g

In solving of this case, right?

A Right. That means breaking the casg - if
that is what you mean, then it did. It was very 1mporbant.

- Q& . It was very tmportant, rigﬁt?
A Right.. ‘
& - ALl right, hgw a8 far as any of the defendants

in this case are concerned hers wag the information that
was ﬂugniahed that, a8 you .put it here, solved the gase,
right now.: R
MR, BUGLIOSI: Galls for a conclusion.
' THE WIUNESS: That Is the way you put if.

i N = . |
CieloDrivecom~rcrve
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get a retusal -

cooperate with e in the prosecution in this case$

 THE ’céua—m Sustained.

Q BY MR, KANAREK: You said 1t in this memo,
Br, Stovitz's memo, -

A Say it like I said it in the mewo,

§: = Susan Atkins'infonmation has beenvital to
1aw enforcement in’ solving of this caae.

© Right?
| A Yes, slr, (

X  And thic informabion that she has furnished
has beeh more vital from yaur‘vieﬁpoint in solving the case
than any defendant , right? I |

A ' As of that time. . ¢

:-g As of that tiﬁg*thgx ‘got you the indictment
ddntt 1be - gt

. ; i ,“.k

4

MR BUGLIOSIg Galls for a GOQ¢1u$1Qn¢ - ;fﬁ“g"'i o

e COURT: Susta,ined. '

Q  BY MR, KANAREK: B34 you, Mr..Younger, ever .
- . o - Co 9

. . . . .
» n " g .

- Will you name oxe refuéa; of Susan ATKinS to

MR, BUGLIOSI: It's irrelevant. | |
THE COURT: Sustained, ' ‘ | |
§ ' BY MR, KANAREK: .Well, you have stated here in
paragraph ﬁhree, without reading the whole parsgraph:

THALL ﬂepend on the extent to which Susan
Atkins Qentinues % cooperate.”

This aSpect.of Yhe District Abtorney assimbing

CleloDrlvecommc3H|VEs'
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’iAtktns, would you point out to me 1f you can, one instance
‘when Sugan Atkins refused to cboperate.

. MR.. KANAREK: I am pointing to the very matter..

w | BY MR. KARAREK:
" two thi'ﬁgs;

' paper that gaved the court 20 minutes time I don’t know.

to ¢ooperate,

for less -than a first degree murder result ag to S’usén

MR. BUGLIOQSI: Same objeection.

| THE COUkT‘ You may answer that.

'I‘HE WITRESS: I will do it pr:ecisely as I did 37
minutes ago. ‘ ‘ .
B | regazéd her faiii.:_re £ testify honegtiy i:efore_
the Grand Jury énd'in this_; conrt asg a failure to coépet&te.

R - A11 right, you :.*:e pickmg the Grand Jury, and |
in this court, right?. ‘
A Wh&telse is there to pick?
Q Well, she coopera:ted in the :Lnteri
. A Tt}iis 18, to me, the significant failum,_ thoge

Well yex, I say, whether she helped sweep out
the rOOms upstairs or whethﬁr ghe has at any point signed a|

-1 am telling you ,wha.t I regaxd as her failure

_ * You have &sked me whether 1 think she cooperated‘

1 sa’itc'i no. | }
- T base tkgat‘ on her fai?:qi&é:;}w testify honestly

and "fu-i‘iy before the Grand J ?z-ly,g and’ this court. That is

2% owa o

¥ s : - .
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what I mesn by lack of cooperation.

“you ’know, in the, sense that we discuased #ll of the

¢ I see,
Now, comifig to thisg topic, Paragraph 3:
“Mr.lc.éﬂ;ﬂiexo mdde it known that st this
. moment his ciien»t may hot testify at the trial,
due to hetr fear of the physical presence of Charles
Manson and the otﬁer participants in the Sharon
Tate mutders," " ‘ . ‘
~ Do you have .'-that paragraph' in mind, Mr..
YOugggr? ' |
A Yes, sir. . : :
Q2 Has Susan Atkins -~ 1et1 me, vithdraw that.
At the time. thai: Iﬁ:; abaliero and Mr. |
Caruso and you and Mr. Stovltz and M. Bugliosi were there )
in your office, was Hr. Manson dlscussed‘? R
A ° Well, I am sure either ;Ludividuailjv or as, i

t

defendants, I'm sure that he was, S

. 1

CieloDrive.COMARC HIVES
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uther participants? " ' S

J

Q Well, do you, remember i:h:l.s t:apic of how

| scamd suppoaedly, Susap Atki:ns was of Hr Hanson an& the 1

That wouid be. Linda Kasabxam, Lesiie Van, .
Houten, Patric:t.a Krenwinkel, Mr. Watson ' et SRR
A I know what Mx. Caballeto suid and'1- kndw .

what is in the memo. .

-

There was no big deal made of that, it wag
_mst related -~

He said, "We don't know 1f ghe will testify‘

 at the time of trial or not.”

~ And our response was "Well, then we db"n"t

know what we will do if anything beyond our present agree~ |

© ment not to seek the death penalty.”

Q And so that aspect, that covered that aspect, |
did it?
Yes, sir.
Right? °

Yes, sir.

O P> O >

' And did 1t oceur to you that in a courtroom
such as right here, right now, that Susan Atkins could be

.brought to the witness stand and asked to testify, but-

you are saying that this supposed fear on hex part ag to
these other defendants being in the courtrotm, that ha& an
effeet: on this agreeme.ni: right?

3

A L don't undergtand the question.

CieloDrive.COMARCHTVES
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BY MR. KANAREK:

court, right? S R e

I.:.nda Kasabian, maybe, right? . o

" this was a zeal fegr ag far as Susan Atkins was cohcérned;

‘gitting in the wurtrcqm, is that what you are saying?

T Mr. Caballt;ri? said she might nqt testify becaunse 0£ fear.

THE COURT: I doii't either. - Reframe it.

Q@ The guestion is, this refers to testimony in

7 v
1 N !

Mr. Younger, this *paragrayh?
A As 1 understand it it does. 3
Q Everyquy was in cusmdy at th&t tine exc;ept
A It zefers to tgstimdnyt‘f in couxt, ,
Q Right, and so you are saying that i your view

that she would be afraid to testify with these pepple

IR | didn't even come biose to saying ‘that. .
‘ ' You read a sentence,

I said ¥ had it in mind; 1 understopd it,

- We accepted that. " Who can argue about it?
He was ’her attorney. '
I was not .arguing. ,
He sald "She might not testify because of
féar.“' fl.‘hat is what it says imn the memo;randum ‘
) . Right? , |
A . She might nm: testn.ﬁy because of . feax..__'
g That supposed féar. had enough dignity to be
given & whole paragraph, right‘?

~ CieloDAVE.COMARCHIVE S
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. to yo;ir office?

'myselzﬁ yes, I did.

MR, BURLIOSI: Ir'::é'.:l.evan't:i, your Honor.
 THE COURT: Sustained.

BY MR. KANAREK: ,

9 Well, can you tell us, at this December 4,
1969, meeting, wds any other defendant préﬂent by way of
counsel? | |

| Wag any other lawyer, either thére by way of

a telephone call, or by way of any kind of comnication

A Noj, sir.

g You took it upon yourself to deaI with Mr.
Ceballero and Mr. Caruso before any attorney or any
representative of any of the other defendants had be’én.’
épnta.ctegl, right? _ |

| A Oh, I don't know I Eooi: it uvpon myself.

1 guess probably my secretary said that Mr.

Caballexo or Mr. Caruscp or Mr. Bugliosi and Mr. Stovitz
wan'te;t; to see me. - '

I said okay. I£ that is taking it upon

Q Did you in fact krow the- &et&iia or ‘the
alleged details concerning the Hiqman mrde:: at this time,

q?-

Mr. Younger? . 'j Sy

S

A I certainly knrew generéliyj wi\ai:’haf;i' qc‘éﬁrréé, ;

yes; Sir.

[

Q You knew generally that sbméone had died, ,riéﬁt[‘

CieloDrive. COmMARCHIVES
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: police report, look at the evidence?

' bmefmg from axe pretty high priced laWyers, they axe .
‘pretty well paid by the county, meri 'of great experience,

' am sure certain photographs, ceértain documentary evidence,

- cexrtain other items were shown to me.

dowbt it.

‘Caruso was active fn ydur political campaign at this very |

A . No, a little more than that.
'Q ' But did you take the trouble to read thta '

A I don't think, again, I read the police -
report. - | -
‘Q Or logked at the 'evidénce,- x:ight?

A Well I'm- Sure agaln, in the coukse of oyr
fmqueni: conferences and bpiefings which I, get =~

Keep in mi:nﬂ, these nreop],e I am gati:ing

and men I have confidence in. Uy L
I am making no apology to you for not :'cgreadinf
everything they have read.

So, yes, in the course of these conferences I

Did I ever read into any police report?’ I

B As to any b‘f these matters, right? .
A T doubt if I did read a coﬁplete polic’e' :Eilé
with rveference to any of the defendants in this case.
Q I see. Is 1t a fact, Mr. Younger, that Mr.

time?

" MR. BUGLIOSI: Ixrelevant.

CicloDFVE.COMARCHTVE S
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© I read it or shall I go ahead.and read it?

‘as to the evénts that occurred on or about December 4, 1969}

TBE EQUR;I': Sustained* ,
MR. KANAREK: May I approach the witness, your Honor{
THE COURT: You may.
BY MR. KANAREK:
Q Mr. Younger, I show you this agreement, this
pu:rported agreement. S !
 Would you read this? This 13 called Exhibit A}
Where it says Twenty Pimlico, at the top
there. ' |
| MR. BUGLIOSI: This is all frrelevant, your Hohor.
T will object on that ground ﬁefore he even reads it.
‘ THE ‘CbUR';': 1 have a0 idea what it is.
THE WITNESS: Does your Honor want to see it before

THE COURT: I think 1f you will give sume i.nd:l.catiﬂn
Mr. Kanarek, as to what you dre referring to.
MR. KANAREK: I am referring to this agreement
between Mr. Schiller, Mr. Caballero, Hr,- Garuso -
THE. GQURT: Thexe appears to be sueh an agreement.
Now, what is the question? |
: » KANAREK: The question igs as to what effect if
any the finatcial arrangements between these people, as

reflected in this agreement, may jar Mr. Younger' 8 memory-

THE. COURT;: ﬁell, apart from relevancy, I don't
know what it means. | | S

-

CieloDriVve.COmMARC HIVES.
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- alleged deal as to whether these matters had any kind of

What are you talking about? What events?

MR. KAHAREK: | 1 am talking about whether or not
'_thesé arrangements between Mr. Schiller,Mr. Carusc and Mr.’ |
Caballero, these financial sryangements had any involvement.
with -ﬁhe District Attorney's office in connection with this |

effect weight or whatever ybﬁ want to call it in »conr_;ec'tioﬁ
with the bis-trict Attorney moving in a certain direction.
ﬁie have a right to know that, your Hanor. |
THE COURT: I will decide that, Mr. Kamarek.
MR. MAREK‘ ' Well, I advocate that. |
- THE COURT: The question is ambiguous at this po:lnt
i 'Wlll sustain it on that ground. :

~ CieloDriveCOmMARCHIVES
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135-1 | BYMR. KANAREK: | |
Q Well, Mr. Younger, is it true that Mr. Caruso
contributed to your c¢ampaign fund?
MR. BUGLIOSI: lIrrelevantp
THE COURT: Sustained

& 3  MR. KABAREK: Well, thén, way Mr. Youngex read this
\, ~ &nd see if it jars hiy memory, your Honor?
. . THE COURT: No. Letis identify this, Mr. Kanarek,
Yy so the record will indicate what you are talking about.

B " f - MR, KANAREK: It is what already has been marked

. for identification by reference, your Homor, the 20 Pimlico |
. agreement:. ‘

THE CQURT; HOW is it malrked? ,
MR. KANAEE& I don't know the exact number, ycm:

Honor, but we referred to it time and time again.

12
5 |
|
5 | _ .
THE COURT: ' Just a moment, P-QQ for idergtification...
THE WITNESS: Your Homor, would your Honor be kind

16
keI

5 enough to ask mé a question or would you be kind Enough to

e | ask me if T have ever knowm of or heard of -~

5 .. MR, FITZGERALD: I object to any inter se -cqmen‘l:s;-

o | if- th;é Court please, between the witness and the Couxt.
o 1 MR. BUGLIOSI: Youx Honor, certainly the Attorney

o | General of California can id&resé a qué!ltion to the Court,

4 your Honor. T

® . THE COURT: Just ) moxgehf;, éir.
. 2% ‘ Any questzion of Mr. YOPnge:: *Bhoi.;ld ’f,e \

~~CigloDAVE.COM AR CHIVES.
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" I ask 'you, Mr. Ydunget, :reaﬂ'i'ng here, you see ==

| —bench cmmsel. «

addressed to your counsel My, Bugliosz. or whoever is
!:epresenting you today. e
' THE WIINESS: 'All right if I may, after he |
finishes. A ‘
'MR. KANAREK: I will be glad to have Mr. Youngetr
speak with Mr. Bugliosi. I have no object.ion‘ :
THE -COURT: Let's get on with the txaninabion,
MR 'KANAREK: Q  Mr. ‘Iounger, do you with to speak
with Mr. Bugliosi?
THE WITNESS: 1 will wait. |
THE COURY: Get on with your éxamiﬁation.
MR. KANAREK: Very well.

Q Direatir;g your attention to thls document,
" THE CQURT: .Just a moment, let's approach the

{The following prbceedings were hsd at the

bench out of the hearing of the Jury:) :

| THE COURT: ALl right, now, "Mr. Kanarek, :f.t is
obyious you want to make a- Roman ci‘rcns out of this i.],,.z"'
examination. o R ‘

| I #m not going to pemit you to do- it - ‘rhis

has mo relevancy whatever. .

' You are talking in the first phct of an .
agreeu.ent &igned by one peraon only, Kr, Sr.:hille:“ :

There is no awidence this man has any knowledgg

—CieloDFVe.COMARCHTVE S



1 |

1 .

13 ,
%
5 ]

16 |

17

ol
EN
g |
2 |
%

2 f

2

2% |

{4 § X

" relevant in Emy way whatever.

it at all..

of the agreement or anything sutrrounding it or that it i"a
MR. KANAREK: I will tell your Honor how,
THE COURT: ALL right, go ahead.

MR. KANAREK: It is painful -- I don't relish doing

THE COURT: Make your offica. _:4 : ;

. KANAREK: I catmo‘l: makea an offera Thia is crosg~|

N

examination. C ",_,‘ : FRITIN . P
. L '_, ‘e RN §

&

But T can tell you whaé i bel:{eve 1. haﬁe an - .|

T

obligati.on to do. ' RN . Loge
'ii. o i i

1 believe that there are some financial consid* e

KT , o P
3 f 4

erations involwred - o S TEERRIPE SREN
THE COURT: Then ask l:iigmx Put the question 'diféctly.;:

'MR. KANAREK: 1 have the right to formulate my
quesgtions .'Ili‘hav,e 'al’rifght to refresh a rizcaliection of &
witness in my way. | o

THE COURT: The objection is sustained. Get on to
your next questioh; |

(The following proceedings were had in open
courk in the presence and hearing of the jury )

BY MR. KANAREK: '
Q M. 'Zo,unger; when you saw that articie, when

you saw that article in the Los Angeles Times, did it go

through your mind that perhaps somebody was making some

" mioney off of the publicity in connection with the Susan

' * ' '
2 .\ I B = - .
X = d

ES
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Atkins story?
MR. BUGLIOSI: Irrelevant. o
. THE COURT: Sustained. o -

BY MR. KANAREK:

Q Do you know, Mr. Younger -~ '
You certainly, as a sophisticated, mature -

between people many times constitutes a driving force for
a certain.xesult.
MR. BUGLIOSL: Irrelevant.
. THE COURT: Sustained.
BY MR, KANAREK: '

Q Well on December 4, 1969, you knew that Mr.
Bugliosi had made armangemants with-Mr.-Caballera to take
the stdtement of Susan Atkins at Mr, Caruso's offiee.

o " 1Is that right?
No, I don't believe 80y
You mean that was nevér told to you?
1f it was T hane Eorgotten it.

> & »

Q Were you informed before ﬂecemhet’&, 1969,

“x

that arrapgements hed been made to transport Susan,Afkins, :
a defendant or pétential defendant in theSe Tate-La, Biauca,'

matters, to Mr. Caruso and ¥r. caballero B office. |
Were you aware of that? - - = .";a~

A I don't think so.

iA] -‘But ybu might have beeg,'is that right?

i

. person, who is over 21, you certainly agree that friendship |

o

e

—Ciefobrive-commro vt i . 'S
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A Eassibly.,‘ | o _ .
THE COURT: We will také_.;ut? ifi;én’;oén gi:jeceﬁé’ &; aa
this time. -
Ladlies and gentlemen,-d§ not converse with
anyone or io?m or exXpress any-opinien regarding penalﬁy
until that issue is finally submitted to you.

The court_wili recess for 15 minutes.

(Recess.)
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| , THE COURY: AIJ. parties, cqunSel and Jurors "are’
'preﬁept. | '
| | You may continue, Mr. Kanarek.
- MR KAHﬁBEK». 'i'hank you, your Honor.
"Q © Mr. Younger, did it occur to you that there . |
‘might have been & conflict of Interest in. Mr. Cqballero -
in Mr. Caruso representing Susan Atkins at a time when
' they had & financial stake in her story?
A | No. |
In the first place T was not aware of the, faet
if 11; is a fact, that; they had a financial stake in her -
story. ‘ . _
Q You hécame aware of it at some time certainly?
A Well, I'w not =~
Unless you are telling me that they did, S
‘ guess ‘thig is probably the first time I have knom it u a |
fact ' ‘ ., ) R
= Q This is tﬁe First time that you have knom e?
. ;; A Are you ﬁelliﬁg mé,!.tha't they did? - I'm o
still - o l' '
o I don't f:hink anybody y.et has‘ told me they did:
@ 1 see. - |
A If they diﬂ I’ was not aware of it in any event
Q ﬁllh vight, now, then at the time when the |
Grand Jury hearing took place, you gay that ‘you'ha;d- 'n‘o
knawl'edse of their fiqaﬁci‘al interest, none uhatkéever,

—CieloDrive.comARC HTVE
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not aware of it.

- other whether he was court appointed or not as far ag I

‘the face of the statute under 987(a) of the Penal Code,

right?
A Well, I' suppose £f ' anybody would have asked
me I would have assumed ‘they are getting a fee,

~ But if you ‘mean in addition, to that if they
had some sort of Financial srrangement, I certainly was ‘

Q@  You knew th‘at Mr. Cébnllero was orig'i;-r’a&liy
court appointed, right?

A I e--1 suppose I knew ity but he was a léﬂyer
for a :défendant. T don't suppose it mattered one way or th&

wae concerned.
I suppose T knew it.

Q - Later on, in fact, just a few days later you
knew that even though he was entitled to compensation from

that an order vas entered by t:he Superioi Court that he
not receive any compensgation. ’
~ Are you aware of that?
ME. BUGLIOSI: This is qll irrei[evant.
THE WITNESS: No, nof: untﬂ now., .
THE COURT: The' objection is sustained RSO I
THE WITNESS' Sorxy. RARTA .t ;
BY}R.KANAREK' | “‘ A :
Q | Well; in any event in your ppinian, Mr. o,
Younger, Miss Atkins did not testify substantially

CieloDFiVeCOMARCHIVES



tru{:hful‘ly before the G;:and Jury, did she?
’ A In my opinion she did not testify to the
' 2. 1 tmth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.
The word "substantially" is yours, not mime,
Q Well, what you areé sdying, are you sdaying -éhe
tegtified substantially truthfully? _

. A I say she did not testify to the truth, the
wh;ale truth, and nothing but the truth. That ig what I
thi'ﬂka .

9 Well.,,' would you answer the question 4 to
vwhether she testified substantially truthfully?

: ,A‘ | I don’t it_now,‘

o
S
12 .
) . o Q You don't know whethe? she did or not.
® | Give us your opiniom, did she? I am only
asking for your opinion.
A No, I don't think she did.
. MR. KANAREK: 4l1 right, ’thank you, Mr. Younger.
TﬁE COURT: Any questions, l-ir. Bugliosi?

. MR, BUGLIOSI: WNo, your Honor.

15

16
T

8

+ A ’1_9, . . .
MR, SHINN: I have some redirect, your lonor.

. THE CQURT: Thére is nd redirect.
“MR. BUGLIOSI: There is no redirect because I did -

20 |

! "

.2 :

14 £fls, o 1 not @sk #ny questions.

L

26 ‘ A*.r.‘

——
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4.3 : o 1l f THE: COURT* "You ‘Ii_av_e finishked your eia&ninat&on,
2 | . Shimn, - I | o
'3 . HB. SHINN: Your Honor, some 6: the queétibns thé.t |
4 RE ‘Kanavek asked I didntt go into, and I belleve Hr.
| Ybunger answared some of these questions, and I feel that I

5 | have a right to6 go into 1%,
. ‘About two or Three questiorm s your Honor.

, 8 | . THE COURT: Two or three questions? ' ‘
e | " MR, SHINN: Yeas, sir.’ "j" ‘
¢ 10 g :THE COUHT: , ,‘_Atwil,';:r,:igﬁi;;
| n | . MR. ‘SHINI-%:« ;ﬁfmbk '§ou.. o L
_ | 1B : . BEDIRE(?:!T',EJ;AI"}ITIATI.OE .
L J w | BE R, SHINN: SRS RV
15 4 . Mr. Younger, you J ust made & statement tha.t you

6 relt that Miss Atkins dld m:t testify trutl:ci‘ully at the

i | Grand Jury; correct? <
g | | A | I testifled, in my own Words, that she didn't
19 { ‘bell the txruth, the_, wh‘o].e‘.‘ truth, and ﬁothing but the truth;
| ’and bo use Hr. Kanarek's phrase, didn't testify substantially
i | ‘Yo bhe truth, | |
.| &  Okay. | ‘ |
2’ h Now, did you read Mia?g Atkins! testimony at the 1
g | Grand Jury? o _ . '
@ x| & No,sie. -
s . . MR, .’BUGLI-OSI: - Asked and answered,

elem“m - x : .- . S
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THE QOURT: Sustained.
MR, SHINN: Q - What dld you base that answer ont?
MR. BUGLIOSI: This is irrelevant, It has been.
agked and anawered ‘ : f
THE COUBT- This hap all béen covered, Mr. Shinn,
MR. SHINN: No, your Honor. |
Mr. Younger stated that he was ar the oplnion

that Wiss Atkins had not testifled bru#hfully, and I never
{ . ald ask whab he based that on,

‘ MR.-BUGLIOSIt “This has been gone into,; your Bonora
. 'THE GOURT~ My recollecbion is that you inquired into

& this thorougnly this morning.

MR, SHINN: I don’t rec§ll that, your Honer. .
| » Ir your Honor feels sot -
g THE CQURT: .I do, And also other canhsel
The obJection is sustained as. being,repetitive

Letts proceed.

"MR. SHINN: Q@  When 41¢ yoh first £ind ous what
Mlss Atkina did not tesyify truthfully at the Grand Jury?
- MR, BUGLIOSI- This has been gone; into.
THE GOURT:' I dian't hear the quaétion. _

| - Read the questibn.“lg i .;H‘, R

bt kl

{The question was read by She xeporter;)

LY

—g.-;_'- - T

THE QOURT: Sustained. :"‘:2A ' ' """sf

LA

MR, SHINN: I lave no further questions,

——————CieloDrive.com~RTHTVES
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THE ‘GOURTs

Younger.

THE WITNESS:
MR, BUGLIOSI
" THE COURY:

,MR.‘BUGLIQSI: Thank ycu; Judge Younger,

THE COURT:
MR, KEITH:
THE COURT:
MR, KEIOH:
| THRE CLERK:
CHE WITNESS:
THE CLERK:
| THE WITNESS:

recalled as a witness ﬁy and on behair of the defendahts,-
having been previously duly sworn . resumed the stand and
'testified rurther

Q Dr, Hoehman, at the close of yesberday’s

gession, you told
that Leslie would

. I will ask you, Doétor, what therapy did you.

St e CoL »21),522., . ’: vrox
,,(;;_35 3 et T f,J4 T
All right. You may step down, Mr,
‘ . ‘.:.n':‘_ 'ri;ﬁ’
Thank you. '
H iMay Mr, Youngey be eicused?

He ig excused,

You may eall your next witness.

I was examining Dr. Hochman.

is he hére?

Yes., - ‘ _

Would you state your fiame, please?
Joel Simon Hochmen, |

You are still under oath, sir.’
Thank you, -

JOEL SIMON HOCHMAN,

as follows:

. REDIRECT EXAMINATION (CONTINUING)

us that there was a distinet possibility
fmprove with therapy,
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s

have 1n mind?

”A‘ Well I was tslking only from my own peraonai
eipgrmence, '
| I was talking about an intensive psycho-

analyﬁic*oriented therapy._-

Q

. For thosa of us wha don't understand what

@syahoanalytig-orianteﬁ therapy 18, could you explain very.

 briefly?

o

I maan'éu tnﬁensiva'therapy between & psychia-

ig

M |

triat wibh an analytic training and orlentaticn in his"

‘ thinking and theorizaﬁion working individually with the giri

probably on the basis of at least several times a week for

& lohg $ime.

2% o

2% )

.n-
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14q-1‘ | THE COURT: Mr Kéii;.h,’ I don't understand. P;arhaps ;
- 5 |  you cdn get the doctor to explain what you meant by the
. 3 .tem “rehabﬂitation.
4 . MR. KEITH‘ I will ask the doctor what he means by
s | rehabilitation. S
6 THE WITNESS: I nean reaching a point in life in
.| which she sould function’ usefully for herself and for
g | ‘aociety, : o oo T .‘ Jf'- L ' |
e | . BY MR. KEITH: - | |
T | Q- Im your gpinion, Doctb:, ds Leslie inteﬂec-. :
' g | tuslizing now or at the time that yqu spoke with her?
BT | A Frequently. ’ A
13 Q And by intellectualizing, you mean rationaliz-|
14 ing?
5 | ’ A Yes.
16 | Q 1In your opinion, Doctoxr, was she intellec~
w | twalizing frequently when she was living at the Spahn
1B Ranch? '
Cw - A I think so.
‘ 2 | Q Now, do 'you subgcribe to the psychiatric
71 |  theory of the id and the ego and the superego and the
5 |  interrelationship between the three?
28 - A Yes.
o | - Q Is that a i‘-’reudian_ theory?
. oo | A Origivally. | j §
’ - 2 | ' Q@  And is that widely accepted now in psychiatric
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l4a~2 | | circles as belng valid?
' A Essentially, yes.

3 Q And the id is the unconscious impulsive part:
:4’ of us? ‘ :f, o
< & Eesentlally.- . ,‘§-c
6 . @ And thef;,egng;i is the n;edi.ator? L n
EE A Yes. , . | M Tk N : lf;:x‘? E
g 9 And. the superego is the qonscience? ' | _
ot A The superego is usua‘lly thought of as. the L
10 1 consclence part of one's .self with both canscious and
| . unconseious portions. L N
VN _' R Im Leslie's case, Doctor, do you h.ame an
S o opinion as t:o| whe ther 61;Anot Leslie’s 'ego. and superego,
.'“ w | at the time of the commission of these affenses, were = ' |

15 i impaired?

% A I think tbat the relatiomship between them was
w i markedly altered.
s | o q By markedly sltered, what do you mean?

1 ! . A From the normal state. |

Cm I think that it was, glven the hypothesw that

5 we talked about:, the assumpta.on, the LSD was definif:ely
“9g interfering with its normal fumction, and I think that her 1
2 | pre-existing psychalogy evidenced a psychological dys-

o | functiom of what we would call nermal interrelationships
: ) . ' 55 | between these pbrtions of her psycholdgy, st;{perego and ago.
’ o5 b . § - You used the term psychulogical dysfunc:thn‘

,\ .
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I didn't understand what you meant by that
A~ To use an éxample,‘if we think of the wind

give that the title "Psychological® or "The psychology
of the individual,” thén T would say that her psychology was

1t was dysfunctioning.
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o rang each time he wag fed. Aft.er auffi.cient exposure to

2.1  that experience, if the bell waS. rung and the food did

26,527

R When? Now or previously?

A : 11 thmk it is now. I think it has baen -
préviausly. I think it has been for a long time;

Q 183 fth:ts & symptom of some mentél disvrder?

A " Well, mental disorder is of a langer categoxy.

‘ This would be an explanation oi one ¢f the
sources of the mental disorder.
. Q Thank you.
You also -usea the phrase "A condj.tibﬂé& ’

regponge" in your testimony.

“A Yes. '
Q Do you pecall that?
A " Yes. ' |
| . Q Could we explaiﬁ‘tﬁét term fn té::m.a- of

Pavlov's dog?
A That is the original model.
Q" In other words, you 1earn to do something and.
theri you, stam: to do it autom&tical;ly aft:e:r a period uf

A It is the exampla of the dog. whe::e the bell

not appem:, the dog salmvate& nonethelbss.

’ The cOnﬂz.tioned response was salivatio‘n

R

That is tﬁe classic example."

9 Is there some connec:tion between & eondit:ioned

y ae
t
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response, as you describe it, and Leslie, in your ¢pinion?

‘ A That is a very complex ¢question.
Much of human behavior is thought to be learned |

. by conditioning, both classical and/or operant conditioning.

Much of her behaﬁqr would have to be under-

| stood to be acquired or learned behavior.

She == well, I shouldn't expand beyond that.
.Q in youy op:tn-i'on; were her respémnses, perhaps
conditioned by‘ someone at the ‘Spahn Ranch? | |
o That is a little broad,' perhaps.
It really is. |
'Qq - All right.

In your opinion, could her responses &t the
time of the La ﬁianua homicides havé been conditioned by
gomeone at the Spahn Ranch? Beé:;i.ng in mind all the
factors that we hdave been discudsing, ﬁdctnr?f

-.A) There is a great gap between what one believés
énd. what one feels and what one does, and I .wouldu not Iike
to be :l.n' a position of trying f:.o bridge t‘ha“t ‘gap with a
simple statement about the ;:e};ai;ioi;shiriaé beéﬁé‘én what she
was experiencing at the ranéiﬁ'azic;f what she was doing at

some other location. = .- - STy
. s a ' P V. . 5 '.r! ’ - ﬂr,t“..' )

Q Very well.

You used the term in your testikony helistic,! |
|.“: i— ‘,;ﬁ‘f‘f’ .o s |

W*h-b-l-i;-.s-'-t*i-c .

A H=o=l. No "w'.’
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s | ~one, we are all the samc,,‘ s

Q- Excuse me. 1 am spfry-. Hepelai-g-teiec,

A Yes. | | ' o

e " Does that me‘aﬁ that there is no right or

wrong? | - |
| A | No.

That'specifically,'reférs to & phiidsaphinal
texrm. ’ ‘

i

. That means to view the world in a unitary way, |
| without discriminating between self and otheér; between
one's personal :Ldentity and the total being of. the world.

It becomes quite philoso?hical, Like to not

discmminate one's gelf from others, to say "We are all

N

Q And do you dpu;::ibe the 1ife with:ln the Martsou

™

Familyf as somewhat holist:ic}? rt O : .
A I wou].d say that '.tt was one of their express

'goais, to attain a state where diﬁfm:encea betﬁ'een L

ind:l.viduals did not exist, where fee],ings cbuld be shared,

wasg shared or all was ome. = ,
Those were some o:E the terml they were u.sing,

fxi Eact.

tao thisr holintic goal?
A A¢ much 45 she pﬁssibiy could.

t ta

EEN MR

Q. In your opinion, Dontor, .did Leslie subscribef _

rd

CletoDrivescom et 5
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Q - Yo also told us, Ei believe, that Leslie failed

to internalize

I may be misQuobing You You can correct me if

ILam,. -

q

A I was sgeaking, at ﬁhat time of Some off the

_parent figures, some‘of the value systems of our accepted

30@5.51‘557’. : B ‘5 . i . ;’L',';' * . :1( *. ‘;% % :

,:.‘, H v I e R

I felt that she had defeets in the internali- ;

.o 4

- . [

zation of some of these things.’ i T R

1
¢ s LI

@  Does that mean that. ‘hey values bad heen altered
4o ,fif-.‘ .-l_

by a.variety of factors?
A I would say that she was somewhat alienated .

'fromtthe values of our present soclety for a long time and

soyght actively to further that alienation.
§  Was the altenation intensdffed by the holistic

attitude at the Spahn Ranch?

A I think definitely,
Q :ﬁnd also the drug use? f ,
A Definitely. Definitely the LSD in her case.
‘ & - Does LSD piimarlly affect the_centfal nepvous
sysbem? |
A As far as we know. ‘
- QA' . However, X take'iﬁ we don't know, or at least

psychlatry and research psychiatrists den't know, what it

does £o the central nervous system?

A No.
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4

The example of the amphétamines ls useful here,
We used to think the affect was clear~-cut on

“humens and other hiblogical beings., We recently dis-
{ covered a.whole synﬁrome of effects, effects that we never

£ anticipated invoiving amall arteries.

g Is the central nervous sysbem the brain,
Doctar? . | | |
'&_ ' The‘prain and*the;gpinal'cgrd and ‘the eranial
3 #ervea{ ‘ “‘ | | | |
' B | ﬂoes the central nervous system substantially

:_ artect how we react physlcally o aituations and events?

: A You can't do much without it.
a8 - Youcan’t live without 1t I gueas?
A Exactly. ' y K
| ,Q . What does iﬂlcontrcii'
A EVerything.‘
2} Life itselfl?
A Yes, | .
Q. So, can you pdsﬁulgté that if the central

. , K
nervous gysgtent is adversely’afrected by a drug; then perhaps |
our whole. being.is alsq adversely arfected?

A Wel;, 'Y think that'1s logleal, yes, from what

!" N * ‘. B4 lz .
: Yo P

o ¥

R And does L3D, When ingaated5 also act like
'adrenalin?_ ‘ U s
A, It has an effect 1ike advendlin, yes.. ¢
. . . ' ’

N
:

‘fﬁekiaﬁvexxxfrxﬁwfﬁﬂxn?"
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oy o MR, BUGLIOSI: I have s few questions.

Q- Dp’yog-éall that the sympathomemetic effent?’
4 . Yes, n o o C
R - Assuning éhat Leslle has, aﬁd hag had, fdr some |
yeays & peraonality'disOZGEr which you have termednséhizbidq

In your opinfon, Doctor, has hexr chronic use of LSD intensi-

2‘£i§d #hgt.parzonality_disorder?.

A I think it has. .
_ MB.'KEiTB: I have np{further‘questionsy
MR, FITZGERALD: Nothing further, your Honor.

THE COURT: Go ahead, ﬁr. Bugliosi,
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9| &re psyehotic?

'ééi~dant5 are schizophrenic? RPN

RECROSS-EXAMIWATION

" BY MR, BUGLIOSI:

Q Let me ask you this quesﬁiﬁn, Doctor, with .

‘pespect to all three defenéants, and- 1f your answer is

| differedt as to one than the otner, please differentiate.

" Before ‘I ask the question, you defined the word

'Q"psychotic" to mean a person who has a 1ass of contact
| with reality; is thaf corvect?

,A- That 15 part of it, yes.
Q@ -Well, is there moreé than that?
A Yes. Iﬁ,is a loss, either a loss of contact

with reality; an inability‘to teat reallty, an inability %o

fexistenee, one's funetion, or a combination of both

R Would you say the most important eharacteristie
of & psychbsis is that the person Has a loss of conbact
with resliby? |

A

A ‘Yes,

@ - And is schizéphrenia one type of psychosis?
& TYes, | , | ' |
) At the present fime, Doeﬁor, do you féel:any ol

these three defendants, any of these three female defendantd),|

A - HNo.
- Q Do yﬁu.feel any of theﬂe three female defen—

-
[ ~———
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A

|  Temale defendants have aver been paychotic?

A

diacusseﬂ earlier, hatwnen a criminal pSychosis and
o
that comen and goes with the use of the drug,

b
Q

A‘ .

Q

three female deferdants have ever been psychotic?

.FA |

Q

dqfendaﬁté have ever been schxzpphrenic?' L 1
. "

letter frcm a pﬁychiatrist in ‘A **u, 4

3
A

I8 zome historical auggeétionffrsm'anothéi ﬁ#ychiétrist

- that- she was achizophrenic at the time he saw herx,

Q

G
Opinidn now, Doetor -~~ do you feel that any of these three

I am not referring to that type of psychosils

- 1 am asking for your qpinipn, Doetor,

No. . {

In your opinion - and I am asking you ror your

‘Well, we have to discriminate now, as we

You re talking about psychosis per ae?
Yes,
No.

So,.in your opinlon, Dociopr, ﬂoneiof these

No.

ﬁo-ybu feel that any of these three female

i .
i;' “f

No, . t . . i 1
I‘will haVe‘to“quiiify that . -

In the example of Miss Krenwinkel there 13 a

.
®E

"This is why I am giving the axplanation.

There 18 & questien,intmy'mind, because there

You mean Dr, Briown in MNobile, Rlabama,.on

"c’.IB.. .
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| December the 24th, 1969%

(. these three . female defendants are presenbly paychotic or

sehiZOphrenie or have ever been psychotic or sghiZophrgnic*

Is |

A Tes.
‘So that puts ;! question in my ming,
But on the- basis of my examinaticn and the
hiatory thet I took, I would have to say no,

& - So, 1% is your. opinion, Doctdr, that none of

1s that norrect?
A , Yes.

g Now, I believe you did mention, however, tha
term sehizold with respect to Pabricia Krenwinkel, and I~
belleve Leslié Van HOuten. Schizoid

' Doea the term schizoid mean, basically,
schizopnrenic, or 1s. this a different term?

A Ehey are d&ifferent terms.
fv
;o ,
’ » ‘5‘ ! ' N
. ¥ ’ 2
'ﬁ K .E:r 2 . , . ' s': ¥ . 4 . M '
+ . ’ T I Lo ot !
x « L7 v R
o~ - e ‘
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Q - They are not synonomoﬁs?
A There is an unfortunate resemblance, but they
dre ndt the same, |
- It ima cpniusiqg re-seﬁblanqe.
Q@ Now, Doctor,; fc‘:r' the benefit of the j-ufy, :
could briefly relate again what you mean by schizold, and
then differentiate that from schizophrenic?

A Mell, ag'L define -~ I think I defined schizoid|
' lea‘ﬂiex"iﬁ terms of a personality trait disturbance.

Q Yesg. _ ,
Schizold singly‘ means & personality trait
Gia_turbéneé; is that correct? A o
.A Well, it is one of the categories. It is one
kind of & persomality trait disturbance.
- It 1s mot & psychosis?
It 1e not a psychosis.
There is no logs of contact with :reality?
Thexre is not.
Now, when 'j;ﬁu .say 'scﬁizophren:{.c, what do you

* - A I

mean?
A ‘Well, schizophrenic is one variant of psychosis,
Q  Yes? |
A 'Ihere is some nontrov.ersy about what that

Dr. Blueler as a condition in which #n individual has a
great deml of difficulty testing reality, they are quite

P

v s
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1432 ;| sutlstic in terms of involvement with Ehms‘éive‘sm'té‘ﬁh%{ O

" s | exclusion of reality, they have disturbances in affec’t, | | ; :
o | 3 | that is ‘ta say, thei:: emotions don't seem JtQ fit the
‘4; reality of the circumstance, di.fficuxt:y ﬂith aaSoc:llt,ion,

5 | which means to say. that their thought processes are

6. ' demonsi:rably disturbed .

7| For instance, you can't follw their th:tnkins
T g | '_1ngi:c:11-y' or rationally in listening to them.

-9" !dR. BUGLIOSI: May I #pproach the witness, your
10 " Honqr? I want to ask the witness a question privately.

n | I haven't had an opportunity,

‘A 18 ‘ THE COURT ies, you may. :
;] 3 | (Mr. Bugliosi approaches the witness und they
. | 14 t;onfer;‘) |
i | OBY MR, BUGLIOSL: < |
T @ With respect to Defendant Patricia Krenwinkel,.

¥ | ‘there was some indication that het originsl ingestion of A
18 LSD was somewhat accidental; is phat correct? |
15 | A Yes. | '
2 .| Q A:Er.er that original incident, Doctor, bubt

‘ a before she met Charxles Manson,  did she Indicate to you
| co2 | that she volnntarily took LSD?

% | A Yes. , .
h 2 | A ) Did she indicate to you that duxing this
@ | interlude now, between this first incident ard the time

% | she met Manson, that she took any other drugs?

—CieloDriVeCOoMmARTHTVE S
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c-.IAB-’ x ‘Ef |,,E-—S



15«1

o3

1

12 |

13

14

5
16 t:
n
18 1
1 -
20

. o1

22

23
24 |

28 1

26

26,539

Q Yes. ‘

A\ ~ She had been smoking marijusps and ainoking
hashish around the age of 19, and thlt vwes the period
shortly before she met Manson.

. @ Incidentally, Doctor --

A ' recall exdctly she sald her use was such
she never fmd, she never kept a gupply of drugs herself,
of marijuana or hashish .herself,‘but vhen she used it -
it fwgé on ﬁcpasiona wﬁen, somecne else provideé them,

Q ._ -Thig was before she even met Charles Mangon?

"A Yea‘, _ ‘

IS Incidentally, Doctor, ‘ate you opposed to the
death penalty? ' |

A | Yes, ‘
MR, FIS?ZGERALD:’ Immaterial and irrelevant.
THE CGURT: Dverruled.

BY MR. BUGLIOSL: |

Q . You are opposed tch':ﬁhe death penalty?

| A Yes. R
THE, COURT: The ansver is yes? . »
THE WITINESS: . Yea, ‘ tm Qpposed to the death pénalty, "

Q - The term inkanity, Doctor, you are familiad ! 1
with that term of tourse? ey y i |
SRS SR I L

A Yes. E [
Q Bagically you define the word'insmi‘;g* to be 1 -

“CiéloDrive.com A R CHIVES



0 |

1
13

i5 4

T

7.
K I would have to stép out of my psychiatric role.

18
19

20

b

27

. =

- 4|
25. -

%

LI

' ,generully to mean psychotic. e - P

14 |

26,540
the layman's, as it weré; Ehéflhﬁ@in's synonym for -

paychotic? o g SO P ;: .

[

A I would say that the word insanity is used |

Q Then, from & paychi&tric standpoint, 1 take
it, it is your, opinlon that none of these, thgézhgiaiie
defendants are presently insane nor havq,thgy;eger-been
inaaﬁh in‘yqﬁf opinlon, -is that corpeet? co

A That's correct.

e ‘

- Q Just oneé more question with respect td the )
ccncept of remorse. |
~ Will you Agrea, DOGtor, that if‘a human being
does aomething that they personally do not think is wrong,
that Ehey personally do not think 13 wrong, that they would
have no cause, no reggon to have remorse.
Will you agree with me on that?

A I think that in ovder fox me Lo snswex that

I cannot do that.

Often in this testimany I tried to distinguish
betwéen what the person experienced consciously and
unconsciousgly. |

I don't believe in that remorseless aspect
unlesa they have no superego restraint.

This is bad. ‘

Q ﬁenorse basically in addition to being an

~CieloDrivECOmMARGCHIVES
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gomplei:ely dev::id pf the mind the psyche, :t.s 1t? |

eugqtﬁifbn is a state of mind alse, rig‘ht‘?
' 4  I'm not sure what you mean by state of mind.
" Q' Well, & person has to go through certsin

:mental ‘processes to have a; feeling of remorse, is that

correct? ;
A Yes. _‘
Q Some mental exercise :I;Jé iuvolved?

A Well, remorse I wnuld ﬁhinf’( would be sqmething

' spontanedus or 1mediate. NP

It is a- feeling tﬁat one muld get wit:h(mt
thinking apont e, - B L
If you have to think abcsut it, it's not .

ﬁ,ﬁ\

there. A R

£l

k) In terms of origin, the »feeliug 13 th

A That is where it happens.

Right.

- 50 ~- |
Remorse, in a szns;t is A state of mind?
I i:hat: éenée, yes.

o > O > O

I'm talking #bout the conscious level again,
which I guaés :i:‘eqﬁire‘s ‘you to si:ep out of your. psychiatric
role, but in addition to dealing in !:he unconscioul you deal
in the conacious.

- Isn't that correct, you deal fn the conacious
when yOu psychoanalyze an individnal‘z

CieioDFiVe.obmARcHWEs
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: See what we come up wit:h

7

23

A I would say most of my attention is directed

to the unconscious, tryimg to £ind hints from the conscious
material. | | | |

Q@  So yéu don't -conq;leteiy 'eliuiinate the conscious
*f&ctor? - |

1t
R 'Well, T will ask you once agdin, and we will
This time I will gay, we will ‘preface the ‘
question and answer that we are o:if[y deq.ling in the

¥

consc;i.ous, not the unconsciaua. ‘gt'“,’

.

, Let's try to elimimate the unconsciqus from
the qnestion and the answer. o o

' Wwill you agree that from 2 conacious standpoint, .
if a persbn does something that they personalify da not feel

is Wirong, they would have no reason to have a state of

mind, & consclous state of mind of remoxse? -

A& °  You cannot separate the two.

Q You -Cahuqt separate the coriscious from the
unconscious? . |

A You cannot.

Q  There is & marrisge there that just cannot
be separated? | ‘

A Indissoluble. "

Q. Until death do us part, right?

A : No, but I slways have a hedlthy suspicioh about:

e
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"~1“, A Exactly. J
2 1 ' MR. BUGLIOSI: No further questioms.
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bench-out of the hearing of the juzy-) S _fﬁ = =

Mr. Bugliosi asked the queation;ir the dbator ﬁas appased

‘on the grounda it went to the doctor‘s bias, interest and

19‘:‘:':
’trial, and he indicated he is oppesed to the death penalty.,

¢ stands lmpeached.

24.

%

| REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR, FTIZGERALD: |
@ = Why are you 9pposed to the‘death penaitﬁ?
Mﬁ, BUGLiOSI: That is irrelevant your Honor, .
:MR éITZGEBALD’ May I make an offer of proof?
‘THE COURTﬁ i!ea, yéu may,
" MR, BUGLIOSI‘, At ﬁhe bench.maybe

t - t‘. .

(The following prcceedinga wnre Had atrthe

- MR, FITZGERALDa May I prefaae my remarks bﬁ saying

td-the death penalty. .
' I objected on the grounds 1t was immaterigl
and ilrrelevanst.

I take 1% that the Court overruled nmy obJection |

I the event that guestlon was asked to deter-
mine the doctOr's bias interest and motive, the dactor
stands impeached begause of the-death penalty phase of the

THE COURT; I don't agree with that, I don'b agree
That 1s ror the Jury £o determine.

MR, EITZGERALD: I want to rehabilibaxe him‘ ;
THE GOURT: He did not say he testiffed the way he

b@.IB. Xo't -. FH_V,E. .'
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did becausé of the way'he feels aboub fhe death penalby.
He 1s a scientist. _ |
MR, FITZGERALD' ‘That is a conclusion,
THE COURT; I am simply commentlng on your atatemant;
’ - MR, FITZGERALD}_ I would 1lke to ask this dnctdr
ﬁhy he is bﬁpésedfto the death penalty, and have him state

-i_his réasons ﬁhy he is opposed 4o the death penalty so that
" the Jury ean detenminé whether, 1ndepanQently,lthe Jury can
~ determine whether or not these reasons for him being

against the desth penalty would influence his opinion in
this case. o _ o
Cértainly-I'ean ask him the question:
"Does ‘your bellefl against the death panalty
1nfluence your gconclusions here?®

THE COURT: Pu$ that quedstion to him directly.

WR, FITZGERALD: Pardon me, |

. PHE COURT: You ﬁan put that question to him
diveotly. | ‘
| | - Bub tﬁé way ycu want ta do it would in effect
1thdraw from the Jury ~~." |
' In other words, 1% interferes with the un~

l

trammeled 1nﬁependent iudgment of the Jury on this

‘;

Subject SR . R RO ) D

' 1 o You can pZﬁ tﬁésdueéfion:%a'hiﬁ¥ﬁireéﬁiy as to

whether or not bis belgefs 1n£1uegc% his testimony. ,
MR. FIT&GERALﬁ« That 18 a conciusian T g

T
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o

.t__ —
.'f 4 -
“.3

I have ng objection o your Honor giving an
\'

~ instruetion to the Jury that if Qe pegeivad only'for thea;;
limitéd purpose of debermining whether or not he has a biaa,

¥oL P

interest or mokive in this aas&. ;;ﬁ L - Fi
' |THE COURT: - I think that would be highly 1mproper, |

[ i )

" e, Fltzgerald, L b AR RN Eff:

J MR, FITZGERALD: You see, what can I do besides ask
him the question? ' |

" I want t0 know nis reasons for being opposed
o the death penaity so I can argue it did not Influence
him, - | | '
o ir3 just-ask-h;m,'i know what hé will answer.
THE COURT: I gnow‘what’you want to do. I admire

i

youf rescﬁrcefulnass, but under .the ;aw iﬁ 15 not permissi
ble. .
MR, FITZGERAES* I am doing BO in good faith because
L queeted to his quesﬁion-
| THE CGOURT: I understand it, I understand.
MR, KEiTH: I willk Join in Mr. Fltzgerald's orféi of
proof., o S
) THE GOURTY So fhe regordfis perfectly clear I am
telling you that yéu may'&ék him 1f his beliefs coricerning
the death penalty and capiﬁal punishmernt have influenced

hils testimony.

You may put that questlon to him,
MR, FITZGERALD: Right.

.n-

LI
4
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!

»f;quate, bub x feel the recoré astabliahed that.l

:acouru 40 the presence and hearing af’ the Jury? Y

. penalty, 1s that corract$’

‘this’ ease? e I . S
A& = In all cases, -
& Have your opinions or beliefs concerning the

, dea&h penalty‘ar capital punishmant influcnced your testimonyA
~ in fthis case in any respect whatsoever?

.you would adhere to hecause of any bellef or feeling you

" penalty with vespeot to your testimony?

El

Sa the recond is clear, I Teel that is inade-

IR, KLITH* _I Will Join with lir, Fitzgerald.
MR, SHLN. I will Join wibh Fr.' Plbzgerald. .
HR, KANAREZ: I join with Iir. Ritzgerald.. . . o

!

{”he following proceedings wers had in Open

LI 1

Q BY ER, FITZCERALD: Ybu have indicated,
Dr. Hocnman, you are 09posed to the 1mpesitian of the death |

. A& Correct.
o Ape you cppnsed tc $he impﬁsition of the death

penalfy Across the board that 1&, in all cases or just in

’

A Nome that I am awave of, - SR

& . Would you a2brogate any professional standards

may-have about‘the impositiOn,bf the death penalty?
- B Would you repeat that? . '
4 . anld you abrogate any professional stanﬂards

you adhefe Yo because of your feeling ahout the.death
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- responslbilities.
conversation witq me , or have yoq_rngived_any informa;iqn

‘from me Whatsoever ina:tcaeing that you should tegtify in &

particular-way or in a psrticular marmer?

'Krenwinkel was never~payohotic ir you were informed that

13 |

‘ out what - kind of things he saw that I didn't gee,

A I think the professiondl standards I adhere %0
ére completely conaégaﬁt with my poaitioﬁ, énd I would gee
any,otﬁér positiﬁn as veing nob consonant, |

THE COURT: Is the answer no, then?

THﬁmWITﬁﬂgs: ﬁo. I.would not abipgate my ﬁfOfesaional

Q BY MR.'FIEZGEHALﬁE Didyou &t any time have any

A . None Whatever and I can say now that I have
heen reminded ot it, I cen say in &ll honesty that the

entgred inxo mw eonsciqus mind am any time in 1y
examinatiqn.or in my teatimony.

%

Q Now; would you change yaur Opinion that Patriaia

Dry Tweed teatiried that it was hiu Opinion that she whﬁ
previously pasychotie?

T -,

don i . N
ok - - ox ' i o

'.A l No. .‘ ' . ."LX‘I..“ ) o v " 4
I prabably would give him an argument to find

Q In part your analysils and determination are
based on your«proresaicnal experience, lsn't that correct?
A Yes, |

~CieloDFVEe.COM AR CHTVE 'S
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4

144 How many persons have you interv1ewau for 4the

:purpoﬂes of determinlng-whethér or not the person, 1nber-

K P tr . N

‘A Ob, thousands.

EA

§ . Thousands? How many people have you inberviewed

_for thﬁ purpose of qeterminﬂn& whetuer oz not they are
_psjnhotic after you were licenseﬂ to practice medicine in
- the State of Cplifornia? |

L - dh, it must be In ekeess of 12 to 1500, by now,

M) After medical school one dces an inteinship?
A b¥es‘ ‘

§ - Corpest?

A  Yes,

8

aAnd then 1f one, as & medical doctor, wishes to

pursue & speclalty; one engages in what is called the

- residency, is that correst?

A s Tes.
] Have yca-cqﬁplgﬁed & resideney in paychiairyf
A Yes, | “ :
4 And when did you conclude your residency?
A July of 170, o
tQ  How man§ people have ydﬁ intér&iewéd since w-

,:’-strikg bhat.

Upon c¢onelusion of your residensy in July, 1978
did that soncluge ybur préfensional training as a psychia—
trisb? '

—CicloDrive cCOM AR CHIVE
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A No, ;tlcontinuég now,

I am on a research fellowship.
HR. FITZGERALD: I have nothing further, .
THE COURT: Angbhing further?

BADIRECY BZXANINATION
m}“{ SHIN: |
Q Doebor,. in respouse té Mr. Bugliosi’s questicn

whether br not Mlss Atkins was ever psychotzc now ox in

fthe past, you said no, corredt?

% Yesn,

i

Q- You stated that in the. past you had many cases

% .where yOu examined persgns an& you fbund them to be

% |

i;ﬁ'a

paychotic end not psjnhctic?,
A " Yes, .T have had many fxgerienqes ,
Q Now, how long wouid you S8y~ “How long of an:

examlnation would you need ﬁq deﬁsrmine whethér or not a"

_,
»

perscn is psychotic or not nsychotic?
A Thet depends on the degree of. dysfuﬁctiona .
| There are some individuals you can make that
Judgment fairly égd accurately in moments on the basis of
. their behayior, \

.Q In other words, you WOuld take & person's

sotions and their speéech, when you deterinine whether or not

a person is psychotic or not psychotic?
:&. Tes,

—CieloDrive:GotTARCHIVES
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- ave saying. LA

6|

Q- | And what "do you put more. emphasis on, more
weight on, the actions or his speech? '

A I ¢capnot answer that. I would take the whole
pleture. w
| ! ;  You would téke the whqle‘picture?

i Yes, ' B | |

2] “> Now, woyld you say that --

5 I will give you an example.

' . If somegne were stanﬁing in the examination

" poom poking themselves in\the €€ with a nall or a peneil’

and telling me * a11 #he§while they are perrectly all right
and everything way all right, an& gpeaking logicaliy,;hﬂ
I would pay no axtention at all to-what fhEy;

<
Yo Lt ox ;ot )

3 i Y
Q. You would take his actions? )
i e Vb

& - Actions in. that cﬁaa. .
149 | -And whenrwould yon Just take, say, a persenfs

'spaach or. conversation?

A Oh, when they rerleoted any of the severe’
psychotie symptoms we recognlze,
e " Such as words sbyled, no logloal training
of thought, perseverative speech, the same word over and

 over and over again constantly hours at a time,

‘ Q . Normslly, generally speaking, would you say
the more time you spent with a patient the bstter you
woula kinow .the person, the betbter you would evaluabte that

”(ﬁekﬂiﬁvexxmij?NSFHWﬁE
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p | hours, yes,

13

1%
, js:; may then evaluate ——
16 ]
- sound ground on the terms of sheer welght of information,
T ‘ :
! I have rrom ﬁwo and a half hours, 1 think that 15 2 aound

:“Judgmant.

i)
20
élié
‘g  gome consultation with anpther paychiatrlst 8t UCLA- t¢
| "
o

$’: not. her actiona.
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'arfirm.my Judsmbnt.\ Ol

% 1

 person?

A ‘ . Sure.

. § ' How long did you talk to Miss Atking at

f Sybil Brand?

AL . Let's see, from about, I _guess, from about 9:00

- untll about 11: 00.

Q 9306 to 1l: 00 2nd —m
A A little before 9:00, I think we got started ~-

| I‘m not sure exactly -- 8:30, X think 1t was.

§ . 'Thet is approximately what}
A& . Two and a half houre, two %0 two and a half

4] Do you feel if you had more time wlth Miss
Atkins Bay another month with her, would you asay- tham you

A,”, I think X coukd reuevaluaté'onAa.much mors

i 1 would have at that point, but in terma of the Judgment

. In fact, 1 am goiné %o try to avrange for

,-
F

4 - You are basing thiﬁ Just onvher conxersatibn,

i

'lw

A . All, action and canversaﬁion, the way ' the words
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1

16
R
1e¥
"19
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g't tqla ygu enoh of Yhem, thas BObby wm that the metive for
22 ]

>‘these muprders was getting Bobby Beausoleil out of ﬁail?
2
:25:. ‘

% |

BY WR, KANAREK"

- girls have no -~ i

26,553

- Were put together, the presence .or ébsence of cartain data,
g nonéﬁerba;‘aommunications, g wariety of thinga;

ME. SHINN: Thank you. I have nothing further,
REDIRECT EXAMINATION

QR Doctor, you. have stated that pre:ently these

P "here 18" no loaﬂ cf contact with reality, right?
.&“x:’ Yes‘ " ., "‘_: ) -v", .“4 ::. o 1 ] + ‘,-a-

o "~., [ Lt

X . So wheti these giris told.you that ‘the motiva

. 3 1n reallty, at leasb they wére nok inaanq when.they tald
e |

you that, right? _
MR. “BUGLIOSI: JAmbiguous. .
¥R, KEITH: I quegt.tq'the question as asauning ?acéa
not in evidence, - | |
'THE COURT: Susteined, |
@ . BY R, KANAREK: Is 1t a Fact that these girls

« R Yes, _ .
@ Each one of them told you that separately, right?]
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15¢-1 . | Q And directi.‘pg your attention, ther, to Susan.
- Atkins, when she told you.-- when she told you that it was
| . . ’ | hex idea, 'b;ecaus,e Gary Hinman was a dope peddléx, it was
‘ z " her idea to write politlcal piggy on the'w.nil bec'ause.of
. . her persogal feelings» against Ga—ry Hinman, she was in
] touch with you =- she was not insane, right?
. . She was not insane when she told you those
. | words? | N ‘
. A ' If I understand.the Yyestion --
o THE COUET: Just a_*mémn't'. e _ ,
. MR. BUGLIOSI: It's ambiguous. ‘ IR
" "'H-IE COURT¢ It also appeary ta ftgm iae{:s;‘not: I
s | in evidence. - £ )
el The -objection is ml;stained..‘ g
5 | BY MR. KANAREK: |
% | Q She told you, Sugan Atking, that the writing
o | °F political piggy on the wall at the Gary Hinman houge
| WOB her idea.
‘o She did it because. she did not like Gary |
. | Hinmsn because he was a pig, because he was a dope peddler
Ca who-i -c}galt in bad dope, right?
|l A Yes.
. And she was in reality -~
o A Yes.
. % | Q - She was not insane when she told you #h&t?
% A No.

CieloDAVEe.COMARCHIVE S B
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15¢=2 1 Q. And directing your attent:!.on then to your

: 2 -.conversations with these three girls, is it a fair statement
3 | that during these conversations with you they comuniﬁated
& | in the English langliage s they spoke to you} there was 1o

g | Teason fo:: you to believe that they were ‘then under any

6 | mental shexration?

7 - A 1 have aI:ready testified to that. |
.3 - I think that they suffered from a personality
s | -disorder which could be clasaified as a mental illness.
| . 10- o I think they suffer:ed from that at the time I
1 talked to them
12 i | R But 1f lrry notes are ,r:orrect:, ot examination
L. . 13 | ‘by Mr. Buglicsi you testified -that whatever - wh&tevfer
. ; ‘. 1% | thelr particular ﬂiagnasis may be, whatever you m;ght.: call

B it, cii-ﬂi.ca_.lly or whatév‘e_r:meciical_ term you might give to
"~ 16 | 1it, there was no loss of contact with reality as to anyone

1w | of these girls, right?

w | A . That's correct. | ’

19 :j o x:MR.- BUGLEOSI: - Hotfo*n tc"isfw":};ité\;:hlt. : f

2. | ~ That is a very umbisuous quastion, loss of

" -2 contact as ta reality as to what? i '
. 23 | KANAREK. That is exaci‘.ly'-v L N

2 | MR. BUGLIOSI: He seems to be implying what they n
- u |  were saying had been the truth. S
. . 2 | . | THE COURT: I think the questibn was ambiguous, .

26 | Mr. Kanarek, as far as the Court is concerned.

-**13kﬂcﬁ?ﬂhnzxixirAT?tnﬂ¢Xﬁ%s
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15¢-% 4 . © The obj#;ction- 18 sustained.
g \ *  The snswer 1s stricken.
3 o * Reframe the question. | |
&} ' MR, KANAREK: Certainly, your Homor: =
5 : R I's, it -a~fac.t., Doctpr,} that you '3p¢,i<e"1‘:o‘ each

C s | of these girls your opinion was and is that as you were -
7 | talking to them they were not out of touch with reality?

8 1 o A  In the senée‘_thdt 1 was agked aboui: reality |
e testing,' and their ability to test reality and not to be
_:m | Pp8ychotic, I already testified that 1 did not feel they
n | were psychotic or out of touch With reality in t:hat sense.

12 R And so as they spoke with you ==
13 For Instance, a person can be -~ let's take
. ' 1 | even President Nixon, someone ilke that, he is disgnosed.

15 , Someone could say "Well, he has a certain

16 characteristic; he may be schizoid, or this or that,"

1 | even though these technical terms are used to define a

18.'. ' particular personality, does’th_&t mean the person is ‘
RTINS mentally 111, or 1n'sané as Mr. Buglivsi was pointing out
2 | tp you. |

2 | These are just words of descriptiom, .r::f.gh!;‘:"
2 | " - A Well, there is a difference between menfally‘
23 ‘111 and being ingene, and this {s what we haVe been trying
8¢ ‘ to get at for a long time, I, thinka A _

. L% B . I would say. the an:-rswet‘ 1'l:'cw your question is

N 2; : ’fhat because one ia mentally 111 ar has 2 diagnosable‘

~

— CléloLJ'flve.oorr;i ARCHTVES”
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. were speaking with you the‘re wa.s no daubt in your mind

out of jail?

~ tion, depending ypon the individudl I was speaking with.

¢ofidition is not synonomous with their being insane.
@ . And so in any event whutewr label you might
put upon t:he peraomlity of agch hf these girls, when they

that they were not out of contact ‘wi.th reality?
| A Gorrect. , s N
Q . - And you did d:tscuas wi.th them what - iet'

b
3 [

put it this way: ‘ 3 - . .

" You did dis;cuss with them, each one aepa:at'el.y,'» -

the motive behind what went on in the Tate and the La
Bianca homeg, right? |
A Y'es, they spontanenusly offerad that
i‘nforxﬁation. ‘ _
Q But you sﬁuke with them separately?
A Yés, they were not together,
Q And that invelved getting Bobby Beausoleil

A Well, not exactly. '
There was moxe or less feeling in that direcs

For instance; Miss Krenwinkel explained what
happened to == what hapPened at the La Bianca residence ==~

No, at the Tate residence, as it was Like
motion, the murders were like motion; it was with no
_ thought no time or direction. |

And she insisted that they were there prim;riljy

;{ <3kﬂkﬂﬁrhnzxxm1rﬁn%f7HTWHés
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.2

3

as a result of le:ivin.g there, motive uxiknowna
Admitted talk about freeing Bobby, and so
forth and go forth, but denied specifically that motivation

in committing the murders.
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‘ ABobby Beausoleil.

:. thought, of repeating mnrdars to ﬁistract the pelice.

 for instance, Susan Atkins has not had any experienqe =

26,559

§ A1l right, then, would you state as to Bobby -
Heausoleill gld you discuss that withISuBgn iékins and
Lsslie Van Houten. also?

- B None or the girls specifically sald that they
killed anyone at the Tate or La Bianca,houses begause of

They taiked abouf having disoussed this kind or

But all insisted independently that the aetual
events of the mnrdera were not motivated by any thought but
rather were a trip, motion, & Yeaction, & reaction following |
8 reactlion rollowing a reaction following a reaation, to
quote Mlss Krenwinkel, 2 reagtion to d reactzon to e .
reaatibni < |

& And that woulﬁ be conaia?ent with belng undeﬁ
the influence of LSD, that kind of thifking, &8 to the
events at the Tgte and La Bianca hames? |

t

"Yea. n

That wnuld be cvmpletely}cﬁnsigtanﬁa rigﬁt? o
I testifled to that berore.

3

‘& ' And you also testiried that to your knowlque,
with psynhiatrista, she is not anphis%icated in trying'to

MR, _BUGLIOSI~ Calls for a conclunion.
'THE COURT: Sustained.

T T T CicloDAVECOMARTHTVES
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Q .,BY ME. KANAREK: But as you sit theére on thé

witness stand, having in mind what these girls told you,

| is there any reason -~ iz there any reason for you %o

belleve that they have sppken to 89 many psychiatrists and

| so nany dnntars that they are tuned in and know how to give

a reSponae 4o fool the psychiatrists?
A I have nao evidence or experience with them $o .

“'indlcate that‘théy,would be so skiliful,

'R, KANAREK: Thank you.
THE COURT: Anything further?
MR, BUGLIOSI: No, your Honor,

-

THE COURT: You may step down, Doctor.
MR;KKEITH; Hay the doctor be excused?
:THE céUR‘i.‘: Yes, br, Hoehman ié_éxcused..
MR. FITZGERALD: MNay we approach the bench? .
TﬁE COURE: Yes; you may . |
(‘the following proceedings were had at the bench |
out of the hearing of the Jury: y ' ‘
1R, KEITH: I have no other ﬁiﬁnésses on behalf of
Leslle fﬁn Houten, | ‘
."‘ﬁR.lSHIHN:- I have one wlbtness coming tomofrcw’moﬁning
and I have no intention of ealling Steve Grogan.
_[HE COURT: You do not?

MR, SHINN: No. .
¥R, FITZGERALD: You are entitled o cross-examine,

but we have no furbher direct examination unless

CietoBrive.com~r-c++tvES5
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i, Kanavek does. |

.THE.COﬁRT: Do yqu.havé any.fubthgr witnaages?;
MR, FITZGERALD: No, your Honor,
THE COURL: You sald you do rot?
MR. KEITH; That is correct.
MR, SHINN: I have.ohe tomorrow morning.

© ' ¥R, BUGLIOQSI: ;'Iha is he?
K-MR. SHINN; The reporter that went into Sybii Brend,

'ﬂmqrosini,

. MR, KANAREK We have g girl named Catherine Giilis.
THE GOUBT: Is that your last witness?
MR, XANAREK: And & short, a very short, — in view -

of yaur Honor's striking Ruthanrie Maorehpuse's testimony

I want to ¢all back Brenda, a giri named Nancy rittman in

¢onneution with Iir, Manson, with where he was.

‘ ‘ She can teatify as to his locatien\with
Stephanie Schramn in Pevilt!s Ganycni L.
) I asked her tﬁ do that bdécause _your Honor

scrapped Miss Moorehcuseﬂs testimpnv. . RN
THE GOURT: All right. S
MR, PITZOERALD: Thet is %p% - 0o e

1R, KANAREK: Yes. \ )

THE CQURT: Do any of you four defanse eounsel 1ntend
%0, interrogate Mr, Grogan any further? N

MR. FITZGEBALD.- No, your Eonor.

MR, SHINN: No, &our Honor,

. -
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‘Mr, Bugllosi?

- eourt in the presence and hearing or the Jury:)

MR, KEITH: No,; your Honor. .
MR, KANAREK: So, your'anpf;
THE COURT: Do you Antend to cross-examine,

KA. BUBLIOSI: Just a couple of guestlons,
' ﬁRf KAY s Wnat gﬁouﬁ Hr., Kanérek?
,EﬁE JOURT: Da aQu want o examin¢ M. Grégan?
HR, KANAREK: No, your Honor.
MR¢-BUGLIOSI So we'Ve gct Grogan, we've got .
Ambrasinig G11lis &nd Nancy ?itﬁman-and that ds i,
MR, EANAREK: Yes. A
THE COURE: Who is going on £irst?
MR. SHIN&: "I will try to!gef lilgs Ambrosinl in
at 9230, ‘ - o
THE COURT: = Since the defense have some wltnesges and’
Mr, Grogan 1s upétéirs you can work cut your own schedule
of witness&s—as long as we don't waste any time. |
' In other wopds, Grogan can be brought down in
a matter of minutes. . . )
| MR, - PITZGERALD: it takes thrggi&r-faur'minﬁtes;
k THE CQURT: All rig%t; iT§ﬁ§fwéﬁﬁi11 adjou:ﬁ for -
tonight. . I
MR, BUGLIOSI: Y;£§ zo00d, very gaod ,
(The following prqceedinvs were had in apen

THE COURT: We will adjourn at thisvt;meg lad;eé_gnd '

" —CieloDrive.cOm~RCHIVES
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| gentlemen, .

Do not gonyerse with anyone or, rorm or expreﬂs

any opinion regarding penalty until that question i

| finally submitted.to YO,

The Court will adjourn until 9:30 fomorrow

- morning .

(Whereupon, an ad}ournment was taken to

j'reconvene Friday, March 12, 1971, at 9:30 a.m.)

f\"
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